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EDITORIA

, , TheolArith. 81

Thetenthvolume of the journal contatn® articles dedicated to Aristotle, and
a series of studjegnslations and reviewsvanious aspects of classical philos-
ophy, from the Presocratics (Parmenides and Empedocles) to Late Amiquity.
volume is supplemented with translations, reviews and annotations.

Our next thematic issuri§e2016) will béedicated to the natural sciences in
Antiquity. Contributions in the history of ancient medicine are especially welcome.
Studies and translations are dupioy208.

| wish to express my gratitude tdriathds and colleagues particigain
our coléctive projects and seminars and would like to reminklethatitnal is
abstracted / indexed 3nGA 1 G § DZ W@ §CORPEhdefore dhd Aree
spective authors are kindly requested to supply their contributions with sub-
stantial abstracts and thstdi of keywords. All the issues of the journal are
available ofine at the following addressesw.nsu.ru/classics/schdf@ur-
puG A& § Nwaelibraty.GRussian Index of Scientific Quotations); and
www.ceeol.coifCentral and Eastern European Online Library).

ugene Afonasin
Academgorodok, Russia
Decembé&s 2015
afonasi@gmail.com
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ARISTOTLE AND WESNER
RATIONALITY

CHRISTOS .EVANGELIOU
Towson University, USA
cevang@aol.com

mestract P N&AAa4& &N HIUDA "4k £&N&eGa £ ngkGNANNGA o
here a brief but accurate account of the condegisgafiscursive reason) amsligintu-

itive mind), and their respective functions in his method of dialectic. Dialectic was used in

all the major works of tberpus Aristotelicum kP &ga ngk GNANNngaad A Gaal.
grasp and philosophically explain the place of man asnfie order of things, and his

search foeudaimonigwello a k p G Akpaa " ak AeNx&Ga A aNpaan
potential for virtuous activity, at the ethical and political or at the intellectual levels of excel-

lence, has deeper roots in his agyaind ousiology, such a synoptic account will be useful,

for it will provide an appropriate context for the correct evaluation of the ethical and politi-

cal views of this philosopher. It will become clear from our analysis that he is misunderstood

by schiars in the West and in the East for different historical reasons, which will be eluci-

dated as we proceed further into the discussion of our theme in this essay.

KeyworbngAristotle, rationalitypgosnous eudaimoniaontology, ousiology, philosophy,
dialectic, man, cosmos.

Introduction
By providing a new interpretation of the Aristotelian conception of man as rational
and, more importantly, as noetic being, | shall attempt to show that Aristotle was a
genuinely Hellenic and Platonic philosophéristheomething more than a mere
Aanldaskapaeliaeksa NA &OE&Axdcdingly, inipalling hi8 & £2ea 4 p ¢

*p &gk daknadae &gle kA kp gk£E daGlia&kNp
AFadape AANH 1GuU&N UL Ak LKaoAkFaA kp @®yga AaaNpA
my Hellenic Philosophy: Origin and Cha(a6ts). For aeg k pDk p G NA& &4l &k Np i
AUk NpUG oaGkak upA AUk NpUG Aaak &k Np Hi
Utilitarianism and neBragmatism, see Robert Nozick (1993).
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A( AristotleandWesternRationality

various works, we should keep in mind that the basic concepts of logic, ontology,
psychology, ethics, politics, and all areas of human experience, are expressed in
words which are, as Aristotle often emphasatledhos legomefna. ambiguous

and polysemantic terms with more than one meaning).

Such a reading will also provide us with the key to understandings Atistotle
losophy correctly and evaluating it perhaps more judiciously. For his views on God
and man, nature apolis poetic and noetictaty, ethics and politics, personal
virtues and the common good, domestic relations and political associations are, for
him, all ontologically connected as parts of an organic whole held together by a kind
of philosophic attraction and sympathy. Thitevaomplex can be methodically
explored with the effective method of dialectic as developed by the Platonic Socra-
tes and perfected by Aristatie, Philosophter

For Aristotle, and other Platonic philosophers, a search into any of the above
mentioned subgts will inevitably lead to all the rest with which it is ontologically
connected. For instance, determining the ultimate ethical/gelbg#iat is, the
end, aim, goal or good) of man understood as a political animal and citizen of a Hel-
lenicpoliswould call for an inquiry into the nature of qu@man(the whatit-is-
to-behuman). This will lead to psychology, to ontology, to cosmology, to teleology
ipA @Gk HIl &a GA &N plu&egdliG 2£§aNGNGA ' N

2p " Ak EeNeGa £ gupAL£ adPebdcddalétbecansey a Ha &g N.
a powerful tool arrganorof inquiry into any conceivable area or aspect of nature and
culture. Compare this breadth of the Hellenic conception of philosophy with the sort of
linguistic activity to which it has been reduc#uelbyarrosmindedness of contempo-
rary analytical "philosophers,” for whom philosophy has becamedlatinguaga
gupAHUKkA NAE GupGguGa UpA 0 alA 3ZNDaA ' N& 4z
the philosopher who finds that our everyday lan@iaagbeen sufficiently analyzed is
the task of clarifying the concepts of contemporary science. But for him to be able to
lagkagoga &«gkAE ke k£ akFapekiG egle ga EIJNDGG/
do is to distinguish between the speculati/éhe logical aspects of science, and assert
eylice NGk GNANNGA HOAEE AasaGNI20D).prRIN foreg 2 GNGK A
8k eGap Aeakp 5ga hANoGaHAE UAkAkpG ®#JANODGYH
guage have the charactetegfth Theyare deep disquietudes; their roots are as deep in
us as the forms of our language and their significance is as great as the importance of our
language. Let us ask ourselves: why do we feel a grammatical jdkeefo(bad that
is what the depth of PtGN NN g A k £ 8 k e®Gap FExakp
ndge k& o4akaALGA 534 NpPGA naNnai &iADz NA ngk
1955, 223).
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with the wdbeing of each citizen and all the citizens who, collectively, make up the
political community of a free Hellgutilis the classical ciyate’

Consequently, as Aristotle envisioned it, the organization of thepdkdesic
a whole should makedssible for each and all of its citizens to actualize their po-
tential as human beings naturally endowed with certain physical, psychic, logical,
and noetic capacities. In this way, the naturally and culturally best among them
would be able to rise tofpetion’ This road, as is dialectically mapped by Aristo-
tle, leads to the summit of human perfection and enlightenment. It is to be followed
primarily by the genuine philosopher, the ideal citizen of a Heligais he hero-
ically traverses the onmlmal distance separating the (et (or satyr of Hel-
lenic mythology and drama) from the-gmah(or sage of Platonic philosophy).

55 N @p Aaé AebticiandPditic it Grie shéuld place it indire-
text of hidMetaphysiandDe AnimaFor him, the same ordering principle pervades the
cosmos in the form of diviNeus and is present in the individual human soul, in the
form of humatogodqdiscursive reason) and of the hunwarg(intuitive intdlect), and
their manifestations in all forms of social organizations and natural associations. These
include, naturally for Aristotle, the family anghdkisas well. But even A. Macintyre,
who attempted to provide an opek P Aa A i n n & N dhaadjy offeue arfdk £&N&Ga A
its relevance to our society today, seems to have missed this important point. See, Mac-
Intyre 1981, chapters 9, 11, 16, and 18; and my review of The Rmlew of Meta-
physicsXXXVII, no. 1 (19831332
“Being an opeminded and cleasighted philosopher, and not a revolutionary prop-
agandist, Aristotle could see that only a few citizens of any egtege gityuld be able
to rise to the top, even under democratic equal conditions of freedom and education,
due to the othhdmportant factor, natural endowment. As a good biologist he appreciat-
aA &gk £ /ElaeNA AgkGa kp N@&4 &kHa& k& k£ Nogi
Ak Gg &k ' N& " Ak ££N&GaA ®ga 4daaNGpkalusGa & k
andproportional to his actual or potential contribution to the common good of the city
state. See on this Macintyre 1981, chap8ré/8ldron 1984; Golding 1968; Evangeliou
1988a; and Miller 1995.
‘s gk £ NAE aNg4 A£Fa Al /£ 48 manamongaiete camd da n gk GN
mon mortals. By free, independent, and autonomous pursuit of the truth, and by an ethi-
cally impeccable life, the true lover of wisdom was expected to be able to give up the
brutish ways of indulgence in-sefftered pleasures of fiesh and to rise towards the
stars or the Gods. Accordingly, for the Pythagoreans, between the mortal men and the
k UWNA 220G (NAALE ®gada AUA U &yk&A au2£aGNAA N,
thagoras. For Plato (Symposium, 212a) and AN&Eotld 1214 78a), the true philoso-
pher was the only mortal worthy of the company and friendship of the immortal Gods.
For Epicureans, like Lucretius, he who would follow the precepts of Epicurus would live
GkDAa U0 GNA UHNpDpG Hac of mortdily by livinginphe GitstEa £ U GG A
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It will become clear, in the light of my advanced interpretation, that the Platonic
Aristotle, like the Platonic Socfatad like Plotinus later on, had a high opinion of
the power of philosophy to perfect the human being. He was convinced that, (work-
ing slowly upon the soul and mind of the ascending philosopher, who has climbed
step by step tleeala amonisthe true ke of wisdom will bring in contact the hu-
man and the Divine. What is divine in usyah&the intuitive mind, the noetic
light shining in the humamcrecosmags and thélougqthe Intellect of thenacre
cosmagsare of the same essérdesuch priviged moments of noetic contact and
enllghtenment it would appear that the energlzed human intellect acquires both
seilDp NAGaAGa UpA DPNAGaAAGaA NEA 594 0&gaéh
becomes beloved to the Supremé tRedsternally active Itiget, which moves

NA kHHNA&&IG oGaEAkpGE Al opAad £
lost in the history of the&di GG a A 8akKk®eadp ngkGNAENNGA NAE &ga

® The Platonic Socrates is different &adma 4Nad&Aleda £k NAE HNAaADP GPp
8 & £eadp ngk GNAENN g A Agasegad 9ga Aaddkosak NAE
who is virtually |nd|st|ngwshable from the Sophists. For the Platonic Socrates has more
GNga AENA Akokpa ANXGEANHeHppPA Gl p GO EREAIED O GA £
modernists can comprehend or appreciate. See, for example, Tejera 1984; Vlastos 1991;
and my review of the booklournal of Neoplatonic Studasl, No. 1 (1992)1483
Consider, for instance, how wouéd Riatonic Socrates address the Sophists of his, as
well as of our, time:

N AN@ &gkpbDz kee U EHIGCGG Hi®xxad &glue ANYD 5

and not the entire conduct of life that for each of us would make living most worth
A g k Bépublic A danateaA kp A "Gukp "pA
do not fancy that you should play with me, and give me no haphazard answers contrary
to your opinion. And do not either take what | say as if | were merely playisgefor you
the subject of our discussiand on what subject should even a man of slight intelli-
gence be more sericus@mely, what kind of life one should live, the life to which you
kpokeaea Ha ®egue NA U 4a0G Hiloficandpdsn aliDk PG kp
ing the politician according to your present fashion, or the life spent in phllosophy, and
gNA &ga Npa Ak EogiaSMDEA NH 2§ a Naegaé

*pD ®yk£E GkGyee ke ANOGA FaaH &gle " Ak £&N&G
Easten than to Western conceptions of God, that is, the Christian and Islamic versions
of the intolerant and anthropomorphlc Judaic monotheism. Consider, for instance, A.N.
8gkedagaliA £ skaA Np &gk A nNkpe 59a &UAK®Ra4rp
personal order to which the world conforms. This order is-thdeseiy of the world,;
kee kA& pN&e ®#ga ANAGA NoaAkpG Up kHANAAA A40Ga
(NA GA& U AaAkpkead naldANpPUG kpbhkodk Ol G &p &k &
®ga alAGkaad aNHHZIPI6BE7AdCWHIdheaf78342f)8 g k 2a g a Ui A

8 That is to say, the noetically activated philosopher becomes a friend of God; see on
®g k £ NidoknaEke BB Ethds7 A1 78a, and compare il t6 Ui gNposiam 4
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the cosmos by the irresistible power of its erotic attraction, as if in a rhythmic dance
orderly and eternal.

In this way, a kind of philoso@potheosseems to take place at the end of the
long road of Peripatetic dialectic. &tphbintlogogdiscursive reason) must yield
to intuitive and superior power of energized human intetlegt There, the hu-
man being, conceived here as a living, sensible, reasonable, noetic, communal, polit-
ical, poetic, and potentially divine bddegpomes divine actually, suddenly, and
even seknowingly. Thus, philosophically perfected, the ideal citizen of the Hel-
lenicpolisbecomes fully enlighten@@hat is to say, the actualized and active hu-
man intellect suddenly grasps, as in a fladhaoiaseness, the truth that in its
very nature the human beingasoousig that is, of the same essencasig as
Divine Intellect.

Following along the path suggested by Aristotelian dialectic, we can then see that
the eternally energized Divingellect and the dialectically perfected (and, thus,
noetically transformed) mind of the true philosopher are identified as being essen-
tially the same. So, at the end, they are recognized as closely related beings, as two
beloved friendsThis is the raato enlightenment, which my Platonic interpreta-

212#. Clearly, on this important point, the two Hellenic philosophers were in agree-
ment with each other and in disagreement with the Europeans.
°As Aristotle put it almost poetically in the heart BfrkisPhilosoploy Metaphys-
ics(1072a 20 5a4a kA @&gap ANHA 2§kpG Agkag |
motion, which is motion in a circle; and this is plain not in theory only but in fact. There-
fore the first heaven must be eternal. There is therefore something, whiclAntbves
since that which is moved and moves is intermediate, there is something, which moves
without being moved, being eternal, substance, and actuality. And the object of desire
and the object of thought move in this way; they move without being equéthat
ry objects of desire and thought are the same. For the apparent good is the object of ap-
petite and the real good is the primary object of rational wish. But desire is consequent of
opinion rather than opinion of desire; for the thinking is #kspuG n Nk p & "pPANpa
guAk asad aanadkapaaA ®4g0a GNga Ak GG OpAai A=
AaGUAAKkDPG &yad nNAAA NAE ®§ja pNa&ekadUGGA a&dNe&ka
entire heavens no less than the human heart ahdlimin power cannot be other than
the Divine Intellect or God. On this point, as in so many others, Aristotle remained to the
end a true Platonist. In this respect, Porphyry was justified in writing th©trehise:
6dzgn @ Ga 1 DA fldSophySee disb Evanygiouri®®e, BA N 1 G
®The meaning of Aristotelian enlightenment lies precisely in that, by the ultimate di-
vine contact, the maturing philosopher as a potentially noetic being is transformed into
an actually noetic and gde being, thaks to the power of the love of wisdom.
See cases A, B, and especially C, below. The point of my thesis is that, if we can show
that this selfealization andpotheosis the ultimate outcome even of the philosophy
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&k Np NAE " &k £AeN&eGa £ ngkGNAENNGA AkGG 4asa
properly the Aristoteliaia dialecticd

In this new light, Aristotle's philosophy and the Platonic tradition to ltich it
longs, would appear to be closer to Eastern ways of thinking (especially the Indian),
&gup &N #ga pPULAANAGA AakLkkpaA 8a/fxeadp A
meant the kind of calculative and manipulatteewhich is in the serviceutii-
tas.For it serves utilitarian, technological, and ideological goals, which characterize
much of modern and pasbdern philosophy in the West under various masks,
APag UAE #4k &k A£g GNGkauG lUpuluGAEk £ # U &N
tific EN & k & Gk £H

In the same light, as a genuine Hellenic and Platonic philosopher, Aristotle will
appear to be something very different, better and nobler, than the caricature of a

v

of Aristotle, considered as the most rigorous and scientific Platorastyrtimiwve
Ak GG glsoa MEGNAp &gue *yga AliHA GNGAAE kp Ne&ga.
Platonic tradition, as ifangreat river, converge all the springs of Presocratic philosophi-
cal speculation; and given its longevity and influence on the development of Hellenic
philosophy, it would be reasonable to take it as representing the Hellenic philosophical
thought as a whe Thus, Hellenic philosophy is brought closer to the eastern philosoph-
kaluG ®AUAk&kNpDA 2glup &N ®yga pPpuLAANAGA aANpaakece
One could make the case that the same holds even for Epicureanism and Stoicism, at
least in theiethical theories, and in spite of their materialistic conceptions of reality. But
even if they were considered exceptions to the rule, this would not alter the fact about
Platonism as being the mainstream of Hellenism.
59k £ ENOpAAE Tand An AHiECEheVediktd)As the indian friends
of wisdom would recognize. In other weiaslialectices the Hellenic way of express-
kpG @®ya AlHaA *4d0&ey UL egliae Agkag kA auineghal

59 NG safriamend IGEH aBrahiNatareleg&entially one and the same). As

4A0A46anli GGk 3UAguDAkAgpup upA n
in which the individual self gets at the ultimate reality by an inward journey, an inner

ascent.. Thegodli k Adap &k @A Ak &y ®ya 40néaHa 59a Al

lenic philosophical tradition, from Pythagoras to Proclus, if correctly understood. Aristo-
tle and Plato are two central figures of this honorable Hellenic tradition, as we said.

“The moderand postUNAa 4 p & BANmalp ngk GNANN g aé £ Ag
hgk GNANNGA  ®ga ®AUAkekNpUG Agaap NAE UAd®AL U
(technocratic) science and (political) ideology respectively, seem to follow on the steps
of Medieval (Glstian and Moslem) theologians, for whom philosophy had become an-
otherancilla theologiae 53a apAGugaHape NA )aGGapka ngk
®aA4/E kp *§a safke gUAE RAUDAENEHAA k&AE NAKkGKkp
ognizable degreehel echo of the nanphilosophianay sound the same, but the
meaning is different for its joyous and free spirit has been lost. But it can be recovered.
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Aadslipe ngkGNAENNGgaA kpeN Agkadyg ga guk
been presented alternatively but equally narrowly, either as the scholastic logician
and rationalist thinker in service of dogmatic medieval theology, or as the empirical
and analytic thinker in the service of technocratic modern*$cience.

This doule portrait of Aristotle, whether Medieval or Modern European, clearly
does not resemble the historical Hellenic philosopher in his dialectic fullness. For
his philosophic mind wanted to accomplish all of the following diverse tasks: see
noetically the eime kosmgsunderstand the form and the function of every kind of
substantive being; grasptdtesof man as citizen of the Hellgriisandhismul-
tiple creations; admire the eternal beauty of the Cosmos; and find in it the proper
place for God (undtood as the Cosmic Intellect) and man's noetic self. For this
humannoeticself onousvas seen as a microcosmic god in the making, being po-
tentially present in the wethdowed human soul. Clearly, then, the Western pic-
ture ofthePhilosophetoes notif &2 &g a U & Ok &A NA " 4k £&N&Ga £
ity and complexity as displayed in his'fexts.

*®& kAE Rk E N&gad £kAa NAE " &k FeN&eGa £ 1
to bring to light and to revive because it is needed novll bacheeded even

“By turning Modern Science, in the same way as the Medieval Theology, into a tool of
controlling powerthe Europeans, whether capitalists or socialists, have exploited the
natural and cultural resources of the globe for profit and political power with disastrous
Aa/EQOGaeAE ANA gOHUDkeA £ AoeOAda AdaGGaakpG Np
Aristotle, in this light, wouldpsar to be very different from what we find, for ex-
U Hn Ga kp O0Aap 8glie&e& GNGkakupAg NA AKaka
seem to understand is that, for Aristotle and any genuine Hellenic philosophers, the con-
cern with language and logic waly preliminary to more fundamental questions of
ngk GNAENNGA Agag UKL ) NA AgNOGA Aa GCkoa 334
cluster of questions of ethical, political, psychological, theological, ontological, and cos-
mological import: Who rabre we and what does it mean to be human? What is the
good (or the best possible) life for human kpiagsiman? What is the good (or the
best possible) organization of thestéte, in which the good life of its best citizens can
be realized? Whast our place in the cosmos and what kinds of beings does it contain?
8gue kA& #akpG kp GapaduG UpA gNA k£ k& 4ac
in the cosmos and perhaps in us? What is divine, philosophically conceived, and how is
the divire being related to cosmos and to man?
To perceptive students of Hellenic philosophy it would be clear that for Aristotle, as
for the Platonic Socrates, a complete answer to any of these questions presupposed or
implied specific answers to the other questions, with which it is connectéelyUltima
the connections would lead back to the fundamental teleological question of the human
telos and the kind of life which would help the philosopher, as the best specimen of the
human species, to achieve the highest good for man. At least H@sismayet
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more in the near future than ever before. For, at the present, the global failure of the
. UAak Ee  Fikapaek £k & prakNd thdis@KIABa A k [A k& gedi ¢
Agkn NAE ®§a nANGa &l 4k U aahistéripal factzaMih itsa p k p k fEe
collapse and as the dreadful divisions of mankind (along the familiar lines of tribal
nationalism, monotheistic intolerance, and sectarian fanaticism) begjirfacee
globally'’the need to revive the lost spirit of Helgilosophy becomes apparent.
The spirit of religious tolerance, philosophic pluralism, and Hellenic humanism is
needed now and its need is felt deeply by sensitive souteamfeninds.

Let this suffice, as an introduction. It is now time ttémstotle and the
available textual evidence, which will help us substantiate this challenging thesis as
outlined above.

"4k £EN£Ga £ . Npga AEANH - NGNAE &N /

' N4 UpANpa AkAgkpG &N Ak AaNsgad &#£ya ANNzA
West, Aristotle would seem a reasotabieus a quoFor, as we saw in the first
two essays, European historians of philosophy believe that Hellenic philosophy,
whosecharacteristic trait is assumed by them to have bé&sgoimethe sense of
discursive reasoning, reached its climax in the philosophies of Plato and Aristotle.
They were closely related as teacher and $tBesittes, whatever little the Medi-

%To this list one may add America, where \wemtpd atheists, equally dogmatic
monotheists (whether Christians or Muslims), and other gentler and kinder persons
(who may be neither monotheists nor atheists) must learn to live togetles. in pea
Hence our need for the help which Hellenic philosophy can provide. In the new light of
my Platonic interpretation of Aristotle, the Aristotelian views on man, nature, cosmos,
the divine, and their respective multiple relations, become relevantion8y a&ya
tension, so do the views of other Hellenic philosophers of the Platonic tradition, as well
as the perspectives of other-Hefienic traditions and cultures. Especially relevant
would be the cultures of the East (India, China, Japan), whielatiwerly free from
fanatical intolerance, technocratic arrogance, political ideology, theocratic hierarchies,
and religious inflexible dogmas.

"$ Np £k Aa 4 AN& aadHnGa " "AHELANDG £ 30AK
tic complacency is becommmgre and more difficult to maintain as we become more
and more vividly aware of other religious traditions tharChrdgi@nrlslamic, nota-
aGA &glie NA *pAkIl 594 (A4aabD&E kp &ga
monotheism, to believe(nNA Ak g N@g& dau0AkpG &N 024G
andEvangelioa989).

1 4k FeN&£GA Ahape UsNPe ®AapeA AAUAAL kp 16U
UAE*ead4d gkAE 2aGNpgaA ®adallagad £ Aalegoc- *p /£Enk®a
trines on which he respectfully disagreed with his teacher, Aristotle remained a loyal

PA AEND

a
kaga kp
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evalWestern World knew about Ancient Hellenic philosophy was related to parts of
Aristotles logic, the famoGsganor’
For such an inquirer, therefore, and for these reasons, the following questions are
NAE AnadkldG kpeaahaLxof thd isidg of ratibndlitihl enGa 29 a
technocratic science in Europe in the last few centuries, as has been alleged? Does
8a/feadp A&l ek NjpdfiGisende, really hgve itelipginnitigs iN Aria-
®&N&Ga £ ngkGNANNGA hodt diortionAdndfres Misgegtic £ n gk GN
method without misapplication, provide justification to claims of cultural superiori-
ty and hegemony that have been advanced by the European powers in order to jus-
tify their colonial exploitation of Africa, America, aa@ Aast, what do the terms
4alANp upA Alek NpUGk AU HAUGDP® UGpA kA& "
The answer to these complex questions cannot be simple. It may be affirma-
tive or negative depending on the sense which is attached to ttaiavord
which was itself a clumsy attempt to render into Latin treeplptic Hellenic
wordlogos|In the language and literature of Ancient Hellas, tHegednds as
many meanings and shades of meanings, as Proteus has faces, forms, and shapes.
Bascally, it means meaningful or significant speech, that is, the richness of hu-

Platonist to the end. Many miss this point because they tend to focus narrowly on points

of difference between philosophers, which are there but make no reak difféiem

one looks at Plato and Aristotle, as the Hellenic philosophers of late antiquity looked at

them, they appear to belong to the same school of philosophy, the Socratic tradition. In

&gk £ GkGge  HA paA k p eedt hgeds acpalyN Bee N E " 4 k £&
also, Evangeliou 19964.1

Yegap @&ja 43a6NGe UGUkpA®e " A&k ££N&Ga Agkasg
teenth century and to the scientific revolution of the seventeenth centuries, was fought
to a large extent with the weapons of Aristotle's logic and categoriesedramshatt
West by the commentaries and translations of Boethius. See on this, Evangeliou 1996
164181.

“In the sense in which, for example, Descartes, Leibniz, and Spinoza are said to be ra-
tionalists; or even in the sense in which Bacon, HobbesDand Llddi A 24 a0 GGaA Al
i G aHnk 4k &k £=£ B8NQOGA " A&k £&NxGa gusa FaGe
groups of Europeans? Not exactly, in my view, because he was a philosopher of a more
versatile, flexible, noetic, dialectic, anedogmatic chacter. Aristotle was a Hellenic
philosopher of the type which the Aegean and the lonian seas used to produce in abun-
Alipaa OpeaekG ®gakad AuzadA Aada nNGGORAA oA
anity, as Nietzsche would have itTisdligght bthe Idols and The Antichpist 55ff; also
Nehamas 1985; and my review of the bdbk iReview of Metaphysmls XL, No. 3
(1987) 592 *p gkE EDEAA | kaseaAkdga aaeapAaA =
Platonic philosophy, perhaps becheséke so many other European thinkers, failed to
distinguish between the two versions of Platonism, Hellenic and Christian.
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man (preferably Hellenic) language and the human mind with all its concepts,
thoughts, feelings, and visions, which can be symbolically expressed orally or in
writing by the poweof this specifically human tool, the hulngag*in this

broad sense, not only great Hellenic philosophers, but every human being, who is
unimpaired and prepared to make careful and meaningful use of tlegosate

is naturally &gicakindrationd being.

As an epistemic concept, employed widely in modern theories of knowledge and
ank £2aHINGNGA UGpA aazxapAkkoaGA Ak EaQAFAA k|
rationalism is contrasted to empiricism and to intuitionism. Its method is called de-
ductive because it supposedly moves from genegaldself and axiomatic prin-
ciples to implications, which follow necessarily from such principles, if and when
they are combined in proper syllogistic forms, according to specific logical rules of
inferenceln this sense, Pythagoras, Descartes, and Russell, for example, who were
Hli egaHl ek akap£E GpA NngkGNANNgaadLl GA&a &aNp/
ing to follow the hypothetical and deductive method of reasoning as the only cor-
rect way of obtainimgliable scientific knowledge. As pure rationalists, they did not
trust the evidence provided by sense experience. In this respect, they differed radi-
cally from the empiricist philosophers, like Demaocritus, Epicurus, and Hobbes, for
example. For the latte¢he senses are the only source of trustworthy information
about the real world which, for them, was identified with the sensible world.

Where, then, did Aristotle stand on this epistemological division? Was he a ra-

&k NpU Gk £ U pA ticedit, asisbneascholais&nd hidtofiand & p A4 {
philosophy have maintained? Or was he to be found in the opposite camp of the
empiricists, where Kant, among others, had placétlithino?ild be closer to

truth to say that he was both an empiricist and a rationalist, because he was a dia-
lectician with common sense. His common sense and his open mind allowed Aris-

" 3ANAAKkpPG &N " 4k £eN&xGa AnNDApP ANAAALE U4a
written words are the symbols of spoken woistsas all men have not the same writ-
ing, so all men have not the same speech sounds, but the mental experiences, which
these dlrectly symbollze are the same for all, as also are those things of which our expe
dkapaak UAada &g dogdbislasaifidant portiokd speedhpsbrae parts
of which have an independent meaning, that is to say, as an utterance, though not as an
aanédakLkLkk Np NA U PaintérpleBkoddeary.a 3 TAGaHAD &

2He was also a lovenots (the intuitive mind), &4 Ak GG /4a a *p  &§
3(2)AGI—Ua[)ae klEspchtétNeéoﬁMaeaega*lﬂJNAaﬁE NAE DPNAGE
dalAENp ®ega AoamkekNp k£ UA &N Aga®gai a’eQéA
mdependence of experlence they have t@m orireason. Aristotle may be regarded

Uk &ga agkak NAE &g a aHnk 4k &k ££ UpA 1G0H&N |
DANGNGK £H1 £ANA AlU®k NplU Gk £x£ L upe
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totle to see that each side was correct in some specified senser hachtith
whole truth. On this matter, as in many others, Aristotle was the antithesis of what
k£ a0GGak i AN GHIU &k £a&

Being critical of the dialectical deficiencies of the various previous theories of
knowledge, Aristotle was able to simultaneoaig fite senses and criticize em-
piricism?* He was also able to define syllogism and the deductive method used in
mathematics but, at the same time, admit that induction and intuition played an
important role in ascertaining the first principles and tbe pnamises of valid
deductiong: Above all, he was able to conceive of truth as being neither revealed

21t must be credited to the rhetorical skills and ingenuity of Christhosiemd
theologians, who managed to persuade the medieval and much of the modern world that
®gaA guA ENOpPA kp "4k EeN&Ga £ ngkGNANNgA A£O.
tions and the theocratiogmata* & Np k 4 1 GGA k & AnhatBEurapéadi k p £ &g k A
thought rebelled in modern times. Since then, it has served faithfully Modern Technolo-
gy and/or Political Ideology, instead of Medieval Theology. Sadly, philosophy has not as
yet recovered its ancestral autonomy and dignity. In this@eén$énEa U p nNgk GNAENN G A
very different from genuine Hellenic philosophy. The sooner we grasp this historical fact
the better off we will be philosophically in the future.

2 " GG Hap oA pleghda AaLgkkéda &N DDA "p kpAKk
senses; for even apart from their usefulness they are loved for themselves; and above all
others the sense of sight. For not only with a view to action, but even when we are not
GNkpG &N AN UpAzxgkpsG AMetaphisic986a24M0ca k PG &N & 4
translation is that of Ross). Aristotle proceeds to show how human understanding moves
from sense experience to the reasoned accounts of the arts and sciences, to the noetic
grasp of first principles and causes, and ultimately to tiveikhoivledge of Divine
Intellect Nou$ and of the human inner selfy$. For him, as for Plato, God and man
are essentially the same. This is, in a nutshell, my thesis.

» v KEAGGNGk £AHU k £ Ak FANQA& A4 kp Argtad g adaaelk
what is stated follows of necessity for their being so. | mean by the last phrase that they
produce the consequence, and by this, that no further term is required from without in
NAAad &N HiliDaA &g aPrarNpafsicRDasea d paidaaAEDAR AND .
translation). Compare it to conclusidhosterior Analyti¢k00b 8.3):

5904 ke k£ a4Gal& ®glue Ad HOEE Gazx &N DPNA

method by which even sepseception implants the universal is inductiow. ™ the
thinking states by which we grasp truth, some are unfailingly true, others admit error
opinion, for instance, and calculation, whereas scientific knowledge and riotugtion [
are always true: further, no other kind of thought except ifhgtijris more accurate
than scientific knowledge, whereas primary premises are more knowable than demonstra-
tions, and all scientific knowledge is discursive. From these considerations follows that
there will be no scientific knowledge of the primaryspeeraind since except intuition
nothing can be truer than scientific knowledge, it will be intuition that apprehends the
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dogma nor private property of any human being regardless of his philosophical ac-
complishments. On the contrary, for the-wpeted Hellenic philosophehe

~

R4 0oey AULA 0 ANHHNpPp nAaANhHa4®A 2aGNDpGkpG &
AaNHHNpAaUGeag &N Agkadyg UGG nadANpA HNAA

in error, since others may learn how to avoid such errors and ffitheutbi-

primary premisea result which also follows from the fact that demonstration cannot be
the originative source of demonstration, ansequently, scientific knowledge of scien-
&k £k& DPNAGaAAGa
% 5354 kpoakekGliaekNp NAE &ga 2A0®y kA kp Npa
this is found in the fact that no one is able to attain the truth adequately, while, on the
other hand, weodnot collectively fail, but every one says something true about the na-
ture of things, and while individually we contribute little or nothing to the truth, by the

union of all a considerable amount is amassed . A93di3® &N g AN

Compare this tughtful statement with the Indian wisdom as expressed in a Jaina
AUAKpG l1a4 K2k *40%y kA GkDa up Naaup k &
gkaA£g UAa GkDaAa 4&koad sk 2O9NxaA oA |, 4 . D4 &h

trast hese sensible eastern views on truth to the statements made by Kant, the most
“critical" representative of European thought. Without irony the critical Kant has stated:

*p ®gk£E kpAOkA&AA * gluga HIUAA ANHNGa&RApAALE H
thadad kA pN& U0 AkpGGa Ha®lingAAkaliG nadNaGaH Ag
the view which we are adopting, is the only one of all the sciences which dare promise
that through a small but concentrated effort it will attain, and this in a shetctime
completion as will leave no task to our successors save that of adapdiggdtin a
manner according to their preferences without their being able to add anything what so
ever to its content. For it is nothing but the inventory of all @essjprssthrough pure
AalENp KA FEaHI &k A0 GGA G440pGaA *p egk £ Fka

Thus spoke the author of @uitique of Pure Reaégn 13). But a few years later
G.W.F. Hegel was to prove Kant wrong in this arrogant claim and to bedy him so
this especially German wgaime which is called "metaphysics." For, as G. Lightheim
EUAE kp gk £ Kpeaendm@rivlagy Of fhe MdiBipirk (29672 XRi): /E

,Upe £ &4l®gadad oGaliDz AUk NDUREALByKkE RHEHGCHA
Phenomenologay be regarded as an example, in so far as its author did not disdain the
Gka NAE HaA®INGNA /AENA A FAn NAEREPHERBRandogyeg U p Kk GG
apAE UnnANnAkl®aGA kp (aldHpeaLsnmkidNpe Gen &3

UpA &ga kHUGkpua®kosa kAadl &y u & 5§a %k oky
through aneverieg @ ag¢ape NA (NA £ aHmaeAkpG ) kHUEAGAE N
Al a®eguiG *patdpiaekNp GpA kA %aleey A

It makes one wonder what would Anaxagoras or Epicurus say if they could read this

DK pPA NE &OB&ANMNALD ngk GNAENN g A 4N HOag UaNO

(a&dHrip *AauGkA GpA 3lU&kNpUGKkAH &dandamskapeaekpd
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lowingstatement is characteristic of this and reveals Aristotle’s mind and method of
inquiry:
Now our treatment of this science [Ethics] will be adequate, if it achieves that amount of
precision, which belongs to its subject matter. The same exactnessanexgianded
in all departments of philosophy alike, anymore than in all the products of the arts and
crafts.... For it is the mark of an educated mind to expect that amount of exactness in
each kind which the nature of the particular subject adnetgutlis unreasonable to

accept merely probable conclusions from a mathematician and to demand strict
demonstration from an orator.

There is no need to add more passages like the above in order to make the point that
dialectical flexibility, sharpnesgjeéstioning, and moderation of expression are
characteristic of Aristotle's metfidde had learned from his teacher Plato and

from Socrates the importance of dividing and defining, of clarifying and qualifying,

of distinguishing and analyzing the termmdved in a given question or a proposed

problem. With unsurpassed confidence and acuteness, he practiced the method of
dialectic to the best of his ability in the service of truth and humanity. As a critical
philosopher, Aristotle wanted to ascertaifiied se/£ kp atiag ausAa upA
ngapNHAaPpU ya UGAN AlpeaA &N 4agkaA &g

= =

HWUpA GpA &gad NnkpkNpAE NA &ja A£aA Ak £a Ha

also G.\WW. Hegel.ectures on the Philosophy of Réligion 14 ** *
AOHHU&a 3aGk GkNp k £ 4a6aliGkpG NAE #§ad HkpA
?"Nicomachean Ethl@94b 13 $NHNUA&AEd ka& &N ,ape&e £ apAaisN

Aakapaa NAE &ga AiHa ndadkZAZkNp UGPA aalaeaepafEs
kaZk )a ANQOGA UaaNHNnGk Ay &gk £ «iUADz oA #ya a4k
manthoroughaﬁEﬁE &N ®eja KOs 3jZaade Uk Faap kp @&ja (
UGUkp AUA nlae®eddpaA U A®didue cbBuie Rec@@®B1a Apkalup 4&ac
"® ®ga apA gNAagaa , Upe& &tNgee®ad A££a £ g@I—U
AuAA &N AapA DPNAGaAGa kp NAAa&d &N HIDA &N
God, the freedom of the will, and the immortality of the soul, just as E. Gilson would have
expected). H@ritiqueends with his declaration of faitkeij & ®gadaa ANGHUA NA gk
®§ aNGNGA Agkadyg auppNese oa AaHNpD ARdl*edA o0& k/
8k GG 590/& Aka®egNge 0 (NA GpA Ak®egNge 0 ANA&AGA
ideas of morality are indeed objectspobegl and admiration, but not springs of purpose
UpA Gae&ekNp N
*p Negad ANAAAE ,upse ®ja ngkGNANAGAA NAE 14N
tian manffeareeg & aak £A®apaa NA G (NA GpA o A£Edxpada Gk /
ed.How alien is all this to the Hellenic philds@ &4 A& ®§ad ANpAa4&dAsG (4aab:
2 g Fapee AANH " Ak £feN&Ga A ®#ykpDkpG UpA Adk &k
tion, which characterizes what has been coming out of Western Europe in the last few
centuriesundeeg & GNHNpPDAHNGAE 2£a4AH ngkGNANNGA
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pass the test of time and, more importantly, the test eferdropticism and self

d4dkekdk £ kp AKaaBkpG ANDp Ak £xap eGA ®Ja *4
59ga /MAEGaakeskGka&A NE " &k ££N&Ga £ Akl Gaiea&k

discussions of questions related to the foundations of the practical (e.g. Ethics

and Politics) and thibeoretical sciences (e.g. Physics and Metaphysics), is im-

pressive. His honest search for human truth by human means, and the sharpness

and openness of his mind are such that they have made Aristotle one of the best

representatives of Hellenic philosoglarefully following the flexible, though

slippery, path of dialectic, he succeeded in embracing the claims of empiricism

and rationalism, as well as the claims of the intuitive and noetinoesisn (

Aristotle was able to accomplish this task as a philosopher because he did not lim-
it human experience to sensations and sense data, as modern empiricists have done;
nor to cogitation and rationalization, as modern rationalists did. For him, besides the
bagc realm oaisthesigsense perception) and the realm of practical Hoguen
(discursive reasoning, rational discourse, meaningful speech), there is the realm of
divinenoug(intuitive, intellective, immediate grasp of first and true principles; non
discursive reason, intellect, intelligence). The door to this realm opens, at certain
privleged moments, to dedicated Hellenic lovers of wisdom, who may follow the
long road of Aristotelian dialectic and inquiry to the véfy end.

More significantly, forigtotle as for fellow Platonists, the Hellenic philosopher
considered as an intellect, which is engaged in theorizing about the cosmos and the
nature of things, was not alone in this noble gtisuithem, the philosophically

%59 a n & AnsidusiRako 68 magis amica veritasi h P4 a4 £ gk £ a4 lk & |
philosophical mind, which is Socratic, Platonic and Hellenic. It is also found in Indian
®GNOGge UpPA k£ of £ LaBEKINDLARRSayaareaiapamnk €N &4

¥The perfected philosopher, described iNittwenachean Eth{@ook X) anBoli-
tics(Books VAVIII), fits the Platonic pattern as developed Repebli¢Books HVII).

As a human being, (that is, as a composite entity of body, soul, and mind), s/he must
have been naturally well endowed and culturally prepared by the appeigeiate

which s/he would have received as a citizen of the Hbalisnicrough gymnastics

and the musical or liberal arts. The more an actsthtgtywould approximate the ide-
alpolisas envisioned by Plato (for both sexes) and Aristotle, the greater the probability
of the actualization of the philosophic perfectioncitfzens would be.

™  gga  @yaNAA gada kp @®ya NAKGkpuG 4EapA£a
to have a view of something, to intuit, to contemplate. By engaging in ihidiigent
of the intelligible cosmas, the Hellenic philosopderat home with nature and the
AN& GA @p Gk DA @®ga & Np &aChishad Hubopean thinkeks£2a P &k U Gk
AgN A£aaG U@ U GNAAE kp up lUeABAA ANAGA * g
example, Jean Paul Sartre, Albert CamusKid#dantzakis, and Martin Heidegger.
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conceived cosmos was dyddreautiful, and intelligently governed at the highest
level by the Divindougthe eternally energizing and active Intellect, or Aristotelian
God). For these philosophers, there was a plurality of other and lesser intellects too,
including the one irspin the human soul, thaus”

So, in order to bring the question closer to us, we may ask: What can Hellenic philos-
ophypossiblymeantopblsﬂi\lﬁ\éép Hap UpA ANHAD U&gk 2gaA aééﬁ
AOA Ak &A NAE ®gakd Gk AGAIAMRGA A AEPE Kk b & Olek 3
Hobbes would have them be, they are certainly mortal and seem meaningless to many
8akradpal A kpaGoAkpG ANHA nAggstﬂngfENngaé/E "
4k £EAng 0K nia&ey Al Al & sk Akae ARBPG A U AGRON Dzt DN segjgaa Ha
And to think of it, it is the same earth which ancient poets, philosophers, and common
naNnGa 4aknadeAdGGA auGGaA . Negad &lé&ea&j (
Ak £a @ AEKk ND N Anlightérimdrde thab Gadt of dBe dudbesfed abdlverdo the
above question would relate to the double loss which Europe had suffered, that is, the
loss of philosophical contact with (a) the divine spark in nsugivéhin) and (b) the
divineNowss inthe cddN &£ 59k £ ANOGA FaaH &N glsga Naag
&k Np£E NA Gapokpa +PAukAEH pluHAGA $g§ak A=kl
ranean world, especially into Western Europe, the monomaniac monopoly of the One
(NA GpA &ga HAFYN GEE ®ga agNA£Eap

By reducing all the ancient gods and goddesses to one masculine God, Christian and
Muslim theologians have, perhaps inadvertently but unwisely, pointed the way to the
UeAEA(NA |/ Ngkag . U043 | k MaferAatedstand4 U A 24 a U,
nihilists followed blindly, in their furious rebellion against the despotism of dogmatic
Catholicism and the fanaticism of puritanical Protestantism in Europe. Hence, the need
to rediscover and reconnect with our roots in pluralistic and polytedistism, in
ANNGAnRNgNpPpKkEa ngk GNANNGA UpA kp &®ga )aGGapka a

%The affinity of this Hellenic thought to Chinese and Indian philosophies is evident
AANH niuALLEIGaALk GkDA &ga ANGGNhkop &emallyd k Gape k
revolving without fail, worthy to be the mother of all things. | do not know its name and
UAAAaEE ke UA 50N */E ANAAAA &Ngvékssa ke U pi
what we call human nature. To fulfil the law diuwoan nature is what we call the
HINAUGG GuA -kp :@a&ips upA
sad/ka kAE dakGaadaeaA kp @®ja IMporEKI97B,8%). ItAan &y £ N,
would seem that the Aristotelian relatimtyweernNousandnous is analogous to the
Indian relation betwedBrahmanand atman,of which the Upanisads speak. On this
relation and the corresponding double intuitive knowiedga, (of human self and
the Divine Self, the Vedanta system of thsugased. See, K. Satchidananda Murty
1991-B Professor Murty rendedyall £ /AEadk apaa #QP@ koA HaAUPKD
HN&& 2yglip ®GkA " oadkedd ®AUDAGURKND ANBGA o
®B4&a &ga HALUDP kP Ghekod of th&dndidn v@itlyg dsdtisdndghe k £ U &
equally beautiful Hellenic and Platonic vided The same Ancient Hellenic word
[nou$, has also been used for something divine in us by Hellenic poets from Homer to

4 &
P k


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

2¢ AristotleandWesternRationality

Consequently Aristotle was simultaneously the philosopher who invented the
syllogism, systematized logic for the Hellenes and, perhaps more than any other
Hellenic philosopher, practiced and perfected the Socratic meihtedtte. Yet
the same man did not hesitate to describe the cosmic God, the highest Intellect, in
poetic language which would have pleased even a demanding Hellenic poet, like
Aeschylus or Pindar.

' NA& " 4k £eN&eGa £ ( NA khéustpltlsodede dflp@eGA A NP & A
noetic energy, which erotically attracts and harmoniously moves everything in
the cosmos, as we will see in the next section. It is the Great Beauty, with which
the entire cosmos seems to be in love. It is the Great Light asfdeoéighe
enment for the mind of the true philosopher in the triple Socratic manifestation.
The first is identified as lover of Hellmoigsikg’that is, the practitioner of the
art of poetic rhythm, harmonious sound, and audibly appreciated beauty. The
second is identified as lover of Helldatikethat is, the practitioner of the art
of visible patterns, symmetrical forms, and optically appreciated beauty. The
third is identified as lover of Hellehaektikethat is, the practitioner of #re
of logic, ordered form, principled life, rational discourse, intuitive grasp of princi-
ples, and noetically appreciated tiuth.

Kazantzakis, whose magnifie@dyssey: A Modern S€gusbem of 33,333 lines), ends
Ak 25 @®ga Gk o a A lmblsidm the Bodyotthud £/£a O A&  HKk P A
5gap A£Gaky Ak EAENGoaA GGlipaak aAaNpGa
stopped and the great mindug leapt to the peak of its
holy freedonfluttered with empty wings, then upright through
the air soared high and freed itself from its last cage,
k e/ AdaaANH #NNDz 99* 7k HBRpA&EKIA A£ ®#A4AUDpAGUH
*The importance of music for the development of Hellenic philosagatigl/yesp
its Pythagorean, Socratic, Platonic, and Neoplatonic lines cannot be overestimated. For
these philosophers, music and harmony were always connected to mathematics, that is,
to theories of numbearithmos)and proportionl¢go}. A comparativeusly, which
would consider Hellenic music, arithmetic, philosophy, and compare them with possible
parallel developments of Indian music, mathematics, and the various philosophical sys-
tems, would be very interesting and welcome. | would not be abladedoritelse-
Agada MAENA &gluese HIUexdl %4 -l&ey A ANHHADp&A
music and harmony and its political implications, seem interesting but inadequate. For
more on number and harmony see Huffman 1993, 54
“Thatistoda UGG &ga Ak&dAL® ndkpaknGakLk NAE nékHi
ok & ONQOE GCkokpG ' N& HA visedjaledfifawhich &g k £ &gk &
ANOGA a@GHkpla®a kp U pPNa&ka ok Z£kNp NAE £ga
®ya apA NA HUp UAE U Ahaa akea&ekaap Al £ " Ak A&
In all these aspects Aristotle, | would like to suggest, remained to the end a Platonist, that

N

U GaA &
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Aristotle on Divine and Human Beings

The above perception and interpretation of Aristotle certainly differs from that of
the scientific thinker and logician, with whom the Western world is accustomed.
For it is framed around the Hellenic wotd{mind) which is not easy to translate
into Englisk: Besides, the noetic affinity and friendship which exist naturally be-
tween (he philosophically conceived Aristotelian) God and the perfected human
being (that is, the Hellenic philosopher who is engaged in noetic vision and under-
standing), are expressed by him in a strange language. It is more poetic, noematic,
and enigmatic, thdhe logical discursive reasoniogo, with which he is identi-
fied in Europ®.

| would like, therefore, to allow Aristotle to speak on behalf of his noetic philoso-
phy and in support of my unorthodox thesis. He will provide us with sufficient tex-
tual evidence for the consideration and enlightenment of apsejuaticed per-
son regarding this Platonic aspect of Arsiahtiosophy and its potential political
implications for the following triangle of relations: West/Hellas, Hellas/East, and
East/Wes Consider, therefore, the following three paradigmatic cases of Aristoteli-
an texts, which point the way to Hellenic philosophic enlightenment.

A. Ousiological Questions Lead Aristotle to Cosmic God

We have said in tB¢hicavhat the difference is between art and science and the other
kindred faculties; but the point of our present discussion is this, that all men suppose
what is called Wisdom to deal with the first causes and the principles of things; so that,
as has beeniddefore, the man of experience is thought to be wiser than the possessor
of any sengeerception whatever, the artist wiser than the man of experience, the mas-
terworker than the mechanic, and the theoretical kinds of knowledge to be more of the
nature ®Wisdom than the productive. Clearly then Wisdom is knowledge about certain

is, an enlightened pupil of Plato, a free inquirer, and an aliengracfi the philo-
sophic method of dialectic.

*Intelligence or intellect, in the sense of intuitive reason and noetic seeing, is per-
haps the best renderingnofiswhich | have tried to follow in this essay consistently. To
avoid any confusion, | have simply transliterated this important word in most cases.

%This is not to suggest that Aristotle the original logician, or Aristotle the empirical
biologist, is notlagitimate aspect of the Aristotelian philosophic outlook. On the con-
trary they are, but they are not the only legitimate aspects, nor are they the most im-
portant aspects for the posidern world which needs help to face its multiple crisis.
That Aristde and other representatives of Hellenic philodogbgcan provide such
help in this time of need, is the main point of my thesis.
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principles and causes. Since we are seeking this knowledge, we must inquire of what
kind are the causes and the principles, the knowledge of which is ¥Vikdasub-

ject of ourriquiry is substan&pr the principles and the causes we are seeking are
those of substances. For if the universe is of the nature of a whole, substance is its first
part; and if it coheres merely by virtue of serial succession, on this viewnatsassubsta
first, and is succeeded by quality, and then by quahie are three kinds of sub-
stanceone that is sensible (of which one subdivision is eternal and another is perisha-
ble; the latter is recognized by all men, and includes e.g. plantsa)dadnirnich

we must grasp the elements, whether one or many; and another that is in@novable
such a principle, then, depend the heavens and the world of nature. And it is a life such
as the best which we enjoy, and enjoy for a short time (fer ihishéy state, which

we cannot be), since its activity is also pleasure. And thinking in itself deals with that
which is best ingelf, and which is thinking in the fullest sense. And thought thinks on
itself because it shares the nature of thet objghought; for it becomes an object of
thought in coming into contact with, and thinking, its object, so that thought and object
of thought are the sam#, then, God is always in that good state in which we some-
times are, this compels our wonderif &ama better, this compels it yet more. And God

is in a better state. And life also belongs to God; for the actuality of thought is life, and
God is that actuality; and God'sdseindent actuality is life most good and eternal.

We say therefore tt@abd is a living being, eternal, most good, so that life and duration
continuous and eternal belong to God,; for this¥ God.

3"The inquiry is what is known todayietsphysic@81b 2882a 6; but to Aristotle it was
simplyFirst Philosoptsmce it dealt with the first principles or causes; see Evangeliou 1996,
5992.

%8By applying his dialectical method and his theory of the categories Aristotle suc-
ceeded in transforming the traditional inquiry of being dgantology) into an in-
quiryofousia osubstanceo(siology For Aristotl@usiathat is, essential being), is the
HOINAE2 kHnNAklipe NAE ®ya @®ap adlixeaGNadkaAk NA& Gar
Faprka NAE &#£ga «®addH o0akpéG A § NfAdferemtHie k GOk A
kinds of things. See Evangeliou 1924188

¥Metaphysics069a 1B; and 1072b 14 5gue&e " Ak £eN&eGa A aANpaan
was very different from the despotic, dogmatic, moody, mean, jealous, and vindictive
character of the BildicJehovah, who has influenced both the Christian and Islamic
conceptions of God, is evident also from the following remarks:

59gleé ke AkaAke ngk GNAENNGA kA pN& 0 Aadkapa

the earliest philosophers. Foratigg to their wonder that men both now begin and at
Ak & L£2 2aGUp &N ngkGNANngkaa &zkAapaeGA ®yap
glipelGa oP&e U/ &#ya HUpP kA AFhaa Aa AUA Ag N
we pursue this #se only free science, for it alone exists for its own sake. Hence also the
possession of it might be justly regarded as beyond human power; for in many ways human
pliegdd kA kp oNpAlGa AN &gle UAANAAKPG &N 4
ard it is unfitting that man should not be content to seek the knowledge that is suited to
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B. Psychological Questions lead Aristotle to God Within

Holding as we do that, while knowledge of any kind is a thing twdeedmahprized,

one kind of it may, either by reason of its greater exactness or of a higher dignity and
greater wonderfulness in its objects, be more honorable and precious than another, on
both accounts we should naturally be led to place in thenfkaherstudy of the soul.

The knowledge of the soul admittedly contributes greatly to advance of truth in general,
and, above all, to our understanding of nature, for the soul is in some sense the principle
of animal life. Our aim is to grasp and unar§itat its essential nature, and secondly

its properties* Hence the soul must be a substance in the sense of the form of a natu-
ral body having life potentially within What has soul in it differs from what has not,

in that the former displays INaw this word has more than one sense, and provided

that any one alone is found in a thing we say that thing is living. Living, that is, may mean
thinking or perception or local movement and rest, or movement in the sense of nutri-
tion, decay and growthlence we think of plants also as living [besides animals and
human beings] Certain kinds of animals possess in addition the power of locomotion,
and still another order of animate beings, i.e. man and possibly another order like man
or superior to him, elpower of thinking, i.e. mimdbfi$ Thinking, both speculative

and practical, is regarded as akin to a form of perceiving; for in the one as well as the oth-
er the soul discriminates and is cognizant of something, which is. Indeed the ancients go
so faas to identify thinking and perceivifidhus that in the soul, which is called mind

(by mind | mean that whereby the soul thinks and judges) is, before it thinks, not actual-
ly any real thing. For this reason it cannot reasonably be regarded as bligraded with
body And in fact mind as we have described it is what it is by virtue of becoming alll
things, while there is another which is what it is by virtue of making all things: this is a
sort of positive state of light; for in a sense light makes poterstimto actual colors.

Mind in this sense of it is separable, impassible, unmixed, since it is in its essential nature
activity (for always the active is superior to passive factor, the originating of force to the
matter which it forms). Actual knowleds identical with its object: in the individual,
potential knowledge is in time prior to actual knowledge, but in the universe as a whole
it is not prior even in time. Mind is not at one time knowing and at another not. When

him. If, then, there is something in what the poets say, and jealousy is natural to the divine
power, it would probably occur in this case above all, and all Wdub iexteis
knowledge would be unfortunate. But the divine power cannot be jealous (hay, according
®&N @®ga naNgado UAAE ®aGG HUPA U Gka
orable than one of this sort ... All the sciences, indeedgearecessary than this, but
PNpa k AbidogR0behEla 12).

““This is the opening statement oDxaéAnima02a-8. The other passages are from
Books Il and Ill; (the translation is that of J. A. Smith).

P N:
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mind is set free from itepent conditions it appears as just what it is and nothing more:
this alone is immortal and eternal, and without it nothing*thinks.

C. Ethical Questions Bring Together the Two Divinities

Every art and every inquiry, and similarly every action andiputsuight to aim at

some good; and for this reason the good has rightly been defined to be that at which all
things aim. But a certain difference is found amond?tals,.since politics uses the

rest of the sciences, and since, again, it legtskateghat we are to abstain from, the

end of this science must include those of the others, so that this end must be the good for
man ... But if happiness consists in activity in accordance with virtue, it is reasonable that
it should be activity in acdance with the highest virtue; and this will be the virtue of

the best part of us. Whether then this be the intatlegt r whatever else it be that is
thought to rule and lead us by nature, and to have cognizance of what is noble and di-
vine, eitheas being itself actually divine, or as being relatively the divine part of us, it is
the activity of this part of us in accordance with the virtue proper to it that will constitute
perfect happiness; and it has been stated already that this actigityiviiytlod con-
templation ... Such a life as this however will be higher than the human level: not in vir-
tue of his humanity will a man achieve it, but in virtue of something within him that is
divine; and by as much as this something is supericottaplaisite nature, by so much

is its activity superior to the exercise of the other forms of virtue. If then the intellect
[nou$is something divine in comparison with man, so is the life of the intellect divine in
comparison with human life. Nor oughiovedey those who enjoin that a man should

“lbid.430a 125. In a parenthesighich | omitted, Aristotle explains why the active
intellect in us, after its separation from the body by death, will have no memory of its
aldegGA UAgpgapxoidak ) a /el ®a £ Ad AN pNe
cause, while mind in this sens& k Hin 0 £Fk o Ga HkpPpA U A nlAAEksa kA&
Like Platonic Socrates, Aristotle prudently does not say much on such a speculative
subject as the destiny of the noetic part of the human soul after death. It was left to
Christian and Moslem theologiamiso found in the Holy Scriptures vivid descriptions
of Hell and Heaven) to worry about the details. Presumably he thought that the Platonic
philosophers (or other people who had a noetic experience and had beweane)self
would not need much explanatitere, while no detailed explanation could enlighten
those who did not have the enlightening noetic experience itself. As Rlat@eai] (

$ #Qd £§a Alxjad (DA ®ga HiIDAE NA UGG &
found him, toteN £ § k H &N UGG Hap ANOGA oa kHNNAEAEK s Ga
5kHUagdAE ANpPAGOAAA &YOE 8a HUA pNA AEuIA @&glc:

universe has an end. The world has received animals, mortal and immortal, and is ful-
filled with themand has become a visible animal containing the-+iwbéensible
God who is the image of the intellectual, the greatest, best, fairest, mahepantect
NpGA oaGN#&#@®PC).galosap

“*This is the openingMicomachean Ethit894a-4.
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have man's thoughts and a mortal the thoughts of mortality, but we ought so far as pos-
sible to achieve immortality, and do all that man may to live in accordance with the
highest thing in him; for though thisrhallsin bulk, in power and in value it far sur-

passes all the rest. It may even be held that this is the true self of each, inasmuch as it is
the dominant and best part; and therefore it would be a strange thing if a man should
choose to live not his ovia but the life of other than himself. Moreover what was said
before will apply here also: that which is best and most pleasant for each creature is that
which is proper to the nature of each; accordingly the life of the intellect is the best and
the pleaantest life for man, inasmuch as the intellect more than anything else is man;
therefore this life will be the hapgfest.

The above and similar passages of the Aristotelian corpus, if read in the context of
his philosophy as a whole and in its relation to other Hellenic philosophies of nature
andpolis provide a clear picture of Arisettenception of God and man, and the
respective place in the cosmos. The kind of life of which man is optimally capable, as
well as the communal and political arrangements, which would make possible the
flourishing of such a life for the best qualified citizens, are recognized by Aristotle
They are not considered as the arbitrary recommendations or commandments of
some divinely inspired and dogmatic prophet, but as the fulfillment of an entelechy,
that is, as thtelogend), which is present in the human soul and humanogoature
human. Br the same intelligent ordering principle, which pervades the entire cos-
mMOs, is also potentially present in the individual human soul. It can manifest itself in
the rational structuring of various forms of natural and political associations, such as
the fimily and theolis as well as the perfected human lipdilmsophiaAccord-

ingly, in order to understand AristoBeliticorrectly, one should place it in the
context of hisetaphysic&®e AnimaandEthicsl will try to do so, in a synoptic

way, in the following sectidtis.

Distinguishing Between Ontology and Ousiology

Aristotles model of the cosmos is perhaps more complex than any of the other

models, which were advanced by his predecessors from Parmenides to Plato. In fact,

it is the antithesis of the Parmenidean absolutely immovable One Being. By Aristo-

®Ga [ ekHalpeyaeygadNadAaAPNKEAsakpG guA osaap
Aagk EKNpAE NAE ®ga NaAKkGkpULG ANAHOGU ake&egal
30paek Np #akppG NaAApWp aadaGoLkkoa Ak £50Dpa

“*Nicomachean Ethids77a-18; 1177b1578a 8.

“xp @gk £ AUA U aNpeaas®e AKGG 24 UGAN naNsk
aGUkH AaGUAAKkpPpG ®ya aGNAFa aNppaaekNp

philosophy.
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of Being and the abysa@#Being, nothing else could possibly be. Being was to be

conceived and thought of as one whole, eternally immovable, and internally undif-
ferentiated?In the history of Hellenic philosophy, it was probably Anaxagoras who

first set the two spheres apar, & Ahgada NAE HU#AAKkUIG o0akpG
of pureNous Thus, matter and mind, that is, the material world and the noetic

world, were distinguished. Like a powerful ruler, the Divine Mingraled the

material cosmos from dfar.

To simpli the process by which Plato attempted to correct and to complete the
Parmenidean conception of cosmic Being, it may be said that in him we find each of
the old divisions, Being and-Being, but each of them is subdivided once again
and made double. Se lave two spheres of each, Being asfemun By mixing
two of the divided spheres (one sphere of Being and onBesng)oRlato was
able to create the sphere of Becoming. This is interposed between the sphere of pure
Being (the noetic world of Feror Ideas, the model or paradigm of the cosmos)
and the sphere ndeing (formless matter). The sphere of Becoming, which is the
world of sense experience, the copy, image, or icon, is the result of the mixing of cer-
tain images of the Platonic Ideas owng-with that part of ndeing, which re-
ceives them, the Receptacle. The multiplicity of perceptible entities, which populate
the visible cosnfBand the cosmos itself, were brought into being by the Platonic
Demiurgé®

o AAagk £AKNp NA£& 1t64HapkAaL HNAAG AULA HUAa U
®eOAE AN AEnGke ®ga A£ngada NAE 2fjaonmali AHAPKkAALD
These are the invisible, indivisible, perpetually in motion particles of mattergwehich
randomly in thé&enonvoid, empty space], collide and give birth to everything in the
cosmos. Thus not only the absolute oneness of the Parmenidean Being has been replaced
by a multiplicity of solid atoms, but also the ParmenideBeingrhas be@ompro-

Hk £aA oA 2aadNHKkpPG nlda& NE &ga Angada NAE #a
14HapkAa A #akpaG NNous & Pa praMmB i &§ &0 AU Ha N Ak
minds and souls of human beings and gods are made of the same atomic matter in its

more refine forms. Lucretius explains all thtseiNature of the Universe,

“The Parmenidean identificatioreiofi(to be, being) antbein(to think, thought),
which was temporarily abandoned by Anaxagoras, reappeared in Plato. He incorporated
Pythagorean insights into his ontology, and was able to introduce the most elaborate revi-

EKNp NAE 1U0AHApKkAAZA ANA2AKpEeN 25goods- HEGE AN H
gytoousiologh k 22§ gk A& aNpadanekNp NAE &§a wkokpa £
NousandOusi.

47 Actually, these are spatialized, temporized, magnified, dimensionalized, quantified,
qualified, relativized, and readl, in the sense of being materialized, copies of Platonic
"NAHE 5§54 NANAAAA oA Agkag ®ga HueadkuGkals
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With this background in mind, weft &£aa @&gle&e " 4k £eN&Ga A£ &N
mos differs significantly from those of his predecessors, although he borrows from
them and builds upon their foundations. In a sense, the Aristotelian cosmos is like
the Parmenidean sphere, since it is ongenerated, indestructible, and eternal;
but it is movable and ultimately moved by the Unmoved Mover (Divine Intellect).
Thus, it is dynamically or organically unified whole, whose parts are functionally
differentiated, but interactive and even paitigdischangeable.

This conception avoids the fragmentary randomness of the Democretian
model of cosmos, as well as the artificiality of the Platonic/Pythagorean model. Its
orderliness is not explained in terms of c{&yate® and necessity, as in the
former; nor in terms td#chndart) and persuasion, as in the latter; but in terms of
physisr(ature), life, andousthe active, intuitive, s&towing intellect), as if it
were a living beirfy.

However, the process by which Aristotle moved dialecticadiyt@logyo ou-
siologyin his account of the cosmos, is rather complex and in need of further elabo-
ration>° For, according to Aristotle, the Hellenic word for teempi(einai)does
not have only one sense; that is, it is not asaoranmtic word as it was for Par-
HapkAaAg ' N& ke HANGPE p Nep HadEA @HpaN HN0APNaHIK /
antithesis to neBeing. Rather it is predicated in many ways and, therefore, it has
many different & U &4 GN & k°& PG " AHOAMAENIGHRAL £ 6k a A ke gl
as there are kinds of things, which have categorically a claim to be, in some sense.

sadlHA U &®U4Gaese ANE 'MéthoMysidespasially iMBodkA A ¥k Aga &g & N
and N.
“ 3aNAAKkpG &N 5k HU&ADAE Gk DA GA AE&NA&A ®J a
the unique metaphorical couple, Form (in the role of Father) and Matter (in the role of
Mother), who are brought together by the Demiurge (as the cosmic matchmaker). As
part of the Platonic cosmos, human beings are also double, composed of body and soul
(or matter and form, the hylic and the noetic parts, the maternal and paternal princi-
ples), with a different destiny after death for each of the two components.
9 Ontolagically considered, the Aristotelian cosmos is a vast collection of different
kinds of individual things and substantial beings, some of which are living. But it is not
alive, in the sense in which the Platonic world of Becoming was alive as endowed with a
ANGG  @pGaAAk Aa A pefehddidreeticiindionraring RIgdd- NE AN
kda HNAAG NA& ddaleaekNp /i aTinagedand carpdRtGA AEeNA A
with the Aristotelian model as presented iRhisicdetaphysicandDe Caelo.
*We can do no more than provigaraphrasi| summary account, of the involved
Akl Gaada®eka NA& naaknieada®ka naNda kA §aéh
S5 N @gAa " Ak £eN&Ga A Al 6 NA k endambigacushahdE Ak
polysemantic term.

P
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"E 0 Hls®edd NE A£liida "4k EeN&Ga A£naak A£ka
there are items enuraézd in his tenfold list of catego¥i&éhe tenfold division
of beings is simplified by radical reduction into a twofold division, substance and
accidents (or properties). Under the latter are subsumed the kinds of beings,
which belong to any of the othigre categories as determinations of substance
or ousia They are: being qualified (quality), being quantified (quantity), being
related (relation), being in position, being in possession, being in place, being in
time, being active and being passivetof\ei has specified that the most im-
portant of the ten generic categories is the categosya#ubstance). On it all
the other categories dependblogically’
So far so good, but for Aristotle the oumid(substance), like the wordonta
(being/s), is also pedgmantic, that is, it can be predicated in many different ways,
and by doing so it may refer to different entities. It may, for example, refer to the
primary substances, the concrete individual entities, each of which is a composite of
matter and form; or it may refer to secondary substances, that is, the species and the
Gapaai Agkayg aup oa ndaAkaueaA NAE &ya 4a
Furthermore, even within the limited sphere of the individual primary substanc-
es, thee are important subdivisions. In fact, it was the search for the most primary
among the primary substances that led Aristotle to discover his God and the linkage
between God and mauakuli P ®&jle kA @®ja goOHUpP AEnadka,
&k U G Indhia kepr,Ghe best specimen of man is the philosopher, that is, the man
whose potential has been fully actualized by the acquisition and exercise of an ex-
cellent (that is, ethical, rational, and noetic) self. Thus traglitiolugjiathe the-
ory of bmg quabeing and inquiry into the nature of reality, was transformed by
" &4 k £&N&Ga ousioldyikthe thaocsy #flsdbstdnde @ inquiry into the na-
ture ofousia*
Accordingly, the Aristotelian cosmos is populated by a great number of primary
sbstances (), which are classified in terms of the following pairs of contraries:
either perishable or imperishable, temporal or eternal, organiorganan sen-
sible or nosensible, movable or immovable, mortal or immortal, and potential or

*’See othis Evangeliou 1988b;16%1

*Categorie®a 35 )yada Aa 4aitA kp "nNA&Ga A 24l
primary substances, is either said of a subject which is a primary substance or is present
Rp U /MOo fEelpaa Agkag kA U nNAKHUAA f£¥s £xupaa

' 4 k A& Btaphyaics Alevoted to this ontologlcallousmloglcal mqwry and its

philosophical implications. Thetologicak @& A&k Np N A& Agliae kA 2akpG
the ousiologicah @a A&k Np N £ Aglae k£ AOo ralihri i kp e
inquiry and perplexity concerning what being is, in early times and now and always, is
just this: What is a substance?" (1628b 4
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actuaf’>To a concrete human being apply the first terms of each pair, the less valu-
able; to a divine intelligence apply the second and more valuable terms of each pair.
God is thus conceived as a very special primary substance, unlike any other being, in
that it is not composite, but simple. God is a living and eternally active Intellect

( oug, that eternally energizes other divine Intellects, and occasionally even the
nousifitellect), which is potentially present in each humahf soul.

According to Atigtle, therefore, the soulpsychef man is a complex system
of powers or faculties. These psychic powers range from nutritive and reproductive
powers (which are actually shared by all living beings); to sensitive and kinetic pow-
ers (which are sharedhwother animal species); to logical powers (in the double
sense dbgosas the capacity to reason and as articulate speech). Best of all, though,
are the intuitive or noetic powers of human soul, not only as a potential, but also as
an actualizedousor intellect, which are shared with other divine intéllects.

By the stimulus of philosophy and the appropriate educaiiaia] to be of-
fered by the wedkganized Hellenic cyate olig freely to its competent citizens
in accordance with thermpriples of right reasarthos logosthe human potential
can be actualized and some human beings at least can flourish optimally. They can,
thus, become enlightened personalities antk&€ddiman beings, in so far as an
optimal outcome is possibletiercomposite substance of human b&ings.

Therefore, at the end of our analysis and by following the long and meandering
ANOGA NAE "4ak ££2N&eGa £ AkluGaidzxka Aa gluga 4a
derstood as the ultimate ethtedsor goal, ashthe supreme human good are lo-
cated. This is the wadteredpolisas the result of the proper function of the diffi-
80Ge Uha® NAE )aGGapkad nNGk &k&THerestoik 89 " Ak A
our brief discussion will be devoted toshiscaof his philosophic theorizing.

**The central books Metaphysicseek to explicate these contrasts in search for the
most special kind ofisiaj.e. the divine or God. On this see Owens 1963; and compare it
with Marx 1954.

**See Cases A and B, above.

>’See Case B and C, above.

*®Due to its composition, human nature is complex and limited in many ways. See al-
so cases C and A, above.

s N& " Ak £&N&2Ga @2ga A£hgada NAE hnAlaxkaus 4a
NAE nNa&kadauéG 4&dailAENp U/E GnnGkaA oA &4UAExAHAD
used by scientists and philosophers for the development of scientificatitcofies
philosophidheoria In its application, the practical reason appears threefold, as it may,
alternatively, be concerned with the wellbeing of individual citizens (Ethics), the house-
hold (Economics) or thelisand the political community as a wt{lolitics).
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Perfecting the Aristotelian Political Animal

Thep U § N G dif thé Hellehipofisfas Aristotle conceived of it, was the secur-

kp& ANA& 66 NAE k&ek akekaaphk #ya ANpAK &k N
according to their respective merit. In this way, the optimal actualization of hu-

man natural and educational potential would be fully accomPliBhectiti-

zens, who may entertain hopes of reaching such politically desirable peaks,

would have to have edrdinary natural endowments, as well as an excellent or
goodpaideiagducation§:

An ideal citizen would have to be all of the following, in a complete course of
life from childhood to maturity and to old age. First of all, he would have to be
naturallywell endowed with the necessary powers of the body, the soul and, es-
pecially, the mind. He would have to be educationally well trained, in music and
gymnastics, acquiring a good physique, good habits, and the excellences of char-
acter and intellect. He vidinave to be personally well ordered, so that the soul
would rule over the body wisely, and the rational part of the soul over the irra-
tional part gently. The noetic part would enlighten the rational part of the soul,
by providing the appropriate prinegplof thinking and acting virtuously. He
would also have to be domestically well equipped with wife, children, servants,
parents, and moderate property. Finally, he would have to be politically well or-
ganized with other friends and well disciplined, sbetltan learn how to rule
and be ruled with justice by his equals in turns.

At the end of his life, if all went well, he would have: (a) survived the just wars
in defense of theolis;(b) seen his sons take his place in the hoplite ranks;
(c)freed som of his domestic servants, if they could take care of thémselves;
(d) dedicated himself (and perhaps his graciously aging wife) to the service of the

“° 8gap AKapaldiG skGGuUGaALk Uda GpkeaA kp U E£kp
be nearly or quite ssilifficing, the state comes into existence, originating in the bare
needs of life, and continuing in existence for the sake dffa.géod therefore, if the
earlier forms of society [family and village] are natural, so is the state, for it is the end of
&gakl UpA &ga plPdicd2s520MR.0 &gkpG k£ keALk apA
®To the natural and educational goods of the body andl tteesexternal goods of
moderate property and wealth may be added. The latter more than the other goods are
U EFaE&®RAaA oA G@gaDz ' N& U GNNA Ak FAQAAKNp NE &
Nussbaum 1986; and my review of the fekdqisis(1990) 2101 6.
2 £ ga AKaholUpaeA Aalda NAE U KabdokGa pluxegiaa
proved by Aristotle; and if they had learned by their service of a good man how to take
care of themselves as well as of others, who were of a irronatsegvthan them-
selves; and if, of course, they wished to be freed, they could, then, be released and be-
come free.
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many gods and goddesses of thstaig; andeg] occupied himself with philo-
sophicheoriaof the SugmeNous the magnificent cosmos, and the dnoos
within the human sofil.

In this connection we may recall that, according to Aristotle, the nature of the
idealpolisin the Hellenic sense of a city, which was also the center of a measura-
ble state, isot artificial, conventional or simply maade, as European political
®JaNak FeAk glovsa HUIKDpeIKkpAEA“VERSGNAIK DG ®#§a
as the union of male and female, the growth of the family tree, and the formation
of a small villagehich, with the passage of time, may branch out and give birth
to other small villages. When these villages of common ancestry would unite po-
litically for better protection, exchange of goodsyiieiency, and the good life
of virtue, a Hellenpolswoulda N Ha pluaedadi GGA UadaNaAAkpG
ing and political life bed.

In his view, the defense, protection, andb@mel of the naturally constituted
political community necessitates the division of labor among males, in an analo-
gousway as the survival and preservation of the human species has naturally ne-

cessitated the different roles of male and female, and those of father &Ad mother.

®This would be a difficult task to accomplish, but it would not be impossible with the
help of the appropriate politipaideiaas proposed in the last books dPthitcs Those
who fail to see the philosopher as a citizen growing in a political environment are bound to
argue about the compatibility of the theoretic and the practical life and their respective
contribution to hapiness. See on this, Broadie 19913836Eooper 1987 and 1975; and
Keyt, 1978.

“y Nesda Ak - N&DA UpA 3N /ARautkli@penny NfBiok GA AENJD A
*x ®ga 2aGkppkpG NAE ®ga &#®yaNAA NAE ANEGKUIG &
West. Needless to say, neither the Platonic Socrates nor Aristotle would take seriously
(GUGaNp £ §gAnN&ega Ak £ ®Rgle £yahda avad AlLALE EOA&
man nature and the naturddeflenic pdihelped them avoid this kind of téus.

% yapaa ke kA avskAape ®gle #ga ALeled kKA U 4
political animal. And he who by nature and not by mere accident is without a state, is
either a bad man or above humanity ... That man is more of a micliéictian bees
or any other gregarious animals is evident. Nature, as we often say, makes nothing in
vain, and man is the only animal whom she has endowed with the gift tdggeech |
(Politics1253a1D).

®|n view of the difficulties of givinghy infant mortality, and child rearing at that
time, it is not surprising that the female contribution to the state was exhausted by ful-
filling the fundamental function of producing new citizens fpoltkdf, instead of
such primary need, the antieitystates had a problem of gugpulation, and given
his common sense, his open mind, and his favor for better education for all members of
the community, Aristotle would have probably assigned additional political roles to the


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

3¢ AristotleandWesternRationality
%N Hia A2k 4 0 GGA ®eyga AkAFa AUAE &N nGUA &#ga Al
main dutyquack &k aap AUAL &®§a nNGka&kadl GGA U ALLAkGpal
a whole and its property by the art of war, in times of war, and by the art of politics
in times of peace.
These activities were to be undertaken in frierdiheraiion with other @it
zens of equal political status as heads of fHigilies. the art of war and the art of
politics at that time were rather demanding, in terms of physical and mental pow-
ers, the males who could not measure up to prevailing standards were assigned the
EdkGa ANGa NAE U &%k FekpG kp ANHAE£L&£kEa naN
The master/servant relation (as understood by Aristotle, and strange as it may
sound to poshodern ears) was for the good of both parties involved. In this re-
spect, it differed from the husband/wife ameng/child relations, which served
exclusively the interests of the protected parties. Enslavement by force is to be
aNpAaHpaA kp " A&k £AeN&Ga A£ skaA UpA AN |
among equals, that is, the citizenspofigand what héd Np £k Aa4a A U A& p U &
KFabdokegdAa © AuLAL GnnédNgaA
But it should be obvious that such thorny issues as natural slavery and politi-
cal equality and inequality demand extensive treatment, which cannot be pro-
vided here.

female portion of th@pulation of the cistate. However, he would have in all proba-
ok Gk &®A No 33ada&aA &N AlHA Aada HUAAKkUGa A saal
eyes of the biologist philosopher.

o 4k £&N&£Ga ANQGGA gusa GnnéNasibe Noioredi p B £ Gl A
and adorned by their fathers, brothers, husbands, and -brééivensho desire (their
NAD AaGAElAa x ok

o £ 3UAQUDAKkAIpPULUpP nd& k& &liag Npa guA£& &N
®PA4a oa/ffe AODk A abdkitd Platonic Socrates oRbpubliowould &4 k £&N &G a
agree with this statement, but for them, unlike Manu, the capacities of individual human
beings are not to be determined by family and caste, but by naaitk@nd

®*These are the men to whom Avriswtieocently would seem, though shockingly to
AN Hia da/FadkE LA plaegAiG AGlLsa kL 59k A gu£E o
%4 - U &y *p &gk A aANppadeaekNp k& /Eg NI
pl&daa I—UuAheesnI}déaéauﬁBlaé@DI\lAZGa@N gaaeAkA PNe& 2aGkaga

®#ga Npa GaGka&kHkaaA oA aega-e@mtehttd\bEthe upo ) a
EGUsE NAE O #AUGHKD " SUkDp " EGAAU @®INDGH
from servitude;ia & @®&gle kA kpplead kp GgheHawsdgN aup Aa

Manu413 and 414, quoted by Sarvepalli Radhakrishnan 1973, 189).
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Conclusion

In the light shed by oynsptic analysis of the Aristotelian road to enlightenment,
we may now see clearly the nobility of this Hellenic conception of thielbaman
and his ability to assign to human beings a privileged place in the cosmos, mediating
soa®&Adap GNALE UpA salAKkekEk "aNpa UGG gk £ &
potential friendship with the philosophically conceived God (the Divine Intellect
that erotically attracts and noetically governs the cosmos) is apparent here. Evident-
ly, he made a heroic philosophic effort to conceptually grasp the entire cosmos, in
all its multiplicity of accidental and substantial beings, including the complex hu-
man beig and the divineusia In his attempt to provide a reasoned account of all
human experiences (aesthetic, logical, noetic, ethical and political), Aristotle suc-
ceeded in developing a comprehensive system of rational thought. This system nat-
urally reached a ANpDA &ga 8aALk®adp &agak imdivihg G k A N /£
towards the noetically intuitimeus and even towards the intelligible and divine
realm oNous.
#aal0QmEE NAE @&k A ANGKA olUAEkAE ®gada k£ pl
most complete and influential philosophical systems, which the Hellenic minds,
produced. For our synoptic discussion has shown that the reasoned account of the
Aristotelian road to enlightenmevita(dialectidais based on sense experience
(empeiriaand dscursive reasoningdo3. But it, significantly, includes the intui-
tive and selfalidating activity of the mind, that is, the respectively (eternally and
temporally) energized intellects of Gladi$ and of mamou3. Thus, the conven-
tional gap sepating the human and the divine realms of intelligent activity, as well
as the gulf allegedly dividing the East and the West culturally, has been here dialec-
tically and satisfactorily bridged.
In this important sense, then, Aristotle would seem to havsolmething
FUONA&a e&glip G Ha4a dl0e&ek NpU Gk £ Ak Hin Ga i
®&gkpDz eeglisee * glusa ANpa HA nadknliaedaekad AQ
charges of those who like to dump on him the accumulated intefidabtizdra
waste of the Western world in the last two millennia. Neither Aristotle, nor any oth-
er Platonic and genuinely Hellenic philosopher, would have approved of what the
Modern European man, in his greedy desire for profit and his demonic will to pow-
er,has made out of Hellepidlosophidorced to serve theocracy and technocracy,
sometimes together.
For, in the eyes of the Ancient Hellenes, genuine philosophers (as opposed to
Sophists) were supposed to contemplate the cosmic beauty, not to deform it b
changing it. They were supposed to comprehend the cosmic order and to live in
harmony with it, not to pollute it by exploiting it. Above all, hey were expected to
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provide prudent suggestions for the appropriate organization of human affairs so
that the ffee spirit of inquiry and the flourishing of the human life of excellence
would become possible for the human being as citizen. This being was conceived
as living, sensitive, reasonable, communal, political, noetic and, (potentially, but
essentially), a dtike beind® Hence the urgent need felt by the few philosophi-
cally minded persons in Europe and the West today to return to their primordial
philosophic roots, which were-@ieistian and p#slamic. The Platonic Aristo-

tle, and the Hellenic philosojpingeneral, perhaps can guide their steps towards
this noble goal.
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ABSTRACT he principle of explosion is a problem for the syntactic theories éyphajrio

and describe human reasoning. In fact, most of the formal cognitive theories tend to reject it.

However, that rejection is not often based on a theoretical development of the theories, but

on inductions from experimental data. In this paper£éxpo8 NNA AL GpA *&gkpa £ 1
in order to show that Aristotelian logic does not have this problem, that its theoretical

framework does not enable to accept the principle of explosion, and that this logic hence has,

at least in a sense, certain advartaggsred to the current reasoning syntactic theories.
KeywoRD#vristotelian theorjogig principle of explosigreasoningsyntax
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Introduction

The principle of explosion is usually expressed in Latin with sentencex such as
contradictione quodlibet sequitwx falso quodlibet sequitund provides that,
if a contradiction is found in a logical argument, any conclusion can be drawn
from that contradiction. Many logical systems accept or are based on that princi-
ple, includ) G (apaeaap Y pli&edad i G AdaADa ek N
a0 GGaA &NAUGA AelipAliadA GNGka 534 naNaG
o4 OAKAA oA &ga goHUIpP HKkPA kp U puxegadic Al
individuals, i.e., indduals without logical knowledge background, base their

Vol. 101(208) . k G ar&orga,.261a a
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daily arguments on the principle of explosion, or that they argue in discussions or
debates that, given that a contradiction has been identified, it is possible to derive
any conclusion. On the gany, the usual behavior is to derive nothing form a
contradiction.

Thus, it can be said that the principle of explosion is a challenge for the sys-
tems trying to describe human reasoning, especially if such systems claim that
the human mind works applyfogmal rules more or less akin to those of stand-
ard calculi. As indicated below, none of the current cognitive theories appear to
accept the principle. However, as also shown below, some of them, although they
explicitly reject it, assume at the sameatilogical framework that allows draw-
ing any sentence from a contradiction.

This is not the case of Aristotelian logic. This logic does not need to explicitly
reject the principle of explosion because its theoretical framework makes it im-
possible. Thereforé can be said that, while the current formal theories address-
ing human cognition are not systems in which the principle is actually forbidden
(in general, as mentioned, such theories only claim that the principle cannot be
accepted because it is obvibas people do not use it), the first logic in history
does have the machinery for blocking or preventing its application. This latter
idea (that the principle is not possible in Aristotelian logic) has beebyargued
Woods and Irvine (20@4-67), andn this paper, | will expose, review, and ana-
lyze in details their theses. My main aim by doing that is to explain the relevance
that such theses can have for the contemporary cognitive science and indicate
what Aristotelian logic can give to the modasomég theories.

590Kk Aka®y ®gaka GNIUGAE kp HKkPpA * Ak GG
(2004) theses. However, given that such theses are based in turn on other two
conditions proposed by Aristotle, it seems to be opportune to analyze each of
those conditions separately before exposing the theses on the principle of explo-
sion. The next section deals with the first of such conditions.

The conclusions cannot repeat premises

Woods and Irvine (2Q04 80 GG &gNonCiHek 4 AsesddidnfEA & 2@ N D
that every (syllogism) needs to fulfill and that, in short, what it estab-

lishes is that a correct should not have one of its premises as its con-

clusion.

According to Woods and Irvine (209diCircis a very important condition
in Aristotelian logic and it is to be found in different passages of Aristotelian
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texts. One of them is, for example, that of the (Analytica
Priorg A1, 2% 120:

A is an argument in which, if something has
been said, something different from what has been said is necessarily drawn from
what that (what has been said) is

The kewword in this passage is clearly Agkag * gugsa «AlpAEGHEe
®gkpG Ak/EEa&dape AANK U pHALE 8 NBMHE @&PkAD & ANsake
This latter translation is, as indicated by Woods and Irvine, taken from Barnes
(1984), but what isportant is that both translations show clearly that, following
Aristotle, a cannot have a conclusion matching one of its premises,
because what is derived from them is something undoubtedly different.
Of course, there are more examples ofgpassawhich Aristotle defines
what a is, but | think that this one is illustrative enough and justifies,
as Woods and Irvine do, to attriaeCircto Aristotle. Thus, it can be stated
that this condition means that, given this argument:

A # a&dGN
Itis a NpGA k£ k£ pN& " GpA k £ pNa&e #

Nevertheless, to prove that the principle of explosion is not possible in Aristote
lian logic, it is also necessary to take another condition into account. As shown in
the next sectiothat condition is not really a condition, but another principle.

The principle of conversion

Indeed, the second condition actually refers to the fact that it should be possible
to apply a weknown Aristotelian principle or rule to every correct
That principle is the principle of conversion, which is very used by Aristotle in his
texts.

It provides that, if a conclusion follows from two premises, then the opposite
of one of the premises follows from the opposite of the conclugienosmer
premise. The principle of conversion is really important in Aristotelian logic and
it can be said that it is behind the demonstra@nspossibi(er reduction ad
absurdundemonstrations), which, as indicated by BogerZ2804are expiic
ly used by Aristotle in B1113. So, it is obvious that the rule
NAE aNppad A Np k£ GUp akFapeki G nlida&e NAE " &K
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However, it is true that there are some discussions in this regard. As it is well
known, Stoic logic includeseasion of this rule, which is considered to be the
first of the (the reduction rules) in this latter logic. The similarity between
the Aristotelian and the Stoic rule is strong, and it can be checked if we take into
account the following passagth@ered by Pseudquleius and that is to be
found inDe Interpretatior299, 124:

Si ex duobus tertium quid colligitur, alterum eorum cum contrario illationis colligit
contrarium reliqudf a third is deduced from two (sentences), one of the te and t
opposite of the third lead to the opposite of the other of the two

Pseudé\puleius is speaking about Stoic logic and, as said, the similarity is clear.
Nevertheless, several authors have proposed distinctions between the two rules.

For exampldBobzien (199644, footnote 20) claims that the Aristotelian princi-

ple referred to both contradictory and contrary elements. Nonetheless, as Bob-
akap UGAN HapekNpALE kp ®RHra29) memHsanot£ENN&p N &a
this one. According to Mignoij¢he Aristotelian rule only can be related to con-

tradictory elements.

In any case, these details may not be very relevant for the aims of this paper,
since | am more interested in the potentialities of the general Aristotelian frame-
work and what can derived from it than in just what Aristotle claimed and ar-
gued. Thus, what is truly worth highlighting here is that it is evident that the rule
of conversion existed in Aristotelian logic, that it could be applied to any

, and that its structuneas akin to the following:

* fE # adGNegap kidEeetalp o2a AAUAD "

8gaia 9 dandakapaeAk ®#ya NnnNAEk 2a A 9
discussion between Bobzien and Mignucci, different interpretaffogstioee &0
NnnN£Ek 2ad NA 9 HaAUpAE aGp oa AUk £3aA * @ &
aNp®e4dUAA NA 9 ®ega aNpxedliAkaeNAA NAE 9
this paper are taken into account, the only point that should be cossidatred i

9 UpA 9 UAa kpaNHNnlU&ekoGa AKapx®apaak &gle

m.| Z/

The principle of explosion is not possible in Aristotelian logic

In this way, based dfonCircand the rule of conversion, Woods and Irvine

(200464 AaHIND £24 1l 24 &gl & kp " ek £&Na&a Gk U P
falso quodlibet sequitur k & ®&jgluae UpA &ANpPAGOAKND [N
proof is more or less this one:
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According t&NonCirg it cannot be accepted that this argtimsex
A, B /ergo B.

So, if we apply the rule of conversion to the latter argument, we will get a new
argument that cannot be considered to be a either. And, obviously, a
possible use of the rule can be to transform the pezgiouent into the fol-

lowing:

7z ~

# # aaGN "

Thus, given that this is not a , it is absolutely clear that nothing can be
deduced from two incompatible premises, and that the principle of explosion
hence is not possible in Aristotelian logic.

In connection with this, Woods and Irvine (ZD4see clear relations be-
®&Aaap " Ak EeNxeaGklip GNGka UpA #NGalupN £
explosion is not admitted in this latter system either. And this in turn leads them
to proposegt i & " Ak £A&N&a Gklip GNGka aup oa &#gNOIG
Ak £A2apae GNGk & ,65). ;NehtA€y think that drstpti@ consid-
ered his principles and restrictions to be absolutely necessary because he was try-
ing to describe how in@tluals actually reason in their everyday life (Woods &

Irvine 200466).

%a £nk ®#a &gk/£E k& ANALE pN&e A£Faarw &N aa dn
the logic that better describe how human reasoning works, because there are
many aspects involvedr@asoning that it does not appear to have taken into
account systematically (e.g., probabilities or temporal relations). On the other
hand, as indicated below, there are also many theories with strong empirical sup-
port that can fairly accurately explamj even predict, the human inferential
activity. Nevertheless, Aristotelian logic has a characteristic in this way that de-
serves to be highlighted and acknowledged. If Woods and Irvine (2004) are right,
it can be considered to be one of the few prapgsalso show the real way in
which the human mind works that is syntactic or formal and, at the same time,
has the necessary machinery to block or forbid theoretically the use of the princi-
ple of explosion. | explain this idea in more details in teeatmxt.
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The contemporary reasoning theories and the principle of explosion

As said, there are several theories addressing human reasoning today. Such theo-
ries are based on very different assumptions and suppositions, and their ap-
proaches hence are not, in many cases, very akin. Two important examples can
be the probability logikeory (e.g., Adams 1998; Adams & Levine 1975; Oaksford
& Chater 2009; Pfeifer 2012, 2015), which, in general, claims that human reasoning
is not linked to standard logic, but based on the analysis of the probabilities of the
events involved in the infecer, and the mental models theory (e.g., Johnson
Laird 2004, 2006, 2012, 2015; Oakhill & Garnham 1996), which shares with the
previous one that the human mind does not follow the formal rules of classical
logic to make inferences, but it proposes anttdraative: individuals come to
conclusions by considering the semantic possibilities (mental models) that corre-
spond to the sentences included in arguments and describe the different scenari-
0s consistent with such sentences. Theories such as theseobiézdave
problems with the principle of explosion. Given that their approaches come from
frameworks other than standard logic, difficulties such as those that the principle
raises make no sense in them and are extremely unlike.

But the case of theore or less syntactic or formal theories based on calculi
Adadyg GA a G (apeaap £ plu&egdaiuG .
DD NAD (ap&eaap £ 40GAQ0GOALE UGGNAKLE QEkpG &
if we wish to argue that tlealculus describes the human inferential activity,
this is a problem that needs to be solved. However, the truth is that, at the pre-
sent time, it is very hard to find syntactic theories holding that the behavior of the
human mind can be explained by(juatp &ea a p /& A Fed HU 5
ries, although they do not ignore all of the formal rules proposed by Gentzen, are
usually based on empirical experimentation and, for this reason, tend to reject
®ega A40GaAk NAE (apeaa pxpefimetdl GddénGePpopley U & U &
appear not to apply. Thus, it can be said that it is very difficult to find today a the-
ory claiming that individuals can use the principle of explosion in their reasoning
processes. And this is so because, as indicatedyitical @esults show that
putga naNnGa ®eglae kA naNnGa AkegNgDzx ol
sider the principle.

But this does not mean that, in addition to the empirical rejection, all of the
formal theories have the theoretical tools taiexphy individuals do not resort
to the principle of explosion. Although there are several contemporary syntactic
theories, | will only focus on one of them here, the mental logic theory (e.g.,
#40kpa v 0 #akap U 0 ¢ aké&kpap x . Up AES
nati 2010). The reason is that this theory and its problems with the principle of
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explosion can be illustrative enough and, as far as | know, what | will expose be-
low on the mental logic theory can be easily said in the same wayeabout oth
formal theories.

The case is that, the mental logic theory, as indicated on the syntactic theories
in general above, does not accept all of the formal rules of standard logic or
(apeaap £ ANAHUIG aUGagGReA ) NAadga
theory admits and which of them it rejects does beyond the purposes of this paper.
What really interests to us here is how the mental logic theory deals the principle of
explosion. Obviously, because, as also said on the current formal thiberies, this
NAA ANpAkAaAAL aHnNk &k a exGalsd quodibktBégaitur k&8 AU P [
Contradictions or, better yet, incompatibilities play a role in its framework. Never-
theless, that role refers tordauction ad absurdstnategy, not to th@inciple
of explosion. In this way, the appearance of an incompatibility in an inferential
process only leads individuals to think that at least one of their assumptions is not
®4d 04 UpA pNe&e &N AadAdAksa ,PJ0p)A ANpPA GO AK Np #

Nonethedss, in my view, the problem is not solved with that. As in the case of
other syntactic theories, this rejection of the principle of explosion comes only
from the empirical data, which inform that people do not actually use it. In this
regard, it can beidahat the argument is only inductive, and that it is only a
generalization of experimental results. Given that it is observed that individuals
do not tend to use the principle of explosion, it is said that that principle is not a
part of the human mentabic. Therefore, the problem is the one indicated in
general above: the theoretical framework of the theory does not prevent its use.
Unlike Aristotelian logic, the mental logic theory does not have resources such as
NonCircor the rule of conversioratiorbid or block its application. Therefore,
the reason of the rejection is not truly demonstrated by this latter theory. It is on-
ly an assumption of it, and not a consequence of its theses.

Furthermore, if we consider just the general theses of @idogantheory,
we can realize that they really allow the use of the principle. Let us suppose that
A and B are assumptions in an inference, and that, after a number n of steps ap-
plying formal rules admitted by the mental logic theory, we come toi@a scenar
such as this one:

[1] A (assumption)
[2] B (assumption)
[n-1]

p
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Steps [fl] and [n] inform that an incompatibility exits and that at least one of

the assumptions, in this case [1] and [2], or both of them, is not coinect. But t
problem here is that we do not know which the wrong assumption(s) is(are). Is it
necessary to remove A? B? Both of them? As far as | know, the theory cannot re-
spond to these questions, since it does not include a procedure or program to de-
tect or idenfy the assumptions that should be eliminated when an incompatibi

lity is found.

And this unsolved problem is what enables to use the principle of explosion.
Indeed, there is nothing that prevents that we add one more assumption, with
the content that weisth, to the previous deduction. Thus, we could add a step

Ak &9 ANA &dadHnGa & §-H and fAeddan £k Np
that there is an incompatibility, and that at least one of the our assumptions is

wrong, we could undoubtedly A a UL kpAkalea®aA &g a

rules or procedures for making a decision about which the assumption to be re-
moved is).

This is clearly the use of the principle of explosion. It can be applied in the
mental logic theory, and the reas@sisaid, that its rejection of the principle is
only empirical and inductive. So, Aristotelian logic has something that the mental
logic theory does not: a theoretical framework within which it can be demon-
strated that the principle of explosion cannosde.

Conclusions

The previous pages show that some of the current theories on cognition have cer-
tain problems that Aristotelian logic does not. So, it can be thought that, if ancient
logics could solve such problems, the current theories musasiovéliatAn in-

teresting consequence of all of this is that it makes clear that ancient logics should
not be ignored or forgotten. It is evident that the contemporary theories better ex-
plain mental processes, but it is also so that the ancient thebeegoanseful

today too, since they can provide ideas and clues to face some difficulties.

Thus, the fact that it was proposed many centuries ago and that it is not an
empirical theory can lead one to think that Aristotelian logic is obsolete and out-
dated However, the precedent arguments indicate that it is obvious that Aristo-
®&Ga /£ &g aNAa Aalsd\hdve goinéthing to offer. And this is so for sev-
eral reasons, but the one that has been analyzed in this paper is that Aristotelian
logic eliminags a very important difficulty that some syntactic or formal theories
appear to continue to have.
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As explained, the mental logic theory rejects the principle of explosion, and
it is absolutely necessary to value its arguments on the role that incompatibili-
ties play in human reasoning. Nevertheless, what one would expect from it is
that its rejection were not only empirical, but supported on theoretical bases as
well, as, for example, following Woods and Irvine (2004), it is the case in Aristo-
telian logic.

By this | do not mean (and maybe it is important to insist in this idea) that Ar-
istotelian logic is a clear alternative to the mental logic theory for describing or
predicting human reasoning. In fact, it seems that, at present, neither Aristotelian
logic ror the mental logic theory are the theories with more empirical support.
The experimental results that are to be found in the literature on cognitive sci-
ence appear to give a relevant advantage to other theory cited above, the mental
models theory. Thukthe mental logic theory wishes to become a real option
deserving to be considered and different from the mental models theory, it needs
to improve certain aspects. On of them is that studied in this paper, and, as far as
this issue is concerned, my cofdim is that the resources of Aristotelian logic
can be very useful for that work.

Furthermore, it can be said that this particular case reviewed here makes explic-
it the sense and the validity that the theories presented in the past may have today.
And ths applies not only to Greek logic, but also to ancient philosophy and science
in general, including, of course, those of all of the traditions and cultures.
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Antiquity. The history of the scholarship of this text, as well as its contents, possible reasons
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tion isbased omy paperA 9th century biography of Aelius Dqnigixeredht the Inter-
national Medieval Congress (UK, Le@daylg. 2015).

Thisarticletreats a medieval texita Donati grammat{dihe Life of Dongtus
containing biographical information concerning [Adliashtusan author of

Ars grammatic@ihe Art of grammarand commentaries on the texts of Terence

and VirgilThe history of the scholarship/isé Donatias well as its contents,
possible reasons of creation, its genre, and some eccentric and parodic features
are under consideration.
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Regrettably, evdo not have any evidences about the life of Ddiuattiss
reason it is possible only to reconstruct the major milestones of his life on the ba-
sis of a comparison of indirect evidences and references about him by his con-
temporarie$So, he was born about the g€at0 in North Africa. In his mature
years, in the middle of théh4dentury, Donatus taught grammar in Rome and
GAaGA U gkGy ANAkaekNp kp ANAka®eA guskpd
teacher of Jerome. Marius Victorinus was one of his deaigne Donatus
died around the yeaf39F

In the Middle Ages the name of Donatus was not only very well known, but he
had an established image as an outstanding teacher of his time. However, there
Aada HUIUPA GinA kp &ga |vahddizvaliscolarssa k NGATn g
desired to fill them. An example id_tfeeof Donatusomposed @Carolingian
scholar named Flaccus Rebidk (9). The author of this biography wrote that
he was often asKeabout the identity of the grammarian, in conmeutith
which he decided to answer the questions put to him. He dedicates his narration
to a certain Minucius Rutilus, probably his pupil. The author, on the one hand,
wants to give his due to Donatus, highlighting his indefatigable industry, on the
other to instruct in such diligence his disciple

Briefly, the manuscriptsTdfe Life of Donatpsiblications and investigations
of this text, its genre and connotations should be mentioned. This text is pre-
served only in three manuscripts:

1)MS Parisinusatinus 7730 [saec] kenceforthP);

2)Landesbibliothek und Murhardsche Bibliothek der Stadt Kassel Philologus
4°1 [saec. XIhénceforth

3)Codex Berniensis 189 [saec. XVI] Petri Danielis philblegoedb(th

A French scholar anducth leader Pierre Daniel Huet (16881) was the
earliest scholar of this text. He compared two early manuscriptstofatick 9
11h centuries and took into account the notes, which had been written down
in the margins of the Paris Cddex

"' NA N&gahd naNnGa DH NAp (982, HEea Np U edAE /
2Keil (1822894) 4, a-dikHoltz (1981)2%
*Holtz(1981) 15
“1t is possible to describe these phrases as literature features, which were traditional
for medieval authors. EEgssiodoruBe anima.1., Fridralporn (1973).
®|Itis also a literature featurenhedieval (and antiquity) authors.
®These glosses were written by French philologist Pierre Pithd39@%3see
Munzi(20032004) 263.
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At first,the biography of Donatus was published by Johann Fabricius in 1773,
kp U AZ£aldkagdk NA o NNDeen, itpdskublshed it kK830bk N &g a &
yAAHUpPpP )UuGap kp «®ga akGygeyg UpA AkpuG 6N
G U £ih@fist severolumes of which were published by Heinrich KeiloBoth
these researchers (Fabricius and Hagen) took the Paris manuscript (P) as a basis
for their publications, offering their own reading.

Since 1989, this text has attracted the attention of Italiansschiorgio
Brugnofinot only published this biography of Donatus (using the same Parisian
manuscript as his predecessors), but accompanied it by additional reading, and
also considered the sources of this text and the reasons for its appearance. In
20 2004 therappeare@ new edition dthe Life of Donatpsiblished by Lui-
gi Munzi. He analyzed the previous readings of J. Fabricius, H. Hagen and
G.Brunyoli and offered a number of new.8ime&005 and 2007 this biography
of Donatus was exploredSilvia Cont€who was complementing preceding
studies (in particular, the works of G. Brugnoli and L. Munzi) and published the
textof The Life of Donatnghat form in which it was written in the codex of the
9th century (K).

The genre of this texblsvious. This is a biography, which is built according
to the rulesf the genrdnitially the origin and lifetime of Donaiesliscussed,
then his activities and occupation, death, place of burial. There is a traditional
physical description of hisacacter, his social status, clothing, personal traits.
However, this biography has some unusual features, that do not allow adoption of
this text as authentic evidence. These features begin to appear from the begin-
ning of narration. It is no coinciderad H. Hagen after H. Keil called this text
as curiosityand most of all subsequent scholars regarded it as an eccentric fan-
tasy and parody

"FabriciusErnest{(1774) 3, 498

8Hagen (1870; repr. 1961) 8, cclx

°Brugnoli (1989) 21

Munzi (2002004) 275.

Y'Conte (2005) 283 1; Eadem (20073

?Hagen (1870; rel®61) 8¢lix (with reference to H. K&82218944, xI).

B OND ®a ff. It should be added that this text might not seem unusual or a
nt&dNAA ANE& Hiéebakise théréswere nany, Avét &ef nice descriptions of
aguéadla=xdd £ Gnnadtadapaa GpA NA n@g&dka&A NAE o\

SuetoniusThe life of Hora@gRolfe (1914) 2, 489], or for Greek exampRsr@eey

On the life &lotinus[Armstrong 19691, 1]In this context a phrase of an Irish monk,
named Dicuil, is very interesting. This is from a geographicalnrisatiseeasurement

of the circle of the earth&e§ il & APHHAa & Pk Gg &AL ksppossithed Gl p A
&N ALedkn &£§a OkilidibeAdemgnsuadpdis tdiip&ld, Ferney 4 a a
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G. Brugnoli tookhe Life of Donaiunsthe tradition of SuetoniteN p Ui 2@ £ A
biographies, citing the fact trat,the one hand, this text is compiled in bur-
lesque genre, and on the other hand, it contains expressions similar to those of
Suetonius’

L. Munzi suggested that the medieval author had attempted to create an im-
age oimartyr, ignoring the image ofdheat teachér

It was also observed that the biography (and this is typical for the Middle Ag-
es) is characterized by anachronisms and the ambivalence of the image (in which
are presented simultaneously love and hate, dirt and cleanliness, ‘gnd so on
which isalsopresentn The Life of Donatus

In my opinion, it is important to pay attention to the names of the author of this

ok NGalungA ' GUAAQAKE 3aok@E UPA kefF kpea
are more like Roman names than German oneag$dotuin, Muredak, Angil-
bert, Geyrik, Raban, Valafrid Strub and so on), eB#&myloones (such as Al-
cuin), or Irish ones (such as Seduly Scott, John Scott), which belonged to those, who
were in the courts of the Carolingian rulers and in the manaste@acia.

It isquite possible that in the biography composed by a person, belonging to
someacademic circlsay thicreated at the court of Charlemageesonages
were givenicknames: Biblical names or the names of the Lati{Thomighe
purpose of the authoa member of this academic cirdeuld be the creation
of atext, somewhat imitating ancient biographiegi{esgof Suetonid$, ora
text written in the genre of defilem¥&atthough this is not a clagsiogos

As an attachememe offethe Latin original as well as an English Bnd-
sian translations of th@a Donati

Bieler (1967).

“In detail see Munzi (26B3042656.

°0Op. cit. 262; 26675.

%For examplehe samauthorWalafridStrabawnrote gprologueeN & k Ipfépfi A A A&
Charlemagnealling hinawise gloriousind powerful ruler,seeWalafrid Strab@&ro-
logu€[7-8, Dutton (1998)],and a poentondemnindiis mode of life, seeWalafrid
StraboVisioVettinivv.39443444664, Davidraill (1973

’E.g. Charlemagne had a nickname of David; Alt&ilacc; Angilbertof Homer,
Einhard of Veseleel.

®See SuetoniuBe illustribus grammatigtisves of the grammarjandemDe claris
rhetoribugLives of the rhetoriclandemDe poeti@.ives of the pge&eeC.Suetonius
TranquillusDe Grammaticis et Rhetorlaster (1995).

YSeethe story of thevickedMaxim of Palestine, whpropoundeda blasphemy
againstheirsaviorand loshis tongue Brock (1973) 2996.
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INCIPIT VITA DONATI GRAMMATICI

FLACCVS REBIVS MINVTIO RVTILO SALVTEM

Rogatus a consodalibus uitam Donati grammatici breuiter commentaui, ne cui-
guam essenhcognita nobiscum degentium, tibique obtuli legendam. Ita enim se
habet eius vita et conuersatio, ut subiecta docet narratio.

Donatus natione Romanus grammaticae professionis industria claruit

ut fertur rhetoris Victorini. Hic perpautubonductus peculio cui-

usdam uiduae capellas paucinumero pas€entapit, septa sibi ab urbe mil-
iario secundo uindicans. Huic operae pretium infetigatum promulgare labor est.
Hic dum in alendis capellis moraretur, aestu calente tempore laborabat intolera-
bili, utpote capillorum ab aure usque ad aurem defensione priuatus. Et quia re-
motior erat a Tiberi, sitim sibi ingruentem lacunis e cloaca fluentibus capellarum
quogue temperabat urina. Hiemis autem tempore solo canente pruina carice
compacto solabatur twrgp. Frequentius autem humi accubitabat sub diuo per-
modico obsonatus edulio, quae nimirum frugalitas non innata, sed egestate con-
creuerat. Quia vero effetis uisceribus paene cutis desuper laxa rigebat, frigoris ut
uitaret enormitatem partim teterrima partufa induebatur pellicia. Oculum
autem ei iuramentum Martis ademit, quod persoluit, ut peculatus aboleret in-
famiam. Quadam namque die Aeolicum ingressus consistorium digna sibi nacta
cauillatione cum magno pudore delituit, quem ita quidam Graecanlepore
sultans suapte aggressus est: 2 quod

Ak&dk ®#04d -lUxkpa $aAada GNAN A&gFxkaa H

dien$® discendae pueritiae studens aedili innotuit Ciceroni, a quo toga donatus
est, quod erat signdibertatis. Eadem igitur tempestate Aemilius senator homi-
nem exuit, cuius in locum pilleatus meruit subrogari et a Cicerone étdinatim
sextum in senatu subiit locum. Igitur quia habitum corporis eius breuiter per-
strinximus, libet per singula eum paenmabre designare. Erat quippe statura
pusillus, capite rotundo in modum uesicae porci capillis admodiiet sxsis

“pauperculo the reading of Luidgi Munzi (farthet.M.)

slcapellas pascendaslL.. AaaGkpask ®yga HUAGKkpUGKIU

2 the reading of L. M.
instead of the reading of Hagen:

2Romam adiens - . kpAea A NA 4aAka

2ordinatus - . kpAea A NAE NAaAAKkPpIU
Sraris - . k p A®alA AU £k £
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biosig® atque melancholi€dumore madentibus. Facie adeo rustica, uno oculo
luscus, altero lippus, collo gracili et grosso, brachiis beegimisactis, geni-

bus latis, tibiis oppido curtis et grossis, pedibus latis et spissis, et quid moran-
dum? Omnia habitudine seruo consimilis. Hic calaumac@ foapus super

quauis ratione consultus breuiter omnia et furibunde explicabat, ita ut nec
quidem a discipulis interrogari auderet. Quocirca dum saepe furore perstreperet,
quippe cui a naso obscenitas defluebat assidua, senatu pulsus cuiusdam macellar-
il famulitio susceptus est. Plura pudet referre. Obiit XIll Kal. lanuarii et proiectum
est cadauesius in fossam quo peregrini aggregabantur.

Expliét VITA DOMNI DONATI GRAMMATICI

%sabiosis - . k p Exadl A /a4 U e k NEK £
*’melanconico L. M.
“Zcapud L. M.
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THE LIFE OF DONATUS

(translatedromthe Latinby MAYAPETROVA)

Flaccus Rebbius greets Minutius Rutillus

At the request of likminded colleagues (consodalibus) | summarized the life of
the grammarian Donatus, so that it did not remain unknown to us nor to any
othersamonghe living, and thereby presented it to you for reading. His life and
deeds (conversaliwere as consistent as this brief narration teaches.

Donatus, a native of Rome, was famous for his diligence in grammar classes, and
UL k& kA Alakohtempdraygkthe rhetorician Victorinus. Hired for
little money, hagreedd grazdew goatshat belong to certamidow (viduae),
rentingfor this purpose corralocatedwo milesawayfrom the city. It is hard to
say if the small feemsworth ofthis difficult work. While godésithemselves
slowly under his care [ab aure ad aurem], he, being completeaslbalgilish-
ingbecause ohé unbearable summer heat. As the Tiber vamsjalnehad to
satisfy hishirst, drinking fronthe troughs filled with filth and goat urine. In the
winter,when the ground was silvery frost, he hid from the cold in a hut built of
marsh reedQuite frequently hisis mensal bedas puton the ground in the
open airandhe consuntescarce victuals. Such moderation, of course, was not
innate, butesulted fron hispoverty. Since his loose skin had stiffened with cold
because dhinnesshejryingto escape the intense cold, wore a capeoitiage
skins of wild beaspgrtlydirty, partly amixture of colour.

To repay a debt te god of war, in which hest an eye, he redeemed the
shame of embezzlement of public money. One day, being among the Aeolian
Greeks from whom he received deserved ridiclleinggreatly ashamelgias
retired, when someone began to sneer at him and ridiculethbi@Gréek stle
Gk ba &gk £ the Latin means

( N ,arkdnédck and £ angadA NAE ADKDPpPA Agaan
icarum opilio ovium).

"Research for the present papercasied out as a part of the Russian Foundation
for the Humanities project (#06400123 The Educational Text in Late Antiquity and
the Early Middle Ages: Contents and Structure of a School Caitba tii@lentiries
This publication is basen my papeA 9th century biography of Aelius Dordsus,
lieveredht the International Medieval Congress (UK, Lé&edigly62015).

" This translation was achieved using the edition of Hagen (1870; repr. 1961) with con-
sideration to the edition of vk (20032004).
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Having eturnredto his homeland arwhly in his adulthood having learned
whatnormally should be absorbed in adolescenced hedrmoticedby an
edile Cicero, who granted laitngawhich suitable only for free peopfdghat
time,Aemiliusthe nator expellesomebodjrom the Senate, and Donatus as a
freedman, was awardmtelection in histeadLater on 8had beemeceing
this pogion in thesenatedrom Cicerdor sixconsequent periods

As we have already mentioned his physical image, let us do an inventory. He
Al £ [Eegpea A gk £ g au Aanbst 4l hid ha f2lRoutG k DA
and was covered with scabs, sweating because of the predominance in his body of
black bile (melancholico humore madentibus). His face was quite rustic, one eye
was blind, the other one was festered, neck was skinny, withs&kimpuus
hands were twisted and short; his knees were thick, his legs were very short and
thick, his feet were wide and strong.

However, enough of this. | have described completely hikeslape
pearance.

He always sported a head cap made of cashéMhatever question he was
asked, he answered quickly and violently, so that his disciples did not dare to ask
him. In view of the fact that when he often quarrelled furiously, all sorts of rub-
bish constantly ran from his nose, he was expelled feemateeand accepted
into the service of one butcher. Anything further one is ashamed to tell.

He died on December 20 and his body was thrown into a pit in which
strangers were demolished.

The end ofhe Life of Monsieur DorntiieigBammarian
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FURTHER CONSIDERANEXON POSSIBLE ARAMETYMOLOGIES
OF THE DESIGNATIQW THE JUDAEAN SEITESSENES
( / ) IN THE LIGHT OF
THE ANCIENT AUTHORSCOUNTS OF THEM AND
THE QUMRAN COMMUNITWORLBVIEW

IGORTANTLEVSKIJ
St.Petersburg State University, Russia
tantigor@mail.wplus.net

ABSTRACTThe author considers three possible Aramaic etymologies of the designation

/ (Ap kpaa UAANAAKkpPG &N AdAak®edadluxdA +NAEANYGOHA
KEaANGGAE agkAapiaak s cusdy asofidiad wahAhbdicpellinsega 2 OHA G D
predestination and foretold the future, they could betbaldegdwho believeredestination
sc.&y a Al 20 Gk Adhisewho prediffededk 4 tukidpekedds & A Bgk £ gAnNea&ga
tical etymology is derived fromAhamaic worg U 1 1 (m@IdnGt.det;resp 1)(y)ynin
st.abs) reconstructed by the author fromthe erm@ BAglU & HUDP U A &N ASAAEAE
pUek Np aftefBNcineo@®Paf;CaG Q)* P &®ga ndaKkapae UDeygNA £ Nakp
ANHHOZpk A gaGA k&ALkaGAE UGGaAGNAKAUGGA &N oaa &ga
GA %l & k A ks@11:1)74og iN dtreer wordsABaedumranites appear to have considered
their: 0§ UGk & 6 pkaeA @BpaERANELENALE &g P arhd &ANDPE AgN A

24kpG&G on 8.0. ID&al, 11% ONthénAGod] befief® ( )DFe Klessiah with
them (§ n ni.&xBezsectarians. I.T. ) Proceeding from this doctrine, one can assume the
etymology of the designation / from the AramaiSyriac spelling of King David
Al ey aleste RUHBSGE &AEFApALE UPA &ygad 20HAULDPKk AL
and their strivig for interrelations with the other world could be a reason, by which they came
&N o4& 4aGUAAAA UA GkHKkpUG nadANpUGkaekag UpA
®§a piepbaitesN/E £ga NAKkGkpUuG ¢ NRUEHaEA teek Bog 4 EH5a WAE =N
oapa/laa®Ni £ NAE AENAHAA &kHAALA AgNH 2gaA 440G
and religious practice. In this case, the designation § & lagpbed iFEJewish
Hellenized circles, primarily, in Egyghaanembers of tijex hypoth@dtssenean commu-
nities of mystic G P N A£gk &ould bedirdfficAa Greek translation of the Hebrew term
P NaDiz also seems natural to assume that this designation of the sectarians could be inter-
preted/translated by the uninitiated by the word i 0Nzl P k p G gauGaaxk N
akup4i. kspeakiag railieu odthieegiénaf Ralastine.
KeywabDsEssenes, Therapeutae, the Qumran comrpuoadtgstination, prediction, Mes-
sianic expectations, mysticism, esotericism, immortality of the solikeabeielgs, re-
phaites

* This research was carried out thanks to the funding of the RussiaRoBoidsiben

Vol. 101(206) Igor TantlevskipOg
www.nsu.ru/classics/schole
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.5GA &NNAdZAN &N G DFHEPANADDAPN

The correct etymology of the designation / (unmeaning in

Greek)i.ethe & /EAduplaeat sect flourished in the 2nd century BIGLE.

century C.E., was unknown or at least doubtful for many uninitiated Jews nearly

from the start of its emergence, as one can conclude, for example, from the
following note attested in Philo of Alexandr

This names(. . 1.T), though in my opinion the form of the Greek is inaccu-
rate, is derived from holiness ()

Describing the appearance of three principal Jewish sects, Josephus Flavius
singles out the attitude towards predestinétion Gk & GNé& U &
D Asc.Providenceli £ &ga HlUkp UAnadde NA AaGkGkKkNOA
in the midde of the second century B.(ARtiquitates Judaicadll, 17173).
" & &gk £ ®ya ovadA akFapaa NAE ogta &AFapaKE
UGG &gk pGA U 4aArtaxaw 18). At XI1§ d7he med- ( NA
tions:
Thegenus of the Essenes affirm, that fate ( ) governs all things, and that
nothing befalls men but what is according to its (determination).
59a AkAaGA AnédauA &AKkapak nhluadekada NAE @i
personal fates), wkitown to Josephus Fla¥iusas likely to be based on their
belief in predetermination. Amtt, Ill, 214218, Josephus speaks of the Judaean
gk Gy nakake £ sdalAkenGled UpA AdALFidkoak
this, he transcribes the Hebreords * 1AN\dd (i o 4 a {j #AdecoG U &4 u &£
relates the latter term with the Greek NAAAGasegad 4anedliGkpe
late term ). Thus, it is not impossible that Josephus perceived the implicit
HAalUpkpG ndaAkaasekNp. kp ®ga AaLkGpluakNp
Pliny the EldeH{storia Naturalisv, 15, 17) asserts that the numbers of the
EssenesE6sedi U1 4a AOGGA 4 4& 4 A Jhgea that edort thud Gk £TA a
@egah Adksap @#gka&egad &N UGANAReEmenygak & OAEIG
tion offortuna(this term correlates with the kp + N anpiwA UaaNgp
&gk £ aAaNpeaaase a0p kHNGA =®ga &AbMchpa Ak oaGk
the sectarians, as they thought, found themselves in the community.

Philo of AlexandriQuod omnis probus libepdlt 75. See albo: Apdlé-GN /£
gia k [Pracp CEAR§ IR, DIAE Cf.: Josephus FiBeilisn Judaicur, 119;
Hippolytus of Romhilosophumenkx, 18, 3.

2Seee.q., Josephus Flavigd|, 780; II, 11113, 15tiquitates Judaicadll, 311
313; XVII, 3888; XV, 33719; XVII, 34&8Cf. also: Hyppolitihilosophumenkx, 27.

SAntt, 11, 163, 217.
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The doctrine of absolute predestination plays a key role in religious outlook of
the Qumran communitynd it is considered to be one of the most fundamental
arguments in favourlb &g a AkAaAndaiuA 20HAUpka®A AL Kk
senesAll is predetermined in the worldin heaven and on earth; and there is
neither the past, nor the future for God: all is the present for Him, all is the eter-
P UG °ApNmran Hebrew etymgical and semantic equivalent of the term

, used by Josephus, is the ngiiobnp O DZS N &sc.destiny/Hgeti 4 a

quently attested in the scrélsidging by the sectarian manuscripts, mainly the
sacalledPesharinti.e.Commentaries on the Prophets and Pséh@ashem-
bers of the Qumran community, like the Essenes (cf. in this connection especial-
GA + NBEBum Judaieur, 159 predicted the fates of the whole world, as
well as of certain individu@ls.

In the lignt of these considerations it seems most natural to correlate the
hitherto unclarified etymology of the term  / °with the Aramaic
notion 1°@K4which is interpreted by M.l Ee&A NA G A& Agle HUGP gl
na&aAaFek p ¥Eie e 1igZinested @ pha Midrash on the Book of
Lamentations, dtichah RabbdB9:14ip. 20) which, along with thgereshith
Rabbahand thePesiqta deab Kahanas the oldest composition of the
midrashic literature. It is written in thecalled Jewish Palestinian Aramaic,

prg

“On theSitz im Lebarf the Qumran Community and its scrolls in Judaea of the Hel-
lenistic Period se=g. VanderKam, Flint 2002; Eshel 2008; Tantlevskij 20332, 243

®>Seee.g. Wise 1993, 74.

® Seep.qg. 1QBIX (=4Q432), 734;1Q3X, 24 25;1QpHaNIl, 1314, etcCf.,e.g.
1QF1X,2324 Everythink £ apGAlusaA oa/ANAEA : NG ANEA UGG &g
numbered seasons of eternal yearssrjall k & U n n. Nk tpedbasib of saé rhadn £
20HALpD HUpOAFaAKknaeAE UpPpUGAALKA Npa aup aNpaGoA
®ga kAal nGlip NAE &®£ya apaekida AOe@EEHy APk 644 £a
and the world itself comesirxistence by His Knowlediei () Wisdomi G © Bz
Thoughtthazd 1 O)Z@.&g.10XI, 1LQKEIX (=4Q432), 734. See further in detall,
e.g. Tantlevskij 1994, 2817; Tantlevskij 2013b;3246 Tantlevskij, Svetlov 2014a, 50
53; TantlevgkiSvetlov 2014b, 68.

7 Cf. also the Hebrew notiGg#sDIAFU &g a HAa U p k p dot e FEGHBA a nNae
XX,10,13)andYOG Aa A&k pA e.glQRI% a9 a A&k pli &k Np

8 Seee.g. Tantlevskij 1995; Tantlevskij 199783829

‘55a Gk ERE NE #ya HNAER AkAaAndatuA a®AHNGNGK
to proposed one can firdg, in: Tantlevskij 199783213Idem1999, 19812)dem
2013a, 280; Beall 2000, 12862

1See: Sokol@002, 217.

Hjastrow 1926, 508.

12M. SokoloffZ002, 21,Mowever, leaves this term without any interpretation
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Agkag aNpa&kpoaA U& NnnNAEaA &N &ga N&ga
middle stage, one of the written Old Aramaic languages of thdwested®li P & §
One can try to reconstruct a conjectural moui.)(of the same root after the
model CaGGaG (normally designations of persons by their profession, usual
activity, etc. are formed after ifgas 1 1 ‘Bn&@EL, respls 1)(y)ynin st.abs.
The etymology of the term / derived from thisypothetical term
appears to be relevant not only semantically, but also linguistically. In connec-
tion with the correspondence of the beginnings spelllmg,.che following
transcriptions attested in Hellenistic sout4d3zD2 is normally rendereab
g { Adz “astogad ( 4aaDz /4D Akyxeéiep-
resent transcriptions of the Aramaic endings@NOgd. min st.det.andpl. m.
in st.absrespectively) plus the Greek endirg.- proper
Thus, if the suggested derivation of the / eflymologyromthe
reconstructed Aramaic tegnt @ BHy)ynk £ d4N&d&dade Lgap &£ga &
1)Thosewho predidate 2§ a /AN &Aatee1IG GlA &ki4aRBa), 78))
+NAEANYOE ' GuokOAE avap Hapa&ekNpA G A£na
lde NE AENLALAGGCGKkPG &ygkpGAE &N ANHA
(Cf. also especiaBJ* * 59a &AFapark guiA &g
ndaAaceddlmkp NEk EPpedia aamtXed3cthsap oA (N
379: HUpPA NAE &jaka &/EFaApPDAE Qgluoa oA &gak
thy of this knowledge of diviner&v i &k N p A&
2) Those, who believeredestination &g U & k £ &N A£i A ®0 a /
Hk p KA e £
1.5 GA &NNAdzZAN OGN nGA gApNGdzgagAingGdz Ga
Josephus Flavius, obviously sympathyzing with the Essenes, remains silent
concerning their Messianic expectations, in all probability, deliber&bely
reasons of safety. It seems that one can reveal the only remark of this character
in Antt, XVIll, 18§ 8 aNAAkpG &N Agkag @®ga &ELFaApaAKLE
Kedkoa a£EnadkiGGA AEN& @®ga UGnné&NGAY NAE
Jer23:5, 33:15.% /£

¥ R 2009, 459. Works written in Jewish Palestinian Aramaic were quanposed
excellende Galilee.

14Cf., on the other hand: Jastrow 1926, 508.

*Albright, Mann 1969, 108.

v NAaNgaé Npa AgNOGA oalué kp HKkpA @gleae &£§
name could begin with, not -.

"Seee.g. Tantlevskij 2013b,-324.
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On the other hand, we know that it was already at the early stage in the histo-
ry of he Qumran community that the sectarians came to regardithe(i.Y

opapakEk 6 Pk &A a NHIHZ P k A Ul G0 nNe&ap
Messiah (while God is his Heavenly Father), who, according to their expectation,
would arise just ifjta Hk AL NAE &gahH kp &«gJa Gl e#®a 4
FUINAa NZA& Gk £Ea kp nlidaxkagGuéa ®&N &gakd ak
wilderness) and righteous activifilssone of the earliest Qumran documents
1QQRuleof the Congregatid®$), II, 112, it is said:

When [God] beget® ( )ae ¥lessiah with theng (" fi.€xBz sectarians. 1.T)...*°
The author of the Qumrahanksgiving Hyri@FRiXI, 7 18°depicts eschato-

GNGkauG ANa A& N /Escgpraoting byHidan &t ite Aight- o & Ga &k
AaNGA lUadckokaekasl ®#ga aANHKpPG NIgAI5) 8NpAaa,
i.ethe Davidic KinlylessiaR*(Cf..e.g.Jer 30:21; cf. alBev12:16.)

The author of théQCommentary on Geneg$Q®R52 V, 252 plays on sev-

eral meanings of the woi@mD3 imliZsktommentary deen49:1% it is

&g a Keu A UpA U& &ga AlHa @&k Ha &£ga a

UBlUerpk efega - UAGkoah 0 pDY 59 piiEoHBLA U Pk P G N £
identicdl5 Ak 2§ &g a & a NODOV.A AV, WdFbrilegiain 8 - U A z’
[, 11). (In the tex4®252V, 25 andCDA VI, 7 ®ya -UAGkogaa /Ea
none other than the Qumran charismatic leader, named the Teacher of Right-
eous.) The adherents&@) a - UAGk 644 Caminéantady ALk &pa®ea A k
Ga GA G @hglayirarotthdddaglayim #y a*) o dupap.20h e
whole,the G BUYyaluAaA oA ®ga - U Gdhknentar k £

_____

4a
UAE U #4404 AQadaaAAeDHANENSERUP 2 NA D& G k

¥See further: Tantlevskij 2012,20dem2015.

“See furthee.g. Tantlevskij 2012, P9 jdem2014d, 999.

2Cf. alsctQ4284QH), fr.2;4Q43%ap 4QM fr.4, coll.

“Cf.e.0.1Enoct62:4 8; Test. of Joselhs.

2 Published in: Brooks al, eds. (1996a), T8Y, pls. XIXIll; see als@rooke
(1996h), 38501.

Bx 2 fFaaHAE 2jluelpla AaASHAE ) wikiiber cigidal
HAUpDkpGA A4ANA GenB&e10 A&dE only adN\a@ Glldgory éf do@iianA  k P
alB& UGAN UA Up aodngaHk . (ENd Gomljla63,MA7Glip NAE + O
432; Carmichael 1969, 438.) The present author believes thatthe phiede | N @0Z° L
1 NcarDie (terpreted irdauble ententeith the agent not only Judah, but also his

i anceaé ANA nlKPEI©€§4 AQDRERAHAAAAPAIEIALD A

Aaanxii ANA ap®ead Ak AaNHA A kpeN gk A& + @A

until Judalpossessesat is his due.

“This reading is attested in the Samaritan Pentateuch.
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kpG kp U aadaldelkp ALapAka ANA Gp leAKapa®e Gacl
ANHKkPWBY LNAE &*ga 3kGygeaNGApa LA N pNkpeaA 0
®ga ANA&GA | #  -denofidatios dhekQEmrahRemmit £ &g a Aa
nity in the scrolls.) It is not impossible that tiielz, émploying in th€om-
mentarya symbol of generative power for itslgsifination, endeavoured to
express in that way the belief in its direct participation in the appearance of th
legitimate Davidic Kifdgessiah.

In the light of some passages of the Qurhearksgiving Hym(seege.g.
1QHXVI,4 12 XIV,14 16, using the allegorical plant illustrations, one can also
EUA &gle ®Jja /Aaiaellk!lipodaringdnd i theedpimHuEa Go a £ -
ing of the King & A£4&k U § ®g a ANNa& £ upA &N 4 Dz
%U ¢ k Ak &zF +(dgIdaRLEEL). In several other Qumran docliftthets,
passage tda.11.5 is directly connected with the appearahte legitimate
Davidic Messiah in the midst of the community, and its priestly leaders are de-
picted as his teachers and advi8orsther words, the members of the Qumran
community appear to have considered théirs tiieYpersoration of a new
Jesa AgN ANGGA saGae uapA Fdnkip G On U [
the Qumran scroffsthe term_ & zE OAa A pPNe&e NPGA kp keAsk AkA

oaGaae®eii oQP& UGAN guL G &ANppPNea&la&kNp (

Since the Qumran sect apparentty dae foundations of the Essenean
movement, it seems to the present author possible to suppose that the designa-
&k Np &AEFapakE ANDGA oa avapael@uUGGA Addks:

Jesse (Heb.s {ot: @ +°1 U Pga pluHa AAY&aldsted ipA 4 A4
in 1Chr. 594 a®AHNGNGA NA ®ga fFade £ Aa
in the PanarionHaer XXIX, 1,4; 4,9) by Epiphanius of Salamis, wirs.cited

" ANH &ga £4dOka&& NAE ANilibdal s aGGA *

prooftext for its confirmation. This Christian author believed that **
(= ), including their Egyptian branch Gk & gauGaéa Ak

5Cf..Jer23:533:1%ech3:8, 6:12.

% E.g, theCommentary on Isaiah (4Qpl&a 8 10 (collll), 1125;4Q28%4QSefer
hamMilgamal), fr. 5, 24(=11Q1#. 1, col. |, 18)1QSH.QRule of Benedicjjaot V.

7ICf.e.g.1sa.11:34 and4Qpls fr. 810, 225; cf. alsBeut 17:120 andl1@emple
Scrofi56:2057:15.

8Cf..e.0.Gen45:8Judgl7:10, 182Ki.2:12.

#Cf.e.0.1QRXVII, 3031, 336.

%00n this possible vocalization eep De Lagarde 1889, 44.

%1 This spelling is also attested in: Nilus the AScatimtus de monastica exercita-
tione 3; he considered the Essenes to have be@hiastien Jewish sect.
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akup& N&Aa ANEIEI&AAAAKED 19kGN £ obal®k £a,
book ¥ were none other than early Judal@dstian ascet-
ics** The spelling was apparently derived from the Hebrew form of the

nameJesse 1 1 U @ (cflelgl Oega 4anedliGkpe £ 2AlUpAIAk
U0pA + NA&angdA As Nfthe deSighation |, it could be
derived from the Aramégriacspelling of the name A 1 (&% a parallel to
the transcription of the first syllabie @an mentiorg.g. + N/&an g @& UpA o0
Gap A 2AlUpAGkiELAE ARKHNIP NADpRYAIABAA U A
U p A @ Epist. ad\fricanum |, 82,84) respectively; in the Septuagint, the Ara-
maic equivalent of 1 1 :0@H +thi @amelttay/ A n s tradscribed as
.) In this connection let us note that medieval Jewish scholars transcribed

the Greek asysyy* 44& UGAN &ga . NAaAp )ao4adaA
Aapaysyml A

Etymology of the designation fA NH  -oritsfeter possible ety-
HINGNGk a £ N/AE . apgedtk o Pije an oppdriutitd to dnssvderdan
intriguing question: why is this denomination not found in the New Testament,
nor its Semitic original in the old Rabbinic literatuse@rits that those Jews, as
well as early Christians, who knew or only suspected the true meaning of the
®adH &AEFApEAE AkA pN& aHmGNAaAA &gkA£ Aa
it to be blasphemous (as, for example, Jews avoided, and sometimes abstai
PNAUGLAUAALE AEANH OAIGA NAE &#£ja ®#44H $g4ak £k

On the other hand, it is also not impossible that the hypothetical Semitic orig-
inal of the designation of the community @H @D tddldzbe taken in un-
initiated circles not as derived from the propme 1 { blit@h its literal sense

U&gk ®ga Adl GegA naNnGa AANH Hil®adki
NaAZ NA APadg Up kpaeadnbdaeliaekNp kp &ga né
1§k GN Auoknénis geebdsaiFEngdit 77 anDe vita contemplativh
13. In the first work, Philo of Alexandria says thatthe a8 U GGa A &g a Hi/fEa Gé :
®&y a Adl Gegka £ nafkpBaa «£gaA (4da HNAaad
this is tantamount to an abundance. In the seoammbsition, the philosopher

%2Cf.e.g. Tantlevskij 2003, 1075.
3 Cf. e.g. the following title of a Latin trénstk Np N/A& @®g§a & al ek £a op
- k £a a A 1 § RhitoNis Nd&ei llb& @astaf Essdearum, id est Monachorum,
qui temporibus Agrippae regis monasteria sibi fecerunt
% Cf.: Eusebius of Caeshiistoria Ecclesiastitia 1617.
% The addition of a prosthetilephbeforeyodwas a wide spread practice in Jewish
Palestinian Aramaic (as well ddighnaic HebrewSeeg.g.Dalman 1960, 100;ect,
Taylor2010, 37Tantlevskij 2014c, 547.
%Cf.,e.g. Rossi866, 907.
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defines the (who, as it was noted above, in all probability represented

Up &GAn&klup o4lUpayg NA &#ga &AFaApDAAE 1A &9
(. 4 N-speakiigdléws Pizthe Diasparcluding

Philo himself) may also have connected the denominatior/ with

&g a a@®eotic form of the word ; cf.: Laessgessentia HalpkpG ak
Fapaa nadNnaéa®A UpA nadNealoaGA DPNApP &N
tiseCratylus401. (NB: these Greek and Latin terms are possibly congeneric with

the Hebrewd £ id ADo Felipaa a A k Adstappara ®yaia

ently derived from this very word].) From the point of view of this correlation, the

& /E/Ea Pdapr@bablydbl gbnsidered as those, who investigasseheef
God and the Univer8and, at the same time, as those, who have obtained im-
perishabl@roperty

NH.5s GA &NNAdJZAN OGN dZA£EZ PpAgGlugnAN

*pD egad 20HAUpk®A A okaA ®ga oNAAAA oaxA
ANAGAAE kA 4a&aGl ek 63 Gédnot ordlylanipPiké&beingsazghe NP o N
descend from the heavens and stay in their comiflomitg/so certain repre-
sentatives of thworld are able to visit the heavenly one. In particular, it follows
from some of thEhanksgiving Hymesg.1QH XI, 123; Xll, 229), as well as
from the saalledSeHglorification Hym@Q49)L and its recension(s) included
in theThanksgivinglymnsollectioi®, the author of which informed his adher-
apae/k NE gk£ gausapGA g NAG Ga £ UpA NAE
trial path he would stay with the heavenly beings in the celestial Council. Fur-
ther, judging by these fragmenteaiflymnsthe QumraRule of the Discipline
(seee.g.1QsSIV, 8), th&ongs of the Sabbath Sadiiche Angelic Liturgy
4Q400407 11Q)% etc., the Qumranites evidently believed that the departed
righteous and wise (first of all, their owd demrades) came to be afigel
beings (who are designated, in partict#sBZ GNA £ 59k £ skaA |
attested also in the following fragment afvidreScro{tLQN X, 12:

For there is multitude of the holy ones in the heavens, lanstd¢haf angels are in

Thy Holy Abode, [praising] Thy [Name]. And Thou hast established in [a communi-
ty] for Thyself the elect of Thy holy peoplthé departed righteous onesl. T.).

$Cf. e.g. PhiloQOPLXII, 80demDVGpassimJosephuB,) Il, 136.

¥Seee.q.1QSall, 39;1Q8XI, 8; cfe.g.4QD(Damascus Docum®nfr. 17, I, 8;
11Q#1Qefer hasvlilizamal), fr. 1, Il, 154Q369 (Prayer of Er@¢nfr. 1, 9.

¥See in detai,g. Tantlevskij 19971932131dem2000, 92ffidem2004, 67ffilem
2012, 29913. Ck,g. Wise 2000, 1239.

“°Some fragments of this composition were discovered at the fortress of Masada as well.
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59 a Gk 48 of the saésDE all their Kiswith Thee in the Abode of
5§A )NGkpaAgkAgk UpA &ya pOH o0ald® NAE ®ga A4kGy =
In the light of the texts mentioned above, and especially the hymnic fragment of
4Q491and its recension(s), one can assume that "goEZ¥(Dih) Gnen-

tioned in the Qumradongs of the Sabbath™Sagcere not only the angelic be-
ings, but also the €&d departed righteotis.

An implicit parallel to this Qumranic conception one can find in the text of
BJ I, 154, in which Josephus Flavius notes that the Essenes believe that the souls,
Agap &®egaA (14a AKase Adga AaRAIREAIAsNPAAH
Al &AZE B, 453188 dndedsEedially, ABR; XVIII, 18). Hippolytus
of Romavrites in hi®hilosophumeiiiX, 27), that the Essenes
admit that the body will resurrect and remain immortal, exactly like the soul which
is already immortal, and, separadedr¢m the body. 1.T), rests till the Judge-
ment in a pleasant and effulgplace, which the Hellenes would call, had they
gauéaa UaN@& ka& ®ga *AEGUpPAE NE &ga #Gakka
Judging by Philo of Alexandb® Il, 1]13)the Therapeutae (dwelling mostly
kp &GAne& Aaa o2aGNA nélaeaekaathtc HUHA A2k 40 G
state:
Let the genus of the Therapeutae, constantly accustoming itself to contemplatlon
UA&nké&da &N ANpAkAaad «ga #akpé UAkadapA leNga
Bacchants and Corybariféisey are seized with an exaltation till they Isatethey
long for.

* % %
)y NAagaéa AaliadagkpG AN& dadalikp nNAEEksGa |
UpA &gad &AKapaAk okaAAk aANpPEAAADPKkDPG &ga U A?
of their community to the heavens and their transition into thergatég
G NifeABe angelike beings, one should primarily pay attention not to the

“Cf. the passaBd  * * kp Agkag +NAANYOA pPN&ea £ ¢
®ga oNNDzE 2aGNpPGkpG &N &g apkohablyba drdertai pA &g a P
prevent the possibility of their unauthorized invoking by uninitiated outsiderg. (Cf.,
Gen32:30Judgl3:128; cf. alsttsam28:814.)

“2Cf..Dan.12:3; cf. alsog.1EnocI89:641; ch. 10004,

“3See also: Tantevskij 19942236 27&em1997h193213 Cf.g.g. Fletchet.ouis
1998, 36399]dem2000, 29312[dem2002.

“Cf.e.g. 1 Gl & NBarfueteFsBliageku®534pn, 533e. (Corybantes were
the priests of the Phrygian Great Mother Cybele, whose cult was notable for its licen-
tiousness and state of frenzy.)
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corresponding Hellenic/Hellenistic (or Iranian) religious views, but rather to the

relevant local old Canaanite/Ugaritic and old Israeghtd (i g k 24 naNn Ga £ o
and practices associated with the cult of the'de@dnatural to suppoaepri-

ori, that some of theBaditions angbractices still existed in certain heterodox

(esoteric) Judaean circles during the Hellenistic and Early Roman periods, or, at
leastcould be revived and modified among them in one or another form (as, for

example, the Qumranites and the Essenes seem to have employed old solar cal-

endar, used in the gEgilic epoch, in its somewhat remodeledJoifor in-

stance, one can see certaintpaif contiguity between the corresponding views

and lifestyles of the Qumranites/Essenes and the old Canaanite/Ugaritic and Is-
raeliteJudahite conception of thecatledD j ¥ Qar rather) * M Pdgaritic

rp umt Phoeniciamp m)], i.e. § & U €4083/4 a A &ee Nefovil), who are

4 4 /Ea 4 4 & A®irsaNciefit 8ource6 Ml fBeir mystic and esoteric cultic as-

sociations, crystallizing around the cult of a god or a hero, called, in particular,

DZi s PHebrew, s@i PggUgariticmarzadgu or marzitgu).*° In all probabil-

ity, the departed ones continued to be considered the membeRao{ighiepz

UpA gapaa Aahda kpok £Ako GA naascape 0 & &
rites, religious feasts, etc. €f, the Ugaritic texTU op @&ga 3
n g U k e&eB0AAccording to which the spirits of the deified ancestors were invit-

ed to the house pfarzdgu during the New Year festival.) Such cultic associa-

tions are also attested in later cultures in the region-Blafsime.

~

ANpG& Akeaey ®§a AanglikeaZ NAE NGA Ak kI
world, this could be the heavens or/and the n_ethe?P/vothrb existence of
&g a danglikpea A AN AE Glilp&Aeg ANgp e4 A kK £ |

texts. These aredilGA &N gl ga oaap alldGiHAhel GAEN &g a
aldeygGA U A AMYGEIGK B3ME &g a 298NILAB, BAndega 4ang

“Seee.g. Tanlevslij, 1997b, 233idem20Ct, 6779;ldem2012, 3136.
“6Cf.e.g. Tanlevslij 2004, 69; v 2008.
$ [E , Y gGaéa # 0 OHGU & &paé I Y
“8In some Ugaritic texts, the rephaites dwelling in the abode of gods, including spirits
of the departed kings and heroes, the righteous and wise, weesgcalledsARAIMA
@ gditiedERl 4 /£ kp &®ga galugap/k egTalldvskk pa U paa kL
2004, 71.
“0n theD4i [y Peee.g. Assen 199@ 87 Maier, Daenfus 1999%A5McLaugh-
lin 2001.
0 Cf.e.g. Tantlevskij 2013a, 3MAldem2014e, 1445.
*'According to an alternative supposition, the exprgssian in KTU 1.15:iii.3, 14
AYNDGA o0a kpawad&dnéda®eaA U /F egdfoin 1906 R1P arkd 2a £ NA &
n. 14). Cé,g.Ps16:3.
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20;1Chr.20:4 and 6, 8)e.probably those, who live on eZrfgem to have
been thdiminalpersmalities, who acquired special initiation and consecration

which apparently presupposed the experience of mystical death and subse-
quent rebirth to a new life in the process of accomplishment of a ritaradl act
through this also sacral knowledge ogethiea way during a lifetime into
spheres usually accessible only for the dedd the other world and draw-
kpG patédad &N agedhe GthEAoAdK&irgdTHeR was & GNA £
belief that they could periodically come into contact witth&eworld, and
probably even visit it in a certain ecstatic state. Their connection with the other
world has been reflected, in particular, in the fact that the terms used for their
designations coincided with the denominations of the other worldsgdwihe
whom they associated; efg, in the Hebrew Bible: the other world and the
earthiyD j R - Pz gau Gaa A& ®&ga DPNAkpPG Ankékeaeik
who invoke the knowing spirits@ § & &ign Dzeg a (U p & a AFeN&ad /£  Ank Ak
AgN kpoNDA &gai ZpaakeNAA AnkldkeaeAk

4NH& o0 Ak a U An éodcapon Bpfieare tp haveéibéan gistdkteea A
ed in, and in many cases deleted from, the Jewish orthodox written records ex-
tremely negative towarthe cult of the departed and contacts with them in any
form>*On the same plane one should consider the Masoretic vocalization of the
very word for spirits of the deadpym aspj @ k Hin N&eapes® Npa A& |
of the most probable origipal Mpzg a iU Ga 4 A& 59k £ kA aNA4NaN
by the fact that the Septuagint translates thegemmin Isa 26:14 arRs88:11
as ,i.ereads it ap * M P@n the other hand,2nChr16:12, where it is
AlikA NAE , kpG ‘omvahe) apofaaphpGadgFacniFEA pNea
Lord, the former seem to be none other than spirits of the dead. The vocaliza-
tionpj M@z k Hn Ne&ed p & NP & Mstead of thd\ drigirdlG a fEZE

gauGaa Ak coulr @arpéaka pokErhidal&nd simultaneously pejora-
tive reaction to the designation of the worshipped ancestors (primarily, the
prominent ones; cfe.g. Lev.24:151Sam.28:13) by the terrg DZBMZ GN Dz

GNA £ ®adHad@A p G NGKka & £0 G KEE4dNp G n N

2xp PAUA®kAPGUA @2ya AatlA®yGA Danmilug ik £a £ AaA4
andKaratu(cf.,e.g. KTU 1.15:iii2= 1315). CiDeut3:1113Josh12:45, 13:12 about Og,
King of Bashan.
In the Hebrew Bible, the term of the same consonant spplimgyMasoretic vo-
calizationp j M )0 is also used several times as a general term faighatide of
some Canaanite and Transjordanian peoples of giants.
*3Shifman 1999, 198, 242.
%Cf.: Toorn 1996, 225.
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7 1NAAkoGa "AUHUKkA &*RAHNGNGKAA NAE  &AEKA]
Philo of Alexandria called the Essenean commtméas& designation of
Greek cultic associations), includiypssitigsc.communal meal$)The term
could well be correlated with the Hebbelv [i35(gke.e.g. Jer.16:5
[LXX]), resp. Aramaib4i [5¢0tor, in particular, both associations included
cultic banquets connected with cult of the departed.dcbeut.26:14judg.
9:2629 (cf. also: 9:9, 1s9;65:4Ps106:28 Josephus Flava@mpares the Es-
AapaAk HNAA NA Gk A£a Ajtk @6 378pjobakly iM/AE £ga 1A
plying thus an esoteric character of their associations. Both Philo and Josephus,
depicting the Essenes, hint at the sacral character of their meals aeg-liturgy;
0 d&GA ®ga AlHa Npa adhAliAekaasKNPeleg&H NS &Fa
tion of them
In the light of what was said above concerning the rephaites and the mystical
beliefs and practice of the Essenes and the Qumranites, it seems plausible to
supN £a &gl e «ga MFaadeldklipAkl UGNNAEpa£LALE FE4NI
tacts and relations with the other world could be a reason, by which they came
to be nicknamed (probably, with a tlnge of irony) after the deS|gnat|on of

D ’Besp.p  nflie gauGaa Ak AgNI—U ®egaA 4alGGA
pects. In this case, the designation g & lapglidd 4B Jewish

Hellenized circlésprimarily, in Egypt, to the members o(ﬁhmypothesh‘:s-

senean communities of mystiG P N Fe&k & ®adapA &N Agkag &g

appears to have appertained as wetlpuld be in fact a Greek translation of
the Hebrew terfd * n iz also seems natural to assume that this designation of
the sectarians aldl be interpreted/translated by the wordl (i ZNJmedan-
kp& galcadsx hgAEkaklpAegYYarkaey 0 aNpp
I, 40, bottom of page), in the Aransgieaking milieu of the region of Syria
Palestin@®NB:Both GreekthBA " AU Hl k& @®AGp AGlU&ek NpAE NA &£§
tion could be made by uninitiated outsiders without any connection with the
AnhadkuG FUA £&k 80 G arplypnp Ntaaulee&inply beNaE £ a ) ac«
literaltranslation of this word.

Whether or nohe Essenes and the Therapeutae were healers in actual fact, is
@pDHP NAD *pD 13kGN £ NnkpkNp ®ya 5gadlina
sense, for they cured not bodies, but soiutsm their passions and vide¥ ¢

**QOPLXII, 85fApologia(5) [in: EusebilRaeparatio Evangelivdll, 11].
5 Cf.: Hyppolitu®hilosophumenkx, 27.

*'Cf.e.g.PhiloDVC ~ * * * 5k £ GapoA Gkeak asaldAA
)y AGGU L UpPpA olUholldklipAE &N 3ZNkp ®ga nadLkaade ok
%8 Etymology of from O N i N\ hadzbeen proposed before the

discovery of the Dead Sedlsci@f.e.g. Jastrow 1926, 93. Selective bibliography on this
etymology see.g. in: Tantlevskij 2004, 7259.
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I, 2)* The presence of wordBerapeutrides in the community also corrobo-
rates this conclusion. (On the other hand, judgmg,i$$am?28:3, 7, 9, women
were among those, who practiced communion with spirits of the departed.) Jose-
nNgoOA AaHUADz &9l & ®Jobts andoAsdipidalBonekdfd A gk &4a U
i A a4 QgAa Bk A#aHnai gk nadNoloGA Ha i p £ Ak H
actual physicians. The Dead Sea scrolls remain silent of medical activity of the
Qumran sectarians. Thus, if the Es§rmaganites were in faxalled) * na by
Hebrewspeaking outsiders, this term implied, in all probability, that they were

§ a UoGtdf&hE worltlike the rephaites of former times, whom they strikingly
resembled. In conclusion, let us mention that, judging Rgntdreon XXIX, 4,
9 10, Epiphanius of Salamis knew a tradition, according to which the designation

(= gUA osaap agapediGGA AadkoaA EAN
sdal / it gaucGaé nNgAZkakup
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ABSTRACTIN this article, | complete my brief study of visual anthropological themes and

meanings that can be seen in the philosgfgtarmenides, primarily in his ontology. | ana-

GAaaA @®#ya ®dase NA ®yga 104HAPKAAA nNaH &N AaEd
position of the philosopher from Elea in relation to ontological parameters of human exist-

apaa Onékabe®a FANUWEA LA &2apkAa L ngkGNANNGgKkAUG
cle to clarify his views on the mutual relations of sensually empirical experience and theoret-

kalG AKakapek£Zka DHPNAGaAGa NAE aanGkake Hul p A
AApuHkaZAZ GUpA A£nadopGlaeksa KLelekdEl NE JOHUP A
tion to the problem of border and form of beiggneral in Parmenides, and | investigated

the question of reflection of this form in the physical spacedlicancl &eg il & &g a 10 A& HAap
NgkGNANNgKkAHG Nne&ekd £ &up oa aanGkal@®daA GpA
shown to 1) discourse in its specificity, 2) chistmalcal and physical contexts of the nar-

rative, 3) an inner ascetic intentioautfior, 4) cosmology as a systemic critique of sensory
experience, 5) epistemology in its visual aspects, 6) ontology, 7) semiotics.
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New Scholol - &A | N6 NAk ok & £Dz 3 @ /EAK U
THE TRADITION GRITHMETICARIDDLE PROBLEMS! ATTEMPT OF RECCRISITION
ABSTRACE g &4 AO0&46aA kA AdoNa&d Ak £NG&Egfdubdirk EENEA NA
%k Nn g ArpheeedigiAnthologia Palatinancient ChiseNine chapters of the math-
ematical ariTheBook of AbachsE ' k e Np U & 4 k .aAkasiuG "aAHapkup
&k Np £ ANHa " &0 ek iMany wélD®) N*ADA k UlpA kAENyGH8a5ek A (| Ga &
n & N o Gbwb#Bm our school textbooks were inveatedg time agoin Hellenis-
tic antiquity, if not earlier. Asuder their solving was based on techniques of oral argu-
ments and account, which are restored in this paper
KeywoRDancient and medievaithmetic, school mathematics
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ANDREYSHETNIKOV

New Scholol - &A | N6 NAk ok & £Dz 3 @ Ak U
THE METROLOGY OF BRELOBATEF THEPARTHENON AND OTHBBRIC TEMPLES ATTICA
ABSTRACApplying Euclidean algorithm to the main dimensions of Parthenon stylobate,
we conclude that this stylobate was marked with 0.286 m foot. This measure fits 15 times
in the interaxial column spacing, 108 times in the width of the stylobate and 243 times in
its length, so the ratio of the width to the length is exactly 4 to 9. The same 0.286 m foot is
recovered from the dimensions of Hephaisteion stylobate. However, applying the same
analytical method to other Periclean Doric temples, we obtain othete shytgbat
lengths, different for every building.
Keyworn&reek Archeology, ancient temples, inductive metrology
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usually been based on an investigation of a single building as a whole. The method used

here is to take just one featuren thiscase the stylobate and to trace the problems

kpoNGsaA kp kaek AaAkGp &£Ja4ANgGGyg 0 AgNGa K£ahk
sessing the probability that a proposed rule was in fact used will be: that it can be simply
expressed, that it fits exigtiemains with a reasonable degree of accuracy, and that it

holds good for a number of buildingseferably for a group of buildings from roughly
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National Research Nuclear University MEPhI, Saint Petersburg State University
of Aerospace Instrumentation, Padova University
THEARIANCONTROVERSY OF BHEONIHALF OF THEOURTHCENTURNTHEBEGINNING OF THE
DEBATE ON THENIVERSALS BYZANTINEHEOLOGICAL ANBHILOSOPHICATHOUGHTANDITS
CONTEXTPARTI. HISTORICARNDPHILOSOPHICACONTEXT
ABSTRACTT he article reconstigcphilosophical context of polemics on the status of com-
monness in the Arian controversy. | suggest that this doctrine of Eunomius according to
which the higher we go up the hierarchy of beings, the lesser the horizontal commonness in
the nature of indidual beings we see, may have been closely related to thariditiie
NhnGlia&Npka kpa@edaédndaeliaekNp NAE "4ak £Z&£N&eGa £ $i0xaGN
ly the category of the second substance (corresponding to species and genera) could be ap-
plied only to the corporeal realm. Keeping it in mind, | demonstrate connection between the
argumentation of Eunomius and the philosophical teaching of lamblichus. | point out the
opposﬂe accounts on status of the universal between Eunomius and Grsgarywthy
d4al®eaA *4a0 2k £a "Guk[)/Eae &Op NHkK @& A3 AO®
Gkagk NAE ®#ya 9gkadlhagA NAE 2akpGAE alp oa kA
each of them is connected with the Tree of Porphyry. Grse aftrtitegies is opposite to
the doctrine of Eunomius, since for Gregory the most common is placed at the summit of the
hierarchy, and measure of commonness decreases when we go down the hierarchy. | suggest
that it was a specific doctrine of Eunomitiseonniversal which triggered a philosophical
reaction manifested in the doctrine of Gregory of Nyssa on the hierarchy of beings.

KEywoRD&universals, patristic philosophy, Neoplatonism, hierarchy of natural beings, the
categories, genespecieslividing, the tree of Porphyry.
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ELEMENTSFARISTOTELIAN DOCTRINE OF GROWTH AND GROWING
IN ORIGEN, METHODIUS OF OLYMPUS AND GREGORY OF NYSSA

MBsTRACTThen in a4 &®AaleA 04kGap £ 4dadanekNp NA " Ga
concerning growth and growing. It is shown that Origen uses the rERG@Xam-
ples used by Alexander, in his doctrine oifs#rebodyTaking the principle that the
form (eidos) of the body experiergqpeghtitativechange remains the same, Origen tries
to prove that even if a resurrected body possesses differentsoizttrete, the re-
maining identity dfsa k A &ppgearance UGGNALE &N nNA&OGU®EA £ga k
(earthly body and the new risen body. At the same time, Origen neglects two premises,
crucial inthe Peripatetic framework which produced theim®af growth and grow-
ing. Firstenmatteredigos could not be separated from its material substrate. Secondly,
only the remaining continuity of the substrate, absent in the case of the resurrection,
allowed to affirm not onigdistinguishabilitput ako the identitpf the risen body
. a2y NAKkOA NE OGAHMOBA adé4dke&ekak A NA 04k Gap £
aatHnGa NAE (A4aGNAA NAE | AEEL £ kpakkkakapae 4a
KeyworngOrigen, Alexander of Aphrodisias, Methodi@ympus, Gregory of Nyssa,
growth and growing, eidos of the body, corporal idesgityhody
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EMPEDOCLES ARGUMEROR PLURALY(B17DK)

AssTRACTThe question about justification of pluralism inR@arstenidean doctrines is
frequently discusség scholarsSomef themargue that successors of Parmenides ac-
cepted their pluralism without any arguments. This paper demonstrates that B 17 DK of
Empedoclesanbe interpreted as three sequential arguments for plurality: metaphysi-
cal, ontological and pHEwratic. Also we caaadthe passagas an intertextual argu-

ment, that is to say an argument wkichivegts persuasive fmonly in the context of
another, original argument from the previous doctrine on which it is based. This is why
the justification of plurality in Eagncles becomes clear only in the context of the Par-
menidean B 8 DK.

Keyworns EmpedoclesParmenides pluralism, monism, PreSocratics,argument,
argumentatiorglementsgxplanation
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