PROTAGORAS: Reading Selection #2

Head-note: These two introductory pages list the principal Protagorean material stripped
of context. “Text #” refers to item numbers in the selection from Graham’s
edition/translation that follows.

FRAGMENTS

Fragment 1. Man-Measure (Texts 1, 16-19)
Of all things the measure is man, of things that are that they are, of things that are not that they are not.
[FavTwy XpnuaTey elval péTpov ToV dvdpwTov, TAV PEV OVTWY G EOTLY, TAV O€ OVK OVTWV GG OUK €0TLY]

Fragment 2. Appearance (Text21)

The being of things that are consists in being manifest. . . It is manifest to you who are present that [ am sitting, but to one who
is absent it is not manifest that I am sitting; it is non-evident whether I am sitting or not. [And all things that are consist in their
being manifest] For instance, I see the moon, another does not; it is non-evident whether it is or is not.

Fragment 3. Concerning the Gods (Texts 3, 29-31)

Concerning the gods I cannot ascertain whether they exist or whether they do not exist, or what form they might have, for
there is much to prevent one’s knowing: the obscurity of the subject and the shortness of man’s life.

[Tepl pev Jeav ovk €xw eldévar, oY g eloly ovd wg olk eloly ovY’ oTotol TLveg LOEaw. TOANQ Yap Ta KwAVoVTA €LdEvaL 1 T
adnA\otng kal Bpaxvg @v 6 Blog Tov avdpwmou.]

Fragment 4. On Pericles (Text 39)

Although his sons were young and noble, and both died in a period of eight days, he [Pericles] bore up without grieving. For he
maintained his peace of mind, from which he benefited greatly every day in good fortune, freedom from sorrow, and a good
reputation among the people (v év Tolg woANotot dofaw). For everyone who saw him bearing his own suffering patiently
judged him to be noble, courageous, and self-controlled (ueyahogppova Te kal avdpelov €doKeL €lval KLl EAVTOV KPELOOW), as
they were vividly aware of his plight in his present misfortunes.

Fragments 5-7 On Eduction, Natural Ability, Practice (Texts 40-42)
Teaching requires natural ability and practice (pUoewg kal aoknoeng dudaokalia dettar). . . They must learn starting young

Tekhné without practice or practice without tekhné is worthless.
[UndeV elval pMTe TéEXVYNY dvev PENETNG UNTE PENETNY dvey TEXVNS]

Education does not spring up in the soul unless one descends to a great depth.



TITLES, DOCTRINES, SUBJECTS OF INTEREST

A. “Itis not possible to think what is not” (Source: Socrates speaking for Protagoras in Plato, Theaetetus 167a7)

B. Titles of Works by Protagoras (Texts 13, 14, 22)
Titles of works by Protagoras include:

Art of Eristical Arguments (Téxvm €pLoTkGY)

On Wrestling

On Mathematics

On Government (Ilepl ToALTeLAQ)

On Ambition (Ilepl @u\oTipiag)

On Virtues (Ilepl qpeTav)

On the Original State of Things

Leadership (IIpooTakTKOG)
Trial for a Fee (Alkm UTep puLodov)
Opposed Arguments 1 and 2 ('Avtiloywav o (')

[Elean Visitor]: Furthermore, discussions of all arts and of each individual art which are needed to contradict (avTeLwelv) any
particular craftsman (dmpuiovpyoc) have been published in writings for anyone who wants to study them.

[Theaetetus]: You seem to be referring to Protagoras’ writings On Wrestling and other arts. . (Text 13: Plato, Sophist 232d-3)

C. “Impossible to contradict” (Text 20)
D. “Make the weaker [logos, argument] stronger” (Texts 27, 28, 43)
E. “An argument (logos) can be opposed to any argument (logos)” (Texts 1, 25, 26)

F1. “Correct speaking (Correct diction or use of words)” (Texts 33, 34)
F2. “Most accurate account” (Text 7)
F3. Gender of nouns, agreement in grammatical gender, correct grammar (Texts 35-38)
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The Texts of i
Early Greek Philosophy

The Complete Fragments and Selected Testimonies of Introduction

the Major Presocratics .

Protagoras was one of the first sophists: He became a leading intellectual, and

PART 2 in his travels he carried his ideas around Greece. Although we can describe the
breadth of his interests, it is more difficult to determine what his philosophical
position was.

Edited and translated by He was born in Abdera around 490 Bc. He apparently spent time in Athens
in the 440s, and returned around 433. Plato portrays him at the later time as a
DANIEL W. GRAHAM kind of senior statesman of the sophistic movement. He died at around seventy

years of age, full of honor, as Plato says (6). He made good money as an itinerant
teacher, and probably opened the door for later educators. The sophists filled
a need for higher education in 2 time when there was no formal education
beyond primary school. They tended to teach practical subjects, especially public
speaking, political science, and estate management (the forerunner of economics),
and if we can believe Plato, this is all that Protagoras taught (despite his interests
in other areas as indicated by his writings).

An innovative teacher, he seems to have been the first to teach students to argue
both sides of a case. This causes him to be considered a mercenary by critics,
but his practice is now standard in law schools. He not only presented public
declamations, but also displayed his prowess in question-and-answer sessions.
Plato’s Protagoras depicts him (and other sophists) using different pedagogical
techniques and dealing with different subject matters.

We know that Protagoras propounded some important doctrines, but it is
difficult to construct a systematic theory for him. His most famous doctrine
is that of relativism, presented in 16 [F1]. The formulation he gives there is
perfectly general, and can be applied to almost any domain. In the Theaetetus,
Plaro interprets it first as applying to perception, but as having relevance to ethics
as well. He presents it as a sophisticated view, but one which ultimately defeats
itself. How generally Protagoras meant to apply it is not clear. In the Protagoras
Plato represents him as defending views of ethics and moral education which do
not draw on relativism. Indeed, Protagoras seems to make morality, or at least
a moral sense, innate. At the same time, he seems to accept the conventional

=3 CAMBRIDGE - morality of the polis as the standard to be instilled in the young. Protagoras seems
-5¥ UNIVERSITY PRESS Z/(/ ) o to have offered refutations of monistic (presumably Eleatic) ontologies, and hence
to have enrered into mainline philosophical debares; unfortunately we are not

informed about his arguments. Protagoras was also famous, or infamous, for the

agnostic position he assumed at the outset of his treatise On the Gods, bur again

689



15 Protagoras

we are told little more about the content of that work than the opening sentence.
He was a leading researcher in language, for the first time exploring the moods of
verbs and grammatical gender. According to Plato, Protagoras saw himself as part
of a great intellectual tradition extending back to the epic poets. Insofar was we
view sophistic as an effort to understand the world, including areas of practical
interest, using the tools of knowledge developed by philosophy, we can assent to
the judgment: Protagoras was the scion of a great intellectual tradition.

Our best view of Protagoras comes from Plato, who gives us vignettes of the
sophist as a teacher and performer. Plato’s dialogues are works of fiction, but
historical fiction that captures the spirit of the fifth century. In the dialogue
named after Protagoras, Plato is unusually respectful of the sophist, even as he
reveals his weaknesses. He shows Protagoras holding fairly conventional views
about virtue and its teaching, and avoiding extravagant claims for his own unique
abilities. At the same time, he puts in the sophist’s mouth a more plausible view of
moral educarion than rthat defended by Socrates. He portrays Protagoras invoking
a kind of practical relativism in the dialogue (46) but not applying it to ethics. We
also see the sophist’s broad interests, including a commitment to a general kind
of education in letters, in his foray into literary criticism. Yet what Protagoras sees
as an opportunity to display his breadth and culture, Socrates (and Plato) sees as
a digression from the main inquiry.

Plato takes Protagoras’ relativism seriously in the Theaetetus, giving it a general
formulation and a dertailed analysis and refutation. More importantly, he even
introduces, for the first time in the philosophical record, an appeal to the principle
of charity in interpreting an opponent’s views, in the voice of Protagoras (167d—
168c). Plato seems committed here to giving Protagoras a fair hearing.

It remains difficult to unify the views we get of Protagoras from Plato and
other witnesses. Does Protagoras have a thoroughgoing relativistic theory, or
only a dialectical technique? Is he a relativist in ethics, or does he believe that
virtue comes by nature, or by convention? More generally, does he have a unified
theory, or just a set of argumentative commonplaces? In the state of our evidence
only tentative reconstructions are possible. But Protagoras clearly was capable of
inspiring his students with new ideas, and presenting to them penetrating insights
that were at least suggestive of important philosophical theories.
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Texts

1 Diogenes Laertius 9.50—56 (A1)

TpcTorydpas ApTépcovos 1, ©s AToAGBwpos kal Alvev' &v TTepokev &
Maiaw8piov,? ABBnpiTrs, kafid pnotv Hrparheidng & TTovTirds &v Tols TTepl
vopwv, 8 kol Goupiols vblUoUs yp&war ¢naty auTov: 635 8 EUroAis v Koaag,
Thios: pnol yép: “EvBobrt uév o Tpwtaydpas & Trios.” oUTos kai TTpdSikos 6
KeTos Adyous &vayvdakovTes fipavifovTo: kad TTA&Tev &v Té TTpwTarydpo
onol BapUecvov elvan Tov TTpéSikev. Bifjkouoe § © TTpwTarydpas AnpokpiTou.
(txaheito Te Zogla, s pnot PaPuwpives v MavTodaij ioTopicn.)

(51) Ko TTP&TOS E) BU0 Adyous elvan Tepi TavTdS TP&Y HOTOS EVTIKEINEVOUS
&AAHAOIs- ofs kal oUVTpdTa, TPETOS TOUTO Tp&Sas. A kad fip§aTd Tou
ToUTov Tov Tpdrov- [Fral. wévTwv XpnudTtwy pétpov &vbpwros,’ Tév pev
BuTteov G EoTi, TGV 5t oUk SvTwv s oUk EoTiv. EheyE Te undev elvan Yuxhv Tapd
T&s odobroets, kad& kal TTAdTwy oty &v OccuTthTwl, kad TéVTx glvan &GANO1.
kad &AAayoU &t ToUTov ApfaTo Tov TpdTov- [E3]. (52) 1&x TabTny B8 THv &pxMV
ToU ouyypdpuaTos EEeBATEN Tpds Abnvaicov, kad T Pl ool KaTEKaUo OV
& 1 &yopdn UTd kMpuki® &vadeduevol Tag EK&oTo TGOV KEKTTJHEVOOV.

oUTos 'rrpc?);ros mioBdy sicempdEaTo puds Ekatdv: Kald TPETOS PEPT) X POVOU
Bicapioe ko Kapol SUvapy EEfeTo kad Adywv &ydvas EmomoaTo’ kad
copiopa® Tofs TparypaToroyolol TpoaTyaye: kai THv Bidvolow &pels TPoS
Tolvoua Siehéydn kai TO viv EmiéAaiov yévos T EploTikéy Eytvvnoey- fva
kot Tipcov enoi mepl adrol- “TTpwTaydpns T émipexTos? Ep1lénevan gU £idas.”
(53) oUTOS Kad TO TeokpaTikov £150s TGOV Adywv TpddTos Ekivnoe. kal ToV
AvTIo8EvoUs AbYOV TOV TrElpcdpevoy XTTOBEIKVUEIY 65 oUK EoTIv &vTiAéy e,
oUTos TpédTos BisthexTat, kb enot TIA&Twv év EUBUSTucL. Kad Tp&dTOS
KaTESeIEE Tas TTPOS TS BéTEIS ETIYEIPTTELS, (OS5 QTICLY ApTepiBuopos & S1oAekTIKOS
tv 1651 TTpds Xpuotmrrov. kad TpédTos THY Kehoupévny TUANY, £p fis T& popTia
BaoTddouov, elpev, & enov ApioToTeANs &v T TTepi Trandeias: popuopopos
y&p fiv, 6 kod Erikoupds woU gnat, kad TolTov Tov Tpdmov fiphn Tpds
AnpoxpiTou™ GUAa Bedekdos™ oqbeis.

' Menagius: 3icov BPFD.

* Diels: epoikédv &v P*Q: mepaikols FP4: repoikois év BD.

3 PF: peavBpiov BD: panawdpidou fj veavdpiou Suda.

4 D: #v50° BPF: &v8ov Cobert.

5 pétpov &vBpeotros FP+: Tédv &v avBpdtols D: pétpov dvlpatols BP'Q.
¢ O: xnpuxa BPFD. 7 BP'Q: #9sdoato FDP+.

¥ copicuaTa Aldobr., Cober et edd. rec.  ? Diels: &mrivkros codd.

© Diels: dnpoépritov codd. ** Casaubon: &edordos B: Sedoorcos PFD.
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Text 1

I. Life

1 Protagoras, son of Artemon; or, as Apollodorus and Dinon — in the five books
of his Persian History — say, son of Maeandrius; of Abdera, as Heraclides of Pontus
says in his Laws, and he also says he composed the laws for Thurii. But Eupolis
in his Flatterers says he is a Tean, for he says, “Protagoras of Teos is inside.” He
and Prodicus of Ceos charged fees for their lectures. And Plato in the Protagoras
says Prodicus had a deep voice. Protagoras was a student of Democritus. (He was
nicknamed Wisdom, as Favorinus says in his Miscellaneous Studies.)

(51) And he first said that there are two opposing arguments on every subject.
By means of these he asked a series of questions, being the first to use this method.
He also began one work in this way: [F1a] Of all things the measure is man, of
things that are that they are, of things that are not that they are not. He said
there was no soul apart from the senses, as Plato states in the Theaetetus (152 f£],
and all opinions are true. And in another work he began with these words: [F3].
(52) Because of this introduction to his treatise, he was exiled by the Athenians,
who burned his books in the marketplace after the herald had confiscated them
from each of their owners.

He first earned a fee of one hundred pounds. And he first defined the tenses
of verbs and expounded the importance of the proper timing, arranged debates,
and formulated sophistical arguments for debaters. And he abandoned the sense
of words in favor of the letter in his arguments, and begat the current race of
contentious arguments. So Timon says of him, “Gregarious Protagoras, skilled
in disputation.” (53) He first invented the Socratic form of argument. And he
first used the argument made famous by Antisthenes purporting to prove that
it is not possible to disagree with anyone, as Plato says in the Euthydemus [20].
And he first developed a system for objecting to any proposition, as Artemidorus
the dialectician says in Against Chrysippus. He first invented the “shoulder-pad,”
on which porters bear burdens, as Aristotle says in On Education. For he was a
basket-carrier, as Epicurus says somewhere, and in this way he came to the notice
of Democritus, who observed how he bound sticks.
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S1eTAE T TOV AGyov TpdTOS els TETTApPQ, EUXWATY, £pLTNOIY, &TTOKPICLY,
tytorfv- (54) (of 8¢, €ls T, Bifjynow, EpTTO1Y, &TTOKPIOLY, EVTOATV,
&maryyshiav,! edywAny, KAfiow), oUs kai TTuBuévas elre Adywv. (A?\KlSduaE B¢
TETTapAg AGYoUs eNoi, oy, &TOQaOIY, EpLTNOLY, TPOTOyOPEUTIV.) TIPCTOV
St Tév Aoywv fauTol dvéyve Tov TTepl Beddv, o0 Thv &py v &veo Tapedépedor
&véyve § Abfvnow év T Edprridoy olkiau i, & Tives, &v THL MEYQK?\EiSﬁ)U*
8ol &v Aukeicot, paBnTol THY guoviy adTén XpricavTos Apxaryopou Tol
BeoBoTou. KaTTydpnoe & atTol Mubsdwpos TToAulHAu, €ls TGV TETPAKOTIGOV-
ApioToTéns & ElabAdy pnow. (3). .- ,

yéypage 8t ko TTA&Teov €ls altov BiAoyov. enoi 5t O1Adxopos TALOVTOS
arTov sis Sikehiav Ty vadv kaTamovTwdfival- kad TolTo aiviTTeobon
E¥mmridny &v T T§lovt. Eviow kaTax Thv 636V TeAeuTRioal alTOY, [310'00'0(\)'50( ETT)
Trpds T& BvevikovTa. (56) ATTOAASGSwPOS B¢ pnotv £PBopriKovTa, copioTeloal
5t TegoapdrovTe® Kal KUGGEW KATA THY TETAPTNY kad &y SonkooThv
OAvpTrade.

2 Philostratus Lives of the Sophists 1.10.1-4 (A2)

MpwTterydpas 8¢ 6 ABSnpiTns gopioThs [kai]? AnuokpiTou uév dxpoaTr|s oikol
EytveTo, duiinoe Bt kai Tois ik Tepodov péyots kot THY ZépEou Ei ThHY ,
EANESa EAaoty. TraThp Yép Tv ad Tl Manévdplost TTACUTL KATETKEUXTPEVOS
Tapd TOAAOUS TGV &V TTjt Opdukmn, defpevos Bt kol TOV ZépEnv oikicn Te kad
Scopots THy Euvousiav TGV péywv TéL Toadl Tap aUToy gUpeTO. OV Y&p
Treadevouct Tous u Tiépoas Tépoan péryor, fiv uh & BaciAes EpfiL. (2) TO 3¢
&ropeiv pdokely, eiTe elol Beol elTe oUk eioi, Sokel pot TMpwTaydpas & THS
Mepoikfis ToudeUcews Tapavopfjoal- payol y&p gmbaidlouot pév ofs &pavads
Bpcdot, THY St & pavepol BéEav Tol Belou kaToUouowy o BouAbpevol Sokeiv
Tapp avTol SUvacha. (3) Bick uév 8f ToUTo TaoNS Yis Urd Abnvaicov HAGIN
¢35 uév Tives, kpiBels, cos Be éviols Bokel, ynhpou émeveyBeions LN kp18EVTL. VIioOUS
St &€ Areipoov &ueiPoov kai Tés ABnvadeov TEIfpels PUAXTTOPEVOS TTEOTLS
BoAGTTCS FVECTICPREVTS KATESY TIAEWV &V akaicol pikpddL. (4) T 3& wiobol

BiohéyeoBan TpédToS eUpE, TTpGTOS Bt TopEduwkey "EAANGT, Tpdyna ol HepTTTOV:

& y&p obv damrdvni orouddlouey, p&AAov &oradousda TV Tpoika. yvoUs d&
Tov TTpwtaydpoy & TTAGTwY oepvdds pév éppmuedovTa, gvuTrTidGovTa € T
GepvdTN T Kad TToU Kol pakpoAoycoTepov ToU oupuéTpou, T iBtav abTol
HUBL HOKPGL EXAPAKTTPIOEV.

! DP2: ¢maryyehiow BP'F Suda T 3122: eloaryyehav Suda T 2958.
* BP: cogioTedoon atov W Etn FD.
5 secl. Friedl. + Diels: paicvdpos codd.
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Text 2

He first distinguished four kinds of sentence: wish, question, answer, command
(54) (but some [say] seven kinds: explanation, question, answer, command, report,
wish, call) which he called the foundations of speech. (But Alcidamas says there
are four kinds of sentence: assertion, denial, question, address.) He first read his
speech On the Gods, the beginning of which we quoted above; and he read it in
Athens in the house of Euripides, or, as some say, of Megaclides; others say he
read it in the Lyceum, wich his student Archagoras son of Theodotus reading for
him. And Pythodorus son of Polyzelus, one of the Four Hundred, brought the
accusation against him; but Aristotle says it was Euathlus. (s5) . ..

Plato wrote a dialogue on him. Philochorus says when he was sailing to Sicily
his ship sank; and Euripides alludes to this in his /xion. Some say he died en
route, having lived about ninety years. (56) But Apollodorus says he lived seventy
years, having practiced as a sophist for forty and flourished in the 48th Olympiad
(444—441].

2 Protagoras of Abdera, a sophist, student of Democritus, lived at home, but
conversed with the magi of Persia during the invasion of Greece by Xerxes. His
father was Maeandrius, 2 man who amassed wealth beyond all others in Thrace,
who was host to Xerxes himself, and by his gifts he secured the association of the
magi for his son from him. For the Persian magi do not educate non-Persians
unless the king consents. (2) In claiming that he did not know whether there were
gods or not Protagoras seems to derive his heresy from the teaching of the magi.
For the magi pray to the gods in their secret rituals, but in public they dismiss
the glory of divinity, not wishing to seem to get their power from ir. (3) Because
he made this claim, Protagoras was banished by the Athenians from their whole
land, as some think, after being condemned, or, as others say, after a decree in
the absence of a trial. Passing over to the islands from the mainland and trying to
avoid the Athenian cruisers that were scattered in all the seas, he sank while sailing
in a small boat. (4) He first invented conversing for pay, and first handed down
the practice to the Greeks, no mean feat. For what we earnestly seek for money
we value more than what comes to us for free. Plato, knowing that Protagoras had
a grandiloquent manner of expression, that he reveled in his grandiloquence, and
that he was more verbose than was appropriate, depicted his style in a lengthy
myth [see 45].
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3 Hesychius from scholium on Plato Republic 6ooc (A3)

TpeoTarydpas ApTépwvos ABSnpitns. oUTos popToPacTaxTns fiv, EVTUXGV

8¢ AnpokpiTat Eprhoodenos kad &l pnTopeiay EoyE. KCfi T!‘P&)TO? ?\éyc‘au;
tpiaTikoUs eUpe Kai Liofov Empade ToUs pebnTés pvas @. 810 xuiﬁmsfc?\nrﬁn o
Adyos. ToUTou uanThs lookpéTns & prTwp wait TTpdBikos & Kelos. E‘IviGUGT] '6&, T
Tottou PipAia U Alnvaicov. eime yép- Trepl fedov oUk Eye elbivon olTe fh; :«.n:n:;
olre ds oUx elotv. Byponye Bt eis abrav & TTAGTeov Sidhoyov. TTAEQVTOS ‘55 abrel
eic Sikehiqv ETehelTnoE vauayoas ETGV <du=T BVEVTIKOVTY, COPIOTEUTGS ETT]
TECOUPAKOVTAL. .

4 Plato Protagoras 317b3—c3, 318269, 318d9—319a7, 349a1—4 (As)
[TTPWTATOPAT] &ycs olv TouTwv THY évavTiov &mracav 680V é)\ﬁ?\u@jc:, xcE‘L
Suchayé Te cogioTs elven kat oaudebaw &ubpdTous. . . kaiTot 'rro?\l\cx, yeEm
#8n elui® dv 11 Tégym kal yap kal T& EUpTravTa TOAAG pol EoTiv — oUdevos
&rou o), TévTe &v dudv kol Hdiklay TP ElNV. . .

& veavigke, EoTon Tolvuw cot, B pol ouvTs, it &v fipépat tuol ouyyeumt,
&mitvan ofkaBe Petiovt yeyovoT kel Bv T borepaict TaUT TAUTA: chi
ot fuépas Gel frl TO PEATIOV tmBiSdval. . . of piv yép &Alol AwpdvTal
ToUs vEcUs: Tas Yap TEXvas auToUs Tre@euydTOS SKoOVTas TTAAIY ad &:,fmrreg
Eup&AAouov els TEXVaS, AoyiouoUs Te kal doTpovopiay kel yewpeTpiov .
kol pouoikhy Si1ddakovTss (kad &ue eig Tov Trmiav &mePAsyey), TTapd & Eut
Goixduevos poffoeTar ol Tepl GAAou Tou 7i Trept oU fiket. TO BE pddn uf'x éc'r:rW ‘
eUPouhic Tepl TéV oikeiwv, dTrws v dpioTa v cdrol olkiav 51011'«3{, xal Trepl
Téaw THiS TrOAES, BTTCOS T& Tijs TTOAEWS BuvarrdoTaTos &v ein kel Tp&TTEV Kal
AeyEw. .. )

[SWKPATHZ] Sokels yép poi Aéyew Thy TOAITIKAY TéXVNY kad Umoyveiofon
Troi€iv &wSpas dryabous TToAlTas.

[MTPW.] atrTd piv o0v ToUTO EoTv, EPM, & Srpares, TO ETGQyyehua 8
grayyéhhopat. . .

[E0.] oV Y &vapavdov ceauTdY YTToKn puUE&pEVOS ElS TTavTaS ToUs “EAATvas,
COPITTHY ETTOVOPATTS OEQUTOV, ATTEPTIVAS TTXISEUTENS kol &peTfis 81840k,
Tp&TOS TOUTOU HicHOV &Eivoas dpvucbal.

s Ibid. 329b1—s (A7)

MpwTarydpas 8¢ OBe fkavds ptv paxpous Adyous kai kaAoUs elTrely, s aUTX
Smoi, ikavds 5t kol EpeoTnBels &mokpivaalal ko Bpayu Kol Epdpevos
Trepipeivad Te kad &rodéEacton THY STOKpITY, & dAiyors BoTl TTapeoKeUaopévar.

! suppl. Friedlinder. * & pn B.
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Texts 35

3 Protagoras son of Artemon, of Abdera. He was a porter, but when he met
Democritus he learned to philosophize and became a rhetorician. He first invented
contentious speeches and earned a fee of 100 pounds from his students. So he was
nicknamed “Speech.” Isocrates the orator and Prodicus of Ceos were students of
his. His books were burned by the Athenians because he said, Concerning the
gods, I cannot ascertain whether they exist or whether they do not [F3]. Plaro
wrote a dialogue about him. Sailing to Sicily he died in a shipwreck, <being>
ninety years old, having practiced as a sophist for forty years.

4 [Protagoras addresses Socrates and his young friend Hippocrates, a prospective
student.] Thus I have pursued the contrary path [to that of earlier sophists], and I
openly profess to be a sophist and to educate men. .. And indeed I have practiced
this profession for many years, for in fact I am quite aged: and there is not a single
one of this group of whom I am not old enough to be the father. ..

[To Hippocrates] Well, young man, if you study with me, on the very first day
you come, you will go home a better man, and likewise on the following day. And
each day you will improve. .. The other sophists mistreat the youth: after the
youth have escaped certain disciplines the sophists lead them back willy nilly to
pursue them, teaching them arithmetic, astronomy, geometry, and music (as he
shot a glance at Hippias), but if he studies with me he will learn nothing but what
he came to learn. The subject I teach is discernment in household management,
that he may direct his household as well as possible, and also in city affairs, that
he may be as powerful as possible in acting and speaking. . .

[Socrates] It seems to me that you profess the political art, and you promise to
make men good citizens.

[Pr.] This, Socrates, is the very profession that I make. ..

[Soc.] You publicly advertise yourself to all the Greeks, calling yourself a sophist
and declaring yourself to be an instructor of education and excellence, the first
who claimed to make a living from this profession.

5 Protagoras here is able to make excellent long speeches, as his recent perfor-
mance shows, and he is also able to give succinct answers to questions posed to
him, and when he poses questions to await and respond to answers, which is a

skill possessed by few.
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6 Plato Meno 91d2—s, e3—9 (A8)

ol yép &vdpa Bva MMpwTayopay TAsiw XpHuaTa KTT|TQHEVOV r'xﬁé""rm'.-'rn; Tﬁg
gopias fi Padiav Te, &5 olrws TEpIQOWEs Kahd Epy fpydadeTo, K:::i rr.x?\?\ous Bixa
16w GudpiavToTroldy . . . TTpwTerydpas Bt &pa SATY THY EANGSa ahixvaavsv
SragBeipav ToUs cuyyryveutvous kad poxinpoTépous &TTOTTERTICOV T| o
TopeAdpBavey Thiov H TeTTapdxovTa ETT. olyai yap alTov érrrc:ﬁcxvew e?/?fug
kol EBBopTiKoVTa ETT] YEYOVOTE, TETTAPAKOVTY BE Bv TR TEXVML OVTCL Kal&
&mravTi TEN Xpovei TouTwi ETt els TNV fiépaw TewTnvl eldoripdy oUBty
TETAUTAL

7 Plutarch Pericles 36.3 (A10)

TevTé&dou yés Tivos &xovtion ardEavtos EmiTinov Tov Dapodiiov droucins
kel krelvavTos, Hupav SAny dvahdox petd MpawTaydpou SiamopolvT,
TréTepov T &xdvTiov ) Tov BaddvTa pdhAov f| Tous &y ovoltTas kaTd TOV
dpB&TaTov Adyov adtious xpt) Tol Tadous fyeioba.!

8 Athenaeus .59, 218b—c (A11)

SAAG ufyy kel & &v it TpeoTaryopat Bi&Aoyos et THY Jrrmovikou TEAEUTIV
yevbyevos TapetAngéTos fdn T oboiav Kakhioy, ToU TpwTaydpoy
<ptuvnTon>? TapaysyovoTos TO BelTepov ol TTOAASTS TROTEPOV Auépes. & &
rirdvikes Errt piv EUBUBT Lo &oYOVTOS OTPATTY @Y TIRPITETEKTX peTex Nixiou
mpos Taverypalous ked Tous TTapaponfolvTas Boiw TV Kal TH Mey M1 UE.\)EKT]KE,
TéBunie 8& pd Ths B Ahkaiov Bibcoradias TGV Edmranbos KoAaxkwyv ol
ToXAG@L Xpbyeot KeTé TO £lkds. . . B olv ToUTw! Téi SpdpaTt EUToAls TOV
TpeoTerydpaw G5 EmiBnuolvTa elodye, Auayics 8 &v T Kévvan' Blo .
Tpdrepov ETeatv SiBaryBEvTL ol karaptBuel alrdy &V Tl TRV PPOVTIOTRV
Yop@1- BiAov ov 65 LETGEY TOUTWY TGV XpOVwV TTapary £y ovey.

9 Athenaeus 11.113, 505f~506a

SN piy oU SuvavTtan oudkt TTdpohos kad Z&vimros of MepikAéous viol
TeheuTHoAVTOSS TAL Aotuddt TTpwTarydpa Siadéyesda, STe <16>6 SeUTepov
2mredmunos Tods ABfveas, ol ET1 TPOTEPOV TEAEUTHOQVTES.

10 Eustathius Odyssey 1547.53, Eupolis fr. 157 Kassel-Austin

tugaivev EUTroALs AdyeTan TOV uotkov TpwoTarydpav Sl1oKWPIB&OY v Té1 “B5
SadoveleTcn piv GAITHpILOS Trepl TEV peTecdopwoy, T B¢ Xomdbev tobiel.”

11 Eupolis fr. 158

Trivew yép attdv Mpwtarydpas éxéhed, iva Tpd Tol kuvds TV TvesuoV
gkkAuaTov” Qopfit.

' Y: yevéoBon S, * suppl. Casaubon. 3 Casaubon: kowédi cod.  *+ CE: om. A.
5 Brinkman: TeAeuthioavTes codd. ¢ suppl. Kaibel. 7 Reiske: &kAuTov Ath.: &Aupov Plu.
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Texts 6—11

6 Tknow one man named Protagoras who made more money from this profession
than Phidias, who was so famous for his works of art, and any other ten statue-
makers . . . [Socrates defends Protagoras ironically:] So we are to believe Protagoras
deceived the whole of Greece, corrupting his students and sending them home
worse than they were when they came to him, for more than forty years. For I
believe he died near the age of seventy, after forty years in the profession. And
in this whole time and down to the present day his reputation has never been
impugned.

7 When a certain pentathlete accidentally struck Epitimus the Pharsalian with his
javelin and killed him, [Pericles] spent the whole day with Protagoras investigating
whether the javelin, the thrower, or the officials should be considered responsible
for the mishap, according to the most accurate account.

8 Nevertheless the conversation in the Prozagoras, which takes place after the
death of Hipponicus, when Callias had already inherited his fortune, <refers to>
Protagoras having come to visit Athens a second time not many days before.
‘When Euthymus was archon [426],' Hipponicus as general marshaled his men
with Nicias against Tanagra and their Boeotian allies, and won the battle; but
he probably died not much before the production of the Flatterers by Eupolis,
when Alcaeus was archon [421] ... In this drama Eupolis introduces Protagoras
as being in town. But Ameipsias in his Connus, produced two years earlier [423]
does not count him in the chorus of wise men. So it is clear that he came in the
time between these dramas.

9 Nevertheless Paralus and Xanthippus, the sons of Pericles who died in the
plague, could not have been present to converse with Protagoras, when he came
to Athens for <the> second time, since they were already dead.

1o Eupolis is said ro have the natural philosopher Protagoras appear when he
makes fun of him in the line “who criminally carries on about heavenly phenom-
ena, bur he eats things from the ground.”

11 “Protagoras bid [Callias] drink, that he might have his lung cleaned out before
the dog days.”

! codd. have Euthydemus, archon in 431; see commentary.
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15 Protagoras

12 Plato Greater Hippias 282d8—e4

&pikdpevos B¢ roTe els ZikeAlav, IMpuwraryopou @6@1 éinS!r]p:)ﬁLwos Kd‘l,
eUBoKIuoTVTOS Kal TpEoBuTEpOU EVTOS TFOAU VEWTEPOS GOV B ??\ay('.ol Xpove
T '}T?'.EOU A MevTHKOVTA Kail EKarTov uvds fipyaoauny, kal §E £uds ye Xwpiou
vy optkpol, Tvukol, TTAéov i gikool pvas.

13 Diogenes Laertius 9.55 (A1) o ,
tori B8 T& cwildpeva alrroll BipAic TéBex * ' Texvm épm‘st?‘:wv,:ﬂipi 1TC!7\1'|$;
TTepl Tédv daBnuderoov, Tepl ToAireias, Mapi qy.)\o:nui?g, I"Iepi GpeTdV, ﬂsl?l T Ev
&py it karaoTdoews, [Tept Tév tv Aoy, Tept TV ouK opBa::s Tc:ts'quFmTEOIE
Tpasooptvay, MpootaxTids, Alkn Umép ooy, AvTiAoyidv o B. kal TalTx

Uty aUTédn T PpAia

14 Plato Sophist 232ds—er (B8) o
[XENOZ] Té ye uiv Trepl TTaodv Te Ko KaTe wiaw gxdoTny TEXVNY, & 6’51 iyelely
EooTOV QUTOV TOV SMploupydV &vTea ey, Sednuogicopéva Tou kaTaPéPAnTan
: A : Oeiv.
yey patupéva T POUACUEVAT P , ’ , o
[OEAITHTOZ] T& Tpeotarydpeid por gaivnt Trepl T& TEANS xad TV EAAWY
TEX VOV ElpTKEvCa.

15 Porphyry Philologus 1, cited in Eusebius Preparation for the Gospel
10.3.25-26 (B2) ,
“omrévia 5t T TéV Ted ToU MA&TwVOS YeyovdTwy [3_1{37:{@ E'IT:E‘I ’ic.rcos TrAsious

&v T1s tpddpacs ToU @IAogdgoy <kAoTas>.} Eycy & olv T'}i KOT& T}JXT]U .
TreprméTrToka TTpwtarydpou Tov TTept Tol dvTog c’:mcxyniwo-xcw,?\oycv‘ PSS
Tous Bu 16 v elodeyovTas TowTens alTov EUPIOKG YPUIHEVOV a-Ercxv'mrn‘Ufmf;-
toTrouBaoa yap aitals Affeot T& prfeavTa pvnuovevew.” (26) ked TaUT eV
Bi1& TAadvooy TiOnot T&s &rodeiges.

16 Sextus Empiricus Against the Proféssors 7.60 (Br)

xai TpwTerydpav 82 Tov APSnpitny Eyxarideav TIVES T(Z)I‘Xopc:)l T(I)Y ‘
&vaipolvTwy TS KpITNpiov grhoodpwy, el pnot Taoas TUS cpdv-r‘otcn‘cxs il
T&s B&Ees AAnDels Urdpy e kad TV PSS T1 gfvan THY oz?lxneslav 8151 O Wi T6
paviy 7| 56gav Twi ebféws TpoS Ekelvov UTrdpYEY. EVapYOHEVOS YOUV TGV
KoatoPoAAovTmy avepavnos: . o i
[F1b] mévTtwv XpnudTwv uétpov ¢oTiv &vBpooTros, TGOV pév SvTwy @S ETTIV, TV
St oUKk dvTwv QS UK ECTIV.

! lacunam coniecit Diels. > #pioTikév BPPW. 3 suppl. Viger.
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Texts 12-16

12 [Hippias] Once when I arrived in Sicily and found Protagoras visiting there,
though he was famous and older, and I much younger, in a short time I made
much more than a hundred and fifty pounds, and from one very small town,
Inycus, more than twenty.

II. Works

13 The following books of his are extant:* x * The Art of Contentious Arguments,
On Wrestling, On Mathematics, On Government, On Ambition, On Virtues, On the
Original State of Things, On Those in Hades, On Human Wrongdoing, Leadership,
Trial for a Fee, Opposed Arguments 1 and I1. These are his books.

14 [Visitor from Elea] Furthermore, discussions of all arts and of each individual
art which are needed to contradict any particular craftsman have been published
in writings for anyone who wants to study them.

[Theaetetus] You seem to be referring to Protagoras’ writings On Wrestling and
other arts. [Criticisms of universal expertise follow.]

15 “Books by authors earlier than Plato are rare; otherwise perhaps one would
have observed more < plagiarisms> by that philosopher. For instance when I by
chance came across the speech by Protagoras On Being, as I read it I found him
giving the same kind of replies to those who advocare the view thar what-is is
one. For I made an effort to memorize his words verbatim.” Having said this he
[Porphyry] rehearses the arguments at length.

III. Philosophy

A. Man the measure

16 And some have included Protagoras of Abdera in the chorus of philosophers
denying that there isa standard of truth, since he says all appearances and opinions
are true, and truth s relative, because everything that appears or seems to someone
really exists for him. Thus at the beginning of the Refistations he pronounced these
words:

[F1b] Of all things the measure is man, of things that are that they are, of things
that are not that they are not.
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15 Proragoras

17 Plato Theaetetus 151e8—152a8, ba—c3 (BI)

[SWKPATHE] kivduvelets pévTol Adyov oU gpaliiov elpniéval Trepl EToTANTS,
BN Bv EAeye kai TTpwTarydpas. Tpdtov 8¢ Tva &AAov elpnke T& adTa TaUTA.
pnoi y&p Tov

[Fic]} wévTowv Xpnu&Towv péTpov &vbpwov elvan, TV piv dvtwv s EoTl, TOV
8¢ pt) Svtwv s olk EoTiv,

BVEYVWKAS Y&p TTOU;

[OEAITHTOZ] &véyveoka kol TTOAAGKIS.

[SW.] o¥xolv oltws Tres Adyet, bs ola pév EkaoTa épol paiveTad, TOUTA PEV
o &poi, ola 8¢ oof, TolaUTa 8¢ o ool- &vBpwTros 8t U Te K&Y®; . . . &p 00K
tvioTe TrvéovTos &vépou Tol aUTol & pEv fudv Pryddn,’ & 8 ol; kal & pév fpépa,
6 Bt 5poBpa; . . . TETEPOV 0TV TOTE AUTO ¢ EauToU TO TVETUX YUXPOV i o¥
Wuypd prioopey; fi Taiodpeda Té TTpwTaydpaa &T1 T uév Py @VTI> YUy pov,
TEN 8E uf) oY; . . . oUKoUY kad padveTan oUTwS EKaTépeol; . . . TO B¢ ye padveTan
odobdveTan EoTiv?;

[OE.] éomwv yap.

[ZW.] pavTacia &pd kad aiodnois TadTdv Bv Te Beppois kad o1 TOTS
ToloUTols. ol& y&p* adoBdveTon EaoTos, ToladTa EK&aTw! Kad Kivduvedel elvaa.

18 Plato Cratylus 385¢6—386a3 (A13)

&arep TpwTarydpas FAeyev Mywv [Fid] méavrev xpnudrewv pétpov v
&vBpeatrov, G5 &pa ofar piv &v Euol gadvnTal T& TpdypaTa elvan, TolaUTa pev
EoTv Euol- ola & &v ool, TolaUta 8t goi’

19 Sextus Empiricus Outlines of Pyrrhonism 1.216-19 (A14)

ke & Tpeotaydpeas 5t Bovhetou [Fre] dvtoov XpnudTawv elval péTpov Tov
&vBpcorov, TGV utv dvTtwv Gs EaTiv, TGOV B ok dvToov s oUk EoTiv, PéTpoOV
udv Adywv TO KpITAPIOV, XPUATWY B8 TV TPay BETWY, (o5 BUVapEel pAoKe
TIEVTWY TPy BETWY KpITApLov elvar ToV &vlpwTrov, TGV pev SuTwv S ESTLY,
16V B oUK BvTwv 65 oUK EoTwv. kad S1& ToUTo Tifnot T& povdpeva Ek&oTwl
péva, kad oUTws elodysl TO Tpds T1. (217) 816 Kai Sokel kowwviay Exev oS
Tous TTuppeoveious. Srapéper 8¢ alTév, kai siodpeda ThHv Srapopdw,
EEamAmoavTes oUPLETPwS TO Sokolv Té1 TTpwTayopai.

! edd.: pryoi PTW Berl. * edd.: pryoUvTi BPTW Berl.
5 Fachse: oiof&veTcn Berl.: cioBdvectai ¢otiv PTW. *+ 8 &g, ¥ &0 edd.
5 T: ToladTa 8 all ool W: Toradtar ab oof Q: To1&de B.
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Texts 17-19

17 [Socrates] You have hit on a clever account of knowledge which was also
held by Protagoras. In a different way he has said the very same thing. He says
somewhere:

[Frc] Of all things the measure is man, of things that are that they are, of things
that are not that they are not.

Have you ever read ic?

[Theaetetus] Often.

[Soc.] So he means something like this: that as each thing appears to me so
it 75 to me, and as it appears to you, so in turn it is to you; for you and I are
men?. .. Isn’t it true that sometimes when the same wind is blowing one of us
feels cold, one does not? And one feels a little cold, another very much'so?. . . Shall
we say then that the wind itself by itself is cold or not cold, or shall we agree with
Protagoras it is cold for the one who feels cold, not cold for the one who does
not feel cold?. .. Therefore it appears to each person in this way?. .. To have an
appearance is to perceive?

[Th.] It is.

[Soc.] Then appearance and perception are the same thing concerning the hot
and all such qualities. Thus according as each person perceives, so it happens to
be to him.

18 Just as Protagoras said with the words [Frd] Of all things the measure is man,
as if to say, as things seem to be to me, so they are to me; as they seem to you, so
they are to you.

19 And Protagoras maintains, [Fre] Of all things the measure is man, of things
that are that they are, of things that are not that they are not, by ‘measure’
meaning the standard, and by ‘things’ objects, as if potentially to claim that man
is the standard of all objects, of things that are that they are, of things that are
not that they are not. And for this reason he posits only appearances for each
subject, and thus he introduces what is relative. (217) That is why he seems to
have something in common with the followers of Pyrrho; but he differs from
them, as we shall see when we have correctly explained Protagoras’ theory.
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15 Protagoras

pnoiv olv & dwhp THy UAnY peucTiv elvan, peovons Be c:cm';:rﬁs cuveEX &S o
Tpoobéoels QuTi TGOV &rogopnoewy yiyvesbo kal Tds alotioas u&‘raxocruaf:ﬁou
¢ kad dANotoUofon Trapd Te <Tés>' fAkias kol Tapd TS EANS KOTAOKEVAS
T swudTov. (218) Aéyel B kai ToUs Aoyous TévTwy TGOV cpuwopévcmr_
UrroxeiaBon Bv i1 UAmL, G5 SuvacBan ThHy UAny doov g tauTi VTS Eh-'c‘xl 6‘crcx
Trao1 QaiveTal. ToUs Bt dvBpomrous GAAoTE EARWY :’:th1?\c:uﬁdv£i:6cn chxpiq T?‘;
Biapdpous atTidv Biadioels: TV pEv YEp KT pUaV EXOW?‘ Exetva T‘w:' tvrfit,
UAn korehapuBévety & Tols katd @UoIY Exouot paiveotiol ?3x.mc:t'rr:nE o bt TP
QUotv & TOTS Tepd QUOIV. (219) xed {181 Trap TGS T‘;?m-cic:g. thﬂ Kc':-rc: TO f.rrrucuu
fj Bypryopéva kal kol ExaoTov 1805 Tév Siabioewy & CI'UTDE ?\?yog: YlUET:‘:‘(l
Tolvuy KaT aToV TEV SvTwv KpiTTpiov & GvBploTros. TTaVTS Yap TS QoIVOEVA
Tois &vlipdrmols kal EoTv, T& 3¢ pndevl THdOV &vﬁpchEmv :pcx}uéus‘va C‘:l-l'JB‘E ?o—nv.

Spddyev olv 671 Kai Tepl ToU THv UANV peucTTv elven kad 'rraprt ToU T:DUS
Adyous TéV paivopéviy TévTev &v aiTit UTokeiota Boyuarife, &8nAwy

SvTeoV Kail UV EPEKTCOV.

20 Plato Euthydemus 286b8—c4 (A19)

oU ydp Tol AN ToUTOV ye TOV Adyov TToAAGV BT kad TToAASKIS (’IKT]KO(‘)OS )
&gt Baupddo. kot y&p of &upi TMpwToarydpav opodpa EXpédyTo aUTddL Kol oL
t11 Ao TepOL- Epoi Bt &el BaupaoTds TIS Sokel elvan kad ToUs Te &AAoUS
&vaTpéTreov kol atTos ot

21 [F2] Didymus the Blind On the Psalms pt. 3, p. 380 Gronewald,
222.20-2§

£ls 56Eaw Etépav of Tepi TpwoTdyopav (coploThs 88 Aiv & MpwTdyopas). Aéyel

&11 10 efvan Tois olow &v Té paivesBai EoTv. [Aléyel 671 aivopan col &1

TapbyT Kabfpevos: TAISE &TOVTL oV paivopal kafnjuevos: &dnhov el kaBnua

7 oU k&Bnual. kai Aéyouotv T TévTa T& SvTa dv Té padvesbad Eow. ofov

Spéd1 ThHv aeAfivny, &AAos Bt oUk opdn- &&nhov &l Eov f) oUk EoTv. Epol TA .

UyraivovTt &vtiAnuyis yiveton 1ol HéALTos &1 YAUKU, EAAIL Bt OT1 TIKPOY, Eav

TruptTTni- &SnAoy oUv el Tikpdv fi YAUKU EoTiv. kod 0UTeo ThHY qxaroAnpyiov

BENovatv BoyuaTiCe.

22 Diogenes Laertius 3.37, 57 (Bs)

Evgopicwv 8t kai TMavaiTios elpfikact ToANGKIS EoTpaupévny ebpfictar TH
&pyhv Tiis TloAiTeias, fiv TloArTelaw AplaTdevds pnot Tdoav oXedov év Tols
TpwTaydpov yeypdpdat AvTiAoyikois. . . fiv kad ebpiokeaban oxedOV OATV
Trap TTpwTarydpan &v Tols AvtiAoyikois ¢not GaBwpivos &v MavTodarris
ioTopias SeuTépat.

' suppl. Mutschmann. * T (Lat.): Tous gr. codd.
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Texts 2122

Now this man says matter is in flux, and as it is in continual flux new material
replaces what is emitted and the senses are changed and altered with age and other
conditions of the body. (218) He says also that the grounds for all appearances are
contained in the underlying matter, so that marrer, in its own righ, is able to be
all things that it seems to anyone to be. And men receive different perceptions at
different times according to their different dispositions. He who is in a natural
state comprehends those things in matter which are able to appear to one in a
natural state, while he who is in an unnatural state comprehends things which are
able to appear to those in an unnatural state. (219) And the same account applies
in relation to one’s age, and whether one is asleep or awake, and according to each
kind of disposition. So man proves to be the standard for himself of the things
that are. For all things that appear to men also exist, while what appears to no
man does not exist.

Thus we see that in holding that marter is in flux and thar the grounds of all

appearances are contained in matter he is a dogmatist — even though these are
obscure subjects concerning which we should withhold judgment.
20 Although I have heard many making this assertion repeatedly [that it is not
possible to contradict anyone], I am always amazed ar it. For in fact the followers
of Protagoras insisted on this, and others still earlier. Bur I am always amazed at
how this argument can undermine itself at the same time it is undermining other
arguments.

B. Appearance

21 [F2] The followers of Protagoras come to another doctrine (Protagoras was a
sophist). He says that the being of things that are consists in being manifest. He
says that it is manifest to you who are present that I am sitting, but to one who
is absent it is not manifest that I am sitting; it is non-evident whether I am
sitting or not. And they say that all things that are consist in their being manifest.
For instance, I see the moon, another does not; it is non-evident whether it is or
not. An apprehension of honey, that it is sweet, comes to me when I am healthy,
but to another that it is bitrer, if he has a fever. Thus it is not evident whether it
is sweet or bitter. And in this way they mean to assert dogmatically the absence
of a self-evident apprehension. (After Woodruff.)

C. Opposed arguments

22 Euphorion and Panaetius have said the beginning of [Plato’s] Republic was
found having been rewritten many times, which work Aristoxenus says was
written almost complete in Protagoras’ Opposed Arguments. . . Favorinus says in
his Miscellaneous Srudies 11 [that the Republic] was found almost complete in the
Opposed Argumens of Protagoras.
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15 Protagoras

23 Cicero Brutus 12.46 (B6)
scriptasque fuisse et paratas a Protagora rerum inlustrium disputationes, quae nunc

communes appellantur loci.

24 Quintillian 3.1.12 (B6) = Prdr2

25 Clement Miscellanies 6.65 (A20)

“EAATES paot TTpwoTary Spou TpoKaT&pEavTos TavTi Adywt Adyov dvTikeiohal.

26 Seneca Lerters 88.43

Protagoras ait de omni re in utramque partem disputari posse ex aequo et de hac
ipsa, an omnis res in utramque partem disputabilis sit.

27 Aristotle Rbetoric 1402a24—7 (A21)

kod TO TOV fTTw 58 Adyov KpelTTw Troleiv ToUT EoTiv. kal évrellev SlKSI{O:)S
2Buaytpaavev of &vBpaor 16 TpwTaydpou ey yeAua: WeUdds Te y&p toTwv
Ko oUK SATBEs AAAK ponvdpevo eikds, Kad &v oUBenidn Téyvn GAN Ev PN TOPIKTL

kad p1oTIKiL

28 Stephanus of Byzantium s.v. Abdera
Mpwraydpas, dv EiBofos ioTopsl TOV fioow kal kpeloow Adyov TETTOINKEVaL
Kkl Tous pofnTas dediSaytvall TOV aUTOV Wéyew Kol ETTOIveLv.

29 Eusebius Preparation for the Gospel 14.3.7; Diogenes Laertius
9.51(= 1); Hesychius (= 3) (B4)

& pév yé&p AnpoxpiTou yeyovas ETaipos & TMpeorerydpes &feov txtiioaro 86Eav-

AbyeTan youv Tordibe kexphiotal sloPoAf v Té Tepl Beddv ouyypaupoTt: i
[F3] mrepi uiv Betdv olx Exe eidévan,* obf s eloty o6 ds ok eloiv olff &mrolol
Tives 18av.t TOAAE yép T& kwhlovTa eldéven i T &BnAS TS kal PperxUs Qv o

pios ToU &vBpdytrou.®

30 Plato Theaetetus 162ds—e2 (A23)

& yevvaior addés Te kod yEpovTes, SnunyopeiTe cuykaBelouevol Beovs e eig 'r\(‘)
uéoov &yovTes,” oUs &y B Te To Aéyaw kol To yp&eew Tepl aUTdwv, s gloiv
7 s oUk eloiv, EEoupdd.

31 Cicero On the Nature of the Gods 1.24.63

Abderites quidem Protagoras . . . sophistes temporibus illis vel maximus, cum in
principio libri sic posuisset de divis neque ut sint neque ut non sir}t habef) dicere,
Atheniensium iussu urbe atque agro est exterminarus librique eius in contione

combusti.
' Coraes: 8eSeryévan cod.  * Eyo idévon D.L. Hsch.: of8a Eus.: cf. Cic. 31.

3 o, .. oU8 D.L. BP: 6. .. 66 D.L. ED. ¢ ot &moioi Tives i8tavw om. D.L., Hsch.
5§ D.L.E ¢ moAAX. .. &vBpcdmou om. Eus. 7 TW: AéyovTes B.
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Texts 23-31

23 [Aristotle says that] arguments about notable topics were written and prepared
by Protagoras, which are now called commonplaces.

24 = Prdr2.

25 The Greeks, starting with Protagoras, say that an argument can be opposed
to any argument.

26 Protagoras says it is possible to argue every position pro and con with equal
plausibility — including the very question whether every position can be argued
pro and con.

27" And this is what it means to make the weaker case the stronger. Hence men
were rightly indignant at this profession of Protagoras. For it promotes what is
false and not true, but speciously plausible, and it is found in no other art bur
thetoric and the study of contentious arguments.

28 Protagoras, who Eudoxus reports made the weaker case even stronger and
taught his students to criticize and support the same position.

D. On the gods

29 Protagoras, a follower of Democritus, got the reputation of being an atheist.
For he is said to have started his treatise On the Gods with this introduction:
[F3] Concerning the gods, I cannot ascertain whether they exist or whether
they do not, or what form they have; for there are many obstacles to knowi ng,
including the obscurity of the question and the brevity of human life.

30 [Socrates speaking for Protagoras] Noble youth and elders, you sit around
arguing to the masses by calling on the gods, about whom in my speeches and
writings on them I refuse to speculate whether they are or are not.

31 Protagoras of Abdera. . . the greatest sophist of those times, because he wrote
at the beginning of his book, Concerning the gods, I cannot ascertain whether
they exist or whether they do not [F3], was by command of the Athenian
government banished from their city and territory, and his books were burned in
the marketplace.
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32 Aristotle Metaphysics 997b35—998a4 (B7) ( ’ N
olire yap of adofnTal ypauuai TolaUTal eio‘lv{ olag 7{\’éy51 6 ysw\us‘rp?s (ou?ev
yép 08U Tév odofnTdv olrews oUdE c"rpcyyu?\o}a- or'n;'rs'rm Yap o KaWwovos
ol kaTa oTryufy & KUKAOS, GAN woTrep TpwTerydpas EAeyev EAEy X wv TOUS

YEQPETPAS).

33 Plato Protagoras 338¢6-339a3 (A2s) - .
fyoUuau . . . &yco &vdpl Trandeias LEyi1oTOV uEpos E}Y‘Gl :rrfpt eV ’E':.:w?v av,ma i
toTv ¢ ToUTo T UTrd TéW TroI TV AEy OpEVa OlF!:J Tetua GupEv G e 5pBcds
mreroinTon Kad & ufy, kol ErioTactar Biehely TE Kol EpWTOHEVOY Aoyev Bouval.

34 Plato Phaedrus 267c4—7 (A26) N
[DAIAPOZ] TpwTaydpeia B¢, & Scpares, oUK fiv pévtol T‘OldUT’ &TTa;
[ZWKPATHZ] dpbottrei& ye Tis, & Traf, kad EAAa TTOAAG Kad KA.

35 Aristotle Rbetoric 1407b6—9 (A27) .
TéTapTov, G TTpwTaydpas Té& yevn T6v dvopdTwy Bimipel, &ppevar Kol 9n7\5~a
Kai okeun- Sel y&p &mrodiSovan kai TadTa dpBdds: “f & EABolUoa kal SiaheyBeloa

dryeTo.”

36 Aristotle On Sophistical Refutations 173b17—22 (A28)

coheaouss. .. kot Bt ToUTo kal ot kel pn Tl'OlOGV'ECl: q:c:ivmﬁcEl ‘:cm /
TroloUvTa i Bokely, kabdep O ﬂpm'rcryépgs é?\eysvy, fé uTgVI';.;c;':_O ‘I'I'T]?\',qg
&ppevd® EoTiv- & v yap Ay “oUAopevny O‘O?\OlKl,CSl txeu KCI‘T - wo\t, ov
oalveTcn Bt Tols &Ahos,? & 8t “olAduevor” galveTan pév, GAN ou cohoikilel.

37 Aristotle Poetics 1456b15-18 (A29) -

i yép &v Tis bUmroréPor fipapTiichon & ﬂpoo'rotyé‘potg ém:rluou, ot Isuxecy?ou )

olduevos EmiTdrTea ety “pfjviv &eide Be&”; TO y&p keheUoa, enoi, TOEW TI T

un, emiTtadis éoTiv.

38 Scholium on Z/iad 21.240 from Ammonius, Oxyrrhynchus Papyri
221.x1i.20—29 (A30) , |

MewTtorydpes oty wpods T Bichafelv Thv péynVv “r.(b GGt 1oV y’syove\vsn B

égﬁs 1fis Zdwbou Kai BunTol péyns Welg ThHv Bso;lcrxlfm us"rrczﬁnl, T:IXC( B¢ Tva kail

Tou Ay iMiéx adEfiont ked TrpokaTa TGV mLeeeeee] '1:915 KIEBU\..FOIS' :rcm Pc[----:--]g

kaTahaupdvovTa T e Err] B Bt oUx Bv Téd! pelBpoat ET1 &AN Bv TAOL TreBicot.

 Ross: om. u: & cett.  * Ross: &ppev codd.  ? woAAois A.
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Texts 32-38

E. On mathematics

32 Nor are perceptible lines such as the geometer represents them (for no per-
ceptible line is so straight or so round; for the circle touches the ruler not at a
point, but as Protagoras said in criticizing the geometers).

E Language, literature, education

33 [Protagoras] I consider. .. the greatest part of a man’s education to be having
skill in poetry; specifically, to be able to discern whart has been rightly expressed
and what not in the words of the poets, and to know how to analyze their words
and answer questions about them. [Discussion of a poem of Simonides follows.]

34 [Phaedrus] Wasn't there a similar Protagorean term?
[Socrates] Correct diction, my boy, and many other fine terms.

35 Fourth, we must like Protagoras distinguish the gender of nouns: masculine,
feminine, and neuter. For we must also express gender correctly: “Having come

[fem.] and spoken [fem.], she left.”

36 Solecism: [here, errots of noun-adjective agreement] there is a difference
between committing this, not commiteing it but seeming to, and committing it
but not seeming to, as Protagoras used to say. For instance “wrath” and “helmet”
are masculine in sense [but grammarically feminine in Greek]. He who says wrath
is “desrructive” [fem.] really commits an agreement error according to him, bur
does not seem to, to others; whereas he who says it is “destructive” [masc.] seems
to commit an error, but does nor really do so.’

37 Forwhy should one understand whar Protagoras eriticizes to be an error: thar
in intending ro pray [Homer] uses a command form, saying, “Sing the wrath,
goddess™? For to bid someone to do something or nor, he says, is a command.*

38 Protagoras says the following episode of a mortal [Achilles] fighting with the
stream Xanthus is designed to set off this battle [from the battle of mortals] so
that [Homer] can make a transition to the bartle of gods, and perhaps so that he

might build up Achilles . . . [text damaged] dangers. . . capturing. . . he leapt not
in the stream bur in the plain.

* Referring to the opening lines of the /fiad.

* And nota “prayer” or wish or entreaty, appropriare for addressing deiry. See Diogenes Laertius
9-53—4, text 1 above, on kinds of sentence. (This also refers to the opening lines of the //iad.)
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39 [F4] Plutarch Letter to Apollonius 118e—f (B9)*

Tév y&p Uiy venviddy vty kot kA&, tv dkTea Bt Tals 1TdO'T]lO"lV f]uépnlcw
&rofavduTay, vnrevbicos &veTAn. eUBins y&p eixeto,” &6 s 'rroZ\)\ov oovrl'ro
Kot Toav fiuépny s ebmoTpiny kal dveduviny kal THv &v :rons TToAAoiol
S6Eav- Tas y&p Tis pv Spédv T& tautol Tévlea éppc:)uévc:.)s q>sp0\f-ra, o
peycAdppovd Te kad &vBpeiov 50kl elvan kad EauTol Kpeloow, KAPTX eidas TNV

- ; ;
tauToU &v Tololode Tp&ypacty apnyavinv.

40 [Fs] Paris Anecdotes 1.171.31 (B3)

&1 v Té By pagopévadl Meydhwt Adywr & ﬂpoo'rotyépcxs‘ eT-rrs- [Efsa] q>\'10~53ms
xai &oxfoecs Si8aokaiia deitan kai [Fsb] &mro vec’a-rn:ros 5& :xegcxusvox:rsMSEl
pavb&vev. oUk &v 5t EAeye ToUTO, &l alTdS dyipadns fiv, dos Evopile kad EAeyev

Emrikoupos Trepi TTpwTaydpov.

41 [F6] Stobaeus 3.29.80 (B1o)
MpeoTaydpas EAeye pndtv elveat pfTe TéXvnV &veu HeAETNS priTe peAéTNV &veu
TEXVTS.

42 [F7] [Plutarch] On Practice 178.25 (B11)®
Protagoras hart gesagt: “Nicht sprosst Bildung in der Seele, wenn man nicht zu
vieler Tiefe kommt.”

43 Aristophanes Clouds 112-15 (C2)
[STPEYIAAHT] elvan o adtols gpaoiv &g T Ady o,
TV KpelTTOV, doTIS EoTi, Kol TOV fTTOVa
ToUTOW TOV ETEpOV TOTV AdyoO1v, TOV fTTOVQ,
VIKEY AéyovTd ool TASIKWTEPA.

44 Ibid. 658-79 (C3)
[SWKPATHZ] &ANX Etepa Bsi o TpdTepa ToUToU pavidwely,
TGV TETpaTTdBwY &TT EoTiv pBdds &ppeva.
[ZT.] &AX oIS Eywye Téppev, €l un paivopa 660
kp16s, Tp&yos, TaUPOS, KUWV, AAEKTPUCVY.
[ZW.] 6pdus & T&oxers; TV Te BNAclav KOAELS
&AexTpUdva KaTé TaUTO Kad TOV &ppeva.
[ZT.] méds 81, péps;

6

! Following codd.; some edirors have restored Ionic forms.

* Turnebus, Vulcobius: éxeito codd.

3 C: By Pz.  * SA Max.: €idévar M. . .

5 From a German translation of a Syriac MS of the 8-9th centuries: J. Gildenmeister and
F. Biicheler, “Pseudo-Plutarchus Peri askéses,” Rheinisches Museum 27 (1872): 526.

¢ 114 om. RV.
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Texts 39—44

39 [F4] [On Pericles’ reaction to the death of his sons] Although his sons were
young and noble, and both died in a period of eight days, he bore up without
grieving. For he maintained his peace of mind, from which he benefited greatly
every day in good fortune, freedom from sorrow, and a good reputation among
the people. For everyone who saw him bearing his own suffering patiently
judged him to be noble, courageous, and self-controled, as they were vividly
aware of his plight in his present misfortunes.

40 [Fs] In the work entitled The Grear Speech Protagoras said: [Fsa] Instruction
requires natural ability and practice and [Fsb] Men must learn starting from
childhood. He would not have said these things if he himself had been a late

learner, as Epicurus thought and said about Protagoras.

41 [F6] Protagoras said that art without practice or practice without art is
worthless.

42 [F7] Education does not spring up in the soul unless one descends to a great
depth.

IV. Reception

43 [Strepsiades] They say there are two speeches among them,
the stronger, whichever it is, and the weaker.
Of these speeches one, the weaker,
speaking, they say, what is more unjust, always wins.

44 [Socrates] But you must learn other things before these,
such as which of the quadrupeds are rightly masculine.
[Strepsiades] But I know which are masculine, if I am not mad: 660
ram, billy-goat, bull, dog, chicken.
[Soc.] But don’ you see what happens? You call the female
“chicken” and the male the same.
[Str.] How so? Tell me!
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[ZW.] 6, GAEKTPUGY KAAEKTPUV.
[ZT.] v7) Tov Tooardd. viv B8 TS pe XpN KOAEV;
[ZW.] dAexTpUonvay, ToV & ETepov GAEKTOPA.

[ET.] &AextpUoavav; 5 ye vi) Tov Agpa:

&o &vTi TouTou Tol S18&y paTos Hovou
SIGAQITOW GOV KUKAGI THY K&pBOTIOv.

[Z(0.] iBoU uéK adbis, ToUE ETepov. THY K&pBOTTOV
&ppeva kahels BhAsiav oloav. ..

[ZT.] &Tap TO Aormdv Tréds pe XP KOO\ETVj

2W.] OTrws;

665

670

Thy kapBéTTY, GoTrep kahels Ty ZwoTpdtnv.  PPe 712=7 1 F7#s from

[ZT.] TV kepdoTrny 8MAaay;
[Zw.] bpBds yap

45 Plato Protagoras 320c8—322ds (Cy) o
"Hv y&p TroTe Xpdvos 8Te Beol utv filoaw, BymTa S‘ENyévn ?L’ll‘< fv. ‘é'rre~181:] 5t S
ToUTOLS Y POVOS NABEV gluapuéuos yevéoews, TU'ITONUO‘W GIUTC( 6501,)/1]5 s‘vSo’\I) &
Yiis kad TTUpds pelfavTes kol TéV dou Tupl kal ym‘lfspotwvrfn. ETTE:ST] ’8’ C(YEI‘V
oUTE TTPdS PAS EPEANOY, Tpoottagav TTpopnBel kol Emun?a Kocuncon"rs K’CXI‘
velpan duvdpets EKATTOIS GBS Tpémet. Tpopndéa B¢ 'n'cxpoa'ra:rou ,ETTWT\?EUS a¥UTOS
veipa, “NeipavTtos 8¢ pou,” Epn, “trriokepar-” kad 00T Tl'ElO')QS VEPEL. ,
véncov 8¢ Tols pev oy v &vey Ty ous TTPOCT|TITEY, Tox?g ) o:creevscr'rsiao'zls i
Tyel Ekdopet: ToUs 33 HrAile, Tols & doTrAov 518~OL‘J§ q)uol‘v ot7\7\11v TV aUTOLS
gumyovaTo Suvauy els cwTnpiav. & pév Yop otx’rrc:)v culK’pOTnleano:XE:/, o
TTTVOV QUYTY f KxTdyelov ofknotv tvepev- & B¢ UGe peyeder,* :rcol'Sf C(}JTOOI AQUTX
towilev- kai TEAAS 0UTwWS ETaVICGV Evepey. TaUTa B8 éunxayot'ro EU?\C(?EIGV
Eywv pn T1 YEvos &ioTwdeln- Ewadt) B¢ aUTols &7\7\n2\oq>6,oploov 8‘1o:q>§Jy‘ots i
g preoe, TTPOS TS EK A15s Sopas eUpGpEIaY EUMYavaTo f:uqnsvvus CILLTCX “ITUK‘VCIIS
Te Bp1&iv Kol oTEPEOTS Séppaoty, ikavols uev apivat Xauoo\jot, SUVGTOIS‘SE)KG,I 5
KapaTa, Ko €ls eves ioUow &mreos Udpy ol T& ad T TaU T c'r‘poou\‘)n 01’1«510( TE
Ko cUTOPUNS EKATTW!L- Kol UTrodcv® T& piv 6TTACLS, T ‘6"& [Gplléw 1<o<1]7~85p‘|.xotcw
oTEpeOls Kol &vaipors. ToUvTeUBeY TPOPaS EMhoig® &7‘\7\(01@ e&a;ropléev, Tj)ls V&V
& yiis PoTévny, &Ahots B BevBpwv kapTroUs, Tols B¢ ptéoz’y o1 & ?Tg sSooKfv
elven TpogTv {diwv EAAWY Bopdw- kal Tols pév OAryoyoviav 1:rpocan:C., TOTS
& dvaAiokopévols YTrd ToUTwy TToAvyoviay, owTnpiav T yével Topifoov.

t opBoTepov EKNG. = TW: veipen B. , o

5 Tous O doBevesTépous. . . Tous 88 TW.: T& & &obBevéoTepar. . T 8¢ codd. recc.
+ TW: peyébn B. 5 W: oikei& T oixia B. 6 Cober: U1rd TTodddv codd.

7 secl. Ast. ® T: &AAHAo1s B.
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Ogyas. | @Great Speech™ in Plato's (soc]
Protagoras. Can skip

Text 45

[Soc.] How? “Chicken” and “chicken.”
[Str.] Yes, by Poseidon. What then should I call them? 665
[Soc.] One “chick,” the other “chickman.”
[Str.] “Chick,”? Very good, by Air,

so that for this single lesson

I will fill your pan with barley meal.

[Soc.] There, you've done it again! You make 670
“pan” masculine though it is feminine' . . .

[Str.] But how shall I say it then?

[Soc.] How?

“Panny,” just as you say “Fanny.” 678
[Str.] The feminine is panny?

You've got it right.

45 [Protagoras recounts a myth.] Once upon a time there were gods, but no
mortal species. When the appointed time came for them to be born, the gods
formed them in the earth by making a mixture from earth, fire and the things
that are blended from these. When they were about to bring them to light, they
appointed Prometheus and Epimetheus to arrange things and distribute to each
creature powers appropriate to it. Epimetheus asked Prometheus to let him make
the distribution. “I will distribute,” he said, “and you check my work,” and having
convinced Prometheus he set ro work.

In his distribution he bestowed on some strength without speed, while the
weaker animals he endowed with speed. To some he gave armor, to some to whom
he gave a nature without armor he devised a different means of preservation: to
those which he endowed with small size, he distributed winged flight or an earthly
abode; those to which he gave large size he protected by this very fact. And he
made a distribution of the other gifts in this equitable manner. He made these
arrangements with care so that no species would become extinct. When he had
provided them protection against their natural enemies, he devised means of
comfort in the different the seasons sent by Zeus, clothing them with thick fur
or tough skin, which was adequate to ward off the cold and strong enough to
protect against the heat. And these same coverings would provide proper and
self-grown bedding for each creature as it lay down to sleep. And he shod some
with hooves, some with tough skin devoid of blood. Next he set about supplying
different food to each: to some vegetation from the earth, to others fruit from
trees, to others roots; and to some he granted to devour other animals. Some he
made to have few offspring, others which were consumed by these he made to
have many, so that the species might be preserved.

" Kardspos is feminine in Greek though most nouns ending in -os are masculine.
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&te B 0UV oU WU Tl GOPOS GOV & Emiunfeus EAafev aiTOV KaTavaA©oos TaS
Suvdpsis gls T& &hoya.! Aorrdv 81 dxdopnTov? ETL U Tddl fiv TO avBpmTeov
ytvos, kol firépel 611 xprigaito. &ropolvTt BE aTdd EpxETa ﬂeounﬂsf.:;
ETT1oKEWOPEVDS TTV VOLTY, kol 6p&1 T& piv &AAa Cdla EURENGDS TTAVTWY EXC:VTC!, ‘
oy Bt &vBpaTrov yupvoy Te kal dvutrodnTov kal &oTpwaTov Kal E'zozr?\ouv nﬂBn B¢
kal 1 slucppévn fuépa Topfv,’ &v At e ko &vBpeTrov ESitvan é?: ¥is a{s Qas.
&roplal olv oyduevos & MpounBels fivTva seTnpiay TR c’:mepm-r‘rmt elpot,
kAérrrel HoaloTou kal Afnvés Thy Evreyvov copiav oy TTupl (&unx‘uvou yfrp.
fiv &vev rupss althy kTTHY Tet fj Xprioiuny yevéoBal) kai DGT{:J By Ew?swm
&vBpdomreot. THY wkv olv Trept Tov Plov copiav &vlpuaTros TaUT Eoyev, TV
5t TrohITkHV oK elxev- fiv y&p Tapd T All. Té Bt TTpoundel €is pvThy
&kpSrroh TH ToU Aubs oiknotv oUkéTt dvexcapet elosABE — ijég BE kel al £:nog
puickai poBepal Aoy —&ls Bt T T Afnvas kal 'Hcpuic«—ro\.: olxnpa T? KOGV,
tv & tpihoTexvel Ty, AaBdv elogpyeTal, kal KAEBYas TV TE EpTTUPOV TEXVIY
hy 7ol HealoTou kad THv &AANY THY THS ABmvas BiSwotv dvlipwmu, Kal EK
ToUTou elropla pEv &vBpdoan Tol Blov yiyvera, TlpounBia Be &1 Emiunbex
UoTepov, Timep AbyeTa, KAOTTTS Bikn HeTTABEV. . o

Eeibt) Bt & &vBpeoTros Belas HETETKE uoipas, TpdTov pev 81k THY Tol GeoU .
ouyyéveiaw [y uévov Beols Evouioey, kal Emexelpet Boopeus TE iS_p\'.rez’::Gr{L kel
dydhuaTa Bedv- EmaTa uovily Kol SvouaTa TayU SinplpdocTe Tt TEXV‘JJ\, kal
olknoes kal Eofifiras kal Uodéoes kal oTpwUVAS kel s &k yTis Tpogds nipsTo.
olre BY) Trapeckevaopévol KaT apyds &vlpuaTrol Gikouy oTTopddny, TTOAELS

5t olK fioav- &TEAAUVTO* 0TV UTTo Tév Bnplov Sidx o TravTay il aUTdV
dobevéoTepor efvat, kad ) Snpoupyikd) TéXvn aUTols TPdS pev TpoPTY ikawvn
PonBos fv, Tpds 8 Tov TGV Enpiwy ToAepoy evBens: TIOAITIKAY Y&p TEXVTIV
oUte €lyov, fis Mépos TroAepIkn: EiTTouv b7 &Bpoileatal kol ccfeobo
krilovTes TTOAsIS: & olv &Bpoiobeiey, NBikouv &AArAous &Te oUK EYoVTES TV
TTOMTIKRY TV, GoTe TEAY okedavvipevor SiepbeipovTo.

ZeUs oUv Beloas Tepl T Yével Ty pr dmdrorto v, Epufiv mépTrel
&yovTa sis dvdparmous aidé Te kad Sikny, T elev oAswy KéoUol TE kad 8&<Tuo‘1
piMas ouverywyol. épwtdn olv Eppfis Alo Tivar olv TpoTIOV Boin Biknv kal
aibé avBpdatrots- “TTdTepov s of Téxvan vevépmyTal, ol kal TauTas velpw;
vevtunvtal 88 GBe- s Exwv tartpikny ToAAoTs ikawds iSicoTans, Kad oi &AAol
Bnuioupyol- kai Sikny &1 kod aidéd olTw 86 &v Tols &vBpurons, 7 el avTas
veipeo;” BTl wévTas,” Epn & ZeUs, “rad TéwTes peTexdvTeov- oU y&p &v yévowTo
TrdRers, € SAfyol alTdv peTéxotey GoTrep SAAwY TeXvdy- Kal vopov ye Bk TTap
2uoU TOV ph) Suvdpevov odBols kal Sikms PETEXEY KTEIVEY COF VOOV TTOAEWS.”

' gis T& EAoyaom. B.  * TW: SiokoounTov B.
5 mapft B+ &mwdAuvto W dmrdrAuvTo BT.
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Text 45

Now since he was not altogether prudent, Epimetheus failed to notice that he
had used up all the gifts on the animals. He left the human race without any
gift, and he wondered what to do. As he was wondering, Prometheus came to
inspect the distribution, and he saw thar the other animals were adequately taken
care of in everything, but man was naked, unshod, without bedding or armor;
and already the appointed day was at hand, on which the creatures including
man should go out from earth into the light. So being at a loss as to how to
preserve man, Prometheus stole from Hephaestus and Athena knowledge of the
crafts together with fire (for without fire it was impossible for anyone to obrain
or practice the crafts), and thus he provided an endowment for man. Now in this
way man obtained the art to earn a livelihood, but not the political art; for that
was still with Zeus. And Prometheus no longer had access to the ciradel where
Zeus dwelt (moreover the guards of Zeus were terrible). But he had been able to
sneak into the common house of Athena and Hephaestus, where they practiced
the crafts, to steal the craft of working things with fire from Hephaestus, and the
rest of the skill from Athena, to give them to man. From then on man enjoyed
plenty in his livelihood, but justice, as they say, later overtook Prometheus for the
theft he committed to help out Epimetheus.

Since man had a share of the divine, in the first place because of his kinship to
the gods he alone of the animals recognized the gods, and he undertook to build
altars and set up statues of the gods. Further, he soon constructed meaningful
sounds and words by art, invented dwellings, clothing, footwear, and beds, and
discovered how to raise food from the earth. Being thus supplied men dwelt in
scattered habitations in the beginning, and there were no cities. Consequently,
men were killed by beasts as they were in every way weaker; and the productive
crafts which were sufficient for obraining food were of no use in the conflict with
the beasts. For men still lacked the polirical art, of which the art of war is a part.
They did indeed try to gather together for their mutual protection by founding
cities. But whenever they gathered together, they would wrong each other because
they lacked the political art, so that they would once more be scattered and perish.

So Zeus, fearing that our whole race would be destroyed, sent Hermes to men
to bring them justice and a sense of shame, that there might be order in cities
and bonds of friendship to unite people. So Hermes asked Zeus in what way
he should give justice and shame to men. “Should I distribute them as the arts
were distributed — like this? One practitioner of medicine is adequate for many
patients, and so with other craftsmen. Is this how I should convey justice and
respect to men, or should I distribute them to all?” “To all,” said Zeus, “and let
all have a share of them. For there would be no cities if only a few had a share of
these things like the other arts. And lay this down as a law from me, that anyone
who is not able to have a share of respect and justice should be put to death as a
menace to society.”
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Texts 46—47

46 As rthings are, Socrates, you demur; because everyone is a teacher of virtue to
the best of his ability, you think no one is. Similarly, if you should inquire who
was someone’s instructor in Greek, you would not find a single one, And even if
you should inquire for us who taught the sons of craftsmen thar very art which
they had learned from their fathers, insofar as each father and his fellow craftsmen
were able to impart it — anyway, as to who taught them, I don’t think it would be
casy to say, Socrates, who their teacher was (though of the incompetent it would
be quire easy to point out their teacher), and so it is with virtue or anything else.
Buc if there is any one of us who is even a little better than others in leading
people to virtue, he should be valued. This is what I profess to be, one who is
better than other men in helping someone to improve his character, and worth
the fee I charge, and even more, as my students themselves think.

Accordingly, this is the policy I have established concerning my fee: when
someone has been instructed by me, if he is satisfied, he pays the money I charge.
If not, he may go to a remple and declare under oath how much he considers my
lessans to be worth, and pay that amount.

47 Bur I know many things that are harmful to men: food, drink, drugs, and
countless other things, while some are beneficial. And some that are neither to
men, but to horses; some to cattle only, some to dogs; some to none of these, but
to trees; some things are good for the roots of trees, but bad for the sprouts; for
instance dung is good when it is pur on the roots of all trees, but if you try to
put in on the shoots and new twigs, it kills them all. Olive oil is terrible for all
plants and very damaging to the hair of all other animals except humans, burt it
is helpful for the hair of humans, and for the rest of the body. So complex and
various is the good, that in some cases while oil is good for the external parts
of the human body, it is extremely harmful for the internal parts, That is why
docrors universally forbid their patients from consuming it except in the smallest
amount in what they are going to eat, enough only to suppress the disagreeable
smell arising from the bread and meat.

717



15 Protagoras

Commentary

1-12. Although we lack precise dates for Protagoras, they can be inferred from
the material we have. Plato confirms that he was from Abdera (Protagoras 309¢).
He is dead at the dramatic dates of the Meno and the Theaeterus (late in Socrates’
life); he was a boy at the time of the Persian invasion of 480 (2). We know nothing
about his education. The fact that he was one of the first sophists suggests that he
was self-educared. He lived to be about seventy, according to the Theaetesus. Thus,
he lived roughly 490—420. Plato’s assertion that he enjoyed a good reputation until
the end contradicts the story of his being condemned in Athens and hunted down.
He may, however, have died in a shipwreck en route to Sicily, as Philochorus,
a reliable source, reports (1.55, with no implication that he was a fugitive). In
415 Athens sent a major expedition against Syracuse, which would have made a
voyage to Sicily ill-advised; Protagoras’ voyage must have taken place later — if
he were still alive then. That Protagoras had earier taught in Sicily is seen in 12.
The government of the Four Hundred was organized and came to an end in 411
BC; if, as 1.54 implies, the charges against Protagoras were brought by a member
of that government, this event happened in 411. Burat that time the Athenians had
their hands full fighting the Spartans and their allies and presumably did not have
the leisure to marshal their forces against an errant intellectual. It is conceivable
that Protagoras might have been condemned in absentia or posthumously, and
his books burned as a measure to counteract liberal thinking.

On the one hand Protagoras is said to be a son of one of the richest men in
Thrace (2); on the other hand he is said to have been a porter discovered by
Democritus (1.53, 3). The former story is consistent with a birth date around
490 and historically possible (a similar, but chronologically implausible, story is
told about Democritus: Dmc4.34). The latter seems to originate from Epicurus,
who regularly disparages his predecessors, and to be unreliable (see a judgment
by Epicurus about Protagoras in 40). This story is also wildly anachronistic:
Democritus seems to have been born at least twenty years after Protagoras (see
on Dmci—6), and by Plato’s chronology the sophist was practicing his trade at
thirty years of age, i.e. when Democritus was at most ten years old. He criticized
Protagoras’ theories (Dmc4.42, 13).

The fact that he was chosen to write the constitution for the colony of Thurii,
which Athens sponsored (founded 444), shows that Protagoras was on good terms
with Pericles (suggested also by Plutarch in 7). While the story of a prosecution
of Protagoras in 2 is overblown, the fact thar Aristotle knows of an accusation
(1.54) indicates that he may have left Achens at one point to avoid a trial.

Athenaeus makes good use of literary sources to identify Protagoras’ visit 10
Athens described in the Protagoras (8—9) as around 423; butitis likely the intended
dramatic date is rather around 433 (see Morrison 1941), at which time he seems
to be at least fifty years old. In 8 Hipponicus is identified as being general in the
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Commentary 13—20

archonship of Euthydemus (431/0), but he was rather elected in the archonship of
Euthymus (426:’ 5), and the battle of Tanagra took place in 426 (Thucydides 3.21]

The story of the sophist’s charging a fee of one hundred pounds (1.52, 3) i;
absurd in a time that fees were in the range of three to five pounds (Plato Ai;mfo
20b, Isocrates Against the Sophists 3). The number might, however, reflect a tot%.ly
amount paid by a cohort of students, as it does in Hippias’ anecdote (12).

I.n 4 Protagoras claims to be one of a long line of sophists who often hid
their general‘expertisc under the guise of some special skill. He, however, makes
an open profession of his abilities. Here we seem 1o see the evolving us-:’: of the
term .‘sophist." which originally applied to “those who in one way or another
function[ed] as the Sages, the exponents of knowledge in early communiries”
(Kerferd 1950). As Kerferd points out, Plutarch récognizes this development
ETbeﬁ.zi::adej 2.3—4), which in Athens Plutarch traces back to Solon. The earl
sophists” were sages but not professional reachers; thus in a sense Protagoras car}ar
trace his intellectual roots back to earlier times, but can also rightly claim that he
represents somerhing new as a professional wise man rather than a layman. The
early sages did not, however, dissemble, nor did they need to, sirice Lhev"*.vere
nost aci\'ertising their ability to educate anyone who could pay. (See also Kerferd
1981a, ‘

13-15. The list in 13 omits famous works such as On Truth and On the Gods, and
must have a lacuna. ’
16—20. Plaro plausibly interprets Proragoras’ doctrine to invoke the followin
SC!IEH:E: If x seems F1o S, then x is F to/for S.” This scheme provides a kind ogf
criterion for relarivism, and also a basis for its analysis. For different values of
we can ger different kinds of relativism; for instance, for perceprual predicares like
‘hot and “cold,” we get perceptual relativism, the kind of theory Plato considers
first. For predicares of value like “good,” “bad,” “right,” “wrané, " we gert ethical
?Si;fr.lvzsm. We can also vary the subject according to which the judcmef{ is made:
It 5 1s 2 person, we get subjective relativism; if a social group, cultzral rt'lativ;;m:
if a species, species relativism, and so on. ,
Ac‘f:ordling to this view, if an individual asserts “x is F,” for instance, “the air is
ca[d: he is really saying “x is F for me.” On this view no conflict of opinions is
50551b}e,.becausc if A says, “the air is cold” and B says, “the air is hot” — or berrer,
“zhc air s not cold,” — then the two statements say: “the air is cold for A”anci
the air is not cold for B.” The statements, sui zabl); filled our, are different and
no contradiction can result. Hence all opinions are true.
. [n the Theaererus Plato explores a number of problems for this view, the most
important and telling of which is that the statement “All statements are, relative,”
if true, must itself be relativized for the speaker. All statements are relative E:,:r
Protagoras, but they are nor relative for Plato. On this interpreration, Protagoras
has not even succeeded in uttering a general philosophical claim. If, (;n ﬂ]?ﬁl’hﬂl’
!mnd, the statement is a general and not a relative truch, then ir!irself Ealsifies
its own claim. Aristotle also takes on Protagoras’ theory in Metaphysics iV.5—6
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In general one can keep statements from being contradicred by other statements
if one relativizes them with a phrase such as “for §,” but one then runs the risk
of trivializing all discourse and making all communication self-referential. See
Burnyeat 1976 on Plato’s refutation of Protagoras.

In 19 Sextus takes Protagoras as having a positive physical theory on which
his theory of perception is based — perhaps influenced by Plato’s free-wheeling
reconstruction in the Theaetetus. But we have no strong confirmation of this.
Protagoras seems to be radical precisely in rejecting a physical basis for perception.
As Guthrie observes, “No natural philosopher went as far as this [rejection of a
naturalistic theory of perception], for it is a denial of the very meaning of p/ysis”
(HGP 3.186). (On the other hand, it has been claimed that Protagoras is not so
much a relarivist about perception as an “extreme realist”; see Bett 1989.)

21 [F2]. A new fragment (or testimony) of Protagoras was discovered by
Gronewald 1968. Protagoras seems to approximate Berkeley’s axiom for physi-
cal objects: to be is to be perceived. Protagoras further claims that a state of
affairs which is manifest to one person will not necessarily be manifest to another.
Hence it will be non-evident, where presumably Protagoras means not evident zo
everyone. But presumably it is evident to one who perceives the state of affairs. Is
this an attempt to point out that on the basis of subjective experiences we cannot
ascend to intersubjective agreement? On this passage, see Mejer 1972; Decleva
Caizzi 1976; Mansfeld 1981; Woodruff 1985. Woodruff points to the application of
the point made here to theology: unless a god manifests himself to Protagoras, the
existence of gods is non-evident to him (see 29 [F3}). I have in general followed
his suggestions for reconstructing the fragment.

22-28. The practice Protagoras introduced of training students to argue both
sides of a case seemed to many ancient critics to be the height of sophistry, in the
negative sense of the term. Yet this training teaches the student to anticipate an
opponent’s position and now serves as a standard practice of debate and forensic
training, Arguably, the truth can emerge from the conflict of opposed opinions.
What Protagoras’ justification for this practice was, however, is uncertain. Besides
the practical advantage of being able to anticipate an opponent’s arguments, the
study of opposed arguments could help one formulate one’s own opinion. But
if Protagoras takes relativism as a fundamental principle, he cannot believe that
argument establishes objective truths. A sample of opposed arguments is found
in the Debated Questions (Dissoi Logoi, DsL) below.

29 [F3]-31. The term atheos was used more broadly than our “atheist.” Protagoras
was an agnostic rather than an atheist in the modern sense. His candor on this
point is striking, and implies a freedom of speech for the age. Unfortunately we
do not know what else Protagoras had to say in his treatise On the Gods. For
all we know, the opening could be, as it was for some early modern skeptics, a
premise for accepting religious traditions. Schiappa 2003, 148, suggests it was an
introduction for an anthropological account of the gods.

32. Protagoras seems to distrust the abstraction of the mathematician. His work
provides evidence that mathematics was not yet seen as highly specialized and as
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providing an ideal of scientific rigor. On the imperfection of the drawn circle, see
also Plato Lerzer VII, 343a.

33-38. Protagoras made important advances by identifying features of language
such as grammatical gender and the mood of sentences (or verbs, as we would
now say). See 1.53—s4 for a list of moods, corresponding roughly to optative,
subjunctive, indicative, and imperative moods of the verb, here perhaps being
formally distinguished for the first time. The “correct diction,” orthoepeia, he
seeks to inculcate seems to involve word choice, grammatical agreement of terms,
or broadly semantics and morphology, and to embody good principles of compo-
sition. The attempt to correct grammar, however, by appeal to sense (36—37) is an
ill-conceived enterprise. From 38 it appears that Protagoras had some intelligent
observations to make about literature. Plato portrays Protagoras as eager to dis-
course on poetry and using logical tools in literary criticism (Prozagoras 339a—d).
In the same passage we see Protagoras ds more of a dilettante than a philosopher:
unlike Socrates, he does not wish to stick with a philosophical inquiry but turns
from the question at hand to literary questions. From another point of view, we
might say that he was more interested in a liberal education than in technical
studies.

39—42 [F4—7]. Like other sophists, Protagoras seems to require good character,
teaching, and practice to produce the proper results in a student,

43—44. Aristophanes sees the method of arguing both sides as deceptive manip-
ulation (42), as appears in a sample debate between the Stronger Argument and
the Weaker, personified (889—1104); the latter of course wins. In 43 Aristophanes
is able to make fun of Protagoras’ revisionary grammar.

4s. Plato puts in the mouth of Protagoras an elegant myth designed to illustrate
the principles of moral education. Many scholars think Plato is borrowing an
actual story from Protagoras, presumably from On the Original State of Things,
while others think Plato is inventing it. The myth allows Protagoras to say, on
the one hand, that everyone has a kind of moral instinct, while he implies, on
the other hand, that everyone can profit from instruction. The political art is a
special art that all must share in. Man’s great endowment consists of technology
and morality. The former is useless withour the latter.

One striking feature is the difficulty in determining from the story what part
of moral education is innate (planted by Zeus or Hermes) and what instilled.
Here Protagoras seems to miss the opportunity to exploit the nature—convention
(nomos—phusis) distinction which became prominent in the late fifth century.
Could this story antedate the distinction?

A similar account of divine providence appears in Herodortus 3.108, in a
book that elsewhere has possible connections to Protagorean political theory (see
Morrison 1941).

46. Protagoras’ stance allows him to advertise himself as a moral educator while
recognizing that many others also contribute to the education of the young
(thus disarming the resentment of traditionalists). Morality can exist without the
sophist, but the sophist has a useful role to play in improving citizens. Anyone
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can teach morality to those who are deficient (for instance children), but some
are especially gifted in imparting moral education. Protagoras also states his
money-back guarantee. .

Protagoras seems.to anticipate Aristotle’s emphasis on habituation as mo.ral
training: everyone contributes to the proper behavior of the young by correcting
them. The analogy with language learning (second sentence) is suggestive: as
philosophers of language and linguists have pointed our, children l‘carn how
to express themselves in language starting from an impoverished environment.
They seem to have some innate facility for language which, h?‘we‘ver, is a(*l.apted
to some particular language: English or Greek or Chinese. Similarly, chfldrcn
have an innate facility for moral and social behavior, but we educare them in the
customs and mores of our particular society. )

Theanalogy between morality and a craft reminds one of the Socraric craft anal-

ogy. Here, however, it seems potentially confusing because the moral endowment
(“respect and justice”) are allegedly universal, unlike craft skills. But Protagoras
probably wants to focus on the pracrical and situation-oriented nature of craft
learning: as the apprentice learns a craft by practicing it under the rutelage of
a master, so a potential moral agent learns morality by performing moral acts
under the turelage of a moral agent (as in Aristode’s theory). How v.::xacrly this
improvement takes place remains obscure (even in Aristotle), but that it does take
place can be argued on the basis of experience.
47. A number of lists like this one are found in the Dissoz Logoi. At one level they
provide grounds for a debater to disagree with an absolute statement made by. an
opponent, and thus offer a useful tool to the sophist. Indeed, at some practical
level we must all take into account relativizing conditions such as those Protagoras
mentions. In the dialogue the audience wildly applauds Protagoras speech, at least
indicating the popularity of its distinctions among intellectuals of the time. The
immediate context is value judgments; but how broadly Protagoras means his
point to be taken is not clear, and in any case he does not exploit his distinctions
further in the present dialogue. Here we get a kind of practical relarivism rather
than the high-powered theoretical relativism of 16-20. The general point th.at
different things are good and bad in different situations is present already in
Heraclitus: Hery9[F49].
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