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Ofpa TV dvoxowvioemy abtdv elval ToMTn @uocogia Tod Midrwvog, Tig apyés Tic
droiag 6 ovyypagéag avalvel ué Tiv SeELoTEVia TOD EWTELOV EQEVWITH THS TOMTIXAS PLLOCOPIag
Gord TV dpyauomTa péxoL onpepa (elocywyn, 0. 2). Mapdinka doyoheltar pé ™v rpofnparun Tig
relBoic oTO CUVOAD TOU TAATWWROD EQYOV, EVH OUYX0OVWG EMEENYEL xal dvadvel EvvoLes THG Thatw-
viiic @uocopilag, Omws: 7 duaooivn, mg Exdniwon Tav avbpwriviov Béoewv: 0 mabog Bewpo-
WEVO (15 SLOTADKTLXN AVTIOEAOT OTHV XN AELTOVOYIR THG TOANG ®ol 0TIV ROWVOVIXT Looppomia: f
EMOTIIN (O TEOTOV APUOVIXTIC CUVEQYAOLAS TG AOYIXTC —TIVEUHATIXTG AELTOVQYIAS— Rai TV TPO-
W@V Taoewy TOD oA ) Pvnpn, BewmEovpevn i otabiepn duapxew i (1S LETATROTN TMV TPY-
TWV OTOV MO0 TS IpaypaTikomras: O avipwmvog oToyaopog ®al ol IVEVpaTiveS MEQYaoies ToD
dvbpmor fi moudeia 010 Eimedo THG xowvwvixdic Lwig it Omoia elvan o€ Béom v GAORANOUNIEL (IS
PuOKES Eiong Taoels ®ai we aviipumives duebéoelg péoa o€ xavoveg ol drolow v Eyyvdvral ™ ota-
Bepdmra THG TOAEWS' O MAAOYOS, «Umo TO Oyipa s dpowfaiag Ophiag avapeoa oF VO OpL-
hobvreg, ol drolow ovintodv yua 10 mapehbovs (0. 151) 7 cogia, i Omoia épgavileral «0g ovAAmm
TG EMLOMUNG ATd TN CUVELONOM, (S ROTAGPEOM iS APYRS TOV MATACOEL £ TMV TPOTENWV Hai divel
TéAog otnv auveidmon» (0. 203). Auatpaypartevetar Exiong Bepara, drmwg f TéAa, TO Tpoaiotua, 1
dpuporia. O ovyypapéas TEOTELVEL jud avBRWITOAOYIXN KOl ROWWVIRT CUAATIYM THG dxauoouwng
(mpohoyos, 0. 11) xai dvalver Ta Béuara mov Emubéye, omOLOReVos otiv avridpaom 1o mohim doé-
VOVTL 0TV «TOALTEIMs ®ol «avTioTpogaes, Miow dod Tig dvalioes T@v Evvoubv Tmapyer O Zumpda-
mg, O Omolog pué mv fonfewa Tod Aaipovig Tov, 6OMYEL TOUS CUVOIULANTES TOV 0TIV XaTaxXmon Tod
dnBoig xal ths copias. To ffihio Teleudver pé ivaxa dvopdrwy (00, 221-222).

Mapia TTraronana

James H. LESHER, Xenophanes of Colophon. Fragments. A text and translation with a commentary,
Toronto/Buffalo/London, University of Toronto Press (Phoenix Presocratics, vol. iv), 1992, xvi+266 pp.

This book appears in the Phoenix Presocratics series, which is co-edited by David Gallop and T. M.
Robinson, and is of interest from two points of view — first, for the arrangement and commentary on the
fragments and testimonia, and second, for the over-all interpretation of Xenophanes™ doctrines and the
assessment of his historical-philosophical position and importance. After the Preface and the Introduction
the book is divided into three parts as follows: Part 1: Fragments (pp. 9-43). Part 2: Interpretation (pp. 47-
186). Part 3: Ancient testimonia and imitations (pp. 189-222). The book includes «Sources and
Authorities» (pp. 225-233), a «Select Bibliography» (pp. 235-242) and Indexes (pp. 245-264).

A question offen raised by scholars who study Xenophanes is whether he ought to be included
among the philosophers. This question is apparently raised mistakenly, since «poetic form is no bar to
philosophy», as Guthrie rightly observes'; moreover, «with him (sc. Xenophanes) philosophy breaks new
ground in more than one direction, and sows new seed, from which a fruitful crop was soon to be
reaped»’. Modern research has fully recognized Xenophanes™ contributions as a philosopher’. Thus

1. W. K. C. GUTHRIE, A History of Greek Philosophy, vol. 1. The Earlier Presocratics and the
Pythagoreans, Cambridge 1962, *1978, p. 361.

2. op. cit., p. 402,

3. J. BARNES, The Presocratic Philosophers, (rev. edition in one vol.) London 1982, 21986, p. 82,
characterizes Xenophanes as «a considerable philosopher». Futhermore, he writes, ibid.: «The range of
his accomplishments, and his unflinching devotion to the gods of reason, make him a paradigm of the
Presocratic genius». G. S. KIRK - J. E. RAVEN - M. SCHORIELD, The Presocratic Philosophers. A Critical
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Lesher rightly announces that his study «will fully warrant a positive assessment of Xenophanes as
phllmophcr outspoken critic of common opinion and the leading poets of Greece, advocate for inquiry
into natural causes, proto-epistemologist, and innovator in both religion and morality» (p. xiii).

In the introduction the author offers his conclusions on Xenophanes™ dates and life, evaluates his
poems, recounts his association with Elea and describes his ‘teaching style’. He also expounds the basic
claims of the philosophy of Xenophanes, his influence on other contemporaries and later thinkers,
provides a brief history of the preservation of his verse and opinions, and sketches the scholarly debate
about the relation between the fragments and the testimonia. According to Lesher «the Xenophanes who
emerges from the fragments (as well as from many testimonia) is an lonian physiologos or ‘natural
philosopher’, imbued with the spirit of lonian historié or ‘inquiry’» (p. 4). Lesher describes the efforts to
interpret the fragments from the point of view of the Eleatic theory embedded in the testimonia as
generally unconvincing, and shares the widespread suspicion that «later theories were retroactively
attributed to him as the putative founder of Eleatic philosophy= (p. 7). Yet he notices that «Xenophanes
might have had his ‘Eleatic period’and the fragments we know might all stem from other portions of his
lifex (ibid.).

The first part of the book contains the fragments of Xenophanes. The Greek text is accompanied
by an English translation. The text presented here follows that in Edmonds’ edition®, except where noted
to the contrary. Lesher keeps the numbering of the fragments in the edition of Diels-Kranz (fragments 43
and 44 are omitted; there are no fragments bearing 43 and 44 in Diels-Kranz's listing). Many of the
fragments are followed by a short apparatus criticus, based on the readings of the fragments by other
editors or on the mss. Lesher has also taken a major part of older or recent editions of the fragments of
Xenophanes, including the most recent separate edition of the fragments by Heitsch’, into account.
However, in accordance with the aims of the Phoenix Presocratics series he does not attcmpt to establish a
new text for the fragments.

The second and largest part of the book contains notes, commentary and essays on the fragments.
Lesher groups the fragments for discussion in this part according to subject-matter, as follows: Chapter 1,
On Men and Morals: frgs. 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 8, and 22. Chapter 2, On the Divine: frgs. 7, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16,
17, 23, 24, 25, and 26, Chapter 3, On Nature: frgs. 19, 27, 28, 29, and 33, 30, 31, 32, and 37. Chapter 4, On
Human Understanding: frgs. 18, 34, 35, 36, and 38. Lesher summarizes (p. 5) the four basic claims, on
which the philosophy of Xenophanes rests, thus: 1. The measures of personal excellence are piety in
thought and deed, service to the city, and a life of moderation, avoiding the pursuit of unlimited wealth
and useless luxuries. 2. There is one divine being of exceptional goodness, power, and cognitive capacity
who affects the cosmos as a whole through the exercise of his thought alone; but this is not well

History with a Selection of Texts, Cambridge 1983, *1988, p. 168, talk about «Xenophanes™ rational
intelectualisms» and write, ibid.: «<He was a critic, primarily, with an original and often idiosyncratic
approach; not a specialist but a true coquonig or sage, prepared to turn his intelligence upon almost any
problem». For others Xenophanes is primarily a theologian. See H. FRANKEL, Dichtung und Philosophie
des frithen Griechentums, (3. corr. edition) Munich 1962, 1976, pp. 376ff.; W. ROD, Geschichte der
Philosophie. Bd. 1. Die Philosophie der Antike 1. Von Thales bis Demokrit, Munich *1988, p. 82; Les
Présocratigues. Edition établie par J. - P. DUMONT avec la collaboration de D. DELATTRE et J. - L. DE
POIRIER, Paris 1988, pp. 1215f. E. HEITSCH, Xenophanes. Die Fragmente. Herausgegeben, tibersetzt und
erlautert, Munich and Zurich 1983, treats Xenophanes as a poet, philosopher, and theologian (p. 7), as a
«Mann zwischen den Zeiten» (p. 12). Cf. J. MANSFELD, Die Vorsokratiker |. Milesier, Pythagoreer,
Xenophanes, Heraklit, Parmenides. Griechisch/Deutsch, Stuttgart 21988, pp. 204ff.

4. J. EDMONDS, Greek Elegy and lambus, vol. |, Cambridge, Mass. and London 1931 (Xenophanes,
pp. 182-215).

5. See above note 3.
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understood by believers and the poets from whom they get their ideas on such matters. 3. The whole
natural cosmos should be understood as a product of the operations of earth and water, with all natural
processes starting from and ending in the earth, especially in the sea. 4. Certain truth about the gods and
the basic principles of nature cannot be known by anyone, but the accounts we have of them should be
accepted as true opinion about how things really are. Furthermore, our way of inquiring into nature has
resulted in a number of discoveries — even if human opinion is shaped by the events experienced during
the brief span of a lifetime.

Lesher’s notes and commentary on each fragment are of great value, since he explains key or
difficult to understand words from the fragments in reference to the readings of the apparatus criticus
and to parallels from other poetic texts (e.g. Homer) and also because he discusses textual problems
where they have a bearing on philosophical questions. In his interpretation of the fragments, Lesher
takes the positions of the various scholars into consideration. Modern assessments have gone throught
a series of stages, and these are clearly outlined by Lesher. He attempts to incorporate all the main
opinions, theses and interpretations that have been put forward, before he expresses his own personal
reading of Xenophanes. In each of the four chapters, following the notes and the commentary, there is
a conclusion, where the author summarizes the matters discussed in the chapter.

The author argues for the philosophical significance of Xenophanes™ remarks about men and
morals in his own time. Xenophanes® didactic poetry® «probes beneath the surface, or beyond custom, and
recommends a new understanding through persuasion on rational grounds» (p. 76). We must agree with
Lesher that because of these affinities with the teachings and techniques of subsequent philosophers, it is
appropriate to think of Xenophanes as a kindred spirit to Heraclitus and Parmenides, rather than to lump
him together with contemporaries such as Ibycus, Anacreon and Simonides. Lesher concludes that
considered simply as a moralist Xenophanes may be regarded as both a revisionist and a revolutionary,
«imbued with existing moral sentiments across a wide range of topics, but prepared to challenge
conventional wisdom and social practice in order to satisfy more fully the demands of justice or excellence
rightly understood» (ihid.).

Regarding the Divine, Lesher concludes first that in his various remarks on current religious
beliefs and practices Xenophanes called for fundamental reforms; and second that «the centrepiece of
his reformed view was a novel and historically important concept of a single greatest god, unlike men in
either body or thought, who without moving at all imparts motion to all things by the exercise of the
thought of his mind. But a novel conception of the divine does not a philosopher make» (p. 114).
Furthermore he notices (p. 115) that Xenophanes® teaching lacked one feature that has commonly
characterized philosophical accounts of religious belief: a defence of theism. We may (and should)
conjecture, Lesher remarks (p. 116), that Xenophanes linked together, in his own mind, god’s absolute
perfection with his moral excellence and supremacy in power, although we lack a single instance among
his express remarks to confirm that Xenophanes realized that one or more of these attributes could be
used to establish the reality of the others. According to Lesher, in sharp contrast to the picture of an
inference-sensitive Xenophanes, the Xenophanes of frgs. 23-26 is all dogma and flat assertion.
Xenophanes™ «most remarkable accomplishment, unique among his ancient philosophical cohort, was to
provide an exhaustive critique of claims to religious knowledge» (p. 117).

On topics of natural philosophy, several features of Xenophanes' account of atmospheric
phenomena show, Lesher rightly notices, the influence of his predecessor Anaximenes, while his
comments on earth and water confirm the seriousness of his interest in the lonian dispute about the arche
or archai of things. However, the particular objects of his inquires suggest that Xenophanes «practised
lonian science in order to displace an existing, predominantly religious outlook on the natural world» (p.

6. On the ‘didactic’ attitude of the poetry of Xenophanes see also G. WOHRLE, Xenophanes als
didaktischer Dichter, Elenchos, 14, 1993, pp. 5-18.
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145). We must agree with the author that there are in fact several indications that Xenophanes™ discus-
sions of topics of nature stemmed not from a desire for a convenient weapon with which to attack religious
belief, but from a desire for an accurate and comprehensive understanding. Lesher’s conclusion is that
«we are free to regard Xenophanes™ value-free conception of nature, his rejection of circular heavenly
motions, and his assumption of the presence of common causes for earthly and celestial phenomena as just
a few of his many progressive ideas» (p. 148).

On topics of human understanding, Lesher makes a valuable classification of the existing
interpretive accounts under six main headings: Xenophanes as (1) Sceptic, (2) Empiricist, (3) Rationalist,
(4) Fallibilist, (5) Critical Philosopher and (6) Natural Epistemologist and then offers a summary of each
of these approaches (pp. 1611f.). He himself regards a variant of (6) as the most plausible interpretation of
Xenophanes’ fr. 34 and is inclined to believe that the *naturalist’ interpretation of fragment 34 proposed by
Heitsch is probably the best approach to take for fr. 34. According to Lesher, both fr. 34 and fr. 35 were
«pioneering reflections on the nature, limits, and varieties of human understanding» (p. 176). Fragment 18
may not have been the exercise in a priori sociology it has often been taken for, but rather was «the
rejection of an older, inadequate approach to the understanding of natural marvels through myth, legend,
or simple superstition — and a call, in so many words, to natural science» (p. 155). In the conclusion of this
chapter Lesher focuses on similarities between Xenophanes™ greatest god and Parmenides” motionless and
uniform being as well as the teaching of other Presocratics.

Part 3 of the volume examines the ancient testimonia and imitations. It consists of an introduction
and English translation of all the ancient testimonia included in section A of Diels-Kranz (life, writings,
and teaching). In the introduction (pp. 189ff.) Lesher discusses the testimonia, dividing them into six main
groups: (1) the criticism of Xenophanes by Heraclitus and Empedocles; (2) the imitations of and
borrowings from Xenophanes™ teachings contained in the writings of Plato, Euripides and Aristotle; (3)
Theophrastus™ Opinions of the Inquirers into Natre and the many later accounts deriving from it (that is,
those of Cicero, Aétius, Pseudo-Plutarch, Galen, Hippolytus, Eusebius, Theodoretus, Stobaeus, Pseudo-
Galen, and Simplicius); (4) the philosophical critique and derivative summary of Xenophanes” account of
god and/or ‘the one’in the anonymously written treatise On Melissus, Xenophanes, Gorgias (MXG); (5) the
accounts by Timon and later writers of Xenophanes as a ‘sceptic’; and (6) the doctrinal summary and
biography by Diogenes Laertius. After examining the Xenophanes' section in the treatise MXG (977al4-
97929 [=Diels-Kranz 21A28]), Lesher finds Diels” suggestion that the MXG was of Peripatetic
provenance convincing. Lesher’s conclusion runs: «The author of the MXG was a minor Peripatetic
thinker conversant with eleatic debates who lived and wrote sometime after the third century BC (or at
least far enough removed in place and time from Theophrastus to allow for uncorrected errors to enter
into his account of Xenophanes® philosophical views)» (pp. 193-4)". There follows a very careful English
translation of the ancient Xenophanes testimonia contained in Diels-Kranz with notes on problems of the
Greek text and the translation.

The next part of the volume (pp. 225f1.) is devoted to very useful notes on the ancient sources and

7. H. DIELS, Aristotelis qui fertur de Melisso Xenophane Gorgia libellus, Berlin 1900,

8. Cf. J. WIESNER, Ps.-Anistoteles, MXG: Der historische Wert des Xenophanesreferats. Beitrdge zur
Geschichte des Eleatismus, Amsterdam 1974, p. 323. For an exhaustive examination of the proposed
interpretations (by M. UNTERSTEINER, P. STEINMETZ, and K. VON FRri1Z) of the Xenophanes' part of the
MXG see WIESNER, op. cit., pp. 1 7T3f. For a new discussion of the MXG see B. CassIN, Si Parménide. Le
traité anonyme «De Melisso Xenophane Gorgia». Edition critique et commentaire, Lille 1980. See also J.
MANSFELD, De Melisso Xenophane Gorgia. Pyrrhonizing Aristotelianism, Rheinisches Museum fiir
Philologie, N.F., 131, 1988, pp. 239-76. For a summary of modern opinions concerning the value of the
‘Xenophanes' section of the MXG see 1. G. KALOGERAKOS, Seele und Unsterblichkeir. Untersuchungen zur
Vorsokratik bis Empedokles, Stuttgart and Leipzig 1996, pp. 184ff.
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authorities, which are meant to serve as brief identifying descriptions of the authorities cited and the
standard editions of their works. This is followed by a select up-to-date bibliography on Xenophanes,
which lists the titles of works utilized in the chapters of the book. Lesher’s selective bibliography contains
all main editions, commentaries, monographs and treatises written about Xenophanes, and is thus a
valuable guide for the study of his philosophy®. The book is completed by a series of indexes (index of
names and subjects, of passages from ancient authors cited, and of Greek words discussed).

This book is an outstanding study of Xenophanes, characterized by extraordinary scholarly
thoroughness and care. Lesher’s contribution consists not only in the critical evaluation and interpretation
of all the fragments and evidence for Xenophanes, but also marks an important beginning for a
reevaluation of the philosophy of Xenophanes. In short, this book is an ideal introduction to Xenophanes,
while those already steeped in his philosophy will no doubt benefit greatly from it.

loannis G. KALOGERAKOS

9. See also my up-to-date Xenophanes-Bibliography in: A. KEAEXTIAOY, ‘H guiocogpia oD Zevo-
gaw, edited by the Research Center for Greek Philosophy at the Academy of Athens, Athens 1996, pp.
163-84.
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