EXCURSUS VII

PROCLUS’ EXPOSITION OF THE CHALDEAN
SYSTEM OF THE NOETIC ENTITIES

Proclus based his interpretation of the Chaldean Oracles upon the
axiom that the theology of the Theurgists concords both with that of
Plato and of the Orphics. This rule of ‘‘harmony’’ was systematically
elaborated by him in three works : the Platonic theology, the Orphic
theology and the Commentary on the Chaldean Oracles. Whereas his
work on the Platonic system is preserved !, his expositions of the Chal-
dean system and of that of the Orphics have, owing to the loss of the
two other works mentioned, to be reconstituted. Thanks to the excerpts
from his commentary on the Chaldean Oracles delivered by Psellus,
the establishment of the main tenets of his Chald®an System does hot,
however, afford special difficulties. For it has been overlooked that
Psellus arranges, both in his’ Hypothesis and his Expositio 2, the doc-
trines of the Chaldeans according to a deliberate order® which con-

' The exposition of the system of Proclus as presented by Zeies, III, 2°,
P. 851 IT. rests essentially upon the **Platonic Theology’” of Proclus. In this
\\:ork Proclus makes lavish use of Orphic nomenclature, while only seldom men-
tioning the Chaldean equivalents. The difference in the treatment of the Orphica
and Chaldaica in the *Platonic Theology” may be explained by Proclus’ belief
that Plato indirectly depends on Orpheus, the first theologian of the Greeks,
Whereas the Chaldeans owe their wisdom to the gods (cf. Th. PL, 13, 3 f.).

* See Excursus VI. 1 b and .

*CrL. Ezpos., Psellus, 1 : év; a : voyry vi&is; 3-5 : vonv nai voepa takis ;
6-10 : wnyala é8dopds; 11-13 : @yyai; 11-16 : dpyal; 17 : dpydyyeror; 18 :
Rowor ; 19 : {dvar; 20-28 : 74 6m6 ocirvyy. The technical arrangement of this
Ireatise concords with the summary of the Plalonic system given by Ovmeiooon.,

Pmleg. in Plat. philos., c. 13, p. 207, 18 f.
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cords with that applied throughout by Proclus for his interpretatiop
of the Chaldean Oracles. It follows that the order adopted by Psel.
lus is identical with the Chaldman system as it was presupposed by
Proclus. This contention is confirmed by the fact that the sequence
of the system delivered by Psellus has its exact counterpart in the Pla-
tonic system of Proclus. Less completely known is the Orphic system
of Proclus, but the numerous interpretations of Orphic texts to be
found in his preserved writings allow at least the reconstitution of the
major instances of his nomenclature *. Besides, Proclus’ arrangement
of the vontos didnoopos as presupposed in the three theological systems
harmonized by him, is set forth by Damascius 3.

We may add for practical purposes a schematic synopsis of the three
systems. Such a synopsis seems to be indispensable for the recon-
stitution of the original teachings of the Chald®ans; for Proclus, the
main transmitter of the Chaldaean texts, in view of his axiom concer-
ning the identity of the Platonic, Orphic and Chaldean systems fre-
quently interchanges the basic notions of the three doctrines or employs
Chaldean (. Orphic) notions with a meaning conforming to his Pla-
tonic system.

* Cf. in particular the summary given in the scholia to Pnocs., Tim., printed

I, p. 474, ed. Diehl. .

* Dam., I, 984,32-317,14 (as to the passage dealing with the Orphics 5°
Kerx. Orph. Fragm., No. 60). The Orphic equivalents have been identified (a!”':
from the passages quoted n. 4 and 5) with the help of the following quomtiOI“
collected by Kenx, Orph. Fragm. : tpeis vonses, Fr. qg ; Ovpavds, Fr. 1073 b
voyxeipes, Fr. ho; Tedves, Dan., II, 134, 18 I,
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Synorsis of THE THREE THEOLOGICAL Systems or ProcLus

THE PLATONIC SYSTEM

ORPHIC SYSTEM

THE CHALD.EAN SYSTEM

TO EN (APPHTON KAl
ATNOXTON)

ENAAEY 'TIIEPOTYION

TO NOHTON

(56 &v dv. 6 wpTros didxoopos )

Tpeis Tpiddes
1. 4 mpatn e. wipas povi
vonsh Tpsds : | b. dweipov
wpdodos
£, uxToV  Emi-
oTpoPr

(= # pown, ¥ odai', 76 wépas, Grap-

&is, dyafov)

2.4 devidpalvonrn umi vel

venty tpi- aldy
ds : (@) vou. (b) v. s,
(c) v.s.

(=1 wpdodos, dicrns, xévrpov Ty
vonsdy, dweipov, aoPdv)

&4 rpite vo- ajroliior

vel
nrd vpids voi's yonros
(a) v.s. (b) v.5.

(¢) v. 5.

(= émaTpopn, wépas 150 vonri,
HinTOY, xaddw)

TO NOHTON Kal NOEPON
' (6 detrepos drdmoopos )
Tpeis tpiddes

14 S P10 ) Inepovpdios 4.
tpids §  wos, tvars

2. Jtu-répa TP+ | olpavia  wepi-
. ds ¢opd, ol avy-

exTIRGi Qeoi

‘0 KPYOI0X
AlIAKOXMOY

albip-ydos-

.
woy

76 xvor (?) -
dpyds yi-
TWy - ve@é-
An

Qdvns
Qdvns - l:lpl-
xemaios -
Miizis

al 7peis Nix-
Tes

Odvpavds

TO APPIITON EN

‘0 MATPIKOX BYOOE

1. masip (vel ) a. warip
warpixos did- ; b. divaps
xoTpos) : 5 ¢ vois

w2

. aidy vel 39-j(a) v.s. (b) v. s
vapis o) v.os

3. 6 vods (a) v.5. (h) v. 5. () v. 5.

f NOHTH kAl NOEPA iTrz

1. rpeis Tvy-) (a) duwipios (b)
ves 2 alfépios (c) ¢-
Aaios
2. 1psic aquvo- g (a) v.o. (B) v.s.
xeis (c) v. 8.

3.
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3. rplrn vpids | iwovpdwios ddts,loi Exatoy-| 3. rpeic veie- } () v s (b) v, .

oi Tcieaiovp-| xetpes Tdpyas y o (e) v.s.
yoi el ¢pov-
] pntmoi Seoi
TO NOEPON A MHCAIA EBAOMAY

(6 tpivos didxoapos)
émtd vo pai é6dopddes

1. xalapas, dxrpavas, wpitoc|l. Kpdvos 1. 6 éwak dnénciva \
vods. aitorovs. vel vois warpi-
xds vel 6 wpdizos -
watip Teeis
wNYyaio
2. # {woydvos Sed. 2. ‘Péa 2. Exdrn vel {woys- | TATEPES
vos wnyd vel 6 vel :
dedvepos wasip \*0THEY 0!
vel xévtpoy v@v
watépwy
3. vois Inpioupyss. dwids vois. 3. Zevs 3. 6 dis éwéneiva vel 6 1iv0s
warip
4. ; oi 1peis /R b.’-
5.) dypavroas o, .Oi ,TP‘T‘ H. ol Tpeis dpzirintos
Kodpnres ‘
6. ] oeoi 6. 6
7. %4 diaxplocws mayd vel |[7. oi Tirdves| 7. 6 dxclonas ()

% érepoTns

(*) From (he wnyals #6dopds as a whole issue : (3) wmyai. (3) dpyai, (&) dpydyyeror,
(5) dyyeaor, (6) alwvor, (5) Livar. After them comes the dwiavis xdopos and ai énvd afaipar.

Il we compare the exposition of this Chaldean system of Proclus
with the results of our analysis of the original testimonies, it appears
that Proclus often employs synonymic notions of the Chaldzan Ora-
cles as designations of diverse noetic orders: e. g. &, warfp dwa€ é'ﬂ‘é.‘
xewa. Exdry, imelonds. dpyai, avvoxeis. warépes, reherdpyas. These artr-
ficial diferentiations are not due to a lack of understanding on the part
of the interpreter, but to the necessity with which he was faced to ﬁ‘“:
Chaldean equivalents for his own system of Platonic entities (whlc'
in trath was the alone ‘‘preexistent’’). The way in which Proclus
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interpretation forces the meaning of the Chaldean texts, has been de-
monstrated in the respective notes of the precedent investigation °.

—_—

* We may add a list of the notes in which the various orders of the Chaldean
System of Proclus, together with their Platonic and Orphic equivalents, are dis-
tl_lssed. Al the numbers refer to the notes of ch. 1 of this work. & and Zyafér :
:6;"9“‘6‘ ﬁ’udés : 350. wanjp, dtvaus, vols: hq. tpels Tpiddes 10U royrod :
al;;',’ 170. aidy : 138, luyyes : 248, ada. ouvoxeis : 245, 332. Tsheripyan :
it;é :70, 301,332, rospa é8dupds: 205. 7peis wyyaio: waripes: 2o fl., 282.
- .Ré)‘tewa : b2, 208. Lwoyévos Sed : 635, 282, 985, dis éméxewa : 187,
39“ dpeidixtor : 200. 6 imedwndds : 101. wyyal, dpyai, ete. : 65, 152, 199,

8. #wvo, dawai : 266.



