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How Should We Read a Platonic Dialogue? A Study of Plato’s Theaetetus
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The Theaetetus is one of Plato’s richest and most complex works. It has a unique dramatic
structure, profound examinations of knowledge, sense perception, memory and the soul,
as well as an unforgettable description, by Socrates, of himself and of the life of the
philosopher. Through a close reading of the dialogue, we will try to understand it as a
whole — its arguments and its action — in order to answer the questions: “What is
knowledge for Plato?” “What is philosophy? “Why must philosophy be expressed in
dialogue form?”
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