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Plato's greatness, the lack of which lias, often ernbittercd philo-

sopliic controversy.

S. (il) The dialogues of L'lato are drainatic or dialectic iii

that tlîey reproduce by ineans of characters the var ions elemients

or strata of thoughit coinposing the consciousness of Atliens at

this timie. The characters are not deprived of their value as iii-

dividuals, but becorne represeirtative individualS. They are thus

righitly called " types," in the sense that their tlîoughit is a1

pronounced manifestation of thoughit at large. This is anotîter

note of the great writer, %vhose characters beloiig to the whiole

age, or, rather, to m-ankind, while the creations of ininor %vrters,

(lepending for thieir force upon oddities of expression, or exagger-

ations of sorne sing-le einotion, have, like Hepzibai L'yicon's

chickens, an air of antiquity as soon as they corne into bcing.

Fromn the varied pageant of Greek life displayed in Platosq

pages corne tlîree, if uiot four, differeiit files of typical characters.

First of all corne such menl as Cephalus, wlîose lîfe lias almost

arrived at flie «' last scene of ail,'' Nliose thouglit it wotild, there-

fore, be an inipiety to uiîsettl,ý, and Lachcs, w~ho, tlîough hioldingr

fast to the traditioflal ideas, \vas yet a fair mark for Socrates'

critical shafts. Youngý,cr meni also are of this coînpany, 1Lysis

Cluarmnides, and Poleî marchus, %vho inay fairly hc cxpccted to re-

spoîrd to tlîe nie\ spectilative impulse. Behliîd ail these, and

forming one body \vith thein are Ar istopiailes, tlîe antagonist of

innovation and champion of tIre good old tiines, Anytils, wvho

fears to speak evil of dignities, and Callicles, \Vlho, prescntiurg the

dlaimis of the man of substance and hîouour who is wvell to do,

thinks that philosophy is the pastime of chljdren anti fools. In

the next mnain division are to be found sophists like Protagoras

and Gorgias, \vorthy representatives of the new spirit of research,

also tîreir wellneaitg disciples hike Theodorus cager for

kno\vledige, and, too, tIre yotinger brood of sophists, PoIns, Tra

symnachus, Euthydeiius and the rest, sho\ving the sophistic prîn-

ciples in a degenerate formn. In the third division are Socrates

hjmiself, and his young disciples, Simnrnias, Cebes, Glaucon and

AdeirnantuS, who have been swvung fromn their moorings by

sophistic criticisin and are stihi grapplillg for soine regulative

principles of thought and conduct. In a fourth category inust be

phaced Par menides, Timiaeus, Critias, the Athenian Stranger of


