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the condition, w
hich the m

any, feeling about in the dark, are alw
ays m

is-
taking and m

isnam
ing. A

nd thus one m
an m

akes a vortex all round and
steadies the earth by the heaven; another gives the air as a support to the
earth, w

hich is a sort of broad trough. A
ny pow

er w
hich in disposing

them
 as they are disposes them

 for the best never enters into their m
inds,

nor do they im
agine that there is any superhum

an strength in that; they
rather expect to find another A

tlas of the w
orld w

ho is stronger and m
ore

everlasting and m
ore containing than the good is, and are clearly of opin-

ion that the obligatory and containing pow
er of the good is as nothing;

and yet this is the principle w
hich I w

ould fain learn if anyone w
ould

teach m
e.…

…11

A
nd yet w

hat is the feeling of lovers w
hen they recognize a lyre, or a

garm
ent, or anything else w

hich the beloved has been in the habit of us-
ing? D

o not they, from
 know

ing the lyre, form
 in the m

ind’s eye an im
-

age of the youth to w
hom

 the lyre belongs? A
nd this is recollection: and

in the sam
e w

ay anyone w
ho sees Sim

m
ias m

ay rem
em

ber Cebes; and
there are endless other things of the sam

e nature.
Yes, indeed, there are—

endless, replied Sim
m

ias.
A

nd this sort of thing, he said, is recollection, and is m
ost com

m
only a

process of recovering that w
hich has been forgotten through tim

e and
inattention.

Very true, he said.
W

ell; and m
ay you not also from

 seeing the picture of a horse or a lyre
rem

em
ber a m

an? and from
 the picture of Sim

m
ias, you m

ay be led to re-
m

em
ber Cebes?

True.
O

r you m
ay also be led to the recollection of Sim

m
ias him

self?
True, he said.
A

nd in all these cases, the recollection m
ay be derived from

 things ei-
ther like or unlike?

That is true.
A

nd w
hen the recollection is derived from

 like things, then there is
sure to be another question, w

hich is, w
hether the likeness of that w

hich
is recollected is in any w

ay defective or not.
Very true, he said.
A

nd shall w
e proceed a step further, and affirm

 that there is such a
thing as equality, not of w

ood w
ith w

ood, or of stone w
ith stone, but that,

over and above this, there is equality in the abstract? Shall w
e affirm

this?A
ffirm

, yes, and sw
ear to it, replied Sim

m
ias, w

ith all the confidence
in life.

A
nd do w

e know
 the nature of this abstract essence?

To be sure, he said.
A

nd w
hence did w

e obtain this know
ledge? D

id w
e not see equalities

of m
aterial things, such as pieces of w

ood and stones, and gather from
them

 the idea of an equality w
hich is different from

 them
?—

you w
ill ad-

m
it that? O

r look at the m
atter again in this w

ay: D
o not the sam

e pieces
of w

ood or stone appear at one tim
e equal, and at another tim

e unequal?
That is certain.
But are real equals ever unequal? or is the idea of equality ever in-
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she can only follow, she cannot lead them
?

Yes, he said, w
e acknow

ledged that, certainly.
A

nd yet do w
e not now

 discover the soul to be doing the exact oppo-
site—

leading the elem
ents of w

hich she is believed to be com
posed; al-

m
ost alw

ays opposing and coercing them
 in all sorts of w

ays throughout
life, som

etim
es m

ore violently w
ith the pains of m

edicine and gym
nastic;

then again m
ore gently; threatening and also reprim

anding the desires,
passions, fears, as if talking to a thing w

hich is not herself, as H
om

er in
the “O

dyssey” represents O
dysseus doing in the w

ords,
H

e beat his breast, and thus reproached his heart:
Endure, m

y heart; far w
orse hast thou endured!

D
o you think that H

om
er could have w

ritten this under the idea that the
soul is a harm

ony capable of being led by the affections of the body, and
not rather of a nature w

hich leads and m
asters them

; and herself a far di-
viner thing than any harm

ony?
Yes, Socrates, I quite agree to that.
Then, m

y friend, w
e can never be right in saying that the soul is a har-

m
ony, for that w

ould clearly contradict the divine H
om

er as w
ell as our-

selves.
True, he said.

97b-99c
…

 I heard som
eone w

ho had a book of A
naxagoras, as he said, out of

w
hich he read that m

ind w
as the disposer and cause of all, and I w

as
quite delighted at the notion of this, w

hich appeared adm
irable, and I said

to m
yself: If m

ind is the disposer, m
ind w

ill dispose all for the best, and
put each particular in the best place; and I argued that if anyone desired
to find out the cause of the generation or destruction or existence of any-
thing, he m

ust find out w
hat state of being or suffering or doing w

as best
for that thing, and therefore a m

an had only to consider the best for him
-

self and others, and then he w
ould also know

 the w
orse, for that the sam

e
science com

prised both. A
nd I rejoiced to think that I had found in

A
naxagoras a teacher of the causes of existence such as I desired, and I

im
agined that he w

ould tell m
e first w

hether the earth is flat or round;
and then he w

ould further explain the cause and the necessity of this, and
w

ould teach m
e the nature of the best and show

 that this w
as best; and if

he said that the earth w
as in the centre, he w

ould explain that this posi-
tion w

as the best, and I should be satisfied if this w
ere show

n to m
e, and

not w
ant any other sort of cause. A

nd I thought that I w
ould then go and

…9

true?Yes.
Then before w

e began to see or hear or perceive in any w
ay, w

e m
ust

have had a know
ledge of absolute equality, or w

e could not have referred
to that the equals w

hich are derived from
 the senses—

for to that they all
aspire, and of that they fall short?

That, Socrates, is certainly to be inferred from
 the previous statem

ents.
A

nd did w
e not see and hear and acquire our other senses as soon as

w
e w

ere born?
Certainly.
Then w

e m
ust have acquired the know

ledge of the ideal equal at som
e

tim
e previous to this?

Yes.
That is to say, before w

e w
ere born, I suppose?

True.
A

nd if w
e acquired this know

ledge before w
e w

ere born, and w
ere

born having it, then w
e also knew

 before w
e w

ere born and at the instant
of birth not only equal or the greater or the less, but all other ideas; for
w

e are not speaking only of equality absolute, but of beauty, goodness,
justice, holiness, and all w

hich w
e stam

p w
ith the nam

e of essence in the
dialectical process, w

hen w
e ask and answ

er questions. O
f all this w

e
m

ay certainly affirm
 that w

e acquired the know
ledge before birth?

That is true.
But if, after having acquired, w

e have not forgotten that w
hich w

e ac-
quired, then w

e m
ust alw

ays have been born w
ith know

ledge, and shall
alw

ays continue to know
 as long as life lasts—

for know
ing is the acquir-

ing and retaining know
ledge and not forgetting. Is not forgetting, Sim

-
m

ias, just the losing of know
ledge?

Q
uite true, Socrates.

But if the know
ledge w

hich w
e acquired before birth w

as lost by us at
birth, and afterw

ards by the use of the senses w
e recovered that w

hich w
e

previously knew, w
ill not that w

hich w
e call learning be a process of re-

covering our know
ledge, and m

ay not this be rightly term
ed recollection

by us?
Very true.
For this is clear, that w

hen w
e perceived som

ething, either by the help
of sight or hearing, or som

e other sense, there w
as no difficulty in receiv-

ing from
 this a conception of som

e other thing like or unlike w
hich had

been forgotten and w
hich w

as associated w
ith this; and therefore, as I

4



m
on

iz
ed

?
Tr

ue
.

A
nd

 th
at

 w
hi

ch
 is

 n
ot

 m
or

e 
or

 le
ss

 h
ar

m
on

iz
ed

 c
an

no
t h

av
e 

m
or

e 
or

le
ss

 o
f h

ar
m

on
y,

 b
ut

 o
nl

y 
an

 e
qu

al
 h

ar
m

on
y?

Ye
s, 

an
 e

qu
al

 h
ar

m
on

y.
Th

en
 o

ne
 so

ul
 n

ot
 b

ei
ng

 m
or

e 
or

 le
ss

 a
bs

ol
ut

el
y 

a 
so

ul
 th

an
 a

no
th

er
, i

s
no

t m
or

e 
or

 le
ss

 h
ar

m
on

iz
ed

?
Ex

ac
tly

.
A

nd
 th

er
ef

or
e 

ha
s n

ei
th

er
 m

or
e 

no
r l

es
s o

f h
ar

m
on

y 
or

 o
f d

isc
or

d?
Sh

e 
ha

s n
ot

.
A

nd
 h

av
in

g 
ne

ith
er

 m
or

e 
no

r l
es

s 
of

 h
ar

m
on

y 
or

 o
f d

isc
or

d,
 o

ne
 s

ou
l

ha
s n

o 
m

or
e 

vi
ce

 o
r v

irt
ue

 th
an

 a
no

th
er

, i
f v

ic
e 

be
 d

isc
or

d 
an

d 
vi

rtu
e 

ha
r-

m
on

y?
N

ot
 a

t a
ll 

m
or

e.
O

r 
sp

ea
ki

ng
 m

or
e 

co
rre

ct
ly

, S
im

m
ia

s,
 th

e 
so

ul
, i

f 
sh

e 
is

 a
 h

ar
m

on
y,

w
ill

 n
ev

er
 h

av
e 

an
y 

vi
ce

; 
be

ca
us

e 
a 

ha
rm

on
y,

 b
ei

ng
 a

bs
ol

ut
el

y 
a 

ha
r-

m
on

y,
 h

as
 n

o 
pa

rt 
in

 th
e 

in
ha

rm
on

ic
al

?
N

o.
A

nd
 th

er
ef

or
e 

a 
so

ul
 w

hi
ch

 is
 a

bs
ol

ut
el

y 
a 

so
ul

 h
as

 n
o 

vi
ce

?
H

ow
 c

an
 sh

e 
ha

ve
, c

on
sis

te
nt

ly
 w

ith
 th

e 
pr

ec
ed

in
g 

ar
gu

m
en

t?
Th

en
, a

cc
or

di
ng

 to
 th

is,
 if

 th
e 

so
ul

s 
of

 a
ll 

an
im

al
s 

ar
e 

eq
ua

lly
 a

nd
 a

b-
so

lu
te

ly
 so

ul
s, 

th
ey

 w
ill

 b
e 

eq
ua

lly
 g

oo
d?

I a
gr

ee
 w

ith
 y

ou
, S

oc
ra

te
s, 

he
 sa

id
.

A
nd

 c
an

 a
ll 

th
is

 b
e 

tru
e,

 th
in

k 
yo

u?
 h

e 
sa

id
; a

nd
 a

re
 a

ll 
th

es
e 

co
ns

e-
qu

en
ce

s 
ad

m
iss

ib
le

—
w

hi
ch

 n
ev

er
th

el
es

s 
se

em
 to

 f
ol

lo
w

 f
ro

m
 th

e 
as

-
su

m
pt

io
n 

th
at

 th
e 

so
ul

 is
 a

 h
ar

m
on

y?
Ce

rta
in

ly
 n

ot
, h

e 
sa

id
.

O
nc

e 
m

or
e,

 h
e 

sa
id

, 
w

ha
t 

ru
lin

g 
pr

in
ci

pl
e 

is
 th

er
e 

of
 h

um
an

 th
in

gs
ot

he
r t

ha
n 

th
e 

so
ul

, a
nd

 e
sp

ec
ia

lly
 th

e 
w

ise
 so

ul
? 

D
o 

yo
u 

kn
ow

 o
f a

ny
?

In
de

ed
, I

 d
o 

no
t.

A
nd

 is
 th

e 
so

ul
 in

 a
gr

ee
m

en
t w

ith
 th

e 
af

fe
ct

io
ns

 o
f t

he
 b

od
y?

 o
r i

s s
he

at
 v

ar
ia

nc
e 

w
ith

 th
em

? 
Fo

r 
ex

am
pl

e,
 w

he
n 

th
e 

bo
dy

 is
 h

ot
 a

nd
 th

irs
ty

,
do

es
 n

ot
 th

e 
so

ul
 in

cl
in

e 
us

 a
ga

in
st

 d
rin

ki
ng

? 
an

d 
w

he
n 

th
e 

bo
dy

 is
 h

un
-

gr
y,

 a
ga

in
st

 e
at

in
g?

 A
nd

 th
is

 is
 o

nl
y 

on
e 

in
sta

nc
e 

ou
t o

f t
en

 th
ou

sa
nd

 o
f

th
e 

op
po

sit
io

n 
of

 th
e 

so
ul

 to
 th

e 
th

in
gs

 o
f t

he
 b

od
y.

Ve
ry

 tr
ue

.
Bu

t w
e 

ha
ve

 a
lre

ad
y 

ac
kn

ow
le

dg
ed

 th
at

 th
e 

so
ul

, b
ei

ng
 a

 h
ar

m
on

y,
 c

an
ne

ve
r u

tte
r a

 n
ot

e 
at

 v
ar

ia
nc

e 
w

ith
 th

e 
te

ns
io

ns
 a

nd
 re

la
xa

tio
ns

 a
nd

 v
ib

ra
-

tio
ns

 a
nd

 o
th

er
 a

ffe
ct

io
ns

 o
f 

th
e 

str
in

gs
 o

ut
 o

f 
w

hi
ch

 s
he

 is
 c

om
po

se
d;

8

w
as

 s
ay

in
g,

 o
ne

 o
f 

tw
o 

al
te

rn
at

iv
es

 fo
llo

w
s:

 e
ith

er
 w

e 
ha

d 
th

is
 k

no
w

l-
ed

ge
 a

t b
irt

h,
 a

nd
 c

on
tin

ue
d 

to
 k

no
w

 th
ro

ug
h 

lif
e;

 o
r, 

af
te

r 
bi

rth
, t

ho
se

w
ho

 a
re

 sa
id

 to
 le

ar
n 

on
ly

 re
m

em
be

r, 
an

d 
le

ar
ni

ng
 is

 re
co

lle
ct

io
n 

on
ly

.

85
d-

86
d

…
 A

nd
 n

ow
, a

s y
ou

 b
id

 m
e,

 I 
w

ill
 v

en
tu

re
 to

 q
ue

sti
on

 y
ou

, a
s I

 sh
ou

ld
no

t 
lik

e 
to

 re
pr

oa
ch

 m
ys

el
f 

he
re

af
te

r 
w

ith
 n

ot
 h

av
in

g 
sa

id
 a

t 
th

e 
tim

e
w

ha
t I

 th
in

k.
 F

or
 w

he
n 

I c
on

sid
er

 th
e 

m
at

te
r e

ith
er

 a
lo

ne
 o

r w
ith

 C
eb

es
,

th
e 

ar
gu

m
en

t d
oe

s c
er

ta
in

ly
 a

pp
ea

r t
o 

m
e,

 S
oc

ra
te

s, 
to

 b
e 

no
t s

uf
fic

ie
nt

.
So

cr
at

es
 a

ns
w

er
ed

: I
 d

ar
e 

sa
y,

 m
y 

fri
en

d,
 th

at
 y

ou
 m

ay
 b

e 
rig

ht
, b

ut
 I

sh
ou

ld
 li

ke
 to

 k
no

w
 in

 w
ha

t r
es

pe
ct

 th
e 

ar
gu

m
en

t i
s n

ot
 su

ffi
ci

en
t.

In
 th

is 
re

sp
ec

t, 
re

pl
ie

d 
Si

m
m

ia
s: 

M
ig

ht
 n

ot
 a

 p
er

so
n 

us
e 

th
e 

sa
m

e 
ar

gu
-

m
en

t a
bo

ut
 h

ar
m

on
y 

an
d 

th
e 

ly
re

—
m

ig
ht

 h
e 

no
t s

ay
 th

at
 h

ar
m

on
y 

is
 a

th
in

g 
in

vi
sib

le
, i

nc
or

po
re

al
, f

ai
r, 

di
vi

ne
, a

bi
di

ng
 in

 th
e 

ly
re

 w
hi

ch
 is

 h
ar

-
m

on
iz

ed
, b

ut
 th

at
 th

e 
ly

re
 a

nd
 th

e 
str

in
gs

 a
re

 m
at

te
r a

nd
 m

at
er

ia
l, 

co
m

-
po

sit
e,

 e
ar

th
y,

 a
nd

 a
ki

n 
to

 m
or

ta
lit

y?
 A

nd
 w

he
n 

so
m

eo
ne

 b
re

ak
s t

he
 ly

re
,

or
 c

ut
s a

nd
 re

nd
s t

he
 st

rin
gs

, t
he

n 
he

 w
ho

 ta
ke

s t
hi

s v
ie

w
 w

ou
ld

 a
rg

ue
 a

s
yo

u 
do

, a
nd

 o
n 

th
e 

sa
m

e 
an

al
og

y,
 th

at
 th

e 
ha

rm
on

y 
su

rv
iv

es
 a

nd
 h

as
 n

ot
pe

ris
he

d;
 fo

r y
ou

 c
an

no
t i

m
ag

in
e,

 a
s 

w
e 

w
ou

ld
 sa

y,
 th

at
 th

e 
ly

re
 w

ith
ou

t
th

e 
str

in
gs

, a
nd

 th
e 

br
ok

en
 s

tri
ng

s 
th

em
se

lv
es

, r
em

ai
n,

 a
nd

 y
et

 th
at

 th
e

ha
rm

on
y,

 w
hi

ch
 is

 o
f h

ea
ve

nl
y 

an
d 

im
m

or
ta

l n
at

ur
e 

an
d 

ki
nd

re
d,

 h
as

 p
er

-
ish

ed
—

an
d 

pe
ris

he
d 

to
o 

be
fo

re
 th

e 
m

or
ta

l. 
Th

e 
ha

rm
on

y,
 h

e 
w

ou
ld

 s
ay

,
ce

rta
in

ly
 e

xi
sts

 s
om

ew
he

re
, a

nd
 th

e 
w

oo
d 

an
d 

str
in

gs
 w

ill
 d

ec
ay

 b
ef

or
e

th
at

 d
ec

ay
s. 

Fo
r I

 su
sp

ec
t, 

So
cr

at
es

, t
ha

t t
he

 n
ot

io
n 

of
 th

e 
so

ul
 w

hi
ch

 w
e

ar
e 

al
l o

f u
s 

in
cl

in
ed

 to
 e

nt
er

ta
in

, w
ou

ld
 a

lso
 b

e 
yo

ur
s, 

an
d 

th
at

 y
ou

 to
o

w
ou

ld
 c

on
ce

iv
e 

th
e 

bo
dy

 to
 b

e 
str

un
g 

up
, a

nd
 h

el
d 

to
ge

th
er

, b
y 

th
e 

el
e-

m
en

ts
 o

f h
ot

 a
nd

 c
ol

d,
 w

et
 a

nd
 d

ry
, a

nd
 th

e 
lik

e,
 a

nd
 th

at
 th

e 
so

ul
 is

 th
e

ha
rm

on
y 

or
 d

ue
 p

ro
po

rti
on

at
e 

ad
m

ix
tu

re
 o

f t
he

m
. A

nd
, i

f t
hi

s i
s t

ru
e,

 th
e

in
fe

re
nc

e 
cl

ea
rly

 is
 th

at
 w

he
n 

th
e 

str
in

gs
 o

f t
he

 b
od

y 
ar

e 
un

du
ly

 lo
os

en
ed

or
 o

ve
rs

tra
in

ed
 th

ro
ug

h 
di

so
rd

er
 o

r 
ot

he
r 

in
ju

ry
, t

he
n 

th
e 

so
ul

, t
ho

ug
h

m
os

t 
di

vi
ne

, l
ik

e 
ot

he
r 

ha
rm

on
ie

s 
of

 m
us

ic
 o

r 
of

 th
e 

w
or

ks
 o

f 
ar

t, 
of

co
ur

se
 p

er
ish

es
 a

t o
nc

e,
 a

lth
ou

gh
 th

e 
m

at
er

ia
l r

em
ai

ns
 o

f 
th

e 
bo

dy
 m

ay
la

st 
fo

r a
 c

on
sid

er
ab

le
 ti

m
e,

 u
nt

il 
th

ey
 a

re
 e

ith
er

 d
ec

ay
ed

 o
r b

ur
nt

. N
ow

 if
an

yo
ne

 m
ai

nt
ai

ne
d 

th
at

 th
e 

so
ul

, b
ei

ng
 th

e 
ha

rm
on

y 
of

 th
e 

el
em

en
ts

 o
f

th
e 

bo
dy

, fi
rs

t p
er

ish
es

 in
 th

at
 w

hi
ch

 is
 c

al
le

d 
de

at
h,

 h
ow

 sh
al

l w
e 

an
sw

er
hi

m
?

91
e-

95
a

…
 W

ha
t d

id
 y

ou
 th

in
k,

 h
e 

sa
id

, o
f t

ha
t p

ar
t o

f t
he

 a
rg

um
en

t i
n 

w
hi

ch

… … 5



Let m
e put the m

atter, Sim
m

ias, he said, in another point of view
: D

o
you im

agine that a harm
ony or any other com

position can be in a state
other than that of the elem

ents out of w
hich it is com

pounded?
Certainly not.
O

r do or suffer anything other than they do or suffer?
H

e agreed.
Then a harm

ony does not lead the parts or elem
ents w

hich m
ake up the

harm
ony, but only follow

s them
.

H
e assented.

For harm
ony cannot possibly have any m

otion, or sound, or other
quality w

hich is opposed to the parts.
That w

ould be im
possible, he replied.

A
nd does not every harm

ony depend upon the m
anner in w

hich the el-
em

ents are harm
onized?

I do not understand you, he said.
I m

ean to say that a harm
ony adm

its of degrees, and is m
ore of a har-

m
ony, and m

ore com
pletely a harm

ony, w
hen m

ore com
pletely harm

o-
nized, if that be possible; and less of a harm

ony, and less com
pletely a

harm
ony, w

hen less harm
onized.

True.
But does the soul adm

it of degrees? or is one soul in the very least de-
gree m

ore or less, or m
ore or less com

pletely, a soul than another?
N

ot in the least.
Yet surely one soul is said to have intelligence and virtue, and to be

good, and another soul is said to have folly and vice, and to be an evil
soul: and this is said truly?

Yes, truly.
But w

hat w
ill those w

ho m
aintain the soul to be a harm

ony say of this
presence of virtue and vice in the soul?—

W
ill they say that there is an-

other harm
ony, and another discord, and that the virtuous soul is harm

o-
nized, and herself being a harm

ony has another harm
ony w

ithin her, and
that the vicious soul is inharm

onical and has no harm
ony w

ithin her?
I cannot say, replied Sim

m
ias; but I suppose that som

ething of that
kind w

ould be asserted by those w
ho take this view.

A
nd the adm

ission is already m
ade that no soul is m

ore a soul than an-
other; and this is equivalent to adm

itting that harm
ony is not m

ore or less
harm

ony, or m
ore or less com

pletely a harm
ony?

Q
uite true.

A
nd that w

hich is not m
ore or less a harm

ony is not m
ore or less har-
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w
e said that know

ledge w
as recollection only, and inferred from

 this that
the soul m

ust have previously existed som
ew

here else before she w
as en-

closed in the body? Cebes said that he had been w
onderfully im

pressed
by that part of the argum

ent, and that his conviction rem
ained unshaken.

Sim
m

ias agreed, and added that he him
self could hardly im

agine the pos-
sibility of his ever thinking differently about that.

But, rejoined Socrates, you w
ill have to think differently, m

y Theban
friend, if you still m

aintain that harm
ony is a com

pound, and that the soul
is a harm

ony w
hich is m

ade out of strings set in the fram
e of the body;

for you w
ill surely never allow

 yourself to say that a harm
ony is prior to

the elem
ents w

hich com
pose the harm

ony.
N

o, Socrates, that is im
possible.

But do you not see that you are saying this w
hen you say that the soul

existed before she took the form
 and body of m

an, and w
as m

ade up of
elem

ents w
hich as yet had no existence? For harm

ony is not a sort of
thing like the soul, as you suppose; but first the lyre, and the strings, and
the sounds exist in a state of discord, and then harm

ony is m
ade last of

all, and perishes first. A
nd how

 can such a notion of the soul as this agree
w

ith the other?
N

ot at all, replied Sim
m

ias.
A

nd yet, he said, there surely ought to be harm
ony w

hen harm
ony is

the them
e of discourse.

There ought, replied Sim
m

ias.
But there is no harm

ony, he said, in the tw
o propositions that know

l-
edge is recollection, and that the soul is a harm

ony. W
hich of them

, then,
w

ill you retain?
I think, he replied, that I have a m

uch stronger faith, Socrates, in the
first of the tw

o, w
hich has been fully dem

onstrated to m
e, than in the lat-

ter, w
hich has not been dem

onstrated at all, but rests only on probable
and plausible grounds; and I know

 too w
ell that these argum

ents from
probabilities are im

postors, and unless great caution is observed in the
use of them

 they are apt to be deceptive—
in geom

etry, and in other
things too. But the doctrine of know

ledge and recollection has been
proven to m

e on trustw
orthy grounds; and the proof w

as that the soul
m

ust have existed before she cam
e into the body, because to her belongs

the essence of w
hich the very nam

e im
plies existence. H

aving, as I am
convinced, rightly accepted this conclusion, and on sufficient grounds, I
m

ust, as I suppose, cease to argue or allow
 others to argue that the soul is

a harm
ony.
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