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1I. 1. ON HEAVEN (ON THE UNIVERSE)

Introduciory Note

Turs treatise is No. 40 in Porphyry’s chronological order.
Tts purpese is to defend the doectrine, vigorously main-
tained by all pagan Neoplatonists, of the incorruptibility
of the heavens and the heavenly bodies, the unchanging-
ness and everlastingness of everything in the regions above
the moon. This was one of the main points of disagree-
ment between Christians and pagans in late antiquity.
But, though Plotinus seems to have the Christian doctrine
of the end of the world in mind as the end of ch. 4, his
arguments in this treatize are mainly directed against
Stoies and Stoicising Platonists who interpreted Plato’s
Timaeus to fit in with their own doctrines that the uni-
verse as a whole, including the heavenly regions, was
subject to change in a regular, never-ending cycle, and
that thers was a real community of substance and inzer-
action between the regions below and the ragions above the
moon. Flotinug is concerned to refule these errors with-
out falling into the opposite, Aristotelian, heresy that the
heavens are made of the “ quintessence ™ or fifth element,
and not, as Platonists held, of fire.

Synopsis
What is the reason why the visible heaven is everlasting
in all its parts as well as the wholet The will of God and
the faet that there is nothing outside it are not sufficient
explanations (ch. 1), Plato’s view that all bodies are in a
state of flux, and our rejection of Aristotle’s © fifth ele-
ment * make the explanation more diffienlt, but nane the
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less, if we cansider what the heavenly fire in itg. OWT proper
region is like and how perfectly adapted it is to the
co;lf-r'-"’l of the universal soul which contains it, we shall
fnd in the action of universal soul (which it is quite un-
reasonablc to suppose will ever bring the mniverse to an
end) suficient reason to he assuref_l th_at ;he_ heaven is
everlasting (ch. 2-4). Tt is everlasting in all its parts as
well as the whole because it is made and ruled by a better
soul than that which makes our bodies and other earthly
things, as well as out of better material (ch. 5). The
heavenly bodies do not contain any admixture of the ele-
ments of the sublunary world, and this is the Lrue teaching
of Plato if we interpret the Timaeus rightly. They need
no nonrishment, and are not nourished by exhalations
from below; the clemerts of the lower world in no way
affect the regions above the moon (chs. 6-8).
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TT. 1. ON HEAVEN [ON THE
UNIVERSE]

1. When we say that the universe has always
existed before and will always exist, although it has a
body, if we refer the cause of its everlasting cxistence
to the will of Ged 1, then, first of all, we may qnite
Jikely be speaking the truth, but we are not giving any
sort of a clear explanation. Next, the preservation
of the form in the changing of the elements and the
passing away of the living beings on earth may per-
haps make us think that lhe same happens with the
All, that God’s will is able as the body continually
fleets and flows to impose the same form now on one
thing and now on another, so that it is not the single
individual thing which lasts for ever but the unity of
form; for why should the things of earth have only
an everlasting duration of form, while the things in
heaven and the heaven itself have an everlasting
duration of particular individuals? But if we say
that the cause why the heaven does not pass away is
that it contains everything and there is nothing it
can change into or anything outside which could fall
upon it and destroy it, then by this argument we shall
grant indestructibility to the Wholc and the All, but
since our sun and the substance of the other stars

the * visible gods,” the heavenly bodies, are the most import-
ont group).
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ON HEAVEN (ON THE UNIVERSE)

are parts, and not each of them a whole and all, the
argument will give no assurance that they will last
for ever; they will have only permanence of form,
and the same will apply to fire and such-like things,
and even to the whole universe itself. For there is
pothing to prevent it, even if it.is not being destroyed
by something from outside, from having its own con-
+inual destructicn as its parts destroy each other, and
o being permanent only in form; as its substratum
is in continual flux and its form comes from elsewhere
it will be in Lhe same state as every living thing, man
and horse and the rest; man and horse always exist,
but not the same man and horse, So there will not
be one permanent part of the universe, like the
heaven, while the things on earth pass away, but all
will be alike, differing only in the time they last; for
we can grant that the things in heaven last longer.
If then we admit that both the whole and the parts
are permanent in this way, our doctrine will be Jess
dificult: or rather we shall have got completely out
of our difficulty, if it can be shown that the will of
God is adequate to hold the All together in this way
and mznner. But if we say thal any individual con-
stituent of the All, whatever its size, is permanent, we
must show that the divine will is adequate to make it
so; and the difficulty remains why some things are
permanent in this way and others are not, but have
cnly permanence of form, and also why the parts in
Leaven are permanent as well as the whole; since
on the supposition that they are it would seem that all
the parts of the universe were permanent.

9. 1f, then, we accept this view and maintain that
the heaven and everything in it last for ever as

11
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individuals, but the things below Lhe sphere of the
Mmoon &“re only cverlasting in form, we must show
how heaven, which has a body, can have proper in-
dividual identity, in the sense that each particular
detail remains unchanged, when the nature of body
i< in continual flux, This is the view held by Plato
himself, as well as by all other natural philosophers,
not only about other bodics but about the heavenly
bodics themselves. For “ how,” hesays,** when they
have bodies and are visible can they be unchangeable
and always the same? ” l—agreeing, obviously, in
this, too, with Heraclitus, who said that the sun kept
on coming into being.?2 There would be no dif-
fieulty for Aristotle, if one accepted his assumption
of the fifth body.? But for those wha da not postu-
late this fifth element but hold that the body of the
heavenis composed of the same elements of which the
living creatures down here are made, the question
does arise how there can be individual identity.
And still more, how can the sun and the other things
in heaven be individually everlasting when they are
parts? Now every living thing is composed of soul
and the nature of body; so it follows necessarily that
the heaven, if it exists for ever as one and the same
individual, must owe its immortality either to both of
its component parts or to one or other of them, i.c.
soul or body. Anyone, then, who attributes in-
destructibility to the body will have no need of the
soul for this purpose, except that it will always have

z Op. Diels-Kranz, B6 (guoted by Aristotle, I cteorologica
B. 2. 355a13-15, from where Plotinus probably takes it).

® For Aristotle’s conception of the “ fifth body,” cp. De
Caels A, 3. 27Cbl ff.

I3
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to be with the bady to make up the living creature.
But anyone who says that the body is in itself de-
structible and makes the soul the cause of im-
mortelity will have to try and show that the character
of body is not es;.t'.entially opposed to permanent as-
enciation with soul, that there is no natural discord
between the components, but that even the matter of
body must be favourably disposed to assist the pur-
pose of the accomplishing power,

3. Ilow, then, can the matter and hody of the All,
when it is always in 2 state of flux, co-operate towards
the immortality of the universe? It is, we should
gav, because it flows in itself; it does not flow out.,
If. then, it flows iz itself and not away from itself,
it remains the same and does notincrease or decrease ;
so it dves not grow old either. Onc must observe
that the earth, too, remains always from eternity in
the same shape and bulk and the air never fails, nor
does the nature of water; and allthat changes of them
does not alter the nature of the total living thing.
With us too, though parts of us change and go away
outside us, each individual lasts a long time; and
when something has no outside, the nature of body
ic not so discordant with the soul as to prevent it
being one and the same everlasting living thing.
Fire is keen and swift by not staying here below
(just as earth will not stay above); when it comes
there where it has to stop one must not think of it
as being so firmly cctablished in its own place that it
does not, like the other elements, seek a position
for itself in both directions. Now it cannot go any
higher, for there is nothing beyond; and it is not its
nature to go down. It remains for it to be tractable

Ic
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and, drawn by soul to an excellent life in a way
according with its nature, to move in soul in a noble
place. If anyone is afraid it will fall, he should feel
reassured; the soul’s guidance on its circular path
anticipates any tendency to decling, mastering it and
holding it up: and if fire has no spontaneous in-
clination downward, it stays in place without re-
sistance. Our own members, which come to be in a
definite shape, cannot maintain their own structure
and demand portions from other things to make them
last: but if there is no loss by flux in heaven there is
no need [or nourishmenl,  If any thing was lost there
through fire being extinguished, other fire would
hzve to be kindled; and if it had this other fire from
something else and that something else lost it by
flux, that again would have to replaced by other fire,
But as a result of this the universal living creature
would not remain the same thing, even if it remained
the samc sort of thing. .

4. But we ought ta eonsider this question in itself,
and not in relation to our main investigation, whether
anything in heaven is lost by flux so that the heavenly
bedies do need nutrition (not in the strict and proper
sense of the word), or whether the beings there, once
established, remain naturally and endurc no loss by
flux; and also whether there is only fire or whether
fire predominates and it is possible for the other
elements to be carried up and held on high by the
dominant fire, If one takes intc account the
sovereign cause, the soul, along with bodies of the
kind which exist in heaven, pure and altogetherbetter
than those of earth (for in other living things, too,
nature selects and places in their most important

17
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z Plotinps particularly dicliked the idea that the divine
power which made the universe might change its mind and
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purts the bodies of better quality), one will have a
solid conviction about the immortality of the heaven,
Aristotle, certainly, is right in calling flame a * boil-
ing-over,” ! fire rioting because it is full fed; but
fire in heaven is equable and placid, adapted to the
nature of the stars. But the greatest argumenl of
all is: when soul, moved with a marvellous power,
is situated next after the hest of realities, how can
anything which was once set in it escape from it
into non-being?  Only those who have no under-
standing of the cause which holds all things together
would not think soul, sprung from God, stronger than
any bond. Tor it would be absurd for soul, if it is
able to hold the universe together for any length of
time, however short, not to do so for ever, as if it
held it together by force and the natural state of
affairs was other than this existing one which is in
the nature of the universe and the noble disposition
of things, or as if there was someone who was going to
dissolve the universal structure by violence and
depnse the nature of soul as if from some sort of
kingship or magistracy. The fact, too, that it had
no beginning—we have already said that that would
be absurd—gives us assurance for the future, For
why should there come a time when il exists ne
morc? The clements do not wear out like pieces of
wood and things of that kind; and if they last the
Alllasts. And even if they are continually changing,
the All lasts; for the cause of change endures. And
we have shown that it is empty to suppose that
soul might change its mind,* for its direction of the

destroy it. He had alrzady attacked it in his treatise 4gainst
the Gnostics (I19. 4).
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universe is without trouble or harm to it; and even
if it were possible for all body to perish, nothing un-
pleasant would happen to soul,

5. How then do the partsin heaven last, but down
here the elements and living things do not last?
Because, Plato says, the heavenly things derive their
being from God, but the living things down here from
the gods derived from him ;! and it is not lawful for
the things which derive their being from him to
perish.® This amounts to saying that the heavenly
soul (and our souls tog) comes next in order after the
maker of the universe; from the heavenly soul
comes out an image of it and so to speak flows down
from above and makes the living things on earth.
Since, then, this kind of soul Lries Lo imilale Lhe
soul up there but is unable to because it is using worse
bodies for its making and is working in a worse place,
and since the ingredients which it takes for its com-
position are unwilling to endure, the living things
here cannot last for ever and the bodies are not as
effectively mastered by soul as if the other (heavenly)
soul ruled them dircetly. But if the hcaven must
last as a whole, then its parts, the starsin it, must last
too; how could it last if they do not last as well?
(The things under heaven are no longer part of
heaven; i? we assumed that they were, then heaven
would not stop at the moon.) We, however, are
formed by the soul given from the gods in heaven
and heaven itself, and this soul governs our associa-
tion with our bodies. The other soul, by which we
are ourselves, is cause of our well-being, not of our

1 Tmasus 60035,
? Cp. Timaeus 41A7-B5.
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being. It comes when our body is already in exis-
tence, making only minor contributions from reason-
ing to our being.

6. But now we must consider whether the heavenly
hodies are made of fire only, and whether anything
fows away from them and so they need nourishment.
To Timaeus, who formed the body of the All primarily
from earth and fire, so that it might be visible by
means of the fire and solid by means of the earth?
it seemed consistent to malke the stars contain, not
all fire but mostly fire, since the stars obviously have
solidity.? And he is probably right, since Plato
agrees that this view is probable.?  From our sense-

erception, by sight and the apprehension of contact
[with their rays], they seem Lo contain all fire or
mostly fire; bug when we consider them rationally,
we see that, if there is no solidity without earth, they
must contain earth, But what need would they have
of water and air? It will seem absurd to suppose
that there is any water in so much fire, and if there
was any air in it, it would change into the nature of
firc. But cven if two solids standing in the relation-
ship of extremes need two middle terms 4 one might
find it difficult tc suppose that thislogieal relationship
held good for natural bodies; for one can mix earth
and water without needing any middle term. But
if we say ** The other elements are already present in
earth and water ”’ there will, perhaps, appear to be
some sgense in this argument, though one might
object ** These other elements will not serve to bind

say &b 20B3-D3, that his account of the formetion of the
universe is a probable but not a certain ona.
* Timueus 32B2-3.
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the two when they come together.” But all the
same we shzll say [for the sake of argument] that
they are joined because each of them contains all
things. But we must consider whetherit is true that
earth is not visible without fire and fire is not solid
without earth. If this is so, it lovks as il no element
would ever have its own essential nature by itself,
but all are mived and take their names from the
dominant element in each They say that earth
cannot have concrete existence without moisture;
the moisture of water is earth’s adhesive. But even
it we grant that this is so, it is absurd to say that each
element is a separate something and not give it any
concrete existence but only an existence alang with
the others, without anything being separate. How
could there be a nature and substantial reality of
earth if there is no particle of earth which is earth
unless water is present in it to stick it together?
What could Lhe water stick if there was no bulk of
carth at all which it could join to another contiguous
particle>  And if there is any bulk of sbsolute earth
at all, then earth can exist by nature without water;
and if it is not so, there will be nothing to be stuck
together by the water. And how could the mass of
earth require air for its exislence, air that was still
air, before it changed?  As for fire, it wae not main-
tained that it was needed for earth to exist, but for
it and the other elements to be visible,® and it is
certainly reasonable to agree that visibility comes
from light. For we should not say that darkness is

predominates, in the heavenly group (the heavenly bodies)
the element of fire.
* Timaeus 31B3.
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visible but that it is invisible, just as noiselessness is
inaudible. But there is nc need for fire to be present
in earth: lightis encugh., Snow, anyhow, and many
very cold things are bright without fire—but there
was fire in them, someone will say, and it coloured
them before it went away. And there iz a difficulty
about water, ton; is it net water nnless it eontaing
some earth? And how eould one say that air has
earth in it when it is so unstable? As for fire, one
must ask if' it needs earth because it has neither con-
tinuity nor three-dimensionality of itself. But why
has it not solidity (in the sense not of three-dimen-
sionality but of resistance) simply from being a
natural body > Hardness is the property of earth
alone. For gold, for example, which is water, ac-
quires density not by the accession of earth but of
denseness or coagulation,! And why, then, should
nol fire, since soulis present to it, attain existence by
itself through coul’s power? There are, in fact, fiery
living beings among the spirits.  We shall question
the assumption that every living thing is constituted
of all the elements. One can agree that this is true
of the things on earth, but to lift up earth into heaven
is against nature and opposed to her laws; il is not
probable that the swiftest of all movements carries
ronmd earthly hadies; it would impede the brightness
and clearness of the heavenly fire.

7. So perhaps we should listen more carcfully to
Plato; thisis what he says: thers mustin the univer-
sal order be a solidity, that is a resistance, of such a
kind that the carth sct in the middle may be a founda-

1 Timaeus 59B1-4.
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tion and firm support. for those who stand upon it,
and the living beings upon it may nccf_‘ssari]y have a
solidity of this kind;1 the earth will possess con-
tinuity from itself and will be illuminated by fire:
it has a share of water to prevent dryness (as, in fact,
it has) and so as not to hinder the cohesion of its
particles; and air gives lightness to the bulk of earth;
but earth is mingled with the upper fire, not in the
constitution of the stars but because, since they are
hoth in the universal order, fire gains something from
earth as earth does from fire and each element from
each of the others; notin the sense that the element
which gains something is composed of both, itself
and Lhat of which it has a share; but, through the
community of the universe, while remaining itself
it. takes, not the actual other element but samething
which belongs to it, not air, for instance, but the
yielding softness of air, and earth the brightness of
fire: the mixture gives all qualities and consequently
precduces the compound thing, not supplying earth
only and the nature of firc but this solidity and density
of earth. Plato himself supports this view when he
says ** God kindled a light in the second ecireuit from
the earth,” meaning the sun;? and elsewhere he

cal's the sun “ the brightest,”® and also says it is

the clearest; so he prevents us from thinking that

it is made of anything but fire, but by fire he does
not mean either of the other kinds of fire but the

always in his Platonic exegesis, Plotinus shows himself deter-
mined to extract some meaning from Plato which will fit in
with his own ideas of what is reasonable and true.

2 Timaeus 39B4-5.

3 Theactetue 208D2: Republic 616E).

29




30

40

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD II. 1.

TPOONVES Lovov' ToUTo O TO ¢dis odpa elvar,
amooridBe 3¢ dm aldTol TO Ouwvvpoy alTd
bds, & B daper kai dedpaTov elvat
dm’ éxelvov Tol puwros wmapéyeclai, éddumov &€
éxelvov Womep dvlos éxelvov kal oridmvdryra, &

TOUTO O¢

‘Hpets &¢

1 - s -~
TO  Yetpov )\U.IM‘BIIVOV'I'ES', Tou

S'f‘; KU.E EE]-"U.L 'i_[:' JVT{-US- AEU!‘:(}V ()'-LB}.LLL.
70 yenpov  mpos
MAdrwros rara v orepedmyTa Aofovros Ty yijv,
o -~ \ - -~
&v T yobv &7 dvoudloper nueis Scadopds s
C?ffE{VO'U TGBC'LL(’VOU. Toa 87‘? TDLOJTOU TrUPO‘S' 706
95{.35‘ ?GPE’XOV'TOS' TO‘ KGBCLPU:’TGTQV E,_V T‘Ei {flr'a) T()"fr(é)

! -~
KGLIU-€I-'OU K{IE Ka'."&- (#)1;0'('1’ 5K€L ESPU#G’]—’QU, 'J‘G‘J'r‘?]l'
T pAdya odk émplyrwolar Tols érxel dmodnmrdov,
’A} A\ 8 4 4 1 3 ! 8 3 -
@ADL f# lagioyriladetiy 'f.iEXIDC TLVOS a.'TTOU‘!gEUL’I'U ot Eb"f’T_JXC'TJ"
T ‘ﬂ'.lFL’UVI'. &F‘})L l';.vF)\Hni‘}‘(Tl{V TE )‘.!.F’."."‘L "\n‘is‘ ﬁl’mF”H(}.L
kdrw ot Swvapdvmy UmepBalvew mpoc T0 drw,

! \ - ’ o o i r
xdTw 8¢ Tijs geAjurs loTaolar, woTe kal AemroTe-
pov mowely Tov érel dépn kai dAdya, € pévor,
A
papawouévy els T mpaotepor yiveolar kat TO
Al !

Aapmpov ur, évew Goov els v Léow, dAX’ 4 daov

A} -~ A] -~ N 3 ’ b 1
mapa 70D dwros Tod dvw évavydleabarr T Oé

-~ 3 -~ i p} -~

s éxet, T0 pev mouciAlér €v Adyots, Tois doTpots,

5 Gomep v Tols peyéleow, olrw kal év Tals ypoats

i 2

i Sadopay pydoaclai, Tov & dAdov odpavov
elvar kat aliTov TowUToU 95.01'0'5‘, L7 5,0&090.; 8¢
AE”TGT?}T‘: TOU Uwp-ﬂ‘.’?‘ss‘ KGL bﬁa(ﬁﬂ;vfﬁa OUK GV‘

1 Up. Timaeus 5805-7.
? Light for Plotinus is the in&ii‘porcnl dvdpyea of the

30

B

i g

ON HEAVEN (ON THIL UNIVLRSL)

light which he says is other than flame, and only
gently warm,®  This light is a body, but anotierhght
shines from it which has the same name, which we
teach is incorporeal. 2 This is given from that first
light, shining out from it as its fower and splendour;
*]m.L first hrrht is the truly bught and clear body.

We take ‘earthly " in the lower sense, but Plato
anderstands ““ earth ” in the sense of ** solidity ;2
we apply the name ““ earth ” in one and the same
sense, but Plato distinguishes different kinds of
“earth 7.0 Now since fire of this kind, which gives
the purest light, rests in the upper region and is
established there by natare, we must not suppose that
the flame down here mingles with the fires of heaven;
it reaches a certain way and then is extinguished
when it encounters a greater quantity of air, and as it
takes earth with it on its ascent il falls back and is
not able to get up to the upper fire but comes to a
standstill below the moon, so as to make the air finer
there; the flame, if it lasts, fades into softness and has
not erouTh brightness to blaze out but only Cnuugh
to be 1]1ummattd by the upper light; the light in
the heavens, being. varied in dlﬁerent proportions,
brings abous the distinction of the stars both in size
and colour: the rest of the heaven is also made of

light of this kind, but is not seen because of the

luminous body, elosely parallel to life, the évépyea ol Lhe
soul. Op.1v. 5. 6-7. I have discussed this doctrine and she
important place which it holds in the thought of Flotinvs in
my Architeeture of the Imtelligible Universe in Plotinus, pp.
A4-hR.

8 Timaeuws 31 BA.

4 Plotinug may be thinking of Timaeeus 6086, but the pas-

sage is really quite irrelevant to his argument here.
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gneness and non-reflecting transparency of its body
(just like pure air); and besides this it is far away.
8. Now when light of this kind stays on high in the
place in which it is set, pure in the purest region,
what kind of outflow could there possibly be from it?
A nature of this kind is certainly not naturally adapted
to flow downwards; and there is nothing of a violent
sort up there to pushitdown. Every body is different
when it is combined with soul, and not the same as it
is when it is lefl Lo itself; and body in the heavens is
with soul, and not as it would be by itself. ~ And that
whieh horders on it would be either air or fire, and
what eould air do? And there is no single kind of
fire which would be fitted for acting on the heavenly
fire, nor could it make contact to do anything; the
heavenly fire would be carried on by its momentumn
to another place before anything could happen to it;
and the fire in the upper air is less in strength, not
equal to the fires here on earth, Then, too, it would
act by heating; and that which is going to be heated
must not be hot of itself. And if anything is going
to be destroyed by fire, it must be heated first, and
be brought in thc hcating into an unnatural state,
So, then, the heaven needs no other hody for it to
last or for its revolution to take its natural course;
for it has never been demonstrated that its natural
movement is in a straight line: it is natural to the
heavenly bodies either to stay still or to go round in a
circle; other movements belong to beings which are
subject to force. We must assert, then, too, that
the heaverﬂy beings have no need of nourishment,
nor must we base our statements about them on
the things here on earth, since they have not the
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<ame soul holding them together and do not inhabit
the same region; and the reason why the compound
things on earthare nourisheddoes notapply inheaveny
the bodies here arc always in a state of flux, and their
change is a change away from their true selves, for
they are under the direction of another nature, which
because of its weakness has no way of keeping them
in being, but imitates the nature before it in becoming
and genemt;ng.—But we have already explained that
the heavenly bodies are not in every way anchanging
like the beings of the realm of Intellect.
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IL. 2. ON THE MOVEMENT OF HEAVEN

Introductory Note

Turs short treatise (No. 14 in Porphyry’s chronological
order), has an alternative title, On the Circwlar Motion, in
the Fife (ch. 4. 49 and 24. 42), which iz used in some
modern editions and translations. It iz a defence of the
Platonic doctrine (the movement of heaven is the bodily
expression of the spirilual movement of Lhe soul of the
universe) against the Aristotelian conception of movement
by an unmoved mover and the materialist explanation
given by the Stoics. Heinemann denied the authenticity
of the treatise: but its opening words are quoted as being
by Plotinus by Proclus, Damascius, Simplicius and
Philopenus (references in the Herry-Schwyzer edition and
Cilento’s commentary): and Heinemann's arguments
drawn from the contents of the treatise are adequately
refuted by Bréhier in his introduction to it (Veol. II, pp.
17-19).

Sunopsis

What makes the heaven move in a circle? Its move-
ment cannot be the result of any local or spatial move-
ment of soul, for soul is not moved spatially. The move-
ment of heaven is only local accidentally; it is a move-
ment of awareness and life, the movement ol an ensouled
living thing. It cannot be the natural movement of fire;
fire, like all other bodies, moves naturally in a straight
line; circular motion is the result of providence, the action
of universal soul—it is not of course unnatural, for
“ nature ” is just what universal soul ordains. Argument
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against the idea of an unmoved mover (ch. 1). Why do

we not move 1 circles?  Our souls, our real selves, which
are © private wholes,” do 3c move, circling bvingly round
God: bhut our bodies are only parts, and parts whose
nature is to move in straight lines (ch. 2). Explanation
of Timaeus 36l in terms of Plotinus’s own psychclogy
(ch. 3).
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HEAVEN

1. Why does it move in a circle? ! Because it
jmitates “intellect. And what does the movement
belong to, scul or body? Is it that soul is in the
movement and directed towards it? Or [does it
move] because soul is eager to go? Or does soul
exist in a state of discontinuity ? Or is soul carried
along itself and carries heaven with it? But if that
was so, it would be no longer carrying it round; it
would have finished its conveyance; that is, it would
rather make it stand still, and not always go round
in a circle. Surely soul will stand still, or if it is
moved is certainly not moved spatially. How, then,
does it move heaven spatially when it is moved in
another way itself ? Perhaps the circular movement
is not spatial, or if it is, only accidentally. What
sorl of movement, then, is it? A movement of self-
concentrated awareness and intellection and of life,
and at no point outside or elsewhere. And [what
about] the necessity of encompassing everything?
It does sc in the sense that the dominant part of
the living being is that which encompasses il and
makes it one. If it stayed still, it would not encom-
pass it in a living way, nor would it, since it has a
body, preserve what is within it; for the life of the
body is maovement. If, then, there islocal movement

41




20

30

35

PLOTINUS: LNNEAD II 2,

As k] € 4 ’ k] A T ~ w 4
wal oy s Pvyn povor, aA ds odpa Epmbuyor kal
s (Gov: GoTe elvar JukTiy €k owpaTikis kal
Juyiedjs, 700 pév odparos el depopdvov Pioer,

PRl - 5 -
Tis B¢ Yuyds rxateyoiars, € 8 dudolv yerouévov
pepouévov Te kal pévorros. El 8 odpores 4
kKA Aéyouro, miis mavros edllvropoivros xal rod
4 " ki - o " e ] \ -
wupds; "H edlumopel, €ws dv vxn €ls 70 ob
TéraxTar  @s yap dv Taybi, ovrw dowxel kal
€ ’ 1 4 A rr > o 3/
éoTavar kaTe QUow kai @epsoflar els o éraybn.

v ’ T k] # b ’ T " € . -
Aid vl or ob péver éNJov; TApa, dTe W pimis TH

1 k) s ¥ o x ’ Id
mupl &v kwnoer; Bl v un iikdw, oredaothjoerar
3 3 k] ’ -~ » L 3 4 -~ ’
er’ edfi+ 8el dpa kivxdew. “AAd Toliro mpovolas:
dAX’ év avrd wapa Ths mpovolus: woTe, €l kel

r ’ -~ ,t 3 —~ " » r
yévoiro, rikdw kwelobar €€ adrod. "H édiéupevor

-~ 30 3 » o’ ’ o ’
700 etféos ol éxov olkért Témov Homep meptodialid-
vov dvoxdumTel €v ols Tomois Odvarats o yap
w r k] € 4 A A) a -
éxyer Tomov el éavro: olTos yap €oyaros. Bl
OI‘FV €,V (;j EX'EL KGE 04?:'765‘ ﬂ.l}TOG TO’?TOS‘, OI}X rva
wévn vevemuevos, dAX va ¢éporto. Kal xvrAov

4 1 A [ ! h) #’ ¢ oW
8¢ To peév xévrpov uéver kaTa uow, 1) O¢ Efwbev
’ b ! ’ ¥ I -~
meptpépeta el pévor, kévrpov éoTac péya. Mdadov
OG‘U EG'TC([- ﬂ'fpl\- Ta KE’V’J’va Kﬂ.l C(?)WL Kl‘l]‘- Kﬂ‘.'r&.

4 o o ’ s h) s
?Q'UO'EV e GX'OWL T LaTt. OU'TG) }'ap (TINVVEINTEL
mpos To wévrpov, ot T cunldoe—dmodel yap Tov

I £l » 2 b - 3 £ -~
K1) KAOU_E'LM ETEL  TOUTO 0N SU vn.Tfo.‘ '7‘7? 77(::'01.-

&

1 Thisis Aristotclian doctrine. Cp. De Caelo A, 9. 279a17-
18.

42

ON THLE MOVEMIENT O IIDAVEN

ton, then it will move as it can, and not as soul alone
but s 2n ensouled body and a living thing; so its
movement will be a mixture of body-movement and
soul-movement; body is naturally transported in a
straight line and soul’s natural tendeney is to contain,
and from both of them together there comes to he
something which is both carried along and at rest.
If circular mction is to be attributed to body, how
can it be when all body, including fire, moves in a
straight line 7 It moves in astraight line till it comes
to its vrdained place; for as it is ordained, so it
appears both to rest naturally and to be conveyed to
the place where it was ordained to be. Why, then,
does it not stay still when it has come to heaven?
It is, is it not, because the nature of fire is to be in
motion. Soifit does not move in a circle, going on in
a straight line will dissipate il; so it must move in a
circle. But this is the doing of providence; rather,
it is something in it which comes from providence, so
that if it comes to heaven it moves in a circle of its
own accord. It seeks to go on in a straight line, but
hzs no longer any place to go to, so it glides round,
we may say, and ceurves back in the regions where it
can; for it has no place beyond itself; this is the
last.l Soit runsin thespaceit ocenpies and is its own
place; it came to be there not in order to stay still
but to move. The centre of a circle naturally stays
still, but if the cutside circumference stayed still, it
would be a big centre. So it ean rather be expected,
in the case of a living body in its natural state, to go
round the centre. In this way, then, it will direct
itself towards the centre,not by coinciding with it—
that would abolish the circle—but, since it cannot
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do that, by whirling round it; for in this way alone
can it satisfy its impulse. But if soul does carry it
round, it will not get tired; for it does not drag it,
nor is the movement against nature.! °* Nature ”
is just whal has been ordained by universal soul
Then again, since the whole soul is everywhere and,
being the soul of the All, is not divided part to part,
it gives omnipresence to the heaven toc, as far as it
i capable of it; and it is capable of it by pursuing and
reaching all things. If soul stood still anywhere, the
heavenly fire would stand when il came to that
puint; ‘but as it is, since soul is universal,? the
heavenly fire seeks it in every direction. Will it
never, then, attain it? In this way it always attains
it: or rather, soul itself, drawing heaven to itself,
moves it continually in drawing it continually, not
moving it to some other place but towards itself in
the same place; it docs not draw it on in a straight
line but in a cirele, and so gives it passession of soul
at every stage in its progress. If soul stayed still,
being only at that point where each individual thing
was at rest, then the heaven would stand still too.
If, then, soul is not just there at any particular point,
the heaven will move everywhere, and not cutside
soul; in a eircle, therefore,

9. Then what about other things? Each of them
is not a whole but a part, and contained in a partial
place. Bus: that other [that is heaven] is a whole; it
is space, in a way, and there is nothing to hinder it,
because il is the All. What about men, then? In

adris, marrds, retained in the Oxford text, would give the
senge, ‘* soul all belongs tc itself,” which is a good Plotinian
expression hut nnt relevant to the context.
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Timaens (441) is mountad on the body asits vehicle so that it
shall not have to roll about.

? This is a reference to the description of respiraticn as a
circular process, like & turning wheel, in Timaeus T9A5-E9.
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so far as he derives from the All, man is a part, in
so far as men are themselves, each is a private uni-
verse. If, then, heaven, whereveritis, possesses soul
everywhere, why does it have to go round? Be-
causc it docs not posscss it only in that particular
place.  And if the soul’s power is movement round
its eentre, in this way, too, it would make heaven
move in a circle: though “ centre ” is not to be under-
stood in the same way when one is speaking of the
nature of soul as it is when one is speaking of a body:
with soul the centre is the source from which the
other nature derives, with body “centre " has a
spatial meaning. So one must use ' centre’”
analogically; there must be a centre for soul as
there is for body (though * cenire” in the literal
sense means the middle point of a body, a spherical
one), because just as a body is round ils centre, so i
soul. If it is the centre of soul that is in question,
soul runs round God and embraces him lovingly and
keeps round him as far as it can; for all things depend
on him: since it cannot go to him, it goes round him.
Then why do not all souls do this? LKach individual
soul does, in its own place,  Why, then, do our bodies
not go round too? Because there is an additional
cemstituent. in them which maves in straight lines,
and the impulses of body are directed elsewhere, and
our spherical part does not run easily, being earthy.!
But there the body of heaven follows along with soul,
being light and easy to move; why ever should it
stop when it goes on moving, whatever its motion?
And in us, too, it seems that the breath which is
around the soul moves in a cirele.? If God is in all
things, the soul which desires to be with him must
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move around him; for he is not in any place. And
Plato gives the stars not only their spherical motion
with the whole universe but also individual motions,
each around its own centre:! for each in its place
encompasses God and rejoices, not by rational
phnmng but by natural necessity.

. This, too, is another way of putting it; there i:
1he ‘ultimate power of soul which begins at the earth
and is interwoven through the whole universe,? and
there is the power of soul which is naturally percep-
tive and receives the opinionative kind of reasoning;
this keeps itself above in the heavenly spheres and is
in contact with the other from above and gives it
power from itself tc make it more alive. The lower
soul, therefore, is moved by the higher “hxch encom-
passes it in a cirele and bears upon all of it that has
risen to the spheres,  So the lower soul, as the higher
encircles it, inclines and tends towards it, and its
tendency ecarries round the body with which it is
interwoven, For if any particular part of a sphere
is moved even in the slighteqt degree, then, if it
orly is moved, it stirs that in which it is and the
spherc is set in motion. In our bodies too, when
our soul is moved in a different way from the body
—by joy, for instance, and hy something which
appears good to it—then there is a spatial move-
ment of the body as well. And in heaven, where
the soul is in good and more vividly perceptive, it
moves to the good and sets its body moving in space
in the manner natural to it there. The pereceptive
power in its turn receives the good from that which

b Cp. Timacus 40A8-B2.
2 Timaens 36E2.
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ON THE MOVEMENT OF HEAVEN

is above and in delight pursues its own and is
carried everywhere to the good which is everywhere,
This is how intellect is moved; it is both at rest and
in motion; for it moves around Him [the Good]. So,
then, the universe, too, hoth maves in it ecirele and is
at rest,
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IL. 3. ON WHETHER THE STARS ARE CAUSES

Iatroductary Note

This very late treatise (No. 52 in Porphyry’s -:.h‘mnnlnglea,l
order) takes up again and develops the objections to the
ideas of the astrologers about the stars which Plot_mus had
alreacy put forward in the early work On Desting (I1L
1: No. 3 in the chronolegical order). Flotinus does nof
deny that the srars foretell, or even that influences coming
from them may make a limited contributicn to our for-
tunes and physical make-up. He finds the astrologers
objectionable because: (1) they make stars evil and
causes of evil to us; (2) they make them changezble,
varying in mood and activity according to tl_leir aspfact z_f.t_ld
position, a view which Plotinus shows is unscientific,
incompasiblz with the findirgs of the astronomers, as well
as unorthodox from the point of view of Platonic a;atral
theology; (3) they reduce the_ universe to a dlsorce}‘ly
chaos by making the stars act 111:13pendeptly and caprici-
ously, instead of seeing ibas @ living organic whale in which
star-movements and influences as well as everything else
form part of the pattern of its rational direction by
Universal Soul; (4) they very much exaggerate the degree
to which the stars are responsible for our physical cor
stitution and fortunes; star-infuences are only one kind of
cause among many, and not the mest impartal}t.. Further,
Plotinus maintains in this as in other treatises (notably
that which he wrote next, I. 1) thal our true, higher aclf
transcends the physical universe and is heyond the reach
of its necessity. )
A curious little problem is presented by che section
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printed in square brackets in ch. 12 (if it really telongs to
this treatise it would fit in better where the translation of
Ficino and the editio princeps of Perna place it, im-
mediataly bafore the last sentence of e¢h. 5).  This seems to
be more favourable o the views of the astrologers than the
rest of the treatise, and even to be tryving to arswer the
seientific ubjections broughtl against them n ch. 5, though
it expresses the view of the universe as an organie whole
which is found elsewhere in the treatise and is always taken
by Plotinus. It looks almost as if it was a fragment of an
essay written by a memkber of the schoal in defence of
estrology, rather like the papers written by Porphyry in
defence of the doctrine of Longinus and answered by Ame-
lius which are mentioned in ch. 18 of the Life. But, if this
were really what it was, it would be very difficult to explain
how it got into the text of this treatice there is no
parellel anywhere else in the Enneads.

Synopsis

Detailed refutation of astrological doctrines by scientific
and common-sense srguments (chs. 1-6). Explanation of
why the stars give signs of things to come from the organic
unity of the universs (chs. 7-8).  Our higher and lower
self (ch. 9). The real nature and limitations of astral
influences and the modest part they play in determining
vur constitution aund [urlunes (chs. 10-13). How soul
cirects the All, and reasons for the existence of evils in
this world (chs. 16-18),

[,
L5
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ASTPA
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2 For a full explanation of the astrol ical doctrines criti-
cised in these first six chapters see A. Bouché-Leclereq,

I’ Astrologie Grecque: there i an excollent short account

56

II. 3. ON WHETHER THE STARS-
ARE CAUSES

1. That the course of the stars indicates what is
going to happen in particular cases, hbut dnes not
itself cause everything, as most people think, has
been said before elsewhere?® (and the argument of-
fered some proofs); but now we need a more precise
and detailed discussion, for to take onea view rather
than the other is of no small importance. They say
that the planets in their courses do not only cause
everything else, poverty and riches, sickness and
health, but also ugliness and beauty and, what is
most important of all, virtue and vice, and even the
actions which result from them in each particular
case on each particular oceasion; just as if they were
angry with men over things in which men have done
them no wrong, since it was the planets which made
the men what they are; and that they give benefits
(so-called), not because they feel kindly towards those
who receive them but because they themselves are
either pleasantly or unpleasantly affected according
to the point they havc rcached on their course, and
again are in a different state of mind when they are
at their zeniths and when they are declining;? and

of the bagic absurdities of this pseuvdo-science in A. J. Festu-
gitre, La Révélation d’Harmés Trismégiste 1. ch. V, pp. 83—
101.
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ON WHETHER THE STARS ARE CAUSES

the most important point is, they say that some of the
planets are bad and others good, but that the ones
which are called bad give good gifts, and the good
ones become wicked; and again thal when they see
cach other they cause one kind of thing, when they do
not see, another, as if they were not really in control
of themselves but varied according to whether they
saw or not; and that a planet is good when it sees
this particular other planet, but changes if it sees
another one; and that it sees differently according
to whether its seeing is in this figurc or in that; and
that the mixture of all the planets together is dif-
ferent again, just as the mixture of distinet liquids
is something unlike any of the ingredients, These,
and others of the same kind, are their opinions: now
we ought to examine and discuss each individual
point. This would be a good starting-poeint.

2. Should we think that these things which go
round in their courses have souls or not? If they
have no souls, they will have nothing to offer but heat
or cold—if we assume that some of the stars are cold;
however that may be, they will determine our given
destiny only in our bedily nature, since Lhere is a
corpereal transference from them to us, and one of
such a kind that the alteration it produces in our
bodies is not great, since the outflow from each
individual star is the same, and they are all mixed
togetherinto one on earth, so that the only ditferences
are local differences, aceording to how near or far we
are from the stars and the cold kind of star will give
an influence differentizted in the same way. But,
then, how will they make some men wise and some
foolish, some teachers of letters and others of rhetoric,
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ON WHETHER THE STARS ARE CAUSES

and others lyre-players and practitioners of the
other arts, or again rich and poor? How will they
produce the other effects which do not have their
cause of origin in boedily mixture? For instance,
how will they give a man a Lrotlier or a father, a son
or a wife of a particular kind, or malke him prosper for
the moment and become a general or a king? But
if they have souls and act with conscious purpose,
whathave we done to them to make them deliberately
injure us, these beings which are set in a divine region
and are divine themselves?  They do not have what
makes men evil, nor does any good or evil to them
result from our happiness ar suffering,

3. But the planets do not do these things willingly,
but under the compulsion of their positions and
figures! But if they are under compulsion, they
ought, surely, all to do the same things when they are
in the samce positions and figures.  And really, what
difference can it make to a particular planet that it
is passing through, now this and now that section of
the zodiac? It is not even in the zodiac itself but far
below it, ard at whatever point it is, it is in heaven.
It is ridieulous for a planet to become different and to
give different gifts according Lo the sign it is passing;
and to be different when it is rising and when it stands
at the centre and when it is declining. Tt is certainly
not pleased when it is at the centre, nor is it distressed
and enfeebled when it is declining, nor does a planet
grow angry when it is rising and gentle when it is
declining—and another of them is even better when
it is declining. For each particular planct is at the
centre for some when it is declining in relation to
others, and when it is declining for one group it is at
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the centre for another: and it cannot, presumably,
be glad and sad and angry and gentle all at the same
time, And surely it is quite irrational to say that
some planets are glad when they are setting and
others when they are rising ; this would again have the
consequenca that they are glad and sad at the same
time. And then, why should their grief harm us?
But one cannot admit at all that they are glad on one
oceasion and sad cn another. They are always serene
and rejoice in the goods they have and in what they
see. TFor cach has its own life Lo itself, and each
one’s good is in its own act, and has nothing to do
with us. The action on us of living beings that have
no part with us is always something incidental, not
their dominant activity. If, as with birds, their
acting as signs is incidental, their work is not directed
to us at all.

4. Itisirrational, too, to say that one planet is glad
when it sees a particular other planet, but another is
in the opposite state when it sees another: for what
enmity is there between them, and about what?
And why should it meke a difference whether one
planet sees another triangularly or in opposition or
quddula,emll} ?1  And why should one see another
in one particular figure, but not see it when it is in
the next sign of the zodiac, and so nearer? And al-
together, how ever do they manage to do what they
are supposed to do? How does each act separately,
and again how do they all together produce an effect
different from all their separate effects? They cer-
tainly do not hold meetings and then execute the

1 On the doctrine of aspeets” see Bouché-Leclereq, p.
163 (summarised in Festugitre, p. 100).
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decision of the meeting on us, each surrendering
something of his own influerce, nor does one hinder
by force the giving of anolher from coming to pass,
nor does onc yicld under persuasion a free field of
action to another. And to suppose that one is glad
when it is in the region of another, but the other,
when it is in the region of the first, feels the reverse,
is like saying that two people love each other, and
then going on to add that one loves the other but Lthe
other hates the first!

5. Then they say that one of the planets is cold, and
further, that when it is far away from us it is better for
us, assuming that its harmfulness for us consists in
its coldness; but it ought, when it is in the oppesed
signs of the zediac, to be good for us: and they say
that when the culd planet is in opposition to the hot
both are dangerous: but there ought to be a blend
of temperaments. They allege that one planet de-
lights inthe day and becomes good when it is warmed,
but znother, a fiery one, enjoys the night—as if it
was not always day [that is, light) for the planets, and
as if the second one was ever overtaken by night,
though it is far above the shadowof the earth, Andas
for their statement thzt the maon when she is full is
good in conjunction with a particular planet, but bad
when she is waning, the reverse would be true, if
this sort of thing is to be admitted as possible at all.
T or when she is full in relation to us she would be dark
in the other hemisphere to the planct which stands
above her, and when she is waning for ns she is full
for that planet: so she ought to do the opposite when
she is waning [for us] since she is looking at that
planet with her full light. It will make no difference
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1 At this point the editio princeps and Ficino’s translasion
insert the puzaling paseage printed in square brackets in ch.
12 (on which gee Iniroductory Notz) which would certainly be
more in place here,

2 This eentencs, which does not scom to belong to the argu-
Ililien; here, may possibly have strayed from the beginning of
ch. 7.
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whatever to the moon herself what phase she is in
since half of her is always illuminated: it might,
however, on their assumption, make some difference
to the planet when it is warmed. Rut it wonld he
warmed when the moon is dark in relation to us:
when it is good in relation to the other planet in the
dark phase it is, in relation to it, full.l  Surely, then,
these things are signs from the correspondence of
different spheres . . .2

6. But it is surely absolute nonsense for the astrol-
ogers, having called one planet Ares and another
Aphrodite, to say they cause adulteries when they are
in = certain relationship, as if they satisfied their de-
sires for each otherfrom men’s abandoned wickedness.
And how could anyone accept Lhal Lhe sight of each
other, in a particular aspcet, gives them pleasure, but
they have nolimit?? And what sort of alifeisitforthe
planets if, when innumerable living beings have been
born and continue to exist, they are always effecting
something for each one of them, giving them reputa-
tion, making them rich or pocr or wicked, being
themselves responsible for bringing the activities
of all the separate individuals te completion. How
could they do so much? And as for thinking that
they wait for the ascendancy of the signs of the
zodiac and then act, and that according to the num-
ber of degrees it has risen are the number of years of
its ascendancy, and thal they reckon on their fingers
the time when they will act, and may not act before
these periods zre reached, and altogether to refuse

8 mépas here seems to make very little sense. L. A, Post
suggesis melpas in the sexual sense, “intercourac’.
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1 The thought here is Stoic. Cp., e.g., Seneca, Naturales
Cuaestiones 11. 32,
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to grant to any one principle aathority over the direc-
tion of the universe, but to give everything to the
planets, as if there was not one ruler, from whom the
universe hag separated oul, and who gives to each
according to its nature to fulfil its own funection and
do its own work, in union with the ruling principle—
this is the opinion of someone who wants to dissolve
the urity of the universe and knows nothing about
its nature; the universe which has a principle and
first czuse which reaches to everything.

7. Bul if these planets give signs of things to come
__as we maintain that many other things do—what
might the cause be? How does the order work?
There would be no signifying if particular things did
not happen according to some order. Let us sup-
pose that the stars are like characters always being
written on the heavens, or written once for all and
moving as they perform their task, a different one:
and let us assnme that their significance results from
this, just as because of the one principle in a single
living being, by studying one member we can learn
something else about a different one. For instance,
we can come to conelusions abuut sumeone’s character,
and also about the dangers that beset him and the
precautions to be taken, by locking at his eyes or
some other part of his body. Yes, they are members
and so are we; so we can learn about one from the
other. All things are filled full of signs,! and it is a
wise man who can learn about one thing from another,
Yet, all the same, many processes of learning in this
way are customary and known tn all. Then what is
the single-linked crder? If there is one, our auguries
from birds and other living creatures, by which we
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! The odpmvowe of the universe is also Stoie (Posidonius and
others), ¢p. Diogenes Laertius VII. 140.

¢ This Platonie conception (Timaeus 30D-314A) developed
by the Stoics of the universe as a single living being is of great
importance in the thought of Plotinus cp. e.g., IV. 4. 32 .

3 Bouillel is prolably right in supposing that I’lotinus here
had in mind the great passage about Soul, divine and human,
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predict particular events, are reasonable.  All things
must be joined to one another; not only must there
be in each individual part what is well called a single
united breath of life! but before them, and still
more, in the All. Oune piincipls must make the
universe a single complex living creature, one from
all: 2 and just as in individual organisms each mem-
ber undertakes its own particular task, so the mem-
hers of the All, each individual one of them, have
their individual work to do; this applies even more to
the All than to particular organisms, in so far as the
members of it arc not mercly members but wholes,
and more important than the members of particular
things. Tach one goes forth from one single prin-
ciple and does its own work, but they also co-operate
one with another; for they are not eut off from the
whole. They act on and are afected by others;
one comes up to another, bringing it pain or pleasure.
Their going out has nothing random or casual about
it. Something else proceeds again from these; and
something else in succession from that, according to
the order of nature.

8. Soul, then, is set upon doing its own work—for
soul, since it has the status of a principle, does every-
thing—and it may leep to the straight path?3 and
it may also ba led astray; and just payment follows
upon what is done in the All; otherwise it will be
dissclved.* But the All remains for ever, since the
whole is directed by the ordering and the power of its
ruler. And the stars co-operate towards the whole,

in Plato, Phaedrus 245C f.: so edfvmopot here may be a re-
miniscence of perecsporopel 24601,
4 A reminiscence of Timacus 11A8,
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since they are no smell part of the heaven; this is
why they are so bright and well adapted for signs.
So they signify everything that happens in the sense-
world, but do other things, the things which they
are seen to do. We, however, do the works of soul
according to nature, as long as we do not fail in the
multiplicity of the All; if we fail we have as just
penalty both the failure itself and the being in a worse
position afterwards, Wealth, then, and poverty are
due to chance encounters with things cutside. But
what about virtues and vices? Virtues are due to
the ancient state of our soul, vices to its chance en-
counter with things cutside it. But this has been
discussed elsewhere.!

9, But now we should call to mind the Spindle,
which according to the ancients the I"ates spin; but
for Plato thc Spindle is the wandering and the fixed
parts of the heavenly circunit,? and the Fates and
Necessity, who is their mother, turn the spindle and
spin a thread at the birth of each one of us, and
what is born comes to birth through Necessity.
And in the Timaeus® the God who makes the
world gives the ‘ first principle of the soul,”” but
the gods who are borne through the heavens “the
terrible and inevitable passions,” ‘‘ angers’ and
desires and ** pleasures and pains,” and the ** other
kind of soul,” from which ccme passions of this kind.
These statements bind us to the stars, from which
we get our souls, and subject us to nceessity when
we come down here; from them we get our moral
characters, our characteristic actions, and our

¢ Republic X. 616C4 ff
3 g9C5-D3.
13
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emotions, coming from a disposition which is liable
to emotion. So what is left which is " we "7 Surely,
just that which we really are, we Lo whom nature gave
power to master our passions.l Yes, and God gave us
too, in the midst of all these evils which we receive
through the body, * virtue who is no man’s slave.”?
For we do not need virtue wher. we are in peace but
when there is a risk of being in evils if virtue is not
there, Sowe must “fly from here”’® and “separale”?
ourselves from what has been added to us, and not
be the composite thing, the ensonled hody in which
the nature of body (which has some trace of soul)
has the greater power, so that the common life be-
longs more to the body; for everything that pertains
to this common life is bodily. But to the other soul,
which is outside the body, belongs the ascent to the
higher world, to the fair and divine which no one
masters, but either makes use of it that he may be
it and live by it, withdrawing himself; or else he is
bereft of this higher soul and lives under destiny, and
then the stars do not only show him signs but he also
becomes limself a part, and folows along with the
whole of which he is a part, For every man is
double, one of him is the sort of compound being and
one of him is himself; and the whole universe is, one
part the composite of body and a sort of soul bound to
body, and one the soul of the All which is not in body
but makes a trace of itsell shine on that which is in
bedy. And the sun and the other heavenly bodies
are double in this way; they communicate no evil
to the other pure soul, but what comes into the All

* Plato, Theaeteius 176.A8 Bl
4 Plato, Phaedo 67C6.
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1 Plate Timasus 17TES.
¢ The distinetion of feds and afpav comes from Symposiumn
202D5-El (the demonstration that Kros is a daemon, not &
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from them, in so far as they are part of the All
and ensouled body, their body, which is a part,
ives to another part—while the star's intention
and the soul which is really itself is looking to the
Best. The other effects happen in scquence upon
it (or rather not upen it but upon its environment),
like heat from a fire spreading hrough the whole—
and perhaps something comes from the star’s other
soul to another soul which is akin to it, The bad
effeets are because of the mixture. For the nature
of  this All 7 is * mixed,” ! and if anyone separatcs
from him the separable soul, what is left is not much.
The universe is a god if the separable soul is reckoned
as part of it: the rest, Plato says, is a “ great
daemon ** 2 and what happens in it is daemonie,

10. Ifthis is so, we must grant even at this stage of
the discussion the power of signifying to the stars, but
action not completely nor to their whole natures, but
only in so far as affections of the All are concerned
and as regards what is left of them [when their separ-
able souls are left out of account]. And we must
admit that the soul, even before it enters the realm
of becoming, brings something [lower] of itself when
it comes: for it would not have come into body unless
it had a large part subject to affections. And we
must grant, too, that it enters into the domain of
chance. And we must grant that the heavenly cir-
cuit does act of itself, co-operating and completing
by its own power what the All must accomplish; and
in its action each individual hcavenly bedy in it has
the status of a part.

god}, but Plato does not apply it there or anywhere else to the
univcl‘se,

7
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11. We must consider, too, that what comes from
the stars will not reach the recipients in the same
state in which it left them, Ifit is fire, for instance,
the fire down here is dim [by comparison with that of
the stam], and if it is a loving disposition il becomes
weak in the recipient and produces a rather unplea-
sant kind of loving; and manly spirit, when the
receiver does not take it in due measure, so as to
become brave, produces violent temper or spiritless-
ness; and that which belongs to horour in love and
is concerned with beauty produces desire of what only
seems to be beautiful, and the efflux of intelleet pro-
duces knavery; for knavery wants to he intellect, only
it is unable to attain what it aims at. So all these
things become evil in us, though they are not so up in
heaven; since even the things which have come down,
though they are not that which they were in heaven,
do not remain what they were when they came since
they are mingled with bodies and matter and each
other.

12. And, further, the influences which come from
the stars combine into one, and each thing that comes
into being takes something from the mixture, so
that what it already is acquires a certain quality.
The etar-influences do not make the horse; they give
something to the horse. Horse comes from horse
and man from man: the sun co-operates in their
making;? but man comes from the formative
principle of man. The outside influence sometimes
harms or helps. A man is like his father, bul oflen
he turns out better, sometimes worse, But the

tic is the ** cause of the rhythm of genmeration and decay ™
(Cornford).
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ON WHETHER THE STARS ARE CAUSES

outside influence does mot force anything out of
its fundamental nature; sometimes, however, the
matter, not the nature, gets the upper hand, so that,
as a result of the defeat of the form, the thing does
not enme to perfection. .

[The side of the moon which is towards ‘us is un-
lighted in relation to the regions of earth, but does
no harm to that which is above it. But since that
which is above does not help because it is far away,
this conjunction is thought to be worse. But when
the moon is full, it is sufficient for what is below even
if the star above is far away. But when the moon is
unlighted on the side towards the fiery star she is
thought to be good in relation to us: for the power of
that star persists which is fierier than it needs to be
for itself [?]. The bodies of living things which
come from that upper region differ from each other
according to their degrees of heat, but none of them
is cold. Their place is evidence of this. The planet
that people call Zeus! is of fire in a well-balanced
mixture; and so is the Morning Star; so these two
because of Lheir likeness are considered as *“ harmoni-
ous,” but are alien in disposition to the star called
Fiery because of its enmposition and to Cronos be-
cause of its distance. Hermes, however, is indif-
ferent and is, it is thought, like all. But all contri-
bute to the whole, and are therefore related to each
other in a way that brings advantage to the whole, as
we sce that all the parts individually are of a living
‘Ihlng For thev are there prpml;ely for the sake of
the whole living thing, as, for instance, the gall is to
serve the whole and in relation to the part next to it:
for it has to stir up the manly spirit and keep the
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whole and the part next to it from excess. So, too,
in the complete whole [of the universe] there is need
of sume organ like the gull and vl sume other directed
to producing sweetness; others are the eyes of the
universe; all are united in feeling by their irrational
part. So the universe is one and a single melody.]?

13. We must, then, in consequence of this discus-
sion (sinece some things do happen as a result of the
movement of the heavens, but others do not) dis-
tinguish and diseriminate and say from what cause in
general each particular happening results. Our
starting-point is this: since soul direets this All ac-
cording to a rational order ? (as with each individual
living thing the principle in it does, from which the
formation of the individual parts of the living thing
and their ordering to the whole derive), it is altogether
present in the whole, but in the parts only propor-
tionately to the being of the individual. The in-
fluences which come from outside [to each in-
dividual thing] are sometimes opposed to the in-
tention of its nature and sometimes favourable to it.
But all are ordered L the whole because they are all
parts of it; they received the nature which they have,
but all the same they contribute, each by its own in-
dividual impulse, to the whole life of the All, The
lifeless things in the All are altogether instruments
and are, so to speak, pushed from cutside to act.
As for living things, some have unlimited movement,
like horses harnessed to chariots before the driver
marks off their eourse, in that he * contrels them
with the whip.”?® But the nature of a rational

?lotinlis also still has in mind ths Phaedrus myth, with its
image of the charioteer and his horses,
83
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ereature has its driver of itself; and if it has a skilled
one it goes straight, but if not, then often just as it
chanees. But both are within the All, and contribute
to the whole. The greater living things which are
higher it rank du mwceh that is important, and con-
tribute to the life of the wholein an active rather than
a passive capacity; others continue passive, having
little power to act; others are between the two, acted
upon by others, but doing much and in many things
having a principle of doing and making which is their
own. And the All becomes a complete life when the
best parts do the best, according to the best in each
of them: and each has to suhardinate its best to the
ruling principle, as soldiers to the general; so they
are said to * follow Zeus ” ! in his progress towards
the nature of Intellect. The things which are equip-
ped with a lower nature hold second place in the All,
as we, too, have a second part of soul; the rest arc
like our parts; not everything in us is equal either.
So then living things are all conformed to the com-
plete pattern of the All, both the ones in heaven and
the rest which have been made parts in the whole,
and no part, even if it is a great one, has power to
bring aboul a complele change in the patterns or the
things which happen according to the patterns.
It can bring about a non-essential alteration in either
diraction, for better or worse, but it cannot make
anything abandon its own proper nature. It makes
a thing worse either by giving it bodily infirmity, or
by becoming responsible for an incidental badness in
the soul which is in sympathy with it and was given
out by it into the lower region, or, when the body is

' Cp. Phaedrus 246E6.
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badly put together, it may hy means of it hinder the
activity of the soul which is directed towards it: as
when a lyre is not so tuned that it takes the melody
accurately so as to make its sounds musical,l

14. But how about poverty and wealth and re-
putations and offices? If pcople arc rich by in-
heritance from their fathers, the stars announce the
rich man, just as they do no more than declare the
man of good birth who comes of well-born parents
and owes his distinction to his family, But if the
wealth comes from manly virtue, then if the body
has helped in producing this, those who have pro-
duced the body’s vigour will have contributed, the
parents first, then, if any place contributed any-
thing, the heavenly regions and the earth. But if
the virtue arose without the body, then the greatest
part must be attributed to virtue alone, and it con-
tributed all that was given by those who rewarded
it. If the people who gave the riches were good,
in this way, too, the cause must be referred back
to virtue; but if they were bad, but were justified
in giving the wealth, we must say that this hap-
pened by the activity of that which was best in
them,  Bul il the man who became rich was wicked
his wealth must be attributed to his pre existent
wickedness and whatever was responsible for that
wickedness, and we must include zlso those who gave
the wealth, who also share in the responsibility. If
a man’s riches come from hard work, from farming,
[ur instance, the cause is o be referred to the farmer,
with the cnvironment helping.  If he found a trea-
sure, we must say that something from the All co-
operated; if so, it is indicated [in the heavens]: for
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all things without exception are connected with each
other; so everything without exception is indicated.
If someone loses his wealth, then if it is taken away,
the taker is rcsponsible, and his own principle is
responsible for him: if it is lost in the sea, the cir-
cumstances are responsible. And as for fame, a
man is either rightly famous or not. If rightly, then
it is his achievements that are responsible and that
which is better in those who glorify him; but if not
rightly, it is the unrighteousness of those who honour
him that is responsible. The same argument applies
ta office: it is either appropriately conferred or not—
in the one case the conferment is to be attributed to
that which is better in the selectors; in the other to
the man himself who has managed to succeed in
getting il by Lhe co-operation of others, or in some
kind of other way, About marriages, the causes are
free choice, or chance coming together with some
incidental influence from the universal order. And
births of children follow upon marriages, and the
child is either formed according to pattern, when
there is no hindrance, or it is in a worse state when
some obstacle has ceeurred within, either due to the
mother herself or because the environment is so dis-
posed as to be out of harmony with this particular
birth,

15, Plato gives the souls lots and choices before the
circling of the Spindle,! and afterwards gives them the
beings on the Spindle as helpers, to bring to ac
complishment in every way what they have chosen:
since the guardian spirit also co-operates in the ful-
filment of their choices.!? But what are the lots?
Being born when the All was in the state in which it
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was when they came into the body, and coming into
this particular body and being born of these parti-
cular parents, and in such ard such a place, and in
general what we call the external circumstances.
'j"h-a,‘t all happenings form a unity and are as it were
spun together, in the cases of individuals as well as
wholes, is signified by one of the Fates, as they are
called, Lachesis signifies the lots, And it is al-
together necessary that it should be Atropos who
brings in these concurrent circumstances.® Of men
some areé born belonging to the powers that come
from the whole and to external circumstances, as if
under an enchantment, and are in few things or
nothing themselves. Others master these powers
and circumstances and rise above them, so to speak,
by their heads,? lowards the upper world and beyond
soul, and so preserve the best and ancient part of the
sonl’s substance.  For we must not think of the soul

- as of such a kind that the nature which it has is just

whatever affection it receives fram outside, and that
alone of all things it has no nature of its own; butit,
far before anything else, since it has the status of a
prineiple, must have many powers of its own for its
natural activities. It is certainly not possible for it,
since it is a substance, not to possess along with its
being desires and actions and the tendency towards
its good. The compound entity results from a com-
position of its nature and is of this particular [com-
posite] kind and has these particular works., But any

referred to here) for the way things are “spun together,”
Lachesis for destiny as “ lot,” Atropoes for the way our eir-
curcstances are unchangeahly determined.

* The Phaedrus myth again (248A1-3).
g1
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soul which is separating itself has separate activities
of its own and does not consider the bady’s affections
as belonging to itself, because it already sees that
body is one thing and soul is another

16. But what the mixed is and what the unmixed,
and what the scparated is and what the unseparated,
when the soul is in the bady, and in general what the
living being is, are questions which we must enquire
into afterwards, taking a different starting-point;*
for everyone does not hold the same cpinion on this
subject. But now, continuing our present discussion,
lel us state in what sense we speals of ** soul directing
the All according te rationszl plan.,”’2 Does soul,
then, make individual things, so to speak, in a
straight line one after another, man, then horse and
some other living being, and wild beasts too, and fire
and earth first,? and then see these coming together
and destroying or beneliling each uther, only seeing
their interweaving and the continual succession of its
consequences, making no new eontribution to what
happens after but only again causing the births of
living creatures from the original ones and giving
them up to what they experience from their action
upon each other? Or do we mean that soul is the
causc of the things which happen in this way, be-
cause the beings produced by it accomplish what
happens in consequence of their preduction? Or
does the “rational plan” include this particular
thing’s acting or being acted on in this particular
way, so that not even these particular events happen
at random or by chance but occur in the way they do

is sometimes inconsequent and it seems safzr to keep the
words in the text.
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by necessity? Is it, then, the rational forming
principles which cause these happenings? The
forming principles certzinly exist, but not as causing
but as knowing—or rather the soul which contains
the gencrative rational principles knows the conse-
quences which come from all its works ; when the same
things come together, the same circumstances arise,
then it is altogether appropriate that the same re-
sults should follow. Soul takes over or foresees these
antecedent conditions and taking account of them ac-
complishes what follows and links up the chain of
consequences, bringing antecedents and consequents
into L‘oml’_ﬂete connection, and ﬁ.g:ﬁn ]inking to the
antecedents the causes which precede them in order,
as far as it can in the existing eircumstances, Thisis,
perhaps, why what comes later in the series is always
worse, Men, for instance, were quite different once
from what they are now, since by reason of the spacc
between them and their origins and the continual
pressure of necessity their forming principles have
yielded to the affections of matter. So soul sees the
continual succession of different events and, following
what happens to its works, has a corresponding kind
of life, and is not freed from care for its work when it
has set the crown on its achievement and has ar-
ranged once for all that it shall be in a good state for
ever; but it is like a farmer who, when he has sown
or planted, is always putting right what rainstorms
or continuous frosts or gales of wind have spoiled.
Bul il this account is absurd, then musl we maintain
the alternative, that corruption and the works that
come from evil are known and already present in the
forming principles ? But if this is so, then we shall be

as




40

45

50

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD IL 3.

- ’ ) 1 - -~
mowely drjooper, kairor v rals réyrars xai Tols
! 3 A L L3
Ayots adrdv odx & ducprla ovdé mapa T
# 3 Cud 3 A
Texlfnv OUS Ui (ﬁGOPG TDG Kﬂ.‘r& Tf’xl’?}p. ,AM,
3 r ] - 1
ﬂ’Tﬂﬁga TLS €PEL ,u.':? ETI"C‘[- PT}S%I’ 'JTG.P& 1 é'ﬁ;a‘v “7’]8“
h) -~ "A ,) }‘ L3 ) - A \
KO KoY TC;{, ] ‘F' Olws TO xelpol’ KalL TOo
I I -
Bédrior qupywproerar. Ti odv, €l 76 6Aw xai To

ctpor curepyér i ol 8¢ wd Ao elva;
yetp vepyor, ket o Ol marTe KaAd €lral;

3 1 1 L ] !

Erel kai Ta drarria ovvredel kal otk dvev TodTwv
! 1 AJ : R - 3 ’ L
KOQOOo5® KoL Yap €7 TwY FCG-Q EHKOATTL (:EUI‘.UV ouTI "
A A\ A ’ 3 S Al 4 e 7
':ﬂﬁ TG MY BEATLC\) GVG-':)J\’G.CC& KL ‘.'T-)\\‘.'LTTEG @ AD’)«'OS‘,

L \ - 4 - -~
ooa 8¢ pr TowadTa, Suvduce rciTar év Tols Adyors,
13 r S 0% - ? ¥ ¥ J s
dvepycla 8¢ & Tois yavopdvols, 0ddey Ere Scopdims
1] ’ - -~ )3, 3 -~ A 4 W -~
dictvns morely 008 avarwcly Tovs Adyovs 78y Tis
o - 3 -~
UA?]S‘ 7(?] TFelTiw T(L:} it Tun ﬂpo?}}’ob'#c’?my r\it;'ywv
1 A 3
xatl Ta wap’ adths motovoms T4 yelpw, kpaTovudrns
k] N 1
8 ab ovdév Frrov mpos ra PBedriw: dore &v ék
7 3 ?
wdvrwr dAws exarépws ywopdvwr kal dAdws ad
k3
€v TOlS Ac’»yor.s‘.
! \ r ’ -~
17. Tldrepa 8¢ of Adyor ofror of év uyh
’. —- . > &M ) - A A} 4 14
yO?}'.\.&CﬂJG, £ QA TWs KATA TGO VOT}HGTG WO{-T]G'CI‘-;
fO h) h' L ¥ ”A - 1 h) - -
'YQP Dyl:‘s €V U ?]‘ TToLEL, HOAL TO TToLour ‘#UUEKCUS
U k] L4 ]8 A o . )M \ S r R 1 -~
U vdmuis 0v8é Spavis, dANG Sdrapus TpemTukn) TijS
e ¥ 3 L3 -
{Ans, ovk elbula dAAd Spdoa pdvor, olov Timov kal
- L) L o
oyfjue € UdaTt, [aomep .FC'L;K)lOS'], dMov €évddvros

1 mapa Ficinus, H-8: kara codd.

1 Cp. Plato, Repullic T 342B3.

ON WHETHFER THFE STARS ARE CAUSES

asserting that the forming principles are the causes
of evil, though in the arts and their principles there
is no error and nothing contrary to the art or any
corruption of the worl: of art.] But here scomeone will
say that there is nothing contrary to nature or evil
in the Whale; all the same, he will admit that there
is worse and better. Suppose, then, the worse helps
towards the completion of the Whole, and every-
thing ought not to be gool?  Tor the opposites, too,
co-operate for the perfection of the universe, and
without them there is no universal order: yes, and
it is so with particular living beings too. The form-
ing principle compels the better things to exist and
shapes them; the things which are not so, are present
potentially in the principles, but actually in what -
comes to be; there is no nced then any more for soul
to make or to stir up the forming principles as matter
is already, by the disturbance which comes from the
preceding principles, making the things which come
from it, the worse ones; though it is none the less
overruled towards the production of the better. So
there is one universe composed of all the things that
have come to be, differently in each of these two ways,
and that exist differently again in the forming prin-
ciples.

17. Are these forming principles which are in soul
thoughts? But, then, how will it make things in
accordance with these thoughts?  For it is in matter
that the forming principle makes things, and that
which makes on the level of nature is not thought or
vision, but a power which manipulates matter, which
does not know but only acts, like an impression or a
figure in water; something else, different from what
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is called the power of growth and generation, gives it
what is required for this making.! If this 1s so, the
ruling prineiple of the soul will muke by mani-
pulating the generative soul in matter,  Willit, then,
manipulate it as the result of having reasoned?
But if it is after having rezsoned, it will first refer to
something else, or to what it has in itself, But if it
refers to what it has in itself, there is no need of
reasoning., For it is not reasoning that manipulates,
bul the part of the soul which posscsses the forming
principles: for this is both more powerful, and is able
to make in the soul, It makes, then, according to
forms: that is, it must give what it receives from
[ntellect, Intellect gives to the Soul of the All, and
Soul (the one which comes next after Intellect) gives
from itsell lo the soul next after it, enlightening it
and impressing form on it, and this last soul immedi-
ately makes, as if under orders. It makes some
things without hindrance, but in others, the worse
ones, it meets obstruction,  Since its power to make is
derived, and it is filled with forming principles which
are not the original ones, it will not simply make
according to the forms which it has received but there
would be a eontribution of its own, and this is ob-
viously worse. Its product is a living being, but a
very imperfect one, and one which finds its own life
disgusting since it is the worst of living things, ill-
conditioned and savage, made of inferior matter, a
sort of sediment of the prior realitics, bittcr and em

bittering. This is the lowest scul’s contribution to

the Whole,

be said for Kirchhol's deletion of =iy . . . heyopdigs as a
gloss, whieh is accepted by Cilento.
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18. Then are the evils in the All necessary, be-
cause they follow on the prior realities? Rather
because if they did not exist the All would be im-
)er(‘r,t. Most of them, even all of them, contribute
some thing useful to the W hole——pmborous snakes do,
for instance—though generally the reason why
remains obscure. Iven moral evil itself has many
advantages and is productive of much excellence,
for example, all the beauty of art,! and rouses us to
serious thought about our way of living, not allowing
as to slumber complacently. If this is correct, it
must be that the Scul of the All contemplates the
hest, zlways aspiring to the intelligible nature and to
God, and that when it is full, filled right up to the
brim, its trace, its last and lm-. est expression, is this
productive principle that we are discussing. This,
then, is the ultimate maker; over it is that part of
soul which is primarily filled from Intellect: over all
is Intellect the Craftsman, who gives to the soul
which comes next those gifts whose traces are in the
third. This visible universe, then, is properly called
an image 2 always in process of being made; its first
and second principles are at rest, the third at rest too,
bul also in motion, incidentally and in matter. As
‘ong as Intellect and Soul exist, ‘the for mmg prineciples
w 11 flow into this lower form of soul, just as, as long

s the sun exists, all its rays will shine from it.

* Is Plotinus thicking here, perhaps, of tragic poctry?
[f 50, the argument shows a startling reversal of Plato’s stand-
point. Plato in Republic 1T refused to allow poets fo portray
moral evil; Plotinus here scems to be jusiifying the existence
of moral evil in the universe because it produees art.

2 Cp. the end of the Pimacus 9207,
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ITntroductory Note

Tuk title of this treatise (No. 12 m Porphyry’s chronological
order) is given by Porphyry in the Life as mepi 7iv 8o
ddde (On the Twa Kinds of Matter): in the MSS of the
Enneads and the ancient tables of contents (Pinax, Sum-
maerium) it appears simply as On Maller. Tt is referred
to by Plotinus himsell in L. 8. 15. 2 . . . Sewréor adrd
i Ty 1,-"01 ::).'rjls' At;'_.!cuu ... but HHI‘I:]L’.T‘ ;Q SUT'(_‘.‘_V T‘ight in
saying that there is no question of & title there—the phrase
simply means “‘from our discussions about matter.”
Plotinus in fact, we know (Life ch. 4), gave no Litles Lo his
treatizes: and the title given in the Life to this one seems
preferable, because it describes the contents better, since
the first part of the treatise is devoted to intelligible
matter, the second to the matter of the sense-world. The
treatiee iz a good example of Plotinus’s method of work at
its most professional and technical, a close and eritical
discussion of the views of the Stoics and of Aristotle, As
often, he is particularly concerned to carry through a
critieal rethinking of Aristotle’s doctrine designed to adapt
it to Platonism as he understood is. Ths main paints on
wkich he differs from Aristotle in this treatise are: (1) he
aceepts matter in the intelligible world; the okjec-
tions to belief in its existence stated in ch. 2. and refuted
in the following chapters are in substance Aristotelian;
(2) he identifies matter in the sense-world with priva-
tion; this i3 established against Aristotle in chs. 14—end,
as is cssential if Plotinue is to maintain his doetrine that
matter is the principle of evil. the ultimate negativity,
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which appears clearly at the end of the treatise. On the
other hand, Plotinus is maintaining Aristotle’s doctrine
against the Stoies when he argues that matter is in-
corporeal and without any sort of dimension (chs. 1, 8-
12).

Synopsis

Matter is the substrate and receptacle of forms. Diverse
views of its nature; corporeal (Stoics) incorpareal (Plato-
nists and Aristotelians). The Platonist doctrine of
intelligible matter (ch. 1). Objoctions to the existence of
intelligible matter (ch. 2). Refutation of the objections
and explanation of the trae nature and function of in-
telligible matter (chs. 3-5). Matter in the sense-world,
Aristotelian arguments for its oxistence (ch. 6).  Criticism
of pre-Sneratic conceptions, also from Aristotle (ch. 7).
Arguments to show that matter is incorporeal and without
size, and that the conception of & sizeless incorporeal
matter has a real meaning and philosophical valuc (chs.
8-12). Neither is matter quality, either positive or nega-
tive (ch. 13). As against Aristotle, it is identical with
privation, ichs. 14-16), and so is absolute negativity and
evil (ch. 16).
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1 fmoxelpevor 18 Aristotle’s word (ep., e.z., Physics A, Y.
102a33), dmwoloyr Plato’s (Timaeus 49A6). The two concep-
tions, of course, differ from each other considerably more than
thiz summary definiiion weould suggest.
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1. What is called ** matter * is said to be some sort
of “substrate ” and * receptacle ™ of forms;t this
account is common to all these who have arrived at a
eanception of a natare of this kind, and as far as this
they all go the same way, But they disagree as soon
as they begin to pursue the further investigation
into what this underlying nature is and how it is
receptive and what of. Those who adopt the posi-
tion that realities are exclusively bodies and that
subslance consists in bodies say there is one matter
and that it underlies the elements and is itself sub-
stanee; all ather t|l1'ng.€ are, sn tn speak, affections
of matter, and the elements, too, sre matter in a
certain state. They even dare to take matter as far
as the gods, and finally, even [to say] that their God
himself is this matter in a certain state.? And they
give it a bady too, for they say that it is a body with-
out quality and a magnitude.? DBul others ? say il

 ¢lvae cannot be dependent on redpdow: a verb of saying
is required. Henry and Schwyzer tentatively suggest dvrelv
for adrar.,  But this is rather far fotched, and it scems to mo
possible shat this is a piece of careless writing by Plotinus
himself.

? These are the Stoies: eop. Sicicorum Feforum Fragmenta
IT. 316, 309, 326.

¢ Platonisis and Aristotelians.
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1 Tt seems probable that Plotinus is making a distinetion
between Platonists and Aristotelians here. The only inecor-
poreal heings whose axistence was recognised by Aristatle
were pure forms (intelligences), not compositzs of form and
matter (sp. Met. A, 6.1071b2). Aristotle speaks of diy vonri
in the Metaphysics ( 7. 10. 1038a9-12, 11. 1037ad-5, H. A,
1045833-37), and Plotinus may have taken the term from
these passages.  But the senses in which Aristotle uses it (see
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matter is incorporeal, and some of them ! that this
incorporeal matter is notone, but they, too, maintain
that the same kind of matter underlies bodies which
the people mentioned before speak of, but that there
is another, prior, kind in the intelligible world which
underlies the forms there and the incorporeal sub-
stances,

9. So first we must enquire about this second mat-
ter, whether it exists, and what sort of thing it is,
and how it exists. If what is of the matter kind
must be something undefined and shapeless, and
there is nothing undefined or shapeless among the
beings there, which are the bect, there would not be
| matter there. And if every intelligible being is
simple, there would be no need of matter, so that the
composite being might come from it and from some-
thing else. And there is need of matter for beings
that come into exislence and are made into one thing
after another this was what led people to eonceive
i the matter of heings perceived by the senses—but
not for beings that do no: come into existence. And
where did it come from, from where did it get its
being? 1f it came to be, it was by some agency;
but if it was eternal, therz would be several principles
and the primary beings would exist by chance. And
if form comes to matter, the composite being willbe a
body: so that there will be body in the intelligible
world too.

3. First, then, we must say that we should not in
every case despise the undefined or any thing of which

Ross's note on the passages from Z. in his edition of the
Metaphysies, Vol. 11, pp. 199-200) are very remote from that
in which Plotinus understands it.
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3-4.
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the very idea implies shapelessness, if it is going to
offer itself to the principles before it and to the best
beings. Soul, for instance, is naturally disposed like
this to Intellect and Reason; it is shaped by them
and brought to a better form.  And in the intelligible
world the composite being is differently constituted,
not like bodies: sinee forming principles, too, are
composite, end by their actuality make composite the
nature which is active towards the production of
form, But if this nature both works on and derives
from something other thanitself, it is composite to an
even higher degree.  The matter, too, of the things
that came into heing is always receiving different
forms, but the matter of eternal things is always‘. the
same and always has the same form, With matter
here, it is pretty well exactly the other way round;
for here it is all things in turn and only one thing at
each particular time; so nothing lasts because one
thing pushes out another; sc it’is not the same for
ever. Dut in the intelligible world matter is all
things at once; so it has nothing to change into, for
it has all things already. Therefore, intelligible
matter is certainly not ever shapeless in the intel-
ligible world, since even Lhe maller here is not, bul
each of them has shape in a different way. The
question whether matter is eternal or came into being
will be cleared up when we grasp what sort of a thing
it is.

4. Let us assume for the present that the Forms
exist—{for it has been demonstrated elsewhere 1—
and continue our discussion on this assumption. If,
then, the Farms are many, there must. be something
in them common to them all; and also something
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individual, by which one differs from another. Now
this something individual, this separating difference,
is the shape which belongs to each. But if there is
shape, there is that which is shaped, about whicl the
difference is predicated. Therefore, there is matter
which receives the shape, and is the substrate in
every case. Further, if there is an intelligible
universal order There, and this universe here is an
imitation of it, and this is composite, and composed
of matter, then there must be matter There too.
Or else how can you eall it 2 universal order except
with regard toits form: And how can you have form
without something on which the form is imposed:
Intelligible reality is certainly altogether absclutely
without parts, yet it has parts in a kind of way, If
the parts are torn apart from euch cther, then the
cutcting and tearing apart is an affection of matter:
for it is matter that is cut. But if intelligible reality
is at once many and partless, then the many existing
in one are in matter which is that one, and they are
its shapes: conceive this unity as varied and of many
shapes. So, then, it must be shapeless before it is
varied; for if you take away in your mind its variety
and shapes and forming prineiples and thoughts, what
is prior to these is shapeless and undefined and is none
of these things that are on it and in it.

9. But if it is objected that, because intelligible
maller always has these forms and has them all
together, both are onc and that underlying reality
is not matter, then the matter of the hodies here will
not exist in this world either: for it is never without
shape but is always a complete body, but all the same
a composite one. Intellect finds out its doubleness,
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for it divides till it comes to something simple
which cannot itself’ be resolved inte parts; but as
long as it can it advances into the depth of body.
And the depth of cach individual thing is waller:
so all matteris dark, because the light [in each thing]
is the rational forming principle. Now intellect too
is rational principle. So intellect sees the forming
principle in each thing and considers that what is
under it is dark because it lies below the light; just
zs the eye, which has the form of light,! directs its
gaze at the light and at colours (which are lights)
and reports that what lies below the enlanrs is dark
and material, hidden by the colours, The darkness,
however, in intelligible things differs from that in
the things of sense, and so does the matter, by just
as much as the form superimposed on both is different.
The divine matter when it reccives that which defines
it has a defined and irtelligent life, but the matter of
this world becomes something defined, but not alive
or thinking, a deccrated corpse.  Shape here is only
an image; so that which underlies it is also only
an image. But There the shape is true shape, and
what underlics it is true toc. So those who say that
matter is substance must be considered to be s])eakw
ing correctly if they are speaking of matter in the
intelligible world. For that which underlies form
There is substance, or rather, considered along with
the form imposed upon it, it makes a whole which is
illuminated substance, = As for the guestion whetlier
intelligible matter is eternal, one must investigate
it in the same way as one investigates the ideas:
inteligible realities are originated in so far as they
have a beginning, but unoriginated because they
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1 Here we encounter Plolinus’s interpretation of the
pépora yéoy of Plato, Sophist 254D . (Being, Motion, Resh,
Sameness and Otherness] as  categories of the intelligible
world,” for which, ep. V. 1. 4 and the full exposition in VL. 2.
7-8. -

2 The doctrine briefly stated here is of cardinal importance
ir. the thought of Plotinus; it is that two momerts are to be
Uistinguished in the timcloss generation of Intellect from the
One; the first, in which it proceeds asan unformed potentiality;
the szcond, in which it returns upon the One in contemplation
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have not a beginning in time; they always proceed
from somcthing else, not as alwa}-'s Coming into
being, like the universe, but as always existing, like
the universe There, For Otherness Therel exists
always, which produces intelligible matter; for this
is the principle of matter, this and the primary Move-
ment.  For this reason Movement,~too, was called
Otherness, because Movement and Otherness sprang
forth together. The Movement and Otherness
which came from the First are undefined, and need
the First to define them; and they are defined when
they turn toit.? But before the turning, matter, too,
was undefined and the Other and not _}'e’: gnod, but
unilluminated from the First. For if light comes
from the First, then that which receives the light,
before it receives it has everlastingly no light: but
it has light as cther than itself, since the light comes
to it from something clsc. And now we have dis
closed about the intelligible matter more than the
occasion demanded.

6. About the receptacle of bodies, let this be our
account.® That there must be scmething underlying
bodies, which is different from the bodies themselves,
is made clear by the changing of the elements into
each other.. For the d(‘:s\-‘,trucﬁon of that which

andisinformed and actualised by him. For the basic doctrine,
ep. V. 4. 2;for Plotinua's cxplenation of why the multiplicity
of Forms vesults from Intellect’s contemplation of the One,
op. V.31, V. LT

3 What follows iz an accuratc czpositicn of Arietotle’s
doetrine of matter, in Aristotelian language: it reads like a
Peripatetic commentary on Mei. A 1-2, 1069b. The eriticism
of Pre-Jocratic views in the following chapter is also entirely
baged on Arigiotlz; see the first note to ch. 7.
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changes is not complete; otherwise, there will be a
being which has totally perished into non-being;
nor has the engendered thing come to being from
absolute non-being, but there is a change from one
furm inlo another. But if this is so there remains
that which has received the form of the engendered
thing and lost the other one.  And then destruction
also makes this completely clear: forit is destruction
of a composite; but if each individual thing is a
composite, it is composed of matter and form. In-
duction demonstrates this by showing that what is
being destroyed is a composite; and the process of
reduction to a thing’s elements shows it too; if, for
example, the cup is reduced to its gold ard the gold to
water, the water in process of dissolution requires
semething analogous to be reduced te.  And the ele-
ments must be either form or first matter or composed
of matter and form, Bul it is not possible for them
to be form; for without matter how could they be in
a state of having bulk and dimensinn®  But they are
not first matter either; for they are destroyad; so
they must be composed of matter and form: form
is in relation to their quality and shape, and matter
tu their substrate, which is undefined because it is
not form.

7. Empedocles, who classes the elements as matter,
has their destruction as evidence against him.!
Anaxagoras, when he makes his mixture matter, and
says that it is not a capacity for everything but con-
tains everything in actuality, does away with the
mind which he introduces by not making it the giver
988a27 ff; A 2., 1069020-23), and is entirely Peripatetic in
epirit,
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1 This obseure critirism is less Peripatetic than the rest of
the chapter, as it scems to imply Plotinug’s own equation of

Intellect and being. b .
2 Anaximander. Plotinus's eriticism shows how closely
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of shape and form, and not prior to matter but
simultaneous with it. But this simultaneity is im-
possible. Tor if the mixture parlicipates in being the
existent is prior; and if both this mixture and that
other [i.e. being] are existent, there will be need of
a third over them, different from them.! If, then,
it is necessary for the maker to be prior, why did
the forms have to be in small pieces in the matter,
and why did mind have to separate them out with
endless trouble, when it could, as matter is without
quality, extend quality and shape over the whole of
it? And how is it not impossible that everything
should be in everything?> And as for the man who'
posits the unbounded [as matter],? let him explain
what it is, And if he means thatit is unbounded in
the sense that one cannot get to the end of it, il is
clear that there is no such thing in existence, neither
an unbounded-in-itself, nor an unbounded in another
nature, as an accident of some body; there is no
unbounded-in-itself, because its part, too, would be
necessarily unbounded, and no accidental unbounded,
beeause that of which it was an accident would not be
unbounded in itself and would not be simple and not
be matfer any longer. Nor will the atoms hold the
position of matter—they do not exist at all; for
every body is altogether divisible: and the continuity
and flexibility of bodies, and the inability of individual
things to exist without mind and soul, which cannot
be made of atoms {and it is impossible to make out
of the atoms another kind of thing besides the atoms,

he is following Peripatetiec tradition here; for he himself re-
gards matter as Amecor (below ch. 15), though in a wvery
different sense from Anaximander.
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since no maker will make anything out of discontinu-
ous material), and innumerable other objections could
be, and have been, alleged against this hypothesis;
so there is no need to spend more time on this ques-
tion.

8, What, then, is this one matter which is also
continuous and without quality ? It is clear that, if
in fact it is without quality, it is not a body—if it
was, it would have quality. But, since we say that
it is the matter of all sense-objects and not the maller
of some, but form in relation to others—as clay is
matter to the potter, but not matter absclutely—
since we do not mean that it is matter in this sense,
but matter in relaticn to everything, we should not
attribute to its nature any of the properties which
are ubserved insense-objects.  Now if this is so, then
besides the other qualities, colours and degrees of
heat and cold, we must not attribute to it ]igl{tness ar
heaviress, density or rarity, and indeed not even
shape: and so not size either. For it is one thing
to be size and another to be given a size, one thing
to be shape, another to be given a shape. And mat-
ter must not be composite, but simple and one thing
in its nwn nature; for so it will be destitute of all
qualities, And the giver of its shape will give it a
shape which is different from matter itself, and a size,
and everything, bringing them to matter, so to speak,
from its store of realities. Otherwise, it will be
cnslaved to the size of matter and will make some-
thing, not as large as it wills, but of the size that
matter wants: the idea that the will of the maker
keeps in step with the size is a fiction. But if| too,
the making principle is prior to the matter, matter will
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be exactly as the making principle wills it to be in
every way, tractable to everything, and so to size too.
And if it had size it would necessarily have shape
as well; so that it would be still harder to work., So
when the form cumes to the matter it brings every-
thing with it; the form has cverything, the size and
all that goes with and is caused by the formative

principle. Therefore, in every natural kind the
dimensions are determined along with the form; the

dimensions of a man are different from those of a
bird, and those of different kinds of birds from one
another. Is there anything mere surprising in the
bringing of quantity to matter as something different
from itself than in the addition to it of quality? It
is not the case that quality is a rational formative
principle and quantity is not, since quantity is form
and measure and number.

9. How, then, is one to conceive au existing thing
which has not size? Everything is without size
which is not identical with that which has quantity;
for, certainly, that which exists is not identical with
that which has quantity: and there are many other
things which are different from that which has
quantity, One must regard all bodiless nature as
altogether without quantity; but matter is also
bodiless. Tor quantity itself, ton, is not a thing
which has quantity; that which has quantity is that
which participates in quantity; so it is clear from
this, too, that quantity is a form. As, then some-
thing becomes white by the presence of whiteness,
but that which malics the white colour in a living
thing, and the ather varied colaurs too, is not varied
colour itself but a various, if you like to put it that
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I Timaeus 5282,
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But the MSS dmougia is not quite impossible; Dr, Schwyzer
suggests that the antithesis to év karagdoe is to be found in

126

ON MATTER

way, formative .principle; so that which makes a
thing a certain size is not = thing of certain size itself,
but the specific magnitude, or magnitude itself, or
the formative principle which makes magnitude,
Does magnitude, then, come to matter and unfold
it into size? By no means; for matter was not
shrunk together in a small space; hut the formative
principle gave a size which was not there before,
just as it gave a quality which was not there before,

10. " What, then, shall I conceive this sizelessness
inmatter to be? ”  ‘What will you conceive anything
whatever without quality to be?  What is the act of
thought, and how do you apply your mind to it?
By indefiniteness; for if like i= known by like, the
indefinite is known by the indefinite. The concept,
then, of the indefinite may be defined, but the ap-
plication of the mind to it is indefinite. If, then, each
thing is known by concept and thought, bul in this
case the concept states abous matter what it does in
fact state, that which wants to be a thought about it
will not be a thought but a sort of thoughtlessness; or
rather the mental representation of it will be spurious
and not genuine, compounded of an unreal part and
with the diverse kind of reasoning.  And it was per-
haps because he observed this that Plato said that
matter was apprehended by a** spurions reasoning.”’ 1
What, then is the indefiniteness of the soul? Is it
complete ignorance amounting to inability to say any-
thing?* Rather, the indefiniteness is contained in
a positive statement, and, as with the eye we see

martedys dyvaa and that de introduces a comparison, * Is it
complete 1gnorance, like an absenze? Rathsr, the inde-
finitenzss is contained in a positive statement . . .".
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darkness which is matter of every unseen colour, so,
too, the soul,when it has taken away everything which
corresponds to light in the objcets of scnsc, being
no longer able to define what is left, is made like sight
in darkness, having become then somehow the same
as what it, so o speak, sees. But does it really see?
Only as if it was seeing absence of shape and absence
of colour, and something lightless, and without size
as well, Ifit does not see in this way, it will already
bec giving matter a form. Is not the soul, then, af-
fected in this very same way when it thinks nothing ?
No, but when it thinks nothing, it says nothing, or
rather isnot affected at all; but when it thinks matter,
it is affected in a way as if it received an impression
of the shapeless; since, also when it thinks things
that have received shape and size, it thinks them as
composites; for it thinks them as things which have
been given colour and, in general, quality. So it
thinks the whole and the compound of both elements
[matter and form|; and the thought or perception of
the overlying elements is clear, but that of the sub-
strate, the shapcless, is dim; for it is not form.
That, then, which it apprehends in the composite
whole along with the overlying elements, when it has
analysed these out and separated them, that which
reason leaves over, this is what it thinks, a dim thing
dimly and a dark thing darkly, and it thinks it without
thinking, And since matter itsclf docs not remain
shapeless, but is shaped in things, the sonl, too, im-
mediately imposes the form of the things on it
because matter’s indefiniteness distresses it, as if it
were in fear of being outside the realm of being and
could not endure to stay for long in non-being.
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* The objector whose poins of view is put here is presumably
the same as the ** person who says that matter does not exiss ™
mentioned at the bheginning of T. & 15 (where theme is a re-
ference back to this passage). The chjection was probably
cne that Plotinus had really encountered, made by Platonists
whao interpreted Timaens 52AR ff. (probably correctly) as
meaning that Plato identified the * receptacle ™’ with space,
and who therefore rejected the Aristotelian conception of a
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11, * And why is there any need of anything else
for the composition of bodies besides size and all
qualitics? There is need of something to receive
them all. This is, then, the mass. But if mass,
then, presumably, size. But if it has no size, it will
have nowhere to receive anything. If it is without
size, what would it contribuze, if it contributes neither
to form and quality nor to extension and size, which
appears, wherever it oceurs, to come to hodies from
their matter? But in gereral, just as actions and
productions and times and movements exist in
reality without having a foundation of matter in
them, so there is no need for the primary bodies to
have matter; they can each of them be what they
are as wholes, with a more varied richness of content
when they have their structure produced by the
mixture of a greater number of forms: so that this
sizelessness of matter is an empty name.””*  First of
zll, then, it is not necessary that what receives any-
thing should be a mass, if size is not already present
to it: since the soul which receives everything, con-
tains everything together; but if size were one of its
incidental attributes it would contain all individual
things in their sizes. But matter does accept in
extension what it receives, for this reason, that it is
itselt’ receptive of extension; Just as animals and
plants along with their grow Lh in size have dcvclop-
ment of quality conespondmg; to their increase in
quantity, and if the quantity decreased the quality

cimensionless 5Ay (cp. Bréhier’s introduction to this treatise).
The contention that there is mo such tking as Aristotelian
matier reappears in 8. Basil In Hexaem. 1. 21A-B(8E-94);
cp. 8. Gregory of Nyssa e Hom. Op. 213C.
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would decrease too. But if, because in things like
‘hese a certain size is present beforehand underlying
-he shaping principle, [our opponent] demands it
there too [in the case of prime matter], the demand
is incorrect; for in the case of plants and animals the
matter is not simply matter, but the matter of this
particular thing; matter which is simply matter must
receive size too from something else. So, then,
that which is going to receive the form must not be a
mass, but it must receive the rest of its qualities as
well at the same time as it becomes a mass. And it
does, indeed, have an imaginary appearance of mass
because the first, so to speak, of its capacities is a
capacity for mass, but the mass is void. For this
reasor. some people have said that matter is identical
with the void.! Isay ‘ an imaginary appearance of
mass " because the soul, too, when it is keeping com-
pany with maller, having nothing to delimit, spills
itsclf into indefiniteness, neither drawing a line
round it nor able to arrive at a point; for if it did it
would already be delimiting it. For this reason
matter should not be called ™ great ”’ separately or
again "' small ” separately, but * great-and-small.”
It is “ mass ” in this sense and * without size ” in
this sensc, that it is the matter of mass, and when
mass is contracted from the great to the small and
expands from the small to the great, matter, so to
speak, runs through the whale range of mass: and
its indefiniteness is mass in this sense, that it has the
capacity of receiving size in itsell; but in imaginary
representation it is mass in the sense we have des-
eribed. For in the ease of the other things without
size, those of them that are forms are each of them
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clcarly defined, so that there is no room a.nywhe re in
their case for a conception of mass. But matter is
indefinite and not yet stable by itself, and is carried
about here and there into every form, and since it is
altogether adaptable becomes many by being broughs:
into everything and becoming everything, and in this
way acquires the nature of mass.

12. Matter, then, makes the greatest contribution
to the formation of bodies; for the forms of bodies
are in cizes. But these corporeal forms could not
come into being in size but only in that which has
been given size; for if in size, they would not come
into being in matter and would be the same as before,
without size and without underlying material sub-
stantiality, or they would enly be rational prineiples—
but these are in soul—and wou'd not be bodies. So
here in the material world the many forms must be
in something which is one; and this is what has been
given size; but this is different from size. We can
see that this is so because in our present cxpcerience
things that are mixed toget]ler come to identit‘.y by
having matter, and there is no need for any other
medinm, beczuse each constituent of the mixture
comes bringing its own matter, All the same, there
is need of some cne kind of vessel or place to receive
bodies; but place is posterior to matter and bodies,
so that bodies would need matter before they need
place, Nor. because actions and productions are
without matter, are bodies without matter too: for
bodies are composite, but actions are not., And
matter does provide the substrate for those who act,
whenever they acl, by ils conlinuing presence in
themselves, but does not give itself to the action; nor
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Jo those who are acting even want it to, And one
action does nol change into another—if it did
then actions, too, would have matter—but the person
acting changes from one action to another, so that he
himself is matter to his actions. So, then, matter is
necessary both to quality and to size, and therefore
to bodies; and it is not an empty name but it is
something underlying, even if il is invisible and size-
less, If we do deny the existence of matter we ghall
by the same argument be preventcd from asserting
the existence of qualities and size; for everything of
this kind could be said to be nothing taken alone by
itself. But if these have an existence, though in
each case an obscure cne, still more would matter
exist, though it is not obvious since it is not by the
scnses that it is apprehended: not by the eyes, for
it is without colour; not by the hearing, since it
makes no noise; nor has it taste or smell, so it is not
nostrils or tongue that perceive it.  Is it touch, then?
No, because it is not a body, for touch apprehends
body, because it apprehends density and rarity,
hardness and softness, wetness and dryness; and none
of these apply to matter. It is apprehended by a
process of reasoning, which does not come from mind
but works emptily; so it is spurious reasoning, as has
been said.! But even corporeality does not belong
to it; for if corporealily is a rational formative prin-
ciple it is different from matter, and so matter is
something else; but if corporeality has already come
into action and is so to speak mixed, it would clearly
be body and not matter alone.

13. 1f the substrate is to be some quality, a com-
mon one which exists in each aud every one of the
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I Te. vou cannot classify soundlessness as a speeial sort of
sound or any other sozt of positive quality; a guality is always
something positive, a privation, never.
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elements, first of all it must be stated what this
quality is. Next, how can a quality be a substrale?
Ilow is a quality in something without size to be con-
ceived, when it does not have matier or size?  Then,
if the quality is defined, how is it matter? Dut if it
is something indefinite, it is not a quality but the
substrate and the matter we were looking for.
““ What, then, prevents it from being something
yualified by participating, by its own naturc, in none
of the other qualities, but by this very fact of partici-
pating in none of them being qualified, since it has a
thoroughly distinctive characteristic, different from
the others, a sort of privation of those other qualities?
For anyone who is deprived has a quality—a blind
mar, for instance. If then privation of the qualities
belongs to it, how isit not qualified? But if complete
privation belongs to it, it is qualified still more, if
privation, too, is really something qualified.” But
what else is the person who says this doing than
making everything qualified and qualities? So that
even quanlily would be a qualily, and substance too.
But if someathing is qualified, quality is present to it,
But: it is absurd to make quslified what is other than
the qualified and so not qualified. But ifitis qualified
because it is other, if it is absolute otherness, it is
not so as being qualified, since quality [the form]
is not qualified; but if it is simply other, il is not so
by itself, but other by otherness and the same by
sameness,  And privation is eertainly not quality or
qualified, but lack of quality or of something else, a3
soundlessness does not belong to sound or anything
else positive];! for privation is a taking away, but
qualification is a matter of positive assertion, The

139




25

30

10

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD II. 4.

mowor €v kataddoe. "H 7e diudrys Tis s od
popdrs TG yip pa) mora elvar und” eldds T Exew
dromov 37?, oL ILL?‘} ToLd, TOLGY J‘Léyew Kat opLotor
T@®, o7 dpéyeles, atTd TolTw péyebos Eyew.
"EUT(-V Oﬁv ']'} :816'[‘7}5‘ !;LL"'T'J;:&' Ui.:'K [IMU T ;} J’I'Tép
gGTf-, KU‘-E Cﬂ} Wp(;(rf\'fLTa«fy '.';' ESIO’T'?]SJ Cil)l)l&. Pah}lob E’lo'
axéoe 7fj wpos Ta dAda, 67 dAdo abrdv. Kai 7d
‘J'Lélf (‘{Mﬂ, O?.,J '.'_LC;L'DV C!.”)l}.ﬂ_, C;.MC‘L lfﬂ-(’ TL GD.K(IU"TOV (.-I:IS'
6230‘:'_- [LJT?T 8% TTPETTF;LTQJQ &U )\ér'}'ﬂ!.']'f) "Ll’;i}ﬁv f{AAﬂ
rdyo 8¢ dMa, va un 74 ' dlo”’ énids oploys,
aMd & “dMa’’ 76 adpioTor évdelln.

lii. ’,fk{?i’ f‘KEEV? Cajﬁ]re"ov. ﬂcirépa oTépnas, 7
mepl avrhs 1) orépmos. ‘O rolvuv Aéywv Adyos
Umokeuuevy ptv v dudw, Adye 8¢ &do, Sikatos v
dibdokew kal Tov Adyov érarépov Svrwn  Sel
amodidorar, Tis pér UAns 8s dpteitar by oldév
TPOTATTOLEVOS THS OTEPTOEWS, THS T€ aD TTEPTTE-
ws doavtws. "H yap ovbérepor év odderépw TO
Adyw ) éxdrepor &v ératépw 7 Bdrepov év furdpw
pévoy Smorcpovadv. El pév ol éxdrepor ywpls
xal ovk eminrel oddérepor, Slo dorar dudw xal
73 g}.?}l gTF‘HDU I’T".I'FFQil‘TEIfLIS‘, K[‘I‘U Ull}i.‘BE’g?ﬁK'n ('C.T.’J"Tﬁ 7‘?
oréprois. Aet 8 & 1d Adyw undé Swwdue
évopaclar Bdrepov. El 8¢ ds 1 gis 7 oy kai 7o

. 1 To say that something is ““ other " than something clse
is a way of helping to define it, to show it as a distinetive
unity; this remarkable plaral is an attempt to exclude all
definition, to speak of matter as absolutely indefinite and
incoherent with no sort of distinetive unity.

2 Cp. for Aristotle’s view here eriticised Physics A9. 192a2 ff.
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distinctive characteristic, teo, of matter is no: shape:
for it consists in not being qualified and not having
any form; it is surely fantastic to call it qualified
because it has no qualily; il is like saying that be-
cause it is sizeless, by this very fact it has a size. So,
then, its distinetive eharacteristic is not something
else other than what it is; it is not an addition to it
but rather consists in its relationship to other things,
its being other than they. Other things are not
only other but each of them is something as form, but
this would appropriately be called nothing but other;
or perhaps others, so as not ta define it as a unity by
the term ** other ~’ but to show its indefiniteness by
calling it ' others.” !

14. But we must investigate this further point,
whether it is privation or the subject of privation.
Now the argument which says that in the substrate
both are one, but that in rational definition they are
twn? is under an obligation to instruct us what
rational definition of each of these two things one
must give, one of matter which will define it without
applying to it any term belonging to privation, and an
exactly similar one of privation. Tor there are three
possibilities; neither of them is contained in the
definition of the other, or both are in each other’s
definitions, or one only isin the definition of the other,
whichever one it is. If, then, each of the two things
is separate and neither of them requires the other,
the pair of them will be two dislinct things and matter
will be other than privation, even if privation is
incidentally predicated of it. But, then, the other
must not appear ever potentially in the definition of
one of them. But if they are related as the snub
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nose is to snubness, in this way also they are each
of them double and each two things. But if they are
related as fire and heat, where heat is in fire but fire
is not included in the definition of heat, and matter is
privation in the way in which fire is hot, privation
will be a sort of form of matter, and the substrate will
be something else, which must be the matter. And
they will not be one thing in this way either. Is,
then, this unity in substrate and duaality in definition
to be understood in this way, that privation does not
indicate that anything is there but that itis not there;
privation being a kind of denial of realities? It
would be just as if someone said *“ not being,”’ for his
denial does not make any addition hut asserts that
something does not exist; and it would be privation
in this way, as not existing. If then it is non-
existent because it is not being, but some other
existing thing different from being, the definitions
are two, one comprising the substratc, and that of
privation making clear its relationship to the other
existing things. Or perhaps the definition of matter
shows its relationship to other things and that of the
substrate also shows its relationship to cther things,
but that of privation, if it makes clzar the indefinite-
ness of matter, might actually grasp it in itself [and
nat only its relationship to other things]; but in this
case they are both one in substratum, but two in
rational definition, But if privation, by being in-
definite and unlimited and without qualities, is the
same thing as matter, how do the definitions still
remain two?

15. We must enquire, therefore, again whether the
unlimited and indefinite are incidentally predicated
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of another nature, and how they are incidental at-
tributes, and if privation is an incidentsal attribute,
Now if all things that are number and propuorlion are
outside limitlessness—for they are bounds and orders,
and other things derive their being set in order from
them, but it is not being ordered or order that orders
them, but that which is set in order is different from
that which orders it, and that which orders is limit
and bound and propurlivn—thal which is set in order
and bounded must be the unlimited. But matter is
set in order, as are all things which are not matter in
so far as they participate in it or are reckoned as
matter; so matter must be the unlimited, but not
unlimited in the sense that it is so incidentally and
that the unlimited is an incidental zttribute of it.
For, first, the incidental attributc of anything must be
a rational concept; but the unlimited is not a con-
cept. Then what will the subject be of which the
unlimited is incidentally predicated? Limit and
something limited. But matter is not something
limited, nor is it limit. And the unlimited when it
comes to that which is limited will destroy its nature,
So the unlimited is not an incidental sttribute of
matter; matter itself, then is the unlimited. Forin
the intelligible world, too, matter is the unlimited,
and it would be produced from the unlimitedness or
the power or the everlastingness of the One; un-
limitedness is not in the One, bul the One produces
it, How, then, is matter both there and here? The
unlimited is double, too. And what is the dif-
ference between the two unlimiteds? They differ
as the archetype differs from the image. Is the un-
limited here, then, less unlimited? Mocre, rather;
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for in so far as it is an image which has escaped from
being and truth, it is more unlimited. For unlimited-
ness is present in a higher degree in that which is
lcss defined; and less in the good is more in the bad,
That which is there, which has a greater degree of
existence, is unlimited [only’ as animage, that which
is here has a less degree of existence, and in pro-
portion as it has escaped from being and truth, and
sunk down into the nalure of an image, it is more
truly unlimited, Are, then, the unlimited and es-
cential unlimitedness the same?! Where there is
a formative principle and matter the two are dif-
ferent, but where there is only matter they must be
said to be the same, or, which is better, that there is
no essential unlimitedness here; for it will be a
rational formative principle, the absence of which
from the unlimited is the canditiom of its heing un-
limited. So matter must be called unlimited of it-
self, by opposition to the forming principle; and just
as the forming principle is forming principle without
being anything else, so the matter which is set aver
against the forming principle by reason of its un-
limitedness must be called unlimited without being
anything else. -

16. Is matter, then, the same thing as otherness?
No, rather it isthe same thing as the part of otherness
which is opposed to the things which in the full and
proper sense exist, thal is to say rational formative
principles. Therefare, though it is non-existent, it
has a certain sort of existencs in this way, and is the
same thing as privation, if privation is opposition to
the things that existin rational form. Will privation,
then, be destroyed by the accession of that of which
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ON MATTER

it is privation? Not at all; for that which reccives
a state is not a state but a privarion, and the recipient
of limit is not what is limited or limit, but the un-
limited and that in so far as it is unlimited. How,
then, can limit, when ithas come toit, possibly destroy
the nature of the absolutely unlimited, especially
when it is not only incidentally unlimited? If it
was quantitatively unlimited, limit would do away
with it; but as it is, it does not do so; on the other
hand, it keeps it in being; for it brings what it
naturally is to actuality and perfection, like the
unsown field when it is sown, and as when the ferale
conceives by the male ! and does not lose its female-
ness but becomes still maore female: and that is, be-
comes more what it is, Is matter, then, also evil
because it participates in good? Rather, because it
Jacks it; for this means that it does not have it.
Anything which lacks something, but has something
else, mighl perhaps hold a middle position between
good and evil, if its lack and its having more or less
bzlance; but that which has nothing because it is in
want, or rather is want, must necessarily be evil,
For this thing is not want of wealth but want of
thought, want of virtue, of beauty, strength, shape,
form, quality. Must it not then be ugly 7 Must iz
nct be utterly vile, utterly cvil? But the matter
There is something real, for that which is hefore it is
beyond being. Here, however, that which is before
matter is real, and so matter itself is net real; it is
something other, over and above the excellence of
real being.

haps too much of an ellipsis for Plotinus, and is certainly the
best suggestion so far.
149




11, 5. ON WHAT EXISTS POTENTIALLY
AND WHAT ACTUALLY

Introductory Note

Tiuis treatise (Neo. 25 in Porphyry’s chronologicel order)
is, like most of IL. 4, concerned with the close discussion of
technical Aristotelian concepts: it is less explicitly critical
of Aristotle than the preceding treatise, but the conception
of matter which it presents is Plotinus’s own and not that
of Aristotle. The main purpose ol the treatise is in fact to
show clearly what Ilotinus means by matter in the in-
telligible world, and how he conceives of matter in the
sense-world as potentiality which never can be actualised,
essential negation, ‘‘that which is really unreal”; this
paradoxical conception is stated mors clearly, perhaps, in
the last chapter of this treatise than anywhere else in the
Enneads.
Synopsis

What is meant by potential and actual existence, and by
potentiality and actuality; a discussion designed to bring
out clearly the meaning of these Aristotelian concepts
(ch. 1-2). ITow these concepts are to be applied to the
intelligible world; there is no matter there in the sense of a
principle of change, but the scmething like matter which
our analysis detects is form, one aspect of the unchanging
actuzlity (ch. 3). How they apply to the matter of the
sense-world; it is a potentiality which never becomes or
czn become anything actual (chs. 4-5).
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II. 5. ON WHAT EXISTS
POTENTIALLY AND WHAT
ACTUALLY

1. One speaks of potential and actual exisience;
and one speaks of actuality as something in the class
of existing things. We must consider therefore
what potential and what actual existence is. Is
actuality the same as actual existence, and if any-
thing is actuality is it also actually existent, or are the
two different, and is it not nccessary for that which
is actually existing to be actuality ? Turther, it is
clear that there is potential existence in the world of
things perceived by the senses; but we must con-
sider whether it is also in the intelligible world.
Now, in that world there is only actual existence;
even if there is potential existence, it is always only
potential, and even if it always exists, it would never
come to actuality because it is excluded from it by
the fact that it is not in time.! But first we must
say what potential existence is, if, as is indeed the
case, we must not speak of potential existence simply ;
for it is not possible to exist pulentially withoul being
potentially anything. For instance, “ the bronze is
potentially statue "";2 for if nothing was going to
come out of a thing or come upon it, and it was
not going to be anything subsequent to what it was
and there was no possibility of its becoming anything,
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ON WHAT EXISTS POTENTIALLY

it would be what it was alone. But what it was, was
there already, and was not going to be. What
other potentiality, then, would it have after what was
already there? It would not be potential at all.
So one must speak of anything which is potential as
alrcady potentially something else by being able to
become something after what. it already is, either
remaining along with its production of that other
thing, or giving itself up to that which it is able to
become and being destroyed itself; for “ the bronze
is potentially statue " in one sense, the water is
potentially bronze and the air, fire, in another.
Well, then, if this is the sort of thing which potential
existence is, can it be called potentiality in regard to
that which it is going to be? For instance, is the
bronze the potentiality of the statue ?  If potentiality
is taken in the sense of being able to make, certainly
not; for potentiality understood in the sense of being
able to make would not be described as existing
potentially. But if the term * potential existence "
is used not only in relation to actual existence but
also in relation to actuality, then potentiality, too,
would exist potentially, But it is better and clearer
to use “ polential existence ” in relalion to * actual
existence,” and * potentiality ¥ in relation to
‘““ actnality.” Potentizl existence in this sense is
like something which underlies affections and shapes
and forms, which it is going to receive and naturally
disposed to receive: indeed, it even strives to come
to them, and attains some of them with the best
results, others with worsc results, spoiling the
individual things, of which each is actually something
other [than what it is potentially].
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ON WHAT EXISTS POTENTIALLY

2. We must also consider the question of matter,
whether it exists potentially in relation to the things
which are given shape and is something else actually,
or whether it is nothing actually; and in general,
whether the other things which we say exist poten-
tially come to exist actually when they receive the
form while remaining themselves, or whether actual
existence will be predicated of the statue, and the
actual statue ouly opposed to the potential statue,
but the predicate *‘ actual ”’ will not be applied to
that of which the term “ potential statue *’ was used.
Tf this is so, it is not that which exists potentially
which comes to exist actually, but the subsequent
actually existing thing comes into being out of the
prior potentially existing thing. Again, the actually
existing thing is the compound of matter and form,
not the matter on the one cide, and on the other,
the form imposed upon it. This is sa when a dif-
ferent substance comes into existence, for instance,
a statue from bronze; for the statue, as being the
compound of matter and form is a different substance,
And in the case of things of which no trace remains,
it is obvious that what cxisted potentially was
altogether different [from the actuality]. But when
the man who is potentially educated becomes actually
educated, surely in this case what existed potentially
is the same as what exists actually. For it is the
same Socrates who is potentially and actually wise.
Then, is this true when the man without knowledge
becomes a man of knowledge? For he was a man of
knowledge potentially. It is only incidentally that
the unlearned man becomes a man of knowledge.
For it was not in so far as he was unlearned that he
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ON WHAT EXISTS POTENTIALLY

was potentially a man of knowledge, but it was inci-
dental to him that he was unlearned, and his soul
being appropriately disposed was the potential exist-
ence, and by it he became a man of knowledge. So,
then, does he still keep the potential existence, and is
he potentially educated when he is already educated ?
There is no obstacle to this, and we can put it in a
different way: before he is educated he is only
potentially educated, when he is educated the poten-
tld.hty has its form. If, then, the polential exislence
is the substratum, and the actual existence the com-
pound, the statue, what should the form imposed
on the bronze be called? It is not unreasonable to
call the shape and form, by which the statue exists
actually and not only potentially, the actuality, that
is, not simply actuahty but the actuality of this
partlculﬂ.r thing: sincc we might also apply the term

‘ actuality 7’ more properly to something else, the
actuality contrasted with the potentiality that brmgq
it to the thing. For the potential existence has its
actual existence from something else, but for the
potentiality what it is capable of by itself is its
actuality; for instance, a moral disposition and the
activity called after it, courage and courageous
behaviour. So much, then, for this.

3. Now we must speak about the question to which
this preliminary discussion was directed, what is
really meant by actual existence in the intelligible
world, and whether each individual intelligible reality
is only actually existent or whetherit is also actuality,
and if they are all together actuality, and if there is
potential existence There toco. If, of course, there
is no matter there in which potential existence could
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1 Aristotle never ametually says this: it may perhaps be
taken as implicit in De Caclo A. 3. 270a-b, where he argues
that the celestial substarce '* the body that moves in a eirele
must be ageless, impassible, withont eny sort of quantitative
or qualitative change. DPossibly Plotinus depends here on
some Peripatetic commentator on this passage, who drew
the conclusion that Aristotle thought that the quintessence
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be, and nothing there is going to be that which it is
not already, and nothing, either in the process of
changing into another thing, cr remaining what it is,
produees anylhing else, or, guing oul of ilsell, gives
znother thing existence in its place: then there will
be nothing there in which potential existence can be,
among things which really exist and possess eternity,
not time. If, then, anyone were to ask those who
posit matter there, too, in the intelligible world, if
there is not potential existence There, too, in respect
of the matter Thexre—for cvenif matter cxists There
in a different way, there will be in each thing some-
thing like matter, something like form, and the
compound of the two—what will they say? The
answer is that the something like matter There is
form, since the soul too, which is form, can be matter
to something else, Then does it exist potentially in
relation to that something else? No; for then the
something else would be its form, and the form does
riot come to it afterwards and is not separated except
by rational abstraction: it has matter in the sense
that it is thought of as double, but both form and
maller are uvne nalure; just as Aristotle, too, says
that his quintessence is without matter.! But how
are we to speak about the soul? For it is potentially
a living being, when it is not one yet but is going to
be, and is potentially musical, and so with every-
thing else that it becomes and is not always; so that
there is potential existence also in the intelligible
world, No, the soul is not these things potentially,

was without matter because he states so clearly that it is
absolutely unchanging, and there is therefore no need to
postulate any matter in it to be the substrate of change.
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it is the potentiality of these things. But how are we
to understand zctual existence there? Is it like the
way in which the statue, the compound of matter and
form, exists actually, because each intelligible thing
has already received its form? Rather because
each of them is form and is perfectly what itis. Ior
intellect does not move from a potentiality consisting
in being able to think to an actuality of thinking—
ctherwise it would need another prior principle which
does not move from potentiality to actuality but the
whale is in it. TFor potential existence wants to be
brought to actuality by the coming to it of something
else, so that it may become something actually, but
that which has itself from itself unchanging identity,
this will be aclualily.  So all the primary beings are
actuality; for they have what they nced to have
from themselves and for ever: and soul is in this
state too, the soul which is not in matter but in the
intelligible. But the soul in matter, too, is another
actuality—the growth-soul for instance ; for this, too,
is an actuality, what it is. But, granted that every-
thing there exists actually in this way, is everything
there actuality 7 Why not? Certainly, if it is well
said that that nature there is sleepless.! and life. and
the best life, the noblest actualities would be there.
All things there, then, both exist actually and are
actualities, and all are lives, and the region there is
a region of life and the origin and spring of true soul
and intelleet.

4. Everything else, then. which is potentially
something, has actual existence as something else;
and this something else which already exists is said
to exist potentially in relation to another thing.
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But as for matter, which is said to exist and which we
say is all realities potentially, how is it possible to
say that it is actually somcthing real? For if it was,
it would a‘_read}' have ceased to be p(:-tentially all
realities. If, then, it is nothing real, it necessarily
cannot be existent either. How could it, then, be
actually something when it is nothing real? But,
even if it is not any of the realities which come into
being upon it, there is no obstacle to its being some-
thing else, since it is not all realities which have a
material foundation, In so far, then, as it is none of
these things which are founded upon it, and these are
realities, it is non-existent. But certainly it could
not be a form, since it is imagined as something
formless; so il could nol be numbered among those
form realities of the intelligible world., So it will be
non-rxistent in this way too. If, then, it is non-
existent in both these ways, it will be still more non-
existent. If, then, it has made good its escape from
the nature of the true realities, and cannot attain
even to those which are falsely said to exist, because
it is not even a phantasm of rational form as these
are, in what sort of existence can it be grasped?
And if in no sort of existence, how ecan it exist
actually ?

5. How, then, do we speak of it? How is it the
matter of real things. Because it is they potentially,
Then, because it is they already potentially, is it
therefore just as it is going to be? Butits being is no
more than an announcement of what it is going to
be: it is as if being for it was adjourned to that
which it will be. So its potential existence is not
being something, but being potentially everything;
167
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statue which can be made out of it, and so the matter of the
statue.
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and since it is nothing in jtself—except what it is,
matter—it does nct exist actually at all. For, if it
is to be anything actually, it will be what it is actually
and not matter: so it will not be altogether malter,
but only matter in the way that the bronze is.l So
then it must be non-existent not in the sense of being
different from existence, like motion: 2 for this rides
on existence, as if coming from it and being in it,
but matter is as if cast out and utterly separated,
and unable L change itself, but always in the state
it was from the beginning and it was non existent.
It was not anything actually from the beginning,
since it stood apart from all realities, and it did not
become anything; it has not been able to take evena
touch of colour from the things that wanted to plunge
into it, but remaining directed to something else it
exists potentially to what comes next; when the
realities of the intelligible world had already come
to an end it appeared and was caught by the things
that came into being after it and took its place as the
last after these too. Se, being caught by both, it
could belong actually to neither class of realities; it is
only left for it to be potentially a sort of weak and dim
phantasm unsble toreceive a shape. Soit is actually
a phantasm: so it is actually a falsity: this is the
same as ‘‘that which is truly a falsity ”; this is
“what is really unreal.”® That, then, which has

? Motion is one of the “ zategories of the intelligible world,"
cp. ch. 5 of the preceding treatise, and the note there.

¥ The phrase 76 ds diglds Jedidos comes from Plato, Republic
IT. 382A4, but occurs there in a quite different contsxt (the
“lie in the soul™): drrws pf év comes from Sophist 254D1,
and again certainly does not refer to fx.
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ON WHAT EXISTS POTENTIALLY

its truth in non-existence is very far from being
actually any reality, If, then, it must exist, it must
actually not exist, so that, having gone out of true
being, it may have its being in non-being; for when
you are dealing with things which exist falsely, if
you take away their falsity, you have taken away what
substance they have, and if you bring in actuality to
things which have their being and substance in
potentiality you have destroyed the ground of their
existence, since their being was in their potentiality,
If, then, we must keep matter as indestruetible, we
must leep it as matter. One must say, then, it
would seem, only that it exists potentially, in order
that it may be what it is, or else one must refute
these arguments.




11, 6. ON SUBSTANCE, OR ON QUALITY

Introductory Note

Tuis treatise (No. 17 in Porphyry’s chronological order)
is a highly technical, and a: times extremely obscure,
criticism of Aristotle's doctrine of quality: it puts forward
a view which is in all essentials the same as that which
Plotinus much later expounds in his great treatise On the
Categories (V1. 1-3. 42-44 in the chronological order).
This is that the category of quality cannot be usad in
speaking of the intelligible world, where everything is
substance; and even in the senee world its use is severely
restricted; the essential quality or differentia is not really
a quality at all but an sctivity of the formative principle,
and even accidental qualities, though they may still be
coalled qualitics, erc traces or shadows of the activities of
substances in the intelligible world.

Synopsis

In the intelligible world everything is substance. What
place, then, can be fonnd there for quality? The Aristotel-
1an distinetion between essential differentiations and
accidental qualitica docs not work the same quality
appears in one thing as a differeniia, in ancther as an ac-
cident, white, for instance, in “ white lead '’ and ** white
man.”” We must say, rather, that what is quality here is
substance in the mtelligible world (ch. 1). Furthor
critical examination of the Aristotelian doctrine of quality
as applied to things in the sanse-world, with the conclusion
that the notion of differentia is unsatisfactory here too,
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and that essential differentiations shonld be regarded,
not as qualities, but as activities of substance and formative
principle; only non-essential, aceidental qualities are to bo
called qualities (ch. 2).  In the intelligible world the origins
and archetypes of even these non-essential gnalities are
substantial activities, of which quality here is a trace or
shadow (ch. 3).
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II. 6. ON SUBSTANCE, OR ON
QUALITY

1. Are being and substance different, and is being
stripped of cverything clse, while substance is being
along with everything else, with motion, rest, same-
ness, otherness,! and are these elements of substance ?
The whole, then, is substance, and each of those
others is, one of them being, another motion, and
another something else, So, then, motion is in-
cidentally being: is it, then, incidentally substance,
or a constituent element essential to the completion
of substance ! Motion is certainly itself substance,
and everything in the intelligible world is substance.,
Why, then, is everything not substance here below
too? There, in the intelligible world, everything is
substance because all are one; here below the
images are separated, and one is one t]ling, one an-
other: just asin the seed all things are tongether and
each is all, and there is not a hand separately and a
head separately, but here and now they are separated
from each other; for they are images and not true
realilies.

Shall we, then, say that the qualitics in the in-
telligible world are differentiations of substance
applying to substance or to being, but differentia-
tions in that they make substances distinet from each
other and so are entirely responsible for making

m
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1 White lead appears as a stock example of whiteness already
in Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics A.4. 1096b23, where it is
coupled with snow, As for the swan, Flotinus's self-correction
below (1. 31-3%) seems to eonfirm the correctness of the MSS
reading: cp. also Simplicius, In Phys. L. 8, p. 119, 16.
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them substances? Now this view is not unreason-
able in itself, but it is unreasonable when it is applied
to the qualities here, of which some are differentia-
tions of substance, for instance, * Lwo-fuvoted ” and
“ four-footed,” and some, which are not differentia
tions of substance are called just qualities, and noth-
ing but qualities. And, in fzct, the same thing
becomes a differentiation essential to the completion
of a substance, and in something else is not a dif-
ferentiation and does not contribute to the completion
of the substance, but is an incidental attribute: as
for instance ‘' white ”’ is an essential completion in a
swan or white lead,! but in you it is an incidental at-
tribute. The white which enters into the definition
is an essential completing element and not a quality,
that which appears on the surface is gualitative.
Perhaps we should make a distinction between two
kinds of quality, the substantial kind being a distine-
tive particularity of substance, and the other qualita-
tive and nothing else, that by which a substance is
of a certain quality when the quality does not
change the thing either into or out of its substance,
bul only puls il inlo a cerlain stale from vulside when
it exists already in fullness of substantial being, and
produces an addition posterior to the substance,
whether this happers in the case of body or of soul.
But what if the visible white in white lead was an
essential completion of it 7—in the swan white is not
an essential completion, for there could be a swan
which was not whitc; but cur question was about
white lead: and the same might be true of the heat
of fire. But suppose one said that *‘ fireness "’ is the
substance of fire, and what corresponds to it the
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* Cp. Plato, Seventh Letter 343C1-6,
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substance of white lead? Even so, the heat is an es-
sential ecompletion of the visible fire, and the white-
ness in whitc lead. Seo, then, the same distinclive
features will be essential completions and not
qualities, and qualities and nat essential completions.
And it is unreasonable to say that they are one thing
in what they complete and another in what they do
not, when their nature is the same, But, then, one
must say rather that the rational formalive prin-
ciples which made them are altogether substantial,
but that the things produced by them have here and
now what in the intelligible world is a ** something ™
but here below qualitative and not a “ something.”
This is the reason why we are always making mis-
takes in our investigations about the * something,”
and slipping off it and being carried away to the
qualitative.l  For fire is not what we say it is when
we concentrate our gaze on the qualitative, but its
being is substance, and what we see now, that which
we concentrate our gaze on when we speak of it,
leads us away from the ** something "~ and we define
only thc qualitative. This is reasonable procedure
when we are dealing with objects of sense; for there
is nothing of them which is substance, but only affec-
tions of substance, This raises that other problem,
how substance can come not from substances [but
from something which is not substance]. Now it
has already been said that what comes inlo being
cannot be the same as that from which it comes; we
must add at this stage that what has come into being
is not substance. But how, then, does there come to
be in the intelligible world what we said was sub-
stance, when we said it did not come from substanece ?
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We shall assert that the substance There, because
it has a more authentic and purer being, is really
substance, as far as is possible in dilferentiations of
being, or rather that when we speak of substance
There we speak of it with the addition of its activities ;
it seems to be a perfection of That [which is its
source , but is perhaps deficient in comparison with
it by this addition, and by not being simple but al-
ready moving away from this original sim plicity.

2. But we must enquire what in itsclf quality is:
for perhaps the knowledge of what it is will more
effectively put an end to our difficulties. First of
all, then, we must enquire into the question already
raised, whether we are to assume that the same thing
is at one time only qualitative, and at another
essentially completing substance (we must not be
uneasy about what is qualitative being an essential
completing element of substance, but regard it
rather as a completing element of a substance of a
certain quality). Now in the substance of a certain
quality the substance, the specific essence, must be
there before itis qualified. What thew, in the case of
fire, is the substance which is there before the
qualified substance. Is it the body? Then the
genus ' body ” will be the substance, and fire will
be a hot body, and the whole of it will not be sub-
stance but the hot will be in it in the same way as
the qualily of snubnosedness is in you. So if the
heat and the brightness and the lightncss—these
appear to be qualitative—are taken away, the three-
dimensionality isleft and the matter is the substance.l
But we do not think it is: the form, rather, is sub-
stance. But the form is quality. No, the form is not
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! Cp. Arnistotle, Categories 8, 10al4-186.
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quality but rational formative principle. What, then,
is the result of the combinztion of the formative
principle and the underlying matter? Not what is
seen and burns: for this is qualitative. Unless, per-
haps, someone were to say that the burning is an
activity which comes from the formative prineiple;
then the heating, too, and the brightening and the
rest would be activities of making; so we shall have
no place to put quality. We ought not to call what
are said lo be essential completions of substance
qualities, seeing that those of them which come from
the formative principles and substantive powers are
activities; we should call qualities only what are
outside all substance and do not appear in one place
as qualities but in other things as not qualities; they
contain that which is extra and comes after substance,
for instance, virtues and vices, and uglinesses and
beanties, and states of health, and being of this and
that shape. Triangularity and quadrangularity in
themselves are not qualitative, but being made
triangular in so far as it is being given shape must be
called qualitative, not the triangularity, that is, but
the shaping.! Arts and apliludes should also be
called gualities. So quality, we say, is a condition
of substances which already exist, either hrought
about from cutside or accompanying them from the
beginning: [even in this latter case], if it was not
there the substance would have nothing less. This
quality can be somelimes easy to remove, sometimes
hard; so that there are two kinds of it, the easily
removable and the persistent.

3. The whiteness, therefore, in vou must be as-
sumed not te be a quality but an activity, obviously
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proceeding from the pov.‘er of whitening; and in the
intelligible world all qualitics, as we call them, must
be assumed ta be activities, thmrr their quaht‘a’r ve-
ness from the way we think about t] hern, because each
and cvery ene of them is an individual CI’]dldL‘t(ll‘-tlL‘
that is, thrv mark off the substances in relation to
each oihm and have their own individual character
in relation to themselves. In what way, then, will
quality in the intelligible world differ from qualities
here? The qualities here are activities too. The
qualities in the intelligible world do not indicale
what sort of tlln{ﬂs Lhcn under ]3 ing realities are, or
their alterations or their distinctive characters, but
only just what we call quality, which is activity there !
so that it is immediately clear that the reality there,
when it possesses an individual characteristic of sub-
gtanee, is not qualilalive, but when the process of
rational thinking separates the distinetive individual-
ity in these realities, not taking it away from the
intelligible world but rather grasping it and producing
something else, it produces the qualitative as a kind
of part of substance, graspirg what appears on the
surface of the reality. If this is se, there is nothing
to prevent heat, by the fact that it is inherent in
fire, from being a form and aetivity of fire and not its
quality, and again being a quality in a different way,
when it is taken alone in something else and is no
lorger a shape of substance but only a trace, a
shadow, ar image, abandoning its substance, of
which it was an activity, to be a quality. All, then,
which is incidental and not aclivities and forms of
substance, giving definite shapes, is qualitative.
So, for instance, states and other dispositions of the
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underlying realities are to be called qualities, but
their archetypal models, in which they exist primarily,
are the activities of those intelligible realities. And
int this way one and the same thing does not come to
be quality and not quality, but that which is isolated
from substance is qualitative, and that which is with
substance is substance or form or activity; for noth-
ing is the same in itself and when it is alone in some-
thing else and has fallen away from being form and
activily., That, then, which is never a form of some-
thing else but always an incidental attribute, this and
only this is pure quality.
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11. 7. ON COMPILETLE TRANSI'USION

Iniroductory Note

Trrs little treatise (No. 37 in Porphyry’s chronological
order) is devoted to the discussion of the curious Stoic
doctrine that two material substances when they are mixed
can totally interpenctrate onc another. This doctrinc
aroused a good deal of opposition, especially from the
Peripatetics, and Plotinus begins his discussion by stating
the Peripatetic chjections to it. Here he closely follows
the exposition given by Alexander of Aphrodisias in his De
Mixtione end Quaestiones et Solutiones 11. 12 (ed. Bruns,
p. 57). He often szems to have found that the critical
reading of the great Aristotelian expositor and commentator
stimulated his cwn thought. Next he gives the Stoic
reply to the Peripatetic arguments, and finally, in ch. 2,
his own reflections on the question, which lead him tc a
criticism of the Peripatetic view that it is the impene-
trability of matier which prevents the total interpene-
tration of hodies. Following nup a passing admission of
Alexander (cp. Bréhier's excellent introduction to this
treatise) he shows that the impenetrability of a body must
be due to its qualilies, nol Lo any inherent property of the
matter.

Ch. 3 is an appendix or footnote on * corporsity,”
which Plotinus maintains against Alexander of Aphrodisias
to be not just an abstract genmeral definition but the
formative principle which makes bodies corporeal —a good
illustration of the difference between the Flatonic and the
Aristotelian way of thinking about universals.
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ON COMPLETE TRANSFUSION

Synopsis
Summary of the discussion of the question by previous
philosophers. The Peripatetiz objections to complete
transfuasion and Stoic anawers to them (ch. 1). Plotinus's
own discussion, leading to the conclusion that the im-
penetrakility of a body is due to its qualities, not to the
matter (ch. 2). Note on the meaning of corporeity (ch. 3).
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1. We must consider the question of what is called
the complete transfusion of hodies. Ts it possible
that when one fluid body is mixed with another both
penetrate each other whole through whole, or that
one of them penetrates the other totally? For it
makes no difference which way it happens, if it
happers at all. We can leave out of account those
who allow that it happens by simple juxtaposition of
particles I because they make a mechanical mixture
rather than a coalescence, if we grant that a coale-
scence must make the total a whole of like parts, and
each smallest part must be composed of the things
which are said to have coalesced.  Those, then, who
make the qualities only coalesce,? juxtaposing the
matter of each hody and imposing upon these matters
the qualities of each, would seem to deserve belief
because they disprove complete transfusion by the
fact that the magnitudes of the masses will be com-
pletely cut away, if there is no interval between the
divisions in either of the bodics—on the assumption
that the division will be cantinucus beeanse each of
the bodies penetrates the other completely; and

this accouns is hased, De Mixticne 2 (I1. 214, 18 Bruns-Diels
BRAG4).

2 The Peripatetics.  Cp. Calen’s account of the Peripatetic
and Stoie positions, Slotcorum Veterum Fragments T1. 463.
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then, too, there is the case when the bodies which
have coalesced occupy a larger space than either of
them, as much, in fact, as the spaces occupied by each
of them put together. And yet, they say, if one had
complelely penetrated the other, the space of the
one would have had to remain the same and the
other would have been put into it. But in the case
where the space occupied by the mixture does not
become greater, they allege as the cause some sort
of exit of air, whose place within the one body is
taken by the other.  And then, when a small body
is mixed with a larger one, how could it be extended
so as to penetrate the whole ? . And they have many
other arguments, But then, on the other side, those
who introduce the idea of complete transfusion could
say that it was possible for a body to be divided with-
out being completely used up in the cutting, even
when complete transfusion oecurs, sincc they will
assert that drops of sweat do not make cuts in the
body or even fill it full of holes. Tor even if someone
were to argue that there was no objection to nature
having arranged it that way so as to enable the drops
of sweat to get through, yet, they could reply, in the
case of artificial products, when they are of fine
continuous texture, moisture is observed wetting
them right thrr)ugh, and it flows through to the
other side. But, if they are bodies, how can this
happen? Scitis not easy to conceive how there can
be interpenetration without division; but if the
bodies divide each other al every point they will
obviously destroy each other. And when they say
that in many cases there are no increases in size
[when there is coalescence], they give the other party
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the opportunity of alleging exits of air as the cause,
And, though it is difficult to refute the argument
from the increase of the spaces occupied, yet, all
the same, whal is Lhe objeclion Lo saying thal, as
each of the two bodies brings its size along with it
as well as all the other gualities, an increase must
necessarily occur?  For certainly sizeis not destroyed
in the coalescence any more than the rest of the
qualities, and just as in the case of the others there
is another quality compounded of both, so there is
another size, where the compounding [of the two
sizes] produces the size which results from hoth.  But
suppose that at this point the other party replied to
them, ““ If the matter of one body lies alongside the
matter of the other, and the mass alongside the mass,
with which the size goes, then you would be saying
wlal we say; but if there is complete transfusion of
the matter with the size which is primarily imposed
upon it, it would come about not as when a line lies
end to end with another line in that their terminal
points coincide, where there certainly would be in-
crease, but as in that arrangement where one line is
made to coincide with another line, so that there is no
increase in length,” But as for a smeller body pene-
trating the whole of a larger one, and even the very
smallest the very largest, this ceeurs in things which
have manifestly coalesced. Inthe cases whereitisnot
obvious it is possible tosay that the smaller body does
not reach every part of the larger one but in the cases
where it manifestly occurs it ought to be admitted.
They might allege extensions of the masses, hut this
is not a very plausible explanation when they extend
the smallest mass so enormously; for they do not
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ON COMPLETE TRANSFUSION

even allow a larger size to a body when it changes, as,
for instance, if air comes into being out of water.

2, But this is a subjcct which requires separate
investigation, what bappers when what was a mass
of water becomes air, and how the inerease of volume
in the air which has come into being is to be explained.
Now, however, let us content ourselves with what
has been said, although there is a great deal else
which is said on both sides. But let us consider
independently what we ought to say about this
problem, what view will be in accordance with the
arguments stated, or what new one will appear
going beyond the present arguments. Well, then,
when water runs through a fleece, or papyrus e*mdes
the water which is in il, how can we deny that the
whole body of the water goes right through the
papyrus?  Or even when it does not run through,
how can we put matter in contact with matter and
mass with mass and make the qualitics alone coalesce ?
For surely the matter of the water will not lie outside
the papyrus, nor, again, in any interstices of iL; for
the whole papyrus is wet and its matter is nowhere
destitute of the quality [of wetness]. But if the
matter is every'where accompanied by the quality of
wetness, the water is everywhere in the papyrus.
But perhaps it is not the water but the quality of the
water. But where is the water?* Why, then, does
the mass not remain the same? What was added
to the papyrus has extended iz: for it took size from
the water which entered into it. But if it took size,
a mass was added to it; but if it was added, it was
not absorbed in the other, and so the matter of the
water and the matter of the papyrus must be in two
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different places. But what is the objection, just as
one body gives and takes a share of quality from the
other, to the same thing happening with the size?
The obj eetion is that when llun}ity COMES 1:r)gethﬁr
with quality itis not that quality which it was before,
but is associated with ancther, and, because in that
association it is not pure, it is no longer perfectly
what it was, but is dimmed: but when size comes
Logether with another size it docs not disappear.
But one should consider carefully the sense of the
assertion that when a body passes through a bedy
it cuts it up completely: since we ourselves say
that the qualities ga through bodies without cutting
them. The reason is that they are incorporeal.
But il maller itself is incorporeal too, why then,
since matter and its qualities are incorporeal,
should not the qualities, if they are of such a kind
that there are few of them, penetrate with the
matter in the same way? We should say that they
do not penetrate solid bodies because these have
qualities of such a4 kind as Lo prevent their penetra-
tion, Or perbaps we might say that many qualities
all together cannot penetrate with the matter? If,
then, the multiplicity of qualities makes what is
called a dense bedy, the multiplicity would be the
cause of its impenetrability; but if density is a
distinet quality, as is the quality they call corporeity,
then this distinet quality is the cause: so that it is
not in so far as they are qualities that they will
blend but in so far as thev are qualities of a certain
kird, and it is not matter as matter that will not
blend but matter in so far as it is associated with a
certain quality: and particularly, if it has no size
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of its own, exeept in so far as it has not rejected
size. So much, then for the discussion of these
difficult questions,

3. But since we have mentioned corporeity, we
should enquire whether corporcity is that which is
composed of all a body’s constituents, or whether
corporeity is a form and rational formative principle
which enters matter and makes it body. If, then,
this is what body is, that which is composed of all the
qualities with matter, this is what corporeity would
be. And if corporeity was a formative principle
which by its coming to matter makes body, obviously
the formative principle includes and contains all the
qualities. But this rational principle, on the as-
sumption that it is not a sort of definition which de-
clares the nature of the thing but a rational principle
which makes a thing, cannot include the matler but
must be a principle in relation with matter which
enters matter and brings the body to perfection, and
the body must be matter and a rational principle
present in it, but the rational principle itself, since
it is a form, must be contemplated bare, without
matter, even if it is itself as inseparable as it can be
from matter. TFor the scparated form is a different
one, that which is in intellect: and it is in intellect
because it is intelleet itself. But this we discuss
elsewhere.
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IT. 8 ON SIGHT, OR HOW DISTANT
OBJECTS APPEAR SMALL

Introductory Note

Trrs very short freatise (No. 35 in Porphyry’s chronologi
cal order) is the ouly surviving evidence of Plotinus's
study of optics, mentioned by Porphyry in ch. 14 of the
Life. Ib is u school diseussion, based probably on the
reacing of Peripatetic spofAfucra (on this, and for evidence
of the origin of the views put forward, sez Bréhier's
introduction). The guestion why distant objects appear
smaller than they are was much discussed in the philosophi-
czl schools, and Plotinus puts forward five difforent views.
The first is Stoic [the light is contracted in proportion to
the size of the eye); the second, apparently, bad Aristotel-
ian (we perceive the form without the matter, and so
without the size—but, as Plotinus remarks in passing,
size i3 a form); the third (necessity of seeing each part to
perceive the size) is Epicurean; the fourth is Aristotelian
(we perceive colour primarily, and size only incidentally).
This ie the solution which Plotinus prefers; he develops
it at some length, with an excursus on sounds. The fifth
is the mathematical explanation by the lesser angle of
vision, which Plotinus seems to find more interesting than
any of the first three, but which he none the less rejects.

Synopsis
Why do distant objects appear small? Four different
explanations, the first three stated shortly, the fourth
developed at length, with some remarks on sound (ch. 1).
Rejection of a fifth explanation, from the lesser angle of
vision (ch. 2).
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IT. 8. ON SIGHT, OR HOW DISTANT
OBJECTS APPEAR SMALL

1. Do distant objects appear smaller, and things
far apart seem to have only & small space between
them, but objects which arc near appear the size
they are and the distance apart which they are?
Distant objects seem smaller to those who look at

them because the light tends to be contracted in pro-
portion to the sight and the size of the pupil: and the
farther the material of the seen object is away, the
more the form comes, so to speak, bare ol ils matter
(though size, too, itself, as well as quality, is a form),
so that its rational formative principle comes alone.
Or znother explanation is that we perceive the size
in the process of going over and surveying the thing
part by part, each in its actual extent; so it must be
on the spol and near ot Land in order that its extent
may be known, Or another explanation is that the
size 1s seen incidentally, the primary object of con-
templation being the colour: so when it is near we
know how large a spzce is coloured, but when it is
far off we know that it is coloured, but the parts
being quantitatively contracted do not give an aceu-
rate determination of the extent: then, too, the
colours themselves come to us blurred. Then whv
is it remarkable if magnizudes too, as well as sounds,
are smeller in proportion as their form comes to us
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blurred? For in the case of sounds, toa, it is form
that the hearing secks, and the size is incidentally
percelved. (But as regards hearing, it is question-
able whether size is perceived incidentally; for to
what sense does the size in sound appear as ils pri-
mary object, as visible size appears as the primary
object to touch? The hearing perceives what seems
to it the size of the sound not according to an actual
quantity but according to a scale of more and less,
like intensily, and not incidentally, just as taste
perceives the intensity of sweetness nol incidentally ;
but the proper size of sound is the size of the arca
over which it can be heard; and this would he in-
cidentally perceptible from the intensity, but not
accurately., For, on the one hand, each sound has
its pwn intensity which remains the same, on the
other, it multiplies itself by exlending to the whole
space which the sound oceupies.) But colours are
not small but blurred; it is sizes which are small,
Both have in common the ““less than they are ”:
as regards colour the “less " is blurredness, as re-
gards size the “ less ™ is smallness, and, following the
colour, the size is lessened proportionately. What
happens to them becomes clearcr in things of many
and varied parts, for instance, hills with many houses
on them and a quantity of trees and a great many
other things, of which each individual one, if it is
szer, enables us to measure the whole from the in-
dividual parts which we observe, But if the form
does not reach us in individual dctail, the possibility
of knowing the dimensions of the whole by measuring
its basic size according to the forms of individusl
parts is taken away. For this applies to things near
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ON SIGHT

at hand too; when they have many parts, but we
only take a quick glance at them as a whole and do
not observe all the forms of the parts, they seem
smaller in proportion as the individual details evade
our obscrvation; but when all the details are seen,
we measure the objects accurately and know how
large they are. And those magnitudes that are of
one form and like colour throughout cheat our sight,
too, because it is not very well able to measure them
part by part, since it slips off them as it measures by
parts because it has no firm resting-place given it in
each individual part by ite dictinction from others,
And things far off appear near because the real ex-
tent of the distance between is contracted for the
same reason.  The near part of the distance appears
in its true extent, from the same causes; but the
sight cannol go thnough the far part of the distance
and see its forms as they really arc, and so it is not
able to say how great in magnitnde it really is.

2. It has been said elsewhere that the explanation
by lesser angle of vision does not apply; but we
should now add this, that the man who says that
something appears smaller because of the lesser
angle of visicn lcaves the rest of the sight seeing
snmething nutside, either another object or something
that is completely out of the angle of vision, air for
instance. When, therefore, he lc'n'cs nothing out-
side the angle of vision because the mountam [for
instance] is large, but either the eye’s range is equal
to the object and can see nothing beyond it, in that
the dimensions of the field of vision correspond with
those of the seen object, or the seen object even
extends beyond the field of vision on both sides,
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what will anyone say then, when the object appears
fur staller than it is but is seen with the whole sight ?
But certainly, if one looked at the sky onc could dis-
cover the truth of this without any passibility of
doubt. One could not, of course, see the whole
hemisphere with one look, nor could the sight be
spread out so widely, extending over the whele of it.
But if anyone likes, let it be granted that this is
possible, If, then, the whole sight includes the
whaole hemisphere, and the size of what is seen is in
the actual sky many times greater than the ap-
pearance, far less than it really is, how could one
make the lessening of the angle of vision responsible
for distant objects appearing small ?
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II. 9. AGAINST THE GNOSTICS

Introduciory Nole

Tuis treatise (No. 33 in Porphyry's chrenological ordt_ar)
is in fact the concluding section of a single long treatise
which Porphyry, in order to carry out his design of group-
ing his master’s works, more or less according to subject,
into six sets of nine treatises, hacked roughly into four
parts which he put into different Enneads, the other three
being III. 8 (30} V. 8 (31) and V. 5 (32). l’m{phyry says
(Life ch. 16. 11) that he gave the treatise the title Against
the (Inostics (he is presumably also responsible for the
titles of the other sections of the cut-up treatisc). There
is an alternative title in Life, ch. 24. 56-57 which runs
Against those who szy that the maker of the universe is evil
and the universe is evil,

The treatise as it stands in the Enncads is o most
powerful protest on behalf of Hellenic philosophy zgainst
the un-Hellenic heresy (ss it was from the Platonist as
well as the orthodox Christian point of view) of Gnosticism.
There were Gnostics among Plotinus’s own friends, whom
he had not suceeeded in ennverting (ch. 10 of this treatise)
and he and his pupils devoted considerable time and energy
to anti-Gnostie controversy (Life ch. 16). He obviously
considered Gnosticism an extremely dangerous influence,
likely to pervert the minds aven of members of his own
circle. It is impossible to attempt to give an acccunt of
Gnosticism here. By far the best discussion of what
the particular group of Guostics Plotinus knew believed is
M. Puech’s admirahle contribution to Fuiretiens Hardl V

zz0

AGAINST THE GNOSTICS

(Les Sources de Plotin) 1. Bus it is impertant for the nnder.
standing of this treatize to be clear about the reasons why
Plotinus disliked them so intensely and thought their
influence so harmful. The teaching of the (lnostics seems
to him "untraditional, irratioral and immoral. They
despise and revile the ancient Platonie teaching and claim
to have a new and superior wisdom of their own: but in
fact anything that is true in their teaching comes from
Plato, and all thev have done themselves is to add senseless
complications and pervert the true traditicnal doctrine
into a melodramatic, superstitious fantesy designed to
feed their own delusions of grandeur. They reject the
only true way of salvation through wisdom and virtue,
the slow patient study of truth and pursuit of perfection
by men who respect the wisdom of the ancients and know
their place in the universe,  They claim to be a privileged
caste of beings, in whom alone God is intsrested, and
who are saved not by their own efforts but hy some dra-
matic and arbitrary divine proceeding; and this, Plotinus
says, leads to immorality. Worst of all, they despise
and hate the material universe and deny it goodness and
the goodness of its maker. This for a Platonist is utter
blasphermy, and all the worse because it obviously derives
to some cxtent from the sharply other-worldly side of
Plato’s own teaching (e.g. in the Phaedo). At this point
in his attack Plotinus comes very close in some ways to
the orthodox Christian opponents of Gnosticism, who also
insist that this world is the good work of God in his good-
ness. Buf, here as on the question of salvation, the
doctrine which Plotinus is defanding is as sharply opposed
in other ways to orthodox Christianity as to Gnosticism:
for he maintains not only the goodness of the material uni-
verse but also its eternity and its divinity. The ides that
the universe could have a beginning and end is inseparably
connected in his mind with ths idea that the divine action

1 Vandoeuvres 1960, pp. 161-180.
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in making it is arbitrary end irraticnal. And to deny the
divinity (though a subordinate and dependent divinity)
of the World-Soul, and of those noblest of embodied living
beings the heavenly bodies, seems to him hoth blasphemous
and unreasonable.

Synopsis

Short statement of the doctrine of the three hypostases,
lhe One, Tolellect and Soul; there cannot be more or
fewer than these three. Criticism of attempts to mnltiply
the hypostases, and especially of the idea of two intellects,
one which thinks and the other which thinks that it thinks.
(ch. 1). The true doctrine of Soul (ch. 2). The law of
necessary procession and the eternity of the universe (ch.
3). Attack on the Gnostic doctrine of the making of the
universe by a fallen soul, and on their despising of the
universe and the heavenly bodies (chs. 4-5). The sense-
less jargon of the Gnostics, their plagisrism from =nd
perversion of Plato, and their insolent arrogance (ch. 6).
The true doctrine about Universal Soul and the goodness
of the universe which it forms and rules {chs. 7-8). TRe-
futation of objections from the inequalities and injustices
of human life (ch. 9). Ridiculous arrogance of the
Gnostics who refuse to acknowledge the hierarchy of
ereated gods and spirits and say that they alone are sons of
God and superior to the heavens (ch. 9). The absurdities
of the Gnostic doctrine of the fall of * Wisdom "' (Sophia)
and of the generation and activities of thes Demiurge,
maker of the wisikle universe (chs. 10-12). TFalse and
melodramatic Gnostic teaching about the cosmic spheres
and their influence (ch. 13). The blagphemous falsity of
the Gnostic claim to control the higher powers by magic
and the absurdity of their claim to cure diseasas hy casting
out demona {ch. 14). The falsc other-worldliness of the
Gnostics Izads to immorality (ch. 15). The true Platonic
other-worldliness, which loves and venerates the material
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aniverse in all its goodness and keauty as the most perfect
possible image of the intelligitle, contrasted at length
with the false, Gnostic, other-worldliness whichh hatles
and despises the material universé and its heauties (chs.

16-18).
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1 This is a reference hack to the conclusion of what, as
Plotinus wroteit, was the preceding section of the same treatise,

which appears in the Kaneads as V. 5; cp. V. 5. 13. 33-36.
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1. Since, then, the simple nature of the Good ap-
peared Lo us as also primal (for all that is not primal
is not simple), and as something which has nothing in
itself, but is some one thing; 1 and since the nature
of what is called the One is the same (for this is not
some other thing first and then one, nor is the Good
something else first, and then good}, whenever we
say “the One ™ and whenever we say * the Good,” we
must think that the nature we are speaking of is the
same nature, and call it ' one’’ not as predicating
anything of it but as making it clear to ourselves as
far as we can. And we call it the First in the sense
that it is simplest, and the Self-Sufficient, because it
is not composed of a number of parts; for if it were,
it would be dependent upon the things of which il
was composed; and we say thatit is not in something
else, because everything which is in something else
also comes from something else. If, then, it is not
from something else or in something else or any kind
of compound, it is necessary that there should be
nothing above il. So we must not go after other
first principles but put this first, and then after it
Intellect, that which primally thinks, and then Soul
after Intellect (for this is the order which corresponds
to the nature of things): and we must not posit more
principles than these in the intelligible world, or
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! Here, and in what follows in the rest of the chapter,
Flotinus 15 prabably not only, or even primarily, concernsd
with explicitly Gnostic doctrines. He is attacking views
which were held in the Platonie school and to which he had
himself at one fime been prepared to make some concessions.
The ides that thers were two or more Intellects seems to have
arigen in the course of discussions abous the meaning of Plato,
Yimaens 3YE, and the relationship cf the intellect of the
Demiurge to the intelligible model of the universe, which
had long been discussed in the Platonie school (as it still is
by modern scholars), Amelius, according to Proclus, (In
Timaeum 111, 2684, p. 103, 18 ff,, Diehl), came to the conclusion
that there were three Intellects, the ** existing,” the © possess-
ing " and the " seeing,” a view which had a considerable in-
fluence on the later developments of Neoplatonio doetrine (cp.
Dodds’s commentary on Proclus, Elements of Theology prop.
167). Andin the first of the carly notes collected by Porphyry
in IIL. 8, Plotinus puts forward a distinetion betweon an
Intellect “in repose,” and another which is an “ activity

proceeding from it and *sees” it, very similar to the
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fewer. For if peaple posit fewer, they will either
assert that Soul and Intellzct are the same, or In-
telleet and the First; but it has been shown in many
places that they are different from cach other, It
remains to investigate in cur present discussion, if
we dre to posit more than these three, whatever
other natures there eould be beside them. No one
could find any principle simpler than the principle
of all things which we have said to be as above des-
eribed, or Lranscending it.  For they will nol assert
that there is one prineiple which exists potentially
and annther which exists actually ; for it would he
ridiculous to distinguish things existing actually and
potentially, and so multiply natures, in things which
exist actually and are without matter. It is not even
possible to do this in the things which come after
thesc. One cannot conecive one intellect of some
sort in a sort of repose and another in 2 kind of way
in motion.!  What would the repose of Intellect be,

distinetion criticised here.  This distinetion seems to go back
te Numening, whose thought had affinities with Gnosticiem
{cp. Dodds on Proclus El. Th. prop. 168). Daodds also thinks
that Numernius may be the author of the other distinetion
eriticised here hetween the Intellect that thinks and the
other which thinks that it thinks. But the passage describing
Numenius's doctrine about the thinking of his three Intellects
(Proclus Im Tim. 111, 268A—R, p. 103, 28 ff; Dichl = Numen.
iug tesgt. 25 Leemans Fr.22 Desplacss) is too obseure for ary
certanty. Similar ideas were, of course eurrent among the
Cinosties, but it ie important to remember that they were
serionsly put forward n Plotinus’s own circle, by others than
professed  Gnostics. The Gnosties themselves, especially
Valentinus, derived seme of their ideas from Platonism and
Neopythagoreanism, which makes it easier to uncerstand the
reciprocal influence they exercised on some Platonists and
Neophythagoreans.
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and what its motion and ** going forth,” or what
would be its inactivity, and what the work of the
ctherintellect? Intellectis asitis, always the same,
resting in a static activity. Movement towards it
and around it is already the work of Soul, and a
rational principle proceeding from Intellect to Soul
and making Soul intellectual, not making another
rature between Intellect and Soul. Again, the
supposition that one intellect thinks and the other
thinks that it thinks, is certainly not a reason for
making several intelleets.  Tor even if on our level
it is one thing for an inlellect Lo think and another
for it to think that it thinks, yet all the same its
thinking is a single application of the mind not un-
aware of its own activities; but it would be absurd to
suppose this duality to exist in the case of the true
Intelleet, but the intellect which thinks that it thinks
will be altogether the same as the intellect which
did the thinking. Otherwise onc intelleet will be
only thinking, and the aother will be thinking that
it thinks, but the thinking subject will be arother, and
not itself. But if they are going to assert that the
distinetion is only in our thought, first of all they will
be abandoning the idea of a plurality of hypostases.
Then we must consider if we can make distinctions
in thought which leave room for the assumption of an
intellect which only thinks, but is not conseious of its
thinking. If this happened to ourselves, who always
watch over our impulses and thought processes, if
we are even moderately serious people, we should be
blamed for witlessness. Dut certainly when the
true Intellect thinks itself in its thoughts and its ob-
ject of thought is not outside but it is itself also its
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object of thonght, it necessarily in its thinking pos-
sesses itself and sees itself: and when it sees jtself
it does so not as without intelligence but as thinking.
So that in its primary thinking it would have also
the thinking that it thinks, as an ecxistent unity;
and it is not double, even in thought, there in the
intelligible world. And further, if it is always
thinking what it is, what room is there for the
distinction in thought which separates thinking from
thinking that it thinks? But if one even introduced
anolher, third, distinetion in addilion Lo the second
one which said that it thinks that it thinks, one
which says that it thinks that it thinks that it thinks,
the absurdity would become even clearer. And why
should one not go on introducing distinctions in this
way to infinity? But when someone makes the
rational principle proceed from Intellect, and then
malces another principle come to be in the soul from
the frst rational principle itself, in order to make this
first principle an intermediary between soul and
Intellect, he will deprive soul of thinking, if it does
not get its principle of thirking from Intellect but
from another principle, the intermediary: and it
will have an image of a rational principle, but not a
principle, and it will not know Intellect at all or
think at all,

2. Ore must not, then, posit more beings than
these, nor make superflupus distinctions in the
realities of the intelligible world which the nature of
these realities does not admit: we must lay down that
there is one intellect, unchangeably the came, with-
out any sort of decline, imitating the Father as far
as is possible to it: and that one part of our soul is
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always directed to the intelligible realities, ore to
the things of this world, and one is in the middle
between Lhese; for since the soul is one nature in
mary powers, sometimes the whole of it is ecarried
along with the best of itself and of real being, some-
times the worse part is dragged down and drags the
middle with it; for it is not lawful for it to drag down
the whole. I'his misfortune befalls it because it
does not remain in the noblesl, where the soul
remains which is not a part and at that stage we,
too, are not a part of it—and grants to the whole of
body to hold whatever it ean hold from it, but- re-
mains itself untroubled, not managing body as a
result of discursive thirking, nor Settmn' anything
right, but ordering it with a wonderful power by its
conternplation of that whichis beforeit.  Themore it
is directed to that contemplation, the fairer and more
powerful it is, It receives from there and gives to
what comes after it, and is always illuminated as it
illuminates.

3. Since, therefore, it is always illuminated and
continually holds the hg ht, it gives it to what comes
next after it, and this is l1c>1d together and fertilised
hy this light and enjoys its ‘shdle of life as far as it
can; as if there was a fire placed somewhere in the
middle and those who were capable of it were warmed.
Yet fire has its limited dimensions; but when powers
which are not limited lu precise dimensions are not
scperated from real being, how can they exist with-
out anything parhmpa’rm{r in them? But each of
necessity must give of its own to something else as
well, or the Good will not be the Good, or Intellect
Intellect, or the soul this that it is, urless with the
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= The phrase is taken from Plate, Phaedrus 246C, Tt is

» elear from what follows in Plato that the reference is only to

the fall of human souls. Bui a reading of the passage will
show how the Gnostics might have misinterpreted it to fit in
with their own doctrines.
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primal living some secondary life lives as long as the
primal exists, Of necessity, then, all things must
exist for ever in ordered dependence upon each other:
those other than the First have come into being in
the sense that they are derived from other, higher,
principles.  Things that are said to have come into
being did not just come into being [at a particular
momcnt] but always were and always will be in
process of becoming: nor will anything be dissolved
except those things which have something to be
dissolved into; that which has noﬂnng into which it
can be dissolved will not perish, If anyone says
that it will be dissolved into matter, why should he
not also say that matter will be dissolved? But if
he is going to say that, what necessity was there, we
shall reply, for il Lo come inlo being? Bul if they
are going to assert that it was necessary for it te
eome into being as a cansequence of the existence of
higher principles, the necessity is there now as well,
But if matter is going to remzin alone, the divine
principles will not be everywhere but in a particular
limited place; they will be so to speak, walled off
fram matter: but if this is impossible, matter will be
illuminated by them.

{. But if they are going to assert that the soul
made the world when it had, sc to speak, * shed its
wings,”’ ! this does not happen to the Soul of the All;
but if they are going to say that it made the world as
the result of a moral failur e.let them tell us the cause
of the failure, But when did it fail?  If it was from
eternity, it abides in a state of failure according to
their own account. Ifit began to fail, why did it not
beginbefore? But we say that *he makmg act of the
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soul is not a deelination but rather a non-declination.
But if it declined, it was obviously because it had
forgotten the intelligible realities; but if it forgot
them, how 1s it the ecraftsman of the world? Tor
whal is Lhe source of ils making, if nol wlhal il saw in
the intelligible world? But if it makes in re-
membrance of those intelligible realities, it has not
declined at all, not even if it only has them dimly
present in it.  Does it not rather incline to the
intelligible world, in order not to see dimly? For
why, if it had any memory at zll, did it not want to
ascend there?  For whatever advantage did it think
was going to result for it from making the universe®
It is ridiculous to suppose that it did so in order to be
henoured; the people who suppose so are transferring
to it what is true of the sculptors here below. Then
again, if it made the world by discursive reasoning
and its making was nct in its nature, and its power
was not a productive power, how could it have made
this particular universe 7 And when, too, is it gcing
to destroy it? For if it was sorry it had made it,
what is it waiting for > But if'it is not sorry yet, it is
not likely to be, since it has got used to the universe
by now and grown more kindly disposed to it with
the passage of time, But if it i waiting for the
individual sou's, they cught by now to have stopped
coming again to birth, since they have made trial
in their former birth of the evils in this world; so
that they would have left off coming here by now,
We canuol granl, either, thal this universe had an
evil origin because there are many unpleasant things
init: this is a judgement of people who rate it too
highly, if they claim that it ought to be the same as
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the intelligible world and not only an image of it.
Surely, what other fairer image of the intelligible
world could there be?  TFor what other fire could be a
better image of the intelligible fire than the fire here ?
Or what other earth could be better than this, after
the intelligible earth? And what sphere could be
more exact or more dignified or better ordered in its
circuit [than the sphere of this universe] after the
self-enclosed circle there of the intelligible universe ?
And what other sun could there be which ranked
after the intelligible sun and before this visible sun
here?

5. But really! Tor these people who have a body
like men have, and desire and griefs and passions,
by no means to despise their own power but to say
that they can grasp the intelligible, but that there is
no power in the sun which is freer than this power of
ours from affections and morce ordered and more
unchangeable, and that the sun has not a better
understanding than we have, who have only just
come to birth and are hindered by so many things
that cheat us from coming to the truth!  And to say
that their soul, and the soul of the meanest of men, is
immortal and divine, but that the whole heaven and
the stars there have mo shzre given them in the
immortal soul, though they are made of much fairer
and purer material, though these people see the order
there andthe excellence of form and arrangement, and
are particularly addicted to complaining about the
disorder here around the earth! As if the immortal
soul had taken care to choose the worse place, and
chosen toretire from the better in favour of the mortal
soul! Unreasonable, too, is their slipping in of this
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! Cp. the Coptic Gnostic work edited by C. Schmidt (in
Koptisch-Gnostische Schriffen I, Leipzig, 1605: ed. altera er},
W.Till, Berlin 1884) and by (1 AL Baynes (4 Coptic Guostic
Treatise conlained in the Codex Brucionus, Cambridge, 1933).
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other soul of theirs, which they compose of the ele-
ments, For how could the composition of the ele-
ments have any sort of life 7 Tor the mixture of the
elements makes hot or eold or a mixture of the two,
or dry or wet or a mixture of these, And how can the
soul be the principle which halds the four elements
together when it has come into being out of them
afterwards? But what can one say when they at-
tribute to the soul compounded of the elements per-
ception and deliberation and innumerable other
things as well?  But they do not honour this crea-
tion or this earth, but say that a new earth 1 has come
into existence for them, to which, say they. they will
go away from this one: and that this is the rational
form of the universe. And yet why do they feel the
need to be thers in the archetype of the universe
which they hate? And where did this archely pe
come from? It came into existence aceording to
them, when its maker had already inclined towards
this world, Well, then, if there was in the maker
himself a great concern to make a universe after the
intelligible universe which he possesses—and what
need was there to do soi—and if il existed before
our universe, what did he make it for? To put the
souls on their guard. How could that be? They
were not on their guard, so there was no paint in its
existence. But if he made it after this universe,
taking the form out of the universe and stripping it
off the matter, then their tes ling in this world would

The new earth is spoken of at p. 352, 6-12 Scamidt, p. 136
Baynes: Nicotheos, ons of the alleged authors of spurious
Gnostic revelations mentioned by Porphyry in the Lifz (ch. 16)
appears in this Coptic Treatise.
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1 gapolkiues, perdvoia, and dsrérvmor appear in the Coptic
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and fluctuating Gnostic meaning of these terms see the dis
cussion in Entretiens Hardi V p. 181-2 (drirvwod and p.
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suffice to put on their guard the souls which had been
tested in it. But if they claim to have received the
form of the universe in their souls, what does this
new way of speaking mean ?

6. And what ought onc to say of the other beings
they introduce, their ©“ Exiles ” and “ Impressions ’
and " Repentings "#1 For if they say that these
are affections of the soul, when it has changed its
purpose, and  Impressions " when it is contemplat-
ing, in a way, images of realities and not the realities
themselves, then these are the terms of people in-
venting a new jargon to recommend their own school ;
they contrive this meretricious language as if they
had no connection with the ancient Hellenic school,
though the Hellenes knew all this and knew it clearly, -
and spoke without delusive pomposity of ascents from
the cave and advancing gradually closer and closer
to atruervision,? Generally speaking, somc of these -
peoples’ doctrines have been taken from Plato, but
others, all the new ideas they have brought in to
establish a philesophy of their own, are things they
have found outside the truth. For the judgements
too, and the rivers in Hades and the reinearnations
come from Plato.® And the making a plurality in
the intelligible world, Being, and Intellect, and the
Maker different from Intellect, and Soul, is taken
from the words in the Timaews: for Plato says,
" The maker of this universe thought that it should

? This, of course, refers to the simile of the Cave in Plato
Fepublic VII. 5144 ff.

# Cp. Phuedo 111D £ ; the mention ofthe ** riversin Hades””
suggests that this is the cne of Plato’s myths of the after-life
which Plotinus had particularly in mind here.
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contain all the forms that intelligence discerns con-
tained in the Living Being that truly is.”” 1 But they
did not understand, and took it to mean that there
is one mind which contains in it in repose zll realities,
and another mind different from it which contem-
plates them, and another which plans—but often
they have sonl as the maker instead of the planning
mind—and they think that this is the maker ac-
cording to Plato, being a long way from knowing
who the maker is.?> And in general they falsify
Plato’s account of the manner of the making, and a
great deal else, and degrade the great man’s Leach-
ings as if they had understood the intelligible nature,
but he ard the other blessed philosophers had not.8
And by giving names to a multitude of intelligible
realities they think they will appear to have dis-
covered the exact truth, though by this very multi-
plicity they bring the intelligible nature intc the
likenees of the sense-world, the inferior world, when
one ought there in the intelligible tn =im at the
smallest possible number, and attribute everything
to the reality which comes after the Iirst and so be
quit of multiplieity, sinee it is all things and the first
intelleet and substance and all the other excellences
that come after the first naturc. The form of soul
should come third; and they should trace the dif-
ferences of souls in afections cr in nature, without in
any way disparaging those godlike men, bus re-
ceiving their teaching with a good grace since it is
the teaching of mor(\ aneient authorities and they
themselyves have received what is good in what tht‘v

¢ Op.
16, 6-9.

what Porphyry says abou’s the Gnostics in Life ch,
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say from them, the immortality of the soul, the in-
telligible universe, the first god, the necessity for the
soul to shun fellowship with the body, the separation
from the body, the escape from becoming to being,
Tor these doclrines are there in Plato, and when
they state them clearly in this way they do well.
If they wish to disagree on these points, theve is no
unfair hostility in saying to them that they should
not recommend their own opinions to their audience
by ridiculing and insulting the Greeks but that they
should show the correetness on their own merits of
all the points of doctrine which are peculiar to them
and differ from the views of the Greeks, stating their
real opinions courteously, as befits philesophers, and
fairly on the points where they are opposed, looking
to the truth and not hunting fame by censuring men
who have been judged good from ancient times by
men of worth and saying that they themselves are
better than the Greeks, For what was said by the
ancients about the intelligible world is far better,
and is put in a way appropriate to educated men,
and it will be easily recognised by those who are not
utterly deceived by the delusion that is rushing
upon men that these leachings have been Laken by
the Gnosties later from the ancients. but have
acquired some in no way appropriate additions; on
the points, at any rate, on whieh they wish to oppose
the anciert teachings they introduce all sorts of
ccmings into being and passings away, and dis-
approve of this universe, and blame the soul for its
association with the body, and censure the director
of this universe, and identify its maker with the
soul, and attribute to this universal soul the same
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affections as those which the souls in parts of the
universe have.

7. It has been said already thzl this universe did
not begin and will not come to an end but cxists
always as long as the intelligible realities exist. And
it has been said before the Gnosties that the associa-
tion of our soul with body is not to the advantage of
the soul. But to apply conclusions drawn from our
soul to the Soul of the All is as if somebody were to
take the tribe of potters or smiths in a well-ordered
city and make them a reason for blaming the whole.
But one must take into account the differences
between the universal soul and ours, in its manage-
ment of body; it does not direct it in the same way,
and is not bound to it. For, as well as all the
other differences (of which we have mentioned a
vastnumher elsewhere) this ought to have been taken
into consideration, that we are bound by a hody
which has already become a bond. For the nature
of body is already bound in the universal soul and
binds whatever it grasps; but the Soul of the All
could not be bound by the thirgs it binds ilsell: for
it is the ruler. Therefore it is unaffected by them,
but we are not their masters: but that part of the
universal which is directed to the divine above it
remains pure, and is not hindered, but that part
which gives life to the body takes no addition from
it. Tor in general anything which is in something
else is affected by what happens to it, but it does not
itself give of its own to that other which has its awn
life. For instance, if a shoot of one tree is grafted
on another, when anything happens to the stock the
shoot is affected with it, but if the shoot is withered
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up it leaves the stock to live its own life. So also,
if the firc in you is quenched, the universal fire is not
quenched as well: since even :f the universal fire
were destroyed, the soul there in Lhe universe would
not be in any way affected, but only the structure of
its body, and, provided that the other elements
made it possible for some sort of universe to exist, it
would not in any way concern the soul there, For
the strueture is not the same in the All and in each
living creature; butl in the All soul, so to speak, runs
over the surface ordering things to stay in their
places, but in the individual the parts, as if they were
trying to escape, are bound into their proper places
by a second bond; but in the universe there is no-
where for them to escape to, Therefore soul does
nol have to hold them together within, or press upon
them from outside and push them inwards, bul its
nature remzins where it wiched to be from the
beginning. But if any of the parts of the universe
is moved according toits nature, the parts with whose
nature the movementis notin accord suffer, but those
which are moved go on well, as varts of the whole;
but the othcrs are destroyed because lhey are not
able to endure the order of the whole; as if when a
great company of dancars was moving in order a
tortoise was caught in the middle of its advance
and trampled beeause it was not able to get out of
the way of the ordered movement of the dancers:
yet if it had ranged itself witli that movement, even
it would have taken no harm from them.

8. To ask why Soul made the universeis like asking
why there is a soul and why the Maker makes.
Tirst, it is the question of people who assume a
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beginning of that which always is: then they think
that the cause of the making was a being who turned
from one thing to another and changed. So they
must be taught, if only they would endure the
teaching with @ good will, what is the nature of these
beings, so as to stop them from abusing what are
worthy of all honour, which they frivolously do in-
stead of showing the reverent care which would be
becoming. Tor it is not right to disapprove of the
management of the All, first of all berause it manifests
the greainess of the intelligible nature. For if it
has come into lifc in such a way that its life is not a
disjointed one—like the smaller things in it which in
its fullness of life it produces continually night and
day—but coherent and clear and great and every-
where life, manifesting infinite wisdom, how should
one not call it a elear and noble image of the intel-
ligible gods?? If, being an image, it is not that
intellighle world, this is precisely what is natural to
ity if it was the intelligible warld, it wonld not be an
image of it. But it is false to say that the image is
unlike the original; for nothing has been left out
which it was possible for a fine natural image to
have. The image has lo exist, necessarily, not as
the result of thought and contrivance;? the intel-
ligible could not be the last, for i= had to have a
double activity, one in itself and one directed to
something else. There had, then, to be something
after it, for only that which is the most powerless
of all things has nothing below it. But There a

always insists that the eternal production of the universe
is o unitary spontancous act without any previous planning:
cp. V. 8.7,
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wonderful power runs, and so besides its inward
activity it produces. If there is another universe
better than this one, then what is this one? DBut
if there must be a universe which preserves the image
of the intelligible waorld, and there is no other, then
this is that universe. Now certainly the whole earth
is full of living creatures and immortal beings, and
everything up to the sky is full of them: why, then
are not the stars, both those in the lower spheres and
those in the highest, gods moving in ordcr, circling
in well-arranged beauty? Why should they not
possess virtue? What hindrance prevents them
from acquiring it? The causes are not present there
which make people bad here below, and there is no
badness of body, disturbed and disturbing.! And
why should they not have understanding, in their
everlasting peace, and grasp in their intellect God
and the intelligible gods? Shall our wisdom be
greated than that of the gods there in the sky? Who,
if he has not gone out of his mind, could zolerate the
idea? Since, again, if the souls here came under
compulsion by the Soul of the All, how are the souls
under compulsion better? For among souls the
dominant is the better. But if the souls came
willingly, why do you blame the universe into which
you came of your own free will, when it gives you
leave, too, to get out of iz, if any of you dislike it?
But if this All is of such a kind that it is possible to
have wisdom in it and to live according to that higher
world when we are here, how does it not bear witness
that it depends on the realities There ?

impassible and no obstsclee to the activity of soul: cp. IL 1
and IV, 4. 42 24-30.
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9. But if anyone objects to wealth and poverty and
the fact that all have not an equal share in things of
this kind, first, he is ignorant that the good and wise
man does nol look for equality in these Lhings, and
does not think that people who have acquired a great
deal of them have any kind of advantage, or that
those who hold power have the sdvantage over
private persons; he leaves concern of this kind to
others. He has learnt that there are two kinds of
life here below, one for the good and wise and one for
the mass of men, that for the good and wisc being
directed ta the ]ﬁghvﬁf point and the upper region,
and that for the more human sort being of two kinds
again; one is mindful of virtue and has a share in
some sort of good, but the common erowd is there,
so to speak, to do manual work to provide for the
necessities of the better sort.  But if anyone com-
mits murder, or is worsted by his passions because of
his inéapacity, why is it surprising that there should
be sins, not in intellect but in souls that are like
children which have not grown up? And if the
world is like a sports-ground, where some win and
others lose, what is there wrong with that?* If you
are wronged, what is there dreadful in that to an
immortal 7 And even if you are murdered., you
have what you want. But if you have come by now
to dislike the world, you are not compelled to remain
acitizenofit, Itisagreed that there are judgements
amd punishinents here. How, then, i= it possible
rightly to disapprove of a city whieh gives each man
his deserts? In this eity [of the world] virtue is
honoured and vice has its appropriate dishonour,
and not merely the images of gods but gods
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themselves look down upon us from above,! who, as
the saying goes, will casily acquit themselves of
men’s blame, leading all things in order from begin-
ning to end, giving to each his fitting portion in
changes of lives as a consequence of the deeds he
did in previous existenres; he whoignores this is one
of the rasher sort of humans who deals boorishly with
divine things.

But one ought to try to become as good as pos-
sible oneself, but not to think that only oneself can
become perfectly good—for if onc thinks this onc is
not yet perfectly good. One must rather think that
there are other perfectly good men, and good spirits
as well, and, still more, the gods who are in this
world and look to the other, and, most of zll, the
ruler of this universe, the most blessed Soul. Then
al this point one should go on to praise the intel-
ligible gods, and then, above all, the great king of
that other world, most especially by displaying his
greatness in the multitude of the gods. It is not
contracting the divine into one but showing it in that
multiplicity in which God himself has shown it,
whiclt is proper Lo those who know the power of God,
inasmuch as, abiding who he is, he makes many
gods, all *depending upon himself and existing
through him and from him. And this universe
exists through him and leoks to him, the whole of it
and each and every one of the gods in it, and it
reveals what Is his to men, and it and Lhe gods in il
declare in their oreeles what is pleasing to the in-
telligible gods. But if they are not what that
supreme God is, this in itself is according to the
nature of things. But if you want to despise them,
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claim of the Gnostics to be superior to the Creator and his
ereation in Addversus Hacrescs 11, 30,

2 Cp. Plato, Republic IV, 426D8-11.
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and exalt vourself, allaging that you are no worse
than they are, ther, first of all, in proportion to a
man’s excellence he is graciously disposed to all, to
men too, Then the man of real dignity must ascend
in due measure, with an absence of bocrish arrogance,
going only so far as our naturc is able to go, and con-
sider that there is room for the others at God’s
side, and not set himself alone next after God; this
is like flying in cur dreams and will deprive him of
becoming a gad, even as far as the human soul can.
It can as far as intellect lzads it: but to set oneself
above intellect is immediately to fall outside it.
But stupid men believe this sort of talk as soon as
t]lc:.-' hear " you shall be better than all, not only
men, but gods "—for there is a great deal of arro-
gance among men—and the man who was once meek
and modest, an ordinary private person, if he hears
* you are the son of God, and the vlhers whom you
used to admire are not, nor the beings they venerate
according to the tradition received from their fathers;
but you are better than the heaven without having
taken any trouble to become so "-—then are other
people really going to join in the chorus?t It is
Jusl as i ina greal crowd of people who did not know
how to count, someone who did not linow how to
count heawrl that he was a thousand enbits tall;
what would happen if he thought he was a thousand
cubits, and heard that the others were five cubits?
He would only imagine that the ** thousand " was a
big number.®2 Then besides this, God in his provid-
enec carcs for you; why docs ke neglect the whole
universe in which you yourselves are? For if it is
beeause he has no time to look at if, and it is not
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lawful for him to regard what is below him: why,
when he looks at the Gnostics, does he not look
outside himself and at the universe in which they
are? But if he does not look outside, in order that
he may not supervise the universe, he does net look
at them either, But they have no need of him.
But the universe does need him, and knows its station,
and the beings in it know how they are in it and how
they are there in that higher world, and those of
men who are dear to God know this, and take
kindly what comes to them from the universe, if any
unavoidable necessity befalls them from the move-
ment of all things. T'or one must not look at what is
agreeable to the individual but at the All. A man
who does this values individuals according to their
worth, but presses on always to that goal to whieh all
press on that can—he knows thal there are many
that press on to the higher world, and those that
attain are blessed, ochers, according to what is
possible for them, have the destiny which fits them
—and he does not attribute the ability to himself
alone. Forif somecne says he has something, having
does not comeé by claiming it; but the Gnoslics say
that they have many things, cven though they know
they have not got them, and think they have them
when they have not. and that they alone have what

_they alone have not.

10. There are many other points, or rather all the
points of their doctrine, which if one investigaled,
one would have ample opportunity of showing the
real state of the case in regard to each argument.
[But we shall not continue this detailed refutation
for we feel a certain regard for some of our friends
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* From this point to the end of ch. 12 Plotinus is s,ttau.h.lg
a Gnostic myth known to us best at present in the form it
took in the system of Valentinus, The Mother, Sophia-
Achamoth, produced as a result of the complicated sequence
of events which followed the fall of the higher Sophia, and her
offspring the Demiurge, the inferior and ignorant makcr of
the materizl universe, are Valentinian figures; cp. Irenaeus
Adv. Haer. 1.4 and 5 Valentinus had been in Rome, and
there is nothing improbable in the prescnce of Valentinians
there in the time of Plotinus. But the evidence in the Life
ch. 16 suggests that the Gnostics in Plotinus’s eircle helonged
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who happened upon this way of thinking before they
became our friends, and, though I do not know how
they manage it, continue init. Yet they themselves
do not shrink from saying what they say—either
because tha?,_,,r wish tl:en opinions to have a plausible
appearance of truth or because they think that they
really are true. But we have addressed what we
have said so far to our own intimate pupils, not to the
Gnostics (for we could make no further progress
towards convincing them), so that they may not be
troubled by these latter, who do not brmg forward
pronfs—how could they ?—but make arbitrary, arro-
gant assertions. Another style of writing would be
appropriate to repel those who have the insolence to
pull to pieces what godlike men of antiquity have said
nobly and in accordznce wilh the lrutly So let us
leave that detailed examination; for those who have
grasped precisely what we have been saying up 1ill
now will be able to know what the real state of the
case is as regards all their other doctrines. But,
before we leave the argument, that one point must be
mentioned which surpasses all the rest of their doc-
trine in absurdity—if absurdity is what onc ought to
callit.! For 'H'IP\. say that Soul declined to what was
below it, and with it some sort of © Wisdom,”” whether

rabbier Lo the older group called Sethians or Archoutics, related
to the Ophites or Barbelognosties: they probably called
themselves simply * Gnostics.” Gnostic sects borrowed
freely from cach obher, and ib s likely (hal Valentbinus took
some of his ideas about Sophia from older (nostic sources,
and that his ideas in turn influerced other Gnostics. The
probably Sethian Gnostic librery discovered al Nag Ham-
madi includes Valentinian treatises: ep. Puech, Le. pp. 162—
163 and 179-180.
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Soul started it or whether Wisdom was a cause of
Soul being like this, or whether they mean both
to be the same thing, and then they tell us that
the other souls came down too, and as members of
Wisdom put on bodies, human bodics for instance,
But again they say that very heing for the sake of
which these souls came down did not come down
itself, did not decline, sc to put it, but only illumined
the darkness, and so an image from it came into
existence in matter. Then they form an image of
the image somewhere here below, through matter
or materiality or whatever they like to call it—they
use now oneé name and now another, and say many
other names just to make their meaning obscure—
and produce what they call the Maker, and make him
revolt from his mother and drag the universe which
proceeds from him down to the ultimate limit of
images. The man who wrote this just meant to be
blasphemous!

11. First of all then, if it did not come down, but
illumined the darkness, how can it rightly be said to
have declined? TFor if something like light streamed
from it, it is nol proper Lo say Lhal it declined when
tha: happened: unless the darkness lay somewhere
below it and it moved spatially towards it and il-
lumined it when it came close to it. But if Soul
remained in itself and illumined matter without
taking any action to this end, why did only it il-
lumine matter, and not the powers grcat(:r than it
in the realm of cxistence?  But if it was by forming
a rational conception of the universe that it was ahle
to illumine as a result of its rational conception, why
did it not make the universe at the same time as it
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illumined, instead of waiting for the production of
the images? Then, too, the rational conception of
the universe, * the strange land,” as they call it,

which was brought into buuu by higher powers, as
they say themselves, w uuld not have brought its
makers down to declination. Then how did matter
when it was illumined make images of the soul kind,
instead of bodily nature? An image of soul would
have no sort of use for darkness or matter, but when
it Lad come inlo being, if it did come into being,
would correspond to its maker and remain in close
connection with it.  Then is this image 2 subs:ance
or, as they say, a " thought "7 If it is a substance,
what is the difference between it and its origin?
But if it is another kind of soul, then if that higher
soul is the rational soul, presumably this latter is the
growth soul which is Lhc principle of generation,

Rnf if this is what it is, how will their statements still
apply that it created for the sake of being honoured,
and how does it ereate out of arrogance and rash self-
assertion 1 In fact, all pessibility of a soul of this
kind ereating through lm'!gmatl(m and. still more,
through rational actiy ity, is taken away., And why
was ﬂwre still any need to intreduce into their
system the maker of the universe derived from matter
and image ? But if the image is a thought, first of
all they must explain whence they derive this name
for it; and then how it exists, un'ess Soul is going to
give fhe thought power to make. DBul, over and
above the fact that this is pure fiction, how daes the
making work? They say this comes first, and an-
other af'fer that, but the\a speak cuite arbitrarily.

And why does fire come first ?
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12. And how dees this thought set to its task of
making when it has just come into being? By
memory of what it saw. But it did not exist at all
a0 as even to sce, neither it nor the mother whom
they give it. Then is it not surprising that they
themselves come here into this world not as images of
<ouls but as real souls, but only one or two of them
with difficulty just manage to get out of the world
and, when they attain to recollection, with difficulty
recapitulate what they once saw; but this image,
even if dimly, as they say, yet does manage to form
& conception of the intelligible realities when it has
just come into being, itself or even its mother, an
image in matter, snd not only to conceive them and
form an idea of a world, and of that world, but to
leamn the elements from which it could come into
being? What could have been the reason why it
made fire first?  Because it thonght that fire must
come first?  Why not something else 2 Butif it was
able to make fire when it conceived it, why when it
conceived the world—for it must have conceived
the whole first—did it not make the world straight
awzy?  Tor the clemerts, too, were included in its
conécptinn. Tor it made the world in every way
after the manner of nature rather than as the arts
make: for the arts are later than naturc and the
world. Even now the things which are parts of the
world when they are brought into being by netural
principles do not come inlo existence like this, first
fire, then cach individnal constituent, =nd then a
mixture of them, but there is an outline and sketch
plan of the whole living thing impressing the form
on the menstrual fluid. Why then, in the making
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of the world, too, was not matter marked in osuiline
with the form of the universe, in which form earth
and fire and the rest were contained? But perhaps
they would have made the world like this, since
they possess a more genuine soul, but that ereator of
theirs did not know how to.  Yet to see, before it
existed, the greatness of the heaven—or rather to
see ils exact size—and the inclination of the zodiae
and the civeuit of the stars below it, and the earth,
in such a way that it is possible to give reasons why
all these things are so—this does not belong to an
image, but altogether to a power which comes from
the best principles.  And this even they themselves
unwillingly admit. TIor their * illumination of the
darkness,” if it is investigated, will malee them admi:
the true causes of the universe. TLor why was it
necessary for the soul to illuminale, unless the
necessity was universal? It was either according
tosoul’s nature or againstit. Butif it was according
to its nature, it must always be so.  If, on the other
hand, it was against its nature, then there will be =2
place for what is against nature in the higher world,
and evil will exist Lelore this universe, and the
universe will not be responsible for evil, but the higher
world will be the cause of evil for this warld, and evil
will not come from the world here to the soul, but
from the soul to the world here: and the course of
the argument will lead to the attribution of re-
spounsibilily for the universe to the first principles:
and if the universe, then also the matter, from which
the universe on this hypothesis would have emerged.
For the soul which declined saw, they say, and
illuminated the darkness already in existence.
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1 The cosmic spheres and the Archons who ruled them were
for the Gnoestics ormidable barriers which the soul had to
pass on its journey upwards lo its true home. Te doso it was
necessary to know the correct formula with which to address
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Where, then, did the darkness come from? If they
are going to say that the soul made it when it de-
clined, there was obviously nowhere for it to decline
to, and the darkness itself was not responsible for
the decline, but the soul's own nature. DBut this is
the same as attributing the responsibility to pre-
existing necessities; so the responsibility goes back
to the first principles.

13. The man who censures the nature of the uni-
verse does not know what he is doing, and how far this
rash criticism of his goes. This is so because Lhe
Gnostics do not know that there is an order of firsts,
seconds and thirds in regular suecession, and so on to
the last, and that the things that are worse than the
firet should not be reviled; one shou'd rather calmly
and gently accept the nature of all things, and hurry
on oneself to the first, ceasing to concern oneself with
the melodrama of the terrors, as they think, in the
cosmie spheres,! which in reality “ make all things
sweet and lovely "2 for them. For what is there
terrible about the spheres, which makes them terrify
people who ere unpractised in reasoning and have
never heard anything of a cultured and harmonious
“gnosis.”  For even if their bodies arc fiery, there
is no need to fear them, since they are duly pro-
portioned to the All and the earth: but cne should
look at their souls—it is on their souls that the
Guosties themselves, of course, base their claim to
honour. Yet their bodies, too, are outstanding in
size and beauty and are pariners and co-operators in

each Archon: cp. the Ophite spalls in Origen Againat Celsus
V19 31, with H. Chadwick’s eommentary.
2 A reminiscence of Pindar Olympians T. 48,
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all that happens according to nature, and cannot ever
not happen as long as the first principles exist: th(:y
are essential to the completeness of the All and are
important parts of the All. And if men have a
degrec of honour in compariscn with other living
things, these are much more honourable, as they are
not in the All to exercise tyrannieal rule but ag the
givers of beauty and order.  As for what is said to
happen as a result of their influence, one should
consider that they give signs of things to come, but
that the variety of things that happen is due to
chance—it was not possible that the fortune of each
individual should be the same —and to reasons of
birth, and places far different from each other, and
the dispositions of souls.) And again, one should
not demand that everybody should be good nor,
because this is not possible, should they be ready with
censure, demanding that this world should differ
in no way from that higher one; nor is it right not to
consider evil as m‘x}-‘ﬂling else than a falling short in
wisdom, and a lesser good, continually diminishing;
as if one were to say that the growth-principle was
evil because it is not perecption, and the principle of
perception, becanse it is not reason. Otherwise,
they will be compelled to say that there are evils
in the higher world woo: for <here soul is worse than
intellect and intellect than Something lse.?

14. But they themselves most of all impair the
inviolate purity of the higher powers in another way
too, TFor when they write mszgie chants, intending to

from the One) ard TIT. 7. 11. 15 ff. (of the procession of Soul
from Intellect). But this cosmic pessimism is not his normal
thought.
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address them to those powers, not only to the sonl
but to those above it as well, what are they deing
except making the powers obey the word and follow
the lead of people who say spells and charms and
conjurations, any one of us who is well skilled in the
art of saying precisely the right t'nnnw in thc right
WAy, songs 'Hu] cries and q-.pn'li‘ed 'md hissing crul"\dc
and everything else which their writings say has
magic power in the higher world?  But even if they
do not want to say tnh how are the 1[1colpmeal
beings affected by sounds?  So by the sort of state-
ments 1 with which they give an appearance of

"j esty to their own words, ‘HIE‘Y without rca]'s[ng
it, take away the majesty of the higher powers.
But when they say they free themselves from dise ases,
if they meant that they did so by temperance and
orderly livirg, hey would speak well, just as the philo-
:mphcm do; but in fact they assume that the diseases
are evil spirits, and f-Inim te be able to drive them
out by their word: by this elaim they might make
themselves more impressive in the eyes of the masses,
who wonder at the powers of magicians, but would
not persuade sensible people that diseases do not
have their origin in strain or excess or deficiency or
decay, and in general in changes which have their
origin outside or inside.  The cures of disenses make
this clear too. With a vigorous motion of the howels
or the giving of a drug the illness goes through the
downw ud passage and out, and it goes out 100 with
blood-letting ; and fasting also heals. Does the evil
spirit starve, and doces the drug malce it waste away,

LT read here oflors (Heigl), not of (Henry-Schwyzer with
most MIS,
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and does it sometimes come out all at once, or stay
inside? But if it continues to stay, how does the
patient not continue to be ill while it is still inside
him? DBut if it went oul, why did it go? What
happened to it? Presumably because it was fed by
the disease, So then the disease was different from
the spiriz, Then, if it came into the man without
any cause of disease, why is he not always ill? But
if there was a cause, what need is there of the spirit
to produce Lhe illness?  For the cause is sufficient
by itself to produce the fever. It is ridiculous to
suppose that as soon as the csnse occurs the evil
spirit, all ready and waiting, immediately takes up
its position in support of it. But it is clear how they
say this and also why they say it; it was for this
reason, too, that we mentioned these evil spirits,
The rest of their tcachings I leave to you to investi-
gate hy reading their hooks, and to observe through-
out that the kind of philosophy which we pursue,
besides all its other excellences, displays simplicity
and straightforwardness of character along with clear
thinking, and aim. at dignity, not rash arrogance,
and combines its confident boldress with reason and
much safeguarding and caution and a great deal of
circumspection: you are to use philesophy of this
kind as a standard of comparison for the rest. But
the system of the others [the Gnostics] is in every
part constructed on entirely opposed principles—for
T'would not like to say more; Lhis is the way in which
it would be suitable for us to speak about them,

15. But there is one point which we must be
particularly careful not to let eseape us, and that is
what these arguments do to the souls of those who
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hear them and are persuaded by them to despise the
universe and the beings in it. For there are two
schools of thought about attaining the end, one which
puts forward the pleasure of the body as the end, and
another which chooses nobility and virtue, for whose
members desire depends on God and leads back to
God (as must be studied elsewhere): Epicurus, who
abolishes providence, exhorts to pursue pleasure
and its enjoyment, which is what is left; but this
doctrine censures the lord of providence and pro-
vidence itself still more crudely, and despises all the
laws of this world and the virtue whose winning
extends back through all time, and makes self-
control here something to laugh at, that nothing
noble may be seen existing here below, and abolishes
self-control and the righteousness which comes to
birth with men’s characlers and is perfected by rea-
son and training, and altogether everything by which
a mar could become nobly sood.! So pleasure is
left for them, and what concerns themselves alone,
and what other men have no share in, and what is
nothing but a matter of their needs—unless one of
them is by nature better than thesc teachings of
theirs: for nothing herc is of value for them, but
something else is, which they will go after one day.
Yet those who already have the gnosis ® chould start

1 On the question of how far lhe charges of immorality
broughs against the Cnostics by their opponents were justified,
see the discussion in Enfretiens Hardt V, pp. 186-183,

2 T have translated éyvwidras in this way, fullowing Harder
and Clilento, as it seems clear that Plotinus is referring to the
distinctive Gnostic claim to posszss a gnosis, not, that is,
just ordinary knowledge but a special secrel knowledge which
had power to save.
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going after it here and now, and in their pursuit should
first of all set right their conduct here below, as they
come from a divine nature; for that nature is aware
of nobility and despiscs the pleasure of the body.
But those who have no share of virtue would not be
moved at all towards that higher world. This, too,
is evidence of their indifference to virtue, that they
have never made any treatise about virtue, but have
altogether left out the treatment of these subjects;
they do nol tell us what kind of thing virtuc is, nor
how many parts it has, nor about all the many noble
studies of the subject to be found in the treatises of
the ancients, nor from what virtue results and how it
is to be attained, nor how the soul is tended, nor
how it is purified. For it does no good at all to say
* ook to God,” unless one also teaches how one is to
look. For someone could say, ** What prevents me
from looking and refraining from no pleasure, or from
having no control over my emotions and from re-
membering the name ' God’ and at the same time
being in the grip of all the passions and making no
attempt to get rid of any of them.” In reality it is
virtue which goes before us to the goal and, when it
comes to exist in the sonl along with wisdom, shows
God: but God, if you talk abcut him without true
virtue, is only a name.

16. Again, despising the universe and the gods in
it and the other noble things is certainly not beconing
good.  Every wicked man, in former times too, was
capable of despising the gods, and even if he was not
altogether wicked before, when he despised them he
became so by this very fact, even if he was not wicked
in everything else. Then again the honour which
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AGAINST THE GNOSTICS

these people say they give to the intelligible gods
would be of a very unfeeling sort.  For anyone who
teels affection for anything at all shows kindness to
all thal is akin to the objecl uf his aflection, and to the
children of the father he loves. But every soul is a
child of That Father. And there are souls in these
[the heavenly bodies] too, and intelligent and good
ones, much more closely in touch with the beings of
the higher world then our souls are. How could this
universe exist if it was ecut off from that other world ?
How could the godsinit? Butwe spoke of this before,
too: nur point now is that hecause they despise the
kindred of those higher realities, also, they do not
know the higher beings either but enly talk as if they
did. Then,anotherpoint, what piety is there in deny-
ing that providence extends to this world and to any-
thing and everything?  And how are they consistent
with themselves in this denial? For they say that
God does care providentially for them, and them
alone. Did he care for them only when they were in
the higher world, or does he care for them when they
are here,too? If he cared for them when they were
there, how did they come here? Bul if he cares for
them here, why are they here still? And how is it
possible that God is not here, too? TFor from what
source does he know that they are here? And how
does he know that while they have beenhere they have
not forgotten him and-become wicked? But if he
knows Lhose who have not become wicked, he knows
these who have become wicked too, in order to be
able to separate the good from them. Sn he will he
present to ll and will be in this universe, whatever
the manner of his presence; so that the universe
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will participate in him. But if he is ahsent from the
universe, he will be absent from you, and then you
would have nothing to say about him or the beings
which come after him. But whether a providence
comes to you from Lhe higher world or—whatever
you like, the universe anyhow has providential care
from that world; it has not heen ahandoned and it
will not be abandoned. For providential care is
much more of wholes than of parts, and the participa-
tionin God of that universal soul, too, is much greater.,
Tis existence, and its intelligent ‘existence, make this
clear, For who of thosc who are so mindlessly high-
minded in looking down on it is as well ordered or has
as intelligent a mind as the All? The comparison is
ridiculous and very much out of place; anyone who
made it except for the sake of argument would not
be able to avoid impiety. It is not the part of an
intelligent man even to enquire about this but of
semeana who is bliad, utterly without pereeption or
intelligence, and far from seeing the intelligible uni-
verse, since he does not even see this one here, For
how could there be a musician who sees the melody
in the intelligible world and will not be stirred when
he hears the melody in sensible sounds? Or how
could there be anyone skilled in geometry and
numbers who will not be pleased when he sees right
relation, proportion and order with his eyes? For,
indeed, even in pictures those who look af the works
of art with their eyes do not see the same things
in the same way, but when they recognise an imita-
tion on the level of sense of someone who has a place
in their thought they feel a kind of disturbance and
come to a recollection of the truth; this is the
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experience from which passionate loves arise. Butif
someone who sees beauty excellently represented
in a face is carried to that higher world,! will anyone
be so sluggish in mind and so immovable thal, when
he sees all the beauties in the world of sense, all
its good proportion and the mighty excellence of its
order, and the splendour of form which is manifested
in the stars, for all their remoteness, he will not
thereupon think, seized with reverence, * What
wonders, and from what a source? ”  If he did not,
he would ncither have understood this world here
nor seen that higher world. .
17. And yet, even if it oceurred to them to hate the
nature of body because they have heard Plato often
reproaching the body for the kind of hindrances it
puts in the way of the soul 2—and he said that all
bodily nature was inferior—they should have stripped
off this bodily nature in their thought and seen what
remained, an intelligible sphere embracing the form
imposed upon the universe, souls in their order which
without bodies give magnitude and advance to dimen-
sion according to the intelligible pattern, so that
what has come into being may become equal, to the
extent of its power, by its magnitude to the partlees-
ness of its archetype:? for greatness in the intel-
ligible world is in power, here below in bulk. And,
whether they wish to think of this sphere as moved,

3 Tt seems impossikle (as Herry and Schwyzer now agree)
to extract any tolerable sense from the MSS readings here.
1 read 76 yevdpevor (Kirchhoff) for roi yevopdvov and #§ roi
mapabeiyuaros for 76 roff mupadelyparos (this rd has no real MS
anthority, the rw of A being a manifest error, but is required
by the sense).
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carried round hy the power of God who hold. the
beginning and the middle and the end of the whole
of its power, or standing still because it is not yet also
directing something else, it would be well adapted
to give an idea of the soul which directs this universe.
And if they alrcady put a body into it, they should
think about the universe in this way, that son! would
not be affected by body but would give to something
else (since it is not lawful for there to be envy among
the gods) ! to possess whatever each and every thing
can take; they should grant to the soul of the uni-
verse that amount of power with which it made the
nature of body, not beautiful in itself, to share in
beauty as far as it was possitle for it to he beautified:
it is this very beauty which moves souls, which are
godlike, But perhaps they may say that they are
not moved, and do nct look any differently at ugly
or beauliful budies; but if this is so, they do not look
any differently at ugly or beautiful ways of life, or
heantiful subjects of study;? they have no contem-
plation, then, and hence no God. For the beauties
here exist because of the firs: beauties. If, then,
these here do not exist, neither do those; so these are
beautiful in their order alter those, Bul when they
say they despise the beauty here, they would do well
if they despised the heanty in bays and womer, to
avoid being overcome by it to the point of abandoned
wickedness. But one should notice that they would
not give themselves airs if they despised something
ugly; they do so because they despise something
which they begin by calling beautiful: and what sort
of a way of managing is that? Then one should be
aware that there is not the same beauty in part and
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whole and in all individual things and the All: and
then that there are such beauties in things perceived
by the senses and in partial things (the beauties of
spirits, for instance] that one admires their maker,
and believes that they come from the higher world,
and, judging from them, says that the beauty there is
overwheming; ! onc docs not cling to them, but
goes on from them to the beauties of the higher
world, but without insulting these beauties here;
and if their inward parts are beautiful, cne acknow-
ledges the harmony of inward and outward; but if
their inward parts are bad, they are deficient in the
better part. But perhaps it is not really possible for
anvthing te be beautiful outwardly but ugly in-
wardly: for if the oulside of anything is wholly
beautiful, itis so by the domination of what is within.
Those who are called beautiful and are ugly within
have an outward beauty, too, which is not genuine,
Bu: if anyone is going to say thal he has seen people
who are really beautiful but are ug]y within, I think
that he has not really seen them, but thinks that
beautiful people are other than who thev are. But
it he has really seen them, then their ugliness was
something superadded, not really belonging to people
who were beauliful by nature: for there are many
hindrances here below to arviving at perfection,
But what was there to hinder the All, which is
beautiful, from being also beautiful within? It
might, perhaps, happen to beings to whom nature
has not given perfection from the beginning not to
arrive at their completion, so that it is possible for
them even to become bad; but it never happencd
to the All to be incomplete like a child, nor does any

235




55

5

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD IL 9.

mposeylvero alTd wposicy 1 T kal G'TIDOUE'J';:B?F?
els odpa. [léfev vip; ldvra yip elyev. A)l}\’
o0dé els dbvyny mAdoeter dv ms. Ei 87 dpa 7oliTo
Tis adrolc yaploairo, AN ol kekdy Ti.

18. "AM lows ¢joovow éxewovs pév Tovs
Noyovs dedyew To odpa moely moppwlley ILLL:]'GﬁV:;’(IE‘,
7obs 82 fLerépovs katéyew TV huyny mpos alTd.
Toiro 8¢ Suowov dv ey, womep dv el dvo olkov
Kkaloy TOov alTov olkovvTaww, Toi pév Yiéyovros THv
KU’.T[’IUKEU;}U KGE 'T(;V 7OLT§UQL'T(L Kfl;. .LLéi"DT:ITOS" 01}‘}’
Hrrov v adrd, ol B€ wi) gbe'ycu;mg, a/:?\u ToY
TOUIOAYTE  TEXVLKWTATE mEmOUTREVOL ?\e'yoi)q'ag;
7oy ¢ ypdvov dvapérovros Ews dv nKky, & @
amaddberar, of pneér oikov Benoowro, o Be

L4 !’ 3 -~
10 codrrepos otowro elvar kal érousTepos €feMelv,

ér olde AMyew éx Allav afdywr Tods Toiyovs ral
L wv ouvvesrdvar kol wodod Selv Ths fi)n;raw'.?S‘
olknTEwsS, ayvodr oTL TG U dépar Ta, avay'#fata
Swadéper, elmep wal pm  worelTar Sr;crxepaﬂweiif
dyam@v movxf 7o kdMos Tdv Alflwy. Ael de

-~ aw n
15 pévew pév év olkols OGO EXOVTUS KATATKEVOO

- ~ 1 ’
Betow dmo Yuyns adeddis dyabis moAdjv Svm.u‘w
" L]
els 76 Smuiovpyely amdvws €yovans. "H dadeApovs
-~ /
pév kal rols pavdordrovs déwdor mpooevvémew,

! mgoouéy nune Henry et Schwyzer: mpowg» codd. H-S.

! Theiler defends the MSS text (marked as _corrupt,
ph t woerar in H-8' and®) and cites passages (Syresius,

296

AGAINST THE GNOSTICS

kind of addition eome to it and add anything to its
body. TFor where could it come from: The uni-
verse includes everything. Nor could one imagine
any addition to its soul. But even if one granted to
them thal there could be an addition, it would not be
anything bad.

18. But perhaps they will assert that those argu-
ments of theirs make men fly from the body since
they hate it from a distance, but ours hold the saul
down to it. This would be like two people living in
the same fine house, one of whom reviles the structure
and the builder, but stays there none the less, while
the other does not revile, but says the builder has
built it with the utmost skill, and waits for the time to
come in which he will go away, when he will not need
a house any longer: the first might think he was
wiser and readier to depart because he knows how to
say that the walls are built of soulless stones and tim-
her and are far inferior to the truc dwelling-place,
not knowing that he is only distinguished by not
bearing what he must—unless he affirms that he
it discontented while having a secret affection for
the beauty of the stones.! While we have bodies we
must stay in our houses, which have been built for
us by a good sister soul which has great power Lo
work without any :oil or trouble. Or do the Gnos-
ties think it right to call the lowest of men brothers,

Dion. 248. 2 and 270. 6 Terzaghi and [Plato] Theages 128 B5)
to show that mowiofar can have the same meaning as
mpaonoweiofa:, ‘*pretend.”  Henry and Schwyzer now sgree
that the text is sound, but point out that in the passages
cited by Theiler mousiofie means *“ affirm  rather than
“* pretend.”
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i raclitus’ iption of the
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Sibyl’s pl;nphesying (Diels, 22B02), which seems to have

298

L

AGAINST THE GNOSTICS

but refuse, in their raving talk,” ! to call the sun
and the gods i the sky brothers and the soul of the
universe sisler? It is not lawful to include the bad in
the bonds of kinship but only those who have becomne
good and are not. badies but souls in bodies, and able
to live in them in such a way that they are very close
to the dwelling of the soul of the All in the univereal
body. This means no clashing with, nor yielding to
the pleasures or sights which hurl themselves upon us
from outside,2 end not being disturbed by any hard-
ship. The soul of the universe is not troubled ; it has
nothing thatit can be troubled by. We, while we are
here, can already repel the strokes of fortuns by virtue,
and make some of them become less by greatness of
mind and others not even troubles because of our
strength,  As we draw near to the completely un-
troubled state we can imitate the soul of the universe
and of the stars, and, coming to a closeness of re-
semblance to them hasten on to the same goal and
have the same objects of conteniplation, being our-
selves, too, well prepared for them by nature ard
training (but they have their contemplation from the
beginning). Evenif the Grostics say that they alone
can contemplate, that does not make them any more
contemplative, nor are they so because they claim to
be able to go out of the universe when they die while
the stars are not, since they adorn the sky for ever.
They would say this through complete lack of under-
standing of what being outside ” really mcans,

been intended to be complimentary., TFlotinus, as often,
corcs nothing for the contexl of the phrase he gquotes—if,
indeed, he knew it.

2 Cp. Plato, Timaeus 43B7-C1.
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AGAINST THE GNOSTICS

ard of how ‘“ universal soul cares for all that is syl
less.™ 1 8o we can be without affection for the body
and pure, and despisc death, and know what is betler
and pursue it, and not show ill-feeling against nthcr;
who can and do always parsue it, as if they did not-
al’l_d not suffer from the same illusion as those whe
think the stars do not move because their senses
tell them they stand still. In the same way the

“Gnostics, too, do not think that the naturc of the

stars sees what is outside the material univerze

. . 4
beca_use they do not see that their souls come from
outside.

! Plato, Phaedrus 246B6.
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