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distinct arguments ; ami that the premises of the one are inter-
xningled (though not in a cont'used nianner) with tiiose of' the oth*r;
the conclusi«on not; being expres'sed in connection with each of the
courses of reasoning., separately, but being formally deduced, once
for ili, only after the preinises of both arguments have been fully
stated. The following scheie, in whIich the proposition marked g is
the conclusion, following in a strictly logical manner f'rom the pre-
mises of' either argument, and theref'ore Iegitmnatelr deduced by
PIat9) from the premises of 1voth conibined, will make, the matter
clear.

ARGUMENT 1. ARGUMENT IL.
a. Whab; is :ilways moved is un- c. Every soni is selt'-moving.

mortal. d. WhaI is self.nioving is a prin-
b. What is self-nmoving is always ciple of motion.

moved. e. A principle is unproduced.
c. Every soul is self-111oving. fWhat is unproduced is inde-

struc tible and immortal.
g. Therefore every soul is immortal.

The order iai which the propositions formiing the premîses of these
arguments are brought forward by Plato is the following:-).o
'yap aEtVqflOV &Oarov.-(b). /.Lovov 8'To &V7O KLVOJV, &TrE OiJI< àlroXELIr'Oi

zuo> u irOTc Etyc XLvouev/.ov.-(d). rovro " at Udp,çq IcvqucTw.-

(e. py- 8C &yvrv. 7) rEt8, Se &yvr Ov iot, 'Kat a&aoeopov Ja'»ro

cvwyicq ùVeUC.-(C'). &OàvaToI 8C 7rn4ao-lievou 'rov wý ~ ÉaUTvou KVOV1UE VO V,

OVOuQV '-vta E KLUt \oyov T01)V àvrov 'rv; XE-Iwv &'K &LU7XvvELtctt.

With regard to the expression in (c), &OavcLTov 8e 7rckacrbLevov 'rov
~vricov KtvouvtEvou, it may be remarke(t, tliat, thQugh the position:

w7zat is se?f-novingis immiîortal, bas not been formally and ini express
tem laid down in the previous piqrt of the argument, propositions
have beïen laid dowpn, viz.: a and (b), %vhielh logically involve it.

Imay àidd, as 'Ait, ini a note quqted by IBekzeor, dsiguishes be-
tween zly and àpX-q in (A', inaking the former t>he principium reale
4e rnateriale, and the latter the prnciPiu.nt i(deale aev fqrmale, that
thiere is not; the shadow of a foundation for the distinction in the
writings of Plato. That the alleged distinction was not; in Plato's
.. d mrhen he wrote the asgeunder consideration, a*nd thht it
hàs not1iing to do with the course of his argument, is obvious from
ti,s, thâV, w-hileÉee6bmi'6'6s both rffl and ' as if to give fullness


