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PHILOSOPHUMENA

INTRODUCTION
1. THE TEXT, I1TS DISCOVERY, PUBLICATION AND EDITIONS

THE story of the discovery of the book here translated so
resembles a romance as to appear like a flower in the dry
and dusty field of patristic lore. A short treatise called
Lhilosgphumena, or * Philosophizings,” had long been
known, four early copies of it being in existence in the
Papal and other libraries of Rome, Florence and Turin.
The superscriptions of these texts and a note in the margin
of one of them caused the treatise to be attributed to Origen,
and its Editio princeps is that published in 1701 at Lelpzlg
by Fabricius with notes by the learned Gronovius. As will
be seen later, it is_by itself of no great importance to
modern scholars, as it throws no new light on the history
or nature of: Greek philosophy, while it is mainly com-
piled from some of those epitomes of philosophic opmlon
current in the early centuries of our era, of which the
works of Diogenes Laertius and Aetius are the best known.
In the year ‘1840, however, Mynoides Mynas, a learned
Greek, was sent by Abel Villemain, then Minister of Public
Instructlon in the "Government of Louis Philippe, on a
voyage of discovery to the monasteries of Mt. Athos,
whence he returned with, among other things, the MS. of
the last seven books contained in these volumes. This
proved on investigation to be Books IV to X inclusive of
the original work of which the text published by Fabricius
was Book I, and therefore left only Books II and IlI to be
accounted for. The pagination of the MS. shows that thc
two missing books never formed part of it ; but the author’s
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2 ~ PHILOSOPHUMENA

remarks at the end of Books I and IX, and the beginning
of Books V and X! lead one to conclude that if they ever
existed they must have dcalt with the Mysteries and ‘sccret
rites of the Lgyptians, or rather of the Alexandrian Grecks,?
— with the theologies and cosmogonies of the Persians and
Chaldreans, and with the magical practices and incantations
of the Babylonians. Deeply interesting as these would
have been from the archwcological and anthropological
standpoint, we perhaps need not deplore their loss over-
much. ‘T'he few references made to them in the remainder
of the work go to show that here too the author had no
very profound acquaintance with, or first-hand knowledge
of, his subjucet, and that the scanty information that he had
succeeded in collecting regarding it was only thrown in by
him as an additional support for his main thesis. This last,
which is steadily kept in view throughout the book, is that
! the peculiar tenets and practices of the Gnostics and other -
heretics of his time were not derived from any misinterpre-
tation of the Scriptures, but were a sort of amalgam of
those current among the heathen with the opinions held by .
the philosophers 2 as to the origin of all things.

The same reproach of scanty information cannot be .
brought against the books discovered by Mynas. Book
1V, four pages at the beginning of which have perished, dcals
with the arts of divination as practised by the arithmo-
mancers, astrologers, magicians and other charlatans who
infested Rome in the first three centuries of our era; and
the author’s account, which the corruption of the text
makes rather difficult to follow, yet gives us a new and
unexpected insight into the impostures and jugglerics by
which they managed to bewilder their dupes. Books V to
IX deal in detail with the opinions of the heretics them-
sclves, and differ from the accounts of earlier heresiologists
by quoting at some length from the once extensive Gnostic

1 pp. 63, 117, 119; Vol. 11, 148, 150 infra.

8 ]lippolytus, like all Greck writers of his age, must have been
entircly ignorant of the Egyptian religion of Pharaonic times, which
was then extinct. . The only *“ Egyptian ” Mysterics of which he could
have known anything were those of the Alexandrian Triad, Osiris,
Isis, and llorus, ior which see the translator’s Forerunners and Rivals
of Christianity, Cambridge, 1918, I, c. 2. .

3 The pre-Christian origins of Gnosticism and its relations with
Christianity are fully dealt with in the work quoted in the last note.
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INTRODUCTION 3

literature, of which well-nigh the whole has been lost to us.?
‘Thus, our author gives us excerpts from a work called the
Great Announcement, attributed by him to Simon Magus,
from another called Proastit used by the sect of the Perate,
from the Laraphrase of Seth in favour with the Scthiani,
from the Baruck of one Justinus, a heresiarch hitherto
unknown to us, and from a work by an anonymous writer
belonging to the Naassenes or Ophites, which is mainly a
Gnostic explanation of the hymns used in the worship of
Cybele®  Besides these, there are long extracts from Basil-
idian and Valentinian works which may be by the founders
of those sects, and which certainly give us a more extended
insight into their doctrines than we before possessed ; while
Book X contains what purports to be a summary of the
wholc work.
‘I'his, however, does not exhaust the new information put
at our disposal by Mynas’ discovery. In the course of an
—~ account of the heresy of Noetus, who refuscd to admit any
difference between the First and Second Persons of the
‘I'rinily, our author suddenly develops a violent attack on
— one Cullistus, a high officer of the Church, whom he
describes as a runaway slave who had made away with his
master’s money, had stolen that  deposited with him by
widows and others belonging to the Church, and had been
condemned to the mines by the Prefect of the City, to be
rcleased only by the grace of Commodus’ concubine,
Marcia.® He further accuses Callistus of leaning towards
the heresy of Noetus, and of encouraging laxity of manners
in the Church by permitting the marriage and re-marriage
of bishops and priests, and concubinage among the un-
marricd women. The heaviness of this charge lies in the
fact that this Callistus can hardly be any other than the
Saint and Martyr of that name, who succeeded Zephyrinus

1 Save for a few sentences quoted in patristic writings, the only
extant Guostic works are the Coptic collection in the British Muscum
and the Bodlcian at Oxford, known as the Pistis Sophia and the Bruce
I'apyrus respectively. There are said to be some other fragments of
Coptic MSS. of Gnostic origin in Berlin which have not yet been
published.

* An account by the present writer of this worship in Roman times is
givcgq in "ghc Journal of the Royal Asialic Society for Oclober 1917,
pp. 695 fi.

3 11, pp. 138 M. infra,
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4 : PHILOSOPHUMENA

= in the Chair of St. Peter about the year 218, and whose
" name is familiar to all visitors to modern Rome from the '
cemetery which still bears it, and over which the work i
before us says he had been set by his predecessor.! The ¢
explanation of these charges will be discussed when we ‘
consider the authorship of the book, but for the present it "
may be noticed that they throw an entirely unexpected
light upon the inner history of the Primitive Church. : [
These facts, however, were not immediately patent. The :
MS., written as appears from the colophon by one
Michael in an extremely crabbed hand of the fourteenth
century, is full of -erasures and interlineations, and has
"several serious lacune.? Hence it would probably
have remained unnoticed in the Biblioth¢que Royale of
Paris to which it was consigned, had it not there met the
eye of Bénigne Emmanuel Miller, a French scholar and
archreologist who had devoted his life to the study and |
decipherment of ancient Greek MSS. By his care and the o i
gencrosity of the University Press, the MS. was transcribed : i
and published in 1851 at Oxford, but without either Intro- . L
duction or explanatory notes, although the suggested
emendations in the text were all carefully noted at the
foot of every page.3 These omissions were repaired by the
German scholars F. G. Schneidewin and Ludwig Duncker,
who in 1856-1859 published at Gottingen an amended
text with full critical and explanatory notes, and a Latin
- version.! The completion of this publication was delayed
by the death of Schneidewin, which occurred before he had
time to go further than Book VII, and was followed by
the appearance at DParis in 1860 of a similar text and
translation by the Abbé Cruice, then Rector of a college at
Rome, who had given, as he tells us in his Prolegomena,
many years to the study of the work.® As his edition-
embodics all the best features of that of Duncker and
- Schneidewin, together with the fruits -of much good and
1 11, p. 124 infra. |
3 The facsimile of a page of the MS. is givenin Bishop Wofdswoﬂh’s ;
Hippolytus and the Church of Rome, London, 1880 |
B. E. Miller, Origenis Philosophumena sive Ominium Haresinm i
Koot ofwtatis, Osford, 1851
Duncker F G. Schneidewin, ZDhilosophumena, etc,
Gomngcn, 1856-1859. .
8 . M. Cruice, P&dmpﬁn»mm, etc. Paris, 1860,
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INTRODUCTION 5

carcful work of his own, and a Latin version incomparably
superior in clearness and terseness to the German editors’,
it is the one mainly used in the following pages. An
| English translation by the Rev. J. H. Macmahon, the
- translator for Bohn’s series of a great part of the works of
' Aristotle, also appcared in 1868 in Messrs. Clark's Anfe-
| Nicene Library. Little fault can be found with it on the
score of verbal accuracy ; but fifty years ago the rclics of
Gnosticism had not received the attention that has since
been bestowed upon them, and the translatar, perhaps in
consequence, did little to help the general feader to an
understanding of the author’s meaning.

2. THE AUTHORSHIP OF THE \WORK

Even before Mynas’ discovery, doubts had been cast on
the attribution of the Philosophumena to Origen. The fact
that the author in his Procmium speaks of himself as a
successor of the Apostles, a sharer in the grace of high
pricsthood, and a guardian of the Church,!had already led.
scveral learned writers in the eighteenth century to point
out that Origen, who was never even a bishop, could not
possibly be the author, and Epiphanius, Didymus of Alex-
andria, and Actius were among the namcs to which it was
assigned. Immediately upon the publication of Miller’s
text, this controversy was revived, and naturally became
coloured by the religious and political opinions of its
protagonists. Jacobi in a German theological journal was
the first to declare that it must have been written by
Hippolytus, a contemporary of Callistus,? and this proved

" to be like the letting out of waters. The dogma of Papal
Infallibility was already in the air, and the opportunity was
at once seized by the Baron von Bunsen, then Prussian
Ambassador at the Court of St. James’, to do what he could
to defeat its promulgation. In his Hippolyius and his Age
(1852), he asserted his belief in Jacobi's theory, and drew
from the abusc of Callistus in Book IX of the newly dis-
covercd text, the conclusion that even in the third century
the Primacy of the Bishops of Rome was effectively denied.

V p. 34 infra. .

8 Deutsche Zeitschrift fiir Christlicke Wissenschaft und Christliches
leben, 1853.
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6 PHILOSOPHUMENA

The celebrated Christopher Wordsworth, Bishop of Lincoln,
followed with a scholarly study in which, while rejecting
von Bunsen’s conclusion, he admitted his main premises ;
and Dr. Dollinger, who was later to . prove the chief
opponent of Papal claims, appeared a little later with a
work on the same side. Against these were to be found
none who ventured to defend the supposed authorship of
Origen, but many who did not believe that the work was
rightly attributed to Hippolytus. Among the Germans,
Fessler and Baur pronounced for Caius, a presbyter to
whom Photius in the ninth century gave the curious title
= of “Bishop of Gentiles,” as author; of the Italians, de
Rossi assigned it to Tertullian and Armellini to Novatian ;
of the French, the Abb¢ Jallabert in a doctoral thesis voted
for Tertullian ; while Cruice, who was aftcrwards to translate
the work, thought its author must be either Caius or Ter--
tullian.®  Fortunately there is now no reason to re-open the
controversy, which one may conclude has come to an end
by the death of Lipsius, the last serious opponent of the
Hippolytan authorship. Mgr. Duchesne, who may in such
a matter be supposed to speak with the voice of the majority
of the learned of his own communion, in his Histoire
, Ancienne de I Eglise? accepts the view that Hippolytus was
- the author of the Philosophumena, and thinks that he became
. reconciled to the Church under the persecution of Maximin.3
We may, therefore, take it that Hippolytus’ authorship is
now admitted on all sides.

A few words must be said as to what is known of this
Hippolytus. A Saint and Martyr of that name appears
in the Roman Calendar, and a seated statue of him was
discovered in Rome in the sixteenth century inscribed on
the back of the chair with a list of works, one of which

1 Re'erences to nearly all the contributions to this controversy arc
correctly given in the Prolegomena to Cruice’s edition, pp. x . An
English translation of Dr. Déllinger's Hippolytus wund Kallistus
was published by Plummer, Edinburgh, 1876, and brings the contro-
versy up to date. Cf. also the Bibliography in Salmon’s article
* | {ippolytus Romanus " in Smith and Wace's gf«iuary of Christian
Biography (herealter quoted as D.C.5.).

3" See the English translation: Early History of the Christian
Church, London, 1909, I, pp. 227 f. L )

8 This is confirmed by Dom. C” pman in the Catholic Encyclopedia,

s. ov. ** Hippolytus,” ** Callistus.

Go glc
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INTRODUCTION 7

is claimed in our text as written by its author.! He is
first mentioned by Eusebius, who describes him as the
“ Bishop of another Church ” than that of Bostra, of which
he has been speaking ; 2 then by Theodoret, who calls him
the “holy Hippolytus, bishop and martyr”;® and finally
by Prudentius, who says that he became a Novatianist, but
on his way to martyrdom returned to the bosom of the -
Church and entreated his followers to do the same.* We
have many writings, mostly fragmentary, attributed to him,
including among others one on the Paschal cycle which
is referred to on the statue just mentioned, a tract against
Noetus used later by Epiphanius, and others on Anti-
christ, Danicl, and the Apocalypse, all of which show
a markedly chiliastic tendency. In the MSS. in which
some of thesc occur, he is spoken of as * Bishop of Rome,”
and this seems to have been his usual title among Greek’
writers, although he is in other places called ** Archbishop,”
and by other titles. From these and other facts, Déllinger
comes to the conclusion that he was really an anti-pope
or schismatic bishop who set himself up against the authority
of Callistus, and this, too, is accepted by Mgr. Duchesne,
who agrees with Déllinger that the schism created by him
lasted through the primacies of Callistus’ successors,
Urbanus and Pontianus, and only ceased when . this last
was exiled together with Hippolytus to the mines of
Sardinia.®* Though the evidence on which this is based
is not very strong, it is a very rcasonable account of the -
whole matter; and it becomes more probable if we choose
to believe—for which, however, there is no distinct evidence
—that Hippolytus was the head of the Greek-speaking
community of Christians at Ronie, while his enemy Callistus
presided over the more numerous Latins. In that case,
the schism would be more likely to be forgotten in time
of persecution, and would have less chance of survival than
the more serious ones of a later age; while it would
satisfactorily account for the  conduct ‘of " the Imperial

! The statuc and its inscription are also reprodnced by Buhop Words-
worth in the work above quoted.

3 Hist. Eccles., V1, c. 20. 3 Haer, Fab., I11, 1.

& Peristeph 11. For the chronological dnlﬁcullx that this involves
see Salmon, D.C. 5., s.v. * Ilippolylus Romanus.

¢ Duchesne, op, cit. .y Pe 233

Google




)

8 PHILOSOPHUMENA

authorities in sending the hecads of both communities into
" penal servitude at the same time. By doing so, Maximin
or his pagan advisers doubtless considered they were
dealing the yet adolescent Church a double blow.

3. Tue CrebiBiLITY OF HIPPOLYTUS

Assuming, then, that our author was Hippolytus, schis-
= matic Bishop of Romc from about 218 to 235, we must ncit
see what faith is to be attached to his statcments, This
(juestion was first raised by the late Dr. George Salmon,
Provost of Trinity College, Dublin, who was throughout
his life a zealous student of Gnosticism and of the history
of the Church during the carly centuries. While working
through our text he was so struck by the repetition in the
account of four different sects of the simile about the magnet
drawing iron to itself and the amber the straws, as to
excogitate a theory that Hippolytus must have been imposed
upon by a forger who had sold him a number of documents
purporting to be the secret books of the heretics, but in
reality written by the forger himsclf! This theory was
afterwards adopted by the late Heinrich Stihelin, who
published a’ trcatise in which he attempted to show in the
laborious German way, by a comparison of ncarly all the
different passages in it which present any similarity of
diction, that the wholc document was suspect.? The differ-
ent passages on which he relies will be dealt with in the
notes as they occur, and it may be sufficicnt to mention
here the opmlon of M. Eugéne de Faye, the latest writer
on the point, that the theory of Salmon and Stihelin goes
a long way beyond the facts®  As M. de Faye points out,
the different documents quoted in the work differ so greatly
from one another.both in style and contents, that to have
invented or concocted them would have required a forger
of almost superhuman skill and learning. To which it may
be added that the mere repetition of the phrases that
Stihelin has collated with such diligence would be the very -

1 «The Cross-references in the Phllosophnmem, Hermathena,

Dablin, No. XI, 188s, pp. 389 ff.
3 ¢ Die Gnostischen Qnellcn Hip, [pol)ts in Gcebhardt and Har-

nack’s Zexte und Untersuchungen, \
3 Introduction d I'Etude du Gnn:lm:uc, Paris, 1903, p. 68;

Guestiqumes et Guosticisme, Patis, 1913, p. 167. -
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INTRODUCTION 9

thing that the least skilful forger would most studiously
avoid, and that it could hardly fail to put the most credu-
lous purchaser on his guard. It is also the cage that somc

at least of the phrases of whose repetition Salmon and .

Stihelin complain can be shown to hav~> come, not from
the Gnostic author quoted, but from Hippolytus himself,
and that others are to be found in the Gnostic works which
have come down to us in Coptic dress! These Coptic
documents, as the present writer has shown elsewhere,? are

so intimately linked together that all must be taken to have -

_issued from the same school. They could not have been
known to Hippolytus or he would certainly have quoted
them in the work before us; nor to the supposed forger,
or he would have made greater use of them. We must,
therefore, suppose that, in the passages which they and
our text have in common, both they and it are drawing from
a common source which can hardly be anything clse than
the genuine writings of earlier heretics. We must, therefore,
agree with M. de Faye that the Salmon-Stihelin theory of
forgery must be rejected. '

If, however, we turn from this to such statements of
Hippolytus as we can check from other sources, we find
many reasons for doubting not indeed the good faith of
him or his informants, but the accuracy of one or other
of them. Thus, in his account of the tenets of the philoso-
phers, he repeatedly alters or_misunderstands his authorities,

as when he says that Thales supposed water to be the end.

as it had been the beginning of the Universe,® or that
‘Zaratas,” as he calls Zoroaster; said that light was the
father and darkness the mother of beings,* which statements
are directly at variance with what we know otherwise of the
.. opinions of these teachers. So, too, in Book I, he makes
Empedocles say that all things consist of fire, and will be
resolved into fire, while in Book VII, he says that Empe-
docles declared the elements of the cosmos to be six in

! The theory that all existing things come from an ‘‘indivisible .

point *’ which our text gives as that of Simon Magus and of Basilides
rcappears in the Druce Papyrus. Basilides’ remark about only 1 in
1000 and 2 in 10,000 being fit for the higher mysteries is repeated
verbatim in the Pistis Sophia, p. 354, Copt, Cf. Forerunners, 11, 172,
292, n. I.

3 Scottish Review, Vol. XXII, No. 43 (July 1893). .

3 p. 35 nfra. ¢ . 39 infra.. .
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Io PHILOSOPHUMENA

number, whereof firc, onc of the two instruments which alier
and amange it, is only one.! Again, in Book IX, he says
that he has already expounded the opinions of Heraciiius,
and then sets to work to describe as his a perfectiy diiicrent
set of tencts from that which he has assigned to him in
Book I; whilc in Book X he ascribes to Heraclitus yet
another opinion.2 Or we may take as an exampic the
system of arithmomancy or divination by the “ Pythagorean
number ” whercby, he says, its professors claim to predict
the winner of a contest by juggling with the numerical
values of the Ictters in the competitors’ names, and then
gives instances, some of which do and others do not work
out according to the rule he lays down. Sq, too, in his
unacknowledged quotations from Sextus Empiricus, he so
garbles his text as to make it unintelligible to us werc we
not able to restore it from Sextus’ own words. So, azain,
in his account of the sleight-ol-hand and other stage tricks,
whereby he says, no doubt with truth, the magicians used
to deceive those who consulted them, his account is so
carelessly written or copied that it is only by means of
much reading between the lines that it can be understood,
and even then it recounts many more marvels than it
explains3 Some of this inaccuracy may possibly be due
to mistakes in copying and re-copying by scribes who did
not understand what they were writing ; but when all is said
there is left a sum of blunders which can only be attributed
to great carelessness on the part of the author. Yet, as
if to show that he could take pains if he liked, the quota-
tions from Scripture are on the whole correctly transcribed
and show very few variations from the received versions.
Consequently when such variations do occur (they are
noted later whenever met with), we must suppose them 10
= be not the work of Hippolytus, but of the heretics from
.whom he quotes, who must, therefore, have taken liberties
with the New Testament similar to those of Marcion.
! p. 41; I1, p. 83 infra. S 11, pp. 119, 151 infra

% For the arith sce p. 83 fl. smfra; the borrowings from
Sextus begin on p. 70, the tricks of the magicians on p. 922 For
other mistakes, see the quolation about the Furiesin I, p. 23, which he
ascribes to Pythagoras, but which is certainly from lleraclitus (as
e e S ety TRl R
are a (] 1$ us wi

be dealt with o its place.
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INTRODUCTION 1

Where, also, he copics Irenzeus with or without acknowledg-
ment, his copy is extremely faithful, and agrecs with the
Latin version of the model more closcly than the Greek
of Epiphanius. It would seem, therefore, that our author’s
statements, although in no sensc unworthy of belief, yet
require in many cases strict cxamination before lhey can
be unhesitatingly accepted.!

4. Tur ComrosiTioN OF THE \WORK

In these circumstances, and in view of the manilest dis-
crepancics between statements in the earlier part of the text
and what purports to be their repetition in the later, the
question has naturally arisen as to whether the document

before us was written for publication in its present form.

It is never referred to or quoted by name by any later
author, and aithough the argument from silence has
generally proved a broken recd in such cases, there arc here

some circumstances which seem to give it unusual strength.

It was certainly no reluctance to call in evidence the work
of a schismatic or heretical writer which led to the work
being ignored, for Epiphanius, a century and a half later,
classes Hippolytus with Irenzus and Clement of Alexandria
as onc from whose writings he has obtained information,?
and Theodoret, while makmg usc still later of certain
passages which coincide with great ‘closeness with some in
Book X of our text,® admits, as has been said, Hippolytus’
claim to both episcopacy and martyrdom. But the passages
in ‘T'heodoret which scem to show.borrowing from Hippo-
lytus, although possibly, are not necessarily from the work

before us. . ‘The author of this tells us in Book I that he

has “aforetime” 4 expounded the tenets of the heretics
“within measure,” and without revealing all their mysteries,
and it might, therefore, be from some such earlier work
that both Epiphanius and Theodoret have borrowed. Some

writers, including Salmon,® have thought that this earlier

work of our author is to be found in the anonymous tractate
Adrversus Omnes Ilereses usually appended to Tertullian’s

1 This is especially the case with the story of Callistus, as to which ‘

. seell,pp 124 fi. infra.

3 flaer. xxxi., p. 20§, Ochler. 3 Haeret, fab. 1, 17-24.
¢ wdAai. - &1n D.C.B., art. cit. supra.
VOL. 1. ' ' B




i2 PHILOSOPHUMENA

works.! - Yet this tractate, which is extremely short, con-

tains nothing that can be twisted into the words common.

to our text and to Theodoret, and we might, therefore, assert
with confidence that it was from our text that Theodoret
copied them but for the fact that he nowhere indicates their
origin. This might be only another case of the unacknow-
ledged borrowing much in fashion in his time, were it not
that Theodoret has already spoken of Hippolytus in the
eulogistic terms quoted” above, and would therefore, one
would think, have been glad to give as his informant such
respectable aulhomy As he did not do so, wc may per-
haps accept the conclusion drawn by Cruice with much
skill in a study published shortly after the appearance of
Miller’s text,2 and say with him that Theodoret did not
know that the passages in question were to be found in
any work of Hippolytus. In this case, as the statements

in Book.IX forbid us to suppose that our text was published

anonymously or pseudonymously, the natural inference is
that both Hippolytus and Theodoret drew from a common
source.

What this source was likely to have been there can be
litle doubt. Qur author speaks more than once of “the
blessed elder Irenxcus,” who has, he says, refuted the heretic
Marcus with much vigour, and he implies that the energy
and power displayed by Ireneus in such matters have
shortened his own work with regard to the Valentinian.
school generally.® Photius, also, writing as has been said
in the ninth century, mentions a work of Hippolytus against
heresies admittedly owing much to Irenwus’ instruction.
The passage runs thus :—

“A booklet of Hippolytus has been read. Now

Hippolytus was a disciple of Irenzeus. But it (i.e.
the booklet) was the compilation against 32 heresies
making (the) Dositheans the beginning (of them) and
comprising (those) up to Noetus and the Noetians.
And he says that these heresies were subjected to

t See Ochlar's edition of Tertullian's works, II, 751 £ The parallel

E:Ennre set out in convenient form in Blshop Wordsworth’s book

s Elmk: st de wowvean documents h.rlarqam empruntls & louvrage
recemmet déconvert des Pﬁulmﬂnumca, Paris, 1853
UL, pp. 43, 47 infra.
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INTRODUCTION 13

refutations by Irenzxus in conversation! (or in lectures).
Of which refutations inaking also a synopsis, he says
he compiled this book. The phrasing however is
clear, reverent and unaffected, although he does not
observe the Attic style. But he says some other things
lacking in accuracy, and that the Epistle to the Hebrews
was not by the Apostle Paul,”

These words have been held by Salmon-and others to
describe the tractate Adversus Omncs IHareses. Yet this
tractate contains not thirty-two heresies, but twenty-scven,
and begins with Simon Magus to end with the Praxcas against
whom T'ertullian wrote. Italso noticesanother heretic named
Blastus, who, like Praxeas, is mentioned neither by Irenxus
nor by our author, nor does it say anything about Noetus

or the Apostle Paul. It does indeed mention at the outset:

“Dositheus the Samaritan,” but only to say that the author
proposes to keep silence concerning both him and the Jews,
and “to turn to those who have wished to make heresy
from the Gospel,” the very first of whom, he says, is Simon
Magus.? As for refutations, the tractate contains nothing
1esembling one, which has forced the- supporters of the
theory to assume that they were omitted for brevity's sake.
Nor does it in the least agree with our text in its description
of the tenects and practices of heresies which the two docu-
ments treat of in common, such as Simon, Basilides, the
Sethiani and others, and the differences are too great to be
accounted for by supposing that the author of the later text
was merely incorporating in it newer information.®

On the other hand, Photius’ description agrees fairly well -

.with our text, which contains thirty-one heresies all told, or
thirty-two if we include, as the author asks us to do, that im-
" puted by him to Callistus. Of these, that of Noetus is the

! $uirobvros Eipnvalov. Tor the whole quotation, see Photius,
Bibliotheen, 121 (Bekker's ed.).

* Tertullian (Ochler’s ed.), II, 751. St. Jerome in quoling this
passage says the herctics have mangled the Gospel.

3 Thus the tractate makes Simon Magus call his Helena Sophia, and
says that Basilides named his Supreme God Abraxas. It knows nothing
of the God-who-is-not and the three Sonhoods of our text : and it gives
an entirely different account of the Sethians, whom it calls Sethite, and
says that they identified Christ with Seth. In this heresy, (oo, it intro~
duces Sophia, and makes her the author of the Flood. :

Google



14 PHILOSOPRUNENA

twenty-eighth, and is followed by thase of the Fichessiies
Essenes, Pharisces and Sadducecs onls. These g ast o2
all much earlier in date than any mentoned i ine rest o€ e
work, and three of them apjwareG to i7e 2172 o Toe Taszits
last quoted as not heresics at aii, wiire the foomh 15 DX G-
scribed by him, and there is no reason el zisiy a7oarnl
why in any case they shouwd be put aiter and nox oo zce e
post-Christian ones. The eariy part of the summary of Tew s
beliefs in Book X is ton away, and may have cocannd a
notice of Dosithcus, wise name oxcurs in Euseoos a3
other writers,! as a predecessor of Sinon Mizus ans ane
who did not believe in the inspiration of e Jewss
Prophets. The natural piace in chron.oscai occar for
these Jewish and Samaritan sects wouid, therefore. te at o2
head rather than at the taii of the list, anG if we may venicre
to put them there and to restore to the caizl»zue U'e Lawe
of Dositheus, we should have our thiry-iwo heseves.
beginning with Dositheus and ending with Noztus  VWe
will return later to the rcason why Photius stoad i
our text a Biblidarion or “ boociet.™

Are there now any reasons for thinking that ozr tewt is
founded on such a synopsis of lectures as Phocus s
Hippolytus made? A fairly cogent one is the incoavenrnt
and awkward division of the books, which ofien se:m as if
they had been arranged to occupy equal periods o iime in
delivery. Another is the unnecessary and tecious in'ro-
ductions and recapitulations with which the Cescrixisns
of particular philosophies, chariatan‘c practices, and neve-
sies begin and end, and which seem as if ihey wer= on'-
put in for the sake of arresting or hoidinz the alienivn o
an audience addressed verbaliy. Thus, in the acotant of
Simon Magus' heresy, our author begins with a icnz-winicd
story of a Libyan who taught parrots to prociaim his own
divinity, the only bearing of which tpon tie story of Simon
is that Hippolytus asserts, like Justin Martyr, taat Simon
wished his followers to take him for the Supreme Being.?
So, too, he begins the succeeding book wiih the aze-worn
tale of Ulysses and the Sirens?® by way of intrcGuciion
the tenets of Basilides, with which it has no connection

' Euseb., Hist. Eecls. IV, i B 1
nlsn()rigcn.unlm ik Vlf-c.”l-l. He s quoting IHegesippms. See

* 1N, p. 3 infra. 3 1L, pp. 61 & infra.
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INTRODUCTION 9

thing that the least skilful forger would most studiously
avoid, and that it could hardly fail to put the most credu-
lous purchaser on his guard. It is also the cage that somc
at least of the phrases of whose repetition Salmon and
Stihelin complain can be shown to hav~.come, not from
the Gnostic author quoted, but from Hippolytus himself,
and that others are to be found in the Gnostic works which
have come down to us in Coptic dress.! These Coptic
documents, as the present writcr has shown elsewhere,? are
so intimately linked together that all must be taken to have -
.issued from the same school. They could not have been
known to Hippolytus or he would certainly have quoted
them in the work before us; nor to the supposed forger,
or he would have made greater use of them. We must,
therefore, suppose that, in the passages which they and
our text have in common, both they and it are drawing from
a common source which can hardly be anything clse than
the genuine writings of earlier heretics. We must, therefore,
agree with M. de Faye that the Salmon-Stihelin theory of
forgery must be rcjected. )

If, however, we turn from this to such statements of
Hippolytus as we can check from other sources, we find
many reasons for doubting not indeed the good faith of
him or his informants, but the accuracy of one or other
of them. Thus, in his account of the tenets of the philoso-
phers, he repeatedly alters or_ misunderstands his authorities,
as when he says that Thales supposed water to be the end
as it had been the beginning of the Universe,3 or that
‘*Zaratas,” as he calls Zoroaster; said that light was the
father and darkness the mother of beings,* which statements
are directly at variance with what we know otherwise of the
opinions of these teachers. So, too, in Book I, he makes
limipedocles say that all things consist of fire, and will be
resolved into fire, while in Book VII, he says that Empe-
docles declared the elements of the cosmos to be six in

! The theory that all existing things come from an *“indivisible
point "’ which our text gives as that of Simon Magus and of Basilides
rcappears in the Druce Papyrus, Basilides’ remark about only 1 in
1000 and 2 in 10,000 being fit for the higher mysteries is repeated
:;:M'I‘m: in the Pistis Sophia, p. 354, Copt. Cf. Forerunners, 1, 172,

* Scottisk Review, Vol. XXII, No. 43 (July 1893). -

3 p. 38 infra. 4 p. 39 infra,
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number, whereof fire, onc of the two instruments which alter
and amange it, is only one.! Again, in Book IX, he says
that he has already expounded the opinions of Heraclitus,
and then sets to work to describe as his a perfectly different
set of tencts from that which he has assigned to him in
Book I; while in Book X hc ascribes to Heraclitus yet
another opinion.? Or we may takc as an examplc the
system of arithmomancy or divination by the * Pythagorean
number ” whereby, he says, its profcssors claim to predict
the winner of a  contest by juggling with the numcrical
values of the lctters in the competitors’ names, and then
gives instances, some of which do and others do not work
out according to the rule he lays down. So, too, in his
unacknowledged quotations from Sextus Empiricus, he so
garbles his text as to make it unintelligible to us werc we
not able to restore it from Sextus’ own words. So, again,
i his account of the sleight-of-hand and other stage tricks,
whereby he says, no doubt with truth, the magicians used
to deceive those who consulted them, his account is so
carelessly written or copied that it is only by means of
much reading between the lines that it can be understood,
and even then it recounts many more marvels than it
explains.? Some of this inaccuracy may possibly be due
to mistakes in copying and re-copying by scribes who did
not understand what they were writing ; but when all is said
there is left a sum of blunders which can only be attributed
to great carelessness on the part of the author. Vet, as
if to show that he could take pains if he liked, the quota-
tions from Scripture are on the whole correctly transcribed
and show very few variations from the received versions.
Consequently when such variations do occur (they are
noted later whenever met with), we must suppose them to
be not the work of Hippolytus, but of the heretics from
whom he quotes, who must, therefore, have taken libeities
vith the New Testament similar to those of Marcion.

U 41; I1, p. 83 infra. t 11, pp. 119, 151 infra.

: l:o: the nri‘:'hm{)m{ sce p. 83 fl. ‘:'gjra? xhés bor/rowings from
Sextus begin on p. 70, the tricks of the magicians on p. 92.  For
other mistakes, see the quotation about the Furiesin I1, p. 23, which he
axcribes (0 Pythagoras, but which is certainly from lleraclitus (as
Plutarch- tells “us), and the Categories of Aristotle which a few pages
earlier are also assigned to Pythagoras. Iis treatment of Josephus will
be dealt with in its place. :
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INTRODUCTION 3

literature, of which well-nigh the whole has been lost to us.!
‘Thus;, our author gives us excerpts from a work called the
Great Announcement, attributed by him to Simon Magus,
from another called Proastit used by the sect of the Peratce,
from the LParaphrase of Seth in favour with the Scthiani,
from the Baruck of one Justinus, a heresiarch hitherto
unknown to us, and from a work by an anonymous writer
belonging to the Naassenes or Ophites, which is mainly a
Gnostic explanation of the hymns used in the worship of
Cybele.®  Besides these, there are long extracts from Basil-
idian and Valentinian works which may be by the founders
of those sects, and which certainly give us a more extended
insight into their doctrines than we before possessed ; while
Book X contains what purports to be a summary of the
whole work.

This, however, does not exhaust the new information put
at our disposal by Mynas’ discovery. In the course of an
account of the heresy of Noetus, who refused to admit any
difference between the First and Second Persons of the
I'rinity, our author suddenly develops a violent attack on
one Callistus, a high officer of the Church, whom he
describes as a runaway slave who had made away with his
master’s money, had stolen that - deposited with him by
widows and others belonging to the Church, and had been
condemned to the mines by the Prefect of the City, to be
rcleased only by the grace of Commodus’ concubine,
Marcia.® He further accuses Callistus of leaning towards
the heresy of Noetus, and of encouraging laxity of manners
in the Church by permitting the-marriage and re-marriage
of bishops and priests, and concubinage among the un-
marricd women. The heaviness of this charge lies in the
fact that this Callistus can hardly be any other than the
Saint and Martyr of that name, who succeeded Zephyrinus

! Save for a few senlences quoted in patristic Qritings, the only
extant Gnostic works are the Coptic collection in the British Museum
and the Bodlcian at Oxford, known as the Pistis Sophia and the Bruce
Papyrus respectively, There are said to be some other fragments of
Colﬁgitlz )\llSS. of fGnostic origin in Berlin which have not yet been
published. - ’

.¥ An account by the present writer of this worship in Roman times is
gwcgq in n}he Journal of the Royal Asialic Society for October 1917,
pp. 695 M. S

3 11, pp. 135 fI. infra,

Google




. PHILOSOPHUMENA

~ in the Chair of St. Peter about the year 218, and whose
" name is familiar to all visitors to modern Rome from the
cemetery which still bears it, and over which the work
before us says he had been set by his predecessor.! The
explanation of these charges will be discussed when we
consider the authorship of the book, but for the present it
may be noticed that they throw an entirely unexpected
light upon the inner history of the Primitive Church.

These facts, however, were not immediately patent. The L
MS., written as appears from the colophon by one L
Michael in an extremely crabbed hand of the fourteenth ’
century, is full of -erasures and interlineations, and has
‘several serious ' lacune.? Hence it would probably '
have remained unnoticed in the Bibliothéque Royale of '
Paris to which it was consigned, had it  not there met the o
eye of Bénigne Emmanuel Miller, a French scholar and
archeologist who had devoted his life to the study and |
decipherment of ancient Greek MSS. By his care and the .
gencrosity of the University Press, the MS. was transcribed -
and published in 1851 at Oxford, but without. either Intro- .
duction or explanatory notes, although the "suggested G
emendations in the text were all carefully noted at the |
foot of every page® These omissions were repaired by the ( ,
German scholars F. G. Schneidewin and Ludwig Duncker, ' '
who in 1856-1859 published at Géttingen an amended ‘
text with full critica{) and explanatory notes, and a Latin i
version.! The completion of this publication was delayed |
by the death of Schneidewin, which occurred before he had !
time to go further than Book VII, and was followed by - i
the appearance at Paris in 1860 of a similar text and J f
translation by the Abbé Cruice, then Rector of a college at
Rome, who had given, as he tells us in his Prolegomena, |
many years to the study of the work.® As his edition
embodics all the best features of that of Duncker and

- Schneidewin, together with the fruits of much good and
111, p. 124 infra. :
3 The facsimile of a page of the MS. is givenin Bishop Wordsworth’s ’
Hl]/\'lylm' and the Church of Kome, London, 1880. i
B. E. Milics, Origenis Philosophumena sive Omininm Haresium i
\Refutatio, Oxford, 1851. .
¢ .. Duncker F. G. Schneidewin, DPhilosophumena, etc,
Giéttingen, 1856-1859. ,
& P. M. Cruice, Philesophumena, etc. Paris, 1860,
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INTRODUCTION 5

carcful work of his own, and a Latin version incomparably
superior in clearness and terseness to the German editors’,
it is the one mainly uscd in the following pages. An
English translation by the Rev. J. H. Maemahon, the
! translator for Bohn’s series of a great part of the works of
| Aristotle, also appcared in 1868 in Messrs. Clark’s Ante-
| Nicene Library. little fault can be found with it on the
score of verbal accuracy; but fifty ycars ago the rclics of
Gnosticism had not received the attention that has since
been bestowed upon them, and the translatdr, perhaps in
consequence, did little to help the general feader to an
understanding of the author’s meaning. :

2. THE AUTHORSHIP OF THE WORK

Even before Mynas’ discovery, doubts had been cast on
the attribution of the Philosophumena to Origen. The fact
that the author in his Proemium speaks of himself as a
successor of the Apostles, a sharer in the gracc of high
pricsthood, and a guardian of the Church,!had already led.
scveral learned writers in the eighteenth century to point
out that Origen, who was never even a bishop, could not
possibly be the author, and Epiphanius, Didymus of Alex-
andria, and Actius were among the namcs to which it was
assigned. Immediately upon the publication of Miller’s
text, this controversy was revived, and naturally became
coloured by the religious and political opinions of its
protagonists. Jacobi in a German theological journal was
the first to declare that it must have been written by
Hippolytus, a contemporary of Callistus,? and this proved
to be like the letting out of waters. The dogma of Papal
Infallibility was already in the air, and the opportunity was
at once seized by the Baron von Bunsen, then Prussian
Ambassador at the Court of St. James’, to do what he could
to defeat its promulgation. In his Hippolytus and lis Age
(1852), he asserted his belief in Jacobi’s theory, and drew
from the abusc of Callistus in Book IX of the newly dis-
covercd text, the conclusion that even in the third century
the Primacy of the Bishops of Rome was eflectively denied.

' p. 34 infra.

8 Deutsche Zeitsckrift fiir Christlicke Wissenschaft und Christliches
leben, 18532,
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The celebrated Christopher Wordsworth, Bishop of Lincoln,
followed with a scholarly study in which, while rejecting
von Bunsen’s conclusion, he admitted his main premises ;
and Dr. Doéllinger, who was later to . prove the chief
opponent of Papal claims, appeared a little later with a
work on the same side. Against these were to be found
none who ventured to defend the supposed authorship of
Origen, but many who did not believe that the work was
rightly attributed to Hippolytus. Among the Germans,
Fessler and Baur pronounced for Caius, a presbyter to _
whom Photius in the ninth century gave the curious title i
~ of “Bishop of Gentiles,” as author; of the Italians, de :
Rossi assigned it to Tertuilian and Armellini to Novatian ; |
of the French, the Abb¢ Jallabert in a doctoral thesis voted ’
for Tertullian ; while Cruice, who was afterwards to translate T
the work, thought its author must be either Caius or Ter- 4
tullian.!  Fortunately there is now no reason to re-open the i
controversy, which one may conclude has come to an end |
by the death of Lipsius, the last scrious opponent of the
Hippolytan authorship. Mgr. Duchesne, who may in such
a matter be supposed to speak with the voice of the majority
of the learned of his own communion, in his Histoire
, Ancienne de I Eglise® accepts the view that Hippolytus was
- the author of the Philosophumena, and thinks that he became
. reconciled to the Church under the persecution of Maximin.3
We may, therefore, take it that Hippolytus’ authorship is
now admitted on all sides.

A few words must be said as to what is known of this
Hippolytus. A Saint and Martyr of that name appears
in the Roman Calendar, and a seated statue of him was
discovered in Rome in the sixteenth century inscribed on
the back of the chair with a list of works, one of which

: ; o . . N .
e . i o R BT Er s omite s AL b b

1 Re’erences to nearly all the contributions to this controversy arc .
correctly given in the Prolegomena to Cruice’s edition, pp. x . An
English transiation of Dr. Déllinger's Hippolytus und Kallistus
was published by Plummer, Edinburgh, 1876, and lrings the contro-

up to date. Cf. also the Bibliography in' Salmon’s article

* Hippolytus Romanus " in Smith and Wace's Dictionary of Christian
Bispraphy (herealler quoted as D.C.B.).

3"See the English transiation: Early History of the Christian
Church, London, 1909, I, pp. 227 ff. :

8 This is confirmed by Dom. Chapman in the Catholic Encyclopedia,

5 oo, * Hippolytus,” ** Callistus.”
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INTRODUCTION 7

is claimed in our text as written by its author.! He is
first mentioned by Eusebius, who describes him as the
“ Bishop of another Church ” than that of Bostra, of which
he has been speaking ; 2 then by Theodoret, who calls him
the “holy Hippolytus, bishop and martyr”;?® and finally
by Prudentius, who says that he became a Novatianist, but
on his way to martyrdom returned to the bosom of the -
Church and entreated his followers to do the same.4 e
have many writings, mostly fragmentary, attributed to him,
including among others one on the Paschal cycle which
is referred to on the statue just mentioned, a tract against
Noetus used later by Epiphanius, and others on Anti-
christ, Danicl, and the Apocalypse, all of which show
a markedly chiliastic tendency. In the MSS. in which
some of these occur, he is spoken of as * Bishop of Rome,”
and this seems to have been his usual title among Greek
writers, although he is in other places called ‘ Archbishop,”
and by other titles. Irom these and other facts, Déllinger
comes to the conclusion that he was really an anti-pope
or schismatic bishop who set himself up against the authority
of Callistus, and this, too, is accepted by Mgr. Duchesne,
who agrees with Déllinger that the schism created by him
lasted through the primacies of Callistus’ successors,
Urbanus and Pontianus, and only ceased when this last
was exiled together with Hippolytus to the mines of
Sardinia.®* Though the evidence on which this is based
is not very strong, it is a very rcasonable account of the -
whole matter; and it becomes more probable if we choose
to believe—for which, however, there is no distinct evidence
—that Hippolytus was the head of the Greek-speaking
community of Christians at Romie, while his enemy Callistus
presided over the more numerous Latins. In that case,
the schism would be more likely to be forgotten in time
of persecution, and would have less chance of survival than
the more serious ones of a later age; while it would
satisfactorily account for the conduct of the Imperial

! The statuc and its inscription are also reproduced by Bishop Words-
worth in the work above quoted. :

8 Hist. Kccles., V1, c. 20. 3 Haer, Fab., 111, 1.

& Peristeph I1. For the chronological dimcullx that this involves
see Salmon, D.C. 5., s.v. ** Ilippolytus Romanus.

8 Duchesne, op. cit., p. 233.
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authorities in sending the heads of both communities into

" penal servitude at the same time. By doing so, Maximin
or his pagan advisers doubtless considered they were
dealing the yet adolescent Church a double blow.

3. THE CrEDIBILITY OF HIPPOLYTUS

Assummg, then, that our author was Hippolytus, schis-
matic Bishop of Romc from about 218 to 235, we must ncxt
see what faith is to be attached to his statements, This
question was first raised by the late Dr. George Salmon,
Provost of Trinity College, Dublin, who was throughout
his life a zealous student of Gnosticism and of the history
of the Church during the carly centurics. While working
through our text he was so struck by the repetition in the
account of four different sects of the simile about the magnet
drawing iron to itselfl and the amber the straws, as to
excogitate a theory that Hippolytus must have been imposed -
upon by a forger who had sold him a number of documents
purporting to be thc secret books of the heretics, but in
reality written by the forger himsclf.! This theory was
afterwards adopted by the late Heinrich Stihelin, who -
published a' trcatise in which he attempted to show in the
laborious German way, by a comparison of ncarly all the
different passages in it which present any similarity of
diction, that the wholc document was suspect.? The differ-
ent passages on which he relies will be dealt with in the
notes as they occur, and it may be sufficicnt to mention
here the opinion of M. LEugéne de Faye, the latest writer
on the point, that the theory of Salmon and Stihelin goes
a long way beyond the facts.® As M. de Faye points out,
the different documents quoted in the work difler so greatly
from one another-both in style and contents, that to have
invented or concocted them would have required a forger
of almost superhuman skill and learning. To which it may
be added that the mere repetition of the phrases that
Stihelin has collated with such dlhgence would be the very

! «“The Cross-references in the Phllosophnmenn, Hermathena,
Duhlin, No. XI, 1885, pp. 389 ff.

% «Die Gnostischen Quellen ITip lpol)ls in Gebhardt and Har-
nack’s Texte und Untersuchungen, \

3 Introduction d I'Etude dn Gno:lm:mt, Paris, 1903, p. 68;
Guestigmes et Gueosticisme, Pacis, 1913, p. 167. -
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thing that the least skiiful forger would most studiously
avoid, and that it couid hardiy fail to put the most credu-
lous purchaser on his guard. It is also the case that somc
at least of the phrases of whose repetition Salmon and
Staheiin complain can be shown to hav~ come, not from
the Gnostic author quoted, but from Hippolytus himself,
and that otiers are to be found in the Gnostic works which
have come down to us in Coptic dress.! These Coptic
documients, as the present writer has shown elsewhere,? are
so intimately linked together that all must be taken to have -
.issued from the same school. They could not have been
known to Hippoiytus or he would certainly have quoted
them in the work before us; nor to the supposed forzer,
or he would have made greater use of them. We must,
therefore, suppose that, in the passages which they and
our text have in common, both they and it are drawing from
a common source which can hardly be anything clse than
the genuine writings of earlier heretics. We must, thercfore,
agree with M. de Faye that the Salmon-Stahelin theory of
forgery must be rejected.

If, however, we turn from this to such statements of
Hippolytus as we can check from other sources, we find
many reasons for doubting not indeed the good faith of
him or his informants, but the accuracy of one or other
of them. Thus, in his account of the tenets of the philoso-
phers, he repeatedly alters or_misunderstands his authorities,
as when he says that Thales supposed water to be the end
as it had been the beginning of the Universe,? or that
‘*Zaratas,” as he calls Zoroaster; said that light was the
father and darkness the mother of beings,* which statements
are directly at variance with what we know otherwise of the
opinions of these teachers. So, too, in Book I, he makes
Empedocles say that all things consist of fire, and will be
resolved into fire, while in Book VII, he says that Empe-
docles declared the elements of the cosmos to be six in

1 The theory that all existing things come from an *indivisible
point ** which our text gives as that of Simon Magus and of Basilides
reappears in the liruce Papyrus. Basilides’ remark about only 1 in
1000 and 2 in 10,000 Leing fit for the higher mysteries is repeated
verbatim in the Pistis Sophia, p. 354, Copt. Cf. Forerunners, ll, 173,
292, n. I.

$ Scoltish Review, Vol. XXII, No. 43 (July 1893). .

3 p. 35 fnfra. ¢ p. 39 infra,
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number, whereof fire, onc of the two instruments which alter
and amrange it, is only one.! Again, in Book IX, he says
that he has already expounded the opinions of Heraclitus,
and then sets to work to describe as his a perfectly different
set of tencts from that which he has assigned to him in
Book I; while in Book X he ascribes to Heraclitus yet
another opinion.? Or we may take as an example the
system of arithmomancy or divination by the * Pythagorean
number ” whereby, he says, its professors claim to predict
the winner of a contest by juggling with the numerical
values of the lctters in the competitors’ names, and then
gives instances, some of which do and others do not work
out according to the rule he lays down. So, too, in his

unacknowledged quotations from Sextus Empiricus, he so

garbles his text as to make it unintelligible to us werc we
not _able to restore it from Sextus’ own words. So, again,
In his account of the sleight-of-hand and other stage tricks,
whereby he says, no doubt with truth, the magicians used
to deceive those who consulted them, his account is so
carelessly written or copied that it is only by means of
much reading between the lines that it can be understood,
and even then it recounts many more marvels than it
explains.3 Some of this inaccuracy may possibly be due
to mistakes in copying and re-copying by scribes who did
not understand what they were writing ; but when all is said
there is left a sum of blunders which can only be attributed
to great carelessness on the part of the author. Yet, as
if to show that he could take pains if he liked, the quota-
tions from Scripture are on the whole correctly transcribed
and show very few variations from the received versions.
Consequently when such variations do occur (they are
noted later whenever met with), we must suppose them 1o
be not the work of Hippolytus, but of the heretics from
.whom he quotes, who must, therefore, have taken liberties
with the New Testament similar to those of Marcion.

1 1; I, p. 83 infra. 2 11, pp. 119, 151 fnfra

s g.o: the n’ri‘t"hmim{ sce p. 83 fT. l:'?lfra ,9 ,thg bor/r’owings from
Sextus begin on p. 70, the tricks of the magicians on p. 92. For

other mistakes, see the quotation about the Furiesin II, p. 23, which he

ascribes to Pythagoras, but which is certainly from Ileraclitus (as
Plutarch- tells ‘us), and the Categories of Aristotle: which a few pages
earlicr are also assigned to Pythagoras. His treatment of Josephus will
be dealt with in its place. .
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INTRODUCTION 11

Where, also, he copics Irenxcus with or without acknowledg-
ment, his copy is extremely faithful, and agrees with the
Latin version of the model more closcly than the Greek
of Epiphanius. It would seem, therefore, that our author’s
statements, although in no sensc unworthy of belief, yet
require in many cases strict cxamination before they can
be unhesitatingly accepted.?

4. Tur ComrosiTiON OF THE WORK

In these circumstances, and in view of the manifest dis-
crepancics between statements in the earlier part of the text
and what purports to be their repetition in the later, the
question has naturally arisen as to whether the document
before us was written for publication in its present form.
It is never referred to or quoted by namc by any later
author, and although the argument from silence has
generally proved a broken recd in such cases, there arc here
some circumstances which seem to give it unusual strength. -
It was certainly no reluctance to call in evidence the work
of a schismatic or heretical writer which led to the work
being ignored, for Epiphanius, a century and a half later,
classes Hippolytus with Irenzxcus and Clement of Alexandria
as onc from whose writings he has obtained information,?
and Theodoret, while making usc still later of certain
passages which coincide with great ‘closeness with some in
Book X of our text,® admits, as has been said, Hippolytus’
claim to both episcopacy and martyrdom. But the passages
in "Theodoret which scem to show.borrowing from Hippo-
lytus, although possibly, are not necessarily from the work
before us.  The author of this tells us in Book I that he
has “aforetime”* expounded the tenets of the heretics
“within measure,” and without revealing all their mysteries,
and it might, therefore, be ‘from some such earlier work
that both Epiphanius and Theodoret have borrowed. Some
writers, including Salmon,‘ have thought that this earlier
work of our author is to be found in the anonymous tractate
Adversus Omnes [lereses usually appended to Tertullian’s

1 This is especially the case with the story of Callistus, as to which
see 1[, pp. 124 Q. infra.

3 flaer. xxxi., p. 20§, Oehler. 3 Haerel. fab. 1, 17-24.
¢ wdAai. & 1In D.C.B., art, cit. supra.
VOL. I. ’ ’ B
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works.! . Yet this tractate, which is extremely short, con-

tains nothing that can be twisted into the words common.

to our text and to Theodoret, and we might, therefore, assert
with confidence that it was from our text that Theodoret
copied them but for the fact that he nowhere indicates their
origin. This might be only another case of the unacknow-
ledged borrowing much in fashion in his time, were it not
that Theodoret has already spoken of Hippolytus in the
eulogistic terms quoted above, and would therefore, one
would think, have been glad to give as his informant such
respectable authority. As he did not do so, wc may per-
haps accept the conclusion drawn by Cruice with much
skill in a study published shortly after the appearance of
Miller's text,? and say with him that Theodoret did not
know that the passages in question were to be found in
any work of Hippolytus. In this case, as the statements

in Book.IX forbid us to suppose that our text was published

anonymously or pseudonymously, the natural inference is
that both Hippolytus and Theodoret drew from a common
source.

What this source was likely to have been there can be
little doubt. Our author speaks more than once of ““the
blessed elder Irenxus,” who has, he says, refuted the heretic
Marcus with much vigour, and he implies that the energy
and power displayed by Irenzus in such matters have

shortened his own work with regard to the Valentinian.

school generally.? Photius, also, writing as has been said
in the ninth century, mentions a work of Hippolytus against
heresies admittedly owing much to Irenzeus’ instruction.
The passage runs thus :—

“A booklet of Hippolytus has been read. Now

Hippolytus was a disciple of Irenzus. But it (i.e.
the booklet) was the compilation against 32 heresies
making (the) Dositheans the beginning (of them) and
comprising (those) up to Noetus and the Noetians.
And he says that these heresies were subjected to

t See Ochler’s edition of Tertullian's works, IT, 751 f. The parallel
mgnare set out in convenient form in Bishop \Wordsworth’s book
e quoted.
' El?adn suer de wotrveanx documents historiques empruntés & lowvrage
recommet décowvert des Philosophumena, Pavis, 1853.
* 15, pp. 43, 47 infra. -
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INTRODUCTION ) 13

refutations by Irenzeus in conversation ! (or in lectures).
Of which refutations making also a synopsis, he says
he compiled this book. The phrasing however is
clear, reverent and unaffected, although he does not
observe the Attic style. But he says some other things
lacking in accuracy, and that the Epistle to the Hebrews
was not by the Apostle Paul.,” -

These words have been held by Salmon and others to
describe the tractate Adversus Omnes Haereses. Yet this
tractate contains not thirty-two heresies, but twenty-scven,
and begins with Simon Magus to end with the ’raxcas against
whom 'T'ertullian wrote. Italso noticesanother heretic named
Blastus, who, like Praxeas, is mentioned neither by Irenzxcus
nor by our author, nor does it say anything about Noetus

or the Apostle Paul. It does indeed mention at the outset:

“Dositheus the Samaritan,” but only to say that the author
proposes to keep silence concerning both him and the Jews,
and “to turn to those who have wished to make heresy
from the Gospcl,” the very first of whom, he says, is Simon
Magus.? As for refutations, the tractate contains nothing
1esembling one, which has forced the supporters of the
theory to assume that they were omitted for brevity’s sake.
Nor does it in the least agree with our text in its description
of the tenets and practices of heresies which the two docu-
ments treat of in common, such as Simon, Basilides, the
Sethiani and others, and the differences are too great to be
accounted for by supposing that the author of the later text
was merely incorporating in it newer information.3

On the other hand, Photius’ description agrees fairly well -

_with our text, which contains thirty-one heresies all told, or
thirty-two if we include, as the author asks us to do, that im-
" puted by him to Callistus. Of these, that of Noetus is the

1 $unobrros Elpnvalov. For the whole quotation, see TPhotius,
Bibliotheen, 121 (Bekker's ed.).

! Tertullian (Ochler’s ed.), II, 751. St. Jerome in quoling this
passagre says the heretics have mangled the Gospel.

? Thus the tractate makes Simon Magus call his Helena Sophia, and
says that Basilides named his Supreme God Abraxas. It knows nothing
of the God-who-is-not and the three Sonhonods of our text : and it gives
an entirely different account of the Sethians, whom it calls Sethitee, and
says that they identified Christ with Seth. In this heresy, too, it intro-
duces Sophia, and makes her the author of the Flood.
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14 PHILOSOPHUMENA

twenty-eighth, and is followed by those of the Elchesaites,
Essenes, Pharisces and Sadducees only. ‘These four last are
all much earlier in date than any mentioned in the rest of the
work, and three of them appeared to the author of the tractatc
last quoted as not heresies at all, while the fourth is not de-
scribed by him, and there is no reason immediately apparent .
why in any case they should be put after and not belore the
post-Christian ones. The early part of the summary of Jewish
beliefs in Book X is torn away, and may have contained a
notice of Dosithcus, whose name occurs in Eusebius and
other writers,! as a predecessor of Simon Magus and onc
who did not believe in the inspiration of the Jewish
Prophets. ‘The natural place in chronological order for
these Jewish and Samaritan sects would, therefore, be at the
head rather than at the tail of the list, and if ' we may venture
to put them there and to restore to the catalogue the name
of Dositheus, we should have our thirty-two heresies,
beginning with Dositheus and ending with Noectus. We
will return later to the reason why Photius should call
our text a Biblidarion or  booklet.”

Are there now any reasons for thinking that our text is
founded on such a synopsis of lectures as Photius says
Hippolytus made? A fairly cogent one is the inconvenient
and awkward division of the books, which often seem as if
they had been arranged to occupy equal periods of time in
delivery. Another is the unnecessary and tedious intro-
ductions and recapitulations with which the descriptions
of particular philosophies, charlatanic practices, and here-
sies begin and end, and which seem as if they were only
put in for the sake of arresting or holdinz the attention of
an audience addressed verbally. Thus, in the account of
Simon Magus' heresy, our author begins with a long-winded
story of a Libyan who taught parrots to proclaim his own
divinity, the only bearing of which upon the story of Simon
is that Hippolytus asserts, like Justin Martyr, that Simon
wished his followers to take him for the Supreme Being.?
So, too, he begins the succeeding book with the age-worn
tale of Ulysses and the Sirens® by way of introduction to
the tenets of Basilides, with which it has no connection

! Euseb., &ist. Eccles. IV, ¢. 22.  He is quoting Hegesippus. See

also Origen contra Celsum, V1, c. 11.
'L, p. 3 infra. 3 11, pp. 61 f. snfra.
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INTRODUCTION 15

whatever. This was evidently intended to attract the
attcntion of an audience so as to induce them to give more
heed to the somewhat intricate details which follow. In
other cases, he puts at the beginning or end of a book
a more or less detailed summary of those which preceded
it, lest, as he states in onc instance, his hearcrs should have
forgotten what- he has before said.! These are the usual
artifices of a lecturer, but a more salient example is perhaps '
those ends of chapters giving indications of what is to follow
immediatcly, which can hardly be anything else than
announcements in advance of the subject of the next
lecture, Thus, at the end of Book I, he promiscs to
explain the mystic rites3—a promise which is for us unful-
filled in the absence of Books II and III; at the end of
Book 1V, he tells us that he will deal with the disciples of
Simon and Valentinus 3; at that of Book VII, that he will
do the same with the Docete4; and at that of Book VIII
that he will “pass on” to the heresy of Noetus.®> In none
of these cases does he more than mention the first of the
heresies to be treated of in the succeeding book, which the
reader could find out for himself by turning over the page,
or rather by casting his eye a little further down the roll.
Again, there are repetitions in our text excusable in a
lecturer who does not, if he is wise, expect his hearcrs to
have at their fingers’ ends all that he has said in former
lectures, and who may even find that he can best root
things in their memory by saying them over and over
again ; but quite unpardonable in a writer who can refer
his readers more profitably to his former statements. Yet,
we find our author in Book I giving us the supposed teach-
ing of P’ythagoras as to the monad being a male member,
the dyad a female and so on up to the decad, which is
" supposed to be perfect.®* This is gone through all over
again in Book IV with reference to the art of arithmetic ?
and again in Book VI where it is made a sort of shoeing-
horn to the Valentinian heresy.® The same may be

! pp. 103, 119; 1L, pp. 1, §7, 148, 149 infra. % p. 66 infra.
3 p. 117 dnfra. 4 11, p. 97 tufra. 8 II, p. 116 infra.
¢ . 37 ¢nfra. ? p. 115 nfra.

s p- 20. In II, p. 49, it is mentioned in conneclion with the
. heresy of Marcus, and on p, 104 the same theoryis altributed to the
*¢ Fgyplians,”
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16 PHILOSOPHUMENA

said of the “Categories” or accidents of substance which
Hlppolytus in one place attributes to Pythagoras, but which
are identical with those sct out by Aristotle in the Organon.
He gives them rightly to Aristotle in Book I, but makes
them the invention of the Pythagoreans in Book VI only to
return them to Aristotle in Book VII.! Here again is a
mistake such as a lecturer might make by a slip of the
tongue, but not a writer thh any pretensions to care or
seriousness.

Beyond this, therc is some little direct evidence of a
lecture origin for our text. In his comments on the system
of Justinus, which he connects with the Ophites, our author
says: ‘“Though I have met with many hcre5|es, O beloved,
I have met with none viler in evil than this.” The word
“beloved” is here in thc plural, and would be the phrase
used by a Greek-speaking person in a lecture to a class or
group of disciples or catechumens.? 1 do not think there -
is any instance of its use in a dook. In another place he
says that his “discourse” has proved useful, not only for
refuting heretics, but for combating the prevalent belief in
astrology ;3 and although the word might be employed by
other authors with regard to writings, yet it is not likely to
have been used in that sense by Hippolytus, who every-
where possible refers to his former *“books.” There is,
thercfore, a good deal of rcason for supposing that some
part of this work first saw the light as spoken and not as’
written words.

. What this part is may be difficult to define with great
exactness ; but there arc abundant signs that the work as
we have it was not written all at one time. In Book I, the
author cxpresses his intention of assigning every heresy
to the speculations of some particular philosopher or
philosorhic school.! So far from doing so, however, he
only compares Valentinus with Pythagoras and Plato,
Basilides with Aristotle, Cerdo and Marcion with Em- ,
pedocles, Hermogenes with Socrates, and Noetus with
4Heraclitus, leaving all the Ophite teachers, Satornilus,

66 ; 11, pp. 21, 64 énfra.
ol, p. 113 and p. 180 infra. It also occurs on p. 13§ ol'
Vol. Il in the same connection.
3 Adyes, pp. 107 und 120 m/m. He uses the word in the same sensc
onp. 113 ‘p35 m/m.
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INTRODUCTION 17

Carpocrates, Cerinthus and other founders of 'schools
without a single philosopher attached to them. At the end
of Book IV, moreover, he draws attentxon more than once
to certain supposed resemblances in the views linked with
the name of Pythagoras, to those underlying the nomen- -
clature of the Simonian and Valentinian heresies, and
concludes with the words that he must proceed to the
doctrines of these last.! Before he does so, however,
Book V is interposed and is entirely taken up with the
. Ophites, or worshippers of the Serpent, to whom he docs
not attempt to assign a philosophic origin. In Book VI
he carries out his promise in Book IV by going at length
into the doctrines of Simon, Valentinus and the followers
of this last, and in Book VII he takes us in like manncr
through those. of Basilides, Menander, Marcion and his
successors, Carpocrates, Cerinthus and many others of the
less-known heresiarchs. Book VIII'deals in the same way
with a sect that he calls the Docetee, Monoimus the
Arabian, Tatian, Hermogenes and some others. In the
case of the Ophite teachers, Simon, and Basilides, he gives
us, as has been said, extracts from documents which are
entirely new to us, and were certainly not used by Ireneus,
while he adds to the list of heresies described by his -
predecessor, the sects of the Docete, Monoimus and the
Quartodecimans. In all the other heresies so far, he
follows Irenzus’ account almost word for word, and with
such closeness as enables us to restore in great part the
missing Greek text of that Father. With Book IX, how-
ever, there comes a change. Mindful of the intention
expressed in Book I, he here begins with a summary of the
teaching of Heraclitus the Obscure, which no one has yet
professed to understand, and then sets to work to deduce
from it the heresy of Noetus This gives him the op-
portunity for the virulent attack on his rival Callistus, to
whom he ascribes a modification of Noetus’ heresy, and he
next, as has been said, plunges into a description of the
sect of the Elchesaites, then only lately come to Rome, and
quotes from Josephus without acknowledgment and with
some garbling the account by this last of the division of the
Jews into the three sects of Pharisees, Sadducees and Essenes.
Noetus heresy was what was known as Patripassian, from its

"3 p. 117 infra.
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18 " PHILOSOPHUMENA

involving the admission that the Father suffered upon the
Cross, and although he manages to see Gnostic elements in
that of the Elchesaites, there can be little doubt that these
last-named * heretics,” whose main tenet was the prescrip-
tion of frequent baptism for all sins and diseases, were
connccted with the pre-Christian sect of Hemerobaptists,
Mogtasilah or ‘““Washers” who are at once pre-Christian,
and still to be found near the Tigris between Baghdad and
Basra. Why he should have added to these the doctrines
of the Jews is uncertain, as the obvious place for this would
have been, as has been said, at the beginning of the
volume: ! but a possible explanation is that he was here
resuming a course of instruction by lectures that he had
before abandoned, and was thercfore in some sort obliged to
spin it out to a certain length. _—

Book X seems at first sight likely to solve many of the
questions which every reader who has got so far is
compelled to ask. It begins, in accordance with the habit
just noted, with -the statement that the author has now
worked through *‘the Labyrinth of Heresies” and that the
teachings of truth are to be found ncither in the philo-
sophies of the Greeks, the secret mysteries of the Egyptians,
the formulas of the Chald:eans or astrologers, nor the ravings
of Babylonian magic.? This links it with fair closeness to
the rcfercnce in Book IV to the ideas of the Persians,
Babylonians, Egyptians and Chaldicans, only the first-named
nation being here omitted from the text. It then goes on
to say that “having brought together the opinions? of all
the wise men among the Greeks in four books and those of
the heresiarchs in five,” he will make a summary of them. It
will be noted that this is in complete contradiction to the
supposition that the missing Books II and III contained
the doctrines of the Babylonians, as he now says that they
comprised those of the Greeks only. The summary which

1 Pseudo-llicronymus, Isidorus Hispalensis, and Ilonorivs Augusto-
duncnsis, like Epiphanius, begin their catalogues of heresies with the
Jewish and Samaritan sects,  Philastrius lcads off with the Ophites
and Sethians whom he declares to be pre-Christian, and then goes on
to Dositheus, and the Jewish ¢‘heresics” before coming lo Simon
- Magus. DPseudo-Augustine and DPrredestinatus begin with  Simon
Magus and include no -Christian sects. See Ochler, Corpus
Hereseologicus, Berlin, 1866, ¢. i.

3 11, p. 150 infra. , ? Yloynara, p. cil.
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INTRODUCTION 19

follows might have been expected to make this confusion
clear, but unfortunately it does nothing of the kind. It
does indecd give so good an abstract of what has been said
in Books V to IX inclusive regarding the chief heresiarchs,
that in one or two places it enables us to correct doubtful
phrases and to fill in gaps left in earlier books. There is
omitted from the summary, however, all mention of the
heresies of Marcus, Satornilus, Menander, Carpocrates, the
Nicolaitans, Docete, Quartodccimans, Encratites and the
Jewish sccts, and the list of omissions will probably be
thought too long to be accounted for on the ground of
mere careléssness. But when the summarizer deals with -
the earlier books, the discrepancy betwecn the summary
and the documents summarized is much more startling.
" Among the philosophers, he omits to summarize the
opinions of Pythagoras, Empedocles, Ecphantus, Hippo,
Socrates, DIlato, Aristotle, the Stoics, Academics, Brach-
mans, or Druids, while he does mention those of
Hippasus, Ocellus Lucanus, Heraclides of Pontus and
Asclepiades, who were not named in any of the texts of
Book I which have come down to us. As for the tenets
and practices of the Dersians, Lgyptians and others,
supposed on the strength of the statement at the beginning
of Book V to have been narrated in Books II and III,
nothing further is here said concerning them, and, by the
little table of contents with which Book X like the othcrs is
prefaced, it will appear that nothing was intended to be
said. For this last omission it might be possible to assigin
Plausible reasons if it stood alone; but when it is coupled
with the variations between summary and original as
regards Book I, the only inference that mieets all the facts
is that the summarizer did not have the first four books
undcr his eyes. .

‘T'his has led some critics to conclude that the summary
is Ly another hand. There is nothmg in the literary
manners of the age to compel us to reject this supposition,
and similar cases have been quoted. ‘The evidence of style
is, however, against it, and it is unlikely that if the
summarizer were any other person than Hlppolytus, he
would have taken up Hippolytus’ personal quarrel against
Callistus. Yet in the text of Book X before us the charge of
heresy against Callistus is repeated, although perhaps with less
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asperity than in Book IX, the accusations against his
morals being omitted. Nor is it easy to dissociate from
Hippolytus the really eloquent appeal to men of all nations
to escape the terrors of Tartarus and gain an immortality of
bliss by becoming converted to the Doctrine of Truth with
which the Book ends, after an excursion into Hebrew
Chronology, a subject which always had great fascination
for Hippolytus. Although the matter is not beyond doubt,
it would appear, therefore, that the summary, like the rest
of the book, is by Hippolytus’ own hand.

In these circumstances there is but one theory that in the
opinion of the present writer will reconcile all the conflicting
facts. 'This is that the foundation of our text 45 the synopsis
that Hippolytus made, as Photius tells us, after receiving
instruction from Irenaus ; that those notes were, as Hippoly-
tus himself says, “sct forth ” by him possibly in the form of
lectures, equally possibly in writing, but in any case a long
time before our text was. compiled; and that when his
rivalry with Callistus became acute, he thought of republish-
ing these discourscs and bringing them up to date by adding
to them the Noetian and other non-Gnostic hercsies which
were then making headway among the Christian community,
together with the facts about the divinatory and magical
tricks which had come to his knowledge during his long
stay in Rome. We may next conjecturc that, after the
greater part of his book was written, chance threw in his
way the documents belonging to the Naassenc and other
Ophite sects, which went back to the earliest days of
Christianity and were probably in Hippolytus’ time on the
verge of extinction! He had before dctermined to omit
- these sects as of slight importance,? but now perceiving the
interest of the new documents, he hastily incorporated them
in his book immediatcly after his account of the magicians,
so that they might appear as what he with some truth said
they were, to wit, the fount and source of all later Gnosticism.

To do this, he had to displace the account of the Jewish =

and Samaritan sects with which all the heresiologists of the
time thought it necessary to begin their histories. He

* So Origen, Cont. Cels., VI, 24, speaks of *“ the very insignificant
sect edled"l(g)cpl'ntes ’ pes 7 oven
“: II, p. 116 dnfra, where he says that he did not think them worth
uling. -
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probably felt the less reluctance in doing 50, because the
usual mention of these sects as ‘*‘hercsies” in some sort
contradicted his pet theory, which was that the Gnostic
tenets were not a mere perversion of Christian twchmg, but
werc derived from philosophic theories of the creation of
things, and from the mystic rites.

Next let us suppose that at the close of his life, when he
was perhaps hiding from Maximin's inquisitors, or even
when he was at the Sardinian mines, he thought of pre-
serving his work for posterity by re-writing it—such copics
as be had lcft behind him in Rome having been doubtless
seized by the Imperial authorities.!  Not having the matcrial
that he had before used then at his disposal, the had to
make the best summary that he could from memory, and
in the course of this found that the contents of the Books
1, 11, and 111—the material for which he had drawn in the
first instance from Irenceus—had more or less escaped him.
He was probably able to recall some part of Book I by the
help of heathen works like those of Divgenes Lacrtius,
Actius, or perhaps that Alcinous whose summary of Plato’s
doctrines scem to have been formerly used by him.2 The
Ophite and other Gnostic heresies he remembers sufficiently
to make his summary of their doctrines more easy, although
he omits from the list heresiarchs like Marcus, Satornilus
and Menander, about whom he had never had any exclusive
information, and he now puts Justinus after instead of before
Basilides. Finally, he remembered the Jewish sects which
he had once intended to include, and being perhaps able
to command, even in the mines,.the work of a Romanized
but unconverted Jew like Josephus, took from it such facts

as seemed uscful for his purpose as an introduction to the

chronological speculation ‘whicli had once formed his
favouritc study. With this summary as his guide he
continued, it may be, to warn the companions in adversity
to whom he tells us he had *become an adviser,” against
the perils of heresy, and to appeal to his unconverted
listeners with what his former translator calls not unfitly “a
“noble specimen of patristic eloquence.” That he dicd in

the mincs is most probable, not only from his advanced age -

! For the scm'ch made both by pagan and Christian inquisitors for
their opponents’ books, see l'orcmmlen, 11, 12,
? See n. on . 5t infra,
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at the time of exile and the consequent unlikelihood that
he would be able to withstand the pestilential climate, but
also from the record of his body having been “deposited ”
in the Catacombs on the same day with that of his fellow-
Pope and martyr Pontianus.! Yet the persecution of
Maximin, though sharp, was short, and on the death of
the tyrant after a reign of barely three years, therc is no
reason why the transcript of Book X should not have
reached Romc, where there is some reason to think it was
known from its opening words as *the Labyrinth.” ILater
it was probably appended to Books IV to IX of Hippolytus’
better known work, and the whole copied for the usc of
those officials who had to enquire into heresy. To them,
Books II and III would be useless, and they probably
thought it inexpedicnt to perpetuate any greater knowledge
than was nccessary for their better suppression, of the
unclean mysterics of cither pagan or Gnostic. As for
Book I, besides being harmless, it had possibly by that time
become 100 firmly connected with the name of Origen for
its attribution to this other sufferer in the Maximinian
persecution to be disturbed in later times.

It only remains to see how this theory fits in with the
remarks of Photius given above. It is fairly evident that
Photius is speaking from recollection only, and that the
words do not suggest that he had Hippolytus’ actual work
before him when writing, while he throughout speaks of it
in the past tense as one might speak of a document which
has long since perished, although some memory of its
contents have been preserved. If this were so, we might
be prepared to take Photius’ description as not necessarily
accurate in every detail ; yet, as we have it, it is almost a
perfect description of our text. The 32 hcreslcs, as we
have shown above, appear in our text as in I’hotius’ docu-
ment. Our text contains not only the large excerpts from
Irenzus which we might expect from Photius’ account of
. its inception, but also the “refutations ” which do not appear

in the Adversus Omnes Hareses, It extends “up to,” as
Photius says, Noetus and the Noetians, and although it
does not contain any mention of Dositheus or the
Dositheans, this may have been given in the part which has

'3 CL. Salmon in D, C.5., s.v, ** Hippolytus Romanus.”
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been cut out of Book X.! If that were the case, or if
Photius has made any mistake in the matter, as one might
easily do when we consider that all the early heresiologies
begin with Jewish and Samaritan sects, the only real
discrepancy between our text-and Photius’ description of
Hippolytus’ work is in the matter of length. But it is by
no means certain that Photius ever saw the whole work put
together, and it is plain that he had ncver seen or had
forgotten the first four books dealing with the philosophers,
the mysteries and the charlatans. Without these, and
without the summary, Books V to IX do not work out to
more than 70,000 words in all, and this might well secm
a mere “booklet ” to a man then engaged in the compilation
‘of his huge Bibliotheca. Whether, then, Hippolytus did or
did not reduce to wriling the exposition of heresics which
he made in his youth, it seems probable that all certain trace
of this exposition is lost. It is certainly not to be recognized
in pseudo-Tertullian’s Adversus Omunes Heereses, and the
work of Hippolytus recorded by Photius was probably a
copy of our text in a more or less complete form.

5. THE STYLE OoF THE WORK

Photius’ remark that Hippolytus did not keep to the
Attic style is an undecrstatement of the case with regard to
our text. Jacobi, its first critic, was so struck by the
number of * Latinisms ” that he found in it as to conjecture
that it is nothing but a Greek translation of a Latin original.®
This is so unlikely as to be well-nigh impossible if Hippo-
lytus were indced the author; and no motive for such
translation can be imagined unless it were made at a fairly
late period. In that case, we should expect to find it full
of words and cxpressions used only in Byzantine times
when the Greek language had become debased by Slav and
Oriental admixtures. This, however, is not the casc with
our text, and only one distinctly Byzantinc phrase has

! Hippolytus’ denial of the Pauline authorship of the Epistle to the
Iichrews probably appeared in some work other than our text. Or it
may have becn cut out by the scribe as offensive to orthodoxy.

® A flagrant case is to be found in p. 81 Cr. where 11 (P) has, accord-
ing to Schneidewin, been written t{,)r R, a misiake that could only
be 4vgud(e: by one used to Roman letters. CIl. Sespens and serviess,
p. 487 Cr. -
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rewarded a careful search.!  On the other hand neologisms
are not rare, especially in Book X,? and everything goes
to show the truth of Cruice’s remark that the author was
evidently not a trained writer. This is by no means incon-
-sistent with the theory that the whole work is by Hippolytus,
and is thc more probable if we conclude that it was origin-
ally spoken instcad of written.

This is confirmed when we look into the constructmn of
the author’s sentenccs. They are drawn out by a succession
of relative clauses to an extent very rarc among cven latc
Greek writers, more than one sentence covering 20 or 30
lines of the printed page without a full stop, while the
usual rules as to the place and order of the words are often
ncglected. Another peculiarity of stylc is the constant
piling up of several similes or tropes where only one would
suffice, which is very distinctly marked in the passages
whenever the author is speaking for long in his own person
and without quoting the words of another. In all these
we secm to be listening to the words of a fluent but rather
laborious orator. Thus in Book I he compares the joy
that he cxpects to find in his work to that of an athlete
gaining the crown, of a merchant selling his goods after a
long voyage, of a husbandsman with his hardly won crops,
and of a despised prophet seeing his predictions fulfilled.3
So in Book V, after mentioning a book by Orpheus called
Bacchica otherwise unknown, he goes on to speak of “ the
mystic rite of Celeus and Triptolemus and Demeter and
Core and Dionysus in Eleusis,” ¢ when any practised writer
would have said the l‘lcusmmn mysteries simply. A similar
piling up of imagery is found in Book VIII, where he.
speaks of the secd of the fig-tree as “a rcfuge for the
terror-stricken, a shelter for the naked, a veil for modesty,
and the sought-for produce to which the Lord came in
search of fruit threc times and found none.”® But it is
naturally in the phrases of the pastoral address with which
Book X ends that the most salient examples occur. Thus,

i pére for ig'el, 2 453 Cr.
' e. £ puiyoninh d r. 9 Cr.) xemaral (p. 86), ix0vicéAra (p. 103),
\ {

dpxardpiwes (1. 153), Mfﬁ (p- 176), xAeguréyes (p. 370), wpwro-
yeviveipe (p. 489), ma)muumnr (p. soo). adloraxres (p. 511), Tapra-
pobxes (p. 523) ,

*po3s nl/m 4 p. 166 infra. ' § 11, p. 99 infra.
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the unconverted are told that by being instructed in-the
knowledge of the true God, they will escape the imminent
menace of the judgment fire, and the unillumined vision of
gloomy Tartarus, and the burning of the everlasting shore
of the Gehenna of fire, and the eye of the 'Tartaruchian
angels in cternal punishment, and the worm that cver coils
as if for food round the body whence it was bred,! — or, as he
might have said .in one word, the horrors of hell.

Less distinctive than this, although cqually noticeable, is

the play of words which is here frequently employed.
" This is not unknown among other ecclesiastical writers of
the time, and seems to have struck Charles Kingsley when,
fresh from a perusal of St. Augustme, he describes him as
“by a sheer mistranslation ” twisting one of the I'salms to
mean what it never meant in the writer's mind, and what
it never could mean, and then punning on the Latin
version.? Hippolytus when writing in his own person
makes but moderate use of this figure. Sometimes he does
so legitimately enough, as when he speaks of the Gnostics
initiating a convert into their systems and dclivering to
him “the perfection of wickedness”—the word used for
perfection having the mystic or technica) meaning of initi-
ation as well as the more ordinary one of completion?; or
when he says that the measurements of stellar distances by
Ptolemy have led to the construction of measureless
““heresies.”* At others he consciously puns on the double
meaning of a word, as when he says that those who venture
upon orgies are not far from the wrath (dpysj) of God.®
Sometimes, again, he is led away.-by a merely accidental
similarity of sounds as when he trics to connect the name ol'
the Docetwe, which he knows is taken from Soxeiv, “ to seem,”
with *“ the deam ( 8oxds ) in the eye” of the Sermon on the
Mount.®* He makes a second and more obvious pun on
the same word later when he says'that the Docetz do more
than seem to be mad; but he is most shameless when he
derives *prophet” from ‘l'podﬁawuv mstead of wpocﬁr”u"—a
perversion which one can hardly imagine entenng into the

head of any one with the most modest acquaintance with

Greek grammar.

3 1L ppe 177 M. :
* p. 33 infra. "

83 infra. 11, p. 2 infra.
¢ 11, p. 99 infra.

See Augustine’s sermon in Hypatia.
)
I, p. 175 infra.
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But these puns, bad as they are, are venial compared
with some of the authors from whom he quotes. Nonc
can equal in this respect the efforts of the Naassene author,
whose plays upon words and audacious derivations might
put to the blush those in the Craty/us. Adamas and Adam,
Corybas and «opveyj (the head), Geryon and I'ypvovyr
(“ flowing from earth ”), Mesopotamia and “a river from the
middle,” Papas and wade, wate (“ Cease | ceasc!”), Alrdhos
(“goat herd”) and de wmoAdv (“ever tumning”) maas
(“serpent ) and vads (* temple ), Euphrates and ed¢paiver
(“he rejoices”) are but a few of the terrible puns he
perpetrates.! The Peratic author is more sober in this
respect, and yet he, or perhaps Hippolytus for him, derives
the name of the sect from =epiv (““to pass beyond”),?
although Theodoret with more plausibility would take it
from the nationality of its teacher Euphratcs the Peratic or
Mede ; and the chapter on the Sethians does not contain a
single pun. Yet that on Justinus makes up for this by
deriving the name of tlie god Priapus from wpwomrotén, o word
made up for the occasion® “The great Gnostics of
Hadrian’s time,” viz. :—Basilides, Marcion and Valentinus,
seem to have had souls above such pucrilitics; but the
Docetic author resumes the habit with a specially daring
parallcl between Bidros (“a bush ) and Bdros (Hera’s robe
or “mist-")* and Monoimus the Arab follows suit with a
sort of jingle between the Decalogue and the SexdxAyyot or
ten plagues of LEgypt, which would hardly have occurred to
any one without the Semitic taste for assonance.’ Of the
less-quoted writers' there is no occasion to spcak, because
there arc cither no extracts from their works given in our
. text or they are too short for us to judge from them
whether they, too, were given to punning.

Apart from such comparatively small matters, Rowever,
the difference in style between the several Gnostic writers
here quoted is well marked. Nothing can be more singular’
at first sight than the way in which the Naassene author
expresses himself. It seems to the reader on the first
.. perusal of his lucubrations as if the writer had made up his
mind to follow no train of thought beyond the limits of a
single sentence. Beginning with the idca of the First Man, .

! See pp. 122, 133, 134, 135. 137, 142, 143 infra.

® p.1sqinfra.  *p. 178 infra. S 1l,p.102. & 1I, p. 109,

Go 8lc



S -

>
™

s

SRR

By S

A e

—

e T

et

Vel

1

RPN o R St

ia

INTRODUCTION 27
which we find running like a thread through so many
liastern creeds, from that of the Cabalists among the Jews
to the Manichweans who perhaps took it directly from its
primitive source in Babylon,! he immediately turns from
this to declare the tripartite division of the universe and.
everything it <ontains, including the souls and natures of
men, and to inculcate the strictest asceticism. Yet all this
is written round, so to speak, a hymn to Attis which he
declares relates to the Mysteries of the Mother with several
allusions to the most secret rites of the Eleusinian Demeter
and, as it would appear, of those of the Greek Isis. The
Peratic author, on the other hand, also teaches a tripartite
division of things and souls, but draws his proofs not from
the same mystic sources as the Naassene but from what
Hippolytus declares to be the system of the astrologers.
‘This system,.which is not even hinted at in any avowedly
astrological work, is that the stars are the cause of all that
happens here below, and that we can only escape from

_their sway into one of the two worlds lying above ours by

the help of Christ, here called the Perfect Serpent, existing
as an intermediary between the Father of All and Matter.
Yet this doctrine, which we can also read without much
forcing of the text into the rhapsody of the Naassene, is
stated with all the precision and sobriety of a scientific
proposition, and is as entirely free from the fervour and
breathlessness of the last-named writer as it is from his
perpetual allusions to the Greek and especially to the
Alexandrian and Anatolian mythology.? Both these again
are perfectly different in style from.the *Sethian” author
from whom Hippolytus gives us long extracts, and who
seems to have trusted mainly to an imagery which is entirely
opposed to all Western conventions of modesty.? Yet all
three aver the strongest belief in the Divinity and Divine
Mission of Jesus, whom they identify with the Good Serpent,
which was according to. many modern authors the chief
material object of adoration in every heathen temple in

1 See Forerunmers, I, Ixi ff.

* This applies to the chief Peratic author quoted. The long cata-
Iogue. ting personages in the Greeck mythology -with particular
stars is, as is said later, hy another hand, and is introduced by a
bombastic uttcrance like thht attributed to Simon Magus.

? Hippolytus attributes it to the Orphics; but sec de Faye for
another explanation. :

voi. 1, ' c
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28 PHILOSOPHUMENA

Asia Minor! They are, therefore, rightly numbered’ by
Hippolytus among the Ophite heresies, and seem to be
founded upon traditions current throughout Western Asia
which cven now are not perhaps quitc extinct. Yet each
of the three authors quoted in our text writes in a perfectly
different style from his two fellow heresiarchs, and this
_alone is sufficient to remove all doubt as to the genuineness
of the document. .

These three Ophite chapters are taken first because in
our text they begin the heresiology strictly so called.? As
has been said, the present writer believes them to be an
- interpolation made at the last moment by the author, and
by no means the most valuable, though they are perhaps
the most curious part of the book. They resemble much,
however, in thought the quotations in our text attributed
to Simon Magus, and although the ideas apparent in them
differ in material points, yet there seems to be between the’
two scts of documents a kind of family likeness in the
occasional use of bombastic language and unclean imagery.
But when we turn from these to the extracts from the works
attributed to Valentinus and Basilides which Hippolytus
gives us, a change is immediately apparent. Here we have
dignity of language corresponding to dignity of thought, and
in the case of Valentinus especially the diction is quite equal
to the passages from the discourses of that most eloquent
heretic quoted by Clement of Alexandria. Ve feel on reading
them that we have indced travelled from the Orontes to
the Tiber, and thc diflfcrence in style should by itself
convince the most sceptical critic at once of the good
faith of our careless author and of the authenticity of the
sources from which he has collected his information.

6. THE VALUE OF THE WORK

What intcrest has a work such as this of Hippolytus for
us at the present day? In the first place it preserves for
us many precious relics of a literature which before its dis-
covery seemed lost for ever. The pagan hymn to Attis

1 Forn-nnmrr. I, 49.

* Justinus is left out of the account because he does not seem to have
been an Ophite atall. The Serpent in his system is entirely evil, and .
therefore not an object of worship, and his sect is probably much later
than the other three in the same book. "
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INTRODUCTION - 29

and the Gnostic one on the Divine Mission of Jesus, both
appearing in Book V, are finds of the highest value for the
study of the religious beliefs of the early centuries of our
Era, and with these go many fraginents of hardly less im-
portance, including the Pindaric ode in the same book.
Not less useful or less unexpected are the revelations in the
same book of the true meaning of the syncretistic worship
of Attis and Cybele, and the disclosure here made of the
supreme mystery of the Eleusinian rites, which we now
know for the first time culminated in the representation of
a divine marriage and of the subsequent birth of an infant
god, coupled with the symbolical display of an “ ear of corn
reaped in silence.” For the study of classical antiquity as
well as for the science of religions such facts are of ‘the
highest value. :
But all this will for most of us yield in interest to the
picture which our text gives us of th= struggles of Christi-
anity against its external and internal foes during the first
three centuries. So far from this period having been one
of quiet growth and development for the infant Church, we
sce her in Hippolytus’ pages exposed not only to ficrce if
sporadic persecution from -pagan emperors, but also to the
steady and persistent rivalry of scores of competing schools
led by some of the greatest minds of the age, and all com-
bining some of the main tenets of Christianity with the
relics of heathenism. We now know, too, that she was not
always able to present an unbroken front to these violent
or insidious assailants. In the highest seats of the Church,
as we now learn for the first time, there were divisions on
matters of faith which anticipated in some measurc those
which nearly rent her in twain after the promulgation of
the Creed of Niczea. Such a schism as that between the
churches of Hippolytus and Callistus must have given
many an opportunity to those foes who were in some sort
of her own household; while round the contest, like the
irregular auxiliaries of a regular armiy, swarmed a crowd of
wonder-workers, diviners, and other exploiters of the public
credulity, of whose doings we have before gained some .

.insight from writers like Lucian and Apuleius, but whose

methods and practices are for the first time fully described
by Hippolytus.
The conversion of the whole Empire under Constantine
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_broke once for all the power of these enemies of the Church.
Schisms were still to occur, but grievous as they were, they
happily proved impotent to destroy the essential unity of
Chnstendom. The heathen faiths and the Gnostic sects
derived from them were soon to wither like plants that had
no root, and both they and the charlatans whose doings
our author details were relentlessly hunted down by the
State which had once given them shelter : while if the means
used for this purpose were not such as the purer Christian
ethics would now approve, we must remember that these
means would probably have proved ineffective had not
Christian teaching already destroyed the hold of these
older beliefs on the seething populations of the Empire.
‘That the adolescent Church should thus have been enabled
to triumph over. all her enemies may seem to many a
better proof of her divine guidance than the miraculous
powers once attributed to her. We may not all of us be
able to believe that a rainstorm put out the fire on which
Thekla was to be burned alive, or that the crocodiles in the
tank in the arena into which she was cast were struck by
lightning and floated to the surface dead.! Still less can
we credit that the portraits of St. Theodore and other
military saints left their place in the palace of the Queen of -
Persia and walked about in human form.® Such stories
are for the most of us either pious fables composed for
edification or half-forgotten records of natural events seen
through the mist of exaggeration and misrepresentation
common in the Oriental mind. ‘But that the Church which
began like a grain of mustard seed should in so short a time
come to overshadow.the whole civilized world may well
seem when we consider the difficulties in her way a greater
miracle than any of those recorded in the Apocryphal
Gospels and Acts; and the full extent of these difficulties
we should not have known save for Mynas’ discovery of our

3 Acts of Paul and Thekla, passim. ,
® E. A. T. Wallis Budge, Miscellaneons Coptic Texts sm Dialect of
Upper Egypt, London, 1915, pp. 579 fi. :
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BOOK 1I?
THE PHILOSOPHERS

THESE are the contents 3 df the First Part3 of the Refu-p. 1,

tation of all Heresies;

What were the tenets of the natural philosophers and who
these were ; and what those of the ethicists and who these
were ; and what those of the dialecticians and who the

dialecticians were.

. 1 As has been said in the Introduction (p. 1 supra) four early
codices of the First Book exist, the texts being known from the

. libraries where they are to be found as the Medicean, the Tarin, the
- Ottobonian and the Barberine respectively. That published by

Miller was a copy of the Medicean codex already put into print by
Fabricius, but was carefully worked over by Roeper, Scott and others

who like Gronovius, Wolf and Delarue, collated it with the other
three codices. The different readings are, I think, all noted by Cruice

in his edition of 1860, but are not of great importance, and I have only

- noticed them here when they make any serious change in the meaning
of the passage. Hermann Diels has again revised the text in his
Doxographi Graci, Berlin, 1879, with a result that Salmon (D.C.5.
s.v. ‘‘Hippolytus Romanus™) declares to be *‘thoroughly satisfac-
tory,” and the reading of this part of our text may now, perhaps, be
regarded as settled. Only the opening and concluding paragraphs are

of much value for our present purpose, the account of ilosocfhic
a

opinions which lies between being, as has been already sai
compilation of compilations, and not distinguished by any special
insight into the ideas of the authors summarized, with the works ot most

of whom Hippolytus had é)robnbly but slight acquaintance. Ar excep-

e in the case of Aristotle, as it is probqble that
HiTpolytus, like other students of his time, was trained in Aristotle’s
dialectic and analytic system for the purpose of disputation. But this

will be better discussed in connection with Book VII.

3 vdle Ivearw &y 1jj wpdry Tob xard wagev alpéaewr iNbyxov. This

formula is repeated at the head of Books V-X with the alteration of
the number only.

* The word missing after xpdry was probably uepi3s, the only likely
word which would agree with the feminine adjective. It would be

appropriate enough if the theory of the division of the work into

spoken lectures be correct. The French and German editors alike

transiate iu libro primo, . :

31
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Now the natural philosophers mentioned are Thales,
Pythagoras, Empedocles, Heraclitus, Anaximander,
Anaximenes, Anaxagoras, Archelaus, Parmenides,
Leucippus, Democritus, Xenophanes, Ecphantus, and

L p2 Hippo. The ethicists are Socrates, pupil of Archelaus
o\,-[ »§ the physicist and Plato, pupil of Socrates. Thesg mingled
together the three kinds of philosophy. The dialecticians
are Aristotle, pupil of Plato and the founder of dialectics,

: and the Stoics Chrysippus and Zeno.

Epicurus, however, maintained an opinion almost exactly
contrary to all these. So did Pyrrho the Academic! who
asserts the incomprehensibility of all things. There are
also the Brachmans?® among the Indians, the Druids
among the Celts, and Hesiod.

(PROEMIUM)

No fable made famous by the Grecks is to be neglectcd
For even those opinions of theirs which lack consistency
are belicved: through the extravagant madness. of the
heretics, who, from hiding in silence their own unspeakable
mysteries, are supposed by many to worship God. Whose
oPinions also we aforetime set forth within measure, not
displaying them in detail but refuting them in the rough,?
as we did not hold it fit to bring their unspeakable deeds

P-3 to light. This we did that, as we set forth their tenets
by hints only, they, becoming ashamed lest by telling .
outright their secrets we should prove them to be godless,
might abate somewhat from their unreasoned purpose and
unlawful enterprise.# But since I see that they have not
been put to shame by our clemency, and have not con-
sidered God’s long-suffering under their blasphemies, I am

} There seems no reason for numbering Pyrrtho of Elis among
the members of the Academy, Old or New. Diogenes Laertius, from
whose account of his doctrines I{Ip?ol tus seems to have derived the
dogma of incomprehensibility which he here attributes to Pyrrho, makes

) him.the founder of the Sceptics. He was a contemporary of Alexander
the Great, and probably died before Arcesilaus founded the New
' Academy in 280 n.c.

* Mr.” Macmahon here reads * Brahmins.” Their habits appear

more like those of Yogis or Sanyatis.
ap.,um in contradistinction to xard Aexrdv just above.
o 'pc’-mn xal “qdfn dmixephoews, The Turin MS.

transposes the adjectives.
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forced, in order that they may either be shamed into l
repentance, or remaining as they are may be rightly judged, K
to proceed to show their ineffable mysteries which they
impart to those candidates for initiation who are thoroughly [
trustworthy. Yet they do not previously avow them, unless
they have cnslaved such a one by kecping him long ‘
in suspense and preparing him by blasphemy against
the true God,! and they see him longing for the jugglery of [
the disclosure. And then, when they have proved him

to be bound fast by iniquity,? they initiate him and impart {
to him the perfection of evil things,® first binding him i
by oath neither to tell nor to impart them to any one unless P (
he too has been enslaved in the same way. Yet from him ) l
to whom they have been only communicated, no oath is '
longer necessary.  For whoso has submitted to leam and to p. 4 |
receive their final mysteries will by the act itself and by his

own conscience be bound not to utter them toothers. For ’
were he to declare to any man such an offence, he would

neither be rcckoned longer among men, nor thought \
worthy any more to behold the light. ~ Which things also are

such an offence that cven the dumb animals do not attempt

them, as we shall say in its place.® But since the
argument compels us to enter into the case very deeply,

we do not think fit to hold our peace, but setting forth
in detail the opinions of all, we shall keep silence on none.
And it seems good to us to sparc no laf.wour even if thereby
the tale be lengthened. For we shall leave behind us
no small help to the life of men against further error, when
all see clearly the hidden and unspeakable orgies of  which

4

! wpds 76v Jvrws Oedr.. The phrase is used frequently hereafter,
particularly in Book X.

% Cf, the *“bond of iniquity” in St. Peter’s speech to Simon Magus,
Acts viii. 23.

3 1) Téreoy Tav xaxdr. téAewor being a mystic word for final
or completc initiation.

4 & xal & droya k. . A Schneidewin and Cruice both read e xal,
Roeper ¢ simply, others ¢l §r..  The first seems the best reading ; but
none of the suggestions is quite satisfactory. The promise to say what
it was that even the dumb animals would not have done is unfulfilled.
It cannot have involved any theological question, but probably refers
to the obscene sacrament of the Fistis Sophia, the Bruce Papyrus and
Huysmans’ Ld-Bas. Yet Hippolytus does not again refer to it, and
of all the heretics in our text, the Simonians are the only ones accused
of celebrating it, even by Epiphanius,

<
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the heretics are the stewards and which they impart only to
the initiated. But none other will refute these things than
the Holy Spirit handed down in the Church which the
Apostles having first received did distribute to those who
rightly believed. Whose successors we chance to be and
partakers of the same grace of high priesthood ! and of
teaching and accounted guardians of the Church. Where-
fore we close not our eyes nor abstain from straight speech ;
but neither do we tire in working with our whole soul and
body worthily to return worthy service to the beneficent
God. Nor do we make full return save that we slacken not
in that which is entrusted to us ;. but we fill full the measures
of our opportunity and without envy communicate to all
whatsoever the Holy Spirit shall provide. Thus we not
only bring into the open by refutation the affairs of the
enemy ;2 but also whatever the truth has received by the
Father's grace and ministered to men. These things
we preach? as one who is not ashamed, both interpreting
them by discourse and making them to bear witness by
writings. _ .

In order then, as we have said by anticipation, that
we may show these men to be godless alike in purpose,
character and deed, and from what source their schemes
have come—and because they have in their attempts taken -
nothing from the Holy Scriptures, nor is it from guarding
the succession of any saint that they have been hurried into
these things, but their theories4 take their origin from the
wisdom of the Greeks, from philosophizing opinions,® from
would-be mysteries and from wandering astrologers—it
seems then proper that we first set forth the tenets: of the
philosophers of the Greeks and point out to our readers®
which of them are the oldest and most reverent towards

. 1 *Apxuparela. A neologism. This is the passage relied upon to
show that our author was uoiisho?‘. s P :
s hkhpu-forcign. Cruice has aliena. Bt it is here cvidently
contrasted with the * things of the truth” in the next sentence.

3 appbaaouer.

4 vd 3ofafduera, lit., * matters of opinion.”

8 dx Joyudrer Pirecopovuiver. e context shows that here, and
probably elsewhere in the book, the phrase is used contemptuously.

$ yois drrvyxdrovowr. As in Polybius, the word can be translated in
this sense throughout. Yet as meaning *‘ those who fall in with this ” it
is as applicable to spoken as to written words.
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the Divinity.! Then, that we should match® cach heresy
with a particular opinion so as to show how the protagonist
of the heresy, meeting with these schemes, gained advantage
by scizing their principles and being driven on from
them to worse things constructed his own system.® Now the
undertaking is full of toil and requires much research.
But we shall not be found wanting. For at the Jast it will

give us much joy, as with the athlete who has won the -

crown with much labour, or the merchant who has gained
profit after great tossing of the sea, or the husbandman who
gets the benefit of his crops from the sweat of his brow,
or the prophet who after reproaches and insults sees his
predictions come to pass.* We will therefore begin by
declaring which of the Greeks first made demonstration
of natural philosophy. For of them especially have the
protagonists of the heretics become the plagiarists, as we

shall afterwards show by setting them side by side. Andp. 7

when we have restored to each of these pioncers his own,
we shall put the heresiarchs beside them naked and
unseemly.5

1. Thales.

It is said that Thales the Milesian, one of thc seven sages,
was the first to take in hand natural philosophy.® He said

that the beginning and end of the universe was water; 7 for -

that from its solidification and redissolution all things have
been constructed and that all are borne about by it. And
that from it also come earthquakes and the turnings about

1 1) 6eio. Both here and in Book X our author shows a preference .

for this phrasc instead of the more usual é @eds.

3 ouuBdAAw.

? dbyua.

4 74 AaAndévra awoBalvorra. Note the piling up of similes natural
in a spoken peroration.

§ yvuvobs xal Goxhuovas, nudos et turpes, Cr.  Stripped of originality
seems to be the threat intended.

¢ pidocoplav puoihr. What we should now call Physics.

7 rd wav is the phrase here and elsewhere used for the universe or
‘‘whole” of Nature, and includes Chaos or unformed Matter. The
wéopos or ordered world is only part of the universe. Diog.

Laert., I, vit. Thales, c. 6, says merely that Thales thought water

to be the &px% or beginning of all things. As this is confirmed
by all other Greek writers who have quoted him, we may take the
_further statement here attributed to him as the mistake of Hippolytus
or of the compiler lie is copying. .
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~ of the stars and the motions of the winds.! And that all

»&

things are formed and flow in accordance with the nature of
the first cause of generation ; but that the Divinity is that
which has neither beginning nor end.? Thales, having
devoted himselfl to the system of the stars and to an
enquiry into them, became for the Greeks the first who was.
responsible for this branch of learning. And he, gazing : -
upon the heavens and saying that he was apprehending
with care the things above, fell into a well ; whereupon a
certain servant maid of the name of Thratta 3 laughed at him
and said : “While intent on beholding things in heaven, he
does not see what is at his feet.” And he lived about the
time of Creesus. :

2. Pythagoras.

And not far from this time there flourished another
philosophy founded by Pythagoras, who some say was a
Samian. They call it the Italic because Pythagoras, fleeing
from Polycrates, the tyrant of Samos, took up his abode in
a city of Italy and there spent his life.  Whose successors
in the school did not differ much from him in judgment.
And he, after having enquired into physics, combined with
it astronomy, geometry and music.* And thus he showed
that unity is God,® and after curiously studying the nature of
number, he said that the cosmos makes melody and was

.put together by harmony, and he first reduced the move-

ment of the seven stars ® to rhythm and melody. Wonder-
ing, however, at the arrangement of the universals,” he

1 &épwr in text. Roeper suggests Eorpory, ¢“ stars.”

3 So Clement of Alexandria, Stromateis, V, c. 14, and Diog.
Laert,, L. vit. cit., c. 9. :

3 Diog. Laert., 1, vit. cit., c. 8, makes his derider an old woman.
@parra is not a proper name, but means a Thracian woman, as Hippo-
lytus should have known. ) )

¢ Roeper adds xal &pifueruchy, appacently in view of the speculations
about the monad. :

8 Aristotle in his Aetaphysica, Bk. I, c. §, attributes the first usc of

this dogma'to Xenophanes.

¢ By these are meant the planets, including therein the Sun and
Moon. CIf. Sextus Empiricus, Adversus Astrologos, p. 343 (Cod.)

SEm.

¥ 74 $Aa = enlities which must needs difier from one another in
kind. The phrase is thus used by Plato, Aristotle and all the neo-

Platonic writers.
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cxpected his disciples to keep silence as to the first things p. 9
learned by them, as if they were mystre of the universe
coming into the cosmos. Thereafter when it seemed that
they had partaken sufficiently of the schooling of the dis-
courses, and could themselves philosophize about stars and
Nature, he, having judged them purified, bade them speak.

He divided the disciples into two classes, and called these
Esoterics and those Exoterics. T'o the first-named he en-
trusted the more complete teaching, to the others the more
restricted. He applied himself! to magic3 also, as they
say, and himself invented a philosophy of the origin of
Nature,® based upon certain numbers and measures, saying
that the origin of the arithmetical philosophy comprised this
method by synthesis. The first number became a principle
which is one, illimitable, incomprehensible, and contains
within itself all the numbers that can come to infinity by
multiplication. But the first unit was by hypothesis the
origin of numbers, the which is a male monad begetting
like a father all the other numbers. In the second place is

the dyad, a female number, and the same is called even by

the arithmeticians. In the third place is the triad, a male p. 10.
number, and it has been called odd by the arithmeticians’ ,
decree. After all these is the tetrad, a female number, -
and this is also called even, because it is female. There-
fore all the numbers derived from the genus® (now the
illimitable genus is *“number ") are four, from which was
constructed, according to them, the perfcct number, the
decad. For the 1, 2, 3, 4 become 10 if for each number

its appropriate name be substantially kept.® This decad

1 ¢phdaro, attigit, Cr. Frequent in Pindar.
,;kSo Timon in the Si/i, as quoted by Diog. Laert.,, VIII, vst,
th., € 20. ‘
3 guaioyorichy. The Barberine MS. has ¢uoioyrwporichy, evidently
inserted Ly some scribe who connccted it with the absurd system of
metoposcopy described in Book IV.
4 xard rd wAnbos, mullitudine, Cr.
lVb Forsdeﬁnitions and examples of this term see Aristot., Metaphys.,
. ¢ 28, :
¢ I cannot trace Hippolytus’ authority for attributing thesc neo-
Pythagorean puerilities to Pythagoras himself. Diog. Laert., Aristotle
and the rest represent him as saying only that the monad was the
beginning of everything, and that from this and the undefined d
numbers proceed. The general reader may be recommended to Mr. -
.Alfred Williams Benm's statement in Z4¢ Phslosophy of Greecs (Lond.,
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Pythagoras said was a sacred Tetractys, a source of ever-

- lasting Nature containing roots within itself, and that from
the same number all the numbers have their beginning,
For the 11 and the 12 and the rest share the beginning of
their being from the 10. The four divisions of the same
decad, the perfect number, are called number, monad,?
square® and cube. The conjunctions and minglings of

P- 11. which make for the birth of increase and complete naturally
the fruitful number. For when the square is multiplied ?
by itself, it becomes a square squared ; when into the cube,
the square cubed ; when the cube is muitiplied by the cube,
it becomes a cube cubed. So that all the numbers from
which comes the birth of things which are, are seven; to
wit : number, monad, square, cube, square of square, cube
of square and cube of cube.

. He declared also that the soul is immortal and that
there is a change from one body to another. Wherefore
he said that he .himself had been before Trojan times
Acthalides,® and that in the Trojan era he was Euphorbus,
and after that Hermotimus the Samian, after which Pyrrho
of Delos, and fifthly Pythagoras. But Diodorus the Eretrian
and Aristoxenus the writer on music® say that Pythagoras

1898), pp. 78 fI. that *‘the Greeks did not think of numbers as pure
abstractions, but in the most literal sense as figures, that is to say,
limited portions of space.” )

! Macmahon thinks “number” and ¢ monad” should here be
transposed, as Pythagoras considered according to him the monad as
% the highest gencralization of number and a conception in abstraction.”
Yet the monad was not the highest abstraction of current (Greek)
philosophy. See Edwin Hatch, /nfluence of Greek Ideas upom the
Christian Church (Hibbert Lectures), Lond., 1890, p. 255.

% 3évaus is here used like our own mathematical expression
¢ power.” Why Hippolytus should associate it especially with the
power of 2 does not appear. By Greek mathematicians it seems rather
1o be applied to the square root.

3 xvBiwe@jj, involvit, Cr. It cannot here mean *‘cubed.” Another
mistake occurs in the same sentence, where it is said that the square
maltiplicd by the cube is a cube. The sentence is fortunately repeated
with the needful correction in Book 1V, p. 116 infra. Macmahon gives
the proper notation as (a®)*=al, (a®)?=a¥, (a’}3=a".

¢ uevevowpdrwris. The phrase which is here correctly used through-

- out, but which has somehow slipped into English as metempsychosis.

8 So Diog. Laert., VIII, vit. Pyth., c. 4.

¢ Diodorus of Eretria is not otherwise known. Aristoxenus is
mentioned by Cicero, Ouest. Tusculan, 1, 18, as a writer on music.
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went to visit Zaratas ! the Chaldean ; and Zaratas explained
to him that there are from the beginning two causes of
things that are, a father and mother: and that the father is
light and the mother, darkness: and the divisions of the
light are hot, dry, light (in weight) and swift ; but those of
the darkness cold, moist, heavy and slow. From these the .
whole cosmos was constructed, to wit: from a female and p. 2.
a male: and that the nature of the cosmos 2 is according to
musical harmony, wherefore the sun makes his journey
rhythmically. And about the things which come into being
from the earth and cosmos, they say Zaratas spoke thus:
there are two demons,? a heavenly one and an earthly. Of
these the earthly one sent on high a thing born from the earth
which is water ; but that the heavenly fire partook of the
air, hot and cold. = Wherefore, he says, none of these things
destroys or pollutes the soul, for the same are the substance
of all. And it is said that Pythagoras ordered that beans
should not be eaten, because Zaratas said that at the be-
ginning and formation of all .things when the earth was still
being constructed and put together, the bean was produced.
And he says that a proof of this is, that if one chews a bean
to pulp and puts it in the sun for some time (for this plays
a direct part in the matter), it will give out the smell of
human seed. And he says that another proof is even
clearer, If when the bean is in flower, we take the bean
and its blossom, put it into a jar, anoint this, bury it in earth, p. 13.
and in a few days dig it up, we shall see it at first having the
form of a woman's pudenda and afterwards on close examin-
ation a child’s head growing with it. .

Pythagoras petished at Crotona in Italy having been
burned along with his disciples. And he had this custom -
that when any one came to him as a disciple, he had to sell

1 That is, of course, Zoroaster. The account here given of his
doctrines does not agree with what we know of them from other
sources. The minimum date for his activity (700 B.C). makes it
impossible for him to have been a contemporary of Pythagoras. See
tll}c translator's Forerunners and Rivals of Christianity, I, p. 126;

, P 232. :

* Reading with Roeper v xdopev ¢lew xal. Cruice has rd»
xéopor ¢piowr xard, ‘‘that the cosmos is a nature according to,” etc.

8 3aluoves, spirits or deemons in the Greek sense, not necessarily evil.
But Actius, de Placit. DPhilosoph. ap. Diels "Doxogr. 306, makes
Pyihagoras use the word as equivalent 1073 xaxdv. CL. pp. 53, 92 infia.
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his possessions and deposit the money under seal with
Pythagoras, and remain silent sometimes for three and some-
times for five years while he was learning. But on being
again set free, he mixed with the others and remained a
disciple and took his meals along with them. But if he
. did not, he took back what belonged to him and was cast
out. Now the Esoterics were called Pythagoreans and the
others Pythagorists. And of his disciples who escaped the
burning were Lysis and Archippus and Zamolxis, Pytha-
goras’ house-slave, who is said to have taught the Druids
among the Celts to cultivate the Pythagorean philosophy.
And they say that Pythagoras learned numbers and measures
from the Egyptians, and being struck .with the plausible,
imposing and with difficulty disclosed wisdom of the priests,
P 14. he imitated them also in enjoining silence and, lodging his
disciples in cells, made them lead a solitary life.2

3. About” Empedocles.

But Empedocles, born after these men, also said many
things about the nature of demons, and how they being
very many go about managing things upon the earth. He
said that the beginning of the universe was Strife and
Friendship and that the intellectual fire of the monad is

' God, and that all things were constructed from fire and
will be resolved into fire.2 In which opinion the Stoics
also nearly agree, since they expect an ecpyrosis. But
most of all he accepted the changé into differcnt bodies,
saying :

. **For truly a boy I became, and a maiden,

And bush, and bird of prey, and fish,
A wanderer from the salt sea.”3

1 Hippolytus like nearly every other writer of his time here confuses
the Egyptians with the Alexandrian Greeks. It was these last and not
the subjects of the Pharaohs who were given to mathematics and
geometry, of which sciences they laid the foundations on which we have
since built. Certain devotees of the Alexandrian god Serapis also shut
themselves up in cells of the Serapeum, which they could hardly have
done in any temple in Pharaonic times. See Forerummners, I, 79.
Hippolytus gives a much more elaborate and detailed account of
Pythagorean teaching in Book VI, II, pp. 20 fi. :':g;ra.

8 Diog. Laert.,, VIII, vit. Heraclil., c. 6, attributes this opinion to
Heraclitus. :

3 This verse appears in Diog. Laert., VIII, vst. Empedocies, c. 6.
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He declared that all souls transmigrated into all living p. 15.
things.! For Pythagoras the teacher of these men said he
himself had been Kuphorbus who fought at Ilion, and .
claimed to recognize the shield.? This of Empedocles.

4. About Heraclitus.

But Heraclitus of Ephesus, a physicist, bewailed all
things, accusing the ignorance of all life and of all men,
and pitying the life of mortals. For he claimed that
"he knew all things and other men nothing.® And he also
made statements nearly in accord with Empedocles, as he
said that Discord and I'riendship were the beginning of all
things, and that the intcllectual fire was God and that all
things were borne in upon one another and did not stand
stil. And like Empedocles he said that every place of
ours was filled with evil things, and that these come as far
as the moon extending from the place surrounding the
earth, but go no further, since the whole place above the
moon is very pure.* Thus, too, it seemed to Heraclitus.

And after these came other physicists whose opinions we p- 16.
do not think it necdful to declare as they are in no way
incongruous with those aforesaid. But since the school
was by no means small, and many physicists afterwards
sprang from these, all discoursing in different fashion on the
nature of the universe, it scems also fit to us, now that we
have set forth the philosophy derived from Pythagoras, to
return in order of succession to the opinions of those who
adhered to Thales, and after recounting the same to come
to the ethical and logical philosophies, whereof Socrates
founded the ethical and Aristotle the dialectic.

1 So Diog. Laert., ubi. cit. ’

% This sentence scems (o have got out of place. It should probably
foliow that on Lysis and Archippus, etc., on the last page. The story of
the shield is told by Diog. Laert., VIII, vit. Pyth., c. 4, and by Ovid,
AMetamorph., XV, 162 fl. For more about Empedocles see Book VII,

- I1, pp. 82 M. fnfra.

3 Diog. Laert.,VIII, vit. Heraclit., from whom Hippolytus is probably
quoting, says that in his boyhood, Heraclitus used to say, E:okney
nothing, in_his manhood cverything. Has Hippolytus garbled this? |

4 There B nothing of this in what Hippolytus, Diogenes Laertius or
any other author extant gives as Empedocles’ opinions. & xaxd scems

- to be equivalent to 3aluorves, as suggested in n. on p. 39 swpra. Hippo-
lytus returns to Heraclitus’ opinions in Book IX, M, pp. 119 fi; infra. .

Go 8]C
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§. About Anaximander.

Now Anaximander was a hearer of Thales. He was
Anaximander of Miletus, son of Praxiades.! He said that
the beginning of the things that are was a certain nature of
the Boundless from which came into being the heavens and *
the ordered worlds 3, within them. And that this principle
is eternal and grows not old and encompasses all the
ordered worlds. And he says time is limited by birth,

P 17. substance,® and death, He said that the Boundless is a
principle and eleinent of the things that are and was the
first to call it by the name of principle. But that there is
an eternal movement towards Him wherein it happens that
‘the heavens are born. And that the earth is a heavenly
body * supported by nothing, but remaining in its place by
reason of its equal distance from everything. And that its
form is a watery cylinder ® like a stone pillar ; and that we
tread on one of its surfaces, but that there is another
opposite to it. And that the stars are a circle of fire distinct
from the fire in the cosmos, but surrounded by air. And
that certain fiery exhalations exist in those places where the
stars appear, and by the obstruction of these exhalations
tome the eclipses. And that the moon appears sometimes
waxing and sometimes waning through the obstruction or
closing of her paths. And.that the circle of the sun is 27
times greater than that of the moon and that the sun is in
the highest place in the heavens and the circles of the fixed

p 18, stars in the lowest.  And that the animals came into being
in moisture evaporated by the sun. And that mankind was
ut the beginning very like another animal, to wit, a fish.

. And that winds come from the se?amtion and condensation
~of the subtler atoms of the air® and rain from the earth
giving back under the sun’s heat what it gets from the clouds,’

1 So Diog. Laert., II, vit. Anaximander, c. 1, verbatim,

8 xéouo, e thercfore believed in a plurality of worlds,

% obole. It may herc mean cssence or being. A good discussion of
the changes in the meaning of the word and its successors, iwdoracs

and wpdowror, is to be found in Hatch, op. ¢it., pp. 275-278. :
¢ meréwpor, a phenomenon in the heavens, but also something hung
up or suspended. ) :

8 ovpeyyirer, used by Theophrastus for logs of timber. »

¢ Lit., *from the separation of the fincst atoms of the air and from
their movement when crowded together.” .

7 So Roeper. Cruice agrees.
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and lightnings from the severance of the clouds by the winds
falling upon them. He was born in the 3rd year of the
42nd Olympiad.!

6. About Anaximenes.

Anaximenes, who was also a Milesian, the son of Eurys-
tratus, said that the beginning was a boundless air from
‘which what was, is, and shall be and gods and divine things
came into being, while the rest came from their descend-
ants. DBut that the condition of the air is such that when
it is all over alike3 it is invisible to the eye, but it is made
. perceptible by cold and heat, by damp and by motion.

And that it is ever-moving, for whatever is changeable?
changes not unless it be moved. For it appears different
when condensed and rarefied. For when it diffuses into
greater rarity fire is produced ; but when again halfway
condensed into air; a cloud is formed from the air's p. 19.
compression ; and when still further condensed, water, and
when condensed to the full, earth; and when to the very
highest degree, stones. And that consequently the great
rulers of formation are contraries, to wit, heat and cold.
And that the carth is a flat surface borne up on the air in
the same. way as the sun and moon and the other stars.t
‘or all fiery things are carried through the air laterally.’
And that the stars are produced from the earth by reason of
the mist. which rises from it and which when rarefied
becomes fire, and from this ascending fire® the stars are
constructed. And that there are earth-like natures in the
stars’ place carried about with them. "But he says that the

* A. W. Benn, 0p. ¢it., p. 51, gives a rcadable account of Anaximander’s
speculations in physics. Diels, 0p. c¢it., pp. 132, 133 shows in an
excellently clear conspectus of parallel passages the different authors
from whom Ilippolylus took the statements in our text regarding the
Ionians. The majority are to be found in Simplicius’ commentaries on
Aristotle, Simplicius’ source being, according to Diels, the fragments of
Theophrastus’ book on physics. Next in order come Plutarch’s
Stromata and Aetius’ De Placitis Philosophorum, many passages being
common {0 both. .

* duardraros, acquabilis, Cr., ** homogeneous.”

* Lit., ‘“whatever changes.”

¢ Planets. See n, on p. 36 supra.

8 313 wAdres. Cruice translates od /alitudinem, Macmahon
*¢ through expanse of space.” ‘

‘werewpi(duevov, Seen. on p. 42 supra. f :
VOL. I ‘ D
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stars do not move under the ecarth, as others assume, but
round the earth ! as a cap is turned on one’s head, and that
the sun is hidden, not because it is under the earth, but
because it is hidden by the earth’s higher parts, and by
rcason of its greater distance from us. And because of
their great distance, the stars give out no heat. And that

p 30. winds are produced when the air after condensation
escapes rarefied ; but that when it collects and is thus
condensed 2 to the full, it becomes clouds and thus changes
into water. Also that hail is produced when the water
brought down from the clouds is frozen; and snow when
the same clouds are wetter when freezing. And lightning
come when the clouds are forced apart by the strength of
the winds ; for when thus driven apart, there is a brilliant and
fiery flash. Also that a rainbow is produced by the solar
rays falling upon solidified air, and an earthquake from the
earth’s increasing in size by heating and cooling. This
then Anaximenes. He flourished about the 1st year of the
58th Olympiad.3 .

7. About Anaxagoras.

After him was Anaxagoras of Clazomene, son of Hegesi-
bulus. He said that the beginning of the universe was mind
and matter, mind being the creator and matter that which
came unto being.4 For that when all things were together,
mind came and arranged them. He says, however, that the
material principles are boundless, even the smallest of
them. And that all things partake of movement, being

p 21. moved by mind, and that like things come together. And
that the things in heaven were set in order by their circular
motion.? That therefore whatwas dense and moist and dark
and cold and everything heavy came together in the middle,

‘1 SODI Laert., I1, vit. Anaxim.,c. 1. This isthe feature of Anaxi-
menes’ teaching which seems to have most impressed the Greeks.

8 wayvéérra.

* Diog. Laert., wdi cit.,, puts Anaximander in the §8th Olympind
(548 B.c.) and Anaximenes in the 63rd. This is more probable than the
dates in our text. For Anaximenes’ sources, mostly Aetius and Theo-
. phrastus, see Diels’ conspectvs mentioned in n. on p. 43 supra.

¢ ﬁv 3 Ay 7tnp(mv, Seeri materiam, Cr.

8 ris dyxvarlov mirkoews. - Macmahon says *“orbicular,” but it
means if anything centripetal and- centrifugal, as appears in next
Sentence.
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and from the compacting of this the earth was established ;!
but that the opposites, to wit, the hot, the brilliant and the
light were drawn off to the distant sether. Also that the earth
is flat in shape and remains suspended? through its great
size, and from there being no void and because the air
which is strongest bears (up) the upheld earth. And that the
sea exists from the moisture on the earth and the waters in
it evaporating and then condensing in a hollow place ;3 and
that the sea is supposed to have come into being by this
and from the rivers flowing into it. And the rivers, too, are
cstablished by the rains and the waters within the earth ; for
the earth is hollow and holds water in its cavities. But
that the Nile increascs in summer when the snows from the
northern parts are carried down into it. And that the sun
and moon and all the stars are burning stones and are
carried about by the rotation of the sether. And that below p. 22.
- the stars are the sun and moon and certain bodies not seen
by us whirled round together. And that the heat of the
stars is not felt by us because of their great distance from
the earth ; but yet their heat is not like that of the sun from
their occupying a colder region. Also that the moon is -
below the sun and nearer to us ; and that the size of the sun
is greater than that of the Peloponnesus.  And that the moon
has no light of her own, but only one from the sun. And
that the revolution of the stars takes place under the earth.
Also that the moon is eclipsed when. the earth stands in her
way, and sometimes the stars which are below the moon,*
- and the sun when the moon stands in his way during new
moons. And that both the sun and ‘moon make turnings
(solstices) when driven bdck by the air; but that the moon
turns often through not being able to master the cold. He
was the first to determine the facts about eclipses and
renewals of light.> And he said that the moon was like the
1 Uwoorijvas. Ilippolytus seems most frequently to use the word in
this sensc.
3 peréwpov. Sce n. on p. 42 supra. :
3 1 1e & abrii USara éfarpiodévra . . . Owoordvra olTws Yeyovévar,
I propose to fill the lacuna with xal wuxvwdivra év xolAg. For a
description_of this cavity sec the Plwedo of Plato, c¢. 138. I do not
understand Roeper's suggested emendation as given by Cruice,
4 There must be some mistake here. Ie has just said that the sun
and moon are below the stars,

$ ¢wriopol, iliuminationes, Cr. So Macmahon. It clearly means
here *‘shinings forth again,” or *‘lightings up.”

~
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earth and had within it plains and ravines. And that the
Milky Way was the reflection of the light of the stars which
are not lighted up by the sun. And that the shooting stars

P 23 are as it were sparks which glance off from the movement
' of thepole. And that winds are produced by the rarefaction
of the air by the sun and by their drying up as they get
towards the pole and are borne away from it. And that
thunderstorms are produced by heat falling upon the clouds.
And that earthquakes come from the upper air falling
upon that under the earth; for when this last is moved,
the earth upheld by it is shaken. And that animals at the
beginning were produced from water, but thereafter from
one another, and that males are born when the seed secreted
from the right parts of the body adheres to the right parts of
the womb and females when the opposite occurs. He
flourished in the 1st year of the 88th Olympiad, about which
time they say Plato was born.! They say also that Anaxa-
goras came to have a knowledge of the future.

8. About Archelaus,

Archelaus was of Athenian race and the son of Apollo-
dorus. He like Anaxagoras asserted the mixed nature
of matter and agreed with him as to the beginning of
things. But he said that a certain mixture? was directly
inherent in mind, and that the source of movement is the
separation from one another of heat and cold and that the

p- 2. heat is moved and the cold remains undisturbed. Also
' that water when heated flows to the middle of the universe
wherein heated air and earth are produced, of which one is
borne aloft while the other remains below. And that the
earth remains fixed and exists hecause of this and abides in.
the middle of the universe, of which, so to speak, it forms
no part and which is delivered from the conflagration.® The
first result of which burning is the nature of the stars, the

! Diog. Laert. quotes from Apollodorus’ Chromicd that Anaxa-
Eonsdied in the 1st year of the 78th Olympiad, or ten years before
"ato’s birth. For Hippolytus’ sources- for his teaching, mainly Diog.
Laert., Aetius and Theophrastus, see Diels, ués cif.

$ piyum, not uifis. But of what could the creative mind be com-
pounded before anything else had come into being? -

% ix viis wvpéeews. . Does he mean the heated air, and why should
l:e"‘ earth form no part of the universe? Something is probably omitted
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greatest whereof is the sun and the second the moon while
of the others some are greater and some smaller. And he
. says that the heaven is arched over us! and has made the
air transparent and the earth dry. For that at first it was a

1; since it was lofty at the horizon, but hollow in the
middle. And he brings forward as a proof of this hollowness,
that the sun does not rise and set at the same time for all
parts as must happen if the earth were level. And as to
animals, he says that the earth first became heated in the
lower part when the hot and cold mingled and man ? and .
the other animals appeared. And all things were unlike
one another and had the same diet, being nourished on p. as.
mud. And this endured for a little, but at last generation
from one another arose, and man became distinct from the
other animals and set up chiefs, laws, arts, citiesand the rest.
And he says that mind is inborn in all animals alike. For
that every body is supplied with 3 mind, some more slowly
and some quicker than the others.

Natural philosophy lasted then from Thales up to Arche-
laus. Of this last Socrates was a hearer. But there are also
many others putting forward different tenets concerning the
Divine and the nature of the universe, whose opinions if we
wished to set them all out would take a great mass of books.
But it would be best, after having recalled by name those
of them who are, so to speak, the chorus-leaders of all
who philosophized in later times and .ho have furnished
starting-points for systems, to hasten on to what follows.4

'9. About Parmenides.

For truly Parmenides also supposed the universe to p, 26,
be eternal and ungenerated and spherical in form.* Nor did

2 Ewuchibiivas, de super incumbere, Cr., *inclined at an angle,”
Macmahon. Evidently Archelaus imagined a concave heaven fittin
over the carth like a dish cover or an upturned boat or coracle. This
was the Babylonian theory. Cf. Maspero, Hist. anc*» de I Orient
«lassique, Paris, 1895, I, p. 543, and illustration, Many of the Ionian
ideas about physics doubtless come from the same source,

% Reading, as Cruice suggests, xal &vfpdwovs for xal &véuein. So
Diog. Laert., II, vit. Arckel., c. 17. : :

3 xphoaddas, uti, Cr., *‘employed,” Macmahon, .

4 A fair specimen of HiEpo ytus’ verbose and inflated style,

§ No other philosopher has yet been quoted as saying that the earth
-was spherical,
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he avoid the common opinion making fire and earth the
principles of the universe, the earth as matter, but the fire
as cause and creator. [He said that the ordered world
would be destroyed, but in what way, he did not say.]!.
But he said that the universe was eternal and ungencrated
and spherical in form and all over alike, bearing no impress
and immoveable and with definite limits.

10. About Leucippus.

But Leucippus, a companion of Zeno, did not keep to the
same opinion (as Parmenides), but says that all things are
boundless and ever-moving and that birth and change are
unceasing. And he says that fulness and the void are
elements. And he says also that the ordered worlds came
into being thus: when many bodies were crowded together

p2.and flowed from the ambient? into a great void, on

coming into contact with one another, those of like fashion
and similar form coalesced, and from their intertwining yet
others were generated and increased and diminished by
a certain necessity. But what that necessity may be he did
not define.

11. About Democritus.

But Democritus was an acquaintance of Leucippus.
This was Democritus of Abdera, son of Damasippus,® who
met with many Gymnosophists among the Indians and with
priests and astrologers 4 in Egypt and with Magi in Babylon.
But he speaks like Leucippus about elements, to wit, fulness
and void, saying that the full is that which is but the
void that which is not, and he said this because things are
ever moving in the void. {He said also that the ordered

- worlds are boundless and differ in size, and that in some

there is neither sun nor mocen, but that in others both are

! This sentence is said to have becn interpolated. .

3 ¢x Tob wepiéxovres, * from the surrounding (wether).” An expression
much used by writers on astrology and generally translated *“ambient.”.

3 Diog. Lacru, IX, vit. Dem., c. 1, says either Damasippus or Hegesis-
tratus or Athenocritus.

¢ It is doubtful whether astrology was known in Egypt before the
Alexandrian age. Dioi. Laert., vit. cit., quotes from Antisthenes that
Democritus studied mathematics there, and astrology was looked on by
the Romans as a branch of mathematics. Cf. Sextus Empiricus, #8

at., supra. :
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greater than with us, and in yet others more in number.
And that the intervals between the ordered worlds are p. 28.
unequal, here more and there less, and that some increase,
others flourish and others decay, and here they come into
being and - there they are eclipsed.! But that they are
destroyed by colliding with one -another. And that some
ordered worlds are bare of animals and plants and of all water.
And that in our cosmos the earth came into being first of the
stars and that the moon is the lowest of the stars, and then
comes the sun and then the fixed stars : but that the planets
are not all at the same height. And he laughed at every-
thing, as if all things among men deserved laughter. J

12. About Xenophanes.

But Xenophanes of Colophon was the son of Ortho-
menes.2 He survived until the time of Cyrus. He first
declared the incomprehensibility of all things,? saying thus:

Although an{onc should speak most dcfinitely
1le nevertheless does not know, and it is a guess® which occurs
about all things.

But he says that nothing is generated, or perishes or is p. 29.
moved, and that the universe which is one is beyond change.
But he says that God is cternal, and one and alike on every
side, and finite and spherical in form, and conscious ® in all
His parts. And that the sun is born every day from the
gathering together of small particles of fire and that the carth
is boundless and surrounded neither by air nor by heaven.
And that there are boundless (inriumerable) suns and
moons and that all things are from the earth. He said that
the sea is salt because of the many compounds which

1 xal 7§ pév yéveabas, Tii 3¢ dxhelwer.

2 So Apollodorus. l;?og. Laert,, IX, vit. Xenophan., c. 1, says
of Dexius.

3 Diog. Laert., ubi cit., says Sotion of Alexandria is the authority
for this, but that he was mistaken. Hippolytus says later in Book I
(p. §9 infra) that Pyrrho was the first to assert the incomprehensibility
of everything. 1f, as Sotion asserted, Xenophanes was a contemporary
of Anaximander, he must have died two centuries before Pyrrho

was born.
© 4 Béxes Wixl waou Térvxra, sed in omnibus opinio est, Cr. Yet Séxes
is surely a *‘ guess.”

S aicOyrinds.
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together flow into it. But Metrodorus said it was thanksto

its trickling through the earth that the sea becomes salt.
And Xenophanes opines that there was once a mixture
of earth with the sea, and that in time it was freed from
moisture, asserting in proof of this that shells are found in the
centre of the land and on moiintains, and that in the stone-
quarries of Syracuse were found the impress of a fish and of
seals, and in Paros the cast of an anchor below the surface
of the rock ! and in Malta layers of all sea-things. And he
says that these came when all things were of old time buried
in mud, and that the impress of them dried in the mud ; but

p 0. that all men were ‘destroyed when the earth being cast into

the sea became mud, and that it again began to bring forth
and that this catastrophe happened to all the ordered worlds.2

13. About Ecphantus.

A certain Ecphantus, a Syracusan, said that a true
knowledge of the things that are could not be got. But he
defines, as he thinks, that the first bodies are indivisible and
that there are three differences? between them, to wit, size,
shape and power. And the number of them is limited and
not boundless ; but that thesc bodies are moved neither by
weight nor by impact, but by a divine power which he calls

. Nous and Psyche. . Now the pattern of this is the cosmos,
wherefore it has become spherical in form by Divine power,

And that the earth in the midst of the cosmos is moved
round its own centre from west to cast.*

14. About Hippo.

But Hippo of Rhegium® said that the principles were
cold, like water, and Leat, like fire. And that the fire came
from the water, and, overcoming the power of its parent,
constructed the cosmos. But he said that the soul was
sometimes brain and somctimes water ; for the seed also

3 &y v¢ Bdées ve¥ AlOov, ‘‘ deep down in the stone.” Perhaps the
earliest mention of fossils. :

3 Is this a survival of the Btl&lonian legends of the Flood ?

3 wapaAAayyds, differentias, Cr. Perhaps * alternations.”

¢ The whole of this section on Ecphantus is corrupt. He is not
alluded to again in the book. - ]

® Hippo is mentioned by Iamblichus in his life of Pythagoras.

v
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seems to us to be from moisture and from it he says the
soul is born.

These things, then, we seem to have sufficiently set forth.
Wherefore, as we have now scparately run through the
opinions of the physicists, it scems fitting that we return to
Socrates and Plato, who most especially preferred (the
study of) ethics.

15. About Socrates.

Now Socrates became a hearer of Archelaus the physi-
cist, and giving grcat honour to the maxim * Know thyself” ,
and having established a large school, held Plato to be the A
most competent of all his disciples. He left no writings i
behind him; but Plato being impressed with all hisp, 35
wisdom ! established the teaching combining physics, ethics i
ang dialcctics. But what Plato laid down is this:— !

16. About Plato. 2

Plato makes the principles of the universe to be God, .
matter and (the) model. He says that God is the maker and . H
orderer of this universe and its Providence.? That matter
is that which underlies all things, which matter he calls a
recipient and a nurse.®  From which, after it had becn set
in order, came the four elements of which the cosmos is
constructed, to wit, fire, air, earth and water,* whence in
turn all the other so-called compound things, viz., animals
and plants have been constructed. But the model is the
thought of God which Plato also calls ideas, to which
giving heed as to an image in the soul,® God fashioned ¢ all

1 &wouatdueros, ‘“ been scaled with,” or ¢ copied.” Cf. Diog. Laert.,
1L, vit, Socrates, c. 12..

2 xpoveoUuevor abrot, The réBe vd war of the line above shows that
Piato did not mean that the forethought extended to other worlds than
this.

3 This expression, like many others in this ecpitome of Plato’s )
doctrines, is found in the Els v& ro¥ NAdrwros Eloaywyh of Alcinous, i
who flourished in Roman times. The best edition still seems 'to be ~
Bishop Fell’s, Oxford, 1667. Alcinous’ work was, as will appear, the
main source from which Hippolytus drew his account of Plato’s doctrines.

drAlcinous, op. cit., c. 12. :

8 Jbid., cc. 9, 12, )

$ &nmodpyes. Not created ex mikilo, but made out of existing
material as an architect makes a house. I
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things. He said that God was without body or form and
could only be comprchended by wisc men ; but that matter
is potentially body, but not yet actively. Ior that being
itself without form or quality, it receives forms and qualities
to become body.! ‘That matter, therefore, is a principle
and the same is coeval with God, and the cosmos is un-
begotten. Tor, he says, it constructed itself out of itself.3
And in all ways it is like the unbegotten and is imperishable.
But in so far as body 3 is assumed to be composed of many
qualities and ‘ideas, it is so far begotten and perishable.
But some Platonists mixed together the two opinions
making up some such parable as this: to wit, that, as a
wagon can remain undestroyed for ever if repaired part by
part, as even though the parts perish every time, the wagon
remains complete ; so, the cosmos, although it perish part
by part, is yet reconstructed and compensated for the parts
taken away, and remains eternal.

Some again say that Plato declared God to be one,
unbegotten and imperishable, as he says in the Laws.—
“ God, therefore, as the old story goes, holds the beginning
and end and middle of all things that are.”* Thus he
shows Him to be one through His containing all things.
But others say that Plato thought that there are many gods
without limitation ® when he. said, * God of gods, of whom
I am the fashioner and father.”® And yet others that he
thinks them subject to limitation when he says: “Great
Zcus, indeed, driving his winged chariot in heaven ;” 7 and
when he gives the pedigree ® of the children of Uranos and

. Gé. Others again that he maintained the gods to be

originated and that because they were originated they ought
to perish utterly, but that by the will of God they remain
imperishable as he says in the passage before quoted, *“God
of gods, of whom I am the fashioner and father, and who -
are formed by my will indissoluble.” So that if He wished
them to be dissolved, dissolved they would easily be. But
he accepts the nature of demons, and says some are good

- and some bad.

1 Alcinous, op. c#., cc, 8, 10
' & m‘rru ovreordras abrér. So Cruice, Macmahon reads with
Roueper abris for adrew, ¢ the werld was made out of it” (i. e. matter),
Ll'he body of the cosmos is evidently meant. CE. Alcinous, ¢, 12.
S de Legr, IV, 7. § doplorws. . ¢ Timaus, c. 16.
I Pm, ¢ 166. ® qeveaiovi. )

.
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And some say that he declared the soul to be un-
originated and imperishable * when he says: “ All soul is
immortal for that which is ever moving is immortal,” and
when he shows that it is self-moving and the beginning of
movement. But others say that he makes it originated but
imperishable ? through God’s will ; and yet others compositc
and originated and perishable. For he also supposes that
there is a mixing-bowl for it,> and that it has a splendid p. 35.
body, but that everything originated must of necessity
perish. But those who say that the soul is immortal are
partly corroboratcd by those words wherein he says that
there are judgments after death, and courts of justice in the
house of Hades, and that the good meet with a good reward
and that the wicked are subjected to punishments.! Some
therefore say that he also admits a change of bodies and
the transfer of different pre-determined souls into other
bodies according to the merit of each ; and that after certain
‘definitc peregrinations they are again sent into this ordered
world to give themselves another trial of their own choice.
Others, however, say not, but that they obtain a place
according to each one’s deserts. And they call to witness
that he says some souls are with Zeus, but that others of
good men are going round with other gods, and that others
abide in everlasting punishments, (that xs), so many as in this
life have wrought evil and unjust deeds.®

And they say that he declared some conditions to be
without intermediates, some with intermediates and somc p. 36.
to be intermediates. Waking and sleep are without inter-
" mediates and so are all states like these. But there are
those with intermediates like good and bad; and inter-
mediates like grey which is between black and white or -
some other colour.® And they say that he declares the

1 Alcinous, ¢. 25. 8 Phedrus, ce. §1, 52.

3 For this sce lhc Timaus, c. 17.

¢ This scntence is corrupt throughout, and there are at least threc
rcadings which can be given to it. I have taken that which makes the |
snallest alteration in Cruice's text.

b Pheedo, c. 43.

¢ I do not think this can be found in any writings of Plato that have
come down to us. Hippolytus Frobably took it from Aristotle, to
whom he also attributes it; but I cannot find it in this writer either.
A passage in Arist., Nicomachean Ethics, Book 11, c. 6, is the ncarest
to it :
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things concerning the soul to be alone supremely good, but
those of the body or external to it to be no longer
supremely good, but only said to be so. And that thesc
last are very often named intermediates also; for they can
be used both well and ill. He says thercfore that the
virtues are extremes as to honour, but means as to sub-
stance.! For there is nothing more honourable than
virtue ; but that which goes beyond or falls short of these
virtues ends in vice. For instance, he says that these are
the four virtucs, to wit, Prudence, Temperance, Justice, and
Fortitude, and that there follow on each of these two vices
of excess and deficiency respectively. Thus on Prudence
follow thoughtlessness by deficiency and cunning by
excess ; on Temperance, intemperance by deficiency and
sluggishness by excess; on Justice, over-modesty by
. deficiency and greediness by excess; and on Fortitude,
™ 3. cowardice by deficiency and foolhardiness by excess.?
And these virtues when inborn in a man operate for his
perfection and give him happiness. But he says that
happiness is likeness to God as far as possible. And that
any one is like God when he becomes holy and just with
intention. For this he supposes to be the aim of the
highest wisdom and virtue® But he says that. the virtues
follow one another in turn and are of one kind, and never
oppose one another; but that the vices are many-shaped
and sometimes follow and sometimes oppose one another.$
He says, again, that there is destiny, not indeed that all
things are according to destiny, but that we have some
choice, as he says in these words : * The blame is on the
chooser : God is blameless,” and again, “This is a law of
Adrasteia.” And if he thus affirms the part of destiny, he
knew also that something was in our choice. But he says
that transgressions are involuntary. For to the most beauti-
ful thing in us, which is the soul, none would admit

1 So Alcinous, ¢. 20. The other statements in this sentence seem to
be Aristotle’s rather than Plato’s. Cf. D'zg. Laert,, V, vit. Arist., c. 13,
where he describes the good things of the soul, the body and of

external things mszgeclively. )

% Alcinous, cc. 28, 29. 8 [bid., c. 27. 4 Jbid., ¢, 29.

8 Jbid., c. 26. The ge about the choice [of virtue] is in the
Republic, X, 617 C. Hippolytus had evidently not read the original,
which says that according as a man does or does not choose virtue, g0
be wil] have more or lcss of it,
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something evil, that is, injustice ; but that by ignorance and
mistaking the good, thinking to do something fine, they
arrive at the evil! And his explanation on this is most p. 38.
clear in the Republic, where he says: “ And again do you
_ dare to say that vice is disgraceful and hateful to God?
How then does any one choose such an evil? He does it,
you would say, -who is overcome by the pleasures (of sense).
Therefore this also is an involuntary action, if to overcome
be a voluntary one. So that from all reasoning, reason proves
injustice to be involuntary.” But some one objects to him
about this : * Why then are men punished if they transgress
_involuntarily?” He answers: *So that they may be the
more speedily freed from vice by undergoing correction.”
Tor that to undergo correction is not bad but good, if there-
by comes purification from vices, and that the rest of mankind
hearing of it will not transgress, but will be on their guard
against such error? He says, however, that the nature of
evil comes not by God nor has it any special nature of its
own; but it comes into being by contrariety and by
following upon the good, either as excess or deficiency as
we have before said about the virtues.# Now Plato, as
we have said above, bringing together the three divisions p. 39-
of general philosophy, thus philosophized.

17. About Aristolle.

Aristotle, who was a hearer of this last, turned philosophy
into a science and reasoned more strictly, affirming that
the elements of all things are substance and accident.® He
said that there is one substance underlying all things, but

1 Alcinous, c. 30.

* This passage is not in the Repudlic, but in the Clitopho, as to
Plato’s authorship of which there are doubts. Cruice quotes the Greek

_text from Roeper in a note on p. 38 of his text.

3 Alcinous, ¢. 30. s Jbid., c. 29.

8 ¢ Substance” (obola) and ‘‘accident ” (cuuBeBnrds) are defined by
Aristotle in the.Metaphysica, Bk. 1V, cc. 8, g respectively. The deh-
nitions in no way bear the interpretation that Hipoolytus here puts on
them. In the Categories, which, whether by Aristotie or not, are not
referred to by him in any of his extant works, it is said (c. 4) that *‘ of
things in complex enunciated, each signifies eitier Substance or
Quanuty, or Quality or Relation, or Where or When, or Position, or
Tossession, or Action, or Passion.” It is from this that Hippolytus
probably took the statement in our text. The illustrations are in
part found in Melaphysica, c. 4. :
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nine accidents, which are Quantity, Quality, Relation, the
Where, the When, Possession, Position, Action and Passion.
And that therefore Substance was such as God, man and
every one of the things which can fall under the like defi-
nition: but that as regards the accidents, Quality is seen
in expressions like white or black ; Quantity in *“ 2 cubits or
3 cubits long or broad ”’ ; Relation in “father ” or “son ”; the
Where in such as *“Athens” or *“ Megara” ; the When in
such as “in the Xth Olympiad”; for Possession in such
as “to have acquired wealth ” ; Action in such as “to write
and generally to do anything”; and Passion in such as “to
be struck.” He also assumes that some things have means
and that others have not, as we have said also about Plato.
And he is in accord with Plato about most things save in
the opinion about the soul. For Plato thinks it immortal ;
but Aristotle that it remains behind after this life and that
it is lost in the fifth Body which is assumed to exist along
with the other four, to wit, fire, earth, water and air, but
is more subtle than they andTike a spirit.! Again whereas
Plato said that the only goods? things were those which
concerned the soul and that these sufficed for happincss,
Aristotle brings in a triad of benefits and says that the sage
is not perfect unless there dre at his command the good
things of the body and those external to it. Which
things are Beauty, *Strength, Keenness of Sense and Com-
pleteness; whilc the externals are Wealth, High Birth,
Glory, Power, Peace, and Friendship ; but that the inner
things about the soul are,, as Plato thought: Prudence,
Temperance, Justice and,Fortitude.? Also Aristotle says
that evil things exist, and come by contrariety to the good,
and are below the place about the moon, but not above it.
Again, he says that the soul of the whole ordered world is
eternal, but that the soul of man vanishes as we have said

P41 above. Now, he philosophized while delivering discourses

in the Lyceum ; but Zeno in the Painted Porch. And
Zeno’s followers got their name from the place, f.e. they .
were called Stoics from the Stoa; but those of Aristotle
from their mode of study. For their enquiries were con-

! The famous *Quintessence.” So Aetius, De Plac. Phil., Bk. I,
¢ 1,§38 But see Diog. Laert. in next note. -

% This is practically verbatim from Diog. Laert., V, vit. Arist.,.
13 .
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ducted while walking about in the Lyceum, wherefore they
were called Peripatetics. This then Aristotle.!

18. About the Stoics.

The Stoics themselves also added to philosophy by the
increased usc of syllogisms,? and included it ncarly all in
definitions, Chrysippus and Zeno being here agreed in
opinion. Who also supposed that God was the beginning
of all things, and was the purest body, and that His
providence extends through all things.® They say posi-
tively, however, that existence is everywhere according to
destiny using some such simile as this : viz. that, asa dog tied
to a cart, if he wishes to follow it, is both drawn along by
it and follows of his own accord, doing at the same time

what he wills and what he must by a compulsion like that p. 42.

of destiny.* But if he does not wish to follow he is wholly
compelled. And they say that it is the same indeed with
men. ~ For even if they do not wish to follow, they will he
wholly compelled to come to what has becn foredoomed.
And they say that the soul remains after death, and that

1 ,llip‘)olytuS gives as is usnal with him a more dctailed account of

Aristotle’s doctrines on these points later. (Sec Book VII, II, pp. 62 fi. -

infra.) Ile there admits that he ‘cannot :ay exactly what was
Aristotle’s doctrine about the soul. e also refers to books of Aristotle
on Providence and the like which, feste Cruice, no longer exist, Cf.
Macmahon's notc on same page (p. 272 of Clark’s edition).

t ¢xl 7d coAAoyioTindTepoy -rgv pirogopiar nBincar. Syllogistice
artis expolitione philosophiam locupletarunt.

3 Prof. Arnold in his lucid book on Aoman Stoicism (Cambridge,
1011, p. 219, n. 4) quotes this as a genuine ‘Stoic doctrine. Dut
Diog. Laert., VII, vit. Zeno, c. 68, represents Zeno, Cleanthes, Chry-
sippus, Archedemus and Dosidonius as agrceing that principles and
clements differ from onc another in being respectively indestructible
and destroyed, and because elements are bodies while principles have
none. For the Stoic idea of God, sece op. cit., ¢. 70. So Ciccro, De
Natura Deorum, Bk. I, cc. 8, 18, makes Zeno say that the cosmos is
God, but in the Academics, 11, 41 that Acther is the Supreme God,
with which doctrine, he says, nearly all Stoics agree. DPerhaps 1lip-
polytus is here quoting Clement of Alexandria, Stromateis, VI, 71, who
says that the Stoics dare to make the God of all things *‘a corporeal
spirit.”  For the Stoic doctrine of P’rovidence, see Diog. Laert., vif.
Zeno, c. 70.

¢ woier wal Td abrefolaior uerd riis asdyrns olor vis eluapuérms.

Td airefobaiov is the recognized expression for free will. Note the
difference between dvdyxy, *‘ compulsion,” and eluapuévy, “destiny.”
For the Stoic doctrine of Fate, see Diog. Laert., vit. ¢it., c. 74.

.
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it is a body! and is born from the cooling of the air of
the ambient, whence it is called Psyche.? But they admit
that there is a change of bodies for souls which have been
marked out for it3 And they expect that there will be
a conflagration and purification of this cosmos, some saying

-that it will be total but others partial, and that it will be

purified part by part. And they call this approximate
destruction and the birth of another cosmos therefrom,
catharsis5  And they suppose that all things are bodies,
and that one body passes through another ; but that there
is a resurrection® and that all things are filled full and that
there is no void. Thus also the Stoics.

19. About Epicurus.

P43 But Epicurus held an opinion almost the opposite of all
t

others. He supposed that the beginnings of the universals
were atoms and a void ; that the void was as it were the
place of the things that will be; but that the atoms were
matter, from which all things are. And that from thé
concourse of the atoms both God and all the elements
came into being and that in them were all animals and
other things, so that nothing is produced or constructed
unless it be from the atoms. And he said that the atoms
were the most subtle of things, and that in them there
could be no point, nor mark nor any division whatever ;
wherefore he called them atoms.® And although he admits
God to be cternal and impcrishable, he says that he cares
for no one and that in short there is no providence nor
destiny, but all things come into being automatically. For

! Diog. Laert., ubi cit., c. 84.

3 From ¥fis, ** cooling "—na bad pun,

3 It is extremely doubtful whether the metempsychosis ever formed
part of Stoic doctrine.

4 Zeno and Cleanthes both accepted the ecpyrosis. See Diog.
Laert., #di cit., c. 70. The same author says that Pancetius said that
ulsoosmoss :as émperishslble. o e . c

L odparos piv Ywpeir, usqus per corpus migrare, Cr.
Mlcm:;l‘on inselfl‘:l a ‘:‘:\otg' rn the'z:tthce,ﬂbnt v{ithoutq:th’ority. :
The Stoic resurrection assumed that in the new world created out of
the ashes of the old, individuals would take the same place as in this
last. See Arnold, op. cil., p. 193 for authorities,

® aréues, * that cannot be cut.” The rest of this sentence is taken
from Diog. Laert., X, vit. Kpicur., c. 24, and is quoted there from
Epicurus’ treatise on Nature. -
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God is seated in the metacosmic spaces, as he calls them.
For he held that there was a cettain dwelling-place of God
_outside the cosmos called the metacosmia, and that He
took His pleasure and rested in supreme delight ; and that p. 44
“He neither had anything to do Himself nor provided for
.others. In consequenceof which Epicurus made a theory
‘about wise men, saying that the end of all wisdom is
pleasure. But different people take the name of pleasure
differently. For some undcrstood by it the desires, but
others the pleasure that comes by virtue. But he held
that the souls of men were destroyed with their bodies
as they are born with them. For that these souls are
blood, which having come forth or being changed, the
whole man is destroyed. Whence it follows that there
are no judgments nor courts of justice in the House of
Hades, so that whatever any one may do in this life and
escapes notice, he is in no way called to account for it.!
Thus then Epicurus.

20. About (the) Academics.

But another sect of philosophers was called Academic,
from their holding their discussions in the Academy, whose p. 45.
founder was Pyrrho, after whom they were called Pyrrho-
nian philosophers. He first introduced the dogma of the
incomprehensibility of all things, so that he might argue
on either side of the question, but assert nothing dogmati-
cally. For he said that there is nothing grasped by the
mind or perceived by the senses which is true, but that
it only appears to men to be so. And that all substance
is flowing and changing and never remains in the same
state. Now some of the Academics say that we ought not
to make dogmatic assertions about the principle of any-
thing, but simply argue about it and let it be; while others
favoured more the “no preference”® adage, saying that
fire was not fire rather than anything else. For they did
not assert what it is, but only what sort of a thing it is.?

! With the exception of the Deity’s seat in the intercosmic spaces
am} .lhe idea that the souls of men consist of Llood, all the above
opinions of Epicurus are to be found in Diog. Laert., X, vit. Epic.

3 ob uaAror, * not rather.”

? See n. on p. 49 sw The doctrines here given are those of the
Sceptics, and are to found in Diog. Laert., IX, vit. Dyrrio,

VOL. I,
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21. About (the) Brackmans among the Indians.

The Indians have also a sect of philosophizers in the
Brachmans ! who propose to themselves an independent life
and abstain from all things which have had lifc and from
meats prepared by fire. They are content with fruits? but -
do not gather even these, but live on those fallen on the
earth and drink the water of the river Tagabena.? But
they spend their lives naked, saying that the body has
been made by God as a garment to the soul. They say
that God is light ; not such light as one sees, nor like the
sun and fire, but that it is to them the Divine Word, not
that which is articulated, but that which comes from know-
ledge, whereby the hidden mysteries of nature are seen
by the wise. But this light which they say is (the) Word,
the God, they declare that they themselves as Brachmans
alone know, because they alone put away vain thinking
which is the last tunic of the soul. They scorn death ; but
are ever naming God in their own tongue, as we have said
above, and send up hymns to Him. But neither are therc

".women among them, nor do they beget children.* Those,

-however, who have desired a life like theirs, after. they

have crossed over to the opposite bank of the river,® remain
therc always and never return; but they also are called
Brachmans, Yet they do not pass their life in the same
way ; for there are women in the country, from whom those
dwelling there are begotten and beget. But they say that
this Word, which they style God, is corporeal, girt with the

c. 79 fl. and in Sextus Empiricus. Ayp. Py ho, 1, 209 . Diog. Laert.
quotes from Ascanius of Abdera that Pyrrho introduced the dogma
of incomprzhensibility, and Hippolytus seems to have copied this with-
out noticing that he has said the same thing about Xenophanes.

! Diog. Laert., I, Prooem., c. 1, mentions both Gymnosophists and
Druids, but il he ever gave any account of their teaching it must be
in the part of the book which is lost. Clem. Alex., Stromateis, 1, c. 18,
describes the two classes of Gymnosophists as Sarmanz and Brachmans.,
The Sarmanz or Samanxi (Shamans?) seem the nearer of the two to
the Brachmans of our text. .

3 &xpodpies, hard-shelled fruit such as acoins or chestnuts.

3 Rocper suggcsts the Ganges. . .

. ¢ Mcgasthencs, for whom sce Strabo V, 712, differs from Hippolytus
m making the abstinence of the Gymnosophists endure for thirty-seven

Yearsonly. .
* Nothing has yet been said about any bank.
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body outside Himsell, as if one should wear a garment of
shecpskins ; but that the body which is worn, when taken
off, appears visible to the eye.! But the Brachmans declarc
that there is.war in the body worn by them [and they
consider their body full of warring elements] against which
body as if arrayed against focs, they fight as we have before
“made plain. And they say that all men are captives to
their own congenital enemies, to wit, the belly and genitals,
greediness, wrath, joy, grief, desire and the like. But
that he alone goes to God who has triumphed?® over
these. Wherefore the Brachmans make Dandamis, to
whom Alexander of Macedon paid a visit, divine3® as
one who had won the war in the body. But they accuse .
Calanus of having impiously fallen away from their philo-
sophy. But the Brachmans putting away the body, like:
fish who‘have leaped from the water into pure air, behold p. 48.
the Sun,

22. About the Druids among the Celts.

The Druids among the Celts enquired with the greatest
minuteness into the Pythagorean philosophy, Zamolxis,
Pythagoras’ slave, a Thracian by race, being for them the
author of this discipline. He after Pythagoras’ death
travelled into their country and became as far as they
were concerned the founder of this philosophy.®. The

! The whole of this sentence is corrupt. Macmahon following
Roeper would read: ¢ This discourse whom they name God the:
atlirm to be incorporeal, but enveloped in a y outside himsell,
just as if one carried a covering of sheepskin_to have it seen; but

. having stripped off the body in which he is enveloped, he no longer
! appears visibly to the naked eye.”
dyelpas Tpéxaiov, lit., * raised a trophy.”

3 Geohoyoiar. Eusebius, Prap. Ev., uses the word in this sense.
For the Dandamis and Calanus stories, see Arrian, A~abdasés, Bk.
VII, cc. 2, 3.

4 This is quite unintelligible as it stands. It probably means that
the Brachmans worship the light of which the Sun is the garment,
and that they think they are united with it when temporarily freed
from the body. Is he confusing them on the one hand with the Yogis, ,/
whose burial trick is referred to later in connection with Simon Magus, ~
and on the other with some Zoroastrian or firc-worshipping sect of
Central Asia?

$ 8. .. dxel xwphicas alrios vedrais Tabrus ris Pikocoplas dyi-
vero. Does the dxei mean Galatia, whose inhabitants were Celts by
origin? Hippolytus has probably copied the sentence without under-
standing it. ' '
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Celts glorify the Druids as prophets and as knowing the
future because they foretell to them some things by
the ciphers and numbers of the Pythagoric art. On the
principles of which same art we shall not be silent, since
some men have ventured to introduce heresies constructed
from them. Druids, however, also make use of magic arts.

23. About Hesiodr

But Hesiod the poet says that he, too, heard thus
from the Muses about Nature. The Muses, however, are
the daughters of Zeus.” For Zeus having from excess of
desire companied with Mnemosyne for nine days and nights
consecutively, she conceived these nine in her single womb,
receiving one every night. Now Hecsiod invokes the nine
Muses from Pieria, that is from Olympus, and prays them
to teach him:3 :

. ¢ How first the gods and earth became ;
The rivers and th’ immeasureable sea
High-raging in its foam : the glittering stars ;
The wide-impending heaven; . . . '
Say how their treasures,® how their honours each
Allotted shared ; how first they held abode
On many-caved Olympus :—this declare
Ye Muses! dwellers of the heavenly mount
From the beginning ; say who first arose?

¢ First Chaos was, next ample-bosomed Earth,
The scat eternal and immoveable
Of deathless gods, who still the Olympian height
Snow-topt inhabit. Third in hollow depth
Of the vast ground, ¢xpanded wide above
The gloomy Tartarus. Love then arose
Most beauteous of immortals : he at once
Of every god and every mortal man
Unnerves the limbs ; dissolves the wiser breast
By reason stecl’d, and quells the very soul.
. * From Chaos, Lrebus and sable Night . . .

\

! Hesiod is treated by Aristotle, Metaphysica, Bk. 11, c. 15, as one
who philosophizes, which perhaps accounts for the introduction of his
name here.

! 8Bax@ivas, st se édocerent, Cr. So Macmahon. The context,
however, plainly requires that it is ITesiod and not the Muse who is to
be taught. The rendering of poetry into prose is seldom satisfactory,
%0 [ have ventured to give here the version of Elton, which is as close to
the original as it is poetic in form.

- 3 &s evigaver Javearre.
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From Night arose the Sunshine and the Day ?
‘Whom she with dark embrace of Erebus
Commingling bore.
‘“Ilcr first-horn Earth produced
Of like iinmensity,$ the starry Ileaven :
That he might sheltering compass her around
On every side, and he for evermore
To the blest gods a mansion unrcmoved,
““Next the high hills arose, the pleasant haunts
Of goddess-nymphs, who dwell among the glens
Of mountains. With no aid of tender love
Gave she to birth the sterile Sea, high-swol’n p- §i.
In raginy foam ; and Heaven-cmbraced, anon
She teemed with Ocean, rolling in dccp whirls
11is vast abyss of waters
**Crceus then,
Cocus, Hyperion and Lipetus,
Themis and Thea rosc ; Muemosyne
And Rhea ; Phoebe dindemed with gold,
And lovc-msplnng Tethys ; and of these,
Youngest in birth, the wily Kronos came,
The sternest of her sons ; and he abhorred .
The sire that gave him life .
*Then brought she forth
The Cyclops haughty of spirit.”

And he enumerates all the other Giants descended from
Kronos. But last he tells how Zeus was born from Rhea.

All these men, then, declared, as we have sct forth, their
opinions about the nature and birth of the universe. But
they all, departing from the Divine for lower things, busied
themselves about the substance of the things that are. So
that when struck with the grandeurs of creation and think-
ing that these were the Divine, eachrof them preferred
before the rest a different part of what was created. But
they discovered not the God and fashioner of them.

The opinions therefore of those among the Greeks who
have undertaken to philosophize, I think I have suffici- p. 52
ently set forth, Starting from which opinions the heretics
have made the attempts we shall shortly narrate. It seems
fitting, however, that we, first making public the mystic
rites,? should also declare whatever things certain men

1 Aibhp e xal ‘Hudpn, One would prefer to keep the word ** Aether,”
which is hardly *‘ sunshine.”

2 loor davri.

* 7& pvorwd. The expression generally used for Mysterics such
as those of hleusrs. Either he employs it here to include the tricks
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have superfluously fancied about stars or magnitudes ; for
truly those who have taken their starting-points from these
notions are decemed by the many to speak prodigies.
Thereaftcr, we shall make plain consecutlvely the vain
opinions?® invented by them.?

of the magicians described in Book 1V, or he did not mean to describe
these last when the sentence was written, but to go instead straight
from the astrologers to the heresies. The last alternative secms the
more probable.

1 a3pary, mﬁrma.r, Cr. '

2 The main question which arises on this First Book of our text is,
What were the sources from which Hippolytus drew the opinions he
here summarizes? Diels, who has taken much pains over the matter,
thinks that his chicf source was the epitome that Sotion of Alexandria .
* made from Hcraclides. As we have scen, however, Diogenes Laertius
is responsible for a fair number of Hippolytus’ statements, especially
concerning the opinions of those to whom he gives little space. Certain
phrases scem taken directly from Theophrastus or from whatever
author it was that Simplicius used in his commentaries on Aristotle,
and the likeness between Alcinous’ summary of Plato’s doctrines and
those of our author is too close to be accidental. It therefore seems
most probable that llu polytus did not confine himself to any onc
source, but bo rom scveral. This would, after all, be the
natural course for a lcclurcr as distinguished from & writer to adopt,
and goes some way thierefore towards confirming the theory as to the
origin of the book mted in the Introduction.

END OF BOOK 1




BOOKS 1I anp III

(THesE are entirely missing, no trace of them having
been found attached to any of the four codices of Book 1 or .
to the prescnt text of Books IV to X. e know that such
books must have once existed, as at the end of Book IV
“(p- 117 #nfra) the author tells us that all the famous opinions
of carthly philosophy have been included by him in the
preceding four books, of which as has been said only Books
I and IV have come down to us.

Our only ground for conjecture as to the contents of
Books IT and III is to be found in Hippolytus’ statement at
the end of Book I, that he will firs# make public the mystic
rites? and then the fancies of certain philosophers as to
stars and magnitudes. As the promise in the last words of
the sentence seems to be fulfilled in Book IV, where he
gives not only the method of the astrologers of his tine,
but also the calculations of the Greek astronomers as to
the relative distances of the heavenly bodies, it may be
presumed that this was preceded and not followed by a
description of the Mysteries more elaborate and fuller than
the casual allusions to them which appear in Book V. So, -
too, in Chap. 5 of the same Book IV, which he himself
describes in the heading as a * Recapitulation” of what has
gone before, he refers to certain dogmas of the Persians and
the Babylonians as to the nature of God, which have certainly
not been mentioned in any other part of the book which>
has come down to us. So, again, at the beginning of
Book X, which purports to be a summary of the whole
work, he tells us that having now gone through the
“labyrinth of heresies,” it will be shown that the Truth is
not derived from *“the wisdom (philosophy) of the Greeks,
the secret mysteties of the Egyptians,? the fallacies of the

1 2 pvorid,
? Aiyvwrior Séyuara . . . b Gppnra Silaxbels,
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astrologers, or the demon-inspired ravings of the Babylon-

ians.” The Greek philosophy and astrological fallacies are * -
- dealt with at sufficient length in Books I and IV respectively,

but nothing of importance is said in these or elsewhere in
the work as to the mysteries of the “ Egyptians,” by whom
he probably means the worshippers of the Alexandrian
divinities, and nothing at all as to Babylonian demonolatry
or magic. It is quite true that he follows this up immedi-
ately by the statement that he has included the tenets of all
the wise men among the Greeks in four books, and the
doctrines of the heretics in five; but it has been explained
in the Introduction (pp. 18 fl. supra) that there are reasons
why the summarizer’s recollection of the earlier books may
not be verbally accurate, nor does he say that the description
of the philosophic and heretical teachings exhausted the

contents of the first four books. On the whole, therefore, -

Cruice appears to be justified in his conclusion that the
missing books contained an account of the *Egyptian "
Mysteries and of *“the sacred sciences of the Babylonians.”)!

! M. Adhémar d'Alés in his work La Thdologic de St. Hippolyte,
Paris, 1906, argues that the existing text of Book IV contains large
fragments of the missing Books II and III. Ilis argument is chielly
founded on the supposed: excessive length of-Book IV, aithough as a fact
Book V is in Cruice’s pagination some 20 pages longer than this and Book
VI, 10. Apart from this, it scems very doubtful if any author would
describe the anthmomantic and arithmetical nonsense in Book IV as
cither uvoricd or 3éyuara Eppyra, and it is certain that he cannot be
alleding, when he speaks of the BaBuAwvlwr dAoyiore uaviy 3i év (epyi)as

werawAxyels, to the jugglery in the same bouk, which he there
atributes not to the agency of demons but to the tricks of charlatans. .
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BOOK 1V
DIVINERS AND MAGICIANS

(THE first pages of this book have been torn away from
the MS., and we are therefore deprived of the small Table
of Contents which the author has prefixed to the other seven.
From the headings of the various chapters it may be
reproduced in substance thus:—

1. The *“Chaldreans” or Astrologers, and the celestial
measurenients of the Greek astronomcrs.

2. The Mathematicians or those who profess to divine
by the numerical ecquivalents of the Ictters in proper
names. '

3. The Metoposcopists or those who connect the form of
the body and the disposition of the mind with the Zodiacal
sign rising at birth.

4. The Magicians and the tricks by which they read
scaled letters, perform divinations, produce apparitions of
gods and demons, and work other wonders.

5. Recapitulation of the ideas of Greek and Barbarian
on the nature of God, and the views of the “ Egyptians ” or
neo-Pythagoreans as to the mysteries of number.

6. The star-diviners or those who find religious meaning
in the grouping of the constellations as described by Aratus.

7. The Pythagorean doctrine of number and its relation
to the heresies of Simon Magus and Valentinus.)

- [1. Adbout Astrologers .

. . . (And they (i.e. the Chaldreans) declare there are

! ‘T'his is the beginning of ‘the Mt. Athos MS., the first pages having
disappeared. With regard to the fint chapter wepl &aTpoAdywr,

Cruice, following therein Miller, points out that nearly the whole of it -

has been taken from Book V with the same title of Sextus Empiricus’
work, TIpds Madyuarixeds, and also that the copying is so faulty that to
67
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“terms”! of the stars in each zodiacal sign extending
from one given part)? to [another given part in which some
particular star has most power. -About which there is no
mere chance differcnce] among.them [as appears from their

make sense it is necessary to restore the text in many places from that
of Sextus. Sextus’ book begins, as did doubtless that of Hippolytus,
with a description of the divisions of the zodiac, the cardinal points
(Ascendant, Mid-hcaven, Descendant, and Anti-Meridian), the cadent
and succeedent houses, the use of the clepsydra or water-clock, the
planets and their * dignitics,” *“ exaltations” and **falls,” and finally,
their “‘terms,” with®a description of which our text begins. It is,
perhaps, a pity that Miller did not restore the whole of the missing
part from Sextus Empiricus; but the last-named author is not very
clear, and the reader who wishes to go further into the matter and to |
acquire some knowledge of astrological jargon is recommended to
consult also James Wilson’s Complete Dictionary of Astrology, reprinted
at Boston, U.S.A., in 1885, or, if he prefers a more lcarned work,
M. Bouché-Leclercq’s L' Astrologic Grecque, Paris, 1899. DBut it may
be said here that the astrologers of the early centuries made-their pre-
dictions from a *‘theme,’ or geniture, which was in cffect a map of the
heavens at the moment of birth, and showed the ecliptic or sun’s path
through the zodiacal signs divided into twelve *‘houses,” to each of
which a certain significance was attached. The foundation of this was
the horoscope or +ign rising above the horizon at the birth, from which
they were able to calculate the other three cardinal points given above,
the cadent houses being those four which go just before the cardinal
points and the four succeedents those which follow after them. The
places of the planets, including in that term the sun and moon, in
the ecliptic were then calculated and their symbols placed in the bouses
indicated. From this figure the judgment or prediction was made, but
a preat mass of absurd and contradictory tradition existed as to the
influence of the planets on the life, fortune, and disposition of the
pative, which was supposed to depend largely on their places in the
theme both in relation to the earlrand to each other.

! Bouché-Leclercq, op. ¢st., p. 206, rightly defincs these terms as
fractions of signs separated by internal boundaries and distributed in
each sign among the five planets.  Cf. J. Firmicus Maternus, Matkescos,
II, 6, and Cicero, De Divinatione, 40. Wilson, op. cit., s.h.v., says
they are certain degrees in a sign, supposed to possess the power of
altering the nature of a planet to that of the planet in the term of which
it is posited. All the authors quoted say that the astrologers could
Dot agree upon the extent or position of the various ‘‘terms,” and that
in particular the *‘ Chaldcans ” and the ‘“ Egyptians” were hopelessly '
at variance upon the point. .

? In the translation I have distingnished Miller's additions to the
text from Sextus Empiricus’ by enclosing them in square brackets,
reserving the round brackets for my own additions from thc same
source, which I have purposely made as few as possible. So with
other alterations, :
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tables]. But they say that the stars are guarded! [when
they are midway between two other stars] in zodiacal
succession. For instance, if [a certain star should occupy
the first part] of a zodiacal sign and another [the last parts,
and a third those of the middle, the one in the middle is
said to be guarded] by those occupying the parts at the
extremities. [And they say that the stars behold one another
and are in accord with one another] when they appear
triangularly or quadrangularly. Now those form a triangular
figure 2 and behold one another which have an interval of p. 54.
three zodiacal signs between them and a square those which
have one of two signs. . . .

(3 Such then seems to be the character of the Chaldxcan
method. And in that which has been handed down it
remains easy to understand and follow the contradictions
noted. And some indeed try to teach a rougher way as if
carthly things have no sympathy 4 at all with the hcavenly
ones. For thus they say, that the ambicnt® is not united
as is the human body, so that according to the condition)
of the head the lower parts {suffer with it and the head with
the lower] parts, and earthly things should suffer along with
thosc above thc moon. But there is a certain difference and
want of sympathy between them as they have not one and
[the] same unity.

2. Making use of these statements, Euphrates the Peratic
and Akembes the Carystian® and the rest of the band of
these people, miscalling the word of Truth, declare that
there is a war of ®ons and a falling-away of good powers to

1 Jopugpopelodar, Jit., “‘have spear-bearers.” *‘Stars” in Sextus
Empiricus nearly always means planets,

# This is the famous * trine ” figure or aspect of modern astrologers,
Its influence is supposed to be good ; that of the square next descroi‘ﬁd,
the reverse.

3 Hippolytus here omits a long disquisition by Sextus on the position
of the planets and the Chaldcan system. \Vhere the text resumes the
quotation it is in such a way as to alter the sense completely ; wherefore
I have restored the sentence preceding from Sextus.

4 gouwdoxes, * sufier with.” .

$ 7 weplexov. The term used by astrologers to denote the whole
ather swrrounding the stars or, in other words, the whole disposition

of the heavens. ‘' Ambient ” is its equivalent in modern astrology.

" _ % This is an anticipation’of the Peratic hcresy to which a chapter in
Book V (pp. 146 I, infra)isdevoted. 'AxeuBis is there speit KeABjs, but
*AxepBhs is restored in Book X and is copicd by Theodoret.  * Peratic "
is thought by Salmon (D.C. 5., s.h.v.) to mean ** Mede.”
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the bad, calling them Toparchs and Proastii! and many .
other names. All which heresy undertaken by them, I
shall set forth and refute when we come to the discussion
concerning them. But now, lest any one should deem trust-
worthy and unfailing the rules laid down 2 by the Chaldweans
for the astrological art, we shall not shrink from briefly
setting forth their refutation and pointing out that their art
is vain and rather deceives and destroys the soul which may
hope for vain things than helps it. In which matters we do
not hold out any expertness in the art, but only that drawn
from knowledge of the practical words.?> Those who, having
been trained in this science, become pupils of the Chaldweans
and who having changed the names only, have imparted
mysteries as if they were strange and wonderful to men, have
constructed a hcresy out of this, But since they consider the
astrologers’ art a mighty one and making use of the witness
of the Chaldxans wish to get their own systems believed
because of them, we shall now prove that the astrological
art as it appears to-day is unfounded, and then that the
Peratic heresy is to be put aside as a branch growing from a
root which docs not hold.4

3.> Now the beginning and as it were the basis of the
aflair is the establishment of the horoscope. From this the
rest of the cardinal points, and the cadents and succeedents
and the trines and the squares * and ‘the configuration of the
stars in them are known, from all which things the pre-

p. s6. dictions arc made, Wherefore if the horoscope be taken

away, of neccessity neither the midhcaven nor the descendant
nor the anti-meridian is known. But the whole Chaldaic
system vanishes if these are not disclosed. [And how the
zodiacal sign ascending is to be discovered is taught in
divers ways. For in order that this may be apprehendcd,

1 ¢*Toparch ” means simply “‘ ruler of a place.” Proastiue (xpodarios)

nerally the dweller in a suburb.  Iere it probably means the powers
in some part of the hcavens which is near to a place or constellation
without actually forming part of it.

8 vevopuopuéva. Cf. vevojuouéves, “in the established manner,”
Callistratus, Ecphr., 897. .

$ 15 wpaxTicwr Aéywy, ot, perhaps,** of the systems uscd.”

¢ dabeoraror, /it., -*nt holding together,” punningly used as epithet
for both the art and the heresy.

& What follows to the concluding paragraph of Chap. 7 is taken
nearly verbatim from Sextus Empiricus. :

¢ For these terms see n. on p. 67 supra.
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it is nccessary first of all that the birth of the child falling
under consideration be carefully taken, and secondly that
the signalling of the time?! be unerring, and thirdly that the
rising in the hcaven of the ascending sign be observed with
the greatest care. For at the birth ® the rising of the sign
ascending in the heaven must be closely watched, since the
Chaldzans determining that which ascends, on its rising
make that disposition of the stars which they call the
Theme,® from which thcy declare their predictions. But
neither is it possible to take the birth of those falling under
consideration, as I shall show, nor is the time established
unerringly, nor is the ascending sign ascertained with care. p. §1-
How baseless the system of the Chaldwans is, we will now
say. It is necessary before determining the birth of those
falling under consideration, to inquire whether they take it
from the deposition of the seed and its conception or from
the bringing forth. And if we should attempt to -take it
from the conception, the accurate account of this is hard to
grasp, the time being short and naturally so. For we cannot
say whether conception takes place simultaneously with the
transfer of the seed or not. -For this may happen as quick as
thought, as the tallow put into heated pots sticks fast at once,
or it may take place after some time.* For there being a
distance from the mouth of the womb to the other extremity,
where conceptions are said by doctors to take place, it-is
natural that nature depositing the seed should take some time
to accomplish this distance. Therefore the Chaldweans being
ignorant of the exact length of time will never discover
exactly the time of conception, the seed being sometimes
shot straight forward and falling in those places of the p. 58
womb fitted by nature for conception, and sometimes falling
broadcast to be only brought into place by the power of the
womb itself. And it cannot be known when the first of
these things happens and when the second, nor how much

1 dpooxdwiov seems here put for Spooxoweior = horologinm, or clock,
. 3dwdrels, *““the bringing-forth ” is the word used by Sextus throughout.

As Sextus was a medical man it is probably the technical term corres.
ponding to our *parturition.” Miller s dwordfis which does not
secm appropriate.

3 dudOeua. Sce n, on p. 67 supra. -

¢ I have here followed Sextus’ division of the sentence. Cruice
translates aréap, farina ayna sabacta, for which I can sce no justification.
Macmahon here follows him,
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time is spent in one sort of conception and how much in
the other. But if we are ignorant of these things, the
" accurate discovery of the nature of the conception vanishes.!
Nor if, as some physiologists say, seed being first seethed
and altered in the womb then goes forward to its gaping
vessels as the sceds of the carth go to the earth; why
then, those who do not know the length of time taken by
this change will not know either the moment of conception.
And again, as women differ from one another in encrgy and
other causes of action in other parts of the body, so do they
difler in the encrgy of the womb, some conceiving quicker
and others slower. And this is not unexpected, since if
we compare them, they are seen now to be good conceivers
and now not at all so. This being so, it is impossible to
say with exactness when the seed deposited is secured, so
that from this time the Chaldreans may establish 'the
horoscope 3 of the birth.
p-s9. 4. For this reason it is impossible to establish the horo-
scope from the conception ; nor can it be done from the
bringing forth. For in the first place, it is very hard to
say when the bringing forth is: whether it is when the
child begins to incline towards the fresh air or when it
projects a little, or when it is brought down altogether to
the ground. But in none of these cases is it possible to
define the time of birth accurately.? For from presence of
mind and suitableness of body, and through preference of
places and the expertness of the midwife and endless other
causes, the time is not always the same when, the mem-
branes being ruptured, the infant inclines forward, or when
B 6o, it projects a little, or when it falls to the ground. But it is
different with different women. Which, again, the Chald-
seans being unable to measure definitely and accurately,
they are prevented from determining as they should the
hour of the bringing forth,

That the Chaldxans, therefore, while asserting that they
know the sign ascending at the time of birth, do not know
it, is plain from the facts. And that there is no means
either of unerringly observing the time* is easy to be

‘ Restonng from Sextus otxo-ru l'ur ipna ‘

&peanéwov, ' the ascending sigh.”  So Sextus.
® Restoring from Sextus é¢° éxdorev for » éxlrry ; T dxpiBi for d
&xpiBis and omilting rareraéooai.

¢ See n. on p. 74 infra.
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judged. For when they say that thc person sitting by the
woman in labour at the bringing forth signifies. the same to
the Chaldrean who is looking upon the stars from a high
place by means of the gong,! and that this last gazing upon
the heaven notes down the sign then rising, we shall show
that as the bringing forth happens at no defined time,? it is
not possible either to signify the same by the gong. For
even if it be granted that the actual bringing forth can be
ascertained, yet the time cannot be signified accurately.
For the sound of the gong, being capable of divisions by
perception into much and more time,® it happens that it is

carried (late) to the high place. And the proof of this is p, 6.

what is noticed when trees are felled a long way o4 For
the sound of the stroke is heard a pretty long time after
the fall of the axe, so as to rcach the listener later. And
from this cause it is impossible for the Chuldicans to
obtain accurately the time of the rising sign and that which
is in truth on the ascendant.* And indeed not only does
more time pass after the birth before he who sits beside the
woman in labour, strikes the gong, and again after the stroke
before it is hcard by him upon the high place, but also
before he can look about and see in which sign is the moon
and in which is each of the otherstars. It svems inevitable
then that there must be a great change in the disposition
of the stars,® [from the movement of the Polc being whirled
along with indescribable swiftness] before the hour of him
who has been born as it is seen in heaven can be observed
carefully.”

5. Thus the art according to the Chaldxans has been p. 63

shown to be baseless. But if any one should fancy that by

! Sextus has described earlier (p. 342, Fabricius) the whole process
of warning the astrologer of the moment of birth by striking a metal
disc, which I have called ** gong.”

2 aoplorov Tvyxavovays.

* dv waelom xpdvey xal dv cuxv@ wpds alobner Burduevor pepilertal,
majors el longiors lemporis spalio ad aurium scnsum dividatur, Cr.;

* with proportionate delay,” Macmahon. I do not understaml how

cither his or Cruice’s construction is arrived at.

¢ Sextus has *“ on the hills.”

$ &pooxoweirros might mean ¢‘ which marks the hour.”

¢ galverar . . . &AAoibrepar . . . Bidbepa.

Y quam diligenter observari possit ¥n coelo nativitas, Ct., (before) ** the
nativity can be carefully observed in the sky.”
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enquiries, the geniture ! of the enquirer is to be learned, we
may know that not in this way either can it be arrived at
with certainty. For if such great care in the practice of the
art is necessary, and yet as we have shown they do not
arrive at accuracy, how can an unskilled person take
accurately the time of birth, so that the Chaldean on learn-
ing it may set up the horoscope truthfully?? But neither
by inspection of the horizon will the star ascending appear
the same everywhere, but sometimes the cadent sign will
be considered the ascendant and sometimes the succeedent,
according as the coming in view of the places is higher or
lower. So that in this respect the prediction will not appear
accurate, many people being born all over the world at the
same hour, while every observer will see the stars differengly.
But vain also is the customary taking of the time by
water-jars.3 For the pierced jar will not give the samc
flow when full as when nearly empty, while according to
p. 63 the theory of these people the Pole itself is borne along in
one impulse with equal speed. But if they answer to this
that they do not take the time accurately but as it chances
in common use,* they will be refuted merely by the starry
. influences themselves.® For those who have been born at
the same time have not lived the same life; but some for
example have reigned as kings while others have grown old
in chains. None at any rate of the many throughout the
inhabited world at the same time as Alexander of Macedon
were like unto him, and none to Plato the philosopher.
So that if the Chaldean observes carefully the time in
common use, he will not be able to say ¢ if he who is born
at that time will be fortunate. For many at any rate born

1 yiveas. The word in Greek astrologla\l works has the same mean-
ingas * geniture ” or ‘““ nativity ” in modern uttologlml jargon. Iden-
tical with ** theme.”

2 The whole of this sentence is corrupl, and the scribe was probably
taking down something from Scxtus which was read to him without his
understanding it. I have given what seems to be the sense of the

ssage.
™ bBpias, Scxtus (p. 342, Fnht )» has described the clepsydm or
water-cluck and its defecu as a measurer of time,

4 ¢ wAdre.

8 sdaworeAiouara. A technical expremon for the results or influence *
on sublunary things of the position of the heavenly bodies. Cf. Bouché-
Leclercq, ep. cil., p. 328, n. 1.

¢ Sext undd:n-y‘m,  positively.”
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at that time, will be unfortunate, so that the hLeness
between the genitures is vain,

Having therefore refuted in so many dlﬂ'erent ways the .

vain speculation of the Chaldans, we shall not omit this,
that their prognostications lead to impossibility. For if he
who is born under the point of Snglttanus arrow must be
slain, as the astrologers! say, how was it that so many
barbarians who fought against the Greeks at Marathon or
Salamis were killed at the same time? For therc was not
at any rate the same horoscope for all. And again, if he
who is born under the urn of Aquarius will be shipwrecked,
how was it that some of the Greeks returning from Troy
were sunk together in the furrows of the Eubocan sea?
For it is incredible that all these differing much from one
another in age should all have been born under Aquarius’
urn.  For it cannot be said often that because of one who
was destined to perish by sea, all those in the ship should
be destroyed along with him. For why should the destiny
of this one prevail over that of all, and yet that not all should
be saved because of one who was destined to die on land ?

6. But sincc also they make a thcory about the influence
of the zodiacal signs.to which they say the things brought
forth are likened, we shall not omit this. For example,
they say that he who is born under Leo will be courageous,?
and he who is born under Virgo straight-haired, pale-com-
plexioned, childless and bashful. But these. things and
those like them desérve laughter rather than scrious con-
sideration® Tor according to them an Ethiopian can be
born under Virgo, and if so they allow he will be white,
straight-haired and the rest. But I imagine that the
ancients gave the names of the lower animals to the stars

rather because of arbitrariness ¢ than from natural likeness:

of shape. For what likeness to a bear have the seven stars
which stand separate from one another? Or to the head
of a dragon those five of which Aratus says :—

P. 64

P. 65

! of pafnuarixol. The only passage in our text where Hlp]sizlytus '
xlus

uses the word in this sensc. lie seems to have taken it from
title kard TOv uabnuarixdy Adyor,
* A play of words upon Aéw and &r3peios.
3 gwordiis. Hippolytus inserts an unneccssary ob before the word,
Sce Sextus, p. 355.
4 oixeidaens xdoiv, gratia consuetudinis, Cr.

VOL. 1. - ‘ F

Google



76 PHILOSOPHUMENA

Two hold the témgles, two the eyes, and onc beneath
Marks the chin point of the monster dread.—
(Aratus, Phainoniena, vv. 56, §7.)

7. That these things are not worthy of so much labour
is thus proved to the right-thinkers aforesaid, and to those
who give no heed to the inflated talk of the Chaldxans,
who with assurance of indemnity make kings to disappear

P- 66. and incite private persons to dare great deeds.! But if he
who has given way to evil fails, he who has been deceived
does not become a teacher to all whose minds the Chald-
scans wish to lead endlessly astray by their failures. For.
they constrain the minds of their pupils when they say that
the same configuration of the stars cannot occur otherwisc
than by the return of the Great Year in 7777 years.2 How
then can human observation agree? in so many ages upon
one geniture? And this not once but many times, since
the destruction of the cosmos as some say will interrupt
the observation, or its gradual transformation will cause to
disappear entirely the continuity of historical tradition.?]
The Chaldaic art must be refuted by more . arguments,
although we have been recalling it to memory on account
of other matters and not for its own sake. IBut since we
have before said that we will omit none of the opinions
current among the Gentiles,® by reason of the many-voiced
craft of the heresies, let us see what they say also who have

p. 67. dared to speculate about magnitudes. Who, recognizing -
the variety of the work of most of them, when another has
been utterly deceived in a different manner and has been
yet held in high esteem, have dared to say something yet
more grandiose than he, so that they may be yet more
glorified by those who have already glorified their petty
frauds. These men postulate circles and triangular and
square measures doubly and triply.® - There is much

! Does this refer to Otho's encouragement by the astrologer Ptolemy
to rebel against Galba? See Tncllus, Hist., I, 22. The sentence does
not appear in Sextus,

3 Sextus says 9977 years.

: m.m ovrpapcir, * arrive at concurrence with.” Sextus answers
the question in the negative,

‘llctc the quotations from Sextus end.
* {@vea: ** among the nations.” A curious expression in the mouth
of a Greek, although natural to a Jew.

¢ Is this an allusion to trigonometry? The rest of the sentence, as
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theory about this, but it is not necessary for what lics
before us. .

8. 1 reckon it enough therefore to declare the marvels"
described by them. Wherefore I shall employ their
epitomes,! as they call them, and then tumn to other things.
They say this:2? he who fashioned the universe, gave rule
to the révolution of the Same and Like, for that alone he lcft
undivided ; but the inner motion he divided 6 times and
made 7 uncqual circles divided by intervals in ratios of 2
and 3, 3 of each, and bade the circles revolve in directions
opposite to one another—3 of them to revolve at equal

. pace, and 4 with a velocity unlike that of the 3, but in
due proportion.® And he says that rule was given to the p. 68
orbit of the 7, not only because it embraces the orbit of
the Other, /. e., the Wanderers ; but because it has so much
rule, 7.e,, so much power, that it carries along with it the
Wanderers to the opposite positions, bearing them from
West to East and from East to West by its own strength.
And he says that the same orbit was allowed to be one
and undivided, first because the orbits of all the fixed stars
are cqual in time and not divided into greater and lesser
times.* And next because they alli have the same appear-
ance,® which is that of the outermost orbit, while the
Wandcrers are divided into more and different kinds of

- movements and into unequal distances from thc Earth.

And he says that the Other orbit has been cut in 6 places

into 7 circles according to ratio.* For as many cuts as

will presently be seen, refers to Plato’s Timats. Cf. also Zimans
the Locrian, c. §. .

V A Tois émirduois xpnoduevos. An indication that Ilippolytus’
knowledge of Plato was not first-hand.

2 The passage which follows is from the Ziwmncus, XII, where
Plato describes how the World-maker set in motion two concentric
circles revolving different ways, the external called the Same and Like,
and the internal the Other, or Different.

% This scems to he generally accepted as Ilato’s meaning. - Jowett
says the three arc the orbits of the Sun, Venus and Mercury, the four
those of the Moon, Saturn, Mars and Jupiter. The Wanderers arc of
course the plancts. .

4 4. e., swifter and slower. $ ¢miparela.

¢ Perhaps the following extract from the pseudo-Timzus the Locrian,
now gencrally accepted as a summary of the second century; may make
this clearer.  After explaining that the cosmos and its parts are divided
into ‘“the Same ” and ** the Different,” he says: *‘ The first of these
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there are of each, so many segments are there p/«s a monad.
For example if one cut be made,! there are 2 segments;
if 2 cuts, 3 segments; and so, if a thing be cut 6 times there
will be 7 segments. And he says that the intervals between
them are arranged alternately in ratios of 2 and 3, 3 of
each, which he has proved with rcgard to the constitution
of the soul also, as to the 7 numbers. For 3 among them,
viz., 2, 4, 8, are doubles from the monad onwards and 3 of
them, viz., 3, 9, 27 [triples]? . . . But the diameter of the
Earth is 80,008 stadia and its perimeter 250,543.2 And
the distance from the Earth’s surface to the circle of the
Moon, Aristarchus of Samos writes as . . . 4 stadia but
Apollonius as §,000,000 and Archimedes as §,544,130.
And Archimedcs says that from the Moon’s circle to that
of the Sun is 50,202,065 stadia; from this to the circle
of Aphrodite 20,272,065; and from this to the circle of
Hecrmes §0,817,165; and from the same to the circle of

p- 70 the Fiery One® 40,541,108 ; and from this to the circle of

Zeus 20,275,065 ; but from this to the circle of Kronos,
40,372,065 ; and from this to the Zodiac and the last
periphery 20,082,005 stadia. .

9. The differences from one another of the circles and
the spheres in hcight are also given by Archimedes. He
takes the perimcter of the Zodiac at 447,310,000 stadia, so
that a straight line from the centre of the Earth to its
cxtreme surface is the sixth part of the said number, and
from the surface of the Earth on which we walk to the
Zodiac is exactly onc-sixth of the said number less 40,000

leads from without all that are within them, along the gencral move-
ment from East to West.  But the latter, belonging to the Diflerent,
lead from within the parts that are carricd along from West to East,
and are scif-moved, and they are whirled round and along, as it may
happen, by the movement of the Same which possesses in the Cosmos
a superior power. Now the movement of the Diflferent, being divided
according to a harmonical proportion, takes the form of 7 circles,” and
he then goes on to describe the orbits of the planets.

3 Lit., “if one section be severed.”

2 Cf. Plalo, Zimeus, c. 12.

3 A palpable mistake. ~ As Cruice points out, if the Earth’s diameter
is as said in the text, its perimeter must be 251,768 stadia, which is
not far from the 252,000 stadia assigned to it by Kratosthenes,

4 Lacunze in both these sentences, -

% The common Greek name for the planet Ares or Mars (& ).
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stadia which is the distance from the centre of the Earth to
its surface. And from-the circle of Kronos to the Earth, he
says, the interval is 2,226,912,711 stadia; and from the
circle of the Iiery One to the Earth, 1 32,418 581 ; and from p, .
" the Sun to the Earth, 121,604,454 ; from the Shining One
to the Earth, 520, 882,259, and from Aphrodite to the
Earth, 50,81 5,160.l

ro. And about the Moon we have before spoken. The
distances and depths? of the spheres are thus given by
Archimedes, but Hipparchus speaks differently about them,
and Apollonius the mathematician differently again. But
it is enough for us in following the Platonic theory to think
of the intervals between the Wanderers as in ratios of
2 and 3. For thusis kept alive the theory of the harmonious
construction of the universe in accordant ratios3 by the .
samedistances. But the numbers set out by Archimedes and
the ratios quoted by the others concerning the distances, if
they are not in accordant ratios, that is in those called by
Plato twofold and threefold, but are found to be outside p. 72.
the chords,* would not keep ‘alive the theory of the harmo-
nious construction of the universe.  For it is neither probable
nor possible that their distances should have no ratio to one
another, that is, should be outside thc chords and enhar-
monic scales. Except perhaps the Moon alone, from her
wining and the shadows of the Earth, as to which plane¢t
alone you may trust Archimedes, that is to say for the
distance of the Moon from the Earth. And it will be easy
for those who accept this calculation_.to ascertain the
number and the other distances according to the Platonic
method by doubling and tripling as Plato demands.® If

! All these numbers are hopelessly corrupt in the text and the scriln
varies the notation repeatedly. I have given the figures as finally
seitled by Cruice and his predecessors,  The Shining One is the planet
Hermes or Mercury ().

2 Bdfn, “depths” ; rather height if we consider. the orbits of the
planets as concentric and fitting into one another like jugglers’ caps or -
the skins of an onion.

3 ¢&v Abyois ovupdvoss. Cruice would read réveis for Adyois on the
strength of what Pliny, A7st. Nat., 11, 20, mys about Pythagoras having
taught that the intervals between the plane orbits were musical tones.
He seems to mean the gamut or chromatic scale as contrasted with the
enharmonic.

4 Sce last note.

4 See note on p. 81 infraas to what this doubling and tripling means.
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then, according to Archlmedes, the Moon is distant from the
Earth 5,544,130 stadia, it will be easy by i increasing these
numbers In ratios of z and 3 to find her distance from the
rest by taking one fraction of the number of stadia by which
the Moon is distant from the Earth.

But since’the rest of the numbers stated by Archimedes

. about the distance of the Wanderers are not in accordant

73

ratios, it is easy to know how they stand in regard to one
another and in what ratios they have been observed to be.
But that the same are not in harmony and accord! when
they are parts of the cosmos established by harmony is
impossible. So then, as the first number (of stadia) by

. which the Moon is distant from the Earth is 5,544,130, the

P. 24

Interval
it et

second number by which the Sun is distant from the Moon
being 50,262,065, it is in ratio more than ninefold ; and the
number of the interval above this being 20,272,065 is in
ratio less than one-half. And the number of the interval
above this being 50,815,108 is in ratio more than twoiold.
And the number of the interval above this being 40,541,108
is in ratio more than one and a quarter.? And the number
of the interval above this being 20,275,065 is in ratio more
than half. And the number of the highest interval above
this being 40,372,065 is in ratio less than twofold.?

11. These samc ratios indecd—the more than ninefold,
less than half, more than twofold, less than one and a quarter,
morc than half, less than half and less than twofold are
outside all harmonies and from them no enharmonic nor
accordant system can come to pass. But the whole cosmos
and its parts throughout are put together in an enharmonic
and accordant manner. But the enharmonic and accordant

V mopupuria.
3 ¢mirerdpry, superguarta, Cr., 1+ } ; sce Liddell and Scott, quot.
ln;: Nicomachus Gerascnus Anthmetlcus.
3 It is not easy to sec from this confused statement whether it is the
system of Plato or Archimedes at which Hippolytus is aiming. The
one, however, that it most resembles is that of the nco-Pythagoreans, of

whnch the following table is given in M. Bigourdan’s excellent work on
L' Astronomic : Evolution des Ideés et des Mlthodes, Paris 1911, p. 49 :—
Planets . . . § » ¥ ¢ O©O- 8 A% hFixedsan
intones. . . .1 3§ } 1} 1 i} 3 3}

i thousands of\ 126 63 63 189 126 63 63 .63
Absolute dis-}

tances in thou-

o 126 189 252 441 567 630 693 756
i | 89 252 441 567 630 693 75
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ratios are kept alive as we have said before by the twofold
and threefold intervals. If then we deem Archimedes
‘worthy of faith on the distance given above, . ¢., that from
the Moon to the Earth, it is easy to find the rest by increas-
ing it in the ratios of 2 and 3. Let the distance from the
Larth to the Moon be, according to Archimedes, 5,544,130
stadia. The double of this will be the number of stadia by
which the Sun is distant from the Moon, viz, 11,088,260.
But from the Earth the Sun is distant 16,632,390 stadia and
Aphrodite indeed from the Sun—16,632,390 stadia, but
from the Earth 33,264,780. Ares indeed is distant from
Aphrodite 22,176,520 stadia but from the Earth 105,338,470.
But Zeus is distant from Ares 44,353,040 stadia, but from
the Earth 149,691,510. Kronos is distant from Zeus p. 75
40,691,510 stadia, but from the Earth 293,383,020.1

1 The object of all these figures is apparently to prove that those of
Archimedes are wrong and that the Platonic theory—said, one does not
kunow with what truth, to have becn inherited from Pythagoras, viz.,
that the intervals between the orbits of the different bodies of the cosmos
are arranged like the notes on a musical scale—is to be preferred.
This was perhaps to be expected from a Churchman as favouring the
doctrine of creation by design. It is difficult at first sight ta sec how
the figures in the text bear out Hippolytus’ contention, inasmuch as the
distances here given of the seven plancts (including therein the Sun and
Moon) from the Earth procced in an irregular kind of arithmetical pro-
gression ranging from onc to fifty-four, the distance from the Earth to the

Moon which Ilippolytus accepts from Archimedes as correct being taken
asunity. Thus, lct us call this unit of distance &, and we have the table
which follows :— _

TABLE I (of distances)
+ Distance of Earth (§) from ) = 5,544,130 stadiaor

"” » » O= 16632390 ,, 3«
»” ” » 9 = 33,204,780 ” 6x
" ” »w = §5,441,300 ” 10ox
” ” » & =105338,470 ., 19
”» ” » Y =149,6901,510 " 27x

” ” » h =299,383,020 " 542
But lct us take the figures given in the text for the intervals hetween
the Earth and the seven *plancts” arranged in the same order, and
again taking the Earth to Moon distance as unity, we have :—
TABLE II (of intervals) .
Interval between & and ) = 5,5 S4130stadiaor &

" » Y 5 ©= 11,088,260 " 25

” » O » ¢ = 16632390 3x

” ” Q ' § = 22,176,520 " 4x(2%) ,

1) 1 ;‘ " 3 = 49»897'170 " 9"(3') ,

”» » d 5 Y = 44,353,040 " 8x(2"
"% p h = u909L510  ,,  37x(3)

” ”
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12. Who will not wonder at so much activity of mind
produced by so great labour? It seems that this Ptolemy !
who busies himself with these matters is not without his use
to me. This only grieves me that as one but lately born he
was not serviccable to the sons of the giants,® who, being
ignorant of these measurements, thought they were near
high heaven and began to make a useless tower. Hadhe
been at hand to explain these measurements to them they
would not have ventured on the foolishness. But if any one
thinks he can disbelieve this let him take the measurements
and be convinced ; for one cannot have for the unbelieving
a more manifold proof than this. O puffing-up of vainly-
toiling soul and unbelieving belief, when Ptolemy is con-
sidered wise in cverything by those trained in the like
wisdom ! 3 :

This agrees almost entirely with the theory which M. Bigourdan in
the work mentioned in the last note has worked out as the Platonic theory
of the distances of the different planets from the Earth, ¢¢ the supposed
centre of their movements” (p. 228). Thus:—

Planets ) ® ¢ ¥ & U h

Distances 1 2 3 4 8 o9 27
which distances are, in hisown words, ¢ les termes enchevétrés de deux
progressions géomdtriques ayant respectivement pour raison 2 et 3,
savoir 1, 2, 4, 8—1, 3,9, 27 ; on voit que I'unité est, comme chez Pytha-
gore, la distance de la‘Terre ala Lune.”  This conclusion is amply borne
out by Ilippolytus’ figures, which, as given in Table II above, show
a regular progression from 2 and 3 to 2% and 3% then to 2% and 3%, -
which explains what our author mcans by increasing the Larth to the
Moon distance, xard rd 3ixAdoior xal TpewAdawr.  The only discrepancy
between this and M. Bigourdan’s table is that he has transposed the
distances between ¥ — & and & — h respectively ; but asI do not know
the details of the calculation on which he bases his figures, I am unable
to say whether the mistake is his or Hippolytus',

! Are we to conclude from this that these last calculations are those
of Claudius Ptolemy, the author of the A/magest? He has certainly
not been mentioned before, but his fame was so great that IHippolytus
way have been certain that the allusion would be understood by his
audience. Ptolemy lived, perhaps, into the last quarter of the second
century. :

3 Genesis vi. 4. The subject scems to have had irresistible fascina-
-tion for Christian converts of Asiatic blood, whether orthodox or heretic.
Manes also wrﬂgte a book upon the Giants, cf. Kessler, Mani, Berlin,
1899, pp. 191 fl.

Hippolytus scems to have been entirely ignorant that the calcula-
tions he derides were anything but mere guess-work. They were not
oaly singularly accurate considering the imperfection of the observations

—
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13. Certain men in part intent on these things as judging

them mighty and worthy of argument have constructed p. 7%

measureless ! and boundless heresies. Among whom is one
Colarbasus,” who undertakes to set forth religion by
measures and numbers. And there are others whom we
_shall likewise point out when we begin to speak of those
who give heed to Pythagorean reckoning as if it were power-
ful and neglect the true philosophy for numbers and
clements, thus making vain divinations. Collecting whose
‘words, certain men have led astray the uneducated, pre-
tending to know the future and when they chance to divine
one thing aright are not ashamed of their many failures,
but make a boast of their one success. Nor shall I pass
over their unwise wisdom, but when I have set forth their
attempts to establish a religion from these sources, I shall

refute them as being disciples of a school inconsistent and
full of trickery.

2. Of Mathematicians®

Those then who fancy that they can divine by mcans of p. 77.

ciphers* and numbers, elements® and names, make the
foundation of their attempted system to be this. They
pretend that every number has a root :—in the thousands
as many units as there are thousands. For example, the

at the disposal of their author, but have also been of the greatest usclo
science as laying the foundation of all future astronomy.

1 duérpous. Another pun on their measurements.

3 Nothing definite is known of this Colarbasus or his supposcd astro-
logical hevesy.  The accounts given of him by Irenzeus and Epiphanius
describc him as holding tenets identical with those of Marcus. Ilort,
following Baur, believes that he never existed, and that his name is
simply a Greek corruption of Qo/ aréa, * the Voice of the Four.” See
D.C.5., s.h.v,

3 wepl pabnuaricdv. The article is omitted; but he must mcan
the students and not the study. This is curious, because Mathemalicus
in the Rome of Hippolytus must have meant astrologer and nothing
clse, and what follows has nothing to do with astrology. Rather is it
what was called in the Renaissance Arithmomancy. Cruice refers
us to Athanasius Kircher's drithmologia on the subject. Cornelius
Agrippa, De vanitate et incertitudine Scientarum, writes of it as
*The DPythagorean lot,” and it is described in Gaspar Peucer’s
De pracipuis Divinationum generibus, . 1604. :

4 ¥iigos, lit., pebbies, s.e. counters.

* #reixeia; letters as the component parts or clements of words.
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root of 6000 is 6 units, of 7000, 7 units, of 8000, 8 units,
and with the rest in the same way. In the hundreds as
many hundreds as there are, so the same number of units is
the root of them. For example, in 700 there are 7 hundreds :
7 units is theirroot.  In Goo there are 6 hundreds : 6 units is
their root. In the same way in the decads: of 8o the root
is 8 units, of 40, 4 units, of 10, 1 unit. In the units, the units
themsclves are the root ; for instance, the unit of the g is 9, of
the 8, 8, of the 7, 7. Thus then must we do with the com-
ponent parts [of names]. For each element is arranged
according to some number. For example, the Nu consists
of 50 units ; but of 50 units the root is g, and of the letter
P. 78 Nu theroot is 5. Let it be granted that from the name we
may take certain ! of its roots. For example, from the name |

Agamemnon there comes from the Alpha one unit, from the -, -

Gamma 3 units, from the other Alpha 1 unit, from the Mu 4
units, from the Lpsilon 5 units, from the Mu 4 units, from
the Nu 5 units, from the Omega 8 units, from the Nu 5 units,

- which together in one row will be 1,3,1,4,5,4,5,8,5. These
added together make 36 units. Again they take the roots
of these and they becomie 3 for the 30, but 6 itself for the
6. Then the 3 and the 6 added together make g, but the
root of g is 9. Therefore the name Agamemnon ends in
the root 9

Let the same be done with another name, viz., Hector.
‘The name Hector contains five elements, Epsiion, Kappa,
Tau, Omega and Rho.? The roots of these are 5, 2,3,8, 1;
these added together make 19 units, Again, the root of the
10 is 1, of the 9, 9, which added together make 10. The
root of the 10 is one unit. Therefore the name of Hector
when counted up? has made as its root one unit.

p-79- But it is easier to work this way. Divide by ¢ the roots
ascertained from the -clements, as we have just found 19
units from the name Hector, and read the remaining root.
For example, if I divide the 19 by 9, there remains a unit,
for twice 9 is 18, and the remainder is a unit. For if I
subtract 18 from the 19, the remainder is a uhit. Again, of

! Reading with the text rwks for Cruice’s ﬂv&.

* In the text the Kappa and Tau are written at full length, the other
numbers in the usual Greek notmon, a proof that the scribe was here
writing from dictation and not copying MS

3 papietls,

Google
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the name Patroclus? these numbers 8, 1,3 1,7,2,3, 7, 2
.are the roots; added together they make 34 units. The
remainder of these units is 7, viz, 3 from the 30 and 4
from the 4. Therefore 7 units are the root of the name
Patroclus. Those then who reckon by the rule of g take
the gth part of the number collected from the roots and
describe the remainder as the sum of the roots; but those
-who reckon by the rule of 7 take the 7th part. Forexample,
in the name Patroclus the aggregate of the roots is 34 units.
This divided into sevens makes 4 sevens, which are 28 ; the
remainder is 6 units. He says that by the rule of 7, 6 is p. 8.
the root of the name Patroclus.? If,” however, it be 43,
" the 7th part, he says, is 42, for 7 times 6 is 42, and the
remainder is 1. Therefore the root from the 43 by the
rule of 7 becomes a unit. But we must take notice of
what happens if the given number when divided has no °
remainder,? as for example, if from one name, after adding
together the roots, I find, ¢. g, 36 units. But 36 divided by
9 1s exactly 4 enneads (for 9 times 4 is 36 and nothing
over). Thus, he says the g itself is plainly the rvot. 1f
again we divide the number 45 we find 9 and no rcmainder
(for g times 5 is 45 and nothing over), in such cases we say
the root is 9. And in the same way with the rule of 7: if,
¢.g., we divide 28 by 7 we shall have nothing over (for 7
times 4 is 28 and nothing left), [and] they say the root is 7.
-Yet when he reckons up the names and finds the same
letter twice, he counts it only once. For example, the name
Patroclus has the Alpha twice and the Omicron twice, p. 8:.
therefore he counts the Alpha only once and the
Omicron only once. According to this, then, the roots
will be 8, 3, 1, 7, 2, 3, 3, and added together make 27,% and
the root of the name by the rule of g will be the ¢ itself and
by that of 7, 6.

In the same way Sarpedon, when counted, makes by the

1 The name is spelt IdrpoxAos. ’

2 So that the “‘root ” inay be either 7 or 6 according as you usc the
“rule of 9™ orof 7. A reductio ad absurdum. :

3 dav awaprioyf, ** is even or complete.”

4 I omit the Rho, which in the Codex precedes the Alpha. Cruice
suggests it is put for IT.

* They do not, but make 26. Cruice adds an Alpha between the
8 and the 3; but in any case tlie rule just enunciated is broken by the
reckoning in of two 2's,
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rule of 9, 2 units; but Patroclus makes 9: Patroclus
conquers. For when one number is odd and the other even,
the odd conquers if it be the greater. But again if there
were an 8, which is even, and a g, which is odd, the 8
conquers, for it is greater. But if there are two numbers,
for example, both even or both odd, the lesser conquers.
But how does Sarpedon by the rule of 9 make 2 units?
The element Omega is omitted ; for when there are in a
name the elements Omega and Eta, they omit the Omega
and use one element. For they say that they both have the
same power, but are not to be counted twice, as has been
said above. Again, Ajax (Ales)! makes 4 units, and Hector
by the rule of 9 only one. But the 4 is even while the unit
is odd. And since we have said that in such cases the
greater conquers, Ajax is the victor. Take again Alex-
andros? and Menelaus. Alexandros has an individual 3
name [Paris]. The name Paris makes by the rule of o, 4;
Menclaus by the same rule g, and the 9 conquers the 4.
For it has been said that when one is odd and the other
even, the greater conquers, but when both are even or both
odd, the lesser. Take again Amycus and Iolydeuces.
Amycus makes by the rule of 9, 2 units, and Polydeuces 7 :
Polydeuces conquers. Ajax and Odysseus contended

" together in the funereal games. Ajax makes by the rule of

9, 4 units, and Odysseus by the same rule 8.4 Is therc not
(here) then some epithet of Odysseus and not his individual
name, for he conquered? According to the numbers Ajax
conquers, but tradition says Odysscus. Or take again .,
Achilles and Hector. Achilles by the rule of 9 makes 4;

P- 83. Hector 1; Achilles conquers. Take again Achilles and

Asteropceus.  Achilles makes 4, Astcropreus 3 ;8 Achilles

3 Alas. A=1I,:=10= I, a=1I(omitted), s=200=2. 1+1+}2=4.
3 The [lomeric name for Paris. -
3 xvpiev Sropa as opposed to uerapopdy Ovous, a name transferred

- from one to another, or family name.

¢ Not8butg. 0=70=17,8=4,9v=400=4,0 =200:=2,€=:§
(with duplicate omitted) = 22, which divided by 9 lcaves 4, or by 7,
only 1. The next sentehce and a similar remark at the last sentence but
one of the chapler are probably by a commentator or scribe and have
slipped into the text by accident. Oddly enough, nothing is suid as to

. wl:ll hapggu if the *‘roots” are equal, as they seem to be in this case.

Anot wmistake. A==}, ¢#=200=2, *=300=3, €=§,
p=100=1, 6=70=7, w=280=8, ¢=10=1 (with duplicates
owitted) = 28, which divided byglqn_ve; Lorby7,0m Y,
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conquers. ‘Takeagain Euphorbus and Menclaus. Menelaus
has ¢ units, Euphorbus 8 ; Menelaus conquers.

But 'some say that by the rulc of 7, they use only the
vowels, and othcrs that they put the vowels, semi-vowels
and consonants by themselves, and interpret each column
separately. But yet others do not use the usual numbers,
but different ones. Thus, for example, they will not have
Pi to have as a root 8 units, but 5 and the element Xi as a
Toot 4 units ; and turning about every way, they discover
nothing sane. When, however, certain competitors contend
a second time,! they take away the first element, and when
a third, the two first elements of each, and counting up the
rest, they interpret them. ‘

2. I should think that the design of the arithmeticians p. 83
has been plainly set forth, who deem that by numbers and
names they can judge life. And I notice that, as they

. have time to spare and have been trained in counting, they
have wished by means of the art handed down to them by
children to proclaim themselves well-approved diviners,
and, measuring the letters topsy-turvy, have strayed into
nonsense. For when they fail to hit the mark, they say in
propounding the difficulty that the name in question is not
a family name but an epithet ; as also they plead as a subter-
fuge in the case of Ajax and Odysscus. Who that founds
his tencts on this wonderful philosophy and wishes to be
called heresiarch, will not be glorified ?

3. Of Divination by Meloposcopy.

1. But since there is another and more profound art
among the all-wise investigators of the Greeks, whose dis-
ciples the heretics profess themselves because of the use they
make of their opinions for thcir own designs, as we shall
show before long, we shall not kecp silence about this.

! Grar pévroi Bevrepdy Tiwwves dywvltwvrar. Quum vero quidam
iterum decertant de numeris, Cr. But the allusion is almost certainly to
two chariotecrs or combatants mecting in successive contests. 1lall the
divination and magic of the early centuries rcfers to the affairs of
the circus, and tlic text has nothing about de nwmeris.

2 Lit., inspection of the forehcad (or face), or what Lavater cailed
. physiognomy. The word was known to Ben Jonson, who uses it in his
Alchymist. ** By a rule, Captain: In metoposcopy, which I do work
by. - A certain star in the forchead which you sec not,” etc.

.
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This is the divination or rather madness by metoposcopy.
P- 8s. There are those who refer to the stars the forms of the
types and patterns! and natures of men. summing them
up by their births under certain stars. This is what they
say: Those born under Aries will be like this, to wit,
long-headed, red-haired, with eyebrows joined together,
narrow forehead, sea-green eyes, hanging cheeks, long nose,
expanded nostrils, thin lips, pointed chin, and widé mouth.
They will partake, he says, of such a disposition as this:
forethinking, versatile, cowardly, provident, easy-going,
gentle, inquisitive, concealing their desires, equipped for
cverything, ruling more by judgment than by strength,
_ laughing at the present, skilled writers, faithful, lovers of
strife, provoking to controversy, given to desire, lovers of
boys, understanding, turning from their own homes, dis-
P- 86 pleased with everything, litigious, madmen in their cups,
contemptuous, casting away somewhat every year, useful in
friendship by their goodness. Most often they die in a
foreign land.?

2. Those born under Taurus will be of this type: round-
headed, coarse-haired, with broad forehead, oblong eyes
and great eyebrows if dark; if fair, thin veins, sanguine
complexion, large and heavy eyelids, great cars, round
mouth, thick nose, widely-open nostrils, thick lips. They
arc strong in their upper limbs, but are sluggish from the
-hips downwards from their birth. The same are of a dis-
position pleasing, understanding, naturally clever, rcligious,
just, rustical, agrecable, laborious?® after twelve years old,
easily irritated, leisurely. Their appetitc is small, they arc
quickly satisfied, wishing for many things, provident, thrifty
towards themselves, liberal towards others ; as a class they
are sorrow(ul, uscless in friendship, useful because of thcir

- minds, cnduring ills.
P- 87. 3. The type of these under Gemini : red-faced, not too

1 i3éar.

% I have not thought it worth while to set down the various readings
suggested by the different editors and translators for these *‘ forms
and qualities.” The whole of this chapter is taken from I'tolemy’s
Tetrabiblos, and was corrupted by cvery copyist. THe common type
suggested with eyebrows meeting over the nose is plainly Alexandrian,
as we know from the raits on mummy-cases in l’lolemalc times.

3 womaral. The diclionaries give * grave-digger,” which makes no
sease.
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tall in stature, even-limbed, eyes black and beady,! checks
drawn downwards, coarse mouth, eyebrows joined together.
‘They rule all that they have, are rich at the last, niggardly,
thrifty of their own, profuse in the affairs of Venus, reason-
able, musical, cheats. The same are said (by other writers)
to be of this disposition : learned, understanding, inquisitive,
self-assertive, given to desire, thrifty with their own, liberal,
gentle, prudent, crafty, wishing for many things, calculators,
litigious, untimely, not lucky. They are beloved by women,
are traders, but not very useful in friendship.

4 The type of those under Cancer ; not great in stature, p. 8
blue-black hair, reddish complexion, small mouth, round |
- head, narrow forehead, greenish eyes, sufficiently beautiful,
limbs slightly irregular. Their disposition: evil, crafty,
skilled in plots, insatiable, thrifty, ungraced, scrvile, un-
helpful, forgetful. ‘I'hey neither give back what is-mfother's
nor demand back thcir own ; uscful in friendship.

s. The type of those under Leo: round head, reddish
hair, large wrinkled forchead, thick ears, stifi-necked, partly
bald, fiery complexion, green-gray’ eyes, large jaws, coarse
mouth, heavy upper limbs, gredt breast, lower parts small.
Their disposition is : self-assertive, immoderate, sell-pleasers,
wrathful, courageous, scornful, arrogant, never deliberating,
no talkers, indolent, addicted to custom, given up to the
things of Venus, fornicators, shameless, wanting in faith,
importunate for favour, audacious, niggardly, rapacious,
celebrated, helpful to the community, useless in friendship.

6. The type of those under Virgo: with fair countenance, p. 8 3 -
eyes not great but charming, with dark.-eycbrows close -
together, vivacious and swimming.® But they are slight in
body, fair to see, with hair beautifully thick, large forchead,
prominent nose. Their disposition is: quick at lcarning,
moderate, thoughtful, playful, erudite, slow of speech, plan-
ning many things, importunate for favour, observing all
things and naturally good disciples. They master what
they learn, are moderate, contemptuous, lovers of boys,
addicted to custom, of great soul, scornful, careless of affairs,
giving heed to teaching, better in others’ affairs than in their
own ; useful for friendship.

1 SpOarpots uéAagur &s Iepudvois, ** eyes black as if oiled.” Nota
bad description of the eyes of a certain type of Levantine.

? The text has xoAvuBooiv, which must refer to the eyes.
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7. The type of those under Libra: with thin bristling
hair, reddish and not very long, narrow wrinkled forehead,
beautiful eyebrows close together, fair eyes with black
pupils, broad but small ears, bent head, wide mouth.
‘Their disposition is: understanding, honouring the gods,
talkative to one another, traders, laborious, not kceping

P 90. what they get, chcats, not loving to take pains in business,!
truthful, free of tongue, doers of good, unleamed, cheats,
addicted to custom, careless, unsafe to treat unjustly.?

. They are scornful, derisive, sharp, illustrious, eavesdroppers,
and nothing succeeds with them. Useful for friendship.

8. The type of those under Scorpio: with maidenly
countenance, well shaped and pale,? dark hair, well-formed
cyes, forehead not wide and pointed nose, ears small and
close (to the head), wrinkled forehead, scanty eyebrows,
drawn-in cheeks. Their disposition is: cralty, sedulous,
cheats, imparting their own plans to none, double-souled,
ill-docrs, contemptuous, given to fornication, gentle, quick
at lcarning.  Useless for friendship.

9. The type of those under Sagittarius: great in stature,
square forehead, medium eyebrows joined together, hair

P- 9. abundant, bristling and reddish. Their disposition is:
gracious as those who have been well brought up, simple,
doers of good, lovers of boys, addicted to custom, laborious,
loving and beloved, cheerful in their cups, clean, pas-
sionate, careless, wicked, uscless for friendship, scornful,
great-souled, insolent, somewhat servile,® useful to the

¢ community. ‘

10. The type of those under Capricorn: with reddish

" body, bristling, greyish hair,® round mouth, eyes like an
eagle, eyebrows close together, smooth forehead, inclined
to baldness, the lower parts of the body the stronger.
Their disposition is: lovers of wisdom, scornful and laugh-
ing at the present, passionate, forgiving, beautiful, doers of
good, lovers of musical practice, angry in their cups, jocose,
addicted to custom, talkers, lovers of boys, cheerful, friendly,
beloved, provokers of strife, useful to the community.

1 Vet he twice calls them yedorai, or * cheats.”

3 Miller thinks this last characteristic interpolated.

? Reading Aevng for aAvag, *‘salt,” which seems impossible.
4 Reading éwoSedAces for bwd3ovros.

8 Is any one born with grey hair?
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11. The type of those under Aquarius : square in stature,
small mouth, narrow small, ficrce eyes. (Their disposition)
is: commanding, ungracious, sharp, seeking the ecasy path,
useful for friendship and to the community. Yet they live
on chance affairs and lose their means of gain. ‘Their
disposition is:1 reserved, modest, addicted to custom,
fornicators, niggards, pamstal\mg in business, turbulent,
clean, well-disposed, beautiful, with great eyebrows. Often
they are in small circumstances and work at (several)
different trades.  If they do good to any, no one gives them
thanks.

12. The type of those under Pisces: medium stature,
with narrow foreheads like fishes, thick hair. They often
become grey quickly. Their disposition is: great-souled,
simple, passionate, thrifty, talkative. They will be sleepy
at an carly age, they want to do business by themselves,
illustrious, venturesome, envious, litigious, changing their
place of abode, beloved, fond of dancing.? Useful for
friendship.

P. 92

13. Since we have set forth their wonderful wisdom, and

have not concealed their much-laboured art of divination
by intelligence,® neither shall we be silent on the folly into
which their mistakes in these matters lead them. For how
feeble are they in finding a parallel between the names of
the stars and the forms and dispositions of men? For we
know that those who at the outset chanced upon the stars,
naming them according to their own fancy, called them by
names for the purpose of easily and clearly recognizing
them. For what likeness is there in these names to the
appearance of the Zodiacal 'signs, or what similar nature
of working and activity, so that any one born under
Leo should be thought courageous,* or he who is born

1 ol abrol pvoews. A similar phrase has just occurred under the
same sign : a proof of the utter corruption of the lext.

* opxnoral in codex. Pmbablyamutnl.e for eis xorvwriar edxpnores,
*“useful to the community.”,

3 3 ¢mwolas ; probably a sarcasm. -

4 It is hardly necessary to point out the futility of this astrology, its
base being the theory that the earth is the centre of the universe.
Nearly all the characteristics given above have, however, less to do
with the stars than with those supposed to distinguish the different
animals named. This is really lympalhetlc magic, or what was later
called *‘the signatures of things.”

VoL, I. o
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under Virgo moderate, or under Cancer bad, and those
underl. . .

4. The Magicians.3

(The gap here caused by the mutilation of the MS. was
probably filled by a description of the mode of divination
by enquiry of a spirit or demon which was gencrally made
in writing, as Lucian describes in his account of the im-
posture of Alexander of Abonoteichos. The MS. proceeds.)

. » . And he (i.c., the magician) taking some paper, orders
the enquirer to write down what it is he wishes to cnquire
of thedemons.? ‘Then he having folded up the paper and
given it to the boy,* sends it away to be burned so that the
smoke carrying the letters may go hence to the demons.
But while the boy is doing what he is commanded, he first”
tears off equal parts of the paper, and on some other parts

P 94 of it, he pretends that the deemons write in Hebrew letters.

Then having offered up the Egyptian magicians’ incense
called Cyphi,® he scatters these pieces of paper over the
offering. But what the enquirer may have chanced to write
having been put on the coals is burned. Then, seeming to
be inspired by a god, the magician rushes iiito the inner
chamber ¢ with a loud and discordant cry unintelligible to
all. But he bids all present to enter and cry aloud,
invoking Phrén? or some other demon. When the

1 A lacuna in the text here extending to the opening words of the
next chapter.

8 Richard Ganschinietz, in a stndy on Hippolyius’ Kapital gegen die
Magier appearing in Gebhardi’s and Harnack’s Zexle und Untersuch-
swgen, dritte Reihe Bd. 9, Leipzig, 1913, says it is not doubtful that
Hippolytus took this chapter from Celsus’ book xard udyws, which he
discovers in Origen’s work against the last-named author. Ile assumes
that Lucian of Samosata in his 'AAélardpes # Yevdduarriy borrowed
from the same source. .

3 qav Saiudvwr, a demonibus, Cr.  But Lthe word Saluwr is hardly cver
used in classic or N.T. Greek for a devil or cvil spirit, generally called
Baspudvior. Aafuwr here and elsewhere in this chapter plainly means a
god of lesser rank or spirit. Cf. Plutarch de /5. et Os., cc. 25-30.

4 1y wadl, the magician’s assistant necessary in all operations re-
quiring confederacy or-hypnotism.

& For the composilion of this see Plutarch, ep. ¢it., c. 81,

¢ § pvxds. Often used for the women's chamber or gynaecenm. .

? Clearly the Egyrtian sun-god Ra or Ré, the Phi in front being the

“Coptic definite article. It is a curious instance of the undying nature

o any superstition that in the magical ceremonies of the extant Parisian
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DIVINERS AND MAGICIANS .93

spectators have entered and are standing by, he flings the
Loy on a couch and reads to him many things, sometinics
in the Greek tongue, sometimes in the Hebrew, which are
the incantations usual among magicians. And having made
libation, he begins the sacrifice. And he having put cop-
peras! in the libation bowl2? and when the drug is dis-
solved sprinkling with it the paper which had forsooth been
discharged of writing, he compels the hidden and conccaled
letters again to come to light, whercby he learns what the
enquirer has written. ‘

And if one writes with copperas and fumigates it with a p. 95
powdered gall-nut, the hidden letters will become clear.
Also if one writes (with milk) and the paper is burned and
the ash sprinkled on the letters written with the milk, they
wiil be manifest.? And urine and garum 4 also and juice of
the spurge and of the fig will have the same effect.

But when he has thus learned the enquiry, he thinks
beforehand in what fashion he nced reply. ‘T'hen he bids
the spectators come inside bearing laurel-branches and
shaking them ® and crying aloud invocations to the damon
Phrén.  For truly it is fitting that he should be invoked by

‘them and worthy that they should demand from damons
what they do not wish to provide on their own account,
sceing that they have lost their brains.® But the confusion
of the noisc and the riot prevents them following what the
magician is thought to doin secret.  What this is, it is time
to say. :

sect of Vintrasists, Ammon-Ra, the Theban form of this god, is invoked -
apparently with some idea that he is a devil. See Jules Bois' Le
Satanisme et la Magie, Paris, 1895, -

! xaAxdvfor, sulphate of iron, which, mixed with tincturc or de-
coction of nut-galls, makes writing ink. Our own word copperas is an
exact translation.

3 ¢udAn. A broad flat pan used for sacrificial purposes.

3 There is some muddle here, probably due to Hlippolytus net having
any practical acquaintance with the tricks described, The smoke of
nut-galls would hardly make the writing visible. On the other hand,
letters written in milk will turn brown if exposed to the fire without
the application of any ash.

4 A sauce made of brine and small fish.

* Scethe roughly-drawn vignettes usual in magic papyri, e.¢. Parthey,
Zwei griechische Zauberpapyri, Berlin, 1866, p. 155; Karl Wessely,
Griechische Zauberpapyrs von Paris und London, Vienna, 1888, p. 118.

¢ 7as ppévas. One of Ilippolytus’ puns.
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Now it is very dark at this point. For he says that it is
impossible for mortal nature to behold tie things of the
gods, for it is enough to talk with them. But having made
the boy lie down on his face, with two of those little
writing tablets on which are written in Hebrew letters
forsooth ! such things as names of demons, on cach side of
him, he says (the god) will convey the rest into the boy’s
ears. But this is necessary to him, in order that he may
apply to the boy’s ears a certain implement whereby he can
signify to him all that he wishes. And first he rings2? (a
gong) so that the boy may be frightened, and secondly he
makes a humming noise, and then thirdly he speaks through
the implement what he wishes the boy to say, and watches
carefully the effect of the act. Thercafter he makes the
spectators keep silence, but bids the boy repeat what he has
heard from the dxmons. DBut the implement which is
applicd to the ears is a natural one, to wit, the wind-pipe of
the longnccked cranes or storks or swans. If none of
these is at hand, the art has other means at its disposal.
For certain brass pipes, fitting one into the otherand ending
in a point are well suited to the purpose through which
anything the magician wishes may be spoken into the ears.*
And these things the boy hearing utters when bidden in a
fearful way, as if they were spoken by dwemons. And if
one wraps a wet hide round a rod and having dried it and
bringing the edges togcther fastens them closcly, and then
taking out the rod, makes the hide into the form of a pipe,
it has the same effect. And il none of these things is at
hand, he takes a book and, drawing out from the inside as
much as he requires, pulls it out lengthways and acts in the
same way.3

But if he knows beforchand that any one present will ask
a question, he is better prepared for everything: And if he
has learned the question beforehand he writes it out with
the drug (aforcsaid) and as being prepared is thought more
adept for having skilfully written what was about to be

3 1lebrew was used in these ceremonies, because they were largely in
the hands of the Jews. Sce Forerunners and Rivals of Christianily,
11, pp. 33, 34, for references. :

8 jxei. Particularly appropriate to the striking of a metal disc.

® The book of course was a long roli of parchment, the inner coils
of which could be drawn out as described. .
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DIVINERS AND MAGICIANS 95

asked. But if he does not know, he guesses at it, and
exhibits some roundabout phrase of double and various
meaning, so that the answer of the oracle being meaningless
will do for many things at the beginning, but at the end of
the events will be thought a prediction of what has happencd.

Then having filled a bowl with water, he puts at the bottom p. 8.

of it the paper with apparently nothing written on it, but at
the same time putting in the copperas. For thus there
floats to the surface the paper bearing the answer which he
has written. To the boy also there often come fearful
fancies ; for truly the magician strikes blows in abundance
to terrify him.  For, again casting incense into the fire, he
acts in this fashion. Having covered a lump of the so-
‘called quarried salts! with Tyrrhenian wax and cutting in
halves the lump of incense, he puts between them a lump
of the salt and again sticking them together throws them on
the burning coals and so lcaves them. But when the
. incense is burnt, the salts leaping up produce an illusion as
if some strange and wondcrful thing were happening. But
indigo black 2 put in the incense produces a blood-red
flame as we have before said? And he makes a Jiquid
like blood by mixing wax with rouge and as I have said,
putting the wax in the incense. And he makes the coals to
move by putting under them stypteria4 cut in pieces, and

when it melts and swells up like bubbles, the coals are .

moved. :

2. And they cxhibit eggs different (from natural ones) in
this way. Having bored a hole in the apex at each end
and having extracted the white, and again plunged the egg in
boiling water, put in either red earth from Sinope® or
writing ink. But stop up the holes with pounded eggshell
made into a paste with the juice of a fig.

3. This is the way they make sheep cut off their own

Il ?izpux-r&v ar@r. Cruice translates fossil salts. Docs he méan rock-
salt

? 75 Ivdixdy pérar. Lither indigo dye or pepper. Cayenne pepper
put in the flame might have a startling effect on the audience.

3 Where? '

4 Said to be an astringent earth made from rock-alum, and con-
taining hoth alum and vitriol. Known to Hippocrates.

% Red lead or vermilion? The iden seems to he to frighten the dupe
by the supposcd prodigy of a hen laying eggs which have red or black
inside them instead of white.
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96 PHILOSOPHUMENA

heads. Secretly anointing the sheep’s throat with a caustic
drug, he fixes near the beast a sword and leaves it there.

. But the sheep, being anxious to scratch himself, leans (heavily)

©- 100. For they say that this is with them the way in which the

P- 01

on the knife, rubs himself along it, kills himself and must
nceds almost cut off his head. And the drug is bryony and
marsh salt and squills in equal parts mixed together. So
that he may not be seen to have the drug with him, he
carries a horn box made double, the visible part of which

holds frankincense and the invisible the drug. And healso

puts quicksilver into the ears of the animal that is to die.
But this is a death-dealing drug.

4. But if one stops up the ears of goats with salve, they
say they will shortly die because prevented from breathing.

intaken air is breathed forth. And they say that a ram dies
if one should bend him backwards against the sun! But
they make a house catch fire by anointing it with the ichor
of a certain animal called dactylus ;3 and this is very useful
because of sea-water. And there is a sea-foam heated in an
carthen jar with swcet substances, which if you apply to it a
lighted lamp catches fire and is inflamed, but does not burn
at all if poured on the head. But if you sprinkle it with
melted gum, it catches fire much better; and it does better
still if you also add sulphur to it.

5. Thunder is produced in very many ways. For very
many large stones rolled from a height over wooden planks
and falling upon sheets of brass make a noise very like
thunder. And they coil a slender cord round the thin
board on which the wool-carders press cloth, and theri spin

- the board by whisking away the string when the whirring of

it makes the sound of thunder. These tricks they play
thus ; but there are others which I shall set forth which
those who play them also consider great. Putting a cauldron
full of pitch upon burning coals, when it boils they plunge
their hands in it and are not burned ; and further they tread
with naked feet upon coals of fire and are not burned. And -
also putting a pyramid of stone upon the altar, they make

} Pliny, Nat. Hist., VIII, c. 75, says the shecp is eompelled when
it feeds to turn lvny from the sun by reason of the weakness of its
head. This is probably the story which Hippolytus or the author has
exagperated. mething is omitted from the text.

8 Seal or porpoise oil ?
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DIVINERS AND MAGICIANS 97

it burn and from its mouth it pours forth much smoke and -

fire. Then laying a linen cloth upon a pan of water and
casting upon it many burning coals, the linen remains un-
burnt. And having made darkness in the house, the magician
claims to make gods or deemons enter in, and if one some-
how asks that Esculapius shall be displayed he makes
invocation, saying thus:— .

¢ Apollo’s sun, once dead and again undying !
I call on thee to come as a helper to my libations.
Who erst the myriad tribes of flecting dead
In the ever-mournful caves of wide Tartarus
Swimming the stream hard to cross and ihe rising tide,
Fatal to all mortal men alike, .
Or wailing by the shore and bemoaning inexorable things
These thysclf did rescue from gloomy Pcrsephoneia.
Whether thou dost haunt the seat of holy Thrace
Or lovely Pergamum or beyond these Ionian Epidaurus
llilhl“:r, ()”l;lcsscd ong, the prince of magicians calls thee to be present

ere.

6. But when he has made an end of this mockery a fiery
Esculapius appears on the floor. Then having put in the
midst a bowl of water,2 he invokes all the gods and they
are at hand. For if the spectator lean over and gaze into
the bowl, he will see all the gods and Artemis leading on

her baying hounds. But we shall not hesitate to tell the p. 10

story of these things and how they undertake them. For
the magician plunges his hands in the cauldron of pitch
which appears to be boiling ; but he throws into it vinegar
and soda® and moist pitch and heats the cauldron gently.
And the vinegar having mingled with the soda, on getting
a little hot, moves the pitch so as to bring bubbles to the
surface and gives the appearance of boiling only. But the
magician has washed his hands many times in sea-water,
thanks to which it does not burn him much if it be really
boiling. And if he has after washing them anointed his

1 Hymns like thesc are to be found in the two collections of magic
papyri quoted in n. on p. 93 supra. :

3 Hetellsus how this trick is performed on p. 100 infra. Lecanomancy
_or divination by the bowl was generally performed by means of a

hypnotized boy, as described in Lane's Afodern Egyptians. This,
however, ‘is a more elaborate process dependent on fraud.,

3 Reading »drpor for »irpor. It was common in Egypt, and saltpetre
would not have the same ¢ffect, which scems to depend on the expulsion
of carbopic acid, .
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hands with myrtle-juice and soda and myrrh! mixcd with
vinegar he is not burned (at all). But the feet are not
burned if he anoints them with icthyokolla and salamander.?
And this is the true causc of the pyramid flaming like a
torch, although it is of stone. A paste of Cretan earth3 is
moulded into the shape of a pyramid,—but the colour is like
a milk-white stone,—in this fashion. He has soaked the
picce of earth in much oil, has put it on the coals, and when
heated, has again soaked it and heated it a second and third
time and many a time afterwards, whereby he so prepares
it that it will burn even if plunged in water; for it holds
much oil within itself. But the altar catches fire when the
magician is making libation, because it contains freshly-
burned lime instead of ashcs and fincly-powdered frankin-

cense and much . . . and of . . . of anointed torches and = "~

self-flowing and hollow nutshells having fire within thcm.4
But he also sends forth smoke from his mouth after a brief
dclay by putting fire into a nutshell and wrapping it in tow and
blowing it in his mouth.® The linen cloth laid on the bowl
of water whereon he puts the coals is not burned, because of
the sea-water underneath, and its being itself steeped in sea-
water and then anointed with white of egg and a solution of
alum. And if also one mixes with this the juice of ever-
greens and vinegar and a long time beforchand anoint it
copiously with these, after being dipped in the drug it
remains altogether incombustible.®

} uwpelrn. Cruice suggests udA8n, a mixture of wax and pitch, which
hardly seems indicated. Storax is the ointment recommended by
eiglnteenlh-ccntury conjurers. Water is all that is ncedful.

ixOvoxdAra. DPresumably fish-glue.  Macmahon suggests isinglass, .
The salamander, the use of which is to be sought in sympathetic magic, -

* was no doubt calcined and used in powder. oxoAowérdpior, ‘‘milli-

pede” and exoAdwerdpiov, ‘‘hart’s tongue fern” are the altcrnative
readings surgested. Fern-oil is said to be good for burns.

3 Probably chalk or gypsum. -

¢ &uoppurwr xnxldwr Te xevav. Kius here evidently means any sort
of nut-shell. But how can it be ““sell-flowing™? Miller's suggested
’.f"b' makes no better sense.

The lion-headed figure of the Mithraic worship is shown thus

setting light to an altar in Cumont’s Textes et Monuments de Mithra, 11,

196, fig. 22. A similar figure with an opening at the back of the
Ld to admit the ** wind-pipe” described in the text shows how this.
was eflected.  Sec the same author’s Les AMystéres de Mithra, Brusscls,
1913, p. 235, figs. 26, 27. ‘ ) .

¢ The solution of alum would be cffective without any other
jagredients,’
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7. Since then we have briefly set forth what can be done
with the teachings which they suppose to be secret, we have
displayed their easy system according to Gnosis.! \Nor do p- 105
we wish to keep silence as to this necessary point, that is,
how they unseal letters and again restorc them with the
same scals (apparently intact). Melting pitch, resin, sulphur
and also bitumen in equal parts, and moulding it into the
form of a seal impression, they keep it by them. But when
the opportunity for unsealing a letter 3 arrives, they moisten !
the tongue with oil, lick the seal, and warming the drug
before a slow fire press the seal upon it and leave it there

. until it is altogether set, when they use it after the manncr
" ‘of a signet.| But they say also that wax with pine resin has
the same effect and so also z parts of mastic with 1 of
bitumen. . And sulphur alone does fairly well and powdered
gypsum diluted with water and gum.? This ccrtainly does
most beautifully for sealing molten lead. And the effect of
Tyrrhenian wax and shavings of resin and pitch, bitumen, p. 106
mastic and powdered marble in equal parts all melied l
together, is better than that of the other (compounds) of
which I bave spoken, but that of the gypsum is no worse.
Thus then they undertake to break the seals when seeking
" to learn what is written within them. These contrivances I
shrank from setting out in the book,* séeing that some ill-
doer taking hints from them® might attempt (to practise)
them. But now the care of many young men capable of
salvation has persuaded me to teach and declare them for
the sake of protection (against them). ~For as one person
will usc them for the teaching of evil, so another by learning
them will be protected (against them)and the very magicians, |
corruptors of life as they are, will be ashamed to practisc
thc art. But learning that the same (tricks) have been
taught beforehand, they will perhaps be hindered in their
~perverse foolishness. | In order, however, that the scal may
not be broken in this way, let any one seal with swine’s fat
and mix hairs with the wax.®
1 That is, not by guesswork. Another pun.
2 The letter was of course in the form of a writing-tablet bound about
" with silk or cord, to which the scal was attached.

3 This would make something like plaster of Paris.

4 This book or the former one. Lucian describes the same process
in his Alexander, which he dedicates to Celsus 3 ». n. on p. 92 swpra.

8 apopuds AaBdr, *“taking them as starting-points.”

¢ Cruice suggests that this sentence has cither got out of place
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100 PHILOSOPHUMENA

8. Nor shall I be silent about their lecanomancy! which
. is an imposture.  For having prepared some closed chamber
p- 107. and having painted its ceiling with cyanus, they put into it
“for the purpose certain utensils of cyanus? and fix them .
upright.  But in the midst a bowl filled with water is
set on the earth, which with the reflection of the cyanus
falling upon it shows like the sky. But there is a certain
hidden opening in the floor over which is set the bowl, the
bottom of which is glass, but is itself made of stone. DBut
there is underneath a sccret chamber in which those in the
farce? assembling present the dressed-up forms of the gods
and dremons which the magician wishes to display. Behold-
ing whom from above the deceived person is confounded
by the magicians’ trickery and for the rest believes every-
thing which (the officiator) tells him. - And (this last) makes
(the figure of) the deemon burn by drawing on the wall the
figure he wishes, and then sccretly anointing it with a drug
compounded in this way . . . ¢ with Laconian and Zacyn-
thian bitumen. Then as if inspired by ’hccbus, he brings
the lamp near the wall, and the drug having caught light is
on fire.

But he manages that a fiery Hecate should appear to be
flying through the air thus: Having hidden an accomplice
in what place he wills, and taking the dupes on onc side,
he prevails on them by saying that he will show them the

p. 108. fiery diemon riding through the air. To whom he announces
that when they see the flame in the air, they must quickly
save their eyes by falling down and hiding their faces until
he shall call them. And having thus instructed them, on a
moonless night, he declaims these verses :—

Infcrnal and earthly and heavenly Bombo,® come.
Goddcss of waysides, of cross-roads, lightbearer, nightwalker,

or is an addition by an annotator. Probably an after-thought of
Hippolytus'.

3 See n. on p. 97 subra.

% gdaves. A dark-blue substance which some think steel, others
llgihlaznli.

oupwaixras, '‘playfcllows.” Ilere, as elsewhere in the text,
accomplices or confederates,

4 Several words missing here, perhaps by intention. It would -be
interesting to know if the * drug” was any preparation of phosphorus.

$ Should be DBaubo, a synonym of Hecate in the hymn to that
goddess %\:lblished by Miller, Mflanges de Litt. Grecque, Paris, 1868,
TP- 443
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Hater of the light, lover and companion of the night, ]
Who rejoicest in the baying of hounds and in purple blood ;

Who dost stalk among corpses and the tombs of the dead ‘
Thirsty for blood, who bringest fear to mortals )

Gorgo and Mormo and Mene and many-formed one. l
Come thou propitious to our libations !*

9. While he'speaks thus, fire is seen borne through the-

air, and the spectators terrified by the strangeness of the
sight, cover their cyes and cast themselves in silence on the
earth. But the greatness of the art contains this device.

The accomplice, hidden as I have said, when he hears the p. 109.
incantation drawing to a close, holding a hawk or kite l
wrapped about with tow, sets fire to it and lets it go. And

the bird scared by the flaime is carried into the height

and makes very speedy flight. Seeing which, the fools hide
themselves as if they had beheld something divine. But

the winged one whirled about by the fire, is borne whither

it may chance and burns down now houses and now farm-
buildings. Such is the prescience of the magicians.

10. But they show the moon and stars appearing on the
ceiling in this way. Having previously arranged in the
centre part of the ceiling a mirror, and having placed a
bowl filled with water in a corresponding position in the
middle of the earthen floor, but a lamp showing dimly 3
has been placed between them and above the bowl, he
thus produces the appearance of the moon from the
reflection by means of the mirror. But often the magician
hangs aloft3 near the ceiling 2 drum on end, the same
being kept covered by the accomplice by some cloth so-
that it may not show before its time ; and a lamp having
been put behind it, when he makes the agreed signal to the
accomplice, the last-named takes away so much of the
covering as will give a counterfeit of the moon in her form p. 110
at that time.* But he anoints the transparent parts of the
drum with cinnabar and gum ... % And Baving cut

"~ 1 Most of the epithets and names here used are to be found in the
hymn quoted in the last note. The goddess is there identified not only
wrilh Ai\ltemis and Persephone, but with the Sumerian Eris-ki-gal, lady
of hell. . : :

% A sort of magic lantern? wdrowrpov, which I have translated
mirror, might be a lens.  One is said te have been found in Assyria,

3 wdppuBer. Better, perhaps, wdpporeder.

¢ Fuil moon, or hall, or quarter, as the case may be.

§ Schneidewin scems to be right in suggesting a lacuna here.
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off the neck and bottom of a glass flask, he puts a lamp
within and places around it somewhat of the things neces-
sary for the figures shining through, which one of the accom-
plices has concealed on high. After receiving the signal,

. this last lets fall the contrivances from the receptacle hung

P- 115

p- 512

aloft, so that the moon appears to have been sent down
from heaven. And the like effect is produced by means of -
jars in glass-like forms.! And it is by means of the jar
that the trick is played within doors. For an altar having
been set up, the jar containing a lighted lamp stands behind
it; but there being many more lamps (about), this nowise
appears. When therefore the enchanter invokes the moon,
he orders all the lamps to be put out, but one is left dim

and then the light from the jar is reflected on to the ceiling -

and gives the illusion of the moon to the spectators, the
mouth of the jar being kept covered for the time
which ‘seems to be required that the image of the
crescent moon may be shown on the ceiling.

11. But the scales of fishes or of the *“hippurus”? make
stars seem to be when they are moistened with water and
gum and stuck upon the ceiling here and there.

12. And they create the illusion of an earthquake, so
that everything appears to be moving, ichneumon’s dung
being burned upon coal with magnetic iron ore?.

13. But they display a liver appearing to bear” an
inscription.  On his left hand (the magician) writes what he
wishes, adapting it to the enquiry, and the letters are written
with nut-galls and sttong vinegar. Then taking up theliver,
which rests in his left hand, he makes some delay, and it
receives the impression nnd is thought to have been
inscribed.

-14. And having placed a skull on thc earth, they make
it speak in this fashion. It is made out of the omentum of
an ox.* moulded with Tyrrhenian wax and gypsum and
when it is made and covered with the membrane, it shows

1 ¢» GaAdBeqt Tiwais. Schneidewin suggests ﬂhrou nnrensonnbly
Many alabaster jars are nearly transparent.
“' Cf Aristotle, De /ist. Amma},a V, 10, 2. Said to be Coryphana

{ppurus.

The hiatus leaves us in doubt how this operated.  Perhaps it

liberated free ammonia.

4 Reading ¢xixAsor Beelov mslud of, with Cruice, dxiwhcor Bihov,
¢¢ filled with clay.”
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the semblance of a skull. The which seems to spcak by
the use of the implement and in the way we have before
explained in the case of the boys. Having prepared the
windpipe of a crane or some such long-necked bird and
putting it secretly into the skull, the accomplice speaks
what (thc magician) wishes. And when he wants it to
vanish, he appears to offer mcense and putting round it
a quantity of coals the wax receiving the heat of which
melts, and thus the skull is thought to have become
invisible.2

15. These and ten thousand such are the works of the
magicians, which, by the suitableness of the verses and
of the belief-inspiring acts perforrned, beguile the fancy of
the thoughtless. The heresiarchs struck with the arts of
these (magicians) imitate them, handing down some of
their doctrines in secrecy and darkness, but paraphrasing
others as if they were their own. Thanks to this, as we
wish to remind the public, we have been the more anxious
to leave behind us no place for those who wish to go
astray. DBut we have been led away not without reason
into certain secrets of the magicians which were not
altogether necessary for the subject,® but which were
thought uscful as a safeguard against the rascally and
_inconsistent art of the magicians. ~Since, now, as far as
one can guess, we have set forth the opinions of all,
having bestowed much care on making it clear that the
things which the heresiarchs have introduced into religion
as new are vain and spurious, and probably are not even
among themselves thought worthy of discussion, it seems

P 113

proper to us to recall briefly and summarily what has been -

before said.

S. Recapitulation.

1. Among all the philosophers and theologists ¢ who are
enquiring into the matter throughout the inhabited world,

! adaris, ‘“‘unapparent.”’
h” &;ﬂnthr An admission that this chapter was an aficr-
t onn 1
3 &s eixdoas, o, ut palet, Cr.
4 Ocordyor. It docs not mean *‘theolog uns * in our sense, Lut
narrator of stories about the gods. Orpheus is always considered
a feordyes.
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104 PHILOSOPHUMENA

there is no agreement concerning God, as to what He is or
whence (He came).! For some say that He is fire, some
spirit, some water, others earth. But every one of these
clcments contains something inferior and some of them are
defeated by the others. But this has happencd to the
world’s sages, which indced is plain to those who think,
P- 114. that in view of the greatness of creation, they are puzzicd
as to the substance of the things which are, deeming them
too great for it to be possible for them to have reccived
birth from another.  Nor yet do they represent the universe
itself taken collectively?to be God. But in speculation
about God every one thought of something which -he
preferred among visible things as the Cause.: And thus
gazing upon the things produced by God and on those .

which are least in comparison with His exceeding greatness, =

but not being capable of extending their mind to the real
God, they declared these things to be divine.

The Persians, however, deeming that they were further
within the truth (than the rest) said that God was a shining
light comprised inair. But the Babylonians said that dark-
ness was God, which appears to be the sequence of the
other opinion ; for day follows night and night day.?

2. But the Egyptians, deeming themselves older than all,
have subjected the power of God to ciphers,* and calculatmg
the intervals of the fates by Divine inspiration 8 said that God

P 155. was a monad both indivisible and itsclf begetting itself, and
that from this (monad) all things were made. For it, they
say, being unbegotten, begets the numbers after it; for
example, the monad added to itself begets the dyad, and
added in the like way the triad and tetrad up to the decad,
which is the beginning and the end of the numbers. So

} wedaxds. Not, as Cruice translates, guale, which would be better

exprexsed by the wolov of Aristotle.
L ) vhﬂu abrd,

8 It is fairly certain that Ilippolytus in this ** Recapitulation "’ must
here be summarizing the missing Books II and III.  He has said
nothing in any part of the work that has come down to ps about the
Persian theology, and in Book I he calls Zaratas or Zoroaster a
Ch‘dd-un and not a P:lmnn " " ¢

Yhois dwéBaror xal are supplied Schneidewin in'the place o
three words rubbed out. pplied by P
. ""l.{:ldmg with Schneidewin xew@r for uvper and dwmxvolas for
wivows. .
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that the monad becomes the first and tenth through the
decad being of equal power and being reckoned as a monad,
and the same being decupled becomes a hecatontad and
again is a monad, and the hecatontad when decupled will
make a chiliad, and it again will be a monad. And thus
also the chiliads if decupled will complete the myriad and
likewise will bc 2 monad. But the numbers akin to the
monad by indivisible comparison are ascertained to be
3, 5, 7» 9.1 There is, however, also a more natural aflinity of
another number with the monad which is that by the opecra-
tion of the spiral of 6 circles? of the dyad according to the
even placing and separation of the numbers. But the kin-
drcd number is of the 4 and 8. And these recciving added
virtue from numbers of the monad, advanced up to the four
elements, I mean spirit and fire, water and earth. "And
having created from these thc masculo-femininc cosmos,®
he preparcd and arranged two clements in the upper hemi-
-sphere, (to wit) spirit and fire, and he called this the
beneficent hemisphere of the monad and the ascending and
the masculine. For thc monad, being subtle, flies to the
most subtle and purest part of the wether. The two other
elements being denscr, he assigns to the dyad (to wit) earth

" and water, and he calls this the descending hemisphere and

feminine and maleficent. And again the two upper clements
when compounded with themselves have in thcmselves the
male and thc female for the fruitfulness and incrcasc of
the universals. And the fire is masculine, but the spirit
feminine : and again the water is masculine and the earth
feminine.* And thus from the beginning the fire lived with

P. 116.

! By indivisible comparison (cdyxpias) he scems to imply that these

numbers cannot be divided except by 1. Hence Cruice would omit ¢
as being divisible by 3. Perhaps he means ¢ like indivisibility.”

2 Cruice suggests that this was an astronomical instrument and
quotes Cl. Ptolemy, Harmon, 1, 2, in support.

3 Why should the cosmos be masculo-feminine? The Valentinians

said the same thing about their Sophia, who was, as I have said
“elsewhere (Journal of the Royal Asiatic Sociely, Oct. 1917), a
personification of the Earth, The idea seems to go back to Sumcrian
times. Cf Forerunners, 11, 43, n. 1, and Mr. S. Langdon, Tammas
and Ishtar, Oxlord, 1914, pp. 7, 43 and I15.

4 The worshippers of the Greck Isis declared Isis to be the carth and
Osiris water. See Forerunnmers, 1, 73, for references. If Ilippolytus
is here recapitulating Books II and III, it is probable ‘that the lacuna
was accupied with some reference to the Alexandrian deities and their
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106 PHILOSOPHUMENA

the spirit and the water with the earth. For as the power
of the spirit is the fire, so also (the power) of the earth is
the water. . . .

p- 117.  And the same clements counted and resolved by sub-
traction of the enneads,! properly end some in thc male
numbcr, others in the female. But again the enncad is
subtracted for this cause, because the 36o degrees of the
whole circle consist of enneads, and hence the 4 quarters
of the cosmos are (each) circumscribed by go complete
degrecs. Dut the light is associated with the monad and
the darkness with the dyad, and naturally life with the light
and dcath with the dyad, and justice with life and injustice
with death., Whence everything engendered among the
male numbers is bencfic, and (everything engendered) -
among the female numbers is malefic. For example, they
reckon that the monad—so that we may begin from this—
becomes 361, which ends in a monad, the enncad(s) being
subtracted. Reckon in the same way: the dyad becomes
6035 ; subtract the enneads, it ends in a dyad and each is
(thus) carried back to its own.?

3- With the monad, then, as it is benefic, there are

p. 118, associated names which end in the uneven number,3 and
they say that they are ascending and male and benefic when
observed ; but that those which end in an even number are
considered descending and female and malefic. For they
say that nature consists of opposites, to wit, good and bad,
as right and left, light and darkness, night and day, life and
death. And they say this besides : that they have calculated
the name of God and that it results in a pentad [or in an
cnnead),* which is uncven and which written down and
wrappcd about the sick works cures. And thus a certain
plant (whose name) ends in this number when tied on in

- the same way is cffective by the like reckoning of the

connection with the arithmetical speculations of the Nco-Pythagorcans.
Could this he substantiated, we should not need 10 look further for the
ovigin of the Simonian and Valentinian hercsies.
¥ni(duera xds dvarviuera, susputata et diversa, Cr.  The process
seems to be that called carhcr (p. 85 s#upra) the rule of 9.
3 361 +9-=40-+1; 605 + 9 =067+ 2.
3 dweplivyo, lit., “unyoke«l
S els d here appears in the text apparently as an alternative
reading. Cruice suggests * with an ennead deducted.”
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number. But a doctor also cures the sick by a like calcu-
lation. But if the calculation be contrary, he does not make
cures easily. Those who give heed to these numbers count

all numbers like it which have the same mcaning, some
according to the vowels alone, others according to the total p. 11>
of the numbers.! Such is the wisdom of the Egyptians,
whercby, while glorifying the Divine, they think they under-
stand it.

6. Of the Divination by Astronomy.?

We seem then to have set forth these things also sufficiently.
But since I consider that not onec tenet of this carthy and
grovelling . wisdom has been passed over, T perceive that
our care with regard to the same things has not been useless.
Tor we see that our discourse has been of great use not only
for the refutation of hercsies, but also against those who
magnify these things.® Those who happen to notice the mani-
fold care taken by us will both wonder at our zeal and will
neither despise our painstaking nor denounce Christians as
fools when they see what themselves have foolishly believed.
And besides this, the discourse will timely instruct those
lovers of learning who give heed to the truth, making them
more wise to easily overthrow those who have dared to
mislead them—for they will have learned not only the prin-
ciples of the heresies, but also the so-calied opinions of the
sages. Not being unacquainted with which, they will not p. 12
be confused by them as are the unlearncd, nor misled by
somc who exercise a certain power, but will keep a watch
upon those who go astray.

2. Having therefore sufficiently set forth (our) opinions,
it remains for us to proceed to the subject aforesaid, when,

! Meaning that some reckon the numerical value of all the lctters in
a name, others that of the vowels only. .

* What follows has nothing to do with divination, but treats of the
celestial map as a symbolical representation of the Christian scheme of
salvation. Ilippolytus condemns the notion as a ** heresy,” but if so,
its place ought to be in Book V. It is doubtful from what author or
teacher he derived his account of it; but all the quotations from
Aratus’ Phanomena which he gives are to be found in Cicero, D¢
Natura Dcorum, 41, where they make, as. they do not here, a
connected story.

3 One of the passages favouring the conjecture that the book was
originally in the form of lectures,
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after we have proved what we arranged concerning the
heresies, and have forced the heresiarchs to restore to every-
one his own, we shall exhibit (these heresiarchs) stnpped
(of all originality) and by denouncing the folly of their
dupes we shall persuade them to return again to the precious
haven of the truth. But in order that what has been said
may appear more clearly to the readers,! it seems to us well
to state the conclusions of Aratus as to the disposition of
the stars in the heaven. For there are some who by liken-
ing them to the words of the Scriptures turn them into
allegories and seek to divert the minds of those who listen

.to them by leading them with persuasive words whither

they wish, and pointing out to them strange marvels like
those of the transfers to the stars? alleged by them. They
who while gazing upon the outlandish wonder are caught by
their admiration for trifles are like the bird called the owl,
whose example it will be well to narrate in view of what
follows. Now this animal presents no very different appear-
ance from that of the eagle whether in size or shape ; but it is
caught in this way. The bird-catcher, when he sces a flock
alighting anywhere, claps his hands, pretends to dance, and
thus gradually draws near to the birds; but they, struck
by the unwonted sight, become blind to everything else.
Others of the party, however, who are ready on the ground
coming behind the birds easily capture them while they are
staring at the dancer. Wherefore I ask that no one who
is struck by the wonders of whose who interpret the heaven
shall be taken in like the owl. For the dancing and non-
sense of such (interpreters) is trickery and not truth. Now
Aratus speaks thus : — . .

“ Many and like are they, going hither and thither,
Daily they wheel in heaven alvmys and cver [that is, all the stars]
Yet none changes his abode ¢ ever so little : but with perfect exactness

1 o drrvyxdvorres, Iegmlzhu, Cr.. It may just as easily mean
* those who come across this.”

$ « Catasterisms ” was the technical term for these transfers, of which
the Coma Berenices is the best-known example. Cf. Bouché-Leclercq,
op. cit., p. 23.

% The long-eared owl (strix ofus). According to /Elian it had a
reputation for stupidity, and was therefore a type of the easy dupe,
Athenawus, Deipnosophiste, 1X, 44, 45, tells a similar story to that in
lhe text about the bustard.

¢ Reading perevdeseras for mu(nonc or peraveloeras,
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Ever the Pole is fixed, and holds the earth in the midst of all
As equipoise of all, and around it leads Heaven itself.”—
’ {Arxatus, Lken., vv. 45, 46.)

3. He says that the stars in heaven are wolcas, that is, p. 122
turning,! because of their going about ceaselessly from LEast
to West and from West to East in a spherical figure. - But
he says there is coiled round the Bears themselves, like the
stream of some river, a great marvel of a terrible dragon,
and this it is, he says, that the Devil in the (Book of) Job w
says to God : “I have been walking to and fro under heaven :
and going round about,” 3 that is, turning hither and thither
- and 1nspecting what is happening. For they consider that
the Dragon is set below the Arctic Pole, from this highest
pole gazing upon all things and beholding all things, so that
none of those that are done shall escape him. For though
all the stars in the heaven can set, this Pole alone ncver
sets, but rising high above the horizon inspects all things
and beholds all things, and nothing of what is done, he says,
can escape him. '

¢ Where (most)
Settings and risings mingle with one another.”—
(Aratus, Lhen., v, 61.)

he says, indecd, that his head is sct. TFor over against thep, 12 |
rising and setting of the two hemisphcres lies the head of
Draco, so that, he says, nothing escapes him immediately
either of things in the West or of things in the East, but the
Beast knows all things at once. And there over against
the very head of Draco is the form of a man made visible by
reason of the stars, which Aratus ealls *“a wearied image,”
and like one in toil; but he names it the * Kneeler.”3
Now Aratus says that e does not know what this toil is
and this marvel which turns in heaven. But the heretics,
wishing to found their own tenets on the story of the stars,
and giving their minds very carefully to these things, say
3 grpexrols, volventes, Ct. An attempt to pun on xdAos, the Pole. !
* Jobi. 7. The Book of Job according to sume writers comes from
an Essene school, which may give us some clue to the origin of these
ideas. The Enochian literature to which the same tendency is assigned
is full of .}pcculations about the heavenly bodies, See Forerumscrs,
I, ? 159, for references. .
d "ev yévagw. Aratus calls this constellation § dr ydvas: xadhueres,
Cicero Engonasis, Ovid Gemunixus, Vitruvius, Manilius and J. Firmicus
Maternus, Jnugeniculus, oo
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that the Kneeler is Adam, as Moses said, according to the
decree of God guarding the head of the Dragon and the
Dragon (guarding) his heel.! For thus says Aratus :—

¢* Holding the sole of the right foot of winding Draco.”—
(Phan., vv. 63-65.)

4. But he says therc are placed on either side of him (I
mean the Kneeler) Lyra and Corona ; but that he bends
the knee and stretches forth both hands as if making con-
fession of sin.2  And that the lyre is a musical instrument
fashioned by the Logos in extreme infancy. DBut that
Hermes is called among the Greeks Logos. And Aratus
says about the fashioning of the lyre :—

¢ which, while he was yet in his cradle

IIermes bored and said it was to be called lyre.”—
(Lhan., v. 268.)

It is seven-stringed, and indicates by its seven strings the
entirc harmony and constitution with which the cosmos is
suitably provided. For in six days the earth came into being
and there was rest on the seventh.  If, then, he says,® Adam
making confession and guarding the head of the Beast accord-
ing to God’s decrce, will imitate the lyre, that is, will follow
the word of God, which is to obey the Law, he will attain the
Crown lying beside it.  But if he takes no heed, he will be
cqrricd downwards along with the Beast below him, and
will have his lot, he says, with the Beast. But thc Knceler
scems to stretch forth his hands on either side and here to
grasp the Lyre and there the Crown [and this is to make con-
fession], as is to be scen from the very posture. But the

1 A perversion of the *“ it shall bruise thy head and thou shall bruise
his heel,” of Genesis iii. 15,

? From his attitude the Kneeler resembles the figure of Atlas sup-
porting the world, who as Omophorus plays a great part in Manichwean -
mythology. Cumont derives this from a Babylonian original, for which
and his conncction with Mithraic cosmogony sce his Keckerches sur le
AMlanichdisine, Brussels, 1908, I, p. 70, figs. 1 and 2. The constellation
is now known as Hercules,

3 Iippolytus here evidently quotes not from Aratus, but {rom some
unnamed Gnostic or heretic writer, whom Cruice thinks must have
been a Jew. Yet he was plainly a Christian, as appears from his
remarks about the *‘ Sccoml Creation.” An Ebionite writer might
have dxescrved many Essenc superstitions.

¢ Cruice, following Rocper, says these words have slipped in from an
earlier page. ' .
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Crown is plotted against and at the same time drawn away
by another Beast, Draco the Less, who is the offspring of
the one which is guarded by the foot of the Kneeler. But
(another) man stands firmly grasping with both hands
the Serpent, and draws him backwards from the Crown,
and does not permit the Beast to forcibly seize it. Him
Aratus calls Serpent-holder,! because he restrains the rage
of the Serpent striving to come at the Crown. DBut
he, he says, who in the shape of man forbids the Bcast
to come at the Crown is Logos, who has mercy upon

him who is plotted against by Draco and his offspring at .

once.

And these Bears, he says, are two hebdomads, being made
up of seven stars each, and are images of the two creations.
For the First Creation, he says, is that according to Adam
in his labours who is seen as the Kneeler. But the Second
Creation is that according to Christ whereby we arc born

again. He is the Serpent-holder fighting the Beast and p, 125.

preventing him from coming at th¢ Crown prepared for
man. But Helica? is the Great Bear, he says, the symbol
of the great creation, whereby Greeks sail, that is by which
they are taught, and borne onwards by the waves of life
they follow it, such a creation being a certain rcvolution3
or schooling or wisdom, leading back again those who follow
such (to the point whence they started). For the name
Helica seems to be a certain turning and circling back to

the same positon. But there is also another Lesser Bear, .

as it were an image of the Second Creation created by God.
For few, he says, are they who travel by this narrow way.
For they say that Cynosura is narrow, by which, Aratus says,
the Sidonians navigate.* But Aratus in turn says the
Sidonians are Pheenicians on account of the wisdom of the
Pheenicians being wonderful. But they say that the Grecks
are Phaenicians who removed from the Red Sea to the land

1 o¢woixos. The *“ Ophiuchus huge” of Milion or Anguitenens.

3 "EAlcn.  So Aratus and Apollonius Rhodius, Said to be so called
from its perpetually revolving. Cruice remarks on this scntence that it
docs not secm to have been written by a Greek, and quotes Epiphanius
as to theaddiction of the Pharisecs to astrology. But sec last note but one.

3 élen. A pun quite in Hippolytus' manncr.

¢ wpds by . . . vavrliAAorrar.  Cruice and Macmahon alike translate
thi; L ul).wards which,” but Aratus clearly means *“ stcer by ” both here
and earlier. :
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p. 127. where they now dwell. For thus it seemed to Herodotus. 1
But this Bear he says is Cynosura, the Second Creation, the
small, the narrow way and not Helica. For she leads not
back\\ards, but guides those who follow her forwards to the
straight way, being the (tail) of the dog. For the Logos is
the Dog (Cyon) who at the same time guards and protects
the sheep against the plans of the wolves, and also chases
the wild beasts from creation and slays them, and who
begets all things. For Cyon, they say, indeed means the
begetter.? Hence, they say, Aratus, speaking of the rising
of Canis, says thus :—

“‘But when the Dog rises, no longer do the crops play false.”
(Lhen. v. 332)

This is what he means: Plants that have been planted
in the earth up to the rising of the Dog-star take no root,
- but yet grow leaves and appear to beholders as if they will
bear fruit and are alive, but have no life from the root in
them. But when the rising of the Dog-star occurs, the
living plants are distinguished by Canis from the dead, for
p. 128. he withers entirely those which have not taken root. This
Cyon, he says then, being a certain Divine Logos has been
established judge of quick and dead, and as Cyon is seen
to be the star of the plants, so the Logos, he says, is for the
heavenly plants, that is for men. For some such cause as
this, then, the Second Creation Cynosura stands in heaven
as the image of the rational? creature. But between the
two creations Draco is extended below, hindering the things
of the great creation from coming to the lesser, and watching
those things which are fixed in the great creation like the
Kneeler lest they see how and in what way every one is
fixed in the little creation. But Draco is himself watched
as to the head, he says, by Ophiuchus. The same, he says,
is fixed as an image in heaven, being a certain philosophy
for those who can see.
But if thls is not clear, through another image, he says,

1 Herodotus I, 1. He does not say, however, that the Greeks were
' Pheenicians.
3 Rather the conceiver, from «dw, to conceive. yerrde is used of the
lu:ther by Aristotle, D¢ Gen. Animal., 3, 5, 6. . :
Avyixis.
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creation teaches us to philosophize, about which |Aratus

speaks thus :—

““ Nor of Ionian? Cepheus are we the miserable race.”—
: (Phasn. v. 353.)

But near Draco, he says, are Cepheus and Cassiopeia and p. 129.
Andromeda and Perseus, great letters of 3 the creation to
those who can see. For he says that Cepheus is Adam,
Cassiopeia Lve, Andromeda the soul of both, Perseus the
winged offspring of Zeus and Cetus the plotting Beast.
Not to any other of these comes Perseus the slayer of the
Beast, but to ‘Andromeda alone. From which Beast, he
says, the Logos Perseus, taking her to himself, delivers
Andromeda who had been given in chains to the Beast.
But Perseus is the winged axis which extends to both poles
through thc middle of the earth and makes the cosmos
revolve. But the spirit which is in the Cosmos is Cycnus,?
the bird which is near the Bears, a musical animal, symbol of
the Divine Spirit, because only when it is near the limits of
life, its nature is to sing, and, as one escaping with good hope
from this evil creation it sends up songs of praise to God.
But crabs and bulls and lions and rams and. goats and kids
and all the other animals who are named in heaven on p. 1%
account of the stars are, he says, images and paradigms
whence the changeable nature receives the patterns 4 and
becomes full of such animals.5

Making use of these discourses, they think to deceive as
many as give heed to the astrologers, seeking therefrom to
set up a religion which appears very different from their
assumptions.® Wherefore, O’ beloved,” let us shun the
trifle-admiring way of the owl. For these things and those

‘“:”Reading Idoados for Cruice’s Iaal8ao. The text is said to have «is
[ 3

3 ypdupara, elementa, Cr.  But 1 think the allusion is to the story
they contain for those who can read them.

3 The Swan. ¢ ras "3éas

$ If Hippolytus’ words are here correctly transcribed, the *‘heretic ”
quoted seems to have two inconsistent ideas about the stars. One is
that the constellations are types orallegorics of what takes place in man’s
soul; the other, that they are the patterns after which the creatures of
this world were made. %’hi& last is Mithraic rather than Christian,

¢ riis Tobrwy imorfyews, ab horum cogitationibus, Cr.

7 &yawyrol. The word generally used in & sermon,
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like them are dancing and not truth. For the stars do not
reveal these things ; but men on their own account and for
the better distinguishing of certain stars (from the rest) gave
them names so that they might be a mark to them. For
what likencss have the stars strewn about thc heaven to a
bear, or a lion, or kids, or a water-carrier, or Cepheus, or
Andromeda, or to the Shades named in Hades—for many
of these persons and the names of the stars alike came into
existence long after the stars themselves—so that the
heretics being struck with the wonder should thus labour
by such discourses to establish their own doctrines?*

7. Of the Arithmetical Art.3

Seeing, however, that nearly all heresy has discovercd by "~

the art of arithmetic measures of hebdomads and ccrtain
projections of /llons, each tearing the art to pieces in
different ways and only changing the names,—but of these
(men) Pythagoras came to be teacher who first transmitted
to the Greeks such numbers from LEgypt—it seems good
not to pass over this, but after briefly pointing it out to
proceed to the demonstration of the objects of our enquiries.
‘These men were arithmeticians and geometricians to whom
especially it seems Pythagoras first supplied the principles
(of their arts). And they took the first beginnings (of

. things), discovered apparcatly by reason alone, from the

! This also reads like a peroration.

3 In this chapter llippolytus for the first time scts himself seriously
to prove the thesis which he has before asserted, 7. ¢., that all the Gnostic
systems are derived from the teachings of the Greck philosophers.  His
mode of doing so is to compare the claborate systems of Acons or
emanations of deity imagined by heresiarchs like Simon Magus and
Valentinus to the views attributcd by him to Pythagoras which make all
nature to spring from one indivisible point. Whether Pythagoras ever
held such views may be doubted and we have no means of checking
Hippolytus’ always loose statements on this point ; but something like
them appearsin the 7/cactelus of Plato where arithmetic and gecometry
scem to be connccted by talk about oblong as well as square numbers
and the construction of solids from them. If we imagine with the
Grecks (see n. on p. 37 supra) that numbers are not abstract things,
bat actual portions of space, there is indeed a strong likeness between
the ideas of the later Platonists as to the construction of the world by
means of numbers and those attributed to the Gnostic teachers as to its
emanation from God. Whether these last really held the views thus
attributed to them is another matter. CL Forermnnmers, 11, pp. 99,100,
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numbers which can always procced to infinity by multipli-
cation and the figures (produccd by it). * Ior the beginning

of geometry, as may be seen, is an indivisible point; but

from that point the generation of the infinite figurcs from

the point?! is discovered by the art. For the point ‘when p. 132
extended 2 in length becomes after extension a line having
a point as its limit:3 and a line when extended in breadth
produces a superficies and the limits of the superficies are
lines : and a superficies extended in depth becomes a (solid)
body :4 and when this solid is in existence, the nature of
the great body is thus wholly founded from the smallest
point. And this is what Simon says thus: “The little
will be great, being as it were a point ; but the great will be
boundless,”® in imitation of that geometrical point.. But
the beginning of arithmetic, which includes by combination
philosophy, is ® a number which is boundless and incompre-
hensible, containing within itself all the numbers capable of
coming to infinity by multitude. But the beginning of the
numbers becomes by hypostasis the first monad, which is a
male unit begetting as does a father all the other numbers.
Second comes the dyad, a female number, and the same is
called even by the arithmeticians. Third comes the triad,
-a male number ; this also has been ordained to be called
odd by the arithmeticians. After all these comes the tetrad,
a female number, and this same is also called even, because p. 13;3.
it is female. Therefore all the numbers taken from the
genus are four—but the boundless genus is number—where-

from is constructed their perfect number,~the decad. For

b a#d 700 onuelov seems to be repeated necdlessly,

3 puév, * flowing out.” .

3 xépos Exovoa anueior. Surcly it has two limits—a point at cach cnd.

4 sopa.  In the next sentence he uses the proper word arepedr.

¥ This is, I suppose, quoted from the *Axopdais ueyars attributed to
Simon, as he speaks afterwards (II, p. 9 infra) of the small hecoming
great, ‘“as it is written in the Apophasis, if it . . . come inlo heing
from the indivisible point, - But the great will be in the boundless
xon,” cte. : o
- % \WVhat follows from this point down to the end of the paragraph is

an almost verbatim transcript of the passage in Book I (pp. 37 fi. supra),

where it is given as the teaching of Pythagoras. ' The only substantial
differences arc : that hypostasis is written for hypothesis in the second
sentence of the passage; the Tetractys is no longer said to be the
*“source” of eternal nature ; and the 11, 12, ctc., are now said to take,
and not *‘share ” their beginning from thc 10,
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1, 2, 3, 4 become 10, as has before been shown, if the
name which is proper to each of the numbers be substanti-
ally kept. This is the sacred Tetractys according to Pytha-

- goras which contains within itself the roots of etcrnal nature,

P 13U

that is, all the other numbers. For the 11, 12 and the rest
take the principle of birth from the 10. Of this decad, the
perfect number, the four parts are called : number, monad,
square and cube. The conjunctions and minglings of which
are for the birth of increase, they completing naturally the
fruitful number. For when this square is multiplied into
itself, it becomes a square squared ; but when a square into
a cube, it becomes a square cubed ; but when a cube into

a cube, it becomes a cube cubed. So that all the numbers -
are seven, in order that the birth of the existing numbers . -

may come from a hebdomad, which is number, monad,

square, cube, square of a square, cube of a square, cube of

a cube.
Of this hebdomad Simon and Valentinus, having altered

- the names, recount prodigies, hastening to base uppn it their

own systems.! TFor Simon calls (it) thus: Mind, Thought,
Name, Voice, Reasoning, Desire and He who has Stood,
Stands and-will Stand: and Valentinus: Mind, Truth,
Word, Life, Man, Church and the Father who is counted
with them. According to these (ideas) of those trained
in the arithmetic philosophy, which they admired as
something unknowable by the crowd, and in pursuance of
them, they constructed the heresies excogitated by them.
Now there are some also who try to construct hebdomads
from the healing art, being struck by the dissection of the
brain, saying that the substance, power of paternity, and
divinity of the universe can be learned from its constitution.

P- 135. For the brain, being the ruling part of the whole body rests

calm and unmoved, containing within itself the breath.?

Now such a story is not incredible, but a long way from their

attempted theory. For the brain when dissected has within
it what is called the chamber, on each side of which are the
membranes which they call wmgs, gently moved by the

1 iwéteary iavros dvredter oxeduboarres, suis dogmatibus fundamen-
lmu posuerunt, Cr.
3 vd wreipa. Cruice translates this by :pmlum, and is followed by
Macmahon. I think, however, he means the breath, lt belng the idea
of the ancicnts that the artcries were air-vessels.
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‘breath, and again driving the breath into_the ccrcbellum.!
And the breath, passing through a certain rced-like vein,
travels to the pmeal gland? Near this lies the mouth of
the cercbellum which receives the breath passing through
and gives it up to the so-called spinal marrow.3 From this
the whole body gets a share of pneumatic (force), all the
arteries being dependent like branches on this vein, the
extremity of which finishes in the genital veins. Whence
also the seeds proceeding from the brain through the loins
are secreted. But the shape of the cerebellum is like the
head of a dragon; concerning which there is much talk
among those of the Gnosis falsely so called, as we have
shown, But there are other six pairs (of vessels) growing
from the brain, which making their way round the head and
finishing within it, connect the bodies together. But the

seventh (goes) from the cerebellum to the lower parts of the p. 136

rest of the body, as we have said.

And about this therc is much talk since Simon and
Valentinus have found in it hints which they have taken,
although they do not admit it, being first cheats and then
heretics. Since then it secems that we have sufficiently set
out these things, and .that all the apparent dogmas of earthly
philosophy have been included in (these) four books4 it

séems fitting to proceed to their disciples or rather to their

plagiarists.

Tue FourTH BOOK OF PHILOSOPHUMENA®
1 xapeyrepanrls. * xwrdpor, - s rutiaior poeAédr.
¢ It is at any rate plain from this that the missing Books II and III
at one time existed.
 These words appear in the MS. at the foot of this Book.
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BOOK V
TIE OPIINTE IIERESIES
p. 137. 1. THESE are the contents of the sth (book) of the

Refutation of all Heresies. .
2. What the Naassenes say who call themselves Gnostics,

and that they profess those opinions which the philosophers

of the Greeks and the transmitters of the Mysteries first laid
down, starting wherefrom they have constructed heresies.

3. And what things the Perate imagine, and that their

* doctrine is not framed from the Holy Scriptures but from
the astrological (art).

4. What is the system according to the Sithians, and that
they. have patched together their doctrine by plagiarizing
from those wise men according to the Greeks, (to wit)
Musceus and Linus and Orpheus. ,

5. What Justinus imagined and that his doctrine is not
framed from the Holy Scriptures, but from the marvellous
tales of Herodotus the historiographer.

1. MNaassenes.}

r- 138. 6. I consider that the tenets concerning the Divine and the
fashioning of the cosmos (held by) all those who are

1 In this chapter, Hippolytus trcats of what is probably a late forin
of the Ophite hercsy, certainly one of the first to enter into rivalry with
the Catholic Church. For its doctrines and practices, the reader must
be relerred to the chapler on the Ophites in the translator’s Fore-
runners and Rivals of Christianity, vol. 11 ; but it may be said here that
it seems to have sprung from a combination of the corrupt Judaism then

_practised in Asia Minor with the Pagan myths or legends prevalent all
over Western Asia, which may some day be traced back to the Sumerians
and the earliest civilization of which we have any rccord. Yet the
Ophites admitted the truth of the Gospel narvative, and asserted the
existence of a Supreme Being endowed with the attributes of both
sexes and manifesting 1limself to man by means of a Deity cailed His
son, who was nevertheless identified with hoth the masculine and
feminine aspects of his Father. This triad, which the Ophites called
18¢] .
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deemed philosophers by Greeks and Barbarians have been
very painfully set iorth in the four books before this. Whose

the First Man, the Sccond Man, and the First Woman or Tloly Spirit,
they represented as creating the planetary worlds as well as the ¢ world
of form,” by the intermediary of an inferior power called Sophia or
Wisdom and her son Jaldabaoth, who is expressly stated to be the God
of the Jews. -

All this we knew before the discovery of our text from the statements
of heresiologists like St. Irenzeus and Epiphanius ; but 1lippolytus goes
further than any other author by connecting these Ophite theories with
the worship of the Mother of the Gods or Cybele, the form under which
the triune dcity of Western Asia was best known in Furope. The un-
named Naassene or Ophite author from whom he quotes without inter-
mission throughout the chapter, seems to have got hold of a hymn to Attis
used in the festivals of Cybele, in which Attis is, alter the syncretistic fash-
ion of post-Alexandrian paganism, identified with the Syrian Adonis, the
Lgyptian Osiris, the Greek Dionysos and ITermes, and the Samothrac-
ian or Cabiric gods Adamna and Corybas; and the chapter is in
substance a commentary on this hymn, the order of the lines of which
it follows closely. This commentary tries to explain or ** interpret”
the different myths there referred to by passages from the Old and New
‘Testaments and from the Greek poets dragged in against their manifest
sense and in the wildest fashion. Most of these supposed ailusions,
indeed, can only be justified by the most outrageous play upon words,
and it may be truly said that not a single one of them when naturaily
construed bears the slightest reference to the matter in hand. Yet
they serve not only to elucidate the Ophite belicfs, but give, as it were
accidentally, much information as to the scenes enacted in the Elcusin-
ian and other heathen mysteries which was befure lacking.  The author
also quotes two hymns used apparently in the Ophite worship which are
not only the sole relics of a once extensive literature, but arc a great
deal better evidence as to Gnostic tenets than his.own loose and equivo-
cal statements.

As the legend of Attis and Cybele may not be familiar to all, it may
he well to give a brief abstract of it as found in Pausanias, Diodorus
Siculus, Ovid, and the Christian writer Arnobius. Cybele, called also
Agdistis, Rhea, G¢, or the Great Mother, was said to have been born from
arock accidentally fecundated by Zeus.  On her first appcarance she was
hermaphrodite, but on the gods depriving her of her virility it passed
into an almond-tree. The fruit of this was plucked by the virgin
daughter of the river Sangarios, who, placing it in her bosom, became
by it the mother of Attis, fairest of mankind. Attis at his hirth was
exposed on the river-bank, but was rescued, brought up as a goatherd,
and was later chosen as a husband by the king’s danghter. At the marri-
age feast, Cybele, fired by jealousy, broke into the palace and, according
to one version of the story, emasculated Attis who died of the hurt.  Then
Cybele repented and prayed to Zeus to restore him to lifc, which prayer
was granted by making him a god. The ccremonics of the Megalesia
celebrating the Death and Rcsurrection of Attis as held in Rome
during the late Republic and early Empire, and their likeness to the
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curious arts I have not neglected, so that I have under-
taken for the readers no chance labour, exhorting many to
love of learning and certainty of knowledge about the truth.
Now therefore there remains to hasten on to the refutation
of the heresies, with which intent! also we have sct forth
the things aforesaid. From which philosophers the
heresiarchs have taken hints in common?® and patching

like cobblers the mistakes of the ancients oh to their .

own thoughts, have offered them as new to those they
can deceive, as we shall prove in (the books) which follow.
For the rest, it is time to approach the subjects laid down
before, but to begin with those who have dared to sing the
praises of the Serpent, who is in fact the cause of the error,

through certain systems invented by his action. Therefore - -

T- 139. the priests and chiefs of the doctrine were the first who
were called Naassenes, being thus named in the Hebrew
tongue : for the Serpent is called Naas.® Afterwards they
called themselves Gnostics alleging that they alone knew the
depths.* Separating themsclves from which persons, many
men have made the heresy, which is really one, a much
divided affair, describing the same things according to vary-
ing opinions, as this discourse will argue as it proceeds.

. These men worship as the beginning of all things,

—— - according to their own statement, a Man and a Son of Man.
But this Man is masculo-feminine® and is called by them
Adamas ;® and hymns to him are many and various. And

P- 140. the hymns, to cut it short, are repeated by them somehow
like this:— : )

“From thee a father, and through thee a mother, the
two deathless names, parents of Aecons, O thou citizen of
heaven, Man of great name !”?

Easter tites of the Christian Church are described in the Journal of the
Royal Asiatic Society for October 1917.

1 (o¥) xdpiv, * thanks to which.” :

* ueréxio Tds dpopuds, a phrase frequent in Plato, .

3 ¢ Ci, Rev, ii. 24. 8 apoevddnhvs,

¢ Cruice thinks the name derived from the Adam Cadinon of the Jewish
Cabala, But Adamas ‘‘the unsubdued” is an epithet of IHades who
was equated with Dionysos, the analogue of Attis. Cf. Irenoens, T, 1.

¥ Salmon and Stiihelein in maintaining their theory that Ilippolytus’
documents were contemporary forgeties make the point that something
like this hymn is repcated later in the account of Monoimus the
Arabian’s heresy. The likeness is not very close. Cf. II, p. 107 infru.
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But they divide him like Geryon into three parts. For
there is of him, they say, the intellectual (part), the psychic
and the earthly ; and they consider that the knowledge of
him is the beginning of the capacity to know God, spcaking
thus: “The beginning of perfection is the knowledge of
man, but the knowledge of God is completed perfection.”
But all these things, he says, the intellectual, and the
-psychic and the earthly, procceded and came down togcther
into one man, Jesus who was born of Mary ;! and there
spoke together, he says, in the same way, these threce men
each of them from his own substance to his own. For
there arc three kinds of universals 2 according to them (to
wit) the angelic,® the psychic and the earthly; and three
churches, the angelic, the psychic and the earthly ; but their
names are: Chosen, Called, Captive.4

7. These are the heads of the very many discourses which p. 141.
they say James the brother of the Lord handed down to
Mariamne.® So then, that' the impious may no longer
speak falscly either of Mariamne, or of James, or of his
Saviour, we will come to the Mysteries, whence comes their
fable, both the Barbarian and the Greck, and we shall sce
how these men collecting together the hidden and ineffable
mysterics of the nations® and speaking falsely of Christ,
lead astray those who have not seen the Gentiles’ sccret rites.
For since the Man Adamas is their foundation, and they
say there has been written of him “ Who shall declare his
gencration ? 7 learn ye how, taking from the nations in turmn p. 142
the undiscoverablec and distinguished ® ‘generation of the
Man, they apply this to Christ.

! Origen (cont. Celsum, V1, 30) says the Ophites used to curse the
name of Christ. Ilence Origen cannot be the author of the
Lhilosophtimena. .

% 7& GAa. I am doubtful whether he is here using the word in its
philosophic or Aristotelian sense as ** entities necessarily differing from
one another in kind,” or as ** things of the universe.” On the whole

" the former construction seems here to be right.

# *That which has been sent” ?
¢ Doubtless as being still confined in matter.
$ Both Origen and Celsus knew of this Mariamne, after whom a sect

" is said to have been named. See Qrig. cont. Cels., V1, 30.

 +&v dovar. The usual expression for Genliles or Goyim.
7 Isa. liii, 8, '

* Sudpopor. Miller reads &didpopor : ** undistinguished.”
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“For carth, say the Greeks, was the first to. give
forth man, thus bearing a goodly gift. Ior she wished
to be the mother not of plants without feeling and wild
beasts without sense, but of a gentle and God-loving
animal. But hard it is, he says, to discover whether
Alalcomeneus of the Bocotians came forth upon the

P- 143 Cephisian shore as the first of men, or whether (the
first men) were the Ideean Curetes, a divine race, or
the Phrygian Corybantes whom the Sun saw first
shooting up like trees, or whether Arcadia brought
forth Pelasgus earlier than the Moon, or Eleusis
Diaulus dweller in the Rarian field, or Lemnos gave
birth to Cabirus, fair child of ineffable orgies, or Pallenc
to Alcyon, eldest of the Giants. But the Libyans say. ..
Tarbas the first-born crept forth from the parched field
to pluck Zeus’ sweet acorn. . So also, he says that the
Nile of the Egyptians, making fat the mud which unto
this day begets life, gave forth living bodies made flesh
with moist heat.,”*

But the Assyrians say that fish-eating 3: Oannes (the first
—— man) was born among them and the Chaldxans (say the
"~ same thing about) Adam ; ; and they assert that he was the
man whom the carth brought forth alone, and that he lay
breathless, motionless (and) unmoved like unto a statuc
being the image of him on high who is praised in song as
the: man Adamas; but that he was produced by many

p. 144. powers about whom in turn there is much talk.3

In order then that the Great Man 4 on high, from whom,

! This hymn is in metre and is said to be from n lost Pindaric ode.
It has hecn restored by Bergk, the restoration heing given in the notes
to Cruice’s text, p. 142, and it was translated into English verse hy the
late Vrofessor Conmglon Cf. Forerunners, 11, p. 54, n. 6,

3 3x0uo¢d-yov Doubtless a mistake for ix0vopdpov. The Oanncs of
Ilerossus’ story wore a fish on his back. )

3 Adam the protoplast according to the Ophites (/renaus, 1, xviii, p.
197, Harvey) and Epiphanius (Hr. xxxvii, €. 4, p. 501, Ochler) was made
by Jaldabaoth and his six sens. The same story was current among the
followers of Saturninus (/remens, 1, xviii, p. 197, Harvey) and other
Gnostic sects, who agree with the text as to his helplessness when first

- created, and iis canse,

4 So in the Bruce Papyrus, *Jed,” which name I have suggesled is
an abbreviation of Jchovah, is called *“ the great Man, ng of the great
Acon of light.” See Forerunners, 11, 193.
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as they say, “every fatherhood ! named on earth and in the
heavens” is framed, might bc completely held fast, there
was given to him also a soul, so that through the soul he
might suffer, and that the enslaved *“image of the great and
most beautiful and Perfect Man "—for thus they call him—
might be punished.? Wherelore again they ask what is the
soul and of what kind is its nature that coming to the man
and moving? him it should enslave and punish the image of
the Perfect Man. But they ask this, not from the Scriptures,
but from the mystic rites. And they say that the soul is
very hard to find and to comprehend, since it does not stay
in the same shape or form, nor is it always in one and the
same state, so that one might describe it by a type or
comprehend it in substance. But these various changes

of the soul they hold to be set down in the Gospel inscribed

to the Egyptians.
They doubt then, as do all other men of the nations,
whether the soul is from the pre-cxistent, or from the sclf-

begotten, or from the poured-forth Chaos.® And first p. 143

they betake themselves to the mysteries of the Assyrians ¢
to understand the triple division of the Man; for the
Assyrians were the first to think the soul tripartite and yet
one. For every nature, they say, longs for the soul, but
each in a different way. For soul is the cause of all things
that are, and all things which are nourished and increase,
he says, require soul.  For nothing like nurture or increase,
he says, can occur unless soul be present. And even the
1 Eph. iii. 15. CF the address of Jesus to Ilis Father in the last
document of the Fistis Sophia, Forcrunners, 11, p. 180, n. 4.

.2 Why is he to be punished? In the Manichan story (for which
sec Jorerunners, 11, pp. 292 fI.) the First Man is taken prisoner by
the powers of darkness. Both this and that in thc text are doubtless
survivals of some legend current throughout Western Asia at a very

carly date. Cf. Bousset’s Hauplprobleme der Gnosis, Leipzig, 1907,
C 4, Der Urmensch,

3'So the cryptogram in the Pistis Sophia professes to give *““the

word by which the Perfect Man is moved.” Forerunners, 11, 188, n. 2.

¢ obola: perhaps ‘“ essence’ or *“being.” It is the word for which
hypostasis was later subslituted according to Ifatch. See his Hibbert
Lectures, pp. 269 fi,

® So Miller, Cruice, and Schneidewin. I should be inclined to
read ¢dos, *“ light,” as in the Naassene hymn at the end of this chapter.
No Gnostic scct can have taught that the soul came from Chaos.

¢ This, as always at this period, means *‘Syrians.” Sce Maury,
Rev. Archéol., Wiii, p. 242, : .

-VOL. L. : I
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stones, he says, are animated,? for they have the power of
increase, and no increase can come without nourishment.
For by addition incrcase the things which increase and the
addition is the nourishment of that which is nourished.?
‘I'herefore every nature he says, of things in heaven, and on
earth, and below the earth, longs for a soul.- But the Assy-
rians call such a thing® Adonis or Endymion or (Attis) ; and
when it is invoked as Adonis Aphrodite loves and longs after
the soul of such name. And Aphrodite is generation* accord-
ingto them. But when Persephone or Core loves Adonis ®
there is a certain mortal soul separated from Aphrodite
P 146. (that is from generation).®* And if Selene should come
to desire of Endymion? and to love of his beauty, the
nature of the sublime ones, he says, also requires soul.
But if, he says, the Mother of the Gods castrate Attis,?
and she holds this loved one, the blessed nature of the
hypercosmic and eternal ones on high recalls to her, he
says, the masculine power of the soul.® For, says he, the
Man is masculo-feminine. According to this argument of
theirs, then, the so-called® intercourse of woman with man
is by (the teaching of) their school shown to be an utteily
wicked and defiling thing. Lor Attis is castrated, he says,
* that is, he has changed over from the earthly parts of the -
lower creation to the eternal substance on high, where, he
says, there is neither male nor female,! but a new creature,1?

3 (fypvxu. He is punning on the likencss between this and vy,
“m ”» .

2 And between * nourished ” and * reared.”
3 73 rowiror. Not ¢deus or yuxh. At this point the author begins
. his commentary on the 1lymn of the Mysteries of Cybele, for which see
P 147 infra.
4 «yéveais, perhaps * birth.”
$-An allusion to the myth which makes Aphrodite and Persephone
share the company of Adonis batween them.
¢ These words are added in the margin.
TA promment feature in the imposture of Alexander of Abonoteichus.
See Lucian’s Psendomantis, passim.
® In the better-known story Atlis castrates himself'; but this version
exrhms the allusion in the hymn on p. 141 fnfra.
4. ¢. restores to her the virility of which they had deprived her when
she was hermaphrodite.  See n. on p. 119 supra.
10 Achqpln. Miller and Schneidewin md Sedaryuiry, * open,” or
“du ayed.”
-l jii. 28. So Clemens Romanus, Ep. ii. 12; Clem. Alex.
Slnn.. III, v3. Cf. Pistis So)&m, p 378 (Copt).
18 3Cor. v. 17; Gal, vi. 1
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a new Man, who is masculo-feminine, What they mean by
“on high” I will show in its appropriate place when I
come to it. But they say it bears witness to what they say
that Rhea is not simply one (goddess) but, so to speak, the

whole creature.!  And this they say is made quite clear by p, 17,

the saying :—* For the invisible things of Him from the
creation of the world are clearly seen, being understood
by the things that are made by Him, in truth, His eternal
power and godhead, so that they are without excuse.
Since when they knew Him as God, they glorified Him
not as God, neither were thankful, but foolishness deceived
their hearts. For thinking themselves wise, they became
fools, and changed the glory of the incorruptible God into
the likenesses of an image of corruptible man and of birds
and of fourfooted and creeping things. \Wherefore God
gave them up to passions of dishonour. For even their
women changed their natural use to that which is against
nature.”® And what the natural use is according to them,
we shall see later. ** Likewise, also the males leaving the
natural use of the female burned in their lust one toward
another males among males working unseemliness.”3 But
unseemliness is according to them the first and blessed and
unformed substance which is the cause of all the forms of

things which are formed. “And receiving in themselves the p. 148

recompense of their error which is meet.”* For in these
words, which Paul has spoken, they say is comprised their
" whole secret and the ineflable mystery of the blessed
pleasure. For the promise of baptism ? is not anything else
according to them than the leading to unfading pleasure
him who is baptized according to them in living water and
anointed with silent® ointment.

! .e. masculo-feminine. That Rhea, Cybele and Ge are but
*dificrent names of the earth-goddess, see Maury, Ao/ de la Grice
Antigue, 1,78 . For their androgyne character, sce /. X.4.S. for Oct.
1917. '
A'vRom i. 20 ff. The text omits several sentences to be found in the
3 Jbid., v. 27. ¢ Jbia., v, 28.

8 dwayyehla Tob Aovrpod, pollicetur iis qui lavantur, Cr.  But **the
font ” is the regular patristic expression for the rite. .

¢ The text has &AAy, ‘‘other,” which makes no sense. Cruice,
following Schneidewin, alters it to éAdAy on the strengthof p. 144 infra,
and renders it éwefabilis ; but dGAdAos cannot mean anything but
‘“dumb” or “silent.” That baptism in the early heretical sects was
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And they say that not only do the mysteries of the

—  Assyrians bear witness to their saying, but also those of the
Phrygians concerning the blessed nature, hitherto hidden
and yet at the same time displayed, of those who were and
are and shall be, which, he says, is the kingdom of the
heavens sought for within man! Concerning which

. nature they have explicitly made tradition in the Gospcl

inscribed according to Thomas,? saying thus:. * Whoso
sceks me shall find me in children from seven years (up-
wards). For there in the fourteenth year I who am hidden

P- 149. am made manifest.” This, however, is the saying not of
Christ but of Hippocrates, who says: * At seven years old,
a boy is half a father.” Whence they who place the
primordial nature of the universals in the primordial seed "~
having heard the Hippocratian (adage) that a boy of seven
years old is half a father, say that in-fourteen years according -
to Thomas it will be manifest. This is their ineffable and
mystical saying.®

" They say then that the Egyptians, who are admitted to be
the most ancient of all men after the Phrygians and the
first at once to impart to all men the initiations and secret
rites® of the gods, and to have proclaimed forms and
activities, have the holy and august and for those who are
not initiated unutterable mysteries of Isis. And these are
nothing else than the pudendum of Osiris which was snatched
away and sought for by her of the seven stoles and black

p. 1so. garments.® Dut they say Osiris is water. And the seven-
stoled nature which has about it and is equipped with
seven ethereal stoles—for thus they allegorically call the
wandering stars—is like mutable generation® and shows

followed by a *‘chrism” or anointing, see Forerunners, 11, 129,n. 2 ;
fbid., 192

} Luke xvii, 21. »

2 This does not appear in the severely expurgated fragments of the.

1 of Thomas which have come down to us. Epiphanius (&er.
xxxvii.) includes this gospel in a list of works especially favoured by the
ites. : .

0]:1:“7“' Cr. disciplina, Macmahon, ** Logos.” But see Arnold,
Roman Stoicism, P 161.

4 {pna. In Hippolytus it always has this meaning.

8 Isis. See Forerumners, 1, p. 34.

¢ & pevaBrnr) yéveais. The expression is repeated in the account of
‘S,;monl:hgm' heresy (11, p. 13 snfra) and refers to the transmigration

m .
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that the creation is transformed by the Ineflable and Un-
portrayable? and Incomprehensible and Formless One.
And this is what is said in the Scripture : “The just shall 4
.fall seven times and rise again.”#® For these falls, he says,
are the turnings about of the stars when moved by him
who moves all things. They say, then, about the substance
of the seed which is the cause of all things that are, that it
belongs to none of these but begets and creates all things
that are, speaking thus: “ I become what I wish, and I am
what I am ; wherefore I say that it is the immoveable that
moves all things. For it remains what it is, creating all '
things and nothing comes into being from begotten things.”? ’
He says that this alone is good and that it is of this that the
Saviour spoke when he said : * Why callest thou me good ?
‘T'here is one good, my Father who is in the heavens, Who
makes the sun to rise upon the just and the unjust, and
rains upon the holy and the sinners.”* And who are the p. 151. L
holy upon whom He rains and who the sinful we shall sece )
with other things later on. And this is the great secret and
the unknowable mystery concealed and revealed by the —
Lgyptians. For Osiris, he says, is in the temple in front
of Isis, whose pudendum stands exposed looking upwards
from below, and wearing as a crown all its fruits of begotten
things.® And they say not only does such a thing stand in
the most holy temples, but is made known to all like a light
not set under a bushel but placed on a candlestick making
its announcement -on the housetops in all the streets and p. 152
highways and near all dwellings being set before them as l
some limit and term.®* For they call this the bringer of
luck, not knowing what they say. »

And this mystery the Greeks who have taken it over from
the Lgyptians keep unto this day.. For we see, he says,
the (images) of Hermes in such a form honoured among

I

b avelewovivros, ‘‘ He of whom no image can be made.”

3 P’rov. xxiv. 16.

3 Some qualification like *‘ originally " or ‘‘ at the beginuing " seems
wanting. Cf. Amold, op. cit., n. on p. 58 supra.

¢ Matt, v. 45.

¢ He has apparently mistaken Min of Coptos or Nesi-Amsu for
Osiris who is, I think, never reprcsented thus, At Denderah, he is

supine. ‘ o
¢ The ““terms” of Hermes which Alcibiades and his fricnds
mutilated. ‘ '
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them. And they say that they especially honour Cyllenius
the Eloquent. For Hermes is the Word who, being the
interpreter and fashioner! of what has been, is, and will be,
stands honoured among them carved into some such form
which is the pudendum of a man straining from the things
below to those on high. And that this—that is, such a
Hermes—is, he says, a leader of souls and a sender forth of .
them, and a cause of souls, did not escape the poets of the
nations who speak thus:—

¢ Cyllenian Hermes called forth the souls
Of the suitors,” —
(Homer, Odyssey, XX1V, 1.)

Not of the suitors of Penelope, he says, O unhappy ones, but - -

of those awakencd from sleep and recalled to consciousness

¢ From such honour and from sach enduring Lliss.”—
(Ewmpedocles, 355, Stiirz.)

that is, from the blessed Man on high or from the arch-man
Adamas, as they think, they have been brought down here
into the form of clay that they may be made slaves to the

‘fashioner of this creation, Jaldabaoth, a fiery god, a fourth

number.? For thus they call the demiurge and father of the
world of form.

¢¢ But he holds in his hands the rod
Fair and golden, wherewith he lulls to sleep the eyes of men,
Whomso he will, whilc others he awakens from sleep.”—
(Odyssey, §XIV, 3M)

This, he says, is he who has authority over life and death
of whom he says it is written: *“Thou shalt rule them with
a rod of iron.”? But the poet wishing to adorn the incom-

‘prehensible (part)¢ of the biessed nature of the Word,

makes his rod not iron but golden. And he charms to
sleep the eyes of the dead, he says, and again awakens those

! Snmevpyés. Hcre as always the ‘‘architect,” or he who creates
not ex nikilo, but from existing material. .
8 For this name which is said by all the early heresiologists to mean
“the God of the Jews,” see Jorerunners, 11, 46, n. 3. lle is calleda
“ fiery God ™ apparently from Deut. iv. 24, and a fourth number, cither
because in the Ophite theogoiny he comes next after the Supreme Triad
of Father, Son, and Mother or, more probably, from his name covering
the Tetragrammaton, or name of God in four letters. 3 Ps. ii. 9.

¢ Cr. supplies ““ virtutem " ; but the adjective is in the necuter,
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sleepers who are stirred out of slcep and become suitors.
Of these, he says, the Scripture spoke: ‘ Awake thou that
sleepest, and arise and Christ shall shine upon thee.”?}
This is the Christ, he says, who in all begotten things is the _
Son of Man, impressed (with the image) by the Logos of
whom no image can be made.? - This, he says, is the great
and unspeakable mystery of the Eleusinians “ Hve Cye”3
sceing that all things are set under him, and this is the
saying : * Their sound went forth into all the earth,” 4 just as

¢ lermes waved the rod and they followed gibbering."—
(Homer, Odyssey, XXI1V, 5-7.)

still meaning the souls asthe poet shows, saying figuratively :—

¢ And cven as bats flit gibbering in the secrct recesses
Of a wondrous cave when one has fallen down out of the rock
From the cluster. . . .”"—

(76id., XX1V, 9 s¢eg.)

Out of the rock, he says, is said of Adamas. This, he says, p. 155
is Adamas, “the corner-stone which has become the head of
the corner.”® For in the head is the impressed brain of
the substance from which every fatherhood is impressed.®
“Which Adamas,” he says, “I place at the foundation of
Zion.” 7 Allegorically, he says, he means the image of the
Man. But that Adamas is placed within the teeth, as
Homer says, “the hedge of teeth,”® that is, the wall and
stockade within which is the inner man, who has fallen
from Adamas the arch-man?® on high whao is (the rock) “cut
without cutting hands ”1° and brought down into the image .

3 Eph. v. 14.

3 xexapaxrypiapévos dnd ot dxapaxrnplorov Adyov. These expres-
sions repeated up to the end of the chapter are most difficult to render
in English. The allusion is clearly to a coin stamped with the imagc of
aking. Afterwards I translate &xapaxryplores by *‘ unportrayable,” for
brevity's sake,

3 The famous words which tradition assiFns to the Elcusinian
Mysteries. One version is ** Rain ! conceive !” and probably refers to
the fecundation or tillage of the earth. Cf. Plutarch, d¢ /s, ¢ Os.,
€. XXXiV, :

-4 Rom. x. 18. 8 Ps. exviii. 22.  Cf. Isa. xxviii. 16,

¢ Sce n. on p. 123 swpra. 7 Isa, xxviii. 16

8 Something is here omitted before 63évres. CI. Jliad, IV, 350.

® apxarfpéwos, a curious expression meaning evidently First Man,
It appears nowhere but in this cEaptcr of the Phslosophumena.

10" Dan. ii. 45, ** cut from the mountain without hands,”
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of oblivion,? the carthly and clayey. And he says that the
souls follow him, the Word, gibbering,

Even so the zouls gibbered as they fared together,
Dut he went before,

that is, he led them,

* Gracious Hermes led them adown the dark ways.”— )
(Odyssey, XXIV, 9fL.)

p- 156. that is, he says, into eternal countries remote from all evil.

For whence, says he, did they come?

* By Ocean’s flood they came and the Leucadian cliff
And by the Sun’s gates and the land of dreams.” —
(Odysscy, ubi cit.)

This he says is Ocean, *“‘source of gods and source of
men”? ever ebbing and flowing now forth and now back, -
But when he says Occan flows forth there is birth of men,
but when back to the wall and stockade and the Leucadian .
rock there is birth of gods. ‘This he says is that which is
written: “I have said ye arc all gods and sons of the
Highest ; if you hasten to flec from Egypt and win across the
Red Sea into the desert,” that is from the mixture below to
the Jerusalem above who is the Mother of (all) living. * But
if yc return again to Egypt,” that is to the mixture below,

. “‘ye shall die as men.”3 For deathly, says he, is all birth

below, but deathless that which is born above; for it is
born of water alone and the spirit, spiritual not fleshly. This,
he says, is that which is written: “That which is born of
the flesh is flesh and that which is born of the spirit is
spirit.”4 This is, according to them, the spiritual birth,
This, he says, is the great Jordan which flowing forth pre-
vented the sons of Israel from coming out of the land of
Lgypt—or rather, from the mixture below ; for Egypt is the
body according to them—until Joshua ® turned it and made
it flow back towards its source.

! The Power called Adonxus or Adon-ai by the Cphites is also
addressed as A#éy, ** oblivion,” in the *‘ defence” made to him by the’
ascending soul. See Origen, cont Cels. V1, c. 30 ff. or Forerunners, 11, 72.

3 A compound of //iad, XIV, 201 and 246. .

® Ds. Ixxxii. 63 Luke vi. 35; John x. 34; Gal. iv. 26,

¢ John iii. 6. $ Joshua iii. 16,

.
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8. Following up these and such-like (words) the most
wonderful Gnostics having invented a new art of grammar?
imagine that their own prophet Homer unspeakably ? fore-
showed? these things and they mock at those who not
being initiated in the Holy Scriptures are led together into
such designs. DBut they say: whoso says all things were
framed from one, crrs; but whoso says from three spcaks
the truth and gives an exposition of (the things of) the
universe.  For one, he says, is the blessed nature of the
Blessed Man above, Adamas, and one is the mortal (nature)

below, and one is the kingless race begotten on high, where, p. 155. ’

he says, is Mariam the souglit-for onc, and Jothor the great
wisc one, and Sephora the seer,* and Moses whose genera-
tion was not in Egypt—for there were children born to him
in Midian—and this, he says, was not forgottcn by the
pocts :— .
¢ In threc lots were all things divided and each drew a domain of
his own,”—(/liad, XV, i69.)

For sublime things, he says, must nceds be spoken, but
they arc spoken cverywhere, lest “ hearing they should not
hear and seeing they should see not.”®  Tor if, he says, the
sublime things were not spoken, the cosmos could not have
been framed.  These are the three ponderous words :
Caulacau, Saulasau, Zcesar.® Caulacau the one on high,

Adamas, Saulasau, the mortal nature below, Zeesar the p-153

Jordan which flows back on its source. __This is, he says,
the masculo-feminine Man who is in all things, whom the
ignorant call the triple-bodied Geryon—as if Geryon were
" “flowing from Earth”’—and the Grecks usually “the

1 So the Cabbalists call onc of their word-juggling processes gematria,
which is said to be a corruption of 'yfcm-nia.

3 appfitws, i.c., ** by implication,” or **not in words.”

3 Play upon xpogaive and wpopiiTys, .

4 Mariam was Moscs’ aunt, Scphora his wife, and Jothor Sephora’s
father, according to some fragments of Ezekicl quoted ‘by Eusebius.
So Cruice, : -

& Matt, xiii. 13,

¢ Isa. xxviii. 10.™ In A.V., * Precept upon precept ; line upon line ;
here a little, there a litile.”” Irenxus (I, xix, 3, I, p. 201, Ha ) says,
Caulacau is the name in which the Saviour descended ing to
Basilides, and the word scems to have been used in this sense by other
Gnoslic sects, See Forerunuers, 11, 94, n. 3 :

T dic yiis péovral '
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heavenly horn of Mén” 1 because he has mingled and com-
pounded all things with all.  *For all things, he says, were
made through him and apart from him not one thing was
made. That which was in himis life.”3 This, he says is
the life, the unspcakabic family of perfect men which
was not known to the former gencration.  But the “noth-
ing” which came into being apart from him is the world
of form; for it came without him by the 3rd and 4th3
This, he says, is the cup Condy in which the king drinking,
divineth. This, he says, is that which was hidden among
the fair grains of Benjamin.  And the Greeks also say the
same with raving lips :—

% Bring water, bring wine, O boy
Intoxicate me, plunge me into sleep.
The cup tells me
Wiiat I must become.” ¢—
(Anacrcon, XXVI, 25, 26.)

It was enough, he says, that only this should be known to
men that Anacreon's cup spoke mutely an unspeakable

_ mystery. For mute, he says, was Anacreon’s cup which

says Anacreon, tells him with mute speech what he must
become, that is spiritual not fleshly, if he hears the hidden -
mystery in silence. And this is the water in those fair
nuptials which Jesus changed by making wine. This, he

. says, is the mighty and true beginning of the signs which

ps 161.

Jesus did in Cana in Galilee and made known the kingdom
of the heavens. This, he says, is the kingdom of the heavens
within us, as a treasure as the leaven hidden within three
measures of meal.’

This is, he says, the great and unspeakable mystery of
the Samothracians which is allowed to be known to us alone
who are perfect. For the Samothracians explicitly hand
down in the mysteries celebrated by them that Adam is the
Arch-man. And in the temple of the Samothracians stand
two statues of naked men having both hands stretched

1 A direct quotation from the Hymn of the Great Mystenu given
lalcr. o?l 141 fnfra. Also a pun between xepdvrvps and xépas. .

1. 34.
phu, the third person of the OPhlte Triad and Jaldalmolh her son.
‘ Somelhmg omitted after * cup,
* rpla edra. A jewuh measure equivalent to 1} modins. Cf
Matt, xiii. 33.
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forth to heaven and their pwdcnds turned upwards like
that of Hermes on (Mt) Cyllene. But thc aforcsaid
statues are the images of the Arch-man and of the re-born
spiritual one in all things of one substance ! with that man.
‘I'his, he says, is what was spoken by the Saviour : * Unless
ye drink my blood and cat my flesh, ye shall not enter
into the kingdom of the heavens ; but even though, He says,
ye drink the cup which I drink when I go forth ypu will
not be able to enter there.”? For He knew, he says, from
which nature each of His disciples was, and that éach of
them was compelled to come to his own special nature.
For from the twelve tribes, he says, He chose twelve

|
‘.
!
(
|
\
|
|

disciples,? and by them He spake to cvery tribe. Whence, p. 162

he says, all could not have heard the preachings of the
twelve disciples, nor, had they heard them could they have
been received. Forthe things which are not according to 4
nature are with them natural.

This, he says, the Thracians who dwell about Mt.
Haxemus and like them the Phrygians call Corybas,® because
although he takes the beginning of his descent from the
head on high and from the Unportrayable one and
passes through all the sources of underlying things, we
know not how and in what fashion he comes. This, he
says, is the saying: * Ve have heard his voice, but wc
have not seen his shape.”® For, he says, the voice of him
who is set apart and has been impressed with the image 7 is
heard, but no one has seen what is the shape which has
come down from on high from the Unportrayable One.
But it is in the earthly form and no one is aware of it. This,
he says, is the God who dwells in the flood according to
the Psalter and “who speaks aloud and cries from many
waters.” 8 “ Many waters,” he says, is the manifold
" generation of mortal men, wherefrom he shouts and cries

1 The famous dueedaios.

2 A compound of John vi. §3 and Mk. x. 38.

3 Mafyras, * disciples,” not apastles.

4 The xard may mean either ** against’’ or ** according 1o nature.

8 For this Corybas and his murder by his two brothers sce Clem.
:\‘lm Lrotrept., 11. A pun here follows between Corybas and xepog+,

. {?I'm v."3 . 1 xexapaxrypiopdves.
® Ps. xxix. 3, 10,

Google
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begotten from the lions!”! In answer to this, he says, is
the saying: “Thou art my son, O Isracl. Fear not. If
thou passest through the rivers they shall not overwhelm
thee; if through the fire, it shall not burn thee.”? By
rivers is meant, he says, the moist essence of generation,
and by fire the rage and desire for generation. * Thou art
mine. Be not afraid.” And again he speaks: “If a
mother forget her children and pities them not nor gives
them suck, yet will I not forget thee.”3 Adamas, he says,
speaks to his own men : “ But although a woman shall forget

" these things, yet will I not forget you. I have graven you

on my hands.”* But concerning his ascension, that is,
the being born again, that he may be born spiritual, not

fleshly, he says, the Scripture speaks: * Lift up the gates, -

ye rulers, and be ye lift up, ye everlasting doors, and the

F- 164. King of Glory shall enter in.”% -That is the wonder of

<

wonders. *For who,” he says, *“is this King of Glory? A
worm_and not a man, a reproach of man and an object of
contempt for the people. This is the King of Glory, he who
is mighty in battle.”® But he means the war which is
in the body, becausc the (outward) form is made from
warring elements, he says, as it is written: “ Remember
the war which is in the body.”? The same entrance and
the same gate, he says, Jacob saw when journeying to
Mesopotamia—for Mesopotamia, he says, is the flow of the
great Ocean flowing forth from the middle part® of the
Perfcct Man—and he wondered at the heavenly gate,
saying: “ How terrible is this placc! It is none other
than the house of God, and this is the gate of Heaven.” ®
Wherefore, he says, the saying of Jesus: “I am the true

”19 Now He. who says this is, he says, the Perfect

165. Man who has been impressed above (with the image) of

_the Unportrayable one. Thereforc he says, the perfect

1 Ps. xxii. 20, A.V., * My darling from the power of the doz.”
2 Isa, xci. 8; xliii. 1, 2.

3 Jbid., xlix. 15 ; slightly altered.

4 Jbid., xlix. 16, : )

8 s, xxiv. 7. A.V. omits *“rulers’’ or archons.

¢ Ps. xxiv. 83 xxii. 6.

? Job xl. 2.

‘A pun like that on Geryon or Corybas.
9 Gen. xxviii. 17.

10 John x. 7, 9, I am the dour.”
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man will not be saved unless born agdin by entering in
through this gate.

But this same one, he says, the Phrygians?® call also
Papas, because he set at rest that which had been moved
irregularly and discordantly before his coming. For the
name of Papa, he says, is (taken from) all things in hcaven,
on earth, and below the earth, saying: * Make to ceasc!
make to cease ! 3 the discord of the cosmos and make peace
for those that are afar off,”3 that is, for the material and
earthly, and also * for those that are anigh,” that is, for the
spiritual and understanding perfect men. But the Phrygians
say that the same one is alsoa * corpse,” having been buried
in the body as in a monument or tomb.4 This, he says, is
the saying : “Ye are whited sepulchres filled within with
dead men’s bones,”® that is, there is not within you the
living Man. And again, he says, ‘“thc dead shall leap forth
from their graves,” ® that is, the spiritual man, not the
fleshly, shall be born again from the bodies of the carthly.
This, he says, is the resurrection which comes through the

remain dead. And the same Phrygians, he says again, say
that this same one is by reason of the change a god. - Ior
he becomes God when he arises from the dead and enters
into heaven through the same gate. This gate, hc says,
Paul the Apostle knew, having sct it ajar in mystery and
declaring that he * was caught up by an angel and came

gate of the heavens, through which if they do not enter, all p. 166. !

unto a second and third heaven into Paradise itself and

beheld what he beheld, and heard ineffable words which it

is not lawful for man to utter.”? ‘These are, he says, the
mysteries called ineffable by all “ which (we also speak) not
‘in the words taught by human wisdom, but in those taught
" by the Spirit, comparing spiritual things with spiritual ; but
the natural ® man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of
God, for they are foolishness unto him”;?® and these, he

. 1 7. e, the worshippers of Cybele, For Attis' name of Pappas, sce
Graillot, Le Culte de Cybéle, p. 15. . It seems to mean ** Father.”
* wabe, wade |11 3 Eph. ii, 17,
4 Tlpg was an Orphic doctrine. ' Sce Forerunners, 1, 127, n. 1 for
authorities, .
§ Matt. xxiii. 27, . ¢ 1 Cor. xv. 52,
'.' 2 Cor. xii. 3. 4. A.V. omits * second heaven” and the sights seen.
Yuxikds 8¢ &vlpuwos.  The ** natural man” of the A.V,
i Cor, ii. 13, 14.
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says, are the ineflable mysteries of the Spirit which we alone
behold. - Concerning them, he says, the Saviour spake :
“ No man shall come unto me unless my heavenly Father
draw some one (unto me).”! For very hard it is, he says,
to receive and take this great and ineffable mystery. And

. again, he says, the Saviour spake: *“Not every one who

sayeth unto me, Lord! Lord! shall enter into the kingdom
of the heavens, but he who doeth the will of my Father who
is in the heavens.”? Of which (will) he says, they must
be doers and not hearers only to enter into the kingdom
of the heavens. And again, says he, He spake: *“The
publicans and the harlots go before you into the kingdom *
of the heavens.”® For the publicans, he says, are those

who receive the taxes of market-wares, and we are the tax- =

gatherers *‘upon whom the ends of the xons have come

down.”* For the “ends,” he says, are the seeds sown in
the cosmos by the Unportrayable One,® whereby the whole
cosmos is completed ;¢ for by them also it began to be.
And this, he says, is the saying: “The sower went forth to
sow, and some (seed) fell on the wayside and was trodden
under foot, and some upon stony (parts) and sprangup; and
because it had no root, he says, it withered and died. But some
fell, he says, upon the fair and goodly earth and brought
forth some a hundredfold, and some sixty and some thirty.

p. 168. He that hath ears to hear, let him hear.” 7 - This is, he says,

that no one becomes a hearer of these mysteries save only

“ the perfect Gnostics. This, he says, is the fair and goodly

carth of which Moses spake: “I will bring you to a fair
and goodly land, to-a land flowing with milk and honey.”
This, he says, is the honey and the milk, tasting which the
perfect become kingless and partakers of the fulness.® The
same, he says, is the Pleroma, whereby all things that are

1 John vi. 44, *“ draw &im unto me.” $ Matt. vii. 21.

® Matt. xxi. 31, *‘ Kingdom of God.”

¢ 1 Cor.x. 11. A pun on 7éAw, ‘“taxes,” and réAy, *“ ends.”

8 Cf. the Stoic doctrine of Adyss owepuarcel, Amold, Aoman
Stoicism, p. 161.

¢ Lit., *“brought to an end.”

7 A condensation of Matt. xiii. 3-9.

® Deut. xxxi. 20. .

9 i.e. become united with the Godhead. The newly-baptized were
given milk and honey. CI Hatch, Kibbert Lectures, above quoted,

P- 300,
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begotten by the unbegotten have come into being and
are filled.

But the same one is called by the Phryglans “unfruitful.”
For he is unfruitful when he is fleshly and performs the
desire of the flesh. This, he says, is the saying: *‘ Every
trce which bringeth not forth good fruit is cut down and
cast into the fire.”! For these fruits, he says, are only the
rational, the living man who enter by the third gate.? ‘They
say, mdeed “Ye who eat dead things and make living
oncs, what will ye make if ye eat living things?”3? For
they say that words* and thoughts and men are living
things cast down by that Unportrayable Onc into the form
below. This, he says, is what he means: “Throw not P. 169.
your holy things to the dogs nor pearls to the swine,” ¥
saying that the intercourse of woman with man is the work
of dogs and swine.

But this same one, he says, the Phrygians call goatherd,
not because, he says, he feeds goats and he-goats, as the
psychic man calls them, but because, he says, he is Aipolos,
that is, he who is ever revolving® and turning about and
driving the whole cosmos in its circumvolution. For to
revolve is to turn about and to change the position of
things, whence, he says, the two centres of the hcaven men
call Poles. And the poct says :—

“ What unerrmg ancient of the sea turns hither
The Immortal Egyptian Proteus.”—
(Odyssey, 1V, 384.)

He? is not betrayed (by Eidothea), he says, but turns
himself a'bout, as it were, and goes to and fro. He says,

too, that cities whercin we dwell are called wdAeis, because

we turn and go about in them. Thus, he says, the p. 170,
Phrygians call him Aipolos, who turns everything always

in every direction and changes it into what it should be.

But the Phrygians also call the same one *‘of many fruits,”
because (the Naassene writer) says, ‘‘the children of the

1 Matt, iii. 10,

* This *“third gate” is evidently baptism. For the reason see
Foﬁrunner:, 1I, p. 73, 0. 3.

3 This seems to be a quotation from the Naassene author.

¢ Perhaps an allusion to the Adyo: ewepuarinel. & Matt. vii. 6.

¢ The derivation to be tolerable should be "derwéres !

? §. e. Proteus,
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desolate are more in number than those of her who has
a husband ;! that is, the deathless things which are born
again and ever remain are many, if few are those which. arc
born (once) ; but all the things of the fiesh, he says, are
corruptible, even if those which are born are many. Where-
fore, he says, Rachel mourned for her children and would
not be comforted when mourning over them, for she knew,
he says, that they were not.2 And Jeremiah wails for the
Jerusalem below, not the city in Pheenicia,® but the mortal
generation below. Ior Jeremiah, he says, also knew the
Perfect Man who has been born again of water and the
spirit and is not fleshly. The same Jeremiah indeed said :-
“ He is a man,and who shall know him?”+ Thus, he says,
the knowledge of the Perfect Man is very deep and hard to -
comprehend. For the beginning of perfection, he says, is
ihe knowledge of man ; but the knowledge of God is com-
pleted perlfection.

The Phrygians also say, however, that he is a “grecn
ear of corn reaped”; and following the Phrygians, the
Athenians when initiating (any one) into the Eleusinian
(Mystcries) also show to those who have been made cpopts
the mighty and wonderful and most perfect mystery for an
epopt ° there—a green ear of corn reaped in silence.® And
this ear of corn is also for the Athenians the great and
perfect spark of light from the Unportrayable One ; just as

“the hierophant himself, not indced castrated like Attis, but

rendered a eunuch by hemlock, and cut off from all fleshly

_ gencration, celebrating by night at Eleusis the grcat and

p. 172.

ineflable mysteries beside a huge fire, cries aloud and makcs
proclamation, saying: “ August Brimo has brought forth a
holy son, Brimos,” that is, the strong (has given birth) to
the strong.” For august is, he says, the generation which is
spiritual or heavenly or sublime, and strong 'is that which
is thus generated. For the mystery is called Eleusis or
Anacterion : * Eleusis,” he says, because we spiritual ones
came on high rushing from the Adamas below.® Ior

1 Gal. iv. 27. 2 Jerem. xxxi. IS.
.3 The mistake in geography shows that Hippolytus was not a Jew.
m. xviii. 9. b dxowricdy . . . pvaThpior.

. ¥h,e
® This is in effect the first real information we have as (o the fina!
secret of the Eleusinian Mysteries.
7 Hesychius also translates Brimos by o xvpds.
¢ Hades or Pluto,
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eleusesthai, he says is to come, but anaclorvion the return on
high. This, he says, is what they who have been initiated into
the mysteries of the Eleusinians say. But it is a regulation
that those who have been initiated into the Lesser Mysteries
should moreover be initiated into the Great. For greater
destinies obtain greater portions.? But the Lesser Mysteries,
he says, are those of Persephone below and of the way
leading thither, which is wide and broad and bears the
dead to Persephone, and the poet says :— -

‘¢ But under her is a straight and rugged road
Hollow and muddy, but the best to lead
To the delightful grove of much-reverenced Aphrodite.”

These, he says, are the Lesser Mysteries, those of fleshly
gencration, after being initiated into which men ought to
cease (from the small) and be initiated into the great and p. 17}
heavenly ones. For those who have obtained greater
destinies, he says, receive greater portions. I'or this, he
says, is the gate of heaven and this the house of God where
the good God dwells alone,® into which will not enter, he
says, any unpurified, any psychic or fleshly one; but it is
kept for the spiritual only, where those who are must cast
aside 4 their garments and all become bridegrooms, having
come to maturity through the virgin spirit.5 For this is the
virgin who bears in her womb and conceives and gives
birth to a son not psychic or corporeal, but the blessed
Acon of Aeons. Concerning these things, he says, the
Saviour expressly spake: ‘Narrow and straitened is the
way that leads to life and few are those who enter into it;

1 Schleicrmacher attributes this saying to IHeraclitus.

3 Meincke (ap. Cr.) attributes these lines to Parmenides.

3 Cf. Justinus later, p. 175 infra.

4 Schneidewin and Craice both read AaBely, *‘receive” (their
vestures) for SaAeir. .

§ Cr. translates dwnpoevwuévovs, exuta virilitale ; but it seems to be
a participle of &wappevéw = dwardpéw. The idea that the Gnostic
Prcumatics ot spirituals would finally be united in marriage with the
angels or Adyos owepuaricol was current in Gnosticism. See Foree
runners, I, 110, The *virgin spirit” was probably that Barbelo
whom Irenccus, I, 26, 1f. (pp. 221 ff., Harvey), describes under that
name as reverenced by the * Barbeliotae or Naassenes” ; in any case,
probably, some analogue of the earth-goddess, ever bringing forth and
yet ever a virgin, ’

VOL. 1. K
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but wide and broad is the way leading to destruction and
many are they who along it.” 1

9. But the Phrygians further say that the Father of the
universals is Amygdalus, not a trec, he says, but that pre-
existent almond 2 which containing within itsclf the perfect
fruit (and) as if pulsating and stirring in the depth,torc asunder
its breasts and gave birth to its own invisiblc and unnameable
and ineffable boy of whom we are speaking.® For * Amyxai”
is as if to burst and cut asunder,* as he says, in the case of
inflamed bodies having within them any gathering, the
surgeons who cut them open call them “amychas.” Thus,

- he says, the Phrygians call the almiond from whom the

P- 175

invisible one proceeded and was born, and through whom
all things came into being and apart from whom nothing
came into being.

But the Phrygians say that he who was thence bormn is a
piper, because that which was born is a melodious spirit. For
God, he says, is a Spirit, wherefore neither on this mountain
nor in Jerusalem shall the true worshippers prostrate them-
sclves, but in spirit.% For spiritual, he says, is the prostration .
of the perfect, not fleshly. But the Spirit, he says, (is)
there where both the Father and the Son are named, being
there born from this (Son and from) the Father.® This, he
says, is the many-named, myriad-eyed ? incomprehensible
One for whom every nature yearns, but each in a different
way. This, he says, is the Word® of God, which is, he
says, the word of announcement of the great Power.
Wherefore it will be sealed and hidden and concealed,
lying in the habitation wherein the root of the universals ?
is established, that is' (thc root) of Aeons, Powers,

! Matt, vii. 13, 14. The A.V. has eledpxopa: for 3iépxopas
* See n. on p. 119 supra. 3 i.e Attis,
¢ duboow is rather to ““scratch,” or * scarify,” than as in the fext.
$ CI. Jobn iv. 21.
¢ Cruice’s restomtion. Schneidewin’s would read: * The Spirit is
there where also the Father is named, and the Son is there born from
the Father.” )
! Cf. Ezekiel x. 12, ® Siiua, not Adyes.
? Ilere we see the interpretation put by Ilippolytus on the Aris-
totelian rd SAa,
19 geperiéw. The whole of this sentence singularly rescmbles that in
the Great Announcement ascribed to Simon Magus, for which see

1N, p. 32 infra.
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Thoughts, Gods, Angels, Emissary Spirits, things which
are, things which are not, things begotten, things un-

begotten, things incomprehensible, things comprehensiblc,

years, months, days, hours (and) of an Indivisible Point,!
from which what is least begins to increase successively.
The Point, he says, being nothing and consisting of nothing
(and) being indivisible will become of itself a certain magni-
tude incomprehensible by thought. It, he says, is the
kingdom of the heavens, the grain of mustard seed, the
Indivisible Point inherent to the body which none knoweth,
he says, save the spiritual alone. This, he says, is the saying:
“ There are no tongues nor speech where their voice is not
heard.”3 :

Thus they hastily declare that the things which arc said
and are done by all men are to be understood in their way,
imagining that all things become spiritual. Whence they
also say that not even they who exhibit (in the) theatres
say or do anything not comprehended in advance.4 So
for example, he says, when the populace have assembled in
the theatres ® some one makes entrance clad in a notable

robe bearing a cithara and singing to it. Thus he speaks .

chanting the Great Mysteries ¢ (but) not knowing what he
is saying :—

* Whether thou art the offspring of Kronos, or of blessed Zeus,
Or of mighty Khea, Ilail Atis, the sad mutilation of Rhea,?
The Assyrians call thee the much-longed-for Adonis,

Egypt names thee Osiris, heavenly horn of the Moon.®

! ‘This idea of the Indivisible Point, which recurs in several Gnostic
writings, including those of Simon and Basilides, seems founded on the

matliematical axiom that the line and therelore all solid bodies spring -

from the point, which itself has * neither parts nor magnitude. "
: ‘ll-:rwglq. This also is used by Simon as the equivalent of "Evvea,
’s. Xix. 3.
4 dwpovotires, Cr., sine numine guidquam ; Macmahon, * without
premeditation,” ' .
* Performances in the theatres formed part of‘the Megalesia or
Festival of the Great Mother, - ‘

¢ I should be inclined to read Tiis MeydAns pvoripa, ¢ Mysteries of .

the Great Mother.”

! An allusion to the variant of the Cybele legend which makes her
the emasculator of Attis,

. 0 Cor_:ington, who translated the hymnl into English verse, and
Schneidewin, Hippolytus, however, evidently gave this invocation ‘to
the Greeks. See P- 132 supra.

p.17%

.
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The Greeks Sophia,! the Samothracians, the revered Adamna,
The Thessalians, Corybas, and the Phrygians

Sometimes Papas, now the dead, or a god,

Or the unfruitiul one, or goalherd

Or the green ear of comn reaped, .
Or he to whom the ﬂowenng almond-tree gave bu—th

As a pipe-playing man.”

Tlns, he says, is the many-formed Attis to whom they sing
praises, saying :—

I will hymn Attis, son of Rhea, not making quner with a hnzung
sound, nor with the cadence of the Idmn Curetes’ flutes, but I will
mmgle (with the hymn) the Phacbun music of the lyre. Evohe, Evan,

for (thou art) Bacchus, (thou art) Pan, (thou art the) shepherd of
white stars.”

For such and such-like words they frequent the so-called
Mysteries of the great Mother, thinking especially that by
means of what is enacted there, they perceive the whole
mystery. For they get no advantage from what is acted
therc exccpt that they are not castrated. Thcy merely
perfect the work of the castrated;2® for they give most
pointed and careful instructions to abstain as if castrated
from intercourse with women. But the rest of the work as
we have said many times, they perform like the castrated.
But they worship none other than the Naas, calling them-
selves Naassenes. But Naas is the serpent, from whom he
says, all temples under heaven are called naos from the
Naas ; and that to that Naas alone is dedicated every holy
place and every initiation and every mystery, and generally
that no initiation can be found under heaven in which there
is not a naos and the Naas within it, whence it has come to
be called a maos. But they say that the scrpent is the -
watery substance, as did Thales of Miletos4 and that no

" being, in short, of immortals or mortals, of those with souls

or of those without souls, can be made without him. And
that all things are set under him, and that he is good and

1 p d¢lav, according to Schneidewin’s restoration (for which sce
p- 176 Cr.), seems better sense, if we can suppose that the Sabazian
nl;pent was s0 called,

The whole hymn with the next fragment is given as restored to
metrical form where quoted in last note.

* That is of the Galli, or eunuch-priests of Attis and Cybele.
of:ll Thales only said, o far as we know, that water was the beginning
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contains all things within him as in the horn of the one-
horned bull! (so as) to contribute beauty and bloom to all
things according to their own naturc and kind, as if he had
passed through all “as il he went forth from Edem and cut
himself into four heads.”*

But this Edem, they say, is the brain, as it were bound

and enlaced in the surrounding coverings as in the heavens ; p. 1%

and they consider man as far as the head alone to be
Paradise. ‘Therefore *“the river that came forth from
Iiden "—that is from the brain—they think “is scparated
into four heads and the name of the first river is called
Phison; this it is which cncompasses all the land of
Havilat. There is gold and the gold of that land|is good,
and there is bdellium and the onyx stone.”3® This, he says,
(is the) eye, bearing witness by its honour (among the other
features) and its colours to the saying: * But the name of
the second river is Gihon ; this it is which encompasses all
the land of Lthiopia.” This, he says, is the hearing, being
somewhat like a labyrinth. * And the name of the third is
Tigris ; this it is which goes about over against the Assy-
rians.” This, he says, is the smell which makes use of the
swiftest current of the flood. And it goes about over
against the Assyrians because in inspiration the breath drawn
in from the outer air is sharper and stronger than the
respired breath. For this is the nature of rcspiration.
“’I'he fourth river is Euphrates.” ‘This they say, is the
mouth, which is the seat of prayer and the entrance of food,

which gladdens* and nourishes and characterizes® the p. %

spiritual perfect man. This, he says, is the water above
the firmament concerning which, he says, the Saviour
spake: “If thou knewest who it is- that asks thou would
have asked of him, and he would have given thee to drink
living rushing water.”® To this water, he says, comes every

1 The cornucopia: horn ot the goat (not bull)- Amalthea seems to
have been intended. I see no likeness between this and the passage in
Deut. xxxiii. 17, to which Macmahon refers it. ’

3 Gen. ii. 10. .

3 This and the three following quotations are from Gen. ii. 10-14
and follow the Septuagint version. S

¢ Play upon Euphrates and edgppalves, ** rejoices.”

. xapaxrypifer. ‘‘Stamps” would be more correct, but singularly
incongruous with water. '

¢ John iv. 10. No substantial dificrence from A.V,
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nature to choose its own substances,! and from this water
goes forth to every nature that which is proper to it, he
says, more (certainly) than iron to the magnet, gold to the
spine of the sea-falcon and husks to amber.® But if any-
one, he says, is blind from birth, and has not beheld the
true light which lightens every man who cometh into the
world,® let him recover his sight again through us, and
behold how as it were through some Paradise full of all
plants and seeds, the water flows among them. Let him
see, too, that from one and the same water the olive-tree
chooses and draws to itself oil, and the vine wine, and each
of the other plants (that which is) according to its kind.

But that Man, he says, is without honour in the world, - -

and much honoured [in heaven, being betrayed] by those
who know not to those who know him not, and accounted
like a drop which falleth from a vessel.# But we are, he
says, the spiritual who have chosen out of the living water,
the Euphrates flowing through the midst of Babylon, that
which is ours, entering in through the true gate which is
Jesus the blessed. And we alone of all men are Christians,
whom the mystery in the third gate has made perfect, and
have been anointed ® there with silent ointment from the
horn like David and not from the earthen vessel, he says,
like Saul,® who abodec with the evil spirit of fleshly desire.

10. These things, then, we have set forth as a few out of
many : for the undertakings of folly which are nonsensical -
and madlike are innumerable. But since we have expounded
to the best of our ability their unknowable gnosis, we have
thought it right to add this also. This psalm has - been
concocted by them, whereby they seem to hymn all the
mysteries .of their error thus : —7

1 obolas, but not in the theological sense.

% This simile, repeated often later, has been the chiel support of
Salmon and Stihchin’s forgery theory. Yct Clement of Alexandria
(Book V1I, c. 2, Stromaleis) also uscs it, and the turning of swords into
ploughshares and spears into pruning-hooks appears in Micah iv. 3, as
well as in Isaiah ii. 4, without arguing a common origin,

3 Jobn 1. 9. 4 Isa. xl. 15.

$ Play upon xpidueres, *‘anointed,” and xpioriavol.

¢ 1 Sam. x. 1; xvi 13, I4. )

? The hymn which follows is so corrupt that Schncidewin declared it
beyond hope of restoration. Miller shows that the original metre was
anapoestic, the number of feet diminishing regularly from 6 to 4  He
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The generic law of the universe was the primordial mind ;
But the second was the poured-forth light? of the First-born :
. And the third toiling soul received the Law as its portion.
Whence clothed in watery shape,

The loved onc subject to toil (and) death,

Now having lordship, she bcholds the light,

Now cast forth to piteous state, she weeps.

Now she weeps (and now) rejoices ;

Now luments (and now) is judged ;

Now is judged (and now) is dying.

Now no outlet is left or she wandering

The labyrinth of woes has entercd.?

But Jesus said : Father, behold !

A strife of woes upon Earth

From thy breath has fallen,

But she sceks to flee malignant chaos.

And knows not how to win through it,.

For this causc send me, O Father,

Ilolding scals I will go down,

Through entire ccons I will pass,

All mysteries 1 will disclose ;

The forms of the gods I will display ;

The sccrets of the holy way

Called Gnosis, I will d down.

These things the Naassencs attempt, calling themselves
Gnostics.3 But since the error is many-headed and truly

likens this to that of the hymns of Syncsius and the Zragopodacra of
Lucian.

1 Reading ¢dos for xdos. '

% This secms (o correspond with the Ophite description of Sophia or
the third Person of their Triad in Chaos. Cf. Irenicus, I, 28.

3 The source of this chapter on the Naasscnes is so far undiscover-
able. Contrary to his usual practice, Ilippolytus here mentions the
name of no heretical author as he does in the following chapters of this
Book. It is probable, therefore, that he may have taken down his
account of * X‘P-.nasscne” doctrines from the lips of sume convert, which
would account for the extreme wildness of the quotations and to the
incoherence with which he jumps about from one subject to another.
This would also account for the heresy here described being far more
Christian in tone than the other forms of Ophitism which follow it in
the text, and the quotations from Scripture, especially the N.T., being
more numcrous and on the whole more apposite than in the succeeding
chapters. The style, such as it is, is maintained throughout and its
continuity should perhaps forbid us to see in it a pluralily of authors.
Litile prominence 1n it is given to the Serpent which gives its name to
the sect, although it is here said that he is , and this seems to
point to the Naassene heing more familiar with the Western than with
the Eastern forms of Cybele-worship.

p- 15
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of diverse shape like the fabled Hydra, we, having struck
off its heads at one blow by refutation, (and) using the rod
of Truth, will utterly destroy the beast. For the remaining
hercsies differ little from this, they all being linked together
by one spirit of error. But since they by changing the
words and the names wish the heads of the serpent to be
many, we shall not thus fail to refute them thoroughly

as they will. -

2. Peratel

12. There is also indeed a certain other (heresy), the
Peratic, the biasphemy of whose (followers) against Christ
has for many years evaded (us). Whose secret mysteties -
it now secms fitting for us to bring into the open. They
suppose the cosmos to be one, divided into three parts.
But of this triple division, one part according to them is, as |
it were, a single principle like a great source 3 which may be

1 No mention of this sect is made by Irenxus or Epiphanius, and
Thceodoret’s statcments concerning it correspond so closely with those
of our text as (o make it certain either that they were drawn from it or
that both he and liippolytus drew from a common source. Yet
Clement of Alexandria knew of the Peratics (see Stromateis V1I, 16), and
Origen (cont. Cels. V1, 28) speaks of the Ophites generally as boasting
Euphrates as their founder. The name given to them in our text is
said by Clemcent (wés cit.) to be a place-name, and the betler opinion
seems o be that it means ¢ Mede” or one who lives on the further side -
of the LEuphrates, The main point of their doctrine scems to be the .
great prominence given in it to the Serpent, whom they call the Son,
and make an intermediate power between the Father of All and Matler,
In this they are perhaps following the lcad of some of the Grxeco-
Oriental worships like that of Sabazius, one of the many forms of Atis,
or that of Dionysos whose symbol was the serpent. The proof of their
doctrines, however, they sought for not, like the Naassencs, in the mystic
-rites, but in a kind of astral theology which looked for religious truths
in the grouping of the stars; and it was in rursuit of this that they
identified the Saviour Serpent with the constellation Draco. Yet they
were ostensibly Christians, being apparently perfectly willing to accept
the historical Christ as their great intermediary. Their attitude to
Judaism is morc difficult to grasp because, while they quoted freely
from the Old Testament, thcy apparently considered its God as an -
evil, or at all events, an unnecessarily harsh, power, in which they
anticipated Manes and probably Marcion. Had we more of their
writings we should probably find in them the embodiment of a good
deal of carly Babylonian tradition, to which most of these astrological

he:e::;rld great attention. -
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cut by the mind into boundless sections.  And the first and p. 1% l

chieflest section according to them is the triad and (the one
part of it)1 is called Perfect Good and Fatherly Greatness.?
But the sccond part of this triad of theirs is, as it were, a
certain boundless multitude of powers which have come
into being from themselves, while the third is (the world of)
form. And the first is unbegotten and is good; and the
sccond is good (and) self-begotten, while the third is be-
gotten.?  Whence they say expressly that there are three
Gods, threc Jogoi, thrce minds, and three men. For they
assign to each part of the world of the divided divisibility,
gods and Jogos and minds and men and the rest.  But they
say that from on high, from the unbegottenness and the first
section of the cosmos, when the cosmos had already been
brought to complction, there came down through causes
which we shall declare later 4 in the days of Herod a certain
triple-bodied and triple-powered ® man called Christ, con-
taining within Himsclf all the compounds ® and powers from

the three parts of the cosmos. And this, he says is the p. 18}

saying : “’I'he whole Pleroma was pleased to dwell within
Him bodily and the whole godhead” of the Triad thus
divided “is in Him.”? For, he says that thcre were
brought down from the two overlying worlds, (to wit) the

unbegotten and the self-begotten, unto this world in which

we are, seeds of all powers. But what is the manncr of
their descent we shall see Inter.® Then he says that Christ
was brought down from on high from the unbegottenness so

! 7 uev & pépos. Cruice thinks these words should Lo added here
instead of in thz description of the *great source” just above. Sce
Book X, 11, p. 481 énfra. .

2 Probably *¢ Great Father.” - :

3 This is catirely contradictory of Hippolytus’' own statement later ot
their doctrine that the universe consists o! Father, Son, and Matter.
Auroyerns, for which abroyérmroes is substituted a page later, is the

last cpithet to be applied to a son. Is it a mistake for uevoyérryros, -

*‘only begolten.”  For the threc worlds, sec the Naasscne author
nlso,Tp. 121 supra.

¢ The cause assigned a little Iater is the salvation of the ¢Aree worlds,
* Tpdivagios probably means with powers from all three worlds.
. The phrase is frequent in the Pistis Sophia.

¢ avyxpiuara, concrctiones, Cr. and Macmalion. It might mean
*decrees” and is used in the Septuagint version of Daniel for ** inter-
pretations ” of dreams,

T Coloss. i. 19, and ii. 9. " ¢ From the starry influences?
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that through His descent all the threefold divisions should
be saved. For the things, he says, brought down below
shall ascend through Him ; but those which take counsel
together against those brought down from above shall be
-banished and after they have been punished shall be rooted
out. This, he says, is the saying: “The Son of Man came
not into the world to destroy the world, but that the world
through Him might be saved.”! He calls * the world,” he
says, the two overlying portions, (to wit) the unbegotten
and the self-begotten. When the Scripture says: * Lest
ye be judged with the world,” 2 he says,"it means the third
part of the cosmos (to wit) that of form. For the third part

p- 188 which he calls the world must be destroyed, but the two
overlying ones preserved from destruction.?

13. Let us first learn, then, how they who have taken
this teaching from the astrologers insult Christ, working
destruction for those who follow them in such error. For
the astrologers, having declared the cosmos to be one,
divided it4 into the twelve fixed parts of the Zodiacal signs,
and call the cosmos of the fixed Zodiacal signs one un-
wandering world.. But the other, they say, is the world of
the planets alike in power and in position and in number
which exists as far as the Moon.® And that one world
receives from the other a certain power and communion,
and that things below partake of things above. But so

“that what is said shall be made plain, I will use in part the
very words of the astrologers,® recalling to the readers
what was said before in the place where we sct forth the
whole art of astrology. Their doctrines then are these:
From the emanation of the stars the geniturcs of things

1 Tohn ii. 17. ! 1. Cor. xi. 32.
ut sce n. 4 on last A)agc and text three sentences carlier.

4 It was not the world, but the Zodiac that the astrologers divided
into dodccatemorics.  Scc Bouché.-Leclercq, L'Astrologie Gr., passim.

® There must be some mistake here. The Elanct:\ry world, according
to the astronomy of the time, only began at the Moon.

¢ The words which follow, down to the end of this paragraph, with
the exccption of one scntence, are taken, not from the astrologers, but
from their opponent Sextus Empiricus. They correspond to pp. 339 ff.

_of the Leipzig edition of Sextus and the restorations from this arc

shown by round brackets. The whole passage doubtless once formed
the beginning of Book IV of our text, the opening words of which
they repeat. For the probable cause of this needless npetit.ion see the

lion, p. 20 supra,
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below are influenced. For the Chaldzans, scrutinizing
the heavens with great care, said that (the seven stars) p, 18
account for the active causes of everything which happens
to us; but that the degress of the Zodiacal circle work
with them. (Then they divide the Zodiacal circle into)
12 parts, and each Zodiacal sign into 3o degrees and
cach degree into 6o minutes ; for these they call the least
and - the undivided. And they call some of the
Zodiacal signs male and others female, some bicorporal
and others not, some tropical and others firm. Then
there are male or female according as they have a nature
co-operating in the begetting of males (or females).
Moved by which, I think! the Pythagoricians * call the
monad male, the dyad female, and the triad again male
and in like manner the rest of the odd and even numbers.
And-some dividing cach sign into dodecatemories cmploy
necarly the same plan. For example, in Aries they call the p. 190
first dodecatemory Aries and masculine, its second Taurus
and feminine, and its third Gemini and masculine, and so
on with the other parts. And they say that Gemini and
Sagittarius which stands opposite to it and Virgo and Pisces
are bicorporal signs, but the others not. And in like
manncr, those signs are tropical in which the Sun turns
. about and makes the turnings of the ambient, as, for
example, the sign Aries and its opposite Libra, Capricorn
and Cancer. For in Aries, the spring turning occurs, in
Capricorn the winter, in Cancer the summer and in Libra
the autumn. These things also and the system concerning
them we have briefly set forth in the book before this,
whence the lover of learning can learn how Euphrates the
Peratic and Celbes the Carystian, the founders of the
heresy, altering only the namcs, have really set down like
things, having also paid immoderate attention to the art.
For the astrologers also say that there arc “terms” of the p. 101,
stars in which they deem the ruling stars to have greater
- power. For example in some (they do evil), but in others
: - good, of which they call these malefic and those benefic.
N * And they say that (the Planets) behold one another and are
: in harmony with one another as they appcar in trinc (or
3 1 Sexlus’ comment, not Hippolg;t:}s".

3 The personal followers of agoras were called Pythagorics,
those who later gave a general assent to his doctrines Pythagoreans.
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square). Now the stars beholding onec another are figured
in trine when they have a spacc of three signs between
them, but in square if they have two. And as in the
man the lower parts suffer with the head and the head
suffers with the lower parts, thus do the things on earth

P- 192. with those above the Moon. But (yet) there 1s a certain
difference and want of sympathy between them since they
have not one and the same unity.

This alliance and difference of the stars, although a
Chaldxan (doctrine), those of whom we have spoken before
have taken as their own and have falsified the name of
truth, (For they) announce as the utterance of Christ a

- strife of aeons and a falling-away of good powers to the bad,
and proclaim reconciliations of good and wicked.! Then
they 1invoke Toparchs and Proastii,® making for themselves
also very many other names which are not obvious but

" systematize unsystematically the whole idea of the astrologers
about the stars, As they have thus laid the foundation of
an enormous error they shall be completely refuted by our
appropriate arrangement. For I shall set side by side with
the aforesaid Chaldaic art of the astrologers some of the
doctrines of the Peratics, from which comparison it will be

p- 193. understood how the wyords of the Peratics are avowedly those
of the astrologers, but not of Christ. .

14. It seems well then to use for comparison a certain
one of the books?® magnified by them wherein it is said:
“] am a voice of awaking from slecp in the aeon of the

1 An echo of a tradition which scems widespread in Asia. In the
Distis Sophia it is said that half the signs of the Zodiac rebelled against
the order to give up ‘‘ the purity of their light” and joined the wicked
Adamas, while the other halt remained faithful under the rule of
Jabraoth. Cf. Rev. xii. 7, and the Babylonian legend of the assault of
the seven cvil spirits on the Moon.

2 «Toparch” = rulerofaplace. Proastius, *‘ suburban,” ora dweller
in the environs of a town. It herc probably means the ruler of a part
of the heavens near or under the influence of a planet.

3 The bombastic phrases which follow sccm to have been much
*corrupted and to have been translated from some language other than
Greek. Nuardxpoos and d8ardxpoos are not, I think, met with clsewhere,
and the genders are much confused throughout the whole quotation,
Poseidon being made a female deity and Isis a male onc, The more
outlandish pames have some likcness to the ¢ Munichunphot," “Chre
waor,” etc., of the Pistis Sophia. There seems some logical connectic
between the name of the powers and those born under them, the love

being assigned to Eros, u_;d 30 op,
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* night, (and) now I begin to lay barc the power from Chaos.
The power is the mud of the abyss, which raises the mirc
of the imperishable watcry void, the whole power of the
convulsion, pale as water, ever-moving, bearing with it the
stationary, holding back those that tremble, setting free
those that approach, relieving those that sigh, bringing
down those that increase, a faithful steward of the traces of
the winds, taking advantage of the things thrown up by the
twelve eyes of the Law,! showing a seal to the power which p. 194
arranges by itself the onrushing unseen water which is called
Thalassa.?  Ignorance has called this power Kronos guardcd
with chains since he bound together the maze of the dense
and cloudy and unknown and dark Tartarus. There are
born after the image of this (power) Cepheus, Prometheus,
Iapetus.®* (The) power to whom Thalassa is entrusted is
‘masculo-feminine, who traces back the hissing (water) from
the twelve mouths of the twelve pipes and after preparing
distributes it. (This power) is small and reduces the bois-
tcrous restraining rising (of the sea) and seals up the ways
of her paths, so that nothing should declare war or suffer
change. The Typhonic daughter of this (power) is the faithful
guard of all sorts of waters. Her nameis Chorzar. Ignorance
calls her Poseidon, after whose likeness came Glaucus,
Melicertes, 16,4 Ncbroé. He that is encircled with the 12-
angled pyramid® and darkens the gate into the pyramid
with divers colours and perfects the whole blackness *—this p. 19s.
one is called Core? whose 5 ministers are: first Ou, 2nd

T
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1 Cruice points out that ‘“eyes” are here probably written for
““wells,” the Ilebrew for both being the same, and refers us to the
twelve wells of Elim in Exod. xv. 27.

* Schneidewin here quotes from- Berossos the well-known passage
ahout the woman Omoroca, Thalatth, or Thalzssa, who presided over
the chaos of waters and its monstrous inhabitants. See Cory’s Ancient
Fragments, p. 25. The name has been generally taken to cover that
of Tiamat whom Bel-Merodach defeatedg.c See Rogers, Aeligion of
Babylonia and Assyria, p. 107.

¥ All Titans, like Kronos himself.

¢ Macmahon reads here Ino, but this name appears later. .

% There is some confusion here. ‘The Platonists, following Philolaos,
attributed singular properties to the twelve-angled figure made out of
pentagons and dcclared it to have been the model after which the
. Zodiac was made. ’

e $ vuxrdxpoos. It secms to be a translation of the Latin nocticolor.
N ! So the Codex. Schneidewin and Cruice would read Kpéves, but
X that name has already occurred.

Ve
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Aoai, 3rd Oud, 4th Oudab, sth . . . Other faithful stewards
there arc of his toparchy of day and night who rest in their
authority. Ignorance has called them the wandering stars
on which hangs perishable birth. Steward of the rising of
the wind ! is Carphasemocheir (and second) Eccabaccara, but
ignorance calls these Curetes. (The) third ruler of the

. winds is Ariel ? after whosc image came A‘olus (and) Briares.

P- 196.

And ruler of the 12-houred night (is) Soclas® whom ignor-
ance has called Osiris. After his likeness there werc born
Admetus, Medca, Hellen, Aethusa. Ruler of the 12-houred
day-time is Euno. He is steward of the rising of the first-
blessed 4 and therial (goddess) whom ignorance calls Isis.
The sign of this (ruler) is the Dogstar® after whose image
were . born Ptolemy son of Arsinoé, Didyme, Cleopatra,
Olympias. (The) right hand power of God is she whom
ignorance calls Rhea, after whose image were born Attis,
Mygdon,® Oenone. The left-hand power has authority over
nurture whom ignorance calis Demeter. Her name is Bena.
After the likeness of this (god) were born Celeus, Tripto-
lemus, Misyr,?. Praxidice. (The) right-hand power has
authority over seasons. Ignorance calls this (zod) Mena
after whose image werc born, Bumegas,® Ostanes, Hermes -
Trismegistus, Curites, Zodarion, Petosiris, Berosos, Astram-
psychos, Zoroaster. (The) left-hand power of fire. Ignor-
ance calls him Hephwmstus after whose image were born
Erichthonius, Achilleus, Capaneus, Phathon, Meleager,

1 Ilerc again Schineidewin would read &oréyos, *‘star ' ; but the next
sentence makes it plain that it is the wind which is meant,
3 Aricl is in one of the later documents of the Pistis Sophia made

- one of the torturers in hell.

3 Probably Saclan or Asaqlan whom the Manicheans made the
Son of the King of Darkness and the husband of the Nebrod or Nebroe
mentioned above.

¢ wpwroxaudpov. Macmahon translates it the *“star Prolocamarus,”
for which I can see no authority. It seems to me to be an inversion of
wparropaxdpos, ** first-blcst,” very likely to happen in turning a Semitic
language into Greek and back again.

. ® The dogstar, Sothis, or Sirius, was identified with Isis.

¢ Mipdwr. In a magic spell, Pluto, who has many analogics with
Attis, is saluted as * Iuesemigadon,” perhaps * Hye, Cye, Mygdon.”
Ias this Mygdon any analogy with amygdalon the almond ?

¥ Qy. Mise, the hermaphrodite Dionysos ?

® Bowuéyms, “‘great ox”? All the other .names which follow are
those of magicians or diviners, . L
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. Tydeus, Enceladus, Raphacl, Suriel,) Omphale. Three

middle powers suspended in air (are) causes of birth.
Ignorance calls them Fates, after whose image were born
(the) house of Priam, (the) house of Laius, Ino, Autonog,
‘Agave, Athamas, Procne (the) Danaids, the Dleliades. A
masculo-feminine power there is ever childlike, who grows
not old, (the) cause of beauty, of pleasure, of prime, of
yearning, of desire, whom ignorance calls Eros, after whose

image were born Paris, Narcissus, Ganymede, Jndymion, p. 197.

Tithonus, Icarius, Leda, Amymoné, Thetis, (the) Hesperides,
Jason, Leander, Hero.” These are the Proastii up to Aether.
For thus he inscribes the book.

15. The heresy of the Peratee, it has been made easily
apparent to all, has been adapted from the (art) of the
asirologers with a change of names alone. And their other
books include the same -method, if any one cared to go
through them. For, as I have said, they think the un-
begotten and overlying things to be the causes of birth of
the begotten, and that our world, which they call that of
form, came into being by emanation, and that all those¢ stars
together which are beheld in the heaven become the ¢auses
of birth in this world, they changing their names as is to be
seen from a comparison of the ’roastii. And secondly after
the same fashion indeed, as they say that the world came
into being from the emanation of her 2 on high, thus they say
that things here have their birth and death and are governed

by the emanation from the stars. Since then the astrologers p. 19%

know the Ascendant and Midheaven and the Descendant
and the Anti-meridian, and as the stars sometimes move
differently from the perpetual turning of the universe, and
at other times there are other succeedents to the cardinal
point and (other) cadents from the cardinal points, (the
Peratxe) treating the ordinance of the astrologers as an
allegory, picture the cardinal points as it were God and
monad and lord of all generation, and the succeedent as the
left hand and the cadent the right. When therefore any
one reading their writings finds a power spoken of by them
as right or left, let him refer to the centre, the succeedent

! Two of the seven "*angels of the presence.” Their appearance in
a list mainly of Greek heroes is inexplicable. :

H'. ;i';'r dvw, DPerhaps we should insert 3urduews, ‘‘the Power on
igh. : ’
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and the cadent, and he will clearly perceive that their whole
system of practice has been established on astrological
" teaching.

16. But they call themselves Peratze, thinking that nothing
which has its foundations in generation can escape the fatc
determined from- birth for the begotten. For if anything,
he says, is begotten it also perishes wholly, as it seemed also

P- 199 to the Sibyl.! But, he says, we alone who know the com-
pulsion of birth and the paths whereby man enters into the
world and havce been carefully instructed—wc alone can pass
through ? and cscape destruction. But water, he says, is
destruction, and never, he says, did the world perish quicker
than by water. But the water which rolls around the
Proastii is, they say, Kronos. TFor such a power, he says,
is of the colour of water and this power, that is Kronos,
none of those who have been- founded in generation can
escape. For Kronos is set as a cause over cvery birth so
that it shall be subject to destruction® and no birth could
occur in which Kronos is not an impediment. This, he
says is what the poets say and the gods (themselves) also

fear :— .

Let carth be witness thereto and wide hecaven above

And the water of Styx that flows Lelow.

The greatest of vaths and most terrible to the blessed gods,—
(llomer, Odyssey, vv. 184 11.)

But not only do the poets say this, he says, but also the
wisest of the Greeks, whereof Heraclitus is one, who says,
p. 200. “ For water becomes death to souls.” 4

This death (the Peratic) says seizes the Egyptians in the

" Red Sea with their chariots. And all the ignorant, he says,

are’ Egyptians and this he says is the going out from Igypt

(that is) from the body. For they think the body little
Egypt (and) that it crosses over the Red Sea, that is, the

water of destruction which is Kronos, and that it is beyond

the Red Sea, that is birth, and comes into the desert, that is,

! See Sibyll. Orac., 1II. But the Sibyl says the exact opposite.
Cf. Charles, Apocrypha and Psuedepigrapha of the 0.7, 11, 377. -
8 wepisas. The derivation is too much even for Theodoret, who says
: lhlre:l l:lé name of the sect is taken from ‘** Euphratcs the Peratic” (or
e). N
3 So modern astrologers make him the *‘ greater malefic.”
¢ A fragment from Heraclitus according to Schleiermac -

~
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outside generation where are together the gods of destruction

. and the god of salvation. But the gods of destruction, he

says, are the stars which bring upon those coming into
being the necessity of mutable generation. These, he said,
Moses called the serpents of the descrt which bite and cause
to perish those who think they have crossed the Red Sea.
Therefore, he says, to those sons of Israel who were bitten
in the desert, Moscs displayed the true and perfect serpent,

- those who believed on which were not bitten in the desert,
that is, by the Powers. None then, he says, can save and p, zo1.

sct [rce those brought forth from the land of Egypt, that is,
from the body and from this world, save only the perfect
serpent, the full of the full.! He who hopes on this, he
says, is not destroyed. by the serpents of the desert, that is, by
the gods of generation. It is written, he says, in a book of
Moscs.2  This scrpent, he says, is the Power which followec

Moses, the rod which was turned into a serpent. And the

serpents of the magicians who withstood the power of Moses
in Lgypt werc the gods of destruction ; but the rod of Moses
overthrew them all and caused them to perish.

This universal scrpent, he says, is the wise word of Eve.
This, he says, is the mystery of Edem, this the river flowing
out of Edcm, this the mark which was set on Cain so that
all that found him should not kill him. This, he says, is
(that) Cain whose sacrifice was not accepted by the god
of this world ; but he accepted the bloody sacrifice of Abel,
for the lord of this world delights in blood.? He itis, he
says, who in the last days appearcd in man’s shape in the

time of Herod, born after the image of Joseph who was p. 202

sold from the hand of his brethren and to whom alone
belonged the coat of many colours. This, he says, is he
after the image of Esau whose garment was blessed when
he was not present, who'did not reccive, he says, the blind
man’s blessing, but became rich elsewhere taking nothing
from the blind one, whosc face Jacob saw as a man might

! So the Pistis Sophia speaks repeatedly of *“the Pleroma of all

Dieromas.”

* Many magical Looks bore the name of Moses. See Forerummers,

11, 46, and n. .
? Is this why one Ophitc sect was called the Cainites? The

“hostility here shown to the God of the Jews is common to many other

sects such as that of Saturninus, of Marcion and later of Manes. CI.
Forerunners, 11, under these names.

VOL. i. L

[ ——————

e ——— — o —————p—. |~ <.



156 PHILOSOPHUMENA

see the face of God. Concerning whom he says, it is
written that: “Nebrod was a giant hunting before the
Lord.”! There are, he says, as many counterparts of him as
there were serpents seen in the desert biting the sons of
Israel, from which that perfect one that Moses set up
delivered those that were bitten. ~This, he says, is the
saying: * And as Moses lifted up the serpent in the desert,
so must the Son of Man be lifted up.” 2 After his likeness
was the brazen serpent in the desert which Moses sct up. .
The similitude of this alone is always seen in the heaven
in light. This he says is the mighty beginning about which
it is written. About this he says is the saying: “In the
beginning was the Word and the Word was with God and

7. 203. the Word was God. He was in the begmmng with God.

All things were made by Him and without Him nothing
was. That which was in Him was life.”3 And in Him, he
says, Eve came into being (and) Eve is life. She, he says
is Eve, mother of all living 4 (the) nature common (to all),
that is, to gods, angels, immortals, mortals, irrational beings,
and rational ones; for, he says, “to all” speaking collect-

. ively. And if the eyes of any are blessed, he says, he will

see when he looks upward to heaven the fair image of the .
serpent in the great summit ® of heaven turning about and

. becoming the source of all movement of all present thmgs.

And (the beholder) will know that without Him there is
nothing framed of heavenly or of earthly things or of things
below the earth— neither night, nor moon, nor fruits, nor

.generation, nor wealth, nor wayfaring, nor generally is there

anything of things which are that He does not point out.
In this, he says, is the great wonder beheld .in the heavens
by those who can see.

For against this summit (that is) the head which is the
most difficult of all things to be beheved by those who
know it not,

¢ The setting and rising mingle with one another Y
(Aratus, Phain., v. 62.;

! Gen. x. 9. - Nimrod, who is sometimes identified with the hero.
Gilgames, plays a large part in all this Eastem tradmon.

$ John iii. 13, 14. 1bid.,

¢ For this identification of Eve with the Mother of Life or Great
Goddess of Asia, sce Forerunners, 11, 300, and n.

.8 hp-r Cruice and Macmahon both read lpxﬁ, ““beginning,” but
see ravry v dxpar later.
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This it is concerning which ignorance speaks : —

*The Dragon winds, great wonder of dread porlenl.”(—MM.’ v 46)
and on either side of him Corona and Lyra are ranged
and above, by the very top of his head, a pitcous man, the
Knecler, is scen .

¢ Holding the sole of the right foot of winding Draco.”—

(74id., v. 70.)

And in the tear of the Knecler is the imperfect serpent
grasped with both hands by Ophiuchus and prevented
from touching the Crown lying by the Perfect Serpent.!

17. This is the variegated wisdom of the Peratic heresy,
which is difficult to describe completely, it being so

tangled through having been framed from the art of

astrology. So far as it was possible, therefore, we have set
forth all its force in few words. But.in order to expound
their whole mind in epitome we think it right to add this :
According to them the universe is Father, Son and Matter.®
Of these three cvery one contains within himself boundless
powers. Now midway between Matter and the Father sits
the Son, the Word, the Serpent, ever moving himself
towards the immoveable Father and towards Matter (which
itsclf) is moved. And sometimes he turns himself towards
the FFather and receives the powers in-his own person,® and

P- 205.

when he has thus received them he turns towards Matter; -

and Matter being without quality and formless takes pattern
from the forms* which the Son has taken as patterns from
the Father. But the Son takes pattern from the Father
unspeakably and silently and unchangeably, that is, as
Moses says the colours of the (sheep) that longed,® flowed
from the rods set up in the drinking-places. In such a way

1 All this is, of course, quite different to the meaning assigned to
these stars by the unnammed heretics of Book IV. .

* If we could be sure that 1lippolytus was here summarizing fairly
Ophite doctrines, it would appear that the Ophites rejected the
Platonic theory that matter was essentially evil. What is here said
presents a curious likeness to Sioic doctrines of the universe, as of

man’s being. Hippolytus, however, never un:toil I. Stoic author and

seems Lhroughout to ignore Stoicism save in

3 wpbownor. The word used to denote the ** character” or part s
& person on the stage. ~

¢ I8ém. - So throughout this passage, ¢ Gen. xxx. 37 fI.

Go 8lc
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also did the powers flow from the Son to Matter according
to the yearning of the power which (flowed) from the rods
upon the things conceived. But the difference and unlike-
ness of the colours which flowed from the rods through
the waters into the sheep is, he says, the difference of
corruptible and incorruptible birth. Or rather, as a painter
while taking nothing from the animals (he paints), yct

. transfers with his pencil to the drawing-tablet all their forms,

thus the Son by his own power transfers to Matter the

p. 206. types ! of the Father. - All things that are here are therefore

F- 207

the Father's types and nothing else. For if any one, he says
has strength enough to comprehend- from the things here
that he is a type from the Father on high transferred hither
and made into a body, as in the conception from the rod, .
he becomes white,? (and) wholly of one substance® with the
Father who is in the heavens, and returns thither. But if
he does not light upon -this doctrine, nor discover the
nccessity of birth, like an abortion brought forth in a night
he perishes in a night. Therefore, says he, when the
Saviour speaks of “Your Father who is in heaven”* He
means him from whom the Son takes the types and transfers
them hither. And when He says “ Your father is a
manslayer from the beginning ”* he means the Ruler and
Fashioner of Matter who receiving the types distributed by
the Son has produced children herc. Who is a manslayer
from the beginning because his work makes for corruption
and death.® - None therefore, he says, can' be saved nor
return (on high) save by the Son who is the Scrpent. For
as he brought from on high the Father’s types, so he again

. “carries up from here those of them who have been awakened

and have become types of the Father, transferring them
thither from here as hypostatized from the Unhypostatized ?
One. This, he says, is the saying “I am the Door.” But
he transfers them, he says (as the light of vision)® to those

! xapaxrijpes. Seen. onp 143 supra.

* Not ** ring-straked” like Jacob's shecp. opooécu:.

4 Matt. vii. 11, Note the change of *“Your ” for * Our.”

§ John viii. 44.

¢ Here again he dwells ‘upon the supposed evil nature of the
Demiurge.

7 Or as Macmahon translates, * the substantial from the Unsub-
stantial one.”

® A lacuna in the text is thus filled by Cruice,
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whose eyelids are closed, as the naphtha draws everywhere
the fire to itsclf—or rather as the magnet the iron but
nothing clse, or as the sca-hawk’s spine the gold but nothing
else, or as again (as) the chafl is drawn by the amber.!  Thus,
he says, the perfect and consubstantial race which has been

made the ilmage? (of the Father) bat nought else is again

led from the world by the Serpent, just as it was sent down
here by him. .
For the proof of this they bring forward the anatomy of
the brain, likening the cercbrum to the Father from its
immobility, and the cercbellum to the Son from its being
moved and existing in serpent form. Which (last) they

imagine ineffably and without giving any sign to attract p. 208.

through the pincal -gland the spiritual and life-giving
substance emanating from the Blessed One.®  Receiving
which the cerebellum, as the Son silently transfers the
forms to Matter, spreads abroad the seeds and genera of
things born after the flesh, to the spinal marrow. By the
use of this simile, they scem to mtroduce cleverly their
ineffable mysteries handed down in silence which it is not
lawful for us to utter. Ncvertheless they will casily be
“comprchended from what I have said.

18. But since I think I have sct forth clearly the Peratic
heresy and by many words have made plain what had
escaped (notice), and since it has mixed up everything with
everything concealing its own peculiar poison, it secms right
to procecd no further with the charge, the opinions laid
down by them being sufticient accusation against them.4

1 Again this simile is not necessarily by the Peratic author, but scems
t2 be introduced by Hippolytus. For the supposed conduct of naphtha
in the presence of fire, see Plutarch, vi2 Adlex. .

2 dewoviouévor. A dillerent metaphor from the ““typc.” We
shall mect with this one frequently in the work attributed to Simon
Magus,

3 The text has éc xapaplov. IHere Schneidewin agrees that the
proper reading is uaxaplov, there being no reason why any *¢ life-giving
substance "’ should cxist in the brain-pan. lle thus confirms the
reading in n. on p. 152 supra. '

4 This chapter on the Peratxe is evidently drawn from more sources
than one. The author’s first statement of their doctrines, which occupics
PP. 146-149 supra, represcnts probably hie first impression of them
and contains at least onc glaring contradiction, duly noted in its
place. Then comesa long extract from Sextus Empiricus which is to all
appearance a repetition of the earliest part of Book 1V, only pardonable
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3. The Sethians.
p-209. 19. Let us see then what the Sethians say.! They are

if it be allowed that the present Book was delivered in lecture form.
There follows a quotation longer and more sustained than any other in
the whole work from a Peratic book which he says was called Proastii,
with a bomhastic prelude much resembling the language of Simon
Magus’ Great Announcement in Book VI, followed by a catalogue
of starry * influences * which reads much as if it were taken from some
astrological manual. There follows in its turn a dissertation on the
Ophitc Scrpent showing how this object of their adoration, identified
with the Brazen Serpent of Exodus, was made to prefigure or typily in
the most incongruous many per ges in the Old and New
Testaments, including Christ Himself. After this he announces an
*¢ cpitome ** of the Peratic doctrine which turns out to be perfectly
different from anything before said, divides the universe, which he
has previously said the Peratics divided into unbegotten, self-begotten
and begotten, into a new triad of Father, Son (¢.c. Serpent), and Matter,
and gives a fairly consistent statement of Lhe Peratic scheme of salvation
Iased on this hypothesis. One can only suppose here that this last

" is an afterthought added when revising the book and inspired by some
fresh evidence of Peratic belicfs probably coloured by Stoic or

- Marcionitc doctrine. In thosc parts of the chapter which appear to
have been taken from genuinely Peratic sources, the reference to
some Western Asiatic tradition concerning cosmogony and the proto-
plasts and differing considerably from the narrative of Genesis, is
plainly apparent. .

1 This chapter is the most difficult of the whole book to account for,
with the doubtful exception of the much later one on the Docetre. A
sect of Scthians is mentioned by Ircnicus, who does not attempt to
separate their doctrines from those of the Ophites. Pseudo-Tertullian
in his tractate Agasnst A/l Heresizs also connects with the Ophites a -
sect called Scthites or Sethoites, the main dogma he attributes to them
being an attempt to identify Christ with the Scth of Genesis. Epiph-
anius follows this last authog in this identification and calls them
Sethians, but does not expressly connect them with the Ophites, makes
them an Egyptian sect, and does not attribute to them serpent-worship.
The sectaries of this chapter are called in the rubric Sithiani, altered
to Scthiani in the Summary of Book X, and the name is not necessarily
connccted with that of the Patriarch. In the Bruce Papyrus, a Power,
good but subordinate to the Supreme God, is mentioned, called * the
Sitheus,” which may possibly, by analogy with the late-Egyptian Si-
Osiris and Si-Ammon, be construed ** Son of God.” Of their doctrines
little can bhe made from Hippolytus’ brief but confused description.
Their division of the cosmos into three parts does not seem to differ
much from that of the Perate, although they make a sharper distinction

, than this last between the world of light and that of darkness, which
has led Salmon (D.C. 8. s.v., Ophites) to conjecture for them a Zoro-
astrian origin. This is unlikely, and more attention is due to Hippo-
Iytus’ own statement that they derived their doctrines from Musseus,
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of opinion! that there are three definite principles of the
universals, and that each of the principles contains bound-
less powers. But what they mean by powers let him judge
who hears them speak thus: Everything which you under-
stand by your mind or which you pass by unthought of,
is formed by nature to become each of these principles, as
in the soul of man every art which is taught. Forexample,
he says, that a boy will become a piper if he spend some time
with a piper, or a geomctrician if he does so with a geome-

" trician, or a grammarian with a grammarian, or a carpenter

with a carpenter, and to one in close contact with other
trades it will happen in the same way. But the substance
of the principles, he says, are light and darkness; and
between them there is uncontaminated spirit. But the
spirit which is set bétween the darkness below and the light
on high, is not breath like a gust of wind or some little

breeze which can be perceived, but resembles some faint p. 210

perfume of balsam or of incense artificially compounded, as
a power penetrating by force of a fragrance inconceivable
and better than can be said in speech. But since the light
is above and the darkness below and the spirit as has been
said between them, the light naturally shines like a ray of
the sun on high on the underlying darkness, and again the

Linus, and Orpheus. In Forerynners it is sought to show that the
Orphic teaching was onc of the' foundations on which the fabric of
Gnosticism was rcared, and the image of the earth as a matrix was
certainly familiar to the Grecks, who made Delpbi its suparés or
navel. Hence the imagery of the text, offensive as it is to our ideas,
would not have been so to them, and Epiphanius (Heer., XXXVIII, p.
510, Ochl.) knew of several writings, xard s “Torépas, or the Womb,
which he says the sister sect of Cainites called thc maker of heaven and

- earth. In this case, we necd not take the story in the text about the
. generation by the bad or good serpent as necessarily referring to the In-

carnation. One of the scenes in the Mysteries of Attis-Sabazius, and
pethaps of those of Eleusis also, 'seems to have shown the seduction by
Zcus n serpent-form of his virgin daughter Persephone and the birth
therefrom of the Saviour Dionysos who was but his (ather re-born.  This
story of the fecundation of the earth-goddess by a higher power in serpent
shape scems to have been present in all the religions of Western Asia, and
was therefore extremely likely to be caught hold of by an early form of
Gnosticism. In no ‘other respect does this so-called ** Sethiamn ™
heresy scem to have anything in common with Christianity, and it may
therefore represent a pre-Christian form of Ophitism, TL serpent in
it is, perhaps, neither bad nor good.
1 vedreis Joxdi, ‘it seems to them,”
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fragrance of the spirit having the middle place spreads
abroad and is borne in all directions, as we observe the
fragrance of the incense burnt in the fire carried everywhere.
And such being the power of the triply divided, the power
of the spirit and of the light together is in the darkness
which is ranged below them. But the darkness is a fearful
water, into which the light with the spirit is drawn down
and transformed into such a nature (as the water).! And
the darkness is not witless, but prudent complctely, and
knows that if the light be taken from the darkness,
the darkness remains desolate, viewless, without light,
powerless, idle, and strengthless.  Wherefore with all its

sense and wit it is forced to detain within itself the brilliance - -- -

and spark of the light with the fragrance of the spirit.. And
an image of their nature is to be seen in the face of man,
(to wit) the-pupil of the eye dark from the underlying fluids,
{and) lighted up by (the) spirit. As then the darkness secks
after the brilliance, that it may hold the spark as a slave
and may see, so do the light and the spirit seek after their
own power, and make haste to raise up and take back to
themselves their powers which have been mingled with the
underlying dark and fearful water.? But all the powers of
the three principles being everywhere boundless in number
are each of them wise and understanding as regards its own
substance, and the countless multitudc of them being wise
and understanding, whenever they remain by themselves
arc all at rest. DBut if one power draws near to another,
the unlikeness of (the things in) juxtaposition effects a
certain movement and activity formed from the movement,
by the coming together and juxtaposition of the meeting
powers. For the coming together of the powers comes
to pass like some impression of a seal struck by close
conjunction for the sealing of the substances brought up (to
it)? Since then the powers of the three principles are
boundless in number and the conjunctions of the boundless
powcers (also) boundless, there must needs be produced

3 Cruice and Macmahon both translate this * into the same nature
with the spirit.”

# This anxiety of the higher powers to redeem from matter darkness
or chaos, the scintilla of their own being which has slipped into it, is
the theme of all Gnosticism from the Ophites to the Pistis Sophia and
the Manichaxean writings.  See Forerunners, 11, passim, : .

3 Or *“the substapces brought up to the sealer.”
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unages of boundless seals. Now thesc images arc the
forms ! of the different animals. .

From the first great conjunction then of the three
principles came into being a certain great form of a seal,
(to wit) heaven and carth. And heaven and earth are
planncd very like a matrix having the navel ? in thc midst.
And if, he says, one wishes to have this design under his
eyes, let him examine with skill the pregnant womb of any
animal he pleases, and he will discover the type of hcaven
and carth and of all those things betwecn which lic un-
changeably below. And the appearance of heaven and
earth became by the first conjunction such as to be like a
womb. But again between heaven and earth boundless
conjunctions of powers have occurred. And each con-
junction wrought and stamped 3 nothing else than a seal of
heaven and carth like a womb. But within this (the earth) p. 213
there grew from the boundless seals boundless multitudes
of diffcrent animals. And into all this infinity which is
under heaven there was scattered and distributed among the
different animals, together with the light, the fragrance of the
spirit from on high. :L

‘T'hen there came into being from the water the first-
principle (to wit) a wind violent and turbulent and the
cause of all gencration. TFor making some agitation in
the waters it raises waves in them. DBut the motion of the
waves as if it were some impregnating impulse is a be-
ginning of generation of man or beast when it is driven
onward swollen by the impulse of the spirit. But when
this wave has been raised from the water and made preg-
nant in the natural way, and has received within itself the
feminine power of reproduction, it retains the light scattered
from on high together with the fragrance of the spirit—that
is mind given shape in the different 'pecws 8 Which p. 214.
(mind) is a perfect God, who is brought down from the
unbegotten light on high and from the spirit into man’s ~
nature as into a temple, by the force of nature n.nd the -

1 j3¢ar.  And so throughout.

t Schneidewin, Cruice, and Macmahon would here and clsewhere
read 6 gaArds.  But sce the next sentence about pregnancy.

3 1E¢7wmnv, ““struck ofl.”

pwréyoves. Theothers were *“ unbegotien ” like the highest world

of thc Peratze and Naassencs,
% (fBearr.
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movement of the wind. It has been engendered from the
water (and) commingled and mixed with the bodies as if it
were (the) salt of the things which are and a light of the dark-
ness struggling to be freed from the bodies and not able to
find deliverance and its way out. For some smallest spark
from the light (has been mingled) with the fragrance from
above (i. e. from the spirit), like a ray (making composition
of things dissolved and) solution of things compounded as,
he says, is said in a psalm.! Therefore every thought and
care of the light on high is how and in what way the mind
may be set free from the death of the wicked and dark
body (and) from the Father of that which is below, who

is the wind which raised the wavesin agitation and disorder- - -

P- 315. and has begotten Nous his own perfect son, not being his

~

own (son) as to substance.? For he was a ray from on
high from that perfect light overpowered in the dark and
fearful bitter and polhited water, which (ray) is the shining
spirit borne above the water. When then the waves (raised
from the) waters [have reccived within themselves the
feminine power of reproduction, they detain in3] the
different species, like some womb, (the light) scattered
(from on high), (with the fragrance of the spirit) as is seen
in all animals.

But the wind at once violent and turbulent is borne
along like the hissing of a serpent. First then from the
wind, that is from the scrpent, came the principle of
generation in the way aforesaid,* all things having received
the principle of generation at the same time. When then
the light and the spirit were received into the unpurified

p. 216, and much suffering disordered womb, the serpent, the wind

of the darkness, the first-born of the waters entering in,
begets man, and the unpurified womb neither loves nor
recognizes any other form (but the serpent’s).® Then the

! Is this Ps. xxix. 2, 10 already quoted by the Naassene author? Cf.
p. 133 swpra. : ’

® This idea of a divine son superior to his father is common to the
whole Orphic cosmogony and lcads to the dethroning of Uranus by

" Kronos, Kronos by Zeus and finally of Zeus by Dionysos. It is met

with again in Basilides (sec Book VII infra).

* A lacuna here which Cruice thus fills. )

¢ This has not heen previously described.  Is the narrative of the Fall
alluded to?

8 Cruice and Macmahon would transiate * any other than man’s.”
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perfect Word of the light on high, having been made like
the beast, the serpent, entered into the unpurified womb,
beguiling it by its likeness to the beast, so that it might
loose the bands which encircle the Perfect Mind which was
begotten in the impurity of the womb by the first-born of
the water, (to wit) the serpent, the beast. This, he says,
' is the form of the slave! and this the need for the descent
of the Word of God into the womb of a Virgin. But it is
not enough, he says, that the Perfect Man, the Word, has
entered into the womb of a virgin and has loosed the pangs
which were in that darkncss. But in truth after entering
into the foul mysteries of the womb, He was washed 2 and
- drank of the cup of living bubbling water, which he must
nceds drink who was about to do off the slave-like form
and do on a heavenly garment.

20. This is what the champions of the Sethianian doctrines p. 217.

say, to put it shortly. But their systcm is made up of
sayings by physicists and of words spoken in respect of
other matters, which they transfer to their own system and
explain as we have said. And they say that Moses also

supported their theory when he said * Darkness, gloom

and whirlwind.” ‘These, he says, are the thrce words. Or
" when he says that there were three born in Paradise, Adam,
Eve (and the) Serpent; or when he says three (others),
Cain, Abel (and) Scth; and yet again three, Shem, 1{am
(and) Japhet; or when he speaks of threc patriarchs,
Abraham, Isaac, (and) Jacob; or when he says that there
existed three days before the Sun and Moon; or when he
says that there are three laws (the) prohibitive, (the) per-
missive and the punitive. And a prohibitive law is: *“From
every tree in Paradise thou mayest eat the fruit, but of the
tree of knowledge of good and evil, eat not.” But in this
saying: “Go forth from thine own. land, and from thy
kindred and (thou shalt come) hither into a land which I
sshall show thee.” This law he says is permissive for he who
chooses may go forth and he who chooses may remain.
But the law is punitive which says “ Thou shalt not commit

1 Phil. ii. 7. The only quotation from the N.T. other than that from
Matt. uscd by the Scthians, if it be not, as I believe it is, the inter-
polation of Hippolvus.‘ ’

2 awerodoare. Yet it may refer to baptism which preceded initiation

_in nearly all the secret rites of the Pagan gods. Cf. Fererunners, |, c. a.
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adultery, thou shalt not steal, thou shalt not murder ”—for
to cach of these sins there is a penalty. N

p- 218 But the whole teaching of their system is taken from
the ancient theologists Musaeus, Linus and he who most
especially makes known the initiations and mysteries (to
wit), Orpheus. For their discourse about the womb is also
that of Orpheus; and the phallus, which is virility, is thus
explicitly mentioned in the Bacchica of Orpheus.®  And thesc
things were made the subject of initiation and were handed
down to men, before the initiatory rite of Celeus, Triptolemus,
Demeter, Core and Dionysos in I’leusis, at Phlium in Attica.
For earlier than the LElcusinian Mysteries are the sccret rites
of the so-called Great (Mother) in Phlium. For there is in
that (town). a porch, and on the porch to this day is en-’
graved the representation of all the words spoken (in them).

P- 219. Many things are engraved on that porch concerning which
Plutarch also makes discourse in his ten books against
Empedocles.  And on the doors is engraved a certain old
man grey-haired, winged, having his pudendum stretched
forth, pursuing a flecing woman of a blue colour. And
there is written over the old man “ PPhaos ruentes ” and over
the woman *erccphicola.” But “phaos ruentes” seems
to be the light according to the thecory of the Sethians
and the “phicola” the dark water, while between them is .
at an interval the harmony of the spirit. And the name of
“ Phaos ruentes ” denotes the rushing below of the light as
they say from on high. So that we may reasonably say
that the Sethians celebrate among themselves (rites) in
some degree akin to the Phliasian Mysteries of the Great
(Mother).2 And to the triple division of things the poet
scems to bear witness when he says :—

! The whole of this paragraph reads like an interpolation, or rather
as somcthing which had got out of its place. The statement about
the physicists is directly at variance with the opening of the next which
attributes the Scthiah teaching to the Orphics. The triads he quotes
are all of threce *‘good” powers and thercfore would belong much
more appropriately to the system of the Perate.  The quotation from
Decut. iv. 11, he attributes to several other heresiarchs.

2 The codex has sunaAds for & parrds which is Schncidewin’s emenda-

tion. No book attributed to Orpheus called **Bacchica” has come
down to us, but the Rape of Persephonc was a favourite theme with
Orphic poets.  Cf. Abel’s Orphica, pp. 209-219.

3 This is not improbable'; but Hippolytns gives us no evidence that
this is the case, as Plutarch, from whom he quotes, certainly did not
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** And in three lots were all things divided

And each drew his own domain,”’— .
(Iomer, /7., XV, 180.7)

that is each of the threefold divisions has taken power.

And, as for the underlying dark water below, that the light p. 220.

has plunged into it and that the spark bornc down (into it)
ought to be restored and taken on high from it, the all-wise
Sethians seem to have here borrowed from Homer when
he says:—

‘*Iet carth be witness and wide heaven above
And the watcr of Styx that flows helow
The greatest oath and most terrible to the blessed gods.” 2—
) (/. XV, 36-38.)

That is, the gods, according to Homer, think watcr some-
thing ill-omened and frightful, whercforc the theory of the
Sethians says it is frightful to the Nous.

21. This is what they say and other things like it in
endless writings. And they persuade those who arc their
disciples to read the theory of Composition and Mixture 3
which is studied by many others and by Andronicus the
Peripatetic. The Sethians then say that the theory about
Composition and Mixture is to be framed after this fashion :
The light ray from on high has been compounded and the

very small spark has been lightly mingled4 in the dark p. 221.

waters below, and (these two) have united and ‘cxist in one
mass as one odour (results) from the many kinds of incense
on the fire. And the expert who has as his test an acute
sense of smell ought to delicately distinguish from the sole
smell of the incense the different kinds of it sct on the fire ;
as (for example) if it be storax and myrrh and frankincense
or if anything elsec be mixed with it. And they make use
of other comparisons, as when they say that if brass has
been mixed with gold, a certain process ® has been discovered
which separates the gold from the brass. And in like

conncct the frescoes of Phlium in the Peloponnesus (not Attica as he
says) with the Sethians, nor does the light in their story oesir: the
water. . .

! This too is a stock quotation which has already done duty for the
Naassene author. CL p. 131 supra.

2 So has this with the * Peratic.” Cf. p. 184 supra.

3 xpaous . . . plfise ¢ xaraueuixOm: Aewras. § véxry.
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. manner if tin or brass or anything of the same kind be

found mixed with silver, these by some better process of
alloy are also separated. But cven now any one distinguishes
water mixed with wine. Thus, he says, if all things are
mingled together they are distinguished. And truly, he

- says, learn from the animals. For when the animal is dead

each (of its parts) is separated (from the rest) and thus when
dissolved, the animal disappears. This he says is the

_ saying: “I come not to bring peace upon the earth but a

sword ”!—that is to cut in twain and separate the things
which have been compounded together. For each of the
compounds is cut in twain and separated when it lights on

its proper place. For as there is one place of composition . .

. for all the animals, so there has been set up one place of

dissolution, which no man knoweth, he says, save only we
who are born again, spiritual not fleshly, whose citizenship is
in the heavens above.

With these insinuations they corrupt their hearers, both
when they misuse words, turning. good sayings into bad as
they wish, and when they conceal their own iniquity by
what comparisons they choose. = All things then, he says,
which are compounds have their own peculiar place and run
towards their own kindred things as the iron to the magnet,
the straw to the amber, and the gold to the sea-hawk’s
spine.? And thus the (ray) of light which was mingled with
the water having received from teaching and learning (the
knowledge of) its own proper place hastens to the Word
come from on high in slave-like form and becomes with the
Word a Word where the Word is, more (quickly) than the
iron (flies) to the magnet.

P- 223 And that these things are so, he says, and that all com-

pounded things are separated at their proper places, learn
(thus) :—There is among the Persians in the city Ampa
near the Tigris a well, and near this well and above it has
been built a cistern having three outlets. From which well
if one draws, and takes up in & jar what is drawn from the
well whatever it is and pours it into the cistern hard by;

¥ Matt. x. 34.

3 This again seems to be Hippolytus’ own repetition of = simile
which he met with in the Naassene author and which so pleased him
that he made use of it in his account of the Peratic heresy as well as
bere. Cf. pp. 144 and 159 swpra. '
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when it comes to the outlets and is received from each
outlet in one vessel, it separates itself. And in the first
outlet is exhibited an incrustation ! of salt, and in the second
bitumen, and in the third oil. But the oil is black, as he
says Herodotus also recounts,® has a heavy odour and the
Persians call it rhadinace. This simile of the well, say the
Sethians, suffices for the truth of their proposition better
than all that has been said above.

22. The opinion of the Scthians scems to us to have been
made tolerably plain. But if any or= wishes to learn the
whole of their system let him read the book inscribed
Paraphrase (of) Seth; for all their sccrets he will find there
enshrined.® But since we have set forth the things of the
Sethians 4 let us see also what Justinus thinks.

4. Justinus.®
23. Justinus, being utterly opposed to every teaching of

1 &Aas wyyviuevor.

* Herodotus VI, 20, mentions the City of Ampe, but says nothing
there about the well which is described in ¢. 119 as at Ardericea in
Cissia. :

3 The title of the book is given in the text as Mapdppasis 348, which
is a well-nigh impossible phrase.

4 On the whole it may be said that this is the most suspect of all the
chapters in the Philosophumena, and that, if ever llippolytus was
deceived into purchasing forged documents according to Salmon and

Stihelin’s theory, one of them appears here. Much of it is mere -

verbiage as when, after having identified Mind or Nous with the
fragrance of the spirit, he again explains that it is a ray of light sent
from the perfect light, or when he explains the difference between the
three different kinds of law. The quotations too are seldom new, nearly
all of them appearing in other chapters and are, if it were possible, more
than usually inapposite, while almost the only new one is inaccurate.
The sentence about the Paraphrase (of) Seth, if that is the actual title of
the hook, does not suggest that Hippolytus is quoting from that work,
nor does the phrase, *‘ he says,” occur with anything like the frequency
of its use in ¢.¢., the Naassene chapter. On the whole, then, it seeins
probable that in this llippolytus was not copying or extracting from
any written document, but was writing down, to the best of his recollec-

tion the statements of some convert who professed to be able to reveal

its teaching, 1t is signilicant in this respect that when the summary in
Book X had to be made, the summarizer makes no attempt to abbreviate
the statement of the supposed tenets of the Sethians, but merely copies
out the part of the chapter in which they are described, entirely umitting
the stories of the frescoed porch at Phlium and the oil-well at Am|

8 Nothing is known of this Justious, whose name is not mentioned
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the Holy Scriptures, and also to the writing or specch! of
the blessed Evangelists, since the Word taught his disciples
saying: “Go not into the way of the Gentiles” 2—which is
plainly : Give no heed to the vain teaching of the Gentiles—
secks to bring back his hearers to the marvel-mongering of
the Grecks and what is taught by it.- He scts out word for
word and in detail the fabulous tales of the Grecks, but

by any other patristic writer, and there is no sure means of fixing his
date. Macmahon, relying apparently on the last sentence of the
chapter, would make him a predecessor of Simon Magus, and therefore
contemporary with the Apostles’ first preaching. This is extremely
unlikcly, and Salmon on the other hand (/.C.AB., s.v., *Justinus .
the Gnostic”) considers his heresy should be referred to ‘“the latest
stage of Gnosticism” which, if taken literally, would make it long
posterior to lippolytus.  The source of his doctrine is equally obscure ;
for although Iippolytus classes him with the Ophites, the serpent in his
system is certainly not good and plays as hostile a part towards man as
the serpent of Genesis, while his supreme Triad of the Good Being, an
intermediale power ignorant of the existence of his superior, and the
Earth, differs in all cssential respects from the Ophite Trinity of the
First and Scecond Man and First Woman. Yet the names of the world-
creating angels and devils here given, bear a singular likeness to those
which Theodore bar Khoni in his Book of Scholia attributes to the
Ophites and also to those mentioned by Origen as appearing on the
Ophite Diagram. On the other hand, there are many likenesses not
only of ideas but of language hetween the system of Justinus and that
of Marcion, who also taught the existence of a Supreme and Benevolent
God and of a lower one, harsh, but just, who was the nawitting author
of the cvil which is in the world.  This, indeed, leaves ont of the
account the thind or female power; but an Armenian account of
Marcion’s doctrines attributes to him belicf in a female power also,
called Iyle or Matter and the spouse of the Just God of the Law, with
whom her relations are pretty much as deseribed in the text.  Justinus,
however, was not like Marcion a believing Christian ; for he makes his
Saviour the son of Joscph and Mary and the mere mouthpiece of the
sulnltern angel Baruch, while his account of the Crucifixion diflers
malerially from that of Marcion. The obscenc stories he tells about the
protoplasts also appear in much later Manichxcan documents and seem
to be drawn from the Babylonian tradition of which the Joves of the angels
in the Book of Enoch are probably also a survival. It is therefore not
improbable that Justinus, the ook of Enoch, the Ophites, and perhaj
Marcion, alike derived their tenets on thesc points from heathen myths
of the marriage of Ileaven and Earth, which may possibly be traced
back to early Babylonian theories of cosmogony. CI. Forerunners,
11, cc. 8 and 11, passim.

1 Hippolytus, like the Gnostic writers, seems to know of an oral as
well as a written tradition from the Lvangelists,

2 Matt. x. 5. Inthe A.V. as here,v:'i‘glh, ¢ the nations.”
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neither teaches first hand! nor hands down his own com-
plete mystery unless he has bound the dupe by an oath.
‘I'hercafter he explains the myth for the purpose of winning
souls,? so that those who read the numberless follies of the
books shall have the fables as consolation®—as if one
tramping along a road and coming across an inn should see
fit to rest—and so that when they have again turned to the
full study of the things read, they may not detest them p. 225.
until, being led on by the rush of the crowd, they have
plunged into the offence artlully contrived by him, having
first bound them by fearful oaths neither to utter nor to
abandon his teaching and compelling them to accept it.
Thus he delivers to them the mysteries impiously sought out by
him, using as aforesaid the Greek myths and partly corrupted
books according to what they indicate of the aforesaid
hercsics. Ior they all, drawn by one spirit, are led into a
deep pit (of error) but each narrates and mythologizes the
same things differently. But they all call themselves
especially Gnostics, as if they alone had drunk in the
knowledge of the perfect and good.

24. But swear, says Justinus, if you wish to know the
things “which eye hath not seen nor ear heard, nor have
they entered into the heart of man,”4 (that is) Him who is
good above all things, the Highest, to kecp the ineffable
secrets of the teaching. For our Father-also, when he saw
- the Good One and was perfected by him, kept silence as to
the secrets® and swore as it is written: “The Lord sware p. 226.
and will not repent.”® Having then thus sealed up these
(secrets), he turns thcir minds to many myths through a
quantity (of books), and thus leads to the Good One, per-
fecting the mystze by unspoken mysteries. But we shall
not travel through more (of his works). We shall give as a
sample the ineffable things from one book of his, it being
one which he clearly thinks of high repute. It is inscribed
Baruch.” We shall disclose one myth set forth in it by him

1 xpdrepov Siddfas or *“at first teaches.”

® yuxaywylas xdpw. The reader must again be reminded that while
the yuxh of the Greeks was what we should call *“ mind,”” the wrebua is
spirit, answering more to our word * soul.” . ’

* wapaultfior, a play upon uééos.

4 1 Cor. ii. 9.
8 Lit., “‘guarded the secrets of silence.”
. ¢ Ps. cx. 4. . ¥ ““The Blessed.”
VOL, 1. . »



Original from
HARVARD UNIVERSITY

Digitized by Google

216006-5n-pd#asn $59390/610°3SNI3TYIRY Mn//:d33y / PaZTITBTP-216009 ‘S3303S PIITUN Y3 UT UTEWO IT1Gnd
8TL¥/TvIOYYOZE PAU/LZOTZ/33U @1pURY 1pY//:sd13y / 1W9 9Z:9T 60-70-TZ0Z U0 obedTy) jo A3TSIaATun 3e pajedausy



THE OPHITE HERESIES 173

having foreknowledge and being (unknowable and)! in-
visible. But the female is without forcknowledge, passionate,
two-minded, two-bodied, in all things resembling Hero-
dotus’ myth, a virgin to the groin and a viper below, as
says Justinus. And this maiden is called Edem and Israel.
These, he says, are the principles of the universals, their
roots and sourccs, by which all things came into being,
beside which nothing was. Then the Father without fore-
knowledge, beholding the semi-virgin, who was Edem, camc
to desire of her. This Father, he says, is called Elohim.3
Not less did Edem desire Elohim, and desire brought them
togcther into one favour of love. And the Father from such
congress begot on Edem twelve angels of his own. And the
names of these angels of the Father are: Michacl, Amen,
Baruch, Gabriel, Ksaddaus3 . . . And the names of the
angels of the Mother which Edem crcated are likewise set
down. These are: Babel, Achamoth, Naas, Bcl, Belias,
Satan, Saél, Adonaios, Kavithan, Pharaoh, Karkamenos, p. 229.
Lathen.® Of thesc twenty-four angels the patcrnal ones join
with the Father and do everything in accordance with his will,
but the maternal angels (side) with the Mother, Edem. And
he says that Paradise is the multitude of these angels taken

1 Supplicd from the summary in Book X. So the Pistis Sophia has
a Iower never otherwise described but not benevolent who is galled
““the great unseen Forefather,” and secems to rule over material things.

2 Therc is nothing to show that Hippolytus or Justinus knew this to
be a plural. —

3 Seven names are missing from thetext. Of the five given, Michacl,
Amecn and Gabricl are given in the chapter on the Ophites in Theodore
bar Khoni's Book of Scholia as the first angels created by God, the
name of Baruch being replaced by that of *“the great Yah.”
¢« Esaddcus” is probably El Shaddai, who is said in the same book
to be the angel sent to give the Law to thc Jews and to have
treachcrously persuaded them to worship himself.

¢ Of these twelve names, Babel is written in bar Khéni as Babylon
and said to be masculo-feminine, Achamoth is the lebrew NDON,
Chochinah, Sophia, or Wisdom whom most Gnostics called the Mother
of Life, Naas is the Serpent as is cxplained in the chapter on the
Naassencs, Bel, Baal or the Chaldaan Bel, for Belias we should
probably read Beliar, the devil of works like the iscensio /Isaiae,
Kavithan should probably be Leviathan, Adonaios is the IHchiew
Adonai, or the Lord, while Sael, Karkamenos and Lathen cannot be
identified, Pharaoh and ‘‘ Samiel,” a homonym of Satan, appear in
bar Khéni's list of angels who rule one or other of the ten heavens, and
Adonaios and Leviathan in the Ophite Diagram described by Celsus.
Cfl, Forerunners, 11, pp. 70fl. .
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together ; concerning which Moses says: “God planted a
Paradise in lidem towards the East,”? that is, towards the
face of Iidem that Edem might ever behold Paradise, that
is, the angels. And the angels of this Paradise are alle-
gorically called trees, and Baruch, the third angel of the
Father, is the Tree of Life, and Naas, the third angel of
the Mother is the 1'ree of Knowledge of Good and LEvil.3
For thus, he says, the (words) of Moses ought to be inter-
preted, saying : Moses declared them covertly, because all
do not come to the truth.

But he says also when Paradise was produced from the
mutual pleasure of Elohim and Edem, the angels of Elohim

taking (dust) from the fairest earth, that is, not from the -

beast-like parts of Edem, but from the man-like and cuiti-
vated regions of the earth above the groin, create man..
But from the beast-like parts, he says, the wild beasts and
p- 230 other animals are produced. Now they made man as a
symbol of their* umity and good-will and placed in him the
powers of each, Edem (supplying) the soul and Elohim the
spirit. 5 And there thus came into being a certain seal, as
it were and actual memorial of love and an everlasting sign
of the marriage of Elohim and Edem, (to wit) a man who is
Adam. And in like manner also, Eve came into being as
Moses has written, an image and a sign and a seal to be for
ever preserved of Edem.  And there was likewise placed in
Eve the image, a soul from Edem but a spirit from Elohim.
And commands were given to them, “ Increase and multiply
and replenish the carth,”® that is Edem, for so he would
have it written. For the whole of her own power Edem
brought to Elohim as it were some dowry in inarriage
Whence, he says, in imitation of that first marriage, women
unto this day bring frecly to their husbands in obedience to
a certain divine and ancestral law {a dowry) which is that
of Exdem to Elohim.
But when heaven and earth and the things which were

1 Gen. ii. 8.

* So a_Chinese Manichrean treatise lately discovered (sce Fore-
runncrs, I, P 352) speaks of demons inhabiting lhc soul as *‘ trees.”

8 Eohow roi eideras yyioary k..M, ¢ Lhe Tree of sccing Knowledge,” cic.

¢ The context shows that it is the unity, etc., of Elohim and Edem
that is referred to.
* 8 CL n onp. 177 supra. 'Gen.l.:s.
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therein had been created as it is written by Moses, the '
twelve angels of the Mother were divided into four author-

ities, and each quarter, he says, is called a river, (to wit)

I'hison and Gihon, Tigris and Euphrates, as Moses says :

These twelve angels visiting the four parts encompass and p.ag1. |
arrange the world, having a certain satrapial! power over

the world by the authority of kdem. But they abide not |
always in their own places, but as it were in a circular dance,

they go about exchanging place for place, and at certain '
times and intervals giving up the places assigned to them.
When Phison has rule over the places, famine, distress and
afiliction come to pass in that part of the world, for miserly
is the array of these angels. And in Jike manner in each
of the quarters according to the nature and power of each,
come evil times and troops of diseases. And evermore the
flow of evil according to the rule of the quarters, as if they
were rivers, by the will of Edem goes unceasingly about the
world.

But from some such cause as this did the necessity of
evil come about.? When Elohim had built and fashioned |
the world from mutual pleasure, he wished to go up to the p. 232
highest parts of hcaven and to see whether any of the
things of creation lacked aught. And he took his own
angels with him, for he was (by nature) one who bears
upward, and lcft below Edem, for she being earth did not
wish to follow her spouse on high. Then Elohim coming to
the upper limit of heaven and beholding a light better than
that which himself had fashioned, said: “ Open unto -me
the gates that I may enter in and acknowledge the Lord : |
For I thought that I was the Lord.”® And a voice from ‘
the light answered him, saying: *“This is the gate of the
Lord (and) the just enter through it.” And straightway the |
gate was opened, and the Father entcred without his angels i
into the presence of the Good One and saw *‘ what eye has
not seen nor ear heard, nor has it entered into the heart of

. man.” Then the Good One says to him, “Sit thou on my

1 Macmahon, * viceregal”; but the *“satrap” shows from which
country the story comes.

3 Thus the Armenian version of Marcion’s theology (for which see
Forerunncrs, 11, p. 217, n. 2) makes the ** God of ‘:ﬁ Law's” with-
drawal from Hyle or Matter, and his retirement to a higher heaven, the

cause of all man’s woes, '
3 CI. Ps. cxvii. 19, 20; but the likeness is not exact,
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nght hand.”! But the Father says to the Good One:
“Suffer me, O Lord, to overturn the world which I have
made ; for my spirit is bound in men and I wish to recover
it” Then says the Good One to him: “While with me
thou canst do no evil ; for thou and Edem made the world
from mutual pleasure. Let therefore Edem hold creation
P- 233- while she will ;2 but do thou abide with me.” Then LEdem
knowing that she had been abandoned by Elohim was
grieved, and sat beside her own angels and adorned herself
gloriously lest haply Elohim coming to desire of her should

descend to her.
But since Elohim being ruled by the Good One did not

come down to Edem, she gave command to Babel, who is . .

Aphrodite, to bring about fornication and dissolutions of
marriage among men, in order that as she was separated
from Elohim, so also might the (spirit) of Elohim which is
in men be tortured, (and) grieved by such separations and
might suffer the same things as she did on being abandoned.
And Edem gave great power to her third angel Naas,3 that
he might punish with all punishments the spirit of Elohim
which is in men, so that through the spirit Elohim might
be punished for having left his spouse contrary to their
vows. The Father Elohim seeing this sent forth his third

) angel Baruch to the help of the spirit which is in men.

P-234. Then Baruch came again and stood in the midst of the
angels—for the angels are Paradise in the midst of which
he stood—and gave commandment to the man: ‘ From
every trece which is in Paradise freely eat, but from (the -
tree) of Knowledge of Good and Evil eat not,” 4 which tree
is Naas. That is to say: Obey the eleven other angels of
Edem for the eleven have passions, but have no transgres-
sion. But Naas had transgression, for he went in unto Eve
and beguiled her and committed adultery with her, which is
a breach of the Law. And he went in also unto Adam and
used him as a boy which is also a breach of the Law.t
Thence came ndultery and sodomy.

1 Ps,cex. 1.
* Lit., *“ until she wishes it not.”
s “Serpent " See n.on p. 173 supra.

4 Gen. 1i. 16, 17.
¢ That these stories about the protoplasts endared into Manichaan

‘times, see M. Cumonu La Comcgmu Manichéenne, Appendix 1.
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From that time vices bore sway over men, and the good
things came from a single source, the Father. For he,
having gone up to the presence of the Good One showed
the way to those who wished to go on high ; but his having
withdrawn from Edem made a source of ills to the spirit of -
the Father which is in men. Therefore Baruch was sent to p. 235.
Moses, and through him spoke to the sons of Isracl that
he might turn them towards the Good One. But the third !
(angel Naas) by means of the soul which came from Edem
to Moses as also to all men, darkened the commandments
of Baruch and made them listen to his own. Therefore the
soul is arrayed against the spirit and the spirit against the
soul.2 For the soul is Edem and the spirit Elohim, each
of them being in all mankind, both females and males.
Again after this, Baruch was sent to the Prophets, so that
by their means the spirit which dwells in man might
hearken and flee from Edem and the device of wickedness 3
as the Father Elohim had fled. And in like manner and
by the same contrivance, Naas by the soul which inhabits
man along with the spirit of the Father seduced the
Prophets, and they were all led astray and did not foliow
the words of Baruch which Elohim had commanded.

- In the sequel, Elohim chose Heracles as a prophet out of p. 236.
the uncircumcision and sent him that he might fight against
the twelve angels of the creation of the wicked ones. These
are the twelve contests of Heracles which he fought in
their order from the first to the last against the lion, the
bear, the wild boar,* and the rest. For these are the names
of the nations which have been changed, they say, by the
action of the angels of the Mother. But when he seemed
to have prevailed, Omphale, who is Babel or Aphrodite ®
becomes connected with him and leads astray Heracles,
strips him of his power (which is) the commands of Baruch
which Elohim commanded, and puts other clothes on him,
her own robe, which is the power of Edem who is below.

! Here again a power is referred to by its number instead of its name,
as with the Naassene author, - 2 Gal. v, 17.

3 vhy wAdaw iy xormpdy, malam fictionem, Cr. Yet we have been
told nothing of any deceit by Edem towards her partner. )

4 The Ophite Diagram, and bar Khoni’s authority both figure the .
powers hostile to man as taking the shapes of these animals.

* So one of the latest documents of the Pistis Sophia calls the planet
Aphrodite by a place-name, which in that case is Bubastis.
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And thus the power of prophecy! of Heracles and his
works become imperfect.

Last of all in the days of Herod the king, Baruch is again
sent below by Elohim and coming to Nazareth finds Jesus,
the son of Joseph and Mary,? a boy of twelve years oid,
feeding sheep, and ieaches Him all things from the beginning

_ which came about from Edem and Elohim and the things

P- 237- which shall be hereafter, and he said: ** All the prophets
before thee were led astray. Strive, therefore, O Jesus,
Son of Man, that thou be not led astray, but preach this
word unto men. And proclaim to them the things touching
the Father and the Good One, and go on hizh to the Good
One and sit there with Elohim the Father of us all.” And -
Jesus hearkened to the angel, saying: “ Lord, I will do all
(these) things,” and He preached. Then Naas wished to
lead astray this one also (but Jesus did not wish to hearken
to him)3 for He remained faithful to Baruch. Then Naas,
angered because he could not lead Him astray, made Him
to be crucified. But He, leaving the body of Edem on the
Cross, went on high to the Good One. But He said to
Edem : *“Woman, receive thy Son,”* that is the natural
and earthly man, and commending® the spirit into the
bands of the Father went on high to the presence of the
Good One.

But the Good-One is Priapus, who before anything was,
was created. Whence he is called Priapus because he
previously made ® all things. Wherefore he says he is set
up before every temple? being honoured by the whole
creation and in the streets bears the blossoms of creation
on his head, that is the fruits of creation of which he is the

P. 238. cause having first made the creation which before did not
exist. When therefore you hear men say that a swan came

V xpegrela.

% If these words are to be taken literally, Justinus was the only
heretic of early date who denied Hisdivinity, and this would distinguish
him finally from Marcion. But the words are not inconsistent with
the Adoptionist view.

3 These words are Miller's suggestion. 4 John xix. 26,

$ wapabéiueves. So Luke xxiii. 46.

¢ ¢wpiomeinoe. The derivation is absurd and the word if it had any
. meaning would be something like ‘ made like asaw.” wpoweiéw would
wake the pun at which he seems to have been striving.

? This was not the case, the statues of Priapus being placed in
gardens. The whole passage scems to have been interpolated by some

.one ignorant of Greck and of Greek customs or mythology,

;
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upon Leda and begot children from her, the swan is Elohim
and Leda is Edem. And when men say that an eagle came
upon Ganymede, the eagle is Naas and Ganymede is Adam.
And when they say that the gold came upon Danae and
begot children from her, the gold is Elohim and Danae is
Edem. And likewise they making parallels in the same
way teach all such words as bring in myths. When then
the Prophets say: ‘ Hear O Heaven and give ear O Earth,
the Lord has spoken,”! Heaven means, he says, the spirit
which is in man from Elohim and Earth the soul which is
in man (together) with the spirit, and the Lord means
Baruch, and Israel, Edem. For Ed~m is also called Israel .
the spouse of Elohim. “Israel,” he says, “knew me not;
for if she had known that I was with the Good One, she
-would not have pumshed the spmt which is in man through
the Father’s ignorance.”

27. Afterwards . . . is wiitten also the oath in the first
book which is inscribed Baruch which those swear who are p. 239.
about to hear thesc mysteries and to be perfected ® by the
Good One. Which oath, he says, our Father Elohim swore
when in the presence of the Good One and having sworn

- did not repent, touching which, he says, it 1s written : * The
Lord sware and did not repent.” This is that oath: “I -
swear by Him who is above all, the Good One, to preserve
these mysteries and to utter thcm to none, nor to turn away
from the Good Onc to creation.” And when he has sworn
that oath he enters into the presence of the Good One and
sees “what eye hath not seen nor ear heard and it has not
entered into the heart of man,” and he drinks from the
living water, which is their font, as they think, the well
of living, sparkling water. For there is a distinction, he
says, between water and water ; and thereis the water below
‘the firmament of the bad creation, wherein are baptized 3

- the earthly and natural men, and there is the living water
above the firmament of the Good One in which Elohim was p. 240.
baptized and having been baptized did not repent. And
when the prophet declares, he says, to take unto himself a
wife of whoredom because the earth whoring has committed

! Iva. i, 2.

* reAeiobas or “initiated.” In any casea mystical word.

3 Lit., “* washed ' ; but the context shows that it 'is baptism which
isin queshon It pllycd an important part not only in all thesc here.
ucal sects but in heathen ** mysteries ” like those of Isis and Mithras,
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whoredom from behind the Lord,! that is Edem from
Elohim. In these words, he says, the prophet speaks
clearly the whole mystery, but he was not hearkened to by
the wickedness of Naas. In that same fashion also they
hand down other prophetic sayings in many books. But
pre-eminent among them is the book inscribed Baruch in
which hc who reads will know the whole management of
their myth.

Now, though I have met with many heresies, beloved, I
have mect with none worse than this. But truly, as the
saying is, we ought, imitating his Heracles, to cleanse the
Augean dunghill or rather trench, having fallen into which

his followers will never be washed clean nor indeed be able ™~

to come up out of it.

28. Since then we have set forth the designs of Justinus
the Gnostic falsely so called, it seems fitting to set forth also
in the succeeding books the tenets of the heresies which
follow him2? and to leave none of them unrefuted; the
things said by them being quite sufficient when exposed to
make an example of them, if and only their hidden and
unspeakable (mystcries) would leap to light into which the
senscless are hardly and with much toil initiated.® Let us
sce now what Simon says.

! Ilosea i. 2. The A.V. has “diparting from the Lord.” lHcre
we have Edem clearly identified with the Earth goddess which is the
key to the whole of Justinus’ story.

2 rais élys . . . Tds T@r axovAovfwr alpéoewr. Macmahon, follow-
ing Cruice, translates as above. It may well be, however, that the
¢ lieresies which follow ”’ only mcan which follow in the book.

3 There is no reason to doubt Iippolytus’ asscrtion that this chapter
is compiled from a book called Baruck in which Justinus sct forth his

" own doctrines. The narrative thercin is, unlike that of the ecarlier

chapters, perfcetly cohcrent and plain, and the author’s use of the
historical present gives it a dramalic form which is lacking from the
oratio obligua formerly employed. Solecisms like the omission of
the article are also rare, and the very long sentences in which Hippo-
Iytus scems to have delighted do not appear except in those passages
where he is speaking in his own person. Whether from this or from
some olher cause, morcover, the transcription of it seems to have given
less difficulty to the scribe Michacl than some of the other chapters, and
there is thercfore far less need to constantly restore the text as in the
case of the quotations from Sextus Empiricus. On the whole, thereflore,
we may assume that, as we have it, it is a genuine summary of Justinus’
doctrines taken from a work by his own hand. e

END OF VOL. 1.
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BOOKS FOR STUDENTS

Translations of Early Documents

A Series of texts important for the study of Christian

origins. Under the Joint Editorship of the Rev.

W. O. E. OesterLEY, D.D., and the Rev. Canon
- G. H. Box, M.A.

The object of this Series is to provide short, cheap, and handy
textbooks for students, either working by themselves or in
classes. The aim _1is to furnish in lranslations smporiant
Lexis unencumbered by commentary or elaborate noles, which
can be had in larger works. :

EXTRACTS FROM PRESS NOTICES.

The Times Literary Supplement says : * These Jewish Apocalypses
have a direct relation to the thought and religious ideals which con-
fronted primitive Christianity in Palestine, and not only for their own .
sakes, but for their influence on the New Testament and Apostolic
Christianity they deserve careful attention. Handbooks at once so
scholarly and so readable will be welcomed by all interested in -
Christian origins.”

The Church Quarterly Review says: ¢ To the theological student
who is anxious to know something of the circumstances and thought
of the time during which Christianity grew up, and of the Jewish
environment of the teaching of our Lord and the Apostles, there is
no class of books more valuable than the later Jewish Apocrypha.”

The Church Times says: ‘*The names of the Editors are a
guarantee of trustworthy and expert scholarship, and their work
has been admirably performed.”

The Tablet says: *‘ A valuable series . . . well brought out and
should prove useful to students.”

Catholic Book Notes says: * The S.P.C.K. is to be congratulated
on its various series of cheap and useful books for students.” .

The Journal of the Society of Oriental Research (U.S.A.) says:
“The S.P.C.K. have again made the whole body of students,
interested in things Jewish and Early Christian, their debtors . . «

their splendid work in this series.”

The Living Church (U.S.A.) says: ““ To praise this project too.
- highly is an impossibility. Everyone has felt the need of such a.
series of handy and inexpensive translations of these documents and

« « « we are assured of excellent resuits.”

3
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Translations of Early Documents

FIRST SERIES—Palestinian-Jewish and
Cognate Texts (Pre-Rabbinic)

1. Jewish Documents of the Time of Ezra
Translated from the Aramaic by A, E. CowLgy, Litt.D.,
Sub-Librarian of the Bodieian berary, Oxford.
4s. 6d. net.

2. The Wisdom of Ben-Sira (Ecclesiasticus)
By the Rev. W. O, E. OesterLEy, D.D,, Vicar of
St. Alban’s, Bedford Park, W.; Examining Chaplain to
the Bishop of London. 3s. 64. net,

3. The Book of Enoch
By the Rev. R. H. CHARLES, D.D,, Canon of West-
minster, 3s. 64. net.

4. The Book of Jubilees
By the Rev. Canon CHARLES. 4s. 64. net.

5. The Testaments of the Twelve Patriarchs
By the Rev. Canon CHARLEsS. 3s. 64. net,

6. The Odes and Psalms of Solomon
By the Rev. G. H. Box, M.A., Rector of Sutton,
Beds., Hon. Canon of St. Albans

7. The Ascension of Isaiah _
By the Rev. Canon CHaRLES, Together with No. 10
in one volume, 4s. 64. net.

8. The Apocalypse of Ezra (ii. Esdras)
By the Rev Canon Box. 3s. 6d4. net.

9. The Apocalypse of Baruch
By the Rev. Canon CHarLEs. Together with No 12
in one volume. 3s. 64. net.
.3
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Translations of Early Documents (continued)

10. The Apocalypse of Abraham
By the Rev, Canon Box. Together with No. 7 in
one volume. 4s. 6d. net. o

11. The Testaments of Abraham, [saac

and Jacob
By the Rev. Canon Box and S. GASELEE.

12. The Assumption of Moses .
By Rev. W. J. FERRAR, M.A,, Vicar of Holy Trinity,
East Finchley, With No. g in one volume. 3s. 64. net.

13. The Biblical Antiquities of Philo
By M. R, Jawmges, Litt.D,, F.B.A., Hon. Litt.D,,
Dublin, Hon. LL.D,, St. Andrews, Provost of King's
College, Cambridge, 8s. 64. net.

14. The Lost Apocrypha of the Old Testament
By M. R, James, Litt.D, 3s. 6d. net.

SECOND SERIES—Hellenistic-dewish Texts

1. The Wisdom of Solomon
By W. O. E. OesTERLEY, D.D. 3s. 64. net.,

2. The Sibylline Oracles (Books iii-v)
By the Rev. H. N, Batg, M.A, Vicar of Christ
Church, Lancaster Gate, W.; Examining Chaplam to
the Bishop of London. 3s. 64' net. '

3. The Letter of Aristeas
By H. St. JonN THackeray, M.A, King's College,
Cambridge. 3s. 64. net.

4, Selections from Philo

S. Selections from Josephus ,
By H. St. J THACKERAY, M.A, 35, net.
4
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Translations of Early Documents (continued)

6. The Third and Fourth Books

of Maccabees
By the Rev. C. W. Emmer, B.D, Vicar of West
Hendred, Berks, 3s. 64. net.

7. The Book of Joseph and Asenath
Translated from the Greek text by E. W. Brooks.
3s. 64. net.

THIRD SERIES—Palestinian-Jewish and
Cognate Texts (Rabbinic)

*1. The Sayings of the Jewish Fathers (Pirke
Aboth). Translated from the Hebrew by W, O. E.
OkLSTERLEY, D.1).  ss. net.

*2. Berakhoth. By the Rev. A. Lukyn WiLrians, D.D,

*3. Yoma. By the Rev. Canon Box. »

*4. Shabbath. By W. O. E. OrsterLey, D.D.

*5. Tractate Sanhedrin. Mishnah and Tosefta.
. The Judicial procedure of the Jews as codified towards
the end of the second century A.p. Translated from
the Hebrew, with brief Annotations, by the Rev.
HEerperT Danay, M.A,, Sub-Warden of St. Deiniol’s
Library, Hawarden. 6s. net. '

[The special lmport'mcu of this consists in the light
thrown by it on the trial of our Lord.] ]

*6, Kimhi’s Commentary on the Psalms

(Book I, Selections). By the Rev. R. G. FincH, -
B.D. 7s. 64. net.

7. Tamid 11. Megilla

8. Aboda Zara 12. Sukka

9. Middoth 13. Taanith

10. Sopherim 14. Megillath Taanith

® It is proposed to publish these texts first by way of experiment., If
the Series -hould so far prove successful the others will follow. Nos. 1,
5 and 6 are now ready. .
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Translations of Early Documents (continued)

Jewish Literature and Christian Origins:

Vol. I. The Apocalyptic Literature.
«» II. A Short Survey of the Literature of
, Rabbinical and Mediceval Judaism.
By W. O. E. OestERLEY, M.A,, D.D,, and G. H.
Box, M.A.,, D.D. 12s. 6d. net.

The Uncanonical Jewish Books
A Short Introduction to the Apocrypha and the Jewish
Writings 200 B.C.=A.D. 100, By WiLLIAM JoHN FERRAR,
M.A,, Vicar of East Finchley. 3s. 64. net.

- A popularisation of the work of specialists upon these books, which
have attracted so much attention.

Translations of Christian Literature

General Editors :
W. J. SPARROW SIMPSON, D.D.; W. K. LOWTHER CLARKE, B.D.

A NUMBER of translations from the Fathers have already

been published by the S.P.C.K. under the title * Early
Church Classics.” It is now proposed to enlarge this series
to-include texts which are neither “early” nor necessarily
“classics.” The divisions at present proposed are given below.
Volumes belonging to the original series are marked with an
asterisk.

The Month says: *‘ The cheap and useful series.”

The Church Times says: *‘ The splendid series.”

Studies says: ‘‘ For the intelligent student of Church history who -
cannot afford to be a specialist . . . such books abound in informa-
tion and suggestion.”

SERIES 1.—GREEK TEXTS.

Dionysius the Areopagite: The Divine Names and
the Mystical Theology. By C. E. RoLt, 7s. 64.
net.. :

The Library of Photius, By J. H. Fxeesz, M.A. . In
6 Vols. Vol. 1. 10s. net.
6

Google



Translations of Christian Literature (continued)

SERIES 1.—GREEK TEXTS (wntinued).

The Apocriticus of Macarius Magnes. By T, W,
CRAFER, D.D. 7¢. 6d. net.

*The Epistle of St. Clement, Bishop of Rome. By the

Rt. Rev/]. A. F. GreGe, D.D. 1s. 9d. net.

*Clement of Alexandria: Who is the Rich Man that
is being saved ? By P. M. BARNARD, B.D. ' 1s. 94. net.

*St. Chrysostom: On the Priesthood. By T. A. MoxoN.
2$. 64. net.

The Doctrine of the Twelve Apostles. By C. BiGg,
D.D. Revised by the Right Rev. A. J. MacLeaN, D.D.

*The Epistle to Diognetus. By the Rt. Rev. L. B.
Raprorp, D.D. 24 64. net.

St. Dionysius of Alexandria. By C. L. FerLrog, D.D.
4S. net. ° .

*The Epistle of the Gallican Churches: Lugdunum

and Vienna. With an Appendix containing Tertullian’s
Address to Martyrs and the Passion of St. Perpetua. By
T. H. BiNpLEY, D.D. 1s. 9d. net.
*St. Gregory of Nyssa: The Catechetical Oration.
By the Ven. J. H, SRAWLEY, D.D. 25, 6d. net.
*St. Gregory of Nyssa: The Life of St. Macrina. By
. K. LowTHER CLARKE, B.D. 1s. 9d. net.

Gregory Thaumaturgus (Origen the Teacher): the
Address of Gregory to Origen, with Origen’s
Letter to Gregory. By W. Mercarre, B.D. 3s. 64.
net. ' [Re-issue.

*The Shepherd of Hermas. By C. TavLor, D.D. 3 vols.
2s. 6d. each net.

Eusebius: The Proof of the Gospel. By W. J. FERRAR,
2 vols.

Hippolytus: Philosophumena. By F. LEGGE. 2 vols, -

The Epistles of St. Ignatius. By the Ven. J. H.
SrAWLEY, D.D. 4s. net.

7
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Translations of Ch_ristian Literature (continued)

SERIES L.—GREEK TEXTS (wntinued).
*St. Irenaeus: Against the Heresies. By F. R. M.
Hircucock, D.D. 2 vols. 2s. 6d. each net.
Palladius: The Lausiac History. By W. K. LowTHER
C1LARKE, B.D. ss. net,
Palladius: The Life of St..Chrysostom. By H MOORE.

*St. Polycarp. By B. JACKSON. 15, gd. net.

St. Macarius: Fifty Spiritual Homilies. By A. ].
Mason, D.D.

SERIES II.—LATIN TEXTS.

Tertullian’s Treatises concerning Prayer, concerning
Baptism. By A. SOUTER, D.Litt. 3s. net. .

Tertullian against Praxeas. By A. SouTer, D.Litt,
§s. net.

Tertullian concerning the Resurrection of the Flesh.
By A. Souter, D.Litt,

Novatian on the Trinity. By H. MOORE. 6s. net.

*St. Augustine: The City of God. By F. R. M. Hitcu-

. €OCK, D.D. 12s. net.

*St. Cyprian: The Lord’'s Prayer. By T. H. BiNDLEY,

D.D. 2s. net.
Minucius Felix: The Octavius. By J. H. Frezse.

35. 6d. net. :

*Tertullian: On the Testimony of the Soul and On
the Prescription of Heretics. By T. H. BinbpLgy,
D.D. 2s. 6d. net. -

*St. Vincent of Lerins: The Commonitory. By T. H.
BinprEy, D.D, 2s. 6d. net.

St. Bernartd: Concerning Grace and Free Will. By W.
WatkiN WiLLiAMs,

The Life of Otto: Apostie of Pomerania, looo-u;g.

By CHarres H. Rosinson, D.D,
8
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Translations of Christian Literature (continued)

SERIES III.—LITURGICAL TEXTS.
Epiten By C. L. FELTOE, D.D.

St. Ambrose: On the Mysteries and on the Sacra-
ments. By T. THompson, B.D., and J. H. SrawLey,
D.D. 4s. 6d. net.

*The Apostolic Constitution and Cog'nate Documents,
with special reference to their Liturgical elements.
By De Lacy O'LEary, D:D. 1s. 9d. net.

*The Liturgy of the Eighth Book of the Apostolic
Constitution, commonly called the Clementine
Liturgy. By R. H. CrEssweLL. 2s. net.

The Pilgrimage of Etheria. By M.L. McCLURE. 6s. net.-

*Bishop Sarapion’s Prayer-Book. By the Rt. Rev. ]J.
WorDswoORTH, D.D. 2s. net.

The Swedish Rite. Vol. I, by E. E. YELVERTON,
Vol. II., by J. H. SwinsTEAD, D.D,

SERIES IV.—ORIENTAL TEXTS.
The Ethiopic Didascalia. By J. M. HArDEN, B.D. ¢s. net.

The Apostolic Preaching of Irenaeus (Armenian). By
¢ J.'A. RopinNsoN, D.D.  7s. 6d. net.

SERIES V.—LIVES OF THE CELTIC SAINTS.
Epitep By ELEANOR HULL.

St. Malachy of Armagh (St. Bernard). By H. J.
LawrLor, D.D. 12, net.

St. Ciaran of Clonmacnois. By R. A. S. MACALISTER.
St. Patrick: Life and Works. By N. J. D. Wiire, D.D.
© 6s. 8d. net.

SERIES VI.—SELECT PASSAGES.

Documents Illustrative of the History of the Church.
Vol. I. To A.p. 313. deted by . J. Kiop, D.D.
7s. 6d. net.

SERIES VI.—-MODERN EUROPEAN LANGUAGES.

Lives of the Serbian Saints. By VovesLav YawicH,

DD., and C. P. Hankiy, M.A.
9
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Handbooks of Christian Literature

The Letters of St. Augustine. By the Rev., Canon -
W. ]. Sparrow Sinpson, D.D. Cloth boards, 10s. net.

The Early Christian Books. A Short Introduction

" to Christian Literature to the Middle of the Second
Century. By W. JouN FERRAR, M.A., Vicar of East
Finchley. Cloth boards, 3s. 6d. net.

The Inspiration and Authority of Holy Scripture.
A Study in the Literature of the First Five
Centuries. By GEORGE DuNcaN Barry, B.D, Cioth
boards, 4s. 64. net.

The Eucharistic Office of the Book of Common Prayer.
By the Rev. LesLig WrRiGHT, M.A,, B.D. Cloth boards,
35. 6d. net. '

Helps for Students of Histor:y
Edited by
C. JOHNSON, M.A,, H. W. V. TEMPERLEY, M.A.
and J. P. WHITNEY, D.D., D.CLL. *
1. Episcopal Registers of England and Wales. By
R. C. FOwWLER, B.A,, F.S.A. 6d. net.

2. Municipal Records. By F. J. C. HEARNSHA\V MA.
6d. net.

3. Medieval Reckonings of Time., By REeciNaLp L.
PooLg, LL.D,, Litt.D. 64. net.

4. The Public Record Office, By C. Jounson, M.A, 64. net,
s. The Care of Documents. By C.JounsoN, M.A. 6d.net.
6. The Logic of History. By C.G. Crunp, 84. net.

7. Documents in the Public Record Office, Dublin,
By R. H. Murray, Litt.D. 84, net. :

~ 8. The French Wars of Religion. By ARTHUR A. TiLLEY,
M.A. 6d. net.
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Helps for Students of History (continued).

By Sir A. W. WARD, Lit.D., F.B.A.
9. The Period of Congresses—I. Introductory. $8d.net.
1o. The Period of Congresses—Il. Vienna and the
Second Peace of Paris. 15 net.
13. The Period of Congresses—Ill. Aix-la-Chapelle
to Verona, 1s. net, '
Nos. g, 10, and 11 in one volume, cloth, 3s. 64, net.

12, Securities of Peace: A Retrospect (1848-1914).
Paper, 2s. net; cloth, 3s. net.

13. The French Renaissance. By A. A. TiLLEv, M.A.
84. net.

14. Hints on the Study of English Economic History.
By W, CunninGgHAN, D.D,, F.B.A,, F.S.A. §84. net.

15. Parish History and Records. By A. HaMmiLton
THoMmPsoN, M.A,, F.S.A. 84 net.

16. A Short Introduction to the Study of Colonial

: History. By A. P. NEwtoN, M.A,, D.Litt. 6d. net.

17. The Wanderings and Homes of Manuscripts. By
M. R. Jaumes, Litt.D., F.B.A, Paper, 2s. ; cloth, 3s. net.

18. Ecclesiastical Records. By the Rev. CLAUDE JENKINS,
M.A,, Librarian of Lambeth Palace. 1s. 9. net.

19. An Introduction to the History of American
Diplomacy. By CarL RusseLL FisH, Ph.D,, Professor
of American History, Wisconsin University. 15, het,

20. Hints on Translation from Latin into English.
By ALEXANDER, SOUTER, D.Litt. 6d. net.

a1, Hints on the Study of Latin (A.D. 125-750). By
ALEXANDER SOUTER<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>