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PREFACE
TO LOEB PLOTINUS VI-VIL

The text of these volumes corresponds to that of
the third volume of the revised editioc minor of Henry
and Schwyzer (Plotini Opera I1I, Oxford Classical
Taxts, 1982), with correction of printers' errors and a
few changes in punctuation, except in the following
places, where the changes are indicated in the
critical notes:

vol. VI vol. VII
VI. 1. 12. 38 VI.T.1. 48-9
VI.2.5.5 VI.7.7.25
VI.2.9 21 VI.7.7. 26-8
VL. 3. 4. 36 V1.8 1.7
VI.4 3 15 V1.8 14.19
VL. 5. 8. 29-31 VI. 8. 18.29
VI. 5. 10. 44 VI.8.21.23
VI. 5. 12.6

Indices have not been providad. The availability of
the recently published Lexicon Plotinianum (by J. H.
Sleeman and Gilbert Pollet: Leiden and Leuven
1980) makes the provision of a selective word-index
unnecessary and likely to be misleading; and the
Index Fontium in Plotini Opera 111 (see above), while
not complete, is very extensive and must be referred
to by anyone seriously interested in the sources of
Plotinus; work on its revision and expansion is
continuing.

vii




I'REFACE

The preparation of Volumes VI and VII for publi-
cation has been assisted by grants from the British
Academy and the Leverhulme Trust, which are
gratefully acknowledged.

L

HooCoHe

viil

I nn

onon

I

A H. ARMSTRONC,

SIGLA

Laurentianus 87, 3.

Codicis A primus corrector.
Parisinus Gr. 1976.
exemplum alterum tractatus VI 5 in codice E a
posteriore scriba scriptum.
Laurentianus 85, 15.
Valicanus Reginensis Gr. 7,
Parisinus Gr. 2082,
Vaticanus Urbinas Gr. 62.
Monacensis Gr. 449.
Murcianus Gr. 242,
Ambrosianus Gr. 667,

AE
RJ

QL

in margine

ante correctionem
post correctionem

Henry-Schwyzer, editio maior
Henry-Schwyzer, editio minor (= OCT)

Enn.

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

WOo =10 e WD

ORDO ENNEADVM COMFPARATVR
CVM ORDINE CHRONOLOGICO

chron.

Enn.
11

—
=)
CI- L RN K

m —
= ==
e o

<<<i<<<«<<
Ll I B N T ST L

chron.

40
14
a2
12
25
17
a7
35
33

chron.

10
11
49

7
32
24
18
81

b

Enn.

11
11
I
1
[T1
11
T
[11
188

DO = O T e S S —

Enn.
AR
VI 2
VI3
VI 4
VI b
VI 6
VI T
VI 8
VI 9

chron.

3
47
48
13
50
26
45
30
13

chror.

42
43
44
22
43
34
38
39

9




VI. 1-3. ON THE KINDS OF BEING

Introductory Noie

THE work on the Categories (Nos. 4244 in the
chrenological order) was composed late in Plotinus’
writing life, towards the end of the six years during which
Porphyry was with him (Life ch. 5). It is difficult not to feel
as one reads it that he did not find the subject very
congenial. In the first of the three treatises into which
Porphyry has divided the work (Porphyry's editorial
divisions correspond exactly here to the real divisions of
the subject-matter, as they do not always do elsewhere)
Plotinus seems to be doing his duty as a Platonic
rhilosopher by making his contribution to the traditional
polemic which some Platonists had been engaged in since,
probably, the first century B.C. against the category-
doctrine of Aristotle and the Peripatetics and to the joint
attack by Peripatetics and Platonists on Stoic category-
doctrine which had been going on sinee about the same
period. (There were other Platonists, nctably Aleinous (or
Albinus) in the second century aD. who took a more
positive attitude which finally prevailed in the Platonic
school, with Porphyry and Iamblichus.}

In the first twenty-four chapters of VI. 1 Plotinus seems
i ke very much dependent on the polemic against the
Aristotelian rategories of the Platonist of the second
century AD. Nicostratus (who took over the work of an
otherwise unknown Lucius), about which we know
something frum the Commentary on the Categorics of
Simplicius: the passages of this which are relevant to the
text of Plotinus are printed in the editio maior of Henry and
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Sehwyzer.! In the last six chapters of the treatise it is likely
that he is making uss of the anti-Stoic polemic of the
Peripatetic Andronicus, the editor of Aristotle in the first
gentury B.C. and his pupil Boethus. Ancient philosophers
are nat at their best in polemic, and Plotinus and his
Platonic and Peripatetic sources are no exceptions. Vary
much of the ecriticism 1is carping, superficial and
lendentious, and there is very little attempt to understand
the positions of Aristotle and the Stcies or to discover what
they are really trying to do. The philosophical point of view
is throughout that of Platonism as Plotinus understood it.
Aristotle is treated as if he were a bad and metaphysically
unintelligent Platonist, and the Stoics as gross and crnde
materialists. (Plotinus can sometimes understand Aristctle
at a very much deeper level, and, even when he is
criticising him, develop genuinely Aristolelian thoughts:
and his own thanght in some areas is much influenced hy
Stoicism, in ethics and in his understanding of the organic
unity of the universe.)

VI. 2 is on 4 considerably higher level and must rank as
one of the major works of Plotinus on the One-Being, the
Divine Intellect, Nobs. Here he turns from polemic against
opponents to expound the frue Platonic doctrine of the
Categories of the Intelligible World. These are the
“greatest genera” of Plato Sophist 25641D-257A, Being, Rest,
Motior, Same and Other. Plotinus uses them in a
remarkable and original way. of which this treatise gives
the fullest account to be found in the Enneads. It has not
perhapz very much te do with logic in any ordinary
Aristotelian or modern sznse: the “‘categories” are not
really used as logical categories or classes. Bréhier, in his
Notice to V1. 1-3 in his edition (p.37), puts it very well when
he speaks of it as a "reflective analysie which brings to
light different aspects of the same whole.” The ultimate

! On Nicostratus zee further K. Praechter "Nikostratos
der Platoniker” in Hermes 57 (1922), 481-517 and J. Dillon
The Middle Flatonists (London 1977, 233-6.




ON THE KINDS OF BEING

appeal, as always when Plotinus ie speaking of the
intelligible world and its source, is toa direct awareness or
vision, for which discursive reascning can only prepare us.
This is very apparent in Chapter 8 and in the last three
chapters of the treatise, especially Chapter 21.

In VI. 3 Plotinus returns from the intelligible to the
sensible world, and does his best to provide it with a
suitable Platonic set of categories. His attitude to Aristotle
at this point becomes a good deal more positive, and this
part of the work is more a critical adaptation than a
refutation of Peripatetic doctrine. But he findsit difficult to
arrive at any certain conclusions, and is more imprecise
and undogmatic than usual. This is particularly apparent
in the last eight lines of Chapter 3, where he suggests,
though he does not pursue the suggesticn, that we might be
able to manage here below with only two categories, quasi-
substance and relation, and in the rather impatiently
agnostic last words of Chapter 27. We can see clearly in
+his Lreatise how a Platonist, who, following the Timaeus,
does not believe that any certain and unchanging
knowledgs of the sense-world is possible, can be much more
ppen und uncommitted to any particular account of the
nature and structure of material things than an
Aristotelian, who, while still believing that certain and
unchanging knowledge is possible, must find its ohjects
predominantly in the world of sense.

(Only Substance, Quantity, Quality, Motion and,
incidentally, Relation are discusscd in V1. 3. It is possible,
but nat certain, that Plotinus meant to continue with a
fuller discussion of other categories than the summary

remarks in the last chapter.)
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Synopsis
VI 1

Earlier opinions on the number of beings and kinds of
being summarily considercd. Do the ten Aristotclian
categories apply to both sensible and intelligible worlds
{ch. 1)? Substance: criticisms of Aristotelian doctrine:
there cannot be onc category of substance for both sensible
and intelligible worlds (chs. 2-3). Quantity: difficulties
about numbers and magnitudes, discontinuous and
continuous quantity (ch. 4). Speech and time should not be
classed as quantitative (ch. 5). Relation: difficulties of the
Aristotelian doctrine. Relations are not only in our
thinking (chs. 6 9). Quality: difficultics about the
Aristotelian account and the classification of gualities
(chs'.! 10—12);,When‘ Why make it a separate category: are
not "when,.? parts of time (ch. 13)? Where. Again, as with
the “when”, perversity of making a separate category, and
putting place and what is in place in different categories
(ch. 14). Action (or doing and msking): critical discussion
of the Aristotelian account (chs. 15-19). Affection (or
passivity). Difficulties about making it a separate category
sharply distinguished from Action (chs. 20-21). At.:ti()n1
Affection as Relation (ch. 22). Having: is this category
:Ee}zz_llg_i)neoessary (ch. 23)? The same applies to Position
ch. 24).

The S&mc Categories: absurdity of the Stoic highest
genus, “something”: confusion in their materialistic
account of substance-subject (ch. 25). Attack on Stoic
materialism (chs. 26 and 27). The great Stoic mistake is
reliance on sense-perception (ch. 28). Criticism of the
materialistic Stoic account of Quality (ch. 29). Summeary
1(:11131111&3331 of the Stoic categories of State and Relation
ch. 30).
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VI 2

'The Platonic genera. Genera and Principles. Being and
Becoming (again, absurdity of the Stoic “something”) (ch.
1). Being is one ard many: its co-squal genera are also
principles (ch. 2). The transcendent One cause of the
senera: the genera in the wmity of the One-Being:
inadequacy of discursive reason to apprehend this (ch. 3).
Bodily and intelligible being: Scul as a handy example of
the intelligible (ch. 4). The unity and multipheity of Soul.
and of the One-Being (chs. 5 and 6). Movement as life in
Soul and Intellect. Necessity also of the genus Rest (ch. 7).
The discernment by dirset vision of Being, Mation and Rest
in Intellect: this brings with it the discernment of Same
and Other (ch. 8). Are there more genera? Why Lhe
transcendent One is not a genus {(ch. 9). Why the Onein the
One-Being is not a genus: how this One is in Being (chs.
9-11). All things, including mathematical entities, which
appear to be soulless, strive towards the One and Good
Schs. 11-12). Quantity and number are posterior to and

erived from the five Platonic genera (ch. 13). So is quality:
in the intelligible world it is the activity of substance (ch.
14). Being and the other four Platonic genera (ch. 15).
There is no place for the other Aristotelian categories in
the intclligible (ch. 18). The Goed is not a genus: the
activity, life or movement of the One-Being towards the
transcendent Good is its good (ch. 17). The Beautilul
belongs to Substance, Knowledge is Movement. Intellect is
not a genus, but all that truly exists: and the virtues are its
activities (ch. 18). The genera and their species: universal

and particular in Intellect (chs. 19-20). The great vision of

Intellect, in which, deriving from and along with the
primary genera, Quality, Quantity, number and [igure are
discerned. The all-inclusiveness of Intellect (ch. 21).
Exegesis of Timaeeus 39E (the Complete Living Creature) in
terms of this doctrine, with confirmatory texts from the
Parmenides and Philebus (ch. 22).

1o
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VL 3

Arc the catcgorics of the sense-world the same,
analogously, as those of the intelligible, or different?
Problems of classification in the sense-world (ch. 1).
Sensible substance: matter, form and composite: the
Platonic intelligible categories cannot be applied, even
analogously. to sensible substance (ch. 2). Discussion of
matter, _f-)rm and composite continued: relation of other
categories to them. Seven, five, or possibly only two
categories of the sensible world (ch. 3)? What have matter,
form end co::npoaite in common to make us put them in the
category of “substance” (ch. 4)? Substance and substrate
(chs. 4-5). What does “is" mean in the sense-world {ch. 6)?
1t is not matter from which things here below derive their
being (ch. 7). Sensible substance as a combination of
qualities and matter (ch. 8). How should the genus
“sensible substance” be divided into species (chs. 9-10)?
Quantity in the sense-world (chs. 11-15). Quality in the
sense-world (chs. 16-20). Movement in the sense-world (chs.
21-26). Stillness in the sense-world is to be distinguished
from the Platonic category Rest in the intelligible (ch. 27),
(Stll_]m.tz'rézilr}’ canclusion, with a few remarks on Relation
ch. 28).

IT
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1 The “extremely ancient philosophers” are the Pre-

Socratics. As usual, Plotinus takes his information about '

them from Aristotle and dismisses them very summarily.
“One being™: Thales, Anaximenes, Heraclitus;, "o definite
number”: Empedocles; "an infinite number”: Anaxagoras,
Democritus.

2 Aristotle and the Stoics.

5 The reference may be Lo Peripatetic discussions of the
Categories by Andronicus, Roethus, and their followers

1z

VI. 1. ON THE KINDS
OF BEING1I

1. The extremely ancient philosophers investi-
gated beings, how many there were and what they
were: some sald there was one being, some a definite
number, and some an infinite number; and in each of
these groups, some said the one being was one thing
and some another, and the same applies to those wha
said the number of beings was limited and those who
said that it was infinite.! And since these views have
been sufficiently examined by those who came after
them, we can let them go. But since these later philo-
sophers,? after cxamining the views of the earlier
onas, themselves placed heings in a number of
definite kinds, we must consider them and ses how
many the kinds are; these philosophers did not posit
one being, because they saw many even in the
intelligible realm, nor an infinite number, because
this was impossible and knowledge could not occur,
and some of them posited ten of their numerieally
limited kinds and some fewer (they have said that
the foundations of being are not rightly thought of
as a sort of elements, but as genera of some kind); but
there might have been some who posited more than
these ten.® But there arc differences in their genera
(first century B.C): cp. Dexippus In Culeg. 137, p. 32,10-34.2.
But the’ wording is vague, and Plotinus clearly did not

know much about these people and was not very interested
in them.

13
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ON TIIE KINDS OF BEING 1

as well: for some of them make the genera prineiples
of being, others the beings themselves, generically
the same in number.

First, then, we must take the opinion which di-
vides beings into ten, and see whether we Lhink the
philosophers are saying that there are ten gencra
which fall under the common name of “being”, ar
ten categories. For they say, and say rightly, that
being does not mean the same thing in all ten; but we
should rather ask them this first, whether the ten are
there in the same way in the intelligible beings and
the beings perceived by sense, or whether they are
all in the beings of the sense-world, but in the
intelligibles some are there and some not: for it
certainly cannot be the other way round. At this
point we must examine which of the ten are also
there in the intelligible, and if the things there can
he brought under one genus with those here below,
or whether the term “substarce” is used ambigu-
ously of that there and this here. But if this is so,
then there are more than ten genera. But if “sub-
stance” is used in the same sense there as here, it
will be absurd for it to mean the same thing when
applied to primary beings and those which come
after them, since there is no common genus of things
among which there is priority and posterity. But in
their classification they are not speaking about the
intelligible beings: so they did not want to classify
all beings, but left cut those which are most authen-
tically beings.

2. Again, then, are they really to be considered as
genera? And how is substance one genus? For we
must in any case begin with this. That there cannot
be one common substantiality applying to both

15
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1 This seems to be a polemical reference to the widest
Stoic category m (“sort of somet_hjng”}, Wh{ch included
both corporeals (the only reahtles)' and 1ncsrporea]sf
{which existed only in thought): cp. SVF 11117, 329,331 3;

¢cp. ch. 25, 1-10. ) )
2 A critical reference to Aristotle Categories 5. 4a10-11.
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intelligible and sensible substance has been said
already. And besides, there will [if this is so] be
something else before both intelligible and sensible
substance, which is something else and is predicated
of both, and this could not be either body or bodiless:
for [if it is] body will be bodiless, or the bodiless
body.’ Of course we must also investigate this point
about the substance here below themselves, what
there is common to matter and form and the eom-
posite of both. For they say that all these are sub-
stances, but that they are not equal in respect of sub-
stance, when it is said that form is more substance
than matter—quite correctly; but there are those
who would say that matter is more substance. But
what could the substances which they call primary
have in common with the secondary nnes, when the
secondary ones derive their name of substances from
those prior to them? But in general it is impossible to
say what substance is: for even if one gives it its
“proper characteristic”, it does not yet have its
“whal it is”, and perhaps nol even the deflinition
“that which is onc and the same in number which is
receptive of the opposites” will fit all cazes.?

3. But ought we really to call substance one
category, collecting together intelligible substance,
matter, form and the composite of both? This would
be like saying that the genus [or clan] or the Hera-
clids was a unity, not in the sense of a unity common
to all its members, but because they all come from
one ancestor: for the intelligible substance would he
so primarily, and the others secondarily and less.
But what prevents all things from being one
category? For everything else which is said to exist

17
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derives from subatance. Now those other existents
are affections [of substances] arnd substances are in
successive arder in a different way. But besides that,
in this way we are not yet able to put any weight on
substance or grasp the most essential thing about it,
in order that the others may come from it. Let all the
so-called substances, certzinly, be akin in this way
and have somcthing over and above the other gen-
era. But what is this very “something’ and *“this
here”, and the “substrate’” and the not resting upon
or being in something else as in a substrate, nor
being what it is as belonging to another, as white is a
quality of body and quantity belongs to substance,
and lime is something belonging to motion, and
motion belongs to the moved? But second substance
is predicated of something else. Now here it is
predicated of something else in a different way, in
the sense of an immanent genus, immanent as a part,
and the “‘what it is” of that first substance; but the
[quality] white 1s predicated of something else
because it is in something else. But one might say
that these are peculiar properties of substances as
compared with other things, and for this reason one
might collect them into one and call them sub-
stances, but one would not be speaking of one genus,
nor would one yet be making clear the concept and
nature of substance. Let this discussion rest here,
and let us go on to the nature of the quantum.*

4. They say that the first quantum is number, also
all continuous magnitude and place and time, and
they refer all the other things they call quanta back

! Plotinus  returns to the discussion of sensible
“substance” at length in V1. 3.
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to these, and they say that movement is quantified
by the quantum of time, though perhaps, conversely,
time takes its continuity from movement. But now, if
they are going to say that the continuous is a
guantum in so far as it is continuous, the discon-
tinuous would nct be a guantum; but if the con-
tinuous is a quantum incidentally, what is this being
quantitative which is common to both? Now let us
agree that numbers have the property of being
quanta; yet this only gives them the property of
being called guanta, and il s nol yel made clear
what their nature is in virtue of which they are
called quanta; but a line and a surface and a bady
are not even called quanta, but are called magni-
tudes but not quanta, granted that they receive the
additional appellation of quanta when they are
brought to a number, two cubits or three cubits:
since the natural body also becomes a quantum
when it is measured, and place is so incidentally, not.
in so far as it is place. But one must not take what is
incidentally a quantum, but the gquantitative in
itself, like quantity: since even the three oxen are
not a quantum, but their number is: for three oxen
arc alrcady two categorics. In this way, therefore, a
line of a certain length is two categories, and a
surface of a certain area is two categories, and its
quantity is a quantum, but why is the surface itself a
quantum? It is, at any rate, only when it is limited,
by three or four lines for instance, that it is said Lo be
a quantum. Well then, shall we assert that only the
numbers are quantitative? But if we mean the num-
bers in and by themselves,! these are called sub-
stances, and are called so particularly because they
are in and by themselves. But if we mean the num-
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bers in the things which participate in them, the
numbers by which we count, not just units, but ten
horses or ten oxen, first of all it will seem absurd
that, if the numbers in themselves are substances,
these [counting] numbers should not be su as well,
and then [it will also sccm absurd] if when they
measure their subjects they exist in them, and do not
exist outside them and measure them like rulers and
measuring-pots. But if it is as existing on their own
and not in their subjects that they are taken for
measuring, those subjects will not be quanta since
they will not participate in quantity, and why arc
the numbers themselves quantitative? For they are
measures: but why are measures quanta or quantity?
Presumably because, since they are among the
things that exist, if they do not fit into any of the
other categories, they will be what they are called
and will be placed in the category called quantity.
For their unit marks off one thing, and then goes cn
to another, and number indicates how many there
are, and soul measures the multiplicity using num-
ber to help it. Therefore when it measures it does not
measure what a thing is: for it says "one’" and “two”,
whatever they are and even if they are opposites; but
it does not measure what state a thing is in either,
warm or haautiful for instance, but how many things
there are. Number itself then, whether it is regarded
in itself or in the things which participate in it, is
quantitative, but its participants are not. So not the
“three cubits long” but the “lhree”. Why, then, are
magnitudes also quantitative? Is it because they are
near the quantum, and we call the things in which
they occur quanta, not because they are quanta in
the proper sense, but we call something big as if cn
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the ground that it participates in a great deal of
number, and small, because it participates in a little?
But the big itself and the small are not considered to
be guanta, but relations; but, all the same, they call
them relations in so far as they appear to be quanta.
But we must consider this more preciscly. There
will, then, not be one genus, but only number, and
the other things as guanta secondarily. There is not,
then, one genus in the proper sense, but one
category which gathers in also the things that are
somehow near quanta in a primary and secondary

sense. But we [Platonists] must investigate how the

numbers in and by themselves are substances, or
whether they too are a kind of quantum; but, which-

sver way they are, those numbers would have

nothing in common with these numbers here belcw,

except the name alone.

5. But how are [articulate] speech and time and
movement quanta? First of all, if you like, about
speech. But it is speech and is of a certain quantity—
for it is certainly measured—yet in so far as it is
speech it is not a quantum: for it is something
significant, like noun and verb. Like theirs, its mat-
teris the air: for in fact it is composed of them; but it
is rather the impact which is speech, and not just
simply the impact but the resulting impression
which so to speak shapes the air: it is therefore an
action, and a significant action. Certainly one would
more reasonably class this movement according to
the impact us an action and the corresponding move-
ment as an affection, or say that each of them was an
action of one thing and an affection of another, or an
action upon the substrate and an affection in the
substrate. But if the voice is not considered in terms
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of the impact but of the air, therc would be two
catcgories and not one to bhe extracted fraom the
significant action, if the significant thing is to be
placed in this category and the co-significant in
that.! As for time, if it is understood in its measuring
capacity, we must grasp what it is that measures: for
it is either soul ur the “now”. But if it is understood
as measured, let it be a quantum in respect of being
of a certain length, a year’s length for instance; but
in respect of being time it is some different nature:
for the so much is a something else which is so much.
Quite certainly time is not quantity; but it is just
exactly quantity which has no hold on anything else
which is the quantum in the strict and proper sense.
But if onc classes all the things which participate in
the quantitative as quanta, then suhstance will be
the same thing as quantum. But that *“‘equal and
unequal are characteristic of the quantum”? mus:
be understood of the quantum itself, not of the
things which participate in it, except incidentally,
not in so far as they are those things which they are,
as the man three cubits tall is; he too is not brought
together into one genus, hut under one genus and
one category.

6. Asregards relation, we should enquire about it
in this way: whether there is any generic community
in it, or whether it comes together in another way
inlo une. And il is particularly important when
dealing with this category to ask whether this state
of heing related has any suhstanrtial existence, for

! Wz acdopt here Igal's conjecture, which gives good sense
and accords with Simplicius In Categ. 6, p. 131. 8-10.
 Aristotle Categories 6. 6a26-7
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instance the right and the left and the double and
the half, or whether it is so in some cases, for
instance the one last mentioned, but there is no
substantiality in the first mentioned, or whether it is
nowhere so. What, then, about double and half and
in general exceeding and exceeded, and again about
hebitual state and [changeable] disposition, and
lying, sitting, standing, and again about father, son,
master, slave, and further about like, unlike, equal,
unequal, and active also and passive, and measure
and measured? And Xknowledge and sense-
perception, of which one is related to the object
known and the other to the object perceived. Know-
ledge would indeed have in relation to its object a
gingle active substantial existence, and sense-
perception in the same way in relation to its object,
and so would the active to the passive, granted that
they accomplish a single work, and the measure to
the measured in respect of measuring it. But what
product would like have in relation to like? It is not
a guestion of a produect, but of something which is
there, of the sameness in the qualified. But there is
ncthing over and above the qualification in each of
the like things. Nor is there in the case of equal
things: for the sameness in the quantum is there
before the state of being related. But what is this
state of being related other than our judgement
when we compare things which are what they are by

themselves and say “this thing and this thing have

the same size and the same quality”, and “'this man

has produced this man, and this man controls this

man’’? And what would sitting and standing be over
and above what sits and stands? But habitual state,

when it refers to the possessor, would rather signify

2¢




PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI 1.

o’ € by Ay v\ 3 ’ A N w . L M
TN ALVOL, 1) d¢ wara TO EXUMEVUY TTOLOV AV €17 Kot Tl
PRI S . . \
Siafécews woadTws. T( dv olv €l Tapd TaTA T4 TPOS
- / 1 > € s
30 #\nAa 7 Hjudv Ty mapdeoty voolvrwy; T6 8 Dmepéyor
. . .
76 wév ToudrSe péyebos, 76 3¢ roodrie: dAdo 8¢ rode, 7o
8¢ dAdo- 1 8¢ mapaPory) map” Apdw, olk év avTois. o de
h) L
Sefids mpos apiarepdy wal Eumpooer ral Gmicler
- - - I 3 < 4 < -~
paMov dv fvws év 1@ reiofar 6 pev @8{, 0 B¢ W& Mpets
s ey s -
§¢ 76 Sefidv kal 70 dproTepov évonoapey, év d¢ avrols
-4 Ll I3 ’ ! o ’ 8 , P 1 Si
45 ondév. 16 Te mpoTEpov Kal VETEPOV XPOVGL OVO TO O€
’ \ e 13 -~ € ’
mpdTepor kul Jorepor Npuels woaiTws.
7. Bl uév ofv ovbév Méyouer, dAda Aeyovtes
h) Al ( / .
Pevdopeba, 0vdév dv TodTwv €, dAA KevoV 1) OXETLS
- k3 2
el 8 dAybebouer Aéyovres ‘mpdrepos &8¢ Tobde, 6 B
g - i A
Sarepos”, xpovovs 8bo mapafdllovres érepoy mapd T
7y ! A3 4 -
5 Smoxelpera atTdy AéyorTes TO TPOTEPOY, KAL ETTL defuod
o L - € 13 . o2 1 9 A a\' \
KoL ETL aPIO’Teth WIAUTWS, KoL €Tt 'IJ.-E'}J'E (v TN TO
P : . ‘o
ooy avTdy Ty oxéow, kadd Td pév dmepBdAder, 76 C
b S’ k3 - A
OmepPdMerar, el 88 kal py Aeyovrwy mMuv pnde
- s
vooivrwy farw ouTws, wore SumAdmiov elva TO0E
. - . ) .
To0de, Kal éxel, 70 & EyeTal, Kal Tply Hpds €moTion,
\oar 1 < - \ M ) o3 A - A T
10 xal {oa wpd Huov mpos AN, Kat €mL TOU ToLa eivat
A 4 ko
Eorw év TavTéTYTL T npos aAdnAa, Kal eml TAVTwWY Wy

30

ON THE KINDS OF BEING I

possession, but when it refers to the possessed,
would be a quale; and the same would be true of
[changesble] disposition. What then would there be
over and above these things which are related to
each other except ourselves thinking their juxta-
position? Exceeding is a matter of onc thing of onec
definite size and another of another definite size; and
this one and that one are two different things; the
comparison comes from us, but is not in them. But
right in relation to left, and before and behind
perhaps rather belong in the category of position:
one is here and the other there; but we thought the
right and left; there is nothing of it in the things
themselves. And the before and after are two times;
but it is we who think the before and after in the
same way.

7. If then we are not saying anything, but our
stulements are deceptive, none of these would exist
and “the state of being related” would be an empty
phrase; hut if we speak the truth when we say “this
time i3 bafore this one, and this one after”, compar-
ing two times and saying that the "before” is some-
thing other than the underlying subjects, and it is
the same with right and lefl, and if in the case of
sizes [it is truc to say] that their relationship is
something over and above their quantitativeness, in
that one exeeeds and the other is exceeded; further,
if, even when we do not speak or think, it is in fact so
that this is the double of that, and one possesses and
another is possessed, even belure we notice it, and
things arc cqual to one another prior to us, and,
where being qualified is concerned. are in a relation
of sameness to each other, and if in the case of all
things which we say are related the state of being
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related to sach other is subsequent to the subjccts
related, but we chserve it as presently existent, and
our knowledge is directed to the object being
known-——at this point the substantiality arising out
of the state of relation is even more obvious—we
should stop enquiring whether the state of relation
existg; bul we should also note that with some things
in this state, as long as the subjects remain as they
were, even if they become separated, the state of
relation persists, but with others it comes into
existence when they come together, and with others
again, even when they remain as they are, the state
of being related eilher comes to an end altogether or
becomes different, as in the case of right and near,
and it is from these particularly that our suspicion
arises that in things of this kind relation is nothing.
Having taken note of this, then, we must enquire
what is the same in all, and if it is so as a genus, but
not something incidental; then, when we have found
what is the samec, we must enquire what kind of
existence it has. We must certainly speak of relation,
not if something is simply said to belong to another,
a state of soul or body for instance, nor because a
soul belongs to this man or is in something different
[from itself], but in things where the existence de-
rives from nowhere else but the state of relation:
existence hers does not mean that of the [related]
subjects, but that of the relation. For instance the
relation double to half gives existence neither to the
two-cubits-long nor in general to two things, nor to
the one-cubit-long nor in general to one thing, bus
when these arc in their state of being related, in
addition to being two and one respectively, the first
has the name and reality of double, and the one the
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name and reality of half. They both together, there-
fore, generated from themselves something else, the
existence of double and half, which came into
existence in relation to each other, and their being 1s
nothing else Lhan being for each other; for the
double it comes from cxeceding the half and for the
half from heing exceeded; so that one of them is not
prior and the other posterior, but they come into
existence together. But do they remain in existence
together? Now in the case of father and son and
similar relations, when the father is gone the son is
[still] son, and a brother [is a brother] when his
brother is gone: for we say “heis like the dead man”.

8. But we digressed here; and starting from this
point we must investigate the question why there is
dissimilarity in these relations. But let these philo-
sophers® tell us what common substantiality this
being from each other has. Well now, this common
reality cannot be 2 body. So it remains that, suppos-
ing it exists, it is incorporeal, and is either in the
things related or comes from outside. And if the state
of being related is [always] the same, it is univocal,
but if not, but different in different cases, it is
equivocal: for it is certainly not just because it is
called a state of being relatad that it would have the
same essential character. Are then the states of
being related to be distinguished in this way, in that
some things have a relationship observable as inac-
tive, just lying there, so to speak, and it only exists
when they are entirely simultaneous, but others,
along with their power and operation, are either
always disposed to relationship and had their

! The Peripatetics.




15

25

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VL 1.
- -~ 4 Al
xal mpd Tob T EToyudTrTa, év 8¢ 7f) owddw «al
o . of e
dvepyela vméon, 1 kal GAws T pév memoinke, TA 8
r 5 i 14 Is -~
Sméary, kai T mocTAY Gvopa povOV TOPECYE TQ
., Dy a e s . . Gy \
ETEP(P, TO 85 T'I:jv WTOCTATY, TOLOUTOY Uy KoL O TraTTIP
A . » A
wai 6 vide wal T ToryTucoy 8é kal mabnTuoy Exe Twa
* 14 A
ofov Lwy kol évépyciav, dp’ obv TaiTy BuarpeTéor TNV
/ ) N L L e L F * 6 3
axéow xal duaperéoy oV s TADTOY TL KOL KOWOV €V
- ! ’ A ’ £l
Suapopaic, dAXN SAws ws érépav guow TNV OXEOW €V
3 rd A3 ’ < ’ A A -
GKQTEP{:U, KIILL )((:}:7!:_01" O'LLUJVUHOV ‘TT?V 'U-EI-' roleuear
€ ! bl N b >
molpow kal wdbnow, ws plav dudw, THY 8¢ ov
- ) A -~ i T 3 ’
mowboar, GAN & dpdolv 76 Towotv dAdo; ofov LadTTA
. v s s oo Ao R LI -
iy 7d [oa LodTnTL yap loa kat SAws TabTOTYTL TEVL
s b A 14 .
ravrd w0 8¢ péya wkal pikpdy, 10 pev peyébovs
\ \ - h)
TfU.pl:J’L'UfE“., TC‘? 8% ‘ILiKPaT’qTO;. 6‘?’0.'»’ Sé TO J!_!,E'IJ ‘H.Flgﬂv‘ T4
. . . \aBdvres & e o
8¢ pucporepov, of pév peralafdvres 6 pev peitwr
-~ k] - I L) A
vepyela pavévros Tab v adTd peyéfovs, o D€ pLipos
TS UIKPOTITOS.
4 a3 \ - ’ 6 3 s .
9. qu? ouy EmL P«EV T ‘:TpDG €V EL,C!‘TH.LG-’(UV, aLov
-~ - A s A A
rowotrTos, émieTiuns, Suepyn) TNV OXECW KATA TNV
o L oy
évépyerar kal 7OV émi Ty évepyeia Aoyov Tifeatiar, émt O¢
- v ’ % o
T EMwv eldovs kal Myeov perddmbw elvar. kat yap,

36

ON THE KINDS OF BEING I

preparedness for it heforehand, and it comes into
existence in their coming together and actualisa-
tion, or, in a quite general way, one set of them have
produced and the others come to exist, and what has
come to exist only gives a name Lo the other, but the
producer gives the existenee? For the father and the
son are like this; and the active and the passive have
a kind of life and actualisation. Are we then to
divide the state of being related in this way, and
divide it not as something identical and common in
its differentiations, but on the general assumption
that the state of relationship is a different nature in
each of the two classes, and we are to speak of it
equivocally when we say that one kind produces
action and affection as a united pair, but the other
does not produce, but what produces the relation-
ship in both the related things is somelhing other
than them? For instance, cquality is the state of
relationship which produces equals: for they are
equal by equality, and in general same things are the
same by some kind of sameness; as for large and
smzll, one is large by the presence of largeness and
the other small by the presence of smallness. But
when it is a question of larger and smaller, onc of the
participants is larger by the actualisation of the
largeness apparent in him, and the other smaller by
the actualisation of the smallness.

9, We must therefore in the cases mentioned earli-
er, of the producer and of knowledge for instance,
posit that the state of being related is active by
reason of the activity of the actual agent and the
rational forming principle operative in the activity,
and in the other cases that it is a participation in
form and rational forming principle. For certainly, if
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realities had to be bodies, it would be necessary to
aay that the states which are said to belong to a
relation were nothing; but if we give the principal
place to incorporeal things and rational principles,
saying that the states of relationship are rational
principles and participations in forms their causes
.....! for [it is necessary to say] that the double
itself is cause of being double, and for the other
[related] thing the half [is cause of its being half].
And some are what they are called by the same form,
but others by opposed forms: for the double comes to
one thing and the half to another simultaneously,
and largeness comes to one thing at the same time as
smallness to the other. Or both are in each thing,
both likeness and unlikeness and, in a general sense,
sameness and otherness. What then is going on if
one man is ugly, but another uglier by participation
in the same form? Now, if they are altogether ugly,
they are equal by the absence of form; but if there is
a greater degree of ugliness in one, and a lesser
degree in the other, the less ugly is so by partici-
pation in a form which is not in control and the more
ugly by partic:pation in it when it is still more not in
control; or, il one would like Lo gel one’s comnparison
[in this way, one could do it] by privation, which
would bhe like a kind of form for them. But sense-
perception is a kind of form coming from both [the
related things] and knowledge in the same way a
kind of form from both; but the habitual state in
relation to what is possessed by it is a kind of
activity which in a way holds it togcther, like a kind
of making; and measuring is an activity of the

! The apodosis of this sentence is missing.
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measurer which is a rational principle in relation to
the measured. If then one is going to consider the
state belonging to relation generically as a form, it
will be one genus and substantial reality, as there is
a rational forming principle in all cases; but if the
rational principles are both opposed and have the
differences which have been stated, perhaps there
would not be one genus, but all relatives are brought
back to a certain likeness and a single category. But
even if it was possible to bring back &ll the relatives
we have mentioned into one, it would be 1impossible
to bring into a single genus all the things which are
grouped under the same category with them. For
they bring back into one the denials of the relative
terms and the things which derive their name from
them, for instance the double and the double-sized
man.! How then could one bring under one genus &
thing itsel! and the denial of it, double and not
double, and relative and not relative? It is just as if
one made a genus “living being” and put the non-
living being into it. And the double and the double-
sized man are like whiteness and the white man, not
at all identical.

10. And as for quality, from which what is called
the gqualified [or quale] derives, one must first grasp
what is its real nature which enables it to produce
whal are called qualified beings, and whether, being
onc and the same according to what is common [to
all kinds of quality], it produces its species by dis-
tinetive differences, or, if qualities are to be under-

'On dropdocs see Dexippus In Categ. 33. 8-13 (=

Aristotle fr. 116 Fose?® p. 106 Ross). mopowopaldpse are
defined in Aristotle Categories 1, 1a12.
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gstood in many different senses, there would not be
one genus of quality. What, then, is the common
element in state and disposition and passive quality
and figure and shape'? And what about rarefied and
solid and lean? For if we are going to say that the
common quality is power, which fits states and
dispositions and natural powers, from which that
which has it has the powers which it has, the in-
capacities will not fit in any more. Then, how are
individual figure and shape power? And further,
being qua being will have no power except when the
quale comes to it. And the activities of substances,
which are activities in the strictest sense, activate
what belongs to the quale by themselves, and what
they are helongs to their own powers. But does this
mean that cualities are according to the powers
intrinsic to the essences themselves? For instance,
the power of boxing doesnot belong to man qua man,
but rationality does; so that rationality in this sense
is not a quality, but rather the rationality whick one
might acquire from wvirtue; so “rationality” is
equivocal; so that quality would be a power which
adds to substances, posterior to their being them-
selves, the being qualified. But the specific differ-
ences which distinguish substances in relation to
each other are qualities in an equivocal sense, being
rather activities and rational forming prineiples, or
parts of forming principles, making clear what the
thing is none the less even if they seem to declare
that the substance is of a specific quality. And the
qualities in the strict and proper sense, according to
which beings are qualified, which we say are powers,
would in fact in their general character be a sort of
forming principles and, in a sense, shapes, beauties
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and uglinesses in the soul and in the body in the
same way. But how can they all be powers? Let us
grant that beauty and health are, of both kinds, but
how can ugliness and illness and feebleness and in
general incapacity be powers? Is it because beings
are said to be qualified according to them? But what
prevents the term “qualified” from being used
equivocally and not according to one definition, and
not only in four different senses, but in at least two
in the case of each of the four? Now, first of all, is not
quality [divided] according to active and passive, so
that whal is able to act is gquality in one seuse, and
what is passive in ancther? And further, health
determined by disposition and state is a quale, and
illness in the same way, and strength and feebleness.
But if this is so, power is no longer common [to all
quality], but we must look for something else as the
common element. Nur, again, are all gualilies ra-
tional forming principles: for how can illness, a
permanent state of illness, be a forming principle?
But, then, are those which consist in forms and
powers qualities, but these other ones privations? So
there is not one genus, but they are brought into one
as one category, as for instance knowledge is a form
and power, but ignorance is a privation and incapac-
ity. Now incapacity is a sort of shape, and so s
illness, and hoth illness and vice are capable of and
do many things, but badly. But when a quality is a
missing of the mark, how 1s 1t a power? It does its
own business, nol having the correct end in view: [ur
it would not have done anything which it could not
dn. And the unbeautiful has some sort of capacity.
Well, then, does the triangle? Now in general we
ought not even to look in the direction of power, but
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! Plotinus seems to be here concerned to exclude any
recourse to the “negative Forms’ which undoubtedly
appear in Plato, but have generally beenan embaurrassment
to Platonists: he cxplicitly denies their existence in V. 9,10,
On negative Forms in Plato see W. D. Ross PIa.to"s Thgm_‘_}r
of Ideas (Oxford 1951) 167-9. Plotinus’ “theory of 1deas_’ is
of exactly the kind which Ross suggests on . 169: "It might
be possible for a theory of Ideas to dispense with an Tdea _of
avil and with Ideas of its species, and to explain all evilin
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rather to what. [a quality] is disposed; so that quality
is a matter of what one might call shapes and
characteristics, and shape is the common element,
and the form on the substance which is posterior to
the substance. But again, how are there the powers?
The natural boxer has this ability of his by being
disposed in a certain way, and so does the man who
is inecapable of something. And in general quality is
a kind of nor-substantial characteristic; it is some-
thing which seems to be the same and to contribute
both to substance and to non-substance, heat, for
instance, and whiteness and ir general colour: that
which belongs to substance is one thing, a kind of
activity of the substance, but that which does not
has a secondary status and derives from that other
and is one thing in another, an image of it and like it.
But if quality corresponds to shaping and character-
istic and rational forming principle, what about the
cases of incapacity and ugliness? They must be said
to be incomplete forming prineciples, as in the ugly.
And how is the forming principle in illness? Here too
we must speak about a disturbed forming principle,
that of health.! Or perhaps all are not contained in
rational forming principle, but the sufficient com-
mon element [of quality] is, besides being disposed in
a particular way, being outside substance, and the

the sensible world as due to the fact that the relation of
the phenomenal to the ideal iz never one of perfect
instantistion but always one of imitation which falls short
of its pattern.” Plotinus’ close friend and colleaguz
Amelius, however, took a different view, perhaps closer to
Plate's ewn. He postulated Forme of Evils (Asclepius In
Nie. Arithm. 44. 35 p. 32 Taran: cp. Proclus Platonic
Theology L. 21 p. 98 Saffrey-Westerink).
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quality of the substrate is what comes upon it pos-
terior to the substance. But the triangle is a quality
of that in which it is, not simply and solely a
triangle, but the triangle which is in this thing and
in sc far as it has shaped this thing. But did manhood
also shape? Rather, it gave substance.

11. But if all this is so, why are there several
species of quality, and why is there a difference
hetween state and disposition? For there is no speci-
fic difference of quality involved in persistence and
non-persistence, but any kind of disposition is suffi-
cienl to make something a quale; and persisting is an
cxternal addition; unless someone says that dis-
positions are only incomplete sort of shapes, but
states are complete ones. But if they are incomplete,
they are not yet gualities; but if they are already
qualities, persistence is an addition. But how are
nalural powers another species [of quality]? For if
they are qualities because of the powers, the power-
characteristic does not fit all of them, as has been
said; but if we say that the natural boxer is qualified
by being so disposed, then the addition of “power”
does nothing, since there is power in states also.
Then why will [the boxer] by natural power differ
from the [boxer] by knowledge? If they are both
[pugilistically] qualified, these differences are not
specific differences of quality, if one is a boxer by
practice and one by nature, bus the difference is
external. But how [are they to be differentiated] in
relation to the very form of boxing? And [the dif-
ference is external again] if some gualities derive
from being affected, hut others not: for the source of
the quality does not make a specific difference; but
what T am talking about is differentiation by vari-
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1A critical reference to the discussion of “passive”
qualities in Aristotle Categories 8. 9a35 b1l
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ations and specific differences of quality. But there
would also be room for enquiry how qualities are
members of the same species if these particular ones
derive from being affected, some in this way, but
others not even belonging to the same things; and if
some [derive from being affected] by coming into
being, but others by producing [the affection], they
would be called quszlities equivocally.! And what
about the shape of each individual thing? For if this
is meant in the sense in which each thing is form, the
thing is not [in this sense] a quale; but if it is meant
in the sense in which a thing is beautiful or ugly in a
way posterior to the form of its substrats, there
would be some sense in it. And would not the rough
and the smooth and the rare and the dense be
correctly called qualia? For it is certainly not by the
distances [of the parts] from each other or their
nearness that something is subtle or dense or there
iz roughness, and it is not everywhere the result of
the irregularity or regularity of the position [of the
parts]; and even if these were their origins, nothing
prevents them even so from being qualia. And know-
ledge of light and heavy will reveal where one ought
to put them. But there might be an ambiguity about
“light" if it is not used in the sense of morc and less
weight, since it has in it the idea of “lean’ and
“fine”’, which is in another species besides the four.2

12. Butif onedoes not think it proper todivide the
quale 1n this way, in what way could one divide it?
We should consider, then, if we ought to say that
some gualitics belong to the body and some to the

2 There seemes to be a reference here to Andronicus, who
according to Simplicius In Categ. 8, 263. 1922 made a
special zenus for Aémrov, mayt etc.
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soul, and classify the bodily ones according to the
senses, allotting some to sight and some to hearing
or taste, and others to smell or touch. But how are
we to classify those of the soul? As belonging to the
appetitive, emotional or rational part. Or by the
differences of the activities which occur in accord-
ance with them, because these qualities are such as
to produce these activities. Or by helpfulness and
harmfulness; and again one must divide the helps
and the harms. But the same grounds of differenti-
ation apply to bedily qualities, by doing different
things or by helpfulness and harmfulness: for these
are proper differences of quality. For one either
thinks that help and harm come from quality and the
quale or one must adopt a different method of inves-
tigation. But we must consider also how the quali-
fied by the quality is in the same category [as the
guality]: for there is certainly nol une genus [or
both. And if the boxer is in the category of quality,
why not also the doer and maker? And if this is so,
then also the ability to do and make; so that there is
no need to refer doing to the relative, nor again the
ability to be affected [by the doing] if the one who is
affecled is qualified [by the doing]. And perhaps the
doer and maker is better placed here, if he is called
so 1n regard of power, and power is quality. But if
power, or any power, appertains to substance, it is
not in this way either a relative, and not, further-
more, a quale. For ahility to do is not like more: for
the more has ils realily, in so fur as it is more, in
relation to the less, but ability to do by being such as
1t is already. But perhaps it is a quale by heing such
as it is, but in so far as it has power directed to
something else it is called ebility to do as a relative.
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!'This is common Plasonic doctrine: cp. Phaedo 100E5-6.
But Plotinus is anxious, as appears in what follows, that it
should not be interpreted in a way which asserts that there
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Why then is not the boxer relative, and boxing
itself? For boxing is altogether directed to somebody
else: for certainly there is no part of the art which is
not other-directed. And perhaps we should consider
and speak of the other arts, or most of them, like
this: in =o far as they dispose the soul, they are
gualities, but in so far as they do or make they
belong to the category of doing and making, and in
this way are other-directed and relative; since they
are also relative in another way, in that they are
called states. Is there then ancther reality of the
doer and maker, according to its ability to do and
make, when it is not another thing than itis in so far
as it is a quale? Perhaps in the case of living things,
and still more those which have the power of choice,
one might say that there is a reality in them also
according to their capacity to do and make, because
of their inclination to act so; but in the case of
lifeless powers, which we call qualities, why bring in
doing and making? Now, whenever a thing encoun-
ters another, it gets something “rom it and takes a
share from that other of what it has. But if the same
thing both acts on and is affected by something else,
how is doing and making still there? Since the more
also is three cubits long in iteelf and is more or less
on the occasions when 1t meets something else. But
someone will say thar the greater and the less are so
by participation in largeness and smallness?; so this
[acting on and being affected] will also be by par-
Licipation i activity and passivity. But one must

are Forms of qualities, and contradicts his own doctrine
that there are no qualities ir. the intelligible world, but
what we call qualities here below are activities of
substances there. See I1. 6 and VL 2. 14.
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t A Peripatetic would deny the Forms, but admit a
transeendent incorporeal Nois and codia (which Plotinus,
as usual, interprets in his own way).

21n ch. 5 Plotinus makes it clear that time 13 not
guantity, though definite lengths of time are quanta; ¢p.
also VL 3. 11. His deetrine of time in this treatise is by no
means as developed and carefully thought out as it is in the
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cnquire here also if the qualities here and those in
the intelligible world come under one genus: this is
directed to those who posit qualities in the intel.
ligible world as well; or even if someone does not
grant that there are Forms, all the same when he
speaks of intelligence,’ if he is speaking of a state, he
certainly [implies that there is] something common
to the state in the intelligible world and this one
here; and it is agreed that there is wisdom. Now if
the term “wisdom” is used of it equivocally in re-
lation to the wisdom here below, it is clearly not
counled among the things of this waorld; but if it is
uscd univocally then the quale will be common to
hoth worlds, unless someone says that all the things
in the intelligible world belong to the category of
substance; in which case being intelligent will be
substance there too. But this is a general question
aboul the other categories as well, whether there are
two genera here and there, or whether both fall
under one.

13. About the “when” we must enquire in this
way: if the “yesterday” and "to-morrow” and “last
year’’ and such are parts of time, why are not these
alzo in the same genus in which time is too? Since it
ie surely right that the "was" and the "is" and the
“will be”, being parts of time, should be classed in
the same genus in which time is. But time is said to
belong to the quantum?®: so what need is there of
another category? But if they were to say that it
is not only time that the “was” and the “will be”

treatise which follows On The Kinds of Being in Porphyry's
chronological order, III. 7 (45) On Eternity aend Time,
perhaps written because Plotinus did not feel that he had
dealt with time adequately in On The Kinds of Being.

57




10

15

20

30

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI 1.

wal 76 xBés wal mépuoy, Ta vmo To M—imofcfAijafac
yip Sel raiTa 7@ fr—dAY obv! od pdvov ypovos, adda
moTé xpbvos, mpdTov pév Eoral, €l 70 “‘moré ypdvas”,
xpovos €meta, €l xpdvos mapeAnivblws To yOés,
civllerdy 71 éaTa, el €Tepov 76 TapeAnAullos kal érepov
13 ! ! £ I3 \ 3 T A - ,3 \ iy
0 xpovos: Bio odv kaTyoplal kel oly dmloby. €L O€ 70 €v
’ s 1 LR 3y 13 3 . -
xpove difoovol 16 moté elvar, aAl’ cu ypovov, ToDTO
’ A \ - I e !
TO év Ypovw el pév T mpayua Aéyovaw, olov ZwxpiTns
e ’ 5 « \ ’ st " » Vs
ot mépvow Nr, 0 pév Lwkpdins Eéwler av eln, kal ovy
o« 14 LD A 4 "oc - 3 L4 -~
EV TL t‘F'ynHﬂ'.ﬂv. ﬂ{{Aﬂ EI’;‘]KPI']!‘IT?}S' 1? mn ﬂpﬂ.:.ELS‘ €V TOUT[_U TLE)
I LA 3 "o I - i 3 8’ L ’
Xpovew T v €in 1) € uéper ToU ypdvow; el & o7t pépos
; Y .
xpovou Aéyovot, rai rubdre pépos abwodol py xpover
dmAdis L Adyew, aAAG uépus ypdveu mapednivbos,
-~ & )
mAeiw mowdal, kal 76 wépos 7 pépos mpos T dv
mpooAapBdvovar. «al 70 wapeAnAvlds éyweluevor T(
s . a3 s e o . (O iyya s
avTols €oTaL 7 TO aUTO TW T, 6 v eldos xpovou; aAX el
- 3 A bl \ 2 A} i i .\ A} 4
7 adpioTov pév elvac 70 v, 70 8¢ yOeés rai T6 wépuow
L3 , - 1 L - ’ » ) 1
wplofar, wpdrov wév 76 Ar wob Tdfopey; émetra 70 s
» i € 14 ey o Ed € r ’ h)
éorar v wpLopévor’, DOTE €0TIUL WPLOJLEVOS YPOVOS TO
’ - A ’ s o > ! I
x0és ToiTo 8 moods Tis xpovos: WaTe, €6 xpovos ToooY,
2 14 o
70”1’%1} (:]PLU.IL&VOI’ gKl’IUTOV TOéva gﬂ“l‘al. €L Sf, oTay
Aépaotr yBés, Tobire Adyopen, ws v ypéves mapednivbar
wpLopére yéypove T8¢, ETi wAclw rcal pdAlov Adyovaur:
R s e ; w , .
éreviu, € el éneiodyew dA\\as waryyoplas 7@ €repoy

E) 3 ’ A < 2 - L ! k1 L)
& érépo motely, o vradfa 70 év ypovw, dAtas moddds

L R2™E ({nguam Ficinus): om. Enn.
58

ON THE KINDS OF BEING 1

are, and the “'yesterday” and “last year”—for these
must be classed under the “was""—hut (as was just
said) not only time but some time, then, first of all, if
it is “some time” it will be time: then, if the “yester-
day” is time past, it will be something composite, if
past is one thing and timeis another: two categories,
then, and not something single and simple. But if
they are going to assert that what is when is that
which is in time, but not time, if they mean by this
“in time’ the state of affairs, for example that So-
crates was last year, the “Socrates” would be brought
in from outside, and they are not talking about one
thing. But what would Socrates or the affair in this
particular time be except in a part of time? But if
hecause they say "a part of time”, and in that it is a
part claim that they are not saying that something is
simply time, but a past part of time, they are making
still more, and are adding on the part gqua part,
which is a relative, And will the past be for them
cither something included in or the same as the
“was"”, which was a part of time? But if [they make
their distinction] because the “was” is indefinite,
but the "“yesterday’ and the "“last year™ are defined,
first of all, whers are we going to class the “was™?
Since the “yesterday’” will be a “definite was”, so
that the “‘yesterday"” will be a definite time; but this
is a time of a certain quantity: so that, if time iz a
quantum, each of these will be a definite quantum.
But if, whenever they say “yesterday”, we take this
to mean that this particular thing happened in a past
definite time, they are mentioning still more and
more things; then, if one must introduce other
categories by putting one thing in another, as in this
case what is in time, we shall discover many others
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ON THE KINDS OF BEING I

from putting one thing in another. But this will he
explained more clearly in the next discussion about
the “where”.

14. The "where”, in the Lyceum and in the Aca-
demy. Now Academy and Lyceum are in every sense
places, and parts ol place, jusl as the “above” and
the “here’’ arc spccics or parts of place; the dif
forence is only that Aeademy and Lyceum are more
closely demarcated. If then the “above” and the
“helow’” and the “middle” are places, Delphi, for
instance, the middle,! and also the "to one side of
middle”, Athens and the Lyceum and the rest, for
instance, why do we have to look for anything
besides place, especially when we say that when we
mention each and every one of them we are indicat-
ing a place? But if we are talking about one thing in
another we are not talking about one thing and are
not talking about anything simple either. Then fur-
ther, when we say that this man is here, we are
generating a relational state, of this man in this
placc and of the receptacle to what it receives: why
then is there not a relation, if something was pro-
duced from the relatedness of one thing to the other?
Then why is “here” different from “at Athens”? But
they will assert that “here” signifies that which
declares place; therefore so does “at Athens™: so that
“at Athens” belongs to place. Then, if this “in
Athens'” means “ie in Athens”, the "“is” category is
added to that of place; but it ought not to be added:
just as one does not say “guality is”, but only
“quality”. And, over and above all this, if what is in.

' The dugards, the navel-stone at Delphi, was in Greek
tradition the central point of the earth.
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ON THE KINDS OF BEING I

time is something else besides time and what is in
place is something else besides place, why will not
what is in a pot make another category, and why is
not what is in matter something else, and what 1s in
a substrate something else, and the part in the whole
and the whole in the parts, and the genus in the
gpecies and the species in the genus? And so we shall
have more categories.

15. But in what is called "acting” [or doing and
meking|' these are the points which one would
engquire into. Foril is said that, since after substance
there were the accompaniments of substance, quan-
tity and number, the quantum was ancther genus,
and hecause guality accompanies substance the
quale was another genus; so, since there is activity,
acting is another genus. Is the genus then the acting
or the activily from which the acting comes, just like
the quality from which the quale comes? Or in this
case sre activity, acting and the agent, or acting and
activity, to be included in one genus? But acting
indicates more clearly that there is also the agent,
but activity does not; and acting is in some kind of
activity, that is, of active aclualily. So would active
actuality rather be the category, which is said to be
observed as an accompaniment of substance, like
quality in the other case? And [is there a question]
whether active actuality is an accompaniment of
substance just like movement? And the movement of

! zoweiv and évépyen present considerable difficulties to the
translator. “Doing and making” and “active actuality” go
some way towards bringing out the full range of meuning ol
the two words, but are too cumbersome to use continually
and not always necessary. Various more or less unsatis-
factory compromises will be detected in what follows.
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real beings is one genus.! For why is quality onc
single accompaniment of substance, and quality nne,
and the relative one because of the state of related-
ness of one thing to another, but, when movement is
an accaompaniment of substance, will movement also
not be a single genus?

16. But if someone were to say that movement was
an incomplete active actuality,? nothing would pre-
vent u1s from giving active actuality the priority and
subordinating movement to it as a species as being
incomplete, making its category active actuality,
but adding the “incomplete”. For the “incomplate”
is said about it, not because it is nol also active
actuality, but it is altogether active actuality, but
has also the “over and aver again”, not that it may
arrive at active actuality—it is that already, but
that it may do something, which is another thing
subsequent to itself. And then [when it does do it] it
is not itself brought to completion, but the business
which was its object: walking, for instance, was
walking from the beginning. But if one had to com-
plete a lap, and had not yet arrived at the point of
having completed it, what was lacking would not
belong to walking or movement, but to walking a
certain distance; but it was already walking, how-
ever short the walk was, and movement: for certain-
ly the man who is in motion has already moved, and
the man who is cutting, cut already. And just as
what is called active actuality does not need time, so
neither does movement, but [only] movement to a
certain extent; and if active actuality is in timeless-
ness, so is movement in that it is in a general way

2 This is Aristotle’s doctrine. See Physics I 2. 201b31-32;
Metephysics K 9. 1066a20-21.
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movement. But if it must he in every way in time
because it has acquired the character of continuity,
then sight which does not interrupt its seeing would
be in continuity and in time. There is evidence for
this in the stupid statement which says that it is
zlways possible to take a piece of any movement
whatever, and there is not a beginning of the time in
which and from which it began, nor a beginning of
the movement itself, but it is always possible to
divide it up and back: so that it would result that the
movement which has just begun has been in motion
from infinite time, and that movement is infinite in
respceet of its beginning., This results because of
separating of active actuality from movement and
asgerting that active actuality occurs in timeless-
ness, but saying that movement needs time, not
movement of a certain length only; but they are
compelled to say that its nature is quantitative; and
yet even they admit that the quantum is incidentally
present to it, if it is a day long or of any time you
like. Therefore, just as active actuality is in timeless-
ness, so nothing prevents movement from originat-
ing in timelessness, but time has come by its becom-
ing of a certain length. Since changes also are
admitted to take place in timelessness, in the remark
“ag if there was not a change which takes place all at
once’.! If then change, why not also motion? But
change has here been taken, not in the sense of
completed change: for there was no need of change
in completion of the process of change.

17. But if someone were to say that neither active
actuality nor movement need a genus in and by

! Aristotle Physics A 3. 186al5-186.
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themselves, but they are to be referred to the relative
in that active actuality belongs to that which is
potentially active and actual, and movement to that
which is potentially moving or moved, one must
answer that it is the very state of relatedness which
produces rclatives, and they arc not produced by the
mere statement that a thing is related to another.
Bu: when there is some substantial reality, even if it
belongs to something else or is related to something
alse, it certainly possesses its nature prior to the
relativity. This active actuality, then, and move-
ment and state, though belonging to another, do not
lose their priority to the relative and being thought
in and by themselves; otherwise in this way every-
thing will be relative: for absolutely everything has
a relation to something, as in the case of the soul.
And why are not activity and acting to be referred to
the relative? I'or movement and active actuality will
be altogether so. But if they are going to refer
activity to the relative, but make one genus of
acting, why will they not refer movement to the
relative, but posit being in motion as one genus, and
divide being in motion, as one genus, into two, into
the species of acting and being acted upon, instead
of, as they do now, saying that acting is one genus
and being acted upon another?

18. But we must investigate whether they are
going to assert that in acting some activities are
active actualities and some are movements, saying
that thuse which oceur all ail once are aclive aclu-
alities and the others are movements, cutting for
instance—for cutting goes on in time—or whether
they are all movements or accompanied by move-
ment; and whether all activities are related to passi-

bg




PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI 1.

’ » Lo ’ 7 LY

(3 LWLS TOUS, OLOV T l‘) “llli[:“fl’.l) htl‘.i‘ T
(.'

FoLnd e T pog KOt U.TTO).U 5

: v \
¢ ! L
J}lé'yfﬂf KCll: EE T d‘S kD P(‘)S’ H) JICLUIELV Taoas KL FELS, TOS
L]

-

ty éxaTé ScdTEpOV. T
5 amoAdrovs évepyeias, T € EKATEPOLS ExaTep

}’ ﬁ B P-' nai L v 0 0€
L av € =

vy 0.8{ e O O}E(‘U EVOV OV KLVT|T ¥ av TTOLE T ;5

0 ‘;

4 ¥
S ol U anTo evépyeiar, oot 1
10 voeiv oDk Exov T magyoy Kal & Py

-~ b
L - v ] A 3 I
0!}3% TOLELY 'ﬁ(l.'éDV T0 VOELY KOl TO ’BLLBI-EEc/. Eu)ir)L €L {L7]
T 3 T 1 ¢ 70 rOELV Pd_‘
3 oyt TAYA e TOV
E’TJ ?q} TTULELY TOUTR, Fronl }nﬁK X 1'|'

o v \ A * 8 w
T v T I T 4 ] LT i}O‘
6 ()'!? (;U wa EP ‘V lr"O"T}O'!—V'v Kat ﬂP J'T‘lv' L4
]

v 3 H » 2 - \ at i M
s a 3 ;
IIPOS TO l],LUG']i\] 0 Cl.;\}l el KiKEL TNV {LH}'HIHHV T f!t)g T

2 # 3 ’ LY L1 a ¢ N \ Y
15 (}”1’;1’ oy, OLa TL auTo 70 atCEaoneaL OUKETL 7 PO; TR
1L 2

aioByTov; kal T alabnows 8¢, e oS ETEPOV, oxéow ,ué;;
\

Iyer wpos €K€VO, yer 3¢ T mapd THY OXéoL, TO 1

évépyeta 1 mdfos edvar. €l oty -4 waBos mapd TO TWOS

N e

chva wal twd Twos E0TL TL Erepov, Kal 7] Evépy€a. 1] B¢

' B ; mod@V
Vo dTh T¢ Twos etval Kat o
5% Bad Yvouod KOL wuTi) TO TH
20 & Pacdois €)
! - 13 . - E
5 KL L Qv oUV KA
Bvau ral md TS EXEL TO KWNOLS EWAL: £xo

5 5 7) Kl ivae ) dvépyea.
) vo i 70 L 70 1) kivyoLs envat
WGPG TO TIPOS T
7 vorots
, oy Py
19. *Emworerréov B¢, € cal Twes évépyeral 86£0vT

' 5 b is TALTOV
] TC €15 TaU

jreleis elvat p) rpochafovoat Xpovoys o 7

A i

70

ON THE KINDS OF BEING I

vity, or there are also some which are independent,
walking and talking for instance, and whether all
the activities which are related to passivity are
movements, but the independent ones are active
actualities, or whether there are some of each in
each class. Walking at any rate, which is independ-
ent, they would say was a movement, but thinking,
though it also has no passivity, an active actuality, 1
suppose. Or else it must be asserted that thinking
and walking are not included in acting at gll. But if
they are not in acting, it must be said where they &re;
but perhaps the act of thinking is related to the
object of thought just as thought [in gencral] is. For
certainly sense perception is related to the sense-
object; but if in that case sense-perception is related
to the sense-object, why is not the actual [particular]
act of sense-perception any longer related to the
sense-object? And sense-perception, even if it is re-
lated to something else, has indeed a relatedness to
that something, but has something over and above
the relatedness, the being either an active actuality
or a passive experience. If then the passive experi-
ence, over and above belonging to something and
being caused by some agent, is something different
so also is the active actuality. Certainly walking,
which itself also has the characteristics of belonging
to something, and in fact belonging to the feet, and
of being caused by an agent, has the being a move-
ment, Therefore thought also, over and above its
relation, has the being either a movement or an
active actuality.
19. But we must investigate whether some active
actualities are going to appear as incomplete with-
out acquiring an addition of time, so that they will
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come into the same genus as movements, life and
living for instance. For the life of every man is in a
complete time, and his well-being is no: in partless-
ness, but is like they maintain that movement also
is. So that both are to be called movements, and
movement is one thing and one genus, as we chserve
besides the quantum in the substance the quale as
well, and a movement which appertains to the sub-
stance. And, if you like, some movements are of body
and some of soul, or some are self-originated and
others are produced in the moving things by the
agency of others, or some come from themselves and
some from others, and the ones which come from
themselves are activities, whether they are directed
to other things or independent, but those which
come from others are passivities. And yet the move-
ments to other things are the same as the movements
from other things: [or culling, the culling which
comes from the cutter and the cutting which takes
place in what is being cut, is one, but cutting and
being cut are different. But perhaps even the cutting
originating from the cutter and the cutting going on
in the cut are not one, but what cutting is is the
process in which, from an aclive actuality and move-
ment of this particular kind, another successive
movement comes to be in what is being cut. Or
perhaps the difference does not lie in the actual
being cut, but in something else, the subsequent
movement, feeling pain for instance: for there is
certainly passivity in this. Well then, whal is the
case if there is not any pain? What else 1s there than
the active actuzlity of the agent existing in this
particular thing? For in this way this description
also fits acting. And in this way acting is double, one
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kind which does and vne kind which does not occur
in another; and it is no longer a distinction of acting
and heing passive, but acting in another has pro-
duced the supposition that there are two, acting and
being passive. Writing, for instance, although itisin
something else, does not require |[the concept of]
passivity, because il dues nol produce anylhing else,
feeling pain for instance, in the writing tablet
beyend the actual activity of the writer; but if
someone says that the tablet has been written on, he
ie not referring to passive suffering. And in the case
of walking, though there is ground on which one
walks, [the concept of] its passive suffering is not
included. But when one steps on the body of a living
being, one does have passive suffering in mind, since
one reasons about the pain which occurs, not the
walking; otherwise one would have thought of it
before also. In this way too in all cases, where action
is concerned oné genus rust be mentioned together
with passive suffering, that of the opposite of action.
But what is called passive suffering is what occurs
subsequently, not the opposite like being burnt to
burning, but what results from burning and being
burnt which are one, either the pain which occurs in
the burnt object or something else, like shrivelling.
Well then, if someone does this very thing in order to
cause pain, does not one act and the other suffer,
even if the two come from one actual activity? Now,
in the actual activity what belongs to the will to
hurt is no longer containasd, but the agent does
sumething else, by which he causes pain, which
somecthing clse, being one and the same when it
occurs in what is going ta he hurt, produces another
effect, that of being hurt. Why then is not the one
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thing which cceurs, before it also causes pain, or if it
does not cause pain in its object at all, not a passive
affection of that object, like hearing? Now hearing is
not a passive affection, nor is sense-perception in
general, but being hurt is coming into a passive
state, which is not opposite to action.

20. But granted that it is not opposite, yet all the
same it is different from action and not in the same
genus as doing and making. Now if bath are move-
ments, it is in the same genus, as, for instance,
“gualitative change is movement in respect of
quality”.! Whenever, therefore, the movement in
respect of quality, the qualitative change, proceeds
from the agent is it an action and is it doing, if the
maker is unaffected? If the agent is unaffected, it is
in the category of doing, but if the agent is acting on
someone else, hitting him for instance, and is af-
fected, the agent is no longer doing. Now nothing
prevents the doer from also being affected. If then
the affection is in respect of the same thing, for
instance rubhing, why is it doing rather than being
affected? It is because it is reciprocally rubbed that
it is also affected. Are we then to say that there are
two movements in it because it is reciprocally
moved? How can there be two? But thers must be
one. And how can the same movement be both a
doing and a being affected? It is a doing in that it
comes from one thing and a being affected because it
acts on another, being the same movement. But are
we to say that it is another? And how does the
movement in producing gqualitative change dispose
what is affected in a different way and the agent
remain unaffected by that change in disposition? For
how could it be affected by what it does in another?
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Iz it then the fact that the movement is in something
else which produces being affected, which was not
being affected in the case of the agent? But if on the
one hand the rational form of the swan produces
whiteness and [on the other] the swan coming into
being is made white, are we going to say that the
gwan is affected as it proceeds to substantiality? But
is it if it is made white afterwards when it has come
into being? And if one thing is going to make some-
thing larger and the other is going to be made large,
isthat which is going to be made large affected? Or is
being affected only in guality? DBut if one thing
makes something beautiful and the other is made
beautiful is that which is being made beauriful
affected? If, then, that which makes beautiful
becomes worse or even disappears, like the tin, and
the other, the copper, becomes better, are we to say
that the copper is affected and the tin acts? And how
ie the learner affected when the activity of the agent
comes to him? How could the activity be a passivity
when it is certainly one? But is this activity not a
passivity, but will [the learner] who has it be pass-
ively affected, being affected being taken as some-
body being affected? IFor it is not because the learner
has not been active: for learning is not like being hit,
since it consists in grasping and getting to know,
and neither is seeing.

21. By what indication, then, are we to recognise
being affected? Not, certainly, by the fact that the
activity [affecting it] comes from another, i the one
whe received the activity took it over and made it
his own. But is it when there is no activity and only
passive affection? What then if it becomes more
beautiful, and the activity has the worst of it? Or if
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someone 15 viciously active and starts an unscrupu-
lous attack on another? Now, there is nothing to
prevent activity from being bad and passive affec-
tion good. So by what shall we distinguish them?
Perhaps by the fact that the one is directed trom the
agent to another, and the other, passive affection, is
in another but comes from a different sourec? What
then if it comes from oneself but 15 not. directed to
another, thirking or opining for instance? And what
about getting heated as a result of one’s own
thought or of being put into a passion by an opinion,
when nothing comes to one from outside? Is action,
whether in onesclf or going on to another, a sclf-
caused movement? Then what is concupiscence and
every sort of desire, if desire derives its movement
from the desired object? Unless of course one does
not make the assumption that it has derived its
movement from the object, but only that it has been
awakened after [the appearance of] the object. How
then does desire differ from being hit, or pushed and
knocked down? But perhaps we should divide de-
sires, saying that some of them are actions, all that
follow intellect, but those which drag one are pass-
ive affections, and that passive affection is not a
matter of deriving from another or from oneself—for
a thing can rot in itself—but that when without any
contribution of its own a thing undergoes an alter-
ation which does not bring it to substantiality and
changes it for the worse, or not for the better, an
alteration of this kind has the characteristic of
passivity and being passively affected? But if being
heated is acquiring heat, and this contributes to one
thing’s substanriality but not to another’s. being
affected and not being affected will be the same
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thing. And, surely, being heated is double. Now
being heated, when it contributes tn suhstantiality,
will then also contribute to substantiality by some-
thing else being affected; for instance when the
bronze is heated and affected, but the substance is
the statue, which was not heated itself except inei-
dentally. If then the bronze is morc beautiful as a
result of being heated or according to the degrae of
heat, there is nothing against saying it is passively
affected: for being passively affected is double, one
kind consisting in becoming worse, the other in
becoming belter, or neither.

22. Passive affection, then, occurs by having in
oneself an alterative motion of any kind; and action
is gither having in oneself an indeperdent self-
derived motion or one which starts from oneself and
ends in another, [a motion, that is] starting from
that which is said to act. There is motion in both
cascs, but the difference which scparates action and
passive affection keeps action, in so far as it is
a‘ction, unaffected, but makes passive affection con-
sist in being disposed otherwise than it was before;
the substance of what is affected gains not‘nin;,;
which contributes to its substantiality, but what is
affected is different, when a substance comes to be.
Sn the same is action in cnerelationship and passive
affection in another. It is the same motion, but
looked at on one side it will be action, but on the
otl_ler passive affection, because this is disposed in
this way; so it seems likely that both are relation, in
i_:L'L] cases where action is related to passive affection;
if one looks at the same on one side it is action, but if
on the other, it is affection. And each of the two is
looked at not by itself, but [one] along with that
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which acts, and [the other] with that which is af
fected: this one moves and this one is moved, and
each is two categories; and this one gives motion to
this, and this one receives it, so that there is taking
and giving and this is relation. Or, if the recipient
has, as in the phrase “have colour”, why does it not
aleo “have movement”? And independent movement,
that of walking for instance, has walking, and also
has thinking But one must consider whether fore-
thoug}'t is action, if being the object of forethought
is being affected; since forethought is directed to
sumething else and is about something else. Now
forethought is not action, even if the thought is
about something else, nor is being its ohject being
affected. And thought is not action either—[it does
not operate] in the object of thought itself, but is
about it: it is not any kind of doing or making. And
one should not call all activities doings or makings,
or say that they do someathing. Doing is incidental.
Well then, if someone walking produces footprints,
do we not say he made them? But [he did so] because
he was something else. Or [we may say that] the
making is incidental and the activity [of footprint-
making] is incidental, because he did not have this
in view: since we speaz of action in the case of
lifeless beings, that fire heats, for instance, or “the
drug acted”. But that is anough of that.

23. But about having, if “having” is used in many
different senses, why will they' not refer all the
ways of having to this category? So the quantum,
because it has size, and the quale, because it has
colour, and the father and such, because he has a
son, and the son because he has a father, and, in
general, possessions. But if the other things are in
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thosc categories [of gquantity, quality and relation]
but weapons and shoes and things around the body
[are in this one], first of all one might enquire why,
and why the person who has these things makes
another category, but, if he burns them or cuts them
or buries them or throws them out, does not make
another or others. But if it is because they are
around the body, if a cloak lies on a bed there will be
one category and if someone has wrapped himself in
it another. But if it is in accordance with possession
and the state of possessing, obviously again all the
other things spoken of in connection with having
are also to be referred to the state of possessing,
wherever one puts it: for there will be no differenti-
ation according to what is possessed. If then one
must not say that one has a quality, because quality
has besn mentioned already, or that one has quan-
tity, because quanlity has been mentioned, or that
one has parts, because substance has been men-
tioned, then why should one say one has weapons,
when substance has been mentioned, and they are in
this category? For a shoe and weapons are sub-
stance. And how, altogether, is “this man here has
weapons'’ a simple statement belonging to one
category? For this means being armed. Then, can
one say this only ahout a living man, or alsoifitisa
statue which has the weapons? For each of the two
appears to “have” them in a different way, and
perhaps “have’ 1s equivocal: since “stand” is not the
same in both cases. And again, how is it reasonable
that somcthing which occurs in a few casee should
have another general eategory?

24, About position—which also only cccurs in a
few cases—lying on, sitting: though these terms do
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not eimply express position, but “they are in a
certain position” or "he is posed in such and such an
attitude”. And the attitude is something else; but
what else does position signify but “isin place” and,
when place and attitude have been mentioned, what
need is there to join up lwo categories into one?
Then further, if “sits” significs an activity, it must be
ranked among activities, but if a passive affection, it
must be placed in the class of having been or being
affected. But what does “he lies on” mean except “he
lies above”, like “he lies under”, or "he lies be-
tween”? And why, when lying cn is in the category
of relation, is not the man who is lying on scmething
there too? Since being on the right is there toe, and
the one on the right and the left. So much for that.
95. But as for those who posit the four genera and
make a fourfold division into subjects and qualia
and things in a certain state and things in a certain
state in relation to others, and posit over them a
common somelhing! and include all things in one
genus, there'is much that one couldsay a gainst them
because they assume a common something and cne
genus over all. For, really, how incomprehensible
and irrational this something of theirs is, and how
unadapted to bodiless things and bodies.* And they
have not left any room for differences with which
they will be able to differentiate the something. And
this something is either existent or non-existent; if,
then, it 13 existent, it is one of its species; but if it is

from the hostile character of most of vur svurces of
evidence, of which these chapters are an important part,
see JJ. M. Rist Stoic Philosophy (Cambridge 1969) ch. 9,
“Categories and their Uses”, 152-72.
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non-existent, the existent is non-existent. And there
are innumerable other objections. Well, we should
leave these for the present and consider the division
iteelf. They rank subjects first and at this point rank
matter before the others, and sc rank what they
think is the first principle along with the things
which come after their first principle. And first of all
they bring prior things into one [genus] with pos-
terior things, when it is not possible for that which is
prior and that which is posterior to be in one genus.
For in things in which there is prior and posterior,
the posterior takes its being from the prior, but in
things which come under the same genus each re-
ceives an equal contribution to its being from the
genus, if the genus is what is predicated in speaking
of the essential nature of the species: since they, 1
think, will agree that existence comes to the other
things from matter. Then, when they count the
subject as one, they do not enumerate existing
things, but are looking for the principles of existing
things. But it makes a difference whether onc speaks
of the principles or the things themselves. But if they
are going to say tha: only matter exists, and that the
other things are affections of matter, they ought not
to place a single genus before being and the others:
rather, it would have been better put if they had
distinguished one thing as subslance and the rest as
affections ond then divided these. And [it is unreas
onahle] to call some things suhjects and [put] nthers
in [categories], when the subject is one and has no
differentiation except by being divided, like a mass,
into parts—yet it cannot even be divided because
they say that its substance is continuous—it would
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have been better to say “'the subject” [in the
singular].

96. But, speaking generally, it is in every way
superlatively absurd to rank matter, something
which is potential, before all things, but not to put
actuality before potency. For it is not even possible
for what isin potency ever to come to actuslity if the
potential holds the rank of principle among heings:
for it certainly will not bring itself to actuality, but
the actual must be beforé it, and then this potential
will no longer be a principle; or, if they say that
[potential and actual] are simultaneous, they will
put the principles in the realm of chance. And then,
if they are simultanecus, why do they not give the
actual the first rank? Ard why is this one, matter,
the more existent, and not that one? Butif the actual
ig later, how [did it come into being]? For, certainly,
matter does not generate form, that which is without
quality the qualified, nor does actuality come from
the potential: for [if it did] the actual would exist in
the potential, and it would no longer be simple. And
(3od for them comes second after matter: for he is a
body, and composed of matter and form. And where
did he get his form from? But if [he had it] without
having matter, having the nature of a principle and
being a raticnal formative power, God would be
bodiless and the creative bodiless. But if even with-
out matter God is composite in his essential nature,
inthat he is a body, they will be introducing another
matter, that of God. Then how is matter a principle if
it is body? For it is not possible for a bedy not to be
many; aznd every body is composed of matter and
quality. But if this one is body in a different way,
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1This i1s the nearest Flotinus ever comes to any
awareness that Stoic corporealism was not as gross and
absurd as Platonist and Peripatetic oppunents supposed.
The Stoic coneception of “body” was much subtler and mare
interesting than Plotinus represents it, here and elsewhere.
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they arc calling matter body equivocally.! But if
three-dimensionality is the common characteristic
of body, they are speaking of mathematical body; but
if resistance accompanies three-dimensionality,
then they are talking about something which is not
one. And then resistance is a quale or derives from
quality. And where did the resistance come from?
And where the three-dimensional extension, and
who extended it? For matter is not contained in
the definition of three-dimensionality, nor three-
dimensicnality in the definition of matter. If then
matler participates in magnitude, it would no longer
be simple. Then where does its unification come
from? For it is certainly not absolute unification, but
by participation in unity. They should ceriainly
have worked out that it is not possible to put mass in
the first place of all, but that which is without mass
and the one, and starting with the one to conclude in
the many and starting with the sizeless to conclude
in magnitudes, if it is not possible for many to be
unless one is, nor size unless the sizeless is: if, that is,
size is one not by being itself one but by participa-
tion in the one and a coming together. There must
therefore be the primarily and properly [existent]
before that [which exists] by coming together or how
does the coming together occur? And one must
enquire what is the manner of the coming together:
for [if the Stoics had done so] they might perhaps
have found the one which is not incidentally one. By
“incidentally one” I mean that which is one not by
being the onc itself, but from another.

Bee 8. Sambursky The Physics of the Stoics (London 1959),
2044 (with interesting parallels to modern physies); A. A.
Long Hellenistic Philosophy (London 1974), 152-8.
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b A brief allusion to one of Plotinus’ favourite images,
that of the cosmie dancer: ep. ITI. 2.16. 24-27 and 17. 8 11;
IV. 4.33. 6-25.
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ON THE KINDS OF BEING I

27. And in other ways, also, they ought to keep
the principle of all things in the place of honour, and
not to posit as principle the shapeless nor that which
is without share in life and unintelligent and dark
and is the indefinite, and then to attribute substancs
to this. For they bring in God for the szke of ap-
pearances, [a God] who has his being from matter
and is composite and posterior, or rather is matter in
a certain state. Then if matter is the substrate [or
subject] there must necessarily be something else
which acts upon it, being external to it, and makes it
to be subjected to the things which are sent into
matter by it. Bul if God himself was subjected in
matter and himself came into being along with it, he
will no longer make matter a subject, nor will he be
the subject [or substrate] along with matter: for to
what will they be substrates, when there will be
nothing to make them substrates since everything
has been used up in the so-called substrate? For the
substrate is substratc in relation to something, not
to what is in itself but to what acts upon it as it lies
subjected. And the substrate is subjected in relation
to what is not substrate: that is, to what is external,
so that this would just have been left out. But if they
do not require znything from outside, bui the sub-
strate itself is capablc of becoming everything by
being figured, like the dancer who in his dance
makes himself everything,! then it will no longer be
the substrate, but itself everything. For as the dan-
cer is not the substrate of the figures—for all the rest
are his active actuality—so whal Lhey call matter
will not be the subject of all things, if all the rest
come from it: or rather, all the rest will not even
exist, if matter in a certain state is all the rest, just
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as the dancer 1n a certain state is the figures. But if
all the rest are not going to exist, this matter will not
in any way be a substrate, and not the matter of
existing things, but, since it is purely and simply
matter, will by this very fact not be matter: for
matter is relative. For the relative is in relation to
something else, and something of the same genus,
double to half for instance, not substance to double;
but how is being to non-being a relation, except
incidentally? But the relation of being in itself to
matter is one of being. For if it is potentiality, which
is going to be, and that is not substance, it will not be
itgelf suhstance; so that this 1s what happens to the
Stoics: they blame those who make substances out of
non-substances, but themselves make non-substance
out of substance; for their universe, in so far as it is
universe, is not substance. Bul il is absurd thal
matter, the substrate, is substance, but bodies are
not more substantial and the universe mare sub-
stantial than bodies, [but the universe according to
them] is only substance in so far as it is a part of the
substrate; and that the Living Being does not have
its substantiality from soul but only [rum matler,
and that the soul is an affcetion of and posterior to
matter. From what, then, did matter derive its en-
soulment, and in general from what did the real
existence of soul derive? And why does matter some-
times become bodies, but another part of it becomes
soul? For, even if the form comes from sumewhere
clse, soul would in no way come intc being when
quality ecomes tn matter, but soulless hodies. But if
something moulds matter and makes soul, the soul
which makes will be prior to the soul which comes to
be.
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28 Put, though there are many things which are
said against this hypothesis, we must stop here for
fear that it may be absurd to strive for victory with
so manitest an absurdity by showing that they give
non-being the first rank as that which is most of all
being and go rank the last firet. The cause of this is
that sense-perception became their guide and they
trusted it for the placing of principles and the rest.
For they considered that bodies were the real beings,
and, since they were afraid of their transformation
into each other, they thought thal whal persisted
under them was reality, as if someone thought that
place rather than hodies was real being, considering
that place does not perish. Yet place also does persist
for them, but they oughs not to have considered that
what persists in any kirnd of way was real being, but
to see first what characteristics must belung Lo what
is truly real, on the existenee of which persistence
for ever depends. For if a shadow always persisted
which accompznied a being in process of alteration,
it would not exist more than that being. And the
sense-world with that |persistent substrate] and
many other things would by its multiplicity be more
real, being the whole, than any onc of the things in
it: but if indeed the whale is not. real, how could that
[substrate] be its foundation? But the most extra-
ordinary of all is that, though they are assured of
the existence of each and every thing by sense-
perception, they posit as real being what cannot
be apprehended by sense. For they do not rightly
attribute resistance to it: resistance is a quality. Buf.
if they say they grasp it by intellect, it is an odd sort
of intellect which ranks matter before itself and
attributes real being to matter but not to itself. So,
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ON THE KINDS OF BEING 1

as one genus or species? For certainly that which is
and that which 1s not cannot be under the same
genus. But what is this being in a certain state
imposed upon matter? It is either existent or non-
existent; and if it is existent, it is altogether bodiless;
but il it is non-existent, it is an emply appellalion
and there is only matier, but the quale is nothing.
But neither is the thing in a certain state anything:
for it is still more non-existent. And the fourth class
mentioned is even still more non-existent. So, then,
only matter 1s existent. Who, then, asserts this? Not,
presumably, matter. But perhaps matter does assert
it: for matter in a certain state is intelleet; though
the “in a certain state” i3 a meaningless addition.
Matter, then, says this and understands it. And if it
talked sense, it would be surprising how it thinks
and does the works of soul, when it has neither
intellect nor soul. But if it was talking senselessly,
making itself what it is not and cannot be, to whom
should we attribute the senszlessness? Well, if it did
speak, to itself: but, as things are, matter does not
speak, but the speaker speaks with a large contri-
bution from matter, to which he entirely belongs;
even if he has a bit of soul, he speaks in ignorance of
himself and of the power which is able to speak the
truth about such things.

30. In the case of things in a certain state, it i
perhaps absurd to put things in a certain state third,
or however they are placed in the order, since every-
thing in a certain state is in relation to matter. But
they will say that things in a certain state have a
distinctive difference and that it is one thing for
matter to be in this or that particular stats, but
something else in the case of things in a certain
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stule, and, besides, that qualia are in a certain state
in relation to matter, but the thingse which are
specifically in & certain state are so in relation to
qualia. But, if the qualia themselves are nothing but
matter in a certain state, again the things in a
certain state go back for the Stoics to matter and are
so in relation to matter. But how is the class of
things in a certain state one when there is a great
deal of difference between them? For how c¢an the
*three-cubits-long” and the “white” [be got] into one
class, when one of them is quantitative and the other
qualitative? And how the when and the where? And
how altogether are “yesterday” and “last year” and
“in the Lyceum™ and “in the Academy” in a certain
slate? And, generally speaking, how is time in a
certain state? For time is not sc, nor are the things in
time itself, nor the things in place nar place. But
how is doing being in a certain state? Since the doer
is not existing in a certain state but doing in a
certain way, or not at all in a certain way, but just
doing; and the one who is affected is not existing in a
certain state but rather being affected in a certain
way or simply being affected like this. But perhaps
“being 1n a certain state” will only fit position and
possession; but in the case of possession one is not
“in possession of a certain state” but “in pos-
session”. But as regards the relative, if they did not
class it under one genus with the other [things in a
certain state] it would take another discussion to
enquire if they give any reality to such [relative]
states, since they often do not do s0. And again it is
absurd to put a thing which is subsequent to things
already existing into the same genus as the things
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which were there before: for one and two must be
there first for there to be half and double.

But as for all the others who have made cther
assumpticns about beings or the principles of beings,
whether they said they were infinite or limited,
boudies or bodiless, or both, ane is free to enguire
about each and every one of them, taking into
account as well what the ancients said against their
opinions.
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1The eritical discussion of the ten Aristotelian
categories occupies the first 24 chapters of V1. 1, of the
Stoic categories the last 6. Note the importance which
Plotinus gives here to the highesat Stoic genus, 7 (ep. VL 1.
25 and below lines 21-5), which he did not quite understand
and which snnoyed him particularly, perhaps because
Severus the Middle Platonist, who was read in his school
{Life ch. 14, 11), had taken it serionsly and used it in his
exegesis of the Timaeus: zee below n. 1, p. 112.

L1Q

VI. 2. ON THE KINDS
OF BEING II

1. Now that our enquiry about what are called the
ten genera has been completed, and we have spoken
about those who bring all things into one genus and
posit four species of a sort under the one,' the next
thing would be to say how these things luok Lo us,
trying to lead back our own thoughts to the thought
of Plato. Now i7 it was necessary to assume that
being is one, there would be no need to investigate
whether there is one genus over all, or whether the
genera cannot be classed under one, or whether the
principles [can or cannot be], or whether one should
assume that principles are the same as genera or
genera as principles, or whether all the principles
are also genera but the genera not [all] prineciples, or
the other way round, or whether in both groups
some principles are also genera and some geners
also principles, or whether in one group all are the
others, but in the cther some are also the others.?
But since we maintain thal being is not one—Plato
and others have cxplained why?® it becomes, per-

2 On the difference between prineiples and gensra see ch.
2, 15-19. It is of great importance for Plotinus’ exegesis of
Lhe Sophist.

?The reference to Plato is to Sophist 244B-245C and
Parmenides 141C9-10. "Others’™ Aristotle and the Stoics;
cp. VL 1.1, 5-9,
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' Timaeus 27D5. The attack here is clearly on a
Stoieising Platonist exegesis of this passage, probably that
of Severus (Froclus In Tim. vol. I, p.227, 13-18 I)ehl).

#In VL 3.
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haps, compulsory to ecnquirc about these points,
centring our discussion first on what number [of
kinds of being] we intend and in what sense. Since,
then, we are enquiring about being or beings, we
must in our discussion first of all make a distinction
between what we call being, about which at present
our investigation would be correctly conducted, and
what others think is being, but we call it becoming,
and say that it is never really real. But in thinking of
these two classes which are distinet from each other
one must not think of them as if there was a genus of
“something” divided into them, or suppose that
Plato made this division. For it is absurd to put
being under one genus with non-being, a5 if one were
to put Socrates and his portrait under one genus.
For “making a distinction” here! means marking off
and setting apart, and saying tha: what seems to be
being is not being, [and by this Plato] indicates to
them that what is truly being is something else. And
by prefixing “always” to being he indicated that
being must be of suchk a kind as never to belie the
nature of being. So we are speaking of this being,
and this is the being about which we shall enguire
on the assumption that it is not ong; afterwards,? if it
seems proper, we shall say something about becom-
ing and what comes to be and the universe perceived
by the senses.

2. Since, then, we maintain that being is not one,
do we say that itis a number or infinite? What do we
really mean by “not one”? Now we say that it 13 at
the sume Lime vne and many, sand that it is a richly
variegated one keeping its many together in one. It
is therefore necessary that this, which is one in this
way, should either be generically one, and the
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beings its species, by which it is many and one; or
that it should be more genera than one, but all
[grouped] under one; or that there should be more
genera, but none of them subordinated to any other,
but each including those below it (whether they
themselves are lesser genera or species with indi-
viduale [grouped] under them) and all contributing
to one nature; the intelligible universe, which is
certainly what we call being, would be constructed
from all of them. If this is so, these must certainly
not only be genera but at the same time also prin-
ciples of being: genera, because there are other
lesscr genera under them and subscquently species
and individuals; principles, if heing iz thus composed
of many and the whole derives its existznce from
these. If then there were a number of originative
constituents and they came together as wholes and
made the all while having nothing else subordinated
to them, they would be principles, but not genera; as
if someone made the sensa-world out of the four
elements, fire and such: for these would be prin-
ciples, but not genera; unless “genus” is used
equivocally. If we say, then, that they are a kind of
genera, but that these same genera are also prin-
ciples, then chall we achieve the completion of the
whole by mixing the genera, all of them, together
with each other, each with the things which come
under it, and make a blend of everything? But then
each and every thing will be potential and nct
actual, and each will not be itself in a pure state. But
shall we let the genera go and mix up the indi-
viduals? What then will the genera by themselves
bg? They will be by themselves and pure and their
mixed-up members will not abolish them. And how
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can this he? We will discuss this later s hut now,
cince we have agreed that there are genera, and
further that they are principles of substance and
principles and a composition in another way, first it
must be stated how many genera we say there are
and how we distinguish them from each other and do
not bring them under one, as if they came togethar
by chance and made some one thing; yet it would bhe
much more reasonable if they did come under one.
Now, if it was possible for them all to be species of
being, with the individuals immediately subsequent
to them, and nothing outside these, it might perhaps
be possible to proceed like this. But since such an
arrangement would ke the abolition of substance—
for the specias would nct be species, nor altogether
would there be many under one, but all would be
one, and there would be no other or others outside
that one: for how could the ore become many, so as
to generate species, unless there was something else
besides itself? For it could not by its own means
beecome many, unless somebody cuts it up like a
magnitude; but even sa the eutter would he anather.
But if it 1s going to do the cutting up, or in general
the dividing, itself, it will be divided before the
division. Thus, and for many other reasons, we must
abandon the "one genus”, also because it is not
pussible o lake any and every individual thing and
call it being or substance. But if onc docs call it
substance, one will do so by incidental predication,
as if one called substance white: for one is not
speaking of what is [essentially] white.

'Ch. 19,1217
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distinguished as usual from the Absclute One, the First
Hypostasis; the subject of the One-Being and its relation to
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3. We certainly sav that there are several genera.
and that it is not by accident that there are several.
They derive therefore from one. Now, even if they do
derive from one, but a cne which is not included in
the definition of their being, nothing prevents each
one of them, since it has not the same specific form as
another, from being itself a separate genus. Is then
this one which is outside the genera which have
come into being [from :it] their cause, but not pre-
dicated in the cefinitions of what each of the others
sre? Yes, it is outside, for the One is transcendent, so
25 not to be numbered with the genera, if the others
exist through it, which are on equal terms with each
other as far as being genera goes. And how does it
come sbout that it is not numbered with them? We
are looking for beings, not what transcends being.
So much, then, for this One; but what about the one
which is numbered with the others’? One might
wonder about this, how 1t 1s numbered with those
caused by it. Now if it and the others were under one
genus, it would be absurd; but if it is numbered with
those of which it 1s the cause, as if it was the
absolute genus and the olhers were subsegquent—
and the subscquents are different from it, and it is
not predicated of them as their genus or anything
else with reference to them—then they too must be
genera, if they have things classed under them. For
if you generated walking, walking would not be
classed under you as its genus; and if there was
nothing else before it as its genus, but there were
things after it, walking would bhe a genus in the

beings, and why “one” is not a genus like "heing”, is taken
up again in ch. Y.

119




25

35

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI. 2.

ﬁaSt’Esw &y s atow. dAws 8¢ Lows ovde 0 & (f)a‘rém)
alriov rois d\ots efvar, aAN olov wépn adTod kal olov
oroixeia abTod xal mdvra plav pvow pepilopévny Tals
nuav érwolas, adrd 8¢ elvar vw6 duvapews JavpaoTis
& els mwdvra, xal ¢awdpevor modld kal pwipevoy
70Mé, olov drav kwmbi xaral 76 moAivoww® Tis
dvgews, Toweiv 16 &v w1 € elvar, uds Te ofov poipas
abrob mpoépovras Tavras & Ekaorov tiflesfar kal
yévos Myew dryvooivras 67t pi) GAov dpa eldopey, daAda
xard pépos mpodéporres mddw abrd cuvdmToper ov
Suvdpevor éml movv ypdvov aita karéyew omevdorra
7pbs avrd. 8:0 mdAw pellepey eis 76 GAov kal édpev &
yevéablar, palov 8¢ év elvai. dAAd lows ocadéorepa
raira éoTar kdkelvwy éyvaopdvwy, Ty Td Y
MdBwper smioa: ofitw yip xal T6 s, AAX" émel dei
Myovra pi) dmopdoeis Aéyew, dANG Kal es Evvoway Kai
vénow iévar Tdv Aeyopévwv, wéi mowyTéoy.

4. Ei mjv odparos ¢iow iBeiv éBovAdpela, oféy T(
éorw év Tde TO GAw 1) 0D odpares atTol Plos, dp’
ov karapalrres éml Twos TOV pepdy abTod, Ws €0TLTO

! Igal, H-5% kai Enn.

2]gal, H-8% zoMiyvowr EBUC, H-B': moddyorr A (duo
puncta supra y) x, Perna.

| We thanlsfully accept here Igal's excellent emendation
roddvovy (ep. ch. 21, 4). The reading with most MSS
authority moAdyrewr (“downiness” or “furriness”), printed
in H-S', can surely on reflection only commend ilsell to
cats, and the meAdyow of other MSS, generally adopted hy
editors, is not used elsewhere by Plotinus and does not give
as exactly appropriate a sense.
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realm of rcal beings. But in general, perhaps not
cven the one should be asserted to be the cause of the
others, but they are something like parts of it, and
something like elements of it, and all one nature
divided into parts by our conceptions, but [this one|
itself is by a wonderful power one into all, both
appearing all and becoming all, as if when it is in
motion, and, by ite nature’s fullnees of intelligence,!
it makes the one he not one, and we bring forward as
it were parts of it and posit these, each of them as
one and call it a genus, being unaware that we do
not know the whole all at once, but bring forward
piece by piece and join them up again, being unable
to hold them back for long as they hasten to them-
selves.? Therefore welet them go into the whole, and
allow them to become one, or rather to he ane. But
perhaps all this will be clearer when we know what
is coming next, if we grasp how many genera there
are: for this will tell us how they are. But since in
our discourse we should not just make statements,®
but form some idea and come to some undersltanding
of what is being said, we must procecd as follows.

4. If we wanted to see the nature of hody, [and
asked ourselves] something like what the nature of
body itself was in this [perceptible] universe, when
we had gat to know thoroughly in the case of one of

2 A good example of Plotinus’ continual insistence on the
inadequacy of discursive reason to give an adequate
account of the One-Being: cp. V. 8 (31). 5-6; V1. 7 (38). 35.
28-30; TIL. 5 (50). 9. 26-29 and Klaus Wurm Subslanz und
Qualitdt (Derlin & New York 1973).

3For Plotinus’ use o dndpacs in the sense of

poee

“declaration”, “‘assertion”, cp. IIL 7.1.9.
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its parts—a stone for instance—that there was what
functioned as its substrate, and its quantity, the
magnitude, and its quality, colour for instance,
should we not say in the case of every other body
that there was what might be called substance, and
guantity, and quality, all togcther, but divided by
our reasoning into three, and that hody was the
three as one? But if it also had movement as a
natural part of its constitution, and we counted this
in as well, then the four also would be one, and the
one body would be brought to completion by them
all in respect of its unity and its own nature. In the
same way, certainly, when the discussion is about
intelligible substance and the genera and principles
there, one must remove the coming into being in the
sphere of bodies and the understanding through
sense-perception and the magnitudes—for it is
[because bodies have size in] this way that there is
scparation and they stand apart from each other—
and grasp an intelligible existence and that which
really and truly is and is more one. In this it is alsc
remarkable how that which is one in this way is
many and one. For in the case of bodies it has been
agreed that the same body is une and many; for the
same onc [ecan be divided] to infinity, and its colour
is different. from its shape; for they are in fact
separated. But if someone takes one soul, without
spatial separation of parts, without magnitude, su-
premely simple, as it will seem at the first appli-
carion of the mind to it, how would one expect Lo find
that it was after all many? For one would have
thought that ane could stop at this, when one had
divided the living being into soul and body, and
found the body multiform and composite and vari-
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" The phrase occurs in Plato Republic 508C1 and 517B5.
Plotinus’ use of it here, and the presentation of soul as the
handiest example of a being * from the intelligible place”,
show clearly that the distinction between Juyyj and vois was
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ous, but was confident that one had found that the
soul was simple and could rest from one’s journey
since one had come to the principle. Since, then, this
soul has come ready to hand for us from the "intelli-
gible place”,! as in the former discussion the body
did from the perceptihble, let us apprahend how this
one is many, and how the many are one, not a one
compounded from many, but one nature which is
many; for through this, when it has been appre-
hended and has become clear, we maintained that
the truth about the genera in real being would
become clear.

5. But first we should think about this: that since
bodies, of animals and plants for instance, are, each
and every one of them, many in virtue of the colours
and shapes and sizes and specific forms of their
parts, and the fact that one is in one place and one in
another, but all come from one, they will come either
from a one which is in every way and altogether one
or from a one which is more one than is that which
comes from it,? so that it is also more real than that
which has come into being—for the extent of the
departure from being is as great as that of the
departure from unity—since, then, they are from a
one, but not a one such as to be in every way one or
the absolute One—for this would not have mace a
discrete plurality—it remains that they must be
from a plurality which is one. But what made them is
soul: this then is a plurality which is one. What
then? Is the plurality the rational forming principles

not always for him very clear-cut (Plato, of course, makes
no such distinction).

2T adopt Igal's emerdations here (see critical notes): they
seem to me to be required to give a tolerable sense.
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of the things which have come into being? Or 1s it
rather itself one thing and the forming principles
different from it? On the contrary, it is a forming
principle itself and the sum of the forming prin-
ciples, and Lhe principles are its activity when it is
active according to its substance; but the substance
is the potentiality of the principles. It has then been
demonstrated from what it does to other things that
this one is indeed many. But what if it was not doing
anything, but one was to consider it not doing by
ascending to that of it which does not do? Will one
not find many powers here too? For everyone would
agree that the soul exists: but is this really the same
thing as saying that a stone exists? Certainly not.
But all the same there in the case of the stone also,
existing for the stone is not [just] being but being a
stone; so here, existing for soul has being souul along
with being. Is then being one thing, and the rest
something else, which contributes to the completion
of the substance cof the soul, and is there being [as
such] and an essential difference makes the soul?
No, the soul is a particular being but not in the way
that a man is white, but only and simply like a
particular substance; and this is the same as saying
that it dces not have what it has from outside its
substance.

6. But, surely, does it not have [something] from
outside its substance to make it in one respect
existent but in ancther existent in a particular way?
But if it is existent in a particular way, and the
particularity comes from outside, it will not be sub-
stance as a whale and in so far as it is soul, but in a
particular respect, and a part of it will be substance,
but not the whole of it substance. Then what
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will existence be to it, without all the rest, different
from a stone!? Now this being of soul must be
within, like a “source and principle”,? or rather
must be all thatit is; so it must be life; and both must
be one, being and life. Is it then one like z single
forming principle? Nu, the underlying reality is one,
but so onc that it 1s alsc two or even more, all that
goul primarily is. Tt is therafore substance and life,
or it has life. But if it has it, that which has is, in
itself, not in life, and the life not in substance; but if
one does not have the other, one must say that both
are one. Or rather one and many, and as many as
appear in the one; and one for itsclf, but many in
relation to the others; and it is one heing, but makes
itself many by what we may call its movement; and it
ig one whole, but when it undertakes, one might say,
to contemplate itself, it is many: as if' it cannot bear
its being to be one when it i3 capable of being all the
things that it is. And its contemplation is the cause
of its appearing many, that it may think: for if it
appears as one, it did not think, but is that One.

7. What, then, are the constituents seen in soul,
and how many are there? Since we find in soul
substance and life together, and substance is com-
mon Lo all soul, and life also common, and life is also
in Intellect, if we bring in also Intellect and its life,
we shall posit as eommon to all life a single genus,
movement. And we shall pesit substance and move-
ment, which is the primary life, as two genera. For
even if they are one, |the observer| separates them in
thought, finding the one not one; otherwise it would
(47). 17. 67 (sce my note ad loc.). For further examples see

Lexicon Plotinianum s. v. Mios.
? Plato Phaedrus 245C9.
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not have been possible to separate them. But observe
in other things also how movement and life are
clearly separated from being, even if not in the true
being, yet in the shadow and that which has the
same name as being. For &s in the portrait of a man
many things are wanting, and especially the decis-
ively important thing, life, so in the things perceived
by sense heing is a shadow of being, separated from
that which is most fully being, which was life in the
archetype. But then, this gives us grounds for se-
parating living from being and being from living.
Now there are many species of being and there is a
genus of being; but movement is not to be classed
under being nor vet over being, but with being; it is
found in being not as inhering in a2 subject; for it is
its active actuality and neither of them is without
the other except in our conception of them, and the
two natures are one nature: for being is actual, not
potential. And if, none the less, you take either of
them separately, movement will appear in being and
heing in movement, as if in the “one-being” each
raken separately had the other, but all the same
discursive thought says that they are separate and
that each form is a double one. But since movement
appears in the sphere of being, not as changing the
nature of being, but rather in being as if making it
perfect, if one does not introduce rest as well one
would be even more perverse than one who did not
grant that there was movement; for the notion, and
intellectual perception, of rest comes readier to
hund where being is concerned thun that of move-
ment; for “existing in the same state and in the same
way'! and having a single definition are there in
being. So let rest be one genus, different from move-
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ment, in that it would seem to be its opposite. But
that it is different from being could be made clear in
many ways, especially because, if it was the same as
being, it could not be any more the same as being
than motion. For why is rest the same as being, but
motion not, when motion is its life and the active
actuality of its substance and its very being? But,
just as we separated movement from it as being the
same and not the same as it, and spoke of them as
two and yet again one, in the same way we shall also
separale rest from it and yet again not separate it,
separating it so far in the mind as to posit it as
another genus among real beings. Otherwise, if we
were to bring rest and being into one, saying that
there was not in any way any difference between
them, and bring being into one with movement in the
game way, we shall bring rest and movement into
identity through the medium of being, and move
ment and rest will be one for us.

8. But one must posit these three, if Intellect
thinks each of them separately; but it does at once
know and posit them, if it thinks, and they exist, if
they have been thought. For the being of things
whose being involves matter is not in the intelleet;
but if things which are without matter have heen
thought, this is their being. But behold Intellect,
pure Intellect, and look upon it with concentrated
gaze, not seeing it with these bodily eyes of ours.
You see the hearth of substance and a sleepless light
on it, and how they stand on it and how they stand
apart, existing all together, abiding life and a
thought whose activity is not directed towards what
is coming but what is here already, or rather “here
already and always here already”, and the always
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present, and it is a thought thinking in itself and not
putside. In its thinking, then, there is activity and
motion, and in its thinking itself, substance and
being: for, existing, it thinks itself as existent, and
the being on which it is, so to speak, founded. For its
self-directed activity is not substance, but being is
that to which the activity is directed and from which
it comes: for that which is looked at is being, not the
look; but the look, too, possesses being, because it
comes from and is directed to being. And since it isin
act, not in potency, it gathers the two together and
does not separate them, but makes itself being and
being itself. And since being is the most firmly set of
all things and that about which the other things [are
set], it has made rest exist and possesses it not as
brought in from outside but from itself and in itself.,

It 1s that in which thought comes to a stop. though
thought is a rest which has no beginning, and from
which it starts, though thought is a rest which never

started: for movement does not begin from or end in

movement. And again the Form at rest is the defin-

ing limit of Intellect, and Intellect is the movement

of the Form.

So all things are being, rest and motion; these are
all-pervading gencera, and cach subsequent thing is a
particular baing, a particular rest, and a particular
motion. Now when anyone sees these three, having
come into intuitive contact with the nature of being,
he sees being by the being in himself and the others,
motion and rest, by the motion and rest in himself,

-and fits his own being, motion and rest to those in

Intellect: they come to him together in a sart of
ponfusion and he mingles them without distinguish-
ing them; then as it were separating them a little and
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holding them away from him and distinguishing
them he perceives being, motion and rest, three and
each of them one. Does he not then say that they are
different from each other and distinguish them in
otherness, and see the otherness in being when he
posits three, each of them one? And again, when he
brings them back to unity and sees them in a unity,
all one, does he not collect them into sameness and,
a¢ he looks at them, see that sameness has come to be
and is? So we must add these two, the same and the
other, to those first three, so that there will be in all
five genera for all things, and the last two also will
give to subsequent things the characters of being
other and same; for each individual thing is a parti-
cular “same” and a particular “other”; for “same”
and “'other” without the “'particular’” would apply to
genera. These are the primary kinds because you
cannot apply any predicate to them which forms part
of the definition of their essence. You will certainly
predicate being of them, for they exist, but not as
their genus, for they are not particular heings. Nor
can vou predicate being as the genus of motion and
rest, for they are not specific forms of being; for some
things exist as species of being, cthers as participat-
ing in being. Nor again does being participate in
these others as if they were its genera: for they do
rot transcend being and are not prior to it.

9. But that these genera are primary one could
confirm from these arguments, and perhaps also
from others; but how could one be confident that
there are only these [primary genera] and not others
in addition to them? For why not also the one? And
why not the guale and the quantum and the relative
and the cthers, which other philosophers have al-
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ready counted up '? Well then, as for the one, if it is
the absolutely One to which nothing else is added,
not soul, nct intellect, not anything at all, this could
not be predicated of anything, so that it is not a
genus. But if it is the one added to being, that of
which we speak as one-being, this is not primarily
one. Again, if it is undifferentiated in itself how
could it make specific forms? But if it cannot do this,
it is not a genus. For how could there be divisions?
For in dividing you will make many: so that the one
itself will be many and will destroy itself—if it
wanled Lo be a genus. Then, you will add something
to it in dividing itinto specific forms. For there could
he no differentiations in the one, as there are of
substance. For the mind accepts that there are dif-
ferentiations of being, but how could there be of one?
Then, every time |you diffzrentiate] you abolish the
one by positing two with the differentiation, since
everywhere the addition of a unit mekes the previ-
pus quantum disappear. But if someone were to say
that the one in being and the one in movement and
the others is a common term, bringing being and one
into identity, then, as in the argument that did not
make being the genus of the others, because they are
not beings as being is,2 but beings in another way, so
the one also will not be a common term over them,
but it will be one primarily, and the others one in a
different way. But if he were to say that he does not
make the cne the genus of all [genera] but one
[genus] by itself, like the others, if being and the one
are identical for him, since being has already been

I The reference is to the Aristotelian categories.

PR

“1 retain the <{dv} dvra of Miiller here.
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counted among the genera, he is introducing &
[mere] name. But if each of them is one [different
from the other], then he means [by the one] a nature,
and if he adds “some’ he means some particular cne,
but if he adds nothing, he means, yet again, the one
which is predicated of nothing; but if he means the
one which goes with being, we have said that he does
not mean the primarily one. But what prevents this
from being primarily one if that which is absolutely
one is left out of account? For we do call the being
which comes after it being and say that it is prima-
rily being. Now we do so because that which is
before it is not being, or, if what is before it was
being, it would not be primarily being; but in this
case what is before it is one. Then, when it is
separated in thought from being it does not have
differentiations; then, in being, if it is a consequence
of being, it is a consequence of and posterior to all;
hut the genus is prior. But if it is simultaneous, it is
simultaneous with all; but the genus is not simulta-
neous. But if it is prior, it is a principle, and a
principle only of being; but if it is its principle, it is
nol its geonus; bul il il is ool ils genus, it is not the
genus of the others sither; or it would be nceessary
for being also to be the genus of all the other
[genera]. For in general it appears likely that, since
the one in being is near to the one and in a way
coincides with being, and being in so far as it is close
to that [absolute One] is one, but in so far as it is
posterior to it, being, by which it is able also to be
many, the one in being, remaining itself one and
being unwilling to be divided into parts, does not
want fo be a genus either.
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10. How then is each individual belonging to
being one? Now by being a particular one it is not
one—for it is already many by being a particular
one—but each of the specific forms is equivocally
one: [ur a specific form is a multiplicity, so Lhal
“onc’” here is [used as it is of] an army or a chorus.?
Qo then the one there [in being] is not in these, so
that the one is not a commeon term and it is not the
same one which is observed in being and in partic-
ular beings. So that the one 1s not a genus; since
every genus of which the vne is truly predicated as
genus can no longer have the oppasites truly pre-
dicated of it; but in that the ane and the opposites
are truly predicated of every being, the one will not
be predicated as their genus. So that it will not be
truly predicated of the first genera either, since the
one being also isnot more one than many, nor is any
one of the other genera one in such a way as not to
be many, nor can [the one be truly predicated| of the
others which come after, which are in every way
many. But in general, no genus is one: so, if the ona
is a genus, it will destroy its unity. For “the one is
not a number” % but it will be a number if it has
become a genus. Further, the one is one in number:
for if it was one in genus, it would not be properly
one. Further, just as in the numbers the one is not
there as a genus predicated of them but is said to
existin them, but not said to be their genus, so, even
if the one is in the beings, it would not be the genus
either of being or of the other [genera] or of all of
I 366-8 and 1013; Philo On The Eternity of the World 78,
Sextus Empirvicus Ado. Math, VIIT 102 (= Against the
Logicians 1 102 in Bury’s Loeb edition).

¢ Aristotle Metaphysics N 1. 1088a6.
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them. Further, just as the simple might be principle
of tha non-simple, but could not alsc he its genus—
for [if it were,] the non-simple would also be simple—
so with the one, if the oneis principle, it will not also
be genus of the things posterior to it. It will not
therefore be the genus either of being or of the other
[genera). But if it is going to be a genus, it will be the
genus of the particular “ones”, as if one were to
think it right to separate the one from substance. It
will be, then, a genus of particular things. For, just
as being is not the genus of all things but of the
specific forms which “arz”, so the one will be the
genus of the particular specific forms which “are
one’’. What then will be the difference of one from
another in so far as they are one, as there is a
difference of being of one from another? But if the
one is divided along with being and substance, and
being by the division and by being observed in many
things as the same is a genus, why could not the one
be a genus since it appcars as many things as
substance and is divided into an equal number of
parts? Now, first of all it is not necessary, if some-
thing exists in many things, that it should be a
genus, either of the things in which it exists or of
other things; nor, in general, if something is com-
mon, is it a: all necessary for it to be a genus. At any
rate the point, which exists in the lines, is not a
genus, either of them or generally speaking, nor, as
was said, is the one in the numbers a genus either of
the numbers or the other things. For that which is
common and one in many things must employ dif-
ferentiations which belong to itself and make spec-
ific forms and mske them in its essential being. But
what are the differentiations of the one or what
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specific forms does it generate? But if it makes the
same specific forms as occur in the sphere of being, it
would be the same as being, and one of the two
would be only a name, and being is sufficient.

11. But we must investigate how the one is in
being, and how what we speak ol as division [works],
and in general the division of the genera, and if it is
the same [as the division of being] or different in
each of the two cases. First, then, how in general
each and every thing is called one, and then if we
mean the same |by “one” when we speak of 1t] in the
one being and as transcendent. Now the one over &1l
things is not the same; for [we do not mean] the same
[by “one”] in the case of perceptible and of intelli-
gible things—and certainly being is not [one in the
game sense as the others]—[and it does not mean]
the same in the case of perceptible things in com-
parison with each other; for it is not the same in a
chorus and an army and a ship and a house, and not
the same in these last and in what is continuous. But
nevertheless all try to represent the same [One], but
some attain only & remote resemblance, some come
nearer, and attain it already more truly in Intellect:
for soul is one and Intellect and being are still more
one. So we then in each thing when we say its being
also say its “one”, and is it with its "one” as it is
with its being? This happens incidentally. but a
thing is not therefore one in proportion to its being,
but it is possible to have no less real an existence but
to be less one. For an army or a chorus has no less
being than a house, but all the same it is less one. It
seems then that the one in esach thing looks more to
good, and in so far as it attains to good it is also one,
and being mare or less one lies in this; for each thing
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wishes naot just for being, but for being together with
the good. For this reason things which are not one
strive as far as they can to become one, natural
things by their very nature coming together, wish-
ing to be united in identity with themselves; for all
individual things do not strive to get away from each
other, but towards each other and towards them-
selves; and all souls would like to come to unity,
following their own nature. And the One is on both
sides of them; for it is that from which they come and
to which they go; for all things originate from the
One and strive towards the One. For in this way they
zlso strive towards the Good; for nothing whatever
among the real beings could have come to exist or
endure in existence if its striving was not directed
towards the One. This is how it is with the things in
nature, But as for the things of art, each art brings
each of its produets to this as far as it can and as far
as their eapacity allows. Being attains this mast of
all: for it is near. For this reason the other things are
called only what they are called, man for instance;
for even if we do sometimes say “one man”’, we say
this in comparison with two; but if we do use the one
in other contexts, we do so by adding, beginning
from 1tself. But in the case of heing we eall this
whole “one-being’’ and by indicating it as one claim
its close communion with the Good. So the one in it
also is principle and goal, but not in the same way,
but otherwise, s there is prior and posterior also in
that which is one. What then is the one in it? Is it not
observed :o be alike in all the parts and common?
Now, first of all the point is common in lines and is
not the genus of lines; there is something common in
numbers, very likely this one, and it is not a genus:
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for the one in the oneitselfis not the same as the one
in the unit and the two and the other numbers. And
then in being also nothing prevents some things
from being prior and others posterior, and some
simple and some composite. And if the one is the
same in all things which belong to being, as there is
no differentiation of it it does not make specific
forme; but if there are no specific forms, it cannot
itself be a genus.

19. And so much for this. But how does the good
for numbers lie in their being each of them one when
they are soulless? Now this is common also to other
soulless things. Dut if anyone were to say that
numbers do not exist at all, we for our part were
spesking of existing things, in so far as each of them
is one. But if they were to enquire how the point
partakes of the good, if they are going to assert that
it exists by itself, then, if they assert that it is
soulless, their enquiry is the same as in the case of
other things of the kind; but if in others, in the circle
for instance, this is the good of the point and its
desire is directed to this, and it will strive as far as it
can towards the transcendent through this circle.
But how c¢an the genera be these things? Can they
really be particulars, all chopped up small? No, the
generic one is like a whole in many things. Does it
exist only in the things which participate in it? No,
but it exists both independently and in the things
which participate in it. But perhaps this will be
clearer later.

13. But now, why is the quantum not in the pri-
mary genera, and also the qualc? Now, the gquantum
is not primary with the others because they are
simultaneous with being. For movement is with
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being as the activity of being, since it is its life; and
rest came in as well in substance itself; and still
more is being same and other associated with these
three classes, so that sameness and otherness also
are seen together with them. But number is posterior
to these classes and posterior to itself, and the
posterior comes from the prior and numbers come
one after another in order, and the posterior exist in
the prior; so number could not be counted among the
first genera; and we should enquire whether it is a
genus at all. But magnitude is still more subsequent
and composite; for it is number in this particular
thing—and a line is some sort of two and a surface
three. IT then the continuous magnitude has its
gquantitativeness from number, if number is not a
genus how could this have [the status of a genus]?
And there is prior and posterior also in magnitudes.
But if it is common to bath numbers and magnitudes
to be quantitative, we must grasp what this [being
guantitative] is and, when we have found it, posit it
as a posterior ganus, not among the primary genera;
and if it is a genus not among the primary ones, it
must be referred back to one of the primary genera
or to one of those which go back to them. So it is
perhaps clear that the nature of the quantum sig-
nifies a delinite quanlity and il measures how much
each thing is and is itself a so much. But if definite
quantity 18 eommon tn number and magnitude, then
either number is primary and magnitude comes from
it, or number consists altogether in a mixture of
movement and rest, but magnitude is a movement or
derives [rom movement; movement goes forward into
the indefinite, but rest in holding back what is going
forward makes the unit. But we must consider later
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the coming into being of number and magnitude, or
rather their real or notional existence. For perhaps
aumber is among the first genera, but magnituds
comes later in a composition; and number is of static
things, but magnitude is in movement. But, as we
say, we will discuss these questions later.

14, But as for the quale, why is it not among the
primary genera? It is because this also is posterior
and eomes after substance. In composite substances,
then, which are made up of many elements, and in
which numbers and guantities produce their dif-
ferentiation, there might also be qualities, and a
certain common element will be discerned in them;
but in the primary genera the distinetion which
must be made is not between simples and composites
but between simples and those which make an essen-
tial contribution to substance, not to a particular
substance. All the same, we did think it right to say
elsewhere that the elements which contributed to
the essential completion of substance were qualities
only in name, but those which came from outsids
subsequent to substance were qualities [in the pro-
per sense], and that those which were in substances
were their activities, but those which came after
them were already passive affections. But now we
are saying that the elements of particular substance
make no contribution at all to the completion of
substance as such; for there is no substantial ad-
dition to the substance of man by reason of his being
man; but he is substance at a higher level, befora
coming to the differentiation, as is also the living
being before coming to the “reasonable”.

? Rieth: maidryres Enn.
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15. ITow then do the four genera contribute to the
completion of suhstanee when they do not yet make
it a kind of substance? For they do not make it a
particular substance. It has been said that being is
primary, and it is clear that movement cannot be
other [than primary], nor rest, nor other, nor same;
and it is perhaps also obvious that this movemenst
docs not produce quality, but if we say something
about this, it will perhaps be clearer. For if move-
ment is the activity of substance, and being and the
primary genera altogether are actively actual, move-
ment could not be something incidental, but, being
the activity of what is actively actual, could not any
longer be called something which contributes to the
completion of substance, but is substance itself: so
that it has not entered some subsequent genus, not
even quality, but is ranked as simultaneous. For
being is not first being and then in movement, nor is
it first being and then at rest; nor is rest a passive
affection of it; and same and other do not come after
it, because it did not become many afterwards, but
was what it was, one-many; but if it is many, it is also
otherness, and if it is one-many, it is also sameness.
And these are enough for its substance; but when it
is poing to proceed to the lower levels, then there are
others, which no longer make substance, but quali-
fied and quantified substance, and let us grant that
these are non-primary genera.

16. But how could “relation”, which is like a side-
shoot, be among the first |genera]? For the state of

_ being related is of one thing to another and not of a

thing to itself. “Where” and “when” are still further
away. For the “where” means one thing in another,
so that there are two; but the genus must be one, and
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1A very curious and paradoxical kind of intelligible
“place” does appear in V., 8.4. 15-19 (cp. VL 7.31-33): but
the intelligible xdpa there is very different from the
Aristotelian rémos here. Plotinus’ unwillingness to dismiss
the question of time in the intelligible as summarily as he
dismisses that of place should be noted. Perhaps he was
already planning the work On Eternity aend Time (1IL 7
[45]), which follows VI, 1 3 immediately in Porphyry’s
chronological order. There are passages ir this and one or
two elsewhere in the Enneads which anticipate and may
have provided the starting-point for the doctrine of a
higher time on the intelligible level in Iamblichue and his
successors. See IV. 4 (28). 16. 13-16; VI. 7 (38). 1. 54-58; II1.
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nol a compound; and there is not any place in the
intelligible world; but now we are speaking of the
things which truly exist. And we must consider
whether time is there; but it is more likely that it is
not.! Butifitis a “measure”, and not just a measure,
but a "measure of movement”, there are iwo [compo-
nents] and the whole is composite and posterior to
movement, so that it is not. where movement is in a
division on the same level. But "acting” and “being
affected” are in movement—if being affected is
really in the intelligible world at all; and “acting”
involves two; and so likewise does “being affected”;
neither, therefore, is simple. And “having” implics
two, and “position” means one thing in another, so
that. there are three.

17. But why are not the beautiful ard the good
and the virtues among the primary genera—and
knowledge and intellect? As for the good, if it is the
first, the nature which we certainly do call that of
the good, of which nothing is predicated, but we call
it this hecause we cannot indicate it in any other
way, it could not be the genus of anything. For it is
not predicated of other things, or each of the other
things of which it was predicated would be spoken of
as the good. And thal good is before substance, not
in substance. But if it is the good as a quale, the
qualified in general is not among the primary gen-

7 (45). 7. 7-10; on anticipations of the later doctrine in the
murch-discussed chapter 11 of 111 7 see Peter Manchester
“Time and the Soul in Plotinus ITI 7 [45] 117 in Dionysius 11,
1978; for the later doctrine itself sez S. Sambursky and S.
Pines The Concept of Time in Late Neoplalonism (a
enllection of passages with introduction and commentary),
Jerusalem 1971.

159




10

25

30

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI. 2.

~ Voo Vo3 g e A - )
TPWTUY ey U/\}lw; KL QUK EXELFWS WS TO 'JTP[.UTDV' KoLl
05 €TV ci'ya.ﬂév mfrx ws ToLoy, aAl’ év avTg. aAla ral
Td dAdo Edaper yévn é avTd, kal SioTL Kowdy Ti T
o o3 P - ! PR 4 \
€kagTov kal € moMlols éwpdro, yévos. e olv kal 16
3 13 € -~ 3 3 4 ! - 3 ’ o - W
ayalor dpdrai éd’ éxdarew uépet whg ovoias 1) Tob dvros
b ¥ N - ht I3 i} I > I3 A ? -
7? ETTL TOLS 'Tfltfl'.l'?'rnls') S[(}. Lo })'F_Uﬂg KL EV TOLE
r ) 2 o - I 2 £l r 3 Al
ﬂp(ﬂ‘rots,’ 1’ €Y aTadl TOoLS MEpCeTFly oV TAUTOV, a)l;\a
4 L ! e rd Al Ay o ’
mpdirws kal devrépws rkal VuTépws: 7) yap o7 GiTepor
mapd Barépov, T ToTepov mapa Tou mporépov, 7 OTI
3 LI 4 - 3 ’ w > AR Al
map’ évos wdvra Toi émérewa, dAla & dAlws waTd
” 1 € - s ¥ A A . E
dlow v avTdv peradapPdver. el 8¢ 8 kal yévos
E) . ’ o o A\ - 3 ! 4
éféder Tis Oéabur, Doreporv Gorepov yap s ovolas kal
A l 3 \ ) LEd ’ b L - El - N
TOU TLETTL TO GFIJC‘.{ auTo Cf.'}fﬂgﬂv, O ael UUV"]?’ EMKELL Sf
o~ M " \ 3 A\ 3 ’ E -~ A b bl
751!" TOoOU OVTOS ﬁ OV KAl L8 THY oUTLay. fVTerfV )’ap Ka. 7d
3 - » 2 A " 1 & £ 3
énérewva Tod dvTos, éredn) 70 dv kal 1) odolo
ob StvaTar wy moAdd elvai, dAd dvdykn auvTd Eyew
©n ety YKT L ex
- 3 r ! A L L4 i’ ¥
TaiTa, jplpunuéra yam, kal elvar év moAldd. el
r b ¥ A\ LY @ 1 2 - W 4 k3 -
uévror 10 ayadov 76 €v To €v TY OvT—WI) OKvolwey
I3 Al E ! 3 -~ b 13 i A 1 o
Myew v évépyeav adrol Tv kata dvow mpos 1o v
Tobro efvar 76 ayalldr adroi, i’ éxeller ayaloeidis —
W A A 7 2 ! A N ke s -
EJTAL TO 0.’)/!1.90!’ TOUT'ClIJ fyfpyfla ‘]TPO&' TO G,}’QHOV' TOUTO
8¢ 7 {wy) adrod rodro 8¢ 4 wivnous, 4 5oy éoriv & T
TQV YELAV.
4 y a " s i 3 - e '
18. Tlepi 8¢ 700 wadow, e pév éxeivo 7 wpdTy
r A 3 1 i) A s r - * M
raldovi, 7o adrd dv kal wapamAiow Aéyorto Tols émi
1ho

ON THE KINDS OF BEING I

era. Well then, is the nature of being not good? First,
it is =0 otherwise, and not in that way in which the
frst is; and the way in which it is good is not as &
quale, but in itself. But we said that the other genera
also were in themselves, and it was because it was
something common and was seen in many things
that it was a genus. If then the good is seen in each
part of substance or of being, or in most of them, why
is it not a genus, and among the primary ones? Now
it is not the same in all the parts, but is present
primai‘ily and secondarily and subsequently: either
because one good comes [rom another, the posterior
from the prior, or because all come from the one
transcendent. Gond, but different ones partake of it
in different ways according to their own nature. But
if someane does want to posit it also as a genus, it
will be posterior; for a thing’s being good is posterior
toits being and its being something, even ifit always
accompanies them, but those [primary genera] be-
long to heing as heing and enter into substance. For
that is the reason for the “beyond being”,! since
being and substance cannot help being many, but it
must contain these, the genera we have counted up,
and be one-many. But if the good is the one in
being—Ilet us not shrink from saying that its natural
activity towards the One is its good, that it may be
by it in the form of good—the good for being is its
activity towards the Good; but this is its life; but this
is movement, which is already one of the genera.

18. As for the beautiful, if the primury beauly is
that [transcendent First], what could be said about it

1This is one of the clearest indications in Plotinus of
how he understood the énéxewa s oioins of Plato Republic
5U9BY; cp. V. 5.6. 5-13. 161
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! For the possibility of beauty being either the First or
the Second Hypostasis cp. I, 6.9. 40-43. In the great work
IIL, 8 (30)—V. & (31)—V. 5 (32)—1IL. 9 (33) beauty is firmly
identified as on the level of svoin, the Second Hypostasis.
V. 5. 12 brings out the difference between this and the First
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would be the same and similar to what was said
about the Good; and if it is that which, one might
say. shines out upon theIdea, [we could say that it is
not the same in all] the Forms and that the shining
upon them is posterior. But if the beautiful is ro-
thing else but substance itself, it has been included
in what was said about substance.! But if it i3 the
beautiful in relation to us who see it by affecting us
in this kind of way, this active actuality is move-
ment, and if the activity is directed towards the
transcendent, it is [still] movement. And knowledge
is self-movement, since it is a sight of being and an
active actuality, not a state; so that it also comes
under movement—but, if you like, under rest, or
under both; but if under both, it is as something
mixed; and if so, the mixad is posterior. But Intellect,
since it is being as intelligent and a composite of all
[the genera], is not one of the genera; and the true
Intellect is being with all its contents and already all
beings, but being in isolation, taken as a genus, is an
element of it. But righteousness and self-control and
virtues in general are all particular activities of
Intellect; so that they are not among the primary
|genera] and genus and species [of virtue] are
posterior.

19. Granted that these four are genera, and pri-
mary genera, does each of them by itself make
species? Does heing, for instance, already divide by
itself without the others? No: since it must take its
differentiations from outside the genus, and they are

particularly sharply. For the “shining” of beauty on the
Idea see VI. 7.21-22. Cp. my "Beauty and the Discovery of
Divinity in the Thought of Plotinue” (Plotinian and
Christian Studies XIX).
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differentiations of being as being, but the differen-
tiations are not being itself. Where will it get them
from, then? Certainly not from non-beings. But if it
got them from being and the three remaining genera
existed, it is clear that the differentiations arose
from them and with them, applied to being and
coupled with it and coming to be simultaneous with
it. But by coming to be simultaneous with it they
made what is composed of all. How then do the
others exist along with that which is from all? And
how if they are all genera do they make species?
How does movement make species of movement, and
rest, and the other ones? I'or we must be careful
about this, that each genus does not disappear in its
species, and that the genus is not only predicated as
observed in them, but that it is both in the species
and in itzelf, and must be at once mingled and pure
and unmingled, and must not contribute uselessly to
substance by destroying itself. We shall have to
consider these questions. But since we asserted that
what is composed of all beings is each individual
intelligence, but posited that the being and sub-
stance prior to all as species and parts was Intellect,
we are saying that Intellect as it is is posterior. Well
then, let us make this difficulty profitable for our
enquiry and by using it as a kind of example embark
upon getting to understand what we are saying.

20. Let us then apprehend one Intellect which in
no way applies itself to partial things and is not
active about anything in particular, so that it may
not become a particular intellect, like the knowledge
before the specific partial forms of knowledge and
the knowledge in specific form hefore the parts in it;
for every bady of knowledge is none of its partial
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ON THE KINDS OF BEING II

contents but the potentiality ol all of
part is actually that part which it is, ;:glst,)th;:t?:ﬁh
all of them, and the same is true of universal kn X
ledge: _the s_peciﬁc bodies of knowledge whicholw-
potenna_lly in the whole, those, that is v;'hich y
the specific contents, are potentially the thg?‘?p
the whole is predicated of them, not a part 0}, tlcl}r
wholc; yet it must certainly be pure and inde :
dent. !I‘hus we can certainly say that universall_)in_
tellect exists in one way—that is the one befo:_
those wh_lch are actually the particular intellects- 0
and Partlcular mtellects in another. those which ¢
partial and fulfilled from all things; but the Intellect
over alll of them directs the particular intellects, but
is their potentiality and contains them in its un;veu
sality: and the_v on the other hand in their partiri
selves contain the universal Intellect, as a parti?:—
ular body of knowledge contains knowledge. And
[we can say that] the great Intellect exists by ‘itself
and so do the particular intellects which are i ’
themselves, and again that the partial intellects arz
comprehended in the whole and the whole in th
part;lal; the particular ones are an their Uwﬁ and ire;
E:obher, ar}d that great Intellect is on its own and in
qusﬁ partlhc_ulalj; andv all are potentially in that
t: _ ect which is on its own, which is actually all
hings at once, but potentially each particular sc
p:‘aflratte}jy, _and the particular intellects are actually
f"‘ari tt }::y are, bu} p()tt%ntialhr the whole. For in so
s asll iﬁ are thl‘s which they are called, they are
Sgal y tl .at which they are called; but in that they
WhoffeneAr;(éaﬂyathgt w?ll’)lt;; they are potentially that
- An gain, in that it is th 1
potentiality of all the species llnder(:tg:;l; Bljmlrsletll?'

167




PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VL 2.

oy évepyela éxelviwv, GG mdvTa év ulrd fovya: §

8¢ & éori wpo Téw €idiw évepyely, v ov kabékaoTa.

- ’ E > » L et 5 b X ¥ J " n

el i), elmep évepyela Evovrac ol év eldel, Ty AT aiTOD

évépyeav aitiay ylyveciou,

-~ - I3 > I3

21. Tlés oby pévww adros év T4 Aoy Ti €7 pépeL

-~ - 1 - -~ A

mrouci: TabTo 88 TabTov mls éx TV TeTTA Y éxelvew Ta,

Aeydpeva ébetijs. Spa Tolvwy év Tolrw TG peydde vo

xal Gunydvw, ob molvddAe GAAS moAdre ve TH mivTe
- L A 2 ’ L ) ~ " = . -

vé) kai OAw kal ol pépet 0vde Twiv, 6Tws évi Td TEVTE

3 s - 3 v 3\ ; u- 3 ; ot a

¢f airod. épilfdv Oy mdvTws Exer €v TolTOIS OIS 0P,

-~ ' b

xal Sori 8¢ & wal woddd, kel tadra 8¢ duvrapeis xal

ki -~ \

Hau,u.u.c'ran\ Suvél;_:.ci_g onkK riOBEVEW, all’ are K&S&pat

- A 3 -
ofoar wéyworal ela wal olov appiydoar xat aAnfiss

10 Suvdpets, 08 T péxpL Twos Exovoar dmerpor Tolvuy Kal

15

2

[

drewpia kal T6 péya. TodTo TObWY TO péya olv T &
3 - -~ -~ 3 / Al -~ 1 2 A » afs b I
0T KaA@ THs ovoins xal 71 mepl avTO dylein Kal TO
A L3 ] - » 3 A L A \ A} )Ja
dwri ws & vd dvra Bav Opis kal TO TOLY 7)07
; . 4 o ity P
enavioiv, werd 8¢ Tod ovveyods Tis évepyelas péyebos
mpodawducor Th of mpaafiedy év mavyq Keluevor,
vy ¢ rat Sdo dvrav kal Tpudv kail 76 uéyebos rpirToy
&y kai 6 moooy iy, Toh 8¢ magud drupwpévou xal Tob
molod xal dudw eis & GvTow kai ofov ywoudvew
. - 4 ] ’ A3 -~ ’ A
kal oxfpo Gpa. elomimrovros 8¢ Tob Garépov xar
-~ s
Swaipodrros Kul TO TOCOV Kal TO TOLOV OXMUATWY TE
1 El \
Swipopai kal moudryros ddai. xal TAUTOTNS MV

168

ON THE KINDS OF BEING 11

them in actuality, but all rest quictly in it; but in
that it is actually what it is before the species, it
belongs to the non-particulars. But certainly, if the
intellects in specific form are going to exiss, the
activity proceeding from universal Intellect must be
the cause.

21. How then docs Intellect itself, remaining onc
in its essential structure, produce the partial beings?
This is the same [as asking] how from those four
primary genera the things which we call subsequent
proceed. Well then, see how in this great, this
overwhelming Intellect, not full of talk but full of
intelligence, this Intellect which is all things and a
whole, not a partial or particular intellect, all things
which come from it are present. It certainly has
number in the things which it sees, and it is one and
many, and the many are its powers, wonderful
powers, not weak but because they are pure the
greatest of powers, fresh and full of life, we may say,
and truly powers, without any limit to their action:
so they are infinite, and infinity [is there] and great-
ness. Then when you see existing in it in the way
proper to Intellect this greatness, along with the
beauty that there is in it of its substance and the
glory and the light around it, you see quality also,
already in flower on it; and with the continuity of its
activity you see magnitude, quietly at rest, appear-
ing to your gaze; there are one and two and three,
magnitude and all that is quantitative being the
third. And when you see quantity and quality in it,
both tending to one and in a way becoming one, then
obgerve figure also appearing. Then ctherness tum-
bles in and separates quantity and quality, and there
are differences of figures and other qualities. And
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sameness, which is there as well, makes equality
exist, and otherness, inequality, in quantity, number
and magnitude, and from these derive circles and
squares and figures with unequal sides, and like and
unlike numbers, and odd and even. For since its life
is intelligent and its activity without imperfection,
it leaves out none of the things which we now find (o
be worke of intelligence, possessing them as realities
and in the manner proper to Intellect. Intellect
possesses them as in thought, but not the discursive
kind of thought; but nothing is left out of all the
things of which there are intelligible forming prin-
ciples, but Intellect is like une greal complete intelli-
gible principle embracing them all, and it gocs
through them starting from its own first principles,
or rather it has always gone through them, sc that it
is never true that it is going through them. For in
general everywhere, whatever one might apprehend
by reasoning as being in nature one will find existing
without reasoning in Intelleet, so as to think that
Intellect has made heing as it is after reasoning—it
is like the rational forming principles which make
living beings: for as the most accurate reasoning
would calculate was best, so are all things in the
rational principles before reasoning. What, then,
should one expect in the higher principles before
nature and the principlesin it? For in those of which
th{? substance is nothing else than Intellect, and
neither being nor intellect is brought to them from
outside, there would be no trouble about everything
being for the best, if it is disposed according to
;r.ifc]]ect and 1s what Intellect wills and is; therefore
1t 18 frue and primary: for if it came from another,
that other would be Intellect. Now all figures have
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been seen in being and all quality—nol a particular
quality; for it could not be one since the nature of
the other is there, but ona and many; for sameness is
there also: one and many, and being is like this from
the beginning, so that the one and many is in all its
specific forms; magnitudes are various and figures
various and qualities various; for it was not possible
or lawful for anything to be left out; for the intelli-
gible All ie comglete, or it would not be the Al and
gince life 18 runming over it, or rather everywhere
accompanying it, all things necessarilv become
living beings, and there are bodies there also since
there is matter and quality. Since all things eternal-
ly come into being and eternally abide, and are in
eternity comprehended in being, each of them being
what it is and all again being in one, the complex
and construction, as we may put it, of all in one is
Intellect. And since it has the real beings in itself it
isa “complete’ living being and “the absolute living
being’’ '; but by giving itself to that which comes
from it to behold, by becoming intelligible, it allows
the transcendent Intellect to be rightly so called.®
22. And Plato speaks riddlingly of "“the way in
which Intellect sees the Ideas in the complete living
creature [observing] of what kind they are and how
many they are”. For Soul too, which comes after
Intellect, though in so far as it is Soul it has [the
Forms] in itself, sees them better in that which is
before it; and our intellect, though it has them, sees
them better in that which is before it; for in itself it

! Plato Timaews 31B1 and 39E7-9.
2 Iadopt here Igal's éwnei v for éneive, a very small change
which gives a clearer sense.
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vnly sees, but in what is before it it also sees that it
sees. Now this intellect of ours, which, we maintain,
sees, is not separated from that before it, as it derives
from it, and because it is many from one and has the
nature of the other accompanying it, it becomes one-
many. But the one Intellect, since it is also many,
makes the many intellects as well by a necessity of
this kind. But in general it is not possible to appre-
hend the numerical one and the individual; for
whatever you apprehend is specific form; for it is
without matter. So Plato makes this cryptic remark
also, that “substance is cut up to infinity™.! For as
long as the division, of a genus for instance, arrives
at another form, it is not vet infinite; for it is limited
hy the forms which have been generated; but the
ultimate form which is not divided into forms is more
infinite. This is the meaning of “at this point to let
them go into the infinite and say goodbye to them”.*
But as far us they are on their own, they are infinite;
but as soon as they arc comprchended by the one
they arrive at number. So then Intellect holds the
soul which comes after it so that it is in number, and
holds soul down to its last part, but its last part is
altogether infinite. And an intellect of this kind is a
part, although it contains all things, and the whole
intellect . .. but soul is a part of a part, but like an
activity proceeding from it.2 For when it is active in
itself, the products of its activity are the other
intellects, but when it acts outside itself, the product
is Boul. And since Soul acts as genus or specific form,
the other souls act as specific forms. And the activi-
tics of these are double: that which is directed above

Kirchhoff's text or that printed by Henry and Schwyzer in
their first edition.
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is intellect, that which is dirceted below is the other
powers in proportion and order; the last of them is
already grasping and shaping matter. And its under-
part does not prevent all the rest from being above.

Or rather, what we call its underpart is an image of

it, but not cut off, but like images in mirrors, [which
last] while the archetype is present outside. But one
must understand what “outside’” means. And as far
as that which is before the image [extends] the total
intelligible universe, completed from all intelli-
gibles, like this universe here below, which is an
image of that one, as far as it is possible for an image
of the Living Being to preserve the Living Being
itself, as a drawing or a reflection in water is the
ghostly image of that which appears to be there
before the water and the drawing. But the image in
the drawing and the water is not of the composite,
but of the one formed by the other. So then the image
of the intelligible is not of its maker but of the things
contained in the maker, which include man and
every other living being: this here is a living being
and so is that which made it, each in a different sense
and both in the intelligible.
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VI. 3. ON THE KINDS
OF BEING III

1. We have explained the way in which we think
about substance and how it might accord with the
thought of Plato. But we must also enquire about the
other nature, whether we should posit the same
genera which we posited in the intelligible, or more
here below, adding others to those, or altogether
different ones, or some as they were there but others
otherwise. We must of course understand “the same”
[genera] analogously and ambiguously: this will
become obvious when we have got tc know them.
Qur starting-point is this: since our discussion is
about sense-objects and every sense-object is in-
cluded in this universs of ours, it will be necessary in
considering the universe to seek to divide its nature
and distinguish its elements and arrangs them by
genera: as if we were to divide articulate sound,!
which is unlimited, into limited sections by bringing
back to one what is the same in many, and then to
another one and again a different one, until we have
brought each and every one of them into a definite
number, calling the one under which individuals are
classed a species, and the one under which species
are classed g genus. Now in the case of articulate
sound each and every species and all of them which

! This passage on the collection and division of sounds
corresponds closely to Plato Philebus 17B-18C.
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have been discovered can be brought back to one,
and we can predicate “letter” or “sound” of all; but
in the case of the things we are investigating this is
not possible, as has been shown.! Therefore we must
look for more genera, and different ones in this All
from those in the intelligible, since this All is differ-
ent from that and it is not called the All in the same
sensc but in a different one, and is an image. But
since here below also in the mixture and compo-
sition one element is body and the other soul—for
the All is a living thing—and the nature of soul is in
that intelligible All and will not fit into the classi-
fication ol what is called substance here below, we
must, even if it is difficul: to do so, all the same leave
soul out of the investigation in which we are at
present occupied; just as if someone wishing to
classify the citizens of a city, by their property
assessments or skills for instance, left the resident
foreigners ovul of account. Bul as regards Lthe allec-
tions, which occur in soul with the body or because
of the body, we must consider later how they are to
be classed, when we are enquiring about things here
below.

2. And first of all we should consider what is
called substunce, agreeing that the nature in the
sphere of bodies can only be called substance am-
bigunusly, or should not properly be called suh-
stance at all but coming intoc being, because it is
adapted to the idea of things in flux. Then some of
the things which belong to coming into being are of
this kind, and some of that: there are bodies; these,
both simple and composite, we put into one class;
and then there are incidentals and conseguentials,
and these we should also distinguish from each

181




10

15

20

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VL. 3.

. - \ . s a2 -
aMfAwy kal TadTa. 7 76 pév TAny, 7o 8 eldus €’ avTy,
13 A b ’ < 4 ¥ € 3 oo » L4 3 r
xal ywpls éxdrepov ws yéves 1) Vg € augw, ws ovoiav

’ A \ 3 1
éxdrepor Spanijiws 7 yéveow. ¢Ma TL TO KOWOV €L
- - ’ hl
iAgs xal elBovs; mds 8¢ yévos 1) Sy kal Tévwy; Tis yap

A 3 # A 1 3 3 - r . E M 5

Siapopd GAns; &v 1ive 8¢ 76 €€ dupoiv TaxTéov; €l 3¢ TC

. ;s ,

£ dpdoiv iy avrd 7 owparua) ovcla, ékehwy e

. . 4 Lol e

éxdrepov ob a@pa, Tids dv v vt TdTTOITo KAl TG OVTE

perd Toii ouwlbérov; mixs & dv T oToxeid Twos peT

- L 14,00 g 2 il

anroi; €l 8 dmd Tév swudrwy apyoluela, apyoipeld dv

-~ A )

émd ovAiafdv. Sui T 8¢ ovk dvdAoyov, ¢l rcal wi KaTe
3 5 € / I4 hal 3 h 5 ~ 3 -

rabrd 7 dwalpeats, Aéyoyuer dv AvTi peév TOU éxel OVTOS

n ; &1 Linda o ;

évratfa v UAgv, avri 8¢ Tis éxel kunoews évraifa To

7 - ~ |

elbos, vlow Loy Twa ral Tedeiwow TS DAns, Tis 8¢

L 4 ¥ N s M - . " = ;M

UAns T oUk €koTAOW KaTA TV OTAOW, KAL TO TAUTOY

-~ ! - A

xai Bdrepov obons kul évradba érepdTyTos moAM)s Kal
- -~ A c e 3 o

dvopotdTyTos waldov; 7 mPALTOV eV 1) DAy oty olimws

Iyer kal Aappdver 76 eBos s Lwmy airis ovde
- , s

&vépyerar abris, AN émeow dMaxdfer ovk ov T

5 B

éxcelvns. efra éxel To cldos évépyeia kal kimots, évranlla

A : . .

8¢ 7 kivyows dAdo kal cupBefinris: T6 6¢ eldos oTduLs

R . cor et ;

avris pdMov kal ofov movyia: opiller yap aopiaToy

5 ’ 3 % x A [ €y - ; -

oloay. TO TE TAUTOV EKEL KL TO ETEPOY €VOS TOU aUTOUV

182

ON THE KINDS OF BEING 111

other. Or there is one thing which is matter, and
another which is the form upon it, and either each as
a genus is separate or both fall under one genus,
being each of them substance in the ambiguous
sense or coming into being. But what is the comman
faclor of matter and form? And how can matter be a
genus, and a genus of what? For what essential
differentiation is there belonging to matter? But in
what genus is the product of both to be ranked? If
the product of both is itself bodily substance, and
each of them is not body, how could they be ranked
in one and the same genus with the composite? And
how could the elements! of a thing be ranked with
the thing itself? But if we were to start with bodies,
we should be starting with syllables. But why should
we ot say analogously, even if the division is not on
the same lines, that instead of being in the intelli-
gible thers is matter here below, and instead of the
intelligible movement there is form here below, a
kind of life and perfection of matter, and that
matter’s not going out of itself corresponds to rest,
and that there are sameness and otherness, since
there is plenty of otherness, or rather unlikeness,
here below? Now, first of all, matter does not hold or
grasp form as ite life or its activity, but form comes
upon it from elsewhere and is not one of matter's
possessions. Then, in the intelligible the form is
activity and motion, but here below moticn is some-
thing else and an incidental; but form is rather
matler’s rest and a kind of guietness: for it limits
matter which is unlimited. And in the intelligible
sameness and otherness belong to one thing, which

' Or "letters™ ep. ch. 1, 18.
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is hoth same and other, but here below a thing is
other by participation and in relation to something
else, and the same and other is some particular same
and other, not as it might be in the intelligible but a
particular same and a particular other which is
something among the things which come later. But
how can there be a rest of matter when it is being
pulled into all sizes and gets its shapes from outside
and is not sufficient in itself to generate the other
things with these shapes? We must therefore reject
this division.

3. But let us explain how we should divide; thisis
the way to begin with: it is one thing to be matter,
another to be form, ancther to be the composite of
both, and another to be the peripheral character-
istics; and of these peripheral characteristics, some
are only predicated, some are also incidental; and of
the incidentals some are in these three [, matter,
form and composite], but in other cases these three
ere in the incidentals; others are their activities,
others their passive affections, and others conse-
guences. And matter is common and in all the sub-
stances, but is cerlainly not a genus, because it has
no essential differences, unless one understood the
differences as ane part having a fiery shape and one
the shape of air. But if one was satisfied with what is
common, that there is matter in all existing things,
or that it is like a whole in relation to parts, it would
be 2 genus in another sense; and this would be one
element, and an element can be a genus. But the
form, with the addition “ahout matter” or “in mat-
ter”, separates from the other forms, but does not
include all substantizal form. But if we mean by form
that which makes substance, and by rational forma-
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tive principle that which is substantial according to
the form, we have not yet said how substance is to be
understood. But, as for that composed of both [mat-
ter and form], if this alone is substance, matter and
form are not substances; but if they are also this, we
must investigate what they have in common. But the
characteristics which are only predicated would
come under relation, being a cause or being an
element for instance. And the incidental character-
isries in the three would be quantitative or qualita-
tive, in so far as they are in them; as for the cases
where the three are in the incidentals, this would be
like place and time; their activities and passive
affections would be like movements; their conse-
quences like place and time, the place a consequence
of the composites, the time, the time of the move-
ment. But the three will go into one, if we can find
gsomething common, the ambiguous substance here
below; then the others will follow in order, relation,
quantity, quality, in place, in time, movement, place,
time. Or, if one leaves out place and time, “in place”
and “in time” are superfluous, so that there are five,
on the assumption that the first three are one; but if
the first three do not go into one, there will be
matter, form, composite, relation, quantity, quality,
movement. Or these last also could go into relation:
for it is more inclusive.

4. What is it, then, which is the same in the three,
and what will it be which makes them substance, the
substance in things here below? Is it a kind of base
for everything else? But matter s thought to be a
base and "seat”! for form, so that the form will not

! Plato Timaeus 52B1.
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be included in substance. And the composite is a
base and seat for other things, so that the form with
the matter will be a hase for the composites, or at
Jeast for all that come after the composites, quantity,
quality, movement for instance. But then, is the
same in the three what is called "not belonging to
another”? For white and black belong to something
else, that which has become white, and the double
belongs to something else—I do not mean that it
belongs to the half but I am speaking of a double-
sized piece of wood—and a father is someone else’s,
in ¢o far as he is a [ather; and knowledge belongs to
another, in whom it is, and place is the boundary of
arother, and time the measure of another. But fire
does not belong to something else, nor does a piece of
wood in so far as it is a piece of wood, nor does man
belong to something else, nor does Socrates, or
“composite substance™? in general, or the substan-
tive form belong to something clse, because it is nos
an affection of something else. For form does not
belong to matter, but is a part of the composite; and
the form of man and man are the same thing; and
matter is part of a whole, and belongs to another as
belonging to the whole, and not in the sense thal
that of which it is said to be is another thing; but
what is said to be white is the white of something
else. That then which belongs to another and is said
to be of that other is not substance: substancs, that
is, is what belongs to that which it is, or, 1f it 1s a
part, is an essential completion of a composite of its
own kind; for the composite is either or both parts of
itself, but in relation to the composite each part is

! Aristotle Metaphysics H 3. 1043a30.
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said to belong to it in another sense; or if it is 2 part,
it is called so in relation to something else, but by
itself its natural existence is said to be in being what
it is, not in belonging to another. The substrate is
also common to matter, form, and the composite; but
the matter is substrate to the form in one sense, and
the form [and the composite] to the affections in
another. Or, alternatively, the matter is not sub-
strate to the form—for the form is its perfection in so
far as it is matter and in so far as it is potential—nor,
again, 1s the form in it: for when something com-
pletes sume one thing with something else, neither of
them is in the other, but bath the matier and the
form together are substrates to something else—
man and a particular man are substrates to the
affections, and precede the activities and
consequences—and [substance is] that from which
the others come and through which the others exist
and the subject which is affceted ! and the origin of
doing and making.

5. This is to be undarstood as being said about
what is called substance here below: if it applies in
any way to that intelligible substance, it is perhaps
analogously and ambiguously. Thus it is said to be
the first in relation to what comes after it. For it is
not the first in any unqualified sense, but substantial
sensibles are last in relation to intelligibles but first
after them. And “substrate” is used in a different
sense, and 1t i1s disputed whether there is passive
affection in the intelligible, and, if it is there, pass-
ivity there is something different. And the statement
“not being in a substrate applies to all substance’?
[is true] if that which is in a substrate must “not be
there as a part of that in which it is”,* nor in such a
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way as to contribute with it to the completeness of
some one thing; for it could not be as in a substrate
in that with which it contributes to a composite
substance; so the form is not in the matter s in u
substrate, nor is humanity in Socrates [in this way],
since it is a part of Socrates. What is not in a
substrate, therefore, is substance; but if we say that
it is “not in a substrate nor predicated of a sub-
strate’’,! we must add "as of something else”, that
the human also, predicated of a particular human
being, may be included by the statement in the
addition *not of something else’”. For when I predi-
cate humanity of Socrates, I mean it not in the sense
in which the wood is white, but in the sense that the
white thing is white: for in saying that Socrates is
human, [ am saying that a particular human being is
human, predicating humanity of the human in So
crates; but this is the same as ecalling Socrates
Socrates, and again as predicating *‘living being” of
this particular rational living being. Bur if someone
says? that not being in a substrate is not a pecul-
arity of substance, for the essential differentiation is
not itself one of the things in a substrate, it is by
understanding [the differentiation] as “the two-
footed” that he makes this assertion that it is not in
a substrate: since, if he did not understand “the two-
footed™, which is a pariicular kind of substance, but
“two-footedness’”’, not meaning a substance but a
quality, then the two-footed will be in a substrate.
But time is not in a substrate either, nor is place. But
if *“the measure of movement” is understood as

! Ibid. 5. 2a12-15.
* Arnstotle, in Categories 5. 3a21-28.
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applying to what is measured. the measure will exist
in the movement as in a substrate, and the move-
ment in what is moved; but if it is taken as referring
to the measurer, then the measure will be in the
measurer. And place, being the “boundary of the
surroundings”, is in those surroundings. But what is
to be said about this substance here which we are
discussing? It comes about that this substance can
be understood in contrary ways according to one or
more cr all of these statements, since the statements
fit both matter and form and the composite as well.
6. But if anyone should say that, granted that
these are observations about substance, what it is
has not been said, he is perhaps stil! requiring to see
this with his bodily eyes; but this “is” and this
“being’” could not be seen [in this way]. Well then, is
not fire substance, and water? Is each of them sub-
stance because it is seen? No. But by having matter?
No. But by having form? Not this either. And not by
being a composite either. But by what, then? By
being. But the quantum is, and the guale is. But, we
shall insist, only in an ambiguous sense. But what is
this "is” which applies to fire and earth and such-
like things, and what is the difference between this
“is" and the *is’” which applies to the others? It is
that one means simply to be and simply existing, but
the other means to be white. Well then, is the *'is"
which is added to the “white” the same as the "is”
without addition? No, but one means primary being,
the other being by participation and secondarily.
For the “white” added to “being” makes the being
white, and the “being” added to the “white” makes
the white being, so that in both cases [there is
something incidental], the “whitz” incidental to the
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“being” and the "heing” incidental to the “white”.
And we do not mean this in the sense in which one
might say that Socrates is white and the white thing
iz Socrates; for in both these cases Socrates is the
same, but perhaps the white is not the same; for in
the statement ‘‘the white thing is Socrates”, So-
crates is included in "the white”, but in the state-
ment "Socrates is white” the white is simply and
solely incidental. And here [in the case we are
discussing] “being is white” has “white” as inci-
dental, but in the statement “the white is being”,
“the white” has being included in it. And in general
the white has being because it is about being and in
being; it derives its existence therefore from being;
but being has being from itself and white from the
white, not because it is in the white, but because the
white 1s 1n it. But, since this being in the sense-world
does not exist of itsell, it musl be said that it has its
being from the real being and has its being white
from the real white; that also which has the white
has its being by participation in the being of that
other intelligible world.

7. But if anyone should say that the things here
which are based on matter have their being from it
we shall demand where matter gets being and the
existent from. We have explained elsewhere that
matter is not primary.! But if one says that the other
things could not come into existence except on the
basis of matter, we shall agree as far as sense-objects
are concerned. But even if matter is prior to these,
nothing prevents it from being posterior to many
things and to all the things there in the intelligible,

' In VI 1. 25-28 (the critique of Stoic corporealism).
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since the being it has i3 dim and less than the things
based upon it, in so far as they are rational prin-
ciples and derive more from the existent but matter
is utterly irrational, a shadow of rational form and a
falling away from rational form; but if one says that
this matter gives being to the things based on it as
Socrates docs to the whiteness based upon him, we
must say that what is more existent might give being
to what is less existent, but the less existent could
not give being to the more existent. But ifthe form is
more existent than the marter, existence is no more
gomething common to both, nor is substance a genus
containing matter, form and the composite, bul they
have many things, those we are speaking of, in
common, but their being is different. For when some-
thing which is more existent arrives about some-
thing which is less existent, [the latter] would be
first in order, but posterior in substance; so that, if
being 1s not equal for matter, form and the com-
posite, substance would not still be common as a
genus. It will, certainly, be ntherwise disposed to the
things which come after it, as having something
common in relation to them by the fact of their
being, as there is a dimmer and a clearer life, and one
picture is a skelch and another a more finished
work. But if one were to measure being by the
dimness of being and let. go what is more of it in the
others, in this way again being will be common. But
one should not perhaps proceed like this. For each
[of the three, matter, form and composite] is different
as a whole, und the dimness is not something com-
mon, just as in thc case of life there would be
nothing in common between nutritive, perceptive
and intelligent life. So here also being is different in
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matter and in form, and both together come from one
which flows in all sorts of different ways. For it is not
only necessary for one to exist mare and the other
worse and less if the second comes from the first and
the third from the second, but even if both come from
the same, in that one has a larger share in fire, like a
pot, and the other less, so as not to become a pot. But
perhaps matter and form do not even come from the
same: for there are different things also in the intelli-
gible world.

& Bul ought one then to drop division into ele-
ments, especially when one is speaking about sen-
gible substance, which one must grasp hy serse
rather than reason, and not to take into consider-
ation the parts of which they are composed—ior
those parts are not substances, or at least not sen-
sible substances—uand include in one genus what is
common to stonc and carth and water and the plants
which arise from these, in so far as they are sense-
objects, and the animals likewise? For [if one dces
this] matter and form will not have been left out; for
sensible substance has these; for fire and earth and
the elements between are matter and form, and the
composites are alrcady many substances coming
together intn ane. And what is common to all these
is how they are separated from the other things; for
these are substrates to the others and not in a
substrate nor belonging to another; and everything
else which has been said applies here. But if sensible
substance docs not exist withcut size or without
quality, haw shall we still he able to separate what.is
incidental? For when we separate off this, size,
shape, colour, dryness, moistness, what are we going
to establish as substance itself? For these |sensible]
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substances are qualified substances. But is there
something around which occur what make being
simply substance into being qualified substance?
And will fire be not as a whole substance, but
gsomething belonging to it, like a part? And what
could this be? Just matter. But then, is sensible
substance a conglomeration of qualities and matter,
and are all these compounded together on one mat-
ter substance, but when each is taken separately will
one be a quale and one a guantum, or will they be
many qualia’? And will that which, if it is lacking,
does nol allow a compleled coming into existence to
take place be a part of this substance, but that
which, when a substance has come to he, comes to it
as an addition, have its own position and not ke
hidden in the mixture which makes up what is called
substance? | do not mean this in the sense that when
it is there with the others it is substance, completing
one mass of a particular sizc and quality, but else-
where when it is not. contributing to completion it is
a quality, but that even in the former case each
particular one is not a substance, but the whole
made up from them all is substance. And there is no
need to object if we make sensible substance out of
non-substances; for even the whole i3 not true sub-
stance but. imitates the true substance, which has its
being without the others which attend on it, and the
others come into being from it, because it truly is;
but here what underlies is sterile and inadequate to
be being, because the others do not eome from it, but
it is a shadow, and upon what 1is itself a shadow, a
picture and a seeming.

' Cp. ch. 15, 24-38 and I1. 7.3.
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I The hodies of celestial living beings are, of course,
spherical.
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9. So much for what is called sensible substance
and the one genus, But what species of it should one
posit, and how should one divide them? Now the
whole must be classed as body, and of bodies some
are matterish and some organic; the matterish are
fire, earth, water, air; the organic the bodies of
plants and animals, which have their differences
according to their shapes. Then one should take the
species of earth and of the other elements, and in the
case of organic bodies one should divide the plants,
and the bodies of animals, according to their shapes;
or by the fact that some are on and in the earth, and,
element by element, [one should class separately]
the bodies in each; or [ene could class them on the
ground that] some are light, some are heavy, and
some in between, and that some stand in the middle,
some surround them above, and some are in be-
tween; and in each of these the bodies are already
differentiated by their outlines, so as to be some of
them bodies of celestial living beings! and others
appropriate to the other elements; or one should
divide the four according to their species and after-
wards proceed in ancther way to weave them to-
gether by blending their differences according to
places and shapes and mixtures, classing them as
fiery or earthly, called so according to the largest
and predominant element [in the mixture]. Bus as for
calling them “first” and “second’”*—this fire” and
“fire"—these have a difference in another way,
because one is individual and one universal, but not
a difference ol substance; under qualily, also, there
is "something white’” and “white” and “'a particular

2 Aristotle Categories 5. 2a11-19.




30

40

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI 3.

IR I ;o £ €
HILL YPOUULATIKT] . EMEITA TL CAC[.TTGV EXEL ] YPApL-

3 4
paTiky mpos Twd ypapparieqy el GAws EmioTiuT

5 wpos Twd emaTIpTY; 00 YOp 1] YPRRHETLCT) Sarepov 75

- - Y N -
TWwos ypaupaTikys, dAda pdddoy otoms ypoppHaTIK]S
A e ’ s 3 voe 3 ’ ’ 3 - ) ! 3 LR
«al 1) ev gol- émel 7 év ool Tls éoTL TH v coi, avTy O€
Tabrév 73 kafdlov. wal & Zwrpdrns odi avTés Bwie
- W -
1 ) dvbpdomw 16 elvar dvbpdme, AN & dvbpwmos 1
) o
Ewkpdrer peralifper ydp avbpddmouv 6 ris dvfpwmos.
s \ i
Zrevra & Ewkpdrys i av el 7 avBpwmos Toidade, T6 Sé
A j o
“rodude” i dv épyd oo mpos TG waAder avgiar cival;
3 i ¥ A
e & Gru 6 piv eldos pdvov o dvlpwmos’, 7o d¢ “cidos
\ - el £ o Al
&v GAy ", Frrov dvBpwmos kard TotTo dv ey v UAY vap
U 3 3 h)
6 Adyus yelpwr. € 8¢ wal o dvfpwros ot xall avro
-~ 3 L \ A\
efBus, dAN &v OAy, 7( ENaTrov éfer Tob év Ty, kal avTos
o - ¥ o W ’ - e h)
Adyvs Tub & Twn Uly; & mpoTepor T guoct To
, T fardion 78 S
vevucdiTepur, Wore wxal TO eldos Tol ardpmov' TO OC
- ' ~ ’ ~ 5 =
wpdTepoy Th pioEl kal aTA®s TpoTEpOV: WHS av ovy
W k) A A S, A\ 13 ~
frrov ey, dAL 76 waléxaoTor  Tpos  nuds
L FLLE 0 i
yoppdrepor Ov wpdTepov- ToiTo 8 ek év Tols
! ) ) £ w o 1 -
wpdypuoe Ty Swapopar Exec. €meta oUTws oty €S
- - /s A
Adyos Tijy vboias: ob ydp & aUTOS TOD TPWTWS KAl
r Q) € » a ’
devrépws, 00 i’ €v yévos.
- - e -
10. "Euti 8¢ «ul offtws Swapeiv, Pepud ral npo,
- - e Ty o
kal Enpd xul Yuxpd, wal Uypd kal Yuxpd, 1 omws
N s
Bovderar Tov vvrdunupdy elva, elta éx TobTwy otvleow

1 Aristotle. The reference is probably to De Gen. et Carr.”

B 2-3. 330a24-35.
200

ON THE KINDS OF BEING III

literary skill” and *'literary skill”. For what less
doss “literary skill” have in comparison with “a
particular literary skill” and in general “body of
knowledge” in comparison with “a particular body
of knowledge”? For literary skill is not posterior to
the particular literary skill but rather it is because
literary skill exists that that in you exists; since that
in you is particular by being in vou, but in itself is
the same as the universal. And Socrates did not in
his own person give being human to the non-human
but humanity gave being human to Socrates: the
particular human is so by participation in humanity.
Since what could Socrates be except “a man of a
particular kind” and what could the "of a particular
kind’’ do towards being more of a substance? But if it
is because “humanity is only a form” but Socrates is
“form 1n matter”, he would be less human in this
respectl: [or the rational form is worse in matter. But
if humanity is not in itself form, but in matter, what
less will it have than the particular human in mat-
ter, when itis itself the rational form of something in
a kind of matter? Again, the more general is prior by
nature, as the species 1s prior to the individual; but
the prior by npature is also simmply prior: how then
could it be lzss? But the individual is prior in
relation to us because it is more knowable; but this
does not make a difference in actual fact. Then, if it
were so, there would not be one definition of sub-
stance: for the definition of what is primarily and
what is secondarily is not the same, nor do they
comc under one genus.

10. Tt is also possible to divide like this, hy hot and
dry, and dry and cold, and moist and cold, or what-
ever kind of coupling he' wants, and then a compo-
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sition and mixture of these; and either to stop there,
coming to a halt at the composite, or [to go on
dividing] according to whether things are in or on
the earth, or according to the shapes and according
to the differences of animals, not dividing the
animals but dividing according to their bodies,
which are like their tools. The division aceording to
their shapes is not out of place, since the division
according to their qualities is not either, hotness,
coldness and such like. But if someone were to say
“but bodies act by these”, we shall reply that they
also act according to the mixtures and the colours
and the outlines. For since our discussion is about
sensible substance the division would not be out of
place if it was taken to be made by the differences
which present themselves to sense-perception; for
this sensible substance is not simply being, but is
perceived by sense, being this whole world of ours;
since we maintained that its apparent existence was
a congress of perceptibles, and the guarantee of
their being comes from sense-perception. But if the
composition has no limits, one should divide accord-
ing to the species-forms of living things, the bodily
species cf man, for instance, For this, a species-form
of this kind, 1s a quality of body, and it is not out of
place to divide by qualities. But if we said that some
bodies are simple and some are composite, opposing
the composite to the simple in our division, we were
speaking of matterish and organic bodies, not taking
the composite seriously into account. It is not a
division by opposition which sets the composite
against the simple, but, when one had placed the
simple bodies by the first division, one mixed them
and differentiated the composites starting from an-
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other subordinate principle, either by positions or
shapes, some celestial and others earthly, for in-
stance. And so much for substance or commg to be
in the things perceived by sense.

11. But about the quantum and quanuty, it has
often been said how one should locate it in number
and size, in go far as each individual thing which is
in the number of things in matter and the extension
of the substrate is of a certain size—for the dis-
cussion is not about separate quantity but about the
guantity which makes the wood three cubits long
and the five which applies to the horses—and that
only these things should be called quanta, but that
place and time should not be considered under
quantity, but that time because it is the “measure of
motion” should in its own nature also be given to the
relative, and that place is what surrounds body, so
that this too is put in relation and the relative;
further, movement is continucus and so was not put
in the ¢lass of gquantity. But why are large and small
not in quantity? For the large is large by some kind
of quantity and size is not something relative, but
larger and smaller belong to the relative; for they
are so in regard to another, like the double. Why
then is *‘the mountain small, but the milletsced
large” '? Now, first of all, thlS igs said instead of
“smaller”. For if it is agreed that it is called small in
regard to and from [comparison with] things of the
same kind, it is agreed that it is said instead of
“smaller”. And a large millet-seed is not simply
called “large” but “large millet-seed” and this is the
same as "'of things of the same kind”, and it ean

! Aristotle Categories 6. 5b18-19.
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naturally be called larger than things of the same
kind. Next, why is “‘beautiful” not said to be one of
the relatives? But we call something beautiful in
itself: it has the quality of beauty, but “more beauti-
fu1” is one of the relative terms; and then what is
called beautiful might appear ugly in relation to
something else, like the beauty of a man compared to
a god; “the most beautiful of monkeys”, he! says, “is
ugly in comparison with another kind”; but it is
beautiful by itself, but in relation to something else
it is more beautiful or the opposite. And in the case
of size, then, a thing is large in itsell by pussession of
size, but in relation to somcthing clsc it is not so.
Otherwise one would have to deny the “heantiful”
beczuse something else was more beautiful; so here
one must not deny the “large’” because there is
something larger than it: since it could not be larger
at all if it was not large, just as a thing could not be
more beautiful if it was not beautiful.

12, We must sllow then that there is opposition in
the guantitative; for our notions admit the oppo-
sition, when we say ‘large” and when we say
“small”, and meke our mental images opposite, just
as when we say "many” and “few”™: for we ought to
say much the same zbout “few” and “many”. For
“there are many people in the house” is instead of
“more pecple’’; but this i1s in relation to something
else; and we say “few people in the theatrs” instead
of “fewer”.? And one ought in general to call the
many "many” as a multiplicity in number—and how
can multiplicity be one of the relatives?—but this is
the same as saying "an expansion of number” and

2 Aristotle Categories 5. 5b24-25.
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the opposile “contraction”, And the same applies to
{he continuous, in that our notion of it prolongs the
continuous into the distance. So there is a quantum
when the unit moves forward, and also when the
point does. Bus if either of them comes to a stop
quickly, one is few and the other small; but if the
advance does not halt quickly in its progress, one is
many and the other large, What then iz the defining
limit? What is it of the beautiful? Or the hot? And it
is possible here also to be hotter. But “the hotter™ is
said in relation to something, but “the hot” is simply
aquale. But in general there must be a rational form
of the large just as there is of the beautiful, which
when it is participated makes a thing large, as the
form of the heautiful makes a thing beautiful. In
these respects, then, there is an opposition in the
guantitative; for there is no longer one in place,
hecause place does not belong to the quantitative;
since, even if place did belong to the quantitalive,
“up” would not be opposite to anything, sincc there
ig no “down” in the All. But when “up” and "down”
are spoken of in the parts, they could not mean
anything else but “higher up” and “lower down”
and are like “right’” and “left”; and these belong to
the relatives. But “syllable” and “word” have a
quantitative character and come under the quantita-
tive; for they are a sound of a certain length !; hut
sound itself is a movemeant: so it must be generally
referred to movement, as action is.

13. It has been well said? that the continuous 1s
distinguished from the discrete by the common and

! On sound as quantitative cp. VL. 1. 5.
2 By Aristotle: Categories 6. 4b.
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the particular limit; and further, in the case of
number, that it is distinguished by odd and even.
And again, if there are distinctions in each of these
[divisions] they should be left to those whose busi-
ness is number, or we should posit that these are
distinctions of the monedic [ideal] numbers, but no
longer of those in sense-objects. But if logic sep-
arates the numbers in sense-objects [from the ob-
jects], nothing prevents us from making in thought
the same distinctions of these. But how do we make
distinctions in the continuous, if one kind is line,
one plane and one solid? Now the distinctions
one-dimensional, two-.dimensional and three-
dimensional do not seem to be proper to one who is
dividing into species, but rather to one who is simply
making a count. For if in numbers also when they
are taken like this according to the before and after,
there is no genus common to them, there will be
nothing commen either to the first, second and third
dimensions. But perhaps it is in so far as they are
quantitative that they are one and the same, and
some of them are not more quantitative and some
less, even if some have wider extensions and some
narrower, And numbers then would have what is in
common to them in so far as they are all numbers; for
perhaps the number one does not produce the num-
ber two or the number two the number three, but the
same produces all. But if the number-series does not
come into being, but is, but we think it as having
come into being, let the lesser number be earlier and
the greater later; but in so far as they are all
numbers they are classed under one head. And now
we must transfer what applied to numbers to magni-
tudes: we shall separate from each other line, sur-
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face and solid (which Aristotle calls body) by their
all heing magnitudes specifically different. But we
must investigate whether we should divide each of
them, line into straight, circular and spiral, plane
into rectangular and circular form, solid into solid
forms, sphere and those bounded by straight-line
sides, and these again, as the geometers do, into
those with triangular and those with gquadrilateral
sides, and these again into others,

14. What, then, are we to say that a straight line
is? Iz it not that it is a magnitude? Now one could say
that the straight is a magnitude of a certain quality.
What then prevents it from being a specific different-
jation of the line as line?—for the straight does not
belong to anything else but a line—=since we get our
specific differentiations of substance also from the
qualitative. If a line, then, is straight, it is a quan-
tum with a specific difference, and the straight line is
not for this reason a composite of straight and line;
bhut if it is a composite, it is as with its specific
difference. But the figure made of three lines—the
triangle—why is it not in the quantitative? Now the
triangle is not just three lines, but three lines in this
particular disposition, and the guadrilateral four
lines in this particular disposition; and indeed the
straight line is both dispcsed in a particular way and
quantitative. If then we say that the straight line is
not only quantitative, what prevents us from saying
that the limited straight line is not only quantita-
tive? But the limit of the line is a point, and not in
anything else. And so the limited surface is quantita-
tive, since lines limit it, which are much more in the
quantitative. If then the limited surface is in the
quantitative, and this is either a quadrilateral or a
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polygon or a hexagon, then all figurcs arc in the
quantitativc, But if, because we say that tha triangle
is a quale and the quadrilateral also, we are going to
put them in the qualified, there is no objection to
putting the same thing in several categories: in so
far as it is 2 magnitude, and a magnitude of a certain
gize, it is in the guantitative, but in so far as it
presents a shape of a certain quality, it is in the
qualitative. Now the triangle is in itself a shape of a
certain quality: what then prevents us from calling
the sphere a quale? If then one comes to the real
point at issue, geometry will not be concerned with
magnitudes but with quality. But this does not ap-
pear to be so, but this activity iz concerned with
magnitudes. But the specific differences of magni-
tudes do not take away their being magnitudes, just
as those of substances do not make them non-
substances. Further, every surface is limited, for it is
not possible for any surface to be unlimited. And
further, just as when I grasp a quality of a substance,
T eall it a substantial quality, so, and much more,
when I grasp figures, [ grasp specific differences of
guantity. Then, if we are not going to take these as
specific differences of magnitudes, of what are we
going to posil that they are differences? But if they
arc specific differences of magnitudes, the different
magnitudes arising from the differences must be
arranged in species of magnitudes.

15. But how do the “equal and unequal properly
belong to the quantitative”? For triangles are
spoken of as like, Now, magniludes are also spoken
of as “like” and the likeness which is spoken of does
not aholish the fact that the like and the unlike are
in the cualitative; for perhaps here in magnitudes
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“like"” is used differently, and not as in the gualita-
tive. Then, if he! said that “equal and unequal
properly belong to the quantitative”, he did not
abolish the possibility of predicating likeness of
some magnitudes; but if he said that “the like and
unlike belong to the gqualitative™, then, as we as-
gerted, likeness in the quantitative must be under-
stood in a different way. But if “the like” is under-
atood in the same way also in magnitudes, we must
investigate other characteristics proper to each
genus, the quantitative and the qualitative. Now we
must say that the term “like” can be used also of the
quantitative, in so far us the specific differences are
present in it, and in general that one ought to class
the differences which help to complete the essence
under that of which they are the differences, and
especially when the specific difference as specific
difference belongs to that alone. But if in one it
contributes to the completion of the essence, bul in
the other not, it must be classed where it con
tributes, but where it does nat eontribute, simply
taken by itself: I mean that it contributes to the
completion not simply of the essence, but of the
essence of such a kind, since “of such a kind” allows
a non-substantial addition. And we must note this as
well, that we call both triangles and quadrilatcrals
“egual” and apply the term to all figures, plane and
solid. So let it be established that “equal” and
“"unequal” properly belong to the quantitative. But
we must investigate whether “like” and “unlike”
belong to the qualitative.

! Aristotle. The statements about equality and inequality
and likeness and unlikencss discussed here are Categories
6. 6a26 and 8. 11al8-19.
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It was said about the qualitative that, mixed to-
gether with others, matter and the quantitative, it
effects the completion of sensible substance, and
that this so-called substance is this compound of
many, and is not a “something” but a “something
like”; and the rational form, of fire for instance,
indicates rather the “something”, but the shape it
produces is rather a quale. And the rational form of
men is the being a “scmething”, but its product in
the nature of body, being an image of the form, is
rather a sort of “"something like”. 1L is as if, the
visible Socrates being a man, his painted picture,
being colours and painter’s stuff, was called ‘So—
crates: in the same way, therefore, since there 1s a
rational form according to which Socrates is, the
perceptible Socrates should not rightly be said to be
Socrates, but colours and shapes which are represen-
tations of those in the form; and this rational form in
relation to the truest form of man is affectad in the
same way. And so much for that.

16. But when each of the categories which have to
do with so-celled substance is taken separately,
quality [must be said] to be in sense-objects, not the
terms signifying *“something” or “how much” or
“movement” but those indicating the distinctive
characteristic and the “of such a kind"” and “of what
kind”, for instance beautiful and ugly applied to the
body; for there is only a verbal identity between the
beautiful here and there in the intelligible, as there
is also between the yualitative here and there; since
black and white also are different here and there.
But is the qualitative in the seed, that is in the
rational principle of a particular kind, the same or
only verbally identical with that which appears?

225




PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VL &.

’ k3 - - A3 A) > Al ) Al b
10 mpoavcunTiov 1 Tois THOC; Kal TO aloypor To mwept T

15

20

oyiiy; 76 pév yap kaAdv 6t dAdo, 67 8fAov. AN el év
TOt;T-.‘,p TGO TOLD wal 7 apert), €f év Tols THOe mworols. |
A A 2 - - - K LR -~ 3 - 3 1 1
TAS MEV v TOiS TTOE TOL0is, TAS O¢ €v Tols Exel. €mel Kal
A 4 A o 3 r B 3 3 - -
TUY Tt‘XV"lS ALY ULY UUOUS‘LL?TUP'”GELEV WV TLY EL EVTUlS‘THSE'
Kal yap €l év tAy Adyot, aA\d UAy adrols 7 Youyd. dAN
drav kal perd TAgs, mds évradlfa; olov kidapwdia: kal
Ay N Y\ A Is - s, € b ’ A
yap mepl xopdds kal uépos mws Tis Téxims 1 @1, dwr
alofnTy, €l wi dpa évepyelas ravTas Tis, aAX ov pépn,
- syyr g 3 s ) [ . A
Oeiro. alX’ odv evépyerar aiclyral émel kal 76 xalov 76
€v oapart aowparor A’ amédoper aiTc atolnrov oy
TOls WEPL OMRA KOl TWRATOS. yewperpiay d¢ wal
. . , . C e s .
aplfumrucny dirTiv Jepévovs Tas pév wdl év Twde T
- i 1 A 3 A ~ - s
'TT()I'.LlU TIKTEQV, TOS SE G.UT?]BS’ Tﬂ; l,;IUX'."}S‘ npf['}"!lﬂf(:f.ﬂ.g
{3 g g 5 (g g ,
TPOs TO YONTOV €Kcel TakTéOY. Kal 1) kal Lovotkny dyow

T '3 ] ’ T ’ A ’ 1
Le] H)(!'L‘T(_U]u‘ KL AOTOOVOLUOR (JOUTLIL. TAS TONUN TENPAL

- 1 s 3 s L ’ [ - \
TEQL TWHOTA €YOUCTAS Kl 0pYyaroes {}.1091}7055 Kl

¥ s ! Ll A - 3 I L) il
aw@naca xpwpdvas, < wal fuyis cio Siabloas, éradn

KdTw vevodons elody, év TWOE TG TOLD TakTéoV. Kal &N

226

ON THE KINDS OF BEING III

And is it to be assigned to the intelligibles there or
the sense-objects here? And what about ugliness in
the soul? For that beauty in the soul is something
different [from bodily beauty] is already clear. But if
[ugliness or vice in the soul] is in this qualitative
here, the question arises if virtue is among the
quelitatives here. Perhaps some virtues are among
the qualitatives here, and some among those there.
Since one might be in some difficulty whether the
arts, which are rational forms, belong among those
here !: for even if they are rational forms in matter,
their matter is the soul. But when they are also with
[bodily] matter, how are they here? Take lyre-
playing for instance; for it has to do with the strings,
and the tune, sensible sound, is in some way part of
the art, unless perhaps one were to suppose that
these are activities, not parts. But even so they are
sense-perceived aclivities, since the beauty also
which is in body is bodiless; but since it is perceived
by the senses we allotted it to what has to do with
body and belongs to body. But we suppose that
geometry and arithmetic are double, and should
rank one kind of them here in this qualitative, but
the works of the soul itself directed to the intelli-
gible should be ranked there. And indecd Plato says
the same ahout musiec and astronamy. So then the
arts which are concerned with body and use percep-
tible tools and sense-perception, even if they are
dispositions of the soul, since they are dispositions
of the soul inclining downwards are to be ranked in
this qualitative here. And indeed there is nothing to

1 On the status of the arts in the intelligible and sensible
worlds see also V. 9.11-12.
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prevent us from ranking the practical virtues here
below, those which act in such a way that their
action is of a ¢ivic [or social] kind, all those which do
not separate the soul and lead it to the things there
above, but work the good life here below, regarding
this as preferable but not as necessary.’ Then the
beuutiful in the seed and still mere the black and the
white belong among these here helow. Well then,
sh=ll we rank the soul of this particular kind, in
which these rational forms are, with the substance
here below? Now we did not say that these were
hodies, but since the rational forms were coneerned
with bodies and bodies' doings, we put them in the
guality here below; but when we take sensible sub-
stance to be that which 1s composed of all that we
have mentioned, we shall certainly not rank an
incorporeal substance in it. But, though we said that
all the qualities were incorporeal, we counted them
in the sensible since they are affections inclining to
this world and forms belonging to a particular soul;
for since the affection is divided into two, Into that
with which it is concerned and that in which it is, we
allotted it to the quality which is not corporeal but
in the sphers of body; but we do not go on to allot the
soul to the substance here below because we had
already allotted its body-directed affection to the
gualitative; but when it was thought of without the
affection and the rational form [we have been dis-
cussing] we have assigned it to the region from
which it came and have left no substance in any way
intelligible here below.

17. If we think this is so, we should divide quzli-
ties into soul-qualities and (as belonging to body)
body-qualities. But if one wishes all souls to be in the
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intelligible one can divide the qualities here below
by the scnscs, some [porecived] through the eyes,
some through the ears, some through touch, taste,
smell: and if there are any differentiations of these,
[they are to be distinguished,] colours by sight,
sounds by hearing and |others] by the other senses:
counds, in so far as they are qualified, are sweet,
harsh, soft. But, since we distinguish the differenti-
ations of substances by qualities, and activities and
sctions as fine or ugly and in general of some kind—
for the quantitative comes into the differentiations
which make species seldom or nowhere—and the
guantitative by the qualities peculiar to quanta, one
might be in some difficulty about how one should
divide the qualitative by species, what kind of dif-
farentiations one should use and from what kind of
genus one should take them. For it is absurd to
divide it by its identical self, as if one said that
differentiations of substances were again sub-
stances. By what then does one differentiate white
and black? And by what colours in general? From
tastes and tangible qualities? But if these differenti-
ations are by different sense-organs, the distinction
is not in its subjects. But how does one distinguish
qualia perceived by the same sense? If it is because
one concentrates and one diffuses the eyes, and one
diffuses and one concentrates the tongue, first there
18 a dispute about the experiences themselves,
whether these are diffusions and concentrations;
and then Aristotle has not stated by what the ex-
periences themselves are differentiated.’ But if one
says "by their powers” >—and “by their powers” is

2 Aristotle Calegories 8. 9al4-16.
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not unreasonable  onc should perhaps reply that
invisible things are to he distinguished by their
powers, branches of knowledge for instance; but why
should these, which are perceptible, be distin-
guished by what they do? And when in the case of
branches of knowledge we are distinguishing them
by their powers, and in general with the powers of
soul separating them as different by what they do,
we are able to grasp their differentiations rationally,
since we see not only what they are concerned with,
but their rational forms. We shall be able to divide
the arts by their rational forms and their theories,
but how shall we divide the qualities in bodies? Now
even in that case one might enquire how the differ-
ing rational forms are different. And white certainly
does appear to differ from black: but by what, we are
still enquiring.

18. But all these points of difficulty show that one
should look for differentiations of other things, by
which we separate them from each ather, but to look
for differentiations of differentiations is impossible
and irrational: for it is not possible to look for
substances of substances or quantities of quantity or
qualities of qualities or differentiations of differen-
tiations. But it is necessary, where the circum-
stances admit, [to distinguish them] by their powers
to make or something of the sort; but where even
these are not present, as [when distinguishing] leek-
green from greenish-yellow (since they say! that
these belong to white and black), what is one going
to say? But the sruth is that it is either sense-

! The Peripatetics: ep. Aristotle Do Sensu 4. 44229495,
Cutegories 10. 12al8.
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1 This sentence is one of the clearest stalements in
Plotinus of the close resemblance between alofjms and
ot €p. VL. 7. 7.29-31; he seems here to be developing the

234

|

ON THE KINDS OF BEING IIT

perception or intellect which says that they are
different, and they will not giva a reason, sense-
perception because the reason does not belong to it,
but only giving different indications, but the in-
tellect everywhere uses 1ts own simple acts of atten-
tion, not reasons, so thatit says of each thing “"this is
this and that is thas”’; and there is an otherness in its
movements which distinguishes one thing from an-
other and does not itself need an otherness.! Then
will all qualities be differentiations or not? White-
ness, indeed, and colours in general and touch- and
taste-qualities would be differentiations of other
things even if they are species, but how could litera-
ture and music be? By the fact that one soul is
literary and another musical, especially when they
are so by nature, so that these hecome species-
forming differentiations. And if quality, then, was a
differentiation, it would be either from this genus or
also from another; and if from the same genus, it
would be a differentiation of what is from the same
genus, qualities of qualities for instance. For virtue
and vice are states, one of this kind and one of that;
so that since states are qualities the differentiations
are qualities; unless cne were to say that the state
without the differentiation was not a quality, but the
differentiation made the quality. But if [one says]
that the sweet is beneficial but the bitter harmful,
one is distinguishing them by relation, not quality.
But suppose [one says| that the sweet is dense and
the sour rare? One does not perhaps mean that what
the sweet is is dense, but that in which the sweetness

thought of Aristotle: ep. Nicomachean Ethics VI 11.
1143a35-b5.

235




PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VL 3.

ko © A i’ . o M - .’ -~ ¥ \ \ ’
D 7 yAvrdTns: ral <ml Tov auoTiped 5 auUTOS AGYOS.
dore € mwavTayols wi moidtmTos TOLGTYS Sraopa
’ ” 3 A > £ 3/ L3 -
UKETTTEUY, WOTER OUSE OUOLaLs oOudld, DUSf Togou

- - I
moodtys. 1 Td wévre Tdv TpLAw Seadéper Buolv. T
Smepéyes duot, “Biagépe”’ 8 vd Ayerar wds ydp dv

1 ’ 1 El - id 3 13 5 1 L
kai Siagépor Bvoly v 7ols TpLolv; dAX’ vude wimois
’ s s ar 3 3 b - L £l
kwioews kwijoet dlagépor v, otd” émi Y EAAwy dv
Ca * 4 N - 3 - . # L h!
75 edpot. émi 8¢ Tis apeTis Kai rakias T8 GAov TPOS TO
o Ea h) af > ’ . L ) -~
SAov Anmrréoy, kal odTws avrols dwoiget. 0 d€ éx TavTOD

yévovs, Tod wowob, kal w1 €€ dAou, el Tis Searpol TQw Y

A A ’ 1 X o ¥ ) b1 b1 )
40 wev wepl Hdovds, T O¢ wepl Spyds, Kal TV pev mEpL

10

- Id A L) "4 -
kapmob  xowdjv, kal oltw wapadéfaito Kxalds
© I - o w A - Al A
apiobar, Sjdov 6T éore Gadopds elvar kel p
TOTYTAS.

19. T4 8¢ mowdrym cuvrakréov, domep é86xet, xal
rods kar avras motobs, kaldoov moudTNS Tepl abTavs,
o mpoomotovuévovs abrovs, v i katyyopiar dvo,
Py - s 3 3 3 o~ N R 5
AN eis TobTo avidvTas am atrdv, ad’ ol AéyovTal. TO
8 o0 Aewrcdy, € wiv oqpaiver dAo xpdpa, TotoTNs €L
8¢ dmddacis phvov eln, [moaypdrov 1) éapifunows]!

3 LS W N » 1 A n W hal s ’
ovdey dv elm, & py dawy 1 ovopa Adyos ywopévov
war’ ? abrod mpdypaTos kal el puév pow, wlvmois Tis, €l
8 Bvopa 7 Adyes, mpds i, xabd onpavTicd. el 8¢ 7

K ] Y )9 . / :)‘A\ 3 -
’J,UVOV TTPU.Y'H-(IT“)V i f&apf- FLT?O'&S KOTa }’el‘os, a Q el

kai Th deydpeve wal 16 onpaivovra, Tivos EacTov

1del. Theiler.
? coniecimus: wal Enn.

236

ON THE KINDS OF BEING III

is; and the same applies to the sour. So one must
investigate whether everywhere quality is a differen
tiation nf what is not quality, as substance is nnt a
differentiation of substance or quantity of quantity.
Now five differs from three by two. No, it exceeds by
two and “difference” is not the word used: for how
could it differ by “lwo"” which is in the “three”? But
neither would movement differ by movement from
movement., nor would one find this in the other
genera. But with vice and virtue one must compare
the whole with the whole, and so one will dis-
tinguish the wholes by themselves. But as for the
differentiations being derived from the same genus,
the qualitative, and not from another, if one dis-
tinguished by one [virtue or vice] being concerned
with pleasures, and one with tempers, and one with
the acquisition of produce, and accepted that this
was a good distinction, it is clear that it is possible
for non-gualities also to be differentiations.

19. We should rank with quality, as it appeared,
the differentiated qualia, in so far as there is quality
in them, not bringing them themselves into
consideration, to avoid having two categories, but
going up from them, to that after which they are
called qualia. But the "not-white”, if it indicates
another cclour, is a quality; but if it was only a
negation it would be nothing but a sound or & name
or a definition of the thing to which it is applicable;
and if it is a sound, it is a movement, but if it is a
name or definition, it is relative in that shese are
signifcant. But if there is not only a counting-out of
things according to their genus, but one must alseo
count out the words and the significations, saying
what genus each of them signifies, we shall say that
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positive lerms posit things by simply indicaling
them, but negative terms take them away. Yet per-
haps it is better not to count in the negations, at any
rate if we do not count in the positive terms because
they are composite. But what about privations? If
what they are privations of are qualities, they them-
selves are qualities, "toothless” or "blind” for in-
stance. But the "naked” and the “clothed” are
neither of them gualified, bul rather in a particular
state: in a relation, therefore, to something else. An
affection, as long as being affected continues, is not
a quality but a kind of movement; but when affection
means having been affected and having the affection
still remaining, it is a quality, but if something does
not still have the affection but is said to have been
affectad, this means to have been moved; and this is
the same as “was in movement”. But one must only
think of the movement, taking away the time: for it
iz not even proper to bring in the "now’. The "well
done’ and such-like are to be referred to the single
notion of the genus. But we must enquire whether
being of a red complexion is to be referred to the
qualitative, but not as well the [temporarily] red-
faced man. Now turning red in the face is correctly
nol sou referred; for there is affecltion or in general
movement; but if someone is not any morc turning
red, but is red in the face already, why is he not
qualified? For being qualified does not depend on
time—or by what interval of time would it be
defined?—but by being of such a kind, and when we
say “red-faced” we say “qualified”; or otherwise we
shall only call [settled] states, and not any more
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[temporary] dispositions, qualities. And then a warm
man would not be a man who is getting warm. and a
gick man not a man on the way to sickness.

90. But one must see if there is not to every
quality another contrary one; since in the case of
virtue and vice even the mean appears to be contrary
to the extremes. But in the case of colours [he! says
that] the intermediates are not so. Perhaps there-
fore, because the intermediate colours are mixtures
of the extremes, we ought not to make a division of
them by opposition, but [only] by white and black,
[regarding] the others as compositions [of white and
black]. Or else we divide them by opposition because
one particular colour among the intermediates is
different [from the others] even if they can be seen as
resulting from composition. Or because the con-
traries do not only differ, but differ as much as
possible. But it is likely that “differing as much as
possible” is only apprehended in already positing
these intermediates: since if one takes away this
arrangement of intermediates, by what will one
define “as much as possible”? Or because grey is
nearer to white than black is: and we are informed of
this by sight, and it is the same with tastes and
touch-sensations, bitter, sweet, hot, cold, and what
is neither in between; but that this is how we are
accustomed to apprehend things is clear, but per-
haps someone would not concede us this, that white
and yellow and any colour in relation to any other
are altogether different from each other, and since

! Aristotle. Plotinus is contrasting Nicomachearn Ethics
II‘& 1106h24-28 (on virtue and vice as mean and extremes)
with e.g. Categories 8. 10b12-18 (on colours).
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they are different qualia are contrary. For thcir
confrariety is not due to the fact that there are
intermediates, but to this being different. At any
rate, no intermediate intervenes between health and
sickness, and they are contraries: perhaps because
the results of each have the greatest possible dif-
ference. And how is it possible to say “the greatest
possible” if there are not lesser differences in the
intermediates? One cannot therefore say “the
greatest possible” in the case of health and sickness.
So contrariety is to be determined by something else,
not by the “as much as possible”. But if it is deler-
mined by the "much”, if “much” is said instead of
“more’’ compared with “less”, again the contraries
without intermediates will get away; but if it means
simply “much”, when it is agreed that there is much
distance between each and every thing, one cannot
measure the distance by the "more”. But we must
investigate how there is contrariety. Is it, then, that
things which have some likeness—I do not mean
likeness according to genus, nor at all that which
results from the mixture of something like other
forms of them—either greater or lesser, are not
contraries, but those are conlraries which have
nothing the same in their specific form? And onc
must add: in the genus of quality. For then also the
contraries which have no intermediates [will be
contrary], those which have nothing tending to like-
ness, as there are no others which so to speak face
both ways and have a likeness to each other—but of
some of them only some intermediates do not
have a likeness. If this is so those among colours
which have something in common will not be con-
traries. But there will be nothing to prevent, not
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every colour being contrary to every colour, but one
colour to another. And the same will apply to tastes.
And let that be the end of this discussion. But as for
the “more” it appeared that it is in the participants,
but there was a difficulty about health and justice.
Certainly if each of these has the breadth for it, the
permanent states themselves must be granted to
have it. But there in the intelligible each is the
whole and does not have a “more”.

21. About movement, whether one should posit it
as a genus, one might look at it in this way: first,
whether it would not be appropriaie to refer it to
another genus, and then whether nothing higher
than it could be predicated of it in its essence, and
then whether by receiving many differentiations it
will make species. To what genus will one refer it?
For it is neither substance or quality of the things
which have it; one will certainly not refer it to active
doing and making—for there are certainly many
movements in passivity—nor to passivity because
many movements are active doings and makings; but
one should rather refer activities and passivities to
this [genus of movement]. Nor again could it be
correctly referred to relation, because movement is
movement of something and not on its own; for in
this way the qualitative would he in the category of
relation; for quality is quality of something and in
something; and the same will apply to the quantita-
tive. But if 1t 1s because these are something parti-
cular, even if in co far as they exist they are of
something clse, that one iz called quality and the
other quantity, in the same way, since, even if
movement is movement of something, it is something
before it is of something, we should grasp what it is
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on its own. In general, one should posit as relative
not what first is, and then is of something else, but
what the relationship generates without there being
anything else beside the relationship in virtue of
which it gets its name, for instance the double, in so
far as it is called double, has ils origin and ils
existence in the comparison with the single cubits-
length, and, without anything before this entering
the mind, is called and is double in being compared
with something else. What then [in the case of
movement] is this, which, though it is of something,
is something in order to be of something, like the
qualitative and the quantitative and substance?
Now first we must understand that nothing prior to
it is predicated of it as its genus. Butif someone were
to say! that change is prior to motion, first of all he
is either speaking of the same thing, or, if he is
calling change a genus, he will be making ancther
genus besides those previously mentioned; then it is
clear that he will set movement among the species
[of change] and set some other kind [of change]
against movement, perhaps coming-to-be, saying
that it also is a change, but not a movement. Why
then is not coming-to-be a movement? Ifit is because
what is coming into being does not yet exist, but
movement has nothing to do with the non-existent,
coming-to-be obvicusly could not be change either.
But if it is because coming-to-be is nothing but a
change of quality and an increase of quantity,
because coming-to-be takes place when certain
things are changed and increased, he is thinking

"_ Aristotle, Physics E 1. 225a34-13; the discussion of
Aristotle continues through the rest of the chapter.
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about what is prior to coming-to-be. But one must
consider coming-to-be in these things here to be a
different species. For having come to be and becom-
ing do not consist in being passively changed, like
being heated or whitened—for it is possible when
these changes occur that coming-to-be in the ab-
solutc sense has not yat oceurred, but only coming to
be something, that is, this very change we are talk-
ing about—but when an animal or a plant acquiresa
specific form. But someone might say that it is more
appropriate to make change a species than move-
ment, becausc change intends to signify one thing
instead of another, but the range of meaning of
movement includes transition which does not take a
thing out of its proper nature, such as local move-
ment. But if this is not what one intends, it must be
learning and playing the lyre, or in general move-
ment which comee from a state. So change would be
rather a species of movement, being a movement
which takes a thing out of itself.

29. But let us grant that the idea of change is the
same |as that of movement] in that “different” is a
consequence of movement. What, then, are we to say
that movement is? Let us grant that movement, to
describe it sketchily, is the passage from potentiality
to that which it is said to be the potentiality of. For
one thing is potential because it can arrive at a
particular form, potentially a statue for instancs,
and anvther because it can arrive at an activity, the
activity of walking for instance, and when cone pro-
gresses to a statue, its progress is movement, and
when the other is engaged in walking, the walking
itself is movement; and, with someone who is a
potential dancer, his dancing whenever he dances is
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movement. And in one kind of movement, that to the
statue, another form is acquired which the move-
ment has made, but the other kind, dancing, as being
a simple form of the potentiality, has nothing after it
when the movement has stopped. So that it would
not be inappropriate if one were to say that move-
ment is a form awake, opposed to the other forms
which are static, in that they abide but it does not,
and is a cause to other forms, when something comes
to be after it. But if someone were to say that this
movement which we are now discussing is the life of
bodies, one must give it the same name as the
movements of Intellect and Soul. But one could be
confident that movement is a genus no less because
it is difficult, or even impossible, to comprehend it in
a definition. But how can il be a form, in cases when
the movement is to the worse, or in general passive?
It is like when heating, the heating from the sun,
makes some things grow and takes others the op-
posite way, and it is the same for both, but the
apparent difference is in the subjects. Is it the same
as becoming healthy or sick? Yes, in so far as they
are movements it is the same; but in what will the
difference lie? Will it he in the subjects, or in some-
thing else? But we will discuss this later, when we
consider change. But now we must investigate what
is the same in all movement: for in this way it could
be a genus. Or perhaps it might be used in many
scnses, and be a genus in the way that being is. And
[we must investigate] as well the difficulty that
perhaps all the movements which lead to what is
according to nature or are active in what is accord-
ing to neture must be like species-forms, as has been
said, bul those which lead Lo whal is against nature
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In spite of the sharp contrast implied between the
sense-world and the intelligible world, the fimetion of
wivnows here below is described here in terms remarkably
like those in which the functions of ércpdrys and wiinos in
the intelligible world are described in VI. 7. 13. 11-16, And
for Platirus the fimetion of maovement and time in this
world here below is positive. Such substantial existence
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must be considered in the same way as what they
lead to. But what is the comman element in change
of quality and quantity and coming-tc-be and the
opposites of these, andin change of place, in so far as
these are all movements? It is that each thing is not
in the same in which it formerly was, and is not at
rest or in total quiet, hut, in so far as movement is
present, is always being led away to something else
and its being other is not abiding in the same; for
movement perishes when there is no other; for this
reason otherness is not in the having come to be in
and remaining in another [state], but perpetual
otherness. So time is always another, because mo-
tion makes time; for it is measured movement which
does not stay still; for it runs along with movement,
as if riding on it as it goes. But common to all is
being a progress and a leading from potentiality and
the pussible to active actuality; for everything that
is moved according to any kind of movement has the
pre-existing potentiality to do this when it comes
into motion.

23. And the movement which is in sense-cbjects
comes in from another and shakes and drives and
wakes and pushes the things which have a share in
it, so that they do not sleep and are not in sameness,
in order that they may be held together by this
inquietude and this sort of fussiness which is an
image of lifz.! But one must not think that the things
which are being moved ars movement: for walking is
not the feet but the activity in the feet which comes
from their potentiality. But since the patentiality is
and coherence ae the things here helow have depend here
on their being in motion and in IIL. 7.4. 19-29 on their being
in time.
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invisible, it is necessary to look only at the active
foet, not simply the feet. as if they were at rest, but
the feet already with something else; this is invis-
ible, but because it is with something else, it is seen
incidentally by looking at the feet occupying one
place and then another and not staying still; but one
sees the alteration from that which is altered,
because its quality is not the same. In what, then, is
the movement, when it moves something else, and
indeed when it passes to actuality from an immanent
potentiality? Is 1t in the mover? Then how will that
which is moved and affected parlicipale in it? But is
il in that which is moved? Why then does it not stay
when it has come? Now, it must not be separated
from its producer nor in it, but from it and to that
which is moved, and not be in that as cut off, but it
comes {rom that and goes to that other, as a breath of
wind goes to another. When, therefore, the poten-
tiality of moving is a walking potentiality, it pushcs,
go to speak, and produces a continual change of
place, but when it is a heating potentiality, it heats;
and when the potentiality takes matter and builds it
into a nature, itis growth, but when another potenti-
ality takes away, it is diminution when thal which
has the potentiality of expericneing toking away is
diminished; and when the generative nature is ac-
tive, there is coming-to-be, but when this is impotent
and that which has the potentiality of making things
pass away is dominant, there is passing-away, not
that which occurs in whal has already come to be,
but in that which is on the way; and becoming
healthy works the same way, when that which has
the potentiality of producing health is active (but
the opposite potentiality produces the opposite re-
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sult). So it happens that it is not only according to
the things in which it is but according to what it
comes from and through which it operates that the
movement is qualified and the particular character
of the movement is of such and such a kind in such
and such things.

24. But about local motion, if moving upwards is
contrary to moving downwards, and moving in a
cirele differs from moving in a straight line, how are
we to differentiate, for instance, throwing something
over the head and under the feet? For the pushful
potentialily is one; unless someone says that the
push upwards is different, and the push downwards
ic different and works differently in comparison with
the movement upwards, especially if the movement
is natural, if one is levity and one is gravity. But
moving to one’s own place is common and the same
for buth, so that it is likely that here the differen-
tiation is according to externals. But as for move-
ment in a circle and in a straight line, if running
around in a circle is the same sort [of running] as in
a straight line, how is it different? It is according to
the shape of the course, unless somecne says that
movement in a circle is mixed, because it is not
entirely movement and does not altogether go ont of
its place. But in general it seems that local move-
ment is one movement taking its differentiations by
externals.

25. But we must investigate how it is with com-
position and dissclution. Are these different move-
ments from those already mentioned, coming-to-he
and passing-away, growth and diminution, change of
place, and qualitative alteration, or are they to be
referred to these, or are some of these to be con-
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sidered compositions and dissolutions? Well then, if
composition is a matter of the approach of one thing
to another and coming close, and on the other side
[dissolution] of going away back, one could say that
they are local movements, saying that two things are
moving to one or going away from cach other. But if
they mean to signify a composition and a mixture,
and a coming together into a unity from another
unity, which occurs in the actual coming together,
not as a result of having come together, to which of
the movements already mentioned is one to refer
these? Certainly local movement will make the
beginning, but what follows upon it will be some-
thing else, as one would find that local movement
makes the beginning of growth, but quantitative
movement follows upon it; so here too local move-
ment takes the lead, but being composed, or again
dissolved, does not necessarily follow, but when the
parts which meet hecome interwoven there is com-
position, and when they are split apart there is
dissolution. But often local motion even follows on
dissolution or is simultaneous with it, the way what
is in process of dissolution is afecied being thought
of differcntly, end not as local motion; and in com-
positian another affection, that is a coming together,
is thought of, and something else follows, local
motion. Should then these be thought of by them-
selves, and |qualitative] change be referred to them?
For when a thing becomes dense it is changed; but
this is the same as “it is composed [or compacted]”;
but again when it hecomes rarefied it is changed; but
this is the same as it is dissolved [or its texture is
loosenad]”. And when wine and water are mixed
something else comes into existence different from
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UThis is a reductio ad cbsurdum. For all ancient
philosophers except Atomists and Epicureans, the
existence of void was the ultimate physical absurdity.
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what each of them was previously: and this is compo-
sition, which has produced change. Now here too we
must assert that compositions and dissolutions take
the lead in some changes, but these changes them-
selves are different from compositions and disso-
lutions; nor are the other changes of this kind, and
rarcfaction and condensation zre not compaosition
and dissolution and do not in any way result from
them; for if they did one would even have to admit
the existence of void.! But how about blackness or
whiteness? But if one raises a doubt about these,
first of all he abolishes colours and perhaps quali-
tics, or at any rate most of them—but rather all of
them; for if he says that all change, which we say is
“glteration in quality”, is composition and disso-
lution, the result is in no way quality but parts close
set or widely spaced. Then how are learning and
being taught compositions?

26. We should certainly consider these matters,
and now we have to enquire again about what are
described as specific kinds of movement, for instance
in the case of local movement, if it is not to be
distinguished by up and down and straight and
circular, as the problem was stated,” or by the
movement of living and non-living things—their
movement is not alike—and again these [movements
of living things] by walking and swimming and
flying. Or one might distinguish movements in each
species by whether they are natural or unnatural.
But this would mean that the differentiations of
movements do not come from outside; now the move-
ments themselves produce these differentiations and

2In ch. 24, 1-11.
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could not be without them, and naturc appecars to be
the principle of them. Or [one might distinguish
movements] as some natural, some artificial, and
some deliberate. Natural would be growths and di-
minutions, artificial building houses and ships, de-
liberate inspecling, learning, engaging in politics,
and in general speaking and acting. And with
growth and change and coming-to-be [one can dis-
tinguish] by natural and unnatural or in general by
the subjects.

27. But what should one say about rest, the genus
which is opposed to motion, or stillness? Should it be
posited as itself one genus, or referred to some genus
of those already mentioned? But perhaps it would be
better to allot rest to the intelligibles there, and to
look for stillness here below. We must, therefore,
first enquire what this stillness is. And if it should
appear that it is the same as rest, it would not be
correct to look for it here below, where nothing
stands still, but that which seems to stand still is in
more leisurely movement. But if we are going to say
that stillness is something different from rest,
because it applies to whar i1s absolutely unmoved,
but rest to what has come to a standstill, but is
naturally in movement, when it is not moving, then
if one is going to say that being still is becoming
still, [one is saying] that it is motion which has not
yet come to a stop, but is pausing; but if [one means]
that it is a stillness which does not apply to what is
in movement, one must enguire first if there is
anything here below which is not in movement. But
if it 18 not possible to move with all the movements,
but there must be some ways in which there is no
movement if it is to be possible to say that what is
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moving is this particular thing, what ¢lse should one
say about that which is not in loeal mavement but is
atil] as regards this movement, except that it is not
moving? So stillness will be a negation of movement;
and that means, not among the genera. But a thing is
still only in regard to this movement, local move-
ment for instance: stillness therefore means only the
taking away of this. But if someone were to say
“Why are we not going to maintain that movement
is a negation of rest?” we shall reply that movement
comes bringing something with it, and is something
else active and in a2 way pushing what is subjected to
il and doing innumerable things to it and destroying
it; but the stillness of each thing is nothing bhesides
the thing, but only indicates that it does not have
movement. Why then do we not say that rest is the
negation of movement also among the intelligibles?
This is because it is impossible to say that rest is the
abolition of movement because it does not exist
when movement has stopped, but when movement
exists rest also exists. And rest there in the intelli-
gible does not consist in the fact that something
which is naturally adapted to move is not moving,
but in so far as rest has a hold on it, it stands still,
but in so far as it i1s in motion it will always be
moving: therefore it stands still hy rest and moves hy
movement. But here below it moves by movement,
but when movement is not there it stays still because
it is deprived cf the movement which it ought to
have. Furlher, we ought to see what this rest here
below is in the following way: when onc gocs from
sickness to health, one is becoming healthy; so what
form of standstill shall we oppose to this process of
becoming healthy? For if it is that from which it
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starts, this is sickness, not rest; but if it is that to
which it is directed, this is health; and this is not the
same as rest. But if someone is going to say that
health or sickness is a particular kind of rest, he will
be asserting thal health and sickness ars species of
rest: which is absurd. But if rest is incidental to
health, will health hefore rest not he health? But
evervone may think as he likes about these
questions.

28, It has been said that active doing and making
and passive experience are to be called movements,
and one can say that some movements are absolute,
gome actionsz, and some experiences. And it has been
said about the other so-called genera thatthev areto
be referred to these. And zbout relation, that it is a
disposition of one thing in relation to another, and
that they enter into it both together and simul-
taneously; and there is relation when a disposition
of a substance produces it; the substance will not be
relative as substance, except in so far as it is a part of
something—hand or head for instance—or a cause
or a principle or an element. It is also possible to
divide relation, as the ancients divided it,* dis-
tinguishing somec relations as productive, some as
measures, =ome consisting in excess and deficiency,
some in general separating things by likenesses and
differences. And so much for these genera.

! Plotinus seems to have Aristotle Melaphysics A 15.
1020b26-31 in mind.
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VI. 4-5. ON THE PRESENCE OF BEING,
ONE AND THE SAME,
EVERYWHERE AS A WHOLE

Introductory Note

THis work, the first written by Plotinus after Porpayry
joined him (Life ch. §), was divided by Porphyry into two
Ennend trestises (22 and 23 in the chronological order) at a
point where Plotinus himself makes a break and a new
start. In VI, 4 the discussion of the omnipresence of real
heing stzrts from man’s experience of being snulin bady. In
VI. 5 it starts ggain from man’s common awareness of the
presence of God. There is, perhaps, no work in the Enneads
which it is moure pecessary Lo undersiand if we ares really
to grasp Plotinus’ theught, and all Neoplatonieally
influenced thought about the nature and presence of
spiritual being, in all its depth and breadth. Its influence,
direct and indireet, has been very greal. Plolinus explains
init, more fully and forcibly than elsewhere, what it means
to be incorporeal and how an incorporeal divine being
which is fullness of life and thought and power must be
present immediately and as a whole in and to everyone and
everyvthing here below, at every point in space-time
difusion and dispersion. Because of his concentration on
this main theme Plotinus does not make much in this work
of the distinctions betwszen the divine hypostases, Soul,
Intellect and the One or Good. The boundary between Soul
and Intellect is often not very well-defined in the Enneads,
but it is unusual for so little stress to be laid on ths
transcendence of the One or Good. The transcendent Good
is, however, by no means absent from the work, 25 a careful
reading together of 4, ch. 11 and 5, chs. 1 and 4 will show.
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The unity of the divine, the immediate presence of the
higher in the lower, the unbroken continuity of the divine
life from its source to its last diffusion (cp. V 2 [11] 2, 24-29)
were always essential parts of the thought of Plotinus. This
was the side of his thought which Porphyry developed.
Iamblichus and his successors, though still maintaining
the continuity of divine life and the presence of the higher
in the lower, were more inclined to sharpen and harden
distinctions and transcendence.

The stress on the unity and omnipresence of spiritual
being leads to strong statements of a doctrine which
Plotinus always maintains, that of the unity of all souls
(especially 4, chs. 4 and 14). It also leads to a powerful
critique of emanation-images (4, ch. 7, prepared for hy the
critique of the common idea of “presence by powers” in ch.
3), which mekes it clear that for Plotinus emanation was an
inadequate, though necessary, metaphor. The immediacy
of the prasence of the spiritual or intelligible to the world
of sense, and the total depandence of the latter on this
presence for such quasi-reality as it has, are well brought
out by the important distinction made in 4, ch. 10 Letlween
natural images, shadows or reflections, and artifieial
images, statues or pictures.

The ultimate object of the work, as so often with
Plotinus, is not just to solve problems or expound a
doetrine but to move its readers to seek liberation or
salvation; and in some chapters as powerful as anything in
the Enneads (4, 14-15; 5, 12) he shows what liberation and
salvation means for him: deliverance [rom the limitations
of our petty, empirical ego, the “other man’ who has added
himself to us, and return to that unity in diversity of the
divine All which, at the deepest level, we always are.
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THE PRESENCE OF BEING EVERYWHERE

Synopsis

VL 4

The omnipresence of soul: because it is not a body it 1s
present as a whole everywhere in body (ch. 1). The really
existent, intelligible uriverse is not in anythirg clse, butin
iteelf: its image, the sensible universe, is in the intelligible
(ch. 2). Is the intelligible universe only present by its
powers? No, where its powers are, it is itself immediately
present as a whole, though not in place (ch. 3). The many
beings, intellects and souls of which Plato speaks are all
one together in the unity of Intellect-Being or of Soul (ch.
4). The greatness of Being is not a matter of material bulk
(ch. 5). How many bodies come to and share in the one soul
(ch. 6). The unity of immaterial power; critique of
emanation-imagery (ch. 7). The participation of the
sensible in the intelligible involves no division of the
intelligible: it is present Lo each and every participant as a
whole (cks. 8-10). The sense-world is a natural, not an
artificial, imege of the intelligible (chs. 3-10). Participation
according to the capacity of the participant (ch. 11). The
one sound or sight and the many hearers or seers; soul does
not “come™ to body, but body to soul (ch. 12). The extended
participates in the unextended (ch. 13). The urnity-in-
diversity of Intellect and Soul: but who are we? The “other
man” who came and attached himself (v gur true original
self, which was and is in the intelligible unity-in-diversity
(ch. 14). What approaches is living body, already with a
share in soul; our higher and lower selflike the Ssnate and

. the mob (ch. 15). The "descent” of soul as sell-limitation
and particularisation; its liberation is return to the whole
and separation from its image (ch. 16).
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VL. 5

The common opinion of all men about the One Guid
within us is the firmest of all sterting-points. We are ane in
Being and find our good in it (ch. 1j. We must reason about
unity and being from appropriate principles (ch. 2). Real
Being cannot depart from itself but is present everywhere
as a whole (ch. 3). The One God is totally omnipresent: the
transecendent One and the One-Being (ch. 4). The image of
the cantre of the circle and the radii (ch. 5). Unity in
multiplicity in the intelligible and sensible worlds (ch. 6).
We are all one in the intelligihle; many faces, ane head (ch.
7). The unity of the one Form in the many particulars (ch.
8). The unity of the sense-world is given it by one
unboundad life and soul, presenl Lo all the multiplicity as a
whole without heing possessed by it (ch. 8). The unity
which all things desire and on which all things depend, and
which gives itself as a whole to each and every thing (ch.
10). The One-Being is present as living power, withous
extension or size, according to the capacity of the
recipients (ch. 11). How to attend to the All and become the
All by liberation from the unreal addition of particularity.
The One God who is everywhere, to whom all things turn
(ch. 12).
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VI 4. ON TIIEE PRESENCE OF BEING,
ONE AND THE SAME,
EVERYWHERE AS A WHOLE T

1. Is the soul everywhere present to the All
because the body of the All is of a certain size and it
is naturally divisible in the sphere of bodies!? Or is
it everywhere on its own, not wherever it may be
hrought out to by body, but since body finds it
existing everywhere before itself, so that wherever a
body is placed it finds soul there before it itself is
placed in a part of the All, and the whole hody of the
All is placed in soul already existing? But if it is
extended so far, before a bady of corresponding sizc
comes, as to fill the whole space, how will it nnt have
size? Or in what way could it be in the All before the
All came to be when the All did not exist? How could
anyone accept that soul which is said tc be some-
thing without parts and without size is everywhere
when it has no size? And if it was said to be spread
out with body though it is not a body, one would not
in this way either escape the difficulty by giving it
size incidentally. For just the same here too one
could reasonably enquire how it acquires size inci-
dentally. T'or soul is certainly nol in the whole body

! The text of Plato un which this question is based is one
Ofthe foundation-texts of the Neoplatonic doctrine of Soul,
Timazus 35A1-5 (the composition of the World-Soul by the
Demiurge).
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in the same way as quality, sweetness or colour for
instance. For these are affections of body, so that the
whole of what is affected has the affection, and this
is nothing of itself since it is something belonging to
a body and known as such when the body is affected,;
for this reason 1t is ncccssarily of a certain size, and
the white of one part is not co-affected with the
white of another. And with white, the white in one
part is the same in form as the white in another, but
not the same in number, but with soul, the soul in
the foot and the soul in the hand is the same thing in
pumber, as pcrceptions show. And in gencral, in
qualities the same thing is seen divided into parts,
but in soul the same thing is seen not divided into
parts, but said to be divided in the sense that it is
everywhere, Let us thersfore speak about this from
the beginning, lo see if anylhing veeurs to us which
is clear and acceptable about how soul, which is
incorporeal and sizeless, 1s able to reach the greatest
extension either before bodies or in bodies. But
perhaps if it appeared that it could do this also
before bodies, it would become easier to accept that
the same sort of thing happens in bodies.

2. There exist certainly both the truc All and the
representation of the All, the nature of this visible
universe. The really existent All is in nothing: for
there is nothing before it. But that which comes
after it must necessarily then exist in the All, ifit is
going to exist at all, being as much as possible
dependent on it and unable either to stay still or
move without it. For even if one does not suppose
this kind of being in to be like being in place
(considering place either as the boundary or the
surrounding body in so far as it surrounds, or as
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some extension which formerly belonged, and still
helongs, to the nature of the void!) but to consist in
being in a way based on the true All and resting in 1t,
since that All is everywhere and holds it together,
let him abandon the verbal signification and grasp
the mcaning of what is being said. This has been
mentioned for the sake of something else, because
that All, the first and the existent, does not go
looking for place and is not at all in anything. It is
certainly not possible for the All, being all, to [all
short of itself, but it exists as sclf-fulfilled and as a
being equal to itself?; and where the all is, there is
iteelf: for it is itself the All. And altogether, if
anything which is other than that All is set firm in
the All, it participates init and coincides with it and
draws its strength from it, not dividing it into parts
but finding it in itself as it itself approaches it
withous that All going outside itself; for it is not.
possible for being to be in not-being but, if at all, not-
being in being. It encounters being, therefore, as a
whole; for it was not possible for it to be torn away
from itself, and to say that it is everywhere clearly
means that it is in being: so, then, in itself. And there
ie nothing surprising in “everywhere” meaning “in
being” and “in itself’”: for “everywhere” already
means “in one”. But since we put “being” in the
perceptible, we also put “'everywhere” there too, and
since we think the perceptible is large we are
puzzled about how that other nature spreads itsclf
out in a largeness of this extent. But. this which is

! Plotinus is worlting here with Aristotle’s account of
place: cp. Physies A 4. 212a5-11. _

2 Plotinus is possibly thinking here of Parmenides fr. B 8
2324 DK
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called large is little; but what is thought little, that
i large, if, as we suppose, it reaches as a whole every
part of this [perceptible All]; or rather, this goes
from everywhere with its parts to that and finds it
everywhere as All and greater than itself. For this
reason, because it would not get anything more by
extension — for it would come to be outside the All -
it wanted to run around it, and, since it was unable
to embrace it or, again, get inside it, it was satisfied
to have a place and rank where it would be kept safe,
bordering upon it, which is present and, again, not
present: for that All is on its own, even if something
wants to be present to it. And where the body of the
All meets it, it finds the All, so that it no longer
needs to go further, but turns in the same place,
because this [perceptible All] is All where with every
part of itself it enjoys the whole of that other. For if
that other was itself in a place, it would be necessary
to approach it there and go in a straight line, and in
one of its own parts to touch one part of that, and
there would be far and near; but if there is neither
far nor near, it must be present whole if it is present
atall. And it is wholly present to each and every one
of those for which it is neither far nor near, but they
are able to receive it.

3. Are we then going to maintain that it is present
itself, or that it is on its own but powers from it come
to all things, and this is why 1t is said to be every-
where? For in this way they say that the souls are
like rays, so that it is set firm in itself but the soul-
rays sent out come now teo one living thing and now
to another.! Now in those where there is the one

Face which Appears in the Orb of the Moon 28, 943D;
Hermetico XII 1.
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thing [only], because they do not preserve the whale
nature which exists in that true All itself, there a
power of it is present to that to which [the true All]
is present; though it is not true even so that that is
not altogether present, since then too it is not cut off
from its power which it gave to that recipient; but
the receiver was able to receive only so much,
though all was present. But where all the powers
are, itsel” is clearly present, though being all the
same separate; for if it became the form of this
particular thing it would have departed from being
all and being everywhere in itself while belonging
incidentally to another. But it belongs to no thing
which wishes to belong to it, but, as far as it can,
approaches whatever it itself wishes, not by its
coming to belong to that, nor again to anything else,
but by the desire of that for it. There is nothing,
therefore, surprising in its being in all things in this
way, becsuse it is also in none of them in such a way
as to belong to them. For this reason it is not perhaps
inappropriate to say that the soul as well runs along
incidentally with the body in this way, if it is said to
be itself un its vwn, not belonging to matter or body,
but all body over the whole of itself is in a way
illuminated by it. But one should not be surprised if
[the true All] itself, which is not in place, is present
to everything which is in place; it would on the other

hand be surprising, and impossible as well as sur-

prising, if it had itself its own proper place and was
present to another thing which was in place, or was
present at all, and present in the way in which we
say it is. But now the argument says that it is
necessary for it, since it has not been allotied a
place, to be present as a whole to that to which it is
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present, and to be present as a whole to an all us well
as to each individual. Otherwise some of it will be
here, and some elsewhere: so that it will be divisible
into parts and will be body. For how indeed are you
going to divide it? Will you divide its life? But if the
whole was life, the part will not be life. But [will you
divide] its intellect, so that one intellect is in one
thing and one in another? But neither of them will
be intellect. But [will vou divide] its being? But the
part will not be being, if the whole was being. What
then, if someone were to say that the body when it is
divided has parts which are bodies? Now the division
was not of a body, but of a body of such a size, und
each [division] was said to be a body by the form
according to which it is body; but this did not have a
particular quantity, but was not in any way
quantitative.

4. How then [does Plato speak of] being and
beings, and many intellects and many souls, if being
is everywhere one and not only in the sense of
specific unity, and intellect is one and soul is one?
And [he does say] that the soul of the All is different
from the other souls. This seems to be contrary
evidence, and what we have said, even if it has a
certain [logical] necessity, is not convincing, since
the soul thinks it unconvincing that the one should
be everywhere present in this way. Perhaps it would
be better to divide the whole in such a way that that
from which the division originates is in no way
diminished, or, to put it better, to generate from it, -
and so to allow one thing], the soul of the All,] to be
derived from it, and the ones which have come to be
like parts, souls, then to fill up the number of all
things. Butif that being remains on its own, because
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it seems contradictory that a whole should be simul-
taneously present everywhere, the same argument
will apply to the souls. For they will not be in the
bodies in which they are said to be as wholes in
wholes, but they will either be divided or, if they
remain wholes, will be somewhere in the budy and
give it their power. And the same difficulty of the
wholc everywhere will arise with them and with
their powers. And further, some one part of the body
will have soul, and another only power. But how are
there many souls and many intellects, and being and
beings? And furthermore, since they come forth [rom
what is before them as numbers, not as magnitudes,
they will cause a difficulty in a similar way about
how they fill the All. So, therefore, we have dis-
covered nothing from a multiplicity proceeding in
this way which helps to a solution; since we shall
agree that being also is many things by difference,
not by place. For being is all together one, cvenifit
is many things in this way; for “being barders on
heing” and “all is together”.! and intellect is many
by difference, not by place, and all together. Are
souls then also? Yes, souls also; since “what 1s
divided in the sphere of bodies”? means that it is
naturally partless, but, since the bodies have magni-
tude, and this nature of soul is present to them (or
rather the bodies come to be there in it), in so far as
they are divided into parts, that nature being
imagined present in every part, in this way it was
considered to be divided in the sphere of bodies. For
because it is not divided up along with the parts, but
is everywhere as a whaole, it makes clear the unity
and the true indivisibility of the nature. The soul’s
being one, then, does not do away with the many
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souls, any more than being does away with beings,

nor does the multiplicity there in the true All fight -

with the one, nor does one need to fill up bodies with
life by Lhe multiplicity, nor ought one to think that
the multitude of souls came into existence because
of hodily magnitude, but sculs were both many and
one before the bodies. For the many are already in
the whole, not in potency, but each and every one in
active actuality; for neither does the one and whole
hinder the many from being in it, nor do the many
hinder the one. For they stand apart without stand-
ing alcof and are present to each other without
being made other than themselves; for they are not
bounded off [from each other] by limits, as neither
are the many bodies of knowledge in one soul, and
the one is of such a kind as to have all of them in
it. It is in this way that a nature of this kind is
unhounded.

5. And its greatness is to be understood in this
way, not as consisting in bulk; for bulk is a little
thing, going to nothing if one takes away from it.
Bul there in the true All it is not possible to take
away; and if you do take away, it will not fail. If then
it will not fail, why should one be afraid that it may
depart from anything? For how will it depart when 1t
does not fail, but is a nature which springs up for
ever and does not flow? For if it flowed, it would
reach as lar as it was able to flow, but as it does not
flow — for it could not, and has nowhere it could flow
to: for it has taken hold of the All, or rather is itself
the All - and is something greater than accords with
the nature of the body, it would reasonably be
considered to give little of itself to the [perceptible]
All, only as much of itsell as this is able to bear. But
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we must not say that this is less, nor, because we
assume that it is less in bulk, lose confidence at this
stage because it is impossible for the less to extend to
what is greater than itself. For “less” should not be
predicated of it, nor should one set bulk and the
bulkless side by side by measuring them - this would
be like saying that the physician’s art was less than
the body of the physician — nor on the other side
should one think that [the true All] is greater in the
sense of guantitative measurement, since this does
not apply to the soul either: this is how the great and
small of body is. But there is evidence of the great-
ness of soul in the fact that when the bulk becomes
greater the same soul reaches to the whole of it
which was in the lesser bulk. For it would be ridicu-
lous in many ways if one added bulk to soul as well.

6. Why then does it not also come to another
body? It is because that body must approach the
soul, if it can, bul the one which has approached it
and received it has it. Well then, does the other body
have the same soul when it itself has the soul which
it has? For what is the difference? It lies in the
additions. And then, how does it come to pass that it
is the same soul in foot and hand, but that the soul in
this part of the universe is nul the same as the soul in
that? But if the pereeptions are different, the oceur-
rent experiences must also be said to be different.
But then it is what is judged which is different, not
what judges; but he who judges is the same judge in
a variety of different experiences; yet it is not he who
has the experiences, but the nalure of a body appro-
priately qualificd; it is as if he judges the pleasure in
aur finger and the pain in our head. Why then does
not one soul share in the perception of what another

201




PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI. 4.

15 xplows €ovriv, dAA' ob wdflos. efra 0id widrn) 0 kplrava

L s ry ’ el 3w I * i) 2 b 3« -

wérpuna’’ Aéyer, dAd’ Expe povov- émel 0ide map” uiv
£ W -~ a - / , 3 ar ¥ A €
7 ons TR akxey Aéyer, waitor éxpwav dudw, aldd o
)oytc;_u:‘n;' e’ c’,;.u;ﬁoflr TohTo 8¢ e"'.ripov dpé-ofv. #D)\Aaxf}

4 s A o3 oog , \ 5
85 KL 0 ).n'y:.nju.n; FfSG TO SV ETEN] KOLLLA. KL TUVETLY

- k4 £ 7 ’ » A A ; oz
20 €0YEV €TEQOV TTGBOUG'. spTal 56 TEPL TOUTOU KAl €V

5

10

15

dAois.

7. "AMG mddw Mywuer mas émt wdvra éori 75
avTé" TolTo 8¢ TavTdY €0TL WS ExacTov TGV oMY
Tév alefnrév otk dpopov Tod adTod moAlayj
Keipevov. ov yap éxeive oplids éxel €x TOV elpnuévay
pepilew eis Ta oA, aAAd 7d ToAXG pepepiopéva els
76 € paddov avdyew, xkakeivo ovx éAnAvfévar mpos
Tabra, A TadTa 6T BiéppirTar mapeoymkévar dofar
Nupiv kara TadTa xakeivo detAjplar, olov € Tis TO
kpaTody Kat Guvéxov €is (0a T® KpaToupévw Siapol.
kalror kparol dv kal yelp odpe dhov kal EdAov
moAbTxU xal GAAD T, kal €nt wiv wév TO kpaTudy, vl
SelAqmrac 8¢ dpws els ioa TG KpaToupévy € TH xepl,
xafldoor éddmrernc els ToooiTov mepiypadopdims, ws
Soxel, THs dvvdpews, aiX’ Spws s yepos opilopéims
T antis woag, an 76 Tah almponpévon  wal
kpoToupévoy oapatos. xal e wpocbelns b€ TG
KpuTOUREVE GwUaTL pikos dAAo kal Svvaito 7 yelp
dépew, ) Svvaps wirelvo kpatel o diaAndbeica els
TosaiTa pépn, 6o6a 16 caua €xel. Ti oly, € TS TOV
Gyxov TV gwpatikéy THs yeupos vmobeito adypiiotar,

! The reference is possibly to IV. 9.2-3 (on the unity of
individual souls); IV. 7.6 7 deals with the unity of soul in
the diversity of sense-experiences.

292

THE PRESENCE OF BEING EVERYWHERE 1

judges? It is because it is a judgement, not an
experience. And further, the soul itself which has
made a judgement does not say “I have judged”, but
only judges; since not even in us does our sight say
this to our hearing, though both have judged, but
the reason over both. But the reason often sees the
judgement in another and acquires an understand-
ing of the other’s experience. But we have also
spoken of this elsewhere.!

7. But again let us ask how it is the same which is
over all; but this is the same as asking how each and
every one of the many perceptible things, though in
many different places, is not without a share in the
same. For, from what has been said, it is not correct
to divide that same up into the many, but rather to
bring back the divided many to the one, and that one
has not come to these many, but these because they
are scattered have given us the impression that alse
that has been taken apart, as if one were to divide
what controls and holds together into parts equal to
what is controlled. And yet a hand might control a
whole body and a piece of wood many cubits long, or
something else, and what controls extends to the
whole, but is not all the same divided into parts
equal to what is controlled in the hand; the bounds
of the power, it appears, extend as far as the grip, but
all the same the hand is limited in extent by its own
quantity, not by that of the body it lifts and controls.
And if you were to add another length to the body
which is controlled and the hand was able to bear it,
the power would control that too without being
divided into as many parts as the body has. Well
then, what if someone supposed the corporeal bulk
of the hand to be taken away, but left the same
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power which also before held up what was formerly
in the hand? Would not the same power, being
without parts, be present in the same way in it all, in
every part? And suppose you made a small luminous
bulk a kind of centre, and put a larger transparent
spherical body round it, so that the light of what was
inside shone in the whole of what was round it, and
no ray of light from anywhere else came to the
outside bulk, shall we'not affirm that what is inside
has nol itself been affected but has reached the
whole of the outer bulk while remaining as it is, and
that the light sesn in the small bulk has taken
possession of that outside? Now, since the light does
not come from that small bodily bulk — for it is not in
that it is body that it has the light, but in that it is
luminous body, by another power which is not
bodily! — suppose that someone took awzay the bulk
of the hody but kept the power of the light, would
vou still say that the light was somewhere, or would
it be equally present over the whole outer sphere?
You will no longer rest in your thought on the place
where it was before, and you will not any more say
where it comes from or where it is going, but you will
he puzzled and put in amazement when, fixing your
gaze now here and now there in the spherical body,
you yourself perceive the light. For with the sun also
vou can say whence the light shines over all the zir
by luoking at the body of the sun, but none the less
vou see the same light everywhere, and this light is
not divided into parts either. And the cuttings-off of
light make this clear; they do not allow it to be on
the other side of them from that whence it came, but

! On the incorporeality of light cp. IL. 1.7. 26-8; IV. 5.6-7.
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they do not divide it either. And certzainly, then, if
the surn was only a power which was without a body,
and gave light, the light would not have begun from
there [where the sun was] and you would not be able
to say whence it came, but it would be everywhere as
one and the same; it would have no beginning and no
starting-point anywhere.

8. Since light, then, belongs to a body you are able
to say whence it came because you can say where the
hody is; but if there is something which is im-
material, and has no need whatever of body because
it is naturally prior to body, itself set firm in itself, or
rather not in any way needing a setting of this kind,
how can you say that some of this is here and some of
it there when it has a nature of this kind and has no
point from which it started and does not come from
any place or belong to any body? For [if you could
say this] it would already have a place from which it
started and a bslonging to some body. It remains,
then, to say that if anything participates in it, it
participates by the power of the whole, while it itself
is not at all affected, either in any other way or by
being divided into parts. For that which has a body
could be affected, even if only incidentally, and
could in this way be called subject to affection and
divisible into parts, since it is something like an
affection or a form of body; but that which belongs to
no body, but the body wishes to belong to it, must
necessarily itself in no way be affected by the other
bodily affections and cannot be divided into parts:
for this is an affection of body, and primarily so, and
of body in that it is body. If then the divisible is so in
that it is hody, the indivisible is so in that it is not
body. For how will you divide that which has no

297




20

30

40

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VL 4.

pepioes ook Exov péyelos; el odv olr ExorTos péyelos
Vo o oo . . . -
76 é&yov 70 uéyebos dupyémy peradepBiver, ol
. “ A on : “ - 5
pepllopérov avrol dv peradapfdvor 7 pépefos ad
éfe! wahw, Srav ol év moldois Aéyns, 0Dk aiTo moAAd

yevduevor Aéyers, dadda Tav wodddv To  wdbos

B / -y - 3 o LA
2 MEPLATTELS T €L E’KEtlvcll,l €)L’ ‘rTOA)lOLS‘ E!.U‘Td apa opwy. 76

L] 2 A 1y L3 s € > 3 - ,

8¢ “év airois’ olitew AnmTéoy ws ovk alTAOV Yevéueroy

I 5@ & ~ ¢ 3 3 s - 5 [ P
éxdorov o8 ad Tol mavtds, A éxelvo pév avTol elvar
| s 34 Lo N s ’ . -
kai abTo elvac, avTo 8¢ dv olk amoldelmedbal €avTol.

30 5 ~ o i, -~ 3 ’ QY -
008 ol rogodrov, doov To mwav alolyrdy, ovd’ el Tt
- . ¢ - " 7
wépos Tob mavtds' GAws ydp 0Udé moodv: TaS av ovv
- A e - 3 -~ A !
Togobrov; cdpar. pév ydp ‘rocodrov”, Td Be um
odpare, G\ érépus Ormi Ploews, ovdapf Oel
A - ;
wpoodrrew “‘rogedrov’, Gmou undé TO TowlTOV OU
4 » A ) -~ 3 I 2 A b 3 - L
Tolvur 098¢ T6 o ob Tolvev oU8E 7O évTuiba xai
3 - o A b ’ i ARy o 3 ’ €
évraifa- 7oy ydp dv moAAdkis "ol elr). el Toivwy o

- A - 5 L A L L] - € I h) b
LEPLOLOS TOIS TOTOLS, OTAV TO JLEV TL QVTOU wdi, 70 Be

< , o e 1} V€ ’ - b AJ ’ N
@81, 61w 7o WSl uv drdpyet, TS Gv 76 pepileotu xor;
E ’ ar - 3 A A ks - 5 " s 1 A
auépioTor dpa Sei avro ovv adTd elvar, kv Td ToAdd
3 - 2 i ’ 3 k3 Al A a ’
adrod édtéueva Tuyydry. € olv Td moAdd épierar
£l -~ - o o 3 r E - o 3 b
avTol, SfAev ST dlov édierar avrolr woTe e wal
’ - o " v - v s
Stvatar peradaBeiv, dAov dv avrol kalldoor divarar
- \ 3 -
peradnpfdvor. del odv Ta peTadaufdrovra avTov
o N 1 -~ < > ’ A\ S L] -
ofirws Eyew airol, W ov perélafe, py lov avTdw
» o A bl ! 2 LN L Ao ]
Buras: orms yip v jpévor adto P éautol Glov kal ev

- \ Ve ’ sga
ofc dpirar dhov. e yap 7 Glov, odk anTo, 008 ab ol

T H-82: &fe Enn.
zg8
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magnitude? If then what has the magnitude in any
way participates in what does not have magnitude it
will participate in it without its being divided: or it
will again have magnitude. Whenever then you say
it is in many things, you are not saying that it has
become many, but you are fitting what happens to
the many to that one when you see it all at once in
the many. But the “in them” must be taken in the
sense that it does not come to belong to each one of
them, or again to the totality, but it belongs to itself
and is itself, and because it is itself does not depart
from ilself. Nor again is it of the same size as the
perceptible All, or of any part of it; for it is
altogether not quantitative: how then can it be of
any size? For one attributes “of such a size” to body;
but one should not in any way attach "of such a size”
to what 1s not body but of another nature; one
should not even attach “of such a kind” there; so
then not “where” either; so then not “here and
there” either; for that would already be “where”
many times over. If then division is by places, when
one part of it is here and another there, how can
what has no "here” be divided? It must then be
indivisible, itself with itself, even if the many aspire
to and attain it. If then the many aspire to it, it is
clear they aspire to it as whole: so that if they are
also able ta participate in it, they would participate
in it as whole in so far as they can. The things
therefore which participate in it must be so related
to it as ifthey did not participate, since itis not their
private property; forin this way it will remain whole
itself by itsellf and whole in visible things. For if it is
not whole, it is not itsclf, nor again will the partici
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pation be in what men aspire to but in something
else to which the aspiration was not directed.

9. For indeed if the part which came to be in each
was a whole, and each individual thing was like the
first — each individual thing in a state of continual
severance — then the firsts would be many and each
individual would be a first. Then what would it be
which kept these many firsts apart, sc as not to be
one Lhing all together? It would certainly nol be
their bedies; for it would not be possible for them to
be forms of the bodies, assuming that these firsts are
like that first from which they came. But if what are
called the parts in the many things are the powers of
that whole, first of all each is no longer a whole; then
how did they come here when they had been cut off
from and left that first? For if they really did leave it,
they were obviously going somewhere when they left
it. Then, are the powers which have come to be here
in the perceptible world still in that first or not? For
if they are not, it is absurd that it should be dimin-
ished and become powerless by being deprived of the
powers which it had before; and how would it be
possible for the powers to exist separate or cut off
from their substances? But if they are both in that
first and elsewhere, then either they will be here as
wholes or parts of them will be here. But if it is parts,
then the other parts will be there [in the true All].
But if they are hers as wholes, then either they are
here what they are there, not divided, and again
there will be the same everywhere, not divided; or
the powers will each be one whole thing which has
become many, and will be like each other, so that
each substance will have its power with it; or the
power accompanying substance will only be one,
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and the others will enly be powers; and yet, just as it
is not passible to have substance without power, so
it is not possible to have power without substance.
For power there [in the true All] is real existence
and substance, or greater than substance. But if the
powers [rom that first are other because they are less
and dim, like a dim light from a brighter light, and
the same is true of the substanees which accompany
these powers, that there may not be power without
substance, first of all, even with powers of this kind
it is necassary, since they are in every way of like
form to each other, either to agree that there is one
and the same power everywhere, or, if not every-
where, at any rate present at once as a whole in
every direction, not divided, as in one and the same
body (but if this is so why not in all the whole
universe?). But if this is so, each power will be
divided to infinity, and will no longer be a whole
even for itself, but will by being divided be a power-
lessness. Then if one power 1s in one part and one in
another, there will be no room for consciousness.
And then further, just as the image of something,
like the weaker light, if cut off from that from which
it is, would ro longer exist, and in general one
cannot cut off and make exist [separately] anything
at all which derives its existence from something
else and is its image, these powers also which came
from that first could not exist cut off from it. But if
this is so, that from which they derived will be there
simultaneously where they are, so that again it will
he present itself everywhere all at once undivided as
a whole.

10. But if someone were to say that it is not
necessary for the image to be dependent on anything

3e3
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in the original — for it is possible for a likeness to
exist when the original is not there from which the -

likeness is taken, and, when the fire has gone away,
for the heat to exist in what has been heated - first of
all, as regards the original and the likeness, if one is
tulking about the likeness made by the painter, we
shall affirm that it is not the original which made the
likeness but the painter, since even if some painter
makes a self-portrait it is not a likeness of himself:
for what made the painting was not the body of the
painter or the [bodily] form which was represented;
and it is not the painter, but this particular dispo-
sition of the colours, which should be said to make
this particular likeness. This is not in the strict and
proper sense the making of likeness and image as it -
occurs in pocls and mirrors, or in shadows — here the
image has its existence in the strict and proper sense
from the prior original, and comes to be from it, and
it is not possible for what has come to be to exist cut
off from it. But they will accept that this is the way
in which the weaker powers come from the prior
ones. But as for what is said about fire, the heat
should not be called a likeness of the fire, unless one
is going to say that fire is included in heat; for if this
is sa [the inclusive form of heat] will produce heat
without fire. And then, even if not at once, the
heated body does cease to be hot and does grow cold
when the fire has gone away. But if these people
were going Lo quench these powers, first of 21l they
will be affirming that only the One is indestructible,
and will make the souls and Tntellect destruetible.
And then they will make flow away the things which
come from a substance which does not flow away.!
Yet, if the sun were to stay fixed in any particular
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place, it would give the same light to the same
regions; but if anybody were to say, not the same
light. he would confirm by this that the body of the
sun was flowing away. But that the things that come
from that first are indestrucrible, and that the souls
and every intellecl are immortal, has been stated at
greater length elsewhere.

11. But why, if the intelligible is everywhere as a
whole, do not all things participate in it as a whole?
And why is there the first there, and the second as
well, and after that others? Now one must suppose
that whul is present is present for the capacity of
what is going to receive it, and that being is every-
where in being and does not fall short of itself, but
that is present to it which is able tc be present, and is
present to it to the extent of its ability, not spatially;
as the transparent is present to light, but the parti-
cipation of the turbid is otherwise. And certainly
things are first and second and third in rank and
power and difference, not by their positions. For
nothing prevents different things from being all
together, like soul and intellect and all bodies of
knowledge, major and subordinate. For the eye per-
ceives the colour, the smell the fragrance, and other
different senses different things, coming from the
same body, which exist all together. but not sepa-
rately. Is that first, then, variegated and many? Yes,
but the variegated is also simplz, and the many one.
For it is a rational form which is one and many, and
all being is one. For its other is in itself and its
otherness belongs to itself; for it certainly could not
belong to non-being. And being belongs to the one
which is not separated from it, and wherever being
is, its one is present to it, and the one, again, is in
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itaclf being. For it is possible to be present while
being separate. But the beings of the sense-world are
present in one way to the intelligibles (those of them
which are present, and to the intelligibles to which
they are present), and the intelligibles to themselves
in another; since also soul is present in one way to
body, and a knowledge to soul, and a knowledge to
another knowledge, differently, when both are in the
same [mind]; and body is present to body in another
way besides these.

12. Just as there is often a sound in the air, and a
word in the sound, and an car is there and receives
and perceives it; and if you put another ear in the
middle of the space between, the word and the sound
would come also to it, or rather the ear would come
to the word'; and many eyes would look towards the
same thing and all be filled with the sight of it
(though the object of sight would bc scparate
because one was an eve and the other an ear); in this
same way that which is able to have soul will have it,
and another again and yet another from the same
source. But the sound was everywhere 1n the air and
not as one sound divided into parts, but as one whole
sound everywhere; and with sight, if the air has the
shape by being affected, it has it not divided into
parts; for wherever the sight is placed, it has the
shape there. But not every way of thinking [about
vision] accepts this,? but let the mention of 1t stand,
because the participation is of the same one thing.
But with the sound it is clearcer that the whole form
i¢ in all the air: for everyone would nat. have heard
the same thing if the spoken word had not been in

* Plotinus himself does not: see IV. 5.6.
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each and every place as a whole, and each hearing
had not alike received the whole. But if even here
the whole sound is not spread over the whole air,
because this one part of it 1s Jomed to this one part of
the air and that other divided up with that other,
why should one disbelieve that one soul is not spread
out and divided up with the body, but is present
everywhere where it is present and is everywhere in
the All without being divided? And when it comes to
be in bodies, in whatever way it does come to be in
them, it will be znalogous to the sound already
sounded in the air, but before the bodies it will be
like what makes or is going to make the sound; yet
even when it comes to be in a body it has not even so
departed from being like the one who makes the
sound and both has it and gives it. Well then, what
happens with sound is nol exactly the same as that
for which it was taken as an example, but it has a
certain likeness to it; but what happens with soul,
since it belongs to the other nature, must be under-
stood in the sense, not that one part of it is in body
and another on its own, but that it is in itself as a
whole and, again, is imagined as a whole in many.
And again another came to get soul, and again this
too has from the urseen what was also in the others.
For soul was not made ready before in such a way
that a part of it placed here came to this particular
thing, but what was said to come was in everything
in itself and is in itsell, though we think it has come
here. For how could it have come? If then it did not
come, hut was seen now present, and present not by
waiting for something to come and participate in it,
clearly it is both on its own and present to this thing.
But if when it is on its own it is present to this, this
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eame to it. But if this thing which was outside this
kind of being came to that which exists in this way
and came to be in the ordered beauty of life, and this
ordered beauly of life was on its own, and was rcall_y
on its own not divided over its own bulk —for there is
no bulk — then what came to it also did not come to
bulk: it did not therefore participate in a part of it;
but if another thing as well comes to this kind of
ordered beauty, it will participate init as a whole. In
the same way, then, if that is said to be present in
thesc [tweo] things as a whole, if will be present asa
whole in each and every thing. And so it wil! be
everywhere, one in number and not divided into
parts, but as a whole. )

13. What, then, is the origin of its extension over
a1l the heaven and all living things? Now, it is not
extended. For it is sense-perception, to which we are
paying attention when we disbelieve what is now
being said, which says that it is here and there, but
reason says that the “here and there” has not come
about by its being extended but the whole of what is
extended has participated in it, while it is not itself
spaced out. If then anything is going to participate
in anything, it is clear that it will not be participat-
ing in itself: otherwise it will not be a participant,
but [just] itself. Body, then, if it participates in
anything, cannot participate in body: for it has it
already. A body certainly will not participate in a
body. Nor, then, will magnitude participate in magni-
tude: for it has it already. For not even if it receives
an addition will that magnitude which was there
before participate in magnitude; for it is not the
length of two cubits which becomes three cubits
long, but the substrate which had one quantity has
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another; for [otherwise] the two themselves will be
three. If then that which is divided and extended to a
certain distance is going to participate m_another
kind, or in general in something else, that in which
it participzates must not be d1v1ded_0r gxtenfied or in
any way’quantitative. So that which is going to be
present to it must be present to it everywhere as a
whole, without parts; but not without parts as ’pe_mg
small; for in this way it will none the less be divisible
and will not fit the participant, and will not be with
it as the same if it grows. But it is not Withol:lt parts
like a point either; for the bulk is not a point, jbt}t
there are infinitely many points in it; so this too, ifit
is going to be a point, will be infinitely many points,
and not continuous: so that it will not fit in this way
either. If then the whole bulk has it as a whole, it
will have it in the whole of itsell.

14. But if it is the samc soul in each and every
place, how is it the particular soul of each indi-
vidual? And how is one scul evil and the other good?
Now., it is sufficient for each and contains all souls
and all intellects. For it is one and again unbounded
and holds all things together and each distinct, and,
again, not distinct in separation. For how could it be
called unhounded except in this sense, that it has all
things together, every lifz and every soul and every
intellect? But each of them is not marked off by
boundaries: for this reason, again, it is one. For it
did not have Lo have [only] one life, but a life
unbounded and again one, and the one life one in
this way, that all the lives are together, not heaped
together into one, but beginning from one and re-
maining where they began; or rather they did not
even begin, but it was like this always; for nothing
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" comes into being there; it is not then divided up intc

parts, but seems to be so divided to the r‘ecipient. But
what is there is the primeva}, that which was from
the beginning; but that_wthlch comes to be draws
near it and thinks to be joined to it and depends on
it. But we — who are we? Are we thet which draws
near and comes to be in time? No, even before this
coming to be came to be we were there, men who
were different, and some of us even gods, pure souls
and intellect united with the whole of reality; we
were parts of the intelligible, not marked off or cut
off but belonging to the whole; and we are not cut_qﬁ‘
even now. But now another man, wishing to exist,
approached that man; and when he found us —for we
were not outside the All —he wound himself round us
and attached himself to that man who was then each
one of us (as if there was one voice and one word and
one here and another there turned their ears to it
and heard and received it, and there came to be a
hearing made actual, having that which acted on it
present): and we have come to be the pair of them,
nat the one which we were before — and somstimes
just the other one which we added on afterwards,
when that prior one is inactive and in ancther way
not present.

15. But how did that which approached approach?
Since there was an adaptability present in it, it had
that to which it was adapted. But what comes to
exist in such a way as not to receive all soul, though
all is present, bul nol to it, like the other animals
and the plants receives as much as it can tske: as
when a voice says a word, and some partake of the
word along with the noise of the voice, some only of
the voice and its impact. So when a living thing
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! Plotinus may be thinking here of the Roman Senate: a
number of his circle were sensztors (Porphyry Life ch. 7);
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came to be, which had 501_11 present to it from what
[reelly] exists, and was linked by that soul to all
reality, but also had a body which is not empty or
without a share in soul, which did not lie in the
goulless even before, il drew nearer still, one might
say, by its adaptability and became no longer merely
a body, but also a living body; and by what one might
callits neighbourhood it gained a trace of soul, nota
part of it, but something like a heating or 1]]um1‘na-
tion coming from it, and the coming-to-be of desires
and pleasures and pzains grew up in it; but t%le body
of the living thing which has come into being was
not alien to it. Now the soul which comes from the
divine was quiet, standing in itself according to its
character; but the body, in a tumult because of its
weakness, Howing away itself and battered by the
blows from oulside, fivst itself cried out to the com
munity of the living thing and imparted its dis-
turbance to the whole. It is like when in an assemhly
the elders of the people sit in quiet consideration,’
and the disorderly populace, demanding food and
complaining of other sufferings, throws the whole
assembly into an ugly tumult. Now if people like this
keep quict and a speech from a sensible man gets
through to them, the mulsitude settles to a decent
order and the worse has not gained the mastery; but
if not, the worse is master and the better keeps quist,
because the tumultuous mob could not receive the
word from above, and this is the vice of city and
assembly. But this is aleo the vice of man; he too has

but it is not clear that thers is a reference to any pgrticular
apisode in Roman history or passage of _Latm thzrature
(Henry and Schwyzer suggest Virgil Aeneid 1. 148-53).
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in himself a populace of pleasures and lusts and
fears, which gain the mastery when a man of this
kind surrenders himself to a populace of this kind;
but whoever enslaves this mob, and runs back up to
that mar he once was, lives according to that man
and is that man and gives what he gives to the bady
as to something other than himself; but someone else
lives now this way and now the other; he has become
a person mixed from the good self and the evil other.

16. But if that nature could not become evil, and
this is the way of soul’s coming and presence to the
body, what are the descent at fixed periods, and
again the ascent, and the judgements, and the en-
tries into the bodies of other animals? For we have
received these from those who in ancient times have
philosophised best about the soul; and it is proper to
try to show that our present discourse is in agree-
ment, or at least nat in disagreement, with them.!
Since, then, participation in that nature was not its
coming to this warld and abandoning itself, but this
our nature’s coming to be in that and participating
in il, it is clear that the “coming” those ancicnt

‘philosophers spezk of must mean that the nature of

hody comes to be there and participates in life and
soul, and in general is not meant spatially, but
indicates whatever the manner of this kind of com-
munion is. So that “descent” means coming to be in
body as we say soul comes to be in body, the g;v:ing
to this body of something from itself, not coming to
belong to it, and “departure’ means that body in no ~

* A very firm statement of the traditionalism of Plotinus;
the ancient philcsophers are of course Plato and,
secondarily, the Pythagoreans.
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way has any community with it; and there is an
order of this kind of communion for the parts of this
All, but soul, which is as it were on the edge of the
intelligible region, often gives them something of
itself since it is close to them by its power and the
distances are shorter by the law of a nature of this
kind: but communion of this kind is an evil [for soul]
and release from it a good. Why? Because, even if it
does not belong to this particular body, yet when it
is said Lo belong to this body, it in some way or other
comes out of its All to be partial; forits activity is no
longer directed to the whole although it belongs to
the whole, just as if when a whole body of knowledge
is there [in his mind] the one who knows is active
gbout a particular subject of study; but the good for
the knower himself is not in some particular point of
his knowledge but in the whole body of knowledge
which he has. And so this soul, which belongs to the
whole intelligible universe and hides its part in the
whole, leapt out, we might say, from the whole to'a
part, and actualises itself as a part in it, as if a fire
able to burn everything was compelled to burn some
little thing although it had allits power. For the soul
when it is altogether apart is particular without
being particular, but when it is separated — not
spatially, but it becomes each particular thing in its
activity —it is a part, not the whole, though even so
it is in another way the whole; but when it is not in
charge of anything it is altogether the whole, and
then itis a part, one might say, in potency. But as for
going to Hades, if this means in the unseen,' it is

! The word-play here is clear in Greek, but cannot be
rendered in English.
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soul’s being apart that is spaken of; hut if going to
some worse place, what is surprising in that? For
even now, soul too is said to be there in that place
where our body is. But what if the body no longer
exists? If the image has nol been turn away frum it,
how can it not be there where the image is'? But if
philosophy has freed it completely, the image then
too goes to the worse place alone, but the soul it.v_,elf
is purely in the intelligible without losing anything
of itself. This 1s how it is with an image produced by
this sart of process; bul when the soul itself so to
speak shincs upon itsclf, by its inclination to the
other [higher] side it is concentrated upon the
whole, and it neither exists actually nor, again, does
it perish. But this is enough about these matters: let
us now take up the original discussion.

!For the relationchip of soul and image or shade,
illustrated by what is said ebout Heracles and his shade in
Odyssey 11. 601-3, cp. 1. 1.12 and IV, 3. 32-4. 1.
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1 This is one of Plotinus’ rare appeals to the common
expericnee of mankind as a good startingpoint for a
philosophical investigation (III. 7. 1 may be compared,
though “we” there probably means “philosophers” rather
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V1. 5. ON TIIE PRESENCE OF BEING,
ONE AND THE SAME,
EVERYWHERE AS A WHOLE II

1. A general opinion affirms that what is one and
the same in number is everywhere present as a
whole, when all men are naturally and spontaneous-
ly moved to speak of the god who is in each one of us
one and the same.! And if sumeone did not ask them
how this is and want to examine their opinion
rationally, thisis what they would assume, and with
this active and actual in their thinking they would
come to rest in this way somehow supporting them-
selves on what is one and the same, and they would
not wish to be cut away from this unity. And this is
the firmest principle of all, which our souls cry out,
as it were, not summed up from individual instances,
but preceding all the individuals and coming before
that principle which lays down and says that all
things desire the good. For this latter would he true
if all things press on to the one and are one, and their
desire is of this. For this one, proceeding to the
others as far as, and in the way in which, it can

than “mankind in general”). The way in which he
expresses tﬁTs:general consent may remind us of how much
the centuriee of Christianity and anti-Christianity have
changed the eommon thinking of our own world. What he
says here would probably still be true in India.
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proceed, would appear as many and even, in a sense,
be many; but the ancient nature and the desire of the
good, that is of itself, leads to what is really one, and
every nature presses on to this, to itsell. For this is
the good to this ene nature, belonging to isself and
being itself: but this is being one. It is in this sense
that the good is rightly said to be our own; therefore
one must not seek it outside. For where could it be if
it had fallen outside being? Or how could one dis-
cover il in non-being? But it is obvious that it is in
being, since it is not non-being. But if that good is
being and in being, it would clearly be for each
individual in himself. We have not, then, departed
from being, but are in it, nor has it departed from us:
go all things are gne.*

2. But the reason which tried tu make the inves-
tigation of what we are talking about, sinee it is not
one thing but something divided and hrings along to
its enquiry the nature of bodies and takes its prin-
ciples from them, both divided substance, thinking
that it was of this |bodily] kind, and disbelieved in its
unity, because it did not take the starting-point of its
enquiry from the principles proper to substance. But
we must take for our reasoning about the one and
altogether existent principles which, being proper to
it, will lead to conviction: that is, intelligible prin-
ciples of intelligibles and those which belong to true
substance. For since one [nature] is carried about
and accepts every kind of change and is continually
divided into every place, which it would be appropri-
afe to call hecoming, not substance, but the other

! On this passage and ch. 4, 17-24 see Iniroductory Note,
pp. 270-271.

329




PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VI. 5.

r A
[Beedmuévor]!  doatrws wara Tabrd Exov, ovre
' N 3 1 3 ’ ’ L] i
}‘LVOF;EVOV ouTC G?TOMUP’-GVOV OUSQ TLVO X(!Jpﬁ'.v DUSE
15 76mov 098¢ Twa Epuy Eyuv 0d8 Eéludy molbev 008 ad
> 1 - = - - > 3 - - ’ A A £ .
clowov €is STody, AAN év aUTQ évov, TEPL eV EKELVWY
I3 W -2 » ’ - + 1 - . 1 E]
Nyawv dv tis 8¢ éxelvms Tis guosws kol TOV VTEP AUTIS
1 ! ’ k) > 'd > 3 i,
d€ovpdvar ovAoyilorro dv eikdtws O ekoT@Y
3 ? A\ Al Al e L ] 5
eixdras kal Tans ouAloyiopods wotolpevos. oTav 8 av
o . -~ - ’ - ’
ToUs mept TAV FONTEY Adyovs Tis TofTat, Aapfidvay
2 v Tis otoias glow Tepi 1)y TpwypaTeveTar TdS dpXas
A a2 Sy 2 A , -
76w Adywv Sikalws dv mowotro un mapekPaivwy domep
1 Ed 2 ' / 2 LI 3 2 ~ E ¥
émdehopéves ér’ A pUow, AN T avTT)s exelns
P , A
mepl  avTis THY KATAVGNOLY  TOLOVLEVOS, émeld)
. ; . o ,
mavrayod 76 T( éoTw dpyi, xal Tols KeADS 0PLOALLEVOLS
25 Myeran ai 7dv oupPeBnidTwr Td moAdd ywdoreabar:
ols 8¢ kail mdvra év 7¢ i éoTw Hmdpyer, molAD patdov
: , w e« v ,
&v Totrows Exeatlar Sei TolTov, Kal eis TovTo fAemTeoy
-~ s’
kal mpds TodTo mdvTa AvevekTEV.
soy A - T A \ s
3. Ei 89 70 ov vrws ToT0 KAl WOAUTWS EXEL KOL OUK
3 , 2 A £ - A / 1, » h) 3 ,
cf;craras QUTO E€QUTOU KL YEVETIS TEPL OUTO OUBE;..LLG'.
LI r Yy ! bd 2 ! 3 A L » » !
008 €v T w éNéyero clvar, avayin auTe oUTWS €XOV del
- . - - b I3 > > © - 1
re obv alrg eivar, kal p1) dieoTdvar dp’ woTOD pnde
5 4 Y v ocgr SRR . s s 3
5 avrod 70 wév Wi, T 8¢ WL elvar, unde mpoiévar Tt o

adrod: §87 yap dv év dMaw ral G\e €ly, kal SAws &

' del. Harder.
330

THE PRESENCE OF BEING EVERYWHERE IIT

[nature] is being, always in exactly the same state,
neither coming to be nor perishing nor having ary
space or place or base, nor going out from anywhere
nor entering into anything, but remaining in itself,
when one was speaking about those things [of the
lower world] one would reascn logically from that
nature and from what is held to be true about it and,
reasoning probably by means of probable principles,
would frame syllogisms which are also [only] prob-
able. But when, on the other hand, one engages in
reasonings about the intelligibles, the right way
would be to take the nature of substance about
which one is concerned and so establish the prin-
ciples of one’s reasonings, without passing over, as if
one had forgotten, to the other nature, but applying
one’s mind to that intelligible nature by means of
itself; since everywhere the “what it is” is the
starting-point, and it is said that those who have
defined well know most of the incidental accompani-
ments; but in things where everything is included in
the “what it is”, one must much more hold fast to
this and look to this and refer sverything to this.!

3. Now if this is real being and remains the same
and does not depart from itself and there is no
coming-to-be about it and, as was said, it is not in
place, 1t is necessary for it, being in this state, to be
always with itself, and not to stand away from itself;
onc part of it cannot be heres and another there, nor
can anything come ent of it; [for if it did] it would
already be in different places, and, in general, would

! Plotipus is here developing an Aristctelian thought in
a Platonic manner: cn. Aristotle on Socrates, Metaphysics
M 4, 1078b24-25.
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be in svmething and not on its own or unaffected; for
it would be affected if it was in something else; but if
it is going to be in a state of freedom from affection,
it will not be in something else. If, therefore, without
departing from itself or being divided into parts or
irself undergoing any change, it is in many things at
once, existing at the same Lime as one whole with
itaclf, then, being the same everywhere, it will have
an existence in many things: but this is heing on its
own and, again, not being on its own. It remains,
then, to say that it is itself in nothing, but the other
things participate in it, all those which are able to be
present to it and in so far as they are able to be
present to it. We must then either do away with
these hypotheses and principles and say that there is
no nature of this kind: or, if this is impossible and
there is of necessity a nature and substance of this
kind, we must accept what we have been saying from
the beginning, that the one and the same in number
which is not divided but exists as a whole does not
depart from any of the things which exist beside it,
with no need of any diffusion either by some portions
coming from it or, alternatively, by its remaining zs
awhole initselfbut something else generated from it
leaving it and coming to the others in many ways.
For in this way it will be in one place and what
comes from it in another, and it will have a place
separated from what comes from it. And again with
the things which com'e,from it, if each is 2 part or a
whole - if'it is a part it will not preserve the nature
ol the whole, as has been said already; butif eachisa
whole, we shall either divide each one into parts
equal to that in which it ie, or we shall agree that the
same can be everywhere present as a whole. This,
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certainly, is an argument derived from the thing
itself and its substance, dragging in nothing alien or
derived from the other nature.

4. But, please, lock at this argument also; we deny
that God is in one place but not in another. For it is
accepted among all who have a notion of gods thal
one says, not only abour that [supreme God] but
about all gods, that they are present everywhere,
and the.argument says that this must be assumed. If
then God is everywhere, it is not possible that he
should be divided; for then he would not still be
everywhere, but each part of him would be one here
and another there, and he would not still be one, as,
if one cuts a magnitude into many parts, it will be
destroyed and all the parts will no longer be that
whole; and besides, he will be a body. But if all this is
impossible, then again what is disbelieved in has
reappeared; in every human nature believing in God
goes with helieving that the same thing is every-
where as a whole. And again, if we say that that
[divine] nature is unbounded - it certainly is not
limited — what could this mean other than that he
will not fall short? But if he is not going to fall shert,
docs this mean that he is present to each and every
thing? Yes, forif he should not be able to be present,
he will fall short and thers will be somewhere he is
not. For even if we may be talking about something
else after the One itself, this again will be together
with the One itself and what is after it will be around
that One and directed to A/hat One and like some-
thing generated from it in dlose touch with it, so that
what participates in what comes after it has also
participated in that One. For, since there are many
things in the intelligible, firsts and seconds and
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thirds, and they are linked like one sphere to its one
centre, not disparted by distances, but all existing
together with themselves, wherever the thirds are
present, the seconds and firsts are present as well.!
5. And for the sake of clarity our discourse often,
by making, as it were, many lines proceed from one
centre, wants to lead to a notion of the multiplicity
which has come to be. But one must bear in mind
when one says this that the things which are said to
become many are all together at once, just as there
in the example of the circle one cannot take the lines
as being scparated: for it is one surface. But where
there is not.even any spacing out on one surface, but
only unspaced powers and substances, all may reas-
onably be spoken of in terms of their centres all
united in one centre, as if their ends located in the
centre dropped their lines, and then certainly all are
onc. But again, if you put the lines on, they are
attached to their centres which each of them leaves,
and none the less each and every centre will not be
cut off from that one first centre, but they will be all
together with that and each, again, individual, and
they will be as many as the lines to which they gave
themselves to be their ends, so that they appear to be
as many as the lines with which they are in contact,
but all of them are one together. But if we likened all
the intelligibles to many centres all going back to
and united in one centre, but appearing as many
because of their lines — the lines do not generate
them but show them - the )Llnes might serve our
purpose at present by providing an analogy to the

! On this passage see Iniroduciory Nate, pp. 270-271.
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things by contact with which the intelligible nature
appears to be present as many and in many places.?
6. For theintelligibles are many and they are one,
and, being one, they are many by their unbounded
nature, and many in one and one over many and all
together, and thc‘);, arc active towards the whole with
the whole, and active towards the part again with
the whole. But the part receives into itself the first
activity as that of a part, but the whole follows; as if
[the Form of] Man came to a particular man and
became a particular man though being on the other
hand [the Form of] Man. For the man in the matter
made from the one man according to the Idea many
men, all the same, and the same thing is one in the
many in a way like that in which there is one seal-
imprint in many things. But the thing itself, Man,
and each thing itself, and the [intelligible] All as a
whole are not in many in this way, but the many are
in the thing itself, or rather around it. For there is a
difference between the way in which the white is
everywhere and that in which the soul of each
individual is in every part of the body the same; for
this latter is the way in which being is everywhere.
7. For we and what is ours go back (o real being
and ascend to that and to the first which comes from
it, and we think the intelligibles; we do not have

images or imprints of them. But if we do not, we are

the intelligibles. If then we have a part in true
knowledge, we are those; we do nof.apprehend them
as distinct within ourselves, but wlare wilthin them.
For, since the others, and not only ourselves, arc
those, we are all those. So then, being together with
) ! For the very important ‘mage of the circle and its radii
in Plotinus see also, e.g., I. 7.1; V. 1.11; VL 9.8.
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! del. H-S2.

2 del. Kirchhoff.

' This is the clearest explanation in the Enneads of
Plotinus’ statement, which so much annoyed later
Neoplatonists, that we are “each of us an intelligible
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4ll things, we are those: so then, we are all and one.?
So therefore when we look outside that on which we
depend we do not know that we are one, like faces
which are many on the outside but have one head
inside. But if someone is able to turn around, either
by himself or having the good luck Lo have his hair
pulled by Athene herself,? he will see God and
himself and the All; at first he will not see as the All
but then, when he has nowhere to set himself and
limit himself and determine how far he himself goes,
he will stop marking himself off from all being and
will come Lo all Lhe All withoul going out anywhere,
but remaining there where the All is set firm,

8. But I for my part think that alsn, if one were to
consider the participation of matter in the Forms,
one would be more inclined to have confidence in
what is being said and not to disbelieve it as impos-
sible or continue to be puzzled about it. For, I think,
it is probablc, and indced necessary, that the 1decas
are not placed separately on one side and matter a
long way off on the other and then illumination
comes to matter from somewhere up there: I am
afraid this would be empty words. For what would
“far off " and "separately” mean in this context? And
again, the business of participation weuld not be
szid to be hard to express and extremely perplexing,
but the explanation would be extremely accessible
and well known from the examples. But even if we do
sometimes speak of illumination we do not mean 1t
in the sense in which we speak of illuminations of a
sense-object in the realm of sense; but, since the
universe” {III. 4.3. 22; cp. IV. 7.10. 34 36) and shows how
literally it is to be taken.

® Like Achilles, Iliad 1. 197-8.

341




20

Z5

30

PLOTINUS: ENNEAD VL 5.

& . W |
dpyerimwy 8¢ TdEw Exct 7o €idn, 76 8¢ Tic ENdpalecws
- I
rowdTov ofov ywpis éxe 76 EMapmipevov, oiTw

5 Myopev. 8l 82 viv drpiPéorepov Méyovras w1 otTw

Iy [3 3 » s - £l b L 2
r{Beabai dis ywpls dvros Témw Tob €idovs €l wamep év
" 2 - - Ll A3 LI 2 A \ o
B8ari évopachur th OAn Ty iBéav, dMa T UAny

. o y :

[ebval] ' mavroyxddev olov éamropévmy kai ab odk
3 - 3 ~ ] - 1
épamropévy Tis (déas kard wav éavtis loyew mapa
Tod eidors 7O TANGLaTUD daov divarue AaBelv ovdevos
peradd vros, ov Tijs (déas dia mdoms SiebeABovions xal
émibpapobons, GAN év abTy pevovors. e yap pi év T
GAy €oriv olov mupés 7 (Béu—rip ydp Tois UTULKEIDLY
SAq dmoBefAnpéimy 6 Abyus AupfavéTar avro 81 mip
i) OAy odx Eyyevipevor abrd [7h GAy] % popdiy mupds
ward macay Ty wupwleloar tAqy mapéferar. dywos Beé
wodds wip 76 wpdiTow EvuAoy dmrorelalen vevdpuevor o
ydp adrés Adyos wal éml rav dAdow TV Aeyopévewy
p R R P s v gtk

oTouyelewy apuoce. € odv T6 & ékeivo mhp 7 3 ibéa év
méoL Dewpeirar mapéyor eikéva éavrod (ov) * kavd ®
[t - v 5 ’e e LY R
(rdd Témw ywpls ov ol mapéfer ws 1 ENapifis 1)
Spwpévy 7o ydp eln mov wav {dmov dv) ° ToliTo TO
oo 70 € alolcer, €l mav adro molda 7) ' éavTov TS
rics vt . s sy N
idéas avrijs pevolios év drémy aUTH TémOUS Yervoay
- r -~ 3 ’, » 2 A A -
¢ avroi émelmep e T6 abTé TWOAL yevdpevov duyeiv

k] B 13 ~ D 4 A L h) A 4
ad’ éavrod B 7] mudd olitws wal moAddwis peraAdfy
1ob adTob. kai olx Ewke pév Cavris ovdér T DAy %

T del, Vitringa, Miiller. 4 Tgal.

“del. H-S. 5Tgal: xai Enn., H-8.

#Igal, H-S% « Enn.

b iy (Fmov vy lgal wiv Bon., -8 (Y29-33 kei—uwliod
locus nondum sanatus”™ H-S).

TwEBUCz: + x: e Kirchhoff: § H-S".
342

THE PRESENCE OF BEING EVERYWHERE II

things in matter dre images, and the Forms hold the
rank of archetypes, and illumination is such that it
keeps the illuminated cbject separate, we use the
word in this sense. But now we must speak more
precisely and not assume that the Form is spatially
geparate and then the Idea is reflected in matter as if
in water, but that matter, from every side grasping
(and again not grasping] the Idea, receives from the
Form, over the whole of itself, by its drawing near to
it all that it can receive, with nothing between; the
Idea does not pass through and run over the whole of
matrer, but remains in itself. For if the Idea of Fire,
for instance, is not in matter —let our discourse take
the matter underlying the elements as an example -

the fire itself which does not come to be in matter
will give the character of fire to all the matter made
fiery. (Let it be assumed that the first fire in matter
comes Lo be a large bulk.) or the same argument
will fit the other elements as they are called. If
therefore that one fire in that it is the Ides is seen in
all [the fires] giving an image of itself not in the way
that it would if it was spatially separate, it will not
give its image as the visible illumination does; for it
would already be 2]l wherever this fire in the sense-
world is,! if [that one fire] was itselfwmeny as all,
since, while the Idea itself of itself remained in the
placeless, it would generate places out of itself if it
was necessary for the same, having become many, to
escape from itself that there might be many in this
way and participate often in the same. And the Idca,
not being scattered [like this], gave nothing of itself

1T adopt Igal’s text and interpretation in this very
difficult passage.
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I Plotinus, like practieally all ancient Platonists except
his friend and colleague Amelius, maintained firmly that
the number of the Idess was finite; for Amelius’ view that
they were infinite in number see Syrianus In Mer. 147. 2-6.
For the bearing of this passage on the much-disputed
question about ldeas of individuals in Plotinus see, in the
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to the matter, but'was certainly not incapable, being
one thing, of forming what is not one by its one and
being present to all of it in the way that it is not this
piece of it which forms one part and that other
another, but it forms each part with the whole of it
and as a whole. For it would be absurd to introduce
many Ideas of fire in order that each individual fire
might be formed by a different one; for in this way
the Ideas will be infinite in number.! And then how
are you going to divide up the fires which have come
into existence if there is one continuous fire? And if
we were to apply another fire to this matter hy
making the fire bigger, we must say that again in
this part of matter the same Idea is doing the same
things: for it certainly could not be another one.

9. And further, if, when all the elements had come
into existence, someone brought them in thought
into one spherical figure, one would have to say that
it was not many makers who made the sphere part by
part, one cutting off a piece for himself in one place
and one in another to make a part with, but that the
cause of the making was one, making with the whcle
of itself, not one part of it making one part and onc
another; for in this way again the makers would he
many, if you do not bring the making back to one
partless thing, or, to put it better, umless it is one
par:less thing which makes the sphere, without the
maker being diffused through the sphere,* but wilh

first instance, my “‘Form, Individual and Person in
Plotinus” (lhionysius [, 1977, 4968 = Plotinian and
Christian Studies XX), where reforences are given to other
literature.

2An allusion to the Stoic doctrine of “complete
transfusion”, which Plotinus discusses fully in IT. 7.
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the whole sphere dependent on the maker. And so
one and the same life holds the sphere, and the
sphere itself is set in one life; and so all things in the
sphere depend on one life; and so all the souls are
one, bul =0 one that it is also an unbounded soul.
Thiz ic the reason why some pecple called it a
“pumber’”’ and some said that its nature was “a
rational principle augmenting itself”,! perhaps
imagining it in this way, that it does not fail any-
thing, but, remaining what it is, reaches to every-
thing, and if the universe was larger its power would
not fail to reach again to everything, or rather this
universe would be in the whole of it. One must then
not take the “augmenting” literally, but [under-
stand tha: it means] that it does not fail in being
everywhere one: for its one is of such a kind as not
to be the kind of thing the size of which can be
measured: for this belongs to another nature which
feigns the one and is imagined as one by its partici-
pation. But the one which possesses truth is the kind
which is not a one composed from many, so that if
something was taken away from it the whole one
would be destroyed, nor divided by boundaries, so
that when other things fit themselves into it it would
be diminished because they are too big for it, or torn
apart because it wants to reach all, and would not be
present as a whole to all, but with parts of itself to
parts of those things; as the saying goes, it does not
know where on zarth it is since it is not able to come
into onc perfeet whole because it ie torn apart from
itself. Tf therafore this one is going to be truly one,

1 The allusions are to Xenocrates (fr. 60 Heinze) and
Heraclitus (fr. B 115 DK).
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about which it is pc;ssi'ble to predicate the one as of
substance, it must appear as in some way having the
opposite nature to itself, that of multiplicity, in its
power, but by not having this multiplicity from
outside, but by itself and from itself, and in this way
being really one, and in its one having unbounded-
ness and multiplicity; and since 1t is like this it must
appear everywhere as a whole, a single rational
principle encompassing itself, and the encompassing
principle must be nowhere parted from itself, but
everywhere in itself. It certainly does not belong to
another in the sense of being spatially divided; for it
was before all the things in space and had no need of
them, but they needed it, that they might be es-
tablished. But in their establishment they did not
move that one out of its seat in itself; for if that seat
was moved they would perish with the perishing of
their foundation and that which sets them firm, and
on the other hand that one was not so stupid as ta
separate itself from itself and be torn to pieces, or,
being kept safe in itself, to deliver itself to the
untrustworthiness of place which needs it to be kept
safe.

10. Ii has the good sense, then, to remain in itself,
and would not coms to be in another; but those other
things hang from it as if by their [bnging they had
found where it is. And this is “Love camping on the
doorstep”,! even coming from outside into the pre-
sence of beauty and longing for it, and satisfied if in
this way he can have a part in it; since the lover here
below alsc has beauty in this way, not by receiving it
[into himself] hut by lying with it. But that [one

' Cp. Plato Symposium 203C6-D3.
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heauty] remains b};‘itse]ﬂ znd the many lovers of the
one love the whole and have the whole like this,
when they have it: for it was the whole that they
loved. How, then, should that in its abiding not be
sufficient for all? For it is for this reason that it
suffices, because it abides, and it is beautiful because
it is whole for all. For thought zlso is whole for all,
that is why “thought is common”,* not one thought
here and another there: for that would be ridiculous,
and thought would need space. And thought 1s not
like white; for thought does not belong Lo the body;
butif we truly have a part in thought, it must be one
and the same, all together with itself. And so we
have our part in it from thence, not receiving por-
tions of it, nor I one whole and you another, each
torn apart from each. Assemblies of the people imi-
tate this, and all meetings, being of people moving to
a unity of thought; and each member is wcak in
thought but when everyone in the meeting, and the
true meeting of minds, comes together into one, he
generates and finds [true] thought; for what will
keep them apart, so that the minds of one and
another do not meet in the same? But though they
are together, they do not seem so to us; as if someone
touching the same thing with a number of fingers
thought that he was touching one thing after an-
other, or if, without seeing it, he B”mcked the same
string. And besides, we ought to have borne in mind
how with our souls we touch the Good. For I do not
touch one good and you another, but the same, and
not the same in such a way that one stream comes
from it to me and another to vou. so that it is

! Heraclitus fr. B 113 DK.
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somewhere up there and what comes from it down
here. And what gives gives to the recipients so that
they may really receive, not to alien recipients, but
to its own. For intelligible giving is not pro-
cessional. For cven in bodies distant from cach other
in their places, the giving of cne is related to an-
other, and the giving and making go to the same; and
the bodily part of the All acts and is affected in itself,
and nothing comes into it from outside. If then with
body, which by nature in a way f(lees [rum itsell,
nothing comes from outside, how can there be any-
thing from outside in a thing unspaced? We are,
then, in the same with the Good and see it and touch
it being together with cur own intelligibles. And the
universe there is far more one; otherwise there will
be two universes perceived by sense, divided in the
same way, and the intelligible sphere, if it is onc in
this way, will be like this one; so that it will differ in
that it will be more ridiculous, if this one here has
bulk of necessity and reasonably, but the other is
going to stretch itself out and go outside itself when
it has no need. But what can stand in the way of its
unification? For certainly one will not push away
the other by giving it no room — as if we do not see
that every subject of study and observation and in
general all bodies of knowledge are in the soul
without being crowded. But, someone will say, this
is not possible with substances:Wo, it would not be
possible if true substances were bulka.

11. But how can the unspaced stretch over all
body, which has so great a size? And how, being one
and the same, is it not torn apart? This difficulty has
often been raised, when the argument was excess-
ively anxious to end the discursive reason's dif-
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ficulty. Well, it has already been demonstrated in
many ways that it is so; but a bit of encouragement is
required, though not the least but the greatest
reason for confidence is that nature expounded as it
is; it is not like a stone, like a great squared block of
stone lying where it is and extending to the size itis,
unable to exceed its bounds because it has been
measured to this particular size both by its bulk and
by the stone-power limited along with it. But since it
is the first nature and is not measured or bounded to
the size it ought to be - for in this way it would be
again measured by another nature — it is all power,
nowhere of this particular size. For this reason it is
not in time either, but outside all time, for time is
continually dispersed into distancing, but eternity
abides in the same and has the mastery and is
greater by its everlasting power than time which
seems to go so far; it is like a line which seems to go
on unlimitedly, but depends or a point, and as it
runs round it the point is in the picture everywhere
the line runs to, though the point does not run, but
the line circles round it. If, then, time is related by
analogy to that which abides in the same in sub-
stance, but that nature is not only unbounded
because it is always but unbounded in power, one
must also grant besides this unboundedness of power
a nature running along over against it, swinging
alongside that nature as it han\g‘s from it; this nature
runs, somehow in step with time, to the abiding
power which is greater [than it] by making [it], and
whatever it is is somewhat extended along it and
participates in this nature as far as it is possible for
it to participate; it is all present, but not all of it is
seen in everything because of the incapacity of the
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underlying recipient. But it is present the same in
number everywhere, not like the triangle in matter
which is multiplied by being in many, but like the
immaterial triangle itself from which those in mat-
ter derive. Why then is not the triangle in matter
everywhere, if the immaterial triangle is every-
where? Because not every matter participates in it,
hut every matter has something different, and not
every matter is suitable for every Form. For even
prime matter is not all adapted to every Form, but to
the primary kinds [of bodily Form] and then others
upon them. Form is certainly in some way present to
everything.

12. How then is it present? As one life: for lifein a
living being does not reach only so far, and then is
unable to extend over the whole, but it is every-
where. But if someone again enquires how, let him
call to mind its power, that there is not a certain
quantity of it, but if he divides it endlessly in his
discursive thought he always has the same power,
endless in depth; for it does not have matter there in
the intelligible, that it might fall short along with
the size of its bulk and come to little. If then you
grasp the endlessness for ever welling up in it, the
unwearying and unwearing nature which in no way
falls short in it, boiling over with life, we may say, if
you concentrate your attention somewhere or fix
your gaze on a particular point you will not find it
there, but the opposite will happen to you. For you
will most certainly not step out of it and go past it,
and again you will not stop at a littleness as ifit had
no more to give in its falling short little by little; but
you will be able to run along with it, or rather come
to be in All and seek nothing any more, or you will
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give up and pass out of it to something else and fall
by not: seeing what is present because you are look-
ing at another. But if “you will seek nothing any
more”’, however will this happen to you? Now it is
because you approachad the All and did not remain
in a parl ol il, and you did not even say of yourself “'1
am just so much”, but by rejecting the “so much”
yaou have become all — yet even before this you were
all; but because something else came to you after the
“all” you became less by the addition: for the ad-
dition did not come from being — you will add
nothing Lo that — bul from non-being. And when
somecone has come to be also from non-being he is
naot all except when he rejects the non-being. You
will increase yourself then by rejecting all else, and
the All will be present to you in your rejection; but if/
it is present in your rejection and does not appear
when you are with the other things, it did not come
in order to be present, but you went away when it
was not present. But if vou went away, it was not
from it - for it is present — and you did not even go
away then, but were present and turned the opposite
way. For in this way the other gods also when many
are present often appear to one, because that one
alone is able to see them. But these are the gods
who''in many forms travel round our cities” !; but to
that god the cities turn, and all the earth and all the
sky, who everywhere abides by himself and in him-
self and has from himself being and the things which
really are down to soul and life depending on him
and moving to an unbounded unity by his sizeless
unboundedness.

' Homer Odyssey 17. 486, quoted (with disapproval) by
Plato Republic 11 331D4.
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