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112 " THE DIFFUSION [viI

set forth the doctrine of his school was due, however, as his
contemporaries recognised, to the insight with which he pene-
trated to his master’s essential thought and to his lucidity in
expounding it. Some illustration of this may be furnished from
the Sententiae. Then, as an example of his more personal
work, an exposition may be given of the De Abstinentia. The
treatise has, besides, a more general interest in the specimens
it offers of the ethical questions raised and discussed in later
antiquity, not in a spirit of scholastic casuistry but with a
genuine desire for their solution in the light of reflective
conscience.

Preoccupation with ethics may be noticed in the Sententiae,
which contain a more systematic classification of the virtues
than Plotinus had explicitly given. Porphyry classifies them
into Political, Cathartic, Theoretic and Paradigmatic. The
virtues of the first class set the soul free from excess of
passionate attachment to the body, and produce moderation ;
those of the second class liberate it altogether from this
attachment, so that it can now turn to its true good. The
third class comprises the virtues of the soul energising intellec-
tually ; the fourth, those that are in intellect itself, to which
the soul looks up as patterns. Our care must be chiefly about
the virtues of the second class, seeing that they are to be
acquired in this life. Through them is the ascent to the
contemplative virtues of soul and to those that are their
models in pure intellect. The condition of purification is
self-knowledge™.

When the soul knows itself, it knows itself as other than
the corporeal nature to which it is bound. The error to which
we are especially liable is ascription of the properties of body
to incorporeal being. The body of the world is everywhere
spatially, its parts being spread out so that they can be dis-
criminated by the intervals between them. To God, Mind and
Soul, local situation does not apply. One part of intelligible
being is not here and another there. Where it is, it is as a
whole. The union of an incorporeal nature with a body is

1 Sententiae, 34.
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altogether peculiar’. It is present indivisibly, and as numeri-
cally one, to the multitude of parts, each and all. What appears
to be added—as locality or relation—in departing from incor-
poreal being, is really taken away. Not to know being and not
to know oneself, have the same source, namely, an addition of
what is not, constituting a diminution of being which is all,—
and which, except in appearance, cannot be diminished. Recovery
of yourself by knowledge is recovery of being which was never
absent,—which is as inseparable from you in essence as you are
from yourself?

This is of course the doctrine of Plotinus taken at its
centre. With equal exactitude Porphyry reproduces his con-
ception of being as differentiated intrinsically and not by
participation in anything external®. Plurality of souls is prior
to plurality of bodies, and is not incompatible with the continued
unity of all souls in one. They exist without diremption, yet
unconfused, like the many parts of knowledge in a single soul®.
Time accompanies the cognitive process in soul, as eternity
accompanies the timeless cognition of intellect. In such
process, however, the earlier thought does not go out to give
place to the later. It appears to have gone out, but it

L

L Sententiae, 35: oire obv kpdots, 1 piks, 7 oovodos, § wapdfeqis” AN\’ Erepos
rpbmos. Cf. 6 : o0 70 woiwolw els dA\No TeNdoer Kai a¢f moel d mowel* dANG Kal TA
TeNdoer kal G T woolvTa, KaTd TUpBeBnKos 9 weNdoew xpirar. On this Ritter
and Preller remark (524 a), “ Favet theurgicis hoc placitum.” Here is a good
illustration of the readiness which historians have often displayed to see the
“theurgical” in preference to the scientific side of the Neo-Platonists. Whether
by itself or taken along with the context, what the passage suggests is a kind of
Occasionalist phenomenis}n. All changes, even in bodies, have their true
cause in immaterial being. Material approach or contact is not an efficient
cause, but accompanies as its ‘accident” the real order of metaphysical
causation.

2 Sententiae, 41: & &) olrw oov éorly dvambomacTov KaT obatlav, ws ov
gavTob.

3 Sententiae, 38 : ov yip Ewhev émikTnTos, 0UGE émetooduddnys avrod 7 érepbrys,
000¢ d\Nov uefééer, GAN’ éavT@ ToANd.

4 Sententiae, 39: diésTyoav ydp, ovk dmokomeloal, oUdé dmokepparioacar els
éavrds Ty S\np * kal wdpesw GANANaLs, 00 TUYKEXVUEVAL, ovd¢ cwpdy moolcar THY
8y -...Gamep 00d¢ al émioThipor cuvexbInoay al moANal év Yuxi mg....kal al Tloat,
wla* kal wdlw §) 8\n d\Ny Tapd wdoas.
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