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    There is a large bulk of medieval Arabic gnomic literature about the different and various teachings of the so-called Socrates or imaginative Socrates – as someone between objectivity and subjectivity. Among these in this paper I want to explore and examine the main quality and characteristic of their receptions of the political teachings of imaginative Socrates.  
    By “comparative reading” of the above mentioned gnomic literature we can discern that their reception of Socrates political teaching is shaped through different Greek and non-Greek available texts in the medieval era. In other words, through comparative reading it is possible to distinguish some “analogical correspondences” among the medieval Arabic literature about Socrates’ political teachings and the specific available and extant authentic Greek texts – for he is imaginative that is not completely objective / historical and not completely subjective /fanciful. Methodologically, with regard to the available texts we classify the medieval Arabic aphoristic literature about the political teachings of imaginative Socrates in these two categories: a) law; and b) kingship and explore each one of them respectively.    

A) Law. It seems that medieval Arabic gnomic literature has different words for law and at the same time their reception of imaginative Socrates’ teachings on “law” is formed by a combination of these three interconnected points: law as tradition; nomos vs. physis; and law vs. philosophy. Perhaps we can reconstruct the logic of this interconnection in this way that written law in its religious and nonreligious aspects is shaped without our will and liberty. 
B) Kingship. Here we have to form a holistic consideration of these points: politics is reduced to a form and regime called kingship and has mainly both positive (education, training and doing justice) and negative (repelling of injustice, ignorance and badness) functions. At the same time, people have duties with regard to the king and interestingly there are some brief advices and admonitions (a miniature of the “mirror of princes”) by the imaginative Socrates to the anonymous kings.   
