
NOTES ON PASSAGES IN ýrnE

NOTE IV.
'OL&v-yap aV8p1L &a flpf>Tr«-ypa;, XrÀ ltuo - ýqjcr &raM TqT7 qso~

Oe Eta OÇ uVT 7rEpLcýMvwî- Kc1Xc Èpyti ÈLpyteTO, Kat cXouî 8&Ka rùw

IapCwo7rt<v.(3l1fo.§ 29. Buekker.)

Rleindorf proposes to retid TE for -yE; and Bttnann assents, to the
change: l -cindorflo assentior corrigenti Te, quamn particulain. ante
,Illud ja dUXouî abesse posso non credo.." Stallbatim intiniates Iha
côncurrence in l3uttnmann's remark. On a point wvhich is purely one
bf Grec scholarship, the opinion of these Iearned mn is entitled te
the highest consideration ; yet I feel sonie diffictilty in accepting their
decision. li tlzfrpae tho particle -yE is, uneommouly appropriate.
It bas a fine delicate ironical efi'ect. Socrates (who is the speaker)
8ays in substance: One inan, Protagoras, derived froin the exercise
of his talents as a sophist, an amounr, of money, niot greater pertaps
M/an suc/t a niait was en titled tg expect front such, a profession, but
greater at any rate (-ye) than was obtaitied fromn the practice of their
art by Phidias and ten other statuaries besides. lit t/he next Place,
l'question, w'hether, if -TE were substituted for >oe, a senae wouild not
bc imposed upon the passage, different fromn wbat Plato wishes to
express. "When we tind TEc in tlue first sentence, and Kat in the
latter, . .. the meaning conveyed is, that what is affirmed geâ-
erally (TE =in any way) of the former, is affirmed in the sanie way
in the latter (Kat = in this'%." -(Donaldson's .New Cratjfluq, p. 246'.)
On this priaciple, if the reading Te were adopted in the passage be-
fore us, the meaning would be, thaù Protagoras amassed more money,
than was earned by Phiidias, or by any ten other statuaries. But
this does3 not seem to be the exact shade of thouglit. Plato's meani-
ing I take to be, that iProtagoras made more money thau Phidias
and ton other statuaries put togetiier. Now compare the following
parallel passage: &Kî cLa 9(ro,.oaLtatEMvToI> o1JvE âgi e7TEt&V CVL Tte irpot76?

YV, qTO V à 7Tp0(YETIEO? &iO YEYOVEV, ?jTO 7rpOU7EOEV Kat à' 7rpV<TET£Ofl &

JVp 7TpOcTOE(rLVj",ov &ETpoV T) 4ETEpO 8JO £EveTo (Pliaedr. § 10L~ Bekker);
cc 1 do flot so mueli as admit, when one is added to one, eiher that
the one to which the addition was made has become two.Q or that the
-uit to whicb the addition was made and that which was added te
the former ta/cen toyetizer (i-o 7rpoo-TeEv Kat ài 7rpoo-ErE6>9) becarne
two on account of the addition of the one to the other." Hïer&
it will bo observed that Te- does not occur in the first meuiber of
the expression.


