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1.
 I think that Socrates two arguments are most important for if there is nothing good to look forward to in death, than our happiness will be affected during the course of our lives. If death is simply the end of our existence, it is not a happy thought, and this will affect our happiness in a negative way while we live. Even if Socrates ideas turn out to be wrong and Epicurus, Lucretius, and Nagel turn out to be correct (in that death is simply inexistence so when we are dead, we cannot fear our own inexistence, so we have nothing to fear about death), it will not matter since we are already dead, and therefore do not exist. We will not remember or be aware that we were wrong and therefore cannot be unhappy about our mistake. Since we have a positive outlook towards death while we are alive, we can live a happier life without the fear of dying in the back of our minds, for it’s that fear which dampens the pleasures in life. Socrates two arguments that death is either a transformation of the soul to another place and can compare your experiences with other souls, or that death is like a dreamless sleep (Johnson 78), are the only arguments among all four philosophers that actually give us hope that death is something to look forward to and is which is why his two arguments are the most insightful and important.

Epicuras and Lucretius share the similar view that when we die, we become completely deprived of our thoughts and senses (Epicuras 29; Lucretius 15). Lucretius also says that “according to this philosophy, there is no ‘ultimate’ significance in life”, but that we should not let this affect the joys of life we can achieve during our short life-span (Lucretius 15). Both these views are unpleasant and do not make us look forward to death. Even though Lucretius tells us to not let this view of life of having no ‘ultimate significance’ affect us, how will it not since we know there is no purpose in us living. If there is no purpose in us living, we might as well just end our lives now, since when we die, we will not be able to remember the pleasures we enjoyed during our lives anyways since we have ceased to exist.

Nagel’s view of death (in that death also means nonexistence and that the prospect of nonexistence is frightening, even though there is nothing to look forward to in death, so we shouldn’t be afraid of it) is not pleasant, and can be considered of as unpleasant if we take unpleasant to describe anything that is not pleasant. The thought that death means our nonexistence does not cause one pleasure, so it can be taken as an unpleasant thought. Since this unpleasant thought affects our happiness during our lives, his view of death should be disregarded, for if he is indeed correct about death, at least we got to live our lives without this unpleasant thought ruining or dampening our happiness during our lives.
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3.
 What is at stake in this debate is different for Callicles than it is for Socrates. In the overview of the chapter on page 139, it says that Calicles longed for political power and it suggests that he apparently did not get the power he wanted, and that he viewed himself as someone naturally superior. Since he is naturally superior, he believes he should be able to rule society the way that he wants, and not according to the laws made up by the majority and the weak to protect themselves from people like him. What he has at stake is his ideals, and his view on life. If he is proven wrong in this conversation, he must accept that there are no men who are superior over others since if pleasure is what makes a man good, bad men can be considered as good for they can experience the same amount of pleasure as good men.  (Johnson 147). If Calicles is proven wrong, he must accept that he is not superior over others and that ‘superior people’ like himself, do not have the right to rule based on ‘superiority’. This drastic change in his way of thinking would be similar to a midlife crisis since the way he lived his life previously would be considered a lie. Thus, he has more to lose in this argument than Socrates.

Socrates on the other hand has nothing at stake in this debate. This dialogue seems to me to be another example of his questioning others to make them rethink what they previously thought. This is simply another dialogue that is part of Socrates pursuit of knowledge, wisdom, and truth and which is why he has less at stake than Callicles. If Callicles had somehow managed to prove to Socrates that his way of thinking was right, in regards to injustice and shamefulness, than it would have just aided Socrates in his pursuit for truth, for Callicles would have helped steer him in the right path, which would in fact benefit Socrates.

In my opinion, Socrates won this debate for he was successful in proving that what Callicles previously thought was right (that brave and intelligent men were good, and in being good, gets the most pleasure), was actually wrong (Johnson 147). He achieved his goal in making the questioner analyze his previous way of thinking to see if it was indeed correct. He made Callicles see that his premises were contradictory, and in doing so, made him change his views on how life should be lived (which is one of self-control).
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