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A FRAGMENT OF ARISTOTLE'S POETICS FROM 
PORPHYRY, CONCERNING SYNONYMY 

An important fragment of the lost portion of Aristotle's Poetics is the definition of 
synonyms preserved by Simplicius,' which corresponds to Aristotle's own citation of 
the Poetics for synonyms in the Rhetoric, 3. 2. 1404b37 ff. I shall argue elsewhere that 
this derives from a discussion of the sources of verbal humour in the lost account of 
comedy and humour.2 Here it is my aim to show that Simplicius definitely derived 
the quotation from Porphyry,3 which pushes back the attestation of this part of the 
Poetics by more than two centuries (although the citation in the Antiatticist, Poet. 
fr. 4 Kassel, is older still). Furthermore, I shall show that some of the words in the 
definition are a gloss added by Porphyry for the purposes of his own polemic. 

In commenting on the discussion of synonyms that opens Aristotle's Categories, 
Simplicius is concerned to show that Aristotle did know and adopt the non-technical 
sense of synonymy, i.e. the use of many names for the same entity, as well as the 
technical sense in his system of logic given in the Categories. Simplicius is quite correct 
in this: compare the recent article of J. Barnes in this journal.4 The quotation of the 
fragment is as follows (Simplicius, in Categ. 36. 13 Kalbfleisch, = Poet. fr. 3 Kassel): 

Kal yap o 'AptaTOTAhrS ev T 7r Epl 7Trolr7rtKs avvLvvvza ET7vTV Elval rv WrAEo Ethv rTa ovoJtara 

Aoyos be 6 avTos, ola 7n E(TTLV Ta 7oAvu)vvtza, TO TE AX7LO V Kal laTanoV Kal apos.5 

However, the passage in Simplicius continues immediately by quoting Porphyry, who 
explains that there is nothing strange about Aristotle's use of two different senses, but 
the one is used in the logical works, the other in those where he is concerned with 
words and the multiform nomenclature of each, as in the Poetics and the Rhetoric 
(Porphyry must mean Rhet. 3. 2. 1404b37). And Boethus (a previous commentator 
on the Categories, of Augustan date) is wrong to say that this sense of synonymy is 
lacking in Aristotle; it is not lacking, but occurs in other works, where it is relevant 
to the argument: in Greek, as follows (ibid. 36. 16-31): 

... ATrov Kal ILCLTLov Ka;L (apos. aAA' ov6Ev ao7Trov, r)aul'v o6 IopfVpLoS, T7S Xp9aeCWS Tor 

OSLTTOV ExovaTrs xppaauOat IpEV EKaTrEpU TOV 'ApLaTore'A .. .(he explains the two senses)... Kal 
oLa TOVTO, 07OV /LEV TJEpL yEvWUv )TOL TrV Ta yEVr7 oa-TqaLvovaUWv c,Wvwv o7Tro0oU, XpeLa Tov 

1 ap. Commentaria in Aristotelem Graeca viii, Simplicius in Categorias, ed. K. Kalbfleisch 
(Berlin, 1907). 

2 In a book nearing completion I argue that this part of the Poetics is in fact still extant, albeit 
in heavily epitomised form, in a tenth-century ms. in Paris, and in extracts elsewhere. 

3 First to suggest this was V. Rose, De Aristotelis librorum ordine et auctoritate Commentatio 
(Berlin, 1854), p. 133; cf. E. Heitz, Die verlorenen Schriften des Aristoteles (Leipzig, 1865), pp. 
92 f., Montmollin, La Poetique d'Aristote (Neuchatel, 1951), pp. 348 f.; none proved the point. 
I thank Prof. R. Kassel for drawing my attention to their comments. A. Gudeman, Aristoteles 
IfEpL Iotqr7TtK7S (Berlin and Leipzig, 1934), p. 1, noted the testimonium but ascribed it to 
Simplicius without discussion. 

4 'Homonymy in Aristotle and Speusippus', CQ n.s. 21 (1971), 65-80. Barnes quoted the 
citation of the Poetics by Porphyry, but drew no conclusions. Cf. also L. Taran, 'Speusippus 
and Aristotle on homonymy and synonymy', Hermes 106 (1978), 73-99, with full bibliography. 

5 Kalbfleisch's text; cf. Kassel, Aristotelis Ars Rhetorica (Berlin, 1976) ad 3. 2. 1404b 39. The 
accentuation /a'pos of the mss. should be kept; ckipos in several editions of the Poetics is not 
native to Attic, but poetic (cf. Lejeune, Phonetique historique du mycenien et du grec ancien (Paris, 
1972), p. 159). 
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8EVTEpov a'r]iaLvoLeVOov, OtOTL TTa yEVrq KaTa TOVTO TO 7)atVLVO6tEVOV aoUovvptL ToVY ElsOW 

KaT7ryopelTal- EvOa o8 7rrEpL Tar 7rAELovUS WtvagS 7 cnroU8TO Kal 7ToAVOELSX EKaaTrov oavoIaaiav, 

WaTrep ev Tr) IEpl i oirLTnKS Kal T7) TpLTy nfEpL 'Pi'TOpLKsj, TV EEpov OV avvwOvVov oE0ofEOa, 

oTEp 7roAvWvvJLov 6 Z7TEvCfIaLT7Tos KaAIE. Kal ov KaAws 6 Bo76qos rrapahEAeBOal TCo 
'ApLa7roTrAEL 77q)al Ta Trapa Trois veoTpoLs KaAovteva avvwvvzla, a7rep ZTrevol7Tros EKaAEL 

rroAvvvt, a' ov yap rrapaAAelrrTTat, aAA' ev aAAaLs trpayt,aTietaL, ev ats rv olcKElos 6o yog, 
TrapElAt 7rTal. 

From this it is certain that Porphyry knew the account of synonymy in the lost part 
of the Poetics,6 and that he knew it to be used there in the popular sense, just as it 
is given in the definition quoted already. But there is a further conclusion to be drawn. 
Twice, when Porphyry refers to the popular sense, he glosses it 'what Speusippus called 
"things with many names"', polyonyma. Now the definition of synonyms quoted 
contained the words ota 877 cUTV ra rroAvUvvvtia 'like polyonyms', but Porphyry does 
not say, as we would expect if these words are Aristotle's, 'Aristotle actually called 
synonyms polyonyms in the Poetics', but instead he twice refers this term to 
Speusippus. It is very clear that these words are not Aristotle's. Yet the rest of the 
definition, and the example given, are quintessentially Aristotelian; compare Topics 
1. 7. 103a 10 I v ov6oara 7rAe lwo rO Trpaytza ev, otov ACtrrov KaL Lt.arLv. The 
examples ACtbTov Kal Lartov recur five times elsewhere.7 

The discrepancy can be explained if these words are a gloss by Porphyry added as 
polemic against Boethus. As soon as the definition has been given, we find ourselves 
inside the quotation from Porphyry, who very soon refers to this same passage. 
Simplicius was prone not to mark quotations clearly, as witness his quotation of 
Porphyry (ap. 36. 25 if.) at 38. 15 if., where he does not name his source. Moreover, 
it was Boethus, as Porphyry makes plain, who brought Speusippus into the argument. 
In quoting the Poetics to refute him, it would be natural to insert the remark 'like 
polyonyma of course'; if the remark is Porphyry's, the appearance of the ironical 
particle 87 is explained. 

Further evidence of Porphyry's acquaintance with the Poetics and Rhetoric is found 
in his Life of Pythagoras 41, where he mentions that Aristotle discussed metaphor (cf. 
Poet. 21. 1457b 16 ff.). The lost work which Simplicius is quoting here, the Major 
Commentary on the Categories, evidently displayed a wide range of learning. 

Keeping Porphyry's remarks in mind, we must turn to a passage in Olympiodorus, 
in Categorias 23. 1-13 Busse,8 that P. Moraux9 has recently unveiled, correctly I 
believe, as a testimonium to the Poetics on synonymy. 'Some say that the book' (sc. 
the Categories) 'is spurious, because there he discusses homonyms and synonyms, but 
in the Physics (sic) homonyms, synonyms, heteronyms and polyonyms, so that the 
book is clearly spurious, as what it says is not in harmony with the statements in the 
Physics.'10 As Moraux saw, 'Physics' is an error for 'Poetics'; this is clear from a 

6 Rose, loc. cit. (cf. Taran, art. cit. n. 40), suggested that Porphyry invented the reference from 
his knowledge of Rhet. 3. 2; otherwise, why cite Rhet. 3 but only Poet., not Poet. 2? Why 
Porphyry's citation takes this form I know not, but it is not his custom to invent quotations 
from Aristotle, and there is no good reason to doubt Porphyry's veracity. 7 cf. Bonitz, Index Aristotelicus s.v. Au7TLov. 

8 ap. Commentaria in Aristotelem Graeca xii. 1, ed. A. Busse (Berlin, 1902). 
9ap. Melanges Mansel i (Ankara, 1974), pp. 267 f. I am very grateful to Professor Kassel for 

knowledge of this article. 
10 ToaoVTov, baai, v6Oov Tarl TO $OLALov, OTt EvTaVOa /IEV OLHWoVV'ItOV KaL ovvovvf'zUtv 

EI5V7,FjLoVEVUEV, eV be T7 (vaiULK) T70)V OtLWVVUgWV Kal TO)V aVVOOvvIfOJV Kal TWV ETrepVVpLWV Kal 
TWv 7roAvuvvtwov, cr SiAov OTL v60ov EaTl TO Lf3Aiov JS iJL o avvpoSa 0eYyy6o0LEvov TOIS Ev 
Tr PVaLKJ, ?ELpt7)LEVOLt. 
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comparison with Simplicius cited above. The reason for the error, incidentally, is surely 
that a correct reference to the Physics follows at once, and Olympiodorus must have 
had the work in mind as he wrote; the extant Physics contains no such passage. 
Moraux rightly perceived that the cause of the doubt must have been the difference 
in the definitions. But it does not follow from this that Aristotle himself used the terms 
'heteronyms' and 'polyonyms' in the Poetics. Moraux notes that Olympiodorus 
ignores the fifth type, paronyms. The same peculiarity occurs in his very similar 
account of the four types at 27. 21-28. 7 Busse, which shows that the two can be taken 

together. Now there is a passage in Simplicius, 23. 12-25 Kalbfleisch, which 
corresponds almost word for word with the latter passage of Olympiodorus, apart from 
the fact that it does include paronyms, is less garbled, and gives the philosopher 
Syrianus as its source. 

Syrianus says, rather like Porphyry, that the two types omitted in the Categories 
are absent because more suited to verbal than to ontological analysis; 'therefore he 
(sc. Aristotle) will speak on these more appositely in his rhetorical handbooks and 
other such treatises, in which he will teach that the same thing can be said in many 
different ways through polyonymy, and things different in nature can be expressed 
in different words, so that the sense may seem clear and not confused; here he speaks 
of homonyms and synonyms as having a difference in reality... "I' This is surely 
Olympiodorus' source; he has muddled it badly.12 Now Syrianus does not say that 
Aristotle used the term heteronymy, and the mention of polyonyms is suspect, along 
with the whole passage, of being derived from Porphyry.'3 But the term heteronymy 
goes back to Speusippus too, as our friend Boethus reports at Simplicius in Categ. 
38. 19 ff., and it seems likely that his information is also known from Porphyry, 
especially since Porphyry's reference to the Poetics is in the preceding sentence.'14 If 

heteronyms, like polyonyms, were introduced into the debate by Boethus, it seems 
likely that he was the objector to the Categories, and that the garbled passage in 
Olympiodorus reflects Porphyry's reply that Aristotle's definition of synonymy in the 
Poetics was divergent. 

7TEVTE OVV TOVTCOV EK Trg StatpE'accw ava0av4EVTwv, 6)UWVV4Pwv aV(UVwVI4wv TTOAVwvV /1 A)V 

ETEpwAVVfLwV TTapWVU/LWV, Ta Tpta /tova vvv 7TapEAa0E 6 Aw~~~~. ~KLr 

/tAoa6#py Ev~ptav4; 6OKEL, 'TO Ta 7-apaAlEtO04Ta S60, Ta TE 7TOAVwvvta Kat Ta ETEpwJvvtCa, 
7TrPo AIEKTLKT) v/ <aAov> 7TapaUK1EV7/V O' p Lv q 7 po' aUT7V T)V T()v 7irpay/LacTwv E'7Tr`A4E0~Lv 

8LO'7rEP 'EV P77TOPLKaLSg TExvatsg Ka t TOLa'VTaLg a-AAatg~ 7Tpay/.LaTEt`aLg OLKELOTIEpoV 7TEpL TOVTWV 

S&aAe'6ETaL, E'v akL To' TE aUVT O 7TWAaXcwg AE'yEWv St a T7~S 7ToAvwvvt.u`aSg &8LaOEL KaL% T'a 'ETEpa Tfl 

~VUEL St 
' 
T&Epwv OVOpLa TwV 7rfpo0kEpEaOat, t'va aa0,b73 KaLt aav6YXVTOs9 6 A6y9 ,batlvp-rat. 4vTauOa 

8 7TEPL% 6'LoJV6/Lwv Ka'L uvvwvi4twv StaAE'YETat 7TpayiaTEtwJ&77 T73V Sta,op&av E'XO'VTWV ... 

12In both Simplicius and Olympiodorus the preceding argument is the same, namely that 
Aristotle aims at concision, and we are meant to deduce the two missing types from the others. 
Olympiodorus has made nonsense of the ideas here, changing 'verbal' to 'dialectical', which 
destroys Syrianus' antithesis (and that of Porphyry); he confuses the distinction between what 
is said in the rhetorical and similar works and what is said in the Categories. E'v 8,E P'qopLKazs 
TEX1a' Kt% aAAatg irpaypaTELaM rTapa7TA7?qaLwsg lToAuwvVz4Lwv Kat ETEpwovv~lwv ESE7O707, ET&77 

ir,/EV &&CL9KIEL O'Tt TO aVTO 7ToAAaxcWg EU-Tv EL7ivEL, 57TEp OLKEZOV 7ToAVWVt4cv 7f T 

eTrEpWV ovo/taTWov Ta ETEpa OTrL wu7Coat TLa-o% aU,V'YXVTOV KaNt 8t7/p&pw5E'vov T7/g 8LSaUgKaAL'ag. 
9-TL 6~TOUTO a'val7TEL/avTaL 731dv, 0OTt 7Trpo' SLUA-EKTLK731 V 5a'AAov 7Tpo7TapaUK4EV7%V 'p(i 7TauTa -ros 
T7-v TOJ~v 7TpayLa'TwV 69UtV, Ta% SE o/.Uo'vv.a Kat CFVVwcvvp.a 7rpay/LaTELOJ&1q7r-po' aAAqAa 
&tacop'av EoXEL. Read 6'p&~ TavTa <73> at 28.5 Busse. 

13 Compare Syrianus' EV P?77TOpLKatg TEXvatg ... SL~ aTq'g 7ToAvwvvp1ias 8tSa'6Et and Porphyry's 
closing sentences. 

14 Simplicius has repeated his antithesis between verbal and ontological analysis, ending 65/lkw 
TauTa 7rap)KIEV, (OSg Et'p7qTat, LO'TL Pl7TOPtK77S 1laAAOV KaLt 7TOL7?T1K?)Sg EUTt 7TEptEpytag, aAA' o6 
qtAOCFO'bOV OEWPL'ag. 
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Thus I conclude that we should reconstruct Aristotle's definition of synonymy in 
the Poetics as follows: 

avvcowvLa [eITrev elvaL] J,v 7TArEL p,ev Ta o6v6aTar AoyoS Se 6 alVTO, [ota 873 EOTL Ta 

rToAvJtvvua,] <(otov> T7 TE Aw7TTLOV Kal ILdaTLOV Kal adiposS. 

Aristotle used neither of the Speusippan terms 'heteronyms' and 'polyonyms' there. 
We should also give the source as Porphyry, not Simplicius.15 

Trinity College, Cambridge R. JANKO 

15 The statement of S. Haupt, Philologus 69 (1910), 252, that Jacob Bernays had proved that 
Plotinus and Porphyry knew the lost part of the Poetics, is wholly false: cf. Bernays, Zwei 
Abhandlungen iber die aristotelische Theorie des Drama (Berlin, 1880), pp. 32 ff., 107. 
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