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/| ARTICLES

ALEXANDERMETAPHYSIGSOMMENTARY
AND SOME SCHOLASUNDERSTANDINGS
OF AUTOMATA

GEOFFRE® BowE
Istanbul Technical University
gbove@itu.edu.tr

ABSTRACTHN this article, | argue that Albertus Magnus and Thomas Aquinas read a cer-

tain passage of Aristotlstaphysiosn the nature of metaphysical curiosity in a way

that is inconsient with the earlier reading of the same passage by Alexander of Aphro-

disias. The passage has to do with Aristotle's use of mechanical automata as a metaphor

for kinetic mimesis in his metaphysics. The result of the variant reading of the passage in

queston is that these Scholastic readings emphasize universal causality as a vehicle of
ANpDAa4d olpkAgHApP&E kp HakINngAEKAL Ul #£ga aa

principle that Aristotle is suggesting. Such readings actually turn out to b difficul

maintain with the example of mechanical automata that Aristotle employs. | argue that

the absence of the availability of Alexander's commentary to Albert and Aquinas con-

tributes to their variant and inconsistent reading. There are three main pants-and

clusion. Part | discusses the passage from Ardaatelsysida question, which | call

thethaumatgpassage, as well as Alexander's commentary on it. Part Il discusses the un-

availability of Alexander's commentary to Albert, Aquinas ancetteiepsors. Part |11

discusses the variant scholastic readings tbhtimatapassage and how these read-

ings, which take Aristotle's mechanical automata as chance occurrences result in an em-

phasis on wonder banishment through universal causal reasarimgntonsistent

with the example Aristotle uses inthlaeimatgpassage. By way of conclusion | suggest

that even had Alexander's commentary been available to Aquinas, he would have under-

stood the passage as more akin to remarks on magic than tesiosetaphy

KeywoRDg#ristotle, Alexander of Aphrodisias, Aquinas, Albertus Magnus, Metaphysics,
Automata, Wonder

* This article was prepared with financial support from Istanbul Technical University
General Research Project Grant BAP, GAR@1803A41
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8 " Gaal MAtaphysidsommentary and the automata
I. The Alexander Commentary and ThaumataPassage

Thirteenth century Scholastic philosophy has been characterized by some as an
a4l NA ANpAad4d oslpkAEgHApDE Agaéda ®eya &
A a &4 /E ‘BadténAad Park emphasize the fiattin the fourteenth century,

"4k EeN&a Gk i p ANp Aargely dissppda@dinura thepwiorks NE a0 G,
N/AE n gk GN AN gekatiendlosklf th Hedirdmrks of Aristotle that give
rise to this instinct, we can observe that Aristatletsigmore accurately de-
AaldkoadaA UA ANpAaE 4acaldAuG &y up ANpAa
plained is reversed, and supplanted by a more enlightened view that would entalil
wonder over the recognition of the metaphysical necessity of things.

Thisarticle is primarily concerned with how Thomas Aquinas and Albertus
Magnus understand an introductory passage in Aristetigdhysicabout the
nature of wonder, and as such | begin with an examination of this passage, and its
peculiar reference to maaital devicesthaumata t'automatd then examine
how these mechanical devices were understood in Alexander of Aphrodisias'
commentary on the passage, and explain what the significance of the mechanical
devices is for Aristotle's approach to metaphysiicesity.

A certain discussion of automata in Aristbtetgphysicearely commented
on nowadays, is at the heart of thirteenth century understandings of Aristotelian
metaphysical inquiry as wonder banishment. | will heretofore call this passage
thethaumatgpassage:

Yet the acquisition of [metaphysical knowledge] must in a sense end in something
which is the opposite of our original inquiries. For all men begin, as we said, by won-
dering [ ] that the matter is so (as in the caset@hatic marion-

ettes [ ] or the solstices or the incommensurability of the di-
agonal of a square with the side; for it seems wonderful to all men who have not yet
perceived the explanation that there is a thing which cannot be measubyd e

the smallest unit). But we must end in the contrary and, according to the proverb, the
better state, as is the case in these instances when men learn the cause; for there is
nothing which would surprise a geometer so much as if the diagonaltttoried o
commensurabfe.

!Daston and Park 1998, 125.

Zibid.

*Metaph983aid1; tr. Ross 19ere is considerable difference regarding how to
ni&AZa &®ga ngalALa MetaphiP88alr3. Aquinas' variant transla-
tion (In metaph. 66 discussed below) which influences with Lavsbp & 4 4 A A&
4apAadkps NE ®#ya nghuga UA& AANpE&MPANGAE DUl
on philological grodn& & £ 14k Hl 64& £k A& aHapAl &k Np A
HNsa AnNp&UpANGAEGA AafaldAdk &N ®ga ANpaan
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The idea of wonder is as an impetus to learning is echoed in Rhstotie's

Learning things and wondering [ ] at things are also
pleasant for the most part; wondering [ ] implies the desire of learning, so
that the object of wonder [ ] is an object of desire; while in learning one is

0 ANOGY & k pledhdithpa A puxda

According to Aristotle, wonder causes desire, and learning is a return to our
natural condition, or better state, and both are pleasurable. This attitude towards
wonder is quite different from Albertus Magnus' description of it as freart sto
nkpG AEalié& kp sa/ANAda «ga Gnnaltalipada NAE U
oA "AaGUAA NAE #lUz®y 0A& paase ANNA &N gNAa4
NANAKkGkaZ UpA Nega i °Dasion andl FafkkeNopiEthiSl £ Ak 6 k P
attitude,on the part of Adelard at least, as a result of his lack of familiarity with
Aristotle's writings, most of whose works were not available in Latinthn the 12
century. Perhaps it is not so surprising that at one point Albertus Magnus actually
doubted theauthenticity ofMetaphysic#\, ascribing its authorship to The-
ophrastus for he, like Adelard, saw little pleasure in the wonder and curiosity that
Aristotle mentions there.

The famous first line of thietaphysics " GG HAap oA pl&gida Aa.
congstent with the association of wonder and pleasure Rineharicsets the

p ANGGNAKkpPpG 4guédnGak U /E O PENG sedik e
Johnen 2005, 95). Physiceeg & ANA& A k£ UK k& kA kp HUPp
thing that happens automatically, or with no apparent purpose; cf. Preus 2007, 66; an
extensive list in Johnson 20055104anslations that appear after the increaskd avai
bility of Alexander of Aphrodisias' commentary dvidtaphysiagveal the true sense
\:= kp &@ga nluAAElIGa #aﬁEﬁEuakND
naa Z£a knAl HNgapegi AtbNa i padsig 8839 g k P G A &9
R4 0 pAEGH 2a £ a® aANHHA Np A£ BHaAsakGGa ap néasB
niE Gak dakANGzxA Gagadk N& AEn&dkpGAE kpAkald

Ak £/£a 4 nNJ4& nuaGaaHMHaﬁEl-UaG&gBaaé(l\@q)aaﬁEUaﬁp@é(

Ag kpANKEKGPEK 4a 40kpae NALELAA Np A& BaeNDDa Aa
&lipe AP Np p U nliAk nBpB&AB Gl idNe@pd Aa Gaga/
18.179 anden. Arv.34b10 4089 /£E-mok PG GU & & MeChanicEa @M ek p G
848a35 sdaAappkanz Gk ¢ a £ I—UuakNpaaeaeaﬁE
FUN &k Np aup Haup gpaanGukpaA aNkpakA
Hk Gg& kpAkatlea gpaanGuk pEANANKDAWGAGPEE a £
reference to automatic mechanisms frornih#uwnatgpassage. However, a mechanical
Aagkaa kAE adaldaelikpPGA Agleae " A4k AoiNabGaiok pLa & IE o A
passage and elsewhere. cf. Bowe, 2887, 54

* Rhet 137B134.

*Daston and Park 1998, 110.

¢
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5
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1( " Gaal MAtaphysidsommentary and the automata

stage for the importance of metaphysical curiosity tifatimeatapassage,

where we acquire metaphysical knowledge by wondering about things that sur-

prise us, and are inspiredbbtain a more natural state of knowing. Once we

learn the causes of things or phenomena, we should be surprised if things were
different than they are. This much seems straightforward and can rightly be taken

UE U AkGpkAkalpae AAPRIAINMEARRGEg WNEDARGEA @i
AA 4&a9NGU £&k 8 k £H Aa Enk&ea &ga MElade 2gle
k Egroape kA U HN&a (34040 xa AaZgkiadknekNp
in thethaumatapassage is the strange example, translateddherd bl /££ 1 & u o
@&NHl &k & HU & kwhdt Alexamdefof Aphrpdisiasasayk #Bout them in
hisCommentary on the Metaphysics

For prior to their knowing, they wondered [ ] that things could be as they
are, but once they had come to know they wondered [ ] that things can fail
to be as they are. [As examples of] wonders [] he mentions the toys[ ],

exhibited by the creators of [such] marvels [ ], that seem to
move by their own power | ], and the solstices, which bring winter
and summef.

Again, it is useful to note that Alexander retains the idea of wonder at necessi-
ty viz. Once things are understood, éop A NP A & 4 &thAat things
aup AEikG &N sa UKL ®gaA Géa . A HUkp &aNpé
mentions as an example of wonder reversal. No material remains of these toys are
extant, leading to speculation by Schofield tHatt@ys or marionettes were
most likely wooden, containing a number of hidden internal mechanisms that
would be set in motion from one initial external motion, i.e. the untying or pull-
ing of a stringAccording to Nussbaum,

The picture which emerges fadhthese passages is the following: the puppets were
attached, marionetfashion, to strings at each separate limb or joint. A complex
mechanism of cables, pegs, or both ensured that, given an initial action of the pup-
peteer (the untying of a cableherfteeing of a peg), the puppet performed various
complex motions without further direction.

Vitruvius mentions how Ctesibius (fl. 270 B.C.) applies knowledge of pneumat-
kd ndkpaknGaAk &N gAAALIOGka Aaskaagk UUnnéG
powe of enclosed water, to lever and turning engines, and to many other enter-
®&UkpkpG Aadagkadak o Utaes usudlly PdughntiaieAvi- &N Al &a

®in Metaphl8.1+%9, [Dooley 1989].
"Schofield 2016, 137.

8 Nussbaum 1976, 148.

°de Arch8.4.
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truvian middle ages starts in thik déntury, but recent scholarship has shown
that many copiesf hisde Architecturaere available in the thirteenth century
and before, and it is not at all unlikely that Albert and Aquinas had s&en them.
Albert had certainly read Vitruvius, for he makesdes@@hitecturd. 1 in the
Prologue of hi€ommentargn Euclid'€lementsiHero of Alexandria (fl. 62
A.D.) applied these principles to the invention of the aeliopile, and many devices
outlined in hineumaticand Automatopoietic&Lawrence and Drake claim
that the first partial translation of the Pragiga was not published until 1501,
but Boas had earlier identified a translation by Moerbeke mentioned in a letter of
the Paris Faculty of Arts on the death of Adtliméise thirteenth century, au-
tomatic mechanisms weised for water clocks and mealienarvels of all sorts
that adorn the pages of medieval romance literatieelo know of at least two
mechanical automata that date to the middle of the thirteenth century, the Vir-
gen de los Reyes androids now housed behind the alteapiflahesbof the
4apkGGa au0&egaAdic ®gakd Unnlldape FAGE
tent energy held in a winding mechanism like a clock or theatahgromve
4 Ul 24 § & &TheEAoiEde tHese automata are from Seville is perhaps a tes-
tament tolhe commonplace idea that Muslim scholars were far advanced in their
possession of and access to Greek mechanical texts. It is worth noting that these
androids were operative at the time of Albert and Aquinas, but whether these
scholars would have connedtesm with Aristotle'thaumatapassage seems
unlikely, mainly because they are examples of applied mechanics and not theo-
retical metaphysics.

Whether wooden and cog driven, or metal and water driven, automata with
apparent sethotion certainly did exist Aristotle's time as well, and the Stagi-
rite refers to them in two other tedésGeneratione Animaliamadde Motu An-
imalium The employment of mechanical toys to compare and contrast certain
natural processes with artificial ones in these texts fildfa their use in the
thaumatgpassage, where they are used to discuss metaphysical curiosity that be-
gins with wonder over things of which we do not know the c@esendit an
701bA 3 Aristotle compares the movements of animals with those dfcautoma
puppets ( ) and toy wagons, in order to stress that animal parts under-

19¢cf, Verbaal 2016, 216; Krinskyp&96ir
Y 0 Bello 1983, 4, 10.

“Hildburgh 1951, 27; Boas 1948, 39.
¥_awrencerad Drakel971, 80.

1“Boas 1948, 40.

*Truitt 2015, 8.

8 Swift, 2015, 55.
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go qualitative change when moving, whereas the parts of puppets and toy wagons

do not. AGen. an734b106, Aristotle compares with
the sequence of embryod@velopment in animals and plants, stating that au-
tomatic puppets ( ) have a potentiality for motion

which is actualized by external forces, which is similar to how semen initiates
motion in an embryo. While Alexander's commentdiyreothat such toys are

what Aristotle had in mind in ttheumatgpassage, it is also important to note

that Alexander mentions that the toys in question are exhilihiadrbgtapoi-

oi, which is not something mentioned inthla@matapassagelhaumatopioi

UAad gNAasal HapekNpaA kp Refubleeflse-£ Al HNGA
where, | have argued at length that one way to rédaauthatgpassage is as a
contrastive allusion to the static objects in Plato's famous ‘ABeganse Aris-
totle'sthaumataare moving, it highlights that we gain metaphysical insight once

we discover the causes of the motion of his puppets, whereas Plato's metaphysi-
cal insight is obtained once we see that our observable world stands in a mimetic
relation to realities thare analogous to static puppets made of stone or wood.
Aristotle's kinetic mimesis entails understanding that all beings manifest some
kind of circular motion. The Unmoved Mover's circular thought is imitated by the
circular motion of the planets, allayior life in the sdbnar region, where di-

vine circularity is imitated by the life cycles of all living things, including the
man's self understanding as a rational animal. Consider Aristotle's remarks in the
de Anima,

...for any living thing that maached its normal development and which is unmuti-
lated, and whose mode of generation is not spontaneous [

], the most natural act is the production of another like it-
self, an animal producing an animal, a plant a plant, in order that, as far as its nature
allows, it may partake [ ] in the eternalrad the divine. That is the goal to-
wards which all things strive, that for the sake of which they do whatsoever their na-
ture renders possibfe.

Whatever their specifics, the devices mentioned timathmeatapassage were
designed artifacts and substabgalgs, with material, formal, efficient and final
causes that explain their motion; they do not come to be by chance. Taken as
substantial devices, their employment inhagmatapassage offers an insight

into Aristotle's notion of kinetic mimesis ksyato metaphysical curiosity and
understanding. In Part Ill, | will show that Albert and Aquinas read Aristotle's
thaumatapassage in a completely different way, taking Aristotle’s automata as

"Bowe, 2017 -66.
8De ard15a262
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chance occurrences or coincidences. This reading hascansigngact on

their understanding of the nature of metaphysical inquiry. | maintain that, had
they been in possession of Alexardensnentarywhere the automata are ex-
plicitly identified as toys with makers, they would have thought differently. In
Partll then, I will first demonstrate that neither Albert nor Aquinas had access to
Alexander's remarks on theumatgpassage.

II. The Availability of the Alexander Commentary from MoerfoeRBessarion
and the Banishment of Wonder in the Thirteenth Cgntur

In this part, | argue that neither Albert nor Aquinas would have read Alexander's
commentary on thbaumatgpassage and that, in its absence, their reading of the
thaumatgpassage reveals a different approach to wonder in Aristotle’s metaphys-
ics. As wehall see in Part lll, their idea of wonder banishment requires the ex-
plaining away of Aristotléhsumata t'automatess chance occurrences, instead of
recognizing the need to inquire into purposefully built mechanical devices.

The idea of the banishmehtwonder through causal understanding that the
thaumatapassage seems to suggest is ubiquitous in writers like Aquinas and Al-
bertus Magnus. Thieaumatapassage itself is perhaps newly available, for we
know that it is absent from the Arabic translatiotieMetaphysidsnown to
Albert. The new Latin translation of etaphysicsy Moerbeke, the produc-
tion of which Aquinas is thought to have a hand in, contains the Metde of
physic#\, whereas Averrdesng Commentary on the Metaphysics infu-
ences Albert and Aquinas a great deal, begins at 987a6, few pages after the
thaumatapassaga@Vhile Albert was aware of peripatetic commentaries, includ-
ing Alexander4t is unclear how much, if any, of Alexander's commentary on
the Metaphysicalbert lad direct access to. It has been suggested that Albert did
not know any of Alexander's commentary directly, but knew of Averroes' refer-
ences to it. At the same time, Averroes claims to only have had access to two
thirds of Alexander's commentaryMataphgics ° Although both Albert and
Aquinas offer a commentaryMetaphysic&, Albert at one point thought that
MetaphysicA was not authored by Aristotle; in his commentary Bodtiegior
Analyticsclaiming that this part of tMetaphysids not in the rabic text, and
U ecdkoPka/E ke UGNpG Ake&ey &®ya AIHNGAE Nna
D N A &N 2Blayvéve, rag belshate@¢E Albert commenitietn
physic&2 983aPl (th¢haumatgpassage) in his commentary orMte@phys-

%Tweeten and Baldner 2013,169.
D\Walzer 1958, 221; Doig 1972, 35; Kotwick 2016, 30; Altuner 2017, 6; Lo Bello 1983, 4, 10.
Zin An. Postt2,c.ii; cf. Altuner 2017, 7.
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ics anddoes not question its authenticity théfe know that Averroes had only
seen Alexande®mmentary on Metaphysicand thus would not have been
able to avail of Alexander's remarks dhdlienatgpassage. Golitsis compiles a
list of 23nss of the Alexander commentary; of these onBatgsinus gi.876
andMarcianug55 are of thirteenth century provenanceduailable to Albert
and Aquinas), and these were in Constantfiople.

In the years following the thirteenth century, we see an explosion of available
mss. of the Alexander commentary. No doubt Basilios Bessarion had seen it in the
1% century, when heaimslates Aristotlélsaumata tautomaia £ n &4 U & A&k Gk N £k
Agla naé /a- ddeeptiz thingiNtdahappedd fo bersmiingHis
translation of th&etaphysiowascompleted between 1447 and 1450, by which
time,in any case, there were mamylabe copies of Alexander's commentary.
Bessariortjtular Latin Patriarch of Constantinppiay have had access to the
above mentioneldarsinus gi.876 antarcianu255 mss.the earliest known
copies mentioned in Golitsis' list. He may also bawbesenanuscript of Plato's
complete works used by Ficino that Gemistius Pletho gave to Cosimo de Medici
before 1462We may say then with some certainty that neither Aquinas nor Al-
bert appear to have considered Alexander's remarkstiauthatapassag,
whereas it is certain that Bessarion did, and it is not idle speculation to see Alex-
ander's remarks as informing Bessarion's translahanatat'automataas

nalaskek Gk NEk £ Agta nad £a kn/Al HNgapxdE

By contrast with Bessarion's translationindgjueads Aristotle’'s phrase
thaumata t'automates a reference to coincidence, and Albert treats of automata
as chance occurrences similar to prodigies or anomalies of nature. In their read-
ings, it would appear that the banishment of wonder is akimamdtval of su-
perstition surrounding such coincidental occurrences through reasoning about
causes. It is to these commentaries of Aquinas' and Albethamnthégpas-
sage that | now turn my attention.

[Il. Aquinasand Albert'scommentaries Othethaumatapassage

This part examines how both Aquinas and Albert understood Atistottess

ta passage as a remark on how metaphysical curiosity over chance or prodigy is
banished through causal reasoning. Because both scholars understand Aristotle's
automad as chance or coincidence, they see the goal of metaphysical reasoning

*Golitsis 201passim

ZBessarion, 1883.

**Details of my examination of the provenarnicauds9.1 andaur89.5 at Florence
can be found Bowe, 2007847
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about them as the removal of the substantial nature of the automakein the
matapassage. This won't work. Because Aristotle is referring to purposefully de-
signed mechanical devitlest serve as metaphors for a metaphysics if kinetic
mimesis, these Scholastic interpretations are not suited to the example that Aris-
totle employs in ththaumatgpassage, and as such they miss the Stagirite's true
intent.

Aquinas' commentary on tetphysicsvas written at Paris and Naples be-
tween 1268 and 1272, with the aid of Moerbeke's trdhdakioheke is
thought to have revised the work of previous translations, in this case most likely
TranslaticAnonyma sive Medis*® Moerbeke's Latin réering of the relevant
part of thehaumatgpassage runs as follows:

Incipiunt quidem enim, ut diximus, omnes ab admirari si ita habent, quemadmodum
mirabilia automata |[ ], nondum speculatibus causum, aut cir-
ca solis conuersiones aut diametri non commensurationem.

Moerbeke translates 0 Anirabilia automata G pA O & &g a
quotation from AquinaS8ommentaryelow shows, Aquinasread k £ U &£ A24AlUpG
aglipaa NaAaaAgQAAapadADPAARPNRADD Gk NR U PAMERE D
Aa&d /& kp gkA MetaphysidEEnis 3 456 hawkavins Nsfifiesey a

his translation of Moerbeke's Latitomat&or as "au-

tomatism of marvelous occurrentfes.’A n G DlLatit, as in many uses of its

Greek counterpart in Aristotle and elsewhere, is simply taken to refer to events

whose causes are unknown to us. When Aquinas wrote his commentary on the
Metaphysi¢ctie had adady completed his commentary ofPthesicsyritten in

Parisin1268 Agaé&a Ul& Npa nNkpe ga Adk®a Ak )
k £ a0 GGaA pér@eaiN Hitceedihtthose thingsiwhich are for the

/Al DA N /A */eérélia bey WgasS interprets Aristotle's remarks on the

beginnings of metaphysical inquiry irthhematgassage:

the first philosophers wondered about less important matters and subsequent phi-
losophers about more hidden ones. And the object of their wonder veaghehet

case was like that of strange chance occurrantmsegta mirabillai.e., things

which seem to happen mysteriously by chialese §uae videntur mirabiliter a casu
accider For things which happen as if by themsalvesnath are called cinae

»Galluzo 2014, 210; Wippel 2007, 250.
*Borgo 2014, 23.

“’Lawsorrancred 1999.

2 Jenkins 1997, 234.

# in Phys234.
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occurrences. For men wonder most of all when things happen by chance in this way,
supposing that they were foreseen or determined by sorfe cause.

Aquinas' interpretation of thbaumatapassage, dependent on Moerbeke's
24 UpAEGH&k Np ANHIDAKBAIKEL BRa OPRBEPELNNA O£ ¢
®eyle UAANAAA Ak ey kdy aeyd/Fa A aNAbysiccd a & NA "
and elsewhere. Consider just one example from ArBhytes

That which is per se cause is determinate, but the accidental cause is indeterminable;

for the possible attributes of an individual atariarable. As we said, then, when a

thing of this kind comes to pass among events which are for the sake of something, it

is said to be spontaneous or by chance | 1.3

5ga nU0A&AEIGa AQkea&ad (43404 guEERousElA U D £Gl ®a £
his Commentary on the Metaphysigsinas is assuming that Aristotle's use of

thaumata tautomata k Petag@hiysids £ & Np £k A#a po tdhk 2 gk £ ¢
tomatou k [Physiegoarefer to spontaneitquinas’ commentary on the
thaumatapassage takes Aristotle to mean that the recognition of automata as

chance occurrences that are accidental results of the intersection of other pur-

posed results in a banishment of wonder. Hence by way of conclusion to his
commentary oNletaphysids, Aquinas says the following:

Therefore, since philosophical investigation began with wonder [ab admiratione], it
must end in or arrive at the contrary of this, and this is to advance to the worthier
view, as the common proverb agrees, which states thasbakvays advance to
the better. For what that opposite and worthier view is, is evident in the case of the
above wonders [mirabilibus], because when men have already learned the causes of
these things they do not wonder [non mirantur]... And by retsokrmowledge of
[universal causes of things] it reaches this goal, namely, that there should be no won-
der [non admiretur] because the causes of things are known [cogniffs causis].
"Gukp ke k/£E ANA&g nNkpeaekpG ANigetle £glice " Agi
and Alexander merely reverse it. That being said, it is not unreasonable for Aqui-
nas to read the phrabaumata t'automaia thethaumatgpassage as cognate
with other passages in Aristotle that employ the @p@adeu automatda
mean spomtneous. This is consistent with the view of Daston and Park that
Agap HaAkasluG - U &k pthédiknaaniaghe enivtNI Gy & N £
EiG UpA felxdGA daGakeki G HN&kNpE o0&

*in Metaphy$6.
*Phys196b2831.
$Seeahnson 2012 and Johnson 20434d@e catalog of cases where Aristotle and
Neegad £ arnGNA U @e&NHU &Np UpA ka&e&Lk ANGplL&I L =
%in Metaph 678.
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5§aA GN Np &N this disdrapharsey batgaemAristotle's identifica-
tion of natural wonderfulness with the regular and Latin Scholastic philosophers'
identification of it with the unusual, it is hardly surprising that the latter no long-
er embraced wonder in the way tHatkAE e N $EA AqEnasA since meta-
physics entails or requires the banishment of wonder, we must seek more mun-
dane explanations for chance occurrences. This is consistent with the way that
Aristotle seeks to remove the accidental from metaphysjogepartecisely by
8 k &HUN & & "dAdkAapek l4da ®RYOLE KOs 3ZadxeaA &
various Aristotelian texts. Unless they are emptied of metaphysical content, read-
adk Ghda &NGA ®gaA NAELEZEThE pdhiGikEsE Nnn N& &0
the correct approach to tirumatapassage on the assumption thathie-
mata t'automatare accidents of a kind. However, as we see abbBagt there
is clear evidence, from two other texts of Aristotle and the Alexander commen-
tary, that Asgtotle has mechanical curios and not marvelous coincidences in
mind when discussing wonder intt@imatgpassage. This is no small matter,
for since Aristotle has actual mechanical devices in mind, Aquinas' interpretation
of thethaumatgpassage beconmmeblematic. This is because Aquinas explains
chance occurrences as the accidental products of intersecting purposeful causes.
We cannot however, account for substainéiaiata(i.e. purposely designed
machines or toys) in the same Waat is, since i&totle'shaumata t'automata
are mechanical devices created for a purpose, understanding them requires look-
ing at the hidden causes of theirséeing. The reason he connects these de-
vices to metaphysical inquiry alongside celestial motions, ishthagldxsiial
phenomena and mechanical toys of this sort employ principles of circular motion
and stand in a mimetic relation to the circular thought of the Unmoved mover. In
the case of toys, a mechanicidhammatopoidsides the mechanical workings
ofa device in order to evoke wonder in his audience. Consider the following dis-
cussion of the principle of the moving radius from p&esitdle'sMechanics:

Mechanicians [ ] seizing on this inherent peculiarity of the circle, and
hiding the principle, construct an instrument so as to exhibit the marvelous character
of the device | ], while they obscure

the cause @f*®

Thus the only way to answer the wonder thathewghatanspire in men is to
understand the hidden workings of the machine, and the only way to do this is to
treat of the purposefully designed mechanism of a determinate thing. The device

%Daston and Park 19987116
Switmore 2001, 28.
%Mech 848A347.
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did not cane about by accident, but was intentionally made and its cause deter-
minate.

Aquinas, who takes tiiiaumataas coincidences must trsstumataas the
result of indeterminate accidental causes. For Aquinas the banishment of wonder
caused by Aristotlethaumata t'automatassume that sudfaumataare

AedlpGa aglipaa Naagaadapaarsk ®gle UAA &
causes that are determinate in terms of their intended tedufisk p O A& ALl lUpG
aglipaa NadgAadapaaAk [Kngabguin tethduhath " & k AN &G
nuAENGa ANGGA oa &ga DkpPALE NAE &gkpGE &9
due to the accidental causality that accounts for them. As Saif observes, Aquinas,

describes kinds of effects that escape the causality of ¢hs: Hzalv accidental

events, as they have no causes, second acts of the free will that stem from intellect
and reason; third, since bodies cannot make an impression on incorporeal things
then the celestial bodies cannot directly influence the intedledti Zn

It is to the first of these three effects that Aquinas assigns Ahsiatheita
t'automata However Aristotldlsaumataare not accidental events. Rather, they

are purposely constructed substances that employ principles of circles, levers and
moving radii and these are mimetic with regard to planetary motion, which is
why Aristotle mentions solstices and self moving puppets in the same breath in
thethaumatgpassage. In a recent book on the importance of the principle of the
moving radius iGreek science DeGroot (2019) 8bserves the following:

There are the requirements of rotation of a linear formation of soldiers or any other

sort of parade, as well as all manner of theatrical devices, including automata that

mimic the movements dfimals and humans... Aristotle applies it to the movement

of limbs, and from that base in animal motion, to emotional reactions in animals and

to embryological development. The principle is also the foundational explanatory

trope for differential speedéiefvenly bodies @n the Heavelih&®
* /£ Aa ®UDA AGag Up U AEEaAEEHADE kpe&N &Np &K/
ANpAaA4 Ngad UD&NHU&lI &gle HkHka ®#a HNg
quires knowledge of mechanics, an applied science, somathingquinas
and Albert would place beyond the purview of metaphysics, which to their mind
is speculative and universal, and not practical and protiéctiVighitney has
NNkpa®dA NgGe& "Ak £&N&GA Ak £k DGOk Egak &§i
essanpeing and ends in truth... practical astsknowledge expressed in ac-

%7saif 2015, 84.
¥DeGroot 201419.
39Whitney 1990, 124, 140.



G. S. Bowe/ Vol 4.1(20 1¢

tion...and productive arts or knowledge by which some product such as a shoe or
nNaAaH kA a04ANg®ga& kpeN aak A#apaa

The example of tilgaumata t'automata thethaumatgpassage ot about
the production of mechanical devices, but rather their ontological status as be-
ings which like the stars and biological creatures, have hidden mechanisms of
motion. To disregard this mimesis is to relegdteathmata t'automata the
mere prodct of a subordinate practical pursuit, one not suitable to metaphysical
inquiry. This is not to say that Albert, at least in legend, had no interest in me-
chanical devices as points of experimentation. Stories abound that count Albert,
along with Roger Becand Grosseteste, among those natural scientists who
were interested in the creation of oracular autéhiatane Renaissance ac-
count Aquinas is reported to have destroyed Albert's head on suspicion that it
was possessed by the d&Vhese stories dsj it is sufficient to say that from
Aquinas' and Albert's points of view such subjects are not that which Aristotle is
calling upon in ththaumatgpassage.

"Godle OAKAKE #ya ANAA U @&NHl &l Np GA
All three instanseoccur in his commentary onNtetaphysicand two of these
are employed in his discussion oftthematgpassag&The third discussion of
automata is instructive, in that it is consistent with Aquinas' notion of automa-
&OH U £ &8 g 0 p & omhanka dratiddptaphysicdeapd cgnk A&
mentary on th@hysic2341 will call this passage ALB |, and begin with it, since
it helps resolve some of the difficut ambiguities in the other two passages.

ALB I:

Even some occurrences that are called aut@satahey are intentionally made,

result from chance or luck [a casu et a fortuna]; both can be reduced to their efficient
cause, and that which occurs by an efficient cause is that which happens naturally; so
that which happens as if by chance happeascordance with nature, and is
explained by efficient cau¥es.

From here we can more clearly grasp his intention in the two passages that dis-
cuss Aristotlethaumatgpassage. Both are frionMetaphykll.10and labeled
here ALB Il and ALB lII.

““Whitney 1990, 35.

“Truitt 2015, 10.

42Marr 2004, 205; Collins 2010, 17.
“3in Metaphykll.10 my translation.
“4in Metaphy¥/11.11.5, my translation.


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

2C " Gaal pMAtaphysidsommentary and the automata

ALB I

For such wonder [admiratio] about all things is the reason for investigation in that
science. Indeed beginners in this science ask whether things are the cause of their
own being, like chance occurrences [automata] that is, appearing to exist in and of
themselves, and not through the accident of some other cause; and this question is
asked by those who still do not examine the cause except in a confused and general
way. For they kndwat chance occurrences [automata] have per se causes, but they
do notknow the determinate cause that explains the nature and the purpose of these
chance occurrences [autométal.

What follows these remarks are an extended commentary on the diagonal and
some other mathematical remarks, followed by a conclusion that speaks of
knowing the causes of automata, and an equal footingthe causes of
prodigies or portents.

ALB I

From what has been said, then, we infer that the way of doctrine starts in contrast to
the way of investigation: since the method in investigatimflag the effect and

wonder of one who does not know the cause [ab affectu et admiratione ignorantis
causam]. On the other hand, the way of doctrine begins with the assignation of a
cause of which one is not surprised! [minantis], because he hirhseglows the

causes of strange occurences and prodigies [automatum et protfigiorum].

It is noteworthy that Albert reads the wonder banishment he sed#sumthe

tapassage to be about the knowledge of causes of automata and prodigies, for the
clearest sese of prodigies the thirteenth century are strange occurrences like (in
"Geoaddeae £ NAp ANAAE Agap ANHaxgkpG kp
the intention of nature, such as a sixth finger, or two heads on one body, or the

Uo AFapaa NuAlbert'sAsking, Gled, metaphysical knowledge of the

causes of chance and coincidence remove wonder over automata and prodigies,
demolishing superstition and bringing their explanation back under the govern-

ance of natural science. Wonders, in short atteer@mioper subject of meta-

physics and must be exterminated by causal reasoning. As Daston and Park
aGukH "God Aok OpAdadFANAAA &#jga kAAaGagi
losophy; devoted to universals, regularities, and certain causal knotuladige, na
philosophy excluded a priori anomalous and contingent phenomena of uncertain
galdluakaeA UpA OpDPNApP &l ODAa

“*in Metaphysll.10, my translation.
“ibid., my translation.

“in Phys2.1.17.

“8Daston and Park 1998, 117.
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For Albert, like Aquinas, thaumatgassage, which is the source of so many
thirteenth century remarks on metaphysics as the banishneardeftwrough
causal reasoning, is speaking of wonders as coincidences, treating them as exam-
ples of superstitious knowledge that metaphysics can banish. Because Albert and
Aquinas treat of metaphysitedumataas an extension of physit@umata
theirinterpretation of ththaumatgpassage is more in line with physical causali-
ty than kinetic mimesis. Once we see that Aristiodletaataare purposeful
devices, we see that the Stagirite is trying to articulate that both the celestial and
the suHunar keings even mechanical oneexpress the metaphysics of circu-
lar motion. Kinetic mimesis extends from celestial motion-itmmaulife to
mechanical artifacts. To extend Aristotle's tiseuofiatan thethaumatgpas-
sage from the idea of spontaneitthé Physiceassumes automata to be acci-
dental occurrences. Aristotle's metaphysics, at leaghauthatgpassage, be-
gins with wonder at kinetic mimesis, where automata in the mechanical sense
employ and express the same principles of circular asatienunmoved mov-
er, the planets and living things in thdwwdr region. Once this is recognized,
we would wonder if such metaphysical mimesis failed to present itself. Cases
where it does are cases where nature, which always acts regularlynastor the
part, has met with an impediment. A purposely built mechanical device is not the
same as coincidence resulting from the intersection of two purposeful natural
trajectories of kinetic mimesis, but is rather an example of kinetic mimesis. Had
Albert andAquinas recognized Aristottegumata t'automai@s a self moving
&N A ®gaA ANQOGA pNe gléad aNpaaksaA NAE
of reducing chance to the intersection of coincident causes.

IV. Conclusion

At the outset of this paper inegked on the claim that the thirteenth century
Scholasticism is sometimes characterized by the idea of the banishment of won-
der. | have attempted to show that it is highly unlikely that Alexander's commen-
tary was unavailable to Aquinas and Albert, antintkaitself guarantees the
unavailability of Beassrions' Latin. The result | argue, is that in the case of the
thaumatgpassage, Aquinas and Albert miss the significance of Aristotle's remarks
on wonder there, which contain an allusion to kinetic mikesisch, wonder

over automata in tlkaumatgpassage represent to them strange chance occur-
rences, or particularities that need to be explained away by appeal to universal
natural causes. Knowledge of mechanical arts, which really entail the application
of universal causes to particulars is not consistent with the understanding of
metaphysics articulated by Aquinas and Albert. Despite our knowledge of the
Seville androids mentioned above, it is unlikely that Aquinas or Albert knew of
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them, or even if thalid, it seems unlikely that they would have made the con-
nection of such artifacts with Aristotlesimata t'automatd&Even if Aquinas
could have availed of Alexander's commentary, he would have read that the
thaumatan question were madethgumatopioi, which in Latin would be pre-
sented apraestigiatoribus a kind of magician or sorcerer, a conception that
survives into the fifteenth century. Indeed when Ficino translates Plato's cave
allegory, the staging of Plato's static puppets is comphecdtagds thau-
matopoioiBessarion, as noted above, translates Arigtatieiaita t'automata
UAAl0aAdek Gk NAEk £ A Ddeéeptitiedafipardbly sdomingli HN g a D ¢
things. At one point in tis&mma Theologidguinas speaks of the work of de-
HUINp £ AN &Np AEDAa O ANVherlemionsBielexpredslyiin-n 4 0 & E&k
voked, they are wont to foretell the future in many ways. Sometimes they offer
themselves to human sight and hearing by mock apparitions in order to foretell
the future: and thgpecies is called "prestigiation” because man's eyes are blind-
ANGAaA natiakedkpGopxeda

If Aquinas did have access to Alexander's commentary, it is not at all clear that
he would have been comfortable withthhematapassage, for £a GAE& HNgk p G
machiney would certainly have struck Aquinas as sleight of hand that would re-
quire a kind of knowledge more appropriate to magic than to metaphysics. As
& U HINp No £a 46 a A 59ga UAAENEKDU:
as old, if not older, thhrstory itself. In its most primitive form, magic is funda-
mentally a kind of technology; the magician is one who attempts to use 'occult
ANG&aaAk &N GAANHNGK Ay ANHA Anadadk £k a UGkH &
in theSumma Contra Gentisguina attributes wonder to ignorance over the
workings of the devices of clever artisans, he immediately goes on to attribute the
motion of selfnoving statues to magic.SMmma Contra Gentileé403.9 he
aGluk HIE k pGapk NAEN#ZHN db &liskngBkpard U Nn a4l
cipitur qualiter operantur [...the works of clever artisans appear wondrous be-
algmra ke k£ pNe asgkAapse #NThN&gm a4 naNnGa
which is part of a question on miracles, is immediately followed by @ questio
about how the works of magicians are not solely due to the influence of celestial
oNAkaA UpA k& kA gada ®#glue Aad Gaa®e U oac
FHUNg k p G HiadgkpaaA

Now, the power of selbvement is subsequent to the possession &f farsibus

proper to animated beings for them to move themselves. So, it is impossible for some-

thing inanimate to be made able to move itself by the power of celestial bodies. But it

“®Summa, llallae 95=:s.
*0Summa Contra Gentile$03.9.
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is said that this can be done by the arts of magic; that a Statander can move
itself, or even speak.

William of Auvergne's classificatioop&fra magicane that we can easily ex-
tend to Thomas, is defined by Marrone (2009,168) in the following manner:

...he dividedbpera magi¢anto three subcategories: tingt arts underpinning what

we would designate as sleight of hand; second, those concerned with the evocation of
false appearances by more complicated manipulation of special substances, natural
confections and odd apparatuses; and third those relyirggiovotation of de-

mons to work even more startling effécts.

Aquinas' own belief is that metaphysics studies universal causes, and is not in-
tended for the study of particulars, yet the only way to explain mechanical sleight
of hand would be to have kremgle of the workings of mechanical particulars.
Ironically, in the very text of Aristotle in which the Scholastic idea of universal
causality as a vehicle of wonder banishment is grounded, Aristotle uses curiosity
about the particular products of appliedmanical arts as one of three examples

of how metaphysical inquiry begins, and wonder reversal is accomplished.
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THEBABYLONIANEXILE OF THHJDAEANS
AND THEFORMATIONDF THEDOCTRINE OF THEODILY
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From the Naturalistic Allegory of the Collective Revival of the Jews upon Their
&anaa®ad A 3ax04dp &N +gPAlal *2jJa4ANOGy «ga 1
Rising from the Dead to the Concept ofiandunal
Eschatological Resurrection in the Flesh

IGORTANTLEVSKIJ
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ABSTRACTT he author reveals the following sequence in the formation of the Jewish doc-
trine of the bodily resurrectiohthe dead: during the Babylonian captivity of the Judae-

ans, a naturalistic allegory of their revival upon their expected return to their Motherland
arises (Ezek. 3714, Isa. 26:19, 41:14); by the end of the period of exile / at the very begin-
ningofth 1a&A&kip nadkNA ®ga naldANpk EkaA kHUGA
developing (the allegory of the Servant of the Lord in 19a492:%, 50:49, 52:13

53:12; perhaps also the image of Job, cf. especially: 2z at@i282:5,17)In the

time of another national catastroptike persecution of the faithful Jews under Antio-

chus IV Epiphaneshe concept of an individual eschatological resurrection in the flesh
arises; at this receiving of the afterlife requital is assumedlitedernrélae body (Dan.

12:118, 13)

KeywoRrD&ormation of the doctrine of the bodily resurrection, eschatology, Babylonian
exile of the Judaeans, the concept of an individual eschatological resurrection in the
flesh, the Servant of the Lord, Boolaiadi,|&zekiel, Job, Daniel
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The Book of the Judaean prophet Isaiah 26:19 contains an allegoryabthe revi
®ja +aAAKk kp e«gakh pluekosa GUpA U ALA*®a4 &ga
ENA ®gaki kpkAOk eka sk

Thy dead will come back to fife,dead bodies of my (pedpid) rise®

Wake up and rejoice you, dwelling in the dust,

for Thy dew (Wibe) the dew of the (reviving) fight
andthe earth will give biftto her deaél.

Although part of the Book of Isaiah, chapters24 &4 Np Ak &k Npi GGA & (
phetic Announcement of the Lerdew World Order: Prophesy of the Salvation
for Zion / 1& U "§ Was included in the prophecies of Psatah (second half of
the eighth century B.C.E.), however many researchers date it now to the period of
the Babylonian exile of the Jews (after the fall of Jerusalem in 586 B.C.E.) or even
to the very begimg of Persian dominion in Judaea.

The prophet Ezekiel, who lived among the Jewish exiles in the first decades of
the Babylonian captivity (the first third ofsikthcentury B.C.E.Jn one of his
prophecies creates a naturalistic image of thee polsrael rising from the
dead in exile, whom the Lord God eventually brings home, to the Land of Israel
(Ezek37: 114). In particular, the prophet says about the "dry bones" of the Israel-
itedJudahitescattered on the field in a foreign land awsollo

and now, shuddered (the eaah} the bones came together, bone to bone.
And as | looked, they were covered with sinews; flesh was growing on them and skin
was covering them, (yet) there was nd%pititem.

'lsa26:21.

’50A4G0OH 1aA&gkeel ®egakd AaAalA oNAkaE

$Variant translationThy dead will come back to life, (together witkleat body
2yaA AkGG Ak £a

“Variant translationfor Thy dew (will be) the dew of the (curative) herbs

0 & AkGG aluke Nge

6 Cf., on the other hahsh.26:14.

"Sweeney 1996, 311ff.

® Ibid., 31B53. MA.Sweeney even supposes that this part ofgiato (chapters
24 27) was composed after the prophesies of Elsaiahno(see below).

° Ezéiel was among the Judaeans who were exiled to BabylomadrE58Y King
NebuchadnezzHr His prophecies date back to the period between 593BaGd571

0 4 sdaliega
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"pDA )a £ukA tethe $pait; prophesy,onipansaA Say Spitite

54 - NAA (NA AIAALE &gk £ $NH& A£ANH &#£ya ANOA
®&yle ®ygaA aNHAEA &N Gk A£a

| prophesied as he had ordered me, and the spirit entered them; they camde to life
stood up on their feet, a great, an immense army.

5gap )a AlikA 4Np NAE HUP ®eyaka oaNpak Uha
EliAkpG 004 aNpak Ghda A4A Nog&A gNmna guALk GNp

4 N nadNnga&LA UpA &£iAM &N *egliarsu p N g&N k- NG AeN R
graves; | shall raise you from your graves, My people, and lead you back to the soil of Is-
4 U &(Bzek37: 7H2.

The image of the resurrection to the life of the seemingly lost people of Israel
acquires particular reknce irlsa, chap. 4®5, in the scalled Deutexlsaiah,
whose core of prophecies is usually dated to the time close to the very end of the
Babylonian captivity of the Jews and their return to their homeland (probably the
540s about 539 B.C.EDhus, inlsa 41:14 we read:

ratd pN& EBNg ANAH NAE +04aNe

you the deddbf Israe{Dzy @ )D€ p LDZ

* AkGG gaén ANYG AELAE ®ga - N&A

* 0H ANQgA 3aAaanHad ®#ga )NGA opa NA * FAU 4G

Deuterdsaiah also personifies the image of the people of Israel gohys alle
of the Servant of the Lord (see thmlged Songs of the Servant of the Lord in
Isa 42:19, 49:77, 50:49, 52:1583:12), suffering and, as it seemed to others, prac-
tically ceased to exist in Babylonian exile. However, the prophet is confident that
as a result, the Lord will raise His Servant and, returning him to his homeland,
will exalt among the nations. This idea is especially distinctly expisased in
53:8b9, 112:

He was cut off from the land of the living;
for the sin of My peopie was stricken.
he was given a grave with the wicked,
and his <tombill>%Sis with the ricl

YCf. e.g.Blenkinsopp 2002; Whybray 2004, 1
“That is, the corpsef the Israelites and Judaeans devoured by worms.

%0 4 Hap NA&E * FAUAG
1Cf.1sa 22:2.
We rea@ O DADbstdad of Masoretientyw in1Qs* (Qumran), the Septuagint, the
14 Ay k @2l ®ya 70G6GU ®a UAERAA gk/AE Aal®y

'®This phrase probably impliebyonia.
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although he had done no violence,
had spoken no deceit.
After the ordeal he has endured,
he will see <the lightand be content.
# A gk /£ HePpNght@aeAMy Servardewill justify many
by taking their guilt on himself.
Hence | shall give him (a portion) with the many,
and he will share the booty with the mighty,
for having exposed himself to death
and for being counted as one of thegrassors;
whereas he was bearing the sifefanany
and interceding for the transgressors.

It is also likely that the righteous man of ancient antiquity, the servant of the
Lord Joli(seeJob42:78), personifies the Jewish people in the Babylapian ¢
tivity in the Biblicabook of the same nafhéhe author of this work, as the
reader can understand, correlates the misfortunes of pious and wealthy Job, sin-
cerely worshiping God, with the fate of the Judaeans who carried out religious
reform inca 62B.C.E., which resulted in the establishment of a single central-
ized Divine service in the Temple of Jerusalem, cleansed of any pagan elements,
but lost their Motherland and found themselves in the Babylonian exile on the
verge of national death. At thebda &k Hia ®ga AaAgadknekNpAE N
stock (broadly property), servants, children, and flnaIIy his deadly dis#lase
this "by hand" of figure, designated in the b@®kia<n Gk & apaHA u A
Al A A Aksl G a #®a ®ya 4auAad aNgGA &aNA

This word is present in the Qumran manust@®4QI54Ql8and in theSeptu-
agint

8The plural in all the Qumran manuscripts of the Book of Isaiah, the Septuagint, the
Peshitta and the Vulgate.

¥The meaning of the name of the mairacter of the bookits Masoretic vocali-
zation* @7 is significant: it should probably be interpreted as "Where is the spirit of
(my) ancestotforefather}" (=€ @if2). The nam§ ¥@ found inEzek 14:14, 20
(along with the names of Noal Braniel [UgaritDannyll]). Analogous names with
components| U @fdther"){ | ("brother");| ammul alu ("paternal/maternal clan")
are attested in the Egyptian, Mesopotamian and Ugaritic texts of the second millennium
B.C.Hseee.qg. Albright 34, 22233Pop€el973, 5f.).

0 According to the ancient Judaic tradition, the authorship of the Book of Job is at-
tributed to Mose#heprophet and the consolidator of Israel as alpéogignificant
that in the corpus of the Qumran Biblical maptssccopies written in thealee
Hebrevscript were only fouranong fragments of the scrolls oPé@mtateuch and the
Book of Jo@@QpaleoJ9b
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Babylonians to Judaea (since 605 B.C.E.), the plunder and devastation of the
country, the treasures of the Temple and the royal palaceovaé okprison-
ers and, finally, the destruction of Jerusalem and the Temple of the Lord in 586
B.C.E.

However, like the Servant of the Lord in the Book of Isaiah, the servant of the
Lord Job was also regenerated by God to life; he found new childspargnd p
his relatives returned to him. In this connection it is significant that th®turn
fei1ay Gk & &N &daxeB&p 4&0na&koskeA alnekgalrk
(Job#2:10a) describing the final restoration of Job and his rebirth by the Lord to a
new life, was used by the prophets, who lived at the beginning of tharBabylon
captivity (seeter 29:14, 30E%ek16:53, 39:28s phrase is also preseriDéut
30:3) and proclaimed the final return of the exiles to their hatheland.

The innocent sufferer Job, being on the verge of death and complaining about
his fate, elclares an unjust arrangement of the world where, in his opinion, the
righteous suffer, and the wicked are prosperous and dominate. At the same time,
behind the coffin, there seems to be no hope as well, for the transition of the hu-
man spirit to Sheol (thederground abode of the deceased) turns out, according
to the widely spread opinion known to Job, to be tantamount to practically total
nortbeing.

#d& (NA NnapAZ nalNmedsb; cEa 508h5)athak p N n &4 a &£
k £ /Ea D dikvee kndvidesigfe in esidienti&l Bituations; and here Job
comes to his main conclusion, which he would like to not simply write down in
®ya MFAANGG o P /[EAiIGrantetisel ageNengradng ool k p &N &
AN& agaé /bdlall gepdiationk & k £ lLogluk GliaGa &

| know that)my Redeemer lives,

And (at) last/Ej Hd B YHdzshall stand over the ashes

after my skin is destroyed;

howeverfrom my flesh | shall see Go®z) o o @ podE)*f A

“Proceeding from this, it would be possible to date the Book of Job to the time of the
end of the Babyl@m captivity or the very beginning of the Persian period of the post
captivity era. Many scholars believe that this work probably originated in its present
form in the Persian period, although the prose material at the beginning and the end of
the book ath some poetic passages can have been composed at the age of captivity or
even in the preaptivity period(Seege.g.Pope 1973, XXXIL;Fokkelman 208234,

Seow 2013, 37.) Cf. also the next note

*2Some researchers se#oli9:24 a hint at thendiose in sizgehisturinscription
(ca 519 B.E) of the Persian king Datiusmbossed high on a rokhe Kermanshah
Province of modern Iran)Ancient Persian, Elam and Akkadian languages.

ZLit dust
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| shall see (Him) by myself,
My eyes shalehold (I myself)and not anothgdoll9:2227).

Moreover, God gives to Job, who is on the verge of death, in fact already in a
liminal situation, an opportunity to look at the world created biyorinthe
moment of its formationand not from thegmnt of view of man, but from the
point of view of the Creator Himself. This Revelation contains, as the reader can
aNpaGgAa ®§ a a A£ka p avas ingjuiing(oNHlm. JBb hinp £A a 4
self characterizes the Divine Revelation that he recepledvas f

| have heard of Thee only by the hearing of the ear;
But now my eye sees This#l2:5).

After Job acquired this higher Knowledge, he was reborn by the Lord, in fact,
he found a new life. It was this miraculous restoration of Job in ttiet fhesh
rendered idobi2:10a by theturi®f AZn HA U Pk p G Gk 2a 40 GGA
k &2A alneksalrk 594 - NAA ANGoaGaA +No
turned to him, and he again found children and offsfjwidg:(0bl6). This all
could be interpreted by the readenefBook of Job as an allegory of the revival
of the Jews in their homeland after the Babylonian exile and the construction of a
new Temple of the Lord YHWH by them in Jerdsalem.
It is significant that the Tetragrammaton YHWH, the Namé®oé\@adkd
by Him to His people, IsraB(3:1415, 6:3), who was in Egyptian bondage, is
used in the Book of Job only in its beginoipgo seemingly fatal blow received
by Job (the Tetragrammaton sounds three times in the mouth of Jobohimself;
1:21d), andat the end, when the Lord Himself appears saffeenglob in
JokBs:1 ®ega UDxeygNaA £ 4aHUADAE kpa®ANAQJE
swers), as well as in the prosaiccpadiudinghe book, which tells about the

#This interpretation one can fifmr, example, in the Vulgakeother possiblie-
@34 A n 4 a & loashdenfy flesh { &, @ding beyond the limits of my rotted flesh.
I.T) | (.e, the spirit of Job, 3biB2:8, 33:4, 6, 3454 |.T. AJu GG Aaa ( NA
“The new Temple wasaed byga 516 B.C.E.
%6 Judging by Exodus 3:14, the Name of God Yié\Wietragrammatorinterpreted
in accordance with tradition asltbed originated from the veBO Aé&ancient form
of the veris O Q’)i@cél, imperfect, 3rd person, masauat, singular), meaning "to be", "to
exist". Thus, the Name of the Lord can be interpreted as "He Who was, is and will be," that
is, theEverlastingAccording to Exodus 3:14,dh# Himself interprets His Name in this
way: "l am the One Who |(aghyehd 1 Ahgeh scil "l am th&xisting" (cf.: LXX and
Vulgatead log. Cf. also: Hosea 1:9b. Concerning the interpretation of the Tetragrammaton
by Jewish thinkers, seg, Tantlevskij 201.8.71f.; 183, n. 5f.

&N

i:

k p
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rebirthof Job to life lilie Lord and the restoration of everything that hddiad (
42:717).

But the Tetragrammaton is not used in the speeches of Job affected by the
deadly disease and lost practically everything except his wife (a personification of
the Jewesses?) and indtagions of his multinational interlocutorsill of pa-
thos and represented in poetic frimey all designate God by the terms
B/j P#iDZ GRGQod"d U &,AathiePtraditional interpretation: "AlmigFty"

A DZZ'theMost High", known in the Semmiiieu. (In this connection let us

note that, as cuneiform sources and bulls show, the Judaeans in Babylonia some-
times gave their children local Babylonian names, and also replaced the typ-

ical Jewish componegahu(abbreviated form of the Tetragratoma’ HWH)

in their theophoric names to the gergeatitic elementZ*DZt seems that the

use of the Tetragrammaton by the author of the Book of Job symbolizes the pres-
ence the people of Judaea, whom Job supposedly personifies, in their homeland:
the beginning of the bookhe period before the destruction of the Teempl
Jerusalem; the end of the botile appearance of the Lord to the Jews in the
Babylonian captivity (by analogy with the way itluwamy the slavery of the

Jews in Egypt; cf. especiaiyB:14 UpA &ga 4da®edap N,
and he construction of a new Temple in Jerusalem. The genre organization of the
book also contributes to the expression of this idea: prosaic beginning and end,
describing the pious and serene life of Job, are probably called upon to lead the
reader to the i@dethat the life of the Jews, whonexidlypothepersonified, will
return/returns to its blessed origins.

2"The name of one of then®&, Geaning "He is my God," is witnessed among the
names of the Israelites (48am1:11Chr.12:21, 26:7;XThr 2:13 and 27:18). One can
assume thatDiA gersanifies exiles from the Northern (Israel) kingdom. On the other
hand, many researcheossider the speechLd®& @obchap. 337) a later insertion.

“Exception is the passagdotif 2:9 (cfisa 41:20), but the writipg%, "God", is al-
so attested in several manuscripts here. (Cf.: Pope J&#8; 28 fecorded the wrifin
By dzO&%ega - N&A gNAagaa kp HUPA HUpOAE ALK&
here); but the text of chapter 28 of the Book of Job is a hymn of wisdom, which originally
was probably an independent work.:1bid. P. 206.)

»This interpretation idtasted in the Septuagint and the Vulgate. Cé.gisihe
Babylonian Talmud, Hagideh,

¥Seee.g. Coogan 1974, RUfyis1 988, 161f.
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In the mid £ # $ & ®ga +aALk UGUkp ANGpA
their national existencehis time in connection with therrible persecutions

that the Seleucid king AntiochdsEpiphanes (whose state included Judaea
then) brought upon them. The king ordered the Jews to abandon the basic ele-
ments of their religion under the threat of painful death. At this time, the faithfu
Jews demonstrated mass examples of martyrdom fofofatitie first time in

the history of mankind; simultaneously, other Jews were ready to take a collabo-
rative attitude towards the Hellenizéosfear or by conviction. It is to this pe-

riod that tte first indisputable indications of the appearance among the Judaeans
of the doctrine of thedividualbodily resurrection from the dead at the End of

the Days date badkis concept could crystallize under the influence of the ex-
pressive allegories loé trising from the dead of the people of/lardaéén the

flesh,i.e, their revival in th®lotherland used by prophets of the Babylonian
captivity period and, as may be supposed, by the author of the B&dihef Job.
doctrine of the individual bodresurrection is attested, first of all, in the Book of
Daniel, composed in its modern form in Judaea towards the end of 165
1648.C.ESoDan 12:B says:

"pPA ®yadad AJLuiGG sa U0 &kHa NAE ®4&NJs Ga
since nations came into existaéodbat time.
And at that time (certain of) your people shall be delivered,
all those who are found written in the Book.
And many of those who sleep
(in) the dust of the earth shall awake,
some to everlasting life,
some to shamar(d)everlasting ctempt.
Those who are wise shall shine
like the brightness of the firmantént,
and those who turn many to righteousness,
like the stars forever and ever.

$1Cf, on the other hantiKgs17:124;2Kgs4:1837, 13:221 about the miraculous
revival of recentjeceased individuals, whose flesh has not yet decayed.
¥ Seee.g: Hartman, Di Lella 1978Sthe scholasgimit that the vers@an 12:11
and 12:12, as well as the praanif:420 could be added latéf., on the other hand,
43 NA inally, to this whole Wwork, a postscript (I2:%vas later added (proba-
bly some time in the spring of 163 B.C.E.) to update the final revelation in 10:1 fEa 2
alsoibid, 191196). See furtherg. VanderKam, Flint (eds.) 2p@g8sim
3That is as the dawn.

Q-
Q-
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Perhaps it was supposed that the most terrible sinners would not be resurrect-
ed at all, which wesgarded as the most severe punishifment.
Dan 12:13 contains an individual presage to the righteous Daniel himself:

"pA ANgour) e6dN andefou will rest, but (afterwards) you will arise

(Ejlib ¥DZ &N Adadakga ANGA GNa& lUx® ®ja &pPA NAE =§
In the Hasmonean andrly Roman periods, the doctrine of the bodily resur-
rection of the dead in the End of the Days was widely spread in the Judaean socie-

ty.*It is attested in the Dead Sea scrolls, in particular, in the works of the Qum-
ran communifif” a number of pseudepigraphad other compositions of the

% A similar idea is also attested in the text of the Manual of the Discipline of the
Qumran CommunityLQB4:9 Agkag EIAALE &glue U/A*edad a40ac
NA 45aNG nAdNaloaGA " al AAthesouls 4 thie Wick&lk 8 A § a4 a
Ak GG oa Aa £e4NAaA AkegNge U adaHplipeae GpA N
pseudepigraptEnoct08:3, the souls of the wicked, whose names are deleted from the
Book of Life, after being preliminary tormented by éireeinairk P ¢ k /Ek o G & N & a9
k & A a A£3a 4 @ee alfeflgdEndcR2AMEANA & A
% TheafterdeathDivine Judgement" is repeatedly mentioned in the Book of Ecclesi-
asteqseege.g: Tantlevskij 2014.42145; Ider®018, 228, written, according different
opinions between the end of thigth century BCE. and the end of tlleird century
BCE (seege.g.Seow 1997:591 Brown 201118 Tantlevskij 201439141; |de2018,
1928. For exampl&ccl 3:17 says:

| said in my hetar
(NA EguGG 30AGaA
the righteous and the wicked,
for there isp time (of requital) for every work
and (judgement) for every deed thier@)'Dz

However, the Ecclesiastes most probably does not mean the eschatological Judgment
at the resurrection tife dead, but the judgment of God over the soul of man after the
death of his body in the other world, as a result of which the souls of the righteous as-
cend to God and the souls of the wicked descend int@&Hacher, for instance, our
articlesTantlevskip017, 13338(dem2018, 198)

¥Eg.inthes@d 1 GGAA 5altadgad mmALRRIfpIRZGBa&.p G ) AHp £
11:114, 13:11f., also: 14:P1:11f.), the Commentary on HallERktig(R:1210:5 (cf.
also: 5:3, 10:613) the Messianic Apocalyp$@%31cf.e.g. the sacalled Damascus
DocumentCDA6:10f4QD, 6, 4QD, 4, 2).

¥"In all probability, the Qumran community was an Essefesgot. Dupont
Sommerl980passim Amusin 1983; Tantlevskij PDGBDA3:Idem201% 5466; Idem
2018 6175; cfe.g. VanderKam, Flint 2Qi8sim
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Judaeari$ becoming one of the most important compsotdudaistic escha-
tology.
The Apostle Paul introduces a significant aspect in the doctrine of the resur-
rection: inl Corl5:455 andPhilp. 3:2021 he foretells the resurrection of the
AalA kp &ga k paN&NMDN sykaalBahap el & thpdikee@A (BG o
agupaGa ®e&UDAENGHI &k NDKkHINEL FEFlioNEKk A
and k HUHUN & &2l Gk &eA  ysiékis gogsible tadt this iNed gogsiback %
to thepassage @fan 12:13already cited above, judging by which the author of
the Book of Daniel believed that as those who will survive to the End of the Days,
so also those who rise from the dead theragile eternal bodies of a radiant
heavenly natureofd N @ 4 £a NpGA &g a Ak £a upA dk Ge
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PSEUDGPLATONIC IMMORTALITY
AXIOCHUSND ITS POSTERITYHNMANISM

+ N.AB &ZpnioreCalvo
Universidad @ . RI&Madrid Madrid
jm.zamora@uam.es

ABSTRACTT he aim of this articletéstrace the influence Afiochusan apocryphal text
attributed to Plato, on Humanism. The dialogue, which belongs to the literary genre of

ANp ANGU &k Np UAAAa/EFkA/E #ga ®gaHa NAE ANp&aH
5§3a& 304k A&olada A410/115466) iranslafed it into Spanish in 1444 from a
Latin version entitleBe morte contemnenda Agk 49 $apakN Aa 3 @ &&k &k
eight years earlier, probably from the Greek codex provided by Joannes Chrysoloras, the
Vaticanus gr.3D For his part, the humaBesitufRRhenanugl485 1547)the owner of
five editions, revised and corrected in detail the text of a transRtidol#\gricola,
proposing a number of amendments and changes that would appear in the Basel edition
printed by Adam Petri in 1518
KeyworD#xiochus k HUHUN & &2l Gk &#A N/E ®ga ANJG aNp ANGU &k
Rhenanus

From Antiquity to the Renaissamfedpchusa spurious dialogue about con-

tempt of death and the immortality of the soul, occapiedportant position.

In 1518, at least two editions of this dialogue transiatetbtf\gricola were

ndo Gk /£y a A *p &®ga HkAAGa NAE &#§a ®eg aa

libro llamado A& p hidp &N 4 n 0 p k A£G A a Alina, tramdaA &N &g a

Latin version translated in Bologna by CAn&io  Daiw&enki43& and 1437.

59k E ®aaea gNAagaé ANa /£ p Nhmedbth 4 & £n ND A

to the pseudPlatonicAxiochus ' N& gk A nléd& #almed/AF 3gapi
Vol 4. 1(2R0) +NAB . UAJ U,2@00 HUINA T $UGo

wwwnsuru/classidschole DO10.25205/1983282®@0-U-138-56
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collection of Neoplatonic texts published by Aldo Manuzio in 1497, which con-
tained a version AkiochusFor certain Renaissance readers, fear of death could
oa NgadaNHa pN& NPGA #§ANDGY $gadk Axrklpka
teachings on thenmortality of the soul.

1 An apocryphal text on the immortality of the soul, attributed to Plato

The pseud®latonic Axiochus is a brief and attractive work written in a careful
style, which provides the reader witbresolatio mortia series of argants in

defence of the immortality of the soul and a myth that includes a suggestive de-
scription of the NetherworMle can presume, without being able to establish a
precise date, that this dialogue was composed around the end of the 4th century
or begining of the 3rd century BC. The text, which brings together in an eclectic
manner the arguments of different schools, originated in the Academy and falls
within the consolatory tradition, which explains not only its relationship with
Phaedand theApoloy o @& U G ARuscll&nadisputhtichiiie &eN- £

tral theme gkoposis that, if the soul disappears, there is no need to fear death
because it becomes a release from human suffering and calamity.

This dialogue takes its name from Axiochus, amnafitiéizen, uncle of Al-
cibiades and father of Cleifiao appears in the dialogue with Socrates, the
musician Damon and Charmides. Socrates recounts that he was walking along
the banks of the llissos river on his way to Cynbshege€leinias carat to
meet him in the company of his lover Damon, the musician, and Charmides, son

'$ /£ # a & p U143 From among the contemporary editions and translations
NE ®&gk £ EnO4dkNGA AKkUGNGODa Ad gkGgGkGge ) aa/
annotated translation; agely & 4 & 4 & P sRoberfA Sche@e préldnieipr, Grosse,
Lohmar, Nesselrath, Poplutz 2012. This paper benefited from the support of two Spanish
R&D projects: Acis&Galatea H2015/BR84 and HAR2@B61-&E22-P, and is part of
the activities of the UABIA AFa liddg ( ANDn *pAEGPapaak NAE (44
1§ k GN AN 1055\ 3a Ak

2 Erler (2005, 835) shows the philosophical propaedeutic natufi@fhus
®gANQPGCYy *ga AL£xOPAA NAE &#£§a a49gkGA £ Ha&lngNAaE kK
as theapy for the soul. On the inclusion of Apology as source, see JoyHD2005, 97

*See Plat&uthydemut74b, 275a.

“ According to Beghini (201,23, the reference to the Cynosarges at the beginning
and end ofxiochusloes not allude to the foundethe Cynicism school of thought,
Antisthenes (c. 444365BC), but to the existence of a necropolis in the location, cor-
roborated by archaeological and literary sources. This exegesis, in keeping with the
theme of pseudRlatonic dialogue, appears inthesek p 24 U p £AGlU &k Np oA $ &
in the 15th century, probably from a lost source that testified to the existence of the Cy-
nosarges cemetery.

Q-1
A
[ebH]
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of Glaucon and uncle of Plato. Cleinias expresses his concern for his father, Axio-
chus, who, gravely ill, is having difficulty coming to terms with his imminent
death,and A A0 a £&A£ 4NdAlxa A nhagkapaa «N 4&daluAkk
his bedside, the terminally ill patient has recovered some strength, but continues
to lament his imminent demise. To console him, Socrates begins a dialogue with
the dying man with thatention of convincing him that death should not be
feared, but rather desired, as if it were a release.

The theme of this dialogue seems to adopt the two alternatives on death that
Socrates proposed after his conviction, as Plato mentionspoidgg (1) he
who has died does not exist and, therefore, cannot have any awareness of any-
thing; or, (2) for the soul, death is a change, a move from one place’to another.

The dialogue is structured into two parts, preceded by an intr¢@G4aon
365chndfollowed by a conclusi(8v2a).

In the first part, to persuade Axiochus that it is wrong to be distressed over los-
ing his life, Socrates uses three arguments: According to the firgB65them
366b) the body is only a source of misfortunes and srisehieman existence;
consequently, the end of life means passing from an ill state to a good one. The
second argume(66b 369b) supported by an oration by the sophist Prodicus
of Ceos (c. 4790 BC), concludes that, as nobody, not even thosd engage
political activity, is happy with their fate, the possibility that death provides of
being released from any kind of life is neither contemptible nor regrettable. In the
third argumen{369b c), also borrowed from Prodicus, he argues that death can-
not affect the living, because they still exist, nor the dead, because they no longer
exist and, therefore, do not feel anything.

The second part begins with a fourth argui@eol e) that focuses on the
happiness of the soul after death, and ends witlytthold by the Persian ma-
gus Gobryg871a372a)which he narrates to support the preceding thesis and
which thoroughly describes the place where souls rest after death. All souls are
immortal, but while the righteous will eternally enjoy a happyaunsl gxist-

®Cf. PlatoApologytOc.
® Dorion (2009, 37871, and 538, n. 37) classifies this testimony as adapamis
ryphal text attributed to Prodicus, since the subjects it addresses seem to be borrowed
from various philosophers belonging to different schools of the 4th century BC, such as
the academic Crantor, the Cynic Crates and Epicurus.
On the pessimistiésdourse of Prodicusx{ochug866d 369b), which tries to show
that misery and suffering afflict man from childhood to old age, see Kerferd, Flashar 1998,
60 63. In particular, on the first part of the list of the miseries that affect young people,
accordd G &N &yga AOHHIAA nhdaKgkapeaA pthat ANEG AT RA £
Prodicus pronounces in the house of Cakmsiju867al), see Beghini 20172230
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ence, the unjust will forever have to endure suffering and tribulation. In the con-
clusion (372a), Axiochus, encouraged by the words of Socrates, changes from be-
ing afraid of death to desiring it because he is convinced that he is going to go to a
better place.

The therapeutic dimension of Socrates in this gRltoloic dialogue ap-
proaches the conception of the Hellenistic schools. kdeedusomes from
the heart of the academic consolation tradition, in which the Epicurean echoes
are an aempt to adapt it to the spirit of the Hellenistic pefiagl.a aNpAENGU
&k Np Gapaa oaalHaA U Gkx2%bBEAaddheHl Ak &§ ¢
NA 9apNadledhl kp &#ga " &l AEmbdusautiohA Ak & £ &
of a treatis®n gref( )y " aaNAAkpG &N MEnex- Aa £k p k &k
enug the funeral eulody ) mixes praise with consolation, and, in
®egk £ Gapéa EddémiigeNCe Ghé sofla tilute &/RttEndin
memory of his friend who died54 BC, can be included. This literary genre was
also used by Cicefiaugculan Disputatidnand 1ll), Senec&g@nsolation to Mar-
ciaandConsolation to Polypiasd PlutarchJonsolation to his vaifelConsola-
tion to Apoljo Thus, the dialogue, wdhapurious nature is beyond doubt, be-
longs, from a literary and philosophical point of view, to the Hellenistic
consolation traditiohjnterweaving narrative, argumentation and myth in its
dramatic action.

2594 4nlUpk /Ay ®AUpAGUxkkND aA 13AAN %

54 3Q04AkA®e GUpA HIpPp NA GaexrddA 1aAAN %[ la
1415, probably in Seville, into an influential Spanish family of JewisAAtonverts.
the beginning of the 1430s, he began to study law at the University of Valladolid,
finishing his studies on 12 September 1438 at the University of Lleida, where he
acquired thorough training in civil and canon law. After obtaining his doctorate
kp GuUA N p 0adxNosai ga AUuA unnNkfJ
presided over the Rbyouncil under the direction of the crown prince. Subse-
AdapxGA ®ega ANGGNAkKkpG Aalé ga UGaAgkéadaA
Aa " gAkapaki UpA 3aKkadapAiaA #a®eAaap

"Cf. Tulli 2005, 25%1.

8 Cf. Platdylenexenuz36e.

°Cf. Erler 2012, 100.

Ypedroplia Ad 5NGAAN AUA &ga GAUDAAND NAE . UA[
nNadeda P4 NA +Ngp ** NAE $0AKek Ga "AADUPAN %[ Ua
06UGGa AO2PAa okAgNh NAE .&860G6U0 NA& AGNH §a
not be confsed. See Sanz Fuentes 20140&84nd see also Herrero Prado 1998, 110
114; and Fernandes 2018260
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functions in these positions, he was d¢ssioned by King John 1l of Castile to
translate and gloss an apocrypha by Seneca, transmitted under tReotitle of
erbs intended for the education of the crown prince, the future King Henry IV.
Without entertaining the slightest suspicion aboutsii§ a&up &k 4 k A %[ Ga A3
do considered this work of moral philosophy extraordinarily useful for the educa-
tion of the future monarch.
) %f ta Aa 5NGAAN AUA U HaHeadad NA

upA Np_AéHJpaA = G¢ U & Nstild &n Vallgd@lid. By 1959 Fxl o Ga
UGNpGAKkAa gk A AD&puHAa ga oN&ad ®§a ekexGa
Aald ga AasekédaA &N gk4AL AaAkA®@Psa kp " Gal

remains were laid to rest in the parish church of Sdnfaivia ANA&HA& &4 &dguna
AlLp +@0p Aad GNAE $UoUGGaAANA N& -azxbdep kp
®&ga o0aGkppkpG NAE &ga &Yy aapegadA e ®#§a
Axiochuswhich at the time was believed to have been written by Plato, was
RAUpDAGUI2RAA kpa&eN 4nupkAy oA %flia Ada 5NGaA
from an intermediate text, the Latin version of the Greek text of the dialogue
RAUpAGlUL2eaA oA $apakN AdFheinsighddble ddn- ANHAEA & k (

W ANH 13aAA&AN %] {%h cénfury BaNstboA &hd dibss-ok the apocry-
nglu oA &boin pislosdpeNrovierbia Senecaeader theitte Proverbios de
4 ¢ dzAh& iollowing 15tentury manuscripts are preserved: four in the National Li-
brary of Spain, with catalogue number Ms. 18066, Ms. 9964, Ms. 6724 and Ms. 8188, which
also contains translations by Alonso de Cartagena,; fouibirath®Lthe Monastery of
San Lorenzo de El Escoriitl8, NI-7. NIII-9, NIII-10 (the latter, probably the oldest,
dated to before 1460); two in the Library of the Royal Palace of Madrid: Ms. 11/92 and Ms.
[1/614 (which also includes the tramsiadtito Spanish of the Latin text oPttoverhs
one manuscript in the Library of the University of Salamanca: Ms. 1848; and another
manuscript in Barcelona in the Library of Catalonia: Ms. 980.

Op @&®ga HIDpOAGAKkn & *ABAKERIPD 197EREs 2605, § 4 4
Similarly, the printed tradition of the translation d®ritneerbs of SenecA 1 a A& N %[ U
de Toledo is extensive. From among the editions of the incunable period: in Zamora 1482
by Antonio de Centenera; in Saragossa 1481 Hyrds; in Seville 1495 by M. Ungut
and E. Polono; in Toledo 1500 by Pedro Hagenbach; in Seville 1500 by J. Pegnitzer and M.
Herbst. After this date, it is printed in Seville 1512, 1528 and 1535 by Jacobo Cromberger; in
Medina del Campo 1552 and 15&driay de Ghemart; in Antwerp 1552 by Jean Steel-

Ak 0/ 0p egk A ndkpad A ®4& pAk &k Np U pAa aEahtG UGN
2015, 115, n. 4, and 116, n. 5.

12At this time, at the service of the Bishop of Toledo, Alfonso Carrillof ttausin o
Marquis of Santillana, he composed(ti G NG N (0 DA & &@ADZIDAIAgh dz A
( GAApdziggh dz

13Cf. Hankins 1990, Vol. 1985

Q»
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uscript, acquir A o A &g a #ko Gk N@NEAID 20120 véitk dap-i G Aa &/
GNG@ga pOHead . £ Ha p &k Np A 2ga 4aal
Ha p ANYU ®ga AEOxBhda . UAAGKA NAE 40pea&k GG
translation to before 8 Augii445, the date on which John Il of Castile bestowed
on him the title of Marquis of Santillana and Count of Real de Manzanares, and,
kpAaaA taaNAAkpG &N @®ga ANAAANAA oA %[0
the end of 1444,

During the reign of Johr{1406 145} Castile began to emerge from its iso-
lation with respect to the rest of Europe. From 1439, in particular, Spanish transla-
ek Np&£ Adda nNAEka®ksaGA kpAEGBapaaA s A * &l G
PN )aAdpepAaa (-$okontd gink @ig°duNng thi® pefica athe
challenge was to incorporate or, at any rate, explore both the Latin translations of
Greek works and the original translations by Italian humanists.

However, with the support of patrons such as the Marquis of SSptiiana,
ish versions of classical texts, from Homer to Aristotle and newly translated by
the Italian humanists, took Latin as the primary source language. In opposition to
Russell, who considers these Spanish versions as an attempt to medievalise and
Christiase the ancient texts, rejecting the fundamental theses of hufanism,
(NpaeGaa 3NGeép -SorpoAte defendl ghaid Humanish dallide A
Thus, in the Castile of the first half of the 15th century, Alonso de Cartagena,
" GNp AN ' avagrigap (Bfostado} Mosen Diego de Valera, Fernando
AaG 10GGu4 +@up Aa .api +@up 3NAA[ GOaa
1aA4N %[ Ga Aa 5 NG attArat), shecialiats in labAopthebldE G a ®&a 4 .
gy and experts in Latin.

In his%g a DG g G A Apdl ®B dzIDBFANdAG & ADZ wfulpavAkal & A
Toledo manifested the close bond he maintained with this Spanish nobleman, for
whom he translated many works and treatises from Latin into Spanish, by refer-
ring to him in its titl€lt was precisely fromL_atin version blyeonarddruni

Ysp @ega ANAAANAA %f Ga Aa 5NGAAN fel&wa £ &gl
"GalGe Aa ) ap i érabdbly Aahbiding Bith the GhisGriasAhbliflay of
1444, although he is not any more specific. On this point, see RouniiQ11993, 100
3 Npae Gaa 3NGeap . N4 a-povonje 200 k@ ®4. 40 AQA4AN 4
'°Cf. Round 1993, 11%5.
Vg £ (RPEE Paas i-FoMante ROOC TEBAA & &
®In the BNE, a 15th century manuscript from the bibliographic collection of the Duke
of Osuna and Infantado is preseBialigoy razonamiententreD. Fernandevarezde
Toledoy el Dr. PeroDgz, en la muete del Marguys de Santillana Ms 10226.
*paknke &anGkake $NHKkapyYld acé AKUGNGN a A9
AaHINA2414 4G UHNA Aga AZkapnida NekAea/f£ (UG HUA
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(1370 14443 g U &8 g a &4 RhpedBnithsisdme MénusEiNt aghears

the translation dde beata vitay Augustine of Hippbwhich links the problem

of the immortality of the soul with the Christianisatiomataf. H'his aspect,

which highlights the important connection that was made between Augustine
and Plato, represents a key point for the reconstruction of the history of Augus-
tinianism in the Spanish culture of the second half of the 15ti'century.

Inthemp @AaAkne ndagkadsaA kp @&®yga #koGkNea&ey-?
Ms. Esp. 458§ a &4 lUp AGlU&k Np ANa A pRmeedo gNAAGAA
but to the pseudelatonic dialoguaxiochuswhich in another manuscript pre-
served in the BNE, is dedicatettié Marquis of Santilléda./E ( Npae Gaa 3NGe |
UpA 40 A BSdndbhte pathe dui toth the titleA & Pistedd of A§ h dz
and the inclusion of this dialogue insteAdiothuss probably due to the Latin
aNAaa @AFaA oA %[ la /shtrabsNtdEs dNbotliedia- HIl DA &g

g_)l
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con el salmista david. Et benedicidnés k & G2
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videamus deus deorum in storba p AaN G&luadkuA &anGkéke
aAk &k Np oA 1 U38&0. @n thisfwﬁ}lk gee Cherchl 1992

g_)l
;\—<
aOY1

T 2, = o~ T N N~ oz ANz = NN

Agak AN nN& 1aAamipit®fplicia A®a SGSIlGaIA[NI—UNéaeu GkAUA Aac
Ua&eNiaAE 0 UAla ak ARARADUPApRAGHER AL U A
&dgaadliaeak &0 'aAdNp £EOafkea o}
(h. 59)Note on illustration: Initial in h. 1, which represents Socrates drinking hemlock,
and in h. 60, unished.
In addition to the cited edition of Round (1993), on the translation contained in the
manuscript, see Grespi, 1992 37, 98 and 208.

20 Augustine of HippBe beata vitincipit 7UANp HOA gOHIPN as&e Aa
(h. 60).

2484 7kGGuUaR0I0,0A #2A4GUPG

2gp' . £ &AEnN 19AAEka0G AaAgdadknaek Np

GugadauAN aG AQuUG FA£a k Ppakstewadsiatiohds theeéN £ HNp 2a £
de montibus, silvis, fontibus de Gi@auaiccio silio de la#réformacion de la an-
k Hl 4100 p kAEGchus Al PLAGHEHRK NG GNAE AlAG BaAING A N
tion: 1884. Relationshiptp://archivesetmanuscrits.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/cc35069j
Aboutthis manuscriptseeMoretFatio 1892Notice683;and seealsoAvril, Aniel,
. & p ®&uBierZaluskd 983130131,
*BNE Ms. 23248ysical description: 8ritipit/Explicit 4aGOpA Ak £a " 4k FEeN

______

aG ®aAYaAN GkoAN Aad MEOAE ada&gkal kL g
aqui. Aqui termina el libro de Platon llamado Fedron ... como la muerte non es de temer.
%a N GaleaeklAL § 4 ANGAAA NAE U&AQGKEK ®Kk N

Provenance notexlibilN & +NUGAG[ p . GAf U "ol QAAA
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logueg? Thus, if we take as reference the codex kept in the Library of Cathedral
at Burgo de Osrfiayhich includes three worltsa opera PlatonigPhaedo
PhaedruandAxiochuj this theory would be corroborated.

This lastapocryphal dialogue, however, is referred to with the term ser-
monen? which would explain the fusion of the two previousPitisdonem
andPhedrumwhich would give the Spanish versidra (Phadz drum

The codex of Burgo de Osma attributes tortledraini the Latin transla-
tion from the Greek text of the three works, including the sermo. However, Leo-
nardo Bruni only translated the first two w&tkaed@nd Phaedrusbut not
AxiochusThe translator of this pse&datonic dialogue (then stillrdttited to
1GU &N Al £ ®ga §oHIU P k144e), $dapsindd\of Bxuni 3 O A&k
and a member of the papal cisdo, like him, learned the Greek language in
Florence attending lessons taught by the Byzantine diplomat Manuel Chrys-
oloras’? Betveen 1436 and 1437, when he was accompanying the papal retinue in
#NGNGPpU $apakN Aa 3 @ EekDe kortd éothidd A A g k £
nenda probably from the Greek codex provided by J@dmpssloras, the Vat-
icanus gr. 1(34and dedicateche translation to the recognised patron and bib-
liophile, Cardinal Giordano Orsini, who was suffering from a serious illness that
would lead to his death the following year®1438.

Of the Latin version Akiochusin addition to the abceugentioned Sparhis
®AUpPAGUEkND oA %fla Ad 5NGaAAN NpGA Npa
scripts are preserved, among which is the one held by the Library of the Cathedral
at Burgo de Osnfilsls. 124Xo which we have previously referred. This manu-

“$ /£ (Npae Gaapedsa@mente 2000 68 Ja 4N 4

| ibrary of Cathedral at Burgo de Osma, Ms. 124r{sipkV). $ Np &k paa®& gNa o N
men tria opera Platonis, nempe Phaedonem, sive liborum de immortalitate animorum,
Phedrum, in quo poetices vis et natura describitur et sermaoaterdeenda morte.
Omnia autem ex graeco in latinum sermonem translata sunt opera Leanardi Bruni
77r98r);1 G U A &ghdlalion of Bruni, with preface and arguntentQl 109v);
"2 GRERNAEGU &k Np NAE $apakN Aa 3 Q/£&k ak Ak &g n
Cf. Orcajo 1929, 211; and Hankins 1990, @4, 676

g/ (NpaeGaa 3-Sbménf 200068974 4N 4ge4aa

27 See Hankins 1990, Vol. I, 45 U p A -Rofigrta SchielékéEN . Opp Gal
Feldmeier, Grosse, Lohmar, Nesselrath, Poplutz 2012, 39.

“Between 1397 and 1399 Manuel Chrysoloras teaches Greek in Florence. See Celenza
2007, 7475.

#Cf. Belli 1954, 4489.

%0See Hankins 1990, V8P B3; Erler 2005, 82.
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scriptincludes aleesea & NA 43 AF2440G AANH $apakN Aa
Velleius, whose identity has never been deterfnined.

The dialogue is known and recognised as a cure and medicine to combat the
Aalad NAE Aal ey UpA $ap aniolN beBane hisdmdsEek &8 k A
UAHKk A4aA ANADz AaNp&lAko@&ekpPG kp U Adadk Aksa
hough from its apocryphal aspect.

*p @®@Ppa Akey #ygad gOHUpDKkAFe adakadaca &N Agk
sorted to a classic model, extracted frempstud® latonicAxiochusto replace
the terrible representations of death and final judgment conveyed by contempo-
rary preacheféThe Latin translation retains the sakmposs its original
Greek: to serve as consolatio mortis. In this regard,AC&ncio 3 @ A&k &
®JA40GGAA oA &ga (4aaDz ®eaax a/Enaaik
course, which attempted to console the dying Axiochus.

5§03/ Agap $apak Axiodhdshe dedidatedtit ta & teredid U p A£G U &2a
nally ill patient, CArk p U0 G 0 & /Ek p k %f ta Aad 5NGaAAN AN &
death and even show contempt for it, dedicated it to the future Marquis of Santil-

Gupu . iRa & GA a ,-fourdepniyBissibefore his death and then in full

possession of his faculties.this reason, he did not reproduce the consolatory

Ak £aNQgAAa ndaskapeae kp $apakN Aa 3P0 /Exek ak (
3 ap ik £EFptEedpting o Adaer a civic ethics question typical of his

time: why certain virtuous men, @liph afraid of death, are willing to place it

above their own lives, acting according to virtue and for the good of their own

country.

Not only is there a Christian way to overcome the fear of death following the
precepts of the late Middle Ages, basedtialg on an interpretation of the
texts ofArs moriendic 1415 1450), but also a humanistic way, based on an in-
terpretation of the works of classic Greek and Roman authors, especially certain
dialogues by Plato, sucRlagedoor attributed to hirsuch ag&xiochus

In the abovenentioned»d & BG PG 6 Gdzii DRy Adzn G Adz D4 DAADA
Santillanawritten after 25 March 1458, the date of death of the Spanish noble-

Hul p UpA ANHHKk ££KNPDAA oA &yga $NOpEe NA
cousinandgdo AEdkapA NA &ga .UAAOKA 1aA&N %[ 0.
structure agixiochus =Ggl daa Aa 5NGaAN AgN NnGUAAE &

~

k Al £
0 GGA Al

g/ (NpaeGaa 3-Sbménfe 2000 18134 4N 4ge4aa

¥See Hankins 1990, Vol. BB4

¥ 33NAAKkpPG &N ( NpaeéG&BamoeNZDeopl7aipA 4 wpdadNnas o
Toledo, in line with the Renaissance conceptigmsagsneaning to death fully. From
this perspective, it connects with the proposal that Leonardo Bruni collecsada-his

tio funebrigahannis Strazae, 1428.
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%f uta Aa 5NGaAN AgN NGUALE ®ga agluUAalaeai
Marquis of Santillana, whajassly ill, playing in this case the role of Axiochus,
awaits irremediable death. In ialogue %[ 04 A& 5NGaAN UGAN |
words and phrases from his translatidiothug®enriching the literary work
with this lexical and architectural inbengection.

3.Axiochusn the Humanist Library of Beatus Rhenanus

The humanist and phllologmmusRhenanus (whose real name was Beatus
#k GA Al A aNap Np "PGO LR kp 44&g
ing to a family originally from Rtunhis father, Anton Bild, who was known as
3gkpNAa4 AULE U s20x&dgaé GpA Gl&ead aGa:
ipA 45890Gaeygak ££ kp . Neeg a & Ga ££ [E4
gk HU &N A£®&QPAA (& &fhére helexedlgd ashipgBiataS NAE 4B Ga.
Hoffmann and B & Géailer® From the age of 15 to 18, Rhenanus dedicated
himself to the study of literary works, mainly on grammar and rhetoric, by recog-
nised Italian and German humanists, acquired by his fathetr garpose.
In 1503, probably on the advice of Gebwiler, he moved to Paris to continue his
education at the university. During his studies, which were mainly devoted to
GNGk & ng ALk aE HAa&lingALkaZLE UpPpA " &k £Z&Na&G
laAoaAk - a/» 64a 1586) arm (Chalies Al Bodelles (c. 1475
1566}° During this time, he also worked as a proofreader in the office of the
printer Henri Estienne, where he acquired the skills of philologist and literary
critic. After obtfik pG s lUAadgaGNA UGpA HUA*RAE A AdGaaa
4BGaKkeliae kP UpA 4aGOGULAGA Anape &«
JakotWimpfeling, Johar@®eilevon, U AALa 4 A2a 4G UpPDA 4Boal Akap
worked in the printing house of Mathias Schurewhath he became friends.
In 1511, Rhenanus moved his residence to Basel to attend the Greek courses

taught by the Dominican friar from Nuremberg, Johanne¥ Quniy this

“$ £ (NpaeGaa 3-Sbmeénfe2000 178104 4N 4 gedaa
%5894 ) OHU Pk £ -(BHS)arétdind theNs@hool i Bodksef Beatus
Rhenanus (1498 /1499), with catalogue number: BHS MS050.
®$UGgAp & ¢nAadgldzmn &A #Alcarkdpon@dng dodne dzZAN A DZ ¢
1504/1505 academic year,. BHS $ NHHA p &l k éeddBapks: " 4 k £&N 24
- NGk Aga 19 A £k AJAL On.thisdopio, Gek Akyd ®A5; and FeeEalso
Faye, Ancey 1995, 1392.
%" Johannes Cuno (c. 1462/14633), a Dominican friar from Nuremberg, chose Ba-
sel because of its printing presses, suclataswiied by Amerbach, for whom he
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time, he worked as a proofreader in the offices of the printers Johann Amerbach
and Johann Froben, and met Erasfiistterdam (14661536), of whom he
became a great friend, scientific adviser and publishing representative. In 1519,
due to the iliness of his father and until his death the following year, Rhenanus
lived between Badelp A 4 B Ga A&l & ®eyga aka®eA Agada ga
and devoted himself entirely to literary activities. In 1531, the Basel printing house
Froben published his only original wedgtum Germanicarum libri,teexd be-
tween 1540 and 1541, it pebligte first edition of the works of Erasmus, in nine
volumes, preceded by a biography. Upon his death in Strasbourg on 20 July 1547,
Rhenanus bequeathed his personal library to his naffsehetg his remains
Aake kp 4& (aNaAGa A£ $§g04ag

According tahe catalogue of thek o Gk N&g » Aga ) OHl pk £2a NA
drawn up by Walter, among the incunabula anecebftiny prints that
Rhenanus acquired before 1518, we find practically no direct referente to Plato.
The founder of the Academy is absentbibtimthe incunabula that we preserve
and those that have disappe&fEcbm after 1518, there are only two works: Cal-
akAk A ®&4&UpAGH &k Np TikhdeugiI2A and théelthanD &2 A A NP
translation of the complete wodtsPlato byarsilio Ficio (1433 1499), re-
vised by Simon Grynaeus (1532). However, we have two collections, attributed to
Xenocrates disciple of Plato and successor to Speusippus as head of the Acade-
my which include a Latin version of the ps@latonic dialogudxiochus
produced by FicirféThe first collection, which includes texts by lamblichus and

AN4& DA A UpA ®ya AauGey NA (4adaDz HUDOAAAKkN &AE
from Cardinal John of Ragusa (c. 139@4%). On Cuno, see Saffrey 1971.
¥ The BHS currently holds 460 manuscripts (ancient and)m&s@ incunabula
and around 2,500 printed books from the 16th century. Its collections include the ex-
traordinary Rhenanus library, an exceptional example of a humanist collection pre-
served almost intact in its entirety. This library consists of @23 vioicluding 1,287
works and 41 manuscripts, distributed among various collections, to which must be add-
a A Upakape HIUpOAIAKknaeAs UPA Gadeead A Aé
Rhenanus library was listed in the UNESCO Memory of tiieWsidd. On biography
of Rhenanus and his library, see Meyer 1976; and Diu 2008.
%9See Walter 1929, 2863; and see also Diu 2008249
“0Cf. Meyer, Petitmengin 1985; and Petitmengin 1989.
“Along with the Latin translation by Ficino of the tré&isaeorté= Axiochugat-
tributed to Xenocrates, the treabgereligione christigrelso written by Ficino, was
published in Strasbourg by the Johann Knobloch printing house in 1507. Rhenanus pos-
sessed a copy in his library, preserved with catalogee BH$HK 1072a/WJ 1320. See
Hirstein 2013, 55, n. 20, and 59, n. 34.
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14NAGOE o0& pPNe&e 1GN&kpoOAE AlUALE“nDoGk £yaA
The second, which includes the tre@séhe resurrectiby the Christian phi-
losopher Athemgras of Athens (2nd century AD) and the Latin translation of
the Tablet of Celd®sthe renowned Paduan Classical scholar Ludovicus Odaxius
(Odasio), is an incunabula published in Paris whose year of publication is not
known??

The only Platonic dialogimatt Rhenanus possessed in his library was a Latin
version ofAxiochudy the Dutch humanist Rudolf Agricola (144485), pub-
lished around 1502 in the Paris printing house of Alexandre Aliate (for Jodocus
Badius}’

At the school of Cardinal Lemoine, duria student days in Paris, Rhenanus
AkA pNe&e AFaar &N AagNed gkHAIGAE &N &ga A
Instead, he welcomed with fervour the philosophical method derived from Aris-
totelianism. The Alsatian student was a loyal supportéfofdlé & A& " &4 k £&N & (
naNGAa i HHA UpA ga aZAZnaakliGGA aNpAkAadaA
At the end of his Exigua pluvia, written in 1505, Rhenanus placed Plato among
those responsible, along with Alexander of Aphrodisias and Averraasidor wh
alGGaA ®ga AalAGA AaA£#40axkNp NAE * 20 GA

59§0/& kp U Gacesadd AKape &N -a/kos4a gk £
®ja (aNA&AGA N A 1séHaedti@ditipnAwhigh would be pub-
lished that same year imaSbourg by the Schurer printing house, he stated:

54ao0kaNpA AIGNALE oA HAUPDA NAE 1AGOHAD &AL

way of philosophising is much more in accordance with Christian piety than that
of Platqquam Platonis longe esse Chpidiiaa n k a &l sk Ak ¢

However, we note the absence of other works by Ficino,Thechogia platonica
de immortalitate animoruwmritten between 1469 and 1474 and published in 1482, which
could be describeas a summa on the immortality of the soul, aGditin@ete works
which appeared in 1484.

42See Zehnacker 1997, 4R 78.

“3 According to Zehnacker (1997,1829H263), this work was published in the Pa-
risian printing house of Guy Marchant ond@sA1498.

*Moreau (1972, 87), drawing on the manuscripts of Renouard, establishes this ap-
proximate date of 1502 and this place of publicatAxidohud’latonisDe contem-
menda moridranslated by Rudolf Agricola (BHS K 822e/WJ 2044). Faye42)00, 44
however, proposes the year 1501, in Paris, in the printing house of Jean Petit, and Walter
(1929), that of Wolfgang Hopyl in the same year. In addition, Rhenanus possessed anoth-
er text of this translation in an anthology of works by Agricolaggubl&htwerp, by
%k &Dz . UA®apA nldakE kP #) 4 a 8+

““Faye 2000, 44.

“See Faye 1998, 432.


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

5C Pseudeplatonic immortality
#axAaap upA gNAagaé 3gapupg.
a profound change. Under the influence of Erasmus, who he had met in 1514,
Rhenanus experienced a doctrinal transformation: he vindicated Plato, against
Aristotle, and considered Platonic works as the best introduphdasitaphia
Christi For Rhenanus, Platonic teaching conformed to Christianity. Thus, in the
Maximi Tyrii philosophi platostcmonesgdition*” Rhenanus undertook to de-
fend Plato againiis critic$® Adopting one of the theses of the founder of the
Academy, he considered that the community of men, women, children and prop-
erty presented by Plato in Book Repibli®’ encouraged charity by suppress-
ing the passions that promote envy fat athers posse8s. N4 & & U0 AHWOA  FEdk a
the sharing of all things coincides with Christianity.
In 1516, Rhenanus published through the Basel printing house Froben an an-
thology of three works: Aeneas of Gaza (c. 43b1&)0OpresentedRiatonicus
christianus his dialogu®e immortalitate animorum, deque corporum resurrec-
tione Athenagoras of Athens (2nd cent.DdDjesurrectionand Sextus the Py-
thagorean (2nd cent. AD), author of sentences. In his foreword, Rhenanus rejects
Pythagorean argumenboat the immortality of the soul and palingenesis, and
defends the resurrection of botlielsat same year, the Alsatian humanist anno-
tated Apuleiude Madaura £ eBeddgeaatedPlatoliis
The transformation experienced by Rhenanus was confirmavith 16&
publication oAxiochusa dialogue attributed to Plato. Although the publication
does not include the name of the Alsatian director of publications, Hirstein iden-
&k Ek & £ &*§ a nakpekpG HNAAG %4 JADmNAGU G
towp ABSGIERARAINGAAA NAE U nNakpeaekpG HNAAG
or a book, allows us not only to determine its origin and provenance, but also to
show the type of cooperation between the owner and the publishing house. The

4" Maximus of TyreMaximi Tyrii philosophi platonici sermo@esmas de
PazzisBeatus Rhenanus, Ambrosius Holbein, Johann Froben, Urs Gr&fobehann
15109.

“8See Trapp 2000, 151; and see also Faye 2000, 46.

“9In Republiq451e452a; 455d56a), Plato proposes equality between men and
women, that the guardians of the State have no private propey, @a®¢the com-
munity of women and tdiien (449d, 457, 461e, 464a, 466¢c, 543awd739c). As
he explicitly states irawq875a), the common unites ( ) and the private separates
( ), in the sense that it disperses or destroys cities.

0 Cf. Horawitz, Hartfelder 1886, 134.

S1Cf. Horawitz, Hartfelder 1886, 88.

*2See Faye 2000, 46.

3Cf. Hirstein 2013, 89.
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text undergoes chges when its printing is prepared, that is, both in its devel-
opment and its publishing.

3gapupo£E 1aAOkaaA 3 JAMGYE PaBGApkiried Gl £ ®4
in the same city around 1502. He also had a Basel edition, printed in 1518 in the
office ® Adam Petri, which closely matches the book that Rhenanus possessed in
his personal library. Both publications-inin (& &ga o2aGkppkpG NAE
el ed SKpposAXdDERUBZALE 1 Gl &N NP &g @éxiodhNg) &a Hin & N A
Platonis de conteenda morfeThe Paris edition includes the following poem in
two elegiac couplets:

Infracto ut possis animo contemnere mortem,
Ad nomen cuius uulgus inane tremit,

Diuni Socratis uerba haec lege quis morientem
Axiochum monuit, ilico tutus eris.

Rhenaus, who owned five editions of thisweelg A a4 NA ' KAkpN A& - |
siorr*and two by his favourite translator, Agricomaeticulously examined the
text of the Parisian edition and proposed the amendments and changes that
would appear in the Baselieditcapital letters in the proper names, especially
those that appear in the myth of Gobryas, punctuation meplecing colons
with commas pagination and more spaced typography, resulting in the 8 pages
of the Paris edition being extended to tpages of the Basel edition. In this
way, in its revision and correction, the Alsatian humanist attempted to champion
"GAKkANGlU £ ®&dlUpAEGU&KND Npad @&gle NAE 'kdky
Therefore, Rhenanus revised and corrected the text of the dialogue in the Paris
editonto imANga @&§da oNNDz ndkpeadA kp "AlH 134
work, the links between proofreader and editor were strengthened. The publish-
ing house had enormous freedom when it came to reprinting a book, which al-
lowed the distribution of a text, sudhapseud®latonic dialoguxiochusin
a European region: in the Upper Rhine of the first decade of the 16th century or,
as we have seen previously, in the Castile of the second half of the 15th.

Q-
Q-

Y594 ®yhaad aANnkaALk NAE . UAAKGKN 'ka

@&k Np p "GAN . Up@akN £ NAEEk

0o GA n@oaGkAZygaA kp kp (QA .0u4a

nPdoa Gk £gaA kp 4&£40ANQAG kp +Ngupp A& ANA&DzEYN
**Thetwo editionswith translatiorby RudolfAgricolathe Parissxemplarwhichap-

pearedin 150br 1502in the office of AlexandreAliate (for JodocuBadiusBHSK

822e/W2044)andthe oneprintedin Antwerpby Dirk. U & sg&eBsiE 151BHSK

1182C/VE56).

"Ry
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4.Conclusions

Axiochusa pseudPBlatonic dialogue deed to the contempt of death and im-

mortality of the soul, is one of the most popular adAchmeh texts by Plato

between the end of the Middle Ages and the Renafdsambés, at least two

editions of this dialogue were published in Basel, oneffit¢hef Andreas Cra-

tander and Servatius Ruftanus, and the other in that of Adam Petri. To prepare

®ga Guxeal #al®ePAE 3gapupodk atédakEdGGA 4aq
in translation, of which he had two copies, published in Paris (020hod 15
Antwerp (1511). The wealth of the collections in his library and his experience as a
philologist and proofreader are reflected in this carefully prepared edition.

The work was previously translated into Spanish around Christmas 1444 by
13A4NaAa%BNGaAN kpeadHHaAkuAdA osadax2Adap ,
-.naa Aa . apANail -NAA Aa Gu 7acGi Ag
1445, would be named Marquis of Santillana. After this work, he devoted himself
to the translation d?haedoAxiochus at that time considered authentic, was
AapAadaA kpeN 4nupk Ay AEANH &ga -UlUekp 24l
eight years earlier.

The author of this apocryphal dialogue, falsely attributed to Plato, could be an
academic from the first ce@& A # $ * @/ ANHNNAKk &k NDp ANDppE
&k Np Gapéaa k P& NAn N &Pythagopeén elerseNtk that & n k & g4
adhere to both its argumentation and style, in which narration, dialogue and
myth are interwoven. Thus, Socrates puts foraenidsaof arguments to try to
convince the dying Axiochus to resign himself and, at the same time, desire
death. Adopting a thesis attributed to Prodicus, Socrates points out that the living
should not fear death, because they still exist; nor shaldddhbecause, as
they do not exist, they feel nothing. He only manages to comfort Axiochus, how-
ever, when he speaks of the immortality of the soul and, by means of a myth, de-
scribes the Orphic and Madhagorean nature of the delights of the future life
that await the righteous and the torments that await the unjust.

k p G
N

**TotheaforementionetlatinandSpanistranslationst isnecessarnp addcertain
Frenchadaptation@ndversionghat werewidelydisseminateffom the middleof the
16thcenturysuchasthatbyt sk Dpld)lleseconénfed & N Ddjel. dzmizdide
deuxdialoguedePlatonDZ & dzg Axioéhisfitemungaultreidzn §Hippabdius.le
toutnouvellememtaduictenlangued P U dzby6rgDolkt.],1544and DuContempne-
formededyaloguegtsontiesintroduitzSocrate€ liniaget AxiochusRarisPDenisJanofs.
d.[1545elonC.Longeon]SeesSecrel 96610911 AndseeaalsoVegdRamo20033 4.



+NAB . GAJ O £ O HNALELBED)GC o N

89k Ga ANA $apakN Aa 3 0 /E&k &k ®ga kpea
®eglue NAE $SUAAKpPUG 04 AkpK AgN AkaA kp
the work in hiPidlogoe £i 6 Gdzli Dgy Adzn G Adz DZI DAApnA &ADZ
after the death of the Spanish nobleman in 1458. For Rhenanus, on the other
hand, his revised edition coincides with a doctrinal vindication of Plato against
Aristotle, transmitting in his work the infeesaof Erasmus.

The series of argumentsAkiochusmany of which are compatible with a
Christian interpretation, occupied a preferential position among humanists, who
interpreted the text as an authentically Platonic dialogue that dealt with the
theme ofcontemnenda mart€he immortal soul, enclosed in a mortal body,
wishes to move to its heavenly abode, and the abandonment of this world in-
volves detachment from perishable misfortunes to achieve a lasting happiness
forever.
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AbstractTo understand the meaning and function of the ordinal numbers in the myth of

the races it is essential to have a full grasp of how the myth is composiedcine its

is supposed to be perceived by a listener or reader. There is a general silence among Hes-

iod scholars about the meaning and function of the ordinal numbers in the myth. A tacit

agreement may be inferred from such a silence: the ordinal nenno@iily taken

to merely express the chronological order of the races. In thisagioieg each and

asaldA Npa NAE 2ga NAAKDpUG Inehidrstate Batdbg e G nnalé
ordinal numbers preserve their hierarchical dimensioinetencases in which this

appears to be less convincing

Keywordddesiod, myth of the races, ordinal numbers

I

To understand the meaning and function of the ordinal numbers in the myth of
the five races it is essential to have a full grasp of e wagik 49 ) a Ak NA £ H
is composed and how its structure is supposed to be perceived by a listener or
reader. In this article, | intend to develop a thorough and nuanced interpretation
of the meaning and function of the ordinal numbers in the Hesiod¢ timyth
races. The main thesis of the article is that the ordinal numbers occurring in the
myth bear both a chronological and an overall hierarchical sense.

( 8 . N £Ee& aGUk HUE &gue ) a &Lkl
izing principle. He args against the view that the only organizing principle of
the myth is the ordinal numbers. My position differs from his for two reasons.
First, Most does not think that the ordinal numbers occurring in the Hesiodic
myth are hierarchical. Secondly, thepeetive that will be developed in this

Vol 14. 1 (20) 1 " - k Hul
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article is one according to which the ordinal numbers are just one of several or-
GipkakpG nédkpaknGaLk kp )akkNA £ HA=&J /| a
which the myth is composed and communicated cannotietetynrand ade-
quately grasped unless due attention is given to the role the ordinal numbers play
(insofar as they have both a chronological and a hierarchical sense) in the struc-
turing of the myth of the races as a whole.

Throughout the article a lotlvieié said about the relative value of the races.
I will favour the view that the whole Hesiodic account of the races and their suc-
aakEkNp 4dakGadek U GapadicG ndANGAarsfkEkkoa A
be backed up by this view as one of ilspoiats of support. Since the idea of a
general progressive degeneration of the races still remains the most widely ac-
cepted view, | will try to be very brief on this question and will (for the most part)
rely on the work done by previous scHdl\afi@v more controversial points will
nevertheless be the subject of a more detailed discussion. If, on the one hand,
AANH ®#ga nNkpe NA skadaA NA ®§gad AadHNDp £24 0 &i
of each race confirms the chronological and hierarcdegahgof the ordinal
numbers, on the other hand, from the point of view of the very composition and
intelligibility of the myth, the ordinal numbers are precisely one of the things that
structure and make perceivable the general progressive degehdratianas.
As a result, the presentation of the general degeneration of the races will not be
satisfactorily grasped in its performance (insofar as performance refers to not on-
ly the poet but also the listener or reader: cf. U. Eco 1997, 33) roribldgych
and hierarchy involved in the ordinal numbers are fully clarified.

6n @p&ek G pNA ®&yga @&Nnka NAE ®ga NaAAkpUG
has not yet received the attention it deserves. Curiously, there is a general silence
among Hesiod sdhs about the question of what the meaning and function of
®ga NAAKkpPUG pOHo A& Ak kp )aAskkNA £ HAzYy UG43

'On the myth of the races having several organizing principles and not just one, see
besides G. W. Most (1998) aB® T. Mralkner (1995) 52.
’$ /£ : - B Bagfemg been recognized that the Heroes have been in-
serted (whether by Hesiod or a predecessor) into a system of four metallic races, each
ANA& £a4 @®glu]p g MosN(pods) %ifEN & fily complete ov@rview of
®ga 4daaanekNp NA )aZLZkNA £ HA®G AANH " pek AJk
eration. However, discussions about this topic are still gogeg dn Koenen (1993) 4;
G. W. Most (1998) 119; J. S. Clay (2063)@4dén ' N4 &ga skaA
cession of the races does not reflect degeneration, see F. Bamberger (1842) 534; W. Hart-
mann (1915)-29, 30, 58; F. J. Teggart (1947) 52; T. G. Rosenmeyer{195Fpa69
tenrose (1974) 8; P. Smith (1980)3145,M5Falkner (199556G. W. Most (1998) 109;
3 (LUGpB
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k p Uk N£E A£aaNpA 4lpDz aPe&e ga ANa Ak
other ordinal numbers. Both L. Koenen (1993, 7) and J. S. Clay (2003, 95) suggest
an opposition between a chronological and a hierarchical understanding of the
order & succession of the races; but neither of the two relates this opposition to
divergent interpretations of the meaning and function of the ordinal numbers.
Nevertheless, a sort of tacit agreement may be inferred from such a strange si-
lence on the part ofdth & NHUHA P &eli N4 &£ Np ) aAZkNA £ nNaH
are implicitly taken to merely express the chronological order of the races. A view
such as this implies that it is considered fairly obvious and not worthy of any dis-
cussion that the ordinal numbersratiemselves neutral in terms of the hierar-
chy of the races (although it is undeniable that in the myth some races are supe-
rior or inferior to others). To my knowledge, only a very small number of scholars
(briefly and very insufficiently) approachubgest of the meaning and function
of the ordinal numbers in the myth of the races. G. Wakker (1990, 88), G. W. Most

(1998, 108 $ $0GUHa 3
(2010, 9) understand the ordinal numbers in the mythletically. B. Gatz
AhaubDzE NAE GPp "o KRQEDD G 2 D

as the idea of a hierarchical meaning and function of the ordinal numbers is con-
cerned.

I will examine each and every one of the ordinal numbepp#aatia Hesi-

NA £ HA&j kp NAAGA &N Aa®zadHkpa Agaegal
chronological and a hierarchical meaning and function. Since the chronological
meaning and function of the ordinal numbers in the myth seem to be either im-

plicitly or explicitly recognized by other scholars, the main focus of this article

will therefore be placed on verifying that the hierarchical dimension of the ordi-

nal numbers is fairly consistently effective throughout the entire myth of the rac-

es. lwilargueg isee ag6ap kp &ga auAkaLsk kp Agkag e
be less convincing, the ordinal numbers preserve at least a quantum minimum of

their hierarchical dimension.

However, this is not the only way the present article intends to make a contr
bution to our understanding of the Hesiodic myth of the races. In addition to
showing that the ordinal numbers used by Hesiod in the myth of the races in-
volve both a chronological and a hierarchical sense, the article will also indicate
how the ordinal mabers with a chronological and a hierarchical value are one of
the linguistic resources that allow Hesiod to structure and effectively communi-
cate to his audience a myth intended to present a general degeneration of the
races. Indeed, the ordinal number®ae of the elements through which Hesiod
introduces the description of each of the races in their chronological and overall
hierarchical succession. Moreover, especially when the poet uses ordinal adjec-

[(®]
Q)
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tives, the ordinal numbers play a defining redenis of identifying the races.

Finally, if we compare the structuring of the myth by means of the ordinal num-

bers with other ways of structuring it, we find that the ordinal numbers are pre-

served throughout the myth, whereas, for example, the refetiemceadials,

which is one of the fundamental organizing principles of the myth, is interrupted

when the race of heroes is described.

"E AaGUAALE )akkNA £ @K NE kpead GGkl
communicate the degeneration of the races ighargeneral pattern in the po-
as®e A£ O£ NE &aHw kp #£ga HAxJ " Ad E§uG
or deviations, which can be explained by the way Hesiod operates under the rules
of Greek language in order to express the degeneragoracés while taking
as his starting point material inherited from cultural tradition. Consequently, by
means of the analysis of the use of the ordinal numbers in the Hesiodic myth of
the races, the present article will focus on a particular exampl¢hef ¢am-

n N Ak &k N p Wadik&Eany Baiiicavriéd odE on the basis of the interaction
between the message the poet intends to communicate in each context, the pre
established rules of Greek language (as well as the expectations of the listener or
reader insofar as they submit themselves to these rules in the process of under-
standing the poem) and the material inherited from cultural tradition both by the
poet and the listener or reatler.

Il
One of the possible functions of ordinal numbers in Goeekpeess the rank
of someone or something in a given hierarchy (cf. H. G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S.
Jones 1996, s.v.  # "® ®§ad NQeAkase NAE ) aLkNA
race, in the very first occurrence of the ordinal numbers in the myth of the races,
HWWA o4& 4dapAadaA ok Ak &£ NAE U

SCf. W. A. Johnson (2006} 232 Aglee Aa AaabDz &N 44aaNgad kA&
NAE®apD OpaNpAEakNOAE AgliadaA oa®Aaap uUOAkapaa
to the poetry.

*104a $ $0G0HA k £ %@&lé@@ﬁkpé@ﬁﬂ@i@é
AagANDNGNGk Aga ' N4 N&gad NadgpadhdapaaLk NAE

Th.24, 116, the hierarchical sense of s clear see W. H. Race (1992) 22, 23:

NAHIZE NAENEGEOBA ANDGEA &k Ha £ kppintss3nadd, iBNA HU &N k[
113), but the superlative , which occurs only in lines 24 and 116 in th& lketire
ogonydesignates the two beginnings of fundamental importance: 1) iwtidre s
gk £ atbdaald UA U nNase UGpA OpAGp arpl 4589 & DN AHN A
are also cases of hierarchical : the former passage points to the most important
of possessions for Perses to be able to clear his debts andmiarg wfifille the latter

one refers to the most decisive moment when the plowing season begins. The Hellenistic
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is an adverb anddikhe majority of adverbs it is formed from an adjective (see
W. W. Goodwin 19718)77 is formed from an ordinal adjective, which
means that it is an ordinal adverb and may therefore include both a chronological
and a hierarchical sense (cf.GH.Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. Jones 1996,
S.V. ). My claim is that the superlative form of the adverb conveys the
idea that the golden race is the first in time and the highest in rank of a series of
races that are depicted in the various seofidims myth. Although the golden
race appears at the very beginning of the myth, it already points to a whole de-
scending scale of rates.

Why does Hesiod start off in this way? Why does Hesiod use an ordinal adverb
here, instead of using an ordinal adgatvhich is what he does when describ-
ing each of the subsequent races (cf. 127, 143, 157, 174)? | believe Hesiod wants to
point out right from the start that the whole descending scale of the races is a
creation of the gods. Hesiod shows this by resoréingadverb ( ),
which gives some prominence to the verb (110) and consequently to one
of the many creation acts of the gods in the myth (cf. 128, 144, 158). Hesiod might

nNa& $UGGKHUIAIOAE HUDA A U Aaetk G.R1APfadidgiy N £

U Aaadk £k 6a& HN HBeBee(thebginemg &f tha Mhdatere ik cobtiagEa
to previous uses of k p UpA k &MNANGCHPE 2a £ 14
hierarchically. Both U p A determine the climax in priamels: cf. Fres.
1167.Hom3.25, 214see W. HRae (1982) 48, 53; W. A. Johnson (2006) 234.llln Hom.
1.6, 16.108l.8.268h.Hom3.25, 214, upA Hii 4Dz ®ega kHNNA&A&IpAESE
event rather than an absolute priority in time. InD&all. upA
designate qualitativagtemporal priority. As W. H. Race (19823)&8ts out,
UpA nadkHOA 1Aa OFAA ®gANOGyGNDxe AGUALEKEUIG Gke
@&k Np 24 OGANKER &p EAK &, IV érgEn 1 MEhidiak.p. Ghe an-
cient Greeks considered their ancestors as better and closer to the gods than themselves
(see notably APhlb.16c®).In Arist.Pol.&eg a k £ UAEAENEGK U &
(1291a16 uapA U upled ini p A
hendiadys in the characterization of forms of government. Pericles funeralTtation in
2.36.1 begins with the ancestors ( HpMf 1 G
282a3 Hippias begins his speech by referring to the former gentnatearsof the
AaluA A£ daskapeHape ke kA kHNGKkAaA kp ®ga nlA£EA
AnalibDaAad UpA gkA£ UOAkapaa Op @®ga Upakape (4a
van Groningen (1953).

> Commenting on the use of  in h.Hom3.1@5, 2074, A. M. Miller (1986) 26
indicates that the term signals the starting point for a longer discourse. With respect to
the fact that the use of ordinal numbers might create in the mind of a reader or listener
the expectation that aunting will go on, cf. Hoin22.208; see M. M. Willcock (1984)
294; also N. J. Richardson (1993) 106, 125.

¢
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have felt the need to stress the idea that human beings werbycthatgdds
AkGge UAk®224 NANANEKPG &N £nalibz NE gNA &
UoN@g&e AFANH @®ga A£uiHEA NaAKkGkp )81 ar-
gue this since it is fairly clear that between the idea of human beings and the god
having a common origin and the fact that human beings were created by the
gods, a conflict might arise, which as a result could cause confusion in the mind
of a listener or readeévoreover, by stressing the creation of the golden race by
the gods, Hexl might be intending to convey the idea that not even the highest
of human races equals the gods in terms of rank in the cosmos as a whole. Hesiod
is telling us that what follows is a chronological succession and at the same time a
hierarchy (of which gnthe fourth race is partially excluded) of strictly human
races. Right from their first appearance in the myth, the ordinal numbers seem to
be conveying a clear message: that the golden race is of a sufede kind
therefore placed at the very tofhefchronology and hierardhyE Ha p A k Hin & 4
fect races.

The superiority of the golden race in relation to the others is clearly pointed to
by other indications throughout the myth. Multiple subsequent examples speak
in favour of a hierarchical reading of (I will call attention to only a few
NAE &gaskad Nxgald kpAkaluakNpAE ®&ga ALlaase @®§
(109: )® and the unambiguously positive characterization of the race of
gold both before (1 and after (#@Lthe death of its membéns.a £k NA A&
characterization of the golden race is widely known. Hence there is no need to go
into detail in this respect. For the sake of economy, | have referred to the content
UpA kpeddpliG Aol 0iaceihdgddeNrdee in fedigéhdral £ Aa £33 4
terms.

11l

At the beginning of the description of the silver race, in the second appearance of
®gad NAAKkpUG pOHeoada&d/E kp )aAkNAUIFEAHAREYG 4032

°* N& ®ga OAKa NAE ®ga ovado &N 4dakad &N
Ramnoux (1959) 91; R. Sorel (1982) 26. Text, line ndrtrbedations of Hesiod
with the exception of translations of ordinal numlagesfrom G. W. Most (2010).
0p gNA &gkALE aNpAGkaz® HkGyge 24 ANGsaA /A a
A0/ UAa AElikA kp egk AratibA d&gsiodasn only-itieBEA auag
a A AnAkpGkpG AANH ®ya AlHA o0aGkppkpGAE @&glue
80p &g a n NAEk &k gidl109Ua. IMpLK \Pest (1N78); W8J. Verdenius
(1985) #80. For the symbolism of gold in geserhlso J. Dillon (1992) 24; A. S. Brown
(1998) 392
® Commentatorgenerally agree that the description of the goldes emtiely

positive; but see J. S. Clay (20@3) 87
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AaNHAa AL AaaNpA U PNesibdds ndvérashirfng to Rnpordiaal oDz
jective ( ) as one of the fundamental ways of introducing and characteriz-
ing the silver race, which indicates that the conneetwoeen and the
noun () is such that the very identity of the at issue here is also deter-
mined by the fact that it is second both in time and rank; the same holds true mu-
tatis mutandis for in 143 and in 174 (the case of in 157
should be dealt with more carefully).
*p )aAkk NA A& Aan k atkeskeNup yeNfdithesed@spects which
clearly indicate that this race is of an inferior nature in comparison with the pre-
vious one and therefore help to supmpbrerarchical interpretation of
5ga /AFaaNpA A&l&da kA UGEN kpae&ANAgaaA GpA
); and silver is unarguably less valuable than gold (see R. Roth 1860, 11; V.
Goldschmidt 1950, 34; F. Solmsen 196(R.1Badls 1973, 3; J. Fontenrose 1974,
2; J. Dillon 1992, 23; L. Koenen 1993, 4; G. W. Most -P993rhaé; 2007,
) aZkNA adaanGkaka®GA 4aFA4KL &N ®ga #A

) than that of gold. The fact that in 127d+&sies that the silver race

is does not make a hierarchical use of redundant. In fact,
refers to the way the silver race is worse than the previous one. If
already conveys to a reader or listener thsitwberace is worse than

the golden one, , on the other hand, communicates the idea that
the former is not merely worse but much worse than the latter. In 129 Hesiod
Aol £ad £ ®Ju & &ihégoldek Gné aditherdinibbdy Mt EUk P@k DA
( ). Here involves, by virtue of
the connection between natural constitution and position in a hierarchy of races,
®ya Kapka NE NAE AkHkGUA 4lpDz Faa 8ak

as having to do with similarity of rank can find support in the meaning
of and . and involve a positive distinctiveness in terms of,
respectively, physical constitution and moral sentiment.

1% p kp &ga /£apekondtel GHFRFARS A G dza
Epos.v.; H. G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. J2@&s.(A.1 k &£ u N a adok
UG ngaAduAka kp Agkayg «yga HaupkpG NA.

Corpus Paroemiographorum Graech580, 2.28 (LeuschSchneidewin). See also

P1.Phd 99¢9d1 Phlb19¢3,PIt.300c2. For occurrences of - kp ) aZkNA a/kE 4+
son (1962) slk.Op. kA kp a4Gauad aNpeidluAg®e Al
judgements. | will consider the meaning of kp Gl&ead kp &3
odic passages where unnaudAgk kp «®ga AFAUHAANADz NA i

quenceTh.47, 310 and 901) will be discussed in section VII.
YAccording to H. G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S.13@t3s\( in Homer and Hes-

___________

iod Aip oa AdAapAadaA UE pNeGa AeliepiddaldAapgk 8
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6n &N @&Jk A n Nk phafthe siieffiade As edfireln degativad.p &l 2k N

The silver race is manifestly worse than the race that precedes it and so far noth-

kpG kp )aAkNA A AaAddknakNp asap EDGCGA £k

es that will exist thereafter. The secondfiartoa £k NA &£ n & a Fap @i ek Np

race, however, will change this perceptiof.id40e key passage in this respect.

| will briefly indicate a couple of its important points. As Hesiod states in 141, after

their death the members of the silver ratéd & & U GnGréald undeGtheE/Ea A

alaeag )2We are told in 142 that alt-
gNOGy ®yad HaHead A NA *ya AkGpahd 4Laa & |
( UGG &ga AlHa gNpN& UekdpALE OnNp

YP5 5§ ANDGY ) & Ek NA  /of thedsilizér dnanpirithe &N 2§ a
afterlife, it becomes clear that the silver race is superior to the race of bronze in
this respectin spite of a certain similarity between the radeesfasid that of
bronze both races are characterized by (cf. 13%, 1456, 152; also J. S. Clay
2003, 82 andRl. Vernant 2007, 2} 2§ a HaHeo A4 A NA #§a Gl exa

Z

G nANNNAAA AUGA NA a’engDszé - , Na
Ga A£Kka a4 o Na&g k[) #y a kkaa nl-gl\lﬁéﬁEkCﬁkua@UhhaUéupéé up
"534 aGUKkH ®glue 2ya AaaNpA nlde NAE ) \

®&kosa Npa kA& AanapAape OnNp ®ga nNAEk @k

clearly points to the positive meaning of ag alspappﬁegj &ofthe &

Ak Goad Auaa 59 &4 E AUA Lgle Anaakd

Aal &g asap AkegNge GNkpeaaemGnﬁwmr@dorffz 8 k

(1962) 5However, J. S. Clay (2003308Eh|nks otherwisahe takes the meaning

of &N o4 Qngal—Uk/Eaeka UpA GnN&ANnlka

Z - = o=~

NA GygNA®&A dadaksa dakaHoeGaAk pPNa& 2ga gNpPpNA NA
eguae kA& kp 4&aa Nowériisek N pitightel bgasalbng & n NAa 4

themmakares $GUA HUDAAL Up kpawadbdakekpsG nNkpe gaéé

kp 24UAF U nNAka&kosa HalupkpG kp &

of the races. For although the pdwé &g a Ak Gsaéd A0 asAClaff HA He 44 £

maintains they are nevertheless powerful; in other words, they are of a high rank and

therefore worthy of reverence.

'C
Q-
A

Q_)l(Q(

B“$ £ 8 + 7adAhapk 9k ANa £
shhnda A oA HAaPp o0& &N ®ga Alade @ylae *egaA Jgliosa
lege (or speC|aI function) is due to them because of their hegid iatinsic valuds
7aaAaDk®ﬁE U A £ Aad EIJNGGA p Nae asshdktoeN AEJNA &

®§ak & Gk aldnd M [pwaddliohtked (in fact inexistent) good deeds.
“Pace T. G. Rosenmeyer (1957) 270; J. Fontenrose (1974) 8; C. W. Querbach (1985) 3;
J.S. Clay (2003) 82 .JVernant (2007) 261, 294. Cf. M. L. West (197 4 NHa /A& g N
have doubted whether the Bronze men were conceived to be inferior to the Silver, but
this is certainly implied by their fate after death: they dwell in Hades, nameless and un-
DD G
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piHaGaAkl kp&eN «gyga AlipDz gNOAa NA a4k GGA )
! ).®In a society which values fame and posterity as being
absolutely central, the lack thereof reflects an enormous decreasé in value.
One might argue that chronology suffices to explain the meaning of
in 127, for éhsilver race is also chronologically second. The fact thatin-
volves a chronological sense is clear; however, explaining it simply by means of
chronology amounts to understanding only part of the meaning implied in the
term. In other words, itnst a matter of what suffices to explain , but
rather a question of grasping the whole meaning that the term seems to involve
kp oské&da®epa NAE aN&ey k&L NAGUpKkakpG EDpaa&kNJ
of the silver race. If we leave as@lgigrarchical dimension of because
the term is explainable merely by way of chronology, we will be dealing only with
one of the layers of meaning included in the ordinal adjective; the same is true of
all the ordinal numbers in the myth.
Let us ow take a more careful look at  in 142; it is a particularly signif-
icant passage for several reasons. To begin with, it insists on the idea, which Hes-
iod has already and emphatically stated at the very beginning of 127, that the men
of silver are embers of a  characterized as HThe fact that
is in the plural means that Hesiod is explicitly referring to the members of the
second race instead of simply referring to them collectively through
. Secondly, in combiimat with the subsequent adversative phrase
carries an unmistakably hierarchical sense (see F. A. Paley 1883,
24; V. Goldschmidt 1950, 39; J. Fontenrose 1974, 7; M. L. West 1978, 187; W. J.
Verdenius 1985, 93; A. Ballabriga 1998)sgi#a@r as it insists on the same idea
that we find right at the beginning of 127 and as it also bears a clear hierarchical
sense, suggests that all the other ordinal numbers within the myth point
to the relative hierarchical position of tleegaas well.therwise, we would
have to admit that Hesiod is using the ordinal numbers inconsistently; it would
be particularly strange to have two different uses of in the description of
the same race. Accordingly, though the meaning of in 142 is manifestly

50n the sense of Aaa 8 + TRAREDRANEL PN
they [the members of the bronze race] do not get an honourable title like the two pre-
ceding races (which in fact is true), but that their name does not live on either in their
AU Ha NA kp e®gakd nNAE*2aAlk*A

8y, v. WdmowitzMoellendorff (1962) 59 makes a sharp contrast between the two
Al&dask HFANHI &£3a nNkpe NAE skaA NAE &ygakd 4&apNA
s4dNpaa Npa k £#& Ua @pPA &Ne& pkarlipA Adk~ 6Np
g U eekd U0GAENEGd A OGaoaAD

4aa $ $iGaMNANADBYysaA A ap BagN GppaGill
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hierarchical, the chronological sense is nonetheless presentis connected
with in 127 and therefore with the fact that the silver men are also sec-
ond in time. The fact that the verb is in the present tense doeamthat

is purely hierarchical, for Hesiod is describing the nature of the silver
race in the framework of what is also a chronological sequence of the races. Hesi-
od uses the present tense because he is referring to the present function of the
men of silver, but the function they perform in the present cannot be disconnect-
ed from their nature in the past. Thirdly, is in an emphatic position: it is
placed at the very start of 142. The placing here should call our attention to its
importarce and consequently to the importance of the remaining ordinal num-
bers in situating each race in the chronological and hierarchical scale of the myth.
Finally, it should be noted that the idea that the men of silver are only second
best is picked up agairorder to establish a clear relationship between the rank
of the silver race on the one hand and its destiny in the afterlife on the other.
Since the men of silver are only second @edttherefore inferior to the men
of gold they will consequently haaesecond best (or inferior) destiny in the
afterlife (although nevertheless an honourable one).

\Y,

In their fourth occurrence, the ordinal numbers still involve both a chronological
UpA U gkadludagkauG FapAca )etha whicegk 4 A
comes third and is third in rafiket us look at the way in which the content of
the Hesiodic description of the bronze race is able to back up a hierarchical read-
ing of

To begin, | will briefly point out a couple of characterigtieskwonze race
which show that the bronze race is inferior to both the golden race and the silver
race. The quality of the metal that defines the bronzetmaceronze race is

agladuaxeadkaaA néaak /B edifeditdhtmfenodyim & Np & &

comparison with the two previous races. The fact that the race of bronze is of less
value than the silver racand a fortiorof less value than the golden rase
confirmed irl44, wheje & £k NA /Al 2a £ ®J U ®ilatgthe 4 U 3 3
Ak Gosad Npa Ue& U0GGQGM Asinthe case of , SO also

80n the hierarchical meaning of H. & AEiddell, R. Scott & H. S. Jt9@8)
s.v. A.l. Apart fr@dp.143, none of the referergresn by J. Paulson (1962) s.v. to the
use of in Hesiod involves a hierarchical meaning. Plato is one important example
in Greek literature of the use of in the context of hierarchical orderingsPhée
66¢89,Lg.728ca4, 739ad7; alsech. PIGrg451e.

*On the meaning of U & N AH.®8glAddesE R Hsott & iHPDz
Jones1Q96YE & " : - 8 a4 k& U

Qi
1

N £

~

A &
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here it could be argued that in 144 makes the hierar-
chical use of  redundant. However, does not simp-
ly convey the idea of inferiobtyt a sort of intensified expression thereof.
thus adds something to what is involved in, since it

points to the fact that the bronze race is not simply worse but much worse.

However, Hesiod does not intend to draw atahsaegative picture of the
bronze race. In other words, Hesiod is not implying that the race of bronze does
not possess any relatlvely posmve characteristic and is therefore at the very bot-
&NH NAE ®#ga gkaldudagA N/ riggigr thehbtodza /£ "3aN4a
race seems to be more valuable than at least the race oflisirovSehis very
clearly; in this passage bronze appears in a positive light, in contrast to what Hes-
kNA AUGGE oGUADz ) KkA&Np

Let us examine more closely what kind of superiority bronze has in relation to
iron. Is it a monetary or a symbolic kind of superiority? In terms of the relative
monetary value of the metals gold is the most precious and silvendhe seco
FHINA2 ndaakNgOAE NAE &#ga ANQGEA HaelIGA AafFadia
G.W. Most 1998, 126). However, there is no sufficient evidence for even starting a
debate on the relative monetary value of bronze and iron in the Geometric and
Archaic peods (see M. Y. Treister 1996, 96). Therefore, up to the race of bronze
the idea of a hierarchy of the races can be backed up by what is historically
known about the relative monetary value of the metals that qualify each race; but
from the bronze race dme way in which the metals might reflect a hierarchy of
the races has to be explained otherwise. In fact, in the myth of the races the rela-
tive value of the metals does not necessarily have to be measured in terms of
price. Apparently, Hesiod thoughirofize as more valuable than iron simply in

o /E Hi DA £ G naéékampaden
o0& .Ua * 4k -

Ak £Fa4dapaa

@&l G AkﬁEﬁEaaaDaaaaaeAﬁa[ﬁuagia U I

744AAApKkOAE &gl k £ pN& H

in this | disagree with Verdenius and Matwat the use of

that the difference (of rank) beén the silver race and the bronze race is more funda-

mental (or more radical) than the difference between the golden race and the silver race.

In using kpAEeda il A NA & aNHNUAU&ksEA ANp L2l P& 2k N
to a difference of a den kind but in more emphatic (or more vehement)
termsOn as a synonym@iEa A Faa . - 8 a e

Verdenius (1985) 109; L. Koenen (1993) 9. For a similar use of a &k
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symbolic tern®.Indeed, bronze could easily be associated with earlier times,
when human beings were supposedly bigger and stronger thaBrmuizsy .
must have been the most used metal in the days befaméhie Heroes were
even born, for the ancestors of the Homeric heroes are unlikely to have become
acquainted with irofi.
The present interpretation of the relative value of the bronze race in the con-
®dae NA )aAkkNA £ HAxG Iedched) égeadifgioh a £ k £ U
, according to which the third race is inferior to both the first race and the
second race and superior to at least the fifth race.
However, before examining the fifth occurrence of the ordinal numbers in
)y a £k NA £ HA &g G & dertadt Abjestiérk dedialik scBohup £k Ad 4
ship has recently proposed the superiority of the bronze race in comparison with
the silver one (see J. S. Clay 2083984also P. Smith 1980, 145, 158 and T. M.
Falkner 1995,-68 According to this view, the mesbéthe bronze race (who
are older and physically stronger than those of the silver one) are superior to the
members of the silver race. The objection is extremely interesting; but the ques-
tion to be asked in the present context is whether age and sthgsgth are
the most fundamental principles according to which the myth of the races was
composed and its structure as a whole should be perceived. From my point of
view, they are not the most fundamental principles according to which the whole
Hesiodicmyth of the races was structured. In a myth intended to explain the
origin of evil and the necessity of work and justice in human society (see S. A.
Nelson 1998, 48), the principle of progressive degenaratiogived of as a
general structuring pripée should prevail over the principles of age and phys-
kalG A£xbdapGej wPda &N &yakd AaANHNGEAkRA ;
myth can be understood from several points of view (such as those of age and
physical strength); hiliese are secomgastructuring principles in comparison
with the primary structuring principle of general progressive degeneration.

Vv
In the fifth occurrence of the ordinal numbers, (157) seems to be used
simply in a chronological sense. The fourth race is of a higher rank than at least

z

20Cf. B. Gatz (1967) 44 ' - OHIHIG k 8 + 744
( 8 . NA&# ) & &k NA
AAHoO NGka kp®eadaldndaseliaekNp NA K&ANp
2 Cf.sch. HesDp.174 (Pertusi), wiethe scholiast refers to the members of the
bronze race as the Gias¢g also G. W. Most (1992) 121
220n the historical significance of bronze, cf. J. G. Griffiths {49B6)GHL2 (1967)
445; L. Koenen (1993) 25; G. W. Most (1908212 the use of metals in the Ho-

meric world, see also R. J. Forbes (13&7) 15

A
A
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the previous and the subsequent®4cether terms, the meaning of this par-
ticular ordinal number seems to have been impoverished #lirougition of
its hierarchical dimension, since the content of the description of the fourth race
in terms of its relative value is apparently not able to back up a hierarchical read-
ing of 2
The race of heroes, both in life and the afterlifeesds the fact that this
race is superior to at least the bronze and the iron races. Hesiod tells us that the
ANpad2y adlUdad kA HN&EA 30AR UPAGCKAIGALEANAS
(159: VEAGk Ay &Np Ak £A& N afteAthelUbletiN A A&
U Gaugke ANHaA NAE &ga gééNa/)ESAﬁhaugkNl-Ua ginn.,
ANHA NA &#ga gaadNaA Aada AaApdndadA oA a o

20n the inferiority of the race of heroes in relation to all the previous races in the
myth, see MC. Leclerc (1993)-218. A. Nelson (1998%.78.Ballabriga (1998) 324
speaks ek § a AlGagPAKNPp &R AUADz AkAd NA gaadNk AR
(1958) 2283.

2 With the sole exception@p.157, all indications in J. Paulson (1962) s.v. as to the
use of N & kp ) aAk NA hrohéldgigal needhingiof thed4 & GA &
terms. For the use of kp @®ga MEAUHAANADz NAPHb gkadladagk
66c89 sch. RErg451e and Phic.11.

AgNOGA nadglinAk oa AdapAadaA Uk

fore/EOh a4 &KNNBA &ga HaupkpG NA gaaa a/kE 8 +

&k Np oa&®Aadap ak£ . UpA 8ake 59a gaaNk

race is o A&k livestjiuts k sy oHha Hiegdsh AA Npa an &

and Faa UGAEN ( / 0 GA

%¢ £ - 8 & /e ®ya gaaANaAg Aa
UGAN 7adAapkosk &y

48 a . - 8 & /& ®ga ANAA 4akaé

99100ANa £ pNe&e U GAaa Aka®y *gk A kp ) NHAA U

semidivine descent, and in the epic tradition this certainhotid® rule. The original
HAlipkpG N/AE #ya ANAA FaaHAE &N sa UGHNA®R GNA
gods there was no sharp diviimgbetween the gods and men, but onIy a gradual dif-
Aaldapaa + Qe UAE &§ may@lhkAoCEheWﬂ)mamdg/alké U & ek N|
naNHkpape Hap HIA ANposadAaGA Ak Aa &N &ga Gac
therefore, there is no real inconsistency between upA ®ya gaadNak
HAHe ad £ NA U Ak 6 k GAHUN Al BN A /£ o &PU @F2 BFIAA @y
®43a 8 + 7adAhapk ok -given 54 ANA&A
Uoa@pAlpaa
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them fought for apparently good caiigesexample of this wdube those that
fought at Thebes and Troy (c£73R7Though nothing is said about the reason
why some of the heroes went to the islands of the blest and others did not, it is
likely that moral behaviour was the decisive {dEhar.fact that the heroes
fought in war, and that at least some of them died in war, can be seen as a sign of
their moral inferiority (especially because this is a characteristic of the bronze
men as weltf. 145 and 164). Moreover, it should be borne in mind that not
allhemes went to the isles of the blesghich is a negative aspect that must be
taken into account when assessingl#oe of the heraiace in the hierarchy of
the races. Nevertheless, all in all, Hesiod draws a generally positive picture of the
heroic rae a picture in which the heroic race is superior to the bronze and the
iron races. By introducing the heroic race into the myth, Hesiod therefore con-
veys the idea of a broken degeneration of the races.

Up to the introduction of the race of heroes, ¢hefubke ordinal numbers
both in a chronological and a hierarchical germs®e of the organizing princi-
ples in the presentation (on the part of the poet) and understanding (on the part
of a reader or listener) of the succession of the races. Sopmagis engiven
to it that Hesiod continues to resort to the ordinal numbers even when a race su-
perior to the previous one is at stake and consequently the content of the descrip-
tion of this race does not apparently admit an interpretation of the eespectiv
ordinal number as being hierarchical too. We may speak of an impoverishment in
157 in the sense that seems to lack a hierarchical dimension and there-
fore half of the total richness of meaning possessed by the other ordinal numbers
in the myth. Ale impoverishment occurs here because Hesiod happens to decide
to introduce a race that is higher in value than the precedargonehis way
wishes to follow the Homeric tradition of praising the heroes of a somewhat dis-
tant past and to be faithfirlo at least the fourth race on) to a certain (partly
legendary) chronology of Greek history.

2Cf. 164: ANHa NAE &gaH forthiseadlee OnNp Na&¢
ing of /st 978) 192;-L. Koehen (1993) 5; J. S. Clay (2003)
93. M. L. West (1978) 192 does not agree with Solmsen that 166 is an interpolation.
¥ See N. J. Richardson (1974) 314, 316. However, W. J. Verdenius (1985) 102 says that
) a £k NA AN & /£ apeN Hhe vamésdikth&Aeroas], fokttat wpuld have in-
volved him in the difficulty that some morally outstanding heroes, such as Patroclus and
) & &N4 AkA pNe&e aZalina Aauexg
*On how the order in which the metals are presented in the myth of the races mir-
rors the chronology of Greek history according to archaeological HaBa, Ge#iths
(1956112, 113. GMAst (1998)22 argues that the bronze race might have been in-
spired by the ancestors of the Homeric heroes and therefore suggeststitbat even
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However, the fact that there is an impoverishment does not invalidate the
main thesis of this article. First, the impoverishment does not affect all the ordi-
nal numbers in the myth but, at least so far, only one. Second, the hierarchical
dimension of the ordinal numbers is only momentarily lost or put on standby. In
fact it becomes effective again a short time afterwards at the very moment when
the next race iatroduced, for the fifth men are inferior to the members of all the
four previous races. The position of the fourth race in relation to the fifth indi-
cates that partially retains its hierarchical function, since the fourth race
is superior to the fifth. It can therefore be claimed that only a partial or limited
impoverishment is at stake in 157.

An ordinal number also occurs in 160. Here seens to mean
Ak Hn GA ®ya GapaldluekNp oa/ANAEA NYA NAp z’
21; U. v. Wilamowioellendorff 1962, 59; M. L. West 1978, 191; W. J. Verdenius
1985, 100; G. W. Most 1998, 101). However, it might not be totalsy héeking i
archical sense. Indeed, it might mean that the heroes not only precede us but are
also superior to us (that is, to the iron race); in this case, it would express the su-
periority of the heroes in relation to the iron men. If this is canecman-
taining that the heroic race is superior to at least the bronze one and that Hesi-
NA £ HA&®y kA *2ygaédaAsNda ndagapekpG 0 HNHAEA
races then the degeneration from the heroic to the iron race forms a smaller
descending sleawithin a larger overall descending scale from the golden to the
iron race.

Among Hesiod scholars there is some discussion about the meaniing of
160. G. W. Most (19983)1drgues that  refers to a subset of a , which
implies that both the heroes and the members of the race of iron belong to one and
the same  **However, apart from the fact that the heroes and the iraremen
defined as different (cf. 156, 176, 180), and ,as Most himself points
out i Aa AENHAE &k AL AApNpAHAE 3 (UGpB

, in line 174, does not include the wordis of no conse-

quep & a AN& &ga Agda A&k Npand £ . segoddinghid /Fek P & &k N
his view, such a fact cannot be presented as evidence trad bear dif-
Kahdape AKapmsaLk kp ) akkNA £ HA&&J PNA &gai:

bronze race mlght belong to a (Iegendary) understandlng of the chronologlcal order in
(4344aDz gk/EaeNéA ' N& &g a aaGuaekNpﬁEgkn sa®&Aaap
F#lHoadaAdGaa 7 ( NGA £3 g Hk A &

“Seed /EN A ak U GGA ( 8 . N &£ k&£ U AQo AR AE
the term distinguishes from one another members of two subgroups who all belong to
the same olB& AN Ak ££a4& MAEANH Npa UpNe&egad oA
2aGNpPpG &N Ak AFadape GapaduekNpAE
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iron men being to different subgroups of one and the samd-urthermore, S.
" /| a GANp UAGgak ®glue )aLkkNA
k& A oax®Adap «ga 1Gak 5§a Aikapiok £k AlUpaa
necessarily imply thiéie heroes and the men of iron are more closely related than
any other pair of . | believe that, for the abaventioned reasons, when Hesi-
od uses in 160, he is not intending to convey anything essentially dif-
ferent from the idea of a . of a distinct race that existed before our
own (iron) race and was therefore also superior to it.
also occurs in Ar&th 16. The importance of this passage in the

ndagapeae aNpa®adaas®e kA &ANANGGbrks andkDiaykes k& kA
and second, it bears a clearly hierarchical sense. Much discussion has taken place
among Aratus scholars about the meaning odPIH. (see D. Kidd 19973;172
H. van Noorden 2015, 169). D. Kidd (1997, 173) indicates thatekratgidds ref

®gad A40aa NAE GNAZLZ UA NhnANAZAZAA &N ®ga §oHI
here may be seen to have updated Hesiod by eliminating thef Op 160
GUpA n&NHN&kpG )aAZkNA £ ngdliAka &N &§a Akosk
Aratus is pointing to the golden race. Kidd seems to be right on this matter; but in
either case, the passage in Aratus shows that is adoptd as a way of
referring to a race that is superior to the one that lives in the present. Not only is
it natural to conceive of the race of the immortals or that of the golden men as
the most superior races, but it is also the case that in the Arajes passa

occurs in a context of praise and reverence before divine greatness (which

may concern either the immortal gods or the divine race of the golden men). As it
is borrowed from Hesiod and seems to possess a hierarchical dimension, the pas-
sage iAratus shows that it is likely that the pass&ye 160 involves a hierar-
chical sense.

VI
In 174 is used as an ordinal number in its full sense, as is the case at
least in the first four occurrences of the ordinal numbers (109, 127, 142, 143)
refers both to the fact that the iron race is the fifth race in order of ap-
pearance and to the fact that it is fifth in%ank.
In174 ) a Ak NA ANa &£ pN& @Aad «ga ngéalfFa Ak
®ya Ak £ HADP meap tNahlesdndeives e thésgbmeh bitd- £ P N &
erwise than as members of a race (cf. 176 and 180, where Hesiod uses the term
404aa kp &®ga aNpa®adaa®e NAE ®yga Aagkdédknaek Np

®I'N kpAkauekNp NA gkadludagkal Gpi174 k p
H.G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. JASeSYE & AN pN& 4aKaéd =
term occurs in Fhlb66c89 with a hiarchical meaning.
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the fifth men are members of a race, the racectothdy belong can be called
the fifth race.

Why then does Hesiod deviate from the general patterm (conjunction
with an ordinal adjective) that he usually applies when introducing a new race
(cf. 127, 143,-1pBWhy in 1'FAdoes Hesiod use instead of

? In this passage Hesiod continues to use an ordinatadysatyv
the case in the introduction of the three previous raueshanges the noun
accompanying it. What is the meaning of here? Why is the term used in
(violent) enjambmenitaf the term is placed in such an emphatic position, it is
likely tobe carrying a new, important meanlng for our understandlng of the myth
UpA kp nlldxkagdGliad NA 2ga aguadlaxdd NA &3
and consequently the aboventioned change of pattern, would then be quite
justified.

In order to anssy these questions, | will first try to determine what the mean-
ing of in 175 might be. can be used to refer to men as opposed to
either the gods or monsters (see M. Hofinger 1978, §;vH. G. Liddell, R.

Scott & H. S. Jones 1996, s.\A.2)%® can also point to men insofar as

they live in soeties and cities (see T. W. Allen, W. R. Halliday & E. E. Sikes 1936,
222; H. G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. Jones 1996A.2)\.In other words,

can express both the hierarchical position of human beings in the cosmos (that is,
the idea thahuman beings occupy an intermediate place between the gods and
other living creatures in the hierarchy of the cosmos as a whole) and the fact that
human beings live together in organized communities.

Among the possible meanings of , the idea of a Ingchical position and
that of life in society are crucial for us to understand what Hesiod is trying to
convey when he changes from to . Hesiod is saying that the fifth
men are distinct and separated from the gods (and indeed far mdrardistin
separated from the gods than any one of the previous four races2¢f1442, 141
6, 1580, 173). Hesiod is also saying that the fifth men are jol@semen liv-
ing with each other in communities very much like the ones we ourselves live in
(with all the vices and all the hardship that come with it). In other words, in 175
Hesiod prefers not to use a noun () that is neutral as to whether or not the

% Onviolent enjambment, cf. G. S. Kirk (19782 1d$pecially 13@ On enjamb-
ment and its function in Homer and Hesiod, see also G. S. Kirk (1965) 24; G. P. Edwards
(1971) 9B 191; M. Parry (197H552%1. S. Kirk (1985Y3M van Raalte (1986) /85
388.
%pace C. Calame (2004) 80, who states thah & £a & £ Anaak £k a8l GGA &N
hildeaelGapeae Lgad Gak Ak afdusedPa nlde AR Gac
A NDGGA /En Al DgdfGli k p Aok Pl Gl Wa Hk2gp Nata &
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fifth men have anything to do withbash in terms of nature and way qfdifd
decides instead to use another noun ( ) that can evoke the injustice and
the suffering of our race. Hesiod uses once in the context of the description
of the heroic race (164). The meaning behind this is that the heroes and the iron
men share a relatively similar nature, although in the final analysis they belong to
different races (see W. J. Verdenius 1985, 105; /| a GAND
10; pace G. W. Most 1998).1th2ther words, the heroes seem to be exposed to
the same kind of injustice and suffering as the iron manlikeithe lattethe
former are able to excel in terms of the qoflibeir deeds and end up being
rewarded with a better destiny in the afterlife than that which awaits the iron
men during their lifetime (cf.-ED4). However, the fact that in 175 theare
labelled as fifth makes it clear that Hesiod does not mean the heroes but the iron
men. As to the rest of the races, Hesiod never applies the term to them.
therefore clearly indicates that Hesiod is now going to talk about our
own race and especially about its wretched character.
Nevertheless, a question remains: why does Hesiod not usenstead of
? The answer might be that is a more general and abstract term,
which occurs in the description of all #wes (cf. 108, 109, 123, 137, 143, 167, 180,
195, 199, 201) and cannot therefore distinctively refer to the race of iron as our
own racé®Be that as it may, insofar as the are members of a race (namely
the iron race, which is our race: see sclOf&g4 Pertusi; F. A. Paley 1883, 28;
W. J. Verdenius 1985, 105), the change in the aforementioned pattern does not in
the least affect the claim that the ordinal numbers generally function as a hierar-
AgkaliG nNAEkaekNpkpG NAE )aZkNA £ 40aak
Let us now se¢hether or not the description of the iron race speaks in favour
of the presence of a hierarchical dimension in . The description should
confirm whether or not points to the fact that the iron race is fifth in
AupDz GUpA ®gadaANada ANAAaA &glup UGG &ga néa
description, the iron race is indeed the worst of tee @dadl the metals in the
HUA &9 k &Np )is sfinfBolically the least valudblerelationship
exists, for instance, between the physical appearance of iron and iron as a metal

%0n UE U0 2A&4NUAAA #AGAIHIdell, RASEott & ) NEK PG
H. S. Jones ( ¥ 6 alp ANAGHAKES, RaSaott & N.HA P
S. Jonek996s.vA.2); whereas k £ AENHAa &k HAa£ @A&aA kp N N-AEK
ger 1978, s.v. 2). When k£ tnnGkaA &N kpAkoskABULGAE k

contemptifd. G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. 1686s.vA.1.8). It can also serve as a way
of addressmslaved, G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. 1686s.vA.1.7).

$"For a summary account of the relative value of the metals in the myth of the races,
see V. Goldschmidt (1950) 3&;IMclerc (1993213; A. S. Brown (1998) 395.
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symbolizing a gloomy state of affairs (ef)*iB0wever,ite most powerful tes-
timony to the inferiority of the iron race is to be foundn én Hesiod ex-
naaskEask gk/£E akalunk £ Ak A£G * /£ NpPGA &gap
oP& ANOGGA glusad ak®ygad AkaA EkédEke N& osaap
/ : )
In favour of the superiority of the iron race in comparison with the other races
deplcted in the myth (espemally the race of silver and that of bronze), it could be
sh GOaA &gle kp &®ga kAaNp 404aa GNNA &gkpéG
)#1n other words, the objection is that in the iron race
®gada 04da GNNA &gkpGAE avap *#gINIGGy *gaA I
the silveand bronze races, there seem to be no good things at all. However, | be-
lieve 179 does not refer to a state of affairs in the present but to one desired for
the future® In my perspective, (on the one hand) and the futures in
the rest of the semt on the iron race (on the other hand) do not point to the
same state of affairs. The futures in the section on the iron race (with the excep-
tion of the future in 18 as T. G. Rosenmeyer (1957) PBs itinstances of
U A a 2a & Hikirpthe Ashde dhat Maghteesalta fitrerway in which the
A He a4 A& NAE @&ga kANp Alaa oagusa kA oaNgIp
ANA AENHA &k HA U AAS D G UidEL790Er¢fersédaarbl k p k A N
possible state of affairs in the future, in which the iron men start to behave more
justly. According to this view the present state of affairs, which Hesiod calls the
iron race, is avilone. The fact that it can becdieer is not a legitimate ar-
GoHapae GGUkpA®E &®£ga aGukH &glue )aLkNA £ &
affairs in the iron race is a most negative one.

®¥See G. W. Most (199 N p UAENEGKkU®eAA Aka®y Kk
®&Aaap UpA NGA UGa a/k 5 . " UGDP aé
*See MC.Leclerc (1993) -4 o04ANpaa akKke Ga HB&xUG aNp
dgaa )BAkKNAA . BHA Gaun GEAk £Apa eNDEL AP HAWPAL
gNHHA A Ad GuU Aaédpk-4a 4laa gNkape naBAapeaHA
s £ TaAAapk ok 53a Nn &k Hk £&k a

selfconfidence as a moral preacher: the precedingaststyown a degeneration in the

development of mankind, but also the possibility of escaping divine punishment. The

permanent order of the world established by Zeus ties up the present to the past, but

leaves open a margin of human choice which maythetlityire. Accordingly, Hes. is

convinced that his argument might save his contemporaries from further degeneration,

UpA ga naNGan®#kaliGGA kpaGuoAaAk &gk A nahAnaaeEk
“ Although W. J. Verdenius (1985 tfificizes Rosenmeyedo not find that

3ANFapHaAaAaAaA A kpedadnbdazxliekNp NA &#ya AKapLka NA

Alda kA kpaNHnl&ekoGa Akeyg 7adAapkoA&A kAal e

beginning of a period in which matters will become worsi anéba
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) NAagaéh asap kA£E )akkNA £ apekéda AadaAgibki
refer to a presestate of affairs, there can hasdigny doubt as to the negative
character of the iron race as a whole. For although the mingling of good and bad
gk pGAE HkGge 4aK£a4d &N U ndaskapae ALxlead N/
race makes it clear thaverall, bad things prevail over good ones. Indeed, in the
entire description of the iron race, 179 is actually the only time a partially positive
characteristic can be found (in the sense that good things are referred to precisely
as apparently alwaysngled with bad ones). According to the assessments of
the silver and the bronze races, their positive characteristics are not only purely
positive ones but also refer to clearly defined topics and matters of greater reli-
gious and mythological importandbey have to do with issues such as being
favoured by the gods (cf. 141), destiny in the afterlife (cf. 142), the symbolism of
the metals (cf. 144 and1)5®@odily strength and physical constitution, whereas
in the description of the iron race what tloel gloings exactly amount to re-
mains undetermined.

In conclusion, it may be said that the content of the description of the iron
race speaks in favour of the hierarchical reading of )y aAkNA £ Aakaé
tion of the iron race does indeed show that it is the worst of all the races in the
myth and that it is placed at the very bottom of the whole hierarchy of the races.
The meaning of in terms of hierarchy is preciselyséd N & £k /E®] k p
Fapcka NAE ANAEA &glp ®ga ndaaaAkpG AENQAE

Vil

Overall the ordinal numbers found in the myth of the races bear both a chrono-
logical and a hierarchical sense. On two occasiel®, (P8 Hesiod slightly
devides from a general pattern that consists in the use of an ordinal adjective
together with (cf. 127, 143,-1p@hen he introduces each race. The slight
deviations from the pattern can be explained by (among other things) the con-
text of each of the passages and the specific message Hesiod is conveying to his
public on each of these oamasi However, both are indeed only slight devia-
tions, which are in fact totally in agreement with the idea of a generally descend-
ing scale of races structurally framed by a series of ordinal numbers (mainly an
ordinal adjective in conjunction with a nquectically referring to certain types
of human nature and world, and in only one instance an ordinal adverb in con-
junction with a verb of creation).

The ordinal numbers do not just come in isolation but in conjunction with
terms that seem to point to arenpurely chronological understanding:

(109), a27), (143), (157),
(174).
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However, the fact that such terms invobreamological sense does not mean
that the hierarchical one is not present, for the latter is closely linked to the for-
mer in the sense that what comes first or before is superior.
A few passages in the Hesiodic corpus present a series of interneddted ordi
numbers that are purely chronologidal4352, 3095, 88621. These passages
are significantly different from the overall hierarchical scale of the myth of the
races. All of them occur in contexts where an account of the relative value of
what isbeing chronologically listed is abserb24Bdicates the chronological
order in which the Muses glorified the gods with their seh§;cBdOnological-
GA apoHadleadA 5AngNp-92liskiniciGohdlagital oA k £y &3
Aa i ; agA ualh&tbedsAip tbl his mdiage with Hera. The linguistic
similarities and parallelisms between these passages and the ordering of the myth
of the races are merely partial and do not point to an identity of meaning. The
chronological sequenceTof 4352is marked by two ordinal numbers in the
form of adverbs and a rauymerical temporal adverb: (44; cfOp 109:
), (47; cfOp 127: ), - *p
15 the chronological sense of the enumeratioddasptam by a sequence of
three ordinal adverbs: (309), (310), (313; cOp 143:
). In 886 ) AaEk NA kpedNAgaak &#ya AkaE

by means of ordinal numbers: an ordinal adjective (886: ) and an
ordinal adverb (901.: ) (after 901 the enumeration continues without any
use of ordinal numbers). A comparison between the chronological markers in the
Theogonpassages and the ordinal numbers in the myth of the races demon-
strateghat for the most part they are fundamentally different in terms of linguis-
tic construction and function. None of the passagediretgonghows a con-
sistent chronological ordering by means of ordinal numbers. When ordinal
numbers are used in thesesagss, they mainly occur in the form of ordinal ad-
verbs (with the single exception of 886, the meaning of which is strictly chrono-
logical). The connection between ordinal adjectives and nouns designating enti-
ties with relative hierarchical value, whignémain element indicating the
hierarchical dimension of the ordinal numbers in the myth of the races, is lacking
even inTh 886. in Th. 47 is not exactly a parallel to

in Op 127: while in the former passage isan adverb with a purely
chronological sense, in the latter one is an adjective defining the identity
of a that Hesiod describes as being second in rank. In the only case in the
myth of the races where an ordinal adverb occurs (109), bears a hierar-
chical sense in contrast to the purely chronological meaning oin Th 44
and 309. By virtue of these differences, the purely chronological sense of the or-

Qi
[(e]
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dinal numbers in thEheogongassages does not invalidate that those ogcurrin
in the myth of the races involve a hierarchical dimension.
In Pl.Grg 451e8 Socrates quotes three lines of &neelin anonymous

A2 gNGk Np "E & 3 WNAAZL kpAkalu®aZA kp gh
item is omitted by Plato, since it doesiepénd on any Agkag kA& &ga
main subject of discussion between Socrates and Gorgias at this point in the dia-
logue. The full fomrerse scholion can be found in scar@l451e2 (Green). It
consists of a hierarchical ordering of a set of values, the ohigim isfaxisto-
cratic, but which seem to be widespread and shared by the ancient Greek com-
munity in general, at least in the classical period (see E. R. Dodds 1959, 200). The
hierarchical ordering in the scholion is structured mainly by means of ordinal
nume a4 4 £ Ak &y ®ga ANGaA aaadana&ekNp NAE &ya o3
man; second to be born fair in nature; third to be rich without deceit; and fourth
&N oa ANOpPG Aka®y gkAE AAKAPAE

! i
The scholion is worth mentioning because the fact that this kind of compositions
is usually sung at symposia, aedhsr traditional or extemporized, indicates
that the ancient Greeks are familiar with poetic displays of, and disputes on,
scales of valu&3 he ordinal adverbs in the scholion are deeply embedded in its
evaluative content and bear an unmistakablydhiga sense (especially by
virtue of their being preceded by the superlative ). As in the case of the
myth of the races, the evaluative context in which the ordering occurs, is one de-
cisive aspect determining the hierarchical meaning of the ordinal adverbs. Such a
context is totally absent from Teeogonpassages considérabove, which is
one of the reasons why the ordinal numbers in these passages are purely chrono-
logical’* The fact that the scale in the scholion begins with and not with
an ordinal number such as is not relevant in terms of the simijduit-
tween the hierarchical ordering of the scholion and that of the myth of the races.

in Op 109 and in the first line of the scholion are two superla-

tives with a marked and similar evaluative sense. In light of the affinities between

“2The translation is by T. Irwin (1979) 115.

“*The welattested form of the priamel shows various ways in which these conten-
tions are displayed in ancient Greek literature: cfllHb@#6670, Tyrt. fr. 12 (West),
Sapph. fr. 18 LobePage)Pi.0.1.47, PlLy.211d&8,Grg.448c®, Smp.211bd1,
221c26,Phdr240a11.9.661a45 represents an interesting case in which a numerical
hierarchical scale of values partially merges with the form of the priamel. On the priamel
in classicditerature, see notably W. H. Race (1982).

“This is also the case with two numerical priamels in Callildpatag&andDian.

1122.
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the hierarchical scales in the myth of the races and in such a usual kind of poetic
composition as the scholion, it seems natural for Hesiod to create, and for his au-
dience to be able to perceive, an overall hierarchical scale such as that of the
myth of theaces by consciously or unconsciously resorting to the ordinal num-
bers. One of the powers of the ancient Greek language, which it shares with other
languages, is precisely to build and make perceivable hierarchical scales of cul-
tural material by meansiafjuistic resources such as ordinal numbers.
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ABSTRACTN this paper, | propose a new readiRthatéd®9b6d2. My main thesis is

that in 99¢c®, Socrates does not refer to the teleologichlt to the that will be

provided byi A& N p G &H.This Meatsiihdt the passage offers no evidence that
Socrates abandons teleology or modifies his views about it. He acknowledges, instead,
that he could not find or learn any stronger than the teleological dies, | sgigest,

allows an interpretation of tReaeddn which Socrates offers a consistent account of

the ofgeneration and destruction

KeEywoRDSgeuteros plouBlatonic causes, formmys

* This research was funded by a FAPESP fellowship numi8820a6dithe Euro-

naup 6pkNp £ )NAaAkaNp dakaidag UpPA kppNsg
No 758145.

In the traditional reading Phaed®9c69, Socrates recognises that he would be

glad to learn the teleological , but he has been unaliefind it himself or

learn it from someone else. Even if there is no consensus regarding how definitive
or complete, this is taken to imply an abandonment of the teleology that was in-
troduced before (976499¢B,9¢56). In this paper, | propose a reading of

the text. My main thesis is that in @9c®ocrates does not refer to the teleologi-

cal buttothe &gle AkGG oa nANgKk BaThis o A U ARél
means that the passage offers no evidence that Socrates abandons teleology or
modifies his views about it. He acknowledges, instead, that he could not find or
learn any  stronger than the teleological drres, | suggest, allows an inter-
pretation of th®haedan which Socrates offers a consistent account of the
ofgeneration and destruction.

Vol 141(20) %lipkaG,2@e aAdaa
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Teleological Causation

In Plato, théerms and are often teen as synonyms and translated as
al gAka N4  Fhaedobowdver,lathl feems todiptingaighihem.
This difference has been characterised in various ways, but the basic idea is that an
is what is responsible for something, and ais whatevdinks the to
its deed assigning the responsibility. In other words, one points to the relata, and
the other to the relatioin particularSocrates refers tmus k p 24 GGk Gapa a
always asan andreservestheterm fod U p £FAa &4 £ &N Ag A Aoa
* QA #JaA #AAHAE £A GCEHENGCMGAAEL bintpeN &f& G &y Gl
duced by Socrates at 998I86.The main claim there is that if therensuathat
orders everything,does it in whatever way is beat48). Thisincludes both a
reference to an agembus that does the ordering, and to an end, the best order
possible. In other words, theea Ga N G N Gk & Ariafsa& theeN ofia
deed, which is the order causaabbgAbusing Aristoten terminology, what |
call theteleological in the Phaedpat least in its original formulation,
includes an efficient and final aspect.
Socrates refers back to this teleologicah 913 and 9€66 to criticise the
views of some of hieegecessors (see T1 below). The context is a passage that

!Otherwise passages el 97¢ do not seem to make sense. Cdrpeb6c2
with Cra.413a%;Phlb26e27a9 30d3, and especially 30¢hd.110e8; Resp379c3,
329d3, 468a8i. 18e3, 29d6, 33a6, 38d7, 40b4, 44c7, 47b6,Rivdt.B3@c230a6,
Leg896bl and 967c5; @érd457a3.

2 Plato extrapolates legal terminology, where n Nk p &2 &£ redlk sega k a&0G up
object, person or state of affgiraresponsible for something, and the, which
Aa/fFad/k &N Agleasad HIUDAAL ®ga UaéagAlaekNp U
murder weapon) or causal account that links the culprit withhérsdeed\otice that
in the way | am characterising the distinction, | am not assumindsriki= NL980) 233
and J. G.ennox (1985) 199, that the use of these terms imply a sharp distinction between
entities and propositional items, but betweetewdrais held responsible for an effect
and whatever connects the effect with what was responsible for it, regardless of their
ontological status. Nor am | assuming that this distinction holds in all dialogues. The ex-
trapolation of legal terminology cobéd endemic to thBhaedo. N4 A N g a & 1Gl &N A
formulations may sometimes be elliptic, prolix, or metaphorical, which explains why the
distinction is not always clear. For the discussion see G. VIa262 GBEQ)H. Irwin
(1983113032, A. Silvermarb@2)99 n. 32, D. Sedley (19228)5, R. J. J. Hankinson
(199884 85, IMueller(19988384, G. M. Ledbet{@®99p57258M. Ferejohn (2006)
151, Wolfsdorf (20059nd R. Sharma (20@8Y n. 1.

S0A&UAKNDUGGA /A g NGl A Ak PR A & A BANGNGK akiiGey £
nal , and here | am using it in a sense that includes a goal and arroregeit
survey on ancient teleology see J. Rocca (2017).
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84 Teleology and causation in theaedo

runs from @ &N A Agkag kHHAAKUx2AGA ANGGNA
Al £ U & 3obP PFitst, Socrates introduces the two theories and accuses

them of making the same mistake asa@jpeas i.e. confusing the real

with what is necessary for something to be anThen, he adds a more gen-

eral criticism against these theories. Next, Socrates announces his own general
proposal, labelling it a AaaNpA -dB) K& kcpolnts a
introdued in the first section of the passage have received relatively little atten-

tion but the latter islacus classictisat has been widely discussee Greek

reads as follows:

T1.1) 6
) c
Gl
iv 5
Vv
Vi
- d

The text can be translated as follows:

(i) Tha is also why one person surrounding the earth with a vortex makes it stay
under the heavens, while someone else puts air under it as a base as if the earth were

“For the discussion of the translation and interpretation of this Jseetiont@3

®For the first section see J. T.-Bddo(1979), D. Sedley (1989), C. J(TRO8k
237 38,A. Gregory (2001) 88, and A. Mason (2013) 20But noticeow K. Dorter
(1982) 1720, D. Bostk (1986) 1415, and H. H. Benson (2015) 103, 192 skip sentence (i).
The interest in the second part of the passage goes back toQeistote2(9, 335b9
17, 183 Metaphl1.9, 991B1cf. 13. 5, 1080a) but recent discussions can be traced back
the end of the ninetieth century.

® Greek edition by E. Buke, W. F. Hicken, W. S. M. Nicoll, D. B. Robinson, & J. C. G.
Strachai(1995)
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a flat kneadintrough?’ (i) As for their capacity for being in the best place as they are

now, this they do not look for nor do they believe it bears any divine force, (iii) but

they suppose they might discover an Atlas stronger and more immortal than this that

holds everything together, (iv) and they do not believe that the good and binding

truly binds and holds anything togethet. M)A * ANGBGA HN/AE® GGUAGA o4
student to learn what is such . (vi) However, since | was deprived of it and was not

able either to find it myself or to learn it from someone else, would youdike gaito

a presentation, Cebes, of how | pursued my second sailing in searcfof the

Today, many scholars agree that this pasgaglean abandonment of the
teleological , in favour of a new type of formal. PaulShorey1888, 406,
1933179%nd N. R. Murpli$936, 1951, 48%introduced this readjrimut it was
not until the second half of the twentieth century that it became preddminant.
AJi GG a066GhaGHRGRAALPNPAULAKDPG $Np £k Aa
remarks abne of its most influential advocates, Gregory Y1289R97 298°
T2. Note that the reference of in C8 (the object of and also, with the im-
plied change of case, of the infinitives, )isto in C7; what Socra-
tes has failed to discover by his own labours or from those of others and is prepared to do
without br the present is the teleological itself. This leaves no room for understand-
kpG gkH &N HAaup Uk guAk oaap ANpa- Ngaéd UGpA I
sa/fke 3INJApaAA k £ G Up 0 Gea r@iherahans & Ha &g NA
(b) an alternative method of searching for. The text offers no direct support for (a),
since nothing is said of different methods of looking for teleologitiaé¢ natural phi-
losophers were condemned for failing to look for suchot for looking for them by
the wrong method).

Although the noteleological interpretation has been so successful tferit is
taken as the default reading of the pa$sageyerybody is convinced that the

A A Z o m i N ,T ™

7J.Burnet (1911) DG Ga A A thd la bfAkepdidgrough instead
of lausifite dandidalie&ai something being supported by air. See also
A.Gregory (20168.
8 G. Stallbaum (1850) thinks that at b7 should be read with
comparing the construction to 119e4
) NAadGaE4 *  /EN G G N3 suggestion of takirig & Mithp p A&
. See also W. D. Geddes (1863), R. DHinati2883), H. Williamson (1904), and
J. Burnet (1911).
°See also P. M. H{{h959), C. C. Waylor(1969) 4%9 E. L. Bge(1971), and C.
Stough{1976)
19Take for example J. An(E@82)K.Dorter (1982) 120, D. L. Ross (1982)23.
Lennox(1985) D.BostocK1986) F.Fische(2002) S. Kelsg004) 3839, M. N. Byrd
(2011) 148 Masor(2013)D. Ebref2013and H. H. Bens(@015) 9212, 19P.

’
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8¢ Teleology and causation in theaedo
abandonment of teleology is definitMereover, the idea that, in Fteed&oc-

rates does nobmpletelgive up on teleologyd 0 GG &§ k £ &J a #a GaNGN

& @& khBispalways had a significant support.

One common complaint is that the-tedeological interpretation ignoties
wider context of the passage. It has been argued, for example, that such an
interpretation makes Socrates abruptly change the original topic of digrassion
the of generation and destruction {36&) to one about formal . Yet,
Socrates had anmmed the need farthorough and exhaustive investigation into
the former (95ePBal), something that is left incomplete if there is an abandonment
of teleologyThere are also various ways to understand the second sailing as
including a teleological cooment. For example, David Sedley (1992) 126
thinks that the teleological causation is just a special application of the formal

. Gail Fin€l987396 in turn, argues that forms apart from formal, might also be

final

A second objection against tlateleological interpretationonsists in
arguing that T1 offers evidence to think that Socrates is not completelyotiepri
the teleological . One reason to think this is that at9c5suggest that
ANdGAU®RAA UGAAUAA DP'NAoher resspry peiapNthe U p A
most influential observation against thetel@ological reading, is a remark
givenfirst byJ. T. Beddddo(1979)1056 and later by David Wigg(t9863
about the translation of the aorist at c8. The argument is tfatthe
nonteleological reading to work, the text would require a perfecti.éense (

instead of &N kp 8kGGkpA ANAAAE

AaKkk Gplia&ekNp N& UaAgkaAkiapaa ) NAdagaéa
is not present. Therefore, Socrates says only thdinag the was denied the
teleological , not that itvas permanently out of his reach. As a consequence,
they think thatt is perfectly possible to understangéeend sailing as a fresh
start in the search for the teleologicalor at least as a proposal that is not com-
pletely divorced from a tetagtal component.

However, | think that these arguments against thelewogical reading can be
resisted. First, Vlastos and others were completely justified in translating the aorist

at

as a perfect. As Herbert W. S(hg6432433utsit, * P &ga ( 44 a Dz &

aorist, which simply states a past occurrence, is often employed where English uses

YSee, for instance, M. M. McCE%83and C. J. Rowe (19933237

12See, for instanceZEller (1922) Il, i, 687, n. 1, R. S. Bluck (1855)183 1603,
198200, (1957) 211. M. Crombie (1963) IT6Gould (1963) ¥IZ J. Cressw@®71D.
Gallop(1975) 1467, J. T. Bechddo(1979), Grine(1987)D. Sedlef1989; 1998).
Wigging1986)Y. Kanayama (2000)18D, and A. Gregory (200B)785

13See J. BeduAddo(1979) 106.
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®ga nadAgaase AapNaekpG U ndagkape aNpAkeaekNp
may be translated by the perfect when the perfect has the foréeéofBaep- &
ond, at 95 does not really imply that Socrates knows the good and
binding If Sreports thaPdoes not believe that y, this does not imply
thatSbelieves it does.

Moreover, if some teleological component survives in the forroathe sec-
ond sailing, it is only in a tenuous way since there is no explicit reference to a teleo-
logical agent after T1, enen if there are some other teleological elements in it, a
nonteleological reading of T1 could still stand. This is so, ibecaassible,
for example, that Socrates is only abandoning the specific type of teleological

he introduced at the beginnifg@d46).

Finally, to the complaint that the #eleological reading implies a sudden
agupGa NAE &Nnka k sandodhgeGdnt obtlie needifed @ha A &g U &
exhaustive and thorough investigation doesmatithim to offering any conclu-
sions. Besides, although forms are not thef generation and destruction they
Adda nildae NAE 4NdAlU*eAA kpoaAkekGliaekNp kpeN
nkadada NAE ®ga AkFADQAMRED =gl N//AENA4aREAIENH
tion (86e88b), which is what prompted the whole autobiographical passage.

Unfortunately, th@onteleologicakeadingis still unsatisfactory in certain
respects. First, because even if there is a way to justify gaeothapicit
might still seem disappointing tBaicrates would fail to provide at least a basic
sketch of the  of generation and destruction, particularly after so long a discus-
sion into the topicSecond, a Socratic abandonment of the teleologisaéms
suspiciously owf-character, especially if we take into account the dramatic
setting: the lasthAuE N/AE 4 Na Al &ad A Gk £a . NAaNgai a
and in Xenophon, Socrates seems always fully committed to teleological
andagent§* P PN N&gald nGliaa 4Naldlexedsr i DA £ &
when he abandoned teleological . Finallyas | show in the next sectibe,
standard reading often glosses over and dismisses the careful discussion of those

“Someofth adaluHnGaAk NAEAIEAAA oA 4HAZ2Y U4a *
AGHHNDAA ANG AnwAl6.ABAk apAAE 94ap

Q¢
(el

DPNA ®ya AUA guAk AanhksaA OF NAE UGG #ya oGa
made us poorer, compelled us to undergo many dangers, has brought us into reproach
with the Greeks, akdp ag¢a & A nNAEAk o Ga AlsoA 8.9 Adal dALaAA O
DA an @®JALFaAGCGA At . 229 ALAGAE gl
AHA®y A 2AUpAEGUH&KkNp A
*See, e.Bhilebug3b=27c2, 30a88;Republié and 10; Xdviem 1.4 andl3.
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who posit  for the stillness of the earth at99c1 : 4 & 4 N&dAlu&a A a4
these views depends on a contrest dssumes he is as committed to the
teleological as ever.

These complaints do mean that thetelenlogical reading is not, strictly speak-
ing, a valid reading of the Greek and even a plausible philosophical interpretation.
The question, howevsrywhether it is the best one. My suggestion is that we can do
better.

In the next sectionsatgue for a more radical teleological reading of T1 and
explain some of its advantagesart by rejecting the widespread assumption
that at 99¢@ refers to the teleological at 99¢B, c5. Instead, |
argue, it refers to the at 99c4b. As | mentioned at the beginning, this means
that the passage does not imply an abandonment of teleology at all or of any kind
(not even partial or termawoy, as in previous teleological interpretations). This
new reading, | argue, avoids the objections to previous teleological readings and
preserves all the advantages of théetemiogical reading. Furthermore, it ena-
bles an interpretation where Sosrateceeds providing an interesting causal
accounbf generation and destruction.

A Problematic Assumption

Everyone | am aware of, regardless of the interpretation they support, assumes that
at c7 refers back to the teleological(c1 3,c5 6). According to

this view, Socrates would have gladly become a student of anyone with such
knowledge of teleology, but could not find anffon¢his reason, he went on to
propose a eend sailing in the search of the. Whether there is a complete and
definitive abandonment of teleology or not may be a debated issue, but everyone
concedes that Socrates says he abandoned the teleolopealas looking for.
| thus call this 4 UAka®&k NpUG AalAkpG NAE 5

However, | will show, if this reading were c@oecgtes would be simultane-
ously undermining his own criticism to the theories founavimchll will call the
failsto properly motivate the need for his second sailing.

First, | will explain why in the traditional interpretation Socrates is undermining
his own criticism to the Atlas theories. In the sentence immediately preceding his
allegecabandonment of teleology, Socrates describes the Atlas theories and its
by comparing them with the teleological he introduced back in 97B8b6.
4NaAlUxadA 4a/alap-Bampiedia 8 sx6al Mdication otttkesel P N A
strongcontrast between the two . Atlas is the god of astronomy who defied Zeus
kp &®ga S5kalipAgk 4&4asgNGe UpA A*2a4 #ya 0GAH
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sky for all eternit§This suggests that the teleologmadis an Olympic, heavenly,
divine force, whereas the power of Atlas is, on the contrary, brute and physical. By
comparing the missing  with Atlas, Socrates is implying that those who look for
kee UAA 3NkpkpG ANAEGAA Akey #ya GCGNAIEA £ Ak
who commanded Atlas to hold up the heavens, so in reality his decision is behind
"®eGu &£ GloaNGA&aE &NN 59g0/& &#ja HAxINGNGkK A
abandoned and remain unconvinced about teleology are the Atlas theorists, which
fool themselhgethinking that they will find a champion to overthrow the divine or-
der imposed byous”’

With this in mind, take a look again to 89c1T1). The sentence is a compound
with three independent clausew/)iil quote the lines again:

[T, part] (ii) ’
, (iii)
, (iv)

(i) As for their capacity for being in the best place as they are now, this they do not
look for nor do they believe it bears any divine force, (iii) but they suppose they might
discover an Atlastronger and more immortal than this that holds everything
together, (iv) and they do not believe that the good and binding truly binds and holds
anything together (996).

In the first and last clause,(ii and iv), Socrates points out that therauh
the Atlas theories do not care about or believe in his teleologiddéle middle
adversative clause (iii) tells us, instead, that they believe in a differghich

%y a/kk NA Aa/kddkesa Kk " &GlUA nNOpk AgHape UL AENGC
beautiflankled daughter, and went up into the same bed with her. She bore him Atlas, a
stronghearted son [...] And by mighty necessity Atlas holds up the skiedthdnd with
his tireless hands, standing at the limits of the earth in front of-#uicetkddesperides;
for this is the portion which thefak £a ; a @/ HesdHebdg5qr a0Atragsk GU
W. Most (2006) with minor modificati®ee atslines 7460, HomOd.1.524, and
AeschPV347 20, 445 1kpAUA kp @«04p Thédcudlidsh k o & £ &g a
thing, they say, is to know the good but to be forced to stand apart from it. And in truth he,
like Atlas, now struggles undentieight of heaven, far from his own land and possessions;

UpA Aas&e kHHNARIG ; a0k PylasRsaaytiansiSA derig £ A4aa U«
(2007).

H.8 k GGk U HUEND UpA + #oapaes z
reference to Atlas.a P & & ®egaA ®A4A0UpAGH *a up " &GuAE A*ANp
"Gl AL 55k /A N&gad oA 04 Howerd Ul makdNIEGA o4 &§
EhaAkEkE UGGOAKND &N ®§a 5kelp " &GUL aANHMGA
neutereg Uise A a £a 4 /£ ol jaéz2&N
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they have not yet discovered, but that will be stronger and more permanent than
what teleology has to offer.

Given this contrast between the tedgab ®ga " &CGUAE *yaNAaAk £k
towards it and their supposition that they will find another type, @fwould not
make any sense for Socrates to abandon his own teleological proposal in the next
sentence. It would be like someone wdpoged a search party for a missing per-
son, criticised those who did not want to join the search, only to abandon the effort
immediately after. Socrates criticism of the Atlas theories hangs on contrasting their
general views with his own teleologicabpabp

Moreover, an abandonment of the teleologicah T1 would mean an unmoti-
vated concession made completely out of the blue. None of the criticisms against
"PULAUGNAUA 44 3ada® 4rodsé orded it whalevkranay iseg U &2 k £
best. Anaxagoras simply does not seem to sharelsoldyeae premise, but nei-
ther does he prove, show or give Socrates reason to think that things are not ordered
in whatever way is best. All Anaxagoras does is to talk about otiwbich Soc-
rates rejects. Now, one could say that Anaxagoray csEpaived Socrates of
many of the teleological he wanted to learn, for instance, those concerning the
celestial bodies, but it simply does not follow from there that there should be an
abandonment of the teleological in general or of the sifiecversion proposed
by Socrates. Thus, if Socrates abandons teleology, he behaves like a student who
abandons algebra because he had a disappointing experience with his first teacher.
Besides, there is evidence that Socrates found at least two tw®leotxzhal

:the real  of why he stayed in jail and why the Athenians condemned him

(98e199a4; T4, quoted i Pdn the last section). Socrates shows no doubts or res-
ervations when conversing with his friends in prison, in thinking that the Athenians
thought that it was better to condemn him, and that as a result he thought it was bet-
ter, that is, more just, to stay and suffer the penalty imposed. He also uses these cases
&N O /E£aA£FE GpA Ak /S ivhich shows that (Badtasingd al- O & £ 0 G
ready found some teleological at the time he first assessed Anaxagoras. As a
consequence, it would be inaccurate for him to say he was deprived of the teleologi-
cal in general or that he was not able to find any. If this were true, at the very
least, Socrates would have needed some clarificatory note. Yet, he s&ys nothing.

8That the Socrates prison example counts as a successful teleologla be
deemed controversi@ne could object thatN & &ndugsindEorderingverythingr that
his actions only involve atthe thinks is best and not whatisallybest. However, this
Noe3aada&kNp U0A£EAOHAL Bple daBARAKkAEAGadAARIkDPG O
lowing lines (see at 98c1 and at 97c7) suggest a weaker reading
N/AE gakepaGh AndusN § A 4 4 £ alldyg aNpadlaadpcleatgkpG £anié

Hia b p agadAegkpG U& NM&ianotisieCreeBprcan- ANGGA 43A
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Finally, given that the traditional reading leaves the general views of the Atlas
theories unchallenge®hcrates fails to reject the Atlas theories. Thus, he does not
have eaugh grounds to motivate his second sailing, which is presented as a last
resot$ Np Ak Ad4 ke kp @&gkA AUA 5§a " &GuAL &gal
kpG 4 U k £a £ noudridia &eledlogiéalBeaehuNtpf its Ggpdity BetE
ter thana simpler, noeteleologicagccount of the workings of the costhaéfy
AIGNDGGA Aa U EEOHA &glae 4NEAAUREHMfar,£da GAaNGNG/
it seems its success is limited to the human sphere?

* fE AN /[E( A4 4 N & éniaedofBccoudt fohatiiabphéhknietiaG n 4 N3 a
where humans are not involved, it might be a good idea to abandon it in favour of the
hope of a more conservative solution to the problems of the natural inquiry tradition.
53a " &Glu/A& @®§aNAaAtldsavlt offemaidndrelledsaal, pedbangt, i &2 #J a
and tight account of generation and destruction, which will provide stable
DPNAGaAGa UpA OpkoaldAiG aanGupuekNpA Ak &§
In the traditional reading of the passage, howevate$does not explain why this
was not a valid alternative for him and he offers no counterafgument.

All this raises a questidrthe traditional reading is so problematic, why is it
unanimously assumed as correct? The answer is threefold. IFiistiofa
grammatically possible reading of the Greek. Second, some seem to take

to refer back, not to all the elements of the teleologicalt specifically to

ing what the best &/c leaves open the question on whether it is best for eattething
whole or both. We get no indication about for whom it is best, or if the ordering is the
bestsimpliciter Another way to resist the prison example as a successful teleological
is to argue that in 97¢ Socrates is only referring to a cosmiet®usand not to

the universal concept, which would apply to all typessofhis is not an uncommon
interpretationSee D. Bosto(k986)143, D. Sedi@p07)88 and A. Masd2013How-
ever, scholars reading the text in this way are forcesetpsae 4 Nd Al &ea £ aanGupi.
nousas the thing responsible for his staying in prison is some kind of analogy. Yet, the text
does not present hunmawusn this way at all.

YIn fact, the Atlas theories do not need to be completely free from, tefdplisgm
the type of teleology proposed by Socrates. A teleology based on order or functions that do
PNe& HapekNp @&#ga iGape A kpawapekNpA HIA o4& &Nl
different senses of teleology in this context, see M. M.(RRABHE593

“0One might objethat sincehe Atlas theorists made the same mistake that Anaxag-
oras did, from the start we know that these theories cannot be the source of the
knowledge that Socrates is looking fiereforethere is no need for himreject their
hope of finding a stronger Atlas. Reading the text in this way, however, cannot account
for 99¢B. To reject the Atlas theories, it would be enough to know that they offer a vor-
tex and air as  of the stillness of the Eaffinere wdd be no need to describe them
any further.
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the good and binding, which they take, in turn, as a direct reféhenicerh of the
good in th&epublicAnd if that were right, it would be plausible to think that Socra-
tes could deny knowledge of such form, even if he does not really mean it. Finally, the
traditional reading is attractive because, in it, Socrates chapging or broaden-
ing his discussion from the search of theof generation and destruction to a
more general search for . This would, at least to some extent, fend off the text
AANH " Ak £Na&eGa £ /AahathkhfPia€obormh ar¢insGdd A£Gk PG 4 4
as adequate  of generation when thatclearly wrong (I shall come back to this
point in the next sectiof).

Of course, that the traditional reading is grammatically possible does not mean it
is the only one, or that, given the specific context, is the one that makes more sense.
For instancgheGNNA GpA okpAkpG AFaarHAk HNAA n Gl DAk
teleologicahous(98a7/), than a reference to the form of the good. Moreover,
although it is true that the traditional interpretation is a better option than
reading the text with Aske it relies on the fdetched assumption that
at 99d1 is a cue for a more general discussion on causation rather than a reference
to the original search for the of generation and destruction as we would
expect given the context.

To all tis one may wonder if it is possible to read the text in a way that avoids
"k £&N&Ga £ Noj3ada&kNp o0& UGAN &ga naNaC
follows, | will provide such a reading. To show this, | first explain and defend my
interpretation othe Greek text. Then, | explain how in my proposal, Socrates
incorporates the general views of the Atlas theorists into the discussion. Finally, |
aanGlikp 9gNA HA 4a0AkpG ANAAE O oa®®add 3No
objections and opens newd@lilek Np £ ANA OpAad A=lipAkpG &£ga

A Reference to the Missing Atlas

Consider the possibility that refers back, not the teleologicgbut

to the that theAtlas theories suppose they might discover $99€aken in

thi€ Al A 4ANaAlUeak AIAE ®gle ga ANDGA gug:
learn what this missing Atlas is, something that, if found, would allow a more su-

perior than the teleological onhus, in this reading, Socrates is not aban-

doning teleologyt all, but rather is conceding the counterfactual that if the Atlas

theorists could deliver the knowledge of their Atlas, he would be happy to learn

“1Se@Arist.Gen. cor2.9335b917, 183 Metaph 1.9, 99181 see also 13.5, 1080a.

2 §k £eN®eGa £ &4aliAkpG k&£ pNe&e kHNnNAEALkos Ga N& 3

Lo S A E ™
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from them. But since that has not happened, and Socrates has not been able to
find a stronger than tle teleological one, that door remains closed.

Theproposal offers some advantages over previous teleological readings. First, the
translation of at c8 is no longer a problem. Even if translated as a
perfect, it does not refer to the teleologicalbut rather to the promised Atlas.
Moreover, since read in this wasfre is no evidence of Socrates abandoning, or
modifying his views on teleology, the lack of explicit mentions of it in the second
sailing need not be a problem; it could just tingiathe original formulation of
teleology is implied throughout the entire sedtion.

| shall come back to the last point later, bundirseé that nothing really pre-
vents my proposed reading of the GreetaKing as a reference t
the Atlas). Pronouns like  ,- ,- generally refer to what precedes them, point-
ing to something near in place, time or thought. But, as | have noted, in our passage,
the sentence that runs from 994 a compound with three independent clauses,

S0 could perfectly refer to any object or element in any of these claus-
es. Now, the most proximate element it can pick up is the good and binding, but that,
as | have argued, would put Socrates in a diffictiiTspst.it makes bettense

that Socrates refers to the knowledge of the Atlas, since in this way Socrates would
not undermine his contrast and criticism of the Atlas theories.

What distinguishes the Atlas theorists from other natural inquirers is their inter-
ests in finding a fild@tive answer for the generation and destruction of things. They
believe they will discover something that holds everything together. In contrast, their
answers to explain the stiliness of the earth are unoriginal. More than one posited air
or vortex t@xplain why the earth stays in its place. But it is novel and striking that
they are explicitly unpersuaded and uninterested on teleologiead its divine

%0ne might wonder how this interpretation sits within the discussion of the mean-
ing of ®&UpAEGL®RAA gada UAE AaaNpA ELkGkpG
mean either secotii@st method of inquiry or an answer to the of generation and
Ad £x&d dad &k ND N& o Ne&g #Q& ke gULE UGAN oaap e
negative connotation (or sectmadt, only ironically). For a recent discussion and rele-
vant literaturesee H. H. Bens(#015¢hap. 41 would argue that my reading of T1 is
compatible with both translations and at least some of the options above. In the next
section, however, | suggest it could also mean a second attempt at investigating the
of genmtion and corruption, which consists of connecting the teleological agent with its
AaaAkE 53ap &«ya Ak&dAkx EiIkGkpG ANOGGA sa 4N&AD
whereas the second one is Socrates showing how he found the knowledge on his own.
2*Moreover, the pronoun ANAE pNe&e paaA &N nkabDz @n &g§a

43a ANEA aalid Ga
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source, while believing that they will be eventually able to provide bettéf linswers.
theycould deliver their promise, it would be a remarkable contribution, even if they
have inadequate terminology when it comes to the details. But all this is unproblem-
atic in my reading of sentences (v) and (vi) since, Socrates would simply concede that
he s open to learn from such remarkable knowledge that no one has yet found.
The Atlas theoristeem tde taking their hope in the missing Atlas as a work-
ing hypothesis. This explains why they are unpersuaded about teleology and offer
nonteleologial . Their argument could be reconstructed as follows:
a. 59a4a kA Up "&eGUA EFxANpGaa4d UpA HN&A Kk
of being in the best place] to hold everything together (ii5)J@cs3umption).
b. If that is so, then there is no need lievieethat the good and binding
(i.e,nous truly binds and holds things together (iv; 6Rc5
c. If there is no need to believe that the good and binding truly binds and
gNGAAE &gkpGAE £NGaxgai ®egap &®gada kA PN |
of being in the best place as they are now or to think this capacity bears any di-
vine force (ii; 9983).
d &£ *yalda kA pN paaA &N ak®eyad GNNDz AN
best place as they are now or think this capacity bears any diviherfete, t
ther a vortex surrounding the earth keeps it under the heareissumder the
earth as a base as if the earth were a flat krisadjhg(i; 99b&).
e. fegada kA Up "2GUAE AANpGa4 UpA HNAAEA K
of being in the bieplace] to hold everything together, then either a vortex sur-
rounding the earth keeps it under the heavenmsi®under the earth as a base
as if the earth were a flat kneattimggh(HSfrom b d).
f.  Therefore, either a vortex surrounding the earth ikeser the heav-
ens omir is under the earth as a base as if the earth were a flat-tkoegding
(MPfrom a, and e).

“Commentators usually suggest Empedocles and Anaxagoras as the possible authors
of the Atlas theories (Ari€ael300b23, 295a91 294b137. Other possible candi-
dates include Anaximand&inipl.in Cael2.13, 532, 18, and the atomists (Phi-
loponus,n Phys262.813 and again Ari€lael 294b13L7. Anaxagoras himself talks
abouta vortex surrounding the earth and air supgpdrtDK59A88DK59B9; DK59A57;
DK59A12; but d8E59A4P However, if 9961s taken into accoutite most plausible
da/Fadapaa iNdbeg36h R6ZLRTBBY B6RMD, 2629, and, indirectly,
to some of the views ridiculed there, pethaps of Diogenes of ApolloDiK§4Al6a
and B8; Simph Phys153, 120 and Archelaus of AtheBdKG0A1 and AlBiowevet,
AkGG Galiga ®yga AkEAQOAAKND NAE 1GueN /£ ANDGE&E AL
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The of the stiliness of the eahthng on the possibility of finding a
stronger answer to the general order of the cosmaisetiare provided by
strong teleological accountse Atlas theories assume the Atlas exists because it
might seem the best explanation. After all, teleologichlave been either un-
successful or confined to the human sphere. The Atlas thepades qust that
there are not sufficient reasons to accept teleologic&lAccording to this re-
construction, Socrates has the burden of proof. The thought behind assuming prem-
ise (a) can be understood as an abduction:

ObservatioMhere is order irethiniverse.

Hypothesig\ noreleological Atlas explains this order.

Plausibility A noreleological Atlas is relatively more likely to be true, at least
compared to the competing teleological hypothesis (given the present short-
comings of teleology).

ComrlusionA noreleological Atlas best explains the order in the universe.

Therefore, assuming (a) is reasonable.

If this is the scenario, Socrates needs a counterargument to discredit and reject
the Atlas theories and their hope. However, nothing &ie baste 99¢5 offers this.
Luckily, (wi) can be readas | have proposeas a rejectlon of this hopio-
&k aa gNAasaé ®&yle 4NaAUREA ANHN Gl kpeae &
not yet found their Atlas. Their main argumef)tWarks jusby assuming they
might find it, something that seems reasonable given the dialectical context. Moreo-
g aé ANG&AlUea Lk NAp giiNexgdail not gl PunBnpaG £a Ga NG N
tions but also natural phenomena) could be accused of the same prashlem. T
when Socrates says that he was deprived of the Atlas, unable to find it himself or

% Taken in this way, however, one may wonder whethex Socrat Gli a4 U A GQOHA D &
108e4109a7s notenough to reject the Atlas theordeBla Al eda £ U pAAa A #Jyaha
"plakHipAald £ sed LKkCablk1&ED5HE=0K1 PR @sHipp.
Refl.6.37=DK12A1i% presented as more econontizal the one offered by the Atlas
theories, since it seems to require fewer elements to explain how the earth stays in its
place. Moreover, it seems that an argument against the Atlas theories could be constructed:

g. It is not the case that (f) (from 1D@@47). h. Therefore, it is not the case thaT (a) (

from e, and g). But Socrates does not make this argument because, although persuaded by
the equipoise argument, he admits he lacks knowledge about the matter. Thus, he is not
really in a position to féed premise (gMloreover, the equipoise argument would not

answer what Socrates wahite argument does not explainythe earth keeps still in

the middle, only how this is possible. See C. J. Rowe (2293 &lso D. Furley (1989)

17. For a e&gllogical interpretation of the passage, however, see D. Sedley §5989) 364

Plato, the equipoise argument is also fouridoRd1263a2. See D. Furley (1989817

23 26, A. Gregory (2016)49%7and M. Schofield (1997386
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Galap ke AANH UpNzgah #0 k /£ hdpep#fdi- 2N o &
rect challenge to premise (a). But since the reason Socrates offers te deject (a)
feasible (someone can come and find the Atlas after all), he concedes the counterfac-
tual: he would gladly become the student of anyone who possessed the knowledge of
such a missing Atfas.

Despite his best efforts, Socrates could not find a strortgan the teleologi-
cal and nor could the Atlas theorists. There is not even a clear path or method to find
the Atlas, there is only a hope, a supposition that there should be. So, without a
breakthrough in this search, it is not even a researchmimedmat only wishful
thinking. Now, Socrates has explained that he was also unable to learn the teleologi-
cal from someone else, and if he too had been unable to find it, both theories
would be on equal footing. However, as | noted in the pretaoygrseds not the
case. Socrates was able to find some teleologid¢ainself, and even if they are
restricted to human action, this success is enough to justify his hopes. From this it
follows that the second sailing will show how Socratethéoundof generation
and destruction by his own efforts, and that this has to include or presuppose the
original teleological

The Cause of Generation and Destruction

If Socrates has not questioned his previous views on teleology and (@ is

that of generation and destruction, then the second sailing is not about & new stand
alone &gle AlikGE &N aanGukp GapadluakNp
it is the last piece of a puzzle Socrates is putting together andludesioins its

2l C

u £

AgNNAKkpPG NAE ®yad oakKke UpA &gkpG £ nlbdaekik

bility.

First, notice that the introduction of forms does not exclude teleology. Socrates
goes back to show how his new formal answers are safesdtafetbd by natu-
ral inquiry, which he cannot understand now, and he rejects. But if the teleological
ordering ofioushad been abandoned in the same way, one would expect Socrates to
offer a similar comparison, examples, and explanations of howbassders

“’The argument agat the Atlas theories can be understood as follows: (1) If Socrates is
deprived of the Atlase(a), and he is neither able to find it himself nor to learn it from an-
other, then, as things stand, Socrates cannot suppose he might discoveres. i2§i&ocrat
prived of the Atlas and he is neither able to find it himself nor to learn it from another. (3)
Therefore, as things stéalrates cannot suppose he might discover thi¥Rftasn(1,

A N

upA U
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forms replace teleology or how teleological accounts confuse him, something we do
not get®

Now, Aristotle is right about a couple of things. Forms alone cannot account for
generation. If that were so, they would generate in a continuoustheapttut
way around, forms do not really explain why this or that particular thing became or
stopped having certain property at a specific time and place, but only why all things
that have a property are the way they are. Aristotle is also rightotd frant
whatever is produced in something by the participation in the forms is not produced
without an agent. In other words, forms alone cannot explain why Alcibiades in par-
ticular is beautiful but only why all beautiful things are beautiful. Butthese of
facts are a problem if my reading is correct. On the contrary, they become reasons to
think that forms are meant to fit into a larger account that includes the previous re-
marks of a teleologicalusone that can really explain the generationestaict
tion of each particular thing.

One may still worry that there is a lot of room between what we can make of the
textual evidence in the second sailing and my idea of a unified account that incorpo-
ratesnous its teleological activity and forms. Is¢leend sailing, one may object,
Socrates seems to offer an approach where forms monopolise the causal explana-
&k Np 5 U DA ANA aalHnGa ®ga AIUHNGAE nl AEE
UpAAaa

T3. Consider, he said, whether you also agree witio the £llowing; for it seems

to me that if something else is beautiful besides the beautiful itself, it is beautiful by no

other reason than that each of these things participates in that beautiful, and | say so in

everything.

Do you agree with an such as this?

| agree.

Well then, he said, | no longer understand nor am | able to recognise those other
ingenious . But, if anyone tells me why something is beautiful either because it has a
bright colour, or shape, or anything else suclsead ttiemiss these other things. For |
am confused with all these other things. But | simply, artlessly, and perhaps simple
mindedly admit this to myself: that nothing different makes something beautiful than the
beautiful itself, whether by its presend®y communion, or in whatever way it indeed
happens. For | do not go as far as to affithwithisconfidence, but only that it is
through the beautiful that all beautiful thing§ eautiful For | think this is the safést

28 Another helpful reminder thateology hasot been forgotten is the myth at-107c
115a, which has a teleological structure. For an analysis of this passage, see D. Sedley
(1989)
®Inde, A&AAAAA/AL olaDz &N BegFd kPGapkNOA
*¥Following MS B, which omits  here and in eSee J. Burnet (1911) 112,
$ICf. 1014b
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thing to answer to mysaid to others; and | believe holding on to this | shall never be ru-
ined; but this is the safe thing to answer for me and for anyone else, that it is through the
beautiful that beautiful things are beautiful. Or do you not think so too?

| think s0100c#4) *

A common way to express the formal causal principle (FCP) at play here is:

(FCP) IXisF, thenXisFbecause and only becXysaticipates (communes
or holds some other relation) inFiitself>

Now, if this is the core payoff os#ednd skng, it is easy to understand why
ANHA Aaa U @®apAkNp oad&Aadap 4NdGAlLLAA nhag
approach based on forms. It is not only that there is no explicit meotisandf
its choosing of the best. The problem is that itlsger@asN Hin U &2k @ GA Ak &g 4 N
claims that ouss the of each thing @rders in whatever way is best (97¢3
6) and that there is no need to introduce any othg®8a89; 99a45).

However, this objection can be rejected if, as | have suggested, the text distin-
guishes here between and .If this is right, thelaim thainouss the only

is not threatened by the introduction of answers based on the FCP, because

each of those are an , but do not offer a new (Socrates may act justly be-
cause he partakes in justice itselfdis still the only one responsible for his ac-
tions). Furthermorthere is no textual evidence that each form would count as a
new , but only as part of the for why something has a given characteristic.
Otherwise, Aristotle would be righform cannot be the  of generation be-
cause they do not act or, if they do, they would contiffMasdpver, even in his
introduction of the safe answer, Socrates seems to leave room for other elements
apart from forms that explain how parti@patappens. When he says that only the
beautiful itself makes things beautifaéther by its presence or by commumnion,
in whatever way it indeed happens 6), oné inevitably wonders what exactly
aanGukpAgaE «ga AENAK A£ n dtaokarp Bat inknfy A£ENHE N:

2. A ®AUp AGU&KNp daxelikpkpé ue A
% Later, Socrates introduces safe, subtler, and more sophisticated ansve@)s (105b6
which are meant to be more informative and observant of eevecele, but they ulti-
mately follow this principlEor a discussion of whether these subtler answers count as
proper /A a /94 arhd.pr AaBailey (2012525
g sap kAE U /ENAFNKASENHED ANA &N E2CANDER2DNEe b p A
struction, and so not the same thing forwbick /£ Al kA &N o M NBE I ®eda £ kA &
tedtonous Ak PG &#ga NPNEA GapadliekNp GUpA Aa ALkl dazxkNp
existence of formal, inefficient ofthp G A& agladlaceddk Fekda A kp G A
no reason to think that the NAE GapadlaekNp UGpA aNA&AOn&&
teleologicahousas two parts of a single account.
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interpretation he has already given the answer: it depends on the ordering of
teleological agents able to think and modify their enviroment.
This still leaves us with a teleological and a formalotice that both answer

&N U0 Ak A£E£kadapa®e AgA AOa fFek NpdoX Opa UpAEAa
(BecausBthoughtXA Ui /£ ®&g a o & A Agadalk ®#yga N&gah
isX, F #XPpartakes ArathEitself). Howear, none of these answers alone

can explain why something comes to be, exists or is destroyed at a given time and
place. On the one hand, a person always acts in a given way because she thinks that
that was the best. But this does not explain why slhé ahgperific action was the

bestThe teleological alonedoes not explain whyusvould choose this ra-

ther than that as the best possible order for something. One may think about it in this

Al A * £ Npa uADzE 8gA AkA 4NaAl&ea A AxUA
Socrates thought thatdha AU £ &g a oaAk®e ga aANOGA glusa AN|
danGA 4044 #O0%& AgA Np altda®y AkKkA ga &gk

is required for answering the specific question and not something that applies to all
NAE 4NGAURAELANPek MED £ %y P Ga £A2)Npa £ a9
gpniabDaA ®ygada kA Up aanGupli&eNadA Gin k
ophy is of no help with this problem because mentioning the necessary means for
Socrates to stay in prisoon@s and sinews) tells us nothing about why he thought
staying was better than any other action within his reach, like escaping to Megara
and Boeotia. In other words, why his specific decision was best.

On the other hand, as | have explained, a formal exgslains why any object
with a given characteristic has such a characteristic but cannot explain why a specific
object has it (or stopped having it) at a given moment and place. But if my reading is
correct, Socrates assumes that to answer why epcbrtigs to be, exists, or is de-
stroyed in a specific time and place, one has to make reference to.em
nous and both a teleological and a formal (distinguishing also that there are
some things necessary for the to be the ).

| am not suggesting that@ushas to have direct access to the forms, though.
Otherwise, only gods and philosopher rulers would count as causally efficacious. The
requirement is weaker than that. doys as far as it can think, chooses and acts for
the best possible order. But the characteristics of the outcome of its action, whatever
they are, can only be explained by participation or lack of participation in a specific
form. However, the agent that brought about a specific state of affainsedmes not
to know this to succeed. If | want to warm up some water for my coffee, | do not need
to know hotness itself nor even that fire always results in hotness. As an agent, | just
have to believe that fire would warm water here and now, and thatwewng a
cup of coffee is the best possible thing to happen within my reach of action. But no-
tice that if | want to fully explain why my cup is warm now and have a reliable meth-
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od to heat things, | need to know that fire always partakes in hotness, enyd that ev
thing hot is hot through the hotness.

This model fits with what Socrates says about staying in prison. Until now, | have
referred to this as a successful teleologicabut notice that in fact it offers more
than that:

T4. Since the Athenians hdesided that it was better to condemn me, on account of

that | too have also decided that it is better to sit here, that is more just to stay put and suf-

fer whatever punishment they decree. For by the Dog, | think these sinews and bones

would long have bre@n Megara or Boeotia, transported by an opinion as to what is best,

k£ * AkKkAp & @®gkpDz ke HINAEA 30/4&* &N AOAEFaA Agl

escape and run away (98@445°

Socrates is not only saying that he stayed becausgttet thvaa the best thing
to do; he is also explaining his thought process, the basis for his decision. He thought
that staying was better because he thought it was more just to receive an injustice
than to commit one. This is contrasted with the caséhbatad had tlpinion
(99a2) that it was better to run away, he would have done so. But in his case, the basis
for his decision is a principle that he thinks is more just. To assess the outcome of his
actions, we would have to ask if actions basadhoa principle always partake in
justice itself. But by contrasting the language of thinking with that of merely having
opinions, Socrates implies that his principle of action is the correct one. Therefore,
his explanation regarding why he stayedswnpricludes revealing that he is re-
sponsible for such a state of affairs, and that his decision to stay was based on his
thoughts about justice. If he brought about justice with his actions depends on
whether his action really partook in justice itself.

Now, let me test this one more time with a different example. Socrates explains
that he decided to stay in prison after the Athenians decided it was better to con-
demn him. So, one may wonder whether this model also explains the outcome of the
"@eyapkiiBkNDp Aaggap UADAA &ga ADakekNp 89
4N3&4&leeask k& AZaarE NooskNGAE &N UGpAEAGEA &§l
possible thing to do, so they did. Notice that my model is not committed to the idea
that this was objeetily the best possible decision. It only requiresnthat ar a
group of them in this case, thought that was the case. This also means that even if the
Athenians have done some wrong, the characteristics of the outcome of their action
can still be exahed with reference to the forms, things that always bear them, and
their absence. They thought they were doing the best thing but since they were mis-
taken about what brings about justice, they put in action a plan that brought injustice
instead. Thuspaified reading of the of generation and destruction can explain

*Transl. DSedley and A. La@§11)
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human failures like this one too. If we read T1 in the way | propose we can offer an
interpretation in which Plato stays on topic and succeeds in offeringaustabng
theory of gemation and destructich.
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ABSTRACPresent day classical studies witness some sort of renaissance in the study of
reformist activities and the personality of the Athenian politician Solon. Solon's laws on
family and marriage are less studied, as are the itieadtb&nian reformer about

these social institutions. This is due to the lack of evidence on this issue and the com-
plexity of the interpretation of these legal provisions, which was noted by the ancient
authors themselves. The aim of this work is tw gvieanalyze ancient evidence of

the reforms of Solon, which affected property issues in the field of family and marriage
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THE MEANING AND FUNGN OF THE IMAGE HELEN IN THE POETARRSSPPHO
(IN LIGHT OF RECENWPFROLOGYDISCOVER)ES

ABSTRACTT he image of the Helen in Sapph. Fr. 160jN&Yiis analyzed in detail on

the basisf the new papyrus fragments which were published by Dirk Obbink (Obbink

2016). According to the results of the comparative analysis, it is concluded that the form

of the aoristic active participle from the verb , which is used in Sapph. Fr. 16,

refers not only to the vocabulary of Homer, but also to the vocabuhidootilegnts
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ABSTRACWind as a natural phenomepaswell as the peculiarities of speudifids,
such as Boreas, Notos, Eurus, and Zephyrus and their influences on navigation, agricul-
ture and, in general, human, iwe among the subjects, extensively treated by the Peri-
nieadaekad A 8kpAALE NMéeearologited Akl sd)oBRPof thEkdb-£&N &£Ga A
lems the Peripateti©n signandOn the position and Names of theilVardepitome
of a meteorological work, ascribed to Theophrastus-¢tikeddletarsiologypre-
served only in Arabic and Syriac translations) and, finaflyshiorhiand incomplete)
treatiseOn WindsThe latter work is of special interest not only because it is the only
Peripatetic treatise especially dedicated to winds; as such it is a valuable witness of The-
NhgalEedAE nNAEk &k Np phBnpmeeod, pengrallgaiférént fiinlE @g k £ p
the one advanced by Aristotle. Having summarized some aspects of this rather neglected
treatise, | try to correlate meteorological information and explanations offered by The-
ophrastus with contemporary data, espdaidig context of the history of navigation

KeywoRDsgveather prediction; practical astronomy in Antiquity; history of navigation
03

Vol 141(2@0 , 220
wwwnsuru/classidschole DOI10.3205/19958328®@0-1U4-125-25


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

21

! Bakker



®3)

(®)

34b

/

b5 7).

Vol 141(20)

21


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

21

59.

: Mayhew2018Amigue2019

11),



/ Vol141(2@Q 21


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

22(

13.1@4Daibej

13.22).

! Mayhew2018, 11111.

77D).



10

10

/

Vol 14120 22

37 48).

20).


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

22.

11

(5)1

11

12

13

14

(9, 20, 27,

Mayhew

12

14

(7

1.9, 346



15

16

15

/

Vol 141(20)

16

22

50).


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

22¢

17

18

(12.3441Daiber

19

17

18 364
94&

19 26.52.



/ Vol141(2@0Q 22

|/ REFERENCES

Amigues, S., ed. (2618)¢ Gg Gp i Nn A - A NPaNs) ep @allds Lefirds n A Dg N - Al
%l koaé ) 59a .a®aANANGNGA NA 53aNn:
Theophrastus: His Psychological, Doxagraguiaic Scientific Writingsl.W.W.
Fortenbaugh and D. Gutus. New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Publ&®@rs, 166
Mayhew, R. (20I8)eophrastus of Eresus: On.\wieiden: Brill.
Bakker, F. (20Hicurean Meteorolobgiden: Brill.

In Russian:

Dubekovskij L. (2016 huvstveetra veter dinamikausloviyaobrazovaniyaosoben-
nostiMoscow(in Russiahn


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

~ £ A ~ N 7 = ~

.comGa AGNa ap DA

ANDREYRADZYUKEVICH
Novosibirsk State University of Architecture and Civil Engineering (SIBSTRIN)
GENNADGRIGORENK(Nikolaev, Ukraine)
MATHEMATICAL ASPE@FSARCHITECTURAL [ESLOGIC JROMANPANTHEON

ABSTRACThe paper tests the methodold@rahitectural and ethnographic research of

the object of material culttaeanasterpiece of world architecture of the Roman Panthe-

on. The method involves performing the proportitetedlogical analysis of the forms

using the results of thidienensionalaser scanning. The sequence of actions allowing
receiving extremely reliable dimensional drawings of necessary elements of an architec-
tural monument is presented. The analysis suggests that the design metrological module
of the Pantheon was a Romandb6t445 m. A detailed analysis of the size of the ro-
tunda plan made it possible to confirm the hypothesis that the design was based on the
use of an integer analogue of the numbefrdetion 22/7. In addition, an integer right
triangle 5: 12: 13 ddu used to construct the right angle and to determine the basic
proportions of the elements of the facade of the portico. Apparently, in the process of
designing the forms of the Pantheon, the method of harmonizing elements on the basis
of the similaritynethod with a change in their scale was used

KeywoRrngroportions of Roman Pantheon, laser scan, point cloud, logic of architectural
design reconstruction, roman metrology reconstruction.
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MARINAVOLF
Institute of Philosophy and Law SB RAS (Novosibirsk)
THEHYPOTHETICAMETHOD INPLATQIS A DISUSSION USERUL

ABSTRACT he article formulates a block of problems related to the understanding of the
hypothetical method of Plato, first of all, its structure and direction of argumentation,
whether the hypotheses are aimed at establishing thewtbvar the truth of some-

thing else, whether the hypothetical method depends on the success of geometry or vice
versa, whether mathematics uses the method proposed by philosophers. The main inter-
pretations of the method are analyzed, the differences lletneare shown, and the
positions are reconstructed according to which consensus is established regarding the
method. The hypothetical method was created for the specific task of knowing the un-
known, which is also accompanied by some problem, asowelisesfwhere the un-

known is searched on the basis of a hypothesis, which, in turn, is unprovable, unverifia-
ble and not sedfvident. It is concluded that discussions about the hypothetical method
cannot be considered desdl or exhausted, and if wenidtéo understand how an-

cient epistemology is evolving, we cannot get around the question of the hypothetical
method.

Keyworn®lato, hypothetical method, cognition of the unknown, middle dialogs, "Par-
menides".
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HerzerStatdPedagogicalniversitySaintPetersbuig
PLATO ANIHUME TOWARDS THEFRUCTURE OF TAEGUMENT FROMASTER ANS AVE
THROUGH THE DIALOGUARMENIDES

ABSTRACTThe authors attempt to expand the view of thé&neglhargument from

Master and Slave through the prism of comparing the method of analysis of causality in
Plato and Hume. We try to demonstrate a certain similarity of the logic of the proof
adopted by two philosophers, as well as the research prospects ahaebrsparison

opens up. In particular, it shows the grounds on which a skeptical tendency arises in the
Academy

KeEywoRDgasuality, Hume, Plato, the Parmenides dialogue, antique skepticism, skepti-
cism, empiricism, argument from Master and Slave
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GENDER TOPIC IN TBERINTHIAN SERMONDARPISTLES OF THESPLIPAUL

ABSTRACTIN the paperseveral weknown passages from the Epistles of the Apostle

100G U4&da MAedAkaA &#§le dddilfausediry digcmpak P £ k ££C
cies and contradictory assessmentsnfrasaulindbias and chauvinism in early Chris-

&klp n&daltagkpG &N 4& 100G £ nadAENpUIG Hk ANGAD
be interpreted as a continuation of the Corinteramogs of the Apostle, deliberately

composed by Paul in the context ofClaistian GreecRoman culture of Corinth re-

vived by JuliusZ@ar. At the heart of this Corinthian culture, there was the famous tem-

ple of Aphrodite, sacred prostitution and thesiedy hedonistic h&t4 &odiety

KEywoRrnshe Apostle Paul, early Christian preaching, Corinth, Aphrodite Temple, Aph-
ANAk®da a0Ga ga®zZ&4dlA Ai1AAUG na&NALExk@F&kNp
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LEONTIUS OBYZANTIUM

VLADIMIRA.BARANOV
Novosibirsk State University of Architecture, Design and Arts, Novosibirsk
baranovv@academ.org

ABSTRACTThis article analyzes two fragments by the last Iconoclastic Patriarch John
Grammaticus (83843). A number of parallels to the doctrine in the fragments have
been identified, including Aristotle, Theodoret of Cyrrhus, Basil of Caesarea, and John
Philoponus. It is proposed that the main source of the fragments was a passage from the
Epilyseisr Solutions Proposed to the Argum&atgeniisy Leontius of Byzantium

Keywornslohn Grammaticus, naming, definition of substance, Aristotle, Leontius of
Byzantium

* This study was supported by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research]@roject No.
0110778, - aNp &k & NAE #Aalipek O GpA 10 &4k [FExk d £

A number of arguments were employed by both sides in the Iconoclastic Contro-

versy, ranging from Scriptural arguments, appeal to tradition, and Christological
arguments to epistemological argumentshwece especially pronounced in

the second period, involving not only the issue of circumscription, but also une-

quivocal definition of things and their naming. However, despite the shift in em-

phasis after each argument was countered by the Iconophiiggmaihts of

the Iconoclasts revolved around one main ptiely claimed that the Icono-

ngkGagk ANAAgknnaA ®yga AANDG Ao 3aade Agk
name on the icons.

ICf. the Christoldyil G Ak GaA HIHWL AANH ®g§a wa Ak pk &k Np NAE
7 # guA HuIUAA Gp kaNp UpA &aiGGaA ke $Jgakki
man, therefore the icon is also the icon of God and man, and therefore, he circumscribed,
in a way wich seemed fit to his thoughtlessness, the incircumscribable divinity by the
Vol 141(2@0 Vladimir Barano2@0
wwwnsuru/classidschole DOLl10.2805/1998328®0-U-1278292


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

VladimirBaranov Vol 141(2@0 27¢

The Iconoclastic arguments of the second period can be mednistmn
the refutation by the Iconophiles, not only presenting the Iconoclastic side for
polemical purposes, but also citing some fragments from Iconoclastic writings,
including thredragments of the last Iconoclastic Patriarch John Grammaticus,
from the anonymous refutation of his three fragments contained in the manu-
script Scorialensiy-lI-7 (fols. 20Q06v) edited by J. Gouillard and A. Evdo-
kimova’ Two fragments are of particular interest for understanding the authentic
Iconoclastic epistemologiaejument:

It is impossible to characterise a concrete man by a concept unless by an explanation

through words, by means of which one can comprehend and define each being. For the

proper accidents of a concrete being by which it has been separatee lfrelontiing

to the same species and, in another manner, are joined with those [who belong to differ-

ent species], do not contribute in any manner and in any aspect to the perception of sight.

'N4& Npa auppNe&e Adadkoéa Np @ kindofprofdssiondbhd Hili 4 Dz NP 2
spends time in, the sort of company one keeps, and of the rest of the ways of conduct wor-

thy of praise or blame except by means of words, whereas it is impossible to truly distin-

guish a certain individual by means of some images.

circumscription of the created flesh, or confused that unconfused union, falling into the
GUAGaAAA Uada®e NA AaNDAOSAKND $A3AA 5gatlpaahs puHA
a0GGaA kHUGaAEAE ANa£Z pN& gluga AN
NAE $§gak £ PNA NA @&ga " nlbyEsSeealde P@rréh NN £ &g a
cephorusRefutatio et inversibl (ed. Featherstone 1997, 21.45)).64.0&28), 67
(Ibid., 110.47), 160 (lbid., 257.12); see also Lukhovitskij 2011.

2Three fragments were edited by Jean Gouillard (Gouillard 1985, Akandra

Evdokimova edited the fiRgfutationcontaining the first two fragments which were

N

u

identified by Gouillard (Evdokimoga]11 004 /[k&Ak®e AFAUGHADe
ment No. 2) is cited according to the edition of A.A. Evdokimova; our second fragment

( NGk GGUAA £ I N k £ &k A ief bidglaphdfAk p G &N &¢
John Grammaticus can be found in Gerdl@934anidatsiampoura 2010

®The text makes no sense unless we understand as
on the basis of one of the sources of this-tektN P s&ek @ £ NO@ntr# Meatarip ek dH &£
anoset Eutychianos "pA Npa aup AkAaNgaad ®gluae &£Jk

lationships with things of the same species in varying ways: for in the respects in which
things of like species are joined with things of different §pecies |, they differ

towards each other; and in the respects in which they differ from things of different spe-
cies, they are joined to each other. For they are distinguished from each other but joined
to things of other species by number, and they are joirddatheabut distinguished

from things of other species by definjtrans Daley 201745147)
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According to the argument of Patriarch John the Grammarian from this frag-
ment, the precise and wmgidentification of a certain person within the same
species can be provided only by means of words, a description which would sepa-
rate one from other members of the same species on the basis of a unique set of
gk £ agléllaae®a ik FExkod ofigin, acoipatibly, Oravaynoh d#END £ n G
duct). Moreover, some visible characteristics which distinguish individuals from
each other within the same species may coincide both for several individuals or
even individuals belonging to different species (likest@pe, etC.)yhile the
naNdaAALA NA daAkkpaHape NA Ak £k PG Nge& N
scriptions can continue until the moment of final and complete identification. A
verbal description is also convenient in that each time theasgéxcreating
characteristics can be different without affecting the accuracy of the result (that
k £ ®Ja UnNAEeGa 1a*d4 alup oa adguédladeaidka
®yhaa &k HAAE NA UA& &£§a UnNAEsGa AgN &4
AA&NApaA sadadal@Aka NAE gkAE GUADz NE A£Elkej |
ANpDaANGA kAapek £kal &k Np UpA @®A0GnA NAE GNHNJ
view, identification of a person by means of his image is inefficient and therefore
erroneousresulting in total epistemological chaos, since looking at the image,
one cannot be sure tiasparticular individual is depicted.

In the search for the sources of this doctrine, the famous passage from the
Contra Eunomiuth 4 by Basil of Caesdnemediately comes to mihih that
text, Basil polemicizes with the difference in names designating differences in

“ Evdokimov&20112012158; Gouillard 1966, 178.
® Cf. the passage from Iiedter of the Three Patrigrali®se doctrine seems to be

criticised by dop (& 0 HUHUL &2k & O & "/E ®ega pUHAAL UAA QKA
types, the copies display the personal features of the visidsental form
( ®gNEA oA Agkadg ke k

g. hookedness, gness, whiteness or blackness or similar characteristic qualities; for the
kHiGa NA U naldANp kA AAUApDP pNe&e oA plapgida o0&
RAUDPDAE . Opkek&d ae UG
® As| earlier argued in Baranov 200713%1The same doctrine appeaestier38
of Basil of Caesarea, which in fact is the treatise of Gregonpef difjsszntia essen-
tiae et hypostaseos ad Petrum fregde@ourtonnel 9578183). On the authoiphsee
Zachhuber 2003, and Maspero et alF20Bidetailed analysis of the passage, see Kalli-
gas 2002 and Biriukov 2016.
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substances, postulated by Eunomius, offering instead a contextual nature of nam-

kpG 4asaliGkpG &ga AQlUGCk Hekfachap RBRpuapa&
rather than his substance. The context is defined by a number of descriptions

which can be different inasmuch as they single out a unique individual:

Hence the designations do not signify the substances, but rather the distinctive fea-
®eP4ak ®#yle ad9lALaG*aAkaad ®ga kpAkskAguG 4N
not cause us to think of his substafté&N A o A EDo fEelipaa * Halup &
strate which the name itself cannot ever signifiyrather the notion of the distin-

guising marks that are considered in connection with him is impressed upon our

mind. For as soon as we hear the sound of this designation, we immediately think of

the son of Jonah, the man from Bethsaida, the brother of Andrew, the one summoned

from the fishenen to the ministry of the apostolate, the one who because of the su-

periority of his faith was charged with the building up of the church. None of these is

his substance, understood as subsistence

In addition to the common argument and denial of thefrome in refer-
AkpG &N &ga Hil ed Ak 0 G AQo A£#4l ®a Agkag |
shown on the representation, the fragment of John Grammaticus and the passage
NAE #U/AEkG glugsa AENHa nl&AUGGAGE &§a A04aa
AND NAE +NpGg AANH #0 A&k G £ ninefdan Ga Npa
AANH #a&g AUk A lithe ceffdinkind afeyydiession ofiefSpabds time
with  A£&4 NH & #he oRA suGrrbadd &omaihie fishermen to the minis-
try of the apostate ~ /E& NH1 &g aof thdirdeefal B ways bfpcdnduct
ANd&gA NAE nalk A NA& otielohbavho beEiusebf theg & AE4 0 G
superiority of his faith was charged with the building up of the chufEA N H1 &g a
passage.

However, we maydi a more immediate source of the fragment, if we consid-
er it together with the following fragment of John Grammaticus, which shifts
from an individual identification to a general identification on the level of spe-
cies:

However, we cannot even simply anérglly examine man, if we do not use the
same methotFor if man is defined as a rational mortal being, receptive of intellect
and knowledge, how is it possible to entrust soulless and motionless things with [the
task of] demonstrating the living mmtioy which all that pertains to rationality has

"Trans. by DelCogliano and Re@lakwitz 2011, 1B35; Greek text: el £o N B a &

al. 1983, vol. 2, PR18.
®Ontheusedd plUHAL kp #UKEKGC £ #3JaNGCGNGA KAaa 3Noal
°® The method of verbal definition, proposed by Patriarch John Grammaticus in the

second fragment as the only means of precise definition of a being as opposed to its pic-

torial representemn.
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been enabled to be as'fttig God the Creator?! Thus, according to logic, the wor-
shippers of the Word cannot call this cblaiurA &  HIN D Aseé N £k A FUIN & &0 G
say that it is receptive of any irieie U DA DHNAGaAGa

11

Patriarch John Grammaticus starts with a general definition of man on the ba-
Ak £ NAE ®ga " &k F&Neaead Gk lrpcephve dEinllecedndlp NA
knowledge?and concludes that it is impossible to render the essence of the per-
ANpD oA HaAUpAE NE FUN &k Np Ga £A£ k Hi Ga &£ Aan
icons as such are epistemologically fraudulent not only at thenlewved udls
but also at the level of species. Such an argument is based on the principle that a
true image should convey the essential characteristics of the original or possess
consubstantiality, which in the Iconoclastic doctrine corresponded tdéhe Euc
Ak £ U £ U & Np AQDSHedtagneht §hows a Hoathhpl paralekE $ § &4 k /£
to the passage from Theodoret of CyrrhusQuoédssons on Octateuckuere
Theodoret explains what is that which was created in the image of God:

But also when mameates, he imitates in a certain way the Creator as an icon imi-
tates the archetype. For the icon also has the traces of the archetype yet it only has
the appearance of the members but does not have the activity for it is deprived of
soul by which the bodymoved.

14

10Cf. PlatdTimaeu80ab.

Y“Gouillard 1966, 174.

2 £ " Ak £&N&GCa Arfessuriidl Bdp@ty i€ ond ahik i dssigked po
something in contrast to everything else and sets a thing apart from everything else, for
example, the propdrt NA& HiUp UGA U HNaA&IG GkokpG ddailxdh

TopicaV/, 1, 128b, trahedennick and Forster 1960, 483;
Gred text:482.35 $ £ Topicadl, 5, 112a, lbid.,
352.19).
130n the Iconoclastic Eucharistic doctrine, see Gero, 1975 and Baranov 2010.
1Eds. Fernanddzarcos and SaeBadillos 1979, 2@.1
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As with the fragment of John Grammaticus, the passage from Theodoret states
that an |mage only renders the external members of the person depicted, but falls
AgNad®e NA 4apAadkpG &#ga nANAEA@aMEALL A£LKapa
tionless  leAhg &ssence of the soul is defined by its ability to move the body.
Besides the similarity in doctrine, the two passages also expose certain textual
niAiGGaGke 5gaNANda&e £ kanNp k £ aGNAa &N
John Grammatigd

This passage of Theodoret of CyrrhGemesiwas not intended as a refuta-
tion of icons. The doctrine expressed there was a part of the general Antiochean
line of antiApollinarian polemics, which emphasized the importance of the soul
as the mover of the body. This passage depends upon the fragment on the same
Biblical verses by Theodore of Mopsuestia (d. 416) presateeddfil heo-
doret, however, pides an important development: he makes the qualification
that the part within the domain of divine activities which was given to man as an
imitation is the soul.

Theodoret here seems to respond to the doctrine of Apollinaris of Loadicea. In
a fragment aqued in Justinian'setter to the Monks of Alexan(@entra
MonophysitasApollinaris stated that a person can possess only one mover. This
scheme must have derived from strict Aristotelian anthropology, where the com-
posite of soul and body constitotes perfect entity and the soul is the mover of
the body!Perhaps in an ordinary person the soul moves the body, but the case
seems to be more complicated with Christ: the Aristotelian scheme applied to the
Christological union leads to the existenteoohovers in Christ: the Word
gk HUEAGAE UDPA $9akAEe £ goOHUDP ANDG "N NGGK

>Cf. another Iconophiresponse to this doctrine contained ihdtier of the Three
Patriarchs */E Npa AnkeA SnNp YkA KAND oadadlOdAFa k:
Christ too, after he donned his divine humanity, become without life, breath and motion,
a corpse shint a tomb? Are not the holy relics of the apostles, the martyrs and the saints
lifeless and dead? Well, ought they then to be spat upon? Are not the bodies of those in

aaHaseadkakl AaltA */E PN &ega 49044y oOBkGAkpG
hands, which_could be broken up again? Are not tires@mtl Gospels lifeless things
and mar-Ull A & k& UpAE . Opk &k a21)aGa thé @ediating

function of the soul of Christ in the Iconoclastic doctrine, see Barananear2d09.

*petit 1987, 280, fr. IX. On the notion of the image of God in man in the Antiochean
tradition, see McLeod 1999.

"De Animad12ab, Hett 1986,768 On the soul as the mover of the composite, see
De Animdll, 9 11. In Christian sourcessthe# of man was defined in terms of move-
ment as early as Theophilos of Antioch (late second cenfdyAutblycur, 5 (ed.

Grant 1970, B).
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Npa aa®il HNgaa p U Ha&GA $9Ak £ £ goHUp .
who occupied the place of human intellect in Christ, thus, bduomeifithe

ANGa FUINga&® NAE $gadk £ /£ aNAA

In his response to Apollinarian anthropology, Theodoret stressed the im-
portance of the soul as mover of the body and bearer of activity. However, if we
look at the passage from a slightly different anglejenteate here is the essen-
tial foundation of the relation between the image and the archetype which was
later used by the Iconoclasts: the icon is soulless and immovable since it has only
external features of the archetype but not its essential qualities.

The writings of Theodoret, if indeed, a source for certain positions in the the-
ology of the Iconoclasts, were not acknowledged by the Iconoclasts and do not
appear in their florilegia. Most likely this is due to the fact that Theodoret could
not be consided an authority because his Orthodoxy was challenged by the
condemnation of several of his writings against St. Cyril of Alexandria at the Fifth
Ecumenical Council. We have no indubitable proof that Theodoret was used by
the Iconoclasts, besides the dwtsimilarity and a slight textual parallel in the
fragment of Patriarch John Grammaticus. But we know that the commission
which was headed by John Grammaticus (not yet Patriarch at the time) assem-
bled the Patristic evidence for the Council of Saa 80p1%. Furthermore,
+Ngp (AUHHUIRKAPAE HOAE gloa ANDpPA Aeid N
be by St. Basil of Caesarea. This fragment contained the same doctrine on the in-
adequacy of artificial images as compared to man as a perfect odagehe G
kpeadndaaeliaekNp NAE &#£§a AiHA nl/EEIGA NAE 2§
pa£kLE &gle Aethodody cobld éadt Any dduuts on the Ortho-
doxy of St. Basil of Caesarea. Thus, we read in the passage from St. Basil con-
tained in tle florilegiumof the Council of Saint Sophia, assembled by the
committee which included the future Iconoclastic Patriarch John Grammaticus:

*fE ®#ga NnNAAGA &N osaaNHA kp &ga GkDaApaALE

been in our own potency thatasald acquire the likeness of God. But He made us

similar to God by power: for He gave us the power to become similar to God; He

made us able to work towards the likeness of God, when the benefit of our action is

perfect. So that it would not be as oimthges which come into being from an artist

and remain purposeless and vain: for when you see [something] depicted accurately

by a variety of colors, you do not praise the image but admire the artist.

8See, for example, ed. Schwartz 1939 N7 61.
YAlexander 1958, 1P88.
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20

Why was the principle of strcorrespondence of an image to the definition
of substance and complete refusal of homonymy between substances so im-
portant to the Iconoclasts?Mietaphysic&, 46 and 101, Aristotle explored
Ko Eelipaa UL &ga akkga pigah&deRBiban PlisybG
Aalpaa "4k FeNeGa (1AGOAA ®gle akgapaa
U AadaZkpkea&ekNp £0ag AaikEkpka&k NpAL (1 Aa GCGkoa
genus (and not derivative things such as artworks, giviaigle ek the lliad).
In determining the essence of being of something, we must first indicate its func-
tion, since the material substrate is not included into the definition of substance,
but only into the whole. The soul is the substance and form dy tfee aoi-
mated being®* /£ Aad ®4A &N 24UpAGU*a " 4k £A=NxGa £
Iconoclastic debate, the substance of man can be made known only by a logical
Aa Ek pk ek Np U /£ réceptiveldf ntliecbandGknanviedy& "spa kiDHG
agedoes not carry any part of this logical definition, but renders only the material
component that is part of the composite, but not of the substance.

8a HUA AkpA U nilé&lGéoognadeNonstgsity 8 Ak NOA &

f John Grammaticus in the sixth ¢¢éntury commen-

9

p

Q) Ay

@&l 4dkak Np 4k £&N&GA Phyit¢HrsHAa P ek p& On NQA " &4
Agkag UG43 ANHA (A4a oA plegdad UpA AENHA &
asks the question of how monsters appear, andhgigaswver that in the case
NA 0 HNp AL*2a 4 ®#ga Hil®eedd NAE &
ceiving the proper form imposed bipogesof nature, but receiving an unnatu-

AU G GpNAGUpkAAA UpA kpAa®adHkpluxa ANA T
Aonn NAEA &g a spherd, &ixed P Aukhpatd siickeadiay by the rotation
of the heavenly [spheres], did something to the matter of a man in the process of
generation so that he became unfitted to receive the form which nature would natu-
rally impose upon him: then human natureld fail of its aim through the unsuita-
bility of the matter, but another form would arise, which would be against nature in
respect of the particular nature, but according to nature and by nature as regards the
whole of nature for nothing therein igjainst nature, since not even destruction is
against nature, at any rate if generation is according to nature; and since generation is

20 From PsBasil of Caesm,Homilia | de creatione hominé A yvyapaéa
31.3) #orilegiunof the Council of Saint Sophia (ed. Featherstone 1993).215.4
“'Metaphysica 10, 1035b15.
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according to nature, destruction too will out of necessity be according to nature, as-
suming the generation of one thinttpé destruction of anotfer.

Thus, applying the logic of John Philoponus to the fragment of John Grammat-
icus, in the case of the human being, the suitable matter of the body receives its
pilegdgdi G AENAH kHANALAA s A @ {p dhe dBIN O G UpA
Dk &k Np NA AOo Frlipada gNHNpAHKkAUGGA oalUédkp
human species, while individual names are specific for each human hypostasis.
The matter of the icorwood and colorslacks the human soul and is incapable
of receivig the suitable natural human form from the*tbuk resulting in a

a NHENMA  HUIN D A4 N £k A glusokpG NpGA &ga puHa
whomever it intends to represent.

It is precisely in the Christological controversies of the sixth thettwey
IO A AkpA &«egad ANGAEGZA NAE +Ngp (&40 HHIekiDAE
parts of the definition of substance in identifying beings belonging to the same
species in the second fragment points to the figure of another polemicist of the
sixth cetury, Leontius of Byzantiufiie immediate source of both fragments of
John Grammaticus very likely was the statement of the Orthodox concerning the
characteristics of nature and hypostasis at the end of the dialogue with the Seve-
rian miaphysitépilyseier theSolutions Proposed to the Argum&asgastisy
Leontius of Byzantiumm, a way summarizing and concluding the argument of
the whole treatise

For the characteristics which are admitted into the concept of the hypostasis mark off
each individudrom one another; but those admitted into the concept of the nature
do not mark off the individual, but tell kindof individual from another. The char-
acteristics of the single individual, then, make it single: those which exist commonly
are not preditad more properly of a general class, in any sense, than they are of the
things of which they are generally said, even if they include all the individuals re-
ferred to under the same species.

And let us not forget this: the features which characteriatutbeare constitu-
ent parts of its essence, while those which characterize a hypostasis belong, in a way,
to the category of accidents, whether they are separable or inseparable. And in simple

“TransLaceyl993, 16.29; Greek text:d.eVitelli 1887, 201210 | am greful to
Oleg Nogovitsyn, who pointed out this passage.

BgE ega MeledHape AANH HFraadeHisNPeNmgGli £k & $ N
in the virginal womb, He assumed flesh consubstantial with us into his own existence or
hypostasis from her holy dtaimeless flesh, and condensed and shaped it through the
Ha Ak leek Np NAE &2ga A4Al&ekNpUG UpA kpeaGGkGapae A

a0\ t Ibid, 66M)9PR @Gnathe
formgiving function dhe soul of Christ in respect to his bodasaro?011
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beings, the characteristics of both [nature and hypostasisjpége while in con-

joined and compound beings they are compound. This is how it is with the human
person, and with the definition of him: animal, rational, mortal, capable of opposites
by turns (for this is the surest definition of his eséehitehaacterize his essence,

while shape, color, size, time, place, parents, upbringing, way of life, and all that goes
with them, characterize his hypostasis. The sum of them, they say, cannot hold true
for anyone else, and nevertheless they belong to evemabhisone. And those

marks properly belong to the characteristics of nature which exist in the same es-
sence, while the characteristics of the hypostasis also include those which belong to
different categories, when they are combined in the naityraf an individual.

25

This passage contains all conceptual and verbal pieces of émsfiaigm
John Grammaticus. Clearly, John Grammaticus excluded the properties of shape,
ANGN4 Akaa EANH ®ga -aNpxk@A& £ apoHadila
would concede to the Iconophile argument that their reproduction of the image
safeguardssitvalidity’® Most importantly, the epistemological formulations of

|_eontius modifies here the Aristotelian definition (see supra, n. 13), and uses anoth-
a4 HNAK £k 80 &k PG aNEG &Pk HA AR lodk Mphed G &k Np U G
Triginta Capitéed. Daley 2017, 322.14).

*Trans. Dailey 2017, 309; Greek text: 308.16dfeontius of Byzantiu@pntra
Nestorianos et Eutychiattmid., 34.313; on the use of the definition of being in Christo-
logical polemics, seéh Ui @ A£P0116G,@%@¥30n the Christological doctrine of Leon-
tius, se€Cross 2002, 4 U & ARPO1BCGRABG AH GGa & Shchukin 4 0 @ AH GGa
2016, andhyrkova 2017.

*As, for example, does Patriarch Nicephotmsiirheticus, 20 (PG 100, 244b), cf.
Theodore the StudjAntirrheticusll, 10 (PG 99,393Ck 4 A n g N&A O /E Cark a £ - aNp &
tra Nestorianos et Eutychidndsin thRefutatio et inversib (ed. Featherstone, 102.8
103.22= ed. Daley 140.6 UpA @GKaAKE -aNpaekoA&A (AGQHADPp&E NP
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Leontius had been specifically tailored to Christological polemics, and the frag-
ments of John Grammaticus were likely to have belonged to a Christological po-
GaHkalG &4al AkNBAN GANGKk&a CGeman k Ala &N GNGA N A
only a part of the wider dyophysite Christology of the IcoRbclasts.
Identification of the Christological epistemology of Leontius of Byzantium as a
source of the Iconoclastic doctrine opens a new perspectoanoclastic
Christology.He core of the Christological dilemma of the Iconoclasts that repre-
senting Christ on icons introduces either a mixture of the natures of Christ or
their divisiorf can be found in the treatentra Nestorianos et Eutychiano
-aNpek @£ NAE #AalpaekoH AgN AadLZapALs ®ga $9i
$9Ak A2 kp &AN plegdaAlk U(AGOkpPG &gle AaALn
both Nestorianism and Monophysiticm are based on one and the same failure of
making a propedistinction between union according to substance and union
according to the hypostd8isontius accuses two opposite heresies of one error;
the Iconoclasts accuse the Iconophiles of two opposite heresies, possibly follow-
ing the argument of Leontiusaimeversed form. In additiseyeral puzzling
doctrinal statements of the Council of Hf€osia also be logically placed with-
in the conceptual framework elaborated by Leontius of Byzantium: in the Incar-
nation, the hypostasis of the Son and Word wiith slilbstance and substantial
divine properties, and with the inseparable hypostatic property of Sonhood has
U EEOHAA apgAnNAel £AkaaA goHUp pluegida UL O
sens&with only substantial human qualities understood in Aristdtzias as
Ala@ek NpDU QA aarhNéskivd INDBA kpeda GGaada®e UpPA DDPNAC

anddistinctions at the levelstbéologiaand economian Antirrheticud, 21 (PG 100,
248C, c€ontra Nestorianos et Eutychigrnibed. Daley 2017, 12823).

*’The Christocentric agenda was proclaimed by John Grammaticus in the introducto-
ry fragmen(first fragment of Gouillard; ed. Evdokimova22Q2]1 1352).

% For the Christological dilemma in the definition of Hiereia, see ed. Lamberz 2016,
648.112, 650.5; 656.2458.2; in the definition of St. Sophia, see ed. Featherstone 1997,
81, 2.

# Contra Nestorianos et EutychibnbgtranBaley 2017, 1281, Greek text: lbid.,
128.2130.3).

0 NA& A alnithbrs&@rie way as that which He assumed from us is the mere mat-
ter of human substance (

), perfect in every respect,
which, however, is not characterized as a person with a hypostasis ofritshsvn
way no addition of a person may occur in the Godseatid Heommand that the
icon [the Eucharist7 ~ # UGAN oa Hilzkedd RYE A£J4Y aA -

SiSee 4 U O /EPD11GEBBOA for the analysis of the notion of substrate in Leontius

of Byzantium.
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the validity of the two natures of Christ. Therefore, according to the Iconoclasts,
the hypostasis of Christ, as opposed to humans, could not be characterized by
individualizing hypostatic qualities such as color, shape, and size, to avoid the

| & £&N&aklp Fanlibdlea goOHIP §ANNAERU £k £ U
scribed or depicted even according to his hurifdhighould be mentioned
that the Iconoclastic reéiso ascribe the characteristics of color, shape, and size
&N &®ga gAnNAxlAkKE NAE ®ga 8NAA *palaplueaA
shapelessness, but only that any such characteristics would be arbitrary and
therefore epistemologically false.

Desi k 24 &®ga AFAUGHapxLAA plxegada NA +Ngp (8
he intended to build a coherent epistemological system, dwelling on a variety of
sources. His knowledge of referential texts and concepts was promoted by his
role of composer ofetthorilegiunfor the Council of St. Sophia in 815, and follows
both the earlier Iconoclastic doctrine and the-caxtfuryChristological con-
ceptual framework which radically modified the Cappadocian concepts of sub-
stance and hypostasis on the bas#k kf &N &G& £ ANa&dkpa kL
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SOURCES OF THE IMABEAPHRODITE IEBMPEDOCLES

ABSTRACEmpedocles uses two forces to describe the world process, the emergence and de-

struction of spacé.ove and Strife, which work in turn, and in due tiregeegich other.

It is obvious that love is responsible for unification and creation, and hostility for division

and destruction. At first glance it seems quite natural that it is the power of unification that
Empedocles calls Aphrodite. However, whenofoalbsely at the fragments of the poem,

the image of Aphrodite is not so unambiguous: she acts-@aftsgwh, that is, not just

watches from afar as the roots of things are connected to each other, but mixes them with

her own hands and is direailolved in the creation of living beings. We meet her involved

in such activities as metal casting, pottery, and artwork. This naturally leads to the question

from where did she get so many different functions? To answer this question, one should
tummtok eda A0 AA ANOGAEZAAL lUoaNGe "ngANAka®A oN& o4& ANAE:Z
®dae NAE )NHAA £ anNA GpA )akkNA £ nNaH & Np Kk
pecially the East, neighboring Greece, from where, in the opinion of somgetiseigotists

dess could get into the Mediterranean cultural landscape (most important study here is the

work by Nano Marinatos), to study archaeological data and findings related to Aphrodite.
5U0DkpG kpa&eN UAANGpe&e &HNaANRtG A hiskipveaith 3 £ &N o G
the later orphic tradition. At the same time, in order to protect myself from losing the way in

the forest of such huge massif it is necessary to restrict the area of this study. | will concen-

trate only on the activities @h#odite as she is presented in Empedocles

KeywornEmpedocles, Aphrodite, Ancient Greek epic poetry, Homer, Hesiod, Herodotus,
Near East goddesses, religious practice, archaeological data on Aphrodite
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PROTAGORAS @BDERAFRAGMETS ANOESTIMONIA

ABSTRACProtagoras of Abdera (c. 49@20 BCE), a Greek philosopher, famous for his
invention of sophistry as a profession. According to ancient testimonies he published some
literary works, but nothing is preserved. The presecatmrblcontains a collection of
Falipe ANaNGAUNgkA asokAapaa lUoaNge 14AN&IGNAULAE
" - U /EDz Hapy/AGre€k Philosb{iie)
KeywoRnsophistic, doxography, sources of ancient philosophy.
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Abstract. This paper discusses the system of the pictorial depth representation, typical
for Giotto anatherltalian artists of 14th century. Differing from the linear perspective,
this system has a number of peculiar features, and its own consistanthiodar-
mation of pictorial space. The paper is esptmaked othe contradictions of such a
system, which lead to the appearance of impossible figures, and the ways in which the
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