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INTRODUCTION

THE DIALOGUE

The Hipparchus, or The Lover of Gain, is a conversation between
Socrates and an unnamed companion (hetairos) about what the
love of gain is and who the lovers of gain are. It opens abruptly,
with Socrates” “What, then, is the love of gain?” (225a), as though
a conversation were already under way; no place or occasion is
given, and no one else speaks. The title comes from Hipparchus,
son of the Athenian tyrant Pisistratus, whose story Socrates tells in
the middle of the argument (228b-229d). The dialogue fills pages
225 to 232 of the second volume of Stephanus’ edition, by whose
pages Plato is still cited, and twelve pages of Burnet’s Oxford text.

The ancient arrangement of Plato’s works by Thrasyllus, which
Diogenes Laertius preserves (3.59), places it third in the fourth
tetralogy, after the two Alcibiades and before the Lovers, with the
subtitle “or The Lover of Gain”, and classes it as “ethical”; Burnet’s
second volume prints the four in that order. Its authorship was
doubted in antiquity: Aelian, writing about AD 200, retells its ac-
count of Hipparchus as Plato’s, “if the Hipparchus is really Plato’s”
(Historical Miscellany 8.2). Most modern scholars do not think it
his, though it has had defenders, and no date for it is certain. Its
nearest companion among the works handed down under Plato’s
name is the Minos, likewise doubted, which also opens with a bare
question from Socrates to an unnamed companion, “What is law
for us?”, sets beside it the point that law does not differ from law in
being law, as gold does not differ from gold, and turns to a portrait
of an ancient ruler.

THE QUESTION AND THE ANSWERS

The companion gives three answers, and Socrates tests each. The
first is that lovers of gain are those “who think fit to gain from
things worth nothing” (225a). Do they know that these things are
worth nothing? If not, the companion is calling them senseless; but
he means “unscrupulous and base, and no match for gain”, men
who know and “yet dare to love gain, out of shamelessness” (225a-

iv



b). Socrates goes through the farmer, the horseman, the pilot, the
general and the flute-player: none who knows that his plants, food,
tackle, arms or instruments are worth nothing thinks he gains from
them (225b—226¢). So “in the way you say ... there is no one among
men who is a lover of gain” (226d).

The second answer is that lovers of gain are those who, “out of
insatiability, every time crave prodigiously even things quite small
and worth little or nothing” (226d—e). Not knowingly, Socrates
replies, for that was found impossible; so they are ignorant, and
think that “things worth nothing are worth a great deal” (226e).
He turns to gain itself. The lovers of gain love gain; gain is the op-
posite of loss; men are harmed by loss, so loss is bad; “Then gain is
good” (226e-227a). But every man loves good things, so “In this
way, in turn, all men appear to be lovers of gain” (227c).

The third answer is that the lover of gain is the man “who is in
earnest about those things, and thinks fit to gain from them, from
which decent men do not dare to gain” (227c¢-d). Socrates says
they agreed “just now” that “to gain is to be benefited”, and that
“everyone wishes for good things, and always”; so good men too
wish to have all gains, “if indeed they are good things” (227d).
The companion excepts the gains from which they are going to
be harmed, that is, going to “suffer loss”: men suffer loss “both
by loss and by base gain” (227e). But no decent and good thing
is base, and gain, the opposite of loss, was agreed to be good; so
the companion is “trying to deceive me”, Socrates says, and the
companion answers that “it is you who are deceiving me, and I
don’t know how you twist things up and down in the arguments”
(228a).

THE ARGUMENT’S MAIN STRETCH

Socrates replies with a story. He would not deceive the companion,
for he obeys “a good and wise man”: Hipparchus, “the eldest and
wisest of Pisistratus’ sons”, who brought Homer’s epics to Athens
and made the rhapsodes recite them in order at the Panathenaea,
sent a fifty-oared ship for Anacreon, kept Simonides about him,
and, to educate the country people, set up Herms along the roads
inscribed with his own sayings in verse, so that the Athenians
would think them wiser than the inscriptions at Delphi (228b—e).
One says “This is Hipparchus” memorial: go your way with just
thoughts”, another “This is Hipparchus’ memorial: do not deceive
a friend” (229a-b). Socrates adds that the Athenians lived “nearly
as in the reign of Cronus” except in the three years of Hippias’



tyranny after Hipparchus’ death, and that, as the more cultivated
tell it, Hipparchus was killed not over Harmodius’ sister but
because Aristogeiton, who had educated Harmodius, “thought
Hipparchus his opponent”, and a young man whom Harmodius
loved, after keeping company with Hipparchus, despised them
both (229b-d).

The companion is not won over: either Socrates does not think
him a friend, or he does not obey Hipparchus (229d-e). So
Socrates offers, “just as when playing draughts”, to take back
whatever the companion wishes of what has been said (229e).
The companion takes back the claim that all gaining is good: some
gain is good and some bad (230a). But, Socrates asks, is good gain
any more gain than bad? Good food and bad food are “equally
food”; so with drink, and a decent man is no more a man than
a base one; so “why ever do you call both of them gain? What
do you see in both that is the same?” (230a—231a). He offers an
answer himself: gain is “every possession that one acquires either
without spending anything, or by spending less and getting more”
(231a). A man who feasts at no cost and acquires a disease has
acquired no gain, and one who acquires health has; so gain is not
“to acquire any possession whatever”, and “Gain appears good,
and loss bad” once more (231b—c). The companion is “at a loss
what to say”, and tries again: he means spending less gold or silver
and getting more (231c). But a man who spends half a weight of
gold and gets twice the weight in silver has got more and lost; so
“gain must have this belonging to it as well: worth” (231d). What
is of worth is gainful; what is of worth is worth possessing, what
is worth possessing is beneficial, and what is beneficial is good; so
“for the third or fourth time”, what is gainful is good (231e-232a).

THE ENDING

Socrates reminds the companion how the argument began: he “dis-
puted with me, holding that good men do not wish to gain all gains,
but of gains the good ones, and not the base” (232a). Socrates
asks whether the argument has not now “compelled us to agree
that all gains, both small and great, are good”, and the companion
grants it: “It has compelled, yes, Socrates—me, at any rate—rather
than persuaded” (232b). Decent men wish for all good things; base
men, by the companion’s own account, love gains small and great;
so “all men would be lovers of gain, both the decent and the base”,
and whoever reproaches another with the love of gain “is himself,
in fact, such a man” (232b—c). There the dialogue stops.
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WHAT IS MOST EXPOSED

Four things in this dialogue are likely to trouble a first-time reader,
and they are best stated plainly.

First, it may not be Plato’s. Aelian’s doubt is shared by most
modern scholars, though the dialogue has had defenders; this edi-
tion calls it Plato’s only in the sense that the tradition handed it
down among his works.

Second, the argument proves its conclusion by moves that are
not all sound, and the companion says as much. At 227d Socrates
says that they “agreed just now that to gain is to be benefited”,
though nothing so worded was agreed (see the note there). Gain is
shown to be good from its being the opposite of loss, which is bad
(227a), as though the opposite of a bad thing must be good. On
one reading, the word “gain” serves both for the gaining and for
the thing gained, and “good” both for what benefits and for what
is decent, and the conclusion that every man is a lover of gain de-
pends on letting the meanings run together. The companion’s own
verdict on the argument is that it has “compelled ... rather than
persuaded” him (232b). Whether the dialogue means its reader
to find these faults, as an exercise, or makes them unawares, is a
question it leaves open.

Third, its history is not the historians’. Thucydides insists,
against what most Athenians believed, that Hippias was the eldest
son of Pisistratus and the ruler (1.20.2, 6.54.2, 6.55), and tells
how Hipparchus was killed over a love affair and the insult to
Harmodius’ sister (6.54-59); the Aristotelian Constitution of the
Athenians gives the love to a younger brother, Thessalus (18.2).
The Hipparchus makes Hipparchus the eldest and wisest of the
sons, the tyranny last only three years, and the murder the work
of rivals in wisdom (228b, 229b-d), and no surviving source
independent of it tells the story so; Aelian, who repeats it, names
the dialogue as his source. Whether Socrates’ praise of a tyrant as
“a fine and good man” (228c) is meant straight or with irony, the
dialogue does not say. Some of it is confirmed: a Herm inscribed
in Hipparchus’ manner survives, found at Koropi in Attica, whose
verse gives its place as “midway between Kephale and the town”
(IG P 1023).

Fourth, the lover of gain was a figure of reproach, and the dia-
logue knows it. The companion’s first answer calls him “unscrupu-
lous and base” (225a-b), and in the Republic Plato calls the appeti-
tive part of the soul “money-loving” and “gain-loving”, and names
a kind of man, beside the lover of wisdom and the lover of victory,
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after it (9.581a—c). The Hipparchus ends by making everyone such
a man.

THE MANNER

The comedy is of the argument and of the persons. The companion
answers at first like a man with a grievance, and Socrates tells
him so (“as though someone had done you some wrong”, 225b).
Socrates asks who knows the worth of plants “in what time and
clime they are worth planting”, a rhyme in the Greek too, so that
“we too may throw in some of those wise sayings with which
the men who are clever at lawsuits speak finely” (225¢). He calls
the companion “my wonderful friend” (226d) and “my sweetest
friend” (227d) as he corners him, and “most courageous of all
men” (232a) when he will not give in. When the companion
accuses him of deceiving, he cries “Speak auspiciously!” and
appeals to a tyrant who set up his verses on the roads, “plotting
in turn to educate those in the country” (228b-d), and whose
verse “do not deceive a friend” is his answer to the charge (229b).
Simonides, whom Hipparchus kept about him, “persuading him
with large fees and gifts” (228c), was a byword for the love of
money: in Aristophanes the aged Sophocles is said to be turning
into Simonides, since for gain he “would put to sea even on a
wicker mat” (Peace 695-699), and Aelian, retelling this passage,
adds that no one will deny he loved money (Historical Miscellany
8.2). The draughts game, in which a move is taken back on request
(229e—230a), turns the companion’s complaint into a courtesy.
And the last sentence turns the dialogue’s question against its
asker: the one who reproaches another as a lover of gain is one
himself. The translation tries to keep all of this and to add nothing;
where the English cannot carry a joke, a note says what it was.

ON READING THIS EDITION

Each left-hand page is a page of Burnet’s Oxford text, line for line,
with his apparatus at the foot; each right-hand page translates it,
with the Stephanus section letters in the margin so that any pas-
sage can be found on both sides. A word in angle brackets ( ) in
the Greek is not in the manuscripts and has been supplied by a
scholar’s conjecture; it is translated. A word in square brackets [ ]
is one Burnet thought spurious; it is not translated. The two verses
of Hipparchus quoted at 229a-b are set as verse on both pages,
and the Delphic sayings at 228e stand in quotation marks, as in
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Burnet. The Key Words of the Dialogue, which follow, explain the
words on which the argument turns and how they are rendered.
At the back, the Outline gives the argument’s joints by Stephanus
page, the Editorial Note sets out the conventions of both pages and
explains the abbreviations of the apparatus, the Glossary lists the
renderings for reference, and the Note on this Edition says how the
volume was made and where a reader should be careful.

A NOTE ON THE PERSONS

The dialogue establishes little about the companion. He is younger
than Socrates (“an older man by now, when you are so young”,
225d-226a), an Athenian (“A fellow citizen of mine and yours”,
228b), and Socrates calls him his friend (229b). Of Socrates it says
only that he is the older man and an Athenian, and that he obeys
Hipparchus’ inscription, or says he does.

The rest comes from other sources. Pisistratus was tyrant of
Athens, with interruptions, from about 561 BC until his death
about 528. His sons Hippias and Hipparchus held power after
him; Hipparchus was killed by Harmodius and Aristogeiton at the
Panathenaea of 514, and Hippias was driven out four years later
and went over to the Persians. The two killers were honoured at
Athens as tyrant-slayers. Anacreon of Teos and Simonides of Ceos
were lyric poets of the later sixth century; Simonides, the younger,
lived until about 468; the Constitution of the Athenians also makes
Hipparchus the one who sent for them (18.1). The rhapsodes were
professional reciters of epic, and the Panathenaea the festival of
Athena at Athens, at which they competed.
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KEY WORDS OF THE DIALOGUE

These notes are for orientation, not reference: each explains a word
the argument leans on, what it meant in the Athens of Socrates, and
what the dialogue does with it. The Glossary at the back lists the
renderings with the places where they matter.

GAIN, LOVER OF GAIN (KERDOS, KERDAINEIN; PHILOKERDES, TO
PHILOKERDES )

Kerdos is gain or profit of any kind, from trade, from wages, from
a trick; kerdainein is to make it. Philokerdes, “loving gain”, was in
everyday speech a reproach: the grasping man, the man who will
take a profit where a decent man would not. The dialogue asks
what the love of gain is (225a) and ends by finding that, by the com-
panion’s own argument, “all men would be lovers of gain, both the
decent and the base” (232¢). To make that conclusion visible, the
family has one English word throughout: kerdos and kerdainein are
“gain”, philokerdes “lover of gain”, to philokerdes “the love of gain”,
philokerdein “love gain”, kerdaleos “gainful” (230d, 231e, 232a) and
akerdes “without gain” (231e). The argument turns on the word’s
two sides, the gaining and the thing gained: “gain and gaining”
are named together at 229e, and Socrates’” definition, “every pos-
session that one acquires either without spending anything, or by
spending less and getting more” (231a), makes gain a possession,
so that the argument can ask which possessions are gain.

Loss, SUFFER LOSS (ZEMIA, ZEMIOUSTHATI)

Zeémia is loss, damage, and also a penalty or fine; zemiousthai is to
suffer it. It is the opposite of gain throughout, and the argument’s
first proof that gain is good runs through it: men are harmed by
loss, so loss is bad, and gain, its opposite, is good (226e—227a). At
227e the companion’s “going to be harmed” is taken as “going to
suffer loss”, and men are said to suffer loss “both by loss and by
base gain”. It is rendered “loss” and “suffer loss” throughout. “At

a loss” at 231c renders another word, aporein, “be perplexed”.



WORTH, THINK FIT (AXIOS, AXIA, AXIOUN; ANAXIOS )

Axios is “worth”, weighing as much as something; axia is worth or
value; axioun is to think something fit or right, to claim. The com-
panion’s first answer joins them: the lovers of gain are those who
“think fit to gain from things worth nothing” (225a), and Socrates
asks whether axioun means anything other than “thinking that one
ought to gain” (225d). From 225b to 226c the farmer’s plant, the
horse’s food and the craftsmen’s tools are all “worth nothing”, and
at 231d worth returns as what gain must have: silver weighs more
than gold but is not of more worth, so “gain must have this belong-
ing to it as well: worth”. “Then what is of worth is gainful, whether
it is small or great, and what is of no worth is without gain”; and
what is of worth is “worth possessing” (231e). Axios is “worth”
throughout and anaxios “of no worth”; axioun is “think fit”, as in
the Alcibiades I.

DECENT AND BASE (CHRESTOS, PONEROS )

Chrestos, from chresthai, “use”, is useful, serviceable, and of men
honest, respectable, decent; poneros, from ponos, “toil”, is wretched,
worthless, and of men base or wicked. They are the moral pair,
beside the general pair agathos and kakos, “good” and “bad”. The
companion’s first answer calls the lovers of gain “base” (225b) and
his third sets them against “decent men” (227d); then “base gain”
(227€) and “decent gain” (230c) bring the pair into the argument,
and Socrates sets it beside the other: “does any decent and good
thing seem to you to be base?” (227e). The English keeps the two
pairs apart, so that the reader can watch the argument pass from
the decent to the good. Even drink, “the wet nourishment of the
body”, is “decent or base” (230e—231a), and there the pair is kept,
a little stiffly, so that the analogy can be followed; food is “good”
and “bad” (230a, 230e).

GoOD AND BAD, BENEFIT AND HARM (AGATHOS, KAKOS; OPHELEISTHALI,
OPHELIMOS; BLAPTESTHAI)

Agathos and kakos are the widest words of praise and blame: good
of its kind, good for someone, good morally. The dialogue uses the
second sense most: what benefits is good, what harms bad. Loss is
bad because “men are harmed by loss” (227a); gain is good; “to
gain is to be benefited” (227d); and at the end what is of worth
is “worth possessing”, the beneficial is good, and so the gainful
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is good (231e—232a). Kakos is “bad”, never “evil”; opheleisthai is
“be benefited”, ophelimos “beneficial” and andphelés “of no benefit”;
blaptesthai is “be harmed”.

KNOW, BE IGNORANT, SENSELESS (GIGNOSKEIN; AGNOEIN; ANOETOS)

The first definition stands or falls on knowledge: do the lovers
of gain know that what they gain from is worth nothing, or not
(225a)? If not, the companion is calling them “senseless” (anoétos);
if so, the crafts show that no one who knows his things are worth
nothing thinks he gains from them (225b—226¢); and of the men
of the companion’s second answer, who crave even things worth
nothing, Socrates concludes, “if not knowing it, plainly being ig-
norant of it” (226e). Gignoskein is “know”, agnoein “be ignorant”,
as in the Alcibiades I and II, and anoetos “senseless”. Epistemon,

a7

“knowing”, “expert”, is rendered “has knowledge of” (225¢).

DECEIVE (EXAPATAN)

The charge of deception runs through the dialogue. Socrates warns
the companion not to “try to deceive me” by answering what he
does not think (225d), and says the same when the companion
contradicts himself (228a); the companion turns it back: “it is you
who are deceiving me” (228a). Socrates” answer is the saying on
Hipparchus’ Herm, “do not deceive a friend” (229b), and the com-
panion’s retort that he cannot be persuaded that Socrates is not
deceiving him (229d-e) leads to the offer to take back a move. Exa-
patan is “deceive” throughout.

OBEY, PERSUADE, COMPEL (PEITHESTHAI, PEITHEIN, ANANKAZEIN)

Peithein is to persuade; its middle and passive peithesthai is both
to be persuaded and to obey. The dialogue plays on both: Socrates
“would certainly not be acting well” if he did not obey “a good and
wise man” (228b), and the companion answers that either Socrates
does not think him a friend or he does not “obey Hipparchus”, for
the companion “cannot be persuaded” that Socrates is not deceiv-
ing him (229d—e). At the end the argument has “compelled” him
“rather than persuaded” (232b), and Socrates allows that it “might
also persuade you”. “Obey”, “persuade” and “compel” are kept
throughout.
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AGREE, TAKE BACK (HOMOLOGEIN; ANATITHESTHAI)

Homologein, “agree”, marks each step the companion grants: “And
gain we agreed was good?” (227c¢), “we agreed just now” (227d,
228a). Its opposite is anatithesthai, the word in the board game
petteia for taking back a move: Socrates, “just as when playing
draughts”, offers to “take back” any of the agreed steps, and at the
companion’s request Socrates takes back the claim that all gaining
is good (229e-230a). The game makes the argument a contest
with rules, and the taking back a favour. Homologein is “agree”,
symphanai “concur” (232b), anatithesthai “take back”.

WisDOM, EDUCATE (SOPHIA, SOPHOS; PAIDEUEIN )

Hipparchus is praised for wisdom: “the eldest and wisest of Pi-
sistratus” sons”, who displayed “fine works of wisdom”, would
not “begrudge wisdom to anyone”, and set up his sayings so that
the Athenians would think them wiser than “those wise inscrip-
tions at Delphi” (228b—e). He wished “to educate the citizens”,
and “plotting in turn to educate those in the country”, set up his
Herms (228c—d); in Socrates’ story Aristogeiton “prided himself
on having educated a man, and thought Hipparchus his opponent”
(229c¢). The ironies of a tyrant’s son who rules by educating, in a
dialogue that allows Athens a tyranny only in his brother’s three
years (229b), are the reader’s to weigh. Sophia and sophos are “wis-
dom” and “wise”, paideuein “educate”, as elsewhere in the series.

POSSESSION, ACQUIRE, SPEND (KTEMA, KTASTHAI, KEKTESTHAL;
ANALISKEIN )

The last part of the argument is about acquiring. Socrates proposes
that gain is “every possession that one acquires either without
spending anything, or by spending less and getting more” (231a);
a man who acquires a disease at a feast has not gained (231b);
and what is of worth is “worth possessing” (231e). Ktéma is
“possession”, ktasthai “acquire”, its perfect kektesthai “possess”,
analiskein “spend” and lambanein “get”.

FooD, DRINK, NOURISHMENT (SITION, POTON, TROPHE )

Socrates” analogy for good and bad gain: good food and bad food
are “equally food”, as both are “dry nourishment of the body”, and
drink is “the wet nourishment of the body, whether decent or base”
(230a-231a). Sition is “food”, poton “drink” and trophé “nourish-
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ment”; sition was “food” also for the horse’s food at 226a-b, so that
one word runs through.
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225a-225¢C [IIITAPX0X

IITITAPX0X 7 OIAOKEPAHX

XQKPATHY ETAIPOX

Q. T! yap 70 pulokepdés; T( moTé €oTw, kal Tves ol
pthokepdels;

ET. 'Epot pev dokolow ot av kepdaivew aéudow amd
TV undevos atlwv.

2Q. Ilorepov odv oot Sokolow yryvaokovTes 6Tt 00devs
€otw dfwa, 7 dyvoolvTes; € yap ayvoolvTes, AVONTOUS
Aéyels TOUS pLhokepdels.

ET. AN ovk avorjrovs Aéyw, dA\a mavolpyovs kal
TOVNPOVS Kal HTTOUS TOU KEPOOUS, YLyvahoKovTas OTL OVOEVOS
déa €otw ad’ v ToAuwor kepdalvew, Suws TOAuGY BLho-
kepdety O avatoyvvTiav.

XQ. Ap’ olv Towdvde Aéyers TOV Pul\okepdi), olov €Eav
PuTEwY yewpyds avip kal yryvdokwv 6Tt ovdevos déwov
T0 ¢urov, afol amo ToUTOU €kTpadévTos kepdaew; dpa
TOLOUTOV aUTOV AEYeLs;

ET. Ano mavtos 6 ye dulokepdis, & Zkpates, oleTal
delv kepdalvew.

2Q. My pou oltws eikj), domep 1L NOknuévos VTS TWoOS,
aA\a mpooéxwv €uol TOV volv amikpwai, domep av el €f
apxis mAAW NPATWY' oYL OpONOYeEls TOV Phokepdij €mi-
omipova elvar mepl Tis alas TovTov d0ev kepdaivew aéiot;

a3 déiow B: aéudhoovow T b5 yewpyos T yewpywods B

St. 1T
p. 225
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C



HIPPARCHUS 225a-225¢C

soc. What, then, is the love of gain? What is it, after all, and who 225
are the lovers of gain?*

comr. To me they seem to be those who think fit to gain from
things worth nothing.?

soc. Do they seem to you, then, to know that these are worth
nothing, or to be ignorant of it? For if they are ignorant, it is sense-
less men you are calling lovers of gain.

comp. No, I don't call them senseless; I call them unscrupulous
and base, and no match for gain, men who know that the things b
from which they dare to gain are worth nothing, and yet dare to
love gain, out of shamelessness.

soc. Then is the lover of gain you mean someone like this: if
a farmer, planting, and knowing that the plant is worth nothing,
thinks fit to gain from it when it has grown? Is that the kind of
man you mean?

comp. The lover of gain, at any rate, Socrates, thinks he ought to
gain from everything.

soc. Don’'t answer me so at random, as though someone had
done you some wrong, but pay attention to me and answer, just c
as if I were asking again from the beginning: don’t you agree that
the lover of gain has knowledge of the worth of that from which
he thinks fit to gain?

1. The dialogue opens abruptly, with gar, “then”, as though a conversation were
already under way; the companion is not named. Philokerdes, from philein, “love”,
and kerdos, “gain”, was in everyday speech a reproach, “greedy”; it is “lover of gain”
throughout, and to philokerdes “the love of gain”, so that the English can follow the
argument when it makes every man a lover of gain (227c¢).

2. A play the English cannot keep: they “think fit” (axiosin) to gain from things
“worth” (axion) nothing. Axioun is “think fit” and axios “worth” throughout.



225¢-226¢ [IIITAPX0X

ET. "Eywye.

2Q. Téis ow émomjuwy mepl durav Tis alas, év omolg
déia purevdijrar kal dpg kal xdpg; wa T Kal nuels TOV
copdv pnuatwv eufdlwpev, wv ot deol mepl Tas Oilkas
KaA\eTrovvTat.

ET. Eyo pev oluar yewpydv.

2Q. To odv alwotv kepdaivew d o Tu Aéyes 7) oleolar
delv kepdalvew;

ET. TotTo Aéyw.

2Q. My tovwv pe émyelper éfamatav, dvdpa mpeofu-
TEPOV 107 OUTW VEOS IV, ATOKPOUEVOS DOoTEP Vuvdl) 4 ovd
avTos ole,, dAN ws dAnlds eimér ap’ éoTw SvTwa ole
Yewpykov dvdpa yryvouevov, Kal yryvaokovTa OTL 00devos
déwov puteder T duTdv, oleollar amod TovTOU KEPdalvew;

ET. Ma A ovk éyawrye.

XQ. Ti 8¢ immwov dvdpa yryvaokovta 6Tt 0USeVvOs
déa ouwrla 7& (mmw mwapéxel, dyvoelv avTov olee 6TL TOV
{mrmrov dwadleiper;

ET. Ovk éywye.

2Q. Ovk dpa oletal ye amd ToUTWV Kepdalvew TV
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HIPPARCHUS 2250-226C

come. I do.

soc. Who, then, has knowledge of the worth of plants, in what
time and clime they are worth planting? So that we too may throw
in some of those wise sayings with which the men who are clever
at lawsuits speak finely.!

comp. I think a farmer.

soc. Then by “thinking fit to gain” do you mean anything other
than thinking that one ought to gain??

comp. That is what I mean.

soc. Then don’t try to deceive me, an older man by now, when
you are so young, by answering, as you did just now, what not
even you yourself think; but tell me truly: is there anyone, do you
think, who, being a farming man and knowing that the plant he is
planting is worth nothing, thinks he gains from it?3

comp. By Zeus, not L

soc. What about this: a horseman who knows that he is giving
his horse food worth nothing, do you think he is ignorant that he
is ruining the horse?

comp. Not L.

soc. Then he does not think, at least, that he gains from this food
worth nothing.

comp. No.

soc. What about this: a pilot who has equipped his ship with
sails and rudders worth nothing, do you think he is ignorant that
he will suffer loss, and will be in danger both of perishing himself
and of losing the ship and all that he carries?

comp. Not L.

soc. Then he does not think, at least, that he gains from the tackle
worth nothing.

1. Inthe Greek a rhyme, horai kai chorai, “season and place”, which Socrates throws
in as one of the fine phrases of men clever at lawsuits; the English rhymes in its turn.
2. Burnet prints the correction of Etwall’s Oxford edition of 1771, to axioun, “think-
ing fit”; B and T have ton axion, “the one deserving” (to gain).

3. Burnet prints Boeckh’s correction, “tell me: is there” (eipe, ar’), which Ficino’s
Latin translation supports; B and T have eiper, “if indeed”.
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HIPPARCHUS 226c—227a

comp. He does not.

soc. Well, does a general who knows that his army has arms
worth nothing think that he gains from them, and think fit to gain?

comp. Not at all.

soc. Well, does a flute-player who has flutes worth nothing, or
a lyre-player a lyre, or an archer a bow, or anyone at all, in sum,
of the craftsmen or of the other intelligent men, who has instru-
ments worth nothing or any other equipment whatever, think that
he gains from them?

comp. It does not appear so, at any rate.

soc. Then whom can you mean by the lovers of gain? For it is not,
I suppose, those we have gone through, but those who, knowing
what is worth nothing, think they ought to gain from it;* but in the
way you say, my wonderful friend, there is no one among men who
is a lover of gain.

comp. But what I mean, Socrates, is that those are lovers of gain
who, out of insatiability, every time crave prodigiously even things
quite small and worth little or nothing, and love gain.

soc. Not, surely, my excellent friend, knowing that they are
worth nothing; for we have already refuted ourselves on this point
by the argument: it is impossible.

cowmp. I think so.

soc. Then if not knowing it, plainly being ignorant of it, and
thinking that things worth nothing are worth a great deal.

comp. It appears so.

soc. Then the lovers of gain, at least, love gain, don’t they?

coMmP. Yes.

soc. And you call gain the opposite of loss?

comr. I do.

1. “But” (all’) is Apelt’s addition, which Burnet prints; without it the clause would
describe the men just gone through.
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HIPPARCHUS 227a-227C

soc. Is there anyone, then, for whom it is good to suffer loss?

comp. For no one.

soc. Bad, rather?

COMP. Yes.

soc. Then men are harmed by loss.

comp. They are harmed.

soc. Then loss is bad.

COMP. Yes.

soc. And gain is the opposite of loss.

comp. The opposite.

soc. Then gain is good.

comp. Yes.

soc. Then you call lovers of gain those who love the good. b

coMP. It seems so.

soc. It is not madmen, at any rate, my friend, that you call lovers
of gain. But you yourself: do you love whatever is good, or do you
not?

comr. I do.

soc. And is there anything good that you do not love, rather
than something bad?

comp. By Zeus, not L.

soc. Then perhaps you love all good things.

comp. Yes.

soc. Ask me too, then, whether I do not as well; for I too shall ¢
agree with you that I love good things. But besides me and you,
don't all other men seem to you to love good things and to hate
bad ones?

comp. It appears so to me.

soc. And gain we agreed was good?

COMP. Yes.

soc. In this way, in turn, all men appear to be lovers of gain; but
in the way we were speaking of before, no one was a lover of gain.
Which of the two arguments, then, could one use without making
a mistake?
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HIPPARCHUS 227¢-228a

comp. If one were rightly to take the lover of gain, Socrates, I
think. And it is right to think that man a lover of gain who is in
earnest about those things, and thinks fit to gain from them, from
which decent men do not dare to gain.

soc. But you see, my sweetest friend, we agreed just now that to
gain is to be benefited.

comp. Well, what of it?

soc. That in addition to it we also agreed to this: that everyone
wishes for good things, and always.>

COMP. Yes.

soc. Then good men too wish to have all gains, if indeed they
are good things.

comp. Not the gains, at any rate, Socrates, from which they are
going to be harmed.

soc. By “going to be harmed” do you mean “going to suffer
loss”, or something else?

comp. No: I mean “going to suffer loss”.

soc. Then do men suffer loss by gain, or by loss?

comp. By both: for they suffer loss both by loss and by base gain.

soc. Well, does any decent and good thing seem to you to be
base?

comp. Not to me.

soc. Didn’t we agree a little earlier that gain is the opposite of
loss, which is bad?

comp. I say so.

soc. And that, being the opposite of a bad thing, it is good?

comp. We did agree to it.

soc. You see, then: you are trying to deceive me, saying on pur-
pose things that are the opposite of what we agreed just now.

1. Chrestoi, “decent men”, the respectable; their opposite, ponéros, is “base” (225b,
227e). Both are kept apart from “good” and “bad” (agathos, kakos), beside which
the next exchanges set them (227e-228a).

2. Neither was agreed in these words: what was agreed is that gain is good, as
the opposite of loss, by which men are harmed (227a), and that all men love good
things (227b—c).
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HIPPARCHUS 228a-228e

comp. No, by Zeus, Socrates; it is the opposite: it is you who are
deceiving me, and I don’t know how you twist things up and down
in the arguments.

soc. Speak auspiciously!* I would certainly not be acting well if b
I did not obey a good and wise man.

comp. Who is that? And what exactly do you mean?

soc. A fellow citizen of mine and yours, and the son of Pisis-
tratus of Philaidae, Hipparchus,> who was the eldest and wisest of
Pisistratus’ sons; who displayed many other fine works of wisdom,
and was the first to bring the epics of Homer into this land here,
and compelled the rhapsodes at the Panathenaea to go through
them in order, each taking up from the last,? as even now they do; «
and he sent a fifty-oared ship for Anacreon of Teos and brought
him to the city, and kept Simonides of Ceos always about him, per-
suading him with large fees and gifts. And he did this because he
wished to educate the citizens, so that he might rule over them as
men who were as good as could be, not thinking that he ought to
begrudge wisdom to anyone, since he was a fine and good man.
And when those of the citizens around the town had been edu-
cated by him and admired him for his wisdom, plotting in turn d
to educate those in the country, he set up Herms for them along
the roads, midway between the town and each of the demes;* and
then, choosing from his own wisdom, both what he had learned
and what he had discovered himself, what he thought wisest, he
himself put these things into elegiac verse and inscribed them as
his own poems and specimens of his wisdom, so that, first, his cit- e
izens would not admire those wise inscriptions at Delphi, “Know
thyself” and “Nothing too much” and the rest of that kind,5 but
would think the sayings of Hipparchus wiser; and then, passing
up and down, reading them and getting a taste

1. Eupheémei: speak only words of good omen; said to silence an ill-omened remark,
as at Alcibiades 1I 143d.

2. Son of the Athenian tyrant Pisistratus; killed by Harmodius and Aristogeiton at
the Panathenaea of 514 BC. Plutarch gives Philaidae as Pisistratus’ deme (Solon
10.2). Thucydides insists that Hippias was the eldest son and the ruler (1.20.2;
6.54.2, 6.55.1); in the Aristotelian Constitution of the Athenians Hippias, the elder,
heads the government, and Hipparchus sends for the poets Anacreon and Si-
monides (18.1).

3. Diogenes Laertius gives such a rule to Solon (1.57). Aelian retells this account
as Plato’s, “if the Hipparchus is really Plato’s” (Historical Miscellany 8.2).

4. Pillars topped with a head of Hermes. One, generally assigned to Hipparchus,
survives from Koropi in Attica: “Midway between Kephale and the town, splendid
Hermes” (IG I’ 1023). The elegeion is a hexameter followed by a pentameter.

5. Inscribed at Delphi; see Charmides 164d-165a.
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HIPPARCHUS 228e-229d

of his wisdom, they would keep coming in from the country to be
educated in the rest as well. And the inscriptions are two: on the
left side of each Herm, Hermes is inscribed saying that he stands
midway between the town and the deme; and on the right—

This is Hipparchus’ memorial: go your way with just thoughts,

he says.* And there are many other fine poems of his inscribed on
other Herms; and there is also, notably, this one on the Steirian
road, in which he says—>

This is Hipparchus’ memorial: do not deceive a friend.

So I would surely not dare to deceive you, who are my friend, and

to disobey him, such a man as he was, after whose death, indeed,
the Athenians were ruled by a tyrant, his brother Hippias, for three

years; and you could have heard from all the men of old that only in

those years was there a tyranny in Athens, and that the rest of the

time the Athenians lived nearly as in the reign of Cronus.3 And it

is said by the more cultivated people that his death too came about

not for the reasons the many thought, the dishonour to the sister

over the basket-bearing—for that, at any rate, is simple-minded—
but that Harmodius had become Aristogeiton’s beloved and had

been educated by him; and Aristogeiton too, as it turns out, prided

himself on having educated a man, and thought Hipparchus his

opponent.# And at that time, the story goes, Harmodius himself

was in fact in love with one of the young, beautiful and wellborn

men of the day—they tell his name, but I don’t remember it—and

this young man for a while admired both Harmodius and Aristo-
geiton as wise, but then, after keeping company with Hipparchus,
despised them; and they, deeply pained by this dishonour, killed

Hipparchus for that reason.

1. Each of the two lines quoted is a pentameter, the second line of an elegiac cou-
plet.

2. The road from Athens to Steiria, a deme on the east coast of Attica (Strabo
9.1.22).

3. Hesiod’s golden race lived “in the days of Cronus, when he was king in heaven”
(Works and Days 109—111). Thucydides gives Hippias three more years (6.59.4) but
says the tyranny grew harsher after Hipparchus’ death (6.59.2), the sons of Pisis-
tratus having ruled till then with virtue and good sense (6.54.5); the Constitution of
the Athenians gives the name of the life under Cronus to Pisistratus’ own tyranny,
harsher under his sons (16.7).

4. Harmodius and Aristogeiton, honoured at Athens as the tyrant-slayers (Consti-
tution of the Athenians 58.1). In Thucydides, Hipparchus courts Harmodius, Aristo-
geiton’s beloved, and when refused has Harmodius’ sister turned away from car-
rying a basket in a procession (6.54.2—4, 6.56.1); the Constitution blames a younger
brother, Thessalus (18.2). The rivalry in wisdom is found only here.
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HIPPARCHUS 229d-230b

comp. It looks, then, Socrates, as though either you do not think
me a friend, or, if you think me a friend, you do not obey Hip-
parchus. For I cannot be persuaded that it is not you who are de-
ceiving me—in what way, though, I do not know—in the argu-
ments.’

soc. Well, but just as when playing draughts, I am willing to
take back for you, in the arguments, whatever you wish of what
has been said, so that you may not think you are being deceived.>
Shall I take this back for you, then, and say that men do not all
desire good things?

comp. Not for me, no.

soc. Well, that suffering loss, and loss, are not bad?

comp. Not for me, no.

soc. Well, that gain and gaining are not the opposite of loss and
suffering loss?

comp. Not that either.

soc. Well, that gaining, being the opposite of the bad thing, is
not good?

comp. Not all of it, at any rate. Take that back for me.

soc. Then, it seems, some gain seems to you to be good and some
bad.

comp. To me, yes.

soc. Then I take this back for you. For let there be some gain that
is good, and another gain that is bad. But the good one of them is
no more gain, at any rate, than the bad; isn’t that so?

comp. How do you mean the question?

soc. I'll tell you. Is there food that is good and food that is bad?

COMP. Yes.

soc. Then is one of them any more food than the other, or are
both, in this at least, equally food, and in this respect, as far as being
food goes, does the one differ from the other not at all, but only in
that one of them is good and the other bad?

COMP. Yes.

1. Peithesthai, “obey”, and peisthénai, “be persuaded”, are forms of one verb.
2. Anatithesthai, “take back”, is the word for taking back a move in the board game
Socrates names (petteuein); he offers the same to Polus in the Gorgias (461d).
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HIPPARCHUS 230b-230e

soc. Then drink too, and all the other things there are that, being
the same, are so affected that some are good and some bad: does
the one differ from the other not at all, in that respect at least in
which it is the same? Just as with a man, I suppose: one is decent,
another base.

comp. Yes.

soc. But neither, I think, is more or less a man, at any rate, than
the other, the decent than the base, or the base than the decent.

comp. What you say is true.

soc. Then shall we think in the same way about gain too, that
both the base and the decent are, at any rate, equally gain?

coMp. Necessarily.

soc. Then the man who has the decent gain gains no more than
the man who has the base; so neither, as we agree, appears to be
any more gain.

COMP. Yes.

soc. For to neither of them does the more or the less belong.

comp. It does not, indeed.

soc. Then with a thing of that kind, to which neither of these
belongs, how could anyone do or undergo anything more or less?

comp. Impossible.

soc. Since, then, both are equally gains and gainful, this is what
we must look into: why ever do you call both of them gain? What
do you see in both that is the same? Just as, if you had asked me
just now why ever I call both good food and bad food equally food,
I would have told you: because both are dry nourishment of the
body,
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HIPPARCHUS 230e-231¢C

that is why I do; for that this is what food is, you too, I suppose,
would agree with us. Isn’t that so?

comp. I would.

soc. Then about drink too the manner of the answer would be
the same: that the wet nourishment of the body, whether decent
or base, has this name, “drink”; and so with the others. Try, then,
you too, to imitate me as I answer in this way. Decent gain and
base gain, you say, are both gain: what do you see in them that is
the same, on account of which this too is gain? And if, on the other
hand, you cannot answer yourself, look into it as I speak: do you
call gain every possession that one acquires either without spend-
ing anything, or by spending less and getting more?

comp. I think I call that gain.

soc. Do you mean things like this too: if someone is entertained
at a feast, spending nothing but feasting richly, and acquires a dis-
ease?

comp. By Zeus, not L.

soc. And if he acquired health from a feast, would he acquire
gain or loss?

comp. Gain.

soc. Then this, at least, is not gain: to acquire any possession
whatever.

comp. No indeed.

soc. Is it not, if it is bad? Or even if he acquires anything what-
ever that is good, will he not acquire gain?

comp. It appears he will, if it is good, at least.

soc. And if it is bad, will he not acquire loss?

cowmr. I think so.

soc. Do you see, then, how you are running round back again
to the same place? Gain appears good, and loss bad.
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HIPPARCHUS 231c—232a

comp. I am at a loss what to say."

soc. Not unjustly, at any rate, are you at a loss. For answer one
thing more: if someone, spending less, acquires more, do you say
it is gain?®

comp. It is not something bad that I mean, at any rate, but if,
spending less gold or silver, he gets more.

soc. And that is just what I am going to ask. For come: if some-
one spends half a weight of gold and gets twice that weight of sil-
ver, has he got gain or loss?

comr. Loss, surely, Socrates: for instead of twelve times its weight
his gold becomes for him twice its weight.3

soc. And yet he has got more, at any rate; or is the double not
more than the half?

comp. Not in worth, at any rate, is silver more than gold.

soc. Then, it seems, gain must have this belonging to it as well:
worth. Now, at any rate, the silver, though more than the gold, you
say is not of worth,* and the gold, though less, you say is of worth.

comp. Very much so: that is how it is.

soc. Then what is of worth is gainful, whether it is small or great,
and what is of no worth is without gain.

CcoMP. Yes.

soc. And when you say that something is of worth, you mean
that it is worth possessing, don’t you?

coMmp. Yes: possessing.

soc. And by what is worth possessing, in turn, do you mean
what is of no benefit, or what is beneficial?

comp. What is beneficial, surely.

soc. Then what is beneficial is good?

COMP. Yes.

soc. Then, most courageous of all men, hasn’t it come round
to us once again, agreed for the third or fourth time, that what is
gainful is good?>

coMmp. It seems so.

1. “Ataloss” renders aporein, the verb of aporia, “perplexity”, not zemia, “loss”.

2. “Acquires more” is a later hand’s reading in T, which Burnet prints; B has “ac-
quires”, T “gets the advantage”.

3. Gold at twelve times the worth of silver: his half weight of gold was worth six
of silver, and he has received one. Herodotus reckons thirteen to one (3.95.1).

4. “"Not” is W’s reading, which Burnet prints; T omits it, and B has hou sy, “of which
you”.

5. Gain was agreed good at 227a, recalled at 227c and 228a, and appeared good
again at 231c.
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HIPPARCHUS 232a-232¢

soc. Do you remember, then, where this argument of ours
started from?

comp. I think I do.

soc. And if not, I will remind you. You disputed with me, hold-
ing that good men do not wish to gain all gains, but of gains the
good ones, and not the base.

comp. Yes indeed.

soc. Then hasn't the argument now compelled us to agree that
all gains, both small and great, are good?

comp. It has compelled, yes, Socrates—me, at any rate—rather
than persuaded.

soc. Well, perhaps after this it might also persuade you; but for
now, at any rate, whether you have been persuaded or however
you stand, you do at least concur with us that all gains are good,
both small and great.

comp. Yes, | agree.

soc. And do you agree that decent men, every one, wish for
good things, every one? Or not?

comp. | agree.

soc. But surely you yourself said that base men, at any rate, love
gains both small and great.?

comr. I did.

soc. Then by your argument all men would be lovers of gain,
both the decent and the base.

comp. It appears so.

soc. Then if anyone reproaches someone with being a lover of
gain, he does not reproach him rightly; for even the one who casts
this reproach is himself, in fact, such a man.

1. At 227e, where the companion excepted the gains from which good men are
going to be harmed, and spoke of base gain.

2. The companion said that the lovers of gain, whom he called base (225b), crave
things “quite small and worth little or nothing” (226d-e). “You yourself” (autos)
is Bekker’s correction, which Burnet prints; B and T have autous, “the base them-
selves”.
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OUTLINE

The divisions follow the argument. References are to Stephanus
pages and sections, which stand in the margins of both pages of
the text.

I. THE QUESTION AND THE FIRST ANSWER (225A—226D)

225a Socrates: “What, then, is the love of gain? What is it, after all,
and who are the lovers of gain?” The companion: those “who
think fit to gain from things worth nothing”.

225a-b Do they know that these things are worth nothing, or are
they ignorant of it? If ignorant, “it is senseless men you are call-
ing lovers of gain”. The companion calls them “unscrupulous
and base, and no match for gain”, men who know, “and yet
dare to love gain, out of shamelessness”.

225b-c Is the lover of gain a farmer who knows that what he
plants is worth nothing and thinks fit to gain from it when it
has grown? The companion: “The lover of gain, at any rate,
Socrates, thinks he ought to gain from everything.” Socrates:
“Don’t answer me so at random, as though someone had done
you some wrong”; the lover of gain “has knowledge of the
worth of that from which he thinks fit to gain”.

225¢—d Who has knowledge of the worth of plants, “in what time
and clime they are worth planting”? “I think a farmer.” By
“thinking fit to gain” the companion means “thinking that one
ought to gain”.

225d-226a “Then don't try to deceive me, an older man by now,
when you are so young”: no farming man who knows that his
plant is worth nothing thinks he gains from it. “By Zeus, not 1.”

226a—c The horseman who gives his horse food worth nothing; the
pilot with sails and rudders worth nothing, who knows that “he
will suffer loss”; the general; the flute-player, the lyre-player, the
archer, “or anyone at all, in sum, of the craftsmen or of the other
intelligent men”: none thinks he gains from what he knows is
worth nothing.

226d So “in the way you say, my wonderful friend, there is no one
among men who is a lover of gain”.
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II. THE SECOND ANSWER: ALL MEN LOVERS OF GAIN (226D—227C)

226d-e The companion: the lovers of gain are those “who, out of
insatiability, every time crave prodigiously even things quite
small and worth little or nothing, and love gain”.

226e “Not, surely, my excellent friend, knowing that they are worth
nothing”: that was refuted. So they are ignorant, “thinking that
things worth nothing are worth a great deal”.

226e—227a The lovers of gain love gain; gain is “the opposite of
loss”; “men are harmed by loss”; “Then loss is bad”; “Then gain
is good.”

227b “Then you call lovers of gain those who love the good.” “It
seems s0.” Socrates: “It is not madmen, at any rate, my friend,
that you call lovers of gain.” The companion loves all good
things, and Socrates too: “Ask me too, then, whether I do not
as well”.

227¢ All other men “love good things” and “hate bad ones”; and
gain was agreed to be good. “In this way, in turn, all men appear
to be lovers of gain; but in the way we were speaking of before,
no one was a lover of gain.”

III. THE THIRD ANSWER: THE GAIN THAT DECENT MEN DO NOT DARE
(227¢—2284)

227¢—d “Which of the two arguments, then, could one use without
making a mistake?” The companion: “it is right to think that
man a lover of gain who is in earnest about those things, and
thinks fit to gain from them, from which decent men do not
dare to gain.”

227d Socrates: they “agreed just now that to gain is to be bene-
fited”, and also “that everyone wishes for good things, and al-
ways”; so “good men too wish to have all gains, if indeed they
are good things”.

227e “Not the gains, at any rate, Socrates, from which they are go-
ing to be harmed”: that is, “going to suffer loss”; men suffer
loss “both by loss and by base gain”. “Well, does any decent
and good thing seem to you to be base?” “Not to me.”

228a Gain was agreed to be the opposite of loss, which is bad, and
so good: “You see, then: you are trying to deceive me”. The com-
panion: “it is you who are deceiving me, and I don’t know how
you twist things up and down in the arguments.”
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IV. HipparcHUS (228B—229D)

228b Socrates: “Speak auspiciously! I would certainly not be acting
well if I did not obey a good and wise man”: Hipparchus, “who
was the eldest and wisest of Pisistratus’ sons”, who was the first
to bring “the epics of Homer into this land here” and compelled
the rhapsodes at the Panathenaea “to go through them in or-
der”.

228¢ He sent a fifty-oared ship for Anacreon and kept Simonides
about him, “because he wished to educate the citizens, so that
he might rule over them as men who were as good as could
be”, “not thinking that he ought to begrudge wisdom to anyone,
since he was a fine and good man”.

228d-e Hipparchus, “plotting in turn to educate those in the coun-
try”, set up Herms along the roads with his own sayings in ele-
giac verse, so that his citizens “would not admire those wise
inscriptions at Delphi” but “would think the sayings of Hip-
parchus wiser”.

228e-229b The two inscriptions on each Herm: on the left, Hermes
says that he stands midway between the town and the deme; on
the right, “This is Hipparchus’ memorial: go your way with just
thoughts”. On the Steirian road: “This is Hipparchus’ memorial:
do not deceive a friend.” Socrates: “So I would surely not dare
to deceive you, who are my friend, and to disobey him”.

229b After Hipparchus’ death his brother Hippias ruled as tyrant
for three years, and “you could have heard from all the men
of old that only in those years was there a tyranny in Athens,
and that the rest of the time the Athenians lived nearly as in the
reign of Cronus”.

229c—d The more cultivated say that Hipparchus died “not for the
reasons the many thought, the dishonour to the sister over the
basket-bearing”: Aristogeiton “prided himself on having edu-
cated a man, and thought Hipparchus his opponent”, and the
young man whom Harmodius loved, “after keeping company
with Hipparchus, despised them”; “deeply pained by this dis-
honour”, they killed him.

V. TAKING BACK A MOVE: GOOD GAIN AND BAD GAIN (229D—231A)

229d-e The companion: “either you do not think me a friend, or,
if you think me a friend, you do not obey Hipparchus. For I
cannot be persuaded that it is not you who are deceiving me”.
229e-230a Socrates offers, “just as when playing draughts”, to take
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back whatever the companion wishes. Not that all men desire
good things, nor that loss is bad, nor that gain is the opposite
of loss; but that gaining is good: “Not all of it, at any rate. Take
that back for me.” “Then, it seems, some gain seems to you to
be good and some bad.”

230a—c “But the good one of them is no more gain, at any rate, than
the bad”: good food and bad food are “equally food”; so with
drink; and of men “one is decent, another base”, but neither “is
more or less a man”.

230c—d Base gain and decent gain: “both the base and the decent
are, at any rate, equally gain”; “to neither of them does the more
or the less belong”.

230d-231a So “this is what we must look into: why ever do you call
both of them gain? What do you see in both that is the same?”
Food is “dry nourishment of the body”, drink “the wet nourish-
ment of the body”. “Try, then, you too, to imitate me as I answer
in this way.”

VI. WHAT GAIN IS: ACQUIRING MORE, AND WORTH (231A—232A)

231a-b Socrates’ proposal: “do you call gain every possession that
one acquires either without spending anything, or by spending
less and getting more?” “I think I call that gain.”

231b—-c The man who feasts at no cost and acquires a disease has
not gained; one who acquires health has. “Then this, at least,
is not gain: to acquire any possession whatever.” If what he ac-
quires is good, he acquires gain; if bad, loss. Socrates: “Do you
see, then, how you are running round back again to the same
place? Gain appears good, and loss bad.”

231c¢ “I am at a loss what to say.” “Not unjustly, at any rate, are
you at a loss.” The companion means “if, spending less gold or
silver, he gets more”.

231d Half a weight of gold for twice that weight of silver: “Loss,
surely, Socrates”. Yet he has got more, Socrates objects. The
companion: “Not in worth, at any rate, is silver more than
gold.” Socrates: “Then, it seems, gain must have this belonging
to it as well: worth.”

231e-232a “Then what is of worth is gainful”, and “what is of no
worth is without gain”; what is of worth is “worth possessing”,
what is worth possessing is “beneficial”, and the beneficial is
good; so it is “agreed for the third or fourth time, that what is
gainful is good”.

30



VII. ALL MEN LOVERS OF GAIN (232A—C)

232a “Do you remember, then, where this argument of ours
started from?” Socrates: “You disputed with me, holding that
good men do not wish to gain all gains, but of gains the good
ones, and not the base.”

232b “Then hasn't the argument now compelled us to agree that
all gains, both small and great, are good?” “It has compelled,
yes, Socrates—me, at any rate—rather than persuaded.” “Well,
perhaps after this it might also persuade you”.

232b—c Decent men “wish for good things, every one”; base men,
as the companion himself said, “love gains both small and
great”. “Then by your argument all men would be lovers of
gain, both the decent and the base.”

232¢ “Then if anyone reproaches someone with being a lover of
gain, he does not reproach him rightly; for even the one who
casts this reproach is himself, in fact, such a man.”
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EDITORIAL NOTE

The Greek text. The Greek is John Burnet’s, from the second vol-
ume of his Oxford Classical Text of Plato (1901; second edition,
1910), in which the Hipparchus follows the Alcibiades II. The copy
reproduced is the one used for the two Alcibiades of this series:
an undated later impression of the second edition, printed at Ox-
ford by John Johnson as Printer to the University and published by
Humphrey Milford, and so printed between 1925 and 1945. The ti-
tle page does not name the edition, but a list of the Oxford Classical
Texts dated January 1935, bound in after the last page of the text,
offers this volume as “Ed. 2”, and the copy was therefore issued
no earlier than January 1935. It carries Burnet’s preface of March
1901 and the short addendum of April 1910 that marks the sec-
ond edition; it concerns the Symposium and Phaedrus and names
no change in the other dialogues. The text is reproduced page for
page and line for line: each left-hand page of this edition is one
page of Burnet, with his line-ends, his marginal section letters and
line numbers, and his apparatus criticus at the foot. In the margin,
“St. 11 p. 225" at the head of the dialogue gives the volume and page
of Stephanus’ edition at which it begins; where each later page of
Stephanus begins, its number (226 to 232) stands in place of the let-
ter a; and within each section every fifth line is numbered. Burnet
sets these in the outer margin of his page, this edition in the right-
hand margin; his running heads, and the printer’s signature at the
foot of the tenth page of the dialogue (230e-231c), are not repro-
duced. The words were taken from the Perseus Digital Library’s
digital transcription of Burnet, and every line was then checked
against the photographs of this copy; where the two differ, this
edition prints what Burnet printed. Burnet’s title, [IIITAPXOZX 3
OIAOKEPAHZ, “Hipparchus, or The Lover of Gain”, his list of
the persons beneath it (ZQKPATHX ETAIPOZ, Socrates and a
companion), his paragraphing (a new, indented paragraph at each
change of speaker), his abbreviations of the speakers’ names (2.
for Socrates, ET. for the companion, hetairos), his capitals at the
openings of speeches, and the capitals and quotation marks of the
two Delphic sayings at 228e (“I'vad0. oavrdv”, “Mndév dyav”)
are kept. A few letters damaged in this copy are read as the type
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intended, among them the second o of mevTnkovTopov at 228c1.
Square brackets [ | enclose a word Burnet believed spurious: @ at
230e1, which Schleiermacher deletes. Angle brackets ( ) enclose
a word that the manuscripts lack and that Burnet supplies by a
scholar’s conjecture (Apelt’s aAN’ at 226d3). The two verses of Hip-
parchus quoted at 229a4 and 229b1 are set as verse.

Reading the apparatus. The notes at the foot of each Greek
page are Burnet’s, unaltered. Entries are keyed by section letter
and line as numbered in the margin, so that “a 4” is the fourth line
of section a. The section letters begin again with each Stephanus
page, so that on page 2, which runs from 225c¢ to 226¢, “a 2” after
“d 5” belongs to 226a. A further entry on the same line follows
after a wider space without repeating the key. Usually the reading
printed in the text comes first, followed by the witnesses that
have it; a colon separates it from the alternatives, each followed
by its witnesses. Where the text’s reading is followed by a square
bracket, the witnesses for the text are not listed and only the
alternative is given (227a6, 227c9, 227d2, 229bs, 230d6). Most
entries with no colon report a single proposal without listing
the witnesses for the text: an alternative (Cobet’s kepdaveiv at
226a4, his diaplepet at 226a8, Schanz’s doTews at 228d3), an
addition (226d3) or a deletion (230e1). An entry may also give
only a reading of some manuscripts, without the text’s words:
emapiotepd and €mdeéd BT at 229a1 and a3, each written as
one word and in the dative, where the text prints én’ dpioTepa
and émt defud. Words in angle brackets inside an entry are a
scholar’s supplement that Burnet does not adopt (Stephanus’ (6)
at 230c12). Asterisks stand for letters erased in a manuscript, one
for each letter: B’s €**ue at 229e1, where two letters are erased.
Three spaced points stand for the words between the first and
last of a passage: at 225d2 “70 . . . awotv” is 70 odv afwody, at
227d5 “elvac . . . d 7 mpoowpodoynoauer” runs from elvar in ds to
mpoowpoloynoauer indy, and at 230d3 “ovTe . . . 0UTe” is 0UTE TO
waA\ov ovte. The apparatus reports each witness’s own spelling,
which may differ from the text’s: B and W’s nugpiofymoas at
232a8, where the text prints nugpeopymoas. It reproduces the
faults of the witnesses, as T’s yet for 7yet at 229dg; in the same
entry B’s 7 lacks the grave that the 7 on either side of it has,
whether by a fault of the manuscript or of the printing, and is kept
as printed.

Names and abbreviations. Stephanus is Henri Estienne, whose
edition of 1578 supplies the page numbers by which Plato is
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cited; the Hipparchus fills pages 225232 of his second volume.
A scholar’s name standing alone after a reading marks that
scholar’s reading, from his edition or a study: at 226a4 ¢ureve is
the reading of Stephanus’ edition. The names are of editors and
critics: Stephanus; William Etwall, whose Oxford edition of 1771
(ed. Oxon.) contains the two Alcibiades and the Hipparchus; the
editors Bekker, Ast and Schanz; Schleiermacher, Plato’s German
translator; and Boeckh, Cobet, Hirschig, Naber and Apelt. Ficinus
is the Latin form of the name of Marsilio Ficino, whose Latin
translation of Plato (Florence, 1484) Burnet cites at 226a2, by
its words responde . . . an, “answer . . . whether”, as support for
Boeckh’s correction. add., “added”, marks a scholar’s addition
(Apelt’s aA\” at 226d3, which Burnet prints in angle brackets),
and del., “deleted”, a scholar’s deletion (Schleiermacher’s of @ at
230e1, which Burnet brackets). et mox, “and soon after”, extends
a proposal to a later place: to the one named (Cobet would write
kepdavety at 226a4 and again at 226b1) or, where none is named,
to the next place where the word recurs (Schanz’s doTews at
228d3 and again at 229a2). om. means that a witness leaves the
words out. ut videtur, “as it seems”, marks a reading that is hard
to make out (B at 227e1; B’s first hand at 231bg). sed a ex emend. T,
“but the a from a correction in T”, says that the first letter of T’s
amedelfaTo at 228by was written in by correction.

The witnesses. Burnet’s apparatus to this dialogue rests on
three manuscripts: B, the Bodleian Plato (MS. E. D. Clarke 39,
written in 895); T, the Venice manuscript (Marcianus, Append.
Class. 4, cod. 1); and W, the Vienna manuscript (Vindobonensis
54, suppl. phil. Gr. 7). W is named in only nine entries; where
it is not named, the apparatus does not report its reading. Later
hands are marked by the small letter: b for B (225¢6, 227d7, 229d9,
231a5, and in “Tb” at 227d5, 227e1 and 231bg, T together with
a later hand in B), and t for T (231cy); w, which Burnet’s list
gives for later hands in W, does not occur here. pr. B is B’s first
hand, before correction (227d5, 231bg). Letters written together
share a reading, so that “BT” is B and T. recc. (recentiores) are later
manuscripts in general (225¢7), and vulg. (vulgata) the text of
the early printed editions (225d2, 226e8, 232c1). Coisl. (228b7) is
the Coislinianus 155 in Paris, a later manuscript. Burnet’s preface
says that the men who corrected it and the Venetus 189 were
learned readers after the revival of letters who anticipated many
emendations of Heindorf and others, and that such readings rest
on conjecture, not on tradition; the entry at 228by does not say

34



whether vmedeiaro is the scribe’s reading or a corrector’s.

The English. The translation is new. It aims to be exact, with ev-
ery clause answering to a clause of the Greek, and to keep Socrates’
manner: his irony, his patience with a companion who answers in
a huff, and the timing of the short exchanges. Nothing is added to
make it livelier; where a joke depends on the Greek, a note explains
it, and at 225¢ the English rhymes where the Greek rhymes. Each
speech opens with the speaker’s name in small capitals. Words that
Burnet prints in angle brackets are translated, without the brackets;
the word he prints in square brackets (@ at 230e1) is not translated.
The reading Burnet prints is translated, including his conjectures;
where his choice changes the sense, a note says so.

Each right-hand page translates the Greek page opposite. When
a sentence runs over the turn of Burnet’s page, the English breaks
at the nearest point English word order allows. The Stephanus sec-
tion letters in the margin of the English mark where each section
begins.

Key terms. The words on which the argument turns have
one rendering each throughout. Kerdos and kerdainein are “gain”,
philokerdes “lover of gain” and to philokerdes “the love of gain”;
kerdaleos is “gainful” and akerdes “without gain”; zemia is “loss”
and zemiousthai “suffer loss”. Axios is “worth”, and axioun, as
in the Alcibiades I, “think fit”. Chrestos is “decent” and poneros
“base”, kept apart from agathos, “good”, and kakos, “bad”, never
“evil”. As elsewhere in the series, agnoein is “be ignorant”, anoetos
“senseless”, opheleisthai “be benefited”, exapatan “deceive” and
euphémein “speak auspiciously”; peithesthai is “obey”, as in the
Charmides. The Key Words of the Dialogue explain the chief of
these, and the Glossary lists them all with their places.

The notes. The notes identify persons, places and quotations,
explain what the English cannot carry, and mark the places where
Burnet’s choice of reading changes the sense or the words. Inter-
pretations are labelled as such. They are numbered afresh on each

page.
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GLOSSARY OF KEY TERMS

The English words on which the argument depends, in alphabet-

ical order, with the Greek they render and the places where they

matter, by Stephanus page. Where a word has a longer entry in the

Key Words of the Dialogue, the Glossary says so.

acquire, kraofac (ktasthai); possess, kextioflar (kektesthai); pos-
session, kTHua (kteéma). Gain as “every possession that one
acquires”, 231a; a disease or health acquired at a feast, 231b;
“acquires more”, 231c; what is of worth is “worth possessing”,
231e. See get and Key Words, Possession, acquire, spend.

agree, ouoloyelv, mpooouoloyetr (homologein, prosomologein);
concur, ovppavar (symphanai). The companion’s assent to the
steps of the argument: 225¢, 227¢c-d, 228a, 230d-e, 232a-b.
“Concur” is kept for ovugpavar, 232b. See Key Words, Agree,
take back.

argument, Adyos (l0gos). 226e (“by the argument”), 227¢ (“Which
of the two arguments”), 228a and 229e (“in the arguments”),
232a—C.

at aloss, be at a loss, amopeiv (aporein). 231¢, twice. It has nothing
to do with loss.

bad, kakxds (kakos). Never “evil”: loss is bad, 227a, 229e; men hate
bad things, 227¢; the opposite of a bad thing, 228a, 230a; good
food and bad food, 230a-b, 230e; some gain bad, 230a; a bad
thing acquired is loss, and loss bad, 231b—c. See good and Key
Words, Good and bad, benefit and harm.

base, movnpds (ponéros); decent, xpnotds (chréstos). Of men, 225b,
227d, 230c¢, 232b—c; of gain, 227e, 230¢, 231a, 232a; of drink,
230e—231a; “does any decent and good thing seem to you to
be base?”, 227e. See Key Words, Decent and base.

be benefited, wopeletolar (opheleisthai); beneficial, wdélyuos
(Ophelimos); of no benefit, avwdelis (anopheles); be harmed,
BAamTeotar (blaptesthai). Men are harmed by loss, 227a; “to
gain is to be benefited”, 227d; the gains “from which they
are going to be harmed”, 227e; what is worth possessing is
beneficial, and the beneficial good, 231e—232a. See Key Words,
Good and bad, benefit and harm.

be ignorant, ayvoelv (agnoein); know, yryvddokew (gignoskein);
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have knowledge of, emomjuwv (epistemon); senseless,
avdnros (anoétos). Do the lovers of gain know, or are they
ignorant, 225a-b; the knowledge of worth, 225¢; the farmer
and the craftsmen, 225d—226¢; “if not knowing it, plainly
being ignorant of it”, 226e. See Key Words, Know, be ignorant,
senseless.

compel, avaykdlew (anankazein). Hipparchus compelled the rhap-
sodes, 228b; the argument has “compelled” rather than per-
suaded, 232b. See obey and Key Words, Obey, persuade, compel.

deceive, efamarav (exapatan). 225d, 228a, 229b (“do not deceive
a friend”), 229e. See Key Words, Deceive.

decent: see base.

dishonour, aryuia (atimia). The sister’s at the basket-bearing, 229c¢,
and Harmodius” and Aristogeiton’s when the young man de-
spised them, 229d.

dispute, auduofnreiv (amphisbétein). 232a.

drink: see food.

educate, mawevew (paideuein). Hipparchus’ purpose, 228c—e; Aris-
togeiton “prided himself on having educated a man”, 229c. See
wisdom and Key Words, Wisdom, educate.

equally, ouoiws (homoios). Good food and bad food “equally
food”, 230b, 230e; decent and base gain “equally gain”, 230c—
d.

fine and good man, kalos kayalds (kalos kagathos). Hipparchus,
228c.

food, ouriov (sition); drink, moTov (poton); nourishment, Tpogn
(trophe). The horse’s food, 226a-b; good food and bad food,
230a-b, 230e; drink, 230b, 230e—231a; food the “dry”, drink
“the wet nourishment of the body”, 230e-231a. See Key Words,
Food, drink, nourishment.

gain (noun and verb), képdos, kepdalvew (kerdos, kerdainein).
Throughout; the argument turns on it at 225a-228a and
229e—232¢. Gainful is kepdaléos (kerdaleos), 230d, 231e, 232a;
without gain, akepdijs (akerdés), 231e. See lover of gain, loss
and Key Words, Gain, lover of gain.

get, A\auBavew (lambanein); spend, avaliokew (analiskein). Spend-
ing nothing, or spending less and getting more, 231a; feasting
without spending, 231b; spending less gold or silver, 231¢; half
a weight of gold for twice that weight of silver, 231d. See ac-
quire.

good, ayallos (agathos). “Then gain is good”, 227a; all men love
good things, 227b—c; good men, 227d, 232a; a decent and good
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thing, 227e; the opposite of a bad thing, good, 228a; “a good
and wise man”, 228b; good gain and bad gain, 230a; good food
and bad food, 230a-b, 230e; a good thing acquired is gain, and
gain good, 231b—c; the beneficial is good, 232a; all gains good,
232b. See bad and Key Words, Good and bad, benefit and harm.

inscriptions, ypauuata (grammata), of the Delphic sayings, 228e,
and émvypappa (epigramma; Burnet’s dual Twmypdupate), of
the two inscriptions on each Herm, 228e; inscribe, émvypacpew
(epigraphein), 228d, 229a.

intelligent, éugppwv (emphron). The other intelligent men, beside
the craftsmen, 226c¢.

know: see be ignorant.

look into, okomelv, émoképactar (skopein, episkepsasthar).
Socrates’ word for inquiry: 230d, 231a.

loss, (nuia (zémia); suffer loss, (yuwotolar (zemiousthai). The pi-
lot, 226b; gain the opposite of loss, 226e-227a, 228a, 229¢; loss
bad, 227a, 229e; suffering loss by base gain, 227¢; the feast, 231b;
loss again bad, 231c; gold for silver, 231d. Not at a loss. See Key
Words, Loss, suffer loss.

love, ¢uletv (philein). The lovers of gain love gain, 226e; all men
love good things, 227b—c; the base love gains small and great,
232c. See lover of gain.

lover of gain, ¢u\okepdns (philokerdes); the love of gain, 70
puhokepdés (to philokerdes); love gain, ¢u\okepdetv (philok-
erdein). The question, 225a; the three answers, 225a-b, 226d—e,
227c—d; all men lovers of gain, 227¢, 232c. See Key Words, Gain,
lover of gain.

madmen, pavwcol (manikoi). Those who love the good are not mad-
men, 227b.

obey, melleclar (peithesthai); be persuaded, mewolijvar (peisthe-
nai); persuade, meilllew (peithein); disobey, amoTeiv (apistein).
Socrates would obey “a good and wise man”, 228b, and not
disobey Hipparchus, 229b; the companion: “you do not obey
Hipparchus”, 229d; Hipparchus persuaded Simonides with
fees and gifts, 228c; the companion “cannot be persuaded”,
229d; “compelled ... rather than persuaded”, 232b. See compel
and Key Words, Obey, persuade, compel.

opponent, avraywwviorys (antagonistés). Hipparchus, to Aristo-
geiton, 229c.

persuade: see obey.

plot, émBovAevew (epibouleuein). Hipparchus “plotting in turn to
educate those in the country”, 228d.
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possession: see acquire.

reproach, oveldilew (oneidizein). 232c¢.

sayings, prjuata (themata). The “wise sayings” of men clever at
lawsuits, 225¢; the sayings of Hipparchus, 228e.

senseless: see be ignorant.

speak auspiciously, evpnuetv (euphémein). 228b.

spend: see get.

take back, avarifeclar (anatithesthai); play draughts, merTevew
(petteuein). 229e—230a. See Key Words, Agree, take back.

think, nyetofat, oleabar (hégeisthai, oiesthai). Throughout, includ-
ing “think that man a lover of gain”, 227d, and “think me a
friend”, 229d.

think fit, afwotv (axioun). 225a-d, 226¢, 227d. See worth and Key
Words, Worth, think fit.

unscrupulous, Tavotpyos (panourgos); no match for gain, 777wy
70U Képdovs (hétton tou kerdous); shamelessness, dvawoyvvria
(anaischyntia). The companion’s first description of the lovers of
gain, 225a-b.

wisdom, wise, copia, copds (sophia, sophos). The “wise sayings”
of men clever at lawsuits, 225¢; Hipparchus” wisdom and his
sayings, 228b—e; “those wise inscriptions at Delphi”, 228e; Har-
modius and Aristogeiton admired “as wise”, 229d. See educate
and Key Words, Wisdom, educate.

wish, fovAeotau (boulesthai); desire, émbuueiv (epithymein). Every-
one wishes for good things, 227d, and decent men, 232b; good
men too wish to have all gains, 227d, though the companion
held that they do not wish to gain all gains, 232a; Hipparchus
wished to educate, 228¢; “whatever you wish”, 229e; Socrates
offers to say that “men do not all desire good things”, 229e.

worth, déwos, afla (axios, axia); worth nothing, oddevos déios
(oudenos axios); of worth, of no worth, déwov, avaéov (axion,
anaxion); worth possessing, dfwov kextijofar (axion kektésthai).
Things worth nothing, 225a-226€; the worth of plants, 225¢c;
gold and silver, 231d; “gain must have this belonging to it as
well: worth”, 231d; of worth and of no worth, 231e. See acquire,
think fit and Key Words, Worth, think fit.
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NOTE ON THIS EDITION

How THE VOLUME WAS MADE

The Greek was taken from the Perseus Digital Library’s digital tran-
scription of Burnet and cut into Burnet’s lines by reading every line-
end from the photographs of his page, in the impression described
in the Editorial Note. Accents, breathings and iota subscripts were
read on the sharpest image of each page that the scan provides, and
a doubtful mark was settled by setting it beside sure examples of
each form on the same page. The section letters and line numbers
in the margin were computed from the Stephanus divisions rather
than copied, and were then compared with Burnet’s: across the
349 lines of the dialogue they fall where he prints them. Burnet’s
apparatus was transcribed from the same images, with its asterisks
for erased letters. Where the digital text differs from Burnet’s page
(small letters at the openings of speeches, and the Delphic sayings
at 228e without their capitals and quotation marks), this edition
follows Burnet.

The work was done in two blocks of six pages, each finished
and checked before the next was begun. Each block was checked by
four independent reviewers: two, dividing its pages between them,
compared the Greek and the apparatus with the page images let-
ter by letter, one compared the English with the Greek clause by
clause, and one checked every fact and reference in the notes. Each
finding was examined again against the evidence before it was
adopted, and not all were adopted. What each block’s check caught
is recorded at the end of this Note.

When the second block was done the volume was read through
as one text, since a check made page by page cannot see some kinds
of error: a word rendered one way in one block and another way in
the next, a sentence broken badly at a page turn, a recapitulation
that states a step in other words than the step itself. The translator
read the whole volume, and four further reviewers read it indepen-
dently: one for the consistency of terms across the whole book, two
for sense, omissions and continuity in its two halves, and one for
the Editorial Note against the scan of Burnet’s volume. The Intro-
duction, the Key Words of the Dialogue, the Outline and the Glos-
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sary were then written from the finished text, and their claims and
references were checked against it by three more reviewers.

WHAT THE FINAL READING CAUGHT

It found some forty faults that the two block checks had passed,
most of them small and a few substantive. They fall into a few
classes.

The most serious was in the Greek pages. In the margin of the
first line (225a1) and of 229e1 the edition printed a small black
square where Burnet’s section letters a and e should stand, and
the Editorial Note and the record of the second block said that this
copy prints a square there. It does not: the squares came from the
scan. Its sharpest image of those pages, on which the accents were
read, shows the two margin letters as solid blocks, while the full
page image shows the letters. The edition now prints a and e, and
every mark in the margins has been checked on the full page im-
age.

In the English, a few renderings changed the sense or could be
heard the wrong way. At 232b the companion’s last concession
had read “more than it has persuaded me”, as though he had been
partly persuaded; the Greek says “rather than”, and Socrates’ reply
(“it might also persuade you”) treats him as not yet persuaded. At
231b the answer “It appears so” could be taken to agree that a man
will not acquire gain even by acquiring something good, the oppo-
site of what the companion means; it now reads “It appears he will,
if it is good, at least”, and the question before it keeps the Greek
order. At 230b—c two questions with “not ... at all” were answered
“Yes”, which in English can mean either thing; they now read “does
the one differ from the other not at all”. At 229b the Athenians
lived “nearly” as in the reign of Cronus, not “very nearly”, and
not “more or less”, which renders another phrase in the argument
a page later (230c—d); at 231d10 “Now, at any rate” replaces “As
things are”, which could be heard as “in reality”; and the “indeed”
of 229b, the “some” of 225b, the “rightly ... right” of 227¢-d, the
“and” thatjoins “fellow citizen” to “son of Pisistratus” at 228b, and
the order of “me and you” at 227¢ were restored.

Next came renderings that had drifted from the series or from
one another. Hegeisthai was “consider” at 227d and 229d against
“think” elsewhere; homoios was “alike” of food but “equally” of
gain in the analogy the argument rests on (230b-e); oiesthai was
once “suppose” (229c), mega phronein “was proud” for the series’
“prided himself” (229c), exhamartanein “go wrong” for “make a
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mistake” (227c), and kalos poiein “doing right” at 228b, where
“right” belongs to orthos; it is now “acting well”. Set answers were
brought into line with the series: “Impossible.” (230d), “To me,
yes.” after “seems to you” (230a), and “How do you mean the
question?” (230a); and “Not for me, at least” is now “Not for
me, no.” (229e, twice), since “at least” had suggested “though
perhaps for others”. A step and a recapitulation now share their
words: “you call gain the opposite of loss” (226e), which 227a and
228a take up, and “the opposite of the bad thing” (230a), which
recalls 228a. At 227¢ “all men appear to be lovers of gain”, so that
the dialogue’s last step (232c) can be heard to answer it.

Eleven passages matched a published English translation word
for word beyond what literal translation forces, and were rewrit-
ten: at 225b, 226¢, 227b, 227¢ (twice), 228b, 229b, 230a, 231¢, 232b
and 232c. At 228b the rewriting also made Homer’s poems “epics”,
since “poems” is kept for Hipparchus’ own verses.

In the notes, the doubt about the dialogue’s authorship at 228b
is now given to Aelian, whose words it is; at 229c the sister turned
away from the procession is Harmodius’, not Hipparchus’; the note
at 228b names Anacreon and Simonides as poets; the note at 225d
gives the manuscripts’ ton axion as “the one deserving” (to gain),
since “worthy” would cross the ruling for axios; and a note at 232a
gives the places where gain was agreed to be good, “for the third
or fourth time”.

The Editorial Note was provisional, and was completed. It now
gives the dates of Burnet’s preface and addendum; explains the
margins (the Stephanus volume and page at the head, the page
numbers in place of the letter a, the numbering of every fifth line,
and what is not reproduced ); names the list of persons and the cap-
itals of the Delphic sayings; no longer calls B’s 7) at 229d9g a fault
of printing, since the same entry reproduces a fault of T’s; states
Burnet’s judgement of the Coislinianus in his own terms; distin-
guishes the two uses of et mox; and says how often W is cited. The
edition itself was identified later, when the Lovers was made from
the same copy: a list of the Oxford Classical Texts dated January
1935, bound in after the last page of the text, offers this volume
as “Ed. 27, so that the copy is an impression of the second edition
of 1910, issued no earlier than January 1935; the title page and the
Editorial Note now say so.

Three proposals were not adopted: a note at 228e placing the
Delphic sayings in the forecourt of Apollo’s temple, for which the
page has no room; the series” “be in a condition” for paschein at
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230b, which would obscure “do or undergo” at 230d; and “in turn”
for au at 231a, where “on the other hand” is kept. A cross-reference
from the note at 229e to “persuaded” at 232b is left to the Key
Words, which follow the thread.

WHAT REMAINS UNDONE

A few marks lie at the limit of what the scan can show, and are
printed as read: in the apparatus, B’s 7 at 229dg without a grave,
and the broken o of odv in the entry at 232a6; in the text, the
damaged second o of mevTyrdvTopov at 228¢c1, the ¢ of BéATioTe
at 226e3, the circumflex of Aoket at 230a5, and the raised point
at 230a4, which sits low and close in this copy. They should be
checked against another copy of the volume.

The apparatus is Burnet’s alone. It has not been collated against
the manuscripts, and readings proposed since 1910 are not re-
ported. The translation follows Burnet’s text even where later
scholars would print something else.

The notes are a reader’s aid, not a commentary. They were cho-
sen to explain what the English cannot carry and to set the story of
Hipparchus beside the historians’, and they label the more doubt-
ful interpretations as such. The question of who wrote the dia-
logue, and when, is set out in the Introduction but not argued; a
reader who wants the scholarly debate will need a commentary.

The checks described above were made by independent review-
ers working from the same page images. The volume has not been
read by a specialist outside the project, and a reader who finds an
error is asked to report it.

THE RECORD OF THE BLOCKS

The notes that follow were written as each block was finished, and
are kept as a record of what each check found. Where the final
reading changed something they report, the text above says so.

Brock I: 2254228 (BURNET PAGES 1-6)

The first block runs from the opening question to the middle of
Socrates” story of Hipparchus. It was drafted on 7 October 2026
and read by four reviewers: two for the Greek and the apparatus
against the photographs of Burnet’s pages, letter by letter; one for
the English against the Greek, clause by clause; one for the notes
and the Editorial Note against their sources.
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The Greek. The reviewers found the text and the apparatus
of all six pages as Burnet prints them. They settled the doubtful
places on the photographs: the breathings of avrdv and avrob at
228c-d, Hirschig’s dvpwmoc at 227a6, the capital "H at 227e9, and
a mark under T’s aéwwoovow at 225a3, which is a fleck, not part
of the word. Two points of typesetting were corrected: the elision
mark after an accented letter (Ma Al at 226a5 and 227b7) had
touched the accent, and Burnet’s spaced points in the apparatus
(225d2, 226a2, 227d5) had stretched with the line.

The English. A question had lost its negative at 227b: “Ask me
too, then, whether I do not as well”. Hipparchus’ purpose at 228c
is to rule over men “as good as could be”, not to rule over them
once they were. The emphatic “you” of the companion’s retort at
228a was restored, and the future infinitives at 227e (“going to be
harmed”, “going to suffer loss”) were kept. “Philaidae” is a deme,
so it takes no article. Several sentences were made unambiguous:
the question at 227¢, the conclusion at 226d, the clause at 226d3.
The set answers were brought into line with the series (“It appears
s0”, “It seems so0”), and “again” for ad was made “in turn”, as at
228d. Smaller corrections: “doing right” (228b), “then” and “at
any rate” for odv and ye (225a, 227¢), “what not even you yourself
think” (225d), and “these things ... as his own poems” (228d).

The notes and the Editorial Note. The note on Hipparchus
now reports the Constitution of the Athenians exactly: Hippias, the
elder, at the head of the government, and Hipparchus the one
who sent for the poets (18.1). The manuscripts’ reading at 225d
is “the one worthy (to gain)”. The elegiac couplet is a hexameter
and a pentameter. The opening gar is described as an impression
(“as though a conversation were already under way”), not as a
fact. In the Editorial Note, Schanz’s “et mox” at 228d3 points to
the next doTeos, at 229a2, not to the next line; Burnet’s judgement
of the Coislinianus concerns its correctors; and Ficino’s words are
given as Burnet cites them. The opening question’s second half,
which matched a published English version word for word, was
rewritten.

Brock II: 228e-232¢c (BURNET PAGES 7-12)

The second block runs from the end of Socrates” story of Hip-
parchus to the end of the dialogue. It was drafted on 7 October
2026 and read by four reviewers, in the same way as the first.

The Greek. The text of all six pages was found as Burnet
prints it. In the apparatus, T’s reading at 229a1 is the relative 0
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emyéypamTat, not the article, and B’s 7 at 229dg is printed, as in
Burnet, without the grave of the 7) beside it. Burnet’s asterisks for
letters erased in B (€**ue at 229e1) are kept. In the margin of 229e1
this copy prints a black square where the letter e would stand, as
at 225a1.

The English. The condition at 230e is past and unreal (“if you
had asked me just now ... I would have told you”); the question at
230d10 is two questions, as in the Greek; and the question at 231e5,
which in the Greek expects agreement, is put so that “Yes” answers
it. The story’s word for the lovers” grievance, “dishonour”, is kept
for the sister’s slight too (229c), so that its return at 229d can be
heard. Renderings of the earlier volumes were restored: “dispute”
for auduofnrety, “despise”, “wellborn”, “playing draughts”. Par-
ticles restored: “at any rate” in the steps of the argument (230b—c,
232¢), “and yet” for kat urjv where it objects (231d), “even” in the
last sentence. Hipparchus is “such a man as he was”, not “so great a
man”. Five phrases that matched a published English version word
for word were rewritten.

The notes. New notes report the readings that change the sense
at 231c7 and 231d10. The age of Cronus is cited from Hesiod; Steiria
from Strabo; the honours of the tyrant-slayers from the Constitution
of the Athenians. The note at 232c¢ gives the manuscripts’ autous its
sense, “the base themselves”. The Editorial Note now lists the later
hands and the bracketed entries of the whole dialogue, and the
deleted word at 230e1.

45



