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Editorial

In his fever of continuous philosophical reflections Soeren
Kierkegaard (1813-1855), paid special respect for the thinkers, who
experienced the anxiety for the absolute values and followed the way of
martyrdom and personal sacrifice, remaining stable with reverence on
their principles and doctrines.

Among the persons who gained Kierkegaard’s deep respect and
veneration for their moral purity and genuine of life were Abraham, Job,
St. Paul, and Socrates. Kierkegaard admired Socrates (470-399 B.C.)
and esteemed him as one of the best philosophers, who endeavored to
search for the truth, seeking for the absolute values, attempting to know
himself, following the way of self-sacrifice eventually, for defending
his principles and moral integrity. “I have admired that noble, simple
wise man,” wrote Kierkegaard' and added that even during his studies
in high school he felt a deep admiration reading the Socratic dialogues
Crito (Kpitwv) and Euthyphro (Evbvepwv) from the original Greek
text.

Socrates was Kierkegaard’s finest symbol of wisdom, simplicity,
honesty, sincerity, and force of character. “Socrates was a person
of reference to me...He filled my soul to overflowing. My duty was
Socrates’ duty” he used to say with youthful enthusiasm.? In his diary
wrote, “Socrates was the man who exercised on my personality the
strongest influence, even from my early youth”.** Kierkegaard used
to study with great enthusiasm the Platonic dialogues published by
Astius,’ as well as the Platonic Dictionary (Lexikon Platonikum), which
was published by Schleiermacher.® He concluded that Socrates was an
archetype, a paradigm, a model of philosophical life, who dedicated his
life to moral perfection, emphasizing the importance of self-knowledge.

According to Kierkegaard, the Socratic doctrines are of fundamental
and lasting value for Western Civilization as well as for the continuous
moral culture of the human being. He attempted to apply Socratic ethical
mission and vocation for moral purity as the unique philosophical
background for the strength of mind of the man of our days.

Socrates was the unique authority who combined simplicity with
heroism and martyrdom. He was the pedagogue of morality, self-
control, and perfection, who had the strength to die for the truth.”
According to Kierkegaard, Socrates wrote the best chapter of existential
philosophy. He wrote in his diary “Socrates is the only man, who
introduced the concept of the existence”™ and admitted also that his
philosophical orientation was deeply inspired by the Socratic doctrines.
The doctrines of a man who loved the beautiful and good® and remained
an extraordinary authority, always contemporaneous. The man of our
Era needs Socratic philosophy to confront his anxiety, agony, sadness,
solitude, perplexity, and weakness of mind."

Despite Kierkegaard’s deep and genuine faith and religiosity,
Philosophy was an essential field of his mental life. He elevated the
Socratic model on the top of his consciousness, making also a clear
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distinction between philosophical and religious life, considering
that Socrates was a link between philosophy and Christian faith, like
himself. “I would recognize Socrates as my Teacher, while I believe
in our Lord absolutely, as my Savior” he used to say as a statement.'!

Socrates traced the way of harmonious terrestrial life and the Lord
opened the gate, which leads to the celestial and eternal life. Socrates
claimed that human transgressions are the result of ignorance and
weakness of the mind, whereas wisdom and the knowledge of truth
liberate man from passions and protect him from errors. Kierkegaard
strongly believed that only the Lord can save the human being from
the soul’s passions and the weakness of the mind, by his ineffable grace
and love.

Kierkegaard’s love for the absolute is characterized by two
dimensions, the human one, and the divine. The human dimension
was fulfilled by the Socratic philosophy and the divine one by
Lord’s teaching. The anxiety in Kierkegaard’s philosophy manifests
empbhatically his thirst for the absolute truth.'

The human being needs high moral standards to feel the ethical
pain and the following sadness and needs also the strength of the mind,
provided by the faith to feel the hope and the happiness.'**

Socrates was very honest in showing the beauty of the truth, without
any exaggeration and emphasis, fighting at the same time against the
dogmatism, prejudice, and the mental fixation, through his criticism. His
contribution to Kierkegaard’s freedom of mind is considerable, given
that he liberated him from the ideological fixation or the continuous
irrational contradictions and arguments.'>!¢ Socrates is the philosopher,
who liberates man from moral compromise and mental inertia, seeking
the purity of truth, the illumination of the mind, the self-evaluation, and
self-mastering for a prudent and peaceful internal life.'”!®
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Socrates’ frequent teaching by ironical dialectics was interpreted by
Kierkegaard as a wise method to fight the ignorance, through the ironical
flexibility and paradox, triggering at the same time the investigation
of the reality, the cross-examination, the strength of self-mastering'®:
2 and the orientation on moral and axiological issues. The irony for
Kierkegaard is a mode of infinite negative subjectivity, which might be
an efficient way of teaching and motivating.?'**

Kierkegaard learned by Socrates that all the values, virtues,
and worth should be discovered inside the human soul and should
be excavated from the soil of ignorance and self-indifference.”
Kierkegaard considered Socrates as a model of the real teacher
with amazing integrity and honesty, who criticized the men for their
ignorance and was condemned to death by them for his unceasing
search of the truth.?+%

Socrates was also a noble teacher who respected the autonomy of
his disciples, a fact that touched Kierkegaard profoundly. He wrote in
his diary “The ideal condition of the human being is the solitude. The
man living alone and independent gains the serenity of mind and the
self-perfection by knowing himself and cultivating the virtues (apetdc)
by the strength of mind, according to Socrates”.”

Socrates according to Kierkegaard was different from other
philosophers, who considered themselves as wise, with plenty of
knowledge, experience, and validity, whereas Socrates admitted his
ignorance, emphasizing the necessity for continuous self-investigation
and amelioration of the internal life. Kierkegaard’s admiration for
Socrates was mainly based on the fact that the greek philosopher
endeavored to clarify the relationship between Mind and Being,
inserting also in the existential dimension of Being. In the Platonic
dialogues, Kierkegaard tried to analyze the Socratic concept of Being
under the precious supervision of his professor Poul Moeller,”® who
was a scholar, an expert on Platonic texts, who studied profoundly the
“Socratic problem”.?”-2

Kierkegaard in Platonic texts discovered himself, his real Being, He
identified himself with the pure, noble, honest greek philosopher, who
lived in simplicity and poverty, attempting to overpass the ignorance,
dogmatism, and prejudice, by the self-knowledge and the strength of
the mind.
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