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P. BEROL. INV. 16545: A TEXT ON STOIC EPISTEMOLOGY WITH
A FRAGMENT OF ANTIPATER OF TARSUS :

The papyrus that we are going to discuss allows us to learn something about
further development of the Stoic doctrine of presentations (gavrasiat) expounded in
SVF I 55-66 and II 52-70. I am much obliged to Professors Anna Swiderkéwna
and Zbigniew Borkowski for their kind permission to publish it, and to Dr Giinther
Poethke for having provided me with its technical parameters. I am also very grate-
ful to Professors Benedetto Bravo and Klaus Nickau and Dr Christopher Callanan
for their valuable suggestions in regard to the text (their names appear in the appa-
ratus).

The P. Berol. inv. 16545, Staatliche Museen zu Berlin (DDR), is a papyrus of
unknown provenience: its dimensions are 12.2 x 7.2 cm; its color is a medium shade
of brown, and the ink is black. The shape of letters (e.g. the triangular alpha) seems
to point to 2nd century A.D. as the time when the papyrus was written.

1 lo 7o -
3 ’
2 Jepwv %ai,
a »
3 %a¥’] 6 gimapzy, odx dnéd Twoc,
4 xai] Tag pui obtwg éyodous,
5 omoliac viv Smeypddopey.

(=)

dualrévove Tadtac @roilv 6

7 ’Avztlinatpog, év 3¢ Tiow av-
8 tiyplagowe amoxévoue, Omoi-

9 at T]véc clow ‘Immoxevrad-
10 gov 7] Xopifdewe. abrar pév
11 odv &Jracor Yeudeic dmapyov-
12 61, &)y 3t dmé Tvoc Ywlopé-
13 vov] ai pév clov xat’ adra [ta &v-
14 7o xd]reivoy dyvagpépovor ya-
15 paxtfipa, «i 8% mapayeypap-
16 pévlar xodobusy 3¢ tadtac

17 moplatumotinde, xai Tab-

18 zac pltv &v zo[i] Ty Yeudav
19 téman,) tac 8 [obon]e dandelc

3,4 suppl. Nickau S suppl. Bravo 6,7 suppl. Nickau 8 suppl. Callanan
9 suppl. Nickau 10 supplevi 11 suppl. Nickau 12, 12/13 suppl. Bravo
13/14, 15, 16 supplevi 16 Tadrac corr. prima manu ex tazaxc 17 suppl. Bravo
18,19 supplevi






P.BEROL. INV. 16545 141

Zenon’s definition of the oavracia xatodgmmixy (SVF I 59) stipulates that
such presentation should come &né Twvog Omdpyovroc and be formed xat’ adtod 76
Ymapyov. Presentations that do not fulfill these conditions or that fulfill only the
former one are called by Chrysippus (SVF II 53) dxatdinmror.

As far as we can tell, our text starts with a mention of two types of presentations
that do not come from an existing object. The first two lines are so badly preserved
that we can only try to establish the nature of the former type by excluding the pre-
sentations that belong to the latter. Thus it seems that the former type comprises
presentations imitating real objects, though not coming from them (cf. ¢uodoerc,
al @¢ & &mo dmapyovrog Yivbuevar in SVF I161). The presentations of the latter type
are of purely imaginary nature. They are exemplified by presentations of a centaur
(in SVF II 87 a centaur serves as an example of a vooluevoy xata aivdeoty) and of
Charybdis. Antipater calls such presentations Sugxevor < vain’ (this type of presen-
tations appears under the same name in Sextus Empiricus, Adv. math. VIII, 67),
though the variant reading dméxevor is given by some of the manuscripts. The presen-
tations of both types are false.

The text passes now to those presentations that come from an existing object.
They are also divided into two types. The former type comprises ones that have
been formed in accordance with the real object; they are Zenon’s gavtactar xoatohym-
Tueat., The latter consists of ones that differ from the prototype and are, so to say,
“counterfeit” (? mapayeypaupévon); they are called mapatumwtixal. This type of
presentations is mentioned under this name in the same passage of Sextus. The last
sentence of our text seems to say that the presentations of the latter type are classed
together with the false ones. This approach is different from that expounded in SVF
IT 65, where the presentation that appears in the mind of mad Orestes when he
takes his sister for an Erinys is said to be both true and false at the same time.

Our papyrus should be included among Antipater’s fragments collected in the
3rd volume of the SVF. We do not have enough data to decide who is the author
and whether Adv. math. VIII, 67 is based on our text or on a common source which
would probably be Antipater. At any rate, Sextus’ passage should also be treated
as one of Antipater’s fragments.
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