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baum remaris: "Quae quidem conclusio quami argruta, quainque,
infirma sit, nemo non videt'" It is doinel IPlato gross injustice, howv-
ever, Vo fither such weakness upon lmi. \Ve may perhaps be of
opinion, that, in winding up his argument, hie does not express liirn-
self so fully as ho miglit bave doue; but the reasoning, as lie has

Ieft it, inay ha.ve been sufficient for those Vo w'hom it %vas addressed;
and, nt any rate, lie is entitled to a candid and liberal ir-ýerpretation
of bis language. What lie slzould have said, to render b: argument
logically comnplote, is sufflciently obvious. Starting ivith the simiple
fact, that, in Vhis life, say Ll, the soul lias in it true opinions ca-
pable of bein.g developcd into knoiwledge, lie bas inferred (c) that
the saine tlîing holds good of a l)revioiIs lle, say 11,. Now, in order
that lio miglit reach bis grand conclusion, it was only necessary for
hLm, to add, that, by a repetition, of the reasoning, the samne thing
could be sliewn Vo bold good regardiiîg a stili prior lité, say La ; and
80 011, without limit. The ternis ILp L 2 > La>3 &c., forming an infi-
nite series, carry us backc thirough ail tinoe (7ravrac yXpvov) ; and, ]et
us recede iinto tlîe past as far as we please, we neyer reachi a point
where the soul is not in possession of latent ti'ue opinions, or,
what is învolved in this, wliere it is noV found in Vue condition of
having- learned (-iov AL ,oeovov ILEa6'qiaiUL ÈcriaL) This is manifestly
what Plato should have said. Is it not wbat lie lias said ? In sub-
stance, I believe iV is. HLis statement is exactly to the following,
effeot: true opinions are in the soul of any one, bloh wltile ho is a
mnan, and 2lzile ho is nzot [not simply before lie became a runan, but
(G&y av ff -0'dVOpc»m-o5) during ail the tinie when ho was not a man, in
other words, thiroug,,hout the whole ine that preceded his birth];
t7îerefore, &o. The first position bore laid down, tlîat truc opinions
are in a person's soul while hoe is a -mmai, lias been proved by the
example of M~enos atterndant. Tho proof of the next position, that
truc opinions were in tho person dutring the wbole of the ine wben
he wvas not a mnan, lias noV indeed been. fully drawn. out in a for:il
manner. But baving deinonstrated (as hie conceives himseli' to bave
donc) that truc opinions were ln tho soul in a lire auterior Vo the
present, and baving deinnstrated this as a corollary fromn the filet
that Vbey are in Vue soul in the prosent life, PlaVo probably tboughit
that bis readors would have nîo diffieulty lu perciving for thcmnselves
that the saine considerations which. evince the present life to be the
aequel o? a preceding, in vhiciî the soul hiad truc opinions ln it, are
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