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Note V.
S0, T dux &bore dpo mept v dv pn &8y dveow dhnbas Sofar wept
Tovrwy Gv duk Sdev. MEN. Pawerar . ... 3Q. 'Ei dw by av %
< A > kd E) 3 3 N é L3 b3
Xpovov kai &v dv pa 4) dvBpwmros dvevovrar durw d\nfeas Sofar, du dpwrnoe
&reyepleoar émamgpar yryvovray, dp’ duv Tov dev xpovov pepalnrua éoTat

7 Yuxm dvrov.— (Meno, §§ 20, 21. Bekker).

This passage, which Stallbaum condemns as irreconcilable with
the immediately preceding pavt of the dialogue, and as vicious ir its
logie, is not, in my judgment, open to either of these objections.
Rightly interpreted, it is both in harmony with the rest of the dia-
logue, and (I say nothing of the principles which Plato assumes)
unexceptionable in its logical form. The point sought to be estab-
lished, is, that there never was a time, in this life or before it, when
the human soul had not in it true vpinions, in a latent or unde-
veloped state—-a view involving the existence of the soul throughout
ab least all past time; and the several steps of the argument on
which this conclusion is made to rest are as follows :

a. Learning (6 &y pafyow kadovew dvfpwmor) is reminiscence,
that is, the recovery, from within the depths of one’s own
soul, of knowledge formerly possessed. This is supposed
to be proved by an experiment performed by Socrates on
one of Meno’s attendants; from which it appeared that
there were in the boy’s mind true opinions regarding
things of which he had no knowledge (tw dux é&ort dpa
wepe Gv dv pm &dn dveow alybeas dofar), and that the process
of learning was merely the development of these latent true
opinions into knowledge (xav vvv pev ye dvro & mep dvap
dpr dvakekwnprar & Sofar durar).

5. In a case like that of Meno's attendant, awaking, under
the interrogations of Socrates, to a knowledge of truths of
which he had all bis life before been ignordnt, the know-
ledge a‘bquired as ib was not alway posse"sed (Sukoww & uev
dew éijev, dev kau v EmoTpwy), aud as it is seen te be fiob dn
absolutely new acquisition, but merely the development ‘of
what has been lying dormant in the inind, must have been
“received ab some former time (’Ap’ Suv Sv  EmieTnp, Ty viv
duras &xér, fror eNafle more 7 det dixev ; vaL) Since, by hypo-
thesis, it was not received at any previous time in the



