488 NOTES ON PASSAGES IN THE .

sufficient to warrant the conclusion that that preceding life wag t;he
sequel of one prior still, in which also the soul had true opinions in
it ; and so on without lumb, throngh all past time.—Q. B. D.

. The passage which Stallbaum regards as inconsistent with thab
which has been expounded, is the following : *Are dwv %) Yuxy sbavaros
ve duoa xar woAhakis yeyovuwa, kat éopaxvie xat Ta &vfade kae 7o &y “Adov
ket wayTa. Xpypara, vk éotw & 1L Gu pekalner, bore Gudev avpagTov Kt
wepL dperys kat wept ahdwy dwov Te dwar Guryy dvauvnulyrar & ye kae
TPOTEPOY NimiaTaTo. dre yap T Puoews dTaans CUyyeErovs SuoTs, KoL pepa-
Onrvwas s Yruxs drarra, uder kwhver & povor avepmaferta, & &y pabnow
kahovow dvfpwmror, vdM\e wavra dvrov dvevpew.—(Meno, § 15).  Stall-
baum’s words are: “Quum enim in superiore disputatione™ (the
passage just quoted, the earlier of the two) “animum in alia atque
alia loca migrasse eoque modo omnia didicisse diserit, ecquis est quin
male hic” (the passage discugsed in the former part of our Note, ¢ke
{afer of the two) “affiirmari sentiab animum veras opiniones semper
habuisse et tenuisse?” It would be very strange if this criticism
were well founded. That Plato propounds, not ouly in the same
dialogn . ki in immediate juxta-position, two flatly contradictory
theories 1 an important subjecs—is what we must rnot, exceps on
the most distinet evidence, be asked to believe. But what ground
is there for the charge of inconsistency ? In the earlier passage, the
soul, assumed to be immortal, is rvepresented as having been often
generated (moMlaxis yeyorua) into new states of being. It is not
necessary to restrict the word moM\axs to any deﬁm(zu number of
times. The circumstance, that the frequent generation spoken of is
viewed as a consequence of the soul’s immortality, leads us rather
to suppose that an unlimited series of generations is intended.

Now the doctrine that the human soul has undergone an unlimited
series of generations in time past, has been shewu to be necess'mly
involved in the later passage likewise. Again, according to the
earlier passage, the sonl, havivg undergone frequent generation, and
passed ofter to and from Hade,, has—thus migrating *“in alia atque
alia loca”—learned all things (dvx éorwv & e du pepalyrer). ere we
must by no means assume (as Stallbaum appears to have done) that
a learning for the ﬁrst time is meant. This, of course, would be ir-
reconcilable with the view brought out in the later passage, that the
soul never was without h'wm« Jearned. But Plato says nothmg
about the soul learning things for the first time. He merely says



