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Xenophon on Socrates’ View of Piety

LIU Wei

Abstract: Xenophon in a series of “Socratic discourses” defends Socrates against the two charges 1.
e. not believing in the city’ s gods and corrupting the youth. In his defense against the first charge

Xenophon provides a systematic discussion of Socrates’ religious practice and belief. This discussion
provides important information and insights for our understanding of Socrates’ view of religion. But at
the same time we also have evidence that Xenophon has too strong a motivation to defend his teacher

so some views in his account probably do not belong to the historic Socrates but to Xenophon himself.
Keywords: Xenophon; Socrates; piety; theology; argument from design
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