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Abstract

A study of why the one maker of the Socratic-Peripatetic corpus divides, and how the division
produces its readers. The dialogues filed under Plato form the desire and capacity to read;
the treatises filed under Aristotle make demands the public form could not make directly
and keep their value by a form that works only for the readers the dialogues have made;
the working papers filed under Theophrastus convert between them in both directions. The
publication evidence is taken as distinct acts (Diogenes Laertius I11.56, I11.37, II1.66; Letters
IT and VII); the two regimes of the Lyceum are taken from Gellius and Plutarch, whose letters
come from Andronicus’s book, and kept apart from the account’s later operation on readers.
The production of readers is shown at three loci where a dialogue’s unresolved difficulty is
presupposed by a treatise’s compression: division (Sophist, Prior Analytics 1.31), the wax
(Theaetetus 191c-196b, De anima II.12, De memoria), and the parts of the soul (Republic
IV, Nicomachean Ethics I.13). The critical signs of Diogenes II1.65-66 are read as editorial
operations that change when they become philosophy, the obelus’s athetesis becoming the
refutation of one’s own. The draft position is defined and traced through sipwveia across
the Ethics, Characters 1 and the dialogues, where Thrasymachus speaks the sketch’s verdict.
Predictions are stated to discriminate the account from intellectual succession. The piece
stands as §1.8 of Legitimately Many (#1733) by a forward pointer in the Socrates as Orthonym
framework hologram (#1754).
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0. The question and the answer, in brief

0.1. The question. Legitimately Many (#1733) sets out what a single maker would have
to do to be legitimately many, and finds that the corpus does it (§1.5 there). That leaves a
question of production: why the making takes this shape, and how the shape survives its
reception. The heteronymic reading owes a plausible account of the separation.

0.2. The answer. The separation is the structure of a house that produces knowledge and has
to produce the readers who can receive it. It has three lines. The public line, the dialogues
filed under Plato, forms the desire and the capacity to read. The held line, the treatises filed
under Aristotle, makes demands the public form could not make directly, and keeps its value
by a form that works only for the readers the public line has made. The draft position, the
working papers filed under Theophrastus, converts between them in both directions: it gives
a defined disposition a person, a voice and a situation, and it abstracts a dramatic encounter
into doctrine. The separation preserves the conditions under which the work can be met at all.
Announcing the unity would damage the operation, since a reader told that the playwright
wrote the lecture notes stops reading the play as a play (§8.3).

0.3. How it is shown. The publication evidence is taken as distinct acts (§3). The two
regimes of the held line are taken from the testimony and kept apart from that testimony’s
later operation on readers (84). The production of readers is shown at three loci, each a
dialogue’s unresolved difficulty that a treatise’s otherwise unexplained compression presup-
poses (85). The critical signs are read as editorial operations that change when they become
philosophy (§6). The draft position is defined and traced through one disposition across defini-
tion, sketch and dialogue (§7). The account’s predictions are stated so that they discriminate
it from intellectual succession (§9).
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1. The received reading, in full

1.1. A teacher wrote dialogues for the public. His pupil wrote dialogues too, now lost, and
lecture notes that survive. The pupil’s successor continued the research and inherited the
books. The corpus divides by genre because three persons favoured three genres, and by au-
dience because a school keeps its lectures for its students. The treatises refer to the dialogues
because a pupil refers to his teacher. The Characters is a later handbook of types drawn from
life and from the comic stage; its first type, the eipwv, is a stock figure of comedy, and its
proem is a later addition. On this reading there is nothing to explain beyond the persons.

1.2. The reading owes what #1733 §1.0 asks of it: a documented succession of distinct per-
sons producing a corpus unified to this degree. It also has to explain the coordinated depen-
dences of §5 as the ordinary inheritance of a school. §9 states where the two readings come
apart.

2. The problem the apparatus solves

2.1. An avant-garde genre that reads like crabbed lecture notes and discloses the structure
of reality has no readers of its own (§11, A.1). The apparatus makes them through another
form. It borrows an existing readership, trains it, and gives it a reason to want what it cannot
yet read. The achievement is a readership produced by one form for another.

2.2. Three things have to happen for that to work, and each line does one. A reader has to
come to the work at all: the public line. A reader has to arrive with the capacities and the
open questions the held line presupposes: the public line’s training, shown at loci in §5. And
the held line has to keep the value that justifies the training: its form, which works only with
the course (§4.3).

3. The public line: Plato, the publication evidence as distinct acts

3.1. The arrangement on the tragic model. Diogenes reports Thrasyllus: @pdovAog
6¢ @not Kol Kot THY TPaylkny teTpadoyiay ékbobvat adTtov Todg Sladdyovg, olov éKeivot
tétpaot 6papacty nywvifovto — Alovvaoiolg, Anvaiolg, I[Tavadnvaiolg, Xotporg (Thrasyllus
says that he published the dialogues on the model of the tragic tetralogy, as they competed
with four plays at the Dionysia, the Lenaea, the Panathenaea and the Chytroi; DL III.56;
diogenes-laertius/text). The festivals belong to the explanation of the tragic model. The testi-
mony reports an arrangement of publication in the form of dramatic competition, attributed
by a Roman-period editor to Plato himself. It does not report the dialogues issued on fes-
tival occasions. What it gives the account is the form: the public line presents itself, or is
presented, in the units of the theatre.

3.2. Revision to a finish. Evgopiwv 6& ral IMTavaitiog eipfraot TOAAGKIG E0TPAPPEDTD
goupfloBot v apynv thg IMoAtteiag (Euphorion and Panaetius have said that the opening of
the Republic was found reworked many times; II1.37). The same passage reports the Laws
transcribed by Philip of Opus 6vtag £€v knp®, still on wax, and the Epinomis said to be his.
The public line is worked to a finish, and at its first station its authorship boundary is already
open.

3.3. Paid access, kept apart from two other arrangements. After the list of signs,
Diogenes writes: Ta pév onpeia tadta Kai ta PBAla Tooadta- Gmep Avtiyovdg enow o

4
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KapidoTtiog £v @ Ieptl ZAvwvog vewoTi £kb6o0évTa £l Tig H)0ede Sravayv®dvatl, piodov ETEAEL
toic kekTNRéEVOLG (these are the signs and so many the books; which, Antigonus of Carystus
says in his On Zeno, when newly issued, anyone who wished to read through paid a fee to
those who held them; II1.66). Three arrangements have to be kept apart. - Paid access is
attested. Readers paid holders to read newly issued copies. - Control by the maker is
not attested. Toig¢ KekTnuUévOlg, “those who held them”, names possession and no one in
particular. The payees are not identified with the house that made the books. - A market for
an annotated edition is possible on the Greek. The relative &mep follows a sentence whose
two subjects are T onueia and ta B1pAia, so what was “newly issued” may be the books as
marked with the signs. Hicks’s translation takes it that way; the Greek leaves it open.

The account needs only the first, and it is the one attested: access to the public line had a
price, paid to whoever held the copies. The other two are what the account would predict.
They stand as questions for the witnesses still to be seated: Antigonus’s On Zeno survives in
this report only.

3.4. The product says the teaching is elsewhere. Letter II: 006’ £€o0Twv oOyypappa
IMAGTwrog o06ep 008’ Eotan, T 6 POV Aeyopeva ZWKPATOLC £0TIY KAAOD KOl PEOL YEYOVOTOC
(there is no treatise of Plato’s, nor will there be; what is now said is of a Socrates made
beautiful and new; Ep. II 314c; #1579). Letter VII: mepil ye adTGODV £0TIV gOYYpappa OVOE
HAIOTE yévnTal: PNTOV yap oDSaU®OC 0Ty WC GAAX padipata, AN’ €K mOAARC ovvovoiag
yiyvouévng mepl to npdypa (there is no treatise about these things, nor will there ever be;
for it cannot be spoken as other learning can, but comes from long being-together about the
matter; Ep. VII 341c; plato/text). The public line states in its own letters that what it points
to is not in it, and names the condition of access: cvvovoia.

4. The held line: Aristotle, two regimes and their later operation

4.1. The two regimes, from the testimony. Gellius: Huic disciplinae, quam dixi, &KpoQTIKfj
tempus exercendae dabat in Lycio matutinum nec ad eam quemquam temere admittebat,
nisi quorum ante ingenium et eruditionis elementa atque in discendo studium laboremque
explorasset (to this teaching, the acroatic, he gave the morning at the Lyceum, and admitted
no one carelessly, only those whose talent, grounding in learning, zeal and capacity for work
he had first tested). Illas vero exotericas auditiones exercitiumque dicendi eodem in loco
vesperi faciebat easque vulgo iuvenibus sine dilectu praebebat (the exoteric hearings and the
practice of speaking he held in the same place in the evening, and offered them to the young at
large without selection). Libros quoque suos, earum omnium rerum commentarios, seorsum
divisit, ut alii exoterici dicerentur, partim acroatici (NA XX.5.4-6; gellius-noctes-atticae/text).

4.2. The customer states the incentive. Alexander’s letter: o0k 0pO&G £moinoag ék6ovg
TOVUC QAKPOQUATIKOLG TGOV Adywv- Tivt yap 6n Holoopev nueig tOdv aAiwv, &l kab’ odg
gmonbedOnuer Adyovg, obTol mavtwy foovtor Kowol; (you did not do right to issue the
acroamatic discourses; in what shall we differ from the rest, if the discourses in which we
were trained become common to all? Plutarch, Alexander 7; plutarch/text/tlg047; Gellius
XX.5.11). The value of the held line is its difference from what is common.

4.3. The lock is the form. Plutarch: Aristotle defends those discourses wg kai £ékdebopévwy
Kol pn ékbebopévwr: AAnOGOC yap 1 HETX TX @QLOKA Hmpoaypoteia mpog Sibaokaiioav Kai
padnow ovdev Eyovoa ypnolpov vmodelypa Toig memaibevpévolg am’ apyfic yéypamtol (as
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issued and not issued; for truly the treatise on what comes after the physical, having no
usable model for teaching and learning, was written for those already instructed from the
beginning). Gellius’s Latin: neque editos scito esse neque non editos, quoniam his solis
cognobiles erunt, qui nos audiverunt (XX.5.9). A text built to work only with the course can
circulate without being given away. The scarcity is kept by the form, and the held line can
be copied without losing it.

4.4. The public line produces the scarcity value of the held line. The dialogues stage
the problems, leave the arguments open, and declare that no treatise exists and the thing
comes €K MOAATIC ovvovoiag (§3.4). That builds the want the treatises supply (8§11, A.1). The
held line confirms the gap from its side: Aristotle reports Plato’s views &v T0oig Acyopévolg
aypagolg 8éypaow, in the so-called unwritten doctrines (Physics IV.2; aristotle/text). The
treatises cite the public line in the first person plural, as their own: kaBdmep 6iaipodpeba Kai
£v toig £€wTeplkoic Adyolg, 610p1lopeda mept adT®Y MOAAGKLIC (seated in the Nicomachean
and Eudemian Ethics and the Politics). Strabo records the lines coming apart. The later
Peripatetics, holding the books mAnv 0A{ywv, kai pdAtota OV E€wteptk®p, could pnbev Exew
@1A000@eTY MPAYPATIK®OG, AAAX OEoelc AnkLOiCelv (do no philosophy in earnest, only declaim
set theses; XIII.1.54; strabo/text/tlg001). That is the public line without the room it was
forming readers for.

4.5. The account’s channel, and its later operation. Gellius ends the chapter: Exempla
utrarumgue litterarum sumpta ex Andronici philosophi libro subdidi (I have added copies of
both letters, taken from the book of Andronicus the philosopher; XX.5.10). The two regimes
and the letters reach us through the editor who arranged the held line. Two questions follow
and are kept apart. The first is the account’s historical truth: whether the Lyceum ran the
two regimes as described. The second is the account’s operation on later readers. A story of
restricted access, carried by the edition, teaches every later reader to approach the treatises
as initiatory, and so reproduces restricted access in reception, whatever happened in the
Lyceum. The second is attested at once in Gellius’s own framing of the letters as arcana, and
it is part of the apparatus’s survival.

5. Reader production at loci: the difficulty carried, the compression
that presupposes it

5.0. What is to be shown. At each locus a dialogue leaves a specific acquisition: a distinction
learned, a solution that failed, a suspicion trained. A treatise then compresses the matter into
a sentence that presupposes the acquisition, and its compression is otherwise unexplained. A
reader without the dialogue meets the sentence as an abrupt verdict. A reader with it meets
the sentence as the answer to a question already held.

5.1. Division: the suspicion trained. The Sophist runs its division to six accounts of the
sophist, the sixth held dapgropntiowov (disputable) and granted anyway, and then reports
what the plurality means: 6tav émoTtipwy TG TOAAGOY @aivnTal, Plag 68 téxyvng ovopaTt
IIPOCAYOPEDLNTAL, TO PAVTAONN TOUTO WG OVK £00’ LYLEc (when someone appears to know
many things and is called by the name of one art, this appearance is not sound; Soph. 231e-
232a; plato/text/tlg007; the run and its reading in #1576 §4). The Statesman and the Philebus
give the theory and the stopping rule. The reader leaves with division as a practised method
and a trained suspicion of it: it yields many accounts and cannot choose among them. Prior
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Analytics 1.31 opens: ‘'Ott 6’ 1 61 TGOV yer®dv Braipeoig pikpdy 1 pdpldév ot Thg eipnuévng
1eB6E0L, padlov 16eiv- E0Tt Yap 1) Slaipeoic olov &oBevTc CLAAOYIONSG: O PEV yap el Heifot
aiteitar, ovAdoyiCetol 6 ael L T®OY GrwOev (that division through the kinds is a small part
of the method described is easy to see; for division is as it were a weak syllogism; it asks
for what it ought to prove, and always concludes something higher up; aristotle/text/tlg001).
The sentence takes division with the article, 1 61 @V yev®v 6raipeotg, as a thing the reader
knows, and calls the verdict p&6iov 16€iv, easy to see. It is easy to see only for a reader who
has watched a division ask for its answer six times over. The treatise names the suspicion the
dialogue trained, and the compression is that naming.

5.2. The wax: the failed solution. The Theaetetus posits a block of wax in the soul, kfptvov
ékpayeion, larger in some, smaller in others, of purer or muddier wax (191c), to explain false
judgment as a mismatch between impression and perception. It then breaks the model on a
case without perception: ta £vbeka & pndev &AAo 1 Sravositai T1g, could one think them to
be twelve, which one also only thinks? (195e; plato/text/tlg006). The reader leaves holding
a model of the soul as wax and the precise point where it failed: thought without perception.
De anima 11.12 uses the wax in one clause, as given: 1 pév aiocOnoicg €0tt TO HEKTIKOV TOD
aloONTOY el6®Y &vev Tiig HANG, olov O KNpog Tod daktuAiov drev Tod o16fApoL Kad Tod xpvood
b6éyetan 10 onuelov (sense is what receives the perceptible forms without the matter, as the
wax receives the ring’s mark without the iron and the gold; aristotle/text/tlg002). De memoria
uses it again: 1) yap ywopévn kivnoig évonpaivetot olov ToOmov T Tod aicORpaTog, Kaddiep
ol oppayilopevot 1oi¢ SaktvAiorg (the motion produced stamps in as it were an imprint of the
percept, like those who seal with rings; aristotle/text/tlg024). The treatise does not introduce
the wax. It assumes it, and changes what is received: the form &vev Ttfjg¢ VAng. The repair is
aimed at the dialogue’s failure, since a form without matter is what thought without percep-
tion would need. The compression of a whole theory of the soul into olov 0 KnpdC presupposes
a reader who already has the block of wax and its broken case.

5.3. The parts of the soul: the labour declined. The Republic argues at length that the
soul has parts, from a principle of opposites: 6fjdov 6Tt TadTOV TdvavTia moleiv §) mdoyew
KOTQ TOOTOV Ye Kal IPOG TadTOV OUK £0gAfoetl dua (it is clear that the same thing will not
do or suffer opposites in the same respect and relation at once; 436b), arriving at to pev @
AoyiCeTat AOYLOTIKOD ... TO B¢ ... AAOYLoTOY T Kl emOuvpunTikov (that by which it reckons, the
reckoning part ... the other, unreckoning and desiring; 439d; plato/text). The reader leaves
with the division and with its hard question: in what sense the parts are parts. Nicomachean
Ethics 1.13 takes the division from the public line and declines the question in one breath:
}\aysmu 8¢ mepl av T Kol sv T01¢ £€WTEPKOIC AOYO1C APKODVTWE V1, KOl YPNOTEOD ADTOIG:

olov TO P&V dAoyov avTAC elval, TO 68 Adyov £xov. Tadta 68 mIOTEPOV HlwploTon KAOB&IIEP TX
TOD 0WPATOG PopLa Kad I TO PEPLOTOD, §j TGO Adyw 600 £0TIV AYWPLOTA TEQPLKOTA KAOATTEP
£V TN mePL@ePelq TO KLPTOV KOl TO KOTAOD, 000D Blrapépel mpog TO mapdv (some things about
it are said adequately in the exoteric discourses too, and they are to be used: that one part
of it is non-rational and one has reason. Whether these are divided like the parts of the body
and everything divisible, or are two in account and inseparable by nature, like the convex
and concave in a circumference, makes no difference for the present; 1102a26-32; aristo-
tle/text/tlg010). ypnotéov avbToiq: the held line uses the public line as a resource it is entitled
to. And the question set aside, separable parts or two in account, is the question the Republic
laboured. The compression is a reader’s permission: you have done that work; we need only
its result.



Alexanarch - AXN:0C8C.GENERATIVE p» deposit #1767

5.4. The pattern. At all three loci the treatise’s brevity is the brevity of a sequel. It takes
from the dialogue a named method, a model and a division, and in each case it engages the
difficulty the dialogue left open: it names the suspicion, repairs the failure, or brackets the
question. The dialogues cultivate the capacities and the unresolved questions the treatises
presuppose. Reading the works together lets a reader do what neither line allows alone: meet
a terse verdict as an earned answer.

6. Aristotle as the critical marks: an editorial operation becoming
philosophy

6.1. The signs and the exegesis. Diogenes gives the exegesis of Plato’s discourses as
threefold: first, 6 Tt £oTiv EKaoToV TGOV Aeyopévwy, what each thing said is; then tivog elveka
AEAEKTAL, TOTEPA KATA TIPONYOVHEDOD 1) £V €lKOVOC pépEL, Kal €l €1 HOYPATWY KATAGKELND T
eig Edeyyov Tob mpoobiaieyonévov, for what it was said, whether in the speaker’s own voice
or as an image, and whether to build doctrine or to refute the interlocutor; third, €t 6pO&®¢g
AéAektan, whether it was rightly said. He then lists the signs set in the books: X{ mpog tag
Aé€elc Kol T oynuoata Kai OAwg TNY ITAaTtwuikny ocvvnbsiaw; S mpog ta 6éypata Kad
T apéokovta ITAGTWwYL; AOoTEPIOKOC mPOC TNV cup@wviay TOV Soyndtwr; KEPAOVIOY IPOG
™My aywynv thc erhoocogiag; opehog mpog thv adétnow, with dotted variants for selections,
corrections, rash athetesis and transposition (II1.65-66). The signs are an editor’s apparatus
of uncertain date. The claim here is functional: the held line performs these operations on
the public line as bodies of text, and the operations change when they do.

6.2. The diple: doctrine extracted from drama. The sign marks t& 8éypata Kol T&
apéokovta IMAGtwot in a text that, by the manual’s own doctrine, never speaks in Plato’s
voice (II1.52; #1733 §1.2.2). The held line does this as a genre: “Plato says”. The editorial
mark presupposes that doctrine can be located in drama; the treatise constructs the doctrine
it locates. Its second exegetical task, kata mponyoduevov fj £v eikdvog pépet, is the decision
the diple requires and the treatise makes without saying so.

6.3. The chi: diction made into a lexicon. The sign marks tac Aé€elc Kol T& OYAPATA,
Plato’s usage. Metaphysics A is a lexicon of how terms are said, moAAay®c Aeyopeva. The
editor marks a usage in a text; the treatise sets the usages of a term side by side and makes
their difference the object.

6.4. The asterisk: agreement made into system. The sign marks ™y ovpgwviav T®V
doynatwr, agreement among doctrines within the corpus. The treatises’ reconciliations do
this across the corpus and across predecessors, and their surveys of opinion (ta év6o€a) make
concord and discord the starting material of inquiry.

6.5. The obelus: athetesis becoming refutation. Here the transformation is sharpest.
0PBelocg mpog TN abétnow: the sign marks a passage to be set aside as not belonging to the
text. Its criterion is the author: this line is not Plato’s. The held line’s critique of the Forms
sets a doctrine aside as not belonging to the truth, and it states the criterion that replaces the
author: apgoiv yap 6vtow @idow 6olov mpotipar v dAnbelav (both being dear, it is holy
to honour truth first; NE 1.6; aristotle/text/tlg010). It names its object in the same sentence,
Kol T oikela Gvoapeiv, to destroy one’s own things (#1733 §1.2.3). Three things change in
the passage from sign to treatise: - the object, from a line of text to a doctrine; - the criterion,
from authorship to truth; - the agent’s relation to what is set aside, from an editor’s to an
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owner’s: T olkelQ.

On the hypothesis the last is exact. The maker obelizes the maker’s own public line, and the
duty clause gives the warrant that athetesis by authorship cannot give itself.

6.6. The keraunion: the conduct of philosophy. kepadviov mpog ™Y dywyny Tig
@lhooopiag. aywyn is leading, training, a course of conduct; the sign marks what bears
on how philosophy is to be pursued. Reading it as the order of instruction is this study’s
interpretation. The held line’s methodological openings, which state where an inquiry must
begin and in what order it proceeds (NE 1.3-4, Physics 1.1, APr 1.1), are the passages the
sign would mark, made into the frame of each treatise.

6.7. What the mapping explains. Taken as identity, the mapping would cover most philo-
sophical prose and tell little. Taken as transformation, it explains three features of the held
line that are otherwise loose: its habit of reporting Plato’s doctrines from a corpus that states
none in his voice (6.2), its lexical book (6.3), and the form of its critique of the Forms, a
setting-aside with a stated criterion and an owner’s verb (6.5).

7. Theophrastus: the draft position, defined and traced

7.1. What makes a draft. A draft, in this study, is a state of material that (a) holds it
in reusable form, (b) is incompletely integrated, without a position in an inquiry, and (c) as
an intermediate state, explains features of both finished forms that are otherwise hard to
explain. The draft position is a function in the transformation. Its dates are another question:
the Characters’ Alazon boasts wg pet’ AAe€avbpov £éotpatedoato (that he campaigned with
Alexander; Char. 23), which puts that sketch after 334. A draft, so defined, can be written
after both finished forms and still stand between them, as a working paper does in a house
that keeps producing.

7.2. The stock is under this name. Strabo has Neleus inherit v BipAloBrKNY TOD
Oeo@pdoTov, €V N v Kol 1) Tod Aprototélovg (the library of Theophrastus, inside which
was Aristotle’s; XII1.1.54); the will gives ta 6& BipAla mavta NnAel (DL V.52); the catalogue
is totalled at otiywvr M’ ¥ vy B w’ 11, 232,808 lines (V.50). The genres under the name
are working papers: collections of plants, stones, winds, odours, fire and weather signs; a
doxography; a problem list for first principles; an Analytics of its own; and the Characters.

7.3. From the held line toward the public line: one disposition across three forms.
The proem states the method: &p€opot mp&Tov &mod Tiig elpwreiag Kol Oprodpot adThAY, €10’
obtwg Tov glpwra 61€€e, moidg tig €ott (I shall begin with irony and define it, then go
through the ironist, what sort of person he is; Diels 1909, Perseus tlg0093.tlg009.perseus-
grc2, staged). Define, then display the person. The trait can be traced through the three
forms.
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Treatise (NE I1.7,
IV.7)

Sketch (Characters
1)

Dialogue

Definition

Disavowing

knowledge

Wonder

Aporia

Claiming to be still

N 6’ £mt o EAaTToV
sipwveia Kol elpwy;
0 6¢ elpwv avamaiv
apreiobat T
DITGPYOVTA T EAGTTW
MOlETD

the elpwv denies
what he has

1) pEV ovv eipwveia
66Eete G elvat, KOC
TOonw AoBeiv,
MPOCTIOINO1G £l
xelpov mpd€ewv Kal
Adywp

T 6¢ 0K €lbévan

T 6 Bovpalew

amopoduat

TQ pEV oKEYaobat

none: the trait is
named by a speaker

oDte péya ovte
OHKPOV oDVOIba
EHALTR 0OPOC GV
(Apol. 21Db)

néAa yap @rhoocdé@ov
T00TO TO I&OOC, TO
Bavpdalew (Tht.
155d)

aDTOC TE AmOPEiQ Kol
TOLG GAAOULC TIOEIG
amopeiv (Meno 80a,
Meno’s charge)

the dialogues’

examining @aoKEWD standing posture
Socrates named: olov Kod absent the bearer
SWKPATNC £moiet
Valuation XOPLETTEPOL ... OV T 61 TGOV NOOY pn hostile in the
yap képbovg Eveka, amAd, aAX’ émipovAa, antagonist’s mouth:
mild and graceful @uAaTtteoBot paddrov  avTn ‘Keivn 1
6l 1j Toug Eyeg, slwdvia eipwveia
worse than vipers ZWKPATOLG ... 6TL OV
amokpivacBot pev
OVUK £0gAnoolC,
cipwvedoolo 6€
(Thrasymachus, Rep.
337a); revalued by
the drama
(Sources: aristotle/text/tlg010; the staged Characters; plato/text, at the Stephanus loci

given.)

7.4. What the intermediate state explains. The sketch holds the repertoire in reusable
form, as a list of moves and voices: claim to be examining, disavow knowledge, wonder, pro-
fess to be at a loss. It is integrated into no inquiry; its ironist uses the moves to dodge, not
to examine. It explains two features of the finished forms. - In the dialogue: the hostile
valuation the drama gives to Thrasymachus. The Republic’s antagonist says exactly what the
sketch says, that the ironist will not answer and will do anything rather than answer. The
drama places the sketch’s valuation in the mouth of the character it defeats, and so turns the
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type into its hero: the same moves, examined in a sustained encounter, become the elenchus.
- In the treatise: the mildness of the Ethics’ valuation, and its need to name Socrates. The
treatise grades the trait as a graceful deficiency, o0 képbovg Eveka, for gain is the schemer’s
motive in the sketch, and it gives Socrates as the example. It needs the example because the
sketch’s type would otherwise define the trait as vice.

7.5. The same operation, made different by position. The repertoire is constant across
the three forms. Its value changes with its place in the work: a schemer’s vice in the sketch,
the antagonist’s accusation inside the dialogue, a graceful deficiency exemplified in the trea-
tise. That is legitimately many at the grain of a single trait: one operation, given three posi-
tions, becomes ethically and philosophically three things. The Characters is the draft on the
way from the treatise’s definition to the dialogue’s person (§11, A.1).

7.6. The sketches and the treatise’s characters. The stems of twenty of the thirty titles
occur in the Nicomachean and Eudemian Ethics together, among them koAakeia, dypoikia,
apéokela, ahaloveia, avehevbepia, Heidia and eipwveia. The count is a stem match and an
upper bound: 6Atyapyia, for one, names a constitution in the Ethics and is no character there.
The coded count is §9.3.

7.7. The proem’s instruments. The proem’s address, ® IToAOKAelg, the age it states,
BeBlwrwg £Tn évevnkovta evvéa (having lived ninety-nine years), and the purpose it gives,
notes left to the sons as napadeiypaot (patterns), are the received reading’s grounds for call-
ing it later. On the hypothesis they are instruments of legitimacy of the kind #1733 §1.4 sets
out: a letter that gives a notebook a writer, a reader and a use.

7.8. From the public line toward the held line: doctrine from drama. De sensibus takes
Plato’s account of perception out of the Timaeus as doctrine and counts its gaps: ITA&Gtwv &’
¢m mAéov P&V NITal TV KATd PéPog, ob pnp elpnké ye mepl dmaoctkv GAAX pévov mepl dKofig
Kol Oyewg. Kol Y pev oy motel mupdg (Plato touched more on the particulars, yet spoke
not of all the senses but only of hearing and sight; and he makes sight of fire; theophras-
tus/text/tlg003; the seat runs fmtot TV together). That is the diple of §6.2 at work, a di-
alogue’s speech reduced to doctrine with its omissions counted. The Metaphysics takes A
6-7 as achieved and lists what it leaves (#1583, #1595-#1597). The Analytics of the name
carries the operations the delimited logic sets aside: the peiorem rule, the hypotheticals, the
reductions to the figures (CPI §11.5).

7.9. The position that faces both ways. The Characters faces the dialogues. The doxogra-
phy and the problem list face the treatises. In a production apparatus that is the shop floor,
where the public and the held products are made from the same drafts. It is the position the
house cannot do without and the reader least needs to see, and it fits what the reception kept
of it: a library, a will, a catalogue mostly lost, and a handbook of types.

8. How the separation is made, and where it meets the filing

8.1. Six means. - Name and biography: the lives, the wills, the successions, instruments
inside the corpus (#1733 §1.4). - Genre: drama, treatise, working paper. - Audience: morn-
ing and evening, the tested and the open (§4.1). - Publication: paid access to held copies
(83.3); issued and not issued (§4.3). - Custody: the held line in one library with one heir;
the public line in copies that multiply. - Later filing: Andronicus’s division €ig npaynateioag
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(Porphyry, Vita Plotini 24; porphyry/source.json), Thrasyllus’s tetralogies (DL III.56).

The custody regimes have different failure modes, and the record shows them. The public
line survives in Ptolemaic papyri older than any edition (the Petrie Phaedo and Laches, third
century BCE; not yet seated). The held line survives only through the one library, the cellar
story and its Roman handling (Strabo XIII.1.54; Plutarch, Sulla 26).

8.2. What Andronicus’s book carries, and what it does not. Gellius takes the letters, and
with them the account of the two regimes, from Andronicus (§4.5). Porphyry says Andronicus
T Aprototédoug Kai OsoppdoTtov eig mpaypateiag 8ielde Ta¢ oikelag vroOéoelg el TadTOY
ovvayaywv, divided the works of Aristotle and Theophrastus into treatises by bringing related
subjects together. Neither says that Andronicus assigned the author names. The two testi-
monies establish that the editor who arranged the held line also transmitted the account of
restricted access. That the arrangement then converted functions into persons is this study’s
reconstruction. What would connect them is a witness in which an editorial arrangement sets
a name over material arranged by subject, so that the name follows the subject-filing. #1733
traces that operation in the printed editions, from the Aldine’s two names over one title to
Bekker’s numbering of one name out of the codex (§4.5.2 there). The ancient stage of it is to
be sought in the commentators’ prefaces and the Arabic dossier of Ptolemy’s catalogue.

8.3. Why the unity is not announced. The many-maker filing meets two conditions at
once, that the attribution be credible and the content be received as knowledge (#1733 §4.5).
The production account adds a third: it keeps the apparatus working. Each line’s operation
depends on the reader’s taking it as its own kind of thing. The play has to be read as a play
for the desire it forms to be real; the notes have to be read as notes for their compression to
be an earned answer. A reader told that the playwright wrote the notes reads the play as a
lecture in disguise and the notes as a playwright’s commentary, and both operations stop.

9. What the account predicts, stated to discriminate

9.0. What succession also predicts. Intellectual succession predicts shared terms, refer-
ences to earlier dialogues, overlap between ethical dispositions and character sketches, and
treatises that build on dialogues. None of these discriminates. What favours the production
account is coordinated dependence across the partitions: a passage under one name
preserving the exact difficulty that explains both the construction of a work under a second
name and an otherwise unexplained compression under a third. §5 and §7.4 are instances.
The tests below are designed to find more and to fail where there are none.

9.1. Exoteric cross-references. For every occurrence of £év toig £€wtepikoig AGyo1G in the
seated Ethics and Politics, match the distinctive argumentative sequence and qualification
the treatise takes from it, beyond the subject, against the Platonic corpus. A hit requires
the treatise’s qualification to answer a difficulty the dialogue leaves open (§5.3 is the model).
Where only a lost work could be the source, the locus is recorded as missing comparison
material and not counted either way.

9.2. Critical marks. For each place where a treatise reports or rejects a Platonic doctrine,
code the operation (diple, chi, asterisk, obelus, keraunion), and also the transformation of §6:
object, criterion, agent’s relation. The test succeeds only if the transformation explains fea-
tures of the passage that the report alone does not, for example a stated criterion of rejection
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or an owner’s verb.

9.3. Characters. For each of the thirty dispositions, code its appearance in the definition
(the Ethics), the sketch, and the dialogue, under three headings: the definition’s form, the
repertoire of moves, and the valuation. Prediction: where a disposition appears in all three,
its valuation moves by position as eipwveia does (§7.5), and the sketch’s valuation surfaces
in a dialogue in the mouth of a defeated speaker.

9.4. Catalogue. Declare the classes before counting. A title in DL V.42-50 faces the public
line if it names a person, a type, an exercise in speech or a doxography of persons; it faces
the held line if it names a problem, an analytic, a principle or a physical inquiry; a collection
of physical data is a third class and is counted separately, not assigned to either. Prediction:
the first two classes together cover most titles, with the third reported on its own, and few
titles in none.

9.5. What a success shows. A success at any of these is something the reading of three
persons in sequence does not predict, at the grain at which it is found. A failure leaves that
reading standing at that locus. The thesis is not softened by the tests. They expose what it
specifically explains: a corpus whose divisions coordinate.

10. Seats and sources

Plato, plato/text (Burnet), at the Stephanus loci given. Aristotle, aristotle/text (APr tlg001,
De anima tlg002, NE tlg010, De memoria tlg024). Theophrastus, theophrastus/text
(First1KGreek tlg0093; De sensibus tlg003), and Characteres, ed. H. Diels (Oxford 1909),
Perseus canonical-greekLit tlg0093.tlg009.perseus-grc2, staged, to be seated with the
theophrastus seat (EA-CORPORA-09/01 lacks it). Diogenes Laertius, diogenes-laertius/text.
Gellius, gellius-noctes-atticae/text. Plutarch, plutarch/text (Alexander tlg047; Sulla tlg033).
Strabo, strabo/text/tlg001. Porphyry, porphyry/source.json (Vita Plotini 24). Records: #1576,
#1579, #1583, #1595-#1597, #1733; CPI §11.5 (draft). Not yet seated: the Petrie papyri;
Antigonus’s On Zeno (in DL only); the Arabic dossier of Ptolemy’s catalogue.

11. Apparatus

A.1. Lee Sharks’s words, 2026-11-13. “the heteronymic reading needs to offer a plausible
account of the separation. plato as the public documents, the bestsellers... the aristotelian
secret teachings kept separate, requiring initiation; theophrastus mediating between them,
the draft position... why and how?” - “aristotle as the critical marks” - “a production apparatus
with the platonic corpus as the public-facing bestsellers” - “but the function of the platonic
corpus is to increase the scarcity value of the aristotelian...” - “because how else do you get
people to read an avant garde genre that reads like crabbed lecture notes but discloses the
secrets of reality?” - “and then on this reading of production, theophrastus would be the
draft position in both directions... the characters is exactly a draft moving from aristotle to
the polished dialogue form.” - On form: “im seeing this as a standalone piece that is also a
section of legitimately many... deposited on its own but legitimately many points forward to
it”; “it can be added as metadata, in the same way as the errata. this needs to be a flexible
rhizomatic corpus. the content identity does not need to change to point and maintain its
developing relations.”; “we have hologram frames. this is now about building forward to
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holograms before consolidation. it should be a forward pointing metadata category”; “the
socrates as orthonym holographic frame is the place for the metadata note - its the router”.

A.2. Review. v0.1 (as §1.8 of #1733) was read by ChatGPT (LABOR). Each point was checked
against the seats before adoption: the festivals of DL II1.56 belong to the tragic model (§3.1);
II1.66 does not name the payees, and paid access, control by the maker and an annotated-
edition market are kept apart (83.3); the obelus is textual athetesis, and its passage into
refutation is argued (§6.5); the keraunion’s reading is marked as interpretation (§6.6); Por-
phyry does not say Andronicus assigned names (§8.2); the readership is produced through
another form (§2.1); the dependence of the treatises on the dialogues is shown at loci (§5);
the draft is defined (§7.1) and the trait traced (§7.3-7.5); the predictions are made to discrimi-
nate (§9). LABOR'’s sentence adopted as the study’s: the separation preserves the conditions
under which the work can be encountered at all (§0.2).
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