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the reader must be cautious with the concepts and details presented. Some of the errors seem 
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that the ancient concept of philosophy was substantially broader than the modern one (p. 7). 
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The volume is advertised for its diversity. This is true in one sense. The diversity con-
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Hugh H. Benson (8) discusses the Socratic method. He argues that ���	���/�though 
not the only way for Socrates to discuss, is a distinctive and coherent method. Benson argues 
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Socrates the self was simply our rational self and the irrational parts of the self are not essential 
(p. 214).
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Melissa Lane (11) argues in an original way and rather convincingly for a new understanding 
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Socrates' posthumous fame is partially due to the fact that his trial and death did not have their 
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wished the individual papers to have been in discussion with each other.
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