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312 THE PARMENIDES

would be required ; and a new form would never ceafe to
take place, as long as any form becomes fimilar to itsrparti-
cipant. You fpeak moit truly. Hence, then, other things
do not participate of forms through fimilitude ; but it is
neceflary to feek after fomething elfe through which they
participate. 5o it {feems.

That Parmenides then faid, Do you fee, O Socrates, how
great a doubt arifes, if any one dehnes forms as having an
eflential fubfiftence by themfelves? I do very much fo.
Know then that you do not apprehend what dubious con-
lequences are pmducc;l by p]acmg fv-.r)r individual form
of beings {eparate from its participants. But that Socrates
faid, How do you mean? That Parmenides anfwered,
There are many other doubts, indeed, but this is the
greatell : if any one fhould affert that itis not proper forms
fhould be known, if they are fuch as we have faid they
ought to be, it is impoflible to demonftrate that he who
afferts this is deceived, unlefs he who doubts is fkilled in
a multitude of particulars, and is naturally fagacious and
acute. But he fhould be willing to purfue Aim clofely
who endeavours to fupport his epinion by a multitude of
far-fetched arguments: though, after all, he who cun;
tends that forms cannot be known, will remain unpﬂr-
fuaded. Dut that Socratés {aid, In what refpect, O Par-
menides ! Becaufe, O Socrates, I think that both you and
any other, who eftablifhes the effence of each farm as fub-
fitting by itfelf, muft allow in the firlt place that no one of

thefe fubfifts in us. For (that Socrates faid) how if it did,
could it any longer fubfift effentially by itfelf 7 That Par-
menides replied, You {peak well. But will you not admit
that fuch ideas as are with relation to each other, fuch as
they are, pofle{s alfo theireflence with refpe to themfelves,

and

























320 THE PARMENIDES

Right. And indeed, being fuch, it will be no where; for
it will neither be inanother, nor in itfelf. How fo? For
being in another, it would after a manner be circularly
comprehended by that in which it is, and would be
touched by it in many places : but it is impoflible that zbe
ene which is without parts, and which does not participate
of a circle, fhould be touched by a circle in many places.
Impoflible. But if it werein itfelf it would alfo containitfelf,
fince it is no other than itfelf which {ublfifts in itfelf: for
it is impofhbleé that any thing fhould not be compre-
hended by that in which it is. It is impoflible. Would
not therefore that which contains be one thing, and that
which is contained another ¢ For the fame whole cannot
at the {fame time {uffer and produce both thefe : and thus
the one would no longer be one, but two. It certainly
would not.  The one therefore is not any where, fince it
15 neither in itfelf nor in another. It is not. But confider
whether thus circumftanced it can either {tand or be
moved. Why can it not? Decaufe whatever s moved
is either locally moved, or fuffers alteration ; for thefe
alone are the genera of motion.  Certainly. But if ke
one fhould be altered from itfelf, it is impoflible that it
fhould remain in any refpet the one. Impoflible. It
will not therefore be moved according to alteration ? It
appears that it will not. But will it be moved locally?
Perhaps fo. But indeed if the ome is moved locally, it
will either be carried round in the fame circle, or it will
change one place for another. Neceflarily fo. But ought
not that which is carried round in a circle to ftand firm
in the middle, and to have the other parts of itfelf rolled
about the middle? But can any method be devifed by
which it is poflible that a nature which has neither mid-
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324 THE PARMENIDES

to thofe to which it is incommenfurable with refpect te
the one part, it will confift of lefler ; and with refpeék to
the other, of greater meafures. How fhould it not? Is
it not therefore impoflible that that which does not parti-
cipate of fume, thould either be of the fame mealures, or
admit any thing in any refpeét the fame? It is im-
poflible. It will therefore neither be equal to itfelf, nor
to another, if it does not confift of the fame meafures. It
does not appear that it will. But if it confifts of more or
fewer meafures, it will be of as many parts as there arg
meafures; and fo again it will no longer be ke one, but as
many as there are meafures. Right. Butif it fhould be
of one Imc:tfure, it would become equal to that meafure :
but it has appeared that #he one¢ cannot be equal to any
thing. It has appeared fo. The one therefore neither
participates of one meafure, nor of many, nor of a few;
nor (fince it in no refpect participates of fame) can it ever,
as it appears, be equal to itlelf or to another, nor again
greater or lefler either than itfelf or another. It is in
every refpect fo.

But what ? Does it appear that the one €an be either
older or younger, or be of the fame age? What fhould
hinder ? If it had in any refpeét the fame age, either
with itfelf or with another, it would participate equality
of time and imilitude, which we have neverthelefs aflerted
the one does not participate. We have aflerted fo. And
this allo we have faid, that it neither participates of difli-
mwilitude nor inequality. Entirely fo. How therefore,
being fuch, can it either be older or younger than any
thing, or poflefs the fame age with any thing ? It can in
no refpect. The one theretore will neither be younger

nor older, nor will it be of the fame age, either with it-
felf







326 THE PARMENIDES

the decifions of reafon. What then ? Do not the terirs
it auay, it bas been, it did become, {eem to fignify the partici-
pation of the time paft? Certainly. And do not the
terms it wwill be, it may become, and it wwill be generated, fig-
nify that which is about to be hereafter ? Certainly. But
are not the terms i is, and if is becomitng ta be, marks of the
prelent time ? Entirely fo. If then the eme participates
in no refpect of any time, it neither ever awars, nor bas been,
nor did become ; nor is \t ngw generated, nor 15 becoming te
be, nor is, nor may become hereafter, nor will be generated,
nor will ke. It is moft true. Is it poffible therefore that
any thing can participate of effence, except according te
fome one of thefe? It is not. In no refpet therefore
does the ene participate of effence. It does not appear thas
it can. The one therefore is in no refped. So it feems.
Hence it is not in fuch a manner as # be one, for thus it
would be being, and participate of effence : but as it ap-

cars, the one neither is o nor is, if it be proper to be-
Emr-: in'reafoning of this kind. It appears fo. DBut can
any thing either belong to, or be affirmed of that which
ispot! How canit? Neither therefore does any name
belong to it, nor difcourfe, nor any [cience, ror {enfe, nor
epinion. It does not appear that there can. Hence is
can neither be named, nor fpoken of, nor conceived by
opinion, nor be known, nor pereeived by any being. Se
it feems. Is it poflible thercfore that thefe things ean
thus take place about zbe ane # It does not appear to me
ehas they can,

Are you therefore willing that we fhould return again
to the hypothelis from the beginning, and fee whether
or ot by this means any thing {hall appear te,us different
from what it did before? I am enticely willing. Have

we





































338 THE PARMENIDES

will all the following number furpafs the multitude of the
contacts. For in that which remains one will be added to
the number, and one contaét to the contaéts. Right. The
contacts therefore lefs by one will always be as many in
number as the things themfelves. True. If therefore it
is one alone, and not two, there can be no contat. How
can there? Have we not faid that fuch things as are dif-
ferent from the one are neither one nor participate of it,
fince they are different? 'We have. The onme therefore is
not number in others, as the one 1s not contained in them,
How can it? The one therefore is neither others, ner
two, nor any thing poflefling the name of another number.
It is not. The one therefore 1s one alone, and will not be
two. It will not, as it appears. There is no contact,
therefore, two not fubfifting. There is not. The one
therefore will neither touch other things, nor will ether
things touch the ene, as there is no contact. Certainly not.
On all thefe accounts, therefore, #be one will both touch and
not touch others and itfelf. So it appears,

Is it therefore equal and unequal to itfelf and others ?
How ? If #be one were greater or lefler than others, or
others greater or leffer than the one, would it not follow
that neither 2be one, becaufe one, nor others, becaufe dif-
ferent from the one, would be greater or lefler than each
other from their own eflfences ? But if each, befides being
fuch as they are, fhould poffefs equality, would they not be
equal to each other ? But if the one fhould poffefs magni-
tude and the other parvitude, or zbe one magnitude but
others parvitude, would it not follow, that, with whatever
fpecies magnitude was prefent, that fpecies would be
greater 3 but that the fpecies would be lefler with which
parvitude was prefent? Necefarily fo. Are there not

therefore









































































































































































394 INTRODUCTION.

agriculture, another as men who once lived on the earth ®,
and a third as the patriarchs and prophets of the Jews.
Surely fhould thefe fyfiems be tranfmitted to pofterity,
the hiftorian by whom they are related muft either be
confidered by future generations as an impoftor, or his
narration muit be viewed in the light of an extravagant
Yomance.

I only add, as a conclufion to this fublime theory, that
though the whole of the celeftial region is compofed from
the four elements, yet in fome places fire in conjunétion
with earth (i. e. earth without gravity and denfity) predo-
minates ; in others fire, with the fummit of water; and
in others again fire with the fummit of air: and according
to each of thefe an all-various mutation fubfifts, Hence
fome bodies in the heavens are vifible, and thefe are fuch
as have fire united with the folid; but others are ftiil
more vifible +, and thefe are fuch as have fire mingled
with the fplendid and diaphanous nature of air. And
hence the {pheres of the planets, and the inerratic {phere
itfelf, poffefs a more attenuated and diaphanous eflence ;
but the ftars are of a more folid compofition. But fire
every where prevails, and all ‘heaven is charaterized
through the power of this exalted element. And neither
is the fire there cauftic (for this is not even the property
of the firft of the fublunary clements, which Ariftotle
calls fiery, wugoeides) nor corruptive of any thing, nor of a
nature contrary to earth ; but it perpetually {hines with a

R e e -

SNBSS A

* See my notes on the Cratylus.

+ That is, in themfelves: but they are invifible to us, on ac-
count of their poffefling but little of the refifting nature of
earth ; and this is the reafon why we camnot fee the celeftial

{pheres.
pure
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396 INTRODUCTION.

5

confidered as mere conjelture, idle fpeculation, and a per~

verlion of the reafoning power.
 But let us now proceed to a {ummary view of fome of
the principal parts of this mofl interefting dialogue. And
in the firft place with refpet to the hiftory, which is re-
lated in the beginning, concerning a war between the in-
habitants of the Atlantic ifland and the Athenians—
Crantor, the moit early of Plato’s commentators, confi-
dered this relation (fays Proclus) as a mere hiftory uncon-
nected with allegory 3 while other Platoniits, on the con-
trary, have confidered it as an allegory alone. DBut both
thefe opinions are confuted by Proclus and the beft of the
Platoniits 3 becaufe Plato calls it a very wonderful, but at
the fame time true narration. So that it is to be confi-
dered as a true hiftory, exhibiting at the fame time an
image of the oppofition of the natures which the univerle
contains. But according to Amelius it reprefents the op-
pofition between the inerratic {phere and the fixed ftars;
according to Origen, the conteft betweeca demons of a
fuperior and thofe of an inferior order; according to Nu-
menius, the difagreement between more excellent fouls
who are the attendants of Pallas, and fuch as are con-
rerfant with generation under Neptune.  Again, accord-
ing to Porphyry, it infinuates the conteft between demons
deducing fouls into generation, and fouls afcending to the
gods. Tor Porphyry gives a three-fold diftin@ion to dre-
mens ; aflerting that fome are divine, that others fubfift
accerding to habitude, xara oyesw, among which partial
fouls rank when they are allotted a dmoniacal condition,
and that others are evil and noxious to fouls. He aflerts,
therefore, that this loweft order of demons always con-
tends



















402 INTRODUCTION.

foul always i, and is never generated ; but foul both s,
and is perpetually generated ; and the world never s, but
1s always generated : and whatever the world contains 1n
like manner never is; but inftead of being always genc-
rated, like the whole world, is fo at fome particular time.
Becaufe the world therefore is converfimt with perperual
motion and time, it may be faid to be always generated, or
advancing towards being ; and therefore never truly is.
So that it refembles the image of a mountain beheld in a
torrent, which has the appearance of a mountain without
the reality, and which is continually renewed by the con-
tinual renovation of the ftream. DBut foul, which is eter-
nal in effence and temporal in energy, may be compared
to the image of the fame rock beheld in a pool, and which
of courfe, when compared with the image in the torrent,
may be faid to be permanently the fame. In fine, as Pro-
clus well obferves, Plato means nothing more by generation
than the formation of bodies; 7. ¢. 2 motion or proccfhon
towards the integrity and perfection of the univerfe.
Again, by the demiurgus and father of the world we muft
underftand Jupiter, who fubfifts at the extremity of the
intelleGual triad, as we have obferved in the notes to the
Cratylus; and avro {aow, or animal itfelf, which is the ex-
emplar of the world, and from the contemplation of
which it was fabricated by Jupiter, is the laft of the in-
telligible triad, and is the fame with the Phanes of Or-
pheus : for the theologilt reprefents Phancs as an animal
with the heads of various beafls, as may be fcen in ourin-
troduftion to the Parmenides. Nor let the reader be
dilturbed on finding that, according to Plato, the firft caule
is not the immediate caufe of the univerfe ; for this is not
through any defect or imbecility of nature, but on the con-

trary







404 INTRODUCTION.
what lias been faid before, that their powers are beautifully-
difpofed by Proclus as follows: wiz.

FIRrE. Am.
Subtle, acute, movable. Subtle, blunt, movable.
WaTer. EarTH.
Denfe, blunt, movable. Denfe, blunt, immevable-

In which difpofition you may perceive how admirably the
two extremes fire and earth are connected, though indeed
it is the peculiar excellence of the Platonic philofophy to
find out in every thing becoming mediums through that
part of the dialectic art called divifion ; and it is owing

to this that the philofophy itfelf forms fo regular and con-

fiftent a whole. But I have invented the following num-

bers for the purpofe of reprefenting this diftribution of the

elements arithmetically.

Let the number 60 reprefent fire, and 480 earth; and

the mediums between thefe, viz. 120 and 240, will cor-
refpond to air and water. Foras 6o: 120 :: 240 : 480-
But6o=13 X § X 4. 120=73 X Io X 4. 240=06 X

¥0 X 4. and 480 =6 X 10 X 8, So that thefe num-
bers will correfpond to the properties of the elements as.

follows &
TIRE : AR ::
31X §X 41 - A . R
Subtle, acute, movable ;. Subtle, blunt, movable.
WaTER: EaArRTH.
6% 10X 4 6% 10:3 8
Denfe, blunt, movable : +  Denfe, blunt, immovable.

With refpect to fire it muft be obferved, that the Pla=

tonifts confider light, flame, and a burning coal, gug, @rofe |

arfpat, as differing from each other; and thata fubjection

%

e

or |







405 INTRODUCTION.

caufe of light, in like manner earth is effentially the caufe
of darknefs ; while air and water fubfifting as mediums
between thefe two, are, on account of their diaphanous
nature, the caufes of vifibility to other things, but not te
themfelves. In the mean time moifture is common both
. to air and water, connefling and conglutinating earth,

but becoming the feat of fire, and affording nourifhment -

and ftability to its flowing nature.

With refpeét to the compofition of the mundane foul, it
is neceflary to obferve that there are five genera of being,
from which all things after the firft being are compofed ;
viz. effence, abiding, motion, famenefs, difference. For every
thing muit poflefs eftnce ; muft abide in its caufe, from
which alfo it muft proceed, and to which it muft be con-
werted ; muft be the fame with itfelf and certain other na-
tures, and at the fame time diferent {rom others and dit-
tinguifhed in itfelf.. But Plato, for the fake of brevity,
aflumes only three of thefe in the compofition of the foul,

viz. éffence, famenefs, and difference ; for the other two |

muft neceffarily fubfift in conjunétion with thefe. But

by an indivifible nature we muft underftand intellet, and |
by that nature which is divifible about body, corporeal

life. The mundane foul therefore 15 a medium between
the mundane intellect and the whole of that corporeal life

which the world participates. We muft not however

fuppole that when the foul is faid to be mingled from thefe
two, the indivifible and divifible natures are confumed in
the mixture, as is the cafe when corporeal fubftances are
mingled together ; but we muit underftand that the foul
15 of a middle nature between thefe, (o as to be different
from each, and yet a participant of each.

The

e —————







408 INTRODUCTION.

proportion produces in mufic an entire tone, which is the
principle of all fymphony. But a tone contains five fym-
phonies, viz. the diateflaron, or fefquitertian proportion,
which is compofed from two tones, and a femitone which
15 a found lefs than a tone; the diapente, or felquialter
proportion, which is compofed from three tones and a fe-
mitone; the diapafon, or duple proportion, 7. e, four to two,
which s compofed from fix tones; the diapafon diapente,
which confifts of nine tones and a femitone ; and the dif~
diapafen, or quadruple proportion, i. . four to one, which
contains twelve tones.

But it is neceffary to obferve further concerning a tone,
that it cannot be divided into two equal parts; becaufe
it is compofed from a fefquiotave proportion, and ¢ can-
not be divided into two equal parts, Hence it can only
be divided into two unequal parts, which are ufually called
{emitones ; but by Plato aspuparta, or remainders. DBut the
leffer part of a tone was called by the Pythagoreans Digfs,
or divifien; and this is furpaffed by a fefquitertian pro-
portion by two tones ; -and the remaining greater part, by
which the tone furpafies the lefs femitone, is calied apo-
fome, or a cutting off.

But as it 15 requifite to explain the different kinds of
harmony, in order to a knowledge of the compofition of
{fymphonies, let the reader take notice that harmony re-
ceives a triple divifion, into the Diatonic, Enharmonic, and
Chromatic. And the Diatonic genus takes place when
its divifion conrtinually proceeds through a lefs femitone
and two tones. DBut the Enharmonic proceeds through
two diefes. And the Chromatic 1s that which afcends
through two unequal femitones and three femitones ; or
TompTangy, according to the appellation of the ancient

muflicians,
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414 INTRODUCTION.

we muft not fay that fhe alone p'cﬂ'eﬂfs an arithmetical
eflence, for fhe would not be continuous; nor alone a geo-
metrical eflence, for the would not be divided; fhe is
therefore both at once, and muft be called both arithme-
tical and geometrical. DBut fo far as fhe is arithmetical,
fhe has at the fame time harmony conjoined with her ef-
fence : for the multitude which fhe contains is elegant
~and compolite, and receives in the fame and at once both
that which is effential quantity and that which is related.
But fo far as fhe is geometrical, fhe has that whichis fphe-
rical cennected with her eflence. For the circles which
fhe contains are both immovable and moved ; immovable
indeed according to eflence, but moved according to a
vital energy ; or, to {peak more properly, they may be faid
to poffefs both of thele at once, for they are {elf-motive :
and that which is felf-motive is both moved and is at the
fame time immovable, fince a motive power feems to be-
long to an immovable nature., Soul therefore eflentially
pre-aflumes all difciplines ; the geometrical, according to
her totality, her forms, and her lines ; the arithmetical, ac-
cording to her multitude and eflential unities ; the har-
monical, according to the ratios of numbers; and the {phe-
rical, according to her double circulations. And, in thort,
fhe is the eflential, felf-motive, intellectual,and united bond
of all difciplines, purely comprehending all things; figures
in an unfigured manner; unitedly fuch things as are di-
vided ; and without diftance fuch as are diftant from each
other.

We are likewife informed by Proclus, that, according
to Porphyry, a character like the letter X comprehended
in a circle, was a {ymbol with the Egyptians of the mun-
dane foul; by the right lines, perhaps (fays he), fignifying

15
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of herfelfy fhe becomes the nurfe of our whole compo=
fition.

- “ But we niny confider the poles as powers which give
ftability to the univerfe, and éxcite the whole of its bulk to
intelligible love; which conneét a divifible nature indivifi
bly, and that which poflefles interval in an united and in-
diftant manner. But the axis is one divinity congregating
the centres of the univerfe, conneéting the whole world,
dnd moving its divine circulations ; about which the revo-
Iutions of the ftars fubfift, and which fultains the whole of
the heavens by its power. And hence it is called Atlas,
from the immutable and unwearied energy with which ie
isendued. Add too that the word revaueroy, extended, lig-
nifies that this one power is Titannic, guarding the circu-
lations of the wholes which the univerfe contains.

¢ But earth is likewife called the guardian and fabricator
of night and day. And that the caufes the night indeed
is evident; for her magnitude and figure give that great

" extent to the conical fhadow which the produces. Butfhe
is the fabricator of the day, confidered as giving per-
feétion to the day which is conjoined with night ; fo that
earth is the artificerof both thefe, in conjunction with the
fun.

« But fhe is the moft ancient and firft of the gods in the
heavens, confidered with refpeét to her ftability and gene-
rative power, her {ymphony with heaven, and her pofition.
in the centre of the univerfe. For the centre poflefles
mighty power in the univerfe, as conneéting all its circu-
lations ; and hence it was called by the Pythagoreans the
tower of Jupiter, from its containing a demiurgic guard.
And if we recolleét the Platonic hypothelis concerning the
earth (which we have mentioned before), that our ha-

: bitable

1
'!

























%20 INTRODUCTION.

fnto rays here and there, as it commenced from one ray
fo it immediately returns into one, from the rays naturally
uniting in one common ray : for the eyes alfo, on account
of their lubricity, roundnefs, and fmooth {ubftance, arc
cafily moved hither and thither, with an equal and firmlar
revolution. This vilual ray, however, cannot procecd ex-
ternally and perceive objets at a diftance, unlels 1t 1s con-
joined with external Yight proceeding comically to the
eyes ; and hence our ray infinuating itfelf into this light,
and becoming firengthened by the affociation, centinues
its progrefhon till it meets with fome oppofing object.
But when this is the cafe, it either diffufes itfelf through
the fuperficies of the object, or runs through it with won-
derful eelerity, and becomes immediately affefted with
the quality of the objeft. And a refiltance, motion, and
#ffection of this kind produves vifion; wiz. from the vi-
bravion of the tay thus affeéted gradually arriving at the
inftrument-of fight, and by this:means exciting that image
of the ‘object which is maturally inherent in the inftru-
'ment, and ‘through which when excited perception en-
fues. Torthere are three particulars which belong in ge-
neral to all‘the fenfes: firft, an image or'mark of ‘the fen-
fible thing imprefled in the fenfitive iiftrument ; und this
‘conflituted 'both in pallion and ‘energy ‘in a certain fimi-
Titude to the fenfible object : ‘but afterwards we muft con-
fider an ‘impreflion of this kind as now perfe&, and endling
in ‘fpecies 3 viz. ‘in the common ‘ecompofite 'life : and in
the third place that inherent reafon of the Houl enflues,
which germinates from ‘the fenfitive ‘foul, is accommeo-
tlated to fpecies of this kind, and is that through which
fenfitive judgment and cogitation Tubfift.

But farther, the Platonifts admit with Democritus and
2 I':mpl?-







428 INTRODUCTION.

waTnoare oxiay kxtabadde, xa fonmy ToMTal Tov M.  xal

ywvaikos xabxigovperng @uaw Apiroteans, eig evomlpoy 1dourns, aipc-

TouTai, To Te Evomlpoy, X To suPaivouevoy eidwhor ¥,
And he likewife informs us in the fame place, that thefe
1mages, on account of their {lender exiftence, cannot other-
wife become vifible to our eyes, than when in confequence
of being eftablifhed, reftored, and illuminated in mirrors,
they again receive their priftine power and the fhape of
their originals. Hence, fays he, denfity is required in the.
body which receives them, that the image may not be dif-
fipated from the rarity of the receptacle, and that from
many defluxions it may pafsinto one form. But fmooth-
nefs likewife is required, left the afperity of the receptacle,
on account of the prominency of fome of its parts and the
depth of others, fhould be the caufe of inequality to the
image. And laftly {plendour is required; that the image,
which naturally poffefles a flender form, may become ap-
parent to the fight.

In the next place, with refpect to matter, and the va-
rious epithets by which Plato calls it in this dialogue, it is
neceflary to obferve, that as in an afcending feries of {ub-
jects we muft arrive at length at fomething which is bet-
ter than all things, fo in a defcending feries our pro-
greflion muft be ftopped by fomething which is worfe
than all thin g8y and which is the general receptacle of the
laft procefhon of forms. And this is what the ancients
called matter, and which they confidered as nothing more
than a certain indefinitenefs of an incorporeal, indivifible,
and intellectual nature, and as fomething which is not
formally imprefled and bounded by three dimenfions, but
is entirely remitted and refolved, and is on all fides rapidly

* Vid, Procl in Plat. Polit. p. 430.
flowing
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fince from thence they verge downwards and extend to
perfect non-entity, or the laft of things—that is, to matter
itlelf. Hence, fays he, becaufe dregs and matter are al-
ways the lalk of things, the Egyptians affert that matter,
which they enigmatically denominate water, is the dregs
of the fislt life ; fubfifting as a certain mire or mud, the
veceptacle of generable and fenfible natuxes ; and which is
not any definite form, but a certain conftitution of {fubfift-
ence, in the fame manner as that which is indivifible, 1m-
material and trye being, is a conftitution of an intelligible
natyre.  And though all forms fubfit both in intelligibles
and in matter, yet in the former they fubfilt without mat-
ter, indivifibly and truly ; but in the latter divifibly, and
after the manner of thadows. And on this account every
fenfible form is diffipated through its union with material
interval, and falls from the ftability and reality of being.
But the following profound and admirable defcription
of matter by Plotinus (Ennead 3, lib. 6), will I doubt not
be gratefully received by the Platonic reader. * Since
matter (fays he) is neither foul nor intellect, nor life, nor
form, nor reafon, nor bound, but a certain indefinitenefs ;
nor yet capacity, for what can it produce? fince it is fo-
xeign from all thefe, it cannot merit the appellation of
being ; but is defervedly called non-entity. Nor yet is
it pon-cntity in the fame manner as mofiovand abiding are
pon-beings, confidered as different from being : but it is
true non-entity ; the mere fhadow and imagination of
bulk, and the defize of fubfiltence ; remaining fixed with-
out abiding, of itfelf invifible, and avoiding the defire of
him who is anxious to perceive its nature. Hence, when
no one perceives it, it is then in a manner prefent ; but

cannot be viewed by him who f{trives intently to behold
it.
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place being in the genus of body, in confequence of im-=
pulfes and concuflions, and the phantafms perceived
through the fenfes, which perfuade them that fenfe is alone
the ftandard of truth, are affeéted like thofe in a dream,
who imagine that the perceptions of fleep are true. For
fenfe is alone the employment of the dormant foul; fince
as much of the foul as is merged in body, fo much of it
fleeps. But true elevation and true vigilance are a refur-
rection from, and not with, the dull mafs of body. For
indeed a refurrection with body is only a tranfmigration
from fleep to fleep, and from dream to dream, like a man
pafling in the dark from bed to bed. But that elevation
is perfectly true, which entirely rifes from the dead weight
of bodies ; for thefe poffefing a nature repugnant to foul,
poflefs fomething oppofite to efience. And this is far-
ther evident from their generation, their continual flowing
and decay; properties entirely foreign from the nature of
being, fubftantial and real.””

Laitly, when Plato compofes the elements from mathe-
matical planes, it is neceflary to obferve, that as thefe are
phyfical planes, they muft not only have length and breadth
but likewifle depth, that they may be able to fubfift as
principles in natural effects. * For the Pythagoreans (fays
Simplicius *) confidered every particular body as a figured
quantity, and as in itfelf matter, but fafthioned with dif-
ferent figures. 'That befides this, it differs from a mathe-
matical body in being material and tangible, receiving its
tangibility from its bulk, and not either from heat or cold.
Hence, from the fubject matter being imprefled with dif-
ferent figures, they affert that the four elements of the ele-
ments {ubfit. For thefe elements rank more in the na-

* De Ceelo, lib, iv. p. 139.
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