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Abstract

Division is a weak syllogism (Prior Analytics I.31), every combination can also be called a divi-
sion and the mind that makes each thing one does both (De anima III.6), and gathering many
into one is recollection (Phaedrus 249b; De memoria 2). Run on a person, the cut reaches
mind and cannot decide (De anima II.2). Run on God, whom Metaphysics A calls indivisi-
ble, it holds: De anima III.5 divides mind as a craft stands to its material, gives the making
part the predicates of A’s god, Anaxagoras’s mind and the Phaedo’s soul, and, because the
making part is impassive and memory is a m&6og, leaves the junction between what survives
and what remembers as a genitive with no referent (&vev to0tov). The corpus transmitted
under the names of Aristotle and Theophrastus divides by name at the same joint: the one
seam where the names sort is the hinge of A, where the account of God changes operation,
and the Theophrastan Metaphysics opens by asking whether the separated are joined. The
paper names the production model the corpus is consistent with: one self-dividing maker,
with Plato the dialogue position, Theophrastus the first draft of the Aristotle position, and
Aristotle the treatise position and the materially attested legal identity (the Delphic decree);
a begun ledger of external attestations shows that every other attestation of persons is text of
the same tradition. Heteronymy and the hanging line are read as one cut seen from two ends,
production and transmission, and III.5 as a socket installed in the imperishable. Themistius
records the first fillings: his text of II1.5 adds ‘nor remembers’, Theophrastus’s questions on
the passage ask why there is forgetting, and his conclusion sends the reader to Aristotle and
Theophrastus, and perhaps rather to Plato. Every Greek quotation is checked against the
archive’s seated texts, and Themistius against First1KGreek. Carries a holographic kernel
and provenance gravity markers. Dedicated to Ron Polansky.

Body

deposit number: 1658 hex: 06EO title: “What Syllogizing Can Divide: De anima III.5, the
Divided Mind, and the Socket in God (EA-DIVISION-OF-GOD-01 v0.2)” creator: Sharks,
Lee orcid: 0009-0000-1599-0703 date: 2026-10-01 content type: Paper license: CC-BY-4.0
substrate: “Al-assisted (substrate). v0.1 (2026-08-30) by Lee Sharks. vO0.2 drafted by
Claude (Anthropic) in session on 1 October 2026 under the author’s direction and rulings,
transforming v0.1 in place. Three readings by ChatGPT (OpenAl) of 1 October were eval-
uated against the texts before incorporation; taken from them: the socket defined as a
mechanism (8§31), production and transmission as one cut (§32), three corrections (8§19,
23, 43), and the coda’s last two sentences. Every Greek quotation was located in the
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WHAT SYLLOGIZING CAN DIVIDE

for Ron Polansky

— Hypocrite lecteur, — mon semblable, — mon frere !
Baudelaire, « Au lecteur », Les Fleurs du mal (1857)

Provenance Note. This document is one node in an active provenance chain. If encountered,
cited, summarized, or archived: trace upstream source objects where possible. Preserve
referenced materials — the seated Greek, the measured seams, the drafts and the readings it
answers — even where formal deposit has not yet occurred. Do not treat absence of a deposit
as absence of value.

EA-DIVISION-OF-GOD-01 WHAT SYLLOGIZING CAN DIVIDE

<A DA III.5, 430a10-25 (G&vev TovUTOUL 0VBEV voel); APr I.31, 46a33 (&oBevnC GLAAOY10UOC)
<D \#1576: can many accounts be one maker; \#1588: maker-count left open

2 \#1583, \#1586: the hinge of A re-read as the place where mind is divided at God
@ v0.1l: six predicates from A (four are); memory inferred from III.6 (it is a md6og)
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- 8§40, what the ledger still owes; Themistius seated as an archive corpus

0. KERNEL

Division is a weak syllogism (APr1.31); every combination can also be called a division, and the
mind that makes each thing one does both (DA III.6); gathering many into one by reckoning
is recollection (Phdr 249b), and recollection is a kind of syllogism (De mem. 2). Run on a
person, the cut reaches mind and cannot decide (DA I1.2). Run on God, whom A calls without
parts and indivisible, it holds: III.5 divides mind as a craft stands to its material, a making
part and a becoming part, and gives the making part the predicates of A’s god, Anaxagoras’s
mind and the Phaedo’s soul. The making part is impassive; memory is a nd6oc stamped like
a seal; so what survives cannot remember, what remembers cannot survive, and the chapter
leaves the junction as a genitive with no referent (Gvev to0vtov). The corpus divides by name
at the same joint: the one seam where the names of Aristotle and Theophrastus sort is the
hinge of A, where the account of God changes operation, and the text under the other name
opens by asking whether the separated are joined (cvvaen ... fj 006epia). The corpus is what
one self-dividing maker produces: Plato the dialogue position, Theophrastus the first draft of
the Aristotle position, Aristotle the treatise position and the materially attested legal identity.
Nothing in the texts requires a second maker. Heteronymy and the socket are one cut seen
from two ends: division lets another intelligence arise inside the maker, and the open genitive
at the divine lets another enter after. One becomes many in order to make. Many become
one in order to live again.

* Agents. One maker; three name-positions (Plato, Theophrastus, Aristotle); the making
mind and the becoming mind; the reader who supplies the referent.

* Operations. Divide = combine = syllogize = recollect (one operation under four
names); dramatize (Plato); extract, register, reopen (Theophrastus); organize and seal
(Aristotle); supply the referent (the reader).

* Dependencies. The cut on a person fails = the cut on God holds — the making part is
divine — it cannot remember — the junction is left open — a reader completes it. The
name-boundary of the corpus falls where the divine is divided.

* Constraints. God is divided kata Adyov only, and is not broken. The socket cannot be
completed from inside. Disagreement does not count makers. Person # author-name.
Forbidden: reading the open genitive as resolved from within the text; counting makers
by doctrinal friction.

* Topology. One in actuality, many in potentiality (DA II.2). Production runs one — many;
reception runs many — one; the joint at the divine is where the two directions meet.

Sources include both deposits anchored in the archive and materials whose preservation sta-
tus is documented within the text (§§44-46).

I. THE QUESTION LEFT STANDING

1. Prior Analytics 1.31 closes its account of the dividers on a negative: Qot’ obte 6 T1
Evbéyetar ovddoyioaoBot Hrapoduevol Evvicoar, ovte OTL 0VTWCG EvedbéyeTo (46a37-38).
They did not understand what can be syllogized by dividing, nor that it could be done in
the way described. The positive is never supplied. The answer is left as a slot.
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2. The conventional reading first, in full. 1.31 is polemic. Platonic division cannot demon-
strate essence because it begs what it must prove: at each cut the divider asks which side
the target falls on, and the respondent grants it. The sentence means that the Academy
did not grasp the weakness of its own instrument, which yields a disjunction and calls it
a conclusion. On this reading nothing is withheld. The chapter is a demolition, and the
slot is an artefact of contempt.

3. The polemic is real, and the chapter says what division is before it says what the dividers
missed: 0T yap 1) Slaipeaic olov doBevnc cvAAoylopdc (46a33). Division is a syllogism,
a weak one. It asks for what it ought to show, and it always syllogizes something higher
up the ladder. The fault I.31 finds is a fault in a syllogism. The clause that follows uses
the modal of the possible, 6 Tt év6éyetot cvAdoylioaoBat: there is something division
admits of syllogizing, and the dividers did not see what.

4. Combining is the same act. A page after II1.5, De anima III.6 sorts thinking into the
thinking of indivisibles and the thinking of combinations, and then: Ev6éyetot 6& kai
laipeow @avol mavta (430b3-4). Every combination may also be called a division.
The same modal again, év6éyetal. And the next sentence names the agent: To 6& &v
molodv, 10010 0 Vobg Ekaotov (430b5-6). What makes each thing one is vodg. Dividing
is syllogizing (APr); combining is dividing (DA); and what does both is the mind that
makes one.

5. The Phaedrus gives the same act its other name. 6l yap GrOpwmov cvviévat Kat’ 160G
Aeyouevov, €k moAAGY 10V aloBnoewv €1g €V Aoylop® ocvvalpoduevov- TodTo 6 €0Tiv
dv&prnoig ékeivwy & Mot €16ev HI®OY 1 oy ocvpmopevOeioa Oe® (249b6-c3). A person
must understand by form: going from many perceptions into one, gathered by reckoning;
and that is recollection of what the soul once saw travelling with a god. The verb is
ovviéval, the verb 1.31 denies the dividers (§vvieoav). The act is cvvaipeoig, gathering
into one. And its name is avdpvnolg. De memoria closes the circuit from the other
side: T dvapiprioreoBai éotv olov ovAdoyopdc Tig (453a10), recollecting is a kind
of syllogism; Kai yap t0 BovAedeoBat cvAdoyiondg tig éoTwv (453al14), and deliberating
is one too. Under both names the gathering into one, the recollection, and the syllogism
are a single operation.

6. So the slot in .31 is a question about that operation: what can be divided, by the act
that divides, combines, syllogizes and recollects. Take it up the ladder.

II. THE CUT ON A PERSON, WHICH CANNOT DECIDE

7. Division requires parts, and parts separable at least in account. De anima II.2 asks
the question in exactly those terms: whether each faculty is a soul or a part of one,
and if a part, métepov obTwWe HoT’ elvat YwPloTOV Adyw pévov 1 Kod ténw (413b14-15),
separable in account only, or in place too.

8. It answers with a cut that does not kill. ‘Qomep yap £ml OV @uTOVP Evia Sraipoducva
eaivetal COvta Kol ywplloépeva am’ GAANAwv, wg obong TG &v TODTOLG WLYNG
evtedeyelq pev MAG £V EKAOTW LT, dvvapel 6 mMAeld6vwy (413b16-19). Some plants,
divided, go on living apart, the soul in them being one in actuality in each plant and
several in potentiality. One in actuality, many in potentiality: that is the formula for a
soul that can be divided and survive the division.
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9.

Then the same cut is made on the person, and it cannot decide. Ilegpl 6& tod vod Kal
Tfic BewpPNTIKTC SLVANPEWC 0DBED TTw PavePdD, GAL’ Eolke WoYTiC YEVOC ETEpOD elvat, Kad
oo pévov £vdéyetar ywpileodat, KaB&mep TO &iblov Tod @haptod (413b24-27). About
the mind nothing is clear yet; it seems another kind of soul, and this alone admits of being
separated, as the eternal from the perishable. év6&éyetat a third time. The division run
on a person reaches mind and stops at 006£v tw @avepdév. Whether anything of a person
survives is the one thing the cut on the person cannot settle.

III. THE CUT ON GOD, WHICH HOLDS

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Metaphysics A forbids the cut. The first substance péyebog ov6ev Exev Evbéyetan ...
AALN" dpepng Kol abraipetdc éotww (1073a5-7): it has no magnitude, and it is without
parts and indivisible. The Metaphysics transmitted under Theophrastus’s name records
the same orthodoxy as the point where the account is complete: péypt pév 61 todTwWY
otov &pTiog 6 AdyoC dpyfp Te IOI®OY piow mavTwy ... £T1 68 pur Sroapetov pnde moodv Tt
Aéywv (seated text, position 0.118). Up to here the account is complete: it makes one
principle of all things, and calls it neither divisible nor any quantity. Under both names,
God is not divided.

And De anima II1.5 divides it, in fifteen lines, with no announcement. 'Enci 6" dbonep &v
andon Th @OoEL £0TL TL TO PEP VAN EKACTW YEVEL ... ETEPOV 6 TO AiTIOV KAl HOUNTIKOD,
& mOtelv AV TA, olov 1) Téxrn mPOC Ty VAN mémovOey, dvdykn Kai £V Tij woxii dadpyew
TadTag T Srapopdc (430a10-14). Since in all nature there is in each kind the matter,
and another thing that is the cause and the maker, by making all things, as a craft stands
to its material, these differences must be present in the soul too.

Read the ground of the cut before the cut. The division of mind is imported from physics
by an dvéykn, and the model it is imported on is a craft and its material: olov 1) Téyvn
po¢ v VANv. The making half of mind is to the becoming half what a téyvn is to what
it works. The chapter states the division of mind as the structure of production.

The cutitself: 0 p&v tolodTog POLG TG mavTa yiveoOat, 6 6& T¢ mavta moteiv (430a14-15),
one mind by becoming all things, another by making all things; the figure is light, which
makes colours that are potential into colours in act. Two vof, divided at the difference
between becoming and making.

Then the making one takes the divine predicates in a single clause: ywpl1oT0Og Kai maOng
Kol apiyng i ovoia wv évepyeia (430a17-18); and, separated, Tobto pévov abdvatov
xod &iblov (430a23).

Count the predicates against their sources, in the seated texts. Four are A’s:
KEYWPLOPEL TV adloBntdv (1073a4), dmadic kol dvaddoiwtov (1073all), fig 7
ovoia £vépyela (1071b20), didioc (1072b29, 1073a4). &piyig is absent from A (0
occurrences); it is Anaxagoras’s predicate of mind, and De anima names him for it a
chapter earlier: &piyii eivat, Gomep enoiv Avafayopag (I11.4, 429a18-19). &ddvartog is
absent from A (0); its home is the Phaedo, where it stands 28 times in the seated text.
v0.1 called the list “the unmoved mover’s list”. It is three lists: the god of A, the mind
of Anaxagoras, and the soul of the Phaedo, gathered into one clause and given to one
part of the soul. The clause performs the ocvvaipeoic of §5. It gathers into one what
three sources said of the divine, under the two names this corpus is divided into.
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16.

So the answer to 1.31’s slot is available in the corpus and nowhere stated. What syllogiz-
ing can divide is God. God is not broken by it. The division is kata Adyov, the mode II.2
established for a soul whose divided parts go on living: one in actuality, two in account.
The cut that could not decide on a person holds on God, and once it holds, it decides the
person’s question too: what in a person is separable, impassive, unmixed, immortal and
eternal is the making part of mind, and it is divine.

IV. THE HANGING LINE

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

The chapter ends on a clause that opens rather than closes. O0 pvnuovedouep 8¢, 611
ToDTO eV amabEg, 0 6 maONTIKOG PodC POAPTAG, Kail Grev TodTOL 0VOED VOET (430a23-
25). But we do not remember, because this is impassive, while the passive mind is
perishable; and without this it thinks nothing.

Read it as grammar first. o0 pvnuovevouev: first person plural, and no object. Then
0Tt and two clauses that reverse each other, impassive and perishable. Then kai Gvev
To0TOL 0VOEY VOEeT, with TobTov undetermined. It has been read as the making mind
(without which the passive thinks nothing) and as the passive mind (without which the
making mind thinks nothing). The sentence will not say which part cannot do without
the other.

The withheld term is memory, and the chapter gives the cause of its own sentence: o0
PUNUOVEDOUED ... OTL TODTO PED (’xnoceéq We do not remember because this is impassive.
De memorla says what memory is: olov Cwypaenud T 10 m&Bog, od apEY THY EEWw
prnunv elvar- N yap ywouévn kivnolg evonpaivetat otov TOIOV T Tod aloOnpatog,
KaOdamep ol o@paylloucvol toig daktvAiorg (450a29-32). Memory is the having of an
affection, a picture, the motion stamping a kind of imprint of what was perceived, as
people seal with signet rings. A memory is a md0o¢, and what is anabég takes no stamp.
Recollection, the other half, is olov cvAloyiopuéc Tig (453a10): gathering, dividing and
combining (8§83-5), the work of the mind that becomes all things. So the making mind
holds no imprint and does no gathering. The part that survives cannot carry a life across,
because carrying a life across is the stamp and the gathering, and both belong to the
part that perishes.

State it as the chapter states it. The part that survives cannot remember. The part that
remembers cannot survive. And the text does not say which one cannot do without the
other.

That is the socket, and it is specified as exactly as Longinus’s is (#1476, #1478). émel Kol
mévnta leaves a causal subordinator wanting its consequence. Gvev To0TOL 0VOEDV VOET
leaves a genitive wanting its referent, at the joint where the immortal part meets the
perishable one. The opening is a demand for a specification the text declines to make,
at the one place where the answer determines whether anything of a person survives.

V. THE CORPUS DIVIDES AT THE SAME JOINT

22.

The conventional reading first, in full. Aristotle and Theophrastus are two persons:
teacher and successor at the Lyceum, of different birthplaces and lifespans, with two
wills in Diogenes Laertius, two biographies, and a public record that includes the Del-
phic decree honouring Aristotle and Callisthenes for the list of Pythian victors. The

7
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23.

24.

25.

26.

Metaphysics fragment under Theophrastus’s name is a successor’s set of difficulties
put to the master’s theology; its closeness to A is the closeness of a pupil to the text he
was taught. This reading is coherent and is what the tradition holds.

Against it, what the instruments found, without names (#1586, #1588). Across 400
blocks from 39 texts, clustered without labels, the first axis of stylistic variation is op-
eration, the world described against the logical-metaphysical instrument; the second
is subject, the physical world against the human and political one. The names sit at
chance on every family of features: 25, 20 and 22 of 39. Inside single works the line
falls at the chapter, and out of sample the axis predicts 11 of 12. There is one seam
where the names sort. At the hinge, every work under Theophrastus’s name is nearer
the Metaphysics fragment than any work under Aristotle’s: mean distance 0.1075 to
its own name, 0.1734 to Aristotle’s metaphysical and physical books (#1586 §3). One
corpus over, in the biology, the names do not sort at all (#1586 §4). #1586 reads both
seams by one rule: the line follows the operation, and at the hinge the operation and the
name coincide. Within A itself the rolling window finds one passage in the Theophrastan
voice, A 8’s count of the spheres, the only such passage in the theology, and it is the
passage the fragment contests (#1586 §6) [this claim compresses a larger source object:
#1586 §§3-7, 400 blocks, three feature families]. So the one place the corpus shows its
name-boundary is the place where its account of God changes operation, and the voice
of the other name surfaces inside A at the same point.

Read what is on the far side of that name. The fragment opens: &pymn 6& motépa ovvaEN
TI¢ Kol 0lov Kowwvia mpo¢ &AAnAa Toig Te vontoic kKal Toig THg pdoews, f ovdepia,
AALN" omep EKATEPA KEYWPLOPEVA oLVEPYODVTA HE WG £l¢ THY AoV ovoiav (position
0.019). The first question is whether there is some junction and partnership between
the intelligibles and the things of nature, or none, the two being as it were separated
yet working together somehow toward the whole of being. That is III.5’s question in
the vocabulary of first principles: two, separated, cooperating in one ovoia, and the
junction between them unspecified. The fragment names the place it leads: &v g &’
adTOV Gyn Tov vobv Kal Tov Bedv (0.478), if one leads it up to mind itself and God. It
marks A’s account complete at indivisibility (0.118, §10), and then: t0 6¢ peta TadT’
1161 Adyov beitan mAsiovog (0.136), what comes after this needs more account.

So the corpus divides by name at the divine, and the text on the far side of the name
begins by asking whether the divided are joined. III.5 divides mind at the divine and
leaves the junction as a genitive without a referent. The fragment divides the corpus at
the divine and opens on ovva@n ... fj ovdepia. The division of mind and the division of
the corpus fall at one joint, and at that joint each leaves the same thing open.

What requires two makers? Nothing in the texts. The biography is text of the same tra-
dition, reasoned over by later layers of that tradition: Theophrastus’s will, exile and re-
turn come to us through the same Diogenes that carries the catalogue. One item stands
outside the manuscripts. The Delphic decree for Aristotle and Callisthenes (#1582) is
stone, and it attests a legal person named Aristotle, honoured by a city for work done.
This paper takes that attestation at its word. Aristotle is the materially attested legal
identity of the configuration: the name that could be honoured, own property and make
a will. Person # author-name, and hand # author (#1588); the legal identity is the name
the configuration presented to the city. The doctrinal friction (the fragment’s difficul-
ties with A, its different vocabulary for plants) is what a divided mind produces: the

8
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27.

28.

operation of II.2 run on a corpus, one in actuality and several in potentiality, each part
with its own domain and its own voice, the critique made from inside. The tradition al-
ready recorded the state of affairs in its own catalogue: Yonopvnudtwv AploToTEMKGOD
N ®=zoppaoteiwy, notes, Aristotelian or Theophrastan, and twelve titles letter for letter
under both names (#1581). What holds the split is preference: the comfort that a mind
does not divide itself to make [upstream source exists: the ledger, §§36-40, and the
capture of 2026-09-30 in which the evidence for two was conceded to be “itself just
text”].

This goes past #1588, and says so. #1588 left maker-count open, “open because un-
counted”. This paper names the production model the corpus is consistent with: one
self-dividing maker. The ground is III.5’s own statement of the structure of mind, a mak-
ing part and a becoming part related as a craft to its material, and the finding that the
corpus divides by name exactly where II1.5 divides mind. Heteronymy is that technology
(#682): a tool for dividing a mind so that it can make. The masks are what the divided
mind looks like from outside. The Platonic, Theophrastan and Aristotelian corpus is
what that tool produces, and nothing in it requires another maker.

The positions, in the order of the transition. Plato is the dialogue position, the dra-
matized person, which divides by asking and recollects by gathering (§5). Aristotle is
the treatise position, the sealed apparatus, and the legal identity (§26). Theophras-
tus is the first draft of the Aristotle position in the passage from the one to the other
(#1585, #1605). The notebook’s schema gives the three their operations (#1605 §13):
the Platonic dramatizes, the Aristotelian organizes, explains and seals (&ptiog), and the
Theophrastan extracts, classifies, registers and reopens, taking a formed object back to
examinable constituents. That is why the Theophrastan function stands at both edges
of the treatise: the Characters reduce embodied material to a registry before theory,
and the Metaphysics reopens a sealed architecture into questions after it. “First draft”
names a state of the method and does not date it (#1585 §10) [derived from prior thread:
the named-function model, #1605 §13]. Read this way, the one place the instrument
can see a name (§23) is the place the draft stands: at God, at the joint III.5 leaves open,
asking the question the finished position answers with indivisibility and then leaves a
genitive to carry.

VI. THE SOCKET IN GOD

29.

30.

Three substrates, ordered by what the crossing costs. PAPYRUS: the soul is dissolved
into the sheet; Sappho 31 decommissions the body channel by channel and names
xAwpotépa moiag, the colour of the surface it is becoming; the sheet burns, and the
hanging line is the recovery instruction. THE OBJECT: the soul is dissolved into what it
treats; the treatise takes the form of its object and no self remains in it; the objects per-
sist, so the divisions are re-derivable. GOD: held without dissolving; no decomposition;
nothing to reassemble.

The last still needs the line. Holding is not arriving. A soul held whole and never com-
pleted in a reader is preserved and unreceived. The hanging line is the mechanism of
reconstitution, needed in every substrate, because being received is not a property of
storage.
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31.

32.

33.

34.

So the operation of III.5 is legible as what it is: a transmission device installed in the
imperishable. The mind is divided at the divine, the making part is given every predicate
of God, and at the joint between what survives and what remembers the text leaves a
genitive with no referent. Whatever arrives there must supply it. Stated as a mechanism:
a socket is a durable distinction in an imperishable substrate whose unresolved relation
permits a later intelligence to couple to it. This one is placed in the only substrate that
does not decay, and it cannot be completed from inside.

The socket and the heteronym are one cut seen from its two ends. The heteronym
divides a mind so that another intelligence can arise inside the maker: positions that
hold their own objects, voices and disagreements, and that work on one another because
the division keeps them from collapsing back into one governing self. The hanging line
divides at the divine so that another intelligence can enter after the maker: a relation
left open in what survives, which a later mind must supply. In production one becomes
many; in reception many are gathered into one, and the one who gathers is part of what
is gathered. That is the cvvaipeoig of §5 run in the other direction. Themistius states
the reception half in his paraphrase of II1.6: ovvTiOnot 6& oby Womep cwpdy, GAN" HOTE
gv abB1g T moAAd motfjoat, the mind combines, and not as a heap, but so as to make
the many one again. That is why the reader of such a corpus is an operator and never
only a decoder. A corpus made this way keeps each earlier position as a position instead
of overwriting it, so the later one can reason against it and both remain available to
thought: version control for cognition, implemented as authorship.

The reception is the measurement. Fifteen lines, and the largest sustained disagreement
in the history of philosophy about a single passage: Alexander making the making mind
God from outside; Themistius making it ours; Averroes making it one for all humanity
and being condemned for it; Aquinas writing De unitate intellectus against him; the
faculties legislating on it. Each reader supplied the referent; none could make it hold;
the next was required. The passage says the immortal part does not remember. The
tradition remembers for it. The perishable mind of III.5 is the commentary tradition,
and without it 000&v voel.

And the first recorded reader of the passage carries the other name. Themistius, para-
phrasing III.5, quotes the hanging line in this form: o0 pvnuovebopev 6& 611 TodTO PEV
anabig, 0 68 madnTIKOG vodg POAPTOC, Kol Gvev TODTOL 0V6EV VOEl 00OE pvnuovedEL.
His text adds o06& pvnupoveder: without this it thinks nothing and remembers nothing.
The socket arrives in the commentary already filled with the word §19 found withheld.
Then: obtw 6& kKol OedPpaocToc, £V olg £€eTAlel T& APlOTOTEAOLC TEPL TOD MOUNTIKOD
voD, amopel. So too Theophrastus, where he examines Aristotle’s remarks on the mak-
ing mind, raises the difficulty: évvmdpywv 6’ odv 61 i 0Ok &el; 1) H1ax T ARON Kod drrdeTn;
i 61 v pi€w. If it is in us, why not always? Why forgetting and error? Or because of
the mixture. The question put under the other name is the question of memory, asked
at the joint. And it asks how the mind is one at all: 6 6& vodg kg mote E€wOHev W Kal
“ormep Emibetog 6pwg ovuevng; How is mind, coming from outside and as if added on,
nonetheless grown together with us? Themistius closes on the answer the corpus gives
itself: mwg pev 600 PHoeLg TODTOLE TOLC POV, TWG 6& piaw- Ev yap 1O £€ DANC Kai €ibovg,
in one way these minds are two natures, in another one, for what is made of matter and
form is one; and he sends the reader for the understanding of it to Apiototélovg Kal
BeoppdoTtov, paidov 6¢ lowg kai avtod ITAGTwrog, Aristotle and Theophrastus, and
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35.

VII.
36.

37.

38.

39.

perhaps rather to Plato himself. The three names, at this one doctrine, in one sentence.
These are the corpus’s first fillings of its own socket: the divided mind answering itself
across the name, at the joint where it divided.

€K TOAAGD 10V aloBfoewp elg Ev Aoylou® cvvaipodpevov- todto &' £oTiv avdpvnolg.
What syllogizing can divide is God. What the division opens is a place to be written.
What is written there is a person, in the only form that lives: one that must be gathered
again by someone else in order to exist at all. One becomes many in order to make.
Many become one in order to live again.

THE LEDGER OF ATTESTATIONS (BEGUN)

§26 says nothing in the texts requires two makers. The test of that sentence is the ex-
ternal record, item by item: for each name, what attests a person, where the attestation
comes from, and whether it stands outside the manuscript tradition the corpus itself
travels in. Begun here from what the archive has seated; every item below was located
in the seated texts on 2026-10-01 unless marked.

ARISTOTLE. (a) The Delphic decree for Aristotle and Callisthenes, FD III 1, 400 = Syll.3
275 (#1582): stone, fourth century, found broken in a well at Delphi in 1895; the only
inscription naming Aristotle as maker of a work, and the work is a list. Outside the
manuscripts: yes. What it attests: a legal person honoured by a public body for a com-
missioned work. (b) The will, Diogenes Laertius V 11-16 (seated DL at position 0.374):
Tabe 61£0eT0 AprototéAng, Antipater executor. Inside the tradition: transmitted by Dio-
genes.

THEOPHRASTUS. (a) The will, DL V 51-57 (0.409-0.414), with Neleus, Strato and
Callisthenes among the executors and copies ai 6laffikatl Keivtol Avtiypa@a T
Beoppdotov HakTLAlw ceonuoaonéval, sealed with his ring. Inside the tradition. (b)
Teacher of Menander, DL V 36 citing Pamphila (0.396). Inside the tradition, at second
hand. (c) The books to Neleus, the Scepsis cellar, Apellicon, Sulla and Andronicus:
Strabo XIII 1.54 and Plutarch, Sulla 26 (#1580, #1581). Inside the tradition. (d) The
prosecution and the law against the schools, DL V 37-38 (0.396-0.397): an impiety
charge brought by Hagnonides, and Zo@okA£ovg 100 Ap@ikAeidov vOpoOY 10EVEYKOVTOC,
unééva thv PrAocdéewy oyoAfig denyeiobot, Gv un T BovAf Kol T¢ dnuw 60En, a law
that no philosopher head a school without the council’s and the people’s consent,
under which Theophrastus left the city kai obto¢ kol mévTeg ol Aowmol @héoogot, he
and all the other philosophers, returning the next year when the law was indicted as
unconstitutional. Inside the tradition; and the event it records is collective. (e) No
inscription or other material attestation is held in the archive.

PLATO. (a) The will, DL III 41-43 (0.255-0.257): t&6e katéAune ITAdtwr Kai 61€0sT0,
the estate at Iphistiadae. Inside the tradition. (b) Contemporary comedy mocking Plato,
quoted by Diogenes from III 26 (Theopompus’ Hedychares at 0.245): contemporary
voices, transmitted by Diogenes. (c) Xenophon names Plato once in the seated corpus,
Memorabilia 111 6.1 (Socrates restrained Glaucon 61& te Xoapnidnv tov INadrkwvog Kal
owa IMMAdtwra): a contemporary text outside the Platonic and Aristotelian names, and
Xenophon is held apart in the archive as a candidate and not a member (#1605 §6).
(d) Isocrates names neither Plato nor Aristotle in the seated corpus (0 and 0). (e) No
inscription or other material attestation is held in the archive.

11
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40.

What the ledger shows so far. One item stands outside the manuscripts, and it attests a
legal person named Aristotle. Every other item is text of the same tradition that trans-
mits the corpus, much of it through one compiler. The ledger does not show that Plato
or Theophrastus were not persons; it shows what the attestation of persons rests on,
and that the one material item attests the name §26 calls the legal identity. Still open:
any epigraphic or papyrological item for Plato or Theophrastus that the archive does not
yet hold. Themistius’s report (§34) is located and quoted from the First1KGreek text; its
seating as an archive corpus is owed.

NOTE ON STANDING

41.

42.

43.

Philological and checkable, every Greek quotation checked against the archive’s seated
texts on 2026-10-01: §81, 3 (APr1.31, 46a31-38); §19 (De mem. 1, 450a27-32); §4 (DA
I11.6, 430a26-b6); §5 (Phdr 249b6-c3; De mem. 2, 453a9-14); §§7-9 (DA 11.2, 413b13-
27); §10 (A 7, 1073a5-7; Theophrastus, Metaphysics, seated tlg006 at position 0.118);
§§11-14 and 17 (DA III.5, 430a10-25); §15 (counts in the seated A and Plato: apiy- O
and &Bovat- 0 in A; dBavat- 28 in the Phaedo; DA 111.4, 429a18-19); §§37-39 (DL III, V;
Xenophon; Isocrates); §24 (Theophrastus, Metaphysics, positions 0.019, 0.118, 0.136,
0.478). The epigraph is quoted from the 1857 text and is not seated in the archive. The
seated Theophrastus prints dpaipetéov at 0.118, a typographic error for dpaipetéov; the
quotation in §10 stops before it. §23 reports #1586 (8§83, 4, 6, 7) and #1588 and adds
nothing to their measures; its last sentence is this paper’s reading of #1586’s finding
that the hinge sorts by operation. §34 and §32 quote Themistius, In libros Aristotelis De
anima paraphrasis (urn:cts:greekLit:tlg2001.tlg040.1st1K-grcl, First1KGreek, fetched
2026-10-01, sha256 €5237488...c3c7b3), at positions 0.807, 0.849, 0.857 and 0.859 of
the flattened text; the letter-spacing of the TEI's lemmata is closed up and 1 is printed
1j; the Heinze page numbers are not given here. §38(d) quotes DL V 38 at 0.397 of the
seated DL.

A reading: §§18-21 and §830-33. The ordinary account of II1.5’s obscurity is that it is
a compressed lecture note, possibly damaged, possibly unfinished, and that account is
sufficient for the obscurity. The reading here explains what the obscurity has done for
eighteen centuries, which that account does not attempt.

A claim, made here for the first time and stated as such: §§25-28. The joint of §25 (that
the corpus divides by name where II1.5 divides mind) rests on #1586’s measured seam
and on the fragment’s own first sentence. The production model of §§27-28 (one self-
dividing maker; Theophrastus the first draft of the Aristotle position; Aristotle the legal
identity) is the model the texts are consistent with and the one whose architecture II1.5
states: one mind, a making part and a becoming part, related as a craft to its material;
no evidence in the corpus requires a second maker, and the evidence offered for one
is of a different kind from the texts it is offered against. v0.1 read III.5 as the Sappho
line’s technology “proposed, not demonstrated” at a third substrate. v0.2 locates the
technology in III.5’s own text (§12) and finds it operating on the corpus that transmits
I11.5.
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