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T1. Porphyry, MAwtivou AukomoAitou Evveadeg, E 1, Mepl TV TPLOV APXLKOV UTTOOTACEWV

T2. Syrianus, In Metaph., 165.33-166.8: "OAw¢ 6& o08E AMO TWV WOoAVEL AVIIKELUEVWY Ol
avdpeg ripxovto, aAAa kal Twv dUo cuoTtoly L@V TO £mékelva deoayv, w¢ paptupel OAOAaog
TOV Bedv Aéywv mépag kol anelplav vmootiical, & pév tol mépatog TV TW vl
OUYYEVEDTEPAV EVOELKVU LEVOG TAoav cuoTtolxiav, S1a 6£ Tfi¢ anelplag tnv talTng UdELUEvVNy,
Kal €t mpod tWv Vo ApxWv TV évialav aitiav kal mavtwv &Enpnuévnv npoetartov nv
Apxaivetog pév aitiav mpod aitiag eivai pnot, GMOAaOG 8¢ TGV MAVIWY APXAV £Vl
Suoyupiletal, Bpotivoc 8¢ e vol mavtog Kait ovotac Suvdpet kal tpeoPeia Umepéxet: ad’ WV
Oopuwpevog kal 0 Belog MAdtwv €v te EmiotoAaiq kal €v MoAwteia kal év QANBw kav
MNapuevidn tag altag mepl TWV aut®wv dwvacg ddinoiy.

“[...] the divine Plato, taking his start from these [Pythagorean philosophers], utters the very
same words in the Letters, in the Republic, in the Philebus, and in the Parmenides.”

T3. Simplicius, In Phys. 230.35-231.6 (quoting Porphyry, On Matter): «OUTOC yap KoTd TOUC
NMuBayopeioug O pév mpdTOV &v UTEP TO €lval kal mdcav olUoiav Amodaivetal, O 6¢
Seltepov &v, Omep £0TL TO BVTWC OV Kal vontov, Td €i8n pnaoiv elvat, T0 8¢ Tpitov, dmep ot
TO PUXIKOV, LETEXELY TOU €VOC KOl TV €8V, TNV 6&€ Amo touTou TeAeuTaiav GpUoLV THV TV
aloBNT®V 00oav Unde PETEXELY, OAAA KT Eudactly EKelvwy KekooUAoBaL, THC &V alTolc UANG
o0 ) OVTog MPWTWE &V T Too® OvTog oUong okLag[pa] kal £tt puadAhov umtoBeBnkuiag Kal
Ao ToUToU ».

“Plato, following the Pythagoreans, proclaims (i) the first One above Being and all essence,
and he says that (ii) the second One, which is what really is and is intelligible, is the Forms,
and he says that (iii) the third, which is the psychic [One], participates in the One and the
Forms, and that (iv) the last nature after this, which is the nature of perceptible things, does
not participate in them, but it is ordered according to the reflection of the Forms, whereas
(v) the matter that is in them [i.e. the perceptible things] is a shadow of the not being which
first exists in quantity and is even further below than that.”

T4. Plotinus, Enneads IV 2, 2.52-54:"Eotiv o0V Puyr &V Kol TIoAd 00 TwC: TA 8¢ v ToTC CWUOoWY
€16n mMoAAG Kal €v: TO 6 owuata MOAAG uévov: TO &' UTEPTOTOV EV UIOVOV.

“[...] the forms in the bodies are many and one (moAAd kat €v), and the bodies are merely
many (moAAd), whereas the supreme is exclusively one.”

T5.
Hypothesis | AMELIUS PORPHYRY IAMBLICHUS
1t One First God One, Henads, Intelligibles
2 Intellect Intelligibles Intellectives
3 Rational souls (all) Soul Angels, Demons, Heroes
4t Irrational souls Qualified matter Rational souls
5th Quantified matter | Unqualified matter Irrational souls
6t Qualified matter Quantified matter Forms-in-matter
7t Prime matter Prime matter Prime matter
8th Forms-in-matter Forms-in-matter Heavenly body
gth Universals Sublunary body

T6. Proclus, In Parm. VI, 1056.1-1057.5: Kowov 6¢ ndoclv €oTL mapopapa ToUtolg TO KN
KOTIOElV W¢ al pév mévTe TV UmoBéoswv AAnBR cuvayouaoty, al 6€ Aoutal TETTapeg GToma
Twva ekvuouot: kat yap tolto nv to @ MNoappevidn mpokeipevov, S€t€at mwg To0 £vog 6VTOG
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TIAVTA ATIOYEVVATOL TA OVIA, Kal TG ) 6VTog AVaLPETTOL TA TTAvTa Kal oUSEV Tl oudapol
£otal: kal f oo pEBodog Tolto mapekeAeveTo detkvuval Katl dLa tfi¢ BEcewg TV GANBKV
Kol S tfig avalpeocewg tv Peudv. [...] €6eL Tolvuv émiotioal kal &v TouTolg OTL T@
Noppevidn okomog Set€al T@ Pev elval TO &v mdvta T dvta Aayxdvovta v UndoTtaoty, T¢) 6&
uh elvatl mdocav Epdnv adavilopévny TV Tpoypdtwy TAV GUov—>E S kal v TR
OUUMEPAOCUOTL AoV TWV UToBEcewv Afyel Slappndnv alTtoc—kal Tolto cuvidovtag Un
MAvVTWE Kal év Taic Aoumaic TéTpact TV UTOBEcEWV TIPAYHATA oAyl €Tepa, UNSE Olov
<KkotT’> €0Belav 06V, ANAA SLA UEV TV TIEVTE UTOBETEWY BeWPETV TAC TV GVTWV APXAC,
S1a 6& TV TeTtdpwy i6lag pev puaoelg pn INTely, ameléyxelv 6& OMwG AVALPOU LEVOU ToD €VOG
TOAAQ Kot AdUvato cupPaivel TMV SokouVTWY AKIV lvat Suvat®dv.

“There is an error common to all these exegetes, namely that they did not understand that
the first five hypotheses lead to true conclusions, whereas the last four demonstrate
absurdities. Indeed, this was the purpose of Parmenides, to show how, if the One exists, all
beings are generated from it, and how, if the One does not exist, all [beings] disappear, and
nothing will exist in any way. And this is what his whole method intended to show both
through the establishment of the truths and through the refutation of the falsities. [...] We
should critically observe that, here too, the purpose of [the persona] Parmenides is to show
that through the fact that the One exists all beings receive their existence, whereas through
the fact that the One does not exist the whole nature of real things is radically
annihilated—this is what Parmenides explicitly says in the conclusion of all the hypotheses.?
And having understood this point, we should not introduce at any cost other things as objects
of the last four hypotheses, nor, so to speak, progress in a straight line, but we should consider
the principles of beings through the first five hypotheses, whereas we should not look for
particular natures through the last four, but show by refutation that, if the One is annihilated,
we are led to many impossible conclusions in respect of things which seem possible to us.

T7a.

(1) If the One is [one], it takes negative predicates with regard to itself and to the things that
are other than it.

(2) If the One is, it takes affirmative predicates with regard to itself and to the things that are
other than it.

(3) If the One is, it takes both affirmative and negative predicates with regard to itself and to
the things that are other than it.

(4) If the One is, the things that are other than it take affirmative predicates with regard to
themselves and to the One.

(5) if the One is, the things that are other than it take negative predicates with regard to
themselves and to the One.

T7b.

(6) If the One is not [one], it takes affirmative predicates with regard to itself and to the things
that are other than it.

(7) If the One is not, it takes negative predicates with regard to itself and to the things that
are other than it.

(8) If the One is not, the things that are other than it take affirmative predicates with regard
to themselves and to the One that is not.

(9) If the One is not, the other things take negative predicates with regard to themselves and
to the One that is not.

L Cf. Plato, Parmenides, 166b 7-c 2: — OUkoGv koi cUANABSNV &l eimtotpey, &v i pn €otwy, 0088y éoTwy,
0pB®MG av glmotpev; — Navtanact Pév ouv.


eirinifoteiniviltanioti
Highlight


Damascius on the objects of the sixth and eighth hypotheses of Plato’s Parmenides
Pantelis Golitsis (AUTH)  Research Project “Between Athens & Alexandria”, 28.111.2024

T8. Damascius, In Parm., t. 1V, 135.10-15: «OUkoiv kal cuAABSNV &l lmolpev: €v €l un £otuy,
oUbev £aTwy, 0pBGIC Gv glmolpev;» OUK €o0TL TOoUTO CUUMEPOOUA THV TEGOAPWY UTIOBECEWY,
W¢ dnotv (oU yap mioat T& ASVvaTA CUVAYOV), GAAL TGV SUETV HOVWY &V alg TO M Elvat
TavteAi anodaotv £€6nAou- TauTalg yap £ITTETO TO 0USEV.

“Then if we were to say in a word, if the one is not, nothing is, should we be right?” (Parm.
166¢ 1-2). This is not the conclusion of the last four hypotheses, as [Proclus] says (for they do
not all conclude to the impossible), but only of the two [i.e. the seventh and the ninth
hypotheses] in which not-being meant complete negation; for nothingness is the
consequence of these two.

T9. Damascius, In Parm., t. 1V, 82.13-15: Ti o0V TO TPOKELPEVOV £OTLV €iC E€ETAOLY; [...] OUSEV
yap Umolourov sivat Sokel, 6 Kal £¢ td dduvata nepléwoev toUg dpthocddouc.

(Transl. Combes) “Quel est donc I'objet proposé a I'examen ? [...] En effet, il ne reste rien,
semble-t-il, de ce qui a poussé les philosophes vers les impossibles.”

“What is, then, the object to be examined? [...] For it seems that nothing has remained, which
is what pushed the philosophers [i.e. Syrianus and Proclus] towards [positing] the
impossibilities [viz. as objects of the last hypotheses].

*Not: [...] nothing remains of what pushed the philosophers towards the impossibilities.

T10. Plato, Parmenides, 160c 7-8 (on tO &€v pr) Ov of the sixth hypothesis): Mp&tov pev dpa
YVWOTOV TL AEYEL, ETELTA ETEPOV TV GAAWV.

T11. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 85.16-24: 01t pév o0V nept UHEoTRHTOC SLAALYETAL TIPAYLLOTOC
SnAol «yvwotov» auto Aéywv 0 Mappevidng, kal T GAAa adtol kataddaokwv: OtL §€ Kal £V
auTO BouAeTal ival mwe Kai £v oUVOeToV Kol otov €v, SnAot TO pév ‘€v’ TBelc, mpooTOeic 6¢
O ‘Ui &V, 0L TO TAVTN, GAN &TL 0L TAvTn &V, WC TV Avaipeoiy Tol Evog oUK elval TOVTEAT,
GAN (OoTE Un elvat aUTO TLTGV GAAWY, AN «ETepov TMV GAAwV», K¢ dnotv. OUte dpa &v olte
A dAAa €otiv, AN Ev eV oUK 6v, Etepov &€ TV AAAWV.

T12. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 83.12-21: A ti o0v pi dv t© oOvOeTov 8N mpokelodat
dnoopev év Th €ktn UTOBEoEL, Aéyw &1 TO €K TV AAAWV CUYKEilUEVOV, TV T lONTIKAOV Kal
TOV UAKGV TOV elpnpévwy, WoTe lval TOV AOyov Tepl T®MV Und GeAvnV ATOHWY TE Kal
ouVOETWY TIpaypdTwy; Tolto yap UMeAEAeUTTo TGV Oviwv t© Aoy, Kol Tolto AV TO
dawvopevov €v Kal €v pun OV wg AaAnb®e. wg yap ouvBeToV, QA PEV TO €V EULUNCATO TH
OUYKPAOEL TWV GAAwV, aua 6€ oUK €0TLY €v- Avaivetal yop TO €v maoav StmAGNV Kal paAlota
ouvBeoly, kal £TL HElOVWC TNV €€ GAAWVY SUETV.

“Why then do we not say that, in the sixth hypothesis, it is the whole composite which is the
object of the discussion, | mean that which is composed of the others, the formal others and
the material others which have already been mentioned [in the fourth and the fifth
hypotheses], so that the discourse is about the individual and composite things of the
sublunary world? In fact, this is the race of beings that has remained [->T9], and this is the
phenomenal one and what-is-not-one truly. Indeed, qua composite, on the one hand it
imitates the one through the mixture of the others, and on the other hand it is not one; for
the one refuses all duality and a fortiori all composition, and much more the composition of
the two kinds [i.e. the formal and the material] of others.

T13. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 94.14-15: To év UAn €606 &vulov pév 8L év UAn, dcUvBeTov
O£ OTL N Ywpa o06EV pépog autod.
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T14. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 52.6-8: [...] T0 6& &vulov PEBEELG pOvov Kal povov ETEPwOL Ev
ENAouOpEevoV: 610 Kal wg v LeBEEEL TO Ev EwpaKeV &V TOTC AAAOLG Kal TTOPESWKEV.

T15. Damascius, In Parm., t. 1V, 95.15-25: Kat o0tw¢ €v y€ow (i) Tiv eid®v Kal (iv) TAg Eoyatng
dVoswc (iii) A mpdSpouog Unéotn TdV Suvdpel mpoéudaotc,  Emyiyvetat (i) TeEAeOTEPOV
GAAO Suvapel i’ alT®v TRV eid®V Kal Tol 6vroc. Ta 6n évta kal ta €16n, évepyeia 6 €otly
glvat BoUuNOHEevVa Kol £vOASe, TEAELOT pév ic TO évepyeia TO dd’ EQUTMV SUVALEL TPOSPAUOV
elc TV UANV, WC HNKETL lval TodTo Suvdpel, AAAG Suvauy Tod £vepyeia (MM yap v ¢
Tehelw pével ETL TO ATENEC; OUSE VAP N VEVESLC €V TG YEYOVOTL, Olov TO EUBpUoV &V TR
avBpwnw), cupduetal 6& kal T Enitade AAW SUVAUEL TR ATIO TWV EVASWV NKOVTL.

T16. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 97.3-18: Ev p&v 6N Tfj tetdptn UnoBeoel td €ldn katd 0
£aUTOV évepyela povov £€Bswpeito, Exovta HEV TO v Katd PEBefLv, AAAA TO douvBeTov, O Kal
&V T@) BVTL AV, KT a0tV Aéyw TV oloiav To0 VToc, olov Kol TO PuUXLKOV EwPETOo TIPOTEPOV-
v 8¢& Tj MEUNTN TO AdppNTOV UMEGTHGATO THS UANG, 0lov THV UModoxnv Tod dvtog Kal TGV
i@V kal TV Mpodpopwv éudacswyv. Apa 6€ T@) oUVOETW MAVTA CUVELCAYETAL: KAl Yap TO
oUVOETOV AMAPPOLA TS NV TOD £vOC BVTOC, 81O &v aUTR) Kol TO SuVApEeL OpdTatl Tod &vog
<6vtoc> [addidi] 6v mpoamAxnua, Kot To 6V alTo KAl T £160¢, 6 TG £vi cUveoTt tavtaxod, Kal
gvtadfa t® Suvdpel ouvudiotatal. Kat yiyvetal 8y Tolodtov otov Tt &v 8v Kal datvopevov
v, Kal 51 tolito Ev un OV, OTL paLvopeVoy, Kal OTL CUMITAYEG €€ AAAWV, Kal OTL KATA dvaloyilav
£v £oTwv. Eml <6€> ¢ TV AWV pUoEWG Kal TO «EoTv» woalTwg Stappndnv 6 Mapuevidng
£pel &v T 0yS0ON TV UMoBETEWV.

“In the fourth hypothesis, the forms were considered only in their actuality, having the one
by participation, but the incomposite [one], which was also [viz. discussed in the second
hypothesis] in being, | mean [which was in being] in accordance with the very essence of being
[and not from the point of view of coming-to-be], like the psychic [one] too, which we saw
before. In the fifth hypothesis, [Parmenides] gave existence (Uneotrioato) to the ineffable of
matter, that is, to what is like the receptacle of being, of forms, and of prodrome reflections.
All these [i.e. the being, the forms, and the prodrome reflections] are introduced together
with the composite [one]; for the composite was like an emanation of the One-that-is. This is
the reason for which we can see in it both the potentiality which is a preliminary echo of the
One-that-is [i.e. ‘the potentiality below’], and the being itself, i.e. the form, which everywhere
coexists with the one, and which here below [i.e. in the sublunary world] is given existence
(ouvudiotatal) together with the potentiality. And, therefore, it comes to be like the One-
that-is and a phenomenal one, and for this reason it is what-is-not-one, because it is
phenomenal and is constituted of others and is one by analogy. With regard to the nature of

rn

the others, Parmenides, in the eighth hypothesis,? will explicitly predicate of them the ‘is’.

T17. Damascius, In Parm., .1V, 93.19-22 (discussing the sixth hypothesis): Ek 6& mavtwv ékelvo
OUVAYOUEV OTL, WOTEP £KAOCTOV €v TPOG TA £autol GAAa mapePfdaliopev, oUTw Kal TO
dawvopevov €v mpog Ta datvoueva GAAa, anep v ti) 6ydon mapadidotal.

T18. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 122.6-123.8: Mpo¢ Pev o0V TO MPRTOV AIOKPWOUUEBA ()G
npdKeLtal SLENDETV ToU €vog pr) BvTog T BAAa, Tol TpoTéPou SNAASH TA IPOTEPA. Olov dpa
£kelvo, toladta kal T GAAa autol: ékelvo &€ TO cuvBeToV £v Kal TO patvouevov v, Toladta
apa kot ta GAAa, oclvBeta Kal dalvopeva. OTL YEv yap datvopeva, dtoppndnv 6 Mapuevidng
anodaivetal, OtL 6¢ kal oUVOeTa, cad®g AEyel <EVOELKVUEVOC> OYKOV aUTA EXELV Kal 16N
glva SLaoTatd. HOVoV 8¢ GyKwTal TO cUVOETOV- 0UTE yap ) UAN oUTE TO £160¢ alTO KB’ aUTo.

2 Cf. Plato, Parmenides, 164d 6: £&vog pr 6vtog GAAa EoTLy.
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nota. o0V elofyntal St TV EAwWV; i T& oUVOETa pépn TolU cuvBéTou £voc. Kal fva pi
AMOCTMOHEV TOU TEPL APXMV AEVELY, TO LEPKWTEPA OTOLXETA PiCOMEV £lvaL T BAAQ, Olov TA
katd £0vn A MOAELS, €€ MV T £Bvika Kal Stadpopa IHa cuvtiBetal Kal yevwdtal, Kat ov {Ma
povov, AAAA kal 0o putd kol 6ca auya. €l 6€ BoUAeL, TA peV OAa EoTw €V un OV, Ta € kab’
£kaota Kal atopa, oU ta viv 6vta, AAAG Ta del Toladta yyvopeva kat pBelpopeva, £o0tw Ta
G\ ToD €vOC piy BVToC. Kal Td dTtopa yap, N dtopo amAGc, dpxr T éoxdtn £pod, €l TUXOL,
Kol 00U, KOl EKAOTOU TGV KATA HEPOC, KOL AUTO TO KOLVOV TGV ATOHWV €L50C.

“Therefore, to the first question [i.e. “what is the purpose of the eighth hypothesis?”] we will
answer that [in this hypothesis] the things that are other than what-is-not-one are discussed,
i.e. the things that are other than the one which we saw previously [viz. in the sixth
hypothesis]. As that one was, so will its others be. That was the composite one and the
phenomenal one, so that the others will also be of this kind, namely composite and
phenomenal. Parmenides explicitly declares that they are phenomenal; that they are also
composite, he says it clearly, <when he asserts> that they have mass and are extended forms.3
Only what is composite has a mass. For neither the matter nor the form-itself have mass. So,
what are the things that Parmenides introduces with ‘the others’? Well, they are the
composite parts of the composite one. And to stay within the realm of speaking about
principles, we will say that these ‘others’ are the more particular elements, such as the
elements of the various peoples or states, of which the regionally different living beings are
composed and produced, and not only the living beings, but also the plants and the inanimate
beings. If you like, let me put it in this way: the wholes are what-is-not-one, whereas the
particulars and the individuals, not those that currently exist, but those that come to be and
perish perpetually, are the things that are other than what-is-not-one. Indeed, the individuals
qua merely individuals are a certain ultimate principle, for example of me and you and of
every particular thing; and this [is] the common form of the individuals.”

T19. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 53.10-14 (on the purpose of the fourth hypothesis) : Zkomog
Gpa T d€ T UoB£oeL epl To0 ToloUTOU SLEABETY £160UC. 0UK EEW O£ 006E ToliTo TV ApXMV,
OTL ouvaitiov kal To0to Ti¢ UmooeAnvou SlaKooUNoEwWS. ol yap Tepl TV viv Oviwv
SlaAexBnostal, Atopwy OvItwy, GAAA kaBoAou nepl tfig Toldode pUoEwWC.

T20. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 98.18-19: To pév o0V yvwotov 8Tt alodntov kal dtt Soaotov
évdeikvutal, we oadic év Th 6yddn Aéyetal UmoBéoel.?

T21. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 84.2-5: Kal £oTLv TI¢ €V T® TavTL KAl &V TQ) UTTOOEARVW KOOUW
Kol ToLAde TIG Apyn, WC TA TEooapa oTolXEla, Kal TO €K ToUTWVY €V MANpwUa cuvBetov, €€ oU
Kal €ig 0 mavta yiyvetal kai dpOeipetal.

T22. Damascius, In Parm., t. IV, 74.6-12:"H npoq T0UTO ye AvTitiBepev TOV péyav IapuBALov €0
Aéyovta kal to ouvesrov €lVOlL APXNAV, OOV TA Téooapa oTolxela apxn TV {Wwv Kal Tol
UmooeArvou mavtog, kol <ai> odpaipatl o0 ovpavold, kal 6 olpavog dpxn kot aitia TAg
VEVECEWC.

T23. 'Ot 6¢ oudev anepdaivov Aéyopev Toig makatolg dnAol pev kal lappAog, fdn Twag
UTMoB£oelg Tolg aloBnTolg Amovelpag kal Atopolg, SnAol 6€ kal 6 lepog MAoLTAPXOG, AUTAHV
TaUTNV TNV EKTNV UTTOBEGCLYV TIEPL TV aloBNTWV UTIOBEEVOC.

3 Cf. Plato, Parmenides, 164d 6-8: OUKoUv rtoAhot Bykot Eoovtay, €i¢ £KaoToc Gpatvopevoc, v 8¢ ol),
glmep v un €otal.
4 Cf. Plato, Parmenides, 165a1-2: kai {oo¢ pév toig moAAOTG Kai oukpois Ekaotog ykog SofacBriosTal.
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