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'TOVTWV «a' ou>< ÙLBCV. MEN. <I'CuVE raL . . . . Z21. 'Et 3m' O"V cV

XPVVKat v v ff v0pwiros ÈvcO'rovTat aiYT< a'XjOEtL; 8oaL, ~ 'ûq

~treyEpOctu-at i7rtMrffLeL ytyVv'yrat, ap' «iV rov (LE& vJIOVOV iLc/ULaOfll<IuLaC07at
,jqvXq jurov.- (Meno, §§ 20,' 21. Belker).

This passage, whichi Stailbaum condemns as irreconcilable with.
the irnxediately preceding part of the dialogue, and as vicious in its
logic, is uot, i My judgment, open to eithier of' thiese objections.
Rightly interpretcd, it is both. in harmony with tue rest of' the dia-
logue, and (1 say nothing of the principies which Plato assumes)
unexceptionable ini its iogie.-il form. The point soughit to be estab-
lished, is, that there nover wii. a tirne, in this Iit'e or bef'ore it, whien
the human soul had not in it true opinions, in a latent or unde-
*eloped state--a viewv involving the existence of the soul throughiout
nt Ieust ail past time ; and the several steps of the argument on
which this conclusion is made to rest are as fo11ovs :

a. LearningI (0' 8- I£aOIGoe KccXovOnV clVOPW7Oto) is remimiiscence,
that is, the recovery, fromn within the deptlis of one's own
soul, of' knowledge formerly possessed. This 16 supposed
to be proved by an experiment performed by Socrates on
one of ïMeno's attendants; from which it appeared that
iiere were in the boy's mind true opinions rega.-ding
thingys of whieh lie had no kuowledge (,rù> 3vx E iaor pa

7 W~ ~' " V hL7 «& L-4 EVUY X71OE 8oeat), and that the process

of' learning was merely the development of these latent true
opinions into knowledge (Kat vvv Iicv 'ye dvu W'-; irp d'vap

ap'fl avaKEKevJVTat t aoïa &tn-aL>.

b. lin a case like that of Mfeno's attendant, aàwaliing, under
the interrôgations of' Socrates, to a knowiedge of trùths of
which hie had ail bis life b'efore been ignorànt, the know-
~lèd'ce aéquired, as it was not alwav i possessed (h'jKu àL LtEY
QEL EV «AL Kat 7V C7rurrilbULv), anti as it is seen to e i lt
a'bsolutely new'acquisition, but imerely the developn:ent "'f
whât bas'been lying dormant in the inind, musit have been,
redeived 'at soie former ine ('Ap' 0'uv O5V "Y7 rL,VL7, -'qv viiv

ôvrTOe t>(Et, q"TOL ýX/ciro-E -q- a"EL EiEV; ,vc&). Since, by hyp'ô-
tlesis, it was not received at aky previous tirae in tiè


