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AbstrQct 
Several people have attributed the verbal juxtaposition of "nature" .. nd 
"nurture" to Will lam Shakespeare, but Karl Telgen recently found an earlier 
use of it by Richard Mulcaster. There are, however, sevens! examples of 
the juxtaposition In Plato's works and the earliest Is attributed to 
Socrates, who may hove been the true originator. Plato always refers to 
nature and nurture os compleUlentary or parallel, rather than opposing, 
Influences on development. 

Several recent articles of note have addressed the origins and developUlent 
of the verbal juxtaposition of "nature" and "nurture". Raymond Fancher 
credited Sir Francls Galton with Its popularization. James Conley 
conjectured that WIlllam Shakespeare may have been the first to use It In 
The Teml/est (lV.ll where Prospero describes Callban as "A devil, a born 
devil, on whose nature/Nurture can never stick." Fancher agreed thot 
Shakespeare was the probable originator, but pointed out that this 
discovery had been mode earlier by Sir Cyrll Burt and others. 

Karl Telgen subsequently found a passage In Rlchord Mulcaster's Elementtirle 
(1582), published nearly 30 years before The Tempest, In which the 
development of a child's natural capacity Is sUllllDed up In the striking 
sentence: "Nature makes the boy toward; nurture sees him forward." Telgen 
pointed out that priority disputes are seldom settled conclusively, but he 
suggested that Mulcaster, a prominent Elizabethan pedagogue, may hove 
originated the juxtapOSition and that Shakespeare may have taken It 
directly from this source. 

We suggest that the originator may have been Socrates - or his amonuensls 
Plato - almost 20 centuries before Mulcaster's Elementarle. The nature­
nurture juxtaposition appears at least seven times in Plato's works. In 
the RepublIc and Phqedrus It Is attributed to Socrates. In book IV of the 
Rel/ubllc, written In the 370s BC, Socrates discusses the retentiveness of 
courage (within the context of justice in the State) and says (RepublIc, 
IV, 430A ) that soldiers must be steeped In the splrl t of the lew so thet 
their faith becomes deeply ~ngrained "b7cause ~f '~he flt~ess, of th(elr 
nature and nurture" (6\Q ~o ~~v ~E tua\V XU\ ~~v ~po~~v £n't~6E\aV 
lax~xt\lu\>, This may be the eerllest recorded juxtaposition of "nature" 
ond "nurture". In the Phoedru5, probably written about 370 BC (slightly 
later than the Rel/ubllc), Socrates notes (Phqedrus, 272D) that on aspiring 
speaker needs no knowledge of the truth about what Is right, or ,g~od, /"or 
about m~n wh~ are,~f such character by nature or nurture" (~ XU\ a\lep~n~v 
y. ~O'OUt~V tua.\ ov~~v ~ ~po.~). 
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In the~, a late work written shortly before Plato's death In 3~8 BC, 
Socrates describes philosophers as a class which "by nature and nurture" 
(.Ga~t xa~ ~po.~) shares the qualities of the poets and the Sophists 
(~, 20A). L Three sentences later he describes Hermocrates as an 
example of someone who "In nature and nurture" <n~p~ .uGE~ xa~ ~po{r1e;) Is 
competent In philosophy and the affairs of state. 

Book V of the Ws., edl ted by a pupil after Plato's death, contains a 
discussion of purges of the citizen body to be carried out by, for example, 
capital punishment, exile or emigration, just as a shepherd or cowherd 
separates sound animals from unsound ones In the knowledge that his efforts 
would be wasted on animals that "nature and bad nurture" <.uate; xat nov'lpa 
~po.~) had ruined (Ws., V, 735B). Later on In the ~, Plato discusses 
the legal treatment of lunatics, and then turns (XI, 93~D) to a 
co~sldeilatlon ,-of pe,ople who, owing to a disastrous "native and aqulred" 
<4iuatv a~a Kat ~po.'lv) tendency to anger, shout their heads off In mutual 
abuse In any trivial quarrel. Later still (XII, 961B), he proposes a 
method of introducing new blood into the counci 1 of legal studies. whose 
main function in an Ideal state would be the drafting of legislation. Each 
member of the council should introduce a young man of at least 30 years of 
age, but only a~te.r se~ectinA him as particularly well qualified "by nature 
and nurture" (.ua~~ xa\ ~pOt'l)' 

~ 

It Is noteworthy that all these Platonic juxtapositions refer to nature and 
nurture as parallel or complementary - rather than opposing - influences. 
This repeated emphasis on what Is nowadays called genotype-environment 
eovarlanee may perhaps suggest that the views of Socrates and Plato on the 
nature-nurture question were more progressive than Shakespeares. 

Still earlier usages of the nature-nurture juxtaposition may, of course, 
come to light, but there are grounds for believing that Socrates (or Plato) 
may have orJglnated It. Homer, Europe's earliest (s;.. 800 BC) ... wrlter, used 
the word tuau; (nature) only once, and he never used ~po." (nurture). 
Heslod <s;.. 700 BC) used neither word. By the fifth century BC both words 
appear to have come Into common use: Herodotus, for example, used them 
frequently In his Histories, but we have not found any Instances In which 
he juxtaposed them. 
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