
If the traditions underlying such works as 'Marsanes' and the Mithras liturgy 
depend upon post-Nicomachean magical and mystical practices, this has significance 
as a terminus post quem for these traditions, a significance that becomes more 
important the later the dates of Nicomachus' career. 

Great Barford, Bedford A. H. CRIDDLE 

PHILOPONUS, DIODORUS, AND POSSIBILITY 

Here, according to the standard text of Philoponus, is how Diodorus and Philo 
defined the possible: 

JltoSwpo S o aAAa Lvd rTOv o vaTov a7r7LaLvotLeva elval rjalo' frlatL yap Suvarov ELvatl 7 TO 

EKge,K17KOS 'j7^q, O7rEp xat,Lev 77,LELs v7TaPXov, 77 TO oUSVVaEVOv E?KP'7val L'r7TTW SE' EK1eflSKOSs. 
O OE klACOwv Or)7al SvvaTov Elval i7 TO EKP^E7Ko'K S 7) TO oSuva'LEvov EKP71VatL tIqS7TrOTE OE 

eKlalvov, a7Tr?p AE'yoe a rv aaTOwv ELvaL TO EV T() PvOC4 OaTpaKov.1 

I conjecture that instead of the first Svva4Evov, we should read /cAAov. 
The definition here ascribed to Philo is entirely in line with what we know of Philo 

from elsewhere: Alex. Aphr. in APr. 184.6-10; Simp. in Cat. 195.33-196.5; Boethius, in 
de Int. 234.10-15. The same is not true of the definition here ascribed to Diodorus. 
For Diodorus, we are told elsewhere, defined the possible as that which either is or will 
be so: Cic. Fat. 13, 17; Plu. de Stoic. rep. 1055d-e; Alex. Aphr. in APr. 183.42-184.5; 
Boethius, in de Int. 234.22-4, 412.16-7. Something has therefore got garbled. 

The garbling may be the fault, not of Philoponus or his source, but of his scribes. 
We know that the repeated EK/r-vat led to corruption in one manuscript: B omits 
everything from /7Trrw to the second EKg?vaL, and thus has Diodorus define the 
possible in Philonian style as i7 TO /KfeSrJ7Kos S7r . O... - SvvadLEvov EK jKvaL 
P/r)S7ETOT?E O EKflaavov. I suggest that the repeated EKIfrvaL led to another corruption, 
which has affected all manuscripts: it led to the replacement of a jiEdAAov, which by 
rights belonged before the first E'Kprval, with a vvad4Lvov which by rights belonged 
only before the second. At any rate, the definition here ascribed to Diodorus can be 
ungarbled if we replace its SvvadLEvov by JL,AAov. This will have him define the possible 
as 71 -O E?Kfle3rKOS ~81 . .. -7 td LAAov EKxrfvaL t Lrfjtw e EK6E KAr'KoS. And that 
definition will be the one familiar from the other sources.2 

Trinity College, Cambridge NICHOLAS DENYER 

' Phlp. in APr. 169.17-21. This is fr. 136 in the collection of K. Doring, Die Megariker 
(Amsterdam, 1972); and part of fr. II F 27 in the collection of G. Giannantoni, Socratis et 
Socraticorum Reliquiae (Naples, 1990). Both Doring, pp. 39-43, and Giannantoni, i.429-33, 
reprint all the other passages here cited. 

2 I am grateful to Neil Hopkinson for helpful advice. 
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