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T1

Simon Grynaeus (1531): Est autem haud usquam vel scrupulosus Aristoteles
vel iniucundus magis quam de his rebus disserendo. itaque magno taedio
Proclus Aristotelicae philosophiae studiosos levabit.

Patrizi (1583): Verum ad Proclum redeamus. cuius elementa Theologica tibi
Parolari eruditissime animo libenti damus. Uti cognoscas, quanto ingenii
acumine mathematico more, Theologia Platonis universa mira
demonstrationum necessitate sit demonstrata. addita sunt physica quoque
elementa, ex Aristotelis dogmatibus desumpta, eodemque modo tradita:
quo modo, res nulla alia quam mathematica, a quoquam unquam alio, est
tractata: et quae suo hoc exemplo sublimium philosophorum ingenia in
reliquis philosophiae partibus movere queat ad imitandum.

(title) NucoAdov "Emtiondmov MeBbvyg Avdmtuéls T Ocodoyiis ZTolyelthoews
[pdxdou t00 Avxiov mMAaTwvxod @LAcadpou Tpdg To un cuvapraleadat Tovg
avarytvwaxovtag Umd Ths dogatvopévng adTh metdavdyxng xal oxavdaiileadat
xatd T dANBols mioTews.

Explication of the Elements of Theology of Proclus of Lycia the Platonic
Philosopher: that those who read this book might not be seized by its
seemingly compelling persuasion ad be tempted against the true faith.
(trans. Joshua Robinson)

Procl, in Eucl 255.8-12 (trans. G. R. Morrow): “Every reduction to
impossibility takes the contradictory of what it intends to prove and from
this as a hypothesis proceeds until it encounters something admitted to be
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absurd and, by thus destroying its hypothesis, confirms the proposition it
set out to establish.”

3. Proclus’ Xtowyeiwoig puoum

4. Proclus’ Etowyelwoig Beoroyum
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T 5 Phys. V11, 231a20-b18 [tr. ROT, R. P. Hardie and R. K. Gaye, rev. ]. Barnes]
Z.
Ei §' ol cuveyeg xal dmtdpevoy xal Epe&iis, g Slwplatal TPOTEPOV, TUVEYT UEV
@v Ta Eoyora &, dntéueva ' v dua, Epekiic &' @v undev uetakd cuyyevis,
aduvatov & ddipétwy elval Ti guveyé, olov ypapuny €x oTiypdv, eimep 1

YPAUMY) LEV TUVEXES, V) Tl O€ ddtalpeTov. oUTE Yap EV T& ET(ATA TOV TTIYMGOV

(00 yap €att 1O uev Eoyatov To O' dAAo Tt pdplov Tod adtatpétov), olf' dua ta
Eoyata (00 Ydp Eotiv Eoyartov Tod dpepols o0dév: Etepov yap T Eoyatov xai 00
Eoyatov). €Tt 8 &vdyw Hitol cuvexels elvat TAG TTIYMAS 1) dTTopévag GAAAwWY,
¢E Qv oL TO quvexES 6 §' adTdg Adyog xal Eml TavTwY TAVY ddialpéTwy. TuveXElS
pev 31 odx &v elev Sid tov elpnpévov Adyov: dmtetan &' dmraw 1) 8hov 8hou 1) pépog
HEPOUS 1) GAov Uépog. Emel O AuepES TO adlalpeTov, dvdyxy Ghov SAou dmteabal.
8Aov §' GAou ATTTEUEVOV OVX ETTAL TUVEXES. TO YOP TUVEYES EXEL TO eV GAAO TO &'
dAAo pépog, xal Statpeltal ig oVTwG ETEpa xal TOTIW XEXWPLTUEVAL.

b6 dAAG wiv 003t Ege&iig EoTat gty oTiyuf) 1) 6 vOv T@ vlv, dot' éx TodTwy

6 \ n N \

elvot T uixoc 1) Tév ypdvov: Epekhic uév Ydp E0Twy GV unbév EoTt HETAED TUYYEVES,
oTIYp®V ' alel peTa&d ypapuuy) xal Tév viv xpdvos.

gt Siaupolt' &v elg ddiaipeta, elmep ¢& Qv éotv éxdrepov, elg tadta Sionpeltar
GAN' 00BEv v TV cuvexQV elg dpeph StapeTdv. dAXo 3¢ yévog ody oldv T' elvan
HETAED. 1) Yap ddiaipetov Eotat 1) Saupetdv, xal i Staupetdy, 1) el ddiaipeta 1) eig
ael dratpetar TodTo 3¢ TuveEES.

bi5 pavepdv ¢ xal STt v guveyég Siupetov eig afel Jupetd: ei yap &lg
adwrlpeta, Eotal ddlaipeTov AJLALPETOL ATTTOMEVOV" €V Yap TO EoyaTov xal

ATCTETOUL TRV TUVEY V.

[Definitions | Now if the terms ‘continuous’, ‘in contact’, and ‘in succession’
are understood as defined above—| Def., 1] things being continuous if their
extremities are one, [ Def., 2] in contact if their extremities are together, and
[Def., 3] in succession if there is nothing of their own kind intermediate
between them—

[Theorem, 1] nothing that is continuous can be composed of indivisibles:
e.g. a line cannot be composed of points, the line being continuous and the
point indivisible.
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[Proof1] For the extremities of two points can neither be one (since of
an indivisible there can be no extremity as distinct from some other
part) nor together (since that which has no parts can have no
extremity, the extremity and the thing of which it is the extremity
being distinct).
[Proof 2 by reductio] Moreover, if that which is continuous is
composed of points, these points must be either continuous or in
contact with one another: and the same reasoning applies in the case
of all indivisibles.
Now for the reason given above they cannot be continuous;
and one thing can be in contact with another only if whole is in contact
with whole or part with part or part with whole. But since indivisibles
have no parts, they must be in contact with one another as whole with
whole. And if they are in contact with one another as whole with
whole, they will not be continuous; for that which is continuous has
distinct parts, and these parts into which it is divisible are different in
this way, i.e. spatially separate.
[Theorem , 2] Nor, again, can a point be in succession to a point or a now
to a now in such a way that length can be composed of points or time of
NOWS;
[Proof] for things are in succession if there is nothing of their own kind
intermediate between them , whereas intermediate between
points there is always a line and between nows a period of time.
[Reductio]| Again, they could be divided into indivisibles, since each is
divisible into the parts of which it is composed. But, as we saw
, no continuous thing is divisible into things without parts.
Nor can there be anything of any other kind between; for it would be
either indivisible or divisible, and if it is divisible, divisible either into
indivisibles or into divisibles that are always divisible, in which case it
is continuous.
[Theorem , 3] Moreover, it is plain that everything continuous is divisible
into divisibles that are always divisible;
[Proof by reductio] for if it were divisible into indivisibles, we should
have an indivisible in contact with an indivisible, since the extremities
of things that are continuous with one another are one and are in
contact
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T 6 Phys. V11, 231a21 slightly rewritten

“Opot

1. cuveXT) Qv Ta Eoyorta Ev.

2. ATTOUEVO DV o T ETyorTal

3. £pekhic v undev peTald ouyyevég

[Propositiones, Oswpnpata]

1. adVvartov & ddtanpétwy elval Tt ouveyE. [...]

2. 0bx €@e&ic Eotou oty oty 1) TO Vv T vOv, dot' éx TovTwy elvat TO pHijog
1) TOV xpdvov- | ...]

3. v guveyEs latpeTov i aiel Stapetdr [... ]

Proclus EL phys., |

“Opot tod mpwtov. Definitions of the first book

1. Zuveyf) Eotwy, Qv t& méparta év. (= Def.41)

Continuous are [things] whose limits are one.

2. AmTOpEVd EaTty, OV T& Téparta dua. (= Def. 5 2)

Touching are [things] whose limits are together.

3. 'Eqekiic otwy, @v undév uetakd duoyevés. (= Def. 4 3)

Successive are those [things| between which there is nothing of the same

kind.

THEOREMS

1. Abo apepi) ody dpetar aAANAwy. Two partless [things] will not touch one

another. [used in the proof of Theor. , 3]

2. Abo dpepi) auveyeg ovdev momael. Two partless [things] will not produce

anything continuous. [= Theor. 4 1]
El yap Suvartdy, Eotw 300 dpep t& AB xal moteitw cuv-gxeg o €€ dpgoiv.
GAAG TTAVTA TQ gUVEYT dmTETAL TPOTEPOV: TA dpa AB dmTeTol dAANAWY
auepn 8vta, mep advvatov. For if this is possible, let there be two
partless [things] A and B and let them produce as continuous that
which consists of both of them. However, all continuous things first
touch. Thus, A and B touch one another while being partless, which is
impossible.

N o

"AMAw. El €att quveyeg éx TV AB duepdv, 1) SAov GAov drrtetatl To A T B

N o

1) GAoV HEPOUS 1) MEPEL UEPOUG. AAN' EL MEV BAOV UEPOUS 1) MEPEL MEPOUG, OVX
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T8

v\

gotar apepi & AB, ei 3¢ Ghov SAou dmrolto, obx EaTl TUVEXESG, AAA'
£QapudoEL Pbvov: €l 00V olx v TO A cuveygs, ovde 0 B petd tod A Eotan
TUVEYES GAOV GAOU ATTTOUEVOV.
In another manner. If there is [something] continuous [composed] of
the partless [things] A and B, either A touches B as one whole another
or as a whole a part or it touches a part with a part. If, however, a whole
touches a part or it touches a part with a part, A and B will not be
partless. But if a whole would touch a whole, it will not be continuous,
but they merely coincide; if then A were not continuous, B will not be
continuous together with A either, when as a whole it touches [A] as a
whole.
3. T@v &v cuveyel dpepdv To ueta&d ouvexés. What is between partless [things
that are] in something continuous is continuous. [used in the proof of
Theor. 5 2]
4. Ao dpeph) Epekic dAMAolg odx Eotwv. Two partless [things] are not
successive to one another [= Theor. , 2]
"Eotw ydp 300 dueph & AB: Aéyw 811 0dx Eotan Qe TO A T) B. mel yap
d¢deuetau, 8TL 300 Auep®V TO MeTakd cuVeXES ETTLY, EoTw OY) TO HETAED AUTAVY
16 TA xai Sypnodw xatd 1 E: 16 E dpa duepés €ott ueta&d dv tév AB:
q@ekRc 08 A, v undev peTald dpoyevés olx dpa T A xail To B Ege&is Eotiv.
A B
r E A
For let there be two partless [things] A and B. I say that A will not be
continuous with B. For since it has been shown that what lies between

two partless [things] is continuous, let what lies between them be
[called] CD and let it be divided at E. Thus, E is partless, lying between
A and B. Successive were those [things] between which there is
nothing of the same kind. A and B then are not successive.

5. [1&v quveyeg Stapetdy et eig del dlatpeTd.

Everything continuous is divisible into [parts] that are always divisible. [=

Theor. 4 3]

Phys. V1., 231b21-25: el yaip 6 péyedog €€ adtapétwy abyxerrat, xal 1) xiwoig 1)
tovTov &§ lowy xtwoewy Eotal ddianpétwy, olov el 10 ABI éx t@v A B T éotlv
adratpétwy, 1) xiwotg ép' fig AEZ, v &xww by 16 Q éntl thg ABT, Exaotov 6 uépog
gxeL ddiaipeTov.
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T9 Thom. Aq. in Phys., lib. V lect. v, 684: Praemittit aetem haec, quia horum
definitionibus utitur in demonstrationibus consequentibus per totum
librum; sicut et in principio Euclidis ponuntur definitiones, quae sunt
sequentium demonstrationum principia.

T 10 Autolycus, De sphaera quae movetur
["Opot]
1. ‘Opardg Aéyetat pépeadat anpela dtav év low xpdvw oo Te 1) xal Spota HeyEdm
Se&épymrar:
2. &4 8¢ €7l Tvog Ypoupis pepueVEY TL auelov OpaAdS 300 Ypauuds Sie&éAly,
TOV abTOV EEEL Abyov 8 Te Y pdvog Tpdg TOV Xpdvov &V @ TO anuelov Exatépoy TGV
YPOUUUAY SLeERADE ol 1) YPoUpT) TTPOS TNV Y POLUUNY.
[[Tpotdaeig]
1. 'Eav opalpa otpépnrat dpaAdds mepl tov éauthis d&ova, mdvta Td eml Thg
gmeavelag Thg oeaipag onpela doo uy Eotv Eml tod dEovog xbxhoug Ypdet
TopaAAAouG Todg adTolg TéAOUS ExovTag T apaipa, xal étt dplods TPog TOV
agova.
"Eotw opalpa 1 dEwv Eotw 1) af’ evfela, mdhot 8¢ adthig ta o B’ onuela, xal
oTpe@éadw OUaARS TEpL TOV Eautiic dEova ToV aff’s Aéyw 8Tl XTA.
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Tn

Ti2

T13

Eucl., EL 1 C.N. 8: Kal 10 8Aov 100 pépoug peilov.
And the whole is bigger than the part.

in Parm. VI, 1091.19-23: v0v 0dv Anmtéov ag 6 MTAdtwy mavtdg tod v £vadwy
nAnBoug e€alpet Td Ev wg yevwnTindy adtod xal DrooTatndy, xal Tobto motel xatd
TAG XOWAS AV Evvolag TpodaBv ws od moAdd 6 €v (Parm. 137¢4-5: elev 8,
@aval el €v €Ty, GAAOC TL 00X AV €1Y) TTOAAG TO EV;)

For the present, then, let us take it that Plato removes the One from the
whole multiplicity of henads as generating them and bringing them to
existence, and he does this by taking as a first premise, following the

common concepts established within us, that the One is not Many. (trans.
Dillon - Morrow)

in Parm. V1,1092.15-27: éxetvo odv mtptov pvtéov 6Tt 76 wi) moAdd elva 70 €v 008E
amodeifews 00 mapapvbiag nEiwoey, dAAG xatd ™V xowny EAaBev adTy xal
adaatpopov Evvolay- Jel yap év Talg mepl Tod mpwtou maAloTa Bewplalg
aveyelpely Tag xowdg aitiag, émedy) mavta adTou eig éxelvo TéTaxTal xal
avemitydelTwg xal oo xatd volv évepyel xal oo xatd QUaty wévov. xal GAwg
andong anodeibewg dpymv elvar T6 dvarddewtov xal TAG xowdg Eévvolag
nponyelofat tév dmodeifewy, domep xal yewpétpat gact. Tod 3¢, &tt 6 & 0d
ToOAAG, YVwplpwTepov o03év oty NV xal cagéatepov- 80ev Todto ob Jendelg
xatooxeviis oUdE TAelovog Abyou mapédafey. eldnmron pév odv dmd THS xowhg
gwvolog 8Tt 00 TOANG TO Ev- £l 8¢ Yp1) Tvog adTd xal Tapapubiag agidoat, Aéywpey
8Tl XTA.

The first thing to be said is that Parmenides does not think that the
statement that the One is not Many requires either proof or argument to

support it, but he has assumed it on the basis of our common and
uncorrupted intuition; for in our speculations about the first principle we

should especially stimulate the common intuitions, since everything is
naturally and unaffectedly related to it, both what operates according to
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intellect and what operates only according to nature. And, in general, the
beginning of every process of proof must be the indemonstrable, and
common intuitions must come before demonstrations, as the geometers
also assert. Now nothing is more familiar or obvious to us than the
statement that the One is not Many, for which reason he assumed this as
not requiring introduction or further argument. It is assumed on the basis
of common intuition that the One is not Many; if one is to demand some
argument for this also, we may say that etc.

T 14 in Parm. VI, 1099.6-9: 800 3% toUTtwv NIV dElwpudtwy DTtoxelpuévay, xatiSwuey
8mwg cuAAoyiletar 6 Tlapuevidng &tt 70 &v olite Aoy éativ olite uépy Eyer, <xai>
Topaorovdnowpey adTod TH dywyi.

So then let these two axioms be regarded as established, and let us see how
Parmenides concludes on this basis that the One is neither a whole nor has
parts, and let us follow his line of reasoning.

T 15 in Parm. VI, 1099.29-1100.3: xai 8pa ™V YEwUeTpU|V TAEW, Smwg 8Tt Hév ov

moAda 6 &v ellnmran g dElwpa xal wg xov) Evola, 8tt 3¢ olte SAov éotiv olite
uépoy Eyet xataorevdletarl 3t exelwng Ths xowig évvolag:
And observe the geometrical order in this, how the proposition that the One
is not Many has been taken as an axiom and as a common intuition,
whereas the proposition that it is neither a whole nor has parts is
established by means of that common intuition.

T16 ET 1: I1av mAf0og petéyer my tod évés. (translations of ET after E.R. Dodds)
Every plurality in some way participates unity / the one.
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