
400 NOTES ON PASSAGES IN TUE

Protarclîus, though it was wvith diffieuilty that lie wvas brought to con-
cede the point, does at Iast grant in a, sort of way that it may be so;
and asks,-"' WeU, wvhat then ?» The answer of Socrates (o<,r 7rpooa-

Y iC£tK. Tr. À) is in substance: -The admis;sion inade lias a direct
bearing on the question in dispute. For, you cail pleasures, which
are dissiiniflar froin one aniother, by a different naine (ÉhEp& 0V0,ta-7L)
fromn pleasure, namnely, by the IlatIle good (XEELý -yap ôâya6a irawn-' &Vat

-ra j8m). Noiw, laad you confluced yourself to the single name pica-
sitre, you would have been in no di[ficulty; since, dissimilar as
pleasures are, no one ean deny that they are aIl pleasures (-o ».Ly

ou e c ' &a âvat 'Ta iý8Ea ko-yos 6-V&ELÇ ~ -e But wlaen,
thougli you do not go so fras T do ini siaying that the mass of plea-
sures are evil and that sone, only are good, you acknowledge, pleasures,
to be dissirnilar, and nevertheless cati thern ail by tliis other name

ofgood (K«ucc 8' 'vT àvr-wv -r-at -oÀ>a Kat àyaûa 8c, c's 1'yX1EL ckaýc, e'jxwv

.irav-a "1 7tpoC7CLyOpVIELý (yaOa (IvraL& oLoÀytWv àvJL£ota àvLU, 70> Xo-yw à&

'rt5~ac -poo'ava-yi<aoL), you are bound to show what that is, commnon
to ail pleasures, the bad and the good (as I terni themn) alikce, whieh
you express by the term yood (t àutv 8)1 -7ov & Tats KaKaL9 OJL0tWe> KaU

èv ayaOaLs evoy '-ag-a '8ovas dyaOov ÈLVat roaoEEç.Ur Protar-
chuis, bliuking, the real point of bis opponets argument, and
seizing hold of' the incidentai circumstance that Socrates had stated
soine pleasures to be good and others bad, asks how Sucrates could
expeet himn, or aay one w-ho hiad defiued pleasure to be the good, to
admit that amy pleasure cani be bad (-;rwî XcyE«, à ûZwpu.rEe; &LE& yap

'ca . T.~ À). 0f course, this 7rnùî XeyEtg of Pi-otatreiu:s was inerelya
trick of fence; for Socrates land himiself inidicated that lie did not
expedt Protarchus to agree with inu in describing certain pleasures -

as bad (k EL cfýapcv COnItrasted witli o-v irpoço.yopeEs), nor had lie
founded bis argument upon, the idea that pleasures are soine good
and others bad, but only on the admitted fact that they are dissimilar.
The response, is therefore direetiy given : àVX clvy tiv0)oLo-vs EcfqyeL

àu-ras; àÀX-qXatg Èwat scat rtvaç~ EvavLL.

The above expianation will show how utterly at sen Stallbaurn is
in bis criticism. "1Seriem disputationis,"' he says, Ilsi spectamus,
isensus requiritur hie - id certe teficitur, votuptat.s non esse cqinrnuni
boni nomine appellandas, u>t quzae .saepenu7nero etiain malae sint. Quod
qunîn verbis, non inesse videtur, varias tantarunt emendationes virn
daocti.' That the series dispttionis would Iead us te, expect aul
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