
ON 'PLUTARCH', DE LIBIDINE ET AEGRITUDINE 9 

Ogot roivvv -riv 4VXvV oik doIxPapToP o 66' &Odvarov gdvov ILXXa Ka i &raOii lretpC.YaL 6LcaavX- 
a-rrew, pc47gv TvL'a T771) Z7rdaOetav -ri &0apait 7rpojaxX4t'cvot KatT oi nraxov hMwayC'7rwq 
ii671 pOop&z &va6eXEa0a 7 retpav oLO/.E1)0, T& 6a ir&rdf f rdi'Ta Kat T LI &rOEVEiaq L.`or-7rep bK 
Ti-r capK o'q ava3XaaTa'vewv ErL T6v dvOpw7rov, TGWV 6taqop; jTvrp JTOV) ig5VOaVTLTV 7repL Tra 

uc,Aaara ~awoA4VwC KaTa' xp vovq vcai 6aEtLq Kai 'MerapoXd',.' 

TinV lurciaOetaV Tj lupaporiq Hartman2: j dlTaOed'q. Tri7V &(Oapatav codd. 

We must return to the transmitted reading, which is beyond objection. The 

persons referred to in "Oaot want to establish that passivity, the experiencing of 
desire, grief, and the like, is a thing of the body and not of the soul, which, they 
maintain, is a&TraO'.. The climactic OV'K ... p6VOV a&XXa Ka't... structure makes it 

plain enough that what is in dispute and has to be proved is that the soul is 
6raOTiO, and that what is assumed for the proof is that it is 6i00apToo. It is, there- 
fore, wrong to change the text so as to make those engaging in the proof try to 

argue from &irtOeta to 'a4Oapuita instead of the other way round. 
But there is a still stronger case against Hartman's conjecture: it destroys a 

formally good argument and puts a defective one in its place. The two arguments, 
that of the transmitted text and that of Hartman-Sandbach, can be represented 
syllogistically. T6o 7TaXov ... ireupav yields the major premiss 'All that is passive 
(ro 7Taiaxov in force = T6 pfl7 ZuraOq) is corruptible'; the minor premiss and the 
conclusion are hidden in ,cL'p)v. .. TrpofaX6OPeCvot.3 

Taking A = 6 ri'rdaov (6 'i cu ra0ek), B = kopac &ava56eX6,evov 7redpav 
(= o dic ioOapOpov), and C = i PvXi, and understanding A and B to have appropri- 
ate form in each place, we get: 

(1) from the transmitted text 

(2) from Hartman-Sandbach 

All A is (some) B 
All C is not B 

All C is not A 

All A is (some)4 B 
All C is not A 

All C is not B 

In (1) the soul's aoOapatia is well used as k6t4rp for its &ircWeta; in (2) &miOeta 
proves an inadequate prop for &aOapata. 

University of Birmingham 

I give the text of F.H. Sandbach, 
Plutarch 's Moralia, Fragments (London 
1969) (vol. XV of the Loeb Moralia), 56. 
M. Pohlenz (Teubner 1953) and K. Zeigler, 
who revised Pohlenz's text (1959), also 
accept Hartman's conjecture as a correction. 

2 J.J. Hartman, De Plutarcho scriptore et 
philosopho (Leiden 1916), 633-4. Hartman 
says only 'Immo vero r-jv inaciOetcav mj h8a- 
padq nam h t7ratOeLa firmam tutamque reddit 
-irV &pOapodav (sic)'. We are not told why 
Sandbach accepted the result of this prejudice. 

J. N. O'SULLIVAN 

Both Pohlenz, in his apparatus, (so too Ziegler) 
and Sandbach refer to Plot. 3. 6(1), mysteri- 
ously as far as the textual point is concerned: 
Plot. 3. 6. 1, properly understood, supports 
the manuscript reading here; not that any ex- 
ternal support is needed. 

' In the manuscripts the soul's &q)Oapaia, 
in Hartman-Sandbach its lzirciOeta, is granted 
for a premiss. ' For this syllogism to be valid the major 
premiss should assure us, either that 'All A is 
all B' or, more naturally, that 'All B is A'. 
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