Euthyphro Argument

How do you define piety?

I am pious because I prosecute impiety. I perform pious actions.
What makes an action pious?
What is agreeable to the gods is pious & visa versa ( or what the gods love is pious)

But aren’t the gods themselves divided?

Yes but all the gods agree with bringing to justice unjustified killers

Humans can not agree how can the gods?

Yes you are correct Humans and the gods can not agree

So the dispute is not about if guilty persons should be punished but if they are guilty

Yes

So you have not answered my questions; Do all the gods regard your father as a murder and is it right for you to prosecute him?

I could prove it plainly Socrates.
Even if you could do this it would not teach me what impiety is.  Let’s rephrase the piety formula to “what all the gods love is pious”
What’s wrong with that definition of Piety, Socrates?
Is a carried thing carried because one carries it?
Yes

So a thing is not loved by those who love it because it is innately lovable; but it is an object of someone’s love because it is loved by the lover.  The loving gives it meaning.  It is not innately lovable.
I agree with that Sokrates

So you agree that “piety is loved by all the gods because it is pious”
Yes I do Sokrates
So it is loved because it is pious not pious because it is loved.
Yes that is right
But it is because it is a thing loved by the gods it is an object of love.

Yes 

So what is god loved is not the same as pious or what is pious is god loved

I do not understand you Socrates I am lost

What is pious is loved because it is pious and not pious just because it is loved.

Of Course Sokrates

So the formula is wrong, “what all the gods love is not necessarily pious”  Piety stands alone.  (The point of this part of the argument is that the reverse of the definition must be true.  Like the saying “All dogs have four legs but not all four legged animals are dogs”)
I am confused.  You have upset my statements and make them untrue.

Ok How about this definition; “Everything pious is morally right”

I agree that is true
Isn’t it what is pious is morally right but what is morally right is not always pious
Back to the four legged dog saying

All homosexuals are men but not all men are homosexuals

All birds have wings not all birds can fly

Most men wear trousers but not all trouser wearers are men

I am totally lost Socrates
Pull yourself together Euthyphro “Where there is fear there is reverence too” I disagree fear is not always accompanied by reverence but reverence is a type of fear and the two always appear together.
Ok
“Where there is piety, there is moral rightness”

I think you are right

I want to know what kind of moral rightness piety is?

It is the kind of moral rightness concerned with tendance of gods and humans?

Is that like the way horse training is the tendance of horses for their benefit and welfare

Quite so Socrates
So piety is a benefit to the god and a pious action will make one of the gods better?

No that is not at all what I meant
Well what sort of tendance do you mean?
The sort of tendance a slave gives their master.

Is tendance a sort of service to the gods?
So what is the objective of this service to the gods
Splendid results

What is their service to the gods going to achievement?
Prayer and sacrifice and pleasing the gods which preserves households and city- states.
Do you mean piety is sacrifice and prayer.

Yes
Sacrifice  = presents

Prayer = requests

Yes indeed

Piety is the art of asking and giving
Yes absolutely you grasp my meaning Socrates.

So we should ask for what we need and they should be given what they needed.

Right
What do the gods receive from us?

What could they receive Socrates?

What do we give them?
Honour, esteem and gratitude.

So Piety is gratifying but beneficial nor dear.  
Of course it is dear
So piety is what is dear to the gods.

Right

We have come to where we started
Task:
1. Identify the interlocutor: _________________________
2. Define

· Eironeia
· Elenchus
· aporia 
· refutation

· Dialetic

3. Find and highlight all the examples of eironeia, elenchus, aporia and refutation.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socratic_method
Socratic Method (or Method of Elenchus or Socratic Debate) is a dialectic method of inquiry, largely applied to the examination of key moral concepts and first described by Plato in the Socratic Dialogues. 

It is a form of philosophical inquiry. It typically involves two speakers at any one time, with one leading the discussion and the other agreeing to certain assumptions put forward for his acceptance or rejection. The method is credited to Socrates, who began to engage in such discussion with his fellow Athenians after a visit to the Oracle of Delphi. The practice involves asking a series of questions surrounding a central issue, and answering questions of the others involved. Generally this involves the defense of one point of view against another and is oppositional. The best way to 'win' is to make the opponent contradict themselves in some way that proves the inquirer's own point.

Plato famously formalized the Socratic Elenctic style in prose — presenting Socrates as the curious questioner of some prominent Athenian interlocutor — in some of his early dialogues, such as Euthyphro or Ion, and the method is most commonly found within the so-called "Socratic dialogues", which generally portray Socrates engaging in the method and questioning his fellow citizens about moral issues.

The term Socratic Questioning is used to describe the kind of questioning, with which an original question was responded to as though it were an answer. This in turn forces the first questioner to reformulate a new question in the light of the progress of the discourse.

Elenchos (Greek: ἔλεγχος, a cross-examination for the purpose of refutation), more usually spelled 'elenchus',[3] is the central technique of the Socratic method.

In Plato's early dialogues, the elenchos is the technique Socrates uses to investigate, for example, the nature or definition of ethical concepts such as justice or virtue. According to one general characterization (Vlastos, 1983), it has the following steps:

1. Socrates' interlocutor asserts a thesis, for example 'Courage is endurance of the soul', which Socrates considers false and targets for refutation. 

2. Socrates secures his interlocutor's agreement to further premises, for example 'Courage is a fine thing' and 'Ignorant endurance is not a fine thing'. 

3. Socrates then argues, and the interlocutor agrees, that these further premises imply the contrary of the original thesis, in this case it leads to: 'courage is not endurance of the soul'. 

4. Socrates then claims that he has shown that his interlocutor's thesis is false and that its contrary is true. 

One elenctic examination can lead to a new, more refined, examination of the concept being considered, in this case it invites an examination of the claim: 'Courage is wise endurance of the soul'. Most Socratic inquiries consist of a series of elenchai and typically end in aporia.

The Socratic method is a negative method of hypotheses elimination, in that better hypotheses are found by steadily identifying and eliminating those which lead to contradictions. The method of Socrates is a search for the underlying hypotheses, assumptions, or axioms, which may subconsciously shape one's opinion, and to make them the subject of scrutiny, to determine their consistency with other beliefs. The basic form is a series of questions formulated as tests of logic and fact intended to help a person or group discover their beliefs about some topic, exploring the definitions or logoi (singular logos), seeking to characterize the general characteristics shared by various particular instances. To the extent to which this method is designed to bring out definitions implicit in the interlocutors' beliefs, or to help them further their understanding, it was called the method of maieutics.  Aristotle attributed to Socrates the discovery of the method of definition and induction, which he regarded as the essence of the scientific method. Perhaps oddly, however, Aristotle also claimed that this method is not suitable for ethics.

