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What is your meaning, Zeno(Z£#)? Do you maintain that if being is many, it
must be both like and unlike, and that this is impossible, for neither can the like be
unlike, nor the unlike like--is that your position? Just so, said Zeno. And if the
unlike carinot be like or the like unlike, then, according to you, being could not be
many; for this would involve an impossibility. In all that you say have you any other
purpose except to, disprove the being of the many? And is not each division of your
treatise intended to furnish a separate proof of this, there being in all as many proofs
of the not-being of the many as you have composed arguments? Is that your
meaning, or have [ misunderstood you? No, said Zeno; you have correctly
understood my general purpose.(From The Dialogues of Plato, Benjamin Jowett,
trans., London: The Clarendon Press,1892.)
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