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19. PARMENIDES [PARM.]

The tradition that goes back to Apollodorus of Athens
gives Parmenides’ floruit as 504/500 BC, which would im-
ply that he was bom ca. 540. Plato asserts that he visited
Athens once at a date that is incompatible with the chro-
nology (see P4}, and he is said, like other philosophers, to
have been invited to act as a legislator. A stela of a statue
discovered at Velia {the ancient Elea), Parmenides’ native
city, claims that he belonged to a family of doctors, the
Ouliads, who were probably connected with the cult of
Apollo Oulios {*Healer of Wounds’). This might be no
more than a legend projected back onto Parmenides by a
guild of doctors who revered him as their heroic founder;
but in any case it is instructive that Parmenides, often
considered in ancient as in modern times to have been a
thinker who neglected research on nature for the sake of
ontology, could have been commemorated on this stela (as
elsewhere in various testimonia) as a natural philosopher
{phusikos).

Parmenides is the author of a single poem in dactylic
hexameters. Tts text was preserved in. its entirety at least
until the time of Simplicius (sixth century AD}, who seems
to have recognized that he was making more probable its
survival, at least in part, by citing large extracts from it.
One hundred sixty-one lines have reached us, the vast
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EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

majority of these thanks to him. We possess almost the
entirety of the introduction (or “proem”), a very large part
(S0 percent, according to Diels) of the first of the two
grand sections announced at the end of this introduction,
and a small fraction (barely 10 percent, again according to
Diels) of the second part. It is probable that the whole
poem did not exceed the length of one of the shorter books
of Homer’s epics, between three hundred and four hun-
dred lines.

The interpretative problems rais ed by this work, which
has played a determining role in the history of Western
philosophy, are of an enormous complexity, because of the
reflection it undertakes on the term ‘to be.” We cannot
discuss these in depth in this introduction any more than
we enter into the problems of interpretation in the other
chapters; but nevertheless in this case some specific indi-
cations are indispensable.

The first twenty-three lines of the poem describe in the
first person a cosmic journey in which a young man is
conveyed on a chariot guided by the daughters of the Sun
to the place where the gates of Day and Night are located
(cf. COSM. T8-T9). Once he has entered into a palace—
doubtless that of the Night—he is welcomed by an anony-
mous goddess who displays her benevolence to him by
instructing him in “everything,” namely, “the truth” (the
doctrine of being and its attributes that constitute the first
part of the poem) and “the opinions of mortals” (the cos-
mology and physiology that make up its second part).

The goddess distinguishes between two “roads of in-
vestigation,” “is” and “is not,” of which the latter is im-
mediately discarded. There is considerable disagreement

PARMENIDES

about the possible subject of this “is,” and this has implica-
tions for the translation. One often finds translators and
commentztors supplying either “being” or “this” or “it”
{scil. that which is at issue). The interpretation that we
have adopted goes back to G. Calogero: it preserves the
initial indeterminacy of the verb ‘to be’ conjugated in the
third person {“is”} and accepts that the analysis of the
predicates that are suitable for this verbal form gradually
leads to the determination of its subject (“what is,” “a be-
ing”). But this proposal has its own difficulties, and it is
not the only one possible. As for the discussion regarding
the meaning of the verb ‘to be’ in Parmenides, it is doubt-
less futile to try to determine, in the wake of scholarship
of an analytic inspiration, whether it is existential or pred-
icative or veridical. Parmenides’ usage is likely to have
been underdetermined, since, as Eudemus already re-
marked (R530), the idea of a plurality of meanings of the
term ‘to be’ did not appear before Plato.

The course of the road of truth culminates in the cel-
ebrated comparison of being, at the conelusion of its de-
termination, with a “well-rounded ball” that condenses
within itself the totality of its predicates. Situated at the
intersection between “the truth,” of which this is the final
statement, and “the opinions of mortals,” which it an-
nounces by its visualizable character, this phrase consti-
tutes at the same time a border and a transition between
two discourses that differ both in their ontological presup-
positions and in their pretention to truth. According to the
interpretation of the term eoikote in D8.65—that is the
most plausible one (despite its Platonic connotations)—
the world is the “resemblance” of being,
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Although we possess only few verses originally belong-
ing to the second part of the poem, two programmatic
passages (D8, D9) and the doxographic reports give us a
fairly precise idea of its contents. This part was in any case
Parmenides’ attempt to improve on his predecessors” at-
tempts to explain the world. His starting point is consti-
tuted by two prineiples, which he calls “forms” {(morphai),
Fire (or Light) and Night, which mortals are said to have
posited (this implies a certain arbitrariness). Each prin-
ciple is in a relation of identity to itself, in the image of
being, but it is also opposed to the other one: the fire of
day is mild and light, the night is dense and heavy. Their
mixture, out of which the world has progressively issued,
is the work of a divinity with a demiurgic function. The
domain covered by the explanations given was broad,
reaching from the pature of the stars and their trajectories
to the reproduction of living beings. It is understandable
that antiquity could have considered Parmenides as a
full-fledged “natural philosopher,” despite the Platonic-
Aristotelian tendency to consider only the first part of his
poem and to treat his cosmophysiology as being at best
secondary. It is true that Parmenides’ immediate disciples,
Zeno and Melissus, renounced all explanation bearing on
the world, which they considered simply inconsequential
from the point of view of the doctrine of being.

In the case of Parmenides, the major interpretative tradi-
tions, most often determined by Plato and Aristotle, are
passed along from one author to another, so that a purely
chronological arrangement of the R section would not
only have resulted in many repetitions but would also have
given a false impression about a distinctive characteristic
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of that very reception: the recurrence of similar state-
ments is, as it were, the counterpart of the indelible mark
that Parmenides left on Greek thought. In this chapter, as
in certain other ones that present analogous characteris-
tics in this regard (this is especially the case for the Atom-
ists and the Pythagoreans), we have treated the material
with resolute selectiveness and have organized it themati-

cally.
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PARMENIDES [28 DK]

P
Chronology (P1-P4)

P1 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.23 (Apo]lod. FGrHist 244 F341)
Hrpele 88 wora v évdrmy kel ooy "Olvp-
ﬂ'uiaa,.

P2 (cf. Al11) Eus. Chron.

a Hier. Chron., p. 111.21-22

[ad Ol 81 = 456/52] Empedocles et Parmenides physici
philosophi notissimi habentur.

b Chron. Pasch., p. 306.3

[ad Ol 80.3 = 458/7] ‘Eunedorhijs kei llapueridns du-
ool Pihdaodor éyrwpilovro.
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P
Chronology (P1-P4)

P1 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

He was in his maturity during the 69th Olympiad [=
504/5001,

P2 (cf. A11) Euscbius, Chronicle
a Jerome, Chronicle

[Ol. 81 = 456/52] Empedocles and Parmenides, natural
philosopher, are considered very well known.

b Chronicon Paschale

[Ol. 80.3 = 458/7] Empedocles and Parmenides, natural
philosophers, were well known.

15
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P3 (cf. All) Fus. Chion.
a Hier. Chron., p. 114.7-10

[ad Ol. 86.1 = 436/5] Democritus Abderites et Empedocles
et Hippocrates medicus Gorgias Hippiasque et Prodicus
et Zeno et Parmenides philosophi insignes habentur.

b {# DK) Cyrill. Alex, ful. 1.15

[OL 86 = 436/32] dySonkoorfi €ty 'Olvpmdde yevé-
ofar dagi tov ABSnpirny Anudkpurov, Bureboxhéa
re kot Tamoxpdryy, xai Tpédikor, Znjvwre kal Hap-
pevidny.,

P4 (< AB)
a Plat. Parm. 127a—c

[KE.] &bn 8¢ 85 6 Avripdy Méyew Tov [Tufédwpor Ot
depticotvré mwore eis Havathjvaia T6 peydha Znvov Te
kot Tappevidys. rov pév ody Iappevidny eb pdia
#0n wpeaBirny elvas, opédpa mohdy, kahdv 8¢ kdya-
Gov iy S, wept & pdhioro mévte kal éfvkovras
Zajpave, 8¢ éyyds Tév TerTapdkovra Tére elvar[. . . of.
P12a] Zwxpdr 8¢ elvar Tére apdbpa véow.

b Athen. Deipn. 11.113 505F

Hapuevidy pev yip kol é\felv eis Aéyovs 70w Tob)
H\drwvos Swrpdryr udéhis 7 Hhikia ovyxwpel, ovy
ws xal TowvTous emety 4 drobows Adyovs [ . . =

P12¢].
16
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P3 (cf. Al1) Eusebius, Chronicle

a Jerome, Chronicle

[OL 86.1 = 436/5] Democritus of Abdera, Empedocles,
Hippocrates the doctor, Gorgias and Hippias, Prodicus,
Zeno, and Parmenides are considered famous philoso-

phers.

b (7 DK) Cyril of Alexandria, Against Julian

They say that Democritus of Abdera, Empedocles and
Hippocrates, and Prodicus, Zeno, and Parmenides were
alive in the 86th Olympiad [= 436/32].

P4 (< A5)
a Plato, Parmenides

[Cephalus:] Antiphon reported that Pythodorus had said
that Zeno and Parmenides once came to the Great Pana-
thenaic festival; and that Parmenides was already quite
old, with very white hair, but was a fine man to look upon,
around sixty-five years old, while Zeno was near forty at
that time [. . .]; Socrates was very young at the time.!

1In 454, Socrates was sixteen years old; this date would be
compatible with Jerome’s chronology (cf. P2a) if we suppose that
Parmenides was born around 520 (cf. also P3a). The Apollodoran
tradition represented by P1 presupposes instead a date of birth
around 540, which would make this meeting impossible.

b Athenaeus, Deipnosophists

His age scarcely permits Plato’s Socrates to have con-
versed with Parmenides, let alone to have said or heard
such speeches .. .]. -

17
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Family
See P8, P23a

Philosophical Lineages (P5-F11)
Xenophanes or Anaximander? (P5-P7)

P3 (> AB) Arist. Metaph. A5 986b21-22

Eevoddims 8¢ mpdros rodrov évicos (6 vap Mappevi-
dns rodrov héyerar walnris) .. 1.

1 gabyris E: yevéofar pafnris A

P6
a (¢ Al) Diog. Laert. 9.21

Bevogdvovs 8¢ Sujxovael Tappevidns ipyros Fhed-
™ (voliror @edpacros év m Emroufj [Frag 227D
FHS&G] Avafiypdrdpov dnoiv dxodoor).

1 Hevopdvovs 8¢ Buijrovoe ut huic loco alienum secl.
Dorandi

b {< A2) Suda 11675

Tapuevidns Mbpnyros "Bhedrns duhdoodos, uabnris
yeyovas Hevoddrove ot Kohodwriov, s 8¢ Beddpa-
aros [of. app. Frag, 227D FHS&G] Avafiudrdpov Tob
Mgoiov [.. .].

18
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Family
See P8, P23a

Phslosophical Lineages (P5-P11)
Xenophanes or Anaximander? (P5-P7)

P5 (> A6) Aristotle, Metaphysics

[. . .] Xenophanes, the first of those [scil. together with
Parmenides and Melissus] to have taught the One (for
Parmenides is said to have been his pupil) [. . .] [ef. XEN.

Pé
a (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

Parmenides of Elea, son of Pyres, studied with Xeno-
phanes (Theophrastus says in his Epitome that he [i.e.
probably Parmenides] studied with Anaximander).

b {¢ A2) Suda

Parmenides of Elea, son of Pyres, philosopher, was a dis-
ciple of Xenophanes of Colophon, but, as Theophrastus
says, of Anaximander of Miletus.!

1 The word order in P6a suggests that ‘he’ there should refer
to Parmenides, and this is how the Suda understands it. Many
scholars have doubted that Theophrastus could have said that
Parmenides studied with Anaximander and therefore refer he’ to
Xenophanes; but there are other cases of claims for intellectual
affiliation that are impossible chronologically. T. Dorandi, Elen-
chos 30 (2009): 34753, on the basis of a reexamination of the
mss., suggests that the words “studied with Xenophanes' do not
belong here,

19
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P7 {< A7) Alex. In Metaph., p. 31.7-9

mept Mappevidov kal s 8ééns airod kol Beddpa-
aoros év 1§ wpare llepl TV Puowmdy ovrws Aéye
[Frag. 227C FHS&G] “rovrw 8¢ émvyerduevos Ilapuevi-
dns ldpnros 6 'Ehedrys™ (Méyer 8& Bevoddrmr) [.. 1.

1 ket post 8¢ del, Diels
Ametnias and the Pythagoreans (P8-P11)

P8 (¢ Al) Diog. Laert. 9.21

Guws & oty dxoloas kai Hevoddrovs ob jrohotihy-

3~ > A 8\ N3 I I 1 -~
eV QUTQ. GKOLVCUVT‘]O’E € Kol A’J’.ELVL!} ALOX!IPTU. T .

Hufayopuxi [PYTH. b T35], éis édn Zowriory [Frag 27
Wehili], dvdpi wévnri wév, kard 8¢ xal dyefd. @ xal
péMhov Arohovfinoe kol dmofurdrros Hpor iDpi-
oaro yévovs Te vwapywy Aeumpod kel whovTov, kal
O Apewiov AN oly Ym0 Bevoddrovs els fovyiar
TPOETPATT).

1 Aroydpra Bechtel: ioyairy BP: kai Siwoxérn F: Awyaira
Diels, alii alia

P9 (< A12) Strab. 6.1.1

[.. .]oi 8¢ viv "Eréar dvopdlovow- € fs Mapuevins
weid Zipow éyévovro, dvdpes Mufaydpeon [. . . = P21].

20
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P7 (< A7) Alexander of Aphrodisias, Commentary on Ar-
istotle’s Metaphysics

About Parmenides and his opinion Theophrastus too, in
the first book of his On Physics, speaks as follows: “Par-
menides of Elea, son of Pyres, who came after him,” (he
means Xenophanes) [. . .].

Ameinias and the Pythagoreans (P8-P11)

P8 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Although he studied with Xenophanes too, nonetheless he
did not follow him. But as Sotion says, he also associated
with Ameinias the Pythagorean, son of Diochartas, a poor
man but of a noble character (kalos kegathos). It was this
man that he preferred to follow, and when he died he
founded a heroic shrine for him, as he was of noble birth
and wealth, and it was by Ameinias, and not by Xeno-
phanes, that he was guided toward tranquility.

P9 (< Al2) Strabo, Geography

[. . .] people now call {scil. this city] Elea; it is from here
that Parmenides and Zeno came, Pythagorean men.

21
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P10 (< Ad) Procl. In Parm., p. 619.5-8

[.. .] 8ddorahos uéy 6 Tlapueridys dv, pabyrys 8¢ o
Zojveww, “Bledros O¢ dpdo, kel ob tolro uévov, dANd
kai Tob ITufayopikol Sibaoxaleiov uerohefBdvre,
kafdmep wov ral 6 Nukdpayos! ioropnoer.

1 Nucdpayos Zg: Kahhipaxos A

P11 (< 58.A) Tambl. VP 267
"Ehedrns Tapuevidns

Influences, Disciples, Lovers (P12-P19)

P12 (< AS5)

a Plat, Parm. 127b

[KE][.. .| Zajvova[. . . cf. P4], ebuiry B¢ kel xapierra
idely, kai Myeofar oirdv mabikd Tob Iapuevidov
yeyovévad.

b Diog. Laert. 9.25

6 0% Zojpwv Swaxnroe Hapuevibov kol yéyover aidTod
moudikd.

22
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P10 (< Ad) Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Parmenides

. [...] Parmenides being the teacher, and Zeno his disciple,

both of them from Elea, and not only this, but also both
having taken part in the Pythagorean teaching, as Nicoma-
chus [scil. of Gerasa] has reported somewhere.

P11 {< 58.A) lamblichus, Life of Pythagoras
From Elea: Parmenides [ef. PYTH. b T30 [4]].

See also R66-RTO

Influences, Disciples, Lovers (P12-P19)

P12 (< AB)
a Plato, Parmenides

[Cephalus:] Zeno was {. . . cf. P4] tall and attractive in
appearance, and it was said that he had been Parmenides’
beloved.

b Diogenes Laertius
Zeno studied with Parmenides and became his beloved.

23
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¢ Athen. Deipn. 11.113 505F

[...=P4b] 70 8¢ mdrrwv oyerhvrarov! kal T elwety

obdeuds watemeryolons xpelas dri moudikd yeydvo
-~ s rd < Is 3 o)

toi} Lappevidov Zajrov 6 mohirys avrod.

L gxerAiirepor ms., corr, Musurus

P13 (¢ 31 A2) Suda E.1002

Hrpodoare 8¢ mpdrov HappeviBov, obrwos, &s dnou
lopdvpios év 7§ Puhooddy iorople [Frag. 208F
Smith], kai éyévero maibixd.

P14 (A9) Diog. Laert. 8.55

6 8¢ @eddpacros Iapueridov ¢moi [Frag. 227B
FHS&G] {npharip adrév yevéofa kai ppmriy év Tols
worjuact kel yip éxetrov év émeat Tov Tlept dioews
éeveyreiy Moyor.

P15 (# DK) Diog. Laert. 8.56

Arkibdpas 8 év 7§ Duowd ¢mo [Frag. 8 Avezzi]
KaTd ToUs alrovs ypdvovs Zirowvae kal ‘Eumedoxhéa
axovoar opueriov [, . .].

P16 (< A3) Diog, Laert, 2.3

Avebipéons [ . ] Mikvioros frovoer Avalyudedpov.

oy Be kol Hapuevidov daciv droboar adrdv.!

24

PARMENIDES

¢ Athenaeus, Deipnosophists

[. ..] the most shameful thing of all is that he [i.e. Plato]
says, without being compelled by any necessity, that Par-
menides’ fellow citizen Zeno was his beloved.

P13 (< 31 A2) Suda

He [i.e. Empedocles] studied with Parmenides first, of
whom, as Porphyry says in his Philosophical History, he
also became the beloved.

P14 (A9) Diogenes Laertius

Theophrastus says that he [i.e. Empedocles] became Par-
menides’ rival and imitator in his poems; for he too pub-
lished his text On Nature in verse.

P15 (# DK) Diogenes Laertius

Alcidamas in his On Nature says that Zeno and Empedo-
cles studied with Parmenides at the same time [, . .].

P16 (< A3) Diogenes Laertius

Anaximenss [. . .] from Miletus studied with Anaximander;
some say that he also studied with Parmenides.!

1 This indication has no chronological value; cf. n. 1 at ANAX-
IMEN. P1,

1 &mos . . . adrdw secl. Marcovich ut gloss. ex 9.21 (Iappuevi-
dnw et adrol corr. Marcovich ex Volkmann)
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P17 (< 30 Al} Diog. Laert. 9.24

Y L4 2
otros firovoe HapueriSov.

P18 {< A8) Simpl. In Phys., p. 28. 4—6( Theophr. Frag,
229 FIIS&G)

Aetkvrmos 8¢ 6 Eledtns 1 Mihjoros {dudorépus
vip Aéyeras mept wirol) kowwwicas Tapueridy s
dihocodias, o0 ™y obriy éBdduwre Ilapueridy wxal
Ssvoddver wept TV dvrov 686w, dAN o5 Soxet Ty
évortiow [. . . = ATOM. D32].

P19 (# DK) Anon. Proleg. in Plat. Philos. 1.3.15

époirnoe 8¢ ket Kparihg 70 Hparherely xai ‘Eppo-
véveld 1§ Iappemdelo, ra Hpaxhelrov xai Happevi-
dov Sdyuara padey Bovhduevos.

1 ‘Eppoyéve: coni. Westermann: ‘Epuinmg ms.

Parmenides as the Legislator of Elea (P20-FP22)

P20 (< Al) Diog, Laert. 9.23

Méveras 8¢ kal véuovs Oetvar Tols mohiraus, ds dnot
Smebourmos év T Lept duhoorddar [Frag. 3 Tardn].

P21 (< Al2) Strab. 6.1.1

[...=PO] Sokel 8¢ wor xat By éxetvovs kai &rv wpdre-
pov etvounBiveas[. . ]
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P17 (< 30 Al) Diogenes Laertius
He [i.e. Melissus] studied with Parmenides.

P18 (< A8) Theophrastus in Slmphclus Commentary on
Aristotle’s Physics

Leucippus, from Elea or Miletus (for hoth are reported
for him), after having shared in Parmenides’ philosophy,
did not follow the same road as Parmenides and Xeno-
phanes regarding the things that exist, but the opposite

one, as it seems [, . .].

P19 (# DK) Anonymous, Life of Plato

He [i.e. Plato] spent time with Cratylus, Heraclitus” dis-
ciple, and Hermogenes, Parmenides’ disciple, since he
wanted to learn the doctrines of Heraclitus and Par-
menides.

Parmenides as the Legislator of Elea (P20-P22)

P20 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

And he is said to have established laws for his fellow citi-
zens, as Speusippus says in his On Philosophers.

P21 (< Al2} Strabo, Geography

[. . .]it [ie. Elea] seems to me to have had good laws
both because of these men [scil. Parmenides and Zeno, cf.
ZEN. P13-P16] and also even earlier [, . .]
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P22 (A12) Plut. Adp. Col. 32 1126A-B

Mapuervidns 8¢ iy éavrod maTpiBe Biexdopmoe vi-
pows dptorows, Gore Tas doxds kel ékaoTov éviaurov
> - AY 4 3 -~ - A s
éfoproby Tods moliTas éuuevely Tois llappevidov vd-
poLs.

Statue and Iconography (P23)

P23 (# DK) SEG XXXVIII 1020
a

ITA[P|IMENEIAHZ IITPHTOZ
OTAIAAHZ ®TZIKOX
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P22 {A12) Plutarch, Against Colotes

Parmenides put his country in order by means of optimal
laws, so that the citizens make the magistrates swear an
oath every year that they will respect Parmenides’ laws.

Statue and Iconography (P23)

P23 (= DK)

a Stela of a headless statue found at Elea, dated after ca.
AD 50

Parmenides, son of Pyres,
Of the family of the Quliads, natural philosopher?

1The Quliads of Elea seem to have been a caste of healers
and priests of Apollo {oulios is an epithet of Apollo in his quality
as healer), and they may have revered Parmenides {(who was rep-
resented by the statue on the base of which this inseription was
written, found in the ruins of their building at Elea) as their he-
roic patron and presumed ancestor. But it should be noted that
Ouliadés is a widely distributed personal name in ancient Greek
(ef. LGPN 1335, 2,335, 5A.351, 5B.335-36), and the implications
of this inscription remain uncertain.

b cf. Koch, “Ikonographie,” in Flashar, Bremer, Rech-
enauer (2013), 11, p. 222.
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D
Only One Treatise {D1)
D1 (< A13) Diog, Laert. 116
oi 8¢ dvo. & ouyypdavres! [.. .1 apuevidys [, . .].
1 quyypdipavres BE, yp. F: odyypappa F
Poetical Form (D2)

D2 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.22

kel avros 8¢ Sud momudrer dihocodet, kaldmep
‘Hoio86s Te kal Eevopdins kai "BumeSorhis.

The Traditiondl Title (D3)

D3 (< Al4) Simpl. In Cael., p. 556.25-26

[.. ] Hepi Pvoews éméypodhor To cvyypdupara rel

Méooos kat Mapperidys [, ] [cf. MEL. D1b].
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D
Only One Treatise (DI)
D1 {¢ A13) Diogenes Laertins

I...] others, who wraote only one treatise: [. . .] Parmenides

!

Poetical Form (D2)

D2 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

He too expresses his philosophy in verse, like Hesiod,
Xenophanes, and Empedocles.

The Traditional Title (D3)

D3 (< Al4) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s On the
Heavens

[...] Both Melissus and Parmenides entitled their treatises
On Nature [. . ] [ef. MEL. D1b].

See also ALCM. D2
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The Proem of the Poem (D4)

D4 (B1) v. 1-30: Sext. Emp. Adv. Math. 7.111 (et al.); v.
28-32: Simpl. In Cael.,, pp. 557.25-538.2 (et al.)

3 I ~ ~ M / s ~
évapydueros yobv ol Ilepl pioews ypdder Tobrow
TOV Tpdmor:
o ’ s Iy PRFTIRY .\
tmmor Tal ue Pépovow, Soor 7 émi Buuds
ixdvot,
mwéumov émel w és 680v Bhoar molidnpov
dyovaat
Satpovos, 7 xard mdvr’ dorn dépe elbira
bora
TH depdumr Tf ydp pe modidpactor dépor
irmos
of z ~ 3] ES\ L P4
dppa riratvovoas, kobpas 8 688y Hyepdvevor,
P > 3 ’ o ) S g
déav & & yvolpow (e alpryyoes diriy
3 ’ ~ hY 3 s -~
alféuevos {Sotols yap émeiyero Swwrolow
4 5 I o s rd
kUklots dudorépwler), dre omepyolaro mépmey
‘HMdbes xobpar, mpohmoioar Sduara Nvkrds
eis Pdos, doduevar kpdrwy dmo yepati
kaAdaTpas.
3 wdwr* dory (falso) legit Mutschmann: wavrary (cum variis
accentibus) mss.: alii aliter 6 xvoinowr la Diels post

Karsten: ywoinoun N: yvorjow LEABVR 10 kpdrwv
Mullach post Karsten: xparepdy mss.
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The Proem of the Poem {D4)

D4 (B1) Sextus Empiricus, Against the Logicians
At the beginning of his On Nature he writes as follows:

[The journey to the goddess]

The mares that carry me as far as ardor might
go

Were bringing me onward, after having Ied me
and set me down on the divinity’s many-
worded

Road, which carries through all the towns ()
the man who knows.

It was on this road that I was being carried: for
on it the much-knowing horses were carrying
me,

Straining at the chariot, and maidens were
leading the way.

The axle in the naves emitted the whistle of a
flute

As it was heated (for it was pressed hard by two
whirling

Wheels, one on each side), while the maidens of
the Sun

Hastened to bring me, after they had left
behind the palace of Night

Towards the light! and had pushed back the
veils from their heads with their hands.

! Interpreters have often understood “hastened to bring me
. .. toward the light,” not “after they had left behind . . . toward
the light.”

33
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&vfo. wohar Nuwrds e xal "Hpards eloe
keketlav,

kai apas Smépfupor dudis Exe xal Adivos
ov86s-

avral 8 aillépias mhfrrar peydhowt Bupérpos

rév 82 Alkm wolbmowos Exe kAnibas duoBods.

v 8% mapddpevar kodpar pakakotor Adyoirw

meloay émuppadéos, ds odw Balovetov oxije

dmrepéws doee muhéor dmos tal 8¢ Bupérpov

ydow dyavés woinoay dvamrduevar
mohvydikavs

dfovas & opiybw dpoiBaddr clhifacar

véupors xoi wepdvyow dpnpére v pa 8
atvTéay

iGvs Exov kobpar kar’ duafirov dpue xal
{rrovs.

kal pe Oed mpdppwr Vredéfaro, xeipa BE xepi

Sefirepry Ehev, BBe 8 Ewos ddro ral pe
mpacyida:

& koDp” dfavdrowas curdopos NpibxoTwy,

inmois Tal oe pépovow ixdvwv Hpérepov 88,

14 Afkn Scaliger: 8iinw mss.

R e BT e S ST e

von sk
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That is where the gate of the paths of Night and
Day is,?

And a lintel and a stone threshold hold it on
both sides,

Itself ethereal, it is occupied by great doors,

And much-punishing Justice holds its
alternating keys.

The maidens, cajoling her with gentle words, 15

Wisely persuaded her to thrust quickly back for
them

The bolted bar from the gate. And when it flew
open

It made a gaping absence of the doors, after
rotating in turn

In their sockets the two bronze pivots

Fastened with pegs and rivets, There, through 20
them, :

The maidens guided the chariot and horses
straight along the way.

And the goddess welcomed me graciously, took
my right hand

In her own hand, and spoke these words,
addressing me:

[The beginning of the goddess’ speech]
Young man, companion of deathless charioteers,
you who
Have come to our home by the mares that carry 25
you,

2CE COSM. T8, T9.
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xaip’, émel otity oe polpa xaxy) mwpolmeume
véeafar
w8’ 68év () yap da’ dvlpdmwr éxtds wdrov
éoriv),
dA\G Béus Te Alim Te. xped 8¢ ge mdvTa
r4
mvléoba
Huév Anbeins edmeabéos drpepés drop
#8e Bpordv Béfas, rals otk & mioTis dAnbis,
AN’ € i Tab fhoear, os 7a
unns kol Tabra pabioeas, os
Soxolivra
xpiy Sokiuws civar did mavrds wdvra wepdvra.

29 edmesféos Plut. Adv. Col. 1114D, Clem. Alex. Strom.
5.59.6, Diog, Laert. 9.22; edxvkhéos Simpl.: ebdeyyéos Procl. In
Tim. 2. 105b post v. 30 hab. Sextus D8.2-6a = B7.2-6
D.-K. 32 xpijv DE: xprv A: xp% Karsten TEPBYTL
A; wep dvre DEF

Fragments from the First Part, on Truth, and
Transition to the Second Part (D5-D8)

D5 (B3) Procl. In Parm., p. 708.10-11

—vul-vul-u u|-—f’UV€)V SE’.LLOE E’G"Tl.!),
dmméler dpfopar 60 yap wdlw (Eopas adbes.
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1 greet you [or: Rejoicel]: for it is no evil fate that

has sent you to travel

This road (for indeed it is remote from the
paths of men},

But Right and Justice. It is necessary that you

learn everything,

Both the unshakeable heart of well-convincing

(eupeitheos) truth

And the opinions of mortals, in which there is
no true belief (pistis).

But nonetheless you will learn this too: how
opinions

Would have to be acceptable, forever
penetrating all things (?).2

3 The text of the second half of the line is uncertain.

Fragments from the First Part, on Truth, and
Transition to the Second Part (D5-D8)

D5 (B5) Proclus, Commentary on Flato’s Parmenides

In common, for me, is

The point from which I shall begin: for 1 shall
return there once again later.

37
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D6 (B2, B3)v. 1-8a; Procl. In Tim., 2.105b13-22; v. 3-8a:
Simpl. In Phys., pp. 116.28-117.1 (et al.); v. 8b: Clem.
Alex. Strom. 6.23.3 (et al.)
[B2] el 8 &y éyov épéw, képoar B¢ o uifov
axodoas,
aimep 680l wolvar Sulrnoids eion voijoar
% uév Smos ot Te kal s ovk EoTi i) elvas,
mefods éori kéhevBos (dAnbely yip émndet),
5 % & @s otk Eorw Te Kol Gs Xpedy éuTe i)
elvae,
™y 8 roi ppdlw mavamevléa Epuer drapmov:
otire yap dv yroins 76 ye p1) €ov (ov yap
drvoTéy)
[B3] oiire dpdoais. 70 ydp obrd voely éoriv e kol
elvas.
1dy" éyaw Karsten: dye T7dv mss. 3 &5 Simpl.: om.
Procl. 6 maverevféa Simpl. EF: mapamreiflea Simpl. D:

wovamaléa Procl. P: wepamabée Procl. N 7 dvvoTov
Simpl.: éuxrdy Procl.
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D6 (B2) Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Timaeus (et al.)
+ (B3) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata (et al.).

Well then, as for me, I shall say—and as for you,
have a care for this discourse when youn have
heard it—

What are the only roads of investigation for
thought (noésai):

The one, that “is,” and that it is not possible
that “is not,”

Is the path of conviction (peiths), for it
accompanies trath;

The other, that “is not,” and that it is necessary
that “is not”—

I show you that it is a path that cannot be
inquired into at all.

For you could not know that which is not (for
this is impracticable)

Nor could you show it.

For it is the same, to

think {noein) and also to be.!

L This phrase is transmitted separately from the preceding

lines, but it completes them in meaning and meter, and it is
plausibly attached to them by scholars. For the meaning, cf.
D8.39-41.
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D7 (B6)v.1-2a(. . . éorrw): Simpl. In Fhys., p. 86.27-28;
v. 1b {éore . . .)-9: Simpl. In Phys., p. 117.4-13; v. 8-9a
(. . . radrdr): Simpl. In Phys., p. 78.3-4

T ’ ~ s 3N > » \
xp% T Méyew re voeiv 70 édv Eppevor Eore yap
elvar
5 » a » 4 LI . 4 6
undér & ot oo 76 v éye Pppdleatar
droya.
wpdrys yap o’ 4d’ 680 radrys Silioros
<etpyw>,
atrdp Ererr’ dwd tijs, Hr 8% Bporol eidbres
ov8éy
’ s 3 ”, hY 3 3 -~
wAdrrovrat, dikpovor dunxovin yip év airdv
4 5 4 b V' e by ~
orifecw ifbve whaykrov véor of dé dopoivrar
rwdot duds Tudhol te, Tefmméres, depira Ppiia,
ole 16 méhew Te kal obx elvar TadTow
vevdutorat
3 > s 4 8\ 2. 4 H
kol Tabréy, wdvrev 8¢ makivrpomds éomu
wéhevBos,

1 re Karsten: 76 mss. reov F: 76 8p DE, corr. Brandis
27d v éyor D: 7d ye F: rob éyd E: 7d geed. Ald.: 7d & éya
Bergk 3 o’ mss. optimi: 7 scrips. Cordero cum mss. BC
<elpyw> Diels: <dpfe> Cordero: <dpfw> Nehamas 5 whdr-
rovrar mss.: whdlorrar ed. Ald.
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D7 (B6) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

It is necessary to say and to think that this is
being;! for it is possible that it is,?

While nothing is not: that is exactly what I hid
you to meditate.

For such is the first road of investigation from
which <I keep> you caway>,

But then also from this one,® which mortals who
know nothing

Invent (plattontai),* two-headed [scil. creatures]!
For the helplessness in their

Breast directs their wandering (plankton)
thought; and they are borne along,

Deaf and likewise blind, stupefied, tribes
undecided [or: without judgment],

Who suppose that “this is and is not” [or: that to
be and not to be] is the same

And not the same, and that of all things [or: for
all] the path is backward-turning.’

1 Or else: “It is necessary to say and to think this: that being
[i.e. that which is] is.” Several recent editors accept the transmit-
ted text, translating either “It is necessary to say that this, and to
think that this, is being,” or “Tt is necessary to say this and to think
this, viz. that being is.” 2 Or: “for being is” vel sim. But it
is difficult to suppose that a nonsubstantivized infinitive could
be the subject of a verb. 3 O, adopting other supplements
instead of Diels’: “for such is the first road of investigation [i.e.
the one indicated in lines 1-2a] by which <you [or: I will begin>, /
But then also from this one {scil. corresponding to the latter part
of the poem].” 4 Or: “where mortals .. . wander” 3 Prob-
ably an-allusion to Heraclitus, of. HER. D65, R15.
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D8 (B7 et B8) v. 1-2; Plat, Soph. 237a et 238d; Simpl. In
Phys., pp. 244.1-2, 135.21-22, 143.30-144.1 (et al.}; v. L:
Arist. Metaph. N2 1089a4; v. 2-7a (. . . helmerou): Sext.
Adp. Math. 7.111 (et al.); v. 6b (udwos . . .)-57: Simpl. In
Phys., pp. 145.1-146.25 (et al.); v. 48-50: Plat. Soph. 244e;
v. 55-66: Simpl. In Phys., pp. 38.30-39.9; v. 58-64: Simpl.
In Phys., pp. 30.23-31.2, 180.1-7 (et al.)

ol yap prmore rodro Sapf) elvos ui ébvrar
dANd oD THa® dd® 680D Sulijoios elpye vinua
pnBé & €fos molimerpov 680y kard Tirde
Biiclow _
ropdy dorxowor Sppa kol fxneooar droviry
xai yAdooay, kptrar 8¢ AMye moribnpuw
Eheyyov
&¢ uéber pnlévro. [BS] pdvos & &ru uidbos
68oio
Aetmeras ds Eorw radry 8 érl ofpar’ Eao
wolha pdd’, ms dyévmror éov kol dvdiefpiv
éorTiv, )
oPhov povroyerés te ral drpeuds 78 dréheoror
o18é mor’ fv 008 EoTai, émel viv Eoriw Suod
Tav,
1 rotiro Sauf Ar. E], Simpl. In Phys. p. 135 (E}; p. 143 (DE),
p- 244 (E): 7odr ot Saud (vel rodr” odSaudj vel -7 Plat., Ar. A®,
Simpl. p. 244 (F) 9 oDhov povvoyerés Clem. Alex. Strom.
5.112.2; Simpl. (govoyerés) In Cael. p. 556, In Phys. p. 20 (DE),

p. 120 (D), p. 145 (E}, al.: éore yop odhoperés Plut. Adv. Col.
1114C: poivor, povvoyevés Eus. PE 13.13.39 et al.: alii alia
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D8 (B7, B8)! Plato, Sophist; Sextus Empiricus, Against
the Logicians; Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics (et al.)

For never at all could you master this: that
things that are not are.

But as for you, keep your thought away from
this road of investigation

And do not let much-experienced [or: much-
experiencing] habit force you down onto
this road,

To wield an aimless eye and an echoing ear

And tongue—no, by the argument (logos} decide
the much-disputed refutation (elenkfios)

Spoken by me. [B8] There only remains the
word of the path [scil. that says]:

“Is.” On this one there are signs,

Very many of them: that being, it [or: that what is]
is ungenerated, indestructible,

Complete, single-born, untrembling and
unending [scil. probably: in time].2

And was not, nor will it be at some time, since it
is now, together, whole,

1 The two fragments were separated by Diels despite the cita-
tion by Sextus, which allows them to be combined. 2 Given
that Parmenides’ being is elsewhere considered to be limited
(“not . . . incomplete,” ID8.37), many interpreters consider this
term to be corrupt.

dréheorov Simpl. In Phys. p. 30, p. 78 (dréhevrov ed. Ald.):
dyévyrar Simpl. In Cael. p. 556, In Phys. p. 120, Plut. Ado. Col,
1114C, Clem. Alex. Stmm. 5.112.2, Eus, PE 13.13.39, al,
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L7 éx p3y édvros Diels: éx (vel & *ye) pr dvros Simpl. In

Phys. p. 78, 145: éx 10D éovros Karsten 24 &meara wéhoo
70 mss. (wéhovro F): émerr’ dmdhosro Kranz post Karsten et Stein

3 Many interpreters, relying especially on the paraphrase that
Simplicius seems to be making of this passage (cf. R21), correct
to “out of what is.”
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One, continuous. For what birth could you seek
for it?

How, from what could it have grown? Not from
what is not—I shall not allow

You to say nor to think this: for it cannot be said
nor thought

That “is not”; and what need could have
impelled it

To grow later rather than sooner, if it had had
nothing for its beginning?

So it is necessary that it either he completely or
not at all.

And neither will any force of belief (pistis) ever
affirm that out of what is not®

Something is born besides itself. That is why
Justice

Has not, loosening its fetters, allowed it either
to be born or to be destroyed,

But holds it fast. The decision {krisis) on these
matters depends upon this:

“Is” or “is not”? Well, it has been decided, as is
necessary,

To abandon the one [scil. road] as unthinkable,
unnameable (for it is not

The true road), and [scil. deciding] thereby that
the other, by consequence, exists and is
real

How then could what is exist afterward? And
how could it be born?

4 Or; “to admit that the one [scil. road] is unthinkable . . . and

[scil. to admit] thereby that the other exists. . . .”
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38 émBevés Simpl. In Phys. p. 30 (EF), p. 40 (E* ed. Ald.),

p. 146: émiBeés Simpl. p. 40 (DEF), p. 30 (DE} ps post *

émiBevés del. Bergk
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For if it was born, it is not, not any more than if
it is going to be someday.

In this way birth is extinguished, and
unknowable destruction.

Nor is it divisible, since as a whole it is similar,

Nor at all more here, which would prevent it
from cohering,

Nor at all weaker, but as a whole it is full of
being,

That is why as a whole it is continuous: for what
is is adjacent to what is.

Moreover, motionless within the Limits of its
great bonds,

It is without beginning, without ending, since
birth and destruction

Went wandering very far away—true belief
{pistis) thrust them away.

Remaeining the same and in the same [scil. place],
it rests in itself

And thus remains stable there; for powerful
Necessity

Holds it fast within the bonds of the limit, which
confines it on all sides [or: keeps it separate].

That is why it is not allowed that what is (30 eon)
be incomplete,

For it is not lacking [scil. something]; if it were, it
would lack everything,

This is the same: to think and the thought that

[
18,
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41 o98é&y ydp Simpl In Phys. p. 86: odd el ypdvos éoriv
Simpl. p. 146: ov8é xpdros Coxon  ¢dj» Preller 43 Svop’
éarau Simpl. In Phys. p. 87 (F): ofvopa &oras (D): dvop’ éoriv
p. 146 ed. Ald.; cf. vow’ elvas Plat. Theaet. 180e et al.: drduc-
oot Simpl. In Phys. p. 87 (E), p- 146 (DE): dwépacrTar p. 146

{F) 50 xpedy Simpl. p. 146, p. 52, p. 89, Plat. Soph. 244e YW:
xpedy Plat. BT 52 ey Brandis: xat & mss.: kevdv ed. Ald.

5 Or, with another reading;: “it is in virtue of this [scil. of that
which is] that all things have been named.”
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For without what is, in which it [scil. thinking] is
spoken,

You will not find thinking. For nothing else
<eithers is or will be

Besides what is, since Destiny has bound this

To be whole and unmovable: so that a [scil.
mere]| name will be all the things®

About which mortals have established,
convinced that they are true,

That they are born and are destroyed,® are and

are not,

Change their place and modify their bright
color. '

Moreover, since its limit is most distant, it is
completed '

On every side, similar to the volume of a well-
rounded ball,

Everywhere balanced equally starting from its
center: for it must be

Neither st all bigger nor at all smaller here than
there.

For neither is there nonbeing (ouk ¢on), which
could stop it from reaching

‘What is similar to it; nor is there being so that
of being there would be

More here and less there, since as a whole it is
inviolable.

For, equal to itself on every side, it maintains

itself in its limits, similarly.

6 Or: “all the things that mortals have posited, convinced that
they are true, / Are born and are destroyed. .. .”
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55 év 76 oot mavw moToV MGyor Ndé vénua
LBS.50] dppis dhybeins: dé€as & dmd Toide Bporeias
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&y plav od xpedv éorw (&v § memharmuévor
elaity),
60 owria & éxpivavro 8épas xal ojuar’ éfevro
[B&.55] xopis dn’ dAMAwy, T pév ¢royos aifiépov
mip,
fimov v, péy hadpdv, fovrd wdvrooe TwiTér,
1 & érépe wi) TedTéY drdp rdrélvo kar avTé
rarrio, virr dbedj, mukwdy Sépas dufpilés re.
65 76y cou éyd Sudxoouoy éoixéra wdvra darilm,
[B8.60] s ot uf moré vis e Bpordv yvaun
rapehdaory.
58 yrépas Simpl. p. 39: ywrdpas p. 30 (p. 39 od. Ald)
80 dvrie Simpl. {évarrio p. 30 DE): vdvria Diels (cf v. 64)

62 post péy’ habet dpardr Simpl. p. 30, del. (ut gloss.) Diels
65 parilw Simpl.: darioce Karsten
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[Transition to the second part of the poem]
At this point, for you I stop the argnment 55
worthy of belief (pision) and the thought [B8.50]
(noéma)

About truth; from here on learn mortsal opinions
By listening to the deceptive arrangement of my
words.
For they have established two forms to name
their views,
Of which the one is not necessary’—in this they
wander in error—
And they have divided their body into opposites 60
and posited signs [B8.55]
Separate from each other: for the one, the
cthereal fire of flame,
Being mild, very light in weight, the same as
itself everywhere,
And not the same as the other one; and that one
too, in itself,
The opposite, night without knowledge [or
without light], a dense and heavy body.
I tell you this arrangement of the world, 65
adapted (eotkos)® in every point, [B8.60]
So that no conception (gnémé) of mortals might
ever get past you.

7 The construction and meaning are controversial. We under

stand that the error of mortals consists in their relating the two
forms distinguished to that which is and to that which is not,
whereas both of them cught to be related to that which is.

8 ‘Adapted’ or ‘resembling’ or both.
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Fragments and Reports from the Second Part of
the Poem: The Opinions of Mortals (D9-D62)
An Overview of the Contents of the
Second Part (D9)

D9 (cf. ad B10) Plut. Adw. Col. 13 1114B-C

[.. ] Hapuevidns [. . . = R53a) xai Sudxoopov memoin-
Tau, Kol oTorEle pypls, TS Aapmpdr kal OKOTEWOY,
ék TovTwr T4 dawdpere mdvTa kol S TodTwy dmoTe-
Ael. kal yap mepl yis ebpmre ToAAG kol Tept ovpaved
kal HAiov xal oekfrms xal doTpov kol yéveow dv-

Opdmav ddrynraet

L GupijpyTas mss., corr. Wyttenbach

A Methodological Exhortation (D10)

D10 {B4) Clem. Alex. Strom. 5.15.5 {et al.)

Aebooe & Suws dredvra véy wapebvra

Befaiws
3 Ay 3 s Y 3N ~ 3t £
ob yap dmorpifes 16 édv Tol évros Exeabou
otire oribrdpevor wdvty TdvTwS KATA KOO POV
otire ocumordpevor, v wl—v ul—vul-—

1 hebooe Theod. Cur: 1.72 (BL): heboe ms.
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Fragments and Reports from the Second Part of
the Poem: The Opinions of Mortals (D9-D62)
An Overview of the Contents of the
Second Part (D9)

D9 {(cf. ad B10) Plutarch, Against Colotes

parmenides [. . .] has also described in his poem the ar-
rangement of the world, and after he has mixed the ele-
ments, the bright and the dark, he produces all the phe-
nomena out of them and by means of them. For he has
said many things about the earth, the heavens, the sun, the
moon and the heavenly bodies, and he recounts the origin
of human beings.

A Methodological Exhortation {D10)

P10 (B4) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata (et al.)

See these things, which, remote though they
are, are firmly present to thought (noos),

For you [or: it] will not cut off what is from
cohering with what is,

Whether it is dispersed completely everywhere
throughout the world

Or is collected together.
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Announcements of the Explanation of
Heavenly Bodies (D11-D12)

D11 {B11) Simpl. In Cael., p. 559.20-27

Hapueridnys 8¢ mepi m0v alotmrdy “dpéacfal” dmot
“Néyew”

— v ul— s yala kal Fhtos 1B cehdfom
aiffp Te furds ydha T odpdrior ket "Olvpmos
éoyaras B dorpwv Peppdr pévos wpunbnoav
yiyveoBar v vl —v ul—uvul-uvul- -

kel TGV ywouévar kai plepopévor wéxpr TéY popio
riw {gwv T yéveow mapadidwo!

L rapabdifivet DE: mapadebiract A

D12 (B10) Clem. Alex. Strom. 5.138.1

elan & alflepiav te pbow Td 7 év aifiépe wavTa
ofuara kel kaflapis edayéos jehioto
Aogmddos €py’ didnha xal dmmdber éfeyévorro,
Epya Te xikhwmos welop mepidoira celjrns
by ’ a e b b 3 ~\ 3 \
kal diow, eidfoes 8¢ xal odpovdy dudis
Exovra

1 The term can mean ‘destructive,” ‘completely visible,’ or else
‘hidden.’ 2 The heavens, in the restricted sense that Par-
menides gives the term (D23, cf. D18), separate Olympus on
high from the lower regions.
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Announcements of the Explanation of
Heavenly Bodies (DI11-D12)

D11 (B11) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s On the
Heavens

Regarding the sensibles, Parmenides says that he “begins
to Say”l

How the earth, the sun and the moon,
The aether in common and the heavenly milk,
farthest
Olympus and the hot strength of the stars strove
To be born

and he teaches the origin of the things that are born and
are destroyed, all the way to the parts of animals.

1 Simplicius surely paraphrases the words that preceded the
lines he is about to cite.

D12 (B10) Clement of Alexandria, Stromaia

You will know the aethereal nature, and in the
aether all

The signs, and of the pure torch of the brilliant
sun

The blinding works,! and from where they are
born,

And you will learn the recurrent [or: wandering]
works of the round-eyed moon

And its nature, and you will also know from
where the sky, which is on both sides,?
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&vber iy e 1cal s pw dyovo’ émédnoer
a2
Apdryrm

metpar’ Exew dotpav. v Ul -v ui-vul--

8 pév yap post &efer hab, ms.: del. Sylburg

Light and Night (DI3)

D13 (B9) Simpl. In Phys., p. 180.9-12

abrop émady mdvra pdos kai vOE dvépacTar
z LY hY 4 z .Y -~ L b
kol 16 kate operépas Suvdues émt Toloi Te xai
TOUS,
whv whéov éoriv duob ddeos xul vvkTds
> 4
dgpdvrov
{owv dpdorépuv, énel odderépy uéra undév.

1 dvdpacrac I dvépacrar DE F?
The Beginnings of the Cosmogonic Process: The

Wreaths, the Cosmogonic Divinity, and Other
Gods (D14-DI7)

D14 (B12)
a Simpl. In Phys., p. 38.12-13

per’ dAbya [scil. D8.66] 3¢ mdhw wept vév Svety oTot-
yelwy elmow émdye kai 7O momTikoy Aéyov obtws|.. . «

=D14b.1-3].
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Was born and how Necessity led and enchained
it
To maintain the limits of the heavenly bodies.

Light and Night (D13)

D13 (B9) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

But since all things have been named light and
night

And what belongs to their powers is assigned to
these and to those,

The whole is altogether full of light and of
ungleaming night,

Both of them equal, since nothing is amidst
either of them,

The Beginnings of the Cosmogonic Process: The
Wreaths, the Cosmogonic Divinity, and Other
Gods (D14-D17)
D14 (B12)
a Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

Alittle after, having spoken once again about the two cle-
ments, he introduces the efficient [scil. cause] too, saying
[...=D14b.1-3].
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b v. 1-8: Simpl. In Phys., p. 39.14-16; v. 2-6: Simpl. In
Phys., p. 311317

ol ydp orewbrepai mAfvTo Tupds diphToio,

al & ém vals vvkrds, perd 88 Pproyos Terar
aloa

& 8¢ péoe rotrav datpwv f wdvra kvBepri

mévrav yip oTvyepolo Téxov rai pifws dpxe

mépmova’ dpaen Bl peyfy 76 T évavriov
adree

dpoey Onhvrépy, v vi—v ul-u ul——

1 whfvro Bergk: magwre E% adnrro D winero DE: om.
F axpriroto Stein: diprirots D E* dupirows ET: drpitawo
ed. Ald. 4 wdprov yip W wdvra yip DEF: wdvry yip
Mullach: méow pdp Stein: wdvra yap <#> Dicls &pxet
DE: dpxm F 5 ueyfiv Bergk et Stein: peyév mss.

D15 (< A37)

a Agt. 2.7.1 (Stob., Ps.-Plut. usque orepedy Umapxew)
[wept Tdfews ToD Kkbopov]

/ 3
Happeridns oreddvas elvar mepimemheypévas emrak-
~ Y fal ~
Mihovs,l iy pév ék Tob dpacod, i 8é ék Toil Tukvel:
AY
pikrds 8¢ d\has? &3 durds kal owdTOVS perafd
,

rotrav xal T wepiéxov 8¢ mdows retyovs Sikny oTe-
by e/ LA L /8 ¢' 4 . KCLE T(\) .
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b Simplicius, Commentary or Aristotle’s Physics
For the narrower ones were filled with unmixed
fire,

The next ones with night, and aftexward [or:
among these] there rushes a portion of flame.

And in the middle of these, the divinity who
steers all things.

For she begins the hateful birth and mingling of
all things,

Leading the female to mingle with the male and
again, in the opposite direction,

The male with the female,

P15 (< A3T)

a Adtius

Parmenides: there are wreaths intertwined with one an-
other, the one made out of the thin [scil. element], the
other out of the dense one; and others, mixed out of light
and darkness, are between these. What surrounds them
all like a rampart is solid, under this is a fiery [scil. wreath],
and this is also the case of the most central point of them
all, around which once again there is a fiery [scil. wreath).
The most central of the mixed [scil. wreaths] is for all of

1 éradhfhovs Stob, Plat MIT: é7° dAljAas Plut. m: ér’ dA-
AAaes Plut, Laur. 31.37 2 ghMjhes Plut. mss. (sed #Ahas
Eus. PE 13.38.1) 3 éx Plut., deest in Stob, 4epl 8
Boeckh: wepi dv F: wepl div P: post macdy com, lac. Diels
5locus corruptus: dmdoaws Toxée Davis: dmdoars eiriaw
Krische: doxv Te kal alrtay Diels: alii alia
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kurjorens rkal yevéorews tmdpxew, frrwae xol Satpova
xvBeprirv kai khnpodyor® émovopdle, dikny Te kal
dvdyrq [. . . =DI18].

8 kAmpotiyor mss.: khpbodyor Fiilleborn

b Cic. Nat. deor. 1.28

nam Parmenides quidem commenticium! quiddam: coro-
nae similem? efficit (oredpdmy appellat), continentem
ardorum? lucis* orbem, qui cingit caelum, quem appellat
deum [.. . =D17].

1 commenticium dett. Rom, Ven., conventicium ADHPOB
FM, conventium N 2 simile OM?, similitudinem P
3 ardorum B, ardorem cett. 4 Incis del. Pease
D16 (B13) Simpl. In Phys., p. 39.17-19
ratrgy kot Qedv airiar eval dyor Myor
wporioroy pév “Epwra fedv pyricaro wdvrov

wot ¢ é€s [.. .= D61

D17 (¢ A37) Cic. Nat. deor. 1.28
[. . . = D15b] multaque eiusdem monstra, quippe qui

bellum, qui discordiam, qui cupiditatem, ceteraque gene- .

ris eiusdem ad deum revocat [. . .]; eademque de sideribus
[.. .cf RBY]
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them <cause?> of all movement and generation, which
he also calls ‘the divinity who steers” and ‘the portion
holder,” ‘justice’ and ‘necessity.’

1 Or, emending: ‘the key holder’ {cf. D4.14).

b Cicero, On the Nature of the Gods

For Parmenides [scil. produces] a fiction: something sim-
ilar to a wreath (he calls it stephané), a continuous circle
of the flames of [or: of the heat of the] light that encircles
the heaven; he calls this god [. . .].

D16 (B13) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Phys-
ics (et al.1)

He says that it [i.e. the divinity of D14b.3] is also the
cause of the gods, when he says:

She? devised Eros as the very first of all the
gods

and what follows [. . .].

1 This line is also cited by Plato and Aristotle, among others;
see R56-R57. 2 Plutarch identifies this divinity with Aph-
rodite; see R38.

D17 (< A37) Cicero, On the Nature of the Gods

[. . .] and there are many monstrosities of the same man,
for he assigns war, discord, greed, and the other things of
this sort to a god [. . .];.and the same for the stars [. . .].
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Genesis and Order of the World:
A General Summary (D18)

DI8 (< A37)Ast. 2.7.1(Stob.) [wepi rdfews Tob kéopov]

[. .. =DI15a)] xoi s pév yiis dmdrprow elvar Tov
LN by N 4 3 ~ 3 I 4
dépa, S v Biatorépar adris éarmatévra Ty~
aew, ToD B¢ mupds dvamvony TOV fjhov kel TOv yeho-
Elay kixhov cuppey O €€ dudolv elvar Ty cehfump,
T0d 7 Gépos kai ToU wvpds. mepioTdrros § dvwrdre

s ~ 307 L) 2 ~ b Pal c ~
mhvrwr Tob alfépos v’ adrd 1o mupddes Imorayfra
Tobf* mep xexhjkauer odpavé, v’ Gl Hdn o mepi-
yea.

1 § Krische: of mss.
Genesis and Order of the World:

The Constitutive Parts (D18-D39)
Heavens (D19)

D19 (¢ A38) Aét, 2.11.4 (Stob.) lwepi s otparol od-
otos]

Hapueridys [. . ] wopwor elvas Tov olbpavov.

Heavenly Bodies (D20)

D20 (¢ A39) Ast. 2.13.8 (Stob.) [wepl odotas dorpwr] . ’

Hepueridys 1. . .| mMjpara aupds 7d dorpo.
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Genesis and Order of the World:
A General Summary (D18)

D18 (¢ A3T} Agtius

[. ..] The air has separated out from the earth; it has
evaporated because of the very violent pressure exerted
upon it, while the sun and the Milky Way are an exhalation
of fire. The moon is a mixture of both of them, of air and
of fire. The aether occupies in a circle the highest position
of all; below it is arranged the fiery [scil. region], which is
what we call the sky; and under this finally are located the
[scil. regions] that surround the earth.

Genesis and Order of the World:
The Constitutive Parts (DI9-D39)
Heavens (D19)

D19 (< A38) Aétius

Parmenides {. . .]: the heavens are fiery.

Heavenly Bodies (D20)
D20 (< A39) Aétius

Parmenides [. . .]: the heavenly bodies are concentrations
of fire.
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Fized Stars (D21)
D21 (< A40) Anon. Introd. Arat. 14

-~ y 5 ~ \ \ 3 ’
[.. .]rév uév dmhavdv [ . ] 7o uér dkerTordpacra
) A 4 & b 4 < N
fuir kol drepikmara, ds kai Hapuevidns & duouds
etpmre [. . ]

The Evening Star—The Morning Star (Venus)
(D22-D23)
D22 (< Al, cf. A40a) Diog. Laert. 9.23

kel Sowel mpidros Tedwpakévar Tov adTov elvar "Bome-
pov kol Pwoddpor, ds dnar PaBepives év mépmwTe
‘Amoprnpovevpdrov [Frag 54 Amato] of 8¢ IMvfa-
')/6.0(11).

D23 (Ad0a) Ast. 2.15.7 (Stob.) [mepi raféws dorépur]

Hapueridns mpdrov péy rdrre. Tov édov, Tov airdy 8é
B n 5\ ~ s

vourlduevor Un’ adrol kol Eomepor, év 7¢ ailépe el

[ A o GO RN Y 3 ~ ,8 3 2 <

du Tov fhtow, B¢ @ Tobs év TG Tupwdel doTépas, drep

oVpaArOY KOAEL.
Milky Way (D24)

D24 (A43a) Ast. 3.14 (Ps.-Plut.) [mepi 7of yohaiov
kUkhov]
Iappevidns o 7ol Tukvol kal apawd plypa yaho-

~ a s ~
kToedés dmoTeéoor xpdpa,
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Fixed Stars (D21)

D21 (< A40) Anonymous Introduction to Aratus’ Phae-
nomena

[...] of the fixed stars [. . ], some are not named by us and
cannot be apprehended [or: counted], as Parmenides the
patural philosopher says too {. . ..

The Evening Star—The Morning Star (Venus)
(D22-D23)
D22 (< Al, cf. A40a) Diogenes Laertius

He seems to have been the first person to have discovered
that the evening star and the one that brings the light are
the same, as Favorinus says in the fifth book of his Mem-
girs; others say that it was Pythagoras [ef. PYTH. ¢ D14].

D23 (Ad0a} Astius

Parmenides puts in first place the morning star, which he
considers to be the same as the evening star, in the aether;
after this the sun, and under this latter the heavenly bod-
ies of the fiery [scil. region], which he calls “sky” [cf. D11].

Milky Wey (D24)

D24 (A43a) ABtius

Parmenides: the mixture of the dense and the thin pro-
duces the milky color [seil. of the Milky Way].
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Birth of the Sun and Moon (D25)

D25 (A43) Aét. 2.20.8a (Stob.) [mept ovrias nAiov]

Mapuevidys Tov fhov kai Ty celfpmy &k 700 yaha-
Elov Kkbrkhov dmokpiffvas, Tov pev dmwd 1ol dparoré-
s o) A e A 8\ k) by ~
pov plyparos, & 81 fepudv, Ty 8¢ amd 1ol mukvo-

répov, dmep Yuxpdv.

The Sun: Its Nature (D26)
D26 (¢ Ad4l) Aét. 2.20.8 {Stob.) [mepi oborias nhiov]

THapueridys [. . ] wiptvor tmdpyew Tor fAwv.

The Moon: Its Nature, Size, and Appearance
(D27-D31)

D27 (B14) Plut. Adv. Col. 15 11164
[...] mp oerjpqe [. . .| kard Tapueridny
puxtl Pdos mepl yolay dhdpevor GANGTpLOY
Pis
vuri ddog mss.: vukTupads Scaliger
D28 (B15) Plut. Fac. orb. lun. 16.6 929B

FI ’ ) LI > h’
Ol€l TATTOVOUTO TPOS GUYHS TJEALOLO
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Birth of the Sun and Moon (D25)
D25 (A43) Agtius

Parmenides: the sun and the moon were separated out
from the Milky Way, the former from the thinner mixture,
which is hot, the latter from the denser one, which is cold.

The Sun. Its Nature (D26)

D26 (< Adl) Astus
Parmenides [. . .]: the sun is fiery.

The Moon: Its Nature, Size, and Appearance
(D27-D31)

D27 {B14} Plutarch, Against Colotes
[. . .]the moon [. . .] according to Parmenides,

A light (phaos) in the night wanderi:hg around
- the earth, a light (phos) from elsewhere!

1 Phés is 2 homonym of the Homeric term designating 2 mor-
tal in the formula allotrion phés (‘a man from elsewhere’).

D28 (Bi5) Plutarch, On the Face in the Moon
Always gazing toward the rays of the sun
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D29 (A42) Aét. 2.26.2 (Ps.-Plut.} [wepi peyéfovs oehi)-
vys]

appevidns loqe 7§ GAip, xal dn” atrod dorileofar.
D30 (A42) Aét. 2.25.3 (Stob.; cf. Theod.) [mept oehfvys
ovoiog]

Tlappevidns mupivy.

D31 (B21) A&t 2.30.4 (Stob.) [mepi épdacews avris]

Hopuevidys Sia 10 mapopepixfar 76 wept adriy wu-
pddet 7 {op@des, 80ev PevBodary! Tor dorépa Kakel.

LyevBopars mss: Pbevbogai] Meineke
The Earth (D32-D39)
Its Birth (D32)

D32 {< A22) Ps.-Plut. Strom. 5 (Eus. PE 1.8.3)

A. Id 8\ b -~ ~ Fal / 3 7
éyer 8 TRy yHY Tl TUkvol KOTOPPUEPTOS AEPOS YE-
yovévar.

Its Shape and Position (D33-D35)

D33 Diog. Laert.
a (¢ Al)9.21
npéros 8¢ obros Ty yiy dwépawe rdaipoedi kol év

péoe ketofo.
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D29 (A42) Aétius

Parmenides: [the moon is] equal in size to the sun, and it
is jlluminated by it.

D30 (A42) Astius
Parmenides: [the moon is] flery.

D31 (B21) Aétius

Parmenides: [scil. the fact that the moon seems to be
similar to the earth is] because the dark is mixed with the
fiery that surrounds it, and this is why he calls that heav-
enly body “false-shining,’

The Earth (D32-D39)
Iis Birth (D32)

D32 (< A22) Ps.-Plutarch, Stromata

He says that the earth came to be when the dense air
fowed down.

{ts Shape and Position (D33-1)35)
D33 Diogenes Lacrtius
a (< Al)

He was the first to assert that the earth is spherical in
shape and rests in the center.
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b (¢ A44) 848

AANG paw Kal oV oDpavoy wpdrov dvopdoas k6T pOY
kol T yie orpoyyidmy, ds 8¢ BeddpavTos [Frag.
997E FSH&G] Mepuevidye . . 1.

D34 (2 DK) Schol. in Bas. Hex, 26

i yhy drtvmrov &b Happeridns 6 "Ehedrys [ . 1.

D35 (B15a) Schol. in Bas. Hex. 25
Happeridns & 7§ orixorolda v8arépilov erev v
Y.
Earthquakes (D36)
D36 (¢ Add) Agt. 3.15.7 (Ps.-Plut.) [wepl caopdr yis]

Happevidys .. ] dud 70 wowraxdfer ioov adeorioar
pévew éri tis iooppomias, odxk Eovoay airtar 8¢ fy
~ ~ k.Y 3 ~ L9 kg ) - s
Selpo pdihov 7 éxéioe pépeev v+ il ToliTo povov

uév kpadaiveafou pr) kwetofar €.

Zones (D37-39)

D37 (cf. Adda) Ach. Tat, Introd. Arat. 31

mpiros 5¢ Mapuevidns 6 "Ehedrys movl wepl mév Lw-
védw éclvmoe hdyov.

1§ *Bhedrys tov Maass: 6 oreariy rov V, om. M
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b (< Add)

He [i.e. Pythagoras] was the first to call the heavens kos-
mos [i.e. a beautiful organized whole] and the earth ‘round’
[cf. PYTH. ¢ D13]; but accordmg to Theophrastus, it was
parmenides [, . .].

D34 (# DK) Scholia en Basil’'s Hexameron
Parmenides of Elea said that the earth is immobile [ . .].

D35 (B15a) Scholia on Basil's Hexameron
Parmenides in his poem called the earth ‘water-rooted.’

Earthquakes (D36)

D36 (< Add) Aétus

Parmenides [. . .]: it ji.e. the earth] stays in place because
it is equally distant from everywhere on account of its bal-
ance, having no reason why it should incline more in one
direetion than in another. It is for this reason that it is only
shaken, but not moved.

Zones (D37-39)

D37 (cf. Adda) Achilles Tatius, Introduction to Aratus’
Phaenomena

Parmenides of Elea was the first to discuss the topic of the
ZONES.
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D38 (< Adda) Strabo 2.2.2
dnoi 8% 6 Tloceddvios [Frag. F49 Kidd] rijs eis wévre

{dvas Sumpéoens apxnyor yevéolar Tlapueridny -

GAN Exelvov uév axeddv T Surhaoiar drodaivew To
whdros Ty Swoxexavuérmr s perald édv Tpomud,!
dmepmimTovaar? éxarépwy @Y TpOTKEY €is TO ERTOS
wal wpos Tals ebxpdroes .. .].

17fs . . . Tpomuiw secl. Kramer 2 mepmimrovoay
Brequigny: -marrotons mss.: -wimrovaar kel Groskurd

D39 {Adda) Ast. 3.11.4 (Ps.-Plut.) [wepi féoews yijs]
Happeridys mpdros ddépioe THs yis ToUs olkovué-

vovs témovs Uwd Tals Sval {dwais Tals Tpomwkals.

Physiology (D40-D60)
Generation of Living Creatures (D40-D50)
The Role of Heat (D40-D43)

D40 {< Al} Diog. Laert. .22

véveaiv 7 dvlpdmwr € hiov! mpdrov yevéolar ad-
rov? B¢ dmdpxew 7O Bepudv kal 7O Yuxpdy, € dv o

TAVTO CUPETTAPAL.

ififov mss.: hdos Frobenius 2 adrov mss.: abrio

Diels
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D38 (< Adda) Strabo, Geography

Posidonius says that Parmenides was the initiator of the
division into five zones; but that he asserted that the torrid
zone was almost twice as large as the one lying between
the tropics, extending beyond each of the two tropics out-
ward into the temperate zones,

D39 {Adda) Aétius

Parmenides was the first to define the inhabited parts of
the earth below the two tropical zones.

Physiology (D40-D60)
Generation of Living Creatures (D40-D50)
The Role of Heat (D40-D43)

D40 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

The genesis of human beings came about in the beginning
from the sun; but he himself [i.e. the human being?] is*
the hot and the cold, out of which all things are consti-
tuted.

1 Or, emending: “the causes are . .. "
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D41 (¢ A51) Cens. Die nat. 4.8

haec ecadem opinio etiam in Parmenide Veliensi' fuit
pauculis exceptis ab Empedocle dissensis.?

1 Veliensi vel Veliate edd.: locus corruptus 2 locus
incerius

D42 {A53) Ast. 5.7.2 (Ps.-Plut.} [wds dppeva yerviTaL
kol Oihe]
Happevidns drrorrpbpus 76 pév mpds Tols dprToLg
dppeve. Bhaorivas, Tol yp mvkvod peréyew! mheto-
vos- T8 8¢ mpds rals peanuBpias Orilea mopd T
dpudTa.

1 yeréyes mss., corr, Diels

D43 {< A52) Arist. PA 2.2 648a20-31

[...] Happeridns 1ds yvvaikas 1édv avdpdv feppo-
2 5 ’ A4 4 3 hY Ay

répas elval ¢noL Kkal Erepol Tives, WS Bea. Ty Oep-

pbmTa kai mokvaroloas ywouévay Tdv yuveukelwy

[...=EMP. D173b].
Ssed (D44-D45)

D44 (¢ 24 A13) Cens. Die nat. 5.4

illud quoque ambiguam facit inter auctores opinionem, |

utrumne ex patris tantummodo semine partus nascatur
[.. .] an etiam ex matris, quod [. . .] Parmenidi [.. .]visum
est.
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D41 (< A51) Censorinus, The Birthday

The same opinion [scil. as Empedocles’, of. EMP, D172]
was held by Parmenides of Elea, with a very few excep-
tions in which he differed from Empedocles.

D42 {AB3) Adtus

It is the opposite for Parmenides [scil. from Empedocles,
of. EMP. D174]: males grow in the north, for they have a
greater share in what is dense; females in the south, be-
cause of the thinness. |

D43 (¢ A52) Aristotle, Parts of Animals

[. . .] Parmenides and some other people say that women
are warmer than men, on the supposition that menstrua-
tion comes about because of heat and for women with
abundant blood [. . .].1

LGf. Arist. GA 4.1 765b17-26.

Seed (D44-D45)
D44 (< 24 A13)} Censorinus, The Birthday

The following question too causes a difference of opinion
among the authorities: whether the child is born only from
the father’s seed [. . .] or also from the mother’s, which is
the opinion of {. . .] Parmenides [. . .].
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D45 (A53) Cens. Die nat. 5.2

Parmenides enim tum ex dextris tum e laevis partibus id
ire! putavit.

L verbg id ire fortasse corrupta: oriti ed. Rostoch.

Determination of the Sex (D46-D48)

D46 (B17) Gal. In Hipp. Epid. 6.2.46, p. 119.12-15

T pévror dppev év 7H Beb1d pépe Tis pTpas xvioke-
NN Fal rd L] -~ 3 4

afar kai d\hot 7@y mahwordrey dvdpdy elpfikacw.

3 hY hY 's 24 k)

6 pév yap Tapueribns olites édy,

~ Y ' -~ hy 7
Sefirepolowr pér rovpovs, hawiot 8¢ xovpas

Sefvrepoioe mss., corr. Karsten 82 Karsten: & o@ mss.

D47 (< A533) Aét. 5.7.4 (Ps.-Plut.) [miis dppeva yevvirar
xal Onheal

[.. ] Hapueridns 70 uév éx 7év Befudr xurafBdihe
afas eis T Sebid uépn s pwiiTpas, Ta 8 ék TEY dpe-
orepdy els T8 dpioTepd: el § dvalhoyetn Ta Tis Ko~
raBohfs, yiveofur frihea.

D48 (A54) Cens. Die nat. 6.5

at inter se certare feminae et maris,! et penes utrum o

victoria sit, eius habitum referri auctor est Parmenides.
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D45 (A53) Censorinus, The Birthday

parmenides thought that it [i.e. the seed] comes (?) some-
times from the right side, sometimes from the left.

Determination of the Sex (D46-D48)

D46 (B17) Galen, Commentary on Hippocrates” Epi-
demics
That the male is conceived in the right part of the womb

has also been said by other very ancient men. For Par
-menides said as follows:

On the right the boys, on the lefl the girls

D47 (< A53) Agtius

[...] Parmenides: the ones [scil. seeds] that come from the
right side are expelled into the right side of the womb, the
ones from the left side into the left side. But if the expul-

slon is reversed, females are born.

D48 (A54) Censorinus, The Birthday

Parmenides established the doctrine that those [scil. prob-
ably: the seeds] of the female and of the male fight against
each other and that it is the condition of the one that wins
that is reproduced.

1feminae et maris plerique: feminas et mares V2 (et recc.):
mares et foeminas L: <semina> feminae Giusta
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Determination of the Character (D49)

D49 (B18) Cael. Aurel. Tard. Pass. 4.9.134-35

Parmenides libris, quos de natura scripsit, eventu inguit
conceptionis molles aliquando seu subactos homines ge-
nerari, [, . .]

femina, virque simpul Veneris cum germina miscent,
venis informans diverso ex sanguine virtus
temperiem servans bene condita corpora fingit.
nam si virtutes permixto semine pugnent

nec faciant unam permixto in corpore dirae,
nascentem gemino vexabunt semine sexum.

2 informans edd.: conformans coni. Diels 4 nam ed.
Bas.: at edd. Lug Hal. 5 permixto ed. Bgs.: virtutem
Bendz: vim mixto cond. ed. Lug.: mixtae uno coni. Th, Gomperz

Resemblances (D30)

D50 (A54) Ast. 5.11.2 (Ps.-Plut.) [wé0ev vivovrae rdv

yovéwr al ouodaes xal Tér mpoydrav]

Hopueridns Grov péy dmd ol Sefiod pépovs tijs
piTpas 6 yévos dmorpil), Tols marpdow 8rav 8 dmd
To0 dpiorepod, Tals unTpdow.
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Determination of the Character (D49)

D49 (B18) Caelius Aurelianus, On Chronic Diseases

In the books that he wrote on nature, Parmenides says that
at the moment of conception soft or submissive men are
sometimes generated. [. . .]

When the woman and the man mix together the
seeds of Venus,

The power that is formed in the veins out of the
different kinds of blood

Fashicns well constructed bodies if it maintains a
balance.

For if the powers fight when the seed is thoroughly
mixed ‘

And, dreadful, are not unified in a thoroughly mixed
body,

They will disturb the newhorn sex with a double

seed.!
L What follows paraphrases this passage, restricting its expla-
nation of character in general to the case of homosexuality.
Resemblances (D50)
D30 (A54) Agtius

Parmenides: when the seed is separated from the right
side of the womb, [scil. the children resemble] the fathers:
when it is from the left side, the mothers.

79



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

Thought and Sensation (D51-D57)
General Principles (D51-D52)

D51 {B16) Arist. Metaph. I'5 1009b22-25; Theophr,
Sens. 3

3 N o » ¥ ~ s
ds yop Exaotor Exer xplow pehéwy
TOAVTALYKTOV,

A F 3 ’ 2 by oy 3 rd
Tog véos dvfpdroist TapéoTnker TO yap abTé
L'd -4 2’ 4 -’ k) ’
doriv Smep Ppovées peléor Piors drfpdmolow
xai whow kai warri 76 yop mhéov éoTi vénpa.

1 éxdoror Arist. E]], Theophr. {ékdoTore): éxaoros Arist.
B2 éxdore Arist. AP wohvmhdyiror Theophr.: molw-
kdpmrwy Arist. 2 wapéormrer Theophr.: maptorarar Arist,

D52 (< A46) Theophr. Sens. 1 et 3—4

[1]L.. ] Hopperidys [.. J7é opoiw[.. . [3]! Happevt-
Sns uiv yip Shws ovdéy dddpucer dArd pévov ST
Svoly dvrow orosyelow kard T0 vrepBdihov éoriv 4
yodats. édy yop Smepaipy 6 Bepudy i T Yuxpdr,
ENAny yiverfa v Sudvoiar, Bektlo 8¢ kai kabfapaw-
rd ] Y A ? L] Y > ) b A
répav T Sid 70 Peppdr ol paw ARG katl ToUTYY
Setrfal rwos ovpperpias [. . .= D51]- [4] 1o yap ai-
” N\ b [l e LI 7 b Al N
oOdverfas kai 70 ppoveir ay Tadrd Néyer, 8id kal TRy
pripny kel Ty iy dad Tottev yiverfai Sid Tis
rd 4 ] ~ ~ . > LY
kpdoews [.. . = R61] 8 82 xal 7§ évavrip kol avrd,
~ N 3 4 > o b N
wouel Ty alofnow pavepdy, év ois dnor Tov verpov
durds pév kai Peppod kai dwviis odx aioldveotlow
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Thought and Sensation (D51-D57)
General Principles (D51-D52)

D31 (B16) Aristotle, Metaphysics; Theophrastus, On Sen-
sations ;

For just as it possesses each time the mixture of
much-wandering limbs,!

So too thinking (no0s) presents itself to humans:
for it is the same

That the nature of the limbs apprehends
(phronein) in humans,

Both in all and in each; for the full [or: the more]
is thought (noéma).

1 According to the text of Aristotle: “with numerous curvings,”

D52 (¢ A48) Theophrastus, On Sensations

[1] Parmenides [. . .] [scil. explains sensation] by the sim-
ilar [. . .]. [3] Parmenides did not define anything at all
except that, the elements being two in number, knowledge
is in accordance with the one that prevails. For when the
hot or the cold dominates, the thought becomes different.
The better and the purer one of the two is the one pro-
duced by what is hot; but this one too requires a certain
commensurability. [. . .] [4] For he speaks of sensation and
thinking as being the same thing: this is why, for him, both
memory and forgetting come about from these elements,
by their mixtare. [. . .] But the fact that he also explains
sensation by one of the contraries taken by itself is clear
from the passages in which he says that a corpse does
not perceive light, heat, and sound, because fire has with-
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b A at ~ I -~ 8\ \ -~ A
810, iy Exheaher Tod upds, Yuxpol Oé kal ouwmis Kal
~ 3 ’ L) 4 ~ o X ~ Y £
T EVAVTUOY abcrﬂavea'ﬂa.l., KoL o?twg BE Ay TO OV

Eyew Twd yraow [. . . = RE1].

Doxographies Concerning the Soul,
Knowledge, and Sensations (D53-D57)
The Nature and Seat of the Soul (D53-D56)

D33
a (¢ Al) Diog. Laert. 9.22

\ Y A Y A - 3N 7 hY .
kol TV YuxT kel 7OV poby TadTov eras, kallo, wépm-
Tau xal Beddppacros év Tols Duoikols [Frag 227D
FHS&GIL

b {< A45) Ast. 4.5.12 (Stob.) [wept oD Tyyepovixot]
Tapuevidys [. . .] radrdv vovr kol guydp! [ . ]

1 yots xal ywys) mss., corr. Diels

D54 (< A45) Ast. 4.3.4 (Stob.) [el odpa % Yy kal Tis
% oderie adris]

Hapueridys [. . ] mopddy.

D55 (A45) Macr. In Somn. 1.14.20

Parmenides ex terra et igne.
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drawn, but does perceive cold, silence, and the contraries,
and in general that everything that exists possesses some
knowledge.

Deoxographies Concémz‘ng the Soul,
Knowledge, and Sensations (D53-D57)
The Nature and Seat of the Soul (D53-D56)
D53
a (v Al} Diogenes Laertius

The soul and the intellect are identical, as Theophrastus
reports in his Physics [. . .].

b (< A45) Abtius
Parmenides [. . .]: the intellect and the soul are identical

[.]

D54 (¢ A4b) ABHus
Parmenides [. . .J: it [scil. the soul] is fiery.

D55 (A45) Macrobius, Commentary on Cicero’s Dream
of Scipio
Parmenides: [the soul is made] of earth and fire.
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D56 (< A45) Ast. 4.5.5 (Ps.-Plut.) [mepi Tol syyepovikot]

Hopperidns [ . ] év She 70 fupare.
Sensations (D57)

D57 (< A47) Ast. 4.9.6 (Stob.; cf. Ps.-Plut.) [ef ainfeis

ol alctijoes]

/8 1 h34 h ’ ~ ’
Hapuevidns! [ . ] mapd? rds cvpperplas réov mopwv
Tas kord, pépos alotroes yiverfal Toll oikeiov, Tév
alotnrov éxdoror® éxdoryt dvapudrrorros.?

1 Mapperidns om. Plut. 2aapd Plut: mept Stob,

3 éxdorrov om. Pt tékdary Plut: éxdormr Stob.
5 évapudrrovros Diels: drappérrovros Stob.: dpualovros Plut.

Physiological Phenomena (D58-D60)
Appetite (D58)

D58 (< A50) Ait.4.9.14 (Stob.) [el dAnfeis ai alotnaes)
Mapueridys [. . .] éhheiber Tpodjs riw Spefun!

1post dpefer lac. posuit Meineke

Sleep (D59)

D59 (< Ad6b) Tert. An, 43.2

[. . .] Parmenides refrigerationem.

84

PARMENIDES

D56 (< A45) Adtius

parmenides: [scil. the directive part of the soul is located)
in the whole chest,

Sensations ( D57)

D57 (¢ A4T) ABtius

Parmenides [. . .]: the particular perceptions of what is
appropriate for them come about thanks to the commen-
surability of the passages, each of the perceptibles adapt-
ing itself to each of them.!

11t is possible that the idea of the commensurability of the
passages is the result of a retroactive projection.

Physiological Phenomena (D58-D60)
Appetite {D58)

D58 (< ASD) Aétius

Parmenides [. . .]: appetite [scil. comes about] from lack
of food.1

1This notice is found in a chapter entitled “Whether sensa-
tions are truthful,” in a section specifically dedicated to the sensa-
tions of pleasure and pain {cf. EMP. D203a); it may be lacunose.

Steep (D59)
D59 {< A46b) Tertullian, On the Soul

[.. .] Parmenides: [scil. sleep] is a cocling down [. . .].
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Old Age (D60)
D60 {Ad6a) Ast. 5.30.4 (Stob.) [mept Jyeias kol véoov
el ypws]
Hoppevior yipas yiyveolar mapd v ol feppoi
Dol

An Eschatology: The Circulation of Souls? (D61)

D61 (cf, B13) Simpl. In Phys., p. 39.19-20

[.. .= DI6] xal ras Yuyds mépmew moré pév éx Tob
éudpavois! els 0 dedés, more 8¢ dvdmaiv dnow.

L éudavods FE: ddavolis DE"
The End of Parmenides’ Poem? (D62)

D62 (B19) Simpl. In Cael., p. 558.7-11
mopadods 8¢ iy T@v aiobyrdv Bwxbouyow ém-
Ayarye walow
otire Tou katd, 86fay v tdle kal vvv Eac
kol uerémenr” dad Tole Tehevriiaovot Tpadévra
rols & dvop’ dvlpwmor karélery émiompov
ExdoTe,
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Old Age (D60)
D60 (A46a) Adtius

Parmenides: old age comes about from lack of heat.

An Eschatology: The Circulation of Souls? (D61)

D61 (cf. BI13) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

[. . .] And he says that she [i.e, the divinity of D14h] sends
the souls sometimes from the visible to the invisible,
sometimes in the opposite direction.

The End of Parmenides’ Poem?P (D62)

D62 (B19) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s On the
Heavens

After he has explained the organization of the percepti-
bles, he has added once again:

In this way, according to opinion, these things
have been born and now they are,

And later, having grown strong, starting from
that point they will come to their end.

For these things, humans have established a
name that designates each one.!

1 This may well be the end of the goddess’ speech, and per-
haps indeed also of the poem as a whole,
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R
Judgments on Parmenides’ Poetry (R1-R5)

R1 (21 A25) Cic. Acad. 2.74

Parmenides Xenophanes minus bonis quamguam versibus
sed tamen illi versibus increpant eorum adrogantiam quasi
irati, qui cam sciri nihil possit audeant se scire dicere.

R2 Plut,

a (¢ AlB) Aud. poet. 2 16C

. & "Epmedorhéovs &m xal Tapuevidov [. . .] Moyor
ol kexpmpévor mapd mowTus @omep Oxmpe TO¥
Fyxov xal 70 pérpoy, va 1 melov Swdlyoaw.

b (< AlB) Aud. 13 45A-B

péuparro & dv ms [ . ] Mapuevidov [ . ] mp arixo-
mowar [. . ).
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R
Judgments on Parmenides’ Poetry (RI-R5)

R1 (21 A25) Cicero, Prior Academics

Parmenides and Xenophanes, although in less good verses
[scil. than Empedocles’], but nonetheless in verses, attack,
almost In anger, the arrogance of those who dare to say
that they know, when nothing can be known.

R2 Plutarch
a (< A15) How the Young Man Should Read Poetry

The verses of Empedocles and Parmenides [. . .] are dis-
courses that borrow from postry its weight and meter like
a chariot in order to avoid the pedestrian character of
prose.

b (¢ A16) How to Listen

One could rebuke [. . .] Parmenides for his versification

L.l

See also XEN. R28
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B3 {> A20) Men, Rh. Div. epid.
a pp. 333.12-14, 337.1-7
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R3 (> A20) Menander Rhetor, On Epideictic Speeches

a

Physical are the ones [i.e. hymns] that Parmenides and
Empedocles composed, explaining what Apollos nature
js, what is Zeus’. [. . .] It is ones of this sort, whenever,
reciting a hymn to Apollo, we declare that ke is the sun,
and discuss the nature of the sun, and [scil. we say] that
Hera is the air, and Zeus is heat. For hymuns of this sort are
a form of natural philosophy. Parmenides and Empedo-
cles make use of this kind in a precise way [. . .].

b

Among the philosophers of nature, some use an explana-
tory style, others proceed with brevity, For there is a great
difference between reminding, in a measured way, some-
one.who supposedly aiready knows, and teaching someone
who does not know at all. For Parmenides and Empedocles
explain, while Plato proclaims as briefly as possible.

R4 (> Al8) Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Parmenides

[. . .] In his poetry, Parmenides himself [scil, like Plato],
though obliged by his poetic genre to make use of meta-

91



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

3 4 h) rd N -~ 3 rd o N\
dvopdrav kal oxiuact kal Tpomals ddethwy, duws T6
deahdmiarov kal ioxpdr rai kabapdv eidos Ths dm-
ayyehias homdoaro dnhot 8¢ Todre év Tols TowlTols

&ov vap édert mehd{er [D8.30]
wal wdher

érel vov arw Suob- [cf. DS8.10]
kal TaAw

ovre T petlov
ofire 71 Bawdrepor wehévar xpedy éore. [D8.49-
50]

N A ~ o - 5 2 n

ket way 87e Towdror Gore pdihov weldv el Sowrety

ko) b 7
N TOMTIKOY AdYyor.

R5 Simpl. In Phys.
a (= DE) p. 7.1-3

Hevopdrme 8¢ 6 Kohoddros xal 6 tovrov pabnrys
Happeridns xai of IThuflaydpeior relewrdrny pev mept
Te TV Puokdy xal TOV Umep Ty $low, AN ai-
’ * 14 -~ 4 e
veypaTady Ty éaurdv dihocodiay ropadedaraay,

b (> A20) pp. 146.20-147.7

:
.

e & “edrdrhov adaipns &vakiyriwor dyke™ [DB.48]*

™ & 8 dmo, pny Gavpdoys Bk yap T mwoinow

92

PARMENIDES

Phorical terms, figures, and tropes, nevertheless gives a
friendly welcome to the unadorned, dry, and pure style of
announcement. He shows this in verses like the following

ones:
for what is is adjacent to what is. [D8.30]
and again:

gince it is now, together, whole, [cf. D8.10]

and again:
it must be
Neither at all bigger nor at all smaller. [D8.49-
50]

and everything else of this sort. So that his discourse seems
to be more prosaic than poetic.

R5 Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotie’s Physics
a (# DK)

Xenophanes of Colophon, his disciple Parmenides, and
the Pythagoreans have transmitted a philosophy that is
petfect, both about nature and about what is beyond na-
ture, but also enigmatic.

b (> A20)

I he says that what is one is “similar to the volume of
a well-rounded ball” [D8.48], don’t be surprised: be-
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cause he is writing poetry, he has recourse as well to a cer-
tain kind of mythic fiction. What is the difference then
between saying this or, as Orpheus said, “a silver-shining
gy’ ? And it is clear that some of his expressions are for-
mulated more generally and aceord with others that come
later: as “ungenerated, indestructible” [D8.8] is ap-

ropriate both for the soul and for the mind, and “mo-
tionless” [D8.31, 43] and “remaining in the same”
[D8.34] for the mind. But all of these expressions, heard
all together in their purity, are appropriate to it. For even
if in a certain sense the soul and the mind are ungener-
ated, it is starting from the intelligible that the term has
been introduced.

Plato on Parmenides’ Authority (R6)
R6 (< A5) Plato, Theaetetus

[Socrates:] To me Parmenides seems, to use Homer’s
expression, “venerable and terrifving to me” [Helen
speaking about Priam, I 3.172].

An Interpretation of the Traditional Title (R7)

R7 (> Al4) Simplicius, Commentary or Aristotle’s On the
Heavens

And what prevents them, one might say, from being called
natural philosophers and from being refuted as natural
philosophers? Did not both Melissus and Parmenides en-
title their treatises On Naturef [of. MEL, D1] For [. . .]
we speak also of “the nature of the things that are’; and in
those very treatises they have spoken not only about what
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transcends nature but also about natural objects, and per-
haps this is why they did not refuse to entitle them On
Nature.

The Proem (R8-R10)
Sextus Empiricus” Allegorical Interpretation (BRS)

RS (cf. ad B1) Sextus Empiricus, Against the Logicians

[112] In these verses [i.e. D4], Parmenides calls “the
mares that carry” him [v. 1] the impulses and irratio-
nal desires of the soul; along “the divinity’s many-
worded / Road” [v. 2-3] proceeds theoretical knowl-
edge in conformity with philosophical reason, which, like
a tutelary divinity, leads to the knowledge of all things; the
“maidens” [v. 5] that lead him are the sensations—he
hints allegorically at hearing when he says,

it was pressed hard by two whirling
Wheels [v. 7-8],

that is by those of the ears, by which sound is appre-
hended; [113] the organs of sight he has called “maidens
of the Sun,” [v. 9], who on the one hand have left “the
palace of Night” and on the other hand “toward the
light have pushed back™ [cf. v. 9-10],! because one
cannot make use of them without light, They arrive at
“much-punishing Justice” that “holds its alternating

1 We cannot tell from Sextus’ paraphrase how he understood
lines 9-10a of Parmenides’ text. Its very obscurity may suggest
that some ancient readers had wondered how to construe els
phaos {see note on D4,10).
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keys” [v. 14], ie. thought, which possessos the sure ap-
prehensions of things. [114] After she has welcomed hirm,
she announces that she will teach him these two things:

Both the unshakeable heart of well-convineing
truth [v. 29], ‘

that is, the unmovable foundation of knowledge, and then

the opinions of mortals, in which there is no
true belief [v. 30],

that is, everything that resides in opinion, because it is
essentially uncertain. And at the end he makes the further
clarification that one must rely not upon sensations but
upon Teason: he says,

And do not let much-experienced habit foree
you down onto this road,

To wield an aimless eye and an echoing ear

And tongue—no, by the argument decide the
much-disputed refutation

Spoken by me. [= D8.5-6a]

Well, he himself, as is made clear from what T have said
has evoked scientific reason as the criterion of the truth ir;
the things that are and he has kept far away from attention
directed to sensations.
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References to Particular Points (R9-R10)
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References to Particular Points (R9-R10)

R9 (# DK} Hermias of Alexandria, Commentary on Pla-
t0’s Phaedrus

1t was not Plato who was the fitst person to use a driver
and horses [Phaedrus 246a], but before him those divinely
inspired poets, Homer, Orpheus, Parmenides; but these
Jatter said this without giving the reason, since they were
divinel_\;]r inspired—for they spoke being full of the divin-
ity [.. -l

R10 (* DK)
a Porphyry, The Cave of the Nymphs

He [i.e. probably Numenius] says that Parmenides too
mentions these two gates [L.e. the ones of which Homer
speaks, Od. 13.108-112] in his Physics [cf. D4.11-21].!

1 Porphyry interprets these gates as the passageway of the
4mmortals,” i.e. of the gods and souls [cf. DE1].

b Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Parmenides

[. . .] to see this belongs to an elderly intelligence and not
to 2 human one either, as he says in his poem, but to a
certain goddess (numphé) of the lofty gate.!

1 The adjective hupsipulés, which refers to the celestial gate
of the goddess’ palace (cf. D4,11-21], is Homeric and in prin-
ciple could go back to Parmenides.
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The Two Parts of the Body of the Poem (R11-R18)
Aristotle (RI1-RIZ)

R11 (cf ad B8) Arist. Phys. 1.5 188219-22
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The Two Parts of the Body of the Poem (R11-R18)
Aristotle (RII-RI12)

K11 (cf. ad B8) Aristotle, Physics

They all make the contraries principles, both those who
say that the whole is one and that it does not move (for
Parmenides too makes the hot and the cold principles, but
he calls them fire and earth) [. . .].

R12 (> A24) Aristotle, Metaphysics

[...] But as for Parmenides, he seems to speak on the
basis of more attentive consideration: for thinking that
nonbeing is nothing next to being, he believes that neces-
sarily being is one and that nothing else [scil. is] [. . .]; but
being obliged to follow the phenomena, and supposing
that according to reason the one exists, but according to
sensation the multiple does, he posits again that the causes
are two and the principles two, the hot and the cold,
speaking of them as fire and earth, And among these, he
places the hot on the side of being and the other one on
the side of nonbeing.

Theophrastus (R13)

R13 (¢ A7) Alexander of Aphrodisias, Commentary on
Aristotle’s Metaphysics

Concerning Parmenides and his opinion, Theophrastus
too speaks as follows in the first book of his On Physics:
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“Coming after him [i.e. Xenophanes] |, . ], Parmenides
went ont both paths. For at the same time he asserts that
the whole is eternal and he tries to explain the genesis of
the things that are; but he does not judge in the same way
about both of these points: he supposes that according to
the truth the whole is one, ungenerated, and spherical in
shape, while according to the opinion of the many he ac-
cepts, in order to explain genesis, that the principles are
two, fire and earth, the one as matter and the other as
cause and agent.”

Proclus (R14-R15)

R14 (# DK) Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Timacus

Earlier he [i.e. Plato] posited two principal [scil. kinds of
things], intelligible and generated, or mode! and image,
and he assumed two [scil. modes of knowiedge] analogous
to these, science and plansible discourse, or truth and
belief; as truth is to the intelligible model, so belief is
to the generated image. [. . .] And Parmenides himself,
though he is obscure because he is writing poetry, none-
theless indicates this too when he says, [, . . = D4,29-30

then D6.1-8a. |

R15 (# DK) Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Timaeus

[.. :] It is for this reason that Parmenides in <his verses>
entitled his treatment of perceptibles Regarding [or:

I suppl. Biumker
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~ ~ ¥ o i z by 2 NN F
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Sove 8¢ v Téw alobnrdv Swkbounow émyaye
adiir .. .= D62].

R17 (A34) Simpl. In Phys., p. 39.10-12

Sofaorov by kal drarnidv [D8.57] roliror xahet Tov
Aéyov [scil D8.55-66] oy ws Yevds) dahds, ahl dg
amd Ths voyrAs dhnbelas els  dawdpevor kai So-
kobv 7 alofyrov ékmemTwrira. '
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Against?] Opinion,! on the idea that the perceptibles, by
their very nature, are objects of opinion.

1 This title, which is not authentic, refers to D8.56.

r
Simplicius (R16-RI8)

R16 (cf. ad B1, B19) Simplicius, Commentary on Aris-
totle’s On the Heavens

[. . .] those men [i.e. Parmenides and Melissus] accepted
two kinds of existence, one of what truly is, the intelligible
and another of what becomes, the sensible, of which the);
did not think it right to say simply that it “is,” but that it
“seems to be.” That is why what concerns being is truth
and what concerns becoming is opinion, Parmenides says
at any rate, [. . . = D4.28-32]. Moreover, after he has
concluded the discussion about true being and is prepar-
ing to communicate his teaching about the perceptibles,
he adds, [. .. = D8.55-57]. And after he has explained the
organization of perceptibles in the world, he adds once
again, [. . . = D62].

RI7 (A34) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

He says about this discussion [scil. D8.55-66] that it be-
longs to opinion and is deceplive [D8.57], not because it
is purely and simply false, but because it has fallen away
from the intelligible truth toward appearance and what is
the object of opinion, the perceptible.
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R18 (cf. ad B8) Simpl. In Phys., p. 179.31-33
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Arguments Against Generation (R19-R21)

R19 (# DX) Arist. Phys. 1.8 191a24-33

-~ Y £ h I Ial N k) 2
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Seiv.! kai oo 81} 10 ébebFs ovpBuivov abifovres odd’
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1 8¢tw Bonitz ex Simpl. In Phys., p. 1140.24: 3¢t mss.

108

PARMENIDES

R18 {cf. ad B8) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

For those who say that what is is one and immobile, like
parmenides, also admit contrary principles for natural ob-
iects. For in the section dedicated to opinion, he makes
hot and cold the principles; but he calls them fire and
earth, and light and night or darkness. For he says after
the s]ection that discusses the truth, [. . . = D8.58-64,
D13}

Arguments Against Generation (R19-R21)

R#19 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

For the first people to seek philosophically the truth and
the nature of beings were turned aside, as though they had
been pushed back to another road by inexperience, and
they say that none of the things that are either comes
about or is destroyed, since it is necessary that what comes
about come about either out of what is or out of what is
not, and that it is impossible that this happen out of either
of these: for what is cannot come about (for it already is);
and out of what is not, nothing could come about, for there,
must be some substrate. And in this way, exaggerating the
consequence that immediately follows, they say that the
multiple does not exist either, but only being itself.!

1 The monist natural philosophers are meant just as much as
is Parmenides.
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R20 (# DK) Simpl. In Cael,, p. 136.30-137.2
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R21 (cf. ad B8) Simpl. It Phys., p. 78.24-29
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Interpretations of Being and
Its Attributes (R22-R38)
Being, Interpreted as a Principle (R22)

R22 (= DK) Arist. Phys. 1.2 184b15-17 *

LI 3 ’ 5 b 3 b A ’ b
UJ}CUYK'T? S oL .lLLﬂ.V ELVal T'Y}V CLPXT]V n ’JT}\EDOUS, Kot
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R20 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s On
the Heavens

It is understandable that those who thought that what
comes about comes about both from a certain substrate
and from an efficient cause said that nothing comes about
out of nonbeing, neither as from an element nor as from
an efficient cause. For Parmenides was the first person of
whom we have heard tell who, raising in his verses the
question whether being is ungenerated, has written as fol-
lows: [. .. = D8.11b-14a].

R21 (cf. ad B8) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

By saying this [i.e. D8.8—19] about what is in the primary
sense, he demonstrates clearly that this being is ungener-
ated. For neither is it from being, for no other being pre-
ceded it; nor is it from nonbeing, for what does not exist
does not exist either. And why then was it at this precise
moment that it came about, and not also earlier or later?
But neither is it from what in a certain way is but in a
certaln way is not, as comes about what comes about; for
what in a certain way is but in a certain way is not could
not precede what is in the simple sense, but appeared later
than it [of. ad D8.18].

Interpretations of Being and
Its Attributes (R22-R38)
Being, Interpreted as a Principle (R22)

R22 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

Itis necessary that the principle be either one or multiple;
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el plav, fiTos dxivyrov, ds Pyol Tapueridns xal ME
Mooos, 1) kwovuérmy, domep ol duokai [. . ]

L ¢ EF: oo I

Being, Interpreted as the Whole (R23-R32)
Plato (R23-R26)

R23 (# DK) Plat. Parm. 128a-b

[2€0] o0 pev yap év 7ols movjpacw & dijs elvoe 75
7wy, kol TovTwy TekpuipLe Tapéxn Kalds Te kal eb.
R24 (cf. ad B8) Plat. Theaet. 180d-e
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KLVELTAL,

Lef. app. ad D8.43

R25
a (¢ A26) Plat, Theaet. 181a .l
[20.][.. .] oi 7ol Bhov oractdras [.. .]. ‘
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and ifit is one, either immaobile, as Parmenides and Melis-
sus say, or in motion, as the natural philosophers say [. . .].

Being, Interpreted as the Whole (R23-R32)
Plato (R23-R26)

R23 (# DK) Plato, Parmenides

[Sacrates: ] For you say in your poem that the whole is one,
and you do a fine job of furnishing proofs of this.

R24 {cf. ad B8) Plato, Theaetetus

[Socrates:] I almost forget, Theodorus, that other peo-
ple have asserted the contrary of these [ie. the parti-
sans of movement], for example {. . . = inaccurate quota-
tion of D8.43], and everything that the Melissuses and
Parmenideses maintain in opposition to all of them: viz.,
that all things are cne and that it [i.e. this one] remains
itsel{ in itself, since it does not have a place in which it
could move [of. MEL. D10 [112]].

R25
a {< A26) Plato, Theaetetus
[Socrates:] [. . .] the immobilizers of the whole [. . .].
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b {# DK) Schol. in Plat. Theaet. ad 181a

‘ N ~ » ~ 7 b L] A ~
oracidras’] yhuxela Néfis kol éykoptacTikn TEn

api Tapueridnyp,

R26 (cf. ad B8) Plat. Soph. 244d—c
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Aéyed[. . . = D8.48-50], rootiréy ye v 70 by péoov Te
kai éoyare éxe, Tavre 8¢ Eov mioa avdykn pépn

#
EXELL.

Theophrastus and Eudemus (R27)

R27 (¢ A28) Simpl. In Phys., p. 115,11-14
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b (# DK) Scholia on Plato’s Theaetetus

smmobilizers’: a pleasant and eulogistic expression for the
followers of Parmenides.

f
R26 (cf. ad B8) Plato, Sophist

[The stranger from Elea:] Well then? Will they say that the
whole is different from the being that is one, or that it is
identical with it?

[Theaetetus:] low will they not say it? And indeed, they
do say it.

[The stranger from Elea:] If then it is a whole, as Par-
menides says, [. . . = D8.48-50], being, since it is of this
sort, possesses a center and extremities; and possessing
these, it must necessarﬂy possess parts.

Theophrastus and Eudemus (R27)
R27 (< A28) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

As Alexander reports, Theophrastus sets out Parmenides’
argument in the first book of his Physical Investigation in
the following way: “what is next to being does not exist;
what does not exist is nothing; hence being is [scil. only]
one”; and Eudemus in this way: “what is next to being does
not exist; but being is spoken of in only one way; hence
being is [scil. only] one.”
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Three Doxographies of Theophrastean Origin
(R28-R30)

R28 (A20) Ast. 1.24.1 {Ps.-Plut.) [mepl yevéoems xai
dlopiis]

Happeridys Méooos Zrpev dviipoww yéveow kol
dBopar 8. 76 vopilew 0 wiv drivmrov.

R29 (¢ A22) Ps,-Plut. Strom. 5 (Eus. PE 1.8.5)
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R30 (< A23} (Ps.-?) Hippol. Ref. 1.11
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Three Doxographies of Theophrastean Origin
(R28-R30)

R28 (A29) Astius

Parmenides, Melissus, and Zerio abolished genesis and
destruction because they thought that the whole is im-
mobile.

R29 (< A22} Ps.-Plutarch, Stromata

Parmenides of Elea[. . ] says that the whole is eternal and
immobile and in conformity with the truth of things: for it
is [. . . = D8.9]. Ile expels from the truth the generation
of the things that seem, by a false conception, to exist, and
sensations. He says that if anything exists next to what is,
it is not a being; now, what is not does not exist in the
universe. In this way then he accepts that what is is un-
generated.

R30 (< A23)(Ps.-?) Hippolytus, Refutation of All Heresies

As for Parmenides, he supposes that the whole is one,
eternal and ungenerated and spherleal in shape, but he
too did not escape from the opinion of the many, since he
says that the principles of the whole are fire and earth,
earth as matter, and fire as cause and agent. [. . .] The same
man said that the whole is eternal, not generated, spheri-
cal in shape, and homogeneous, and that, not having any
place within itself, it is immobile and limited.

1 dryévrmrov mss.: dyévmrov Diels
Brandis

2 7)oV mss., Corn.
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Plotinus (R31)

R31 (# DK) Plot. 5.1.8
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An Alchemical Tradition (R32)

R32 (= DK) Ps.-Olymp. Ars sacra 27
Spotws xat 6 Xnjuns 76 Hapuevidy drohovthjoas dy-
alr “tv 16 waw, 8 ob 70 wdy TolrTo Yap € uI) €xot
TO Tav, ovdéy 1O wAY.”

Being, Interpreted as the World (R33-R35)

L3

R33 (# DK) Theod. Cur. 2.108

Napuevidns 8¢ 6 "Ehedrys kal Tov kbopov dyévimrov
elvae Aéywr Bog [.. . = D8.9, with textual variants].
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Plotinus (R31)
R31 {# DK) Plotinus, Enneads

parmenides too earlier [scil. than Plato] touched upon an
opinion of this sort, inasmuch ds he identified being and
mind (nous) and did not place being among the sensibles,
when he said, “For it is the same, to think and also to
pe” [D6.8b].1 And he says that it [L.e. being] is “motion-
less” [D8.31]—in spite of the fact that he adds to it think-
ing (noein)—removing from it all bodily movement, so
that it stays in the same condition, and comparing it to
“the volume of a ball” [D8.48], since it contains every-
thing englobed within it and because thinking is not out-
side, but within it. But by calling it “one” [D8.11] in his
writings, he exposed himself to the accusation that this one
reveals itself to be multiple.

1 Plotinus cites this partial verse several times: Enneads
1.4.10, 3.8.8,5.9.5.

An Alchemical Tradition (R32)

R32 (# DK} Ps.-Olympiodorus, On the Sacred Art

Similarly, Chemes, following Parmenides, says, “The

whole is one, and by virtue of this it is the whole; for if the

whole did not possess this, the whole would be nothing.”
Being, Interpreted as the World (R33-R35)

R33 (= DK) Theodoret, Cure of the Greek Maladies

Parmenides of Elea, saying that the world too is ungener-
ated, cries out, [, . . = D8.9].
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R34 (< A36) Ast. 2.4,11 (Stob.) [ei ddfapros 6 kéapog]
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Tov TOV KOG OV,
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. Being, Interpreted as God (R36-R38)

R36 (A31) A&t 1.7.26 (Stob.) [rept feod]
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textus incertus
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R34 (< A36} Aétius

[...] Parmenides [..
and indestructible.

.J: the world is ungenerated, eternal,

R35 (¢ A36) Aétius

[L..] Parmenides [. . .]: the world is [scil. onlyl one.*

1 This notice might not refer to the first part of the poem but
instead be (correct) information about its second part: in effect,
for Parmenides there is only one world.

Being, Interpreted as God (R36-R3S)

R36 (A31) Agtius

Parmenides: [scil. god is] what is immobile and limited,
spherical in shape.

R37 (cf. ad B8) Clement of Alexandria, Stromaia

The great Parmenides, as Plato says in the Sophist [cf
9372 = R41], writes about god more or less as follows: [ .
= D8.8-9].

R38 (# DK} Ps.-Olympiodorus, On the Sacred Art

Parmenides said that the divine is a potency, one, immo-
bile, limited, and he also called it a principle; for it [. . .]
is one and immobile, and the activity that comes from it is
limited.

121



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOFHY V
The Criterion of Truth (R39-R40)

R39 (cf. ad B1) Sext. Emp. Adp. Math. 7.111
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Criticisms of Parmenides” Ontology (R41-R50)
Plato (R41-R43)

RB41 (# DK) Plat. Soph. 237a
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The Criterion of Truth (R39-R40)

1’39 (cf. ad Bl) Sextus Empiricus, Against the Logicicms

parmenides condemned the discourse (logos) of opinion,
[ mean the one that includes wedk suppositions, while he
took as the criterion scientific discourse (logos), thatis, the
one that is infallible, keeping <himself> too away from the
pelief that comes from sensations [. . ..

R40 (< Al; ¢f. ad B7) Diogenes Laertius

He said that reason (logos) is the criterion, and that sensa-
tions are not exact. For he says, [. . . = D8.3-5].

Criticisms of Parmenides’ Ontology (R41-R50)
Plato (R41-R43)

R41 (# DK) Plato, Sophist

[The stranger from Elea:] This assertion [scil. that it is
possible to speak and judge falsely] dares to suppose that
nonbeing is not. For otherwise the false could not exist.
But great Parmenides, speaking each time both in ordi-
nary language [i.e. in his oral teaching, of. R62] and in
verse, testified from beginning to end for us when we were
children, my child, that [. . . = D§.1-2],
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R42 (cf. ad B7) Plat. Soph. 238c-d
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R42 - (cf. ad BT) Plato, Sophist

[The stranger from Elea:] You know that our distrust for
parmenides is much greater than his prohibition,
[Theaetetus:] How so? '

[The stranger:] By continuing to investigate further, we
have demonstrated to him more than what he prohibited
us from examining.

[Theaet.:] How?

[The stranger:] For he says, [. . . = D8.1-2].

[Theaet.:] This is what he says.

[The stranger:] But as for us, we have not only demon-
strated that the things that are not are, but we have also
shown the kind of nonbeing that it [scil. the nature of the
other! happens to be.

R43 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

They say that Plato accepts the premise according to
which what is next to being is not (for he says in The Soph-
ist that movement, rest, the same, and the other are dif-
ferent from being), but that he no longer agrees that what
is not is nothing [of. Soph. 250a—c, 254d-258b]. For he
says that the things that are different from heing, even if
they are not beings, nonetheless exist, and in this way he
introduces nonbeing, ’

Aristotle (R44-R49)

R44 (# DK) Aristotle, On Generation and Corruption

Some of the ancients held the view that what is is of neces-

125



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

elvar kal dxivyrow [. . . cf. ATOM. D30] repBaivor-
1 2 5 8/ LY z ~ ’ g
Tesl iy alofnow kol wapLdévTES QUTHY WS TG Adyg

Séov drohovlely & kai drivnrov 10 whyv elval dao,
< N\ - o A h L4 hY a7 3
[...] ol uév odw obrws kol 8ig Tadras Tds airias dme-
7 \ ~ 3 s 3 b 8\ 3N -~ 7
divarro wepl TiS dhnfletas: émel 8¢ émt Tov Adywp
uév Sokel Tabra ovuBaivew, émi 8¢ rdv TpaypdTuy
rd rd a b 8 I 4 L) rd
pavig wapamhjoiov evar 0 Sofdlew olrws obléva
vap TOV pawopévar éferTavar Tacobror woTe TO Thp
&v elvow Soxely kal Tovr kpvoreilor, dANd pdvov r4,
h\ LY N Id 8 hY ’9 ~ 2 3/
kahd kai Td dawdpeve Sid oveifaar, radr’ éviow
Ay N\ r 3 5 -~ ’
Bid Ty poviar odfér Soxel Badépew.

1 fmepBaivorres ELM: dmepSdyres FHJVW

R45 (# DK) Arist. Phys. 8.3 253232-b2

by b a ’ £l 3 -~ by L4 ~ ’
TO ey OV TWAMT TMPEMEW, KOL TOUTOU {yretv Adyov

14 r . £ 2 s /2 ’ g

adpérras v alofmow, dppwearie tis éorw Swwolas, -
b N o b 3 El 3 N ’ 3 ’ ..

kal wept Ghov Twds AN 0¥ mepl pépovs dudnoBir-

3 by Ié Y A e 3 A Y ’
ais ov8é pbrov wpos TOv duoucdr, dAhd Tpos mhoas
Y F) rd z > -~ by g hY ’ hY \
ras émamiuns s emely kol mdoas ras 06Eas Bud 1o
xkuwoea xphode Tioas. '

R46 (= DK) Arist. Phys. 1.2 184b25-185a5

by S ) FIY o s SR -~ ) v
TO [EY OVV €L €V Kaib GKWTOY TO OV TKOTELW OV TEM

diceds éori oxomely domep yap kal 7O yewpérpy
3 4 i F's b by 3 Ed Y a3 4 3 3
otkére Aoyos €ome wpos TOV APEAOVTR TAS GEXES, Qh

3 ¢ 2 5 - ® ~ ~ o -
NTOL ETEPAS ETLTTRUNS T Taoel KoLvns, ovTILS OUBE 4

126

PARMENIDES

sity one and immobile. [. ..] Going beyond sensation and
disregarding it on the idea that one ought to follow reason
(logos), they say that the whole is one and immobile. [. . .].
So it is in this way and for these reasons that some peo-
ple have made assertions about the truth; but even if this
seems to be the case when what is involved are arguments,
to hold this opinion when what is involved are facts is very
similar to madness. For no madman is so insane as to think
that fire and ice are the same thing, but it is only between
what is beautiful and what seems to be heautiful because
of habit that it scems to some people, because of their
madness, that they do not differ at all,

R45 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

To say that all things are at rest, and to seek an argu-
ment for this, dismissing sensation, is a kind of infirmity
of thought, and the dispute is about the whole and not
about a part: it concerns not only natural philosophy, but
virtually all the sciences and all opinions, since they all
have recourse to motion.

R46 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

To investigate whether what is is one and immobile is not
to investigate about nature: for just as the geometer no
longer has any argument against someone who denies his
principles, but this {scil. sort of argument] belongs either
to a different science or to a science common to all the
sciences, 5o too the same thing happens to someone [scil.
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who investigates] about principles. For there is no longer
a principle, if there is only one thing and it is one in this
way. For a principle is [scil. a principle] of something or
of some things.

R47 (> A23) Aristotle, On the Heavens

Some of them [i.e. of the earlier philosophers] completely
abolished generation and destruction. For they say that
none of the things that are either comes about or is de-
stroyed, but that this only seems to us to be the case, like
Melissus and Parmenides, who should not be thought to
be speaking in terms of physics, even if otherwise they
speak quite well. For that certain beings are ungenerated
and in general immobile belongs to a kind of investiga-
tion that is different from and anterior to physics. But
since they did not posit anything outside of the substance
of the perceptibles, and since they were the first to think
of natures of this sort, if knowledge or thought were to
exist, they transferred to these realities arguments deriv-
ing from over there.

R48 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

[...] The same kind of objection [scil. as against Melissus]

can be made against Parmenides, and other ones if there
are any that are specific. And the solution is in part that it
[ie. the argument by which being is one] is false and in
part that it is inconclusive. Tt is false insofar as it supposos
that being is spoken of in only one way, although in fact it
is spoken of in multiple ways; and it is inconclusive be-
cause, if one considered only white things, and white
means only one thing, nonetheless the white things would
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still be multiple and not only one. [. . .] But Parmenides

- did not yet see this,

R49 (= DK} Aristotle, Metaphysics

Among those who say that the whole is only one, no ane
has managed to see this cause [scil. the efficient cause]
except Parmenides, and he does so only insofar as he does
not posit a single cause but in a certain way two [cf. D14],

Eudemus (R50)

R50 (< A28) Fudemus in Simplicius, Commentary on Ar-
istotle’s Physics

[. . .] Whether Endemus wrote this so clearly somewhere
else, I cannot say. But in his Physics he writes about Par-
menides the following (from which probably the preced-
ing statement [i.e. the one in R27| can be extracted):
“Parmenides does not seem to demonstrate that being is
[scil. only] one, not even if one were to grant him that be-
ing is spoken of in only one way. [. . .] Just as, if everything
that is were beautiful and it were not possible to find any-
thing that was not beautiful, everything would be beautiful
without the beautiful thereby being just one (in fact it will
be multiple: for colors will be beautiful, activity, and ev-

erything else), so too all beings will be beings, without

being one nor the same. For water is one thing, fire an-
other. So one should <not> be surprised that Parmenides

1¢otxe dv> Diels
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has subscribed to untrustworthy arguments: he has been
deceived by difficulties of a kind that at that time had not

et been clarified. For no one spoke of the multiple mode,
seeing as Plato was the first to introduce the double mean-
ing, nor of the in-itself and of the contingent.”

Three Defenses of Parmenides (R51-R53)
Simplicius Against Aristotle and Other
Predecessors (R51-R52)

R51 (> Al9) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Phys-
ics

Since we shall also hear Aristotle refuting the opinions of
earlier philoscphers, and, before Aristotle, Plato is seen to
be doing likewise, and, before both of them, Parmenides
and Xenophanes, one must know that these men, in their
care for more superficial readers, refute what seems ab-
surd in their writings, given that the ancients had the hahit
of revealing their thoughts in an enigmatic way. But it
is clear that Plato, even though he seems to refute Par-
menides, expresses his great admiration for him when he
says that his thought requires a deep-sea diver,! And Ar-
istotle evidently recognized the profundity of his wis-
dom when he writes, “But Parmenides.seems to speak
<on the basis of more attentive consideration>” [cf. R12].
And therefore these men—while they sometimes com-

1In fact Plato does not say this; but others said it about
Heraclitus (cf. HER, R3).
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lete what has been omitted, sometimes clarify what has
heen expressed unclearly, sometimes separate what is said
about the intelligibles, on the idea that this cannot apply
adequately to natural objects, as in the case of those who
say that what is is one and immobile, sometimes fore-
stall the easy interpretations of the more superficial [scil.
readers]—do not refute except in appearance. And we too
shall endeavor to consider these points attentively with
regard to the arguments that Aristotle advances against
each of them.

R52 (cf. ad B, B19) Simplicius, Commentary on Aris-
totle’s On the Heavens

But Aristotle, as is his custom, here too has formulated his
response considering the appearance of the words, taking
care not to mislead his more superficial [scil. readers]. Yet
those men [i.e. Parmenides and Melissus] accepted two
kinds of existence [. . .]. How then could Parmenides have
supposed “that only the perceptibles exist” [scil, as Aris-
totle claims in R47], given that regarding the intelligible
he gives a philosophical account which it is superfluous to
transcribe now? And how could he have transferred to the
perceptibles what accords with the intelligibles, given that
he taught on the one hand the unification of the intelligi-
ble and of what really is and on the other hand the orga-
nization of the world, treating these two clearly as separate
matters, and did not think it right to call the perceptible
by the name of being?
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Plutarch Against Colotes ( R53)
R53 Plutarch, Agrinst Colotes

a (cf. ad B10)

But as for Parmenides, he abolished neither fire nor water,
nor cliff (?) nor, as Colotes claims, the inhabited cities in
Furope and Asia [ . .].

b (> A34)

But since he {i.e. Parmenides] understood even before
Plato and Socrates that nature possesses one part that be-
longs to opinion and another part that is intelligible, and
that the part that belongs to opinion is unstable and errs,
subject to multiple affections and changes, because of
diminution, growth, the different relations of things to
other ones, and the fact that they are never tdentical for
sensation, not even for the same individual, while the kind .
that is intelligible is different—for it is “Complete and
untrembling and unborn” [D8.9], as he himself has
said—and similar to itsolf and remaining at rest in its be-
ing, Colotes, playing the slanderer in what he says and
pursuing the argument at the level of the words and not
of the things, says that Parmenides simply abolishes all
things by positing that being is one. But he [i.e. Par-
menides] does not abolish either of the two natures, but
assigns to each one what is appropriate to it: he places the
intelligible in the category of the one and of being {since
he has called being eternal and indestructible, and one by
virtue of its similarity to itself and because it does not
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admit difference), and the sensible in the category of what
is disordered and in motion,

References to Particular Points of the
Cosmology (R54-R60)
The Elements as Divine (R54)
R54 (A38) Clement of Alexandria, Protreptic
Parmenides of Elea introduced fire and earth as gods.

The Cosmogonic Divinity (R55)
R55
a (A32) Aétius

P.armenides [ : I+ everything happens according to neces-
sity; and fate, justice, providence, and the creator of the
world are identical,

b (# DK) Theodoret, Cure of the Greek Maladies

Parmenides called necessity Divinity (deimén), Justice
and Providence. |
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Eros (R56-R58)
R56 Plat. Symp.
a (cf. ad B13) 178a-b
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Eros (R56-R58)

R56 Plato, Symposium
a (cf ad B13)

«The fact that he [i.e. Eros] is the oldest among them [i.e.
the gods] is honorable,” ke [i.e. Phaedrus? said, “and here
is Proof of this [. . .]! As for Parmenides, he speaks of his
pirth: [. . . = D16].”

1 Phaedrus cites here Hesiod, Th. 116-17 and 120 [= COSM.
T11] and Acusilaus 9 B2 DX, for whom Eros was never begotten.

b (# DK)

[Agathon:] As for me, although I agree with Phaedrus on
many other points, I do not agree with him on this cne,
that Eros is more ancient than Cronus and Iapetus, On the
contrary, I say that he is the youngest of the gods and is
always young, and that the ancient matters regarding the

ods about which Hesiod and Parinenides speak! came
about because of Necessity and not because of Eros, if
they were speaking the truth, For there would not have
been castrations, enchainments of each other, and many
other deeds of violence, if Eros had been among them, but
instead there would have been friendship and peace, as
there is now, ever since Eros reigns over the gods.

1 This indieation regarding Parmenides is without parallsl,

R57 (cf. ad B13) Aristotle, Metaphysics
One might suspect that Hesiod was the first to have sought

“this kind of cause [scil. the efficient cause], or anyone else

who placed love or desire among beings as a principle—
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vap obros karaorevdlwy Ty Tol Tavris yéveow |, .

=DI16] ¢yow [. . .] Hotobos dé[.. .1, oc Béow év roig
obaw Drdpyew Twd airiov fris ko kol ovrdfe

4
T4 TPdyRaTa.

R58 (cf. ad B13) Plut, Amat. 756E

8ed Tapueridns pév dmodaive. 7ov “Epwra 76v Adpo-
Sirys épywr mpeaBiTtaror év T roopoyorly ypddwy
[...=D1lis]

An Epicurean Criticism of the
Cosmotheology (R59)
R59 (? A37) Cic. Nat. deor: 1.28

[. . . = D15b] in quo neque figuram divinam neque
sensum quisquam suspicari potest. multaque ejusdem

monstra, quippe qui bellum, qui discordiam, qui cupi- .

ditatem, ceteraque generis eiusdem ad deum revocat,

quac vel morbo vel somno vel oblivione vel vetustate -

delentur; eademque de sideribus, quae reprehensa in alio
iam in hoc omittantur.

A Report about the Future of the World (R60)

R60 (¢ A23) (Ps.-?) Hippol. Ref. 1.11

1oV <88 kbapov idm Pleipeabar, § 3¢ Tpémy, ol

elmrev,
1 ¢8> Diels
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like Parmenides too, for he says when he is explaining the

eneration of the whole [. . . = D16}, and Hesiod [incom-
plete citation of Th. 116-120 = COSM, T11], on the idea
that among beings there must be a certain cause that will
move things and bring them together.

R58 (cf. ad B13) Plutarch, Dialogue on Lote

That is why Parmenides asserts that Eros is the most an-
cient of the works of Aphrodite! when he writes in his
cosmogony, [. .. = D186].

1 It is uncertain whether Parmenides himself gave this name
to the divinity of D186,

An Epicurean Criticism of the
Cosmotheology (R59)

R39 (¢ A37) Cicero, On the Nature of the Gods

[...] but in this [scil. heaven that Parmenides calls god in
D15b]. no one could suspect either a divine shape or
sensation. And he has many monsters too, for he assigns
to a god war, discord, greed, and the other things of this
sort, which are destroyed by sickness, sleep, forgetting, or
old age; and the same for the stars, which I can omit here
because I have already criticized them elsewhere.

A BReport about the Future of the World (R60)
R60 (< A23) (Ps.-P) Hippolytus, Refutation of All the Her-

esies

He said that the world will be destroyed, but he did not
say in what way [cf. D62].
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A Theophrastean Criticism of the
Theery of Cognition (R61)

R61 (¢ A4B) Theophr. Sens. 4

[.. .=D532] dv & iodlwor v pifer, wérepor ot
~ 2 g b r & ’ 38\ o 8 e
dpovely 4 olf, kel tis 1) Sudbeois, oudér ért Sudpixey .
[...] ofire pév odv adrds éower dmoréuvestar i

Ppdoe ra cvpBaivovra Svoyepd) Sia Ty dwéhipp,

Three Images of Parmenides (R62-R72)
Parmenides and Dialectic (R62-R65)
Parmenides as the Father of Dialectic (R62-R63)

R62 (> A5) Plat. Soph. 217c

[202.] wérepov etwbas jdior ebros émi covrot paxpd
Ay Siefiévar Méywv todro & dv évBeifacfoi ro Bov-
Anfis, 3 8¢ épwrjoewy, oldy more kai Iapuevidy
xpopéve xai Swlidvrre Aéyous maykilovs mapeyevs-
pny éydr véos dv, ékelvov pdha 8 rére dvros mpe

O'Bﬁ'rov;

R63 (= DK) Sext. Emp. Adv. Maih. 7.7

Tappevidns 8¢ odi dv 86fas tis Sradextuchis ametpas

3 3 2 4 5 4 by P . 3
EYELY, ETELTED Tahy APLO'TDTE)UT]Q' TOV YPWPULOV GUw -’.1;

Tov Zrjrawve Swahextuchs dpxryyor vmethnder.
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A Theophrastean Criticism of the
Theory of Cognition (R61)

R61 (< A46) Theophrastus, On Sensations

[...] But for the case in which these two [scil. the hot and
the cold] are in equality in the mixture, he no longer indi-
cates at all whether there will be thought or not, and what
will be the corresponding condition [. . .]. Thus he himself
seems to remove by this statement [scil. that in certain
cases one of the contraries taken on its own has sensation]
the difficulties that result from his hypothesis.

Three Images of Parmenides (R62-R72)
Parmenides and Dialectic (R62-R65)
Parmenides as the Father of Dialectic (R62-R63)

R62 (> A5) Plato, Sophist

[Socrates speaking to the stranger from Elea:] When you
want to explain something to someone, is it your habit to
explain it by yourself alone in a long speech, or by means
of questions—as once, when I was present, Parmenides
made use of them and worked out some very fine argu-
ments; I was young, and at that time he was very old.

R63 (= DK) Sextus Empiricus, Against the Logicians

Parmenides would not seem to be inexperienced in dia-
lectic, since Aristotle in turn considered that his compan-
ion Zeno was the founder of dialectic [cf. ZEN, R41.
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Attributions of Zenonian Arguments to
Parmenides (R64-R65)

R64 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.23 (cf. 9.29)

Kol mpdTos épwrioal Tov Axihhén Aoyov, ds DafBw-
pivos & Tlavrodanfj icropie [Frag. 80 Amato).

R65 (2 DK) Simpl. In Phys., p. 139.24-27

6 wévrow Mopdiipios kol 7ov éx Tis diyoToplas Adyoy

IapueriBov dnoiv elvar & 10 6v ék Talirns wepayé-
vov Sewkvivow. ypdde 8¢ obrws [Frag, 135F Smith)
“Erepos B¢ A Adyos 7@ Iapueridy 6 Sid vis diyoro-
wins olduevos dewarvar 10 dv &v evar pdvor kel

£l
.

-~ 3 b M :8 I'4
TOUTO G.MGPES‘ KoL o MILPE‘TOV [. ' -]

Parmenides as a Pythagorean ( RBS—R?O)

R66 (> A4) Phot. Bibl. 249, p. 439a35-38 Belkker

) ) -~ ’ -~ > Fal e i
s 8¢ Aoyuchis oméppare kaTaBalely odrd Zhvwva
Kol Hap,tbevfanu rovs ‘Eledras xai obrow 8¢ mhs Tv- -

Baryopelov Hoar SwarpiBis.

R67 (Ad) lambl. VP 166

Y \ ~ - [ N ’ F) :
[.. ] kal wepi 7év dvowor boor Twd pvetay memoin- -
- 7 N ’ . E ia
vTou, TpeToY ,E‘IL'ITESOKI\.EG, Kot Ha.py.ewa'r)v Tov Eledg

™ wpopepbucvor Tuyxdrovo .. .
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Attributions of Zenonian Arguments to
Parmenides (R64-R65)

R64 (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

He was the first person to raise the question of the argu-
ment of Achilles [cf. ZEN, D15a], as Favorinus reports
in his Miscellaneous History.

R65 (= DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

Porphyry says that the argument of dichotomy [cf. ZEN.
D14] too belongs to Parmenides, who was trying to dem-
onstrate on this basis that being is one. He writes as fol-
Jows: “Parmenides had another argument, the one by
means of dichotomy, which aims to show that being is only
one and that it is without parts and indivisible [. . .].”

Parmenides as a Pythagorean (R66-R70)

R66 (> A4) Photius, Library

Zeno and Parmenides, the Eleatics, sowed the seeds of

logic for him [i.e. Plato]; these men too belonged to the
Pythagorean school,

R67 (A4) Iamblichus, Life of Pythagoras

[ . .] among those [i.e. the Pythagoreans in Italy] who
became celebrated for natural philosophy, Empedocles
and Parmenides of Elea are distinguished first of all [. , J.
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R68 (< Al) Diog. Laert, 9.23

Kol Sokel mpdiros medwparévar Tov adTov elvar “Eome
pov kai Bacddpov [, . . cf. D22]- of 8¢ Mvbaydpar.
Kahipayos 8¢ dmow pij elvar adrod 16 wroinpue.

R69 (¢ A48) Aét. 4.13.10 (Stob.) [repi Spdoews]

Gnov kol Thlayopar 7j 86fy rairy cvvemvypddou-
ow, -dre &) PeBauwriy THV pabnudrer. kal mwpos
rotre Mappevidnr dupaivovra Tolro Sid v momud-

TV,

R70 (#DK) Ps.-Ceb. Tab. 2.2

GMNG. Eévos Tis mdhar woré doikero debpo, dinp -
bpwr kol Dewds mepl codiav, Mye Te kai épye Hy-

Bayipedy mwa kal Hoppevibewov élnhoxas Blov

[..]

Parmenides as a Christian (R71-R72)

R71 (#DK) Clem. Alex. Strom. 5.59.6

8 7 Bhedrns Mapuevidns 6 péyas dirrdr elonyyeiro
Sdaokarioy 686y ¢ mws ypddav[. . . = D4.29-30,

with textual variants].
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R68 (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

He seems to have been the first person to have discovered
that the evening star and the star that brings the light are
the same [. . .]; but others say that it was Pythagoras. But
Callimachus says that the poem {scil. of Parmenides] is not
by him li.e. probably: Pythagoras].

R69 (< A48) Astius

Certain people attach the name of Pythagoras too to this
opinion [i.e. that of Hipparchus regarding the mechanism
of vision] as being the authority for scientific knowledge;
and besides him, Parmenides, who states this in his poem.!

1 Hipparchus thought, in the tradition of Plata’s Timaeus, that
visual rays depart from the eyes “Iike hands.” Nothing of this sort
is preserved among the verses of Parmenides.

R70 (# DK) Ps.-Cebes, The Tablet

Along time ago, a stranger arrived here one day, an intel-
ligent man and expert in wisdom, who pursued in word
and deed a certain Pythagorean and Parmenidean way of
life [. . .].

Parmenides as a Christian (R7I-R72)

R71 {# DK) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata

The great Parmenides of Eloa introduced the doctrine of
the two roads [i.e. that of the revealed truth of the New
Testament and the initiation for the whole coming from
the Old Testament], when he wrote as follows: [ . . =
D4.29-30].
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R72 {(cf. ad B4) Clem. Alex. Strom. 5.15.5-16.1

dANG, kat Tlapperidns év 7§ vdrod woujpar, mepi Tis

i

"FAwibos aivicaduevos Ta Towadre Aéyer [, . =DI10],

PR N or 2 2, s ¢ - -~ Ao
émel xai & Emilwr, kafdmep 6 moTdov, TG VG dpg
Ta vonre kol 76 péAhovTa.

The Rarity of the Text of Parmenides in the
" 6th Century AD (R73)

R73 (A21) Simpl. In Phys., p. 144.25-28

vy \ 8 ~ ’ r81 " Y N ~
kai € T p1 Sokd yhioxpos, 0éws dv Td wept Tob
[ 3. 2 » - I \ ) .
éuds drros Emw tob Toppevidov undé mwohhe dvra
TotrSe Tols Bromvpact mapaypddaie Sid T€ T
wlorw 1oy v’ éuol Aeyopévwy kal Sid v omdvw
7ot Tapperndeiov ovyypdumaros. -
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R72 (cf. ad B4) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata

But Parmenides too in his poem refers allegorically to
Hope when he says, [, . . = D10)], since the man who
hopes, like the one who believes, sees intelligible things
and future ones with his mind. _

See also R37

The Rarity of the Text of Parmenides in the
6th Century AD (R73)

R73 (A21) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

And without wanting to seem overly insistent to anyone, 1
would like to cite in this commentary Parmenides’ verses
on the One that is—they are not many—both in order to
make what I say more plausible and because of the rarity
of Parmenides’ text.
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20. ZENO [ZEN.]

If we combine the indications furnished by the chronog-
rapher Apollodorus of Athens and those that can be de-
rived from FPlato’s Parmenides—however uncertain the
historical exactness of these latter might be—we can con-
clude that Zeno, a citizen of Elea like his teacher Par-
menides, was born around 504/500 BC. The ancient tradi-
tion records his attachment to his city (which may lend a
articular significance to his visit to Athens in the company
of Parmenides to attend the Panathenaic festival), his ad-
miration for Pericles, and his opposition to tyranny.

Plato states that his treatise was composed of a series
of arguments intended to defend Parmenides’ thesis on
the unicity of being, arguments whose particular character
was that they did not offer a positive demonstration {of the
sort found in Melissus) but instead developed the aporias
inherent in the contrary hypothesis of plurality, in order
to demonstrate its impossibility by reason of the contra-
dictory conclusions deriving from it. Other arguments of
Zeno's refuted the existence of movement {four, according
to Aristotle, see D1, D14-D19) and of place (D13), In
late sources (Proclus, D2; Elias, D3), the total number of
arguments increases to forty. _

The procedure adopted by Zeno involves a novelty that
Aristotle identified in making Zeno the inventor of dialec-
tic, that is, a technique of contradictory argumentation in
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which the starting point is found not among premises that
are necessary or have been demonstrated previously but *
among reputable opinions. It is also on this basis that cer.
tain scholars, who have ancient antecedents, have been

able to interpret Zeno's intention not as the indireet de-
fense of Parmenides but as a skeptical nihilism deriving
from the possibility of arguing legitimately in favor both
of a thesis and of its contrary. The existence of an argu-

ment apparently directed not against multiplicity but

against unity' (see R10-R13) has been read in this way. In
any case, the influence of Zeno’s arguments has been im.
mense, if only by reason of the refutations that philoso-
phers have been obliged to seek for them (beginning with
Aristotle, in the exposition of his doctrine of the continu-

ous in Books 4 and 6 of his Physies), but it is due less g~ ~

the philosophical position hic defended than to the logical
challenges that his paradoxes posed. Modern theoreti-

cians of mathematics and physics have continued to find -

these interesting,
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See also, in the introduction to Parmenides, the works of
G. Calogero and of P. Curd.
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P
Chronology (P1-P3)

Pl
a (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.29

#rpale 8¢ obros kard THw évdrprl <xal éBSopmxo-
ari>t Ohvpmidde [= Apollod. FGrHist 244 F30].

1 évdrnp B: 8 P{Q): om. F
Aldobrandinus

2 ¢kai €BBounrooTivy

b (< A2) Suda 2.77

Zrpwp, Tehevraydpov, ‘BEhedrs, ¢théoodos rdv éy-
vilévror Tvluydpe kal Anpokpite kerd Tovs ypd-
vovs (fv yap émt m4s on' Olvpmeddos) [, 1.

P2 (< A3} Eus. Chron. (Hier. Chron., p. 111.23)
[ad OL 81.1] Zeno [. . .] agnoscitur.

Ol 81.1] vel 81.2 mss. quidam
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F

Chrenology (P1-P3)
P1
a (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

He attained his full maturity in the <7>6th Olympiad [=
464/60].

b {< A2) Suda

Zeno of Elea, son of Teleutagoras, one of the philosophers
chronologically close! to Pythagoras and Democritus. For
he lived during the 78th Olympiad [= 468/64].

LIf this indication is not erroneous, it must be understood
very broadly, as referring to an ‘epoch.’

P2 (< A3) Eusebius, Chronicle
[Olympiad 81.1 = 456] Zeno [. . .] is recognized.
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P3 {= DK) al-Sahraziri, Nuzhat al-arwah wa-rawdat ol
afrih, p. 32.40 Rosenthal

A gy gladadly by

Parmenides, Zeno’s Intelleciual
Father and Lover (P4-P5)

P4 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.25

Zopwy FEhedrys. roliror ’Awo)\)\éSmpég dmoww [FGrHist
244 F30a] eivar év Xpowmwols! dvoe weév Tehevra-
vépou, Géoer 8¢ Mapuevidov.

1 post Xpowixots hab. mss. wiipyros tov 8¢ Tlapueridne,

secl, Rossi; rov 8¢ Happevidny Mipyros post Hapueribov add,
Karsten

P5
a (< All) Plat, Parm. 1270

[. . .] wai Méyerfor adrdy madikd tod TlapueriSov
veyovévar.

b (All) Athen. Deipn. 11.113 505F

5 8\ ’ A ’ 1 [N > - 5 8 n
T0 8¢ wdrTar oxeTMdTaTor! ket TO elwev olOeuids -
karemeryovons xpelas 61i moubucd yeydvol Toi) Map-

pevidov Znjvwy & wokiTys adrob.

1 gyerhidTepor A, carr. Musurus

160

ZENO
p3 (# DK) al-8ahraziiri, The Pleasure Place of Spirits and
the Garden of Rejoicing, entry on “Zeno”
He died at the age of seventy-eight years.!

1 Translated by Germana Chenii.

Parmenides, Zeno’s Intellectual
Father and Lover (P4-P5)
P4 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Apollodorus says in his Chronicles that he was by nature
Teleutagoras’ son but by adoption Parmenides’.

P5
a (< All} Plato, Parmenides
[...] It was said that he had been Parmenides’ beloved.

b (Al1} Athenaens, Deipnosophists

The most shameful thing of all is that he [i.e. Plato] says,
without being compelled by any necessity, that Parmen-
ides’ fellow citizen Zeno was his beloved.
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Zeno at Athens (P6-P8)
His Visit to the Great Panathenaic Festival (P6)

P6 {< All) Plat. Parm. 127a—c

[KE.] &bn 8¢ 83 & Avripdw Méyew Tov ITuBdwpor &m
depixowrd more eis llavabipowa to peydha Znpwy Te
xai Tlappevidns [ . . of. PARM. P4]. Znjvova B8 éyyis
rév! rerrapdrorra Téte elvar, ebprin 8¢ kol xapievra
iS¢ty [. . . = PBa). karabew 8¢ adrods &b mapd 4
TvfoSdpy éxrds tetxous év Kepopewd ol 81 xai
2 2 rd I * 3 Y £l
ddiréofar Tév Te Zwxpdrn kal dANovs Tivds uer
adrol morhots, émbuuobvras dkoboar T8V Tob Zivw-
V0§ YPUUMETOU—TOTE YaAp adTd mpdTOY YT EKelvwy

~ s hY oy 4 s £

routorffjpai—2mkpdry 8¢ elvar ToTe ahédpa véov.

1 76v GW: érddy BT

Zeno and Pericles (P7-FP8)

P7 (¢ A4) Plut. Per. 4.5

Sufkouae 8¢ Tlepuchijs xal Zajrwvos toil ‘Bhedrov|[. .

=R6].

P8 (AL7) Plut. Per 5.3

[, ] rovs 8¢ 7ob Tlepuchéovs Tiw oeprdryra Bofoko-
wlov Te Kol Thdov dmoxatotrTas 6 Zjvor mapekdie
kol avrols T. Towdro Sofokomely, as THS wpoTTOL-
oews abris Tér ko\dv vromototons Twd Aehndéras

{Hhov kol cumbetar.
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Zeno at Athens (P6-P8)
His Visit to the Great Panathenaic Festival (P6)

P6 (< All) Plato, Parmenides

[Cephalus:] Antiphon reported that Pythodorus had said
that Zeno and Parmenides once came to the Great Pana-
thenaic festival [. . .]. Zeno was near forty at that time, tall
and attractive in appearance [. . .]. He said that they stayed
at Pythodorus’ house ocutside the city walls in the Kera-
meikos; it was there that Sccrates went together with
many others desiring to hear what Zeno had written—for
this was the first time that they had brought the book with
them. Socrates was very young at the time.!

1 See the note on PARM. P4,

Zeno and Pericles (P7-P8)

P7 (¢ A4) Plutarch, Pericles .
Pericles also studied with Zeno of Elea [, . .].

P8 {A17) Flutarch, Pericles

.. .] those who criticized Pericles solemnity as being an
ambition for glory and mere vanity Zeno called upon to
be ambitious themselves for this kind of glory, since he
thought that the very imitation of fine things gradually

Erﬁduces, without being noticed, a zeal for them and a
abit.
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Character (P9-P10)

P9 (< Al) Diog, Laert. 9.26

véyove 8¢ djp yervardraros xal ev dehooodin kal &y
molrelq. déperar yobv adroll BiBia moAMfis cwvé
Tews yéuovTa.

P10 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.28

yéyove 8¢ 1d T€ &Nk dyalos o Zipwr, AAA kal Vare-
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Character (P9-P10)

P9 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

He was a man of great nobility both in philosophy and in
politics. For books of his full of much intelligence are in
circulation.!

L The plural may imply the existence of apocryphal writings
(cf. R35-R36). On Zeno's palitical nobility, see P13-P186.

P10 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Zeno was a fine man in other regards, but he was also
disdainful of the great, exactly as Heraclitus was [cf, HER.
P9]. For he loved his own country—at first called Hyele,
then Elea, a colony of the Phocaeans, a simple town that
knew how to do nothing other than to raise fine men—
more than the splendor of Athens; he did not travel there
often, but passed his whole life in the same place.

Emoluments (P11)

P11 (< Ad) (Ps.-?) Plato, First Alcibiades

. . .] Pythodorus, son of Isolochus, and Callias, son of
Calliades, became wise and famous because they had each
paid a hundred minas to Zeno,
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ZENO
A Story of Injustice (P12)
P12 (A5) Aristotle, Rhetoric

[...] and those whose unjust actions are considered praise-
worthy, as for example if it happens that at the same time
one takes vengeanece for one’s father or mother, as in the
case of Zeno [. . ]!

1 Aristotle is listing situations in which one does not hesitate
to commit an unjust action. His reference to Zeno seems likely to
he to the philosopher; the circumstances to which he is a]luding
are unknown.

The Philosopher and the Tyrant (P13-P16)!

1 This episode is reported (with variations) by a number of
other authors {Diogenes Laertius, Plutarch, Clement of Alexan-
dria, Philostratus).

P13 (A6} Diodorus Siculus

[2] Because his country was ruled harshly by the tyrant
Nearchus, he organized a conspiracy against the despot.
But he was discovered, and when he was interrogated
under the constraint of torture regarding the identity of
his accomplices, he said, “Tf only I were master of my body
as I am of my tongue” [ef. P15]. [3] The tyrant increased
the torfure greatly, but Zeno held out for a while; but then,
wanting to be freed from the pain and at the same time to
be avenged upon Nearchus, he had the following idea: [4]
when the torture reached its greatest Intensity, he pre-
tended that he was dying because of the pain and cried
out, “Stop! I will tell you the whole truth.” And when they
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P15 (Al9} Tert. Apol. 50.9

Zeno Eleates consultus a Dionysio quidnam philosophia
praestaret, cum respondisset: “impassibilem fieri,” fla-
gellis tyranni subiectus? sententiam suam ad mortem us-

que signabat,
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had stopped, he told him to come close to him so that he
would be the only one to hear: for many of the things that
he was going to say would be better kept secret. [5] The

ant was pleased and, coming close to him, placed his
ear beside the mouth of Zeno, who scized the despot’s ear
with his teeth and bit it. The servants ran up quickly and
inflicted all kinds of further suffering upon the tortured
man in order to make him stop biting, but instead he bit
gll the more firmly. [6] In the end they were unable to
overcome this man’s courage, and they stabbed him to
death to make him loosen his bite. And it was by this
stratagem that he was freed from his pains and took the
vengeance he could upon the tyrant.

P14 (< Al5) Elias, Commentary on Aristotle’s Categories

[...] For when he was asked one day by the tyrant who were
the people who were conspiring most again his tyranny, he
indicated the bodyguards; the other was convinced, killed
them—and was assassinated. For he thought it was a good
thing to tell a lie in order to overthrow a tyrant.

P15 (A19) Tertullian, Apology

When Dionysius asked Zeno of Elea what it was that phi-
losophy could provide, he answered, “to become indiffer-
ent to suffering”; when he was condemned by the tyrant

to be whipped, he set a seal upon his opinion to the point
of death.

limpassibilem fieri F: contemptu mortis inpassibilis S, con-
temptum mortus inpassibilis vulg,, contemptu mortis impassibi-
lem fieri cond. Haverkamp 2 subiectus F: ohiectus oulg,,
abiectus dett.
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P16 (A20) Stobaeus, Anthology

when Zeno of Elea was tortured by the tyrant so that he
would name his accomplices, he said, “If there were any,
you would not be tyrant.”

Another Apothegm (P17)

P17 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

They say that when he was vilified he became very angry;
and when someone criticized him, he said, “If I do not
pretend [scil. to be angry] when I am vilified, then T will
not notice either when T am being praised” [ef. EMP.
P28al.

Iconography (P18)

P18 {# DK) Richter I, pp. 108-9; Kach, “Ikonographie,”
in Flashar, Bremer, Rechenauer (2013), L1, p. 222.
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Writings
Cf. R2, R35-R36
The Number of Zeno’s Arguments (D1-D3)
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ZENO

D
Writings
cf. R2, R35-36

The Number of Zeno’s Arguments (D1-D3)
D1 (< A25) Aristotle, Physics

There are four arguments by Zeno about motion [cf.
D14-D19], which present difficulties for those who try to
solve them.

D2 (< Al5) Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Parmenides

Of the many arguments stated by Zeno, which were forty
in all, Socrates has chosen one of the first ones and raises

adifficulty with regard to it [. . .].

D3 {< Al5) Elias, Commentary on Aristotle’s Categories
And in favor of his former personal teacher, Parmenides,
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who said that being is one aceording to its form, but that
peings are multiple according to the evidence, he con-
cludes on the basis of forty arguments that being is one,
since he thought it a good thing tofdefend his own teacher.
And agreeing once again with this same teacher, who said
that being is immobile, he establishes on the basis of five!
arguments that being is immobile.

1 Aristotle (D 1) says “four.”

The Contents of the Arguments
Preserved (D4-D19)
Arguments Against Plurality (D4-D12)
The First Argument: Similar and Dissimilar (D4)

p4 (# DX) Plato, Parmenides

After he had listened, Socrates asked him [i.e. Zeno] to
read again the first hypothesis (hupothesis) of the first
argument; and, when it had been read, he said, “What are
you saying, Zeno? If beings are multiple, then it is neces-
sary that the same things be both similar and dissimilar;
but this is certainly impossible: for it is not possible that
dissimilar things be similar nor that similar ones be dis-
similar. Is this not what you are sayingP”

“Yes,” said Zeno.

“And so, if it is not possible that dissimilar things be
similar nor that similar things be dissimilar, it is certainly
also impossible that they be multiple. For if they were
multiple, what would happen to them would be impossi-
hilities.”
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Argument by Magnitude:
Small and Large (D5-D10)
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Argument by Magnitude:
Small and Large (D5-D10)

D5 (< B) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

 what exists did not have magnitude, it would not
exist either.

p6 (< Bl) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

But if it exists, it is necessary that each thing possess
some magnitude and thickness and that one part of
it be distinct from something else. And the same
argument applies to what is more. For it too will
possess a magnitude and one part of it will be more.
Now, it is the same thing to say this one time and to
say it forever. For no part of such a thing will be the
last one, nor will there be any part of it that will not
be in relation with another. Thus if many things ex-
fst, it is necessary that they be both small and large,
so small that they do not have any size, and so large
that they are unlimited.

D7 (B2) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

In this argument he shows that what does not possess any
magnitude or thickness or volume could not exist either.
He says, “For if it were added to another thing that
exists, this would not make it any larger. For if a
magnitude is nothing, when it is added it is not pos-
sible to progress toward magnitude. And already in

el yap D: o yap EF: od yap e ed. Ald, 2 wpooye-
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this way, what is added would be nothing. And if,
when it is removed, the other thing is not at all
smaller, and if when it is added it does not make it
Jarger, then it is clear that what is added is nothing,
and so too what is taken away.”

D8 (A21) Aristotle, Metaphysics

Furthermore, if the one itself is indivisible, according to
Zena’s axiom, it would be nothing: for that which, if added
or removed, makes neither larger nor smaller, he says that
this does not belong to the things that exist, as he evidently
supposes that what exists is a magnitude, and if it is a
magnitude it is corporeal. For this is what exists abso-
lutely; while the other things, if they are added, will make
jtlarger in a certain way, but in another way not at all, kike
the surface and line; but the point and the unit, not at all

[

D9 (< A22) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

Alexander says that the [. . .] argument derived from di-
chotomy [Aristotle, Physics 187al-3] comes from Zeno,
who says that if what exists had a magnitude and were
divided, what exists would be multiple and no longer one,
and who shows thereby that the one is not any of the things
that exist [cf, R10a, R13].
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D10 (A16) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

They report that Zeno said that if someone explained to
him what the one might be, he would be able to say what
the things that exist [scil. are].

Limited and Unlimited (D11)

p11 (B3) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

For after he has shown again that, if many things exist, the
same things are limited and unlimited, Zeno writes what
follows, which I cite in his own words: “If many things
exist, it is necessary that they be as numerous as they
are, and neither superior to them in number nor
inferior in namber. But if they are as numerous as
they are, they will be limited. If many things exist,!
then the things that exist are unlimited. For between
the things that exist there are always other things,
and then again others hetween those. And thus the
things that exist are unlimited.”

1This sentence is not connected to the preceding one in the
Greek, Perhaps a connecting particle was lost in the course of
transmission, but it is also possible that Zeno’s arguments were
presented in the form of a list,

A Corollary? The Grain of Millet (D12)
D12
a’' (< A29) Aristotle, Physics

[. . ] Zeno’s argument, which says that any part of a grain
of millet makes a sound [. . ].
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b (< A29) Simpl. In Phys., p. 1108.14-29
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Argument Against the Existence of Place (D13)

D13
a (> A24) Arist. Phys. 4.1 200a23-26
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ZENO

b (< A29) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

[...] he [ie. Aristotle] resolves the argument of Zeno of
Elea, which he posed as a question to the sophist Protago-
ras, For he said, “Tell me, Protagoras, does one grain of
millet make a sound when it falls or does the thousandih
part of the grain of millet?” When the other answered that
it did not, he said, “Does a medimnus! of grains of millet
make a sound or not when it falls?™ When the other an-
swered that it did make a noise, Zeno said, “Well then, is
there not a proportion between a medimnus of grains of
millet and a single grain and the thousandth part of that
one grain? And when the other answered that there was
ane, Zeno said, “Well then, will there not be the same
roportions between the sounds with regard to one an-
other? For just as the things are that make a sound, so too
are their sounds; and since that is so, if a medimnus of
miflet makes a sound, a single grain of millet will make a
sound too, and so too the thousandth part of that grain.”

1 A unit of measure equivalent to fifty-two liters.

Argument Against the Existence of Place (D13)

D13

a (> A24) Aristotle, Physics

Moreover, if it [ie. place] is one of the things that are,
where will it be? For Zeno's aporia requires some argu-
mentation. For if every thing that exists is in a place, it is
clear that there will also be a place of the place, and this
will go on to infinity.
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b (Nachtrag I, p. 498) Simpl. In Phys., p. 562.3-6
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Arguments Agatnst Motion (D14-D19)
First Argument, Called That of Dichotomy (D14)

D14 (¢ A25) Arist. Phys. 6.9 238b11-14
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Second Argument, Called Achilles (D15)

D15
a (A286) Arist. Phys. 6.9 239b14-20
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ZENO
p {Nachtrag I, p. 498) Simplicius, Commentary on Aris-
totle’s Physics

Zeno’s argument seemed to abolish the existence of place
by asking as follows: “If place is, it will be in something.
For everything that is is in something; now, in something
is also in a place; so the place too will be in a place, and
this will go on to infinity. So place does not exist.”

Arguments Against Motion (DI4-DI9)

1 For the number of arguments, see D3.

First Argument, Called That of Dichotomy (D14)
D14 {< A25) Aristotle, Physics

[...] the first [scil. argument] is that there is no motion,
because what is displaced must arrive at the half before
arriving at the end [. . .].

Second Argument, Called Achilles (D15 )

D15

a (A26) Aristotle, Physics

The second [scil. argument] is the one called “Achilles.”
It consists of saying that what is slowest will never be

overtaken when it runs by what is fastest. For before that
can happen, it is necessary that the pursuer arrive at the
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Third Argument, Called That of the Arrow
(D16-D17)
D16
a (¢ A27) Arist. Phys. 6.9 239b5-7
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place from which the pursued started out, so that it is
necessary that the slower one always be somewhat ahead.
This argument too is the same as the one by the procedure
of dichotomy, but it differs in that the supplementary mag-

pitude is not divided in half [. . ],

p (# DK} Themistius, Paraphrase of Aristotle’s Physics

The second is the one called “Achilles,” grandiloquent in
its title too. For, as he says, Achilles, who is the swiftest of
foot, will not overtake Hector, but also not even the tor-
toise, which is the slowest of all. For if it is necessary that
the pursuer first reach the limit of the distance that the
pursued has already traversed, it is impossible that the one
can ever be overtaken by the other. For during the time
that the pursuer traverses this distance, it is clear that the
pursued adds some other distance. For even if each time
itis smaller, owing to the fact that it is slower, nonetheless
it does indeed add something,

Third Arpument, Called That of the Arrow
(D16-D17)
D16
a {¢ A27) Aristotle, Physics

If, he says, everything is always at rest when it is in an
equal [scil. space], and what moves is always in the present
moment, then the arrow that is displaced is immobile.
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Fourth Argument, Called That of the Stadium
(D18-D19)

D18 (< A28) Arist. Phys. 6.9 239b33-240a1

z 54 .S -1 5t sy, i
TETUPTOS 0 TEPL TWY €Y T@" TTROLY KIVOUUEVHY GE e

3 s L4 » LIRS ~ by > \2 Fd
Svarrias lowv Syrov mag’ loovs, Tov uey dmo® rélous

~ 2 Pl 8; ESE 4 2 s 3 - o
TOVU O“T(LBLO‘U TWY GO (LETOV, LOQ TUXEL, € @ OV~ i
’ » > - ’ ~ 8 ’ 4 RO
Beiveww oleros {oov elvar xpovor TQ erhocie Tov

fpmowy [ =R21],

173 E: om. KA 2 gard] dmd 7o FHI'K

D19 (AZ5) Arist. Top. 8.8 160b7-9

woMovs yop Myovs Exouer dvawtiovs tais 86fws,

obis xaherdv Mew, kafdmep Tov Invwvos St ovk é-
Séxerar keveiolar o0dE 76 orddioy BieNfeiv [. . .].

188
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b (< A27) Aristotle, Physics

The third [scil. argument| has just been mentioned [cf,
p16a]: it consists of saying that the arrow that is displaced
is jmmobile E- . ] .

i

D17 (B4) Diogenes Lacrtius

7eno abolishes motion by saying, “What is moved does
pot move either in the place in which it is nor in the
one in which it is not.”

Fourth Argument, Called That of the Stadium
(D18-D19)

D18 (< A28) Aristotle, Physics

The fourth [scil. argument] is the one about bodies of the
same dimensions that move at an equal speed in a stadium
and pass alongside other bodies of the same dimensions
in the opposite direction, the ones starting from the end
of the stadium, the others from the middle, in which case,
he tl]links, one half of a period of time is equal to its double
L.

D19 (A25} Aristotle, Topics

There are many arguments contrary to opinions that are
difficult to resolve, like Zeno’s that consists of saying that
itis not possible for there to be motion nor a traversal of
the stadium [. . .].
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ZENO [29 DK]

R
The First Mention of Zeno
See DOX. T7 (Isocrates)
Attested Writings about Zeno (RI)

R1 (I, p. 252.2-3) Diog,. Laert.
a (5.25 = Arist.)

Hpos 16 Zijvwvos o

b (5.87 = Heracl. Pont.)

TIpds 7a! Zrjvawros o',

I 79 mss., corr. Stephanus

The Intention of Zeno’s Text:
The Defense of Parmenides (R2)

R2 (> A12) Plat. Parm. 127e-128¢

[302.] dpa Tob76 éoTiw & Bovhorral oov ot Adyou, ok
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ZENO

R
The First Mention of Zeno
see DOX. T7 {Isocrates)

Attested Writings about Zeno (R1)

Rl (L, p. 252.2-3) Diogenes Laertus
a Aristotle
Against Zeno's Doctrines, one book.

b Heraclides of Pontus
Aguinst Zenos Doctrines, one book.

The Intention of Zeno's Text:
The Defense of Parmenides (R2)

B2 (> Al2) Plato, Parmenides
[Socrates:] Is this the intention of your arguments, nothing
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ZENO

other than to struggle, against eve ing that is sai
gstablish that things are Eot multingingd you t?ﬁsnalidt’h:i);
each of your arguments is a proof (tekmérion) of this very
thing, so that you think you are supplying just as many
roofs as you have written arguments that things are not
[128a] multiple? Is this what you mean, or have I not un-
derstood correctly? '
[Zeno:] But no, you have understood well what the inten-
tion of the whole text is.
[Socrates:] T understand, Parmenides, that Zeno here de-
sites to be close to you not only by his friendship in gen-
eral, but also by his text. For in a certain way he has writ-
ten the same thing as you; but by introducing a change he
is trying to fool us into believing that he is saying some-
thing different. For in your poem you say that the whole
[bj is one, and for this you supply excellent and fine proofs.
But this man, inversely, says that things are not multiple
and he too supplies very many and very lengthy proofsj
But that the one man says ‘one’ and the other ‘not multi-
ple,” and that each of them speaks in such a way that they
do not seem to be speaking at all about the same things
while they are saying practically the same things—it seems’
tl}at what you have said goes over the heads of the rest
of us.
[Zeno:] Yes, but you still have not entirely perceived the

true nature of the text, [c] despite the fact that, like young

Spartan dc_)gs', you are pursuing and tracking the traces of
what is said in it, First of all, you do not see that the text

does not pride itself at all on having been written with the

intention you describe and concealing it from people, as

though this were some great accomplishment. No, what
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you have spoken of is a secondary effect, but in truth these
writings constitute a defense of Parmenides’ argument
against those who undertake [d] to make fun of him on the
idea that if the One exists, it must by reason of that argu-
ment undergo many things that are absurd and that are
contrary to it. Thus this text contradicts those who affirm
multiplicity and it pays them back the same and more,
with the intention of showing that their thesis (hupothe-
sis), that there is multiplicity, undergoes things which are
even more absurd than does the thesis that the One exists,
if someone examines the matter sufficiently. It was writ-
ten by me out of a kind of contentiousness (philonikia)
when I was young; and someone stole it when it had been
written, so that I did not have a chance to reflect [e] on
whether I should publish it or not. This is how you misun-
derstand it, Socrates, for you think that it was written not
out of & young man’s contentiousness (philonikia) but out
of an older man’s ambitiousness {philotimia). And yet, as
I said, the image you gave of it was not entirely mistaken.

The Didlectician (R3-R9)
From Eleatism to Dialectic (R3-R5)

R3 (A13) Plato, Pheedrus

[...] As for the Eleatic Palamedes,! do we not know that
he speaks artfully so that the same things appear to listen-
ers to be similar and dissimilar, one and many, and again
at rest and in motion?

1 Palamedes, the Greek warrior at Troy accused of treason by
Odysseus (cf. GORG. D25), was also considered to have in-
vented games, calculation, and other things (cf. DRAM. T56,

T62).
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R4 (A0} Aristotle in Diogenes Laertius

Aristotle says in his Sophist that Empedocles was the first
person to have discovered rhetoric, and Zeno dialectic.

R5 (A23) Ps.-Plutarch, Stronwtiz

Zeno of Elea did not set forth anything of his own, but
developed further the difficulties on these subjects [scil.
the doctrines of Parmenides].

Antilogy (R6)

R6 (¢ A4) Plutarch, Pericles

[. . .] Zeno of Elea, who studied naturs, like Parmenides, !
but practiced an attitude of a refutative kind and locked
[scil. his interlocutor] into an aporia by means of antilogy

L..]

LIf this indication is not mistaken (cf. R39), it presﬁpposes,
in the case of Zeno, that ‘nature’ be understood as ‘that which is.

Zeno’s Amphoteroglossia and
Its Interpretations (R7-R9)

117_ (< Al) Timoen of Phlius in Diogenes Laertius

The great force, not easy to overpower, of two-
tongued

- Zeno who catches everyone by surprise [. . .1.

1 dhamadedy MA: drarphdr §U
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The One as a Problem and Its Interpretative
Consequences (RI0-R15)
The Interpretation of Eudemus and of
Alexander (R10)

R10 (# DK) Simpl. In Phys.
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RS (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

[...] Zeno, who tried to argue as an exercise in bath direc-
tions (that is why he is called “two-tongued’) [. . .].

R9 (< Al5) Elias, Commentary on Aristotle’s Categories

He [scil. Zeno of Flea] was called ‘two-tongued’ not be-
cause he was a dialectician, like the one [i.e. Zeno] from
Gitium, and demonstrated and refuted the same things,
but because he was a dialectician in his way of life, saying
one thing and thinking another [. . .].2

1 Elias supports the interpretation that makes Zeno a de-
fender of Parmenides; as in Plato’s Parmenides (R2), apainst the
one that makes him a dialectician in utramque partem, which
goes back to Plato’s Phaedrus (R3).

The One as a Problem and Its Interpretative
Consequences (R10-R15)
The Interpretation of Eudemus and of
Alexander (RI0)

R10 (% DX) Simplicius, Commentary on Arisiotle’s Physics

a

Since Alexander says this [cf. D9], it is worth stopping to
consider first of all whether saying that the One is not any
of the things that exist does indeed belong to Zeno, who

" on the contrary wrote many arguments to abolish the ex-

istence of the multiplicity of things, so that thanks to the

suppression of that multiplicity it would be confirmed that

all things are one, which was just what Parmenides wanted

...
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b

But it seems to have been from what Eudemus said that
Alexander derived the opinion according to which Zeno
abolishes the One. For Eudemus says in his Physics, “Well
then, is it that this is not,! but that there exists a certain
One? For that was the difficulty. And they say that Zeno
maintained that if someone could explain to him just what
can be the One, he would be able to say [scil. what are]
the things that are. The aporia seems to derive from the
fact that on the one hand each of the perceptibles is called
multiple both by reference to the categories and in virtue
of division, while on the other hand he established that the
point absolutely does not exist.2 For he did not think that
something that, when added, does not cause to increase
and which, when removed, does not cause to diminish,
belongs to the things that are.”

1 Or: “is it that this is not one,” if we adopt the text transmitted
in an earlier citation of the same passage (p. 97.11).
" 20r: “does not even exist,” according to the text of p. 97.15,

Stmplicius” Hypotheses (R11-R13)

R11 (> A21) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

In this passage [ie. the text corresponding to Eudemus
Frag. 37 Wehrli], Zenos argument seems to be different
from the one that is transmitted in the book, and that Plato
too mentions in the Parmenides [of R2]. For there he
demonstrates that the multiple does not exist, coming on
the basis of the contrary hypothesis to the aid of Par-
menides, who says that the one exists; while here, as Eude-
mus says, he also abolishes the One (for he speaks of the
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point as of the One), while he concedes that the multiple
exists. However, Alexander thinks that Eudemus mentions
Zeno here too as abolishing the multiple; he says, “as
Eudemus reports, Zeno, the companion of Parmenides,
tried to demonstrate that it is not possible for the multiple
to exist, from the fact that there is nothing that is one
among the things that are, while the multiple is a quantity
of unities.” And the fact that Fudemus in the present case
does not mention Zeno as abolishing the multiple is clear
from his own words. But I think that no such argument as
Alexander reports is to be found in Zeno's book either.

R12 {> ad B2) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

Now it would be plausible that Zeno, insofar as he tried to
argue in both directions as an exercise [. . .], would have
also produced arguments of this sort, formulating diffi-
culties about the One. However, in his treatise, which
contains many arguments, he shows in each one that any-
one who says that multiple things exist ends up contradict-
ing himself. One of these arguments is the one in which
he shows that “if many things exist [, . .] as to have no
magnitude whatsoever” [cf. D6]; now in this one [i.e.
D7] he shows that what possesses neither any magnitude
nor thickness nor volume could not exist eithex [. . .|. Zeno
says this not in order to abolish the One, but because sach
of the things that are multiple and unlimited possesses a

- magnitude because, by reason of division to infinity, there
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Interpretative Consequences (R14-R15)
Nihilist (R14)

R14 (< A21) Sen. Epist. 88.45

si Parmenidi, nihil est praeter unum; si Zenoni, ne unum -

quidem:
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always exists something hefore what is taken away; this is
what he shows, after he has shown earlier that nothing has
magnitude from the fact that each of the multiple things
is identical with itself and is one. And Themistus too says
that Zeno’s argument establishes the thesis that what is is
one on the basis of the fact that it is both continuous and
indivisible. He [i.e. Themistius, paraphrasing Zeno] says,
“For if it were divided, it will not be one in the precise
sense, by reason of the division of bodies to infinity.” But
Zeno seems instead to be saying that multiple things will
not exist either.

R13 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

Perhaps then itis indeed the case that the argument based
upon the dichotomy belongs to Zeno, as Alexander sug-
gests [ef. DY), but that he [i.e. Zeno] is not abolishing the
One but rather the plurality, since those who posit the
latter are forced to contradict themselves, and in this way
he is confirming Parmenides’ argument which states that
what is is one.

Interpretative Consequences {R14-R15)
Nihilist (R14)

R14 (< A21) Seneca, Letters fo Lucilius

If [scil. T believe] Parmenides, nothing exists, except the

. One; if Zeno, not even the One.
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Proto-Skeptic (R15)

RI15 (ad B4) Diog. Laert. 9.72
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Criticism of Zeno’s Arguments (R16-R27)
Theoretical Refutations (R16-126)
Aristotle’s Criticisms (R16-R21)

The Argument of the Grain of Millet, D12 (R16)

R16 {A29) Arist, Phys. 8.5 250a19-22
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Proto-Skeptic (R15)

R15 (ad B4) Diogenes Laertius

According to them [ie. the Pyrrhonians], Xenophanes,
7eno of Elea, and Democritus are skeptics.

Criticism of Zeno’s Arguments (RI6-R27)
Theoretical Refutations (R16-R26)
Aristotle’s Criticisms (R16-R21)

The Argument of the Grain of Millet, D12 (R16)

R16 (A29) Aristotle, Physics

That is why Zeno’s argument, which says that any part of
a grain of millet makes a sound, is not true. For nothing

revents it from not moving, in any period of time, this air,
which the whole medimnus! moved when it fell.

1 Fifty-two liters.

The Arguments about Motion (R17-R20)
Against the First Argument (D14, Dichotomyy)
(RI7-RIS)
RI7 (A25) Aristotle, Physics
That is why Zeno’s argument accepts falsely that it is not

. possible to traverse things that are unlimited [scil. in num-

ber] nor to touch individually things that are unlimited

. [scil. in number] within a limited time. For it is in two ways

- that both length and time, and in general everything con-
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tinuous, are said to be unlimited [scil. in number]: either
by division or with regard to their extremities. Now it is
not possible to touch things that are unlimited [scil. in
number] according to quantity within a limited time, but
it is possible to do so with regai-d to those that are so ac-
cording to division. For time itself is unlimited i this way.
8o that what happens is that it is within an unlimited [seil,
time], and not a limited one, that one succeeds in travers-
ing what is unlimited, and that it is by unlimited things,
and not by limited ones, that one touches unlimited ones.

R18 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

One must also reply in the same way to those [cf, R32-
R34] who pose the question of Zeno's argument, viz. that
it is always necessary to traverse the half, and these [ie.
halves] are unlimited [scil. in number], and itis impossible
to traverse to the very end things that are imlimited {seil.

‘in number], or as others formulate differently the question

that is posed by this same argument, when they think that
within the same time as the motion covers the half, one

* must first count the half that happens each time, so that

when one has entirely traversed the totality, it comes about
that one will have counted an unlimited number, But this
is generally agreed to be impossible.

Against the Second Argument (D185, Achilles) (RIS)
R19 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

That the slower one is not overtaken ensues from the argu-
ment, but it happens for the same reason as for the dichot-
omy (for in both cases it comes about that one does not
arrive at the limit when the magnitude is divided in a cer-
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R20 (# DK) Arist. Phys. 6.9 239b31-33
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tain way; but what is added in this one is that it will not
gven be the same in the dramatic case of the fastest one
pursuing the slowest}, so that it is necessary that the solu-
tion be the same. But to think that the one that is ahead is
not overtaken is false; for as long ‘as it is ahead it is not over-
taken; but all the same it is overtaken, if one grants that it
is possible to traverse completely a limited fscil. distance].

Against the Third Argument (D16-D17,
The Arrow) (R20)

R20 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

It comes about from supposing that time is composed of
instants; for if this is not granted, there will not be an argu-
ment [i.e. the conclusion will not follow].

Against the Fourth Argument (D18-D19,
The Stadium) (R21)

R21 (< A28) Aristotle, Physics

The paralogism consists in supposing that a body of the
same dimension moving at an equal speed moves during
the same time alongside a moving body as alongside a
hody at rest. But this is false. For example, let the bodies
of the same dimension at rest be AA; let BB be those that
start from the middle [scil. of the stadium!], which are
equal to the former in number and in magnitude; and let

1 Or, according te several mss.: of the A's,

log EP: ace FHIK: caae 1 286 EP: BBBAB F: B
HIJK 3 péoov EHIJ: péoov 7y o FPK
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CC be those that start from the end [scil. of the stadium],2
which are equal to these in number and in magnitude, and
pqual in speed to the B’s. It follows that, when they move
alongside one another, the first B and the first C are at the
end at the same time; and it also follows that the C has
crossed all of the B's, and the B’s only half, so that the time
is one half, since each one passes beside the other for an
equal time. And at the same time it follows that [scil. the
first] B has crossed all the C; for the first C and the first
B will arrive at the last [scil. bodies] located at opposite
extremities at the same time, as [scil, the first C] is along-
side each of the B’ and each of the A’ for an equal time,
a3 he says,® because both of them are beside the A’ for an
equal time. This then is the argument, and it arises from
the falsehood that T have indicated.

2 Or of the last B, according to the text of two mss. 3The
passage ‘as [scil. the first C] . . . says’ is considered an intrusive
gloss by some editors. 4 The text of this passage is difficnlt to
establish and the reconstruction of its argument controversial.

Peripatetic Criticisms of the Argument on '
Place, D13 (R22-R23)

R22 (A24) Aristotle, Physics

’ . The aporia that Zeno formulated, viz. that if place is some-

L& rive Simpl. In Phys., p. 562.4: év +{w mass.
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thing, it will be in something, is not difficult to resolve, For
pothing prevents the first place from being in something
else, but 1ot in the sense of being in that place [. . .].

‘

B23 (< A24) Eudemus in Simplicius, Commentary on
Aristotle’s Physics

Against Zeno we shall say that ‘where’ is said in multiple
senses, If then he thought that the things that are are in a

lace, he is not thinking correctly. For no one would say
that health, courage, or a thousand other things are in a
place; and certainly not place either, if it is of the sort that
has been said. But if ‘where’ is taken in a different sense,
place too could be somewhere; for the limit of a body is a
‘where’ of the body; for it is an extremity.

Arguments about the One:
Peripatetic Solutions (R24-R26)

R24 (= DK) Aristotle, Metaphysics

[.. .] But since he considers things crudely, it is also pos-
sible that there exist something indivisible, so that in this
way there is some defense [scil. of this hypothesis] even
against him; for something of this sort, if it is added, will
make the thing not bigger but more numerous [cf. D8).t

1The sentence is obscure in both syntax and meaning.
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Practical Refutations: The Cynics (R27)

R27
a {# DK) Simpl. in Phys., p. 1012.22-26
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Rr25 (# DK) Aristotle, Sophistic Refutations

Other people resolve the argument of Zeno and Par-
menides by asserting that ‘one’ and ‘being’ are said in
multiple ways. ;

R26 (# DK) Eudemus in Simplicius, Commentary on
Aristotle’s Physics

1f Zeno were here with us, we would reply to him by say-
ing about the One in actuality that it is not multiple. For
this [scil. to be one] belongs to it properly speaking, while
the multiple does so in potentiality. So it is in this way that
the same thing is one and multiple, but in actuality is only
one of the two, and it is never both at the same time.

Practical Refutations: The Cynics (R27)
R27
a (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics
[.. ] so that Diogenes the Cynic, having heard tell one day
about these aporias [scil. Zenos], did not say anything
against them, but stood up and started walking, providing

asolution by the evidence (enargeia) itself to the sophisms
contained in the arguments.

b (< A15) Elias, Commentary on Aristotle’s Categories

Since he had nothing with which he could reply [scil. to
Zeno's arguments], Antisthenes the Cynique stood up and
started walking, thinking that the demonstration by act
{energeia) was more effective than any contradiction by
argument,
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Positive Uses of Zeno’s Argumenis (R28-R34)
The Platonic Tradition (R28-R29)
Plato’s Parmenides Inspired by
Zeno's Arguments (R28)

R28 ( DK) Procl. In Parm., pp. 631.25-632.9
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The Neoplatonists (R29)

R29 {# DK) Procl. In Parm., p. 769.22-39
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Positive Uses of Zenos Arpuments (R28-R34)
The Platonic tradition (R28-R29)
Plaio’s Parmenides Inspired by
Zeno’s Arguments (R28)

R28 (# DK} Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Parmenides

For, since he [i.e. Zeno] had tried in many ways to refute
those people who posit the multiplicity of the things that
gre, so that his refutation went as far as forty arguments
that knock the contraries against one another, he [i.c.
Plato] has put this manifold display of arguments at the
service of the One, competing against the man who op-
posed the multiplicity of the things that are and establish-
ing, in the same way as he did, the contraries with regard
to the same thing,. And just as the former man refuted
multiplicity by showing that the same things are similar
and dissimilar, the same and different, and equal and un-
equal, so too the latter one stated that the One is similar
and dissimilar [, . .].

The Neoplatonists (R29)

R29 (# DK) Proclus, Commentary on Plato’s Parmenides

For Zeno refuted the absurdity of those people who sepa-
rate the multiple from the One not only on the basis of
these arguments, but so too on the basis of their conse-

219



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

e ’ 4o z 3 7 Y > z 2
buofov kal dvopoiov émemoinro ™ émuyeipnow, odde
af pévov éx Tob évds kal Tob whijflovs, dAN 8% kai
Ao ordoens kol kwioews. 70 ydp adTO Kal KaTd, v
adrd kel loTduevoy kel xwolueroy amédmuer, € g
N A r ~ rd fa} A 4 L4

wOMNG U} METEXDL TOU €VOS" TAV TO ITTOUEVOV & Tuy
éomw évi, kal whv TO Kkwodpevor éioTatal Toll évdg,
& » hY 3 MY e b Y ar FA |

dioTe T8, TOANG. € p} peTéyor Twds évos dorard éomye

~ ’ H 3 ) n o h b \ r -
Kol maAy € avro Tolito €EX0L KOOV TO [T JlLE‘T€XEL]'}

2ol X g ¥ '4 5 r a s 5\
rwds) &v Tl Eotar TavTy oDy mdlv dklvmrar T4
atra, dpa rai xwolpeve Ertar kal éoTdras obk dpo,

e -~
moAAd éorwv Epmua mdyty Tob évds.

1 revds <évds> Taylor ex g) 2 rune <évi> Luna-Segonds

The Xenocratean Tradition (R30-R31)

R30 (A22) Ps.-Arist. Lin. 968a18-23
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uences. For he had developed his argumentation not
only on the basis of the similar and the dissimilar, nor again
only on that of the one and the multiple, but also on that
of rest and motion, For he stated that the same thing, ac-
cording to the same relation, would be at the same time at
rest and in mation, if the multiple did not participate in
the One: everything that is at rest is in a certain One, and
everything that is in motion departs from the One, so that
if the multiple did not participate in a certain One it would
be instable; and again, if this same thing had in common
pot to participate in anything, it will be in something. In
this way, it [i.e. multiplicity] is once again immobile. It
follows that the same things are at the same time in motion
and at rest. Therefore the multiple is not entirely deprived
()f the One,

The Xenocratean Tradition (R30-R31)
R30 (A22) Ps.-Aristotle, On Indivisible Lines

Furthermore, according to Zeno's argument it is neceésary
that there exist a certain indivisible magnitude, if indeed
it is true that it is impossible in a limited time to touch
things that are unlimited [scil. in number] by touching
cach of them, and that it is necessary that what is moved
arrive earlier at the half, and that of what is not deprived
of parts there exists in any case a half.
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R31 (cf. A22) Alex. Aphr. in Simpl. In Phys., p. 138.10-1§
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Megarians and Related Figures (R32-R34)

R32 {# DK) Cic. Acad. 2.129

Megaricorum fuit nobilis disciplina. cuius ut scriptum
video princeps Xenophanes [. . .] deinde eum secuti Par:
menides et Zeno [. . .].

R33 {# DK) Sext. Emp. Pyrrh. Hyp. 3.71
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R31 (cf. A22) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

It was to this argument about dichotomy, he [i.¢. Alexan-
der] says, that Xenocrates of Chalcedon yielded when he
accepted that a whole that Is divisible is multiple (for the
part is different from the whole) and that it is not possible
that the one and the multiple be identical because the
contradictory cannot be true at the same time; but he does
not grant additionally that every magnitude is divisible
and possesses a part. For there are certain indivisible lines
about which it is no longer true that these are multiple.
For he thought that in this way he had discovered the
nature of the one and escaped the contradictary, because
what is divisible is not one but muliiple, and indivisible
lines are not multiple but only one.

Megarians and Related Figures (R32-R34)

R32 (# DK) Cicero, Prior Academics

The teaching of the Megarians was noble: as I find written,
their initiator was Xenophanes [. . .] who was then fol-
lowed by Parmenides and Zeno [. . .].

R33 (# DK) Sextus Empiricus, Outlines of Pyrrhonism

If something moves, either it moves in the place in which
itis or in the place in which it is not; but it does not in the
place in which it is [. . .J; nor in the place in which it is not;
[. . ] hence nothing moves. This argument comes from
Diodorus Cronus.
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R34 (# DK) Schol. in Arist. Metaph., p. 778b17
{ad ®3 1046b29, of Meyapucol kTA.): of mept Zjvova,
Suspect Reports (R35-R39)
Alleged Titles and Characterizations of Zeno’s

Books Deriving from the Interpretation of His
Arguments (R35-R36)

R35 (< A2) Suda Z.77

Eypariev "Epidas, 'Efrynow tév "Eumedoxhéovs,

TIpds Tovs ¢uhocdovs, Ilept dioems.

R36 (< Al4) Diog. Laert. 3.48
Siahdyovs rtolvvr daci mprov ypdpar Zivwve Toy

"EiedTnr,

A Doxographical Inference (R37)

R37 {cf A23) A&t.4.9.1(Stoh.) [ef dAnfels ai aicioes]

[...] Zopaw [.. ] Pevdels elvar Tas aioioes [cf MEL. .-

D18].

A Theologization of the One (R38)

R38 (A30) Ast. 1.7.27 (Stob.) [wepi feoil]
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R34 (# DK) Scholia on Aristotle’s Metaphysics
The Megarians: the followers of Zeno.

Suspect Reports (R35-R39)
Alleged Titles and Characterizations of Zeno’s
Books Deriving from the Interpretation of His
Arguments (R35-R36)

R35 (< A2) Suda

He wrote Quarrels, Interpretation of [scil. the Works of]
Empedocles, Against the Philosophers, On Nature,

R36 (< Al4) Diogenes Laertius

They say that Zeno of Elea was the first person to write
dialogues.

A Dozographical Inference (R37)
R37 {cf. A23) Adtius '

[...]Zeno [.. .1 sensations are deceptive.

A Theologization of the One (R38)
- R38 (A30) Aétius

Melissus and Zeno: [scil. god is] the One and the whole,
* and he alone is eternal and unlimited.

225



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

An Erroneous Attribution (R39)

R39 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.29
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An Erroneous Attribution (R39)
R39 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

These are his opinions: the worlds exist, and the void does
pot exist. The nature of all things has come about from the
warm and the cold, the dry and the wet, when these are
ransformed into one another. The genesis of human be-
ings is from the earth, and the soul is a mixture of the
things mentioned earlier, without there being a prepon-
derance of any of these.
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21. MELISSUS [MEL.]

Melissus came from Samos and was a contemporary of

Empedocles, Anaxagoras, and Herodotus: Apollodorus’

chronology set his florutt during the 84th Olympiad -

(444/40 BC), coinciding with the apogee of the Periclean
age. The date is manifestly deduced from the victorious
naval battle (441/40) in which he acted as commander for
the Samians against the Athenian fleet (in which Sopho-
cles participated), before Pericles finally subjugated the

island. The biographical tradition makes Melissus a dis. °
ciple of Parmenides; this can scarcely be doubted with -
regard to his doctrine, but the chronology makes any di- -

rect contact hetween the two men highly improbable.

Melissus was the author of a single work. Our informa-
tion about his doctrine depends above all on Simplicius, - -

who in his commentary to Aristotle’s Physics cites all the

verbal fragments that have survived. Melissus’ treatise dif- - -

fered from Parmenides’ work in three regards: its form, as

Melissus wrote in prose, not in verse; its program, ashe = -
spoke solely about the nature of being, to the exclusion of -
any cosmology; and its ontological doctrine, as he system- " -
atized and clarified the Parmenidean series of predicates -
of being, partially modifying the list and its meaning and "

in particular declaring being ‘unlimited.’

Aristotle felt very little respect for Melissus, whose
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aralogisms he denounces and whom he regards as a vul-

ar thinker. But Melissus surely merits such contempt just
as little as ho deserves Simplicius” spectacular rehabilita-
tion [cf. R21]. Melissus’ greatest interest resides in the
fact that he provides us, by recomposing Parmenides’
poem, with the earliest critical reading of it.
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D

Only One Treatise, and Its Traditional Title (D1)
The Attributes of Being: The Preserved Fragments in
Their Probable Order (D2-D10)

Ungenerated (D2)

Unlimited (D3-D5)

One (D6-DT7)

Without Shape (D8)

Indivisible and Immobile (DS)

Further Attributes (D10)
The Senses Err (D11)
Echoes of Melissus’ Treatise in the Testimonia (D12—
D20).

Testimonia (D12-D18)

Two Comprehensive Expositions Reflecting the Order

of Melissus’ Treatise (D19-D20,

R
The Earliest Attestation: The Hippocratic Corpus (R1)
Isocrates (DOX. T5-T6)
Plato (R2)
Aristotle’s Book Against Melissus (R3) _
Aristotle’s General Negative Judgment (R4-R5)
Specific Peripatetic Criticisms (R6-RI18)
Aristotle (R6-R12)
Criticism of the Unicity end Immobility of Being
(R6-R9)
Interpretation and Criticisms of the Unlimited
Character of Being (R7-RI11)
Criticism of the Dental of the Void (R12)
Fudemus (R13-R16)
Criticism of D2 (R13)
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Criticism of D3 (RI14-R15)
Criticism of D7 (R16)
The Anonymous Treatise On Melissus, Xenophanes
and Gorgias: A Selection (R17) ’
é{ ?‘g‘;’ticism by Aristocles: Melissus Refutes Himself
The Skeptics: Timon of Phlius (R19)
Simplicius on Melissus (R20-R23)
Melissus” Stylistic Advantage Over Parmenides (R20)
Simplicius Defends Melissus Against Aristotle’s and
Alexander’s Objections (R21-R22)
Replies to Aristotle’s Objections in Physics 1.3
(R21) |
Simplicius® Reply to Aristotle’s Criticism of the El-
eatics in On the Heavens (R22)
Simplicius Disputes Alexander’s Reading of Frag-
ment D10 (R23) :
Dozographical Inflections and Deformations (R24-R28)
Cosmologization of the One-All (R24)
Two Opposite Theological Readings (R26-R27)
A Medical Utilization of Melissus’ Doctrine (R28)
The Interpretation by a Historian of Myths (R29)
An Aphorism Attributed to Melissus in Syriac (R30}

231



MELISSUS [30 DK]

P
Chronology (P1-P4)

P1 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.24

Méhooos Tlaryévovs Sduos [ . ] moi 8 Amorrd. .

Swpos [FGrHist 244 F72] grpoxévar abrov xard rijw
rerdpryy kat dySonroomiy Vhvpmdda.

P2 (cf. Al) Eus, Chron. (= Hier. Chron., p. 113.19)
[ad Ol. 84.1] Melissus physicus agnoscitur.

P3 (< A2) Suda M.496
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P
Chronology (P1-P4)
P1 (< Al} Diogenes Laertius

Melissus, son of Ithacgenes, from Samos [. . .]. Apollo-
dorus says that he reached maturity during the 84th Olym-
piad [= 444/40].

P2 (cf. Al) Eusebius, Chronicle

[1st year of the 84th Olympiad:] Melissus, the natural phi-
losopher, is celebrated.

P3 (¢ A2) Suda

[. . .] he lived during the time of Zeno of Elea and Em-
pedocles [. . .].1

! This sentence is erroneously included in an entry about Me-
letus, but what follows (cf. P7) shows that it refers to Melissus.

N P4 (A3) Plutarch, Themistocles

" Stesimbrotus says that Themistocles studied with Anax-
. ..agoras and also spent time with Melissus, the natural phi-
.+ losopher; but he has not grasped the chronology correctly.
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Participation in Politics and War (P6-P8)

P6 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 9.24
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Jor it was against Pericles, who was much younger than
Themistocles, that Melissus fought as a general when he
[ie. Pericles] besieged Samos [cf. P8], and it was with
him [i.e. Pericles] that Anaxagoras associated [. . .] [cf.

ANAXAG. P18-P22].

Philosophical Lineage and Relations (P5)

P5 (< Al) Diogenes Laertins

He studied with Parmenides; but he also went to Herach-
tus for discussions; on this occasion he presented him to
the Ephesians (who did not know him), just as Hippocra-

. tes [scil. presented] Democritus to the Abderitans [cf.

ATOM. P47].1

I Any meeling between Melissus and Heraclitus is chrono-
logically impossible, What matters is the homage paid to the phi-

. losopher of becoming (cf. P11),

Participation in Politics and War (P6-P8)
P6 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

He was also a man engaged in politics and was considered

worthy of favor by his fellow citizens. That is why, after he

had been chosen commander of the fleet, he became the
object of even greater admiration because of his personal
moral virtue.
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P7 (< A2) Suda

[. . .] and he was a political opponent of Pericles; and as a
general for the Samians he fought a naval battle against
Sophoeles, the tragedian, during the 84th Olympiad [=
444/40].

P8 (< A3) Plutarch, Pericles

[26] When the fleet [i.e. of Pericles] had sailed out [scil.
against the allies of the Samians], Melissus, son of Itha-
genes, a philosopher who was general of Samos at that
time, disregarding the small number of the ships and the
inexperience of the generals, persuaded his fellow citizens
to attack the Athenians. And when they met in battle, the
Samijans were victorious, and after they had eaptured
many men and destroyed many ships, they dominated the
sea and laid up a store of the necessities for war such as
they had not had before. And Aristotle says that Pericles
himself was defeated by Melissus in an earlier sea battle.
[. . 1 [27] When Pericles heard about his army’s disaster,
he came rapidly to its assistance; and after he had defeateci
Melissus, who had arrayed his army in battle against him,
and put the enemy to flight, he immediately laid siege
[seil. to Samos] [. . .].
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D
Only One Treatise, and Its Traditional Title (D1)

D1
a (< 28 A13) Diog. Laert. 1.16

[...]oi 8 dvo & ovyypddarres! Méuooos|. . .].

1 guyypdpavres BE, yp. T% odyypapua F'

b (A4) Simpl. In Phys., p. 70.16-17
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MELISSUS

D

Only One Treatise, and Its Traditional Title (D1)

Dl
a (¢ 28 Al3) Diogenes Laertius

[. . .] others, who wrote only one treatise: Melissus [ . ]

- b (A4) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

[...] Melissus also entitled his treatise On Nature or on
Being [cf. R22 and PARM. D3].

See also ALCM. D2
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The Attributes of Being: The Preserved Fragments
in Their Probable Order (D2-D10)
Ungenerated (D2)

D2
a (B1) Simpl. In Phys., p. 162.23-26
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The Atiributes of Being: The Preserved Fragments
in Their Probable Order (D2-D10)
Ungenerated (D2)

D2 '
a (B1) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

Melissus too [i.e. like Parmenides] has shown that what is
is ungenerated, by making use of this common axiom [i.e.
that nothing comes from what is not]. He writes as follows:
“What was has always been and always will be, For
if it came to be, it is necessary that it was nothing
before it came to be. fBut if it happened to be nowt
was nothing (?), nothing would have come to be out
of what is not.”

b {# DK) Aristotle, Physics

For the first people who sought according to philosophy
the truth and the nature of the things that are [. . .] say
that none of the things that are either comes to be or is
destroyed, because it is necessary that what comes to be
come to be either cut of what is or out of what is not, but
that it is impossible [scil. for it to come to be] out of either
of these two: for neither can what is come to be (for it
already is) and out of what is not nothing can come to be,
for there has to be something as a substrate.
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Unlimited (D3-D5)

D3 (B2) Simpl. In Phys., p. 109.20-25 {et al.)
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Unlimited (D3-D5)

D3 (B2) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

gince therefore it did not come about, but is, it al-
ways was and always will be, and has neither a begin-
ning nor an end, but is unlimited. For if it came
about, it would have a beginning (for it would have
pegun if it had come about at some time) and an end
(for it would have come to an end if it had come
about at some time). But if it has neither begun nor
come to an end, always was and always will be, then
jthas neither a beginning nor an end. For it is impos-
sible, for what is not entirely, to be forever.

D4 (B3) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

But just as it always is, in the same way it is necessary
that it also always be unlimited in magnitude.

D5 (B4} Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

Nothing that has a beginning and an end is either
eternal or unlimited.
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D6 {B6) Simpl. In Cael., p. 557.16-17
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D9 (B10) Simpl. In Phys., p. 108.33-34
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MELISSUS
One (D6-D7)
p6 (B6} Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s On the

Heavens

For if it existed, it would have to be one. For if it
were two, it could not be unlimited, but they would
limit each other.

D7 (B5) Stmplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics
K it were not one, it will have a limit against another.

Without Shape (D8)

D8 (¢ BY) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

If it were something that is, it must be one. But if it
is one, it must not have a body.!

I Not to have a ‘body’ does not mean to be incorporeal, as
Simplicius understands it (cf. R21b), but rather not to have a
definite shape. In another passage in Simplicius, this fragment is
followed by a sentence (“If it possessed thickness, it would have
parts, and would no lenger be one”) that Diels attributes to Melis-
sus.

_ Indivisible and Immobile (D9)
D9 (B10) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

- For if what is is divided, he says, it moves. But if it
-moved it would not exist.

245



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

Further Attributes (D10)

D10 (B7) Simpl. In Phys., pp. 111.18-112.15
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Further Atiributes (D10)

D10 (B7) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s Physics

This then is what Melissus says;in conclusion to what he
said earlier, adding his statements about motion as follows:

In this way therefore it is eternal, unlimited,
one, and entirely similar, and it could not ei-
ther be destroyed, nor increase in size, nor
change its arrangement, nor suffer either pain
or distress. For if it underwent any of these
affections, it would no longer be one. For if it
becomes different, it is necessary that what is
pot be similar, but that what was before be
destroyed, and what is not come to be. If then
the whole had become different by a single
hair in the course of thousands of years, it
would have been destroyed in the whole of this
time.

But neither is it possible that it change its
arrangement. For the arrangement that was
before is not destroyed, and the one that is
not does not come to be. But since nothing is
added nor is destroyed nor becomes differ-
ent, then how could any of the things that are
change its arrangement? For only if it became
something of a different sort, could it then
change its arrangement.

Nor does it feel pain: for it could not feel
pain as a whole. For a thing could not always
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MELISSUS

feel pain, nor [scil. when it feels pain] does it
have the same capacity as what is healthy. Nor
would it be similar, if it felt pain; for it would
be because something left it or were added
that it would feel pain, and then it would no
longer be similar. What is healthy would not
he able to feel pain either: for what is healthy
and what is would be destroyed, and what is
not would come to be. And the same argument
applies to distress as to pain. . :

And there is not any void. For the void is
nothing. But what is nothing could not exist.
Nor does it move. For it has nowhere it can
recede to, but it is full; for if there were void,
it would recede toward the void; but since the
void does not exist, it has nowhere to recede
to. And it could not be either dense or rarefied;
for it is not possible that what is rarefied be full
in the same way as the dense is, but the rar-
efied, itself, must come to be more void than
the dense. The question whether it is full or
not full must be decided in this way: if some-
thing goes out or penetrates into it, it is not
full; but if nothing either goes out or pene-
trates into it, it is full. Hence it is necessary

Tadro wév otv Td 7ot Mehiooov.

that it be full, if there is no void. Hence if it is
full, it does not move. _ :

This then is what Melissus says.
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The greatest proof (sémeion) that it is only one
is this argument, but these following ones are
also proofs. For if many things existed, they
would have to be exactly like what I myself say
that the one is. For if earth exists and water,
air, iron, gold, fire, the living and the dead,
black and white, and the other things of which
humans say that they are true, if then all these
things exist, and we see and hear correctly,
then it is necessary that each thing of this sort
be as it first secemed to us, and that it not
change or become different, but that each one
always be as it is. Bul as it is, we say that we see,
hear, and understand correctly, but it seems to
us that what is hot becomes cold and what is
cold hot, what is hard soft and what is soft
hard, that what is living dies and that it comes
to be out of what is not living, and that all these
things [559] become different, and that what
was and what is now are not at all similar, but
that iron, although it is hard, is rubbed away
by the finger and at the same time flows, and
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MELISSUS

likewise gold, stone, and everything else that
seems to be resistant, and that earth and stone
come to be out of water, so that the result is
that we neither see nor know the things that
are. Hence these [scil. statéments] do not agree
with one another. For although we say that
they are many, eternal, that they possess forms
and force, it seems to us that they all become
different and change out of what is seen each
time. Hence it is clear that we do not see cor-
rectly, and that it is not correctly that these
things seem to us to be many. For they would
not change if they were true, but they would

~ be just as each one seemed to us to be. For

there is nothing stronger than what truly is;
but if it changed, then what is would be de-
stroyed, while what is not would come to be.
In this way, therefore, if many things existed,
they would have to be exactly like the one.

ofnré otk elvaw Aéyovow dANd Doxetr etvaL. _ Thus this man has also clearly stated the reason why they
fscil. Parmenides and Melissus] say that the perceptibles

1 buof péww ADEF: bpovpéwy Bergk: <kai> duod péew coni, do not exist but seem to exist.

Heiberg 2 ¢ BBards Te yi wal Mbos yiveorfar postdare
oupBaive, prjre Gplv psjre 76 dvra ywdokeay habent AD’EF;
transp, Heiberg (post Karsten) 3 pév éov Brandis: péooy
ADEF
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Echoes of Melissus™ Treatise in the Testimonia
{D12-D20)
Testimonia (DI12-D18)

D12 (A8) Aristotle ;
a Physics

Melissus also shows on the basis of these [scil. arpuments]
that the whole is immobile: for if it moves, he says, it is
pecessary that there be void, but the void does not belong
to the things that are.

b On Generation and Corruption

$ome of the ancients thought that what is must necessarily
be one and immobile; for the void is something that does
not exist, and what is could not move if there is no separate
void, nor could many things exist, if there is not something
that separates them; and if one thinks that the whole is not
continuous but, being divided, [scil. its parts] are in con-
tact, this is not at all different from saying that many things
exist and not only one, and that the void exists. For if it is
divisible everywhere, there is nothing that is one, so that
they are not many either, but all is void; but if it is [seil.
divisible] here but not there, this seems to be like a ficton.
For up to what point [scil. is it divisible], and for what
reason is one part of the whole like this and full, while

- another part is divided? Moreover, in the same way it is

necessary, according ‘to them, that there not be motion,

~ On the basis of these arguments [. . ], they say therefore

that the whole is one and immobile; and certain people
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MELISSUS
[i.e. Melissus] say that it is unlimited, for the lmit would
limit it by relation to the void.!

1 Although only the last sentence distingnishes Melissus, the
whole preceding train of thought also reflects his doctrine, Melis-
sus” argument is implicitly attributed to Parmenides.

D13 (# DK) Eudemus in Simplicius, Commentary on
Aristotle’s Physics

[.. .]itis full, because there is nothing unlimited that par-
ticipates in the void.

D14 (Al4) Philodemus, Rhetoric

[...] Parmenides and Melissus, who say that the whole is
one, also because sensations are false . . .

D15 (A9) Cicero, Prior Academics

[...] Melissus [scil. says that] this [scil, universe], which is
unlimited and immutable, both was forever and will be,

D16 (= DK) Alexander in Simplicius, Commentary on
Aristotle’s Physics

“Melissus, having shown that it is unlimited because it has

- neither a beginning nor an end, and that it is one because

it is unlimited, goes on to show that it is also immobile
[. . -] on the grounds that what moves must move either
through what is full or through the void (but in this way

~ something else will also exist). But because it is not pos-
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Two Comprehenstve Expositions Reflecting the
Order of Melissus™ Treatise (D19-D20)

D19 (< A5) Ps.-Arist. MXG 1.1-8 (974a1-b7)

[1] diSeov elvai dmow €€ 7u Eoriv, elmep piy &vdéyeaou
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sible for something to move through what is full, and the
void cannot be among the things that are (for the void is
pothing, and if it exists then what js will no longer be un-
limited; for if it were capable of moving [or: changing] in
itself, it is clear that it would be bigger than it, but nothing
is bigger than the unlimited) . . .”! This is what Alexander
says literally [. . .].

1 Simplicius’ citation from Alexander’s text breaks off before
the main clause.
D17 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

He thought that the whole! is unlimited, unchangeable,
immobile, one similar to itself, and full; and that move-
ment does not exist, but seems to exist [. . .].

1In the doxographic tradition concerning the Eleatics, ‘the
whole’ is often substituted for *what is’ (cf. R24).
D18 (29 A23) Astius

[. . .] Parmenides, [. . .], Melissus, [. . .]: sensations are
deceptive [cf. ZEN, R37].

Two Comprehensive Expositions Reflecting the
Order of Melissus” Treatise (D19-D20)

D19 (< A5) Ps.-Aristotle, On Melissus, Xenophanes, and
Gorgias

[1] He says that if something is, it is eternal, if it is true
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that it is not possible that anything can come to be out of
nothing. For whether all things have come to be, or not all
things, in either case they are eternal.

For these things, if they came to be, would come to be
out of nothing, For if all things came to be, nothing would
exist previously [cf. D2]. And if some things existed and
others came to be by being added later, then what is would
become more numerous and larger. But what it would be
more numerous and larger by, would come to be out of
nothing: for the more numerous does not exist <in> the
less numerous, nor the larger in the smaller.

[2] But if it is eternal, it is unlimited, because it does
not have a beginning starting from which it could come to
be, nor an end toward which it would ever be terminated
[cf. D3]

[3] But being all and unlimited, it is ¢one », For if things
were two or more, they would limit each other [cf, D6-
D7].

[4] But if it is one, it is in every way similar to itself, for
if it were dissimilar, then things, being a plurality, would
be no longer one, but multiple [cf. D8, D10,

[5] But if it is eternal, immense, and everywhere simi-
lar, the One is immobile. For it could not move without
receding into something. Now, it is necessary, in order to
recede, to penetrate either into what is full or what is void,
But of these two, the one could not receive it while the
other is nothing [cf. D9)]. .

" [6] Butif it is of this kind, the One is free from suffering

11 8y mss., corr. Bekker 1276 whfjpes post Séfuofu

184 76 «ewdw post o08¢r hab, mss.,

261



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOFHY V

< z Ao T kS i rl
Uyiés Te kol drooov elvai, olTe peTaxoTuovperoy fé
oe obTe Ereporodperor €lde obire pryvipevor dig:
N ’ 5 m~ s [y ’ "\
watd, whrTa yop TalTe TOAND TE 7O €v yiyveorfla kol
~ N -~ S b r's > ra
> ui} dv rervodofour xal 70 v Pplelperfor dvaydle-
-~ X3 # i
chav radre 8¢ ddvvara evas.
[7] kel yap € 70 pepixfal 1o & éx Thedvwr M-
youro, 1 kal el moANd Te kal kivovuero. eis EMAAa 74,
4 N\ ® ’ " € 3 [ L A -~
mpdypora, kal 1 pifis §) ds év évi ovvleais € rév
&
mhadvor 7 7§ émalhdfel® olov émmplotnois’® yi-
-~ / 3 e by A 8 !8 ~
yvoiro Tév pexBérTor éxelvws pév v duidnha xapls
P 17 .3 \ 9/ > 8 s 8, r s
dvrall élvou 7a poybévra, émmpootoews & olons &

”~ A o g
™h Tphber yiyveotar dv éaaTov davepdy, ddaspov-

pévow [974b1] 7év mpdTer Td O dAAnA Tefévra Ty
pixbévrov: Gv oddérepov ovpBaivery.

[8] 8ua. Tovrwy 8¢ rdv Tpdmwy Kiv elvar mOANG Ky
fuiv Gerol® dalverflar pévws.® dore éreadn oly oldy

4 :8\ A 8 hl 3, NN 3 5

TE oUTws, obOe moAhd OvraTow elvar Td Ovra, dild
ratre Soxely ovk Opfds. oML ydp kel dAha kom
i alobnow pavrdleafar?® Noyov & olr' ékelv’ ai-
pe?! 16, abra?t yiyveohar, ofire mohhd elvar o dy;
a 5\ [} 23 ”8 Id Y » . 4 o
dAAG &2 4idudy Te kol amepor kal TAVTY) Opclov
alrd avré.

140y pepixfal v . . . Méyoiro] 7o pepixfur yiyveofai

& . . . Méyouro prop. Diels: 7@ pepixflar 7o . . . yévorro
Bonitz 15 grrarhdfer mss., corr. Mullach 0 ém .
mpéofeass L, -@éoers R: corr. Bekker 17 ywpilovra L, -rap -

R: corr. Apelt 18 ¢.er L, ws 70 R: corr. Diels 19 pévom
coni. Apelt

262

MELISSUS

and pain, healthy and without illness, it neither undergoes
rearTangement in its position nor change in its shape nor
mixture with anything else. For in all of these processes it
isnecessary that the one become multiple, that what is not
be generated, and that what is be destroyed. Now, these
are impossibilities [cf. D10],

[7] For even if one said that one thing is a mixture of
many things—that real things were many and moved to-
ward each other, and the mixture were either the combi-
nation of many things in one or else were produced by the
exchange of the things mixed, like a superposition—then
in the former case the mixed things would be manifest,
being separate; while if there were superposition, each
one would become visible as a result of rubbing, the lower
parts of the mixture being revealed when the higher ones
are removed. But neither of these is what happens.

(8] In these ways, he thought, there could be plurality
and also this would only be for us in appearance (7). So
that since this is not possible in this way, it is not possible
gither that the things that are be many, but it is incor-
rectly that this appears to us to be the case. For we imag-
ine many other things as well on the basis of sensation [cf,
D11]. But the argument shows that neither do the identi-
cal things become these [i.e. other?], nor is what multiple,

. butinstead one, eternal and unlimited, and similar to itself

in every way.

‘ 0 grard (L} vel draoer (R) post dpavrdlerfas hab, mss.:
dmatéip corr. Spalding, quod Diels del.: davrdlecfar del.

¢ Spalding 2l offrauxewarpes R, olreamspely L: corr.
Bonitxz 226 evrd mss: T6 Ovre Bonitz: tolre

Diels 2 & om. R
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1 Simplicius’ formulation leads one to expect a literal citation;
but the passage is generally considered to e a paraphrase. Burnet

considers the initial sentence to be a genuine fragment of Melis- .

sus (Frag. 1A).
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p20 (I, pp. 268-73) Simplicius, Commentary on Aris-
totle’s Physics

Now let us consider Melissus’ argument [. . .]. For Melis-
sus, making use of the axioms of the natural philosophers
regarding generation and destruction [scil. of nongenera-
tion out of nonbeing and of nondestruction into nonbe-
ing], begins his treatise as follows:!

If nothing is, what could [15] one say about it, as if
it were something? But if something is, either it
comes to be, or it always is. But if it comes to be,
then that is either out of something that is, or out of
something that is not. But it is not possible for any-
thing—neither what is in general, nor all the more
what is in absolute terms—to come zbout either out
of what is not [cf. D2] nor out of what is. For in that
case, it would be and would not come about. There-
fore, what is does not come to be. Therefore, it al-
ways s, and what is will never be destroyed. For
[20] it is not possible, for what is, to be changed
either into what is not {for this too is granted by
the natural philosophers) nor into what is. For once
again, if this were se, it would remain and would not
be destroyed. Therefore what is has not come to be
and will not be destroyed. Therefore, it always was
and always will be [cf. D5].

But since what comes about has a beginning,
what does not come about does not have a begin-
ning [cf. D3]. Now, what is has not come about: it
could not have a beginning, Furthermore, what is
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destroyed has [25] an end. But if something is inde-
structible, it does not have an end. Therefore, what
is, being indestructible, does not have an end.

Now, what has neither a beginning nor an end
turns out to be unlimited. Therefore, what is is un-
limited [¢f. D6 and D7].

But if it is unlimited, it is one. For if there were
two, they could not be unlimited, but they would
limit each other. Now, what is is unlimited. There-
fore it is not the casc that there exist a plurality of
the things that are, Therefore what is is one [cf.
D8l

But again, if it is one, it is also immobile. [30] For
the one is always similar to itself. But the similar
could not sither be destroyed nor increase in size
nor change its arrangement nor does it suffer pain
or distress. For if it were [104.1] affected in one of
these ways, it would not be one. For what moves in
any way whatsoever is transformed [rom one thing
into another. But there was nothing else outside of
what is, therefore this will not move [of. D101,

And according to another mode [scil. of argu-
ment], nothing of what is is void. For the void is
nothing. And what is nothing could therefore not
exist. Therefore, being does not [5] move. For, if
there is no veid, it cannot recede in any way. But
neither can it contract itself into itself. For in this
way it would be more rarefied and denser than it-
self. Now, this is impossible, For it is impossible that
the rarefied be as full as the dense; but what is rar

.efied is more void than what is dense. Now, the

void does not exist [of, D10]. As for the question
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whether what is is full or not, that must be decided
on the basis of whether it accepts [10] something
else into itself or not. For if it does not accept any-
thing into itself, it is full; but if it could accept some-
thing into itself, it would not be full. Therefore, if
there is no void, it must necessarily be full. But if
that is so, it does not move, not because it is not
possible for it to move through what is full, as we
say regarding bodies, but becanse everything that is
can move neither toward what is (for there is noth-
ing ouatside of it) nor toward what is not. For what
is not does not exist.
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R

The Earliest Attestation:
The Hippocratic Corpus (R1)
R1 (A6) Hippocrates, On the Nature of Man

.. .] As for me, people like this [i.e. monist natural phi-
losophers] seem, because of their lack of understanding,
to refute themselves in the terms of their arguments, and
to justify the argument of Melissus.

Isocrates

See DOX. T6-T7

Plato (R2)

R2 Plato, Theaetetus
i (cf. ad 28 BS)

; {Socrates:] [. . .] and everything that the Melissuses and
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parmenideses maintain in opposition to all of them [seil,
the partisans of movement]: viz., that all things are one
and that it [i.e. this one] remains itself in itself, since it
does not have a place in which it could move.

p (= DK)

[Socrates:] Although T feel a sense of respectful embar-
rassment about examining in a vulgar manner Melissus
and the others, who say that the whole is one and stable,
I feel that way less with regard to them than I do with
regard to Parmenides, who is only one man [. . .].

Aristotle’s Book Against Melissus (R3)
R3 (ad AS5) Diogenes Laertins [Catalog of Aristotle’s
works] :
Against Melissus” Doctrines, one book.

Aristotle’s General Negative Judgment (R4-R5)
R4 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics '

To consider whether it [i.e. what is] is one in this sense
[scil. unique] is like arguing against any other position
maintained only for the sake of argument [. . .], or provid-
ing the solution for an eristical argument, a characteristic
of both arguments, Melissus’ as much as Parmenides’. For

“not only are their premises false, but their conclusions are
also invalid. Or rather, Melissus” [seil. argument] is vilgar

and does not present a genuine difficulty: if one absurdity
is granted, the rest follows—but this is not at all difficult.
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Character of Being (R7-R11)

R7 (< 21 A30) Arist. Metaph. A5 986b18-21
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R5 (< A7) Aristotle, Metaphysics

Sa [. - -] for the purposes of the present investigation [scil.
the investigation of the first causes], these men [i.e. Xeno-

hanes, Parmenides, and Melissus] should be disre-

arded—and two of them, Xenophanes and Melissus,
completely, since they are a bit too unsophisticated; but as
for Parmenides, he seems to speak on the basis of more
attentive consideration [. . .] [ef. PARM. R12; XEN,
R12}.

Specific Peripatetic Criticisms (R6-RIS8)
Aristotle (R6-R12)
Criticism of the Unicity and Immobility of
Being (R6~R9)

R6 (# DK) Aristotle, Topics

A thesis is a paradoxical idea that is maintained by some
famous philosopher, like [. . .] “what is is one,” as Melissus

says [ . .].

See also PARM. Rd4, R47

Interpretation and Criticisms of the Unlimited
Character of Being (R7-Ril)

_ B? (¢ 21 A30) Aristotle, Metaphysics

‘Parmenides seems to have discussed the one according to

its definition, Melissus according to the matter (this is why
the former says that it is limited, the latter that it is unlim-

jted).
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RS (ad 28 B8) Arist. Phys. 3.6 207al5-17
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RS {ad 28 B8) Aristotle, Physics

That is why we must think that Parmenides has spoken
petter than Melissus, For the latter says that the unlimited
is a whole, the former that the whole is limited [. . .].

R9 (> AlO) Aristotle, Sophistic Refutations

a
The same thing [scil. the error relating to the convertibil-
ity of the consequent] happens in deductions as well, as
for example in Melissus” argument that the whole is un-
limited, which assumes as premises on the one hand that
the whole is ungenerated (for nothing could be generated
out of what is not) and on the other that what is generated
isgenerated out of a beginning. If therefore it has not been
generated, the whole does not have 2 beginning, so that it
is unlimited [cf. D3], But it is not necessary that this hap-
pen. For even if everything that is generated has a begin-
ning, it is not because something has a beginning that it
has been gencrated [. . .].

b

The ones [scil. refutations] connected with the conse-
quent are a part of those connected with the accident.
[~ .] in Melissus” argument, one assumes that to be gener-
ated and to have a beginning are the same thing [. . .]. For
becanse what has been generated has a beginning, one

 claims that what has a beginning has been generated, on

the idea that the two things, to be generated and to be

limited, are identical because they both have a beginning.
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c
[.]to which [scil. those arguments by the consequent
that imply the opposites] the argument of Melissus is con-
pected. For if what has come to be has a beginning, he
thinks that what has not come to be does not, so that if the
world {ouranos) has not come to be, it is also unlimited.
But that is not the case: for the [scil. valid] logical se-
vence holds to the inversion [scil. of the terms of the
roposttion: if what has come about has a beginning, then
what does not have a beginning has not come about].

R10 (of. AL0) Aristotle, Physics

Both of them argue eristically, Melissus as well as Par-
menides. Therefore it is clear that Melissus commits a
paralogism. For [1st objection] he thinks that, if every-
thing that has come to be has a beginning [cf. D3], he is
also admitting that what has not come to be does not have
one. Then [2nd objection] this too is absurd, that there be
a beginning for everything and not for time [cf. D3, D5,
and not only for generation in the simple sense but also
for alteration, as though transformation never came about
all at once. Then [3rd objection], why is it immobile, if it
isone [cf. D9, R21d]? For just as the part that is one, like
this water here, moves in itself, why does not the whole do
so as well? Then [4th cbjection], why would there be no
dlteration [cf. D10, R23a]? And again [5th objection], it
is not possible either that it be one in virtue of its form,
unless it be by that of which it is made (some of the natu-

- 1al philosaphers speak of the one in this way, and not in

that one). For a human being is different from a horse in

virtue of its form, and so too the contraries with regard to
-one another [of. R21e].
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R1L (> All) Aristotle, Physics

Me]is:sus says that what is is unlimited. Hence what is isa
certain quantity. For the unlimited belongs to [seil. the
category of] quantity. But a substance, a quality, or an af-
fection cannot be unlimited except contingentl),/ if at the
same time they were certain quantities. For the cieﬁnition
of what is unlimited makes use of quantity, but not of
substance or quality. If then both substance and guanti

exist, what is is two and not one; and if only substance e:?—,
ists, it is not unlimited, and it will not have any magnitud

either: for it will be a eertain quantity. & ©

Criticism of the Denial of the Void (R12)
Ri2 (# DK) Aristotle, Physics

There is no nec(?ssity, if motion exists, that the void exist.
Genera.lly spea]cmg, the argument does not at all concern
every kind of motion (this is why Melissus did not notice

 this, for the full can undergo an alteration), but not motion
- according to place either. For things can reciprocally yield

their places without there being any separate interval be-

_sides the bodies in motion,

Eudemus (R13-R16)
Criticism of D2 (R13)

R13 (# DK) Simplicius, € .
- Bhysics plicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s

s}-i;'_:Eudemus says that by means of these premises, he [i.e.
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Melissus] shows nothing other than what he shows from
the beginning, viz, that what is has not come to be: for the
valid conversion is ‘what does not have a beginning has not
come about; now, what is does not have a beginning.’

This is what is said [seil. by Eudemus]: “for it is not true
that if what has come to be has a beginning, what has not
come to be does not have one, but rather that what does
not have a beginning has not come to be: for it is in this
way that the logical sequence is produced in the case of
pegations. What he obtains, thercfore, is that what is has
not come to be, since it does not have a beginning.”

Criticism of D3 (R14-R15)

R14 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physies

Eudemus too concludes that even if, with regard to some
few cases of generated things, there are no beginnings
concerning the thing [cf. R10], with regard to what Melis-
sus is considering and is indicated, there certainly are, He
writes as follows: “but perhaps, in a small number of cases

there are no beginnings, but for the objects that he i;
considering it is reasonable that there be some. This is why

- he must concede this point, but examine the logical se-

quence et

R15 (# DK} Simplicius, Commentaery on Aristotle’s
Physics

. Eudemus alfso [scil. like Arisiotle] concedes that what
| purely and simply is is ungenerated, when he says, “it is
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correct to concede that everything that is does not come
about all at once, since it is not possible that it come to be
from what is not; but it is evidently reasonable that many
things come to be and are destroyed part by part, and this
is what we see happening.”

Criticism of D7 (R16)

R16 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics

Eudemus criticizes this statement [scil. 7] as being said
indefinitely; he writes as follows: “If one conceded that
what is is unlimited, why will it also be one? It is cer
tainly not because things are multiple that they will some-
how limit each other. For past time too seems to be un-
limited even though it has as its limit the present time.
Therefore perhaps it is not in an absolute sense that mul-
tiple things would be unlimited, but they will seem to be
able to be this either on the one side or on the other.
Therefore it is necessary to define in what way they would
pot be unlimited, if they are multiple.”

See also R22
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The Anonymous Treatise On Melissus,
Xenophanes, and Gorgias: A Selection (R17)

R17 (<AB) Ps.-Aristotle, On Melissus, Xenophanes, and
Gorgias C
a [On the proper use of common opinions]

[L9] Is it not necessary first of all to begin by accepting
pot every opinicn, but those that are most firmly estab-
lished? So that if it is correct not to admit all opinions, it
is perhaps not right either to make use of this opinion,
¢viz. that> nothing could ever come to be out of nothing.
For this is just one opinion, and it is one of those that are
not correct, which we all admit because, in a certain way,
we perceive it in many cases. [, . .1 [12] But it happens that
we have these two opinions, both that nothing could come
to be out of what is nothing, cand that> the things that are
are many and in motion. Of these two, the latter one is
more credible, and everyone would give up the former
opinion more quickly than this one. [. . .] [14] It is also
vigorously asserted about these, both that things that are
not come to be and that many things come to be out of
things that are not, and this is asserted not only by ordinary
peaple but also by some of those who have the reputation
of being sages.
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b [On the eternity of what is]

[2.2] And if one begins by positing what he takes for a first
premise, viz. that nothing could come to be out of what is
not, is it necessary that all things be ungenerated, or does
nothing prevent one thing from having come to be out of
another, and that this go on to infinity? [3] Or that they
recur in a cycle [. . .]P [8] What prevents some of them
from coming to be, while others are eternal [. . .]?;

¢ [On the unlimitedness of what is]

[2.13] But even if one were to concede this, both that it is
and that it is ungenerated, how does this thereby more
show it £0 be unlimited? For he says that it is unlimited, if
itis but has not come to be, for the beginning and the end
of generation are limits. [. . .] [14] But what prevents it,
even if it has not come to be, from having a beginning
not the one starting from which it has come to be, but
another one—and that eternal things limit each other?

d [On the unity of what is]

[2.19] Moreover, if it is eternal and unlimited, how would
itbe one, ifitis abodyP|...] [20] And if it does not possess
a body nor breadth nor length, how would <the > One be

" unlimited? «Or» what is there that prevents such things

from being multiple and innumerable? [21] <Moreover, >
what prevents things, being more than one, from being
unlimited in magnitude?

lerdy & Diels: &v mss.: del. Mullach 2 (3> Wilson
3moAhd om. L, 4dviplpa Bemn, 402: dvdpufua R &
dpilpd L 5 ¢&re> Wilson
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e [On the homogeneity of what is]

[2.22] Moreover, if it is one, it is not at all strange that it
not be similar everywhere. For if it is all water or fire or
anything else of this sort, nothing prevents one from say-
ing that there are several kinds of what is one, each one
being similar to itself in its own way. [23] For that it be
rarefied, but here dense, given that there is no void in what
is rarefied—nothing prevents this.

f [On the immobility of what is]

[2.25] He says that it is immobile if there is no void; for all
things move by changing place, [26] But first of all, many
people do not share this opinion but say that there is a
void, without this being a body [. . .]. [27] But even if there
is no void, why would it move any the less?

A Criticism by Aristocles:
Melissus Refutes Himself (R18)

R18 (Al4) Aristocles in Eusebius, Evangelical Prepa-
ration

[7] Melissus, wishing to show that none of these phenom-
ena that are visible really exists, demonstrates this by
means of the phenomena themselves. At least he says,

. “For if earth exists, water [. . .] and what is soft hard”
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[ef. D11]. [8] One could quite reasonably ask him when
he says this and many other things of this sort, “The fact
that something that is now warm then comes to be cold—
do you not know this by perceiving it?” And the same for
the other things. For as I said, one would discover that he
is doing nothing other than abolishing and refuting sense
perceptions because he has the greatest confidence in

them.

The Skeptics: Timon of Phlius (R19)

R19 (< 29 Al) Timon in Diogenes Laertius

[...] and that [scil. force] of Melissus,
Superior to many illusions, and defeated by very few.

Stmplicius on Melissus (R20-R23)
Melissus Stylistic Advantage
Qver Parmenides (R20)

R20 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s On
the Heavens

- But Melissus, insofar as he writes in prose, has expressed

his opinion on these questions [scil. the double existence]

. even more clearly [scil. than Parmenides] throughout his

“whole text, and above all in the following statements: |
--cf. R22e, D11],
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Simplicius Defends Melissus Against Aristotle’s
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Physics 1.3 (R21)
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Simplicius Defends Melissus Against Aristotle’s
and Alexander’s Objections (R21-R22)
Replies to Aristotle’s Objections in
Physics 1.3 (R24)

g2l (# DX) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics
a [Simplicius’ reasons)

On the one hand Aristotle has formulated excellent objec-
tions, replying at the level of appearance. But since Melis-
sus is a wise man, it is by aiming (stokhazesthai) at the
thought too of a man of this sort that the objections that
have been raised against him must be resolved.

b [Reply to the first objection = RS [1]]

The fact that he did not consider what is as corporeal is
dlear from the fact that he shows that it is immobile and
indivisible, whereas bodies clearly manifest change and
division. But instead of “perceptible’ and ‘extended,” he
accepts ‘generated,” just as Timaeus says in Plato, “it has
come to be; for it is visible and tangible and has a body”
[Timaeus 28b], and instead of “intelligible’ and ‘without
parts,” ‘ungenerated,” as Plato once again says, “what is
it that always is but has no generation?” [Timaeus, 27d].
Therefore, when he says that what has come to be has a
beginning, he says that what is perceptible and extended,
because it is limited, has a beginning and a limit. For there

_ does not exist any unlimited body. [. . .] But when Melissus

adds, “what does not come about does not have a
beginning” [cf. D20], he is saying that what really is is
without parts and that it has neither a beginning nor an
end; and that is why it is unlimited,
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¢ [Reply to the second objection = R8 [2]]

The objection is also made to Melissus that, ‘beginning’
(arkhé) being spoken of in many ways, he accepts, instead
of the beginning with regard to time, which happens for
what is generated, the beginning according to the thing,
which does not happen to what changes all at once [cf.
R14, R15]. But he seems to have seen clearly himself,
even before Aristotle, that every body, including the eter-
nal body, has a limited power if it is limited, and that, as
much as is possible forit, it always exists at the end of time,
but that because of the always-moving supervision of what
moves it, it is abways in the beginning too and is eternal,
so that what has a beginning and an end with regard to
magnitude also has these with regard to time and inversely,
For what has a beginning and an end in time does not ex-
ist all together. This is why he makes his dsmonstration on

_ the basis of the beginning and end with regard to time.

But he says that what is not a whole, i.e. what is not simul-
taneously an ensemble, is not in this way without a begin-
ning and an end; this happens instead to what is without
parts and is really unlimited, to what is purely and simply
and in the proper sense of the term. For this is really a

" whole.

And this is how Melissus says this: [. . . = D3]. That “at
some time” is temporal is clear; and that he applies the

" expression “comes about” to what is generated in its

substance, which, until it exists, is in the course of coming
about and does not exist, is clear from the phrase “for it
would have come to an end if it had come abont at

“some time” and from the phrase “for it is impossible,
.for what is not entirely, to be forever,” on the idea that
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what always is, what also totally is, is opposed

comes to be. But the fact that, ?ust as hg Ps)ays thtac; gﬁ:ﬁ
“gomes about at some time” is limited in its substance
so too he says that what always is is unlimited in its sub-
stance—this he has made clear by saying, [. . . = D4). B
«magnitude” he does not mean extent. For he himse]}ié
shows that being is indivisible: [. . . = D9]. By “magni-
tnde” he means the very elevation {(digrma) of existence
For the fact that he means that what is is incorporeal—this.
he has made clear by saying, [. . . = D8]. And right after
the determination ‘eternal’ he has placed ‘unlimited ac-
cording to substance,” saying, [. . . = D5], so that what does
not have it [scil. beginning and end] is unlimited. And he
has concluded from the unlimited to the one on the basis
Of [. L= D7].

d [Reply to the fourth objection, then to the third =
d ey, j e one =

That the One can be altered and changed, while at the
same time still remaining one in its substance, Aristotle
bas objected in this way, by taking ‘one’ globally, in con-
formity with its customary meaning (for we say that Soc-
rates remains one and the same when he has pain in his
leg and when he recovers); whereas Melissus takes ‘one’
in its proper sense and not globally, as other statements
show, and in particular, “If then the whole had become

different .by a single hair in the course of thousands
-of years, it would have been destroyed in the whole

of this time” [cf. D10], on the idea that it is necessary,

_ifl'it is one, that it be similar and cternal in the proper
sénse; so that, remaining [scil. immobile] in every regard,
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it would have nothing in regard to which it would admit
iransformation. For it is necessary that what is altered and
changed in any way be transformed out of one disposition
into another. And if it moved according to place, rotating
like water, it is necessary, since there is no void, that it have
a round shape, for example spherical, conical, or cylindri-
cal. For the other shapes, when they rotate, oceupy a dif-
ferent place each time. But if it had a shape, it would be
limited and not unlimited. And if, being formerly immo-
bile, it moved in the same place, it is necessary that the
motion begin by the condensation or rarefaction of some
part. Andin general, rotation is a movement of bodies. But
Melissus has shown that what is is incorporeal.

e [Reply to the fifth objection = RS [5]]

it is clear that if one understands ‘shape’ in the sense of
‘composed,” the definition of which is also presented as
composed, Melissus would not accept that what is have a
shape; but if it is in the sense of ‘immaterial’ and ‘com-
pletely simple,” then perhaps he would accept it. For he
himself predicates about it many determinations: ‘un-
generated,” immobile,” “‘unlimited,” and many others. But

" Melissus would not be able to understand the One either

as what something is made of and what is material, nor like

the natural philosophers (for he says that what is is incor-
poreal [cf. D8]} nor in conformity with matter in the

proper sense of the term, since he says that what is neither

- Jets anything penetrate into it nor changes its arrangement
" [ef. D10], while matter hoth lets itself be penetrated and
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changes its arrangement. Furthermore, he says, “there is

pothing stronger than what truly is” [cf. D10], while
matter is what is worst of all.

Simplicius” Reply to Aristotle’s Criticism of the
Eleatics in On the Heavens (R22)

R22 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s On
the Heavens

a

But Aristotle’s criticism of them [i.e. Parmenides and Me-
lissus], in demonstrating the cause of their error, would be
really harsh if it were true. For, he says, these men, think-
ing that nothing else existed outside of the substance of
the perceptibles, but being the first to understand that, if
there is to be any scientific knowledge, it is necessary that
there exist natures of this sort, ungenerated and immobile,
[...J, transferred to perceptible and generated things the
arguments that are appropriate for intelligible and im-
mobile ones, if it is true that, proposing to speak about
nature, what they say is appropriate for those [scil. other
things]. And if Melissus also entitled his treatise On Na-
ture or on Being [cf. D1], it is clear that he thought that
what is is nature; and that the things that are are the natu-
ral things, that is, the perceptible things. And this is per-
haps why Aristotle said that “they did not posit anything
outside of the substance of the perceptibles” [cf. PARM.
R47], because they said that what is is one, For since the

_sensible manifestly seems to exist, if what is is one, there

would not be anything else outside of it.
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b

But Aristotle, as is his custom, here too has formulated his
response considering the appearance of the words, taking
care not to mislead his more superficial [scil. readers]. Yet
those men [i.e. Parmenides and Melissus] accepted two
ldnds of existence, the one of what really is, the intelli-
gible, and the other of what comes to be, the percepti-
ble, which they did not think they had to call “being” in
the s]imple sense, but rather “seeming to be” [¢f. PARM,
R52].

[

But Melissus [. . . ef. B20] has expressed his opinion on
these questions [scil. the double existence] [. . .] in the
following statements. For having said that what is is one,
ungenerated, immobile, and not separated by any void,
but as a whole full of itself, he continues, [. . . = D11]

d

Therefore he {i.c. Melissus] has clearly explained the rea-
son why they say that the sensibles are not but seem to
be. Therefore how could one suppose that they [i.e. Par-
menides and Melissus] think that only the perceptible

exists?
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Simplicius Disputes Alexander’s Reading of
Fragment D10 (R23)
R23 (2DK) Simpl. In Phys.
a p. 110.20-26
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Simplicius Disputes Alexander’s Reading of
Fragment D10 (R23)

R23 (# DK) Simplicius, Commentary on Aristotle’s
Physics ‘

a

[...] Since he [i.e. Alexander] thinks that Melissus abol-
jshes only motion according to place and not change as
well, he develops an interpretation on the hasis of what
Aristotle says {“Then why would there be no alteration?”)
[cf. R10]. But to me it seems that Melissus, in concluding
what he has said about what is, viz. that it is ungenerated,
eternal, unlimited, one, and similar, on the basis of these
determinations denies to what is all the other motions as -
well that concern generation [. . .].

b

The fact that, contrarily to what Alexander understood [cf,
P 110.13-10], the demonstration proceeded not from the
fact that what moves ought to move either through what
is full or through a void, but that it is necessary that what

is be itself full—Eudemus makes this clear too when he

says, “And why is it immobileP Ts it not because it is full?
But it is full, because there is not anything unlimited that

- participates in the void.” But since Melissus too has writ-
- ten these things quite clearly, even if in an archaic manner,
- I'shall cite these ancient writings themselves, so that read-

"% 1dorw DF: éoraw E
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ers can judge with greater precision which interpretation
is the more appropriate one, This then is what Melissus
says in conclusion of his earlier statements, adding what
he has to say about motion as follows: [. . . = D10].

Doxographical Inflections and
Deformations (R24-R28)
Cosmologization of the One-All {R24)
R24 Aétius
a (28 A29)

parmenides, Melissus, and Zeno abolished genesis and
destruction because they thought that the whole is imn-
mobile [= PARM. R28].

b (28 A36)

Xenophanes, Parmenides, Melissus: the world is ungener-
ated, eternal, and indestructible [= PARM. R34].

¢ (28 A36)

- [...] Parmenides, Melissus: [, . .] the world is one.

d (¢ A9)

~Melissus [. . .] did not preserve in its purity the teaching
- that had been transmitted [scil. by Parmenides] to him,
. For he said that the world is unlimited, while they said that
. itwas limited [cf. PARM. R36].
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© ¢ (¢ 64A10)

_. ] Melissus: the whole is unlimited, but the world is
Jimited [cf. DIOG. R186].

R25 (A12) Epiphanius, Penarion

Melissus [, . .] said that the whole is one, and that nothing
stable exists by nature, but that everything is corruptible
in Potential. :

Tivo Opposite Theological Readings (R26-R27)

R26 (A13) Aétius
 Melissus and Zeno: [scil. god is] one and all, and only he

is eternal and unlimited,

R27 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

. But he also said about the gods that it is necessary not to
‘make a pronouncement, for we do not have knowledge
. sbout them !

. 1 This statement has no echo in the surviving fragments, and

) 1ts content is suspect.
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A Medical Utilization of Melissus” Doctrine (R28)
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A Medical Utilization of Melissus® Doctrine (R28)

R28 (< A6) Galen, Commentary on Hi tes’
Nature of Man i ppocrates” On the

[..] They [Le. the monist philosophers] justif -
ment of Melissus, wha hjmgelf toc}) thou]tht the)zqtt(})l:I;r og::.le
thing exists, but not one of these four, air and earth, water
and fire. It seems that this man thought that there exists
a certain common substance underlying the four ele-
ments, ungenerated and indestructible, which his succes-
sors called “matter,” but that he was not able to show this
in an articulate manner. Hence he calls this substance it-
self the one and the whole.

The Interpretation by a Histortan of Myths (R29)

R29 (> B11} Palaephatos, Incredible Stories
All the kinds and forms [scil. of monsters] that people

say exist(.ad once but now do not exist—in fact these have
 never e?msted. For if they existed at some other time, they
. still exist now and will exist later. For my part, I always

praise the authors Melissus and Lamiscus of Samos who

“said at the beginning, “What has come to be exists now
and <always> will exist.”
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An Aphorism Attributed to Melissus in
Syriac (R30)

R30 (cf. B12) Studia Sinaitica 1, p. 34
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An Aphorism Attributed to Melissus in
Syriac (R30)

R30 (cf. B12) From a Syriac collection of Greek sayings

Melissus said, “I am deeply troubled bv peaple’s futi
efforts. They exhaust themgtﬂves by stayinyg szlif;t iglﬁ
for arduous journeys. They voyage through sea storms
and are tossed up and down, hanging betweon Life and
death. As strangers, they stay far away from their homes
to amass money, although they do not even know who will
inherit their money when they die. Yet they do not desire
to acquire the glorious treasures of wisdom, of which the
cannot be robbed: they can bequeath it to their friends 1{
?ccmgllaanie; thc;:llln to the Underworld, and it is never aw’*a
yom them. Intelligent people testi i ing, "
wise man has diedg, notp hisp\avisc:'lo';ijf?{’i’t10 thisby saying, The

1 Translated from the French translation by Henri
: enri H _
Roche; revised by Peter E. Pormann. Y 1 Hugonnard
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22. EMPEDOCLES [EMP.]

Empedocles was born in Agrigentum (in Greek, Acragas)
in Sicily. He belonged to a rich and illustrious family. Ac-
cording to the chronographer Apollodorus of Athens, he
was forty years old in 444/43, the date of the foundation
of the colony of Thurioi, for which Protagoras wrote the
constitution (cf. PROT. P12), This is a construction, but
it is the only element we have available, together with
Aristotle’s indication that he died at the age of sixty, to
establish his dates of birth and death at 484/83-424/93, It
is not entirely impossible that Empedocles had a more
extenstve literary production, but the numerous surviving
fragments all derive from two works known in antiquity
under the titles On Nature (the title is doubtless not orig-
inal, cf. ALCM. D2) and Purifications.

" Two questions, which involve the presentation of his
texts 1o less than the interpretation of his thought, domi-

. nate the scholarly discussion on the work of Empedocles.

... The first is whether the two transmitted titles corre-
spond to two distinct works or refer to one and the same
poem. Some schalars, relying essentially on the synthetic
prosentation that (Ps.-?) Hippolytus provides for Emped-
ocles in his Refutation of All Heresies (R89), have em-
braced the hypothesis of a single poem, which seemed to

- teceive support from the discovery, in fragments of a pa-
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pyrus unknown before 1999, that two verses generally at. %

tributed to the Purifications are found in a practically
identical form in an evidently cosmological context

(D34.1-2 = D76.5-6). But these grounds are not com-

pelling, if we accept that the narrative about the origin and
structure of the cosmos—from the heavens down to ani-
mals and plants, in the tradition going back to Anaxi-
mander—entertained relations of homology with a narra-
tive of moral and religious orientation that reconfigured
the traditional mythical theme of the punishment of guilty
divinities and the Pythagorean doctrine of transmigration,
In such a perspective, there is nothing surprising about
textual echoes that can extend to the reiteration of wholg
verses, especially given that the repetition of verses or of

groups of verses, identically or with slight variations, is g

characteristic trait of Empedocles” style. As for the pos-

sible doubt, which remains, concerning the attribution of

this fragment or that one to the one poem or the other,
this does not constitute an argument against their distine.
tion in principle. Besides, it is striking that Aristotle is
interested only in Empedocles’ physical narrative and says

nothing at all about his eschatological views, while we owé - '

our knowledge of this latter aspect essentially fo citations

by authors of a Platonic orientation, where this doctrine. -

plays an important role. In choosing to present in section

D the fragments of the Purifications before those of the <

poem on nature—following some other editors, like Man-

sfeld/Primavesi, but contrarily to DK—we wish to suggest
a certain precedence, in Empedocles thought, of the -
ethical dimension over the physical doctrine—a dimen-

sion that is visible in the physical poem itself, where the

history of the world is directed by the two antagonistic
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forces of Love and Strife—without this entailing any hy-
pothesis about the chronology of the composition of the
twWo POBIIIS.

The second question is that of reconstructing what is
called Empedocles’ ‘cycle’—that is, the number, nature,
and duration of the different stages that lead from the
total domination of Love (or of Strife) to the total domina-
tion of Strife (or of Love)—a question itself connected
with the question of knowing whether Empedocles envi-
sioned a double zoogony, indeed a double cosmogony, cor-
responding to each of the two parts of the cycle. The data,
difficult and contested, go rather in the direction of a
double genesis and a double destruction (see in particular
the beginning of D73); recently discovered scholia to
Aristotle make it possible even to speculate on the dura-
tion of the different phases implied (D84b2, R13b2). But
were these two geneses of a different nature? In spite of
various attempts, it does not seem possible to distribute
the known fragments to the one rather than to the other,
and Aristotle says explicitly that Empedocles “omitted”
 the genesis under Love (D83). The consequences that can
be derived from this dissymmetry between the principal
program and its effective realization are doubtless impor-
tant, but cannot be discussed here.
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paiverfas [FGrHist 244 F32a).
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P
Chronology (P1-P6)

P1 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

He reached maturity during the 84th Olympiad [= 444/40
BC].!

1 444 is the date of the foundation of Thouriai; cf. P6.

P2 (cf. A9) Jerome in Eusebius, Chronicle

[OL 81 = 456/52] Empedocles and Parmenides, natural
philosophers, are considered very celebrated.

P3 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius
a Apollodorus’ indieation

. The one [scil. the Empedocles] who was victorious at the

T1st Olympic games [= 496] :

in the horse-race was his grandfather, of the same
name,

. so that at the same time Apollodorus also indicates the
:+; chronology.

Lerp> Cobet  2mdvrus mss., corr. Karsten 5 wal
roirov> Jacoby
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b 851

Myew 8¢ kai 'Eparooléms é rois ‘Qhvpmeovicasg
[FGrHist 241 F7] mip mpdry kai éBBopnxoo Ty
‘Olvpmiddo vevumuévar Tov 700 Mérwvos waTépa,
phprupt xpouevos Apurroréhe [Frag. 71 Rose].

P4 (< AB) Arist, Metaph, A3 084a11-12

Avataydpas 8¢ 6 Khalouéros T pév Hhete Tpbre-
pos &v tovrov [. . . cf. ANAXAG. RS8].

P53 (< Al) Diog. Laert.

a 8.73

o 5 s - - 3y 3 g
forepov 8¢ Bud Twa Tamfyvpw TOPEVGUEVOY € dpid-
" ’
gns b els Meraipmy weaely kui TOV unpoY khdoar
voafoarre & ék TovTow TENEVTHOGL érddy émTa kai

éBSopnrovra.

b 8.74

- ~ Fa N Y
mept 8¢ Téw érdv AproToTéhms Sradéperar ¢moi yap
[Frag, 71 Rose] éxelvos éénrovra érdw alTov Tehevrd)-
cor of 88 dvvén kal ékaTov.

P6 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.52

AmoAddapos & & ypapparuds év rois Xpoviols

dmow o [FGrHist 244 F32a]
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b Eratosthenes” indication

Eratosthenes, invoking the testimony of Aristotle, also
says in his Olympic Victors that the father of Meton [i.e.
Empetjlocles’ grandfather] had won in the 71st Olympics
[= 496].

P4 (¢ AB) Aristotle, Metaphysics

Anaxagoras of Clazomenae, who was earlier in age than
him [i.e. Empedocles] [. . .].

P5 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius
a

Later, when he was traveling i a carriage to Messina for
some festival, he fell and broke his thigh. He became ill as
a result of this and died at the age of seventy-seven years.

b

But Aristotle differs about the age; for he says that he died
at sixty years. Others say at 109 years.}

1Like his disciple Gorgias according to Apollodorus (cf.
GORG. P25).

P6 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Apollodorus the grammarian says in his Chronology,
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Origin (P7)

P7 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.54

& & fv Axpoyavtivos éx Zixehing, avros évapydue-
vos réov Kabuppdy ¢noa- [ . . =D4.1-2a].

Famﬂy (P8)

P8 (< Al) Diog. Laert.
a 851

"Bumedoxhis, ds dnow TwwéfBoros [Frag. 15 Gigante],
Mérawos v vids Tot ‘Epmedokhéovs, Axpayavrives -~
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He was Meton’s son, but Glaucus says
He came to Thourioi,
Which had just been founded. [= 444]

And then somewhat later, *

Those who report that he was exiled from his
homeland

To Syracuse and fought together with them

Against Athens seem to me to be completely

Ignorant. For either he was no longer alive or else
had

Become extremely old, which does not seem to have
been the case.

Origin (PT}
P7 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

That he came from Agrigentum in Sicily, he himself says
at the beginning of the Purifications: [. . . = D4.1-2a]

Family (P8)

P8 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius
a

Empedocles, according to Hippobotus, was the son of

Meton, the son of Empedocles, and came from Agrigen-
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tum. Timaeus <says> the same thing in the fifteenth book
of his Histories, <adding> that the poet’s grandfather Em-
pedocles had been a famous man; and Hermippus too says
the same thing as he does, as does Heraclides in his On
{linesses: that he came from an illustrious farnily and that
his grandfather raised horses.

b

Satyrus says in his Lives that Empedocles was the son of
Exaenetus, and that he himself left 2 son named Exaenetus.

¢

Telauges the son of Pythagoras says in his letter to Philo-
laus that Empedocles was the son of Archinomus.

d

I myself [i.e. Diogenes Laertius] found in the Memoirs of
Favorinus that Empedocles [. . .] had a brother named
Callicratides.
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Lover (P9)

P9 (< Al) Diog, Laert. 8.60-61

Fv & 6 Haveavias, s dnow Apiorermos [IV A 158
G2 kai Sdrvpos [Frag. 14 Schorn] épdpuevos adrod, §
B kai 7o Mepl pdorews mpoomeddvnker obros [.. =

D41].

Philosophical Genealogy (P10-P15)
Pythagoreans . . . (P10-P12)
P10 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.54

dxovoar 8 avrov Ivfaydpov Tipatos dia Tis évdrys
ioropel [FGrHist 566 F14], Mywr ému xarayvwobels
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éxew. pepvijolfur 8¢ rat atrov HvBayépov héyorry:
[...=D38.1-2] of & robro eis Iapperidne adrdy
Aéyew dvadépovra.l

loi 8¢ ... dvagéporroom. F

P11 (< A8) Eus. PE 10.14.15

Tyhadyovs 8 "Epmredorhis drovoThs yiveras [. . ]

P12 (< Al) Diog, Laert. 8.55

dmui 8¢ Nedwlins [FGrHist 84T26) 67 péxpt Dihordov -

< h) fal
xai “Bumedoxhéovs écowdvour oi IIwfloryopuxol 16w
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Lover (P9)

P9 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Pausanias, as Aristippus and Satyrus say, was his beloved;
it is to him that he has addressed his On Nature as follows:
[..=D4l].

Philosophical Genealogy (P10-P15)
Pythagoreans . .. (P10-P12)

P10 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Timaeus reports in his ninth bock that he [i.e. Empedo-
cles] studied with Pythagoras, and says that then, having
been caught plagiarizing, he was forbidden [. . .] from
participating in the discussions; and that he himself men-

- tions Pythagoras when he says [, . . = D38,1-2]. But some

people think that he says this with reference to Par
menides.

P11 (< A8) Eusebius, Evangelical Preparation

Empedocles was a student of Telauges [. . .1.

. P12 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

* Neanthes says that until Philolaus and Empedocles, the
/. Pythagoreans shared their teachings among themselves.
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. .. Parmenides . . . (P13)

P13 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.55
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. . and Others {P14-P15)
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“Bpurmos 8¢ [Frag. 26 Wehrli] oo Mappevidov, Eevo-

ddvovs 8¢ yeyovévar {nhemiv, § xal ovwlioTpla

kai ppifoacfas Ty émomoitar Sorepov 8 rois T
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But when he [i.c. Empedocles] divulged them in his po-
etry, they made the rule not to transmit them to any poet.
{...] But with which of them Empedocles had studied, he
fi.e. Neanthes] did not say. For the letter to <Philolaus>
that is in circulation under the name of Telauges, in which
he claims that he [i.e. Empedocles] participated [scil. in
the teaching] of Hippasus and Brontinus, is not credible
[of. HIPPAS. P3].

... Parmenides . . . (P13)
P13 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Theophrastus says that he was an emulator of Parmenides
and imitated him in his poems; for he too published his
wark On Nature in hexameters,

. .. and Others (P14-P15)

Pi4 (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

But Hermippus says that he was the emulator not of Par-
menides but of Xenophanes, with whom he spent time and
whose hexameter poetry he imitated; and that it was later
that he encountered the Pythagoreans.

P15 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius
Alcidamas in his Physics says that Zeno and Empedocles
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studied with Parmenides at the same time, that they then
left him, and that Zeno went on to do philosophy on his
own, while the other [i.e. Empedocles] continued to study
with Anaxagoras and Pythagoras and emulated the latter’s
digﬂiﬁeld way of life and bearing, and the former’s study of
natllre-

1 A construetion of intellectual affinities implying chronologi-
cal impossibilities,

The Thaumaturge (P16-PI17)!

i There are many other references to Empedocles’ thauma-
furgy.

P16 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

[59] Satyrus says that he [i.e. Gorgias] asserted that he had
been present while Empedocles performed magic [cf.
GORG. P5], and that he himself in his poems proelaimed
this and many other things, when he says [. . . = 1D44]. [60]
Timaeus says in his 18th book that this man caused amaze-
ment in many ways. For one time, when the Etesian winds
blew so strongly that they were ruining the crops, he or-
dered them to flay asses and to make bags [scil. out of their
skins); and he stretched these out around the hills and
headlands in order to catch the wind; and when it stopped

~ he was called “Wind-stopper” [¢f. D43.3-4]. Heraclides

inhis On Diseases says that he also explained to Pausanias
the case of the woman who had stopped breathing. [. . .]
[61] Heraclides says that what happened with her was this:

341




EARLY GREEK PHILOSOFHY V

5 3 ’ r s ~ ¥
T €lvat, B¢ TpudkorTa Nuépas ourTnper dTvovy kel
3 6 b fal N ”6 ) L A A\ N
dodurror® 10 ahbpa Efev emer alrov kol inTPOY Kal
rd L4 ~ 2 b L4 -~ y
pdvrw, epBdvev dpa xai 4o TovTev TéV oTiyar

621 [. . . = D4.1-2, 4-11].

8 dopurrov Mercurialis: doymrov BEF, dowror $h

P17 (< Al5) Iambl. VP 113

"Bunedoxhiis 8¢ omacapévov o Eldos 18y veavioy
b 3 ) . £ -~ 7 M,
rivde émi rov avrob fevoddyov Ayyirov [. . ] uebap-

pocdpevos Gs elxe THv Mipay Kol memavTikéy T pé . -
AOC Kol KATRUTAMKTIKOY KaTaXEpLTAueros enflds P

expovdaaro TO
ynmevtiés T dxohdy Te, kakdv émirnfor dmdvropy

[ z \ 2 s ~ ) »
kel Tov mowmTiY, Kol Tév Te éavrod Eevoddxov Ay.
yirop Qavdrov épploaro xal tov veowiav dyBpodo-

4 € ~ 8: oy ~ > 8 2 ’
vias. LWPTOPELTOL obros Tév BEumedoxhéovs yrepi-
pov 6 SoryudTaros éxrore yevéolfar.

Democratic Tendency (P18-P18)

P18 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8,72

Nedvns & & Kolueqwds [ . ] dno [FGrHist 84 F28].

Mérwvos Tehevrijoavros Tupavvidos dpxiy vmodle

adar élra tov Bunedoxhéa meloar Tovs Axpayorri-'
rovs Tadoacher uév Tév ardoeor, ioéryra 8¢ mohe

TLRTY GOKELD,

342

EMPEDOCLES

for thirty days he observed her body, which was without
respiration or puise [cf. D43.9]. For this reason he called
him both a doctor and a seer, deriving this also from the
following lines: [62] [. . . = D4.1-2, 4-11].

P17 {< Al15) lamblichus, Life of Pythagoras

When a young man had already drawn his sword against
his host Anchitus [. . .], Empedocles changed the harmony
of the lyre he was holding and, seizing upon a mellow and
sedating tune, quickly struck up the line,

that calms grief and anger and brings forgetfulness of
all evils,

as the poet [i.e. Homer] says [Odyssey 4.221], and saved
both his host Anchitus from dying and the young man from
committing murder. It is reported that this man went on to
become Empedocles’ most celebrated disciple [cf. D41].

Democratic Tendency (P18-P19)
P18 (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

. Neanthes of Cyzicus [. . .] says that after the death of

Meton a tyranny was gradually beginning to develop,

. 'but that then Empedocles persuaded the Agrigentines to
“put an end to their dissensions and to practice political

: equality.
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P19 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

[63] Aristotle too says that he was free-spirited and averse
to any political power, since he refused the kingship when
it was offered to him, as Xanthus says in his work about
him, evidently because he preferred a simple life. [64]
Timaeus says the same thing, and at the same time adds
the reason why this man had a democratic tendency. For
he says that when he was invited to dinner by one of the
magistrates and the dinner had gone on for a while but no

. wine had been brought in, the others remained silent, but

he became irritated and ordered that it be brought in; but
the host said that they were waiting for the servant of
the Council. When he arrived, he was made symposiarch,
evidently because this had heen decided by the host, who
was laying plans to seize power as a tyrant; for he ordered
them either to drink the wine or to pour it onto their
heads. At the time Empedocles remained silent; but the
next day he brought both men to court, the host and the
symposiarch, and had them condemned and executed,.
And this was the beginning of his involvement in politics.
[65] And again: when Acron the doctor asked the Council
fora place in arder to erect a monument for his father be-
cause of his eminence among doctors, Empedocles spoke
up and prevented him, saying various things about equal-

ity and asking a question like this: “What inscription in

elegiac verse shall we place on it? This?

L kai] @s Diels 2§ post réw del. Cobet 8 aiiry

imss., corr. Aldobrandinus: adroi Huebner
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Acron, the eminent (akron) doctor of Agrigentum
{Akragantinon) (his father was Acros),
Lies under the eminent (akros) peak of his most
eminent (akrotatés) fatherland.”

[...][66] Later Empedocles dissolved the assembly of the
Thousand, which had been established for three years, so
that he belonged not only to the wealthy people but also
to those who favored the common people [. . .].

Wealth, Bearing, and Character (P20-P23)
P20 (< Al} Diogenes Laertius

[. . .] Timaeus says in his first and second books (in fact he
often mentions him) that he seems to have acquired the
opposite opinion . . . political constitution . . .¥, at least
wherever in his poetry [scil. he appears?] as a braggart and
parcissist;! for at least he says [. . . = D4.4-Ba] and the
following lines.

1The text of this phrase is very uncertain.

. P21 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Moreover, by reason of his ample wealth he gave a dowry
to many girls of his city who did not have one. And this

- was how he could dress in purple clothes and a gold sash,

*+-as Favorinus says in his Memoirs, and also wear bronze
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1Apafayépov Cigante ex 8.56

P23 (A17) Ps.-Arist. Probl. 30.1 953226-28

rév 8¢ orepoy “EumeBorxhis xal hdrwr kol B
kpdns kai érepor oUXPOL TGV vrwptuor [scil. doivop-
Tas perayyohuot dvres, cf. al2l.

Doctor and Orator? (P24)

P24 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.58

dmari 8¢ Sdrupos év Tois Biois [Frag. 13 Schorn] &ru kai
iarpds v kai prwp dpoTos. Topylay yotv! Tov Ae
ovrivoy adrod yevéofar pabnriv, dvdpa drepéxorro
é&v pyropicfi xat Téxymy dmohehovmdra [= GORG. P5]

1 yotw PF: 8¢ B -
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shoes and a Delphic garland. He had huxuriant hair and a
retinue of young attendants; and he was always gloomy
and did not change his bearing. This is how he went along;
and when his fellow citizens met him they regarded this
as though it were a sign of a certain royalty [cf. D4].

P22 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Diodorus. of Ephesus, writing about Anaximander, says
that hfi: [ie. Empedocles] imitated him in cultivating a
theatrical pomp and wearing pretentious clothes.

P23 (Al7) Ps.-Aristotle, Problems

_ Among men who were later [scil. than a number of he-

roes], Empedocles, Plato, Socrates, and many other cele-
brated people [scil. were evidently melancholy].

Docior and Orator? (P24)
P24 (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

Satyrus says in his Lives that he was a doctor and a first-

. mate orator, and that in any case Gorgias of Leontini was
* his d1scEple, a man who was preeminent in rhetoric and
. left behind a technical manual on this art.
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Lost Works?P (P25-P26)

P25 (< Al) Diog. Laert.
a 8.57-58

[57] év 8¢ 7§ Iept momrdv dnorww &7 [Arist. Frag, 70
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dvreruymrévar, Nedvtns Se [FGrHist 84 F27] véov dpra
yeypadiévas Tis Tpaypdias kai avTost émral évreruym-

2
KEV O,

, »
1 adrdr mss., corr. Cobet: adrdv Diels 2 EretTe. S8,

corr. Diels

b 8.77 (= Lobon Frag. 12 Garulli)

[...=DI1]6 8¢ Tarpuds Aéyos eis émy éfaicdoia,

P26 (< A2) Suda E.1002

[...=D2] iarpud. kaTahoyddnp, kal dAha molAd.
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Lost Works? (P25-F26)
P25 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

a

[57] He [scil. Aristotle] also says in his On the Poets [. . ]
that, after he had written other poems—The Expedition
of Xerxes and the Prelude to Apollo—a sister of his (or
daughter, as Hieronymus says) later burned them, the pre-
lude involuntarily, but the Persian poem voluntarily, since
it was unfinished. [58] And he says in general that he also
wrote tragedies and political discourses. But Heraclides
[i.e. Lembos], the son of Sarapion, says that the tragedies
are by someone else. Hieronymus says that he had come
across forty-three of them, Neanthes that he wrote the
tragedies when he was young and that he himself had
come across seven of them,

b

[. . .1 his Medical Treatise [scil, extends] to six hundred
lines.

P26 (< A2) Suda

[+ scil. he composed . . .] medical writings in prose; and
~~.many other things.
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Apothegms (P27-P28)

P27 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.63

80ev tov ‘BumedoxMéa elmelv, Tpvddvrov adrép

“Apayovrivor Tpupdal pév ws abplov dmoflavoiye.

3 r 8 ’ e 7 N\ s .o
vou, olxias B¢ karaokevalovral ws mdrTa TOV Xpdvay

/s £
Biwodpevor,

P28 (A20) Gnomol, Par.
a 1583

*Epmedoxhis épwrnleis, 8w 1i opdbpa dyavakrel ko
- kS s a 1334 2 8 h-) 4 4 6 £

Kids arovww, &b “Or 00de émawoipevos notoouar,

el pn) raxds droder Nvmyihicouar.”

b 158

‘BumedokMjs mpds 0w Méyovto, 61 olidéva oodov

) = N by ~
ebpelv Stvapal, “katd. Aoyov” etme- “rov yap {yrolvre

coddv airdv mpdTov elvas Set Toddr.”
The Death of Empedocles (P29)

P29 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.67-72

[67] wept 8¢ rob Oavdrov Suddopds éariv adTob Aoyos.

[a] “Hpaxheldns pév yop [Frag. 83 Wehrli] rd mepi”

s dmvov Bupynodpuevos, ds Eofdothy Eumedorhis
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Apothegms (P27-F28)

P27 (< Al} Diogenes Laertius

That is why [scil. because Agrigentum was very populous]
Empedocles says, while they were living in luxury, “The
Agrigentines live in luxury as though they were going to
die tomorrow, but they build their houses as though they
were going to live forever.”

P28 (A20) Paris Gromology
a

When Empedocles was asked why he was so annoyed by
the bad things people said about him, he said, “Because
would not be pleased when I am praised either, if I were
not a].ggrieved when they speak badly about me” [¢f, ZEN.
P17].

b
When someone said that he was not able to find any wise

man, Empedocles replied, “That is reasonable: for who-
ever seeks a wise man must first be wise himself,”

The Death of Empedocles (P29)!

P29 (< A1) Diogenes Laertius

[67] About his death there are various accounts.
[a] For Heraclides, telling, with regard to the woman

who had stopped breathing [cf. P16], how Empedocles

1 There are many other references to Empedocles’ suicide.
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was famous for having sent that dead person hack alive
again, says that he was performing a sacrifice near the field
belonging to Peisianax. Some of his friends, including
Pausanias, had been invited. [68] Then after the banquet
the others went off to rest, some under the trees, as the
field was nearby, others wherever they wished: bu;: he re-
mained where he had been reclining. But when they got
up at daybreak, he was the only one who could not he
found. When they looked for him and the servants, when
asked, said they knew nothing, someone said that in the
middle of the night he had heard a very loud voice calling
upon Empedocles, and that he had gotten up and seen a
light in the sky and a gleam of torches, but nothing else.
They were astounded by what had happened, and Pausa-
nias ended up sending some people to look for him. But
later he told them not to trouble themselves, saying that
what bad happened was worthy of prayer, and that they
should sacrifice to him as though he had become a god.

[69] [al] But Hermippus says that he had cured an
Agrigentine woman, a certain Pantheta, whom the doctors
had given up as a hopeless case, and that this was why he
was performing a sacrifice. There were about eighty in-
yited guests.

[a2] Hippobotus says that he got up and walked to-
ward Aetna, and then, when he had arrived at the fiery
craters, he threw himself in and vanished, since he wished
to confirm the rumor that he had become a god; but that

_ later the truth was discovered, when ane of his shaes was

1 érchwev Diels post Reiske: éxwhdfn mss.
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hurled up again. For he had the habit of i

shoes. Pausanias? objected to this account. ?ﬁ?ﬁ?%]b\;?ﬁfs
a plague fell upon the inhabitants of Selinunte because of
the miasmas coming from the neighboring river, so that
they themselves were dying and the women were miscar-
rying, Empedocles understood and at his own expense
diverted two nearby rivers to the city; and the mixture
sweetened its streams, When the plague had stopped in
this way, the Selinuntines were banqueting one day heside

the river and Empedocles arrived. They got up and pros-

trated themselves before him and prayed to him as thgu h

he were a god. Tt was because he wished to confirm tl%is

pelief that he threw himself into the fire.

[71] [b] But Timaeus opposes these accounts sayin,
explicitly that he withdrew to the Peloponnese and neve%
came back at all; and that this is why the manner of his
death is unknown. It is expressly against Heraclides that
he makes his refutation in his fourth book. For he says that
Peisianax was from Syracuse and did not possess a field
at Agrigentum; and that Pausanias would have erected a
monument to his friend if a story like this had been in
circulation, either a little statue or a shrine, as for a god-—
for he was rich, He says, “How then could he have thrown
himself into craters which he never mentioned even once,

' £ Probably the Pausanias who was a character in Heraclides’
dialogue. 3 It is unclear whether the story about the plague
at Selinunte still derives from Hippobotus or is yet a further \%er-
sion that coincides with the preceding one on certain points.
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although they were nearby? [72] Hence he died in the
Peloponnese. And there is nothing strange in the fact
that no fomb of his is to be found; the same is true for
many other men.” After saying something like this, Ti-
maeus continues, “But Heraclides is always recounting
this kind of absurdities [. . .1.”

Honors (P30-P31)

P30 (< Al) Diogenes Laertius

Hippobotus says that a veiled statue of Empedocles was
set up formerly in Agrigentum, then later without a veil in
front of the Senate House in Rome, evidently because the
Romans had transferred it there. And painted images are
in circulation even now.

P31 {< Al) Diogenes Laertius

. There is also a tomb of his in Megara.
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D

Two Poems of Empedocles:
The Testimonia (D1-D3)

D1 (< Al) Diog. Laert. 8.77 (= Lobon Frag. 12 Garulli) .

~ ] \
0. udv odv Ilepi Pigens adrd kai oi Kalbappol s
s
éry refvovor mevraxwxiha [. . . = P25b).

D2 (< A2) Suda E.1002

kol &ypope 8¢ émdv Ylepl dboews rdv Svrow Bifin
B'L kai Eorrw &m ds Swwxihea [.. . = P26].

1 B8\ B mss.: BufBMe v ed. prine.: lac. post BiBhie conj,
Primavesi

D3 (Al12) Athen. Deipn. 14,12 620D

rovs & ‘Eumedoxhéovs Kalfapuods épaddnoer - |
‘Ohvprieort Kheopérms 6 poafiodds, ds dmow Amuo-.

apyos év 7@ ‘Olvumu [Frag. 87 Wehrli].
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D

Two Poems of Empedocles:
The Testimonia (DI-D3)

1 For other works attributed to Empedocles, see P25-P26,

D1 (¢ Al) Diogenes Laertius

His works On Nature and The Purifications extend to five
thousand lines [, . .].

D2 (< A2) Suda

He wrote in hexameters On the Nature of The Things that
Are! in two books, about two thousand lines {. . .].

1 The notice in the Sudg is unambiguous, but the fact that it
does not mention the Purifications has led some scholars to pos-
tulate a lacuna, including perhaps an indication of length, in order
to harmonize this information with D1, which is doubtless its
source.

D3 (A12) Athenaeus, Deipnosophists

Cleomenes the rhapsode recited Empedocles’ Purifica-
tions at Olympia, as Dicaearchus says in his Olympic Dia-

* logue.

" See also ALCM. D2
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Purifications {14-D40)
Proem (D4-D5)

D4 (B112) Diog. Laert. 8.54 (v. 1-2a) + 8.62 (v. 1-9,
4-11); Diod. Sic. 13.83.1 (v. 3); Clem. Alex. Strom. 6.30,1
(v. 10, 12)
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Purifications (D4-D40)
Proem (D4-D5)

1 Diels suggested that D3 may have followed directly on D4,

A more extensive reconstruction of the beginning of the Purifica-
tions is proposed by Rashed in Elenchos 29 (2008); 7--37.

D4 (B112) Diogenes Laertius (et al.)
[. ..] he himself says at the beginning of the Purifications:

Friends, you who dwell in the great city beside
the yellow Acragas

On the lofty citadel and who care for good
deeds,

Respectful harbors for strangers, inexperienced
in wickedness,

I greet you! I, who for you am an immortal god,
no longer mortal,

I go among you, honored, as I am seen,

Crowned with ribbons and with blooming
garlands,

Whenever I arrive with these in the flourishing
cities,

I am venerated by men and by women; they
follow me,

Thousands of them, asking where is the road to
benefit:

Some of them desive prophecies, others ask to
hear,

For illnesses of all kinds, a healing utterance,

Pierced for a long time by terrible <pains>.

12 xohenfiow wem, <dudy 68vvno> Berglk: xakemolor me.

" Clem.: yahemolot wem. <dudl pdyoirw > Diels
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D5 (B113) Sext. Emp. Adv. Math. 1.302
dANG 7 1008 émikay’ Goel péya xphpd T
mpdoowy,

el Ovmrir meplesps molvdlepéoy dvlpdmar;

Communication of the Truth and
Access to Divinity (D6-D8)

D6 (B114) Clem. Alex. Strom. 5.9.1
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D7 (B131) (Ps.-?} Hippol. Ref. 7.31
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2 ¢peéhe Tou> Diels: ¢<&8e ror> Wilamowitz, alii alia
3 edyopérov ms., corr. Duncker-Schneidewin
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D5 (B113) Sextus Empiricus, Against the Professors

But why do I insist upon these things as though
I were doing something great,

To be superior to mortals, men destructible in
many waysP

Communication of the Truth and
Access to Divintty (D6-D9)

D6 (B114) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata

Friends, I know that truth is in the words

That I shall speak out; but it is very irksome

For men, and causes distrust, the impulse of
persuasion for the mind (phrén).

D7 (B131) (Ps.-?} Hippolytus, Refutation of All Heresies

For if for the sake of one of the ephemeral
beings, immortal Muse,

<You took care> that our worries traverse your
thought,

Stand once again by my side as I pray to you,
Calliope,

While I present an excellent speech about the

. blessed gods.
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D8 (B132) Clem. Alex. Strom. 5.140.5
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The Punishment of Guilty Divinities (D10-D12)

D10 (B115) (Ps.-?) Hipp. Haer: 7.29, 14-24 (v. 1-2, 4-8,
9-12); Plut. Exil. 17 607C {v. 1, 3, 5-6, 9-12, 13); Phi]()p.
In An., p. 73.32-33 {v. 13-14} (et al.)
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otre Plut.: Sawpudrot 7e Hipp.

366

ey Stephanus: ey -
5 Saipoves -

EMPEDOCLES

D8 (B132) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata

Happy he who possesses the wealth of divine
organs of thought (prapides);

Wretched, he who cares for an obscure doctrine
about the gods.

D9 (B133) Clement of Alexandria, Stromats

It is impossible to approach it [scil. probably: the
divine?], to attain it with our eyes

Or to grasp it with hands—which is how the
greatest highway of

Persuasion penetrates to the mind (phrén) of
men.

1 This is suggested by the context of citation in Clement.

The Punishment of Guilty Divinities (D10-D12)

D10 (B115){Ps.-P) Hippolytus, Refutation of All Heresies
(et al.)

There is an oracle of Necessity, an ancient
decree of the gods,

Eternal, sealed by broad oaths:

Whenever by crimes some one [scil. of them)]
pollutes his limbs, by murder

<...> whoever commits a fault by perjuring
himself on oath,

* The divinities (dafmones) who have received as

lot a long life,
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rpls v pvpias dpas dwd paxdpwr didinoa,,
dvopévovs mavrola Sid xpévov eldea fvnrdy
apyaléas Budrown peradddocorta kehedfovg,
aifépwov pév ydp ode pévos mérrovde Sk,
wévros 8 és yPovds obdas dmémTuae, yaia § &

avyds 7
Herlov paéfovros, & 8 allépos éuBare divass-
&dhos & & drdov déyeras, orvyéovos B¢

wdpTes,
) / b ) s
v xal éyd viv elu, dvyas Bedfer kal dhjrng,
Neiret povouére miovres.u vl —u ul - -

7 propévovs Hipp.: ¢uduevor Stein
xpdvor Hipp. 9 pév ydp Plut. Vit. ger. alien 830F et Eus,
PE 55.2: ydp Flut. Is. et Os. 361C: ye Hipp. e Plut.:
om. Hipp. 10 wdvros 8 és Plut.: wérros 8¢ Eus, Hipp,
11 paéfovros Hipp.: dxduavros Plut. (Vit. aer allen 830E, I,
et Os.) 13 r&v Hipp.: 752 Plut.: ds Philop. viv om,
Hipp.: defipo Philop. sipe Hipp.: efps Plut.

D11 (ad B115) Plut, Is. et Os. 361C

‘Eumedorhijs 8¢ kai Bixas ¢mat Sibdvar Tovs Saiuo-

vas Gv <dryl éfapdproc, kel mAnppeljowaw [, .=
D10.9-121, &xpi o vohaofévres otirw ral kalaplés-

’ M re 3 ’
res abbhs ™p kerd dlocw ydpar xail Télw dmold-
Boat,

1¢dy>FEus. PFE552
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Must wander thrice ten thousand seasons far
from the blessed ones,

Growing during this time in the different forms
of mortal beings, :

Exchanging the painful paths of life.

For the foree of the aether chases them toward
the sea,

The sea spits them out toward earth’s surface,
the earth toward the rays

Of the bright sun, and he [i.e. the sun] hurls
them into the eddies of the aether.

Each one receives them from another, but all
hate them.

Of them, I too am now one,! an exile from the

ivine and a wanderer,
I who relied on insane Strife.

1 Or, with Plutarch’s text: “It is this [scil, route] that T will now
follow.”

D11 (ad B115) Plutarch, On Isis and Osiris

. Empedocles says that the divinities (datmones) are pun-
* ished for whatever faults and offenses they commit [, . ]

until, having been punished in this way and been purified,

* they once again take up their natural location and rank.
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10



EARLY CGREEK PHILOSOPHY V

D12 (B142) P. Herc. 1012, Col. 40.7-10 (p. 59 Primavesi)

rov 8 olr’ dp 7e Auds Téyeor Béuor aly[byoro]
oti|re [ wlp Awdov 8é[xerar mvlkfrilr oréyos

[-18[-]

1 aly[tdxote] Vogliano

2 rest. Martin, alii aliter [€v]8[0z] van der Ben

The Transmigrations of Living Betngs (D13~D20)

D13 (B117) Diog. Laert. 8.77 (et al.)

78n ydp mor éyo yeréumr kolpds T€ xépy Te
Pdurvos T olwrds Te kai Efalos Eumopos ixBis.

2 &umapos Hipp. Haer. 1.3.2, Athen, Deipn. 8.69: &umupos
Diog. Laert. mss,: éhhomos Clem. Alex. Strom. 6.24.3

D14 (B118) Clem. Alex. Sirom. 3.14.2

A~ r ) # 3t 3 2 ~
KA@UO'G. TE KO KOKUTFO LSCDV IICFUV'TJGE('L Xwpov,

D15 (B119) Plut. Exil. 17 607C

3 o - .o £ )
&€ oims mpfis 1e xai Sooov ufkeos EABov
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D12 (B142) Herculaneum Papyrus

Him [i.e. the exiled demon] neither do the
covered abodes of aegis-bearing Zeus

Receive nor in any way the dense palace of
Hades . ..

The Transmigrations of Living Beings (D13-D20)
D13 (B117) Diogenes Laertius (et al.)

For as for me, once I was already both a youth
and a girl,

A b‘;:sﬂl and a bird, and a sea-leaping, voyaging
sh.

D14 (B118) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata
I wept and wailed when I saw an unaccustomed
place.
D15 (B119) Plutarch, On Exile (et al.)

Far from what honor and from what abundance

of bliss
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D16 (B120) Porph. Antr. 8, p. 61.19

wapd 7€ yip Epmedoxhel ai fuyomopmol Svvdue
Méyovow

HAdboper 168 I’ dvrpov dméoreyov — u u | —

D17 (B124) Clem. Alex, Strom, 3.14.2 (et al.}

& wémor, & Sethov Bvyrdy yévos, &
dvordvorSBov, '
, » s 3 }8 F Ao a2z
Totwr €k 7 €ptdwv Ex Te grovaydr éyévecle.

18 8ehor Scaliger: B Sehdy Clem.
Abst. 3.27, Timon Frag. 10.2 Di Marco: otwy Clem.

D18 (B125) Clem. Alex. Strom. 3.14.2

3 \ A Fal 3 \ .118 3 A ’
€K [LEV YAp C&J&)V ETL&EL VEKQOL ELOE G’LELBOJV.

D19 (B126) Plut. Esu carn. 2.4 998C

gaprdv dlhoyridTe mepoTéAlovoa xirdn
D20 (B148) Plut. Quaest. conv. 5.8 683E
dudiBpérnr x0ova [cf. R4]
The World of Opposttes (D21-D24)

D21 (B122) Plut. Tranquil. an. 15 474B (et al.)

& Aoav Xfbovin te kal HMdmy rovadms,
Avipts O alpardecoa xal Apuoviy Pepepdmes,
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D16 (B120) Porphyry, The Cave of the Nymphs
fn Empedocles, the powers that accompany the souls say,

We have arrived under the roof of this cave . . .

P17 (B124} Clement of Alexandria, Stromata (et al.)

Alas! Wretched race of mortals, miserable race!
From such kinds of strife and from such groans
are you born!

D18 {B125) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata

Out of living beings he produced dead forms,
proceeding to the exchange.

D19 (B126} Plutarch, On the Eating of Flesh

[Scil. She,'] enveloping in an unfamiliar cloak of
flesh . ..

1 The subject here is feminine, unkke the masculine in D18.

D20 (B148) Plutarch, Tuble Talk
man-enveloping earth [cf. R4]

The World of Opposites (D21-D24)

D21 (B122) Plutarch, On the Tranquility of the Soul
{etal.)

The Earthly was there, and the farsighted Sun-
. eyed,
" Bloody Combat and calm-seeing Harmony,
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Kaltord 7 Aloxpt te, Béwad te Anrain te, Beauty and Ugliness, Quickness and Slowness,
. s s Adykapmds ¥ Acdpen, - Lovely Infallibility and black-fruited

Nnueprits 7 €pocoTa REARYHAH ) Indistinctness,
4 pehdyrapmés 7 Plut. W (pehayrdpmor” RSN): pehdy- i

Kovpg‘;‘ T’TTZ;Z. In Aristoph. Prolog. 1.113: pehdyxopor ¢ D22 (B123) Cornutus, Greek Theology

Tzetz. Chil. 12.573 Growth and Perishing, and Sleep and

Awakeness,
D22 (B123) Corn. Theol. 17 : And Movement and Immovability, and many-

crowned Excellence

Duod re Dhynévm 1€, kai Bdvaly xal "Eyepos, And tPhorié, Sophét! and Utterance . . .

rd
Kuwd 7 Acreudis 7€, mohvorédavis Te
M 5 1 The text and meaning of these two terms are very uncertain
EYLTTE

; K , . . | (the former might suggest ‘filth,” the latter “wisdom’), and the
kol tDopin, Zodi Te kat Opdain v vl - - whole verse is reconstituted from words that Cornutus could also
have derived from the context (cf. R97).

3 versus restitutus valde incertus (cf. R97) dopin I:IB:
imy PVLEW (-sfw M): dopim G: Adapin Bergk oédy
flo(’;ibt'?e ace.) BG: aodijy PMLX: copdniy Vi 2o Bergk  dp- D23 (Bl:.lﬁ) Plutarch, Table Talk
dain NBG: épdainy PMVLX Adopin re Zody 7€ kel .« [scil. Grace?] hates intolerable Necessity.

"Ojupain <ororéeroaes Picot, alii alia .
D24 (Bl21) Hierocles, Commentary on Pythagoras’
D23 (B116) Plut. Quaest. conv. 9.5 745C | Golden Verses
Y o ... a joyless place,
- v ul = u vl - orvyéa Slorhyrov Avdyrnp, Where Murder, Rage, and the tribes of the
other Death-divinities
D24 (B121) Hierocl. In Carm. Aur. 24.2-3 (et al.) Wander in darkness along the meadow of

P z ~ truch )1
ol ul—u ul -y drepméa x@poy, | Destruction {Az8)
Zpfa Dévos e Kéros me kai dAhwv édven . 1In Proclus’ citation of this passage in his commentary on
A ' Plato’s Cratylus, there is an additional verse after v. 2: “The desic-
Knpav . , s . ‘ eating illnesses, the putrefactions and the works of flux.”
’Q\ﬂ?g dv heyudve KaTd TKOTOS MAdoKovTw. .
, oy s gy '+ Jdvd hetpdun mss., corr. Bentley: évt Aewudive Procl. In Remp.
2 post. huncvers. habet alxpnpal e véoor kol oipjnes épya — § © a3y Y
e ﬁieq'd Procl, In Crat. p. 97, quod secl. edd. plerique * 2,187 phdoxkovarmss.: ihdokorras Procl, In Remp. 2.157
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The Reign of Cypris (D25-D26)

D25 (B128) Athen. Deipn. 12 510C (v. 1-7); Porph. Abst,
2.21.2-4 (v. 1-3, 4-7), 27 {v. 8-10) {et al.)

00dé Tis Hv ketvorrw Apns feds 090 Kudoyuds

0088 Zeds Buoheds ovdé Kpbros obdé
Mocetddv,

dina Kdwpee Bacideaa vl — v ol —vol——

iy oly’ eboeféegow dydhpacty idokovto

ypaarols Te {Gowos plpoat Te darBaleddpows

apdprns T dkprirov Buaiais Mfdvov Te
fvaddovs,

Eavbdy re omovdas pelrdv pimrovTes és oldas

radpov & drprhrowot péves ob Bevero Buwuds,

GANG, pboos TovT Eoker év dvbpdmowot
péyLoTor,

Ovpdy dmoppatoavras éédpevar néa yvia.

2 Zeds, . . Kpdros Ath.: 6 Zeds . . . & Kpdvos Porph.
7 EavBiv. . . pehrdv Ath: EovB@v, . . . pehirrdy Porph,
8 axpiroury Scaliger: dkpirowr Porph.: dxpdrowrt Eus. PE
4.14.7: dpprjrowoe Fabriciuss
Cyrill. Alex. Jul. 9 p. 972D Migne: ééhpevar Porph.: E’IléBpevalf
Diels

D26 (B130) Schol. in Nic. Ther. 452¢, p. 185

Aoar 8¢ krile mdrra kal dvfpdmoiat mpoanu),
~ 7 4
Bfpés T olwvol Te, dihoppouivy Te Sednjer.
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The Reign of Cypris (D25-D26)

D25 (B128) Porphyry, On Abstinence (et al.)

There was neither some Ares for them as a god
nor Tumult,

Nor Zeus king nor Cronus nor Poseidon,

But Cypris queen . . . !

She it was whose favor they won with pious
images,

Painted animals and artfully scented perfumes,

Sacrifices of unmixed myrrh and of fragrant
incense,

Casting onto the ground libations of blond
honey.

The altar was not drenched with the unmixed
blood of bulls,

But this was among men the greatest pollution:

To rip out the life and to devour the noble
limbs.

1*Cypris queen’ is created on the model of “Zeus king.” As the
verse is incomplete, we cannot know whether these men had her
as their god, or whether “Cypris’ governed another verb,

D26 (B130) Scholia on Nicander’s Theriaca

All were tame and gentle to human beings,

Wild beasts and birds, and benevolence blazed
forth.

2 olwvol Sturz: dvfipwmrol mss.
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The Rule of Life (D27-D35)

D27
a (B135) Arist. Rhet. 1,13 1373b14--16
I, ] kel és EumeBoxris Méyer mepi Tob ) kreivew
70 &ualrryor ToBTO Yop 0D TIOL uey Slkatov 1ol & ob
Sixauor,

AANG 7O wév mdvTey vépipov Sud T

ebpypédovros

4 -3
aifépos Hrecéns téraTar dud T dmhéTov adyis.

b (ad B135) Cic. Rep. 3.11.19
Pythagoras st Empedocles unam omnium animantium
condicionem iuris esse denuntiant clamantque inexpiabilis
poenas impendere iis a quibus violatum sit animal.

D28 (B136) Sext. Emp. Adv. Math, 9.129

. -3 > -~
ob madoeote dévoo Bvamxéos; ovk €oopdre
s e
dAAHhovs SdmrovTes drmBeipot véoro;

D29 (B137) Sext. Emp. Adv. Math. 9.129
popdiy & dANdEavra warip dilov viov delpas
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The Rule of Life (D27-D35)

D27
a (B135) Aristotle, Rhetoric

[ ..J and as Empedocles says with regard to not killing
what possesses life: for it is not the case that this is rightful
in some cases but not rightful in others,

But what is lawful for all, through the wide-
ruling

Aether it extends continuonsly and through the
boundless light.

b (ad B135) Cicero, On the Republic

Pythagoras and Empedocles assert that there is a single
legal condition for all living beings and they proclaim that
inexpiable punishments await those who have done vio-
lence to an animal.

D28 (BL36) Sextus Empiricus, Against the Natural Phi-
losophers

Will you not desist from evil-sounding murder?
Do you not see

That you are devouring each other in the
carelessness of your mind?

_ D28 (B137) Sextus Empiricus, Against the Natural Phi-

losophers

The father, lifting up his own son who has
changed shape,

379



EARLY GREEK PHILOSOPHY V

4 e
opdle émevxdpevos péya vimios ol &
dmwopebrTan
e
hecoduevor Boovres, 6 & ad mjkovaTos
£ 2
Spokhény
i : i nv GAeyivare Satira,
oddfas & peydpoloe kaxny dhey .
. ) X .
de & aliros marép’ vids é\ow kai punrépa
roides
’
Buudy dmoppaioavre dilas rard odpras
ébovow.

9 olda wopetvros N: ol 8¢ wopelvrar LES, corr. Diels
3 Moadperor NLE: hoodpevor &
dovras Wilamowitz &5 dwijrovoros mss., corr. Diels
6 dmoppaiooavre mss., corr. Karsten

D30 (B145) Clem. Alex, Protr. 27.3

’
rovydprot xahemfjow dhovres kaxoTHow
’ ’
otirore Bahalov dyéwy hodrioere Bouov.

D31 (B141) Aul. Gell. Noct. 4.11.9

~ ¥
Sehol, wdvdehot, kvduwy dro xeipas éxeofar.

D32 (B140) Plut. Quaest. conv. 3.1 646D
Sddvns — v v rhv diNhev dwd wdpmoy Exeotlon

réw] ®aSelwy Diels
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Cuts his throat, with a prayer—fool that he is!
The others are at a loss

While they sacrifice the suppliant; but he [scil.
the father], deaf to the shouts,

Has cut the throat and prepared an evil meal in
his house.

In the same way, a son seizes his father and
children their mother,

And ripping out their life they devour the flesh
of their dear ones.

D30 (B145) Clement of Alexandria, Protreptic
And s0, driven mad by terrible crimes,
You will never rest your heart (thumos) from
dreadful sufferings.
D31 (Bl41) Aulus Gellius, Attic Nights

Wretched, completely wretched, keep your
hands away from beans!

D32 (B140) Plutarch, Table Talk

Keep yourselves completely away from . . . bay
leaves. :
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D33 (B144) Plut. Cohib. irc 16 464B

rd
-V u | —vul-vwu F'I,IO'TE‘FJO'G,L KOKOTTTOS.

D34 (B139) Porph. Abst. 2.31.5 (cf. D76.5-6)

oy’ 811 ob mpoaler we Budheoe vnheés Nuap,
wpiv oxér\’ Epya Bopds mepi xeileo
pyricacfor

1 ofpor 87" mss., corr. Nauck

D35 (B143) Theon Sm. Exp., p. 15.10-11
kpprdwv dmo wévre Tapdr v drepél (P) xakkd

Taudy restit. Picot ex rapdere (cf. R99) drewpér dett.

quidam: dxnpés lect, ineerta in ms. (in ras.)

The Different Forms of Excellence (D36-140)
Among Animals and Plants (D36-D37)

D36 (B127) Ael. Nat. anim. 12.7 (et al.)

2 » r4 F] A’ I ~
év Pipecor Movres apehexées xapatelval
viyvovrai, Sddras & &t 8évdpeow Nurbpowrw.

1év @pesor Schol. in Aphthoninm (Hermann, Orphica,

p- 511): & Onpoi 8¢ Ael. 2 évi Ael.: év Schol. in Aphth,
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D33 (B144) Plutarch, On Conirolling Anger
_ ... to abstain from evil,!
1 These words might also have stood at the beginning of the
line.
D34 (B139) Porphyry, On Abstinence

Alas, that the pitiless day did not destroy me
earlier,

Before I contrived terrible deeds of feeding
around my lips!!

1 These two verses (the second in a slightly different form)
appear in the poem on nature (D76.5-6).

D35 (B143) Theon of Smyrna, On Mathematics Useful
for Understanding Plato

Catting from five sources . . . with unwearying
(?) bronze!

1 Text and meaning uncertain. This might be a ritual prescrip-
tion. Theon gives the verse an allegorical interpretation of an
epistemological nature (cf, R99).

The Different Forms of Facellence (D36-D40)
Among Animals and Plants (D36-D37)
D36 (B127) Aelian, On the Nature of Animals

Among wild beasts, they become mountain-
bedded earth-couched lions,
And laurels among beautiful-tressed trees.
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D37 (26 Mansfeld/Primavesi) Hdn. Prosod. cath., Cod,

Vind. Hist, gr. 10 (p. 36 Primavesi-Alpers)
mape uévror Bumedoxie év B Kabapudv
rév yip doa pilas uév émaaourép’, [aliralp

vlreple )
pavoTépos Spmnér kataoTic> Tyiebdolyral.

1-2 rest. et corr, Primavesi-Alpers

: Among Humans (D38-D40)
One Extraordinary Man (D38)

D38 (B129) Porph. VP 30

Hv 8¢ s év kefvowow dw)p TEpuibTLa eidas, -
3¢ &7 whrioror mpantdor ékmjoaro whobTov
mavroiwy Te pdlora copdy émajpavos Epywr-
Swmére yap mdopow dpéfairo mpantdeoraw,

rd o .

5 peid ye Tov Svrov mdvrer Aelooeoker EkaoTa
s r -

kai e 3é dvBpdmwv kal v elkoow aidveoow,

Varieties of Human Excellence (D39}

D39 (B146) Clem. Alex. Strom. 4.150.1

Ed A
el 8¢ téhos pdvres Te kal Dpromolo kal

inTpol

,
kel mpdpor dvfpdmowrw émixBovioioy mélovrar,.

- ,
tvfev dvaBhacrobor feol Tiufior péproTot,
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D37 (# DK) Herodian, General Prosody
In Empedocles in the second book of the Purifications:

Among these, all the ones whose roots are dense
but who in height
Grow blossoming out in scattered branchings.

Among Humans (D38-D40)
One Extraordinary Man (D38)

D38 (B129) Porphyry, Life of Pythagoras

There was among them a man, knowledgeable
beyond measure,

Who possessed the greatest wealth of organs of
thought (prapides),

And most of all 2 master in wise deeds of all
kinds.

For whenever he stretched forth with all his
organs of thought (prapides),

Easily he saw each one of all the things that are

In ten lives of men, and in twenty.!

! According to Porphyry (R45), Empedocles is referring to

. Pythagoras; cf. also P10,

Varieties of Human Excellence (D39)

7 D39 (B146) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata

At the end they become seers, hymn singers,
doctors,

And leaders (promoi} for humans on the earth,

And then they blossom up as gods, the greatest
in honors.
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The End of the Purifications? (D40)

D40 (B147) Clem. Alex. Strom. 5.122.3 (et al.)
dBavdrows Aoy duéoriot, adrorpdmelo
ebvres, drdpelwy dxéwv dmdrhnpor, dreipels.

1 adrorpdmelow Eus. PE 13.13.48: & Te tpaélass Clem,

. 2 &wres] etivees Scaliger

The Poem on Nature (D41-D256)
Programmatic Statements ( D41-D43)

D41 (Bl) Diog. Laert. 8.60-61

[. .16 Hovoavias [.. ] ¢ &) xal 7d Tiepi ¢ﬁ0€mg

mpoamEhdinKer olTws: ‘ |
Havoaviy, ab 8¢ khdbe, daidpovos Ayxirov vié

Ayxirew Diels

D42 (B2) Sext. Emp. Adv. Math. 7.123 {et al.)

b ~
orevomol uty yip wahdpal kaTo yvie
réyvvrar )
P
mohh& 8¢ SetX’ Eumaua, Td T duBiivovo
pepipvas. o
’
madpor 8¢ [whor Plov pépos dfprioavres
2 /. 3 7
drdpopor kamvolo Sikyy dpfévres amémTay

382 mss.: & év Wilamowitz o
afpoloavros NV, corr. Scaliger: dfpoloarres Bollack
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The End of the Purifications? ( D40)

D46 (B147) Clement of Alexandria, Stromata
Sharing the hearth with other immortals, sitting
at the same table,

Without any share in men’s sufferings,
indestructible.’

1'The participle eontes (‘being’) has the grammatical fune-
tional of a copulative; but its prominent position in enjambment
at the beginning of the line may further suggest the permanen