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/| ARTICLES

ALEXANDERMETAPHYSIGSOMMENTARY
AND SOME SCHOLASUNDERSTANDINGS
OF AUTOMATA

GEOFFRES 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 inconsistent with tharker 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
question is that tse 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 be difficult to
maintain \ith 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 parts and a con-
clusionPart | discusses the passage from Aridtattajshysida 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 and their predeceBsors. Par
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 reasoning that isninconsist
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 to metaphysics

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
|. TheAlexander Commentary and ThHeaumataPassage

Thirteenth century Scholastic philosophy has been characterized by some as an
a4l NA ANpAad4d oslpkAEgHApDE Agaéda ®eya &
A a &4 /E ‘BadtdnAad Park emphasize the fact that in 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 instot, we can observe that Aristotle's point is more 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 theéamieysical necessity of things.

This article 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 thes srasg#ag
peculiar reference to mechanical devitesumata 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 fdAristotle's approach to metaphysical curiosity.

A certain discussion of automata in Aristbtetgphysicearely commented
on nowadays, is at the heart of thirteenth century understandings of Aristotelian
metaphysical inquiry as wonder banishmenitl 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 [ ] thatthe matter is so (as in the case of automatic 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 thera thing which cannot be measured even by

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 geems&b much as if the diagonal turned out to be
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
Np ngkGNGNGKkALG GARMPALERK NDE rARHIDs ISR A£kpa
FHINg & AnNpea@lipaNJIAEGA dakad Lk &N &ga aNpaanse N/
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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 mqsdrt; wondering [ ] implies the desire of learning, so
that the object of wonder [ ] is an object of desire; while in learning one is

oANOGga& kpeN Npa £ pluegadliG aNpAkakNp

According to Aristotle, wonder causes desire, and leaairegurn 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 heart stop-
nkpG AEalié& kp sa/ANAda «ga UGnnfawinlldipada NA&E 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 fantiliarity wit
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 the authenticity ®detaphysic#é\, 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.
consistent with the associat@nvonder and pleasure in Rigetoricsets the

p ANGGNAKkpPG 4gluénGask U /E O PENG sedik e
Johnson 2005, 95)Pimysicsy & A N& A kA UE ke kKA kp HUP
thing that happens automatically, or with no apparent purpose; cf. Preus 2007, 66; an
extensive list in Johnson 20055104anslations that appear after the increased availa-
bility of Alexander ofpArodisias' commentary on Metaphysiagveal the true sense
2= kp &ga nl/£E/EiHIGa #aEEIAKND
naa AZa knAl HNgapxda AaNad@inelsio 48399 k P G £ #9
®&dUpAEGINEHE NpaasE BHaA&dgakGGa ap nadBALapaa Aarfk |
niE Gak dakANGzxA Gagadk N& AEn&dkpGAE kpAkald

Ak ££a 4 ANGZA& ni4aGai-HBEVE AlLa 6o BieGIGP A HA Pk

Ao BRpEek) k Alkkdpe NAE/A£E 4 /£ Np A B&Nppa Aa
elpe A Np p U nliZLZ nBpB&xAB GU iiMepphda Aad Ga ga/
18.179 anden. Arv.34b10 40489 /£E-HNgk p G5 kHiladMeeénalosEa G Na&k p G
848a35 sdaAappkanz Gk ¢ a £ i 4k Np &4 &eed £
FUN &k Np aup Haup gpaanGukpaA aNkpakAapa
Hk Gg& kpAkatlea gpaanGukpaA ANkpaHIAapaak e
reference to automatic mechanisms frornih#uwnatgpassage. However, a mechanical
Aagskada kA dadxelikpGA Agle " A&k AoiNaeGaak PLa & &E o A
passage and elsewhere. cf. Bowe, 2887, 54

* Rhet 1371A34.

*Daston and Patl998, 110.
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stage for the importance of metaphysical curiosity tifatimeatapassage,
where we acquire metaphysical knowledge by wondering about things that sur-
prise us, and are inspired to obtain a more natueabfstatowing. 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
U U AkGpkAEkalpe AENGAEAA NAE &gcdntu- ANPAGZEA o
AA 4&a9NGU £&k 8 k £H Aa Enk&ea &ga MElade 2gle
k Egroape kA U HN&a (34040 xa AaZgkiadknekNp
in thethaumatan U £4&U0 G4 kA #ga A*AupGa aaltHnGa EY:
tomatic mariod &&g&a A what péxander d&f Aphrodisias says about 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 thirgs can fall
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 bririgter
and summef.

Again, it is useful to note that Alexander retains the idea of wonder at necessi-
ty sk a Opaa &gkpGAE U4da o@pAalahdgdndgsA naNnGa
aup AEikG &N sa UKL ®gaA Géa sthaAhe UG k P & NP ¢
mentions as an example of wonder reversal. No material remains of these toys are
extant, leading to speculation by Schofield that such toys or marionettes were
most likely wooden, containing a number of hidden internal mechanisms that
would be g¢an motion from one initial external motion, i.e. the untying or pull-
ing of a stringAccording to Nussbaum,

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

Vitruvius mentios how Ctesibius (fl. 270 B.C.) applies knowledge of pneumat-
kd ndkpaknGaAk &N gAAALIOGka Aaskaagk UUnnéG
power of enclosed water, to lever and turning engines, and to many other enter-
taining devices, but principally tea@aa ° k& ks usGalfy thought that the Vi-

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

8 Nussbaum 1976, 148.

°de Arch8.4.



G. S. Bowe/ Vol 4.1(20 1

truvian middle ages starts in thik déntury, but recent scholarship has shown
that many copies of lie Architecturaere available in the thirteenth century

and before, and it is not at all unlikely thmrAand Aquinas had seen tfem.
Albert had certainly read Vitruvius, for he makesdes@@hitecturd. 1 in the
Prologue of hi€ommentary on EuclilementsiHero of Alexandria (fl. 62

A.D.) applied these principles to the invention of thellaghop many devices
outlined in hineumaticand Automatopoietic&Lawrence and Drake claim

that the first partial translation of the Pneumatica was not published dhtil 1501,
but Boas had earlier identified a translation by Moerbeke mentidatdrinfa

the Paris Faculty of Arts on the death of Adtliméise thirteenth century, au-
tomatic mechanisms wersed for water clocks and medieval marvels of all sorts
that adorn the pages of medieval romance literatieelo know of at least two
meclanical automata that date to the middle of the thirteenth century, the Vir-
gen de los Reyes androids now housed behind the alteapfléheeabf the
4apkGGa au0&egaAdic ®gakd Unnlldape FAGE
tent energy held in anding mechanism like a clock or the tcagdgroove

4 Ul 24 § & &TheEAoiEde tHese automata are from Seville is perhaps a tes-
tament to the commonplace idea that Muslim scholars were far advanced in their
possession of and access to Greek methexts. It is worth noting that these
androids were operative at the time of Albert and Aquinas, but whether these
scholars would have connected them with Aristbes'atapassage seems
unlikely, mainly because they are examples of applied mecithnmistheo-

retical metaphysics.

Whether wooden and cog driven, or metal and water driven, automata with
apparent sethotion certainly did exist in Aristotle's time as well, and the Stagi-
rite refers to them in two other tedésGeneratione Animaliamd de Motu An-
imalium The employment of mechanical toys to compare and contrast certain
natural processes with artificial ones in these texts differs from their use in the
thaumatgpassage, where they are used to discuss metaphysical curiosity that be-
gins vith wonder over things of which we do not know the caDsemAtu an
701b2A 3 Aristotle compares the movements of animals with those of automatic
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.
¥_awrence and Drak871, 80.

1“Boas 1948, 40.

*Truitt 2015, 8.

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

do not. AGen. an734b106, Aristotle compares with

the sequence of embryonic development 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 commentary confirms that such toys are
what Aristotle had in mind in ttheumatgpassage, it is alsgorant to note

that Alexander mentions that the toys in question are exhilihiadrbgtapoi-

oi, which is not something mentioned inthla@matapassagelhaumatopoioi

UAad gNAasal HapekNpaA kp Refubleeflse-£ Al HNGA
where, | hae argued at length that one way to redbdabhmatgpassage 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 cassof 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 that are analogous to static puppets made of stone or wood.
Aristotle's kinetic mimesis erdaiinderstanding that all beings manifest some
kind of circular motion. The Unmoved Mover's circular thought is imitated by the
circular motion of the planets, allowing for life in thieirsatbregion, where di-

vine circularity is imitated by the life gy@e 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 has reached its normal development and which is unmuti-
lated, and whose mode of generatiort spoataneous [

], 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 eternal and 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 substantial beings, 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 as a key to 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 occugnces or coincidences. This reading has a significant impact 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 neak, they would have thought differently. In
Part Il then, | 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
andthe Banishment of Wonder in the Thirteenth Century

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 differentagmbr to wonder in Aristotle’'s metaphys-

ics. As we shall 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 purposefullyri®géhanical devices.

The idea of the banishment of wonder 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 translations Wfetiaphysidsnown to
Albert. The new Latin translation of etaphysicsy Moerbeke, the produc-
tion of which Aquinas is thought to have a hardntains the whole Méta-
physic#\, whereas Averrdesng Commentary on the Metaphwsiic$, influ-
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 had 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 theame time, Averroes claims to only have had access to two
thirds of Alexander's commentaryvataphysics.?° Although both Albert and
Aquinas offer a commentaryMetaphysic&, Albert at one point thought that
MetaphysicA was not authored by Arisgpth his commentary on thasterior
Analyticsclaiming that this part of tMetaphysids not in the Arabic text, and
U ecdkoPka/E ke UGNpG Ake&ey &®ya AIHNGAE Nna
D NA ®&N Bayaey, rag WelshHaieseden comments oNleta-
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.
Zlin An. Postt.2,c.ii; cf. Altuner 2017, 7.
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ics and does not question its authenticity théeeknow that Averroes had only
seen Alexande®mmentary on Metaphysicand thus would not have been
able to avail of Alexander's remarks oth#humatgpassage. Golitsis compiles a
list of 23nss of the Alexander commentary; of these onBatgsinus gi.876
andMarcianug55 are of thirteenth century provenance (i.e. available 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 Besdaeemn fit in the
1% century, when he translates Aristati@smata tautomaita £ n &4 U & A&k Gk N £k
Agla naé /a- ddeeptiz thingiNtdahappedd fo bersmiingHis
translation of th&etaphysicwascompleted between 1447 and 145(G)idy w
time,in any case, there were many available 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 mentiwed in Golitsis' list. He may also have seen the manuscript 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 considefekander's remarks on thaumatapassage,
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 translation, Aquinas reads 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 appethat the banishment of wonder is akin to the removal 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
automata 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 themeval of the substantial nature of the automata timetine
matapassage. This won't work. Because Aristotle is referring to purposefully de-
signed mechanical devices that serve as metaphors for a metaphysics if kinetic
mimesis, these Scholastic interpretatare not suited to the example that Aris-
totle employs in ththaumatgpassage, and as such they miss the Stagirite's true
intent.

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

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

Moerbeke translates 0 Anirabiliaautomata G pA O A& &g a
quotation from Aquina8ommentary 8 GNA A§NAAL " AGkpui A dauA
aglipaa NaAaaAgQAAapadADPAARPNRADD Gk NR U PAMERE D
Aa&d /& kp gkA MetaphysidEEnis 3 46 hawKavins jNsfifie &£g a

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

tomatism of marvelous occurren®es.'A n G DalLatit, as in many uses of its

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

whose causeseaunknown to us. When Aquinas wrote his commentary on the
Metaphysi¢chie had already completed his commentary Bhythiesyritten in

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

/Al DA N /£ *erélia bey KquiBas interprets Aristotle's remarks on the

beginnings of metaphysical inquiry irthhematgassage:

the first philosophers wondered about less important matters agdesilpsa-
losophers about more hidden ones. And the object of their wonder was whether the
case was like that of strange chance occurrantmsegta mirabillai.e., things

which seem to happen mysteriously by chialest uae videntur mirabiliter a cas
accider For things which happen as if by themsalwesnath are called chance

»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
®R&UDpAEGI &K ND UAMNGBASAIESL SR OPDABEPELNNA O£ ¢
®eyle UAANAAA Ak ey kdy aeyd/Fa A aNAbysiccd a & NA "
and elsewhere. Catex just one example from AristoRBé'gsics

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

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

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

is said to be spontaneous or by chance | 1.3
5ga nU0AAEIGa AQka&ad (43404 IspdaGreoustlh i D £Gl ®a £
his Commentary on the Metaphysigsinas iassuming 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 recognitidoroftauas
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 stigation 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 that one must always advance to
the better. For what that opposite aadhier 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 reason of the knowledge of
[universal causes of things] it reachegdhls namely, that there should be no won-
der [non admiretur] because the causes of things are known [cogniffs causis].
"Gukp ke k& ANA&y nNkpekpG Nga& &glae " Agi
and Alexander merely reverse it. That being samhtiunreasonable for Aqui-
nas to read the phrabaumata t'automaia thethaumatgpassage as cognate
with other passages in Aristotle that employ the @p@adeu automatda
mean spontaneous. This is consistent with the view of Daston and Park tha
Agap HaAkasluG - U &k pthédiknaaniaghe enivtNI Gy & N £
EiG UpA felxdGA daGakeki G HN&kNpE o0&

*in Metaphy$6.
*Phys196b2831.
$Seeahnson 2012 and Johnson 20434d@e catalog of cases where Aristotle and
Neegad £ arnGNA U @e&NHU &Np UpA ka&e&Lk ANGplL&I L =
%in Metaph 678.
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53§a4aA GN Np &N U0AAFaldx ®glue (kosap e«egkA£ A
tion of natiral wonderfulness with the regular and Latin Scholastic philosophers'
identification of it with the unusual, it is hardly surprising that the latter no long-
a4 aHoAUaadaA ANpPAaA kP FoeAgainad sinke nietp-ll &2 " 4 k /3
physics entails or requires the banishment of wonder, we must seek more mun-
dane explanations for chance occurrences. This is consistent with the way that
Aristotle seeks to remove the accidental from metaphysics, put quitebgrecisely
8 k &HUN & & "dAdkAapek l4da ®RYOLE KOs 3ZadxeaA &
various Aristotelian texts. Unless they are emptied of metaphysical content, read-
adk Ghda &NGA ®gaA NAEALEZEThE pohites s Nnn N& &0
the corret approach to thhaumatagpassage on the assumption thathie-
mata t'automatare accidents of a kind. However, as we see abbBagt there
is clear evidence, from two other texts of Aristotle and the Alexander commen-
tary, that Aristotle has maaltal curios and not marvelous coincidences in
mind when discussing wonder intt@imatgpassage. This is no small matter,
for since Aristotle has actual mechanical devices in mind, Aquinas' interpretation
of thethaumatgpassage becomes problematis. i$tbecause 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 Aristotltiaunata 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, is that both celestial
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
of a device in aedto 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, constit an instrument so as to exhibit the marvelous character
of the device | ], while they obscure

the cause oft.

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 come about by accident, but was intentionally made and dsteause
minate.

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

AedlpGa aglipaa Naagaadapaarsk @&y U & ﬁéé &
causes that are determinate in terms of their intended tedufisk p O A& ALl lUpG
agupaa Néé@ééépééﬁi U ga ecihdrmal " 4k £&N&C
passage, woulda @®&ga DXKPDAL NA &gkpGAE ®gyglae aAaiana
due to the accidental causality that accounts for them. As Saif observes, Aquinas,

describes kinds of effects that escape the causality of the heavens: first accidental
events, as they hawe 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 intellect #nd will.

It is to the first of these thieféects that Aquinas assigns Aristttlalsnata
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 witgard 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 in Greek science DeGroot (AWM Alssergehe 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 of animals and humans... Aristotle applies it to the movement
oflimbs, 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 speeds of heavenly bodesthe Heavelihd®
If we take such adE#Ea AAHA P& kp&eN aNpAkAadla&kNp
ANpAaA4 Ngad UD&NHUI&I @®gle HKHKE £7a
quires knowledge of mechanics, an applied science, something which Aquinas
and Albert would place beyond the purview ophystas, which to their mind
|s speculative and universal, and not practical and prOﬁMIWhltney has
nNkpa®&aA Nge& "4k £N&Ga Ak £k p GOk £ a £ &§:i
essary being and ends in truth... practical @artenowledge pressed in ac-

< >
=z Q-
Q\

%7saif 2015, 84.
¥DeGroot 201419.
39Whitney 1990, 124, 140.
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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 is not about
the production of mechanical devices, but rateerathtological 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 product of a subordinate practical pursuit, one not suitadtiepioysical
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 Bacon and Grosseteste, among those natural scientists who
were mterested in the creation of oracular autothilataone Renaissance ac-
count Aquinas is reported to have destroyed Albert's head on suspicion that it
was possessed by the d&Vhese stories aside, it is sufficient to say that from
Aquinas' and Albert'sipts 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 instances occur in his commentary dvetaghysicand 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 UA& &adgUpaad NAaaJd4a4a aptaphysicdeapd cgnk £ & N HHA p

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 automata, as if they are intentionally made,
result from chana® 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 happens in accordance with nature, and is
explained by efficiecause&'

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 mytranslation.
“4in Metaphy¥/11.11.5, my translation.
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ALB II:

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 not knw 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, amth an equal footing the 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 investigatiorfrioeyite 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 himselbws 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 sengé 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
UoFapaa Nk Ahkert'sAkng, Gherd 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 are pobplee 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 knowlatige, natur
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 banishment of wonder through
causal reasoning, is speaking of wonders as coincidences, treating them as exam-
ples of superstitious knowledge that metaphysics cdm Banause Albert and
Aquinas treat of metaphysitedumataas an extension of physit@umata
their interpretation of ttbaumatgpassage is more in line with physical causali-
ty than kinetic mimesis. Once we see that Aristiotlereataare purposaf
devices, we see that the Stagirite is trying to articulate that both the celestial and
the suHunar beings even mechanical onesxpress the metaphysics of circu-
lar motion. Kinetic mimesis extends from celestial motion-itmmaulife to
mechanichartifacts. To extend Aristotle's uskanfmatan thethaumatagpas-
sage from the idea of spontaneity irPthysicassumes automata to be acci-
dental occurrences. Aristotle's metaphysics, at leaghauthatgpassage, be-
gins with wonder at kinetiamesis, where automata in the mechanical sense
employ and express the same principles of circular motion as the unmoved mov-
er, the planets and living things in thdwwdr region. Once this is recognized,
we would wonder if such metaphysical mimesid failpresent itself. Cases
where it does are cases where nature, which always acts regularly or for the most
part, has met with an impediment. A purposely built mechanical device is not the
same as coincidence resulting from the intersection of twecefolinpaisiral
trajectories of kinetic mimesis, but is rather an example of kinetic mimesis. Had
Albert and Aquinas recognized Aristdtiaismata t'automaias 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 | remarked on the claim that the thirteenth century
Scholasticism is sometimes characterized by the idea of the banishment of won-
der. | have attempted tww that it is highly unlikely that Alexander's commen-

tary was unavailable to Aquinas and Albert, and that time itself guarantees the
unavailability of Beassrions' Latin. The result | argue, is that in the case of the
thaumatgpassage, Aquinas and Albéssrtine significance of Aristotle's remarks

on wonder there, which contain an allusion to kinetic mimesis. As such, wonder
over automata in tlkaumatgpassage represent to them strange chance occur-
rences, or particularities that need to be explainedwawppeal 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 knowtleelge of
Seville androids mentioned above, it is unlikely that Aquinas or Albert knew of
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them, or even if they did, it seems unlikely that they would have made the con-
nection of such artifacts with Aristotlesimata t'automatd&Even if Aquinas
could have awMed of Alexander's commentary, he would have read that the
thaumatan question were madethgumatopoipwhich in Latin would be pre-
sented apraestigiatoribus a kind of magician or sorcerer, a conception that
survives into the fifteenth centundeled when Ficino translates Plato's cave
allegory, the staging of Plato's static puppets is compared to thetlstages of
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. Sothetmodter
themselves to human sight and hearing by mock apparitions in order to foretell
the future: and this species is called "prestigiation” because man's eyes are blind-
ANGAaA natiakedkpGopxeda

If Aquinas did have access to Alexander's commeistaigt, at all clear that
he would have been comfortable withthhematapassage, for £a GAE& HNgk p G
machinery would certainly have struck Aquinas as sleight of hand that would re-
quire a kind of knowledge more appropriate to magic than to metaghysics. A
& U HINp No £a 46 a A 59ga UAAENEKDU:
as old, if not older, than history itself. In its most primitive form, magic is funda-
mentally a kind of technology; the magician is one who attempts to use 'occult
forcesseN UG & & NHim Gk £ ANHa A£naakAZka UGkH kp &ga
in theSumma Contra Gentilsguinas 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. #amma Contra Gentileéd03.9 he
aGluk HIE kpGapkNANAOH (A4d&k AkAOH Nnaal
cipitur qualiter operantur [...the works of clever artisans appear wondrous be-
cause it is not evident to other peopledgnva A U &4 a*° Thid takngd a A
which is part of a question on miracles, is immediately followed by a question
about how the works of magicians are not solely due to the influence of celestial
bodies, and it is here that we get a better sense of Howi Aguieeg k p DzZE NAE A
FHUNg k p G HiadgkpaaA

Now, the power of selbvement is subsequent to the possession of a soul, for it is

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

thing inanimate to be made able to move ijstielpower 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 statue, for instance, can move
itself, or even speak.

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

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

we would designate as sleight of hand; second, those concerned with the evocation of
false appearances by nmmmplicated manipulation of special substances, natural
confections and odd apparatuses; and third those relying on the invocation of de-
mons to work even more startling effécts.

Aquinas' own belief is that metaphysics studies universal causes, anrd is not
tended for the study of particulars, yet the only way to explain mechanical sleight
of hand would be to have knowledge of the workings of mechanical particulars.
Ironically, in the very text of Aristotle in which the Scholastic idea of universal
causaty as a vehicle of wonder banishment is grounded, Aristotle uses curiosity
about the particular products of applied mechanical arts as one of three examples
of how metaphysical inquiry begins, and wonder reversal is accomplished.

REFERENCES

Adam, J1902 The Republic of Plato with Critical Notes, Commentary and Appendices
Cambridge.
Albertus Magnu®pera Omnid890) Edited by August Borgnet. Paris: Vives.
Alexander of Aphrodisids.dz " p gempBysiesA (2014) Translated by William
DooleyNew York: Bloomsbury Academic.
On Fat€1983) Translated by R. Sharples. London: Bloomsbury.
Altuner, 1 (2017) "Some Remarks on Avd&mogsCommentary on the Metaphysics
BookAlpha MeizonEntelekya Logibtetaphysical Revievl7.
AquinasSummarheologicgl947)ranslated by the Fathers of the English Dominican
ProvinceEinsiedeln: Benzinger Brothers.
Summa Contra Genti{@957) Translated by Anton P&psden City: Hanover
House.
Commentary on tivetaphysics (1961) Translated myRdevan. Chicago: Henry
Regnery.
Commentary on thehysicsBooks -l (1963) Translated by Richard Blackwell,
RichardSpath and W. Edmund Thirlkielw Haven: Yale University Press.
Aristotle. The Complete Works of Ariqtb¥@4) Edited by Jonathgarnes. Oxford:
Clarendon.
Selectiond995) Edited by T. Irwin and G. Fine. Indianapolis: Hackett.

*ISumma Contra Gentile$04.7.
*2Marrone 2009.68.


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

22 " Gaal MAtaphysidsommentary and the automata

%A DZi ¢ (h889y TeadilatedHby Xictor Cousin. Paris: Ladrange.
Metaphy5|c(3998) Translated by H. Lawsorcred. New York: Penguin.
- 0 ¢ n U(§8&0P Nandtafed by A. Pierron and C. ZevorEtParist Joubert.
Metaphy3|c(§1975) Translated by W. Ross. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Physic€l936) Translated by W. Ross. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Metaphysiq4999) Translated by J. SSelmséa Fe: Green Lion.
. ¢ 0 U ¢ GIBROY THaAskated by J.BpaintG Ui k 4 & 104k £ (ad84HEa4 #UkC
Metaphysicd933) Translated by H. Tredennick. Loeb Classical Library. London: Har-
vard University Press
Bessarion, Bristotelis Opera Om(ii&83) Edited Bynbrosio k & BifoParisinsti-

tuti Imperialis.

# NUO &£ : Pneumatica " )Z4é@MANME N/AE k @A 9sks4Dp AHKk AA£k Np
(1), 388.

#NAGN : - Uaek p oé Ak dnsbbrapditod U P A£Gl &k NP

NG NnGA -Ungdz . AAgA4& il Dz $ GaiAmzr.ApgiAN Gdz " pg |
ni and G. Galluzzo. Leiden:,B1888.

# NAZ ( 4 Classidal PPHaloER BYEAEBN £ $ Gk &@Nn g Np

Bowe, G.S. 5 § U OMelagghysick Pcta'Classid@eBoeGa A

Doig, J.C. (19Auinas on Metaphysics: A Histboittanal Study of the Commentary
on theMetaphysics. The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff.

(LGGYaN ( " A @k pAi@EmpEniod MHhleua P 2l A A N
-Ungdz . AAgAAGDZ $ GDDA dzn, edpesl AWNF. Awini* P § Nn Gn DA
and G. Galluzzo. Leiden: Bt0B254.

( NGk ek £ 1 nBej & AphrodisidstBaotninentsry 5 4 0 A k &k N
on Aristotle'detaphysic§ NAU AAA U p a A3 AdAdAkA=KkEa UG NanAGkgakAN P

texted 1, 594.

De Groot, J. (2014p § N n G n DZALas\Weda®Hajnjehides)Pxebs.

) k GAa 04 Gy 8 - -BlowerEArchaologiad, BESk nk Ga £ " £ ' k4&a

& U HINp 8 534a9pNGNGA U AMAanud Gka kp &9
70 (34), 17212.

Jenkins, J. (198Howledge and Faith in Thomas Aq@aasridgeCambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Johnson, M. (2005jstotle on Teleolo@xford: Oxford University Press.

Johnson, M. 594 .aAkaiG #UADGANGpPA NAE " 4k £=
P & k Reo&eedings of the Boston Area Colloquium in Ancient PhjlasapBy

Johnson, M. | i e04a 4N Npelpak @bretusi pA 7NGIp &

Poetry, Philosophy, Sciemd#ed by D. Lehoux, A. Morrison and A. Sharrock.
Oxford: Oxford University Pr&84.30.
Kotwick, M. (201&lexander of Aphrodisias and the Tektistotle's Metaphysics
Berkeley: California Classical Studies.
Krinsky, C. (1967) "Seveigit Vitruvius Manuscriptdgurnal of the Warburg and
Courtauld Institute30, 3&70.



G. S Bowe/ Vol %.1(2@0) ot

é a 1 UpA %Aa-ArBrtelian Questiorsf Mechanics in5 §a 1 £a GA
U k ££U pSiudies 1 the RedcdssaBc63 04.
Lo BeIIo A (1 983)bertus Magnus and Mathematitistoria Mathematid®, 23.
. U4 " 6 pAai Axlp Adupabde la@ephidll &l kP &
sance, 20222.
. U&dA4&Npa 4 . UGk &% APAD &R a4 A HMGEK ARG 18
Early Science and Meditihel 5B35.
| @FEEa U OH : 5§ a b5 dHardard Stdlies iA k £&N&Ga
Classical Philolog, 11119,
PlatoOmnia Oper@d588) Translated by Marsilio Fi€ilmoence: Nathanael&imcen-
tium.
Preus, A. (198tjstotle and Michael of Ephesus: On the Movement and Progression of An-
imals New York: Olms Verlag.
Preus, A(2007)Historical Dictionary Afcient Greek Philosopfgronto: Scarecrow
Press.
14k HU ¢ a A&k 0 , 467Aristotle'$Metaphysicsl-
pha Symposium AristotelicEtited by O. Primavesi and C. Steele. Oigrd:
ford University Press.
Schofieldy.(201p 1 Gl &N ARhiztindald R IP81&82 4
4a3AGaA % 5 & Bdiny, BlalBeland LifebrkAdstetleced Gk G p G
Essays in Honor of Allan Goedié&id by J.G. Lennox and R. Bolton. Cambridge:
Cambridge Univers®yess529.
4 Ak £ $ Preternaturé (B,82&¥N& 4 Uk p A&
Truitt, E. (2019)ledieval Robots: Mechanism, Magic, Nature, .aRtilédelphia:
University of Pennsylvania Press.
5A4&ea] % UpA #UuUGApaéa KMGNANN g kA 0 G *8PNAADY A ¢
Companion to Albert the Great: Theology, Philosophy, and tleditecidnces,
|.Resnick. Leiden: Brilba.72.
Verbaal, W. (2016) "The Vitruvian Middle Ages and Begting&9 (2), 21225.
Walzer, R. (1958) "On the Andbisions of Books Aand of Aristotle’'sMetaphys-
ics"Harvard Studies in Classical Phi@B@t231.
Whitney, E. 104A0AKk A 33aA®N&daA 5§a .aagupka
59 k & &4 & p Fansastiang ¢ hé AknerRiaitosophical Socgly(1)-69.
Wippel, J. (200K etaphysical Themes in Thomas Aquingdgastiington: Catholic
University of America Press.
Witmore, M. (200Qulture of Accidents: Unexpected Knowledges in Early Modern Eng-
land Redwood City: Stadfamniversity Press.


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

THEBABYLONIANEXILE OF THHJDAEANS
AND THEFORMATION OF THBOCTRINE OF THEODILY
RESURRECTION FROM DEAD

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 of an Individual
Eschatological Resurrection in the Flesh

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

ABSTRACTT he author reveals the following sequence in the formation of the Jewish doc-
trine of the bodily resurrection of the dead: during the Babylonian captivitydakthe

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-
ning of the Persian period, the personified image of tie pe@pl Ak £k P G A4 NH &g a
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:2Fabat@i282:5,17). In the

time of another national catastroptiee pesecution 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 assumed to be realized in the 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, Books of Isaiah, Ezekiel, Job, Daniel
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The Book of the Judaean prophet Isaiah 26:19 contains an allegory of the revival of

the Jews in their native land after thé LA NOpk Agak ®ga kpgloek el

ANE4 ®gaRkRé&d kpkAok &k a £
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 (will be) the dew of the (reviving), light
andthe earth will give biftto her deaél.

Although part of the Book of Isaiah, chapters24 a4 Np Ak &k Np i GGA
phetic Announcement of the Lerdew World Order: Prophesy of the Salvation
AN4& ; k N)pwas incltdésfinitide @rophecid®rofelsaiah (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 beginning of Persian dominion in Judaea.

The pophet 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 the people of Israel rising from the
dead in exileyhom 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 as follows:

and now, shuddered (the eadhd,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(theative) 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 Eleaitano(se below).

° Ezekiel was among the Judaeans who were exiled to BabyldBi& iB.387King
NebuchadnezzHr His prophecies date back to the period between 593BaGd571

0 4 sdaliega
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2¢ The Babylonian Exile and the Bodily Resurrection
"pPA )a AElikA &N Ha 14NN gakLA teSpiritega 4nkake

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 came to life and
stood up on their feet, a great, aremsamarmy.

5gap )a AlikA 4Np NA HUp ®eyaka oaNpak Uha
AliAkpG 004 sNpaAk &a A4A Nga gNhna guiA& GND
4 N naANPgaAA UpA AUA &N &gah 5ga - N&AA (N

graves; Ihall 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 relevancésan, chap. 4®5, in thesocalled 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, insa 41:14 we read:

' & i, fou WAKm of Jacdb
you the deddbf Israe{Dzy @ )D€ p LDZ
* AkGG gaén ANYG AELAE ®ga - N&A
* 0H ANQgA 3aAaanHad ®#ga )NGA opa NA * FAU 4G

Deuteralsaiah also personifies the image of the people of Israel in his allegory
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 idesspecially distinctly expressel$an
53:8b9, 112:

He was cut off from the land of the living;
for the sin of My people He 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 corpses of the Israelites and Judaeans devoured by worms.

%0 4 Hap NA&E * FAUAG
1Cf.1sa 22:2.
We rea@ O DADbstdad of Masorebientyw in1Qs* (Qumran), the Septuagint, the
1a /&g k el ®ja 70GGU*a Ukead gkAE Adl &g

'*This phrase probably implies Babylonia.
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although he had donewiolence,
had spoken no deceit.
After the ordeal he has endured,
he will see <the lightand be content.
#A gk /£ DPNAGaAGa ®y 8
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 the transgressors;
whereas he was bearing the sifefanany
and interceding for thetrsgressors.

. A Eady
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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 Babylonian cap-
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 621 B.C.E., which resulted in the establishmsirighé aentral-
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

gpadGa NE pliekNpiG Aaul g "& ®ga /EuHA &kH
stock (broadly property), servants, children, and finally his deadly dis#lase

this "by hand" of figure, designated in the b@®kidh Gk & apaHA U A
£l & A AkolG a @i ®ga 4daluAasd aANOGA &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 main character of theitsadlasoretic vocali-
zation* @7 is significant: it should probably be interpreted as "Where is the spirit of
(my) ancesto(forefather}” (=€ @i[2). The nam¢ @@ found inEzek 144, 20
(along with the names of Noah and Daniel [UDarityll]). 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 1954, 2233Popel973, 5f.).

0 According to the ancient Judaic tradition, the authorship of the Book af-Job i
tributed to Mose#heprophet and the consolidator of Israel as alpéogignificant
that in the corpus of the Qumran Biblical manuscripts, copies writtefPatedhe
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 palace, the removal of prison-
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 children and property,
his relatives returned to him. In this connection it is significant that th®turn

leidy Gk e &N da&e@dp &aunea&k gk 2A Alunekoark

(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 the Babylonian
captiviy (seeler 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, declares 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 coffinhere seems to be no hope as well, for the transition of the hu-
man spirit to Sheol (the underground abode of the deceased) turns out, according
to the widely spread opinion known to Job, to be tantamount to practically total
nortbeing.

# P& ( NA NnNGEa pEE  aniadols: Psb; Nisars@:4o5E Akt N D

k £ /Ea p Ek &k g k A &N kp&egka®eksa DPNAGa

comes to his main conclusion, which he would like to not simply write down in
®ya MFAANGG intdibe rofiGGrandetes®l ageliNengrading ol
ANE aopah AN &glie ke kA lUolikGliaGa &N

| 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 Babylonian captivity or the very beginning of the Persian permstof the
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 and some poetic passages can have been composed at thevageof capt
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 theandiose in siBehisturinscription
(ca 519 B.E) of thePersian king Dariysembossed high on a rokhe Kermanshah
Province of modern Iran)Ancient Persian, Elam and Akkadian languages.

ZLit dust

AGé

U G
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| shall see (Him) by myself,
My eyes shall behol@d myself)and not anothgdoll9:2227).

Moreover, God gives to Job, who is on the verge of death, in fact already in a
liminal situationan opportunity to look at the world created byfigim the
moment of its formationand not from the point 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 Revelatairhthreceived as follows:

| 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 the flesh that was
rendered idobi2:10a by theturi®f AZn HA U Pk p G Gk 2a 40 GGA

&N

ity Aune&eksak 59a -NAA ANOaGaA +Neo A kP

turned to him, and he again found children and offsfjwidg:(0bl6). This all
could be interpreted by the reader of the Book of Job as an allegory of the revival
of the Jewis 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, Isrdek.:1415, 6:3), who wasHgyptian 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), and at the end, when the Lord Himself appearstffengg Job in

JokB8:1 ®ja (Q0xgNA A 4aHUA&4DzE kpxe&ANAJEGKD

swers), as well as in the prosaiccpadiudinghe book, which tells about the

#This interpretation one can find, for example, in the VAhyatteer possiblia-
terpretation: " Pulsidemy flesh { e, going 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 was erectecbb§16 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 verls O Q’)i@cél, imperfect, 3rd person, masculinum, singular), meabeigy "tm
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.
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rebirthof Job to life by the Lord and the restoration of everything thatlbe had (
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 in the orations of his multinational inteflofultatpa-
thos and represented in poetic frimey all designate God by the terms
B/j P#iDZ GRGQod"d U &,AathiePtraditional interpretation: "AlmigFty"

A DZZ'thelMost High", known in the Semitic milieu. (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 Tetragrammaton YHWH)

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 suppesedhifies, in their homeland:

the beginning of the bookhe period before the destruction of the Temple in
Jerusalem; the end of the botile appearance of the Lord to the Jews in the
Babylonian captivity (by analogy with the way itluvagy theslavery of the

Jews in Egypt; cf. especiaiyB:14 UpA &ga 4da®edap N,
and the 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 ofréopradably called upon to lead the

reader to the idea that the life of the Jews, whemhjgimthepersonified, will
return/returns to its blessed origins.

2"The name of one of then®&, Gheaning "He is my Gaslyitnessed 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 researchers consider the sped@id@ob chap. 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 1J&?8; 24 fecorded the writing
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 is attestedthe Septuagint and the Vulgate. Cf.eajsahe
Babylonian Talmud, Hagideh,

¥Seee.g. Coogan 1974, RUfyis1 988, 161f.
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In the mid £ # $ & ®ya +aALk UGUkp ANGpPA &g
their mational existencethis time in connection with the terrible 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 undéetthreat of painful death. At this time, the faithful
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 the 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 crystallizegder the influence of the ex-
pressive allegories of the rising from the dead of the peopléJatieszaethe

flesh,i.e, their revival in th®lotherland used by prophets of the Babylonian
captivity period and, as may be supposed, by the atitaddadk of J3bThe

doctrine of the individual bodily resurrection 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:

And there shall be a time of trouble, such as never was
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 dst of the earth shall awake,
some to everlasting life,
some to shamar(d)everlasting contempt.
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 recently deceased 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 addé&der.Cf., on the other hand,
43 NA "kpUGGA 12pNas teigpriadiedAgroiasa A N4 Dz
bly some time in the spring of 163 B.C.E.) to update the final revelation in 10:1 /Ea a
alsoibid, 191196). See furtherg. \anderKam, Flint (eds.) 2G&5sim

3That is, as the dawn.
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Perhap# was supposed that the most terrible sinners would not be resurrect-
ed at all, which was regarded as the most severe purishment.
Dan 12:13 contains an individual presage to the righteous Daniel himself:

"pA ANgour) e6dN andefou will rediut (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
NAE 4gaNG ndANoloaGA "olUAANp kA& kHNGkaA gaéa
Ak GG oa Aa £e4NAaA AkegNge U adaHplipeae GpA N
pseudepigraptEnochl108:3, 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-
asteqseeg.g: Tantlevskij 2014.42145; |der®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 heart,
(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 of the dead, but the judgment of God over the soul of man after the
death of his body in the other worldy eessult 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 Apocalyg§blcf.e.g. the saalled 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 andPhilip 3:2021 he foretells the resurrection of the
AaiA kp &ga k paN&aNYDn dykaaliGdbap el & tkpali k@A (BG o
agupe&ip A£ENE HU &k Np N/E & aunaNA K& A o A k @\ a
and k HUHUN &4 &l Gk A s is go§sible hd this iNed gogsback %0 A &£
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 then will receive eternal bodies of a radiant
heavenly natureofcourse, only the A k A& iapA AkGgeaNgAE Npa.
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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 article is to trace the influemodathusan apocryphal text
attributed to Plato, on Humanism. The dialogue, which belongs to the literary genre of

—————

ANDANGU &k ND  GAAdaAkAA A &§a &yaHa NAE aANp&AH
594 304k A 14aA4&N 1466) translafedinto Spadish N 444 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. 1031. For his part, the huBeatisRhenanugl485 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, occupied an important position.

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

ndo Gk /£y a A *pD &®gad HkAAGaaAK ®jap AGeegaldape
libro llamado A& p hidp &N 4 n 0 p k A£G AaAkadla®eaA &N &ga
Latin version translated in Bologna by CAn&io  Daiw&enki43& and 1437.

59k £ ®aae gNAagaa ANa £ DI\PMdébihtééé/EnNDA
to the pseudPlatonicAxiochus ' N& gk A nlé e #ale@Ak 3gapl
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+NAB . GAJ U + 0 HNALKL(3EDG & NBS
collection of Neoplatonic texts published by Aldo Manuzio in 1497, which con-
tained a version AkiochusFor certain Renaissance readers, fear of death could
beovAANHA PpPN& NPGA 2JANDGY $gak A=k upkaeA
teachings on the immortality 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 writeecareful

style, which provides the reader witbresolatio mortia series of arguments 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 beginning of the 3rd century BC. The text, which brings together in an eclectic
manner the arguments of different schoadgnated in the Academy and falls
within the consolatory tradition, which explains not only its relationship with
Phaedand theApology o @& U G ARuscll&nadisputhtichiiie &eN- £

tral theme gkoposis that, if the soul disappears, thare ieeed to fear death
because it becomes a release from human suffering and calamity.

This dialogue takes its name from Axiochus, an Athenian citizen, 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 came out to
meet him in the company of his lover Damon, theianuand Charmides, son

'$ /£ # a & p U143 From among the contemporary editions and translations
NE ®&gk £ EnO4dkNGA AKkUGNGODa Ad gkGgGkGge ) aa/
UppNa&led A ®40pAGH &k N-RobertiSphklsket Fddmdied Bddeer 2 A . Op
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
®ga UadxkokaekaZA NE ®ga 6" . 3akZalidag (&4&Ngn *
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 therapy for the soul. On the inclusion of Apology ase®Jme|005;B712.

*See Plat&uthydemut74b, 275a.

“ According to Beghini (201,23, the reference to the Cynosarges at the beginning
and end ofxiochusloes not allude to the founder of the 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 pseudb Gl @Npk & Ak U GNG@a Unnatd Lk kp &ga - uel
in the 15th centyrprobably from a lost source that testified to the existence of the Cy-
nosarges cemetery.
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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

Aal &g UpA AaAga KA 4NAAUEIFarive &td £FapPEaa el
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 the intention of convincing him that death should not be

feaed, 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 ¢teaveoany 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
365chnd followed by a conclus{di2a).

In the first part, to parade 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 miseries for human existence;
consequently, the end of life mgassing 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 those engaged in
political activity, is happy with their fate, theipiisy 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 thédeadse 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 with the myth told by the Persian ma-
gus Gobryg871a372a)whichhe 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 happy and joyous exist-

®Cf. PlatoApologytOc.
® Dorion (2009, 37871, and 538, n. 37) classifies this testimony as a dubious or apoc-
ryphal text attributed to Prodicus, since the sulijesxidresses 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 pessimistic discourse of Prodicugchu866d 369b), which tries thawv
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
UAaaNAAKkpG &N ®ga AOHHIAA ndagkapythadh oA 4NEGAL
Prodicus pronounces in the house of Cakmsiju867al), see Beghini 20172230
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ence, the unjust will forever have to enddegisgfand 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 Socratesisnpeudélatonic 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 attempt to adapt it to the spirit of the Hellenistic Peripc aNpAENGU
&k Np Gapaa oaalHaA U Gkx2%bBEAaddheHl Ak &§ ¢
NA 9apNadledhl kp &#ga " &l AEmbdusautiohA Ak & £ &
of a treatis®n grief )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 died in 354 BC, can be included. This literary genre was
also sed by Cicerd @sculan Disputatidnand Ill), Senec&gnsolation to Mar-
ciaandConsolation to Polypiasd PlutarchJonsolation to his vaifelConsola-
tion to Apoljo Thus, the dialogue, whose spurious nature is beyond doubt, be-
longs, from a litesarand philosophical point of view, to the Hellenistic
consolation traditiohjnterweaving narrative, argumentation and myth in its
dramatic action.

2594 4nlUpk/AEy ®AUpAGU&kND oA 13AAN %

54 3Q04AkA®e GpA HIUDP NA o tteénA410and AN %[ U a
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 Univéegity, @fHere he
acquired thorough training in civil and canon law. After obtaining his doctorate
kp GuUA N p 0adxNosai ga AUuA unnNkfJ
presided over the Royal Council 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.

“1aAAN %fta Ad 5NGaAN AuA ®ga GAUDAAND NA
nNA®2APA NA +Ngp ** NA $0A&xk Ga AApPUPAN %[ U a
060GGa Ad®ePAa ok AgNNn NAE . &GuGlH NAE AgNH §a

not be confused. See Sanz Fuentes 20486 38td see also Herrero Prado 1998, 110
114; and Fernandes 2018260
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functions in these positions, he was commissioned by King John Il of Castile to

translate and gl®sn apocrypha by Seneca, transmitted under theRrtbe-of

erbs intended for the education of the crown prince, the future King Henry IV.
8kaegNGa& apweadaelikpkpG «gyga A£Gk Gyea £ A£O/Enk:
do considered this work of mptalosophy extraordinarily useful for the educa-

tion of the future monarch.

* P %l ua Aa 5NGAAN AUA U HaHead NE
UpA &aANpAaHpaA =Gsua&N Aa -gpi $Np A£los Ga
alongside his surnameghBl4 48 &#ga &k a&Ga NA - NAA NAE 0GH

Aaulé ga ada&ekédaA &N gkA£LE dakkA@psaa kp " Gai
AaHlkp£El Adda GUkA &N 4daZkse kp @®ga nllk Ay
A0p +00p Aa Gnn tiesiciy, ivGoSadidir£haNel was Buiteédt &
®&ga o0aGkppkpG NAE &ga &Yy aapegadA e ®#§a
Axiochuswhich at the time was believed to have been written by Plato, was
RAUDAGU2RAA kpa&N 4nl0pk £Gstmahseakoh ofalddha 5NGa A
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 Senecaadr the titleProverbios 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 Cartagematteuribrary of the 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 ttamslation into Spanish of the Latin text d?rineerbs
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 HIDpOAEGAKknn& *A3BAKEL Rdund 19¢2; Riss2@5.9 & 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 Saragdd$aby4uan Hurus; 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 Hstb by Adrian 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.

2At this time, at the service of the Bishop of Toledo, Alfonso Carrillo, cousin of the
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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GEFGAKkN & UaAOkAaA oA dBNE) IR Bvkdibea a0 / U &k
GNG@ga pOHead . £ Ha p &k Np A 2ga 4aal
Ha p ANYU ®ga AEOxBhda . UAAGKA NAE 40pea&k GG
translation to before 8 August 1445, 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 John14Q6 145} Castile began to emerge fromats
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 (-Jokontd pofioditduNng thi® pefica athe
challenge was tacorporate 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 Santillana, Span-
ish versions of classical texts, from Hondaistotle 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
Christianise the ancient texts, rejecting the fundamessasé thf humanist,
(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 (Elarastadd’a Mosen Diego de Valera, Fernando
del Pulg & +@oup Aa .api +@0p 3NAA[ Goaa Aac
1aA4N %[ Ga Aa 5 NG attArat), shecialiats in labAopthebldE G a ®&a 4 .
gy and experts in Latin.

Inhis%g abDGgG A plugGdzZiDyyAdzn G Adz Bfi G ®AARN A 3
Tdedo 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 from a Latin versiobhemparddruni

Ysp @ga ANAAEANAA that tief trarslatell he Bokk Gréhid Nous&d Ul &3 A
"GaliGe Aa )apubdask£ Ag&AkpG U gNGKkAUGA NadNalioG/
1444, although he is not any more specific. On this point, see RouniiQ11993, 100

3 Npae Gaa 3NGeap ANA a-gohéne 200 Aikda®4. 4 0 AJa

'°Cf. Round 1993, 11%5.

"$ /£ (NpaeGaa 3$Sbméne2000 168404 4N 4g0e4aa

®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. PeroDrgz, en la muertedel Margus de Santillana Ms 10226.
*pAkhnk® &anGkakaea® $NHKapYl acé AKUGNGN a A9
demostrar el amor que sienpre obistes Al @har & g & nNAAga
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(1370 1444}hat§ & &4 U p ABHaed&IA thid sGriesatdnugEript appears

the translation dde beata vitay Augustine of Hippbwhich links the problem

of the immortality of the soul with the Christianisation of Plato. This aspect,
which highlights the importantrmection 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.

*pD ®gad HIUpOAGAknae nélarkalFadke BIF), 2ga #koC
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 dedicated to the Marquis of S&fitilldha. Npaeé Gaa 3 NGe |
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 wflia Aa 5NGaAAN &N HiDaAa &§

aNp aG AlUGHK £l AluskA &®& oapaAkadkNpask Auekae
videamus deus deoruminsiokba p A&aN GAlUAakU A &anGkéake £aGk?a
aAk &k Np o A 2¥GA3E0. Bn thisavelk See Cherchi 1992.

BNE Ms. VITR/17Tdatados varios Agk ag kP aAGa@B\dax)fErom theGli &. P
Gko&dlUAA NAE &g a %@DzA NAE 0A&Dp i pt\,apraplzﬁEupaeuAN
Agak AN nN& 1aAampitplicia A®a 5®ia’3é|'An§uI—UNaaeu GkAUA Aac
Ua&eNiaAE o} & AglipeN U aA®N (Ala a

&&dgaaélaeak &0 ' AaAANp ADa Kea g
(h. 59)Note on illusttgon: Initial in h. 1, which represents Socrates drinking hemlock,
and in h. 60, unfinished.

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 beataita. Incipit 7UANp HOA gOHIPN as&e Aa
(h. 60).

2434 7kGGUAUL, A #aAGUpPG

2gp' . £ &AEnN 19AAEka0G AaAgdadknaek Np
GuogaauAN aG AQuG Aa k ppkisteangation AfaheileN /£ HIN D 2a A
de montibus, silvis, fontibus de GiBauaiccio #U0Ek Gk N Aa Gu 4aAN
k HU 410 p kAEgchus Al LAGEBK NgI UNA ARG BAING A& N

tion: 1884. Relationshiptp://archivesetmanuscrits.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/cc35069j
Aboutthis manuscriptseeMoretFatio 1892Notice683;and seealsoAvril, Aniel,
. & p ®&uBierZaluskd 983130131,
*BNE Ms2324%hysical 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 temness d
%a N GaleaeklAL § 4 ANGAAA NAE U&AGKEK &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 last apocryphal dialogue, howesereferred 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 to Leonardo Bruni 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 psetatonic dialogue (then still attributed to
Plato) was the hump k £& $ap ak N A45), aglasshwte af Bruni &
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’? Between 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 dedicatd the 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 abceweentioned Smish
®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-

“$ /£  (NpaeGaa 3-Soménfe200ii68 044N 40e4aa

| 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 sermonem de contemnenda morte.
Omnia autem ex graeco in latinum sermonem translata sunt opera Leanardi Bruni
77r98r);1 G i A &gnhdlabion of Bruni, with preface and argument (h.100%)y
AxiA G&B O p £AGlU &k Np NA $apakN Aad 3Q@A&&kak 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, n. 33; andNsee. af$pRoled, kSehelske,
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, Vol. BB2Erler 2005, 82.
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scriptincluded Gas®e®ad 4 NA AaA3440G AANH $apakN A;
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 $ apharkoN, bekame hiSnhgEsek &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 thhe pseudBlatonicAxiochusto 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 regadids Gen A a 30 /K&ek dak Al
®JA40GGAA oA &ga (4aaDz ®eaax aknaakiGGA Al
course, which attempted to console the dying Axiochus.

5§03/ Agap $apak Axiodhdshe dedidatedtit ta & teredid U p A£G U &2a
nally ill patienty U A Ak pu G 04 £k pk %f ta Ad 5NGaAAN yid
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 facdltiEor 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 matthough 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, bessehtially 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 toiim, such a&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
aNGAkp UpA GNNA £&4dkapA NAE ®ja . U4AQOKAE 1
structure asixiochus = G ¢ U &1, &vhoAlays the\rd@edof Cleinias, implores

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 conception, assigns a meaning to death fully. From
this perspective, it connects with the proposal that Leonardo Bruni collecisdia- his

tio funebrigahannis Strazae, 1428.
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Marquis of Santillana, who, seriously ill, playing in this case the role of Axiochus,

awaits irremediable death. In i@alogue a2ode Toledo also incorporates

words and phrases from his translatidiothug®enriching the literary work
with this lexical and architectural interconnection.

3.Axiochusn the Humanist Library of Beatus Rhenanus

The humanist and philologBtatusRhenanus (whose real name was Beatus
#k GA Al A aNap Np " OGO [ER kp 44&g
ing to a family originally from Rhinau, his father, Anton Bild, who was known as
3gkpNAa4 AULE | 02y NAE O pAliGHAX LR A
ipA 45890Gaeygak ££ kp . Neeg a & Ga ££ [E4
gkH &N A£x0AA (& &#£ga -lUa&kp ALZdgoratds NAE 4BGa.
Hoffmann and B & Gébailer® From the age of 15 to 18, Rhsrdedicated
himself to the study of literary works, mainly on grammar and rhetoric, by recog-
nised Italian and German humanists, acquired by his father for that purpose.
In 1503, probably on the advice of Gebwiler, he moved to Paris to continue his
educaibn at the university. During his studies, which were mainly devoted to
GNGk & ng ALk aE HAa&lingALkaZLE UpPpA " &k £Z&Na&G
+UaAgamk - ak» o4 al1538) alddatharl&sade Bovelles (c. 1475
15663° During this timehe also worked as a proofreader in the office of the
printer Henri Estienne, where he acquired the skills of philologist and literary
a4 4keka " Eedd Noa&likpkpG olUadgaGNA GpPA HI/
4BGaKkeliae kP tinp Straskodrgs Wbeiied e Amet £n & P &8 &
JakotWimpfeling, Johar@®eilevon, U AALa 4 A2a 4G UpPDA 4Boal Akap
worked in the printing house of Mathias Schurer, with whom he became friends.
In 1511, Rhenanus moved his residence to Basel to attend the Greek courses
taught by the Dominican friar from Nuremberg, Johanne¥ Quriag this

“$ £ (NpaeGaa 3-Sbmeénfe2000 178104 4N 4 gedaa

%5894 ) QOHUpkA® -kol&lUAA NE 4BGa /el #) 4 4 3
Rhenanus (1498 /1499), with catalogue number: BHS MS050.

®$UGgAp @A ¢mHAGY ANz 3 GA dzli dzZAddrredpondidgGodited Ap Ng n ¢ 3
1504/1505 academic year,. BHS $NHHApa&IKk&dAa A A " &k AN
- NGk Aga 19 A £k AJAL On.thisdopio, Gek Akyd ®A5; and FeeEalso
Faye, Ancey 19985, 132.

%" Johannes Cuno (c. 1462/14633), a Dominican friar from Nuremberg, chose Ba-
sel because of its printing presses, such as that owned 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 ErasfRatterdam (14661536), of whom he
became a great friend, scfentidviser and publishing representative. In 1519,
due to the iliness of his father and until his death the following year, Rhenanus
GkosaA oada&eAdadp #UAKAG UpA 4BGaA AzxlaE ®&ga ak
and devoted himself entirely to literatividies. In 1531, the Basel printing house
Froben published his only original wedgtum Germanicarum libri,teexd be-
tween 1540 and 1541, it published the first edition of the works of Erasmus, in nine
volumes, preceded by a biography. Upon higrd&atasbourg on 20 July 1547,
Rhenanus bequeathed his personal library to his naffsehetg his remains
Aake kp 4& (aNaAGa A£ $§g04ag
According to the catalogue of#te o Gk N&g» Aga ) OHl pk £2a NA
drawn up by Walter, among tineunabula and 16tentury prints that
Rhenanus acquired before 1518, we find practically no direct referente to Plato.
The founder of the Academy is absent from both the 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 Ficino (14331499), re-
vised by Simon Grynaeus (1532). However, we ltalledtians, 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 FicirtéThe first collection, which includes texts by ietmbland

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 modern), 550 incunabula
and around 2,500 printed books from the 16th century. Its collections include the ex-
traordinary Rhemas library, an exceptional example of a humanist collection pre-
served almost intact in its entirety. This library consists of 423 volumes, including 1,287
works and 41 manuscripts, distributed among various collections, to which must be add-
ed 33 ancientimp G A£d 4 knaek UpA Ga®eeaAAk Adkaeeap oA
Rhenanus library was listed in the UNESCO Memory of the World Register. On biography
of Rhenanus and his library, see Meyer 1976; and Diu 2008.

%9See Walter 1929, 2863; and sels@Diu 2008, 492.

“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
publisked in Strasbourg by the Johann Knobloch printing house in 1507. Rhenanus pos-
sessed a copy in his library, preserved with catalogue number: BHS K 1072a/WJ 1320. See
Hirstein 2013, 55, n. 20, and 59, n. 34.
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The second, which includes the tre@séhe resurrectiby the Christian phi-
losopher Athenagoras of Athens (2nd century AD) and the Latin translation of
the Tablé of Cebdyy the renowned Paduan Classical scholar Ludovicus Odaxius
(Odasio), is an incunabula published in Paris whose year of publication is not
known??

The only Platonic dialogue that Rhenanus possessed in his library was a Latin
version ofAxiochudy the Dutch humanist Rudolf Agricola (14485), pub-
lished around 1502 in the Paris printing house of Alexandre Aliate (for Jodocus
Badius}’

At the school of Cardinal Lemoine, during his student days in Paris, Rhenanus
did not seem to devote himself&tg a niELEKkND U & 4al0AkpG N/
Instead, he welcomed with fervour the philosophical method derived from Aris-
®&N&ed GklupkEAH 58a& " GAElxklup AegAape ALA |
naNGAa i HHA UpA ga aAm&daka GEN &N A& P& KB ARK
At the end of his Exigua pluvia, written in 1505, Rhenanus placed Plato among
those responsible, along with Alexander of Aphrodisias and Averroes, for what he
alGGaA ®ga AalAGA AaA£#40axkNp NAE * 20 GA

TWoAE kp U Gawead MFapae &N -aAkr»s4a gk £ &
®ja (aNA&AGA N A 1séHaedti@ditipnAwhigh would be pub-
lished that same year in Strasbourg by the Schurer printing house, he stated:

54ao0kadk AHa MM AMEE U AGOHApD&eA &gle HUDA k

way of philosophising is much more in accordance with Christian piety than that
ofPlato AGUH 1GlU&NpkA GNpGa aAkAka $gakEeklipla

However, we note the absence of other worksnloy §icih aBheologia platonica
de immortalitate animoruwmritten between 1469 and 1474 and published in 1482, which
could be described as a summa on the immortality of the soulCamnaptate 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 on 18 August 1498.

*Moreau (1972, 87), drawing on the manuscripts of Renouard, establishes this ap-
proximate date of 1502 and fiace of publication fAxiochud?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 Wolfgathgpyl in the same year. In addition, Rhenanus possessed anoth-
er text of this translation in an anthology of works by Agricola, published in Antwerp, by
%k &Dz . UA®apA nldakE kP #) 4 a 8+

““Faye 2000, 44.

“See Faye 1998, 432.
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#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 considerBthtonic works as the best introductigohtmsophia
Christi For Rhenanus, Platonic teaching conformed to Christianity. Thus, in the
Maximi Tyrii philosophi platostcmonesgdition*” Rhenanus undertook to de-
fend Plato against his critfo&dopting ae 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 for what others foss&sé U AHO £ A4k apA
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
christianushis dialogu®eimmortalitate 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 arguments about the immortalibe afoul and palingenesis, and
defends the resurrection of botlielsat same year, the Alsatian humanist anno-
tated Apuleiude Madaura £ eBeddgeaatedPlatoliis

The transformation experienced by Rhenanus was confirmed in 1518 with the
publication ®Axiochusa dialogue attributed to Plato. Although the publication
does not include the name of the Alsatian director of publications, Hirstein iden-
®&k £k a £ ®g a ndkpekpG HNAAG %4 oaDx NA& Gl
&NAp SUBeGBcBsilie NAE ndkpaekpG HNAAG A
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

v T

G
a

4" Maximus ofTyre, Maximi Tyrii philosophi platonici sermo@esmas de
PazzisBeatus Rhenanus, Ambrosius Holbein, Johann Froben, Urs Graf. Johann Froben,
15109.

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

“9In Republi¢451e452a; 455d56a), Plato propssequality between men and
women, that the guardians of the State have no private propey, @a®¢the com-
munity of women and children (449d, 457461e, 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.

®1Cf. Horawitz, Hartfelder 1886, 88.

*2See Faye 2000, 46.

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

3gapupo£& GaAdkadaA 3 OAdMEHUEN Pasapkiried Gl £ 240
in the same city around 1502. He also had a Basel edition, printed in 1518 in the
office of Adam Petri, which elgsnatches 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 contemnenda mortee 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.

Rhenanus, whmwned five editions of thiswordeg 4444 NA ' KaAkpN 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 Basel editiontalaleitters 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 the 15 p#yed8asel 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
edition to improve the NNDz ndkp&aA kp "AlH 1a&idk A N,
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, such as thel@Béatonic 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.

594 ®ydaa aNnkaAk NA . U4 AkGkN kakpN £ 24107
@&k Np kp "GAN .upgakN A& NAEAkEGE #) 4
0o GA n@oaGkAZygaA kp kp ( 9A GAagupe A NAE/

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).
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4.Conclusions

Axiochusa pseudPBlatonic dialogue devoted e tontempt 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, one in théAfiireas 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 (1501 or 1502) and
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
14aAAN %[ UaApRAa4dBANGCARANA saxAaap ,kpG +gup
-.naa Aa .apANail -N&A Aa GU 7aGi Ag N
1445, would be named Marquis of Santillana. After this work, he devoted himself
to the translation d?haedoAxiochusat 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 century B@& A& & NHin NAk &k Np aANppadaesLs A
&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 forward afsagesnents 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 should thecdaad, e
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 awé the righteous and the torments that await the unjust.

**TotheaforementionetlatinandSpanistranslationst isnecessarnp addcertain
Frenchadaptation@ndversionghat werewidelydisseminateffom the middleof the
16thcenturysuchasthatbyt sk Dpld)lleseconenfed & N Ddjel. dzlih de
deuxdialoguedePlatonDZ & dzg Axioéhisfitemungaultreq dzn Hippdydbis.le
toutnouvellememtaduictenlangued P U dzby6rgDolkt.],1544and DuContempne-
formededyaloguegtsontiesintroduitzSocrate€ liniaget AxiochusRarisPDenisJanofs.
d.[1545elonC.Longeon]SeesSecrel 96610911 AndseeaalsoVegdRamo20033 4.
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89k Ga ANA $apakN Aa 3 0 /E&k &k ®ga kpea
®eglue NAE $SUAAKpPUG 04 AkpK AgN AkaA kp
the work in hiPdlogopA p U ¢ GdzliDgyAdzn G Adz DI DAApnA &A
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 théuafce of 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
themeof contemnenda mart€éhe 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 composed and its structure
is supposed to be perceived by a listener or reader. There is a general sildese among

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 numbers are implicitly taken
to merely express the chronological order of the races. In thissatitgiee each and

asaldA Npa NAE 2ga NAAKDpUG Inehidrstate Batdbg e G nnalé

ordinal numbers preserve their hierarchical dimension even in the cases in which this
appears to be less convincing

Keywordddesiod, myth of the racesjrmal numbers

I
To understand the meaning and function of the ordinal numbers in the myth of
®ga Akgpa adladak ke kA aKkKkapekiG &N glug
is composed and how its structure is supposed to be perceived bya listene
reader. In this article, | intend to develop a thorough and nuanced interpretation
of the meaning and function of the ordinal numbers in the Hesiodic myth of the
races. The main thesis of the article is that the ordinal numbers occurring in the
myth kear both a chronological and an overall hierarchical sense.

( 8 . N fEa& AGlUk HUE &gle )
izing principle. He argues against the view that the only organizing principle of
the myth is the ordinal numbers. Mgifon differs from his for two reasons.

First, Most does not think that the ordinal numbers occurring in the Hesiodic
myth are hierarchical. Secondly, the perspective that will be developed in this
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article is one according to which the ordinal numieepssaione of several or-
GipkakpG nédkpaknGaLk kp )akkNA £ HA=&J /| a
which the myth is composed and communicated cannot be completely and ade-
quately grasped unless due attention is given to the role the ordinal nymbers pla
(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 lot will be said about the relative value of the races.
| will favour the view that the whole Hesiadtount of the races and their suc-
aakEkNp 4dakGadek U GapadicG ndANGAarsfkEkkoa A
be backed up by this view as one of its main points of support. Since the idea of a
general progressive degeneration of the racesnsiifisr¢he 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 scHdlafiesw more controversial points will
nevertheless be the subject of a more detailed discussiothelfone hand,
AANH ®#ga nNkpe NA skadaA NA ®§gad AadHNDp £24 0 &i
of each race confirms the chronological and hierarchical meaning of the ordinal
numbers, on the other hand, from the point of view of the very congmukition
intelligibility of the myth, the ordinal numbers are precisely one of the things that
structure and make perceivable the general progressive degeneration of the races.
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) until the chronology
and hierarchy involved in the ordinal numbers are fully clarified.

Up until now, thetok & NA &ga NAAkKkpUG pOHea&d £ kp )
has not yet received the attention it deserves. Curiously, there is a general silence
among Hesiod scholars about the question of what the meaning and function of
®ga NAAKpPUG p OHwa A FBntdnidse (187£KNdnderE HIA &

'On the myth of the races having several organizing principles and not just one, see
besides G. W. Most (1998) 4B® T. M. Falkner (1995) 52.
’$ /£ : - B Bagfemg been recognized that the Heroes have been in-
serted (whether by Hied or a predecessor) into a system of four metallic races, each
ANA& £a &gl p g MosN(poA8) W%5IHEN & firly confplete derview of
®ga 4daaanekNp NA )aZLZkNA £ HA®G AANH " pek AJk
eration. Howevadjscussions about this topic are still goingea L. Koenen (1993) 4;
G. W. Most (1998) 119; J. S. Clay (2003) &L (0GpB ' NA& &g
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{195FpaA69
tenrose (1974) 8; P. Smith (1980) 145, 158; T. M. Falkn&r GLOSSM3st (1998) 109;
3 (uGpsB
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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 drndrarchical understanding of the

order of 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 inferredctoanstrange si-

Gapaa Np &ga nlulde NA #§gad aANHHApPp&RIENAA NP

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 woytliysef an
cussion that the ordinal numbers are in themselves 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) approach the subject 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
(2010, 9) underaththe ordinal numbers in the myth chronologically. B. Gatz
AhaubDzE NAE GPp "o ERQDAEDD G

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

I will examine each @mvery one of the ordinal numbers that appear in 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 nusliethe 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 througieeantire myth of the rac-

a/k * AkKkGG U4Gga «gla&e agsap kp ®ga aluk£kak

be less convincing, the ordinal numbers preserve at least a quantum minimum of
their hierarchical dimension.

However, this is not the only wayptesent article intends to make a contri-
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 cteendttalso indicate
how the ordinal numbers 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 degenération of
races. Indeed, the ordinal numbers are one 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-
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tives, theordinal numbers play a defining role in terms 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 mywhereas, for example, the reference to the metals,

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 there is a general 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 languageorder to express the degeneration of the races 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 artwikk focus on a particular example of how the com-

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 Wwedl 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 possililenctions of ordinal numbers in Greek is to express 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 aoence of the ordinal numbers in the myth of the races,
HWWA o4& 4dapAadaA ok Ak &£ NAE U

$Cf. W. A. Johnson (2006} 232 Ayl & Adis thaEt seDaf cwrN/enﬁo anN
NAE®apD OpaNpAEakNOAE AgliadaA oa®Aaap uUOAkapaa
&N @®gad nNa®eiA

‘1048a $ $UGUHA k £ WR§aaGH kpllikprE
A9ANDNGNGk Aga ' NA& iNdegiddAct. N Raaulgbh fidep) 3.8 W& N A
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 theléatire
ogonydesignates the two beginnings of fundamental importance: 1) when Hesiod began
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 and ward off famine, while the latter

one refers to the most decisive moment when the plowing season begins. The Hellenistic
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is an adverb and like the 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. H. G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. Jones 1996,
S.V. ). My claim is that the superlative fofrthe 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 sections of the myth. Although the golden
race appears at the very beginning of the myth, it alredslyopaiwhole 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 adjective, which is what he does when describ-
ing each of the subsequent races (cf. 127, 143, 11531jeVA4hesiod 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 resorting to an adverb)(
which gives some prominence to the verb (110) and consequetlyne
of the many creation acts of the gods in the myth (cf. 128, 144, 158). Hesiod might

poet Callimachusdii DA £ U A&k Hk Gl & O AAfABLIE 1.21 (Pfeiffer) upA

U Aaak £k ga FN HBeBe(thk ffegirgigggof theNarrativedh cGrkrafia
to previous uses of k p UpA k &MNBNGCHAE 2a £ 4
hierarchically. Both U p A determine the climax in priamels: cf. Fres.
1167.Hom3.25, 214see W. HRace (1982) 48, 53; W. A. Johnson (2006) 234ll.In 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 qualitative and temporal priority. As W. H. Race 4A99R)t23dut,
and primus are used throughoutElasi |t G Gk ®2a Al &04da &N kpAkaulxa
@&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 notablyl FPhlb.16¢c®).In Arist.Pol.&eg a k £ UAEAENEGK U &
(1291a16 uapA U upA
hendiadys in the characterization of forms of government. Pericles funeralTtation in
2.%.1 begins with the ancestors ( HpMf 1 G
282a8 Hippias begins his speech by referring to the former generations for fear of the
AaluA A£ damskapeHape ke kA kHn Gk alrthep ®ga nl £A
AnalibDaAad UpA gkA£ UOAkapaa Op @®ga Upakape (4a
van Groningen (1953).

> Commenting on the use of h.Hopn3.125, 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 a counting go on, cf. Horl. 22.208; 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 were created by the gods
AkGge UAk®224 NANANEKPG &N £nalibz NE gNA &
aboutEANHI &ga AuiHa NAkGkp )81 ar-
gue this since it is fairly clear that between the idea of human beings and the gods
having a common origin and the fact that human beings were created by the
gods, a conflict nmigarise, 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, Hesiod might be intending to convey the idea that not even the highest
of human races equals thesgnderms 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 only the fourth race is partially excluded) of strictly human
races. Right from their first appeegan 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 top of the chronology and hisrékchyba p A k Huin & &
fect races.

The superiority of the golden race atiogl 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
of these other indications): the fact that Hesi&dk qea /£ &g a Ak 4 A« 4u04aa
(109: )® and the unambiguously positive characterization of the race of
gold both before (1® and after (1@lthe death of its memb¥)sa £k NA A&
characterization of the golden race is widely known. Heads tieeneed to go
into detail in this respect. For the sake of economy, | have referred to the content
UpA kpeddpliG Aol 0aceihddoldeN race)ndveBkderderal/E Aa £3 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 numberstiand thkdaiod
with the exception of translations of ordinal numlagesfrom G. W. Most (2010).
0p gNA &gkALE aNpAGkaz® HkGyge 24 ANGsaA /A a
AQ//E UAa AElikA kp &gk £ HA &god N only rdadzA atag
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 general, séehilkm (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 connection betweenand the
noun () is such that the very identity of the at issue here is also deter-
mined by the fact thaistsecond 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 support a hierarchical 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 1960, 182; E. R. Dodds 1973, 3; J. Fontenrose 1974,
2; J. Dillon 1992, 23; L. Koenen 1993, 4; G. W. Most -P993rhaé; 2007,
264). Hesiod a n Gk 8k #GA 4aAkad k£ &N &yga AkGpsald Al
) than that of gold. The fact that in 127 Hesiod states that the silver race
is does not make a hierarchical use of redundant. In fact,
refas to the way the silver race is worse than the previous one. If
already conveys to a reader or listener that the silver race is worse than
the golden one, , on the other hand, communicates the idea that
the former is not merely werbut much worse than the latter. In 129 Hesiod
Kerllea £ ®gle =pja AEBGAAD ANpa R&FEKk 2H&DAKD -
( ). Here involves, by virtue of
the connection between natural constitudiosh 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 FapAzegNAdz ABERNRAAR GCu@hahaA
Epos.v.; H. G. Liddell, R. Scott & H. S. o9&k (A.1 kZ 0 nadNgadok
UG ngaAduAka kp Agkayg «yga HaupkpG NA.

Corpus Paroemiographorum Graech@580, 2.25 (Leutscischnalewin). See also

PI.Phd99¢9d1 Phlb19¢3,PIt.300c2. For occurrences of kp ) aZkNA a/kE 4+
son (1962) slk.Op. kA kp a4Gauad aNpeidluAg®e Al
30AGaHapa&eAs * Ak GG aiNpi&Elkatbranihis sxgtion. Fhé HeBik P G N £
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@63s\V(, in Homer and Hes-

___________

iod Aip oa AdAapAadaA UE pNeGa AeliepiddaldAapgk 8


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

64 59a NAAkpUG poOHeoad&d AL kp )aLkkNA £ . Aa
6n &N &gk A nNkpee )y AaAkNA £ nélarsmkapeliaek Np

The silver race is manifestly worse than the race that preoeldes faanoth-

kpG kp )aAkNA £ AaFabdknekNp agap AOGGa A&/

ak ®eygle AKGG aakAke ®#ygadalAkxaé 594 AaanNp,

race, however, will change this perceptiof.id40e key passagehia tespect.

I will brlefly indicate a couple of its important pomts As Hesiod states in 141, after

aeg akad Aal&ey «ga HaHe aiA MNofalsmgdarth€Ek Goad 4l

alaeag ).2We are told in 142at alt-
gNOGyg &gad HaHeadAA NA &#§a /’ERGééé_éﬂéé a
( 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 race of silver and that of
bronze both races are characterized by (cf. 13%, 1456, 152; also J. S. Clay
2003, 8 and P. Vernant 2007, 2} g a HaHeo daA A NA #§a Gl ek

Z

O nANNNAEAAL AUA NA &gkpDkpG - , Na
GaAkKkald oNa&yg kp ®#®yakd naAALkaiuc Uhhauaupaé up
594 AGUkH &gle ®#yga AaaNpA nlilda NALE ) \

®&kosa Npa kA& AanapAape OnNp &ga nNAEk ®ks

clearly points to the positive meaning of asgap Ae@ ta he &g

Ak Goad Auaa 59 &4 E AUA Lgle Anaakd

Aal &g asap AkaegNge GNk p&a el GuRlecdorf & 8 k

(1962) 5However, J. S. Clay (2003308Eh|nks otherwise; she wkbe meaning

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

Z - = o=~

N & GgNﬁEaeﬁE Aaddakopa AaKdaHoGaAk pNe&e ®#ya gNpNA NA

eguae kA& kp 4&aaNGp kgkidnfitigaiedbyadiliagk & n NAa 4
themmakares $GUA HUDAL Up kpawadldakekpG nNkpe gadas
k p salUAL U nNAEka®kgsga HaAlUpPpkpPG kp &
of the races. For although the power oktieésa & A0 &da A KHaGayadd A kKA gl
maintains they are nevertheless powerful; in other words, they are of a high rank and

therefore worthy of reverence.

'C
Q-
A

B“$ £ 8 + 7a4Aapk ok ANa £
shipped by & p oW &N ®#ga Alas®e ®yue #gaA gusa 0 A
lege (or speC|aI function) is due to them because of their hegid iatinsic valuds
7aaAaDk®ﬁE U A £ Ad EIJNOGA pNe&e abrho &N AJNA &

®§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;
JS.Clay (2003)82J. 7aé&pupe Some scholars  $ /E
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, tteck thereof reflects an enormous decrease iff value.
One might argue that chronology suffices to explain the meaning of
in 127, for the silver race is also chronologically second. The fact thiat
volves a chronological sense is cleaever, explaining it simply by means of
chronology amounts to understanding only part of the meaning implied in the
term. In other words, it is not a matter of what suffices to explain, but
rather a question of grasping the whole meaning thatntheeems to involve
kp oské&da®epa NAE aN&ey k&L NAGUpKkakpG EDpaa&kNJ
of the silver race. If we leave aside the hierarchical dimension obecause
the term is explainable merely by way of chronology, we vailirgeady 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 now 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 members 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 combination with the subsequent adverbedise
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, 322). Insofar as it insiste @ethe sam
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 the races as tetlvise, 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 A& a 8 higdoeshdt ndaa et O A
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. Wilamowitoellendorff (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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hierarchicalkhe chronological sense is nonetheless present; is 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 does not mean that
Is purely hierahical, 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 tpeyform 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

importance and consequently to the impoetasf 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 again in order to establish a cléamgkiptbetween 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 have a second best (or inferiory deshia

afterlife (although nevertheless an honourable one).

\Y,

In their fourth occurrence, the ordinal numbers still involve both a chronological
UpA U gkadludagkaluG FapAda )e.tha whickkgk 4 A
comes third and is tdiin rank®Let 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 characteristics of the bronze race
which show thahe bronze race is inferior to both the golden race and the silver
race. The quality of the metal that defines the bronzetmaceronze race is

agluédla®eadkaaA néaak Ma Gsiifiesitdhts inflriditysrd NP & &

comparison with thi&vo 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 ea £ ®ylu® =gthe 40 4 4
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 references given 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; also sch. Brg451le.

*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 inferiority but 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 an absolutely negative picture of the
bronze race. In other words, Hesiod is not implying that the race of bronze does
not possess any relatively positive characteristic and is therefore at the very bot-
tomoftheh@ U AA9gA NAE &yga 40aaA "aaNAAkpG &N )
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 A0G&GANps Guabz ).

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 precioulentheisecond
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 Geainetric an
Archaic periods (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 bonze race on, the 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, Hedithought of bronze as more valuable than iron simply in

us (1985) 94 makes a pertiNeat/£a &4 6 U &2k N $U0GGaAA oA 82
aPe . 0a o Ak GgaeGA No '

Ak £Fa dapaa sadax®Aida

20 G Ak E£aldapaasaseAaap «®ga AkGosad 4uaa

7adAapkdE &yiue k£ pN& Ha&daGA aid &40 HN

in this | disagree with Verdenius and Ma#uat the use of k£ kpeapAaA aeN E

that the difference (of rank) between 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 A NA & aNHNUAU&ksE ilgNp £2A J4& &k N

to a difference of a similar kindbut in more emphatic (or more vehement)

termsOn as a synonym@#Ea 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 thbafays the Homeric 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-
®da®e NA )aAkNA £ osuppgrt aMidtarckigahreadingsof £ 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
) & /EknNth, leffus briefly consider an important objection. Hesiodic scholar-
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 members of the 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 prdseontext is whether age and physical strength 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 princgdesdang to which the whole
Hesiodic myth 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 degenaratiogivd of as a
general structuring principlshould 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
physcal strength); btihese are secondary structuring 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 chronolagil sense. The fourth race is of a higher rank than at least

20Cf. B. Gatz (1967) 44 ' - OHIHIG k 8 + 7
( 8 . NA® ) & A&k N

AAHoO NGka kp®eadaldndaseliaekNp NA K&ANp

21 Cf.sch.Hes.Op.174 (Pertusi), where the 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) 2%/ GViost (1998) 122124. For the use of metals in the Ho-
meric world, see also R. J. Forbes (13&7) 15

a4A
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 through elimination of
its hierarchical dimension, since treent 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 afterlife, testifies to the fact that this
race is superior to ah$e the bronze and the iron races. Hesiod tells us that the
ANG& ey dUaa kA HNEA 30AD UPACKFGALEANAA
(159: VEAGk Ay &Np Ak £A& N afteAthelUbletiN A A&
U Gaugke ANHaA NAE &ga géaNafwmﬂ@MHm 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 aB§ a AU 6 ag P AKRE &R Al&dDz £A/KkAa NA& gaéaN
(1958) 2283.

2 With the sole exceptloncmb 157, all indications in J. Paulson (1962) s.v. as to the
use of N & kp )aEkNA nNkD& &N U ngadaGA &agh

terms. For the use of kp @®ga MEAUHAANADz NAPHb gkadladagk
66c89 sch. RErg451e and Phic.11.

¢
=
<

AgNOGA na@@NhEEeaWM&& A @ AR i pEA

AN&G A AENZAKENE HaAUpkpPG NA gaaa a &k 8 +

&k Np oa&®Aadap a£ . UPA 8ake: 59a gaaNk

race is o aak Wedt/pats itk s/ oHha Hojadd A Npaan &/& N,
and Faa UGAEN ( / 0 GA

%¢ £ - 8 & /e ®ya gaaANaAg Aa

UGAEN 7a84Aapkoik ®&y

484 . - 8 a £& ®ga ANAA 4akaé

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

semidivine descent, and in thpoetradition this certainly was not the rule. The original
HAUPKkDPS NAE ®a ANAA AFaaHA &N a4 (GHNA®: GNA
gods there was no sharp diviimgbetween the gods and men, but only a gradual dif-
Fadapaa ds inHh@irEzetions And degliags @ay sink to the human level,
naNHkpape Hap HIA ANposadAaGA Ak Aa &N &ga Gac
therefore, there is no real inconsistency between U P A ®ya gaadNak
Ha He a4 A kDA U & UAka caAalQAEA ®gaA 044 U GHN £
%4354 8 + 7adAhapk ok given 5ga ANA&A
Uoa@pAlpaa
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them fought for apparently good catigesexample of this would be thbsé
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 inwar, 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
allheroes went tihe isles of the bleswhich 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 race a pictue 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, the use dinlé mrmbers
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. So much efnwghasis is g
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 respective
ordinal mmber 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. The impov&nment 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 faithful (from astiehe fourth race on) to a certain (partly
legendary) chronology of Greek history.

~

A &

2Cf. 164: ANHa NAE &gaH forthiseadlee OnNp Na&¢

ing of fFaa . - 8 4 k&
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 ANAE pN& Enadk £EA &yakd plLHAAE ®ga

volved him in the difficulty that some morally outstanding heroes, such as Patroclus and
) ad&Na AkA pNe&e aZalina Aauexg

*0On how the order in which the metals are pegsamthe myth of the races mir-
rors the chronology of Greek history according to archaeological HaEa, Ge#iths
(1956112, 113. GMAst (1998)22 argues that the bronze race might have been in-
spired by the ancestors of the Homeric hendetherefore suggests that even the

DU
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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 ithe 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 is introducéat, 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. larc therefore be claimed that only a partial or limited
impoverishment is at stake in 157.

An ordinal number also occurs in 160. Here seems to mean
Ak Hn GA ®ya GapaldluekNp oa/ANAEA NYA NAp z’
21; U..WVilamowitaMoellendorff 1962, 59; M. L. West 1978, 191; W. J. Verdenius
1985, 100; G. W. Most 1998, 101). However, it might not be totally lacking in a hier-
archical sense. Indeed, it might mean that the heroes not only precede us but are
also superior tas (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 canectain-
taining that the heroic race is superior to at least the bronze one and that Hesi-
NA /£ HA &gprekedfinggagmiorhehtEily dnterrupted degeneration of the
races then the degeneration from the heroic to the iron race forms a smaller
descending scale within a larger overall descending scale from the golden to the
iron race.

Among Hesiod scholars thiersome discussion about the meaning ofn
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 iron men are
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-
Adapaa AN& ®ga Aga/Eek Bl N.Accerding toA k £k p & &k
his view, such a fact cannot be presented as evidence trad bear dif-
Aalape AKap Aa Aor thdpefore asfEkiderce tHat tHefherges and the

bronze race mlght belong to a (Iegendary) understandlng of the chronologlcal order in
(43aDz gk £A=NAA ' N& &g a aaGuaekNpﬁEgkn sa®&Aaap
F.Bamberger (1842) 525; V. Goldschmidt (1950) 3 I  pGk £&

“4aa aAEnaadakliGGA ( 8 . N &£ k£ U AQo fFa& *NA
the term distinguishes from one another members of two subgroups who all belong to
the same al@& AJN Ak ££Démn edrfieNdtlatél prid hehd@ N &g a 4 o A
2aGNpPpG &N Ak AFadape GapaduekNpAE
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iron men belong to different subgroups of one and the sanfairthermore, S.
" /| A GAND UAGgak ®glue )aLkkNA
ke&&A oa&®Adap «§a echiRaHE theoryasyttat Askaysibk £k & U p a4 &
necessarily imply that the 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 intendiogonvey 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

pAaKkape aANpeadase kA #ANAENGWorks and Bagse ke 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 that Aratus is referring to

®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 adopteds 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 Aratus passage

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 hIb66¢89 with a hierarchical 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 ordinal adjsasve

the case in the introduction of the three previous raueshanges the noun
accompanying it. What is the meaning of here? Why is the tetrsed in
(violent) enjambmenitaf the term is placed in such an emphatic position, it is
likely to be carrying a new, important meanlng for our understandlng of the myth
UpA kp nlldxkagdGliad NA 2ga aguadlaxdd NA &3
andconsequently the abaventioned change of pattern, would then be quite
justified.

In order to answer 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 thegods or monsters (see M. Hofinger 1978, s.H. G. Liddell, R.
Scott & H. S. Jones 1996, s.\A.2)%® can also point to men insofar as

they live in societies and cities (see T. W. Allen, W. R. Halliday & E. E. Sikes 1936,
222; H. G. Lieltl R. Scott & H. S. Jones 1996, sA/2). In other words,
can express both the hierarchical position of human beings in the cosmos (that is,
the idea that human beings occupy an intermediate place between the gods and
other living creatur@s 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 hierarchical 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 (&ed ifad more distinct and
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 onasselges 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. &Hi24(1G. P. Edwards
(1971) 9B 191; M. Parry (197H552%1. S. Kirk (1985y3M.van Raalte (1986)B5
388.
%pace C. Calame (2004) 80, who states thah & £a & £ Anaak £k a8l GGA &N
hildeaelGapeae Ugad IGRKERE k TERcomiak 43 4e AR Gac
AEeANDGGA AnaluDzE UGUKD AekPl élj wa Hk2gp Nata &
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fifth men have anything to do withbash in terms of nature and wélife and
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 heroemoand the i
men share a relatively similar nature, although in the final analysis they belong to
Ak EEa&dapae AlUAaALE /Faa 8 + 74a4Aapk gk
10; pace G. W. Most 1998).1thther words, the heroes seem to be exposed t
the same kind of injustice and suffering as the iron manlikeithe lattethe
former are able to excel in terms of the quality of their deeds and end up being
rewarded with a better destiny in the afterlife than that which awaits the iron
men duing their lifetime (cf. 22@1). 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 gemnal and abstract term,
which occurs in the description of all the races (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 memers of a race (namely
the iron race, which is our race: see sclOfH&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 generéibnfas@ hierar-
AgkaliG nNAEkaekNpkpG NAE )aZkNA £ 40aak
Let us now see whether 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 b 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 the races. Of all the metals in the
HUA &9 k &Np )is sfinBolicallshe least valuableA relationship
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 aitp AakicApdeleR. Séoft &UA. 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

contempt . G. lddell, R. Scott & H. S. J&08686s.vA.1.4). It can also serve as a way
of addressing slaves 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)*iB0Owever, the most powerful tes-
timony to the inferiority of the iron race is to bedfoul78, when 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
U&AGoaA &glae kp @®ya kaNp A4uaa GNNA &gkpc

)#1n other words, the objection is that in the iron race

®gada 04da GNNA &gkpGAE avap *#gINIGGy *gaA I
the silver and bronze races, there seem to be no good things at all. However, | be-
lieve 179 does mefer 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 section on the iron race (on the other hand) do not point to the
same state of affairs. Titares 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 Aaead Hkpk £k & ﬁEQaeQéathewaklﬂwhasehythe ﬁEaD/Ea &
members of the iron race beHav& aNGpA &N N&a&dga UpA Ak G
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 prestate of affairs, which Hesiod calls the
iron race, is avilone. The fact that it can become better is not a legitimate ar-
GoHapae GGUkpA®E &®£ga aGukH &glue )aLkNA £ &
affairs in the iron race is a most negative one.

®gaa 8 . N £Ea& Np U A£ANAE |
®&Aaap UpA NGA UGa a/kE 5 . " UGDP aé

*See MC.Leclerc (1993) -4 o04ANpaa akKke Ga HB&xUG aNp
dgaa )BAkNAa . BHaA Ga Aaad AKa x4Nggsa ap Agac
gNHHA £ Ad GlU AaAPkedAtha A AADHOAAPA AABD £ HUYGB
s £ TaAAapk ok 53a Nn &k Hk £&k a

seltconfidence as a moral preacher: the preceding story has shown a degeneration in the

development of mankind, but alsopbssibility 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 may modify the future. Accordingly, Hes. is

convinced that his argument mightdais contemporaries from further degeneration,

UpA ga naNGan®#kaliGGA kpaGuoAaAk &gk A nahAnaaeEk
“ Although W. J. Verdenius (1985) toificizes Rosenmeyer, | do not find that

3ANAEaApHAAAA /£ kpeain btdreténgekintipe sddtién aegha irolEa P £a N A

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

2aGkppkpGé NA U nadkNA kp Agkadyg Hlu®eedadA AKGG
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) NAagaéh asap kA£E )akkNA £ apekéda AadaAgibki
refer to a present state of affairs, there canbeadiydoubt as to the negative
character of the iron race as a whole. For although the mingling of good and bad
thingsnk Gge&& AaA£aad &N U ndaskapase Axlaead NAE UEE
race makes it clear that, overall, bad things prevail over good ones. Indeed, in the
entire description of the iron race, 179 is actually the only time a partially positive
charactgstic can be found (in the sense that good things are referred to precisely
as apparently always mingled with bad ones). According to the assessments of
the silver and the bronze races, their positive characteristics are not only purely
positive ones buatiso refer to clearly defined topics and matters of greater reli-
gious and mythological importandkey 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)dbdily strength and physical constitution, whereas
in the description of the iron race what the good things 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 ierarchical reading of )y aAkNA £ AaFaé
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 intermsofha 40 449A kA nédaak £aGA &gl
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
deviates 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 thiogs) the
text of each of the passages and the specific message Hesiod is conveying to his
public on each of these occasions. However, both are indeed only slight devia-
tions, which are in fact totally in agreement with the idea of a generally descend-
ing scale afces structurally framed by a series of ordinal numbers (mainly an
ordinal adjective in conjunction with a noun specifically referring to certain types
of human nature and world, and in only one instance an ordinal adverb in con-
junction with a verb of ateon).

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

(109), a27), (143), (157),
(174).
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However, the fact that such terms involve a chronological sense does not mean
that the hierarchical one is not present, for the latter is closely linked to the for-
mer in the sense thahat comes first or before is superior.
A few passages in the Hesiodic corpus present a series of interrelated ordinal
numbers that are purely chronologidal4352, 3095, 88621. These passages
are significantly different from the overall hierailcboale of the myth of the
races. All of them occur in contexts where an account of the relative value of
what is being chronologically listed is abseb? #8licates the chronological
order in which the Muses glorified the gods with their sehf;8080logical-
GA apoHadleadA 5AngNp-92&liskiniciGohdlagital oA k £ &4 §
Aad ;ag0AK& Aksak N& AKaaguG nulda®epad Ak On &N
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 sequenceTdf 4352 is 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 enumeration is made plain 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 betineechronological markers in the
Theogonpassages and the ordinal numbers in the myth of the races demon-
strates that for the most part they are fundamentally different in terms of linguis-
tic construction and function. None of the passaged iretgoynshows a con-
sistent chronological ordering by means of ordinal numbers. When ordinal
numbers are used in these passages, they mainly occur in the form of ordinal ad-
verbs (with the single exception of 886, the meaning of which is strictly chrono-
logical). e connection between ordinal adjectives and nouns designating enti-
ties with relative hierarchical value, which is one main 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 is an 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 oe#ie differences, the purely chronological sense of the or-
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dinal numbers in thEheogongassages does not invalidate that those occurring
in the myth of the races involve a hierarchical dimension.

In Pl.Grg 451e8 Socrates quotes three lines of &ne&ih anonymous
A2 gNGk Np "E & 3 WNAAZL kpAkalu®aZA kp gh
item is omitted by Plato, since it does not depend on any Agkag kA& &ga
main subject of discussion between Socrates and Gorgias at this point in the dia-
logue The full fouverse scholion can be found in scar@l451e2 (Green). It
consists of a hierarchical ordering of a set of values, the origin of which is aristo-
cratic, but which seem to be widespread and shared by the ancient Greek com-
munity in generaht least in the classical period (see E. R. Dodds 1959, 200). The
hierarchical ordering in the scholion is structured mainly by means of ordinal
DOPHo &4k Ak &y ®ga ANGa aaadana&e&kNp NAE &#ya
man; second to be bdair in nature; third to be rich without deceit; and fourth
&N oa ANOpPG Aka®y gkAE AAKAPAE

! i
The scholion is worth nteming because the fact that this kind of compositions
is usually sung at symposia, and is either traditional or extemporized, indicates
that the ancient Greeks are familiar with poetic displays of, and disputes on,
scales of valu&3 he ordinal adverbsthe scholion are deeply embedded in its
evaluative content and bear an unmistakably hierarchical 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 wieidrdlring occurs, is one de-
cisive aspect determining the hierarchical meaning of the ordinal adverbs. Such a
context is totally absent from feeogonpassages considered above, which is
one of the reasons why the ordinal numbers in these passagely areqno-
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 similarity be-
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 evaluativeesémnlight of the affinities between

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

“3The welattesed 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), PO.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 classical literature, see notably W. H. Race (1982).

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

1122.



PauloA. Lima/ Vol. 14,(2@0 7€

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 hieersbale such as that of the

myth of the races 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 hiesmalegalf cul-

tural material by means of linguistic 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
NANGgkAaA oA U SyfEBaMERnS thédt the paseayé dffers no evidénce that
Socrates abandons teleology or motdifiegews about it. He acknowledges, instead,
that he could not find or learn any stronger than the teleological dings, | suggest,
allows an interpretation of tReaeddn which Socrates offers a consistent account of
the ofgeneration ahdestruction

KeEywoRDSgeuteros plouBlatonic causes, formmys

* This research was funded by a FAPESP fellowship humber -204:6dL 4 &uro- i

naup 6pkNp £ )NaAkaNp dakaludayg UpA kppNsg
No 758145.

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

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

learn it from someone else. Even if there is no consensus regarding how definitive
or compéte, this is taken to imply an abandonment of the teleology that was in-
troduced before (976499¢B,956). In this paper, | propose a new reading of

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

cal but tothe ®glide AKGG oa naNok MaThis oA U /[ERAl
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 thathe teleological orihis, | suggest, allows an inter-
pretation of th®haedan which Socrates offers a consistent account of the
ofgeneration and destruction.

Vol 141(2@0 %lipkaG,2@e aAdaa
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DanieMezquez/ Vol 4.1(20 8
Teleological Causation

In Plato, théerms and are often taken 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 sdmingt, and an  is 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 andreservestteem /ENA U p £AA &4 £ %&N Ag A AQ
* 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 best {§)/@4isincludes 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 theder caused mpusAbusing Aristotelian terminology, what |
call theteleological in the Phaedpat least in its original formulation,
includes an efficient and final aspect.
Socrates refers back to this teleologicah 9213 and 9€66 tocriticise the
views of some of his predecessors (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-3idd.110e8; Resp379c3,
329d3, 468a8i. 18e3, 29d6, 33a6, 38d7, 40b4, 44c7, 47b6,Rivdt.B3@c230a6,
Leg896bl and 967c5; @érd457a3.

2 Plato extrapolates legal terminology, where h Nk p &£ &N &J a a0Gnéak
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 linkulpet with his or her deddbtice 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 propositionalrts, but between whatever is 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 legakrminology could be endemic to Bieedo. 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. Silverman (1992)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.

*Occasionally scholardius &#a GANGNGk a i G Ak Hh GA U A& kpe&alda
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 as Anaxagerasonfusing 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 at AaaNpA -dB) K& kcpolnts a
introduced 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) That 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 intatipreof this locutiosge not@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) 120, DBostock (1986) 142, 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 badkaoced
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 kneadintyough’ (ii) 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 everythintpgether, (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 tbind it myself or to learn it from someone else, would you like me to give you

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,
1933, 1780d 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 of one of its most influential advocates, Gregorf\NI&GORSY 298°
T2. Note that the reference of in C8 (the object of and also, with thm-
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 for the present is the teleologicalitself. This le@s no room for understand-
kpG gkH &N HAaup Uk guAk oaap ANpa- Ngaéd UGpA I
sda ke 3NgapaA k £ U Up UGea arfthersttas & 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).

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

7J.Burnet (1911) D GG a e /£ thd ld bfAkepdigrough instead
of U/F 0 HN&AA nGUOAkaGa AUpPpAKkAl&A ANA
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. Burgé971), 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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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 beeedargpr 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 announced the neetl tfarough and exhaustinvestigation 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 component. For example, David Sedley2GZ908)
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 completely deprived of
the teleological . One reason to think this is that at9c5suggest that
ANdGAU®RAA UGAAUAA DP'NAoher ressprg pedip® A UG pPA o k|
most influential observation against thetel@ological reading, is a remark
given first by. T. Beddddo(1979)1056 and later by David Wigg(t9863
about the translation of the aorist at c8. The argument is tfatthe
nonteleobgical reading to work, the text would require a perfectitense (

instead of &N kp 8kGGkpA ANAAAE 4l

AaKkk Gplia&ekNp N& UaAgkaAkiapaa ) NAagaa &
is not present. Therefore, Socrates says only thdinag the was denied the
teleological , not that it was permently 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 teleologicalpmorant.

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

as a perfect. As Herbert W. S(h98633243% G /E k sekthe * P &g a (¢

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) 311. M. Crombie (1963) 161, T. Gould (196.3). Tresswi@b71D.
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
HWUA oa @®AUpAGU®RAA oA ®ga nald A¥%eee Agap &£§a
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 tte 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. Thibesaase it is possible,
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 does not commit him to offering any conclu-
sions. Besidesdthough forms are not the of generation and destruction they
Adda nildae NAE 4NdAlU*eAA kpoaAkekGliaekNp kpeN
nkaada NAE ®ga AkAEADAEEKND ®glae NAEFIEAAA AN H
tion (86688, 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 the changi of topic,
might still seem disappointithgt Socrates 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, egcially if we take into account the dramatic
fa ekk p G ®ega GuUAke gNQAL NAE 4NAGAURAAE Gk A
and in Xenophon, Socrates seems always fully committed to teleological
and agent§* P PN N&gaa n Gdiedeace t Bl pefidi afahiklife HIU DA A
when he abandoned teleological . Finallyas | show in the next sectibe,
standard reading often glosses over and dismisses the careful discussion of those

“4NHA NA ®ja adautHnGaAk NAAaAAAA oA 4HARI*LAF
AGHHNDAA ANG AnwAl6.ABAk apAAE 94ap

DPNA ®ya AUA guAk AanhksaA OF NAE UGG #ya oGa
made us poorer, compelled us to undergo many dangers, has bnboagbprsach
Ak &y @®ga (AaabDE UpA kp aosadbdc snlosik o Ga AUA
DA an @®JALFaAGCGA At . 229 ALAGAE gl
AHA®y A 2AUpAEGUH&KkNp A
*See, e.Bhilebug3b=27c2, 30a8B;Reublict and 10; Xdviem 1.4 and 4.3.
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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 contrast that assumes 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 anmdaydausible philosophical interpretation.
The question, however, is whether 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 99c7 refers to the teleologicalat 99¢3B, c¢5. Instead, |
argue, it refers to the at 99c4b. As | mentioned at the beginning, this means
that the passage does not impgt@amdonment of teleology at all or of any kind
(not even partial or temporary, as in previous teleological interpretations). This
new reading, | argue, avoids the objections to previous teleological readings and
preserves all the advantages of thé¢elemiogical reading. Furthermore, it ena-
bles an interpretation where Socrates succqedsiding an interesting causal
accounbf generation and destruction.

A Problematic Assumption

Everyone | am aware of, regardless of the interpretation theyasappws 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 second sailing in the search of th&/hether 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.
Ithusd U GG &gk £ ®ga ®2AUAka®ekNpUG 4alUAkpG N
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 prisceding
alleged abandonment of teleology, Socrates describes the Atlas theories and its
by comparing them with the teleological he introduced back in 97B8b6.
4NadAlUaxad A 4a/KalapBhampiedia 8 sa6al Adicatithesek 2l p NA
strong contrast 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 Olympiceavenly,
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
ke UAa 3NkpkpG AEN&GAAAL Ak @y diudsZaaNAFad /£ £k
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 themselves thinking 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 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 together (996).

In the first and last clause,(ii and iv), Socrates points out that the authors of
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 sky witarfuisiitad
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 also ling<l6 50, 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 under the wefigigaven, far from his own land and possessions;

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

TH.8 k GGk U HUEN P UpA + #OApaz a
Aamadapaa @N " ®GUA )aApAa ®GAA RAUpAGU®A U
© oGu £ 5gKk/AE N&gad oA OaHoweed I madNIBGA oa g

shadk/Eka UGGOAKNpP &N &®ga 5Skelp "&GuiAL aANHNGas
pagead wygle 4aKalyatliaDz &N
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they have not yet discmd but that will be stronger and more permanent than
what teleology has to offer.

Given this contrast between the teleological &g a " ®&GU A ®§aNAak £ei
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 who proposed a search party for a missing per-
son, criticised those who did not want to join the search, only to abandon the effort
immediaely after. Socrates criticism of the Atlas theories hangs on contrasting their
general views with his own teleological proposal.

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 share suclyiealgieetnise, 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 Anaxagoras certanely Seprates 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 speaititsion 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 sucuegstal tele

: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 thiaéetienat
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 /FE£a£F£E GpA Ak /S ivhich show that BéessttadiaE (0 4 £00 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 teueet th
least, Socrates would have needed some clarificatory note. Yet, he $ays nothing.

8That the Socrates prison example counts as a successful teleologla be
deemed controversi@ne ould object that N & &ndugsindEorderingverythingr that
his actions only involve what he thinks is best and not adhadligbest. However, this
Noe3aada&kNp U0A£EAOHAL Bple daBARAKkAEAGadAARIkDPG O
lowing lines (see at 98c1 and at 97c7) suggest a weaker reading
N £ agaldAamski{PiCa & £ AgalAZy aANpadaapcleaty k PG Aanié
Hia b p a ¢ a & Aegxkwpuld raguire & Phat i not irkifle GreeRpncern-
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Finally, given that the traditional reading leaves the general views of the Atlas
theories unchallengedhcrates fails to reject the Atlas theories. Thus, hetdoes
have enough 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 &eledlogiéalBeeuNtipf its pipdity k A
ter than a simpler, noeleologicagccount of the workings of the costafy
AIGNDGGA Aa U EEOHA &glae 4NEAAUREHMfar,£da GAaNGNG/
it seems its success is limited to the human sphere?

* £ AN /EU 4 | pjetisubaia tefaccoartids aatiial Nehomena
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 " &Gl /AL ®gthd thékMias Al offer & Motk géizeral kpermanent,
and tight account of generation and destruction, which will provide stable
DPNAGaAGa UpA OpkoaldAiG aanGupuekNpA Ak &§
In the traditional reading of the pas$myesver, Socrates 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 threstold. all, it is a
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 each thing, the
whole or both. We get no indication about for whom it is best, or if the ordering is the
bestsimplidier. Another way to resist the prison example as a successful teleological
is to argue that in 97¢ Socrates is only referring to a concretmusmmndiciot to

the universal concept, which would apply to all typessofhis is not an uncommon
interpretationSee D. Bosto(:1986).43 D. Sed@p07)88 and A. Mas¢R013)How-
agaé AagNGULAA 4aUAkpG ®ga *<aase kp &gk A AGA
nousas the thing responsible for his staying in prison is someratabpf #et, the text
does not present hunmawusn this way at all.

YIn fact, the Atlas theories do not need to be completely free from teleology, only from
the type of teleology proposed by Socrates. A teleology based on order or functions that do
nottld P ek Np &ga UUGapeae £ kpeapaekNpAE HIA 24 ANHNI
different senses of teleology in this context, see M. M.(RRABHE593

“0One might objethat sincehe Atlas theorists made the same mistake that Anaxag-
oras didfrom the start we know that these theories cannot be the source of the
knowledge that Socrates is looking liereforethere is no need for him to reject their
hope of finding a stronger Atlas. Reading the text in this way, however, cannot account
for99c3¥6. 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 Eaifinere would be no need to describe them
any further.
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the good and binding, which they take, in turn, as eetérecice to the form 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, ircigt&»may be changing 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 FNa&eGa £ AahatithgPiaéibormh ar¢iisGdd A£Gk PG 4 4
as adequate  of generation when that is clearly 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 instance, teNNA GpDA okpAkpG AFaarAk HNAA n Gl DAk
teleologicalnous(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 Aristotfé, relies on the fdetched assumption that
at 99d1 is aetor 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 this 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 of the Greek text. Then, | explain how in my proposal, Socrates
incorporateshe general views of the Atlas theorists into the discussion. Finally, |
aanGlikp 9gNA HA 4a0AkpG ANAAE O oa®®add 3No
Ne3ada&kNpAL UpA Nnap£ paA Ak&dadaakNpAE ANA ¢

A Reference to the MisgiAtlas

Consider the possibility that refers back, not the teleologicgbut

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

®gk £ AUA ANGAlUeak AUIAE ®glue ga ANDGA gl
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 teleology at all, but rather is conceding the counterfactual that if the Atlas

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

2SeeArist.Gen. cor2.9335b917, 183 M_etaph 1.991bMD, see also 13.5, 1080a.
20 8k feN&Ga A 4alAkpG kA& pN_a'e k Hoh N &EFk 0 G4 N4& a
®gad HNAE® d9liakeaeliosCGa ' N &PhaedcAcd) ABargsdE?) N/AE " 4k A£&N
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from them. But since that has not happened, and Socrates has not been able to
find a stronger than the teleological one, that door remains closed.

Theproposal offers somevatages 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,ware 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 mean that the original formulation of
teleology is implied throughout therergectiors®

| shall come back to the last point later, bundirseé that nothing really pre-
vents my proposed reading of the GreetaKing as a reference to
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 referamy 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 better sense

that Socrates refers to the knowlefithee AAtlas, 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 definitive answer for the generation andtidestif 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 to explain why the earth stays in its plagesBwvel and striking that
they are explicitly unpersuaded and uninterested on teleologiead its divine

% 0ne might wonder how this interpretasibs within the discussion of the mean-
ing of ®&UpAEGL®RAA gada UAE AaaNpA ELkGkpG
mean either secotiiést method of inquiry or an answer to theof generation and
destruction or both. But it has aBoabp &l DA P &N HAaup AFaaNpA U &
negative connotation (or sectmadt, only ironically). For a recent discussion and rele-
vant literature, see H. H. Ber{@0i5hap. 41 would argue that my reading of T1 is
compatible with both translat® 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 generation and corruption, which consists of connectlng the teleologlcal agent with its
deeds. Thenthediee AUk GkpG ANGGA osa 4NaAlUa&d A Ul esead HN &
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
See, for example U e ]
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source, while believing that they will be eventually able to provide bettéf linswers.
they could deliver their promise, it wouldrbenarkable 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 is open to learn from such remarkable kigeviteat 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 reconstructeallas/s:
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 to believe that the good and binding
(i.e,nous trulybinds and holds things together (iv; ®c5
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 nowhimktdhis 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 divine force, then ei-
ther a vortex surrounding the earth kieepsler the heavensair is under 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 best place] to hold everything together, them etihtex 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 keeps it under the heav-
ens omir is under the earls a base as if the earth were a flat kneadigiy
(MPfrom a, and e).

“Commentators usually suggest Empedocles and Anaxagoras as the possible authors
of the Atlas theories (Ari€ael300b23, 295a91, 294b113. 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 supportibif56A88DK59B9; DK59A57;
DK59A12; but 98K59A4R However, if 9961s taken intaccountthe most plausible
da/Fadapaa iNdbeg36h R6ZLRTBBY B6RMD, 2629, and, indirectly,
to some of the views ridiculed there, perhaps those of Diogenes of Bp@ibhl®H4
and B8; Simph Phys153, 120 and Archelaus Athens DK60A1 and AlBiowevet,
AKkGG Galiva ®ga AkAFIQAAKND NAE 1Gli&N £ ANQ&EaAL
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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 cosmos than the one 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 theories just point out that
there are not sufficient reasons to accept teleologic&lAccording to this re-
construction, Socrates has the burden of proof. The thanghadseiming prem-
ise (a) can be understood as an abduction:

Observatiohere is order in the universe.

Hypothesig\ noreleological Atlas explains this order.

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

ConclusiorA noreleological Atlas best explains the order in the universe.

Therefore, assuming (a) is reasonable.

If this is the scenario, Socrates needs a agunteznt to discredit and reject
the Atlas theories and their hope. However, nothing he has said up to 99c¢5 offers this.
Luckily, (wi) can be readas | have proposeas a rejectlon of this hopio-
&k aa gNAasaé @& U & 4 Khatéhé AblasABeorisisdvey GU k D& &
not yet found their Atlas. Their main argumeftwarks just by assuming they
might find it, something that seems reasonable given the dialectical context. Moreo-
g aé ANG&AlUea Lk NAp giNexgaot oABkhpMak pcc &4 Ga NG N
tions but also natural phenomena) could be accused of the same problem. Thus,
when Socrates says that he was deprived of the Atlas, unable to find it himself or

®50DApP kp @®ygkA£E AUA gNAadsah Npa HIUA ANpA3:
108e4109a7s notenough to reject the Atlas theorleBl & 4 U s athere (bagpddoh a
"plakHipAald £ sed LKkCablk1&ED5HE=0K1 PR @sHipp.
Refl.6.37=DK12A1i% presented as more economical than the one offered by the Atlas
theories, since it seems to require fewer elemexfdaim 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 doémake 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 defend premisavig)jeover, 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 teleological interpretation of the passage, however, see D. Sed|é%.(1989) 364
Platq the equipoise argument is also fourd 62d1263a2. 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 to reject (a) is de-
feasible (someone can come and find the Atlas after all), he concedes the counterfac-
tual: he would gladly become the student of anyone who possesseddge kihowl
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 research progrtummhe aishful
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 previouth&estinat 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 Socrates founddhgeneration
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 hg is
that of generation and destruction, then the second sailing is not about & new stand

2l C

alone &glue AukGAE &N aanGukp GapadliekNp LA

it is the last piece of a puzzle Socrates is putting together andludesious its

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 shfesdtatfered 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 hosv EasREeon

“’The argument against the Atlas theories can be understood as follows: (1) If Socrates is
deprived of thAtlas {;e.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 discover it. (2) Socrates is de-
prived of the Atlas and he is neither able to find it himself nor to learn it fronf3another.
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 continuoustihaptier
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 rightotat ot
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. Baft these
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 generatiomestruc-
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 formghénsecond 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 adtto the following; 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 sti@sas| dismiss 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 pneseor by 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 has not been forgotten is the myth at 107c
115a, which has a teleological structure. For an andligsizas$age, see D. Sedley
(1989)

®Inde, A&AAAAA/AL olaDz &N BegFd kPGapkNOA

¥ Following MS B, which omits  here and in e3. See J. Burnet (1911) 112.

$ICf. 1014b
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thing to answer to n@jsand 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 so10@3e4.**

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 sailing,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 ik st £a & HUA k paNHnN U &k 8 Ga A
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, thidaim thainouss the only

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

eachof those are an , but do not offer a new (Socrates may act justly be-
cause he partakes in justice itself, but he is 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 right. A form cannot be thef 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 participation happens. When he says that only the
beautiful itself makes things beautifaéther by its presence or by commumnion,
in whateveray it indeed happens 6), ond inevitably wonders what exactly
aanGukpAka «ya MAENAW A£ nédasapaa kp AENHA 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 empirical evidence, but they ulti-
mately follow thisrimciple.For a discussion of whether these subtler answers count as
proper /A a /94 arhd.pr AaBailey (2012525
g sap kAE U /ENAHNKASENHED ANA e KEAGDBGAL p&keNp al
struction, and so not the same thing forwbick /£ Al kA &N o M NBE I ®eda £ kA &
tedtonous Ak PG &ga NPNEA Gapaailekdcpmpatpldwititide £24 g8 &k Np
existence of formal, inefficient NA &gk pG £ dgluAlad®ealdk £A2ka A kp C
no reason to think that the NAE GapadlaekNp GpA aNAADH &k Np
teleologicahousas two parts of a singleoaot.
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interpretation he has already given the answer: it depends on the ordering of
teleological agents able to thinkrandify their enviroment.
This still leaves us with a teleological and a formalotice that both answer

&N U Ak £E£Fadapae AgA A@a ek NgdoXx 0pa UpAAa
(Becaus8thoughtXwas the best), whereas the other dnglve eN A @Ja A&k Np £ Gk L

isX, F #Xpartakes AathEitself). However, 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 giveausagiechinks that

that was the best. But this does not explain why she thought a specific action was the
bestThe teleological alonedoes not explain whyusvould choose this ra-

ther than that as the best possible order for something. Orirekrabpuit it in this

AGA */& Npa U /&EDz 8gA AKA ANAGAUG®AL A®i
ANGAURAE 2GNOG e ®glue ®glie AULL £§a o4 L®

danGA 4 04 a # 0@ AgA Np absechrqueshdnA § a
is required for answering the specific question and not something that applies to all

NAE 4Nd&dluxa ks UaxekNpAE 5ga &daiMmps k£ &gl

unpacked, there is an explanatory gap in the answeeeRoticee " plUa i GNA U A&
ophy is of no help with this problem because mentioning the necessary means for
Socrates to stay in prison (bones and sinews) tells us nothing about why he thought
staying was better than any other action within his reach, like ¢ecsiegara

and Boeotia. In other words, why his specific decision was best.

On the other hand, as | have explained, a formal answer explains why any object
with a given characteristic has such a characteristic but cannot explain why a specific
object ha it (or stopped having it) at a given moment and place. But if my reading is
correct, Socrates assumes that to answer why each thing comes 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 philosophesmiteuld 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 explainedaycypation or lack of participation in a specific
form. However, the agent that brought about a specific state of affairs does not need
to know this to succeed. If | want to warm up some water for my coffee, | do not need
to know hotness itself nor etret fire always results in hotness. As an agent, | just
have to believe that fire would warm water here and now, and that having a warm
cup of coffee is the best possible thing to happen within my reach of action. But no-
tice that if | want to fully explavhy my cup is warm now and have a reliable meth-

h ¢
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od to heat things, | need to know that fire always partakes in hotness, and that every-
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 have decided that it was better to condemn me, on account of

that | too have also decided that it is better to sit herentatjisst to stay put and suf-

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

would long have been in Megara or Boeotia, transported by an opinion as to what is best,

k £ * AKkAp & &gk DDz kskmerikhé dty i§pdsdstratiieNhanfi®) /£/Ea &

escape and run away (98@445°

Socrates is not only saying that he stayed because he thought it was 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 case that, if he hadpiaidrihe
(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 ¢hefdugcom
actions, we would have to ask if actions based on such a 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 coridutrefme,
his explanation regarding why he stayed in prison includes 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 oepends
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 whittisemodel also explains the outcome of the

"®ygapkup£kE AaadkEkNp 8gap UADAA &ga Aga
AN&GAURE A ke AaaHAE NoogkNOA &N UpAAdA &5l

possible thing to do, so they did. Notice thatadel is not committed to the idea

that this was objectively the best possible decision. It only requiresuthat 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 whatars of the outcome of their action

can still be explained 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 action a plan that brought injustice

instead. Thus, a unified reading of theof 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 oictapd succeeds in offering a stangal
theory of generation and destruction.
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"FAMILY' AND"GENUSIN THE ARCHAIC ERAANCIENGREECE
SOLONS REFORMS IN THELBIBF FAMILY AND MRRGE

ABSTRACPresent day classical studies witness some sort of renaissance in the study of
reformist activities and the personality oAthenian politician Solon. Solon's laws on
family and marriage are less studied, as are the ideas of the Athenian reformer about
these social institutions. This is due to the lack of evidence on this issue and the com-
plexity of the interpretation of thésgal provisions, which was noted by the ancient
authors themselves. The aim of this work is to review and analyze ancient evidence of
the reforms of Solon, which affected property issues in the field of family and marriage
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AWOMARS RIGHT IS A GODDE SIGHT
THE MEANING AND FUNGN OF THE IMAGE HELEN IN THE POETARRSSPPHO
(IN LIGHT OF RECERAPYROLOGYDISCOVER)ES

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

the basis of 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 vocabuladpofitegats
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ABSTRACT he article discusses the significance of the heritage of Seneca for the genesis

of the philosophical and educational project of Jan Amos Komensky, which he called
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ABSTRACWind as a natural phenomepaswell as the peculiarities of specific winds,
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-
patetics. Winds are studied & A AEsdMéesgBodog(i4l3, 2.4 sq.), Book 26 &frtie
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, finally, in his short (and incomplete)
treatiseOn WindsThe latter work is of special interest not only because it is the only
Peripatetic treatise especially dedicated to winds; as such iaideawiathess of The-
NhgalEedAE nNAEk&kNp Np &ga plaxeoada NAE @ygk£E pli
the one advanced by Aristotle. Having summarized some aspects of this rather neglected
treatise, | try to correlate meteorological information alashatigns offered by The-
ophrastus with contemporary data, especially in the context of the history of.navigation
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MATHEMATICAL ASPE@FSARCHITECTURAL [ESLOGIC JROMANPANTHEON

ABSTRACT he paper tests the methodology of architectural and aphimgesearch 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 thidienensional laser scanning. The sequaactions 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 Roman foot of 0.445 m. A detaitesl @intle 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 could be used to constmighttangle 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 similarity method with a changeair gtale was used

KeywoRrngroportions of Roman Pantheon, laser scan, point cloud, logic of architectural
design reconstruction, roman metrology reconstruction.
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THEHYPOTHETICAMETHOD INPLATQIS A DISCUSSION USRF

ABSTRACT he article formulates a block of problems related to the understanding of the
hypothetical method of Plato, first of alktiteture and direction of argumentation,
whether the hypotheses are aimed at establishing their own truth or the truth of some-
thing else, whether the hypothetical method depends on the success of geometry or vice
versa, whether mathematics uses the matbpdsed by philosophers. The main inter-
pretations of the method are analyzed, the differences between them are shown, and the
positions are reconstructed according to which consensus is established regarding the
method. The hypothetical method was ddatethe specific task of knowing the un-
known, which is also accompanied by some problem, as well as for cases where the un-
known is searched on the basis of a hypothesis, which, in turn, is unprovable, unverifia-
ble and not sedfvident. It is concludedattdiscussions about the hypothetical method
cannot be considered desdl or exhausted, and if we intend to understand how an-
cient epistemology is evolving, we cannot get around the question of the hypothetical
method.

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

ABSTRACTThe authors attempt to expand the view of thé&neelh argument 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 that suctoa comparis
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

*

-014

395396

Vol 141(2@0 2@0
wwwnsuru/classidschole DO110.2805/19983282XR01U-1257266


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm
http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole
mailto:fkorochkin@herzen.spb.ru

25¢

- , Parm 138

' NddaKkxrad

127).

Arist
Metaph 23):

! 102.



/ Vol141(2R0  25¢

15.


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

26(

3 242,



/ Vol 14120 26


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

Vi

Robinsold A. 1966.
BoehmM. 2014.

-66)



= 4 4 4

/

Vol 141(20)

26!

cd

Resp


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

26¢

28al 274

,Parm 138

6 McPherrai999, 551



/ Vol1412R0 26

/| REFERENCES

, 23P42.
- 146.
. 2. :
#NagH : ) dHia £ AaLZkpkek NpE NE $ 0
bounds of scienc&ynthestd1, 3803319.
Forrester+ U HUA /£ 8 HU "AGQoHApD&AE UPA "oGa . Up

134ePhronesis9, 23237.


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

26¢

LewisFrank A. (19y9 1 G AHApk Aa A& Np 4anltédliekNp UpA &ga , |
to Parmenides 138aPhilosophical Studies. An Internationabléar Philoso-
phy in the Analytic Traditg® 103.27.

McPherran U &4 Dz - "p " AGOHER &peirod. NN 4 24U p G
A Journal for Ancient Philosophy and S@eRezognition Remembrance & Re-
ality: New Essays on Plato'sdfp@bgy and Metaphysics,/35

Robinson+ " ) @ HA, inAZ CeGhbbpel, @digAk ek Np £ N £
Gollection diritical EssaysNew York. i
Zuckert$ isega dkpa ) 1 Gl &MNheREviewf U 4 LA Pk A& £

Metaphysicsl, 87906.

In Russian:

Berestov, I. V., Vbt N., Domanp®@. A. (201@naliticheskaya istoriya filosofii: metody
i issledovaniydlovosibirsk.

Karavaeva, S. V. (2014) k Ga o 1Glu&@&Npl ¢ DANp@®aDzEead n Nk /AEDZ
Platonovskij sbornd1242.

Shichalin, Y. A. (201¥)vedeniePlaton. ParmeniBanktPeterburg7 146.



constsharo@mailru

KONSTANTISHAROV
M. V. Lomonosov Moscow State University
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ABSTRACTIN the paperseveral weknown passages from the Epistles of the Apostle

100G UA&a MAegdAkaA @#ygliae AukALad &#£ga ANHADp £ k £AC
cies and contradictory assessmentsnfrasaulindbias and chauvinism in early Chris-

tian preachingto St®& A& na&d ANpU G HKk ANGApDA 594 UQ&ygNa
be interpreted as a continuation of the Corinthian sermons of the Apostle, deliberately

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

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

ple of Aphrodite, sacred prostitution and the exquisitely hedorsficiuaety

KeywoRrnDshe Apostle Paul, early Christian preaching, Corinth, Aphrodite Temple, Aph-
roditeculty a €Z 40 A& A0aAUG naNAEek 2F&k Np
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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
Philopons. 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 Researchl@roject No.

01100778, - aNp &k o0& NA #Aalpaek BH GpA 10 &4k A=k & £

A number of arguments were employed by both sides in the Iconoclastic Contro-
versy, ranging fro8ctriptural arguments, appeal to tradition, and Christological
arguments to epistemological arguments, which were especially pronounced in
the second period, involving not only the issue of circumscription, but also une-
quivocal definition of things and theaming. However, despite the shift in em-
phasis after each argument was countered by the Iconophiles, all arguments of
the Iconoclasts revolved around one main ptiely claimed that the Icono-

ngkGaZgk ANdGAgknnaA ®ga A&NpGpAECap#EA&koRPE

name on the icohs.

'$/E  ®yad $9Ak £#eNGNGkalu G AkGaHHI A£ANH &7

7 # guA HIUAA Gp kaNp UGUpA &aiGGaA ke $

man, therefore the icon is also the icon of God and man, and thereforesdrébeidcum

in a way which seemed fit to his thoughtlessness, the incircumscribable divinity by the
Vol 141(2@0 Vladimir Barano2@0
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The Iconoclastic arguments of the second period can be reconstructed from
the refutation by the Iconophiles, not only presenting the Iconoclastic side for
polemical purposes, but also citing some fragments from Iconoclastic writings,
including thredragmats 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 istei@ understanding the authentic
Iconoclastic epistemological argument:

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 accidds of a concrete being by which it has been separated from those belonging

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.

M& Npa auppN&e Aadksa Npa £ 4iaa N& HUADz Npa
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 impabsithilstito

guish a certain individual by means of some images.

circumscription of the created flesh, or confused that unconfused union, falling into the
GUAGAAA Ua®e NA aANpAGAKND $ Hpanie obthpdalddlyd & a
a0GGaA kHUGaAEAE ANa£Z pN& gluga AN
NAE $gak fFEe PNA NA @&ga " nlbyEsSeealde P@rréh NN £ &g a 0
cephorusRefutatio et inversibl (ed. Featherstod@7,121.45), 66 (Ibid., 108.28), 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 graents which were

identified by Gouillard (Evdokimo2a]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 £ & krdeA ief bidgaphd Kk 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 &£
anos et Eutychianos "pA Npa aup AkAaNgaad ®gluae &£Jk

lationships with things of the same species in varying ways: for iadiseimespich

things of like species are joined with things of different épecies , 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 theigtarguished from each other but joined

to things of other species by number, and they are joined to each other but distinguished
from things of other species by definjtrans Daley 201745147)
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According to the argument of Pethalohn the Grammarian from this frag-
ment, the precise and unique identification 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 thieabasigue set of
gk £ aglUAlaeaik Fxk i £ U/E segle naldAENp £ nG
duct). Moreover, some visible characteristics which distinguish individuals from
each other within the same species may coincide both for several snalividual
even individuals belonging to different species (like color, shapehiletdhe
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 the set ot oeatiaxt
characteristics can be different without aﬁectlng the accuracy of the result (that
k /£ ®#ga UnNAxeGa 1a®aéd aup o-a aguauaaeaéké
three tind /&£ NA UA& &ga UnNA®&Ga AgN &dkaA e
AA&NApaA sadadal@Aka NAE gkAE GUADz NE A£Elkej |
ANpDaANGA kAapek £kal &k Np UpA @®A0GnA NAE GNHNJ
view, identification of a gen by means of his image is inefficient and therefore
erroneous, resulting 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, thasfgrassage from the
Contra Eunomiuth 4 by Basil of Caesarea immediately comes fdnmtimak
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

adkaekak£ZaA oA +Ngp (&UHHUxk&OAE "/ &ja puH:
types, the copies display the personal features of the visidsental form
( ®gNEA oA Agkadg ke k

g. hookedness, greyness, 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 2007,353The same doctrine appeaestier38

of Basil of Caesarea, which in fact is the treatise of Gregampef difjsentia essen-

tiae et hypostaseos ad Petrum frggde@ourtonnel 9578183). On the authorship, see

Zachhuber 2003, and Maspero et alF20Bidetailed analysis of the passage, see Kalli-

gas 2002 and Biriukov 2016.



VladimirBaranoV Vol 141(2@0 28

substances, postulated by Eunomius, offering instead a contextuahaature of
kpG 4asaiGkpG &«ga AQuGke&eka £ Faap kp
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 designat®do not signify the substances, but rather the distinctive fea-
®RPLak @yl dglUAluaxedadkad =gad kpAkoskAgucG

k

4 N

not cause us to think of his substafté&N A o A EDo fEelipaa * Halup &

strate which the name ifseannot ever signifybut rather the notion of the distin-
guishing 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 frethdaida, the brother of Andrew, the one summoned
from the fishermen 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 sahs&

In addition to the common argument and denial of the role of name in refer-

AkpG &N &ga Hli &2d 4k UG ADo /Exl i 24 Agkag
shown on the representation, the fragment of John Grammaticus and the passage

of BasilhavENHA nU A0 GGaGAE ®ga dlaa NAE +
ANp NA +NpUJ AANH #UAk G A& nthefivian Ga
AANH #a&g AUk A lithe ceffdinkind afeyydiession ofiefSpabds time
with  A£& NH @& § she oRA suGrrbadd &omathe fishermen to the minis-

try of the apostolate /& NH1 &g aof thdirdeefal B ways bfpcdnduct

i

Ng D
Np &

AN&da&gA NAE nllkA£a N4& otiielontidvho beEAuNebf thieg & A4 U G

superiority of his faith was charged wighbtrilding up of the church /& NHI &g a

passage.

However, we may find 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 genielettification on the level of spe-
cies:

However, we cannot even simply and generally 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 motion, by 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.

'0p &ga ©@Kka NAE pluHAL kp #UAkKGCG £ #JaNGCGNGA

°® The method of verbal definition, proposed by PatriarciGdammaticus in the
second fragment as the only means of precise definition of a being as opposed to its pic-
torial representation.

A
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been eabled to be as itiby God the Creator?! Thus, according to logic, the wor-
shippers of the Word cannot call this ctlaiirA & HIN p £&4& N £k ®A FUIN & &0 G
EUA &gle ke kA dadankksad NAE UPA kpeaGGaae U

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 dhit 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 the level of individuals
but also at the level of species. Suaigament 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 to the Eucha-
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 man creates, he imitates in a certain wawtthreaGran 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 body is moved.

14

10Cf. PlatdTimaeu80ab.

Y“Gouillard 1966, 174.

g £ " Ak £&N&GCa Anfessuntidl B3dp@ty i€ ondch iERspidneelkoN P
something in contrast to everything else and sets a thing apart from everything else, for
AalHhGa ®§a nANnRad®A NA HIp UA& U HNA2UIG Gk

TopicaV/, 1, 128b, trahedennick and Forster 1960, 483;
Greek text82.35 $ £ Topicadl, 5, 112a, lbid.,
352.19).
130n the Iconoclastic Eaetstic doctrine, see Gero, 1975 and Baranov 2010.
1Eds. Fernanddzarcos and SaeBadillos 1979, 2@.1
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As with the fragment of John Grammatibagpassage from Theodoret states
that an |mage only renders the external members of the person depicted, but falls
AgNad&e NA 4apAadkpG &#ga nANAA@aMEAL £F£apaa
tionless Agk Ga &ga aA/ap aklity i AoveethdboBEN GG k £ A
Besides the similarity in doctrine, the two passages also expose certain textual
niAiGGaGke 5gaNANda&e £ kanNp k £ aGNAa &N
+Ngp (&0HHI&k&TAE

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 gmasized 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, provides 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 Apollireisosfl In
a fragment quoted in Justiniadp&tter 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@ul and body constitutes one 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 uniondds to the existencetafo movers in Christ: the Word
gk HUEAGAE UDPA $9akAEe £ goOHUDP ANDG "N NGGK

>Cf. another Iconophile response to this doctrine containedettehef the Three
Patriarchs */E Npa Ankea&AL danipte gnd mbtiokidss pid rmta & O @ Fa Kk
Christ too, after he donned his divine humanity, become without life, breath and motion,
a corpse shut in a tomb? Are not the holy relics of the apostles, the martyrs and the saints
lifeless and dead? Well, ought theytthba 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 tirs@tl Gospels lifeless things
and mar-Ull A & & &tinlp 14897, 54; Bpekkaektad5)1®n the mediating
function of the soul of Christ in the Iconoclastic doctrine, see Baranov and Lourie, 2009.
*petit 1987, 280, fr. IX. On the notion of the image of God in man in the Antiochean
tradition, see McLedd899.
"De Animad12ab, Hett 1986,768 On the soul as the mover of the composite, see
De Animdll, 9 11. In Christian sources, the soul of man was defined in terms of move-
ment as early as Theophilos of Antioch (late second cenfdyjutblycunh, 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 intahe€Christ, thus, becoming himself the

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 $jightferent angle, what we have 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 butsiessential 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 thairéheodld
not be considered 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 Iconalasts, besides the doctrinal similarity 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 evidencetfa Council of Saint Sophia in“BEGrthermore,
+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 comparedtas@aperfect image of God in the
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 pasSagBasdnon-
tained in theflorilegiumof 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 irour own potency that we could 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 thatwould not be as on the images 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 strict correspondence 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

substance as the essenca & Ip G _&alUHkpkpG *ya Aa
ARlUDaa "Ak £eN&Ga UAGOAA 2ylie aAAADEAA o
U AadEZkpka&ek Np £oag AadiEkpka&ek NpA (1Aa Gkoap o

genus (and not derivative thingshsas artworks, giving an example of 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 issthestance and form of the body for ani-
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 intEdct 8nd Khiwdeldge G "opa kiDHG
age does 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 &
NA +Ngp (&l HH

@&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 hownsters appear, and gives the answer 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
AonnNAEA ®gad ASAANOPAKDPG UeHNANGga4a Fuk & 4 A
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 impoe upon him: then human nature would 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 natie for nothing therein is against 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 Caesarétomilia | 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-
suminghe generation of one thing is the destruction of affother.

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
Pl a&ePdadli G ANAH  dntal Nuanbeirm@correspgnd to N dB1G
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 dand is incapable
of receiving the suitable natural human form from thétbaslresulting 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 rametrsies of the sixth century that we
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 @i goodéimicist of the
sixth century, Leontius of Byzantilihe 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 dialogu&ents the
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 individual from one another; but those admitted into the concept of the nature
do not mark off the individual, but tell kindof individual from another. Thercha
acteristics of the single individual, then, make it single: those which exist commonly
are not predicated 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 sndévidual
ferred to under the same species.

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

“TransLaceyl993, 16.29; Greek text:d.eVitelli 1887, 201219 | am grateful to
Oleg Nogovitsyn, who pointed out this passage.

2Cf. the statementNitU &2 a * & Np Na Gl Arelnade Hislénvpling G NA ) k
in the virginal womb, He assumed flesh consubstantial with us into his own existence or
hypostasis from her holy and blameless flesh, and condensed and shaped it through the
mediation of the ltNp U0 G UpPA kpxa GGk Gape ANGG

a0\ t Ibid, 66M)9PR @Gnathe

formgiving function of the soul of Christ in respect to his bd&iyreser?011

-
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beings, the characteristics of both [nature and hypostasis] are simple, 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: animalnedfimortal, capable of opposites

by turns (for this is the surest definition of his eséeNiteharacterize his essence,

while shape, color, size, time, place, parents, upbringing, way of life, and all that goes
with them, characterize his hyposta$is.sum of them, they say, cannot hold true

for anyone else, and nevertheless they belong to eremebhisone. And those

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

25

This passage contains all conceptual and verbal pieces of the fragments of
John Grammaticus. Clearly, John Grammaticus excluded the properties of shape,
ANGN4 Ak aa EANH ®ga - aNpakcddgncefit apoHAAD a
would concede to the Iconophile argument that their reproduction of the image
safeguards its validiyMost 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; Greek3t&t1@10.1; d¢feontius 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 Studintirrheticusll, 10 (PG 99,393Ck 4 A n g NA O /E Cark 4 £ - 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-
mentsof John Grammaticus were likely to have belonged to a Christological po-
GaHkaluG &®4alaekhFa Agada e«ga UpegadNnNGNGk
only a part of the wider dyophysite Christology of the IcoRbclasts.

Identification of the Christolodiepistemology of Leontius of Byzantium as a
source of the Iconoclastic doctrine opens a new perspective on Iconoclastic
Christology.He core of the Christological dilemma of the Iconoclasts that repre-
senting Christ on icons introduces either a mixttine ofatures of Christ or
their divisiorfcan be found in the treatentra Nestorianos et Eutychianos
-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 propatistinction 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 Leontius iregersed form. In additiaggveral 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 wité sildstance 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 Aristoéetiznas

Ala@ek NpDU QA aarhNéskivd INDBA kpeda GGaada®e UpPA DDPNAC

and distinctions at the levelgtafologiaand 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 fragment (first fragment of Gouillard; edkkEvoea 2012012, 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 He command that the
icon [the Euchasi 7 # 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 refusaascribe 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.

Desfk 24 e&ga A4l GHAp&UIAA pluegdda NA +Ngp (4
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 of ttherilegiunfor 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 basi&k o4 N 2Ga>* £ ANa x4k pa Ak
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SOURCES OF THE IMABEAPHRODITE IEBMPEDOCLES

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

struction of spacd.ove and Strife, which work in turn, and in due time, replace each other.

It is obvious that love is responsible for unification and creatibostditg for division

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

the image of Aphrodite is not so unambigumusicts as a godiftsman, 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 directly involved in the creation of living beings. We meet her involved

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

from where did she get so many different functions? To answer this question, one should

®P4p &N GCkeadladA ANGgAGAL UoNGe&e "ngadNAkead o N&g
textoff) NHLAA A& anNA GpA )aAkNA £ naNaH aNp Ak Aaad &
pecially the East, neighboring Greece, from where, in the opinion of some scientists, the god-

dess could get into the Mediterranean cultural landscape (most importaatesiadiré

work by Nano Marinatos), to study archaeological data and findings related to Aphrodite.
5U0DkpG kpaeN U(A4daNgpe &HNAANAGAAL kpwdbdake &N oG
the later orphic tradition. At the same time, in orgeotect 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 of Aphrodite as she is presented in Empedocles

KeywornEmpedocles, Aphrodite, Ancient IGeggc poetry, Homer, Hesiod, Herodotus,
Near East goddesses, religious practice, archaeological data on Aphrodite
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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 present publication contains aagollection
Falipe ANaNGAUNgkA asokAapaa lUoaNge 14AN&IGNAULAE
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