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PREFACE 

THE following essa.y is published in the form in which 
it was approved for the Degree of Master of Arts in the 
University of London: it contains many things that I should 
Dot bave included tl p~ 8iulv 8,atplJA.aTTQ>". 

1n particular, I should like to say a word in explanation 
of the 'Additional Note' on page 60. The notion there 
expreBSed was never intended as a pieoe of genuine Platoniam; 
it WIUI put forward as a more or lesa fanciful apology for Art 
from the modern point of view. So far as bodily perceptions 
go, the Idea is of COUl'8(l axp<f>flllTor 'fE I{al a.I1'X'IJLaTIITTOr ltal 
d"a'f!~r o{,qla: yet an artist who bad cultivated Dialectic 
migM conceivably be regarded 8.S directing the eye of his 
/loul towards the eternal pattern, and as 80 imitating, not 
a copy. but reality itself. But such a 'conceit' is obviously 
not Plato. 

F. A. C. 

Jw/!/, 1909-
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NOTE 

Prof. R. Ad!lm!lOn'~ LcC/'O'l!8 OIl /l,e Dtt~l()l''''~"t of Gruk Phi/o8(}I,/iy 
(Edinburgh, 1908) were unfortumttely Dot ava ilable until the bulk of 
thia pa.per ha<l been "'litten. It may be noted that the prl)8tlllt con· 
tention i9 supported in part by Prof. Adamsou'. opinion ;u e%pressed on 
p. 77: ''l'he final question which appeal1l throughout all the minor 
discussions of the Socratic ethics, What is the Good the knowledge of 
which constitutes "irtue? nHer is ans\\"ered by Socrates himsel f. At 
time~ under the pressure of it he seems to npproximate to a k ind of 
utilitarianism; at other timc~ a thiug is held to hI) good when it fulfils 
ih function; but no definite anSWer is anywherll given, and it i8 obvious 
in Plato that a sense of this deficiency in the Socratic ethics lay at the 
foundation of nluch of the theory of Mens.' 



THE ETHICAL END OF PLATO'S 
THEORY OF IDEAS 

THE famous passage of the Phaedo in which the Platonic 
Socrates recounts bis experiences of previous philosophy 
may be taken as typical of Pla.w's general attitude towards 
his predecessor!!. The dissatisfaction there expressed amounts 
to this: that the earlier philosophers failed to ma.ke any 
general interpret.a.tion of nature from their discoveries. 
Their theories were not so much inadequate, as unworthy, 
to explain the problem of the universe. Anamgoras, with 
his doctrine of V()VS, had come nearest to an intelligent 
hypothesis, which should prove that all things are consti· 
tut.ed in the best possible manner; but he had broken down 
in the use of his ult imate and final cause, leaving men no 
nearer to an infallible and all-embra.cing explanation. 

Now this review in the Phaedo 1 was undertaken for the 
purpose of leading up to a proof of the immortality of the 
souL No previous philosophy, Plato shows, could provide 
aure foundation for such a bolief; some final cause is 
necessary, some' design' in the universe, before we can be 
convinced. This, then, is the real reason why Plato finds 
previous systems unsatisfactory-that they fai l to give 
assurance concerning the most important of human con
oorns. And not only is the question of Immortality left 
without aD aDswer: the whole province of knowledge, in 
any true sense of the word, is unexplored; and, for the 
successor of Socrates, this means that the practice of virtue, 
the conduct of life, is impossible, since true virtue must 
depend on t rue knowledge. 

From t his point of view, then, the rise of Plato's dis
tinguishing system may be studied. The Theory of Ideas, 

, For .. fulL di..: ...... ioll of lhi, p' .. og ...... APP"lldix A. 
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in its earlier stage, should be regarded not merely as 
8. metaphysical or epistemological doctrine from which 
various ethical teachings may subsequently, snd mOfe or 
less accidentaily, be deduced; but rather as a philosophy 
whose object is above a.ll to provide a. consistent theory 
of ethics, since such theory is possible only with a con
sistent theory of reality a.nd knowledge. The philosophical 
systems of Socrates' predecessors bad all been inadequate 
in the direction of ethics: it was Plato's object to develop 
a. rational and sound basis for conduct. And this he did by 
establishing an absolute transcendental standard of right 
and wI:0ng. 

A very brief review will make manifest this common 
failing of the Pre-Socratics. Most of them made no re
ference whatever to ethical problems ; they were content 
to investigate the world around them, and in such physical 
studiea they were sucoessful enough-for subsequent opinion 
does not agree with Pindar's taunt ('I"o~r tpWIOAoyo{;v'I"ar 
ltpT/ n [v8apor &.T(A~ uotp[ar 8pE1mv Kap""SV).1 But,8a Prof. 
Burnet points out, 'the traditional maxims of conduct were 
not seriously questioned till the old view of nature had 
passed away .... Later still, the prevailing interest in logical 
matters raised the question of the origin and validity of 
knowledge; while, about the same time, the breakdown 
of traditional morality gave rise to Ethics.' I Amongst 
such YT/Ytllfir 3 may be classed the Milesians and the Eleatics 
-whose teacbing culminated in mere sterility. Xeno
phanes, it is true, attacked certain religious doctrines, but 
he must be regarded as a satirist rather than a philosopher, 
or even a theologian. Anaxagoras, tried in the Phnedo, has 
already been found wanting. Empedocles in his approaches 
to etbical teaching merely repeats scraps of Pytbagoreanism : 

I Fr, 200 (Borgk), Of. Adam on &v. 467 B, 
, Ear/v GrW< !'Isi/~01Ihy, Rd inlt, 
• s.p~, 246. Th ..... people who ", .... X..,:'O .. I1' ' 0;"'0 .r ..... p.;,."" 6 -Pix" 

7po<rllr>A., K,u 1 .. 4'/»1. "'11, To1';r~. ~wl"J. ot<1l 0..,.( .... ~po'6J1 •• '" mAy represen t either 
materia1i1t. gelleraUy or In particular Ca. KellllooY 'Ua ... ta) \.he Atom •• t... . 
H ... ,.. they m\l.it be the .. me a. the ~KA~pol..u UTI",,"," VoU' .~ i~"..) of 
IkId.l~ E. 
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8u'\ol 1niv8u'\ol ICvapow «?TO Xfipar Ixur9f, and the like. 
The Atomists indeed formulated, 80 far as we can judge 
from the fragm~nts of Democritus, a very serviceable ethical 
system j but then Democritus was a contemporary, not 
a predecessor, of Socrates-and by Plato he WQS persistently 
and obtrusively neglected. Indeed, the only notice which 
Plato seems to have taken of him was to wish that all the 
copies of his works might be collected and burnt. l 'The 
story,' says Dr. Adam,2 'whether apocryphal or not, shows 
that in antiquity Democritus was regarded as the high
priest of materialism..' And Diogencs goes on to say that 
t.he reason why Plato never alludes to him, even when he 
has to contradict his theories, Was his fear of coming to 
blows with the best of all philosophers! " Thus there 
is certainly no need to discuss the infiuence of Democritus' 
ethics on Plato's; for, in spite of certain superficial re
semblances,4 their ways of thought were fundamentally 
opposed. 

There remain only Heniclitus and the Pythagoreans, both 
of whom figure largely, though in very different ways, in 
the early history of ethics. 

The ethical teaching of Heraclitus may be summed up 
in the maxim 8fl ;?Tfu9at 'l"4i ivvfj. Now, without making 
so much of the '\6yos doctrine as did the late Dr. Adam in 
his Gifl'ord Lectures,6 it. may fairly be argued from fr. 92 
(ToD '\6yov 8l MV'I"or illvoD) that '1"3 ivv6v is the Myos; and 
it seems no less clear that 'the Logos, regarded on its 

, Diog, ~rt. iK. 7. 8; he quote. from Ari. tounus. 
• I. ~., p. 268. 
• .,1 .... _ -riP a)(.3" ...... ",)(01_ 1"1""11'1"", a n~.!~_ O"~OV l!.~_pl~"" 

&~I"'t"~'" dM' 0'\6' "". u-." ..... Y, "Irr~ ~i ... &;jAw il-r, d&:if .:.. .pd. ~OI>
ip<<JTor "In" ...w,.. <l><Aoa6f>- J .I.,.... ta",u. 

• e. g. Fr. 28 al"'P'"'''' .1I~1'I >t dJ«16,~ ~oii Ifp'n<w<w. Fr. S8 d,..,oi>- .,.; ~~ ,,~ 
.1& •••• , dAA.t yil I'~ ISh.... Fr. 10 .~I"'t'i~ "';It h /loa,nll.tAU'. 01 •• < ,,"'. 
I. Xf""'" >f.~ ....,..~I""" ""'"oro.. And eap. Cr. IS 01 e.oI ~.;",. h' ......... ", 
&aou<l' ~" .... I<l..u.~n .nl .. <iMI .nl ..w, ...... Jd"" /JAa/J.p« ,,<El ~Ai". ~~& 5' 
............. oG .... O;" " oIh',o<im><". &..p'O>'?cII <1.\.1.' " .... 01 ~oi .. 5u, ." ... .1..1,,,.,,, a"t """" 
"'f~" .al.l-.-I"'.......,. 

• In particular hi. explanation of fr. 2 (YoU AoI-you ~~. 1v...Of <1<1 .la ...... 
,.i .......... &.f"... .. nA. ) _m ... cry doubtful. 
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material or corporeal side, is Fire '. Now most of the stray 
fragments of Heraclitus which refer to conduct are COD

nected with our maxim in ODe or other of these identifica
tions. If' the common' be taken as equivalent to the 
Logos or universal wisdom, then the greatest evil and folly 
will be to live as men usually do, setting up their owu 
judgment-rot [8(11" rXOVTH rpp6"1Jutl). The orderly principle 
of the Logos, moreover, will make against aggression of any 
kind; hence , says Heraclitu8, jjf3ptl' XP? U{:JE""UWI jlaJ..'Aov 
~ 'll"vpltai'~", and again /laXfi,9a..1 XP~ 'TOil 8~j.Lo" lnr~p Toii 
"opa" 81t<»t lm~p n[Xfor. If, however, we regard TO t,,"611 
from the material point of view, we reach the most famous 
of all Heraclitus' utterings, that the' dry soul' (i.e. that 
which is nearest to Fire, the common element) is wisest and 
best-ad'1 ~'1p~ tllX~ Uo4-raT'1. This saying, too, seems the 
only one that contaillB any pra.oticaJ moral advice: it may well 
have arisen from observation of the symptoms of drunken· 
ness, and it can certainly be taken as a warning against that 
vice. But for the rest his ethical teaching appears to have 
heen altogether unserviceable: even when intelligible, it 
is too vague and theoretical j but the greater part require8 
Socrates' , Delian diver' to fathom it. I 

So much then seems clear, that, unpracticable though it 
may have been, Heraclitus himself had some sort of ethic, 
and that it was no outcome of his doctrine of flux. But, 
while his ethical teaching died and bore no fruit, his 
physical theory (Q)'\" 1f'aVT(I. (ki) blossomed out-according 
to the traditional view-into the relativism of Pro tag or as and 
ita antinomian developments. This view we owe to Plato, 
who in the TheaetetWl identifies the Protagorean doctrine 
1f'aVTr.1V XP'1paTQ)V pETpov dv9{JfJY1Tor with the Heraclitean 
flux. If C all things change and nothing remains', he argues, 
then each man is the measure of reality for himself j for 
Plato agrees with all the ancients in interpreting the dictum 
of the individual: Q)f or(l. ptV EI((I.(JT(I. fpol !p(l.tvfTal TOlaUTa 

}l~v tQ"T1V {}lot, 01a 8E 1101, TOlaVTa 8E av 110[.1 On the side 
of cognition Plato further identifies both doctrines with 

• Diog. Laert. it 22. • TIotatt. 162 A. Cf. Craty!. S8ii C • 

, 

, 
, 
• 
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sensationalism, declaring that Theaetetus' definition of 
~'ff'UTT~P"l as ar,,6"1"lf is the S8.me as the' homo·mensura.', 
And he then proceeds to point out that this theory must 
hold of things moral as mnch as of anything else; and while 
be acknowledges that Protagoras does not develop the sub· 
versive theory of morality which should, in his view, follow 
from such relativism, he makes plain the inconsistency 
of the position. It is important to notice how fairly Plato 
treats his opponent; as Grote rightly says, there is no 
warrant wbatever in Plato's discussion' for those imputa. 
tions which modern authors build upon his dictum, against 
the morality of Protagoras',' He does not even charge the 
partial Protagoreans (6"01 yf al' p~ 'ff'allTa"/racr, TOU IIpwTa. 
yopfW .\6yol' >.iywcr,I') ~ with immoral doctrines: for although 
they deny the real existence of such things as Justice and 
Piety (El' Toif 8I1ca{ol~ Kal d8{KO'~ Kal dcr[Olf Kal dl'Ocr{OI~, 

UU>'OIlCTII' lcrXllp{{fcr9al W~ OVK rO"TI rpWfl a-ur/Oil' OV8EI' ovO"{a" 
EaVTOU {XO", d~>.a Tl! KOIl'fi 86,al' TOUrO Y{Yl'ETal d>'''I9h T6n, 
oral' 86E!1 Kal OcrOl' al' 80KD Xp61'ol'), yet, be fully admits, they 

f do draw the line when it comes to the Beneficial and the 
Good ("/rEpl 8f rdya94 ov8il'a d"8pfio,, M' OVT<»f Ell'al IZO"TE 
TO>'pa.I' 81apaXf0"9al &TI Kal a a" wfj>i>'lpa ol,,9ficra "7I"oAI~ 
iallTfi 9~ral, Kal ;/TTI TOcroVrol' Xp6"o" 0001' dl' K("ITal wfj>iA'pa, 
"7I">'~I' d Tlf Tl! SI'opa >.iyo, 3- and of course the same holds 
in the case of individuals). Such a reservation is incon
sistent; and Plato accordingly censures the inconsistency, 
but not the morality, of Protagoras and his adherents. 

, , 

I 

At the same time it is certain that there were those who 
found in the Protagorean doctrine a very convenient justifi· 
cation for their lawless practice. Gomperz· rightly says 
that while we know little about the context of the homo· 
mensura tenet, one thing at least is certain, that' it cannot 
possess an ethical meaning ; it cannot be the shibboleth 
of sny moral subjectivism, to which the sentence has not 

, A. an eumple of ouch Impul.ll.Uone t .... e Prof. Archer Butler'.: 'th. 
great object of the doetrine of Protagorae,' h , ... y., 'w ... to uD .... ttle the 
pr inciple. of wonl obligltion, by denyiDfl tbe permaueuc .. of 1Il0ral di.· 
tlnet;oD~.' l«lurt. on A"""'''II'1IIIOHJM~, p. aM . 

• n.,..,. 1::2 B. • Th<IltI. 177 D. • a'~k T.~i~t,., vol. !, P, Hil . . ' ... ' :'. :: . .:. . ': . . . 
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tlufrequently been turned in the hands of popular expositors. 
H is a. contribution to the thoory of cognition', and, in 
itself, nothing more. Any immoral significance would have 
to be read into the dictum by those who were desirou s 
of finding it there j and that such violence was committed 
we know from the famous1ine of Euripides 1 

Tt 8' ailTXp6v, l}v JJ~ Toiul XPO>llfllOlf &ICn j 

-to which Plato is said to have retort-ed 
aluxprlV .,.6 y' u.lrrxp6v, K,?V 8fJl(fi K>1" Jl~ 801(fi. 

'Nothing,' says Dr. Adam, 'could illustrate more clearly 
the opposition between the Platonic and the Protagorean 
standpoints.' t It would be truer to say, between the 
Platonic standpoint and that which Plato COW:lidered the 
legitimate inference from the Prot.a.gorean-and still more 
the meaning which certain people for their own purposes 
chose to put upon it. 

Such then, IlCCOrding to Plato, is the necessary outcome 
of the flux theory of Heraditus when applied to ethics ; 
and Plato appears to have believed quite sincerely in the 
truth of this historical development. But the way in which 
he establishes the connexion is notoriously faulty: 3 he is 
driven to invent certain esoteric interpretations of the 
Protagorean doctrine, which we can hardly suppose to have 
existed outaide Plato's imagination. And this indeed is the 
only evidence we have for making Protagoras a philo. 
sophical descendant of Heraclitus. The one Heraclitean 
school of which we have any knowledge-al p€o".,.n, as 
Plato scornfully calls them t_was composed of people like 
Cratylus, who were so far from exercising the multifarious 
activity of Protagoras that they finally abstained even from 
speech.s If a man who only moved his finger {TOil 8Q.KTtiAo~ 

I Fr. 19 (Nauek ). The lin" i.Js parodied by Ari,tophanes (l'rflgJ HiS). 
The Itory i. given by Stolneu, (FWr. 6. 82). 

I I. <., p. 275. I Tbi. question i. treated more fully in Appondi% 8 . 
• ~. 1711 D. et. the reference in Cratrl. HO C • 
• Arilt. Mot. r. 5. 1010 a to i ... -,dp .... .;..'1' Tij. ft.I>M .... Itl}"''I'''~ ~ d.,..., ... , 

Mc .. nW oIP'1I'I .. "" ~ ....... ~11"'lw7"", #u~".I'"., ml .r ... Kp"'''I> ... ,1x'., t.r ,I 
.,.I>.v ....... ol;6f ..... a. ... ~ll"~' ... rA . 

;. .: . ::. 
>: 

• • · . • • .. : .'. . -' . . '.- '." 
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tK{"U 1'0IlOV) was capable of any sort of ethical theory at all 
it would surely be fatalistic, and very far removed either 
from the relativism of Protagoras or the lawless results that 
were supposed to follow from it. So that Plato's identifica
tion of Protagorean and Here.clitean doctrine is altogether 
extremely doubtful. 

Moreover, as already noted, the' homo-mensura.' tenet. 
seems to have had nothing whatever to do with conduct. 
Such ethical fragments of Protagoras as we possess suggest 
no harm of the' blamel688 nightingale of the Muses' ,I Tbe 
fa.mous utterance about the gods shows merely an open
minded agnosticism; 2 his praise of the patience and co.lm 
resignation of Perieles points to a lofty outlook upon life; a 

while the two claims which Plato puts into his mouth 
represent him as teaching a virtue which at the worst need 
only be classed with the partial 81j/l.0TIKII Tf .(o1j 7I'O~ITIK~ 
dPfT~ that was not based upon true knowledge. There is 
surely nothing immoral in undertaking to ' make men good 
citizens', in teaching a young man this lesson; fv{3ovMa 
7I'fp/ TQII! OlKdf»v, OrrQ)~ 41' lplIlTa T~II aVToii ojK[av 8tOIKO/, Kal 
7I'fpt TWV Tijr mS~fmr , Orrmr Ta Tijr 7I'O~fmr StlllaTWraTOi all d'1 
/Ca! 7I'p4TTHII /Cal ~fYElII. 4 And the same may be said of his 
view as expressed in Theaete/ull 161 ; it is only from Plato's 
point of view that there is any harm in maintaining that 
the function of the uor:por (or l7or:pIUT~r) consists in turning 
men, not from Falsehood to Truth, but from the worse to 

I. the better 5-l7l'EI od Tt yE o/EtlSi; &€ri(oVTa TIr Tlva WTfPOII 

• 
I 
, 
• 

• , 
I 
" 

I (jomIWr~ ..,ea &11 allu.i«n to tho fate of Prot . gor .... iD the fragment 
of Euripidco' ./'IEIamtd .. ( N &uct, 588) ,..1 ... 7' ,.,.u.I7' "td.. \ ........ ".,..,... w .l."""";, \ 

T';~";'~" d~-yW_"" d~~ .. ",OW6""~ . 
• •• pI ... 1. I.w. .~~ Ix" 0"" .... 0101 • ..,;e' .... ";'/C .I .. i ..... ~. 
, Fr. D (Diel. ) ap. Plut . ..w..,o.p .11_ .. .,... ... ~ ...... KGl ~.w;,., b /..KT", a< .",', 

.""'I''''~ 1),.11"1'''' d.""'.""7111>' .~ •• ..6'''' d.I.~~ · .~&.'.,. ,.ap .iXiTo, jE ~, ...... ~ob-
....,... u...i ........ I)pJp'1'" .i, .,;.OT .... ~ ..... ~i'l" ... 1 .~. j • • oi, ICO.U"; .. , U{a. · 
.a. "")<ip Tif ,.. •• ,...... .u ." .... oii •• ..6 ... jpf><'pJ .... <#1'0.''', ,. • .., ..... ".,... .. Tt .<Il d.~io. 
ia6." .1"", ..ol ' a •• "" 1tp<, .... "'. /Cap ... .la.:.. .". la.Toii I •• ",. id • • pd..,,..... .. 
d ... ~xa ... .,... Pat. him""lr gives oimila ... tralnt .a a mark or the , .. "...j1 
'"\,. lUp. SS7 E, 003 E • 

• Plat. P,WO(1. 816 E. Cf. &p. 600 C . 
, s.... Appelldi:r. B. It i . a"umoo that th~ Prot.gqru 8pooech ill tha 
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d), '16~ i1rO{'1tTE 8o£a(wr 06rE ya.p 'TO: p~ ~VT(J. 8vvaTov 80,&'11'111, 
oO'T( d'AAIl 'fT(J.p' a &" 'fTMXI1, TaVTO: BE dEl aA'I8ij. aAA' olpr.u 
1rf"''1Pii.~ 'ljrvxijr l,u 8oMl(ovTa ulIyyfPij ~allTijr XP'Icrt;' I ".O('tjCTE 
8o,au(J.t iTfpa TOtavra, a 8q TtPH T(\ q,aV1'aupaT(J. v".1i a1f'Elp[tU 

aA1]8ij Kahoiiow, tyro 8E (kATlQ) p~v Ta ETEpa nil" ETE{K»P, aA1). 
8iunpa BE auBi". 

Indeed, the only cha.rge which can with any authority 1 

be brought against the morliJity of Protagoras, that of 
having been the first to 'make the worse appear the better 
reason', has really nothing to do with the case. ' The 
imputation here cast on Protagoras' prof6Ssion,' says 
Mr. Cope? 'is rather that of logical than of moral 
obliquity and error, though no doubt the latter may also 
be implied.' 'rbe reference is doubtless simply to his theory 
of logical contra<iictioll ,3 any etbical application being 
discountonanced by the words which foHow in Theaet. 
167 C (rov~ 8; yE uorpou~ TE Kal aya6ov~ ,hjTopas Tal~ 1I"6AtITt 
Tt/; XP'1ITT?L alfTi TOOI' 1I"OV'1Poov l){Kata 80Kflv ~lval lTouiv). 

It is thus clear that there is no justification for attributing 
to Protagoras anything immoral either in dodrine or prac
tice; and it is equally clear that Plato makes no such 
charges, but treats uim throughout with respect and even 
with veneration. t 

). How then comes it about that Plato opposes Protagoras 
so persistently? Why is it that he regards the Protagorean 
doctrine, when cOll8istentlyapplied to conduct,8ll intrinsi
cally false and subversive? The answer to such questions 
is of the first importance, for it gives the key to Plato's 
Tlt«lt lw.o I"GpW>8nte the le.whing of ProtagorAll .. Pleto underst.o<>d it. Tlti . 
paint _m. 10 b6 proved conchuively in Dr. Sehlllet'1 PlatQ or fulagorRf 1 

, Ari.t. RMI. B. 2l. U.02 a 2S.ca1 ~~ ?~. ~r ... ~ ~ Mpol? ... ...... 'lW, ' 
j ",I~ . • al 1 ... ii6,y a..tU." iSuo-X.,....""" ol Ullpanr .. r~ nl*' .... 1.poU 1.<11'1"')."'" 
'f'~ .. -y.!p i .. "y ... l o/i. <1 ... ",10 <Lull .... ,I'6I'.yOO" .IMO., M"l /y oU.l''' rim <lA).' 

b krol".~ .ol/I""~'.ii· 
• Nole, ad lot. d~ (Cope and Sandy.'. edition). 
• .pOIrOf I'M Wo ,\,6-y .... • 1 ..... •• pl .,,~rM .p<i1I't.r .. &..r'."I'i~o ... d.U.",\,,, .. , 

Diog. h:. IH (R. P. 229), 
• M i. auggut-ed by the whol .. ton .. of th .. i'n/l;J.goT". . In 828 B Piato 

quote.. the w.y which Protagorae "tnnged fot tbe pIIyment of hi. r ....... 
'Suoh is not the way,' Grote well remart .. 'in whieh Ihe COlTUpte .. of 
manJrdo.d go to wort." , , ' . ::,:; ':; :", : : 

, . . ',' "' 

• , 
I 
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whole attitude towards et hics. He censures Prol:.agoras' 
teaching, not because it is 'immoral', but because it is 
unphilosophical, because it divorces virtue from knowledge 
and wisdom and truth, because it regards only practical 
consequences, and denies the existence of a standard of 
right and wrong. The point at issue, indeed, is not one 
of practical morality at all: it is the difference between 
two fundamentally opposed views of philosophy-between 
'intellectualism' or 'rationalism' (00 use modern. and 
somewhat loose, names) on the one hand, and' relativism ' 
or' humanism ' on the other. Dr. Schiller I maintains that 
Protagol'lUl was the first great pragmatist; so be it-he 
stands already condemned from the Platonic standpoint. 
All ' Huma.nism " ancient or modern, mJ,lSt fall before the 
Platonic elenchus, for the fundamental error is the same in 
all. To the claim which Protagoras made ~ of turning men 
from a worse to a better (not a tnter) frame of mind, Plato 
would reply' HOIIJ better?', ' Better in reference to what?' 
The answer of Protagorean and other Humanism is that 
everybody knows very well what is meant: that common 
sense requires no test but practical consequences, that truth 
is nothing transcendental or abstruse. but simply' what 
works '.' And it proceeds to illustrate the position by 
examples which either beg the question or else are entirely 
irrelevant,t since they do not refer to problems of conduct. 
Bu~ as Plato points out in the words prefixed to this essay/ 
it is only in questions of conduct that there is any difficnlty 
in finding a standard of reference : -,&8' f!1Tl T6 T~ 8{KIlIOII 
Kill TO 481KOII Kill KIlXOII Kttl aluxpoII Kal &)la6011 I(al K1l1(6 11 •• • 

1rrpl etl' 8UI'fX8lllTH Kill ov 81JI'&p.€I'01 111"1 jl(al'~II Kp{UIII aU-rwII 
l>.6rll' fX8pol &>'>'~>'Olf Y'YI'6jlf6a. Other disputes can be 
settled with ruler and scales; but we can never hope for 

, Halo." l'rotlJ9""G'1 e. g. p. 18 't·he diIJ" .... n.,., bet ... e"n Protagorean and 
modern Humanilm cOncernl only a lubordinate point of terminology '. 

• 7'MIut. 167 C. 
• Ct. lam ... '. l'mgmali"", p. 16, &e. 
• e. g.1<I<. ci~, p. 22 ; ' It I am ahort·sighted and you a .... not, )"0"" vi.,,,.1 

~rceptiona will be "better" tban mine. But thil will not make them" tru~" 
to me', • From Ev.lhyph. 7 C. 
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any certainty about questions of conduct until we have 
established an undeviating a.nd universal standard by which 
to test them. This standard resembles in its fixity the Ideal 
Beauty as described in the Symporiu", ; I 1fpWTOII Jolt" afl a" 
11:(11 0,"( "f'YV0,l'EVOV oiJn a.1f'OUU}'fJlOV. oj}Tf av~a"6}'{vo,, oih-f 

rpiJ'ivov, rn-UTa OV rfj ,l'tl' 1(11).6,,, Tij 8' aluxpov, oU~ TOTE }JEll, 
T01'~ 8£ od, ov8E 1/"por JJf.!' Ta 1('(1>'011, .,,-p'Or 8E TO a{uxp{w, ova' 
;,,8« JJE" "aAOV, ;,,6a 8E alcrxp6v, a.r Ttcrl ,l'fV a" /Ca).,ol', 'nul 8E 
aicrxpO" . .. a>"A' aUTo /Ca8' aUra }lE6' airToii }'ovofl8*r aEI 15", 
~ow the whole purpose of Plat-o's early philosophY-fluch 
is the contention of tllls essay- was to provide the required 
ethical standard. Protagoras had denied the possibility of 
any bllt relative truth, and, con.sequently, the possibility of 
Knowledge; but Virtue, he asserted, was attainable, since it 
had not,bjng whatever to do with truth or knowledge. 
Plato, on the other hand, following his master SocrateB, 
taught that Virtue ;8 Knowledge; but whereas the only 
knowledge that Socrates recognized was tpp6117}<r1~ ,1 practical 
knowledge, the knowledge of consequences, Plato insisted 
on the necessity of 110 truly scientific knowledge, whose 
object lay altogether beyond the flux of phenomeua. Such 
an object he found of course in the Ideas, those eternal, 
immutable, absolute entities, of which alolle real ErruTTq!lfJ 

was possible. It was to the Ideas, and in particular to the 
Idea of Good, that he looked for the ethical standard which 
all previous philosophy had failed to supply. In his old 
age, when his mind seemed to grow religious rather than 
metaphysical, Plato found that the ultimate reference must 
be to God; tI 8~ 8tot ~jJ'I' rrr1.l'1'wI' XPfJjJa:r(iJI' jJETp0l' &v d''l 
jJ&'AuTTa, Kalrro'Av jJQXAov ~ rrov TIS, .is rpa<r''', d,,8pt»1TQt,3 he 
says; whilst the best man will be he who resembles God 
most nearly. Nothing could show more conclusively how 

1 211 A. 
I Though h. woed the Dam.b.on),,~. AriatoUe (who oroouratl di$liugui. h.,J 

lD.teUectual fI<om .... onl Yirtu.,.) oeD.lu,.." him for thl. : "..J Jpl/iI< T~ ~POT'~';", 

6T. oU&I .. I,,~.p<I. 4'1""'i~ f"'" dA'" ,h. '.'O"T,,,~.I.,.~, ,,~~ 6pftw (EUI. E~d. IS. 
1246 b88) • 

• Ltuc. 716 C. It is uleroly a theological way of ""pm_ing the la ... 1"4;; 
4,...800;. 
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PLATO'S THEORY OF IDEAS " 
great Plato must have thougbt the importance of demolishing 
the Protagorea.n position. Such a pointed reference in his 
latest work justifies one in assuming that Plato's youth was 
largely employed in rendering possible an advance upon the 
, relativist' ethiCs. 

"Thus true virtue was now for the first time possible, 
because the foundation of Knowledge on which it must rest 
was now first laid. Knowledge must be cultivated-so it 
seemed to Plato in his youth-not for its own sake but for 
that of the virtue which it rendered possible. • The ethical 
need,' says Windelband,' 'drove Plato beyond Sophistry, 
aud led him to fight Protagoras the more energetically with 
Protagoras' own relativism. I f there be virtue of any 90rt, 
it mwt rest upon other than relative knowledge, which 
&lone the Sophists considered.' 

But before passing on to Plato himself it will be necessary 
to discuss the two sources which suggested to him the con~ 
nexion of virtue with knowledge. One of these inftuenc68, 
that of Socrates, is undoubted. The other, that of the 
Pythagoreans (who have been mentioned already aa, with 
Heraclitus, the only predecessor!! of Socrates who dealt with 
ethics), is more conjectural-though in reality it may have 
equally, if not more, important in the development of 
Plato's thought. The evidence which we possess regarding 
the Pythagoreans is so scanty, and of such doubtful authen
ticity," that we can never hope to understand their teaching 
fully, nor to estimate aright their place in the history of 
Greek philosophy. But this much at least is certain; that 
their influence on Plato was very great; 3 that their interest 
was largely directed towards conduct and religion j and that 

, HWorw<>f ""I'I<i ... , P1oi'~~. po 190 (Eng. lran,,- ). It .hould be ..tded Ihal 
thi. way of treating' &ophi.tc,.' .. though it were, definite .. hool of 
thought i. old.fR.llioned, and, • to .. , the le.o&t, mi.lN-ding· (Dr. Jacbon, in 
.bt)o<. Brit.). Oomperz ull. it 'illegitim.te, if not .b~urd, to speak of 
a tophi.tie mind, ""pbi.ti~ mordlty, .opbistie """ptiei .... , and"" forth' 
(001. i, p. 41&) • 

• Tbu. Prof. Burne! in the second edition of hi. E~,I~ Gruk PM1~!I 
enti...,l,. ... j",,1s the Fragment. of Philolauo . 

• A. i. proYed, e.g. hy Arist. II,L A. JM<Oim. The innu~n"" (If Pytha. 
I(' ..... "ui.", on the hldl "nle<>ry will be di$CuMed In Appen.lix C. 
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in matters of religion they were closely connected with 
Orpbism. Here again we are brought before an obscure 
subject j but for present purposes it is enough to say that 
Orphism, originating in a. wild Oriental worship of Dionysus, 
spread widely over Greece as a brotherhood practising a 
quieter esoteric form of religion. Its chief feature was the 
performance of certain mysteries or Orgia, whose function 
it was to purify the soul. For, the OrphiCl! held, the mere 
fact of the soul's imprisonment in a body was evidence of 
former sin; the idea is familiar in the form rTi>pa (1'1£11.,' 
which with others like it plays 80 large a part in PJatonism. 
Moreover (to quote Dr. Adam 2) 'sa soon as the doors of the 
prison-house close round her, the soul has entered upon what 
the Orphics variously called the "circle" or "wheel of genera
tion" and the" circle of Necessity", a long and weary circuit 
of birth and death which must be traversed before we can 
return to the place from whence we came '. Now release 
(;\ihTlr) from this' circle' and all its ' appalling vicissitudes ' 
can be gained only by a process of Kd8apu'lt, which consisted 
according to the Orphics chiefly in abstinence from animal 
food and the performance of the ritual prescribed in the 
Orgia. 

Such was the belief which Pythagoras, driven from his 
home by the tyranny of Polycrates, 3 must have found at 
Croton. It is very possible that the 8[arTor he there led had. 
previously been an Orphic brotherhood; it is quite certain 
that he incorporated into his teaching many elements of 
Orphism. In particular, he adopted the Orphic view of the 
need of purification for the soul; and he introduced Knou;
ledge as an element in this Kri6aprTlr.t 

The importance of this step can hardly be exaggerated, 
., for it foreshadows the most characteristic feature in Socratic 
and Platonic thought- that Knowledge is to be cultivated 
for the sake of the soul : in another, though cognate form, 
that Virtue is Knowledge. With the Pythagorean.s them-

, e.g. Gorg. 498 A, Cral. 400 8 • 
• Ad.l.ll>, I ••. , p. 10f. Cf. R. D. Hie .... l lltrod. to <k A,,;m", pp. n, nil . 
• Di08. Lnert. viii. S. • Cf. Ad.m, I. <. , p. HIS. 

, 
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selves' Knowledge' was confined as a rule to mathematics 
and harmonics, studies which afterwards played 90 important 
a. part in the propaedeusis of the Republic; but while Plato 
no doubt prescribed I mathematical studies very largely on 
account of their power to produce a.rrt>p(<<, that feeling of 
wonder1which is the beginning of wisdom, the Pythagoreans 
found a moral and mystic significance in the numbers them
selves. Hence it comes about that Pythagoras is mentioned 
in the Magna Moralia 3 a.s the first to deal with virtue; but 
he made the mistake, we are told, of identifying the virtues 
with numbers, 80 rendering his theory useless. We cannot 
rest satisfied with a philosophy that explaillll justice as 
a numerical product of multiplication: ov yap fUTIV ~ 811(a10-

0-6/0'1) apl8p3r [utilm rO"o~, as the author gravely remarks. 
Thus the real importance of the Pythagoreans in the 
development of moral philosophy must be sought rather in 
the connexion which they established betweon knowledge 
and conduct j for they seem to have looked upon mathe
matical studies as a means of purifying the soul. Mystical 
as these doctrines of AVO'lf and K&8«pO'I~ may appear, they 
were infinitely more suggestive than a fanciful application 
of mathematics! they bear fruit not only in the myths of 
the Phaedrtl.~, Gorgia8, and Republic, but also in the philo-. 
sophica! jI.(}.f'r'1 8«1'&1"011 of the Phaedo. 

Thus the influence of Pythagoreanism must be held partly 
accountable for Plato's addiction to ethical speculations. 
and in particular for his assuming so intimate a relation 
between knowledge and virtue. 

But there was, of course, a nearer and more direct 
influence to lead him in this direction. • Socrates autem 
primus philosophiam devocavit e caelo et in urhibus con

';.locavit et in domus etiam introduxit et coegit de vita. 
et moribus rebusque bonis et malis quaerere,' 80 run the 

, &po 624 D. (But in Lo~. 741 A Plato .~em. to ouggeat Ill. .thie.l .. ,JU6 
ill the atudy ot MathematicI.) 

• Tb ... 1. 11>6 D ~ .,.dp "A""~ ~oVro .. ,j .,;, .... ~~ ,.vpdC ... · ~.,op .r.u, 4,xiI.,."""""'" ~ .Go-,. Ariototl, held the ... me view: e. g. J/el. A. '82 b 12 . 
• 1182. It. 

B 
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famous words of Cicero.1 Socrates was the first philo
sopher who really dealt with ethics; leaving aside the 
physical speculations of his predecessors lr(~ n.l' tl.,e,,-'7f'f{fI)JI 
afl ~If>';ym' .. ' His pecnliflr ch.aracter. which united, as 
Grote S points out, a 'strong religioWl persuasion' witb 
'great intellectual originality', led him to his fundamental 
principles, that oVdEis (/C~ cipaprdvfl, and the definition of 
virtue as knowledge. Aristotle in his survey of the develop
ment of philosophy attributes to Socrates the introduction 
of genera.! definitions and of induction; ' he might well 
have added the definite treatment of morality. This, in· 
deed, is the most wonderful sign of his originality; there 
is, it is true, a doubtful tradition that his' master' Arohelaus 
treated of ethics, and originated investigations for which 
Socrates got the credit.~ But the one sample of his teaching 
that has come down to us suggests a very di.lfecent atti~ude 
from that of Socrates: tA(y~ ... TO 8[l(a.o>' ~l>,a, l(aI TO 

airrx,po>, 00 "'VUfl t d.u.a >,6p~ For not only was the anti thesis 
of l(aT(\ tplxnr and l(aT4 v6pov absent in its formal character 
from the conversations of Socrates;' its moral significance 
was still more alien to the whole spirit of his t6sching. 'It 
lay in the. Socratic tradition to harmonize nature and law 
instead of setting them in opposition to one another; for 
Xenophon makes his roesterdefend civil law against Hippias 
as a standard of justice on the ground that its dictates ague 
with the inspirations of nature: 1 So that one cannot attach 
any importance to the statement of Diogenes. I n fact 
there is probably no truth in the story at all, since it is 
expressly stated by Plato that Socrates had no teachers.' 

, n..c. Y. 10. Ct. ,,«&d. L 15. 
o Niofory of Gnoooo, cbap. 68. 

I Xeo. Ji_. i. 1. 111. 

• Md. M . .f.. 10.8 b 27 ~.,o, I,",~ .. n, a, oI""""~ .Lt ... ,.; ... 50 ......... , ..oon • 
I ........... "'" ~ _ .~ &pi, ....... ~ .... .,..;;"., .,..;,. l<N1r <1,1,~" ... ,. ","W 

''''""''~'If' • D. L. li." I""". &I -.1 0;.. ... ~ ..-if< ojIt.cijr. ...1 -,dp ... ,. r~_ .. t</>IA ... .s.. 
f!t/>O' .Gl ......... -.1 & •• i_. r ap" .,;; ~ ~";'I"'If ... tW€ij,,'" .w..oH ,~;, 
h,~. 

• As il deduced by Be" .. t rom Ihe t.cl that the ... Uthui. d.- .. ot oceu ~ 
IQ any <>r I be Socn.tic dio.logu ... of Plalo. • Be .... , p . 88. 

• fAr'" lU C I,... ~'r 0;;' ... .. ,;,r ... . . pll,...vF.,u A'7O' M . 5olIoIuaAoS. ~ <>it 
)11"'" F"':"'"" . ,,.. Ct. R. P. 239 b. 
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We owe it probably to the Greek love of finding some 
originator for everything-the same tendency that traced 
all laws back to Solon or Lycurgus, and all music to 
Orpheus and MusaeUs,1 Thus we may rest satisfied with 
the traditional view, as expressed by Cicero,iI that Socrates 
was the first to deal distinctly' de virtutibus et vitiis omni· 
noque de bonis rebus et malis'. 

It is, moreover, true that certain of the Sophists, notably' 
Prodicu8, had treated of problems connected with everyday 
conduct; but aB they never sought to go beyond particular 
cases, or to base their rules for action upon generalizations, 
their treatment of morality cannot be considered philoso
phical Wbat has been said of Protagoras applies to a 
sophist like ProdicU8: S bis teaching was not, in itself, 
immoral; but, like the house that was built on sand, its 
foundations were unsound, and must give way under the / 
stress of dialectic scrutiny. 

This is not, however, the place to attempt any general 
account of Socrates' teaching: it will be sufficient to 
examine the following questions, which here demand 
attention; How was his teaching an advance upon that of 
Protagoras? How was it defective from the Platonio stand· 
point ? And how did it lead up to Plato's own philosophy? 
These questions are so closely bound up with one another 
that it is impossible to treat them quite separately; but we 
can at least start with the first, 

The main advance which Socrates made in dealing with 
matters of conduct has already been indicated, His search 
for >.6')'01 of universal import lifted him above that scepticism 
which marked both Protagoras' and perhaps his own early 
teaching,t 'Moral error, Socrat.es conceived, is largely due 

, So Zelle. (""_. li. p. 8(3): 'The ... "t&tement.e ....,m to hue a.i..,n 
from the impouibility of eon«!i.ing Ihe "Uppoeed teacher of 800 .. , .. to be 
without all ethi""l phil"",ploy .••. That A..,helau. a.,.,omp!i.hed anything 
importallt in the 'pheno or ethiCII i'lmprobable, rrom tbe .i1ellc8 or Ariatolla, 
"'ho never onc .. montion. him.' cr. Zelle.', Sot, la, p. MI. 

• .11 ... <1. i. l~. 
• But not to Hipplu , P"]UI, Tb .... )'m..,htl~, .le. (at I .... t at mpl"6Ollllied by 

PI.to). 
• Dr. lack":>II'" an. ' Soc .. t ... ' III EI1<yt. Blit. (p. 2U): 'Soc.a' ... ' theory of 

.2 
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to the mirnpplication of general terms. which., 0D0e .mud 
to • penon or to an ad, p:l nibIy in a moment of p'ssion or 
pr9judiO&, too often stand in the .. y of careful OJ' aoOOr 
reBection. It was in order to exclude enor of thia sort that 
Socn.te.. insisted upon TO 6pl,wf~ ... 8Okb with ~1.02 
).6yo.. for its be,;, By l'9qWring .. definition &Dd lhe refer
eDOe to it of the a.ct or penon in qllution. be aooght to 
aecure in the indiridaal at any raw consistency of thought, 
&Dd. in eo far. consistency of actiOn.'l CoDsistency, then, is 
the diRinguisbing fw.ture of Socrates' t! aM ing; and it lR9 
the first time in Greek thought that consistency had ever 
been made pcrible or even conscioasly dee.i.red. 

Yet, ghE t as the importance of this advance may have 
been,. Socn.tee still fell short of Plato's standard. For though 
he bad risen- to adopt the Plaionic term.inology-above the 
level of Ignorance, he Md not yet attained to that of Knmr. 

ledge; indeed, he may eY8D. have beld th.t. Knowledge is 
Qnatt·jmNe. His doctrine, as much as that of the ordinary 
popa1a.r monlj~ must in consistency have been ch ad by 
Plato in that intumediate state which lay betweenIgnonnce 
and Kno'lfledge. ",up7,IfAJID 1.fX&, ~Eout\l'" m T'Ii. TW-.u.ir 
_.us "01£'1'4 .tzAW "' ntH -' rW to.>... ~ SlIIV 

... ~mu TW "' I"l 8.,Oj .ai ni '-.OS E~· It is 
true that t.b ani_I lity of Socrates' conceptions distin_ 
guished tlMm from the maxi.,.. of the wueflective multitode; 
bat it cannot be denied that they full outside the proviJJO!t 
of Koo_ledge, si .... only TO ~ SI' Wn ~ 
1'11_ ,0 ... 3 LyiDgas they did~d"1.o[tJS" ~ ~~ 
they mast be.l.ong to &iC4; lAd as a. matter of tact their 
Ch"dCterietjcs ale e.uctIy d6llCribed in the aocoont; of lOEc 

eo! ' iMluolfor-itat, ; •• p...m.!ld"'" :I'ei ..... nl.'F~; .... '.t ... nu. 
..... , boc . ...... , " s = w impl,. u.ac ... ~ ..,." r ...... Da..l iD u... P' . .. 
tb_ ~ tIM hioklriaal. So,,~ Bott y. ~pooG<liI. A. 
· J.,.-... I. .... P. i:!7" 
• -. 4;'9 D, .... agm "Ioc. 
• &p. ~'"7 A.... It; m ish l .... n. be .... n.t.a<h<l t.haI tba P'lc' •• o. .PI F .tie-

-Id. &.U. iD tIoot el, " "" _ ,> ,... F .... Plu'.S".' ., _ hM boooI. ' b _ .. d,: ied 
u.. F". ibtm,. of tnoLh azN bo.I ...... ; bolt,,;: •• ta.:..1<td&oo iaot ..... .w, ..... 
d ....... be '*1 __ r.tv to ..... lilt .. "~ 4tt Ai; " ..; "iD 'I' " ,_ .r_. 
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which follows. For Plato says of 80£a that it is fallible (p.1] 
dl'ap.ipT'1Tol'), I and that it apprehends the many and not the 
absolute One.' Now the Socratic Myol, not being based. 
on the knowledge of reality, were liable to error ; and, para
doxical as it may sound, they did not, for all their being 
II:Cl/lO'\OV, apprehend the true universal. What they sought 
was a il' (1I"11I"0Hoijl', not the tl' which is ClUr3 lI:a8' ClbrO." In 
ot.her words, the Socratic universal was not the Idea; and for 
Plato true Knowledge could have the Idea atone for its object, 
since the Id{'Oo alone is 1I"Cll'Tf>.riIr 61', Again, the Socratic '\oyor 
had only a conceptual, and not a substantial existence; there 
could be for Plato no knowledge of what existed. only in the 
mind. We find in the Parmeflides this very criticism. The 
young Socrates twho may fairly be taken to represent the 
young Plato f), in explaining the nature of his' ideas', first 
calls them I'O~p.aTa, which exist oMaJl-ov &'\'\081 ~ (I' -I-"vxair 
(132 B). 'Is not this,' asks Waddell, ' a natural course for 
one to pursue who had just come from the school of" general 
definitions" which Aristotle directly ascribes to Socrntes
what could sucb definitions be but I'O~Jl-aTa; We have 
before us, in fact, Tour '1" braKTlKovf Myotlf Kal TO dpt(ff18ClI 
/CCl8o'\ov as Aristotle describes them.' Parmenides is made 
to criticize this doct.rine severely; ~ and Socrates a.ocordingly 

, 477 E. 
, 1"10 .. tra"oWon i~ """n in the earl)' d ialoguel of Plato, e. g. EwIA~pA.o 

C:i t \ 11 O. 
, Cf. W. ddell'. Pa"""~id", p. :l1iK : 'IS Socrllt,. nev .. r he ld the view. her .. 

a""ribed to him, wo _re ~ntitled in the youtloful Socr_te. to pero .. iv .. the 
youthful PI"to, .. nd to ... g_rd the opening otatement of the dialogue ... 
_t> intcntioul notilleatiot> hy Plato of t he .b ..... ter of hi. O .... n eul,. 
theorizi"g up<lt> m .. taph:yaical que-tion .. ' [The p.-nt writer i, I ... ar .. of 
the ut>eertaint)' of an)' the<>..,. ... to the date _lI d ,ubj .... t of the P-...id .. ; 
but u the '1"""tio" ... u too I .. ge to di eoeuee here, .. nd it ...... "",,_r1 I" 
adopt one .. ie"', he h .. throughout followed the pidance of Pl'Of. Jaek"'n 
( ... JOM"'o>/ 'If PhiJdogy, " 01. ~i ) .l 

• On the ground that if the Idea i. a-&, .... thisw,q"" m". t be of """, .. thing 
that i. Ihe u me in all. Hut . in"" .,bAa.iw "M ".T'X" (and . ib.] _ Y~""ra) 
then el th" (I ) lit ."'1l"1n .... ( ....... Or 10., <rc:ol .ci .... " ,,,.; or (2) ""~ .. a .... Wr" 
cl...l~'" lo.,_ both or which .. re i"'l>""ibl... It_m~ hiShl)' probabl .. thRt .... 
hue h ...... 11 """ord of the act"al ",,,"oning .. hieh led PI.to to h)'pOllI .. i .. th .. 
Socretle A,;.y.. -or rather, ' 0 revi ... hi. 0 .. n "tlrl)' thoory Ih"t ..... Iity oo ... i.ted 
of mental """""pta. lie ma)' h,,"o dellned the otopo o f hi. &TlIlm .... t more 
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what is good is acting up to the conception of the corre
sponding action, in short, knowledge in its practical applica
tion.' I Thus in the actual couversations of Socrates, the 
Good takes on the colour of the particular subject of inquiry. 
He denied emphaticaUy the existence of anyone universal 
Good which had no particular reference ; dAM I'~II, ;1>,/. (1 
)" f.pt»T~r 1'( (f Tt aya8011 o18a 8 Jl,/&"or aya8611 tUTtll, O(JT' 

ol8a, ;1>,/, ol1T"f 8iol'at (Xen Mem. iii. 8.3). Hence TO aya8011 
is found to be the customary, the expedient, the useful, 
or even the pleasaJlt.~ • Utility, the immediate utility of 
the individual, thus becomes the measure of couduct and the 
foundation of all moral rule and all legal ena.ctment.'J So 
that Virtue, instead of being Knowledge in the P latonic 
sense of the word, is merely a knowl~dge of consequences ; 
it is, to quote John Stuart Mill, 'an affair of calculation, and 
the sole elements of the calculation are pains and pleasures. 
... The standard of the Protagora8 agrees with that of 
the historical Socrates, who throughout the Memorabilia 
inculcates the ordinary duties of life on hedonistic grounds, 
and recommends them by the ordinary hedonistic induce
ments-the good opinion and praise of feHow citizens, 
reciprocity of good treatment, and the favour of benevolent 
deities' (DiB8erfaticn8, iii. po 342). And when he sought 
for a more philosophical explanation of the Good, he 

I ZeLl~r·. ~, p. 123. 
I t. g. M ..... i .... t. 12 <Mpl -,d, I"':' ~O "I"P"" ai" ,,,,,,, .r ...... Our duty a 

eiti . en. comptls ul t o obey the la ... or the .tate; onr duty to the go<h th.,.e 
• .,,.. .... "P" whi,· h they I,ue made. Cf. '1'. 15. 6. In ,1'. 6. 8 T~ cl..,..B<lv 
le .ctu.llr ,dAntiHed wit h TO ~I).,I'''''. V,rtue may be .dvieed hecauBII 
it. con lequenceea .. n"'re pJMunt to oneMl r, .nd a loo becaUM .. ice lead. to 
puni.hment from f.llo .... meD ; but lhere i. M .. ell the r.n or God to .et .. 
• deterrent: l!'<'lpl~ o~ ,.CI;:;"" AI..,.,. ol< ~ TO ...... ....!,.,.... Ia.! ....... ,i~ ~ • .h-. 
ho -n:.. ""'pol. ....... "",,"'"0, dl'.X . ... 9'" ~.,.. .u....i .... T' .. <&I .u< ....... .... 1 . I ... X';;", dAAa 
.. '" ~I''; T< .. lp~i«'I- .r •• [there iI • curloua par.lleL in Ge n ... i. ut. 7-1lI ], 
l""j •• p >I'r>!-a"'.TO I'~al. ii~ ...... lw .poI ........ , ....... &<1Aa9.i~. (M ..... i. t . 19). 
And yet thl. lofty w.ehing Ie.ftc.r.ll ol> ly tl"i!! fe.r of con8eque n",,"" The 
Good i . neve r iD 110 m . ny .... ord. identified with >I~oo\, 'hut he frequ ently 
incule.l ... the practic. or the .. irtu~. on ,«,ount of 110 0 pIe .... ...", which they 
brIDIf· (" . M ..... H. I. 19; 1 ... 6.9). ' ){O,",,01'er ir8<>e rat .. II<:tually did oome· 
time. c.ll PJ .... u'"" Good, it i. eaier to undentand how th . Cyren.ie. 
could h ... e fMlh.red th.i r "&doni,m upon him' ( Ad.m, Introd. to Pr.I<II.). 
cr. Zene,., p. 126. • J .. chou, L. <. 
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actually feU into the vicious circle 1 of identifying it with 
virtue or wisdom. Dr. J ackson 2 is doubtless right in finding 
in the l(op'/t6Tfpot of Rep. 505 (who supposed the aya86" to 
be rpplw,/ulr) IL direct reference to Socrates, although, as 
Adam ' observes, ' Plato's criticism applies to himself, in 
common with the other pupils of Socrates, and was doubtless 
intended wdo so.' Plato. however, by referring knowledge 
to the hypostatic l8ta Toil aya8oii, avoided the otherwise 
inevitable regress. (It may also be suggested that Socrates 
too was guilty of the 1T>.&/I'1 of identifying the good with 
»8Qv~-although, as has been observed, he never does 80 

explicitly.) 
Thus, in spite of his advance upon the empirical morality 

of his prOOOOOS80l"S, Socrates had no sound metaphysical basis 
for his ethics,i ltwould, however, be most unwise to under
rate his importance, since, as haa been seen, his genera.l 
definitions not only made for consistency, but also pointed 
the way for Plaw. For just ail Socrates said that Virtue is 
KnowledgE', and that Knowledge is (inter alia) of Myol, so 
Plato repeated the first proposition- though by providing 
an adequate object for Knowledge he raised the theory from 
what was after all little better than prudential empiricism 
into the first scientific system of Ethics that had appeared in 
Greek thought. To use his own image~ it was a change 

L 01 ~";;TO >h.v/' ..... 00" ' X"""" &<ta" Ij." ~~'" w' dYa.,dC ........ T. ~ .~, 
..... n • ....p- . oil .I..,..,";; .,.,n. ... , ..,j """''', l~", .,.Io.oS ... , . .... .,ap ,,"xl, !}~ 3' 1'fAo,.1 
<10,,-'/''''''''/' 'rf,,s,., .!Hr i .. JU~ TO <i.,..,"', A • .,.... .. , roi.>.,~ <1.0, oIa.s.,,~; ~~,~ ,.,Ip 
... :'r& .,.. .. ,~ .r ..... ,....,.,v,.to. d ("",; •• .,. ~~ 6 T, AI.,,,,,.,. , /.,,3.1. TO .... <1..,..9";; 
~9hl"""'" 0.-.,,11 (' when the:r utter the my.terious ... " I'd '. Adam). 

• J.ek.on, I. c., p. 237. 
• Note, <Od /"". 
• It would be too much to "':rthat he remained a _plie throughout, ai n"" 

hi. qu ... t of the g<! ne .. 1 indicat ... a belief in the powibility of ""me $On of 
Ir.n owledSe. Dr. Jack""n (J""".,.z of PMl. :rili. p. 249) mRi ntain. th.t the ' in' 
complete P rotago .... n.· of TIL""I. 172 A who h eld th.t' while Rll .... ...I .. JI«'" 
are equally t m e, one "';~'''''JI« is better than another, and t hat the ."'fHl. i8 
ODe ",ho by hi . A6-,<oo "",,!lOt good ~"p"r .. to tab the pia""" of bad on ... ' 
are intended to mp ........ n tSoeratell. Although the srounds for thi, identi6c,a_ 
t ;OD _m e:rtrem~ly alender It m~y perh.~ be true, p.., .. ;ded It be taken 
to .... ru t" Socrate' 0Il1y in hi, earlie r dayA, bero,.., he had con""ived ?b 
_""'luJu 6piC.,,"". 
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from the lower segment8 of the Line to the high6llt,1 an 
ascent from the dimness of the Cave to the all-illuminating 
rays of the sun-ar rltyol'or TE TO£; ayaOoii q,al"ETal /Cal 
op.oloTaTor fKfl"fP" 

It was, however, only gradually that Plato matured the 
fruits of his early Socratic training ; and in his earlier 
dialogues we find abundant instances of his master's ways 
of thought. Thus, to take but a few examples, in the Crito' 
the Good is conceived of as the cuswmary, in the Prota
goras' as the pleasant, in the EuthydemutJ ~ and throughout 
the Republic ' as the useful and the expedient: it&h)"uTa,.-/ 
yap 8q TDVTD Ital hEYETa! Ka! hfUfua! , he exclaims in 457 B, 
on ,..0 p~II o,tpfh!P.Oll /Caholl,T ,..0 Ef f3haf3Epoll aluxpo". Such 

, Adam (&P., '1'01. ii, p. 1(7) point.. o.,t that the lowe r h.lf of the line 
inc1udQ aotaa7~ .... well .. 6 .... 7<1. A""ordlngly . mong aot .. ani.,.. eont&ln~d 
od. . iiw _<>MW>- .o.V.<I. ' &p'/'<I .-1.010 .. alp< W oOw 4.>.01. ... (' i9 D) ; .nd it h ... been 
.hown that Soer&tea' t&achlng ranhd aa ilofGITTJ>.. I n '84 C auch people ..... 
c.lled blind, ,ooq3I. I .... ,..,. •• b . j 1fUXD IX"""" .... ".,3.'7 ..... wbe ... by t<> t e.t 
n l..toUt ..0"' ............... n _i,. ... 1 a....; .... w <l..,..,w... 

• &po 506 E. 
• Y. ""p. 50 A _51 E. cr. the ... aaon given .pinot oulcide in PIIMd. 61 C 

o",,.op ~a, ',"nO)" .1,.,. 
, S33 D, S(;3 C, a:e. {Tha w"ole .rgument .. to dp'~ being a.a..OTO. 

i, a lso Soer&tic. c r. the di!A4/J." ~bGi of &1'. 351 B. If the Prol"flO ..... be 
regard&d all repr ..... ntin' Plato'. own vi ew rat her thin th.t of go"rat.e_ 
on u'''' __ '1 and dubi ou • • upJlO$;tion-lt io open to upl.in tbe whol e 
hedoni.t le arg.,ment with Bu.y (PAiltbut, 1ntrOO., p. uvii) M 'or the 
n a tuo .. of a red",!I ... d ..wwrd~l/l, by whi ch tL .. r ight 'l'i ~w i. onl1 hint&d 
at indi .... tly. The ",neral re • ., lt i. to ahow tltat, if "'e Nluate G,.od 
,yilh Pi .... ., ... and evi l ... Ith P.'n, tha n the .rt or living ... Ill ""noi,t In 
tightly ... tlmding the proportion, or Plou., ... . " d Pa in- ... haU,e. p .... ..,,,t or 
futut&-which reoult from our action .. ConoequenUy, Vi rtue ia to be found 
10, Met ... tle 80ieMe aa .ppli&d to pein. and pleM.""", Frum which w .. 
deduce the conolu.lon th.t an oy leid .. criterioll , the ,nte ll ",,!ual factor, 
i. n eee ... ry in order 10 reader Pie .. " ... a n int...lligible obj ..,! of life'. pursuit. ' 
80 that, with thi' illterp ... t..tion, the ~ .pp ...... t o e.ll, indirectly, 
for the Theory of Idea. .0 t he moral 8talld.rd. Th~ later hedoniom (a. g. 
La .... 782) I, dl ... "....ed below, p.1I7. 

• 28S1 C_\l92 E. c r. Zell" r'. Plolo, p. 437. 
• Cf .• 1"" 4[;8 F.. Kmhn note> that r~ .,.,101.,,.,,.. ... ttlo. t he oort of poetry 

that i. to be . Ilowed (3M C, 8118 A); it lOmetlm"" m.k"" lying paro,IMibl, 
(18i Bl : It d..,~ that .nlne"rabl" m~n .h~l1 not be a11o" 'ed to cumber the 
,round (407 E) : it II nd~rliu the ... Iect inn of rulera (41 2 D, 431 E l ; end 
it .upplie. t he tNt or the nlu ... nd beauty of no"" and , .... (60\ D) 
(Sfwd;" " p. 8iO). et. Gorg. 49i D. 

, .'0' .""" ... ind uding d.,..,..s • • y. Adam, ..,;: Ioc. ; .1.., Zel1M', Pl41 •• p. 507. 
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utilitarianism, IUI Krohn points Qut, ' dringt bis in seine 
latzoo dialectische Conception var ': ~ TOiJ &.ya8oii l8la .•. " 
8{'ca,a Kal T.1AXa 1rfJOUXP'Ir1aP.fllll xp~(1'IJ'a Kill dJrpl'JuJAa 
Y(YllfTa, (505 A). Again we can see plainly that Plato 
adopted the view that dPfd is E7tIlTT~IlJ) without having 
at first any olearer notion of the nature of ht'lt1'T~JHI than 
Socrates had had. He developed his own distinctive theory 
in order to provide the possibility of knowledge-and 
consequently the possibility of philosophic and true virtue; 
but until he had conceived the Ideas his Virtue had to 00 
founded on It. knowledge that was no truer than the Socratic. 
Of this there are many examples in the Republic,l par~ 

ticularly of course in those parts that deal with general and 
unphilosophical education. In like manner Plato accepted 
the Socratic method of searching for universal principles in 
matters of conduct, and together with the method he 
borrowed the tenninology of Socrates. Thu8 we find in 
the earlier dialogues a non-technical use of the terms which 
afterwards became part and parcel of Dialectic: such words 
M f180r,1 18;'a,3 1fapa8f1'Ypa t are used in reference to )'6yot 
that are neither transcendental nor ' separate' (XflJpt<TTa) , i . c. 
which have not yet been hypostu.&ized. I t is, however, 
necessary to bear in mind that P lato never for mulated 
a .fixed terminology ~ : l CTTt 8', rut fpoI80K(I, ou 1f(pl o~6paTos 

, e. g. Rep. 800 C, 87 ' D, 882 A, (OIl A Iq., (13 A, fi.69 C . 
• ... g. &p • • 00 A, 402 C (~a rij. """'poo'';'"'' .r~ ..... 1 d>/lpfl ....... ~. Th" 

e:net meaning i. douhtful; lout Ad ...... dOflS not take .r~ of the dove!op<Jd 
Id ...... ), (02 D, ( 38 A, H1> C, ( 5( A, 1>10 D. So Mmo 72 C, 80 A. SvmP. 210 B. 
The enmple In 1:'t<lk!tP4 ... 6 D la opee i.U, in t ....... ting, ... s . howing the ea.ly 
u"" ot ",;..,6 without ... ny particu lar import. (Cf. ih. 5 D, 1 Ale. 129 B, &po 
-iS8 B .. ,ha I""n .. , .. ~n) 1.'n~I") (No B. the non.philo.ophic.1 UN of . .. ,.....,.1 .. ), 
M9 A, "'c.} For similll' uoe of ."PO"";" er. (Mrg. 497 E, 506 D. 

, EI<I~Wh. L<., Rep. 507 E,Ii44 C, Hipp. Mai. 289 D, Ph""'" .. 237 D, 'Dwui. 
134 D . 

• EuJ~yp~. 6 E , Rep. 529 D, 409 A, 472 C. 
, Ct. Diog. Lle.t. Ill. 64 :oo.u6"" ~ Ir<Il & .... po...,.,~ 6...s,.,,,,, ~ '.1 nil ah";; 

,",~",>'Op'~o. ~. n)~ 0Il00 13 .... ""I .1&>. wop6( .. ""I -r/.Of .... 1 . apO&"I'" r,d 
dpx~~ ~ .. , a(~'D.. Il i. pe .hRpo J>O$IIlb le. t hough very d itl1~ ult, to find. dis· 
tinction betw"",n Plllw', u"" or 0/601 ... nd 13.a.. (cr. ThomplOn on M .... 711 C.) 
I n n .......... 259 A &a~.-y<S" ..... ig WIIId of ~lT.,.,... We have, howevu, & I .... , 
..... te<:hnicallerm in p~ 7.5 C .... ,01 ,\,..; •• _ 01. j~,,,~po,,,(,,p,"'.~ & ." ... 
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dp4J1(If1~T1ll1lf, Off TOO'OVTOJV 7rlpl ITltl+l~ Oat»v ~pi" 7rp6ltflTal 

(Rep. 533 D). 
Again, for both philosophers the beginning of wisdom 

consisted in that self-knowledge I which showed up one's 
own ignorance j but whereae from the state of d7ropla 

or "tipltO)(flf which resulted, Socrates tried by his' maieutic' 
art to give birth to generalizations,2 it wae Plato's aim 
to elicit the knowledge of the Ideas which (as explained 
by dl'ap'''llTlf) was already in the soul. 'This conception,' 
to quote Nettleship,J 'of self-knowledge-which is at once 
the spur to moral progress and the evidenooofthe inexhausti
bility of moral truth- Plato embraced and aesimilatOO in 
all, and more than all, its original significance; and the 
synthetical tendency of his mind naturally led him to seek 
a systematic expression for what Socrates had put forth 
as occasion served or required.' 

Such then was the theory that Virtue is Knowledge as 
Plato received it from Socrates. But that theory gives rise 
to obvious and notorious difficulties-difficulties which result 
indeed from the peculiar character of Socrates. 'Himself 
blessed with a will so powerful that it moved almost 
without friction, he fell into the error of ignoring its 
operations, and wae thus led to regard knowledge as the 
sole condition of well-doing: ~ In spite of his genial 
tolerance, his very strength of will must have made him 
almost incapable of understanding the weakness of others.a 
Judging by himself, he imagined that where ~7rIITT~WI 
was present, there could be no possibility of wrongdoing, 
and so declared, generalIy, that otl8fif '1t~!V apapral'fI. His 
own explanation of sin was simply that there must have 

, e. g. 00",., ... 169 Dj I Ak"b. ISO E, l'l<Iedr. 229 Et PAolUdo 60 E. 
t Cf. 1'IIaodr. 2M B. • L«t~T" and R ....... ..... , i. p. 248. 
t Ct ... g. Xen . .1( ..... I. 2. I :r_ .... ,~ •...• """o~~. dtpo& .. r .... .Cdl -,wn';'. 

u ....... ".~ 1,.",..d"TGu, >1., .1,,, -pM x" ......... "a/ If,... al U~T'" .0. .... 
_r'''''""''>O< ,,0.. cr. SV"'P. 211 A "'I. And fot bi, pow.,. or drinkin" 
lb. 176 C, 214 A, 220A ~poIT' ".,..., ..... ~5,1 • ...... D .. I.,,.. ••• d"'~. 

• • What hand and brain wont eve r I"'im t 
What hurt. alik" conceived and dared? 
What aet pl'O".-d. all it. thonllht had been! 
What will but (dt the lIe.hly ..:reen!' 
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beeD ignorance, perhap.l!l temporary, in the 8oul: at the 
moment of temptation the present' pleasure!! of ain' had 
overridden and expelled the knowledge of their future 
consequences. In other word!t, Socratea denied the possibility 
of incontinence, as is pointed out by Aristotle: dll'op~q(/( 

8' tf" Tit "ciir imo'Aap{Jdllow &p8GJr aKpaTflJfTat Tlr. ~1I'tcrrd

/lfl/O" Pt" ou" od 1>a.u{ Tlllft oM" Tf dvac 8ftVa" yap ~1TjUT~"''1r 
Jllou""r, '»r ~TO l;Q)/cp«T1jf, duo TI KpaHiv /Cal 1Tfptf)..KflV 
aliTQV Q,(T7rfp dv8pa:rro8ov, IOIICpaT1jf Il~" yap SAWS" ipri
XU'o ,,-por T Oil >.6)'011 wr O~K OdU'lf dICpa.,.{cw Qu8il'a, yap 
lJ1rOhap{UVOl'TIl. rrpaTTw' rraplz. Ta {JiA.TIrITOV, a>.>.cl 8,' tfYVt)lav.1 

An even more 8Ilarching criticism is made by the author 
of the Magna Aforalia.~ He observes that Socrates, by 
defining the virtUe;! as branche<! of knowledge, did away 
with tbe irrational part of tbe soul (since knowledge is 
confined to the rational element), and consequently with 
tbese emotions and passions. This indeed is the common
place objection found witb the Socratic position-that 
it ignores human frailty: 'video meliora proboque' and 
the like are quoted against it. And another point arises 
fro m Aristotle's (?J use of the word 11flrrr~~al (in the plural); 
for it suggests what would, from tbe Platonic point of view, 
appear a very serious flaw in the Socratic structure, viz. 
that he considered, not one Knowledge, but many know
ledges - special sciences dealing witb Courage, Temperance, 
or Justice. And that such was actually the case is evideut 
on every page of the Memorabilia , to say nothing of the 
, Socratic' dialogues of Plato. 

I EIII. Nie.. vii. 3. 1HI> h 21. O ... nt remarks thllt 'the omi!llion of the 
artide befo .... ~~p,h~. _m. to show that the real m .. n, .. "d notthe perllOnage 
of P l .. to'. dialogu ... , i8 referrOO. to, but yet th" wo.door the pa$ .. go heror" u. 
h .... e obvious .... ferellc" to Plato'. Prolagora! ~2 B' [ ... p. <IT.X'';''; 3,G.""';p.",,, 
•• ,01 ''1' I •• .....qpq,. :'u.p •• pt <I>'<I .... 6&.> .... ,.." •• ~.~. it.a ' "'" W_ ,h';""'_]. 
The inf"",n",, to 00 dB,,"n i. pl8inly thllt, u .... fo." indicllted, the l'n>tagor""' 
does pre""u t "" with th" hi.toriul 8ocrat<: .. cr. Ell>. Ni • . vi. 13 . 

• 1162 .. 16 ... o,,~ 1op8fiJ< ~l oVrQ' (x..~. ) . , .. , -,.Ip dp.N, f .... .-.7,.... /.':", 
'WTo~· lo .. l •• , ... , d~';""'TQO'. ..1-,.1, I .... rij"'" ......... " ..... Io.6-yov, A.ry... ~ lr ~"" 
t''''"",'I<9' *~~xiio 'ni •• "" ,...pI",. ')" ....... '" oW aI <lpo',u • .i .... , _r" aol-ril. I. 
~"" '\"1"~"N~ ?q. lIuX'1' popl",. rnlp.{Jc1 ... oil» .. ol-r~ l.,o'~"". _..v.... .... , "po?d, 
d ... ,p.i"~ T~ 4.\0")"" ~/ .... • ~. """X~" ?oVU 3, .oo"'" d ..... po, ,...; .<il .. ~.u~. &<1 ";'1< 

Opfio" ~jn.o ">1';"~ .r;, • .. , .... 
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Further, sinoo the Socratic test of right and wrong was, 
as we have seen , merely a hedonic flfTPI/(~ I of the effects 
which any particular action would in the long run bring 
upon the doer, it would evidently be open to each man 
to assess those effeclll &ccording to the standard of his own 
inclinations-provided only that he took a sufficiently 
general and consistent survey of them. And such, in fact, 
was the development of the original doctrine actually made 
by various of the Socratic schools. It was indeed nothing 
but the Protagorean view, that each is the measure of all 
things for himself, applied this time to conduct. Nor could 
there be any better proof of the insufficiency of an ethical 
theory that pOl:lsesses no eternal, unchanging, absolute 
standard of reference. Socrates himself (as we learn from 
both Xenophon and Plato-nowhere perhaps better than 
from the eloquent panegyrio of Alcibiades I) was saved by 
his peculiar personality from falling into any extreme, 
either of asceticism or the reverse; but his doctrine un
doubtedly opened an easy door to individualism in morality. 
And yet, even in his own case, a • Virtue' which could 
permit him to give the counsel which he bestowed upon 
Theodote S may wen give us pause. It would be wrong 
to lay too much streS!! upon" particular incident, or to 
forget the difference between ancient and modern opinion 
on this topic; but when all allowances have been mado Olle 

cannot but feel how great a gulf is fixed between sucb 
morality and the lofty views expressed by Plato in the 
Laws} And it is hard to ascribe the advance to anything 
but the fact that Plato held cODllistently, throughout his 
life, to an absolute standard of right and wrong- while 
Socrates did not. 

1 Cf. Adl t . EtA. Ni<. s . 2. 1178 b 20. 
I S,...p. 216 "'l. I Xen. J( ..... Hi. 11 . 
• La ... 886 "'Iq. or .ou .... the monl1ty of the La ... i. f.,· .... mo .... d fMm 

thJ.t fou nd In e. g. PMtd.,... Or S,..."",;"", : tbe change was douhll_ d .. e in 
part I<> Pl.to'. increl.i"ll y........ But then the yea .... would only root him th~ 
mo ... IIrmly in tile belief of .n abo,olute .tendon:! . (A. for the point. about 
the .,.,mmuni_ of the Rtp~/Il;< ... hleh ore obj .<:t io"oble to mode rn taote, It 
mu.t """ .d'nitled thet tbey neve ,' f.II00 low as tlllo eh. pier ofth. J(..",,,,,,b-" 
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In the light of this discussion it will not appear an 
exaggeration to say that the ethical teaching of Socrates 
was for theory either unintelligible or else a truism, and for 
practice a sounding futility. There is no need to travesty 
bis doctrine I in order to substantiate such a statement. 
Obviously virtue is' Knowledge at once of end and of means 
irresistibly realizing i tself in act J ¥: the trouble is to acquire 
that Knowledge. When its nature is further sought we 
find that Socrates is 'confessedly using the term as one 
which neither he nor his interlocutors could adequately 
define '.3 And, in matters of daily life, if the Knowledge 
that determines virtue be so fleeting and subjective as to be 
sometimes lost and sometimes counterfeited by ignorance, 
it IIOOms hardly worth the wear of winning. 

Therefore before the theory oould satisfy Plato it would 
have to be freed from its imperfections. According to the 
view maintained in this essa.y, the Platonic philosophy 
arose out of t he attempt to make rational the Socratic ethic, 
which, as Plato received it, was metaphysically and psycho
logically unsound. If virtue is knowledge, we must provide 
the possibility of knowledge. If nobody sins willingly, we 
must explain how it happens that (as it seems) people M sin 
willingly. The metaphysical difficulty Pla.to removed (as 
has already been indicated, and as will be further shown) 
by confining' Knowledge' to Knowledge of the Ideas j the 
psychological difficulty he removed, or attempted to remove, 
by his tripartition of the SOU}.4 By the differentiation 

, H;" tl'llveetied, e. g. in ElIt. ElHI. l. I). 1216 b 8 ho."';: .. q. ,u. 0;:'" 6 .l"afJ~ 
If'" .1...,., .. /Ao ... ~ ,.. ........... "'" dl"~., ""I j •• ,~ .. TI j"". >} ~,.",o"""'" .ot«l TI>} 
d.-~"'" .ot«l (."a .. ".. .. ,w ~_ o{,,-;;" · 1..1 .. -,dp ,a".' . liA,s"pll". b",.,.~I"" -ydf~-r' 
<1_ ..ura • ...l • .y • .,..!., ;,,,,. 6",.. <111i4'''' .... • HJ_ ...... <>1 ilo ... ",oo:rVo>~ • .ot«l., ..... ~ ..... "". 
,*,"0 ,.l. -yolp ,..,..80\ .... ,... + .,..,,...pI..., If<1l oI","',"a • .ot«l ,,,,.1. oI ... .ao,..,. If<1l 
'J'''''''p''<. Cf. Stewart on EIII. Ni<;. i. 8. 1098 b 2'. It i. unfatrly .tated allO 
in Ell<. Ni .. Hi. 11Hl b ,. In /"rot. 846 D the word. of Slwonide.a .... c.ric.tunod, 
after the manner of . Sopbill~ Into the dootrine that •• 3<i.' ........ d,<a"...., ... 

o J""Oon, t<. 
o R. D. llieb, I.e., p, xnl;i . 
• We have the luthority of the lI"g .... Moral .... for ~uppOlling th.t thi. was 

P lat,,', object in 'dividins' the lIOul .i, T ... <l AVyo.lxOl' If<1l _/, .,.~ 1lAo-to. 
(1I8~h). The dlvlolon was .t drat iuto th_ two elemellt. .Ione; after
w.rd~ T ~ dAO'JOI' was .ubdivlded ill to "'1'4,,41 •• nd 1."'"1"1"'",.6., In tht. 
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of faculties PJaro saved the Socratic theory from the ab. 
surdity of a soul, which, though one and indivisible, was 
nevertheless divided aga.inst itself. For, now that there 
were several members in the soul, it beca.me intelligible 
to speak of dissensions and CTTal1'Ht amongst them (e. g. Rep. 
444 A sq, 554 D sq., et pasrim). Knowledge might be 
held, truly and consistently, by the rational element, the 
• charioteer of the soul' ('1"1\ .qYfJI.o/l11(6v, 'TO I(I,fJfPV'1'Tt1(6v, 
as it is called in the Republic), and yet its commands be 
weaker than those of the irrational nature: the strength 
of 'TO i7r19I1fl'1'TtI(OV might be greater than that of 9vflor. 
Reason's ally, and the nobler steed unable to drag his 
partner inro the upward way. There was no longer any 
question of the lower elementa going against the knowledge 
they possessed; for they were, by their very nature, in· 
capable of getting the true wisdom: .q yap &xpcfJfl(l.TOr 'Tf 1«(1.1 
al1'X'1flaTlI1"TOt 1«(1.1 dV(I.!fJ~r OVI1'((I. 81'To.>r OVI1'(I. +vx~r I(VfJfpv~TT1 
povf!! 9fO;T~ I-it is only the noblest portion of the soul that 
finds its pasture in the fields of truth.' Those who f9Jl 
short of the beatific vision do so through the turbulence 
of their passions, 11"1111'(1.1 8~ 1I"0~VV EXOVIT(l.I '/T(SV(lI' aTf.\fir 'T~r 
'TOU 81'Tor 9l(l.t d1flpxoVTf.l.I, 1«(1.1 a1l"f.\90iiq(l.1 'Tpo!fJfI 80£(l.IT'Tfj 
Xp<i)I'TIII. All are cllpable of virtue, since all possess reason, 
and all have in some prenatal life beheld reality; this 
knowledge they must try to recover by the power of 
dvaW'1IT1t, difficult though that may be: 1I"al1'lIl'fl' dl'9jX#1roll 
+IIX~ !fJWfl 'TE9lIlT(l.1 Ta 81'T(I., ~ OVI( .II' ~.\9fV fir 'T08E TO 
{ifol" aV(l.l'll'vfJiTl(E11'9tll ~ fI< 1"&11'& fl(Ejl'(I. ov M810l' amitrT/.1 
reapeod Plato'a di~;lion r<lIembl" the Pythagorean. (See Appendiz C. ) It 
may he ("rthe. not&<! that Plato might hne utempted to .oh. the dlfl\cul~y 
by dl.Unguloblpg OOtween thal/,' and .no;;"" of kuo .. ledge, .. in the stmile 
of tha •• ,."r.,..,., \T~ .... I. 19. C). Th" ",""uS<' ...,rerrc'<i to, how"ver, doo.. not 
dnL with moral pro~l .. m.; nor doe. it "" .. "e to upLai" ewen the '1l1uotLOIl it 
i. ~rought ("r,nN to "plain. 

L 1'1" .. <1 .... 247 C . 
• lb. :H8 B. rM i, .. id to he cogn.te with Reality and Trut" ( Rq. 4!Hl B, 

til8C,61IE) . 
• 219 E. A huwan Mul mlift ha ... beheld truth: .w ~., 1<1\ ...... lao ..... r"'" 

'O'L\oh' ..... 1, rUo 4£" T~ .. xij..... a" ~ 4.''''''''' ...... ,1 .... ... r' .ra... Af~I'H""," 
• ...uM. l~ ,.I""i"''''' d. I • .u,.""" ........ ,....ll' • ..,... ~MO.· 'nlr et""I'''''''' , •• t. .... 
Ii. ' OT' ./&. *,..;; • ., ~oorl Ul' • ..,. ...... " •• ~ ItrA . (2(11 B). 
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Thus the Knowledge that determines virtue is confined 
to the >'0YICTwrov element of the soul ; it is Knowledge ofthe 
eternal veri ties, gained in the celestial journey with the 
gods, and reco\'erable on ly by dvti~v"C1lr. And human 
nature 'then shows li1.:OO God's' I when (as in the harmony 
that causes 8IK(UOoV"',,) the highest part of soul has snpre
macy over the others (al elf: l.v.al tuXa[, l) ~f.V dplfTTa 9fiji 
bropivfj Irai flKfUTfJivfj inr(pijptv (lr Ta ... (~ Tfnrov T~V Toil 
l)VU)XOU Kfljxz).?V KT>',). Beneath the allegory of the Phaedl'UB 
can be discovered a firm psychological basis for this ethical 
doctrine: that the soul possessed of tnte knowledge cannot, 
of its own accord, fail to translate that knowledge into right 
action ;-thougb. one may well feel loe.th to reduce tb.at 
gorgeous imagery to the bare outline of a formulated dogma. 

But Plato's psychology is in turn open to many ohjections. 
For it is not consistently maintained t (such at least is the 
common view); it fails to explain the phenomena of soul ~; 
it is so crude that Plato cannot have intended it for more 
than a meta.phor.4 There is indeed a certain amount of 
truth in each of these criticisms; but their weight is lessened 
by the fact that this peculiar psychology was conceived for 
the specific purpose of rationalizing the theory that Virtue 
is Knowledge:' Therefore when Plato requires the tripartite 
view of soul for his argument, he uses it'; when (as e.g. in 

, The divine mind being nurtured Ily pu .... intelligence done: 9.'" &,\> ..... 
~;; T. K<1/ b""'1jI'P ~pd. 9' TP<~I';"'I' 

• llecau ... it i. put forward enly in three di.logues (Ph<Ll!d •• , 1/q., 11 .... ). 

• ". Oomperz, ",,1. iii, p. 74. 
, Archec·Hind, Jnt.od. to PhtJtdo, p. II1iii sq. 
• Thi, point i. indubita bly proud by the ",ay the tripartition i. introduced 

in /Up. 436.. Pl. to lays down the gener.l pcineiple a" ... ".. ~, ... ~~~ .oirGn .... 
. ...... " """x"~ nlTll. ... ,),,;. ""r< K<1/ .. pJt TG~';' o~" 19 .... ~". .. 4po, &In< ,10 .... 
,/ipi,,,,,,,I'" I~ d .... Tav.a ..,.,,....;1' .... , ,1 .. 61'.6" 3n <Hi ..,. ... 0.. if- tlMol ..... t.... 
Hence it i •• l .. urd t. My th. t a 10&11 Oc. top un be both In motion .nd .t 
. ... t: we mu. t di.tingui.h their v. riou. part.. SilDi l.']1 ~ c.nnot 
simultanoou.ly botll da8i .... and )""the Ihe .. me thing: the .... must be one 
p.rt that d~8ir"" and anol her Ihat lo.th.... The n.lu .... of the enmplea 
gi~en (t he ~ .... of " man who refr. ins from drinking though he deai ..... 10 

drink, and the ltory of Leontiu. in 439 E) makel pl";n th.t thepl ychologica' 
theory I. intende<.l. to e:rpl.in ethical problem •• 

I In PA""d"" 246, 24S, Rt]!. 4~ B, 602 C, 612 A, &e. (The e""",plea in 
Tilll. 69 !Iq. do not cou""rR the p ....... nt a.rgu1Oeut.) 
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discussing its immortality) he needs a single indivisible 
soul, he takes that aspcd,l Nor is there heTe any funda· 
mental inconsistency. It is only the embodied soul that 
is regarded as tripartite-precisely because it is only with 
the embodied soul that ethical questions arise. Plato saw 
plainly enough the difficulties of a. 'Facult.y Psychology? 
but he had no ot.her means of explaining the brea.ch between 
knowing and doing. Although he uses such words as fr8'1, 
Y(P'1, or even P(P'1 for the' parts' of soul, yet he seems 
to regard them rather as aspects or modes of mental 
activity: 3 'the two lower fr81J,' says Archer·Hind, 'are con
sequent upon the conjunction of soul with matter,and their 
operation ceases at the separation of soul from matter.' 
Hence the soul in its true essence is tHie, ~v Yfp6pfpOp IK 
'll"OAXWp (443 E); but this unity is possible only when the 
two lower parts obey tlle AOYICTT'IK6p element (586 E). And 
here Plato shows that the real purpose of all this theorizing 
is ultimately practical. ..dIKaWUVp'1 consists in the carrying 
out of its own fPYOp by each portion of the soul; the whole 
aim of the Repllblic is to show how re) ra aUToii 'll"pQ.TTfIV 

is possible. The philosopher alone can fulfil these condi· 
tions: "T~ r:jJlXo<16ifJrp dpa ~'II"OP{P'1"; J'II"acrlJ~ r~~ tIJX~~ Kal p~ 
uracrla(ovcr'1"; ~KacrTp "TftJ piPfl iJ'll"apxu frr Tt rdXAa "Ta ~avroii 

""parTE/V Kal 8lKa{rp (7pal, Kal 8~ Ka/ rch 1)8ol'ar "Ta"; (avroii 

(KaCTT'OV KaI "Ta"; /3fA"T[U"Tar KaI dr"Te) 8l1pare)p "TaS dA'1(h<1TaraS 

Kap'll"oiicr6al. 

The relationship between the parts of the soul is, how
ever, so difficult to explain that Plato does not attempt 
to do so except by means of f{K6pfS.4 It is pictured in the 
allegory of the winged horses and their charioteer in the 
Phaedru8; it stands pE{(~ "Tf Kal (I' pd(opI in the fabric 
of the State, and again in the strange creaturo of Book ix, 

, Eof><leially or OOu .... in p~",d<t. 

• e. g. R<p. 611 n : nothing that I, ~':.9.n. I .... AA .... , lIe "'Y' , CUI bo d.i&oo~. 
Cf. Ap""ndix A, p. ;; n. 

• Ji.p. ~39 n; 1"i72 D .uggo.to thAt rt. to thought or 'Rn ego ft" • ""patlte 
and di.tind ~ "tity', u i. deduced by Kro h" h'nru the p;o rtidpl911 11';1'''' 
1<7"""'00, "p"(.G', ~''''''aa., ;"~X<iaa •. v . Adam, a·lt ... 

• I'h ".d~". 2 If> A. 
. . . .' 

• • . 



34 THE ETHICAL END OF 

that is made up of man, lion, and many-headed monster. 
But if it is argued from this that Plato never meant the 
tripartition as anything more than a metaphor,l we shall 
have to include the Idea. of Good under the same category 
-since Plato never explained its nature in any but meta· 
phorical language. His object was to provide a system of 
ethics, and this he accomplished by means of his theory 
of Soul ; he discovered the nature of justice and the mOODS 

of its practice, both in the State and the individual; but 
he W8.'I not immediately concerned with any incidental -difficulties to which his psychology might give rise/I AB 
Aristotle 3 says in a similar connaxioD; raiirfl 8€ Tronpov 

81<»puTTal Ka8 a1ftp TO: Tav (1'W",aTO~ P.6pHJ. lta1 wal' 1"0 IHPIUT(W, 

~ T<f >'6yp 8vo (UTI" dXWPICTT(J. 7rE~VK6Ta KaOa7rfp El' rD 
'Ir~pupfpd.,. r3 Kupr311 Ka l r 3 Koi'\'Oll, oVOE II 8lflf/>Epft 1t'p3r r3 
1rap{w. 

Enough has been said to show the intimate connexion 
between P lato's peculiar psychological theory and his ethics. 
I t will be shown later on how important a part this theory 
plays in the development of the State j for, just as in t he 
soul knowledge is the property of the rat ional element 
alone, so in the State it is the corresponding section, the 
q,1'\'6uo1Jo1, who alone possess knowledge. Consequently 
the only hope of J ustice in the State is that its rulers shall 
be philosophers, since then only can the rational element 
command and control the others.· 

I t is, however, time to return to the metaphysica.l side, 
and to substantiate the contention of this essay, viz. tha.t 
Plato developed the earlier theory of Ideas in order to pro
vide a basis for ethics. The only certain account we possess 
of the origin of that' t heory' is the so·called A6yol 01 EK rwv 

, Rohda (hr<Jc<, 3rJ. ed., p. 272, n. Il) "'Y' that the view that P lato neVor 
intended the 'n..,!thelluog d(lr 800]0 in .. ollem Er.lut, IOOnd.ro immer 
o ur . l. von oinew halben Mythu., einer nur einatweilen giltlgell " ypothe ... ' 
will not .ppear credible from an nnb, •• ed .... ding of the pallUjj:ea th.t 
dul with it . 

I For the possible Pythago .... n origin of the theory, v. Append;" C. 
I Ell<. 1>'k. i. is. 10. 

;:' :~:'ll8.&: .<j~ m n sq. --:. . .' . . ' 
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(7tllTTfjllilllJ, as given by Aristotle in the first book of the 
Metaphysics.] This may be summarized as follows: Plato 
had been so educated by Cratylus in the Heraclitean doctrine 
offlux that he came to believe there could be no knowledge 
of sensible phenomena, and this view be afterwards upheld 
(.i7raVT&l1J TeillJ alrT8fjrillIJ aiEl rJdWT(tW Kai E7TlrTT~WI~ fupi aVreillJ 
(tVK O(JrTfjf, TaiiTa IlEIJ Kal vrTr~polJ oVr&lS VTrEAa/3n) j but 
Socrates, who concerned himself with moral speculations and 
not at all with Nature as a whole, sought for the universal 
in moral matters (~f.tlKp&rOI.lS Sf 1T~pl PEv ra ~81Ka 1TpaypaTfI.lO
pEIJOI.l, 1T~pl Sf r~f BAljS q,UUEf.tlS 008EIJ, Iv pEvrol rourolf rll 
Ka86A01.l ('1roOvror), and WIlB the first to apply his mind to 
the making of definitions. He thus showed Plato that 
definitions must be of something other (1Tfpll.dp(tw) than 
sensible phenomena (for these being always changing can
not be generally defined). Therefore Plato called these 
ot,her things I Ideas' (ovr&lr PEv o~v ra rOlaOra reillJ olJr&llJ '8Ear 
TrpotTfJy6pU}Uf), and supposed that all alu8'1ra exist by the side 
of them (1Tapi TaOTa) and are called after them (KarQ; Tailra 

AEYfu8al) j for' the many' which have the same name as the 
Idea exist by participation in the Idea (Klna pE8fflv). In 
the other passage (Met. M.) Aristotle adds that it was not 
Socrates, but his successors, who' separated' or hypost&sized 
the Ideas j " and there too it is expressly stated that the 
OpIUpO; from which the Ideas arose were ethical (1:&lKparOtlf 
8f 1TEpl T(\:r ~8IK.h cipETar TrpaypaTftlopEIJOtl Ka11l'Epl 1'oUrf.tlV 
op{{~u8a, Ka86Aotl ('1TOOIJTOr /ITA.). 

Now there is no reason to doubt the general accuracy 
of this account. If it is at all coloured by Aristotle's own 
point of view, it is in the direction of making the Ideas 
more purely intellectual and less ethical than Plato intended 
them to be,3 But even so, it is made abundantly plain that 

, 141/. A. 6. 1187 b Z9 MJ. Cf. M.t M .•. 10;8 b 7 8<\ . 
• ou ... • ~ I"~ 1:. ,<I.",., ...... 0{, X&IJ><"''' boi .. p,;a. T ..... 6".ajWd.· '" a' IX..,. .... ~, 

""I ,<I, .. ,,;;'" , ..... ~., ... 14<". rpoa.,.,.p.vam •. 
• Cf. Adlm, OiJford. Ltdwr .. , p. 425 , 'Ariltotle, for hil ],Ian, repro .... ntl the 

Idw.1 Th..,.,. a, (trigi.,.ting in ID Ittempt to Ond I lurl found.tion for 
lr.Q(>wledge and Ir.nowled", only; but wh~n ......... d the dl.loguel of Pllto 
him",,", we unnot but feel that the~ " . .,,, other Ind h~n:'IY .1~~ Jl<»"'rful 

c2 : : '::.:- :",' : 
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the Ideas were developed out of ethical generalizations j 

in other words, that the first concepts to be hyposlasized 
were ethical in charlWter. The natural inference is, surely, 
that Plato's first concern was to work out a scientific theory 
of conduct. Knowledge at first soomed valuable to him not 
so much for its own sake as bocausa it was the condition 
of virtue. ' Later on, as he freed himself more from the 
trammels of Socratic thought, his philosophy tended to be
come more and morc metaphysical and less ethical j and 
yet throughout supreme importance is attached to any 
doctrine which may affect the human souL But in his 
early days it would have been impossible for Plato not 
to have been peculiarly interested in ethics : as the pupil 
of Socrates he was bound to concentrate on such topics. 
This bias may perhaps have been due less to the bent 
of Plato's own mind t.han to the accident of his connexion 
with Socrates; but this at least is the way he actually did 
develop, It is doubLless the accidont of bis father's having 
been a physician that gave a biological colour to the whole 
of Aristotle's work; 2 but nobody for that reason would deny 
his interest in natuml history, And yet (perhaps owing 
to the one-sidedness of Aristotle's representation, exaggerated 
by commentators) it is common enough to find the view 
maintained that (Plato is before all things a metaphysician: 
ethics, politics, logic, physics are to him 90 many forms 
of applied metaphysics' ~-that his interest in ethics is only 

impl1l_ at woe);.' AI ... O"."t (ElM • ., i. p, 182) , 'E""h of th .. two had hi~ 
ow" peculiar earneatn_: Plato's wAS a n'o .... 1 earne. tn .... he _rn, ne ... er 
t o ha ... e left out of . ight the oTerwholmlng importance of ..... .,ryth ing by 
whieh tho hl1man ""ul might be improved or dete riorated; Ari stotle'. was 
a oelen tifio earneatne .... ohowing It.s..lf in a d""ire to sift and ""am in .. o~ery
t.hing, and to atate th .. naked truth, as It appeared to h im, regardlOOJl of 
eonsequence .. ' 

, Thu" in p~ 116 E inaeeueaey of expr"..;o" i. con$ured booause o~ 
1'6.o~ .it .wTO roliTo !r~ql'iUA'" M Ad KIll ""K';~ T, ,,.1<0'" ...,;, >/uXa'" 

, ct. A. E. Taylo.'. Ari.,oIl. on M. Predtu"'''' p. IS . 
• Al'<:ltet"-Hind" Phaodo, p.:I. The eut .. m .. n! i. of cou", .. true in the lIOn .... 

that Plato based hia .. thies, politics, .!i:e., on me!aplty.ie., But to epeak of 
the.<! •• '80 many form . of applied meuphy.;.a ' "crt_inly _"' . to "ugg<>st 
t hat they appearoo to him BO or quite ... ""ndary importan"". Far truer i. 
Zel!,,1") ~Illa.rk {P41/<>, p. 435): • The philo><>phy of Plato i. prlmari!y ethical. . - ' . . .. ' .;,.' , . " , '.' ',: 
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secondary and derived j in other words, that his years 1 

of training under Socrates failed to imbue him with h is 
master's spirit, to which the study of human conduct seemed 
the ono supremely important matter, leaving him for heri
tage nothing but the cold inductive method of searching 
for abstract universal! altogether unrelated to humanity. 

Thus, had it been only because of his intercourse with 
Socrates, P lato must necessarily have devoted his energies 
at first to ethical questions; but there was another powerful 
influence to drive him towards placing his theory of con
duct on a firm footing. \Ve have seen already the serious 
importance which the Protagorean teaching assumed in 
Plato's eyes, and how Plato's first object may weB have 
been to establish that standard of truth and reality whose 
existence Protagoras denied. But besides Protagoras there 
were others of the Sophists, who, by the distinction they 
drew between' the natural' and' the conventional ',2 and 
by the consequent depreciation 3 of ordinary social arrange· 
ments which they deduced from it, soomed to Plato to be 
undermining morality. This antithesis has already been 
mentioned in connexion with Archelaus (who is said to have 
first employed it) j and it was there pointed out that Socrates 
was opposed to the opposition of Kart!: rpvrnv and KaTO: VOJ.lOV 
-doubtles9 because of the subversive tendency it was likely 
to develop in the 9phere of conduct. 'I'hus Plato may well 
have received from his master the desire to counteract this 

n o ~tarU from the Socr"tie inquiries ,m .. irtu .. , whieh ru rn i.h.'Ii the mAt,,"i~1 
for t he ~"rlio.t dc . .. lopm~nl o r hi~ dialedic matl",d, and (or tho ... conceptual 
<I"t~ rminnti un& from whi ch the d<>etri"Q of 1dc,", "y,,"tually &1'''''''1:,' .t.~. 

, vi •. (rom 407(!)-3'Y.llo • 
• The .ubj,,-ct h .. l_n woll trootOO by Orllnt, o4.r;. lol/<'. Elhii;$, yol. i, 

1'1' . 1<>1 "<)Q.; al..., Ly nC"", 'The ],I"a ef Natu.e ill Plato (" "hi_fr.. O_A;. il. 
I ·M/. i~ ): Tho I"",. d" .. i,~. I.. Adol. &Jph . I-:I • .w.. JeiL S: it i. !he ..... tnto<l that 
tI,I, nllti!he.,i. \Vu the ,,"mn><>"C81 ""phi.tic.l <IHi"" r<>,. oTellt ing rmrnd"" .. , 
"" tI,at it .1'~K"" t<> hM'o L""" "..,<1 rntha • • u a mooo or a rguing than "" 
• definito "I,inion RI'ou t >"<>ra!8' (OrKnt). It j. nmu.ing t<> Ilotu thnt Plato 
mftk~. CnlIic lo • • oeuoo .o,;.,.,rat ... <>r Ihi. "ery t,lek (Go'g. 483 10.& 60) .,,1 O'~ 

.,.o.no ~d aoq>Jv ...,TB •••• ~.,:" "" • • wn •• , l .... ,,;, ~ ."}'OI" M. ",. "'u u~a .. ~""" ~i'(~ • 
• n~ ~'"'' ""/*T""" .~. 3, ... ~ ... ij , 'f"" .... , ... a u~ .6~~~) . 

• ~. 31 ~d "t •• ",,1 ~, ......... ,' ... J <l.I."t'" T~ a. n .. \ .~_ , ;, T"'-' .oM.O<, 3oM"'0. 
Ati ••• I. <. 
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tendency by ascertaining exactly the meaning of rpvtTlr and 
the dictates which might be regarded as l{aTa rpVu'''_ For 
hitherto no definite significance had been given to ",urnr. 
By the Sophists it was used simply as a name to juggle 
with: 'Nature' was called in 'to support crude, paradorical , 
and anti-social doctrines' (Grant). We ha.ve several famous 
examples of the applications they made of it in the dialoguos 
of Plato j and though these are (as Grant remarks) 'dramatic 
and imaginary', yet' we may fairly conceive them a.nalogous 
to what was occasionally heard uttered in Athenian society'. 
Thw Hippias in the PJ"Otagora8 declares that kinship of 
spirit makes men fellow citizens, rpWfI, OIi 116}J~· r3 yap 
8poloII To/ 6JlO{p ",61TH tTVYi'f"E~ (117"", d Sf vOJlDt, ropavI'or~" 
TOOI' avOpC:nrr»v, 1ToUa: 7Tapa T~'" 1'WI ... {J1I1(ETal (837 C, D); 
a. doctrine which may sound plau.sible to modern ears, but 
which -would have deleterious effects on the ancient idea 
of the city-state.1 Calliclea in t.he GOTgias asserts that, 
according to nature, might is right, and incidentaUy justifies 
thefi ~ and invasion.3 1'6ufI p~ ... rrfiv ato:rXl6 ... (UTIV 8rrfp Kal 

KaKIO ... , .,.3 d8lKfiu8aj, v6pftl 8f T3 d8IKEI ... ,' adding that only 
a mind vitiated by too long study of philosophy would 
think otherwise.& So Thrasymachus in the Republic defines 
T3 8{Kalo ... as OVK dA>.o Tt ~ T3 ToD KpdTTovor UlI}J1'ffXJ .... • And 
Glauco, accepting the view that laws have been made 
in the interest of the weaker, explains the origin of this 
arrangement by a tbeory of social contract.1 

1 Adam indeed ( G(6'ord Lec!_, p. 288) regarda tbi. a. a glilllpee of 'tb .. 
other &Dd 1II0ra bumane conception of Natura, according to which lIIen l1'e 
natu",IJy not "nQmi .... but kinsmen ... . The wortlo ... conv"y the notion 
of a brotherhood .. mong men of learning .. nd eulture, ."I.logou. in IOme 
degroo to the Stoic community of ... i ... men '. Such.n interpretation i., 
ho ..... ver, ""t .... mely conjectu",l . And .. ven If it were tru", ... " Ill",. ... ,,11 
doubt whelhe. PI .. to would not hue dread&d. .. ny brOlldllASt di_minaUon of 
luch "u IlIltl_ooci .. 1 doctrine. He himself had certainly po.nhenenio (v. &po 
469B 8<1..), and probably eO$mopolitan leaniDI' (v. &po 421 B, 4WC); but 
then hi. OOOImopolitaDiBm ... ould be founded On .. ,",und ontoloSJ", not the 
VAgue and ahifting ",.",,, of Hippi ... 

• G"",. 4!U B. • 488 D ( XeI"%8II). ' (88 A-
I 4840 $11. • &,1. S8SC. 
, &p. 869 sq. t •. >\.1I .. m, t>d IOC.)' cr. abo IWp. 864 A (Mfp ~! vd,...) .. nd 

881~t;whW'l •• U'IJI lll8Uncllon betWl\(!n "',;"'" And TIX~' il made-a!te\""Wlrd. 
... . • • < • - • . .' . . . . . . ' . ' . -
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Now the grave da.ngers likely to result from such theories 
(and there can be no doubt about their prevalence in Athens 
at this time I) must have impressed themselves most forcibly 
on a mind like Plat.o's.2 If existing laws and customs were 
to be abandoned because they were contrary to Nature, it 
became above all things urgent that Philosophy should 
come to the rescue; and its duty would be to explain-M 
all the physical philosophers had failed. to do-what i'Vau 
actually was.a No one had yet discovered a 'primary, 
fundamental, and persistent' element, 'M opposed to what 
is secondary, derivative, and transient'; I Plato was the 
first 6 to develop any possible account of such a conception, 
Hence we should exped to find Plato establishing some 
theory of i'VrTlf; and, by deducing from his Nature the true 
dictates of Nature, refuting the immoral and anti-social 
teacbing of a Callicles or a Thrasymachus. And this is what 
we do in fact observe, In describing the Ideas, Plato not 

worked out fully in La",. S89A_890A, Finally, Plato reached" unity 
bet ....... n NAtu .... and COIlTelltion; for ill La",. 714 C ... e .... rod that the fulletion 
of la ... a i. to ... fegu.ro. the actual canatitutian of the particular .tat.. for 
.. hioh they ue made, ""I .J~ </>,;~" ~_ .. .;; 6I-t ... H1U"" .w",,' ';;n,. 

, v. MP. Adam, ad. Rep. 837 A. 
• He refero to aueh dangeu i" T.Wu1. 172 B when .peaking or the' partial 

P",ta,.,reana '. 
• Cf. Adam, GIff;,rd LectMru, p. '29 : ' In Iny _, the need lor ..... rting 

the objeeti .. e reatily of the monl .tandard may well hue _med I" Plat" 
.11 the gre&,"" r on I~ont of lhe teaching of tbe Sophub.,' ok.. Adam, bow_ 
... er, 'Uppot(!l Plat<>'a polemie to hove ~n aimed plrti~uJarly "Prot.,., .... 
Thi l no doubt la partly true: Prohg,,''''''' the obampion ot ..oj<o., would te"d 
to di~I"''''~ elli.hng cUlton"" • oon .. ~ntionaJ ' . But Plato mutt bave h<!en 
nen more oon""rned to .. itb.tand lueb upholdon "r </>(", .... H ippi .. and 
Thr .. ym.ehuI, .in"" th. da .. geroul i"terpretation ... hicb they put upon 
'the nllural' would h<! dill more d i .... lrou. in i~ I"8IIult • . 

Ad.m well iIIu.lral'" Ihe importo.nee of th it opposition by itl man!t .. t 
etreeh uPO" Atbeniln policy. 'By no othor Irgument l lha" that of d .,wo. 
~ ..... 0<; a, ....... ) was it poo.ible .nn to .ttempt to jUl tlfy tbe imperial rule 
<>f Athenl in tbe eyo. of a nation which regarded tbe '"dependent city·.tat.. 
.. tbe only l"Ilitirnate form of polity' (I. <., p. 282). 

• Pr"f. Burnel (I.( ~ p. \3) gi~ ... Ih;' ..... hat 'in Greek phiJ"",pbiel.l 
Il nguage ."01,,,, IlwI,.o mea"" '. 

• Tbe Sophi.taof eou ..... gave n""ystem.tie """au,,1 of ....... ; """"I of lhem 
indeW (li ke Socratea) relinquiehed phy. i,,"' .peculation .. 'I'll" and U,,_ 
profitable. Slill I .... had they lUIy C"Uillent acc()unl to otrOt o.t nl """,,,w. 
ai.", •• . 
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only emphasizes the notion of their reality in Nature, but 
even employs the very word rpVUlf as ono of the commonest 
means of distinguishing them. For Plato, Nature meant 
the world of Ideas, not· physical patterns to be found in the 
sensible world, of which we should naturally think, in spite 
of the warning of Procins, (t(J)8f )'ovv .; IIi'.aTaJv Ka l '7Tl Ta 
IIo')Ta rpEpW' ToiiTo T3 TTi~ rpUITfOOf &/,opa ',I Passages to prove 
this statement are to be found throughout the dialogues, 
excepting of course the Socratic dialogues. in which we 
should not look to meet any mention of the antithesis.2 

It was Plato, and not Socrates, who saw the importance 
of investigating the pretentioWl appeals to rpvuu mado by 
t.he Sophists, since thus alone there was a chance of re
settling, and this time upon 110 sound basis, the mora.l rules 
oft.he multitude. 

Now an examination of the principal places in which this 
use of rp6(1lt (as equivalent to the Ideal world) occurs un
doubtedly goes to substantiate the view here maintained, 
tha.t Plato was intent on establishing a theory of rp6rTlt in 
order that he might settle current morality. For although 
it is true that the Ideas generally are describOO as existing 
in Natnre,3 and while the crudest of them have their 
abode also lv TU rp{IIHI t, yot by far the majority of 

I Warldell, ad ]'a"". 182 D . 
• Benn ( I. <~ p. 87) goea 00 far aB 10 mu. the more frequent Use of n~d 

~';~'r and ~Q~o:I .61'<»' into A C5.nOn f"r m~rking tho la tenes.o of dialogue .. 
, ]'a"". 182 D (a lread,. .... rer .... d 10 88 .howing the ,t~ p of hyposta.iiati"n). 

Relinquishing the d"",ription or Ideas .. rOql''' ..... existing ool&l"'volM08, ~ 
h 'I-"X"'O, he soya ~d. 1'1 •• l!q . A""" ~r.p r"l'd.I"),,,,,rA 4~.<I.", I •• 6 </'V~'" ~d 
31 oUh nu.o .. '.,~l ..... "..A. He could han give n no more characteri.otic 
Account of the Ideas . 

• Even' luch halt·jocular IO l taneet ' (T.y loT) IIlI the IdeM of ~."""o-T": 

0".,0;;" "PI"'" .' .... .cA; ... , uv.-a. "),1")">'<1>''''''· ~A 1". ~ Iy .. ii ."..,. .. ,,0:.,-". ~ • ."..;" •• 
b, 11" 4w",,', 9.~ i ,.,.aaA"!I<u (R.". (;97 D). Only.". bed can have bee n 
wrought i. TU ~" by Ood-whdhor of H is own will or b.v neC$S!lity 
(M17 C) ; ft nd it is this bed, exi.Hng i. *"0-", Ib ftt i. mado by tb .. ~vr~, 
and imitllted by the ~~"'''''Pl''' (1)97 D). In PM««> 103 B we r.,<Id of a n Idea 
of relation existent in Natur<>; ,,~'<l ~~ 40",..1".. lavT9) ......... ,,,. ,w., tiy .or, 
")' ......... ~Tf"'~ I. ~", .. ",:;" .~ /. T~ </'~ .. [i.e. ,yhether ..... prdcd tU immanent 
or trlUl • ..,ndent) . If t.he re be any oueh thing a, TJ " </,,:,,,, to";«J, Plato 
.tate. in the CrAM ... (""p. SOO oq.) that it CAn be known only by tLe dial""tl. 
cian, who ba.. knowledgo of the Id...... Cr. lIep. 473 ..... 
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instances are found to refer to aesthetic and moral Ideas.1 

Mr. A. E. Taylor,~ indeed, goes so far as to say that' except 
wllefl) the theory has to be made intelligible to persons 
who are assumed to stand outside t116 strict philosophic 
curriculum of Plato's school, all the cases which occur are 
those either of (1 ) mathematical, moml, and aesthetio 
"norms", or (2) of organic types and the organs and 
elements which enter into their composition', And he 
proceeds to reduce these classes ultimately' to one common 
type, that of mathematical relation' . With his second 
group we arc not concerned in an examination of the 
earlier Theory of Ideas; but we may accept his account of 

• Tho .... tbelie . nd the m" ... l lll'(! hard to di~Un",i.h In 0 ..... 11 thought 
( ..... ~ ~~ d1a9J~ _aM_, 7'im. 87 C); but the e:lAmple. may be roughly cl .... l· 
lied .. fQllo ... ,;_ 

(I ) A""th olic: RqJ, 40 1 C, ... here it I, Ql'dalned that the ~I',o.nol Qr t he 
Ci1y "ro tu jxO"'v"~ T~' To;) _01.0;) T. ~ai .~gx~_Of ", .... ,0", bee"u"" Qr the reoultil 
th nt luch "'Olrkman~h ip will produce Qn tho yQung citi • .enl. This I. nOlt 
yet the fully develOl ped I dea Qf B<>auty, ...... .l . d' ,,/.To I'.IJ' ,,1rT';;; I"'"."als 
d.0I iN, Qf SV"'P. 211 B; but, both in languaa;e and t h 'lught, It ;. Qn tho WAy 
t'lWlrd. tI,at rea l Beauty. Thi . btter;a r'lund in Bool< .. (H6 B) : ordinary 
",,\~~_ .... 1 ",,\01/,<11"''''' ,<i. T' .u.l.a. 'f>M'<l. d"",,(OJ'T<U ..u ;qJa •• r'\. , • , .. .n-o~ 

~l T"~ .",\0;) d~""TOf ".n-"", ~ a,~."''' T>}o- ",,;,,,1' 16<;" T. ~01 dn,;"",,""', There 
are but rew (n<l"'''') to whQm that power i. given. So in P1Iatdru. 21)4 B the 
I d"A Qf BcAuty, roodl"d by d."';""~",, Qr "pre .. ;QIII nlatence, I, call&<! ~ TO~ 
~"Mo", .,.';g,,: whil e In \1~ \l E th"t ni.tenCl'l;n the Id",,1 wQrld lo f'<!g"-'''g .. 
"h d~p<l. .. o~ \I'.X>l "',;.." .. ,91 .. ,,,, rd iNu ( thQugh in thia OASe "',;.." mes", 
perh llp" 'by lto Tory nature' and g"'" with lI.x~). 

(\1 ) MQral and P"l iUcftl : &p. Ml B. The ill.titutiQM 'lf the City mll9t 
be oroainod by phil Olf(lphera, after th" patt .. rn Qr I doal Ju.tice which ui8l!J 
in Nature : 6 • • p'l""~"' v'" ... .d 4. , . d."8'\/",, ... ,,~. TU '1''''''' ~"''''' .... 1 
.... ~~~ KGI """"PO • • 01 I'd .. " Ta T .. OVrG. Ct. Adam, <>d 10<., tQr R I'<ltulation of 
n"""n'luo\'. ,ntprpTotAti"n or 'natllral' , I n tbe dQmain of Politic. too we 
find an lI " de"eloped <1>';"" III tho gOllI Qr the lirat ~kotch Qf the City {d. Ada m 
"n 370 A ). 42S E .Low .. euctJy why ~A~ g~~ <I. •• j~ . ... d ".a,v 0IK,,,8. ;,, .. 
wM.. : it i . bcca uS<! 'hQ roliQn.1 ol" ,,'ont will rule; ju.t •• in Ti .... SO B .... 
..,ad 3.<1 5~ T~~ ... ..,..,g;<,)oo ?o.& 0"0,,0" ;<10" I~ \f~xii, Y;.X>}o- 3' I" ""'I"'?' " .. ,nd.,.~ 
..... g."oTuTWyr ?O, &."" ~?' ,..j), ..... gTOV , j~ .... Ta <I>';"'~ yno" T, (no. d'"n''' 
"1" ."', 10 PoliI. 308 D it i~ .... 'd thAt Iho truly Ideal City, ~ "",.d""'g",<lA~M 
o~" 9"'". 'oA,?,,,,;, W HI ""noiot Qn ly of ..,[""",,0.1 citizen .. 

, An",l, N.S. :l iL p . 6. It may toe nOlt~d tbat in R,p. C;~:; C we fin<t 10.100. 
Qf Numbo-r. d ...., r 'b"d "-" "'.;"". Mathematic. ",,,.t "" truly otudkod ,.~ 

I& ... '~"", <lAA' ..... .to hi 91 ... ' ;;'- TW>- G1"6",", .,.,;.., ... J"""_'''' 'P I'oojg" "~"ii. 
Thl. la,t ,!ua\iJkali"n "lIould Ix> n'ltiwd: ",';g", 1100 Id~ul, CIIU "" knowlI 'by 
Ihou~ht "Ioue '. 
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class (1) as proving the position of this essay. For, deep as 
Plato's interest in mathematics may have bOOn, eveD before 
his intercourse with the Pythagoreans, we can hardly 
suppose it to have outweighed his natural bent towards 
ethical investigations, fostered 8JJ it was by the influence of 
Socrates. So that if M. Milhaud and Mr. Taylor are right 
in finding that' the metaphysical problem suggested by 
the existence of the mathematical concept is the very basis 
of Plato's whole theory', it must be with the proviso that 
Plato subsequently introduced tbis mathematical relation 
into a theory which in the first place arose almost entirely 
from ethical speculations. One might indeed say' entirely', 
but for the fact that Plato was also desirous of solving by 
bis Ideal Theory the puzzl611 which Zeno had started as to 
the possibility of predication; but this object was certainly 
subsidiary, and 'with clearer views about relations and 
negations the paradox of Zeno ceased to perplex '.1 Plato 
doubtless repeated certain attributes of the Parmenidoon 
Ta 6/1 in his specification of the Ideasj~ but it would be rash 
to Jay more stress than that upon the Eleatic inHuence on 
the Theory of Idoos. 

We are thus justified in ascribing the conception of the 
Ideas in large part to Plato's desire for a rational theory of 
"'W-t~, from which might be deduced a consistent and' anti
sophistic' system of ethics. Moreover, while the references 
quoted (in note 1, p. 41) all tend to prove the validity of this 
position, there is one passage which even by itself seems to 
place it beyond dispute, viz. the famous speech of Socrates 

, "..,Io;...,n, art. 'Soente.', E""",. Brit. He abow. that Plato, In ordar to 
Ill .... t the El .... tio puzzles, added' to the fundament.\1 _dion of the exit-
tence of eteenal immut.&ble id ..... ', the objects of knowledge, two subordinate 
pro"""ition.., viz. (I ) 'the id ... i, immaneot in the pBrlieulu-', and ( It) 
'the .... i. on idea wheeen" a plueality of parti~ula .. i. ealled by the ume 
n&.me'; and that th ...... 'two l upplemento,.,. article. · weN afterward, with· 
drawn. Plate certainly d ... l, frequentl,. with the que. tion of Predication 
(6. g. c.at. ' 89 D, PIt.~ 101- 108 E, &f!. lilt8 e oq., r ...... d. IU e, 182 D) ; but, 
important as it ooemed te him, he never I .. ,.. the Ume .tree. upon it .. he 
doe. upon mo .... l problem • . Adam'. note Oil !Up. liZ8 e undoubtedly 8:llg
gentes the impoet. nee of Predication in the denlopment of the theo,.,. of ,,-

• eo /I. R.p. 607 B, ,le. 
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in the Theaefefus (176A-177 A) where he e:rpounds in lofty 
and impassioned language the doctrine of dpO[OXTlf 8fp. It 
is not easy to persuade men, he says, that the customary 
motives of virtue are of no avail-iva B~ p~ Kllll:iJf Kal ;I'a 
dya80f Bo~ f7val' 'TaVTa Ptl' yap fl1TlI' d A~y6p~I'of ypa.Wv 
~8Aof. Virtue must be practised for its own sake,! for the 
likeness to God which it imparts, and not for the vulgar 
rewards coveted by the multitude. The wages of sin they 
know not: oli yrIp ~11T1I' ~I' BOKOfJaW, 7TAlIya[ Tf Kd 8rIvaTol, 
&v ~II(OTf m£O"xollaw oliBfll dBIKOliIlTff, dAAa; ~v dB611aTOII 
J.K~JI!Yfrll. The real penalty consists in the life that must be 
led, both in this world and the next, by the man who 
assimilates himself to the ungodly pattern; 7TapaBuYflaTQ;II, 
i:J t/JtAf, (11 Tp 611T1 ~I1TWTfUlI, TOU fltll 8do!! ~V8alflollfl1TaTO!!, TOli 
Bt d8ioll d8AlfUTaTolI, OUX dpoilVTH 8'11 o~Twr rXfl, wiJ ~AI816-
'T'IT6r 'T~ Kal 'T~r iuXtiT'Ir dvorar Aall8avovO"I 'TP flfll dflol06-
flUIOI B"l 'Tar dB{Kovr 7T~Elr, Tp Bf dVOflOlovfl~IIOI. These 
patterns, like that other iv olipallp (uwf 1TapaBfIYlla, are 
established for ever in Reality and Nature;~ they are none 
other than the I deaS-TiJ t/J6ufI BtKalov Kal KaAiJlI Kal uo,t/>pov 
Ka1 7TallTa Ta TOlaVTa. At length we have discovered the 
eternal and absolute criterion by which all questions of 
conduct must be judged. True knowledge is knowledge of 
these 7Tapa8uYp4TwlI (V Tp 6VTI IrTTWTfUlI, and its function is 
to make manifest the only commendable motives for pur
suing virtue or shunning vice. 

It is thus abundantly plain that Plato's purpose in 
initiating the Ideal Theory WflS above all things ethical. 
:Further, it seems likely that at first he dealt with only 
those classes of Ideaa which were required to solve the 
problems that lay before him. If the view already taken of 
the Parmenides be correct (viz. that we have there e.n 
account of Plato's own philosophical development), we find 
that he starred by admitting (1) Ideaa such aa dflOI6T'If, [v, 

1To'A)"rI, Kai 7TrIII'Ta ' orTa vt'vB~ Z~"Q)IIor /fI(Ollfr: and (2) olov 

1 Cf. S ..... p. 208 D • 
• Th. ~xt ... m. Ilmilarity to tI,. WOt." .. t Pa"". 182 D ne-.itatllll the 

i<lentif!ealion of I ... ;; ""., with h .j .""'" 
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8tKa{ov Tt tT80r aUra KaB' aVTa Kal KaAoii I<al dyaBoii Kill 
'/Tel"TQW alP TWII TOIOVTWII . I n other words, he assumed the 
existence of those Ideas which would help to settle t he 
puzzles of Zeno and the ethical problems suggested by 
Socrates;1 other Ideas, like Man, Fire, or \Vater, he is 
doubtful about, while ytA011l (01011 Bpi, Kd '/T'IAar Kd pV:ror) 
he utterly refuses to consider. Such reservations obviously 
mark the init.ial stages of a philosophy; and Plato accord. 
ingly puts into the mouth of Parmenides his own mature 
criticism of himself. 'The theory/ he says, 'is incomplete. 
He implies that it might have been expected to include 
and account for physical objects, as well as moral or intellec
tual conceptions; that it will not be complete until it does 
include such objects, even the most insignificant of them ; 
and that he looks forward to a time when Socrates' [i. a. 
the Platonic philosophy]' will so far gain the victory over 
his boyish aversion as to make that important stride in 
speculation' (Waddell). His expectations were fulfilled; 
the I deal Theory came later to include an explanation of 
the entire universe; but its roots must be sought in the 

- field of ethical inquiries first cultivated by Socrates, 
So much may be inferred from what is at least a possible 

view of the origin of the Ideal Theory. It would, however, 
be unsafe to lay much stress on any arguments drawn from 
such a source, since all accounts of that origin must 
necessarily be conjectural and disputed; nor is it possible 
to discuss here the various other account.q of it that have 
been given, Certainly the latest, that of Prof. Burnet, 
who regards' the earliest form of Platonism as practically 

I ThiB ... iaw (which Adam deda~. 'not unlikely ') 10 in part de rived I'r<>m 
Waddell'. Introduction to th .. Pa ...... nid .. (p. uix), It is, how""" r, ",,1, 
pa.rtiaUy true to ""y that' tho Theory of Ideal! it.olf began "ith the hypo&> 
taoi>.ation of Juo[ ice, Goodn" .... and ~o forth, and aft .. rward! enlarged H. 
BOOpe so ag to inc!udo the other Inhabitanla of th .. Ideal s,:,her .. ' {Ad .. m, 
p . (2S) ; for such e:<prea.ion leBv .. s out of ae<:ount th .. fi",t class of Id""", 
mentionod in Fa,."., 130 B. No doubt th .. importance of th.,. .. latwr I. much 
le .. than that of 3J"",ov .""~v d:l"'9J. no\" and probably th~y are plaood 
O"lt only (". dramatic rAasons (the pr ..... n ... of P armonides and Zeno) ; 
but they ahould not be aitO(,,,,titor disregarded-a.!! apJ>"reutly tbuy are by 
Waddcll, 
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indistinguishable from Pythagoreanism ',1 tends (whatever 
truth it may contain) to emphasize the ethical significance 
of Plato's first draft of the Theory,2 Again, Lutosla.wski, 
Ia.ying particular stress on J:ta(rjw'l~ in Symp, 210 E, supposes 
that the conception of Ideas arose out of a sudden appre
hension of Ideal Beauty-in part' the result of the long 
previous development of Greek art'.s This view seems far_ 
fetched and unlikely to receive general credit j but, if there 
be any truth ill it, the close con nexion between TO ltaXo" 
and Ttiya96" suggests that it will run at least not altogether 
counter to the position maintained in this essay. 

So, too, if the Megarian origin of the Ideas be accepted, 
that view will go to confirm the position here maintained. 
For we know that Euclides dealt with the Good, reducing 
all other conceptions to its nature : OOTO~ ~V TO aya93v 
a7Tf<pa{"fTO 7TOXAOis &,,6p.afrt ltaAouJlEvOV' 6Tf p.~" yap <pp6,,'1-
(11", on Sf ih6", Ita! &7o.7o.OTf "oli" Ital Ta 7o.OI7T.1.' Now, though 
this aya86" can have been no more confined to ethical 
Good than was Plato's /Sia Toli dya9oli, yet it must un
doubtedly have included the conception of ethical Good. 
So that, if Plato received his early training in the school of 
Megam, he may well have heard there an application of 
rudimentary Ideas to problems of conduct.~ 

• E(UI~ a.. ... k PMI.f<>ph~. 2nd od., pp, 8l:i4_fl. 
• TheconneK,on bet .. ... " Prthg<>r .. anl • .., and t he ethieal .ideor Platoni. m 

hu .... en already kouehod upon (pp. 1&-17), and .. ill be r .... tt.er di..,~ in 
Apl"'nd iE C. 

I P!~ t..·. 1Agi<, p. 28l:i. 
, Di . g. L. ii. H16. 
• Too mneh .treM mn.t not be b id on thi. ugllmont. Tho M~garian 

The<>ry of Id",.., fi",t Inggute<J by Schlei .. rmleh~r'a int"'l'retation ot the 
phtU<l oZ T"'" . I&o>w f>I!..o< (Sop~. 216 A), i •• tm • bono or contention 10 mo. t 
..,hol~..... P ro f. Jaelr. ... n ia 8lro"gly again.t S<h le iermaeher'. vie... So 
C~mpbell (noto, 0<110<.) oay.., 'W. hu .. 1\0 ... thodll for '''Ppoting that th .. 
)leguian. departed 80 rnr h orn the Eleltie. u to dmit a plu .... litl or.i3~. ' 
Prof. A(l • ..,80n, ho .. ever, points out (lln-<lOpmtll' qf Gruk Pl4ilrnophr, p. 88) 
tha t · in t ho raco o f tho <l i.., .... lon. in Diodorul Croon. [n reprd to movo· 
m.",!, &e., it Mono! bo hcld th~t the Mesarianl con~i.tent!y and UM"'

bi",.ously m~intaincd the EJe~ti. pooit ion or the .inlllen_ of Doing. They 
certainly admittod .. plurM!ity of in teUigiblo unit • . ... Dut If t her" bo 
independent groun(l~ for .... igning 11,,, concol,ti(on " r pl"r~li!y of king to 
the Mcg.tian., thon c"err N:a.on di~~l'pear. fur r .. fu,ing to re'''og" i ... hero 

, , 
, 
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But whatever may have been the historical beginning ot 
the Theory of Ideas, this much is certain; when Plato had 
once obtained a sound theory of ontology and epistemology 
he was at liberty to work out in detail the ethic which was 
its final causa. At first sight it might perhaps seem that so 
transcendental a philosophy could avail but little in settling 

__ the problems of human life. And this, indeed, is the 
criticism which Aristotle so pertinaciously make.!! of the 
Ideas, and especially of the Idea of Good.1 Aristotle's 
objections, however, are so well known, and the unfairness 
and superficiality of most of them have been so frequently 
discussed, that there is no need to treat of them again here. 
Nothing, indeed, could prove more convincingly the eternal 
soundness of Plaw's philosophy than the trivial and unin_ 
telligent remarks of the Magna MoraUa 1 (which on this 
point probably reproduce, though in a debased form, 
Aristotle's own opinion); Plato went wrong) he tells us, 
'T~II yap dptT~1I "a'TEfl"tll th 'T~II 7rpayp.anlall 'T~II w~p 
dya60u, ov 8~ op6,rw ov yap o{"fio". WfP yap 'Tt»" ~"'TW" Kal 
dX'l9da~ AEyoIITa ov" (8f' vrrlp dPfTijf rjJpr1(fl/l' Ov8EII yap 
TOVrf KdKdvIP KO'VOV. Truth and Virtue have nothing to do 
with each other; what an echo of Protagoras 1- a. 8~ r"'ft 

ra rjJavTliup.ara lnr3 a.7rHp{af tiA'I6ij KaAomJ"lIl, iyw 8E ~tA'Ti()) 

P.EII Ta- lrtpa r!ilv lrEp<J)II, tiA'I8EUTfpa 8E OV8Ev. He is trying 
to dethrone that very absolute standard which Plato, in 
defiance of Protagoras and even of Socrates, has been at 
such pains to establish; in a word, he denies the possibility 
of any judgment in morality but the conveutions of the 
multitude or the fleeting sensibilities of the individual. 
Reali ty and truth, so far from being unrelated to tiptr~, 
form the indispensable foundation on which its practice is 
possible, and the one criterion by which its value can be 
estimated. The Theory of Ideas is tbe touchstone 3 whereby 
we may test our golden deeds. 
the Kegaria" doetrjne: the ... i . no ether doet.;ne known to uo, not eveu 
aU1 ferm et Plato'. thoo.y of Id......, .. hieh "" .. Id be deaetibed 00 accuratoly 
ill Ihe term. uo&<!. in th b paualr'l'. 

I e. g. EtA. Nio. 1. 7. 
• cr. Gorll. 4S\l D. 

• 1l 82 •• 
• 
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Leaving, then, these arid and meaningless objections, we 
may proceed to show, very briefly, from Plato's own works 
how he actually did found the conduct of every department 
of life upon knowledge of that Good which Aristotle con
sidered so entirely unserviceable. The Theory of Ideas not 
only idealized the conception of lp6.l~, but taught refinement 
and discretion in practice. Dialectic, or study of the I deas, 
formed the culminating branch of the education of those 
philosophic rulers who both perfected themselves and 
enabled their less gifted feHow citizens to live virtuously 
according to their lights. It was the aame Theory which 
settled the conflicting views as to Pleasure that neither 
Socrates nor Plato, in his early days, had been able to 
decide. It taught the function and the art of poetry and 
rhetoric, and was the basis of all Plato's aesthetic. And 
finally, by the hope of immortality which it secured, and 
with which it was inseparably connected, the Ideal Theory 
rationalized and encouraged that Ilf'AiT'1 Dal1amil after 
which Pythagoreanism had blindly striven, thus supplying 
the only true motive and goal for a just and holy life
dllo[W(TI~ Dfoil. 

The limits of this essay do not permit a detailed discussion 
of these different topics, fruitful as such discussion might 
be. \Ve must, therefore, rest content with indicating merely 
the lines on which Plato applied his fundamental doctrine 
to each of these cases. To adapt his own phrase, Vrroyparp?11 
Bfi vVl1 (hauau6al, Ka; 1'?11 TE'AEwTanjll arrfpyau{al1 rrapdl1al . 
~Epw~, as the intellectual impulse from which the philo

sophic life arises, may Iitly stand Iirst. Now Socrates had 
employed the word as a part of his accustomed Elpwl1da: he 
spoke playfully of rpl'AoUOrpla, TIt Ip& rralBld/ and called 
himself EpaU1'?~ 1'.iiv 8talpiuEIlII1 Ka ! uvvayooy.iiI1.' Rut such 
jocular allusions are very far removed from their Platonic 
developments. ~Ep"'i in Plat.o's handling ascends the 
brightest heaveD of philosophy: 8 yf dVTIlI~ rpl'Aolla6~i ... 
OVK ap{J'AuVOtTO o~' arro'A?yol Toil lpll>Tor, rrpiv aVToil & l<TTtl1 
EKauTotJ Tijr rpuufwr ;"raUDat.3 So in Rep. 403 C, be says, Bfi 

, G"'9. 482 A. • PIIow,. U2 B. , Rt!'. 490 B. 
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8; 1I'"DlI nXwT<ill Ta pOllUI/I:a !l~ Ta Toil lCaAoiJ fflOlTIKa. Simi
larly in Rep. 501 D ifJ,'AOOOrpOI are called TOV 6",or Tf /Ca} 
&A'I8f[ar fpaUTa{; the fptMIK6r takes rauk with the philo
sopher,l since he is an expert in the tp«lt brl uoq,f'f,2 the love 
that leads to wisdom. The result of a god-sent pa,,{a,3 the 
best gift of heaven, it arises from dvtipV'lJu1t of the Ideas 
awakened by the beauty of their sensible copies t_and more 
particularly by tho beautiful form o( the fpWpfl10r. 

Tbe more poetical and mystical side of Plato's orotio 
teaching is, however, so well known ~ that it need not be 
discussed again; we are here concerned rather to show how 
its lofty visions were capable of producing moderation in 
passion. Nor, indeed, is it wonderful that, with 90 exalted 
a view, Plato should declare that tI 6peo~ l~~ 7r~~IlKf KOUp{OIl 
1'£ Kai m>.ou uOJ~p61'wr TE Kal pOVUIKOO~ (pii.I',$ that the best love 
seeks ro find the attributes of God in the beloved (so causing 
fl'8ot1(1IaOpOr in the iover),7 that the l~r 8fior is of 1'<»1' u<»

~p61'w1' Tf Kat 8IKa(wv,' or that the soul which has left the 
body after a life devoted to philosophy (6pBoor ~I>'ouo~oiiua 
KaI Tp 61fT1 n81'&1'al IIf>'fT<»ua) is able to throw off all traces 
of the coarser passions-7r>'&I''1r Kat d1'olar Kat rph{3wI' Kal 
dyp{OJI' IpiJTOJ1' Kat 'T<»I' l>.XwI' KaK<»I' TOOI' dl'8pW1n{wl' a7r'1X, 

>'ayPtl''1' g l:r.xjJPQ(}'V/fTj is the mark of aB genuine l~r, since 
the memory T~r TOU Ka>'>'ovr ~vu((or that awakens love 
perceives it pfTa UW~pQ(1vl''1r El' dyl'p {3a8prp {3f{3ooUal'.lo 

But besides the more general aspects of the (1OJ~pO(1Vl''1 
caused by bis high view of lpwr we may note how, 
even in the most questionable region of Plato's treatment, 
his 7raI8fpauT{a pfTa ~IXouo~(ar is saved from excesses by 
philosophic knowledge of the Ideas. Above all things, the 

1 P~atdr. 24S D. • J[mo 70 B, $I pauim. • Phatdr. 2Ui B ; er. 244 A. 
• l b. 244 D; h"nee the pm·em;nence ot ""'" (et. &1'. 507 C) over the other 

&<n""", though even by it fp-O~~g!f .~X Jpa?<u (250 D). 
• It hu been tNla ted in p-uticular by Dr. W. H. Thomp~n (Append;" to 

h i. P1I"",,...,). Ct. Zeller', Plale, pp. 191 . 6. The developm~nt ot ''''''' 
through ita vRriOU' .... ecnding 5t"8"0, i. tMl>ced in Symp. 208 E· 212 A. In 
210 B it l .... d. to perooption of the aSHen!;al unity ot all boauty, nnd 110 to 
that of the Id~a. Ct. Luto. l.w. kl, 1. c. 

• R<p. 403 A. ' I'hrwlr. 21>3 A. • La ... 711 D. • Pkatd~ 81 A. 
" I'hn"jr. 2·\5 B. 



PLATO'S THEORY OF IDEAS 49 

good of both parties (and especially of the fpW/Hvor I), is to 
be sought in such a relation; hence 1I'1l18fpacrr[a and ~I'AO
uorp[a, he tells us, ought to meet in one (~IJI'{JaJr.E;v dr 'Ta~6), 
fil';>'>"EI ~1I1'{J~val Ka>..~V YEvlu8al 'T~ ipacrriJ 1I'al81d xaptua
u8al.' Consequently mere affinity is not sufficient, Mv I'~ 
'TV)'Xav!1 Yf 11'011 dYll8~v ev.- Finally, though Plato was still 
Greek enough to treat with comparative leniency occasional 
lapses into a vice which personally he strongly deprecated,' 
yet it must be noticed that he puts forward rJu,Jr.ouotpla, know
ledge of the Ideas, as the only deterrent: Mv 1'(11 8~ O~II flr 
'Tf'TaYl'fvfW 'Tf 8llll'TaV Kal ~IAO(fOtplllll IIIK~UU 'Ta {JfJr.'Tlm 'T~r 
81llvo{ar ci.yayolI'Ta,6 all will be well. Evil is due to neglect 
of philosophy, letv ~ 8~ 811l{'T!1 rpOP'TIKO)'ffP'l- 'TE nl arplJr.ouor/Xf, 
and will be but rare, 0.'T( 011 1I'auu 8(80)'I'flla 'Tii 8Iavo(/f I 
1I'parrOV'Tff. But the refining influence of his philosophy is 
most clearly seen in the change which it wrought in Plato's 
opinion on this very Bubject. A life spent in the punlUit of 
Dialectic leads him in his old age to speak of vice' in terms 
of unequivocal reprobation ' .f Thus the Ideal philosophy is 
by no means fruitless of practical results in its application 
to tpwr; on the contrary, it enables t.be philosophic lover 
I'ovaxoii •.. Tluflll OllK (f8o.lJr.1l apf'T~i ..• a.\Jr.a dJr.'18~, a'Tf 
Toil dJr.'18oiir ~rpa1l"TOl'fvq" 'TfKOIITI 8~ dpfT~v d.\'18~ Kill 8pfta
I'fVP v1I'apXfl 8fOrpl.\(i YfVfU81ll, Kilt ff1rfP Tii d.\Jo.p ci.v8pt1mmv 
d8avaTp Kill fKf(VP.· 

Passing to the subject of 1I'0.\1'T'K~ or 'social ethics', it may 
be said that there is no aspect of life on which the influence 

, S~p. 200 B. ' lb. 18' C. I Jb. 206 E. 
• For Rtp. '68 B need Dot be cOII.idenod I. mo~ Ih~n ,u ThomptOn 

eall. it) a 'eollcM.i"" to th" popular .. "ti ..... "t of the day'. 
• PM""'. 2M1 A, C. 
• 11"1. .. ,,, ha, not here ot C(>un,e ito techllical ""'" (u in RtJI. IilO.Al 

of' d'""u .. iv,, · ~U()n (AI Ad.mooll Ir.llalat.. it). Ct. ThompsolI·. M.~o, 
p. 291-

, Thompaon, I. <. ct. La .... 888 E, S41 D. The .. m" .d ... ne& may be 
Doti".d '" olh. m~tw> ... 'f.poJY h .. IilUe I" do with the di.tutet .. l ' Oil· 
Ro" I .. • of ~he R.p~1>Ii<; but ill La"", 889 .A eOlljogal Itrecti"" loo e"cou''f:ed : 
. .. ...1 .... ,0 "lo~, .';""0 "'T"'. 1>"""", 31 I".,..,.~ •. . • • ..1 j'OIX"w.- "" ........ . "... .,. ..... ..... "n.o .... 1nl"' ••. , ""I.,a .. , T ... ~ ...... "'",,"'" "v"" ,...~o"'. 

• SV'"p. 212 A. 
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of the Ideal philosophy is more marked. This may be due 
partly to it.s importance in the Republic; but in addition to 
that accidental predominance it was considered by Plato as 
'/ToM }Hy{(fffj Kai /(a),).{rTTfj rir rppov4u((t)r.1 Plato puts into 
Socrates' mouth the claim efhaing perhaps the only Athenian 
who was able E1f'tXHPfiv rfj &Is aA'16wr 'lTOAI'TIKjj TiX"'fI /Cal 
rrpaTTflv 'Ta 'lTOA.ITIKa, the reason being that he considered 
the good of the citizens, not their pleasure (00 'lTp3s X&plI' 
>.iyCt>v, 06 1rpor 'T3 ~8j(ffo", d;\AQ; 'lTpor TO /3i)..TlfrtOll '). But, in 
the present state of affairs, such wisdom was not regarded ; 
O~"C Mi'Arull 7rouiv a UU 'lTap<ullfi'r ••• otlX (to> on >.iyuo I .. T4I 
8I1CI%f1"T'IP[P' Henco, as an historical fact, both Socrates and 
P lato held aloof from politics,S The political ignorance,· 
simplicity, and foolishness of the philosopher, 'I) aITX1Jfloa-VJl1J 

aWn], a6Eal' d/k}"Tfp{ar .".afHxoflf.v1J, are elaborately described 
in the wonderful passage of the TheaetetU8.~ A philosophic 
training (at least if prolonged .".6pf»J T11r 'I);\.IIc:tar) appeared 
to an average Athenian gentleman like Callicles as ruinous 
to the nobles~ constitution; he could not help regarding 
adult philosophers with ridicule, indignation, and contempt.-

Such charges Plato reviews and dismisses in Republic VLl 

By the simile of the ship whose crew drug the pilot and 
then .".{vOJITtZr Tf /Cat fOo:,XOllflf.vovr .".;\.liv wr T3 ({K3r To~r 
TOloVTovr Plato shows his scorn for the vulgar detractors of 
philosophy, and at the same time gives them a terrible 
warning. rrO;\.ITIK~ is no fit study for the mob: so long as the 
Athenians continue xa;\.Kf.Wr Kal ITKtlTOT6flOV ITVfl/30tl;\'UJOVTfr 

nl.".o;\'ITIKi.,' it is not likely that the philosopher's guiding 
will be followed. U~V fl~ OlljJlMlToqxJI /30ITI;\.(VlTWtrIV ~JI Tair 

.".6;\.(ITIV, ~ ol fJalTl;\.~r Tf vi/v ;\'fy6pEJlOI Kat 811vaITTal IjJI;\'OITO-

, SY"1P. 209 A. 
• Oarg. 621 D, E. It need hard!)' be said that t1,il BlJ.~'''fi). i, not the 

Pbttlnie 1&1 .... o\i .l:.,.,Ioii. 
• "'pol. 23 B, Rtp. 496 C-E, 692 B. Plato """la redeetlon. on Athenian 

elate.men in lUp. 488 B, 616 C. 
• TIt""I. 114 B. Cf. 0<>r9. 48' D. 
• 113 C-115 B. • GO'9' 48( C aqq. cr. P~«tdT. 249 D. 
, 487 E - 489C. Ct. the phUotOpber" revenge in 1'1tM.,. li5C oq. 
I ProI. 824 C. 
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<jJiW(t)(TI YYI'J<1{(t)~ Tf Kal1Kayoo~, /Cd TOUTO tl~ TUVT<~>V ,uflrdlIlI • 
8vYafl{t Tf 1TOAITI/c~ /Cal <jJ'AolIo<jJ{a . , • oV/C ~IITt /C u/COOl' 1TaUAa 

Ta;~ 1TOAflIl, 8o/Coo {j' ov81: To/ d,,8pw7r11'P yil'H,1 This idea is 
the key to t.he Republic; but. the philosopher can accomplish 
nothing withont such an Ideal State, fI~ TUXC:'" '1ToAl7da~ 
1TpOIT7j/COrJ(1'1]f' El' yap 1TPO(rtj/cOVUlI aUT6~ Tt flaAAov au,~UtTal 

/Cal IUTa TOO" lB{wv Ta /COIl'a. UOOUfI. 2 
Havillg laid this foundation Plato proceeds to set forth ill 

detail the training of the philosophic .pVAU/cH. Their educa
tion includes not only the elementary studies of music and 
gymnastic, and the later' propa.cdoutic' studies of Book vii, 
but also a prolonged and arduous training in Dialectic, 
which leads evcntually to direct apprehension of the Ideas. 
Now it is plain that, in a State which we are founding ov 

fI~I' rrp3~ TOOTO /JAirrovTt~, ;;rrw~ ;v TI t}flIV 1.8vo~ l.uTal 

8Ia<jJfp61' T(t)~ ({;Balp0l', aAA' 8rrw~ 8 Tt flaAllTTa 8A'I t) 1TM\I~,3 the 
luxm-y of so protracted an education cannot be allowed for 
its own sake: our principle must be the same as Mi lton's, 
'Not taking thought of being late, so it gave advantage to 
be more fit.' This most liberal of' educations is given solely 
that the ruling class may be able to fulfil its political 
functions: they Dice this service to the State in repayment 
for their TpO.p~ rrapa TooV dAAWI'; ( they have been produced 
simllly (J,(ffffP Jv UPV~IIfUIV t}Y~PQva'i TE Kal /JaqIXia~, (lpflv6v 

TE Kai nA~oonpov ~Kdv"'l' rrmaI8{l1pi"ov~.~ It is trua that as 
a. climax we may allow 

' The happy few, 
,Vho dwell 0 11 earth, yet breathe empyreal air' 

to devote themselves to contemplation of' the Good ; G but 
that is only after they have spent a blameless life of self
sacrificing usefulness (YfI'OPfI'WV 1ffIlT'IKOVTO!!TooV TOU~ 8l(tuW

OiVTM /C d ap/('TfVUaVTa~ 1faVTa 1fal'Tl) Jy I.Pyol~ H Kal E1fI
lTT~pal~ 1fPO~ TEAO~) . Moreover, although TO P€" rroXv rrpOf 
.pIXQ(1oq,fCf 8,aTpf/J0I'TM, they must tako their turn in manag
ing public affairs and in educating the next generation vf 

, l b. 49; A. 
, 11.. ;:;20 Il. 

I! 2 

, rh. ·I :!{I Il; cf. r"I; n. 
• 11,. ;,HI A. ll. 
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guardians. The life of the qWAaE is no bed of roses: Et/'ITa
AQil'lf(l)poilV7"M, we read, o~X &lr KaM" Tt cl}..>" .»~ avaYKai'oll 
7rpr1TTovTa~. They must be forced back into the Cave, and 
must, however unwillingly, accustom their eyes again to itA 
darknesa,l 

Thus by the iJlustrationofthe Ideal City Plato shows how 
practical the object of philosophy should be. Philosophy 
might be advantageous to oneself, since it provid es an aim 
in life, as well as profit and pleasure; ~ but it was less for 
one's own !Sake than for otbers' that it should be studie(l.3 
Mere theoretical and unapplied study Plato is the reverse 
of commanding: a man may be clever but a rogue; t nor is 
he much worse than those fll 7raI8f{1!- (w}'~vovr 8u1.Tpl/1fl" Bla 
'Tf'AOtJf, since such diU!tlanti b:6vTfr ftVIU QU trpri!OVUIV, 
i)YOUPfl/OI I" p.aK.apt>Jv V~(J"Oli ~TI a:rrpKlu(}al.5 Nay more, such 
purposeleSll philosophizing seemed to Plato as subversive to 
morality as the influence of the Sophist.s, which it resembled. 
It corrupted the young, leading them CxrTHP UKIIAaKla to 
worry their elders with the fangs of eristic they had so 
lately cut j I or even worse, it caused PIUQAoy[a, the greatest 
of all evils.1 Against such effect<; Plato was always on his 
guard. 'He was persistently haunt.ed by a sense ofthe awful 
danger of tampering in any way with the securities of the 
moral life, of the fatal discords that one jarring word might 
introduce into the complicated harmonies of the soul." If 
the study of philosophy was not to have beneficial result<; 
upon mankind, it would be better to leave it altogether 
alone.' It is strange, indeed, that any careful reader of Plato 
should fail to perceive tho deep ethical purpose that under· 
lies the most abstruse developments of his philosophy. 

The objection, however, may naturally be raised that if, 
according to Plato, virtue be truly attainable only through 

, Rtp. 52(1 C, M9 E. • OI.uM in Symp. 173 A, C . 
• Cf. Rtp. IiOO D, 628 A. Cr. U,,; teot of the r.A ... ~ ... <I.>ip ;n M .... 100 A 

cl •• K<Il &;v. ... r .. ija", r.A<7I~';". • Rtp. 619 A. 
' Ib.5i9C. ' Ib.M9B. 'Ptuwl089 D. 
I Shorey , 7'1l.1d", 0/ Good in Plu.1O', &pl<blio, p. 21S. (CC • .. \eo pp. 220, 221.) 

H e ,..,Ce ... to Prol. SI( A, u.don 18i S, N-p. 608 S, &c. 
• et. R'Jl. H,) A. 
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knowledge of the Good, and if that knowledge be possible 
only to tl~e survivors of an education lasting at lea.st fifty 
years, then his ethical theory is indeed visionary and imprac. 
ticable, and his system of education an unserviceable ideal. 
But to the latter objection one would answer that Plato's 
conception of education as a TPOIjJ" 1 of the whole nature, 
a 7Tfplaywy~ o/VX~s (It: VVIt:TfPU'iis T"'OS Yjp.Epas fl~ «;\,,011',,1',1 

a 7Tfpwnr" of the sensual appetites which WtT'lrfP p.fI;\v{38[8ts 
• , • 7Tfpllt:aTI11 fTT'PEIjJOV(f1 T~V Tii~ o/vxiir 8o/Iv 3_that such an 
ideal cannot fail to inspire the teacher, unrealizable though 
he may feel it to be: d,u.a It:al h"Xf1pofil'T[ Tfll Toir Ka;\oir 

Ka;\ al' Kal ml(fXEIV 0 Tt dv Ttp (fvp.{3fi 1raO(iv,t One has only 
to read Nettleship's essay in Hellenica to undeI'9ta.nd the 
living power of Plato's Theory of Education j 6 whilst the 
recurrence of the Republic as a set book for pedagogical 
examinations in the UniveI'9ities proves its value even under 
modern conditions.' 

So to the former criticism it must be replied that the 
high requirements of Plato's ethics aro, from his own point 
ofviow, fully justified, Plato makes no scruple of insisting 
that but few are chosen: vap0'1KoljJ6pot Pfl' 71'0;\;\0[, (3tiKXOI 8E 
Tt 7Tafipol.l He has a contempt for TI) 7T;\~Oor as grea.t' as 
that of Heraclitus,-theugh he is less hitter than ,) It:OKIt:VO'T~r 
oX;\o;\0180por.g The many can never attain to that t.rue 
virtue which, ~yovp.EI'Tjr d;\TjOE{ar, includes Tal' d;\;\ol' Tijr 

IjJt;\ou6q,ol1 IjJvu(l11r xop61' (viz. dv8pda, p.fya;\07TpE7I'Ha, f~pti.O£ta, 

".I'r,P'1).10 But Plato is very far from supposing that they 
• Cf. NetU."hip, p, 71, • Hq. 621 C. • lb. 519A • 
• I'Irat<tr. 27' A. 
• cr. Dr. Adlm', adviC<l to I .. hoolm .... ter to' r .... d Ind ... ·,..,.d' thi. """"y. 

'It g;"81,' he fill,.., . the beot ideRl1 kno .. of afte r whieh • tchoohn ... ...,r or 
t ... eher Ih""ld .t.lve · ( N"",.;., p. :l1i ). Nettlelh ip h .. indeed dealt .., 
finally with the ,uhject of Plato', Theory of EdueaUon that no more need be 
"Id of it hne. 

• Th" modern teat"e. CAnnot ho .. anr ral! boIek upon d.d/,~'I'7" a. it i . ueed , 
.. g., In the 11.",,; LIId it,"u~.lItut .. , heredity, i. often the noYe'" of an aU,.. 

, P ........ 69 D; ef. 76 B, Tit..,d. 176 B. n",d •. 250 A, B. 
• !Up. (I" A t'A"""""'. 4."" di7' .. de.;,.AT" .1..... 636 A ... ~ ~olI .... ;a., 

h ........ (.,.. ....... ..,....) • .lMd ..,~~"I ...... Cf. 676 C, G<Kg. H( A. 
• Timon liP. Diog. LIIert. i:l . 6. 
" Rtp. 490 C. 
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cannot. be virtuous at. all: under t.he guidance of t.he 
philosopher.tlw).aKU 1 t.hey may pract.ise a partial virtue, 
~ 8J}JloTlIC~ Kal11"0).!TIIC~ apET? as it. is called in the Phaedo.z 

Hence the enormous importance which att.aches to the 
philosopher : he has not only to be virtuous himself, but 
to superintend the virtue of the masses. For such a task 
it is essential that he have a genuine acquaint.a.nce with the 
Good: otpal yoiill 8{Kaut n lCal lCa).& aYl'oot'ipfl'a Otru 11"01'€ 

aya8cE Effftl'. ou 1I"o).).oii TII'Of &~IOl' rpt'i).alCa IwcTiju8al all 
~avToiillTol'ToiiTo aYl'oovl'Ta,pal'T(t'iopal 8f JlJ}8;I'a aUTa -rrPOrEPOII 
yltwufu8al llCal'oof.3 Thus the fact that the multitude cannot 
rise to the tru06t virtue is all the more reason why those 
whose (pyOII it is to rule should receive 80 elaborate an 
education. 

Knowledge of the Good furnishes 80 far_reaching an 
insight that the rpt'i).alCft will be able to descry the (pyolt 

of each individual in the St.a.t.e-thus enabling him Ta 

(aVToii "paTHIIt (i. e. to be just): which, it may be added, is 
perhaps the hardest task for the modern schoolmaster. 
Further, it allows the philosopher to justify the means 
by the end in a manner somewhat repugnant to present 
day morality. Since the only real lie, TO ~r dA,,800f 

(or IKpaTol') "rWor, ,is the lie in the SOul,4 the rplAOuorpor 
may resort to "Et'i8J} Elt rpappliKov €C8rl,6 Jike the YEItl'aiol' 

, &p.600 D Ill. cr. ~o A, B . 
• 82 B. The IlIbjed i. tre .. ted nh .. uotiveiy in Ar<lhel'-B ind'. Appendi". 

B e di$&.Ingui~hM two m .. in urieli ... o( thi, vulgar dJ>lT~ of~.v .,.~.,.,.. We 
Ire he .... cO)ncerll.d ollly with tha~ deeeriOOd in &po 600 D Ill. /lIjl'O"'t.riI 
dpfTlt which h ... nO) philDllOphic guidance (being founded only on &( .. ) 
la va/u'!QII, even when 6.1, ~P'I ""fJ<l..,..,.nl'l"" (J(~..o 99 E); bll~ "'h~1I 
ordained by O)uG who poue_ j"''''nil'~ it ia ' no 100n~r .. contemptible thing '. 
'£he philO)lO pher 'd06l no~ OOllltruC~ i~ Oil any utilitaril" baoi,' [tbi. l tate. 
ment olIouid be OO1ll8Whlt qu .. U6ed], 'but out ot his knowled~ 0)( Ideal 
trutb •... Yet, '" the multitude hO)id i~, It io "tmur,," ..• thlLl they .. re 
.t ill, though in I far mOte refi ned IQII ... , &' ,"",""""Ja.. """''''''pot',,,.p1,,,,, ' 
(Archer· B ind, p. 1(2). PreoulDlbly the lOuls o( thCNM who h ..... prlctloed 
sueh luperilltellded v irtue may in .nother incorn.tion be pr<lmot&d to the 
.... ". of philoooph81"11 : the <>the. ela .. will p .... Into boo. or ""PI or .nb, 
~..u ./0 ""';T60-.." .. .i.I... T~ drllpW"'~o~ -rJ""",.o:..! ")'l")'~.""" It "';T~ ob3pM 1' .. ,;._ 
(1'1Iafd. I. <.),-though a r~r mo .... terrible t .. t.. i. given in &p. 619 C to ~he 
m"" 'if! hw ~Ma"'o, d.po7q,. I'.,,<A..,.,...,. ... 

• Ilq. 606A. • l b. 382 B, 485 C. • l b. 382 C, 389 B, 459 D. 
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td;&'~ of Rep. 414 B-415 A, or the IC>"~POI !Cop..y!)l which 
fraudulently regulate marriages,' (It has been already 
observed bow such utilitarianism colours the Idea. of Good, 
!I 8tl(1Ia. l(a1 Ta,V,Q. rrpoUXP'Irro.j.lfl'o; xp~(Tlfla Kat rflrjli>"I}Hl 
ylY"ETaI.2) Thus, like St.. Paul, 0 W~ dA'I8oor tpl>..WOtpot must 
be I a.ll things to all men, if ho.ply he may win some '.a In 
fact, so far from idly dreaming the impossible, Plato goes 
out of his way to make philosophy consider the weakness 
of actual humanity: - in the department of 'lrO"ITt/{~ know· 
ledge of the Ideas connects itself intimately with everyday 
life. 

In the matter of Pleasure, &gain, it was the Ideal Theory 
which first brought Plato to a distinct and certain doctrine. 
We have seen that Socmtas, in common with some of the 
Sophist", was at times inclined to Hedonism, and that from 
this tendency in his teaching arose the Cyrenaic develop
ment. Plato apparently started by sharing the views of his 
mester (6. g. in the Protll~Tas) ; 6 but afterwards he seems 
to have turned violently a.nti·hedonistic. 'Thus the Gorgias,' 
says Bury ,e 'empha.tically maintains tha~ 80 far from 

• &po 460 A. • lb. r.oI\ A. 
• Since p .. nolle la between PI .. to &lid SL P aul are f""luenUy duwn it may 

rerhap. be not too ranciful to lee. reeemblanee In the "I"'Tl) d ••• .,A"""""". 
t o 'work. ' uninformed. by raith. HOl"eOnr,j uat .. both the vulgar d,o.oi.nd 
the' wo rh' .... lupertlciaUy good, ... neitbe r Plato nor St. Plul bu any 
d""i ... to induoo llwle ..... _ by hI. ""nlul'<> of cuuonu ry <lIorality; on the 
contrary, Plato _h to catabll.h ouch virtue on a ... und batl.: whila 
St. Paul u .... uaeUy .imil.r langu.ge with regard to tha 1.1\ ... (.-6_ ~v. 
itG,,,,,.,,wJM" &. riir .. I ...... .... ; ,,~ .,. ..... " . .LU. o,,*,'" I".,;;,,,... Rom. iiL 31: 
er. chap. vi, &e. ). It may be add<Od tht, u PI.to h .. no palience with 
.t..trad. purpoeel ..... phllOltOphy, ... St.l.mea dadaTOO faith wIthout work. to 
loo dead, .in"" I~ • .".In-* "1 ..... ,, boA •• "",,, (1lmeo ii. 22). 

• It mak ... no dill'e ... nce whether * I. Ah ........ ,.."., ...;A,. can Ulr Ixi.t on 
earth <IT no» (692 B), the point ia that i(.l internal con.tltlltio .. i. formed ... 
.. to regulate men u they now ar •• 

• Aoeording to the view of the Dialogue taken It, tht. p.per : bllt ... Bury, 
I'M/d>008, p. 1<1<"li. 

• I . e. 'Socrato..' I, IQ .. t agalnlt Pleullre in the Gorpi ... tltat h i. opponent 
d~el ...... tI,e r~"ult of h i" ta,doing would be r~ "" • • , /Jhr ("'I" (4U A). 
In r.oo C 'q'!. he reu.pillllatH tlte al'lfUrn<!nt.., thl , ( I) 1'~ ~3V &Ol r a "l"'.o o~ 
.d,~~ I ...... ; (Z) rA ~w .1"''''<0. i ... CI r .w d.,..,.,u; (3) <1 ..... 6. con~i.t;o in 
the p,..,..nce ot <ipo"i, which in III e:o..el roIIl"'Ji'''I''n ... "'£11 ,...; 6p1Vrqr. itol 

1' iV'· 
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pleasure being the highest good or right object of universal 
pUl'Suit, it is, on the contrary, better to suffer the pain of 
injury than to inflict injury, and better to suffer the pain 
of just punishment than to escape unpunished and unre
formed. And a similar purely hostile tone to the claims 
of Pleasure is observable in the discussion in Republic ix 
(580 D ff.), which deserves close comparison with that in 
the Philebus, as emphasizing the Heeting, illusory, and 
impure character of most kinds of pleasure (esp. 583-4), 
and ascribing the best and truest kind to the philosophic 
life of contemplation (586 E).' I In all these earlier dis
cussions there is, then, but little mention of the Ideas
indeed, the only direct mention occurs in the passage last 
referred 00.1 Consequently Plato is not able to come -to 
any final decision on the subject of Pleasure, since such 
0. decision 'requires that it shall be reduced, as it were, 
to the same common denominator as Knowledge and the 
Good '.s 

This final decision is made in the Philebus. t The object of 
that Dialogue is to determine the relative places of Wisdom 

, It i. emph&tic.o.Uy .tated (Rq. 607 A) that ~ .col Av.., mu.t not be 
&lIowOO to rule in the City w-./ ...sJ'O~ Tf.a1 T'~ -<ii dol36{CIFTO. tI ..... /3.ATi"".~ 
A6yo~. 

• Indirectly ",er<> d06l _m to be & .... f8ren~ to knowledge of the Idu .•• 
For ThoIDpeoll (Introd. to (l~, pp. i:r ,:r) pro .. "" ' ",e _ub_tanU .. 1 identity 
of the notions of Justice Ot Virtue which a~ brielly lketched in the Gv>>>'~" 
.nd thoroughly worked out in the &p\<1>I..... But lin~ a._OO'~.~ (in lap.) 
con.lot.. in the dpp~l. (whether in macro- or mier~) c.o.u..,d by th .. 
lupremacy of A..,..(I'T<.ror, it folio ... that the (I'''~; , • ..., (01 th .. ~) , which 
conli.ta in d(l'p'" or .6(". must &100 depend ultim .. talyon th .. direction of 
Re&.ton_i. e. knowJedgeof the Ide.... Further, the .. me.utho.ity hold. thlt 
phpcr iu th .. Pll.ilobtl.. io only a mo .... ""tract term (n luiting the met&
phylica! charr.c1e r of th.t Dialogue) for " (,.,./,OI or ..d£ .. of the G~. 
So that h e re too may be tr...,..(!, in • rudim .. ntary form, th .. notion that th .. 
Good formed the ultima' .. otlnd.rd by whioh to Judg& Plalnre. · ., ... uIY, .c., p. :1lI:"'. 

• 64 A "'Iq.; ... g .... 6' b t~a"T"" ,01 ..... ,cO. 'I"_ ~pO. ~ ~5wIj. '"" ,a.. .w. 
",s • .,/UY a ...... , 13< •• ,,_I,.. piiJ..At)t' l.."....b r ....... ~ ... O~?~ d.t)t'.poVp,~, In 
6Z A it il oboervOO Ihat the lin .. l appeal mud b& ",~, .u.~.,.... We bd, by 
the ilIustr .. tlon of colour, thlt ~ao..ij il moa~ true and beautiful when paln_ 
1_ ond P"'" (58 B). Again (68 C) it i. proud that ~I,,'~ ""nDO~ b& the 
Good (e r. 6' D) : for, il it i . alway. a "'¥' ~'" not an Q;.,I<>, it mUlt ,,1 ... y. be 
I mean., not an end. 
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and Pleasure; and the only criterion by which the choice 
can be made is the Idea of Good, in its three aspects of 
dX~O(!a, p~TploT'tjr, and KaXXor. Tried by each of the three, 
Pleasure is found wanting: for (1) ~8ol'~ J.I~I' yap aJTal'TWI' dXa· 

(o"{CTTaTo" (whereas "oilr is I/ToI TaVro" Kal aX~Ofla ~ mi"TwI' 
0J.l0drraTO" TE Kal aX'tjOfUTaTo,,). (2) oipal .. . ~8ol'~r pt" Kal 

JT~pIxapf{ar o~8(" nu" d"TIlll' JTft/JvKor dPfTpWTfPO" fVp~iv 41' 
TII'a.,-"OU SE Kal IJTIUT~p'tjr ;'pJ.lETpwnpol' oVC Ill' rl' 1TOT~. 
(3) Whereas 'PPO".,I1"11' pE" Kal "oil" ... oti8flr JTw.n-on odO' (",..ap 

O(JT' d"ap aII1XPO" OdTf t18~" o(Jn fJTU,o.,rn" oti8apii oti8aprur 

KT).., yet ~8oval (Kal TailTa O'Xf8ol' al J.lfYICTTal) are frequently 
accompanied by TO y~Xorol' ~ TO JTal'TW" atO'XIUTOl'. Benoe 
our verdict is that though the Good must be awarded the 
first place, puptre y' ao voilr ~8tJI'~r OIKIIOTfPO" Kal 1TP0O" 
rpvlO'TfpoII 1Tfrpal'Tal vill' TO Toil I'IK,uvTor 181",. Pleasure, in 
fact, comes frffltrTtJI' Kanl; T~I' Kplt"I', and then it includes 
only those ~8o,·(\:r Ar (OEflEII aXVrrovt dpuTaflfllOl, KaOapar 

Irrol'opaua"Tfr T~r "'ux~r aVr~r, l'lrluT~J.lalr, Tib 8E aluO~CT(CTIV 
J'lr°flEllar. 

Thus the Idea of Good, so far from being utterly remote 
from human concerns, provides a certain and accurate 
solution _ its mathematical accuracy is indeed almost 
amusing-of the conflict which all must face. It is the 
'Choice of Bercules' over again; but instead of a pret.ty 
little apologue we have now an incontrovertible proof. Tho 
Platonic 'Good' does not seem to be 80 hopelessly o~ 
'lrpaKT6v after all. It leads Plato to take a much wider 
and more sympathetic view of life than was p08llible in 
his anti-hedonistic period. Hence in his old age we find 
him returning to a position which superficially seems 
identical with that of the Protagoraa (LawII734A). But, 
to quote from Mr. Benn's e888.y on 'The Idea of Nature 
in Plato ',I 'since writing the Prvtagoraa Plato has leamed, 
&.8 the Philebr.u and Timaeu8 show, to iuterpret Pleasure 
as an inde:l of a healthy and normal condition, 80 that to 
aooept it as a guide is now, in his opinion, more clearly 
equivalent to placing oneself under the guidance of nature j 

, A'''''. IO, G.,,:II. d. 1'1<01. j~. I '. 'o. 
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and this is why he now ventures to avow that" no one if he 
can help it will allow himself to be persuaded to do what 
is followed by more pain than pleasure" (663 B) j and to 
declare on another occasion. in language as strong as 
Bentham's, that" pleasures and pains and desires are by 
nature the most human thing of all, and on them every 
mortal necessarily hangs and depends" (732 E).' 

Plato's aesthetic doctrine, again, is especially interesting, 
for it shows very clearly how his whole outlook on life was 
dominated by ethical considerations; whilst the permanent 
value of his conceptions is proved by the art they have in
spired. There can be no doubt about Plato's real love for 
poetry,and for art generally : when he is forced to make hard 
regulations he feels that tpj')..((J. "(( 'T'{~ pf lea, a{~r El( '/TIJ.!83r 
fxovua 'lTfpl 'Ofl~poV a1l'"OK<»MfI AoiYflI',1 The idea of Beauty 
permeates all his philosophy. 'The loveliness of virtue 
as a harmony, the winning aspect of those" images" of 
the absolute and unseen, Temperance, Bravery, Justice, shed 
around us in the visible world for eyes that can see, the 
claim of the virtues as a visible representation by human 
persons and their acts of the eternal qualities of "the 
eternal", after all far outweigh, as he thinks, the claim of 
their mere utility.'~ His own inclinations, if, as a private 
individual, he could have given them free play, would 
certainly have been all in favour of art, and of th06e artists 
whom he considered divinely inspired. And yet, as a matter 
of fact, his hostility to art is notorious-so much so that 
it has often seemed to his admirers quite incompa.tible with 
his temperament. But the explanation lies in the fact that 
Plato was concerned above aU with character and conduct; 
anything, however desirable, which may harm that, must go ; 
06 yap up" y( T~r aA'I8(iar TIl''1T(Or a,,~p. 

It was then on ethical and religious grounds that Plato 
excluded poetry and the other arts from the Ideal St.ate. 
And it must be remembered that' he WIl.S thinking less of 

1 &po 1'>0(; B. Cf. W7 C. Cf. Adam 011 fiOl B. 
, Walt.or Pater, PIaIo all<i PIal.,.;, ,,, (p. 2ft»: tho whole of Ch_po I ia m""t 

ililmtlnating. 
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'" the inherent possibilities of Art, than of actual Greek Art 
and poetry': I Plato's quarrel was not 80 much the l'I"aAala 

'- dlarpopa with poetry as such, as a censure of the evil 
qualities which he found in Homer or Hesiocl,l The same 
considerations led to his judgments on painting, the plastic 
arts,3 drama,4 and music.6 So powerful is 'the ethical 
influence of aesthetic qualities' 6 that we can allow these 
arts into the City only in their best and simplest form; 
Illyar ya.p cl dywl', ~ q,tAf naVKtlll', IlEyar, oOX SlTor 80KEi, TO 
XP'1OTOl' ~ KaKOl' YEI'lIT9al, "OTf o~n TIJlii f.1f"ap9illTC1. oJn 
xp~llalTlI' odTf dpxii otWflll~ 008€ yE l'I"OI'1Tt1cjj a£IOII dJlfA~ITC1.1 
8IKC1.lIIoVlI'1f "Tf KC« T~r 4A>"'1r dpET~r.l If only Poetry can 
prove herself 00 JlOIIOII ~&ia, d.v..a Kal dJl/>f>"[JI'1 1f"por Tar 
l'I"O)UTf[ar Kal Till' PlOII Tall dll(}PWrrIIlOIl, we shall be only too 
glad to receive her-d"ITJlfllOI .ill KaTa8fxo[Jlf9a.8 Nothing 
could be plainer than that Plato's objections to Art were 
primarily ethical: Art, as then practised in Greeoo, was 
detrimental to the character j even at its bes~ 'Art, as 
such, as Plato knows, has no purpose but itself, its own 
perfection-Jp O~II Kal ~KaOTlJ nilll TEX"WI' lOTI TI ITvllq,ipOII 
d'>..>..o ~ STI 1ltiJ.IITTa n>..iall {rllal;' g F or purposes of moral 
training Art was eitber hannful, or, at least consciously, 
useless. (0£ Gorg. 501 D sq.) 

But, as usual, Plato would not be content until he had 
brought the Theory of Ideas to bear upon the subject under 
discussion. So far the arguments against Art have been 
of a more or less empirical nature; before they can be finally 
accepted they must be proved EK T~f dtll9tJ[ar Jlf968ov. 

I Adam on R.p. 698 A.. 
I e. g. their t.l ... oC the goda(RI1>. S77..-89). and of horoee (lb. Sill _it). cr. 

CoO? A. • l b. (01 B. 
• Both comedy (ib. G06 C) and tn.gedy (lb. 606 C) a .... pro.cribed. The 

inlluen«o of acting i. bad Cor the cbar.cler (ib. SOO). 
• Only the Dorian and Phrygian mod ....... allowed (ib. 889 fIq. ). 
• Tbe ph ...... il PaWt'.. cr. ClIp. lb. (01 B ..• t ... I'~ j. """,;a .... "". 

T/H1-6I"'''''' 41". 01 f1i"" ..... GxI •• ~ j • ..... i/ 8 ....... ', ........ 
, l b. 608 B. • lb. 607 C, D. 
• Poler, I.~. lie "'Y' that Plato' anticipateo tho modern notion ..... art 

for ~rt· ..... 1r.o"·. But Plato would neve r have plIshod the thDQ'y to tLe Wngtb. 
esrre88ed, u. g. in the P""CQI>O to llorian Grew. 
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Plato's own devotion to Poetry was such that he could not 
willingly exclude hilT in the way that his sense of duty 
bade him j and he therefore seems anxious to receive the 
support of the Ideal Philosophy. Hence it is not very 
wonderful that (as Adam says) 1 he 'bases his unfavourable 
verdict on what must be admitt.ed to be a narrow and 
scholastic int.erpretation of his own ontology', for he was glad 
enough to find any application of it which would strengthen 
his reason against the pleadings of a life-long affection. ~ 

The metaphysical grounds on which Plato objects to Art 
afe well known, a.nd nood not here be detailed. The artist 
makes but a second-hand imitation of the really-existing 
7rILpa8uypIL: frfTfp J.lt"'1jT~t ECTTI, Tp{Tor Tit afT3 /3arTl).;wt KILl 

T~r d>"1J6f{ar 1w/JIIKoor.3 Even the object that he copies has 
no existence, 90 that his art is only a P.{P.TjllU </1aVTal1p.aTo~.4 
So far from knowing 'lrauM p'~v TExva~, 1TavTa BE Ta. av8pti>. 

1Tfla Ta. 1Tp3r apfT~V /1:0.1 /l:a/l:{av /l:a1 Ta yf Offa, he knows 
nothing at all; for who would be content with making 
d&:o;\,a if he understood reality? 6 or if any of the poets had 
been useful to the State in legislation, strategy, invention, 
or any other human activity, would they have been treated 
so poorly? e No, Toil P.~V 6vTor OVBfV t'lratH, Toil BE </1awo

p'~VOIJ ; 7 in fact he will not even possess right opinion as to 
the value of his work-otl7-E Ipa fi'uETal O(JTE dpOa Bolauu 

d }J.1}J.TjT~~ m:p1 Zlv ill' p.1p.~Tal 'lrp3r /l:a;\';\'or 1} Trov7JP[av."' After 
so crushing a defeat poetry will no longer cause Plato any 
hesitation; except where its influence is directly beneficial 
-Ovov }J.ovov {,}J.vovr Ofoir /1:0:1 tYKw}J.la Tofr ayaOoir-itcannot 
be admitted into the City.9 And if we feel any symptoms 
of yielding to our former love, we must resort to this final 

, On &p. 598 A. 
• Thi. mu~t not be taken to mun that Pb,to wall illIinure in _king 

a met .. phy ... eal juolil\ution for what he had a1r""dy determined on other 
ground&. It ;8 .imply a que.tion of the order in which the argument • 
• haped themselv"" in hi. mind. 

• l b. 597 E. • lb. 5117 A. • lb. 599 A. • lb. 600 D. 
• lb. 601 B. • lb. 602 A. • lb . 607 A. 
Ad<UIioIoal NoIt._It m .. y """m . tra"i'" to ua that Plato pI ..... the ~J<'o~n.s. 

higher than the '~""'; but we must remelnoor \.11. poor edimation 
in which pa inten were "eld by the Urook&. Wo ~houlo.1 l.>o incliDod tu .... y 
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__ decision, ('Ir~80VTH f,p.t:v aVToir TOUTOV TIll' ).0,.01', &V).EYOPEV. 
" Ka~ TaUT!)V n)v lTfftl8~v, EV).al3ovpEVO. mi).", EP.'lrEI1Eiv fl~ T3v 

'-...:rra.8!K6v n I(al Tiiv TcdV 1J'o).;\.cdv Ep<»Ta. 1 

" And yet, in spit.e of all Plato's strictures, there is no doubt 
that the Ideal Theory haa been most fruitful in this very 
matter of Art. It not only provides an absolute standard 
of taste, but, as Adam points out, 'it is also a historical fact 
that Plato's vision of a transcendent standard of Beauty, 
"everywhere and always and in all relations beautiful," has 
fired the imagination of artists in more than one genera
tion, and was in particular the inspiring motive of the art 
of Michael Angelo, in whose lifetime the famous Academy 
at Florence made P latonism live again.' a Nothing could 
clear Plato more triumphantly from the charge of sterility: 
'out of the eater came forth meat, and out of the strong 
came forth sweetness.' 

that while the workman copi ... the ph~nomcnon, the arti.t d irectly imitates 
the Idea ; yet thi. thought d ..... Dot seem to hn .. ooourroo. to Pl.to. 
A J'U'lAge like R. p. (12 D can .urely .nggelt nothing of the IOrt. In "pIt, o f 
wh.t Adam say., the (nP",'1 who paint. a ..,,,.,u"1'PG, or", ..... :~ ~ .m.v..(f1'''' 
hB,...o., i. not credited with an y apprehension or the Idea] min. He 
b . Impl,. doing what 8ocrateo mentiona (Xen. lIem. Hi. 10. 2) i. 'lrol<).w 

,,""d..,.,.... ...... It 1";>JTO~ ., ........ 'ar .. O~T<'" ~d a':'I' .. T .. ..v.d n";T' .,..,i •• """. 
IIIdeed, the only .rtiat who ","u]d paint direct. from the Ideal world would be 
one who had boon .11 through the ph!loeoph,r" eduution; and h i. dutlel 
.1 <P~"'<Jf would h.rdl,. a llow him leilure ror an ,.thing 10 Iri"ial .... making 
.,~ 

, Rlp. 608 A. There i. I]aolh, Irgumentfrom Poychology, Ihat the lower and 
rebelliou. element orth. lIOul delight. ill ."."" .. ive omotioILI (~D--605 Bl, 
.nd that these .... r08tered by lrajJedy. The h ..... i""l charge of.n i. thlt it 
demo .. liue ",,170", ,."'~" •• Moroo"er, P[~to elM_here (M..." !HI C) repeat. 
Ihe Socratic opinion that poete wrote 00\ ao#" dAM #<1" 7,~1 KIlIIIr9.."" .. ( ....... 
(Apo/. 22 C). And yet lueh I .... """'gl"l-r, even though it cOme. "~if 1'0<", 
(11 ..... 1.<.). and ia a branch of the divinely,,,,,"t "a.i .. (r~aod ..... 245 A, 
2(8 E}-and, incidelltaHy, thollgh the in.pi ring god be Apollo, the patron of 
the City-,.el i. ranked only .t Iho third rCmOn from Roi.lit,.. Plato 
i, ""rtain]y ]oy.] to the Ideu I 

• Gi§ortJ L«n.ru, p. (28. He ... te .. (nol .. on &po 598 A) to 1. A. Symolldo'a 
R ..... .:-.... ;" Italy, vol, li, p. S2a: ' Michael Ange]o, .. ated betw"n F icillO 
.nd Poliziano, with the voice. of th' proph.t. "ibr.t ing in hi. memo.,., .nd 
with the muaic or Plato lIOunding in hi, ea..., reat. chin on hand .nd elbow 
on ""'"'" like hi. own Je ... mi~h. ]ost in contemplation, who.""r the .fter· 
fruit ~haH be the Siotine Chapel and the Medlcean tomb&.' K [ch..,l Ang,lo 
did, 100 to u.,., paint directly from the Ideal. 
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The subject of Rhctoric need not detain us long. It.<; 
nature is discussed at length in the Oorgias-the type 
of Rhetoric there considered being of course that pradised 
by ordinary orators and taught by Gorgias. In 453 d.. 

Gorgias admits that 1TfIOOVi 8T/fl,oIJPy6~ ECTTIV 1} P'lTOpjj(~ 
is a fair definition; but he is 1Ul&ble to answer satisfactorily 
the question, Persuasion as to what? Socrates, therefore, 
proceeds to class P'ITOPIK.q with In/to7foda as an art whose 
end is mere gratification: 1 both are branches of KO).alCda. 2 

Thus, 8.'1 it is ordinarily employed, Rhetoric is hurtful; 3 

its only real nse is to enable a man to expose his own in
justice. t This leads Socrates to the consideration of a higher 
sort of Rhetorio, which aims at the improvement of the 
audienoo.6 At this point there arises the need of soma 
standard (which such men as Miltiades, Themistocles, and 
Pericles did not possess) other than a man's own interest: 
o aya80i all~P Kal (11'1 TO {JfAT!ITTOl' AEy{tll', a al' AfYrl 4AAO Tt 

OVK ElKD IPEt, aAA' arro{J).fll'{tll' lI'POi TI; S Hence we reach 
the final definition of Rhetoric, which depends upon Dia
lectic or knowledge of the Ideas : it is to the Ideas of Justice 
and Temperance that the true orator will look, endeavouring 
to produce similar qualities in the minds of his hearers.
lI'p3i 'TaiiTa PM1rwII 0 M'Twp h~fil'Oi, d T{XI'IKOi 'TE Kal aya8oi, 
... 1rpOi 'TOVTO a~l Tal' I' OVI' fX<»II, 8rr<»i all aVrov Toii 1rO).{Tau 

8IKalDuVI'''1 Pfll JI' Taii tllxaii Y{YI'''1Tal, aBIKla 8~ a1raAAaTT'1-
Tal, Kal ~<»1>po~(il''1 Pfl' fYY{Yl''1Tal, aKOAa~{a 8~ all'aAAaTT'1Tal, 
Ka; J, &)'A'1 dPE'T~ fyylYl''1'Tal, KaKea Bf d1r{'(/.7 

Similarly it is argued in the Phaearua that the orator 
must have Knowledge, or else he will put good for evil, 
unwittingly (260 A-C). If P'1TOpIKq be 'TEX"7J t"xaywYla 
Tli Bill ).6Y<»I',B he must evidently know exactly whither 
he is leading the minds of his audience. Therefore the 
rhetorician must not only understand psychology: he must 
also learn the method of Dialectic, and moreover what 

I Guru. ~62 D. • l b. f SS A. • Cf. lb. ti02 E • 
• lb. ~SO B; And, in A """onda.ry w'y, to defend him""lf AgIIind an UnjU8t 

enemy • 
• 11.>. 603 A. • l b. 603 E. ' lb. W~ D. • 1'hat<f,.21}1 A. 



PLATO'S THEORY OF IDEAS 6S 

is acceptable to God-Ea" p~ Tlr T<ii" Tf rl1(01l170plVQW Tar 
rp617ur 8I1lpdJp~(T7jT(U, Kat KaT' f(8'1 n 8l(Upf/u8al Ta ~JlTa l(a1 
pill- 18E¥- 811vaTor D l(a8' il' lKaCTT'Ol' 1npl'Aap{JrII'ftl', od .".OT' 
lCTT'al TfXI'II(Or 'A6yml' .".lpl Ka8' SUOI' 811vaTOl' dv8~'lTre-l The 
road is long, but with such high ends in view we cannot 
wonder at that j while even the objects of vulgar Rhetoric 
can be best attained by this method.2 Thus the training 
of the true P'1TWP is the same in many ways aa that of the 
Dialectician.s 'Yet,' &9 Zeller says,· 'they do not abso
lutely coincide. The philosopher instructs his hearers by 
imparting truth, and guides them methodically to discover 
it j the rhetorician seeks only to persuade, and to work upon 
their wills and inclinations: and, &9 the majority of man
kind is incapable of scientific knowledge, he can rely only 
on probabilities, and must not hesitate to deceive those 
whom he wishes to convince.' 'Ve have seen how the 
4>6'Aa, of the Republic must employ this kind of Rhetoric : 
it is in fact the channel through which he teaches to the 
populace that 81J~II(~ Tf Kal 'lrO'AIT'I(~ dpu~ which is the 
highest they can attain. So that the Ideal Theory not 
only explains the art of true Rhetoric, hut shows when its 
practice is justifiable. 

This ' persuasion ' of the multitude on the part of the 
philosopher is illustratOO. by the use to which he puts the 
doctrine of immortality. 'In the true Platonic system 
of ethics immortality plays no part,' as Archer-Hind says.& 
But since the many cannot, as we have seen, ever rise to 
the conception which renders possible a true moral code, 
'the beat they can do is W accept one from the philosopher 

I P1o_ •. 278 E; cr. 277 B. • l b. 2" A • 
• It i, noticeable tbal knowled~ or the good, till) ju.t, .le. (?w &.m/ .... ~ • 

..o11t11A&. .. .I.,...,..... Ir""'~II'" IX" .... " 276 C) .. ill kocp a man [TOm the baTnm 
habit of writin~"cept uduU xa",r. The noblcat work, and that which 
best ,ult. th_ philoeopheT, ia tha impr01'cment of othe",,' mlnda b:r the art of 
Di.lectic, ro.\~~· 01,.,.. K...v.i"", "'~ r.pJ. "",01. 'Yi'Y~'~"" 61 .... ~" ~i &,cLI, •• 
",q ~I)(~, X"':'II""', U/J"",!WxW ~ ... o ........ , ....... ,;, ~. K<II ""<1'111"1" b,",nj.. 
11'" ....s,....., .t lmuToi'. 1'fi 1" .".,...~~..n, /J+U IK .... ~ .or<Il ouXl as..p.", W" Ix. nu 
""PjJ4, Ohr L\.""" Ir 1iM" .. ~,.~, opo.SJIof." ~w.' oi" <II<I",TOI' ... p4x". I",,"";, .<11 
ToW I )(0"'" .M",,,,, •• i'~ . ",oiir,. .. ,I. Z~o~ d.9pQ. ... koo',,1' •• """"n .. . 

• 1'1<110, p. ~a. • Introd. to 1'I<4t<1<>, p. "iv. 

i , 
• 

I 
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... But the philosopher must hold out some inducement for 
the people Lo receive his teaching; and this inducement 
may be derived from immortality. The philosopher will 
persuade the people to follow his precepts by showing that 
a life of intelligent virtue is the forerunner of free in
tellectual enjoyment in the invisible world, but a life of 
vice can only lead after death to helpless cravings for bodily 
pleasures which are out of reach. So by deducing im
mortality from the ideal theory, Plato mes that theory 
to provide a working code of morals for those who are 
incapable of rising to the only true and rational virtue.' 
To this may be added the threats of eternal punishment 
which PlaLo (borrowing perhaps from Pythagoreanism) 
holds over the incurable sinner; I to say nothing of the 
degrading transmigrations which a life of vice entails. 
All these' inducements' to virtue follow directly from the 
doctrine of immortality. 

But it cannot be too strongly insisted upon that such con
siderations are merely popular: with the philosopher they 
will have no weight. He will pursue virtne for its own 
sake. not for that of any external punishments or rewards, 
as do ol 8t' aKoAau[al' U(ua1>p0l'lupil'OI. Mindful of his high 
origin he will fear nothing but the effects of vice on his own 
nature-

I And think how evil becometh him to slide, 
Who seeketh Heaven and comes of heavenly breath; , 

his only dread is alienation from God here and hereafter.1 I t is 
true that Plato suggests that for the 6totfuA']r' all things work 
together for good 't even in this life; o~ yap 8~ orr6 y( 6(';;1' 
'lrOT( ap(AflTat Sr ,h 'lrpo8v/Jfiu6al E6iA!I 8[Ka10r yiYl'fu6al 
Kal EmT'I8fl~"W apfT~I' tir 00-01' 8vI'aTill' al'8pWrr~ dpoloiJu8al 
6(~3 Bnt it is not for such I'IK'IT']pla that he runs; for after 
all they are obt.ainable only in the visionary City of the 
Just. Yet if that City can never be established, the good 

I Ol1Tg.5Z5B-D, R,p. 61(1 A, Ph{Aldo lIS E • 
• It i. only tile philoo.opller who COn join th" oompany of the god. -.fur 

death: PAMdo 82 B, 108 c. cr. 107 C. 
, R,p.618A . The~l, he~ perhap"an eehoofSocrBtiethought : d. ApoI. 41 C. 
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mall will still seek to found it in h imselfl-taVTOV /(aTolld· 

(UII. His endeavour will be to grow like to God, and this 
he can IWcomplish only by the aid of philosophy. Constant 
intercourse with the unchanging nature of the Ideas - TfTa. 

'Ypflla lTTa /(ai KaTa TaUrQ: ad ~xoIITa-win assimilate him 
gradually to the divine: 8dtp 8~ l(Q.i KOUp{rp 0 'YE <pIArworfm 

OJ'I).WV /(&rpI6~ H Kal 8fio~ fl~ TO 8vvaTOII dv8pU)1TfP 'Y['YvfTal.~ 

Hence bis education will derive far more from the study of 
philosophy than from the scurrilous tales told by poets of the 
gods: indeed, these must not be permitted at all, d PfAAOVUIV 

YJllill 01 <puJo.aKEf 8fOUf{Jfi~ H Kal 8f«1I 'Yl'Yllfu8al, Ka8' $0"011 

dv8pt1J1Trp f1TI1fAfiU'ToII ol611 Tf.3 Finally, this opo[(U:TI~ Trfi 8fp is 
depicted as an escape (<pII'Y~) from the evils of this life; 
since aUK d1ToJo.iu8al Ta KaKll 8I1vaT611, the only help for the 
righteous man is to attempt fv8iv8f £Kfiuf <pfU-yfIV on TaXIO"Ta. 

And this' escape " this' becoming like to God " means the 
intelligent philosophic practice of virtue: dj'a[ll)ul~ 8~ 8rKalOll 

/(al 00-1011 pUll <PPOII~UEro~ 'YEII£0"841.4 Thus dpa{QXYlf Trfi 8fp 
/(anl TO 8ullaTov, which is 'the ethical end for man ',6 cannot 
be achieved except through Knowledge of the Ideas. 

This notion, Orphio or Pythagorean 6 in origin, of philo
sophy as a deliverance from the evils of this life and its 
bodily conditions, is elaborated in the PhaedQ. The body is 
there spoken of as a prison,1 from which escape is possible 
only when soul is freed from body. This separation, Jo.Uo-lf 

, Rtp. 692 B. 
, l b. 600 C, D. lie will nen Attempt 'to produoe t1,il result ill the ~ple, 

"" far u they A", eap.t.ble or approacbing T~ e,o .. U, Tf nl e.o,I~'A o. (6(11 B). 
And after.l1 mu All luch is ~p6.., ... ~6., oh 'n""" ( 1'i",. 90 A). 

I R.p. 889 C. The o .. e rwhelming import.nce of eduoAtiou is "hown b,. 
PIoIl'" 107 D DU,. "}'<if Wo 'x_a d, 'A,&o~ ~ t~x~ 'PX'''''' rA~. :rij .... ,&0;", 
T' .... , .. ,..ij •. .,.:r.\,. 

• n-t. 176 A &<I. 
• Adam, .u &po 618 A. It re(ldll, OS be .. ,.o, 'the old Pyth~got"Nn 

mA:dm. (."" I f", oiKo),o",""" ." "". cr. ["" .. 7HI C (.h·e.d,. quoted)oolnd 
Rtp. MO A. 

• See Appendi" C. 
• e.g. I'Iuutlll 62 B. tn 82 E OOcun the fon:ible phrue rmpaJ.a/Jow.g a~. 

:r~ • .,tuX~. " 'i"'\'",,""':a. d .. ~ ~,u&oa.","'I" b 79) ."pa., 6al rpoo,..",olv.1J,,4.'1., 
<Iwry .... 'o,,4"'. 31 "".fp 3,a .1nJU>~ a.a T~.O. n ...... i"o8ao Ta 6na, ><TA. cr. the 
Pythagorean notion or o"'l'a oijl'g, which is reretrtd to in Ph,dr. 250 r
G",",. (93 A, Cral. (00 C. 

E 
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Kal XGlptapilr tIlX~S thril tr0}JaTor, is in effect Death j I but 
usually the soul has grown so 'clotted by contagion' with 
the corporeal that she cannot escape even then.1 With the 
philosopher, however, it is different: his whole life has hoen 
a 'rehearsal of death', }JE'AlT1] SallaTOII j hence in his c.a.s& 

alone is the deliverance complete.3 

Now this }Jf'AET'I SaVaTOII consists in t he study of P hilo
sophy, and the life that such study demands. The captivity 
of the soul is due to three causes in particular : (1) mistaking 
sense impressions for truth: 80,a(0IlUall mVTa a'A1J9~ fTvat 

tl1UP dv Ital Til uW}Ja!po; • (2) indulging in bodily pJeasures
thus undoing the work of Philosophy ; 6 (3) considering that 
what awakens such pleasures must be most surely true
t rral/TQw }JlytUT6v Tt KaK<»V l(al fuxaT6v ~iTTt.6 The tirst and 
the last of these causes are in a sense intellectual-Philosophy 
is plainly the cure for them; whilst the second will be 
eradicated as the liOul grows in wisdom. For the soul of the 
philosopher understands the folly of binding herself in the 
fetters from which tPt'AolTorp{a has loosed her, by indulging 
again in bodily pleasures: on the contrary, ya.>..~V1JV T06Ta>v 

TrapaITKwa{oVrTa, 'rrO}JEV'I TOP 'AoytlTftop I(al &£1 ~v TOUTIf' o&a, 
Til ti'A'I9h Ital SflOV Kal &86,aITTOV 6EfI>ftEV1] Ital {nr' ~/(({vov 

TPftPO}JEvrJ, (l1v Tf oi'fTat OiJTQ) 8(111 ;r.o~ &.v {fj, Kal bru&lv 
Tf'AfVT~ITI1, fi~ TillTllYYfJlfS ltal Eis Til TOtoi/TOII tirptKfJ}JEV'l &1I'1]'A
Aax6at T<»V aIl9pmrr{IIQ)II l(al(Qlv. J 

Thus the doctrine of Immortality win encourage virtue 
even in the philosopher : Ka'A ilv yap Til d6'AolI ltal l} J'Arr1r 
ftfya.A'I.1 I ts influence will not be direct, as in the case of 

, PMffl. 67 D. The ... me dell.nition 0' 1Q ..... 0< 1$ gi .. "n in (hrg. 6:.H B. 
• P~atd. 81 C ~"')"7",,i"'lt' . , . (.ra .. oil ..... I"'T .. '~' lIOul become. gul'4'"?'" 

fin.lly . ..a ""'I"'T"'a.'. mAy bo taken lin .. lew of 80 B ; et. TIuQot. 16.'i E) ... 
equival.n~ to T4 ~.6JU.Q: hen~e sh .. un he freed only hy ph ilOliOphy, 
"hid, will rai .o her Aoo"e t.he phenon,er>$l world to that which i . ....... 
OI'I"'~' u~"3t< ,,0.1 .uBi., ""'I"~.~' . 0.1 .<A .... c+, olpo-r6. (PAatdo 81 Bl. 

• lb. 80 E tI ""," i'''. ' lb. 88 D, cf. 81 B. 
• l b. 8( A. For th". 8(lul becom"".o "~"Q""'Ui. that !lOOn .rter death $he 

rail. back into another body,.al •• TO';"_ 1i1''''p6< I, .... • ij ...... /If,,,,, 7f ....J 
•• 6<! ... ~ .... II' ..... ,&> ... """"",,,a •. 

• l b. 8S C. ' lb. 84 A. • lb. 114 C. 
A dlfiri<mal N olo. It i. perhap. hardly neceMllry to point out thAt 11'0 

doctri ne or I mmort.lity ~nd the Th~ory of Id Ol&'! ~ re insep.,rnbly connedoo. 
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the multitude, but it will be none the weaker for that. 
Immortality demands the preparation for death; and that 
PE'AET'I, while it enables the philosopher to face death cheer
f..llly and calmly,1 at the same time compels a life ofausterity 
and freedom from the tyranny of the body.l When that 
stage of purification has been reached by the soul, and not 
before, Philosophy will 

• Tell her of things that no gross ear can hear; 
Till oft converse with heavenly habitants 
Begin to cast a beam OD the outward shape, 
The unpolluted temple of the mind, 
And turns it by degrees to the 8Oul's essence, 
Till all be made immortal: 

The philosophy that inspired such a conception-and still 
more the passage that follows in Comus-can hardly be 
charged with uselessness for morality. ;/-

Thus the promise of early Platowsm is abundantly ful
filled. The Idea of Good provides the moral standard which 
Prots.goras had thought unnecessary and impossible. Those 
who have no such standard, p'I8~I' ll'apy~r El' TEi ,""vxn fxovTEr 
rrapa.8(!ypa PTJ8E 8VV4/HVOt IlwrrfP ypaljJijr (ir Ta a'AljlUC1TaTOV 
J.rro{3'A~rrOVT(r KJ.Kf/U( a(1 avaljJEpovTtr Tf Kal 8d'PEIIOI w~ 01611 
Tf aKpl/3ElT'TaTa,-they are indeed blind; nor can they 
possibly make enactments concerning beauty, goodness, and 
justice in this world unless they understand the eternal 
archetypes in heaven.3 They have' no single aim of duty 
which is the rule of all their actions, private as well as 

Without the belief in pN ... ~ i.tence ( .. hieh ia .ignified in the lOul'. being 
eternal) the notion or <IN,,"'I~" would be me8ningl __ .nd with it will 
f. 1I the P'lychologiul fonn,:I&tion of th" Ideal Theory. Ag.'n, th .. middle 
part of th .. PI" .. d~ (,.. interprnted In App. A) i . taken up with .h.,""n8 that 
Immortality i. a n"",""_,.,. corolla ry to the Theory of Id$ll'. 

, It I. of cO"l">j(! tho e.o:preM pnrpoee of the l'h<J«f~ to prnn th ~ t ... ;~ ...... 
• ! .. 6Ta>t oboiIp ?~ ",,", b .,.1u><J~'l !'G?p<ofa.. ?.n 810. 9ap".,~ 1''''''- 4.08 .... ,_ 
.... 1 .G.~ ... . 1 . ........ ~. (63 El. ct. Rtp. 486 B . 

• P lAto .peah in no mY8tieal oen ... about the hind ... n~ cauecd by the 
body and by ~""""pofi4 (R",. ( 07 C) .•. r,J< I"lp,jg", d~~'.4g."" 1<41 I .... oft<>m 
? .... 1 1'.~j?4' .,J< 14 .... ,;. X ........ ~, •• .,.. ... ;;. .,.,0'<1. al.1 /!,4?';g" • ...u /A11/0II' 
L.nnv.:. ..... otal 4!?'"'1'1.~ I. "'~O~~4' Irri..,.."em., !<TA. 

, R.". ($( C. 
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public ',I no pattern by which to mould themselves or their 
fellow citizens.' 

We have seen further that this transcendent Good is by no 
meaWl inapplicable to the concerns of daily life. 3 For' until 
a. man learns what it is that makes the different sorts of 
goodness intrinsically good, his possession of them is only 
the hold of opinion and not of knowledge. The knowledge 
of the Good will fill up to their full measure all the inchoate 
ideas of morality which we have thW! far come across. 
This is the highest object of knowledge (Ilfytrrrov /lr£8T//la), 
and in it all the utmost aspirations of the speculative spirit 
will find satisfaction ', ' And as Shorey observes, the Idea of 
Good is 'the fulfilment of the treatment of the dya86v in the 
minor ethical dialogues' ; 6 the reasoll that these dialogues 
are 'tentative or negative' being simply' the inability of 
Socrates and his interlocutors to show how the proposed 
definitiollB, if accepted provisionally, represent the Good ',S 

'There are many virtues,' he says, 'but there must be one 
fI80r or form which causes them to be virtues-8t' 8 flaw . .. apfTat. 

So far Shorey is right: the Idea of Good is primarily an 
ethical standard; as Opt1K6r of the Platonic philosopby it 
must necessarily have some bearing on conduct; it does 

1 &po tiJ!J D, 10we11'. trano. • lb. MOA . 
• That it is ... practicable a. tlle Ar istotelian ".&"1"'"'''' Is admitted even by 

Stew~rt (on EM. N. i. 7.6_8), ' I n this seetion Aristotle virtually maintains 
nil that Plato contended for in his doctrine of the Id .... of Good. As the 
Idee of Good i, the unity of good thingll and that bY l'<!UOn of whieh they 
are t<><><l; in other word., ... it i, th~t definite oystem Or order, by belonging 
to and tubeerviog which, particular things are nid to be good Bther Hum 
pl ...... nt or otherwi .. attn.eiive to mere ... naa,.o h'ppin_ It that orderly 
nnd beautiful life In relation to whieh, and only to which, mln', powers and 
opportuniliee have any .'gnitie,nee.' And if it be con\6nded that the Platonic 
Oood ...... open to the phHOIIOpher alone, it may be ...,plied that Arutotl .. •• 
fi nal ddnitlon of dP"'~ I nshted on Ita being ':'p<~~'~~ )'0,.,. .al ... a.. a oj>pol.,. 
,. .. 6"u .... (Eu.. N. H. 6. 1~). Ari.toUe, too, thought th.tvirtue ..... JIOMible 
for the multitude only through the ph il..-opher'a guidance (er. Archer. 
Hind'a P/tJUdo, p. 1~3). And yet th(l '-1,,".c<I. 81o., whi~h. Atbtotle pl.ce_ 
.. tile dlmax or felldty, h .. no dum to If!""'" the common ... eal. 

, Nettle.hip, LotI1<_ vol. H, p.216. • Sllo~y. I ••• , p. 289 . 
• lb. p. 22<1. ne proeood& to Hlu.trate the point frorn Mm." 1A<A.., 

Ch"""hl<>, ProIag<n<u (8~\I E), (Jorgi<>l (468 E), lUp~bli. (sas Po, 867 B\ &:C. 
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mean, as Shorey says, 'a. rational, consistent oonception of 
the greatest possible attainable human happiness. of the ulti· 
mat.e laws of God, nature, or man that s-anction conduct, 
and of tbe consistent application of these laws in legislation, 
Government, and education.' I But when he regards all the 
rest that Pla.to says of the l$la TOG aya60G as ' poetic vesture ' 
which must be 'stripped off' before its meaning ca.n be truly 
known, he is not only committing uninteiligent vandalism, 
hut obscuring the whole significance of Platonic thought. 1I 

For Plato's conccption of the universe was not anthropo-
centric; and the Good is infinitely more than a moral 
standard for man. It is the creative cause of the world, and 
lies beyond all existence, o~.( o~(1'{ar GVTO~ TOV aya6ov, d.>..>.' 
lTI ETri.(~IVcr. Tijr O~fTlar TrPffT{3f1lf .(al 8vvapf! inrfpf.XOVTO~.3 
The Good rose far above the purpose for which it was 
originally conceived j it is a 'measure', but for that very 
reason it must be perfect and entire, ar('>'h yap OV8fV 
o~8ivo~ piTPOII,4 and must indeed be identified ultimately 
with God Himself ~-since, in the last reso~.1 8~ 6E3s ~lllv 
1I'I£VTQ)II XP'IpaTQ)v pirpov all (('1.G 

Moreover, the Good is presented in the Republic as 'the 
true and ultimate object of all creation-the o{, ;v(.(a of the 
whole universe and every part thereof, and consequently 
the regulating law of everything which exists, so far as it 
ezists, both organic and inoTganic, and the Trpirrov rpt.>.ov for 
which the whole of Nature, with greatcr or less degree of 
consciousness. for ever yearns and strives '.1 Nothing, indeed, 
could be more characteristic of Plato, and of that 8EWP:cr. 
TravT3r pfll XPOIIOII 71'aCT'I~ 8f ouu/ar which he professed, than 
that what he developed first as an ethical standard should 
turn out eventually to be nothing less than the final cause 

1 I. c" P. 239. 
• et. Ad.m, n'p"Uic, ~ol. ii, p. 172. 5hoI'<'Y·. ;nte.p,..,i.ati"n giv~. ~" 

entiTely .... rong meoning to tho word. d. ... ni .. nd d'l""';r, which ;n G NleI<: ..... 
nCYeT conII ne<! to eth ical g<>Od. 

• Rtp. t>09 n. ' lb. Wt C. 
• Ample ruSOnl tor th;~ identific .. tion ..... gi~cn by Ad .. m, Gi,8'.rd 

L«twtt, 1'fI. U2 sq. • lA .... 716 e. 
'Ad.m, Rtp .. Uic. ~o1. ii, p. 1;2. 
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of the universe. We return in fact to where we started: 
the Phaedo shows that nothing hut a. teleological el:planatio~ 
could satisfy Plato-o Il 8~1I d'A>.o /J'ICO'/l"fill 7I"pOoo711:tIV dv6,PWme 
Kat rrfpl aVrovl("al1rfpl d''>''i\Q)II a>.>.' ~ TO d'PH1TOV /Cal TI\ PfA 
0"1"011 .1 And if when dealing with physical phenomena Pla\;f ' 'I 
took so wide a view, how much more essential would be "
deem it when the subject was the most important of all, 
Ka.\liiv n .,,(p' /Cat 8111:aCa:w /Cat dya(J(;jv ? 

Thus Knowledge of the Good means an understanding of 
the entire f( 6upor, and the working of all its parts. Until 
a man reach that standpoint from which be can perceive not 
only the fitness of each member for its own function hut 
also the general purpose that it serves, ha cannot be said, in 
the truest senso, to have attained virtue. Small wonder that 
the dialectic training lasted 80 long, since in this life, indeed, 
it could never be completed; but on that very impossibility 
the philosopher based his surest hope of another life, in 
which, no longer seeing' through a glass darkly', he might 
come to direct apprehension of the Good. So vast is his 
conception that Plato can find no words to express it: like 
God, the Good is past finding out, I(al ~vp6vTa fir 1faVTar 
d8v"aTo" >'€Yfl".2 Accordillglyhe falls back upon the imago 
of the Sun, Br (l(y0l'6r T€ TOU aya80il tpa{"~Tat I(al dpotinaTor 
fKf{"'f. 3 Yet the most glorious object in the visible univel'lle 
is an inadequate figure of the Good, and must not be mis
taken for 'the Maker and Father of all ' ; even the Sun is 
, hut a moment's mood of His soul ', and is 

'lost in the notes on the lips of His choir 
That chant the chant of the Whole '. 

, Ph,,«!. 97 D. 1 Tim. 28 C ; cr. &1'. toOO D sq. , Rep. I ... 



APPENDIX A. ON PHAEDO 9bE- 105E 

TBE difficulties of this passage aTe 80 notorious that it 
seems necessary to discuss the interpretation of it maintained 
in the present essay, viz. that we have bere a sketch of the 
development of Greek Philosophy as far &s the 'l'heory 
of Ideas; further, that Plato's intention is to show tllO 

inadequacy of all previous systems fot: snything connected 
with morality-and, in particular. for proving the immor
tality of the souL 

To begin with, there are at least three pOSllible interpreta
tions of the words Iyo, OVI' /TOI Bifllll .,np' !XliTcii .. Lse. fupl 
y(J';U((iI~ ..:«1 rp60pas T~V atrIa,,], fa .. (:JO(,)..D, Ta yf fp.a 
rra.8fj. 

(I) The view that the account given ia that of the 
actual philosophical development of Socratos is now usually 
regarded as untenable. Socratell may porhar have basil 
acquainted with the physical sp6Culatiollll 0 the Ionians 
and others-indeed, he could hardly have helpod knowing 
somethinf of their teaching; but, according to all the 
evidence we POSS6SS, he had a very low estimate both 

, Th , , ,, Idenee ot Xenophon 11 &a toll OWl :-
( .. ) H ..... l. 1. 11_15, '.0111 which We lea.n that (1) S""rates ""noidered 

ph),.leal lpecubtJonl &a ot ye.y """"nda.), importan~8 eom j>,t.rad with ?d • . 
''''" .... • 140 ..... and in r.ct detlpiM<l the t .... " . At ..... : d,u,I. nl ~ ..... 1 ". ' 1( . ... 0 • 
.. d .... 0;;,.0 ,...,pal.o."., Il ... a-iow. (H) He thought il imp"". i ~l. to .... cI •• "y 
eertAiD """,,Ito ill luc h m,tte ... C ... ..,.. 00 Ikwuw In •• ~pI.>. ", • • ~,.;.) ,-willl_ 
Ihe dloaa:reement between tbe n.iou.o phYlleal phllOlophe ... (~oO. ,1. a_f •• 
b~."") ~ .r ..... , .. 00. a·I. ... '!"'.,.d rAij.lo., .~A. ). ( iil ) Furthe r, ha n ked wh~t 
p.acti".1 beDe6t . ueh I"""ula&on ""uld brillS to Ihem",,1 v,," or 01 I.~ .... . Could 
they by their k"o .. led~ (I t the)' ue' ,ot it) hop" t.<> I l'ted tha willd. all d 
... &110".1 (iv) Con~uenlly, lSoe.lu", ",," l1ned hill I"qui.i ... t.<> I.uma" 
alloin ' .i!>? ... &1 ... pl.,.;.. d.41*'"'''''' d,l & • .1.1,. • .,.0. 

(~) J/ ..... iy. 7. (\. Socr.~ .. Indeed, oonoid . r..d .ucb .tudi ... Im pimu 
(al did Xen ophon him ... Jt, 1.<., I Up.): M' )( ,.,r, •• Ia. ' f ';, 6.. ,"' ;"0 .. l.¥ ,'IT ........ , .t I .. ,; ... "af'!1. I<t ... 0 ..... 18""AIif'o! .. OY •• IId w.,,,t on W IleCU .. AnuAjloru 
of i11u."ily. But far hb.ow" put "XP' 7 ... .... JJ_ ......... -.1 . ,;.,. ..... ~~ . .... ~." 
..,j ...... 6..f'" .. <>i, ............. 

).rIIWlle .1 ... &ay. empluotJeaJJy .x-,...,wr ~ .fpl ,ly .... (" .. ,01. ",..,.I"'?'.O· 
Jd_, •• pl!'"ri' ~A'1S ....... ~ 001 •• , ..... A. \Jfd . "'.6. '187 b I ). 

et 0.1"" PUW, .AP<>l. l'lB. ID .Il. we. W !hlct .... • d,.,¥~ O,"t b. "P',p.,d. ; , ..... ,'IT ... ~ ..... ~d"ri<..,j ..... , 8ocr&teo ,..,pli.,. thlt h~ lWd~nland. 0' .. 
,....,.. 0 ..... "'~po# of "uch matkn; ironically addioll that h~ i" tile t.".a 
d"'pu;nll .... eh knowledge, if. mau ~ .. it . 

It IlO<tId hardly be added t.hot the • S«¥1\.04 • or the CIoo<d" oJ uulI up iD hi. 
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of the accuracy and the value of such investigations, Indeed, 
he considered Nature a far less instructive object of studl 
than his fellow men: Ta: p.~V o~v Xfilp{a .:at Ta: 8iv8pa OUfV 

p.' ~6i>"ft 8,8riul(uv, Ot 8' iv Tp dO'Tft dv6pamol (Phaed,.. 
230 D). 

(2) 'rhe view that Plato is here 'recounting his 0~"1l 
experience ',1 thou~b held by many. authorities, i~ exceed
ingly doubtful. :For, as ZelIer 2 pomts out, 'the lllfluence 
on the earlier formation of Plato's mind which can alone be 
certainly attested lArist. Met. i. 6], viz. of the Heraclitean 
philosophy, is obviously not touched upon here.' It is true 
that the .,,-vp of Phaedo 9tl B is probably that of Heraclitus; 
but there is no mention of the fiux doctrine-which is the 
part of Heracliteanism which Aristotle considers so im
portant in the mental development of Plato. • Nor doos 
the passage in the Phaedo, on the wholel convey the im
pression of a. biographical account' (ZellerJ-

Further objections to this view will appear in what 
follows. 

(3) The remaining view, that the passage is (again 
to quote Zeller) 'rather an exposition of the universal 
necessity of progress from material to final causes, and 
thence to the Ideas', is in every way more satisfactory. 
Plato is in fact giving a sketch (somewhat similar to that 
of Arist. Met. i) of the development of philosophy up to his 
time." 'rhe tneories of Anaximander, Anaxlmene8, Em
pedocles, HeracIitus (as seen above), and probably of Alc
maeon, are passed in review,-and all rejected as failing 
to explain causation. Even Allaxagoras, whose doctrine 
of voii~ gave Socrates such wonderful hope, is found in 
practice to be equall)." disappointing: he, as much as any 
of his predecessors, falled to discover the final ~ause of the 
universe. Indeed, it is (says Plato) simply a misnomer to 
apply the name of 'cause ' to anything but Ta Pl}..TIO'TOl':
previous thinkers err in a}..}..OTp1f Ol/6paTI rrpoux"wjlfVOI' &It 
arrlov aVTa rrpOtrayopfuflV. . 

Thus' the Good' is the true alTla YfVfUffilf I(txl (jJ60pa.r, and 

h ... ket to in,'utipt\! I"~l ... ".., is too obviou8 a c .. ricalu .... to be to ken d all 
""doully. l~by PI .. lo pouibly be hitting b,.ck at Arillophaneo wh~" h 
.peak. In th~ a"",It/II. of the lawy~r, pun.led in tu rn by Ihe ph;I..ophor, u 
l~'rr'w ~. <1...1 Vf'I~';;; 1tp<I'<'o9 •• , /tBI 6~1o ..... 1'.~I"'po< ii~""f ~ ( 17[0 D) !] 

, Archer·Hind, ad loco 
I PlNO, p. 10, n. 18-
• h may be cont\!oded Ihat I'lalo'. habi~ i. rather 10 depict U,e m~nlal 

p~""s, of,. typical i"dividu.l. Still, i" the hillory of Ihe m icroco.nn we 
"'" at liberty to .&ad that of the rMe. 
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it. is this alTia which Greek thought has endeavoured vainly 
to reach. And yet until it be discovered we cannot prove 
indisputably the immortality of the soul (PhaMo 96 A). for 
so only can we answer the question, T[ TO all dEi ylllEUIII 8f ov/t 
lX:OII, /tal rlnl YlYll6J'u'Oll fEll dEi all 8E OtJ8ftrOTf ; (Tim. 27 E). 
Such a cause previous thinkers seem blindly to !Jave sought 
after; such a cause I Socrates would gladly have learnt, 
whether by his own investigations or another's (99C). Rut 
since he tailed to discover this final cause (ftrEt8~ 8E TaUr'1r 
JITHp~8'111) he was compelled to have recourse to the 8econd
best I nrea1l8 of invutigating thu catue. (It is important 
to notice that what he speaks of is the 8u;TfpoS' 7I").ovr (71"1 
'd,ll Tijr al-r[ar (~T7]UIII.) 

Up to this point Plato's account has been plain enough; 
but the mention of the 8dnEpor 1T).oiir has given rise to 
interminable disputes amongst commentators. The phrase 
obviously implies some "pWror 7I").oVt (71"1 T~" Tijr alr[aS' 
(~T'1U'". Now since the alrla required was TO dya8611, this 
trpOJror trAOVS' KTA. would evidently be that which would 
lead most directly up to the Good. This trptJTor 7I").ovr 
Socrates fancied he had discovered in AIlll.:mgoras· doctrine 
of "ovr, since such teaching, had it been consistently de
veloped, must have emplo.yed no other cause but the first in 
it.<! explanation of the uDlverse. But, when this last hOJ?e 
failed (for the !/JIJITIOA6YOI had certainly been of no avad), 
Socrates found that he must leave the direct investigation 
of the Good, and betake himself to the indirect-the 8EUTfP0S' 
'ltAOvr. 

Moreover, besidee its impracticability, Socrates feared the 
danger of such attempts at immediate intuition of the Good. 
Just as th03e who look at the sun itself are apt to have 
their eyes injured by its brilliance,3 so Socrates thinks he 
must guard against a similar' blinding of the whole soul' 
ifhe attempt the direct investigation of the tru~ ",iT[",. In 
previous speculations · the mind had been shielded from the 
glare by the medium of !/Ja,"tSJ'Eva-the soconuary phYllical 

, nju"",;;"~, g!.i~,. That the ml.,,, Soer.te. tought "'u thd ~ .. ~ Ar /ijAT,~ra 
'U (In otber word&, T~ ,.,..I6r) i. mRde abund.ntl,. plai .. b,. tb. whor" "r 
ChapL :d .. 1 a .. d JEI .. i!. H. wanted .om. u.leoLO@:ioal upla ... ti"" "r the 
UniT" ...... 

, There CAn or eoUrM be no other valid upl ... a tio .. or ",6" ... , .~oiio. 'fh" 
"'llument here i. like tbat orSimmiu i .. 81\ C, D. 

, cr. 1.<1: .... 8~7 D ,.~ .01 ..... 'f ' ........ 1 ... or ..... r. ~~''''' .InS" ........... , ~,; .... .. 
1'./ltfpIJ'" I",..s".~ ... "."1"0.,..,,, T.po ,..o ..... ~,., .... ". 'fh .. .. me Oil''''' ,. " ... d 
in X" ... J( .... , iv, 8. U ~ .. ,;." ~ •• pM ~ .1 ..... ~ ...... O~K .. ,.,. ... T"-' ,,,,,.:... .. . 
1.~Toloo ",.SM ~piir, d",,' ,,; •• <f ./oT ... d ..... ~ "1X"'" , .... , .... , T~. l'+- .... ,,.. •• "'. 
cr. 11.1'. 6lG E, 
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causes set up by the early' philosophers and even by Anaxa
goras; hut now that phllosophy was giving up this means 
of approacb it must find some other means to 8O:ft.en the 
dazzling nature of the Good. And this new method is 
precisely the 8uJTfpor 7r;\our, the indirect way which Socrates 
himself travelled in his {lhilosopby; and ID Plato's hands 
it will turn out to be nothmg else than the Dialectio Method, 
which leads the mind fromlhenomena. t;o the Ideas, and SOl 

by means of the Theory 0 I deas, ultimately to the GooCl 
itself. 

It will be seen that this account involves a somewhat 
unusual explanation of Chap. xlviii j but a passage of such 
notorious dlfficulty is surely 0,P6D to any DOW interpretation 
which may render it less unmtelligible. Besides, the ex
planation here adopted requires only the transposition of 
the opening sentences, reading the words /3Xi:rroJV 7rpor n1 
7rpayp.aTa Toil' 6p.p.a(TI ICat iICaUTT/ T;;''' aluO>ju!r.!" I7rlXf1pW" 
a7rTfuOat a~T;;'V I after ~7r!t8~ a1l'flp>j/C1) Ta 6"Ta UK01l';;'V. The 
passage will then run as follows: "E&Ef TO("VV P.Ot, ~ K 8r, 
P.tTQ, TavTa, E7rflB1j a7rUp4K'I Ta 6VTa UK01l';;'V {J'A.i7roJV~ 1I'por 
Ta 7rp4yp.aTa TOtl' 6p.p.aut ICal iICaUTT/ T;;'V alu04uEr.!v E1T1X(lpW" 
a'ITTfUOal a~T;;'v, 8ftv di).a{JT}Oi/vat p.~ 1I'aOolJH WfP 01 TOV 
~'A.tO" hAf{'lTovTa O(r.!p<Jv"Tfr ICa, UIC01TOVP.EVOI· 8,ai'()f(poVTal 
yap 1I'0V Ev/ot I'll 6p.p.aTa, Ea" p.~ EV ii8an Ii 1'1'" TOlounp 
uIC01l'Qi"nl:l T~" flIC6"a a~Toil. (TotoilT6v 1'1 Kat EYW BIf,,04(}T}''' 
Ka/ (&,ua p.~ 'lTa"Ta1Ta.Tt T~V o/lIX~" Tvi''A.r.!(}dT}".3] (80EE 84 
flOI xpij"al Ell' Toilr 'A.6yollr ICaTai'lIy6vTa fV E IC(/"Ol r UKtnrEI" roi" 
6"Tr.!" Ttj" aX40(la" ICT'A..-and may he literally translated: 

'It seemed then to me after this, when I had given up 
investigating reality by looking at phenomena with my 
eyes and attempting to grasp them with each of my senses, 
that I must take care not to suffer what they do who gaze 
at the sun in an oolipse. For some of them have been 
known to lose their eyesight, if they do not look at the 
sun's image in water or Bome other such substance. [Such 
a danger I perceived in my own case too, and I was afraid 
lest my whole soul might be blinded.] I t seemed to me 

, Th'lIe word. have been .uopectoo. by Dr. Jae):."on and Mr • .Archer·Hind; 
and certainly they cannot yield OilY lleti.fadory .... n ... in their nsual pooition. 
It Is, however, .urely better to tran.polle tban to omit, proTidoo. a plain 
m .... ll i .. g call be found (or the word. i .. their new pl..,e. For a .imila. 
t l'lln.potitio .. of doubtfu l words ef. Ph<udo 66 B-by Scblclermleher ( t'. 
Anber_Hilld, "" /(Ic.) • 

• t'or III even larger oonCQurse of partieiples cC. Gorg. 494 C .nl &wd".""" 
...... ,pow.-.. xaipo.,... . ~3<u".".". ,~ •. 

, Thi. ""nwllco (likowille $u~poleted) certainly look. like a gl08l ; but with 
Ib .. a \>ove ch¥uGo it i. at I"""t humlelll-whicb it "-U not before. 
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then that I must take refuge in hypotheses (or general 
conceptions, the Socratic definitions), and examine the truth 
of existence in them.' 
. Before going further it may be noticed that this explana.
tion not only provides a meaning for the words transposed, 
but also affords an interpretation of Chap. xlviii more in 
accordance both with the whole passago(Phaedo 95 E-lOl E) 
and with the parallel passages in Republic vi and vii. And 
it may be mentioned lD passing that one has no longer to 
explam TO: 6vTa by the lmpossible sense of 'phenomena' ,1 

nor '1(\ rrp&.yp.aTa by the equally impossible meaning of 
'ideas '.2 This latter difficulty, it is true, is superseded by 
Mr. Campbell's explanation, quoted in Appendix II of 
Archer-Rmd's Phaedo; but since that interpretation con
tains so many doubtful points it may not be amiss to 
criticize it bnefly. Mr. Campbell'a theory is based upon 
his f making the eclipse a material part of the similitude' ; 
he then goes on to draw the following parallels : 

(1) ~hlor = TO: 6vTa, i.e. ideas. 
(2) ijhlor ~Khf[1J"«JV = Ta 61'Ta, eclipsed in the form of Ylyl',s

pEva, or material nature. 
(3) Image of ijhlO~ ~Khf[1rQW in water = image of Ylyv6pEI'a 

in h6yol, i. e. Socratic uruversals. 
Now in the first place it is surely against all canons of 

criticism to interpret fully all details of such a simile: ol 
'101' ijhlOV fKhE(rrov-ra O€(»pOVVT€~ Kai uKorrovp.EI'OI are pre
sumablyastronomers investigating the nature of the sun in 
an eclipse. In an eclipse, because it is the only time when 
it is possible to see anything of the sun at all, a.nd consa-
quently the only time when astronomers would think. of 
looking at it. Besides, the fact that the sun is in eclipse 
would decrease its power of dazzling. So that to make the 
eclipse' a material part of the similitude' spoils the whole 
meaning of the passage. Plato intended the eclipse as an 
ornamental addition or a touch of homely colour, recalling 
the occasions when people would be seen staring at the sun: 
it is no part whatever of the meaning oftho allegory. 

Secondly, it may bo objected that Mr. CampbelJ,although 
not expressly omitting the 18ia Toii d.yaOov from the' Ideas' 
with which he identifies Ta &VTa, does not sufficiently 

, A~ laek$Oll does, J. 0/ Phil. l< . p. IS7 • 
• • "h'\ . <1 ."''''I'B'B (66 D ), which Areher. llind Qll0t(!lS to prove H •• t 

..... y"BTft _ Ide .... i. of Cou,"" 'Iuite dirr&,&nt. In lOa B _pOYI'B evidently 
IIICRU" " l'utieu[ar ph'·lio"'c'Hm. lk,.idc., I.ow could OliO lvo.k at hie.,. 
TO<, ""I'M' ~ 
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emphasize t he supremacy of the Good. l For it is plain 
that, whatever else 1j),IO~ may represent, it must bere etand 
for the atria which Socrates had attempted to discover; 
and it is no less plain that this a{Tia = TCfya86v. So that, 
even from the passage under discussion, it appears that the 
parallel intended is ~).Lor = Tdya8.s". And the truth of this 
explanation is rendered even more certain by the analogy 
of corresponding passages in the Republic.1 In 506 E P lato 

, Tbi •• uprcmaey " f the Good o~ec the other l d .... ;~ _0 in the following 
r-agM of the &pvbl;t;:_ 

Ca) r.o8 C, .. here we "bt.in the ratio '"1'1"'.: 1j~0I'_.';;' oral ~.J. ".,.,.;. 
po ... : '+, oral ri !.p8>/ .. ".., 

(~) No .. in 508 B we ...... d that a, ..... """, ~. or.. .<1"., "i.,,,. 3' ,;", ,,&.17. 
6poi1'<lJ h' ""'i' ... ~"If, l. ... d..,...fMo, though not ...tlllolly ..... , il the cau"" of it, 
and d.,..fJ>. mu~t be pereeived by .m. 

(c) From 508 E we"" tb.t it i . ~ Toii d")'Q6.v 1&.1 .... hieh n}-. d..\.~""", ... plX« 
..... T'1"'_npl"",. ( I. e. the object- o!tnow!edg<o, the Id"",) nl . "..,..,....;....., ..... 
..,p. &Wo ..... (i. e. po .. er kl e:zerd"" the (acui ty oftno .. ledge or .~ .... ) , ...... &00-,. 
ThuB (and cf. Mp. what followl) the Good I. didipguiehed {rorn the Idea., 
-.in"" it provide- thern with their ti~<7""'" Moreo1'8r, just u ..... . nd &h, ..... 
not, but.nI Iik< . tbe Sun; 0<> 0.1o.¥ •• " .nd '.'."''''1 .. ~ li te the Good 
(ti'l"""'3;i), but i,,(erior to it (til..l: IT, p .. ,6 • .,.. "'I''1.I,"..,p..o>; d""lalO>; tt •• ). 
And ... ""p. 50Il B, .. here the Good .uppliea Id ..... no, ollly with the gift of 
being tno"''', but K<J1 T~ .t .... T. -,..,p. """fa. h' h.i .... a~ ....... • _" .... ,.wlt 
o';"j". ~ ...... .. .,;; ti..,..,..~, ,u,,,' In i .. .., ..... -ri' """la • • ,. .. fJ<19 .." ~""';p" h.,.... 
Ix ....... 

(If) Th.t tbe ' .. y .. of the .oul· .. ould be bl!pded by the Bight of the Good 
i, aho ... " by &p. 515 E-

(.) A comparioon of n op. 51(1 B .nd517 B mate. ,tquite clear th.t_ 
(i) In the airnile. the ca~e-d .. eller will be .ble lut ot.ll to _ the omn 

itae lt: •• 10. ... , .. , . ... ~. ~Io.t ... """ lo ~!Io. .. , •••• tlIo. .. ,o .. {..-~ ... f · "b.6.. Moreoyer he 
will go on to ..... .on th.t the aun iI the cause (. pO.",,:n..d .a..n ....... , .. ) 0(.11 
d,N ......... 

(il ) I n the world of ."').d (b ,,, 1"'-.,,). it i.e the Good tb.t is!leen lut 
( ... 10. ... ,01" » .. oW d-,09oillUo.), and that .. ilh di!6eulty (..u p6..,..). And here 
too one rnult go OP to TeUon th.t it i, the Good which i, the ......... , ..... _ 
o~ •. ..u ~ al.;' •• nd ... hich " .. " ""'I'. di.pen_ tlIo.¥ ....... al ...,;;... 

(I) Rtp.!>Sa A. Socrates declines to npound the Good itaeit.'a he Wnh 
Glauco would no longer be .hle to follow h im (er. SvmP. 210 A ). For 
h e would no longer be looting .l.n irn~, but.t truth it",l!: 00./1' .1.,0 .... a.. 
i., 00 ~ • ..",I' •• i&. •• dU' "';-'0 ?~ tlIo.'191.. No ... thi . IW-te",e"t ""me • • fter the 
dMCription of tbe propaedentie "tudi,.. ( ...... " """'" .poo< .... ,J. iar,. " ......... oW 
.6"" •• b &, ""g.,.) ... h ieh I .... d up kI Di. l<>Cti .. But it I, not till .fter 
• prolonged COU!"1le of D;.leetic th.t one .... n g .... p the teal n.ture of the Good 
(6SZ A), thi. eours& en, bnoeing .n invel tigation ot each other Id ..... without 
.. n88 pe,..,.,ptlon_h· «{..-A & I ....... t ...... ,"". Hence en tb.t hu gone hefo .... 
!>Sa A., including flv oUter Id .... , rnlDt be tran_nded hy the Good (cf. 608 E, 
50Il B) • 

• It may perh~"" be qu .... tioned how tar it il jl1!lti6able to e:rplain the 
.Irnile of the PA<M;do by that of &,...Wi< vI. But it I, generally .dmitted th.t 
the only .... y ofe:rpl.iningthe ... _I .. ",ofth. l"'°w il by the help of RtI'. 506-
M8. 1I(0roovu, if, u _rnl highly probable, the PModo wu ... ritt~n .hortl,. 
.ner the RopuWic, it i. ioconceivable that Pl.to would ha,·e eha.nged the 
term. of 00 prominent • • imilitnde. 

[The r ........ n. for .uppooing that the PII<u<l4 !ollo ... ..d the Rt!n<Wi< ..... thus 



O:!'J J~HAEDO 95 E-105 E 77 

refUses to expound the nature of Ta),a6f", (atiTo JU" Tt frOT' 

~fTTj Ta),a6o" u.(TO~(" TO "VI' ([I'al); accordingly he takes as 
,sum ...... l....t. by lIr. R. K. O.ye (follo ... I~, In the wa.iD Dr. lackoon) ill lol. 
Wok 011 l'W4l., a....o.pt"'" 'If Jo .... orla/<I'. eh.p ... :-

(I ) The difr .. ..,u"" of tOil'" 'Iu the ~ Pb.to tat.,. up. far wo ... eo,,· 
fident .tlitode .. ah reprd to the pouibilill of the .tt.inment of kuo"'ledg~ 
than he d.,. III Pb.#c', .. bieb .... ,. perhap' abo .. that he i •• beginning to 
feel doubt. wh ich be find.. it dilllewt to let .t re..t ' . Tilio I, not oollclual .. ~, 
for oh.-ioud,. tbe .rgument Cllt. botb w.,. .. 

(2) Doetrin.al denlopmellt. ... &po 61] · 612 A, .. h~re the prine;pl~, 
of the method tor illvestig.ting illto th .. true lI.t ...... 0' tbe ool11.re gi ...... _ 
and Ihi. met..bod la e.-idellHy ClJ'Tled Ollt in 1'/1'" Tbl. ugum~1I1 .110 i. 
lIot ",,"ch .. i .. e. 

(S) A mll.h mo..., ~t "¥llme"t can be fou~d by ""mpo.ring the proof of 
the immonalit,. of th .. oou1 ill Rq. :r .. ith that of PilMdo. It _m. ""rt.lill 
that· to ... ,. one bning Ol~ PAot<d. before him t.heilim,ill'. and illou lli cleney 
of the argument for irn lDOrtalit,. in R'J'- :r could DOt f.ll to be ob .. iou.· [for 
the .... i. no ,"""'/lbat ~":. I, ..... 11,. tbe {~I'f'vr~ _ ..... ot the 1001111. 'In m,. 
n ew: oar. IIlr. a.ye. 'the proof ot th" Im.mort.alit,. of the wul , .. ~ i8 
inw.nded 10 """....t and ... peroede the proofl ill Ph<>Id"" and R",., .. hleb mwot 
b,. thio time hne t-o ~ed 10,. PI.to .. inad..q .... Ie.' Cf. E. S. TbO.lllJ*'II, 
IntJ-od. to M ..... , p. I, ... 

III addition to th-. 
(4 ) A. fow1h U"gU""'Dt IDol' perh~po be drawn from the f&et th.t th" id .... 

of ............. found in 11",. ,. do not OCCW" In PII_. Bo ... .,..u,.o Mr. A. E. 
Toylo. po;o .. out, 'su~" hlf·jocul.r in • ...., .... ' &nl ulo6d onl,. .... I~II (u in 
RqJ, ) 'uoDe of tbe iQlerlocutoro Ire pbi\....,phi~ oomp .... ion. of Soenteo. 
B ell ... the oomparati .. ~ .,·oidan"" of teehniea) ",rml of the .. bool, .nd tJ", 
"" of ,. populv " lll..-trationL Socrat6i .dopt •• diJl'e"""t 10118 _ bell he la 
talk ing ... ith philooopbera like SUnmi .. &Dd Ce'-' 

(~ ) Something may poHibly be deduoed from tbe poycholO¥ical theori .... of 
the 1 ... 0 diaJog...... That or the PIotJod •• altbo~h vl~iaWd b,. il.l e:rpllln.tion 
of the 'plrituaJ in t<:nru. of the mae.,rial ( ... g. tbe famou. e:uwple in 84 D ), 
at I .... t noid. the .to.pOQ ""ulled Ioy the theo.y of tbe R"1"'Wic. F or by an 
'pp!;""tioll of the Elcatic eJencbu. we mIght 1bu. criticize it : Tbe Ideal 
Stole la "1~i..m8tely oo",~d of indl~idual., .... d eve..,. i"dividual l. trlpa,tie.,. 
Bot tl,e ""latioll of tbe ~br"" el ..... ""t. io any Indi,·iduo.! i . (according to lru, 
RqJ. ) illa:rpli""ble unl ..... todittd ' .... cit 101"1:'" in tbe Sale (p41C .. Yf .d." I. 
,..,,"'" . , . .,..;p, '0;; "" (ov ... J!'.'{'1'a /y -rj y.w 1I,".,..,.~ .. lM, i ..... ~ ........ ", 
008 D). Th" • • ~ Ikpulolic m ... t ""co". t .... ted to expl.in ... cb illd ividu.l 
io the Republic, and 00 Oil to iIIli .. ity. Tt.e 'rgII.IIIeQt i. ind&ed aiJuilar to th" 
T,c..", rw6_o, of Ariototle: w~ an teduood to tbe Al.o.urditi .... of the illdellui", 
r"8'--. 

Plato ho .. " .. er .ppe ..... quite i .. ""nli.olently, to ... "me th.t the membero 
• of th" "":r"'''' cl ... <x",.I.t enb .... lyof the A...,." .. ....;.. .lement; the .,.~A ...... 
eot;.,..,l,. of or" ""_,60. ; the !.)",,,,I")'OO .lIti",ly of.J ... '6."'1'"'11..... "'" th.t .~ 
the time or writlog t l,e R<J"'Wi< h e doe. not ....,m to bue noticed tbi. 
diftlcult,., But It i, ouch 1111 ohioU5 flaw iQ hi, ""ych"logi.,.ltheo.y that h~ 
",oy .. e1)" prObably 1'lYe p" ..... ..,iv""" it ..oon dterw.rd", and ao have dropped 
tbi. e:lpl .... tioll in the ' '''_. and.ll .ut-quent d;.I"Il:u~1I. 

Thi l .' ... b.rdly be lel Jonb ... a very O(",cluoi'·e proof; .t the .... 'e time 
;t may be .. ked .... hether Plllo "ollld be likely to e:rpound the "..y~bol"ll:lca l 
doetri"e or the Rtpv.lII.it a/lOfT th.t of the Plwtd<J.. 

But wh.tever vie .. be .dopted .. tD the rel.t;v8 ~hro .. ologleal order of the 
R_lIIi< .nd Plaaodo, it _mB to be un ive ..... lly admitted th.t U,a,. m ... ! hue 
t-II .. rltte" ""me .. I,,,,,, 8bollt the .. wa time; and for the purpoMlJ of thl .. 
""per, 00 much i • • uffieient. For, ifth",. ,,8,.., oeparated by no long i ...... r~ . l, 
ch .. . imile of the .un "'uot h~ve had in ~Aeh the ... wc .lgni6e:toct·,lllmdlng 
ror tbe Id ... of Good.] 
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flK~V the Sun, &r l.ryov6r Tf Toil dyaOoii l/Ja{VfTal KalopoloTaror 
~/(dv~. Cf. 508 B, where we read again of the Sun as T~V 
'ToD ayaOoii l/(yol'ol', 8" 'Taya6Qv iyiv,,'1u{I' 411&>'OYol' iavrfJ. 

Thus we can establish the parallel; ~"IOt = niya86v, • But 
so dazzling is the brightness of the Good, that one cannot 
look at it without some medium. What then are the 
fil(o"ft in wbich, as it were, Socrates beheld the Sun; the 
medium through which he sought to attain understanding 
ofthe Good itself? 

The flK61'ft apfarently represent at first the Socratic 
>.6yOI, the genera defiDltions (1(<<06),,011) from which arose 
the hypostatic Ideas of Plato. The change from >..6yol to 
I deas is typified in the Plwedo by the alteration of phrase
ology: contrast 99 E with 100 B. The real medium. there
fore, through which Plato proposes to reach the Good is the 
Theory of Ideas. The ).6YOL (of 99 E) are not the Ideas 
themselves, but they develop into Ideas as the progress is 
further traced. 

It is quite tme that the first A6yor which Plato wOTl8fTal 
is in fact the Ideal Theory j but that is not the same 
as identifying MyoI with Ideas.1 What Socrates in effect 
says is thIs; , Since I was afraid to investigate the ultimate 
afTla directly, I had recourse to the second_best method of 
approaching this a'T(a, viz. that of general definitions or 
hypotheses. But I am very far from admitting [ov yap 
wavv rroyx(t)pW is an obvious litotes] that this method (Jv Toff 
Myolr UKO'lTflV Ta dVTa) is inferior to that of the physicists 
(iv tpyou) . I called it a 8HfTfpOr1T).our, it is true j 'I hut that 
IS only because what might a priori seem the 1Tpf»Tor 1T).our 
is both impracticable and dangerous..' (Cf. Simmias' re· 
mark, 85 D. 'Vhat Socrates takes is T(jV youv /If).TI(1TOV TeilV 
dv8fXMTIVWV ).6)'0;>1' Kal 8vuElE).EYKroTaTov- the 1TpWror being 
more than dv8pinrt .. or.) B e then goes on to describe what 
is practically the Dialectic Method of Rep. vi and vii (and 
of the Meno): v1T08fllf .. Of htit1TOTf ).6yo .. (= W08fUIV) 3 .. & .. 
Kp{VfJ) EPfX'lllf .. fuTaTo .. E1val, a. IlE .. IIv POt 80Kfi r ovTo;<! rTVll'Pfl.WEIV 
T[81/llt wr d).1/8ij d .. Ta , Kat 1TEpl air/at Kat wEpt reil .. ,r).).fJ)" 

, A.ry .. is D0,·er usOO iD th0 oen"" of Id"".. ,,/ rf<A";' .Y7O' or T/lta:t. 165 A i. 
another matt..... Prof, L. Camphcll, ad /<><., reren to ehia pa .... ge, aDd ... ya 
Av,.", _ a. ...... UH .. ;;, whioh ia (indirecUy) true . 

• Thi. a .... we rs the obj"" Uon tl'8t 1'1,,\.0 would not .""lIk 0( the Dialedie 
Method .. a &';"'POf :oAm;.. It i! really the I"'1IjHYT'''' 6a.:. of R'fJ. 6 11 B, which 
i~ & ve,'}, long and tediou s ... ".;0. oomJ'llTed with the I hoTt-cut of Anllugor .... -
if only that had lud a"ywhe ro! And \"" .hown &\:00",,) wo have not I,ere on 
account of tbe men,,,l dovdopment of " , ther 8oernt ..... or PlAto. Th;! exp!ai n. 
to<> the cur;ou! ph."", T'''' i.I.~.y Tp<;."" a~,", o!K~ ."~".,, 9, B. 
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a'll"&"'I'~", 4 8' <Iv /lq, ~f OV/( &>.'18;;. What that Dialectio 
Method means is perhaps most concisely stated in Rep. 
511 B abr,)r 11 A6yo~ (' the argument by itself') &'/TTf'T!U 'l'fj 
hl8Ia>"~YfuOal 8tWti/lH, 'TIh UrroO~uflr 1r0lov/lU'Or ov/( dpxtlr 
ilia ~ 6lfTl lnr06~Uflr, 0101' Im{Jdufl~ 'l'f /(al op/ltir,' jl'a /lIXP' 
'l'OV aVV7rIXUTOII Ji. e. the Idea. of Good] (11'1 'I'?I' TOV lral'Tllf 
apx?I' lOw, d'ira",fvor ao.,.ijr, 1rtiA,I' a~ EX6",fVOf 'TIl>l' f./(I{I''1f 
~XO"'~I'QW, otrr<»r ~1r1 'l'fAfIlT?V /(aTa{Ja{I'rI, aiu8'1T~ 1ral'TtilraUIl' 
oV8fl'llrpouX~"'fI'Of, aM' fi8full' aVToir 8,' aVTtiil' fIr aVrti (as 
Adam reads in his latest edition). /(a( 'l'fA(lIT~ flrfr8'1' 

I t will be seen that the discussion which follows in tho 
Phaedo is conducted entirely in a.ccordance with those 
directions (v. esp.107 where the first lnr08~Uflr, /(al fl mU'Tal 
v",ill flu"" 6",<»r Imu/(f1fTEa uarp((rrfpoII). Ceoos, however, is 
mado, with dramatic propriety, to complain that ho docs not 
understand Socrates' meaning. I But,' replios Socratos, 
, what I mean is nothing new, but what I never ceaso talk· 
ing about. To explain to you the 80rt of cau"o I am 
investigating I'll have to go back to our old well-worn 
friends the Ideas (Ta 1roAIIOpvA'I'I'a often so userl] and start 
from them. I assume the existence of an absolute Beauty 
and Good and Magnitude and so forth [the WOrdll aVT,) /(aO' 
aodJ must mean nothing less than full· blown hYpolltaLio 
l8lal: we have got beyond Socratic Myo'j; if you will 
grant me these, and allow their existence, hope to mako 
plain to you from these [~/( TOVr~", from the I doaI1'hoory] the 
ultimate cause of the univerB6, and to prove tho immor· 
tality of the soul' This postulate Cebes of COUrHa grants ut 
once; likewise the consequences [Ta uup{JatvolfTa in tl!J.l 
language of Didectic] which SocratOlf cleclucCll, that particuilJ.r 
things are a. g. beautiful OOcau80 thay IIho.ra in tho I doo. of 
Beauty. Socrates then genoralizclI to the 01f68~l1lr t1HiL Uirt 

cause (al.,.{a) of anything is the Idea; he is not intorClltod 
here in the relationship between Idea and particulaI1l-frTf 
lI'apouu{a, he says, d'l'~ /(o/J'Qw{a (rTf chru Kat ii1f<»f lrPOU'YfI'O
",E"'1' 06 yap t'l'l TOVrO 8UUXllp{(OW1.1, d,).,).' ii'TI T~ /(Q'.A~ mivTa 
Ta /(a>.d: /(a>..a- indeed he finally expresscs the connexion no 
more clearly than by a dative case. But this much at leMt 
he regards as al1tp«')'(f1Ta'l'o,,: that particulars are somehow 
catued by tire Ideas. 

This hYJ;lOthesis is indeed the first AOyOf which Socrates 
lnrO''';O(Tal III accordance with 100 A; I it scrves VI shield us 
from the glaro of the ultimate al'l'{a itself. And from tlJill 
inr60UTlf he goes on to deduce, as ona of lhe ul,I",~a{l'ov'I'a , the 

, cr. S~'~p. 211 C. • cr. Ad~n', II>"oWI<, , •• ,1. (i, ". 17~. 
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immortality of the soul. We have obtained at least a work
ing hypothesis to explain Tl)" alTla" 'Y(";(I'(Q)~ ~al 1/>8opii,r, 
and, as we read in 95 E, before that was reached it would 
be impossible to prove adequately ~~ &8al'aTol' ~ tvX~' 

We are not here concerned with Plato's proof of immor
tality; it need only be said that the one which follows 
is based llron (and mdeed inseparably connected with) the 
Theory 0 Ideas. It remains, however, to examine the 
difficult passage in 101 D- E. Plato has proceeded, after 
making his iirst &rr1!8m"!f. to quote various illustrations 
of its validity. He ends by insisting that he can admit no 
other cause but the immanence (or whatever it may be) 
of the Ideas: secondary causes Kal T,it;r tfJ...Aar T<b TOlauTas
KOJ"f(lar ~rf1]r a" Xa[puv, ""apflt a1rQ/Cpt"au8ix.1 'TOrS' u~alJ'Toil 
UOt»T~POW ITV 8f 8~8,,1}S' dv, 'TO 'AfY0P.€VOV, 'T~V UIUI'Toil UKlaV 
/Cal T~V a7T€lp{av, fX0P.€VOS' f /CdvolJ 'Toil durpa'Aour T~ r WO(}fUf(iJS', 
oVrror d7TO'/Cp{valo .Iv. [The sentence €18~ 'Tlr ... 8larJ>rovfihas 
been rejected by Prof. Jackson on very sufficient grounds.J 
Now what is meant by this' certainty of your hypothesis'? 
In the context I it can hardly refer to anythmg but the 
wO(}frTlS' which Plato has just made and employed in the 
cases that followoo, viz. that the q,lT{a of anything is 
the Idea~or, more generally, the assumption of the Ideal 
Theory. Whatever happens, he says, you must cling to the 
Theory of Ideas as the one sure foundation of all reasoning 
as to causation. 

Now the word &rr60EUIS', as is shown clearly by Mr. E. S. 
Thompson,' has two distinct senses: (1) an assumption
the meaninp which is nearest to its original sense (T~ &vn 
&rr0'8~UHS', OIO'V ETflfUUflS 1"€ Kat dppds). This seems to 00 the 
meaning of the word here: your assumption is the Theory 
of Ideas, and that you must cling to at all costs. 

(2) 'There is,' says Thompson, 'a special Platonic usage of 
the term, to indicate a provisional de£nition of a common 
term or concept. This usage goes back to Socrates .... Ct: 
Xen. Mem. iv. 6. 13 E7Tl 'T~V &rrO(}(UIV (Tfq,v~y€V &.v 1rdVTa 'TOV 
'Aoyov &8l 7TroS'.' 3 The word, however, may owe this sense 

• Ct. 100 D T ...... ..,.., JI<II &~.; d.0' t~ I< lOOT".,. ~ • •• ....1 .,.,,;,.O~ I)(QP'_ 1\"}'O"1"" 
o.: ... ,x.,.., .. "'0"'., lUX 40'.,,1< .. ,;"'" .•• 4IrOJ<pi.~d", OTf Tfl ... I<f'i.,d ... "d 
..... "4. Cf. 105 B "I..,.. ~ wo,. I.. Tb .pin"" t~,.,.... .b .... ,.O',., .... d.o ...... , 
,..,~, .... ". 

• On 11' .... 86 E, q. v. tor .. umpl .... 
• Probably th .. umpl .. h Cl quO'te. mm GI1r,. 454 C (r .... a~ T<I ~a ........... ni 

.,,p.- .... ,s,.a'. ~ ..... b 8,,"~, ... po'''') i. rather a cue O'l lhe firat uoage. 'Thftt 
yO'u may rather deYelop your "wn .. iew~ in y"ur " wn w~y in ~cordan«l with 
the p...,mi..e. R,.um .. d· (W. H. Thuml"on). 
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to an older than Socrates even. According to Prol: Dul'lwl., I 
"fhe technical terms used in Plato's])al'menidell soom to ho 
as old RB Zono himself. The inr69ff1lf is the provisional 
assumption of the truth of a certain statem~nt, and IJLkoll 
the form £I 1/"0>').« E<TTUI, or the like. 'fho word dooM not. 
mean the assumption of anything as El. foundat ion, hut tllO 
setting before oneself of a statoment AA a problom 1.0 1)(1 
solved (Ionic inro9f.1T9al, Attic 'IT;wMu8al): If' thill ha lrno, 
the technical use of the word is really Ionic, while the 
ordinary Attic sonse of 'assumption' is presorved wholl 
thero is no such special sense. 

Now it is most ~y to explain the profIClIt plLlW1J;O by 
supposing that Plato employll the word inr68f(T/t liMIt ill it.! 
ord1l1ary (Attic) sense, and then in i!Jl tQChnical (Ion i.) 
and Eleatic) sense (= dP:S:~ d"a11'68f11(:TO~). lIe) continue": 
t"1'(I8~ 8i E~d,,'1~ aUr~r 8tOl Uf 8186val ]"6yo,, [He. 01' yOllr 
original assumption], wO'avTw~ a" 8,8o{'1r, d/I.J.'1v cd, lm68fO'tl/ 
lmo8illf"or ~TIt Triiv d"4!8f" {Jf]"T[ITT'I ",atvoITo, ;"'r 1.11'[ Tt 
l~avo" a80lf. allll 8E ov~ av t/Wpolr [hotter than tp{,pOIlJ 1 
rMnrfP ol dVTI]"OYI~OI 11'fpl Tt Tijr apxijr 8,a]"fyowvor ~al T~" 
f.~ (~f{V'lr WPP'Ipf."",,,. ft11'fP (30{,>'OIO '11 Teiv 6VT"''' fUPI;V ~T>'. 
Tho two usages were not so rigidly di.Jd,inct that Plato oould 
not thus pass from one to the otli<lr. In allY caKe we have 
here undoubtedly the language of Dialoctic IIJI /let forth ill 
P"'p. vi and vii. The WOrdlll 6/I.J.'1v a~ lm68fU'V lm08/P.."fJf 
'171r .eiv tWU.8fV ri.e. more gHleral) {3t>'T[t:1Tj ;a[vol To 
endently refer w the proceliS of rising from OM ,y/yJthC'fl;iA 
to another, ~illg each carefullY1 and r<ljoctillg (avalp,'v) 
all that ar" f',und ullteJwlJle, untli at IWlt (.11103 r<lw:I~ th<l 
<lpxi) <l":VlT68ufJf or G<x>d. This ~mp!oet.:H OIW IUilf of till! 
lJialoctlC llHhod - tIJ(l rTII"ay~'1 ,A &;':raW8 an<J tit\! 
Ph(1edru~; the oth"r half, 814f~!7lr. oomilolJi iu .a 'l ...... ..clml w 
7f>'fvollL . Tb" W(l1:lll<ut "...e pa.!>1> from VtrfJ6.f.!7H' loO th,~ 
ayaBOr, our >.f.ryfJl ll'ill thkreLy recJ:i"e tu.: aU.(."4;t:.I.tiotl wL.klJ 
they bal"e hitherto Ia...:)u"j, and ",.JJ1 be oormaW from 
i .. n8ilrfl! mw J.pxai, ... h"noe we. VUi.y d.~wI w OOtl?Ju~i.om 
(nl.f'V':"<Llj as nl'treh Il:wre WrLaUl t-h.1tu the Td • .tV1<U of t1w 
go:.om.o;<t.er, as oertiiied J.pxai are lll(lr~~itt Umf.l. uucertif»j 
i "Jl"&<6m Ir: fJ a.::ksvn, JQ'Irrwl '-'..f /,I<;/00;'}9. I. <:) 
Th~ m""lli~g of ,hi! .1'1uu:dQ I',,~ag.e it! uVYo' l!hiiu. 'l'J .... l. 

e.umpks ... hieL Ia.'\'e J'Q£\, ~1.1 gt,,""'f.I-th¥.t t L.", ~·uw ot 
u.De !D'!P', being tallt-:r 1.1"11 uwtLot-r i¥ , la.", 'fIapw~:.a of 
~~, of ilie fat.'t t!uat tT·f) il> t .... ·oO J.UU~'l· J,.., due to 
",r.irx~nr 'T1jr Ovi&'r-&l1e wA t<W£o::.i.to1lJ.1J;r geu~nt1 W 

j L .. ,1t! c;.,-..I, ] 'ki.j"",," , . !l..o ~ , .d ., " _ .~l .... ~ . 

7 
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satisfy an opponent. You mus~ therefore,c1in~ingofcourse 
still to your first assumption that causation 18 due to the 
Ideas, proceed to lay down other and more general (ni 
dV&lOu') cases, until you reach one which will satisfy your 
opponent (ECU~ ~1r{ Tt {Kalli)" f},8o!r ). The TI 111:41'6" cannot be 
taken to mean the Good, the &PX~ &lfll1l"66rror I j the ex
pression is far too vague and unemphatic for anything so 
Important. Nor indeed would such a transcendent idea. be 
in pll\Ce. We do not here require the second (8ta{pnTls) 
process of Dialectic. What has been done is sufficient for 
tho argument in hand; Plato merely warns us that it is not 
sufficient to satisfy the demands of the dialectician; we ha.ve 
not yet completed the /U%KPOTEp4 d86r. Until the aPXt) 
&vV7To6tTOr (i. e. ray«I)6", the alT{a. Socrates was at first sook
ing) has been reached, it is impossible to work out its results 
('I"a I, f./Cf{v'Ir ~pp'lpEva), though an dVTIAoYl1t6r would try to 
mix up the two processes (the O"Vvaywy" and Stafp(rTlr) and to 
take as certain dpXaf what are in reality only unattested 
inroOirTHr. 

APPENDIX B. ON THE THEAETETUS 
1. Plato identifies the doctrine of Protagoras with (1) the 

Heraelitean flux-theory, (2) sensationalism (Theaetetus' de
finition of 11r!rTT"P'I as I'IJrT9'1rTls). But (a) he establishes the 
first identity by extremely weak reasoning j while it is 
certain that (b) theories (1) and (2) are contradictory. 

(a) Plato, iu order to prove his point, maintams that 
Protagoras taught esoterically (Dv[,a'l"O-~v a'IToppqTw lA(Yfv) 
to his l'a9'1'1"a[ two interpretations of his doctrine: ' 

(i) That All is Motion (oor TO 'lTav K{V'lrTtt ~v), Motion 
bemg the principle of Preservation, Rest that of Corruption.2 

(ii) That there is no Existence (OU8fV [rTTIV, aft Sf y{yVf
'l"at)-which development he uses in particular to link 
P rotagoras with Heraclitus. 

We cannot, however, suppose that Plato found any trace 
of such doctrinoo in the writings of Protagoras. And al
though Protagoras' theory is connected with that of Hero..
clitus by Sextus Empiricus,s yet, as Pro£ CampbeU points 

1 Cf. Ad:lm's Rtp"bli<, vo!. ii, p. 175. • !KlI~';" ... ia not the unhypothetioAl 
Idea, althoush it ma,. Tery well h:lppen in Any givon e ..... to be a h66",..., 
otOood.! 

• PlAto himoelr d81"elopl this ideA in PMdr. 2Ui C. 
, R. P. 228 .."n. oW ~ .u.~p (O ......... -,.I"".)..w GA.'I" ~.vvW .r."" ~TA.. It Is 

welt to remember Orote' . waming, tha t ~A.~ w"" not used in this phllMophica' 
senl('l until ~he timo of Plato snd ArI.toUe (1f;,fl)tyqfGAto!, TOI. 1'li, p. 60, n. I). 
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out,l 'there are three sources, independent of Prota~oras, 
from which the a.coount of Sextus may have been derlVed : 
the Cyrenaics, the Theaefefus, and Aristotle: 

So that on the whole we may judge that it was Plato's 
addition (not to say misrepresentation) to make the doctrine 
of Iv9~1ror flf:rpov 'the type of a contemporary theory, and 
interwoven with that of Heraclitus '.~ 

(b) Heraclitus would never have said that knowledge is 
sensation. On the contrary our senses are so deceitful tha.t 
they llresent to us an appearance of permanent Being in 
wha.t IS ever changing. KaKol faprllpu d,,9pW1ro!uIV dg,9a'Ap.ol 
Kal 0Ta (JaplUpollr "'lIxar EX6vTtlIV.3 'What our senses 
perceive,' says Zeller,4 ' is merely the fleeting phenomenon, 
not the essence j the eternally living fire is hidden from 
them by a hundred _ veils j they show us as something stiff 
and dead what is really the most movable and living of all 
things.' Knowledge IS not of the flux of phenomena, but 
of the Logos, the all-directing principle: ~v TO uog,6v, f.'TT[' 
ITTau9,u ),viJp.'1V f) oi'l T~ l(VfJfpv~ual (?) mivTa 81a mlVTtlIv.6 

And a little of such wisdom, unlike mere information 
(1r0'Allpa9['1 "cov ov alaalTKlI 6), is hard to win j hut like gold 
it is worth tbe labour of getting: XPIlUOV 01 &(rjP.tVOI yij" 
1ro'A'A~v dpti(l'(fOlllTt Kat EVp[UKOIIU'" 6'Alyov.1 

It is thus evident that Plato bad no right to identify 
Heraclitus' doctrine with sensationalism, Also anotber 
reason is S&Bn for dissocia.ting Protagoras from Heraclitus. 
Notbing could be more alien to the view of knowled~e just 
quoted than Iv8pW1Tor r.iTPOV and it.5 corollaries! mdeed, 
Heraclitus would doubt ess have included Protagoras along 
with Hesiod and Pythagoras, Xenophanes and Heca.taau9, 
as having missed wisdom in the quest of 1ro'Avpa 91'l.1 'The 
greatest clerks are not the wisest men.' S 

n. Secondly, it may be noted that Frotagoras probably did 
not intend bis doctrine to he 'pushed to its minutest results, 
according to the Megarian method,-not only" man" but 
"each mw", not only so, but" every creature", and even 

, In his T4«ltI<t~., p. 253. • lb., p. 2M. 
• There il no need to adopt Benaya' 1k,s6,.., \Wxoi. IX<>n.... U. objoou 

th.t Di.,tJapM could not have meant' rude' in the time of Hendit..... But 
or COlll'&e it bel .. iU u .... 1 meaning: 'Ey ... and ea .. a .. bad witJleucl to 
men jf they have "'UIB thBt underatand not their lellguago' (Burnet). Ct. 
Zell~r, PTo-&><. I. p. 9011. 

t I. <-, p. 88- • Fr. 65 (R. P. 40; . The r«Iding il doublful. 
• Fr. 16 (R. P. SI) . 
, .'r. 8 (R. P. U b). ThWl iu1erp...,to:d by z.,1l~,. (t <., p. 91 n. ' . 
• W. 11. TbompsolI (Archer Butler'. LtcluTt., I" 19911.) • 

,2 
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the same person at different times '.1 Still the deduction 
is a very natuml one: surely the V~ ~ /(u"o/(ir/l«"o~ is the 
measure of reality for himself- indeed Plato's gibe recalls 
the familiar story of !Ur. F. H. Bradley's dog. If Aristo
phanes' tt/"'Aa 2 were to measure its leaps It would un· 
doubtedly do so in terms of its OUII feet! So that Plato 
does not seem to be putting a very unfair interpret.ation on 
Protagortl.s' words. 

Ill. As for Plato's interpretation of the maxim, 'which 
gives a sharpness and precision to the term &,,8pwrror, as 
equivalent to (/Ca'J"Tor ~p;;)I/, which it probably had not when 
firnt used,' 3 the truth seems to be that the distinction 
between man qua human being (the fenus) and man qua 
individual belongs to a later stage 0 thought, and never 
occurred to ProtagoTas. But so far as he consciously in
tended either meaning, it is certain that he thought rather 
of the individual. For it is impossible to believe Gomperz'sl. 
view, that 'the reference is not to this or that specimen 
of the genus, not any individual Tom, Dick, or Harry, but 
universal man. The sentence has a generic and not an 
individual significance '. In spite of all his reasoning the 
traditional interpretation seems secure. As Dr. Adam says,~ 
'unless we follow the Platonic explanation of the text, 
we must suppose that throughout a large part of the 
Theaeietus P lato is fighting a shadow; and we must further 
believe that all the ancients from Plato and Aristotle down 
to Sextus Empiricus either misunderstood or deliberntely 
traduced the doctrino of Protagoras.' Thus Plato merely 
pushed to its logical conclusion the legitimate meaning 
of the tenet. 

IV. On the ethical side, as has been shown in the text, 
Plato treats Protagoras fairly enough. The following points 
may be added :-Although (in 157 D) Plato makes TheMltetus 
agree that aya83" /Cai /CaM" are things which have no real 
existence (pv Tt fTva l a"'Aa y(yv(<TiJal dff), yet this is in
tended only to refute a particular argument, and indeed 
to lead up to what he admits later on (177 D)-that in t.he 
case of such notions nobody (even including those who 
make justice mere matter of convention) would dare to press 
the relativity theory to its necessary issue: e. g. to affirm 
that what is benefiCial (or good) for a city is beneficial only 

I Campbell'. 71It4dm.., p. 256. 
I ao..d. 1" .I>-f)P<T· IfpT' X",p.~ ::I:~"'7f 

'I~A/o." • • ~too .. oLUO<TO TO .... o/.T~. dllo. •. 
• Ca"'pbeil, I... • 1 c., p. 453. • I.r., p. 274. 
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so long as it remains in force, and no longer. Finally 
(l S6A) KaAov aluxp6v, aya8ol' KaKOv are found to be osre
ciaily (il' Toi~ paA!llTa) classed amongst those qualities 
which are perceived directly by the mind (atiT~ 81' a6Tij~ 
~ o/uX.]' II'1"A.). The essence of these the mind' considers in 
relatIOn to that of each other, thinking over the past and 
present with a view to the future '.1 

From this last statement there arise two interesting proofs 
of the connoxion of Good with Knowledge. 

(I ) In 186 E we read that the objects of aiu8'1ulr have no 
share of reality or truth (00 pETff1TII' aA'19f(ar &o/au9al' 008€ 
yap OOI1(af). But f1Tlf1T.]P'1 is necessarily of dAlj8f,a and 
oou(a. Therefore f7l'lf1T.]P'1 is not afI191}utf. And the COD
elusion may be drawn that, since dya8o l' KaK6J' and such 
qualities are not the objects of afu81}utf, but are cognized 
immediately by the soul, they' partake of truth and reality' 
-in other words, are the objects of (1J"II1Tup.7}. 

(2) Perception of the Good means the foresight of conse
quences. Now since one test of knowledge is prediction, 
this regard 1rpor Ta pf.AAOJ'TIL in connexion with the Good 
implies a relationship between it and Knowledge. lilly 
notion of good which is not based upon Knowledge will 
give you no surety as to the futUre. 

Here the pragmatist would seem t-o score off Plato. ' The 
appeal to the fu ture,' says Dr. Schiller,~ 'leads to a trium_ 
phant vindication of the Humanist interpretation. For 
how does the future decide between two rival theories 
of tmth ? By the value of the consequences to which they 
severally lead. That is precisely the meaning of the prag
matic testing of truth by its cowequences.'-And, one must 
add, precisely the old petitio of pragmatism. For when to
morrow comes and we have to 'try it and test its worth " 
we shall be just as much in need of an absolute standard 
whereby to measure the ' consequences' of to-day's actions. 
The appeal to t he future in no way precludes the necessity 
of a standard. 

Besides from the P latonic standpoint the reasoning is 
fallacious, since it neslects the other feature of Knowledge 
which Plato always IDsists upon, viz. the ability to give an 
a.ccount of itselP Now Huma.nism would never be able, 

, Mnl 70,;n..,. I"" &>..:,' ,. 70,. ~;U,"n "pM 6AkO)An ......... "'9.., 7~ "';~i"". 
d ... kO'}"Co ... I"'1I.ln~ 7.1 ""1'<'..on"") 7d ".,..s ...... IfpO''''; ... IAAo"g . 

• /.0., p. 2~ . 
• e. g. &p. t>31 E d~k' 1j3~, .r ..... , ... ~ &rwITO; 7'." ,;: ..... " &~""i TI . .. 1 d""ulue." 

Mryor .r ••• """ ,,071 7' .:; • .,... ..... ~ . ... oI~.n'; cr. R,p. 510 C, PA"edo ;(; B, 
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in the Platonic sense, A6yov Oo[iva!. Consequently, though 
it might work for a. while, its op8al 86~al would soon ily 
away like the statues of Daedalus-and the pragmatist 
would be left. with nothing to go by but the passing whim 
of the moment. And of course the' appeal to the future' 
is dire<:ted by Plato against the sensationalist theory rather 
than the Protagorean j I and, as has boon shown, the two are 
not identical. So that Plato is not in reality attempting 
to destroy Pragmatism with pragmatic weapons. 

APPENDIX C. PYTHAGOREAN INFLUENCE 
ON EARLY PLATONISM 

Although it would be convenient for the purposes of the 
~resent contention to accept Prof. Burnet's views RI to 
1'ythagoreanism, yet it seems impossible to do so. The 
views alluded to are set forth in the new edition of his 
Early Greek Philosophy. pp. 89, 321, and 354-6. To his 
first statement there can be no great objection: the Phaedo 
may well have been 'written under the influence ofPytha. 
gorean ideas '. Nor is it impossible that' the Pythagoreans 
at Theoos used the word" philosopher" in the special sense 
of a man who is seeking to find a way of release from the 
burden of this life' (p. 321) j the most that can be said 
is that it is a. conjecture based upon no direct evidence.' 
If the statement be true it certainly does not prove that 
Plato could not use the word ifJlA.o(1orp(a to mean anything 
that was not Pythagorean. Socrates, we are told in the 
Phaedot' was bidden: f0tIfTIK~V rro{tl Kat lpya(ov. He obeyed 
the order by practiSIng 'philosophy'. c::.~ rJlIA.OfTot/J{ar !l"i.I' 
oW'l~ !l(yhrr'l~ pOVfTIK~~.~ Now if Plato intends the word 
to have its Pythagorean sense, he also means to put an 
entirely new significance upon it; thus showing that the 
'release', A.VfTU, or Kci6apfT1r, from evil can he effected only 
by knowledge of the Ideas. So far from proving that the 

1'4aedr. SS6 C, Nil. 286 A, 771<10#. I7IS C, S~p. 202 A, d P/lUi .... Tbe idea i. 
of ~oune Soo .. ti~, v. Xen. If ..... iv. 6. I ::I_pol.". ,..l, r.~ I'I~ .1&lrar rl 
t.cu~r .... r~ rw. ~_l...sl"" .,,,1 r"" clAA ... "" lC'l1""'f1Iz< U .... ,,"". 

, TM<wt. 118 A . 
• It i.e most &lSUred.ly not prov6d by tbe fact (i f it be a ta~t) ofPythagoru 

haring iDvented the word <j></wl .. ..,..,. ( Uerac. ap. Diog. Laert. i . 12) ; for the,... 
i.e notbing to abo,," that be pve it any more than the literal ""n .... 

, (a A. 
, The .... i. ~ ~inlilar eoupliDg of the 4><A~O""'i'O' and "."",.~. i u Phaedr. 

248 D. 
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Ideal Theory was PythAgOrean, tho Pllaedo indicates that 
it was a no"elty due to Plato. 

More seri01l8 objection m1l8t be found with the arguments 
on pp. 854-6. The reasoning of the passage inevitably rs
calls Prof. Sidgwick's I phraso about 'commentators like 
Stallbanm, who treat their author as if he was a shorthand 
reporter of actual dialogues'! Because Simmias or Cebes 
is made by Plato to ACCept willingly a particular view, does 
it follow that the Simmias or Cebes of actual life must 
necessarily have done so? No doubt Plato rE'garded 
dramatic probability: but the same ar~ment would lead 
118 to ascribe strange views to the historacal Socrates! The 
fact that the Ideal Theory is not introduced as a novelty is 
no proof that Plato was not its inventor. 'Plato is very 
careful to tell us that he was not present at the conversation 
recorded on the PJaaM,o ': quite true, for that was the actual 
fact. But to infer that the theory was therefore not Platonic 
is a. most extraordinary piece of r:asoning. Plato needed 
the Theory of Ideas for the purposes of the Dialop;tle (to 
prove immortality, &0.) j accordingly he introduC69 It into 
his fiction-although he does not alter the fact of his own 
absence. He does not trouble to prove the existeDce of the 
Idees 8 8pv>'oii~(v lid-for that was not his way: such 
:proof was not required by the plan of the Dialo~e.t It 
IS somewhat hard on Plato to rob him of his birthright 
becawe he does not choose to be inartistic. 

Prof. Burnet ia;yB stress on Aristotle's statement that 
there is 'only a verbal difference between Plato and the 
Pythagoreans '.3 But a fair reading of Aristotle-'s worde 
makes it manifest that he is referring, not to early Platonism 
at all, but to the later mathematical stage of the Ideal Theory : 
KdTa ~f.8fEt" yap t:l,,1U Tll IToMa Tiw tTV"flIIIV~Ill" Tofr f[80T!". 
T~" 8~ ~i8(EII' TO(J"O~CI ~6"o" ~(T;f1aJ.O · 01 ~E" yllpIIv8dy6pHoI 
~~~aH Ta 6I'TCI !/mai" (l"dl T~ dpI8~", U>.t!TIllV elf ~(8;£fI. 
There is no refereDce whatever to p, Pythagorean theory of 
things existing through imitation of the Ideas : it is 
imitation of numbeTI. Plato in his later days doubtless made 
much tho same statement., substituting ~/8(Elr for ~;~'1alr, 
but eml:!~ing the Pythagorean dpt8~ol. But Prof. Bumet 
would Iy contend that such was the nature of Plato's 
early Theory of Ideas. 

, In hil _,. On th. SOphl .... rJ_~. 0/ P"'!., .. 01. ", p . &9). 
• s-kI-, ........ n. b .... t-n .b"""" (in Appendit A) to IUp..,.., that th 

PIwwIIo i. 1&teT th .... lb. &,rwbIi<: &Dd aTe" in tb. &p. tb~1'6 il 1>0 Idn.1 
'proof' ortbe IdMl Tboo.,.. 
..... A.It 'JS.b' . 
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Again, on p. 356 we read: ' I t is certain that the use of the 
words tf8TJ and l8ial to express ultimate realities is pra
Platonic, and it seems most natural to regard it as of 
Pythagorean origin.' Probably most words in Plato's 
vocabulary had been used before by other philosophers j but 
that surely does not prove that Plato borrowed h18 termino
logy from previous thinkers. Still less does it prove that 
the meaning he put on the words was the same as theirs. 
It really seems extraordinary that Plato cannot be allowed 
the credit of choosing his own vocabulary. Thus e.g. Sir A. 
Grant suggests that £he name of f18o~ or l8t a was 'bOrrowed 
probably from Democritns, who spoke of the "forms " of 
things being emanations from things themselves, and consti
tuting our knowledge of the things '.1 Surely Democritus 
(at least on a priori grounds) would be the last person from 
whom Plato would borrow anything; besides, wha.t resem
blance is there between the Ideas and the atomistic emana
tions? It is easier to believe that the origin of the words 
wa.s Pythagorean; but easiest of all to SUPr?S6 that Plato 
used them himself, with his own meaning, Without conscious 
borrowing from anyone. 

Thus on every ground it seems impossible to accept Prof. 
Burnet's conclusion, that there is a point where' Pytha
goreanism becomes practically indistinguishable from the 
earliest form of Platonism '. The amount of Pythagorean 
intluence which may safely be inferred has been indicated 
~n th~ body of this essay: but beyond that one is not justified 
1D gomg. 

Similarly Plato may be supposed to have thought for him· 
self of t he tripartition of the soul. It is true that we have 
the doubtful evidence ofPlutarch I for attributing the same 
theory to Pythagoras; but even he does not say a word to 
suggest that Plato borrowed the notion. Moreover, ZoUer a 
refuses to allow the theory to the original Pythagoreans; 
nor does it accord well with what we know of their psycho-

, Edition of Erkiu. i. p. 2(1\. Diela(D.n. a""' .. p. 171) quoteofrom lrenaeus 
'quod lutem dicm,' lhael"(ltici} imagine. _ ha..e Ci .... vacuUm et atomO$] 
""rum qu ... $unt man ,festi .. ime n..mocriti et PI~tollls sententiam ediue runt. 
Democritu. enim primua ait mult» et vatl.,.b un;veraitate /igurM ".lP,""U". 
dMCendi_ in hunc rnundum·. Thi. evldene<>, however, ia late, and not 
..... lIy to the point • 

• £pi /. iv. 4 (Die!", ])or. G",,.,., p. 889) n""''I'~pa. n~a.TOh .,,,,d. "I ~ Ta. 
d.ooomi ... .\Ol""" a.".",~. +vx>j., . 3 "I~ -yd, Ix .... ",."....6., . a ~. 4.1.0')'0.' ""N 61 
III "'fIO'I'xl.1rOl 6..-,.SIr ..... ".,,' .~ ..,dp <iA."..... ~,g'po;;." •• r T. T~ 1hJ".~ •• <tI r~ 
h''''"qr'''';.. The double dichotomy i. cert.inly Platonic . 

• P, ... S<K. i. p. 479. 
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logy.! And eVel} if they hnd so divided the soul, the thonght 
is not so profound that Plato could llot lw.vc reached it 
independently. It is. howo\'cr, possi ble tlHl t P lato may 
haye followed tho guidance of Alcma eon in placing the 
highcst pnl"t of soul ('1'illl. 73 e, D TO (h(ov u 1f(ppa . . . f., 8' 
av TO Aomov /Cal O'''I1"OV ;- ~~ tVi'ij~ KTA .) in the head; and the 
information may have reacllo( h im through Philolalls . ~ So 
that this piece of physiol ogy see ms to vo the only part of t he 
P latonic theory of soul that can with auy certainty bo 
attributed to Pythagorean influence. 

, It i< not iceobto thot tho ["/"",Iv , w hich i; admiU <'dly th e mo.1 Pyll", .. 
J;;Q'""UH " f I he Dinlv;:: ud, ""Htoi H; "'> hin t of the I rlpart lIe ..... u1. 

• Cf. )';. ·lte r, I. c. cr. Ptut. I. <.r, n.9u,.tpa • • ~ 1"" ("".,~~v .r<pi ~~" Napt;a.,"T~ 
~. Io.<ry.~"> ~al • .,.pol • • • pi ~;,,, N'oj!«Ar,>. P h i tolau~, f F. J a (Di,']'" F""y",,,,le , ]>. ~~.I) . 
See 81.., Arche r· H lHd on Ph,,"/o VIi 1.1 (wl wre the rdl' rC"~"1: i . n tv_" 
prob, !.>l)" 10 At cmn~"'H ) ; nlld n. D. H id".; , ln lrvJ. IQ de A"i," ~, p. uiii. 
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