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Michael of Ephesus on the Fallacy of Consequent
Sten Ebbesen

In the article preceding this in CiMAGL 87, Francesco Bellucci and Costan-
tino Marmo suggest that for his scholium on Aristotle’s Sophistici Elenchi
5.167b1ftf. Michael of Ephesus’ may have drawn upon John Philoponus’
commentary on Posterior Analytics I.!

Prima facie this is by no means improbable. As [ showed in 1981, Michael
incorporated material from several sources in his commentary, and in his
prologue there is a clear loan from Philoponus on Posterior Analytics 1
(Commentaria in Aristotelem Graeca 11.3: 2.1-3 & 2.5-8 = CAG XIIL.3:
2.14-17 & 2.5-9, respectively).” But there is a complication: There are two
versions of Michael’s commentary, an early one (“Ps.-Alexander 2”) of
which only extracts have been printed, and a final, expanded one (“Ps.-
Alexander 1”°), which is the one edited by Max Wallies in CAG 11.3.

Now, much of the material found in the early version may well have been
gathered before Michael, so if a passage containing a loan from Philoponus
on APo. occurs already there, we have no guarantee that Michael himself
had consulted the old commentator. And this is precisely the case with the
loan from Philoponus’ 4Po. in the prologue, for the whole of the prologue
of Michael’s final edition is already found in the early edition.

With the scholium on 167bl1 the situation is different. The text found in
the final edition is a considerably expanded version of the original one, as
will appear from the table below, in which material not shared by both
editions is in black type, while identical sections are in colour. The section

I'F. Bellucci and C. Marmo, “Sign and Demonstration in Late-Ancient Commentaries
on the Posterior Analytics,” CIMAGL 87 (2018): 30.

2 S. Ebbesen, Commentators and Commentaries on Aristotle’s Sophistici Elenchi. A
Study of Post-Aristotelian Ancient and Medieval Writings on Fallacies, vols. I-11I =
Corpus Latinum Commentariorum in Aristotelem Graecorum VIIL.1-3. Brill: Leiden
1981. See vol. I, ch. V.14, pp. 268ft., where also about the two editions of Michael’s
commentary.
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that Bellucci and Marmo suspect of being inspired by Philoponus is
highlighted with yellow background colour.?

Michael of Ephesus on SE 5.167b1 sqq.

First edition

Final edition. CAG 11.3: 47.28-49.3

‘O mopd 10 EmdpeVoV EAeYYOG,

g

Kol a0 TOg TPOIMV EPET,

UEPOG €671 TOD mapd TO GLUPEPNKAG

ApEOTEPOL YOP

amo cvpPepnrotog Gpunvrot. SopEpov-
o1 0€, 6TL O eV Tapa TO SVUPEPNKOC 0VK
AVTIOTPEPEL TOVG OPOLG, GAL’ 0VTMOGL
ovAloyiletar 6 Zokpdtng {dov, 10 {dov
vévog, 6 Zwkpatng dpa yévog 6 8 mapa
TO £TOUEVOV MG AVTIGTPEPOVTOS TOVG
Opovg Aappdvet,

olov &l 6 KAETTNS VOKTOP TAovaTal, Kol
0 VOKTOp TAAVOUEVOG KAETTNG €0TL, Kol
€l 10 péM EavOov, kai 1o EavOov pél,

Kol KOTo TOVTO TOV KATOGOPIGLLOV
ovppaivet yivesBat. ovk avaykn €, €1 0
potyo¢ Kahdomiletat, Kol TOV KOAA®MTL-
{opevov potydv etvol Tolloic yop tadto
VIAPYEL, AEY® 31 Kol TO VOKTOP
mhavacOot kol 10 KohonilesBor 10 ¢
KOTIYOPOVLEVOV 0V VTLAPYEL.

‘O mopd 10 EmdpEVOV EAEYYOG

TEUTTOG £0TL TPOTOG TAV EKTOG THG
AEEEMC PAVOUEVOV EAEYYOV.

pEPOG 8¢ £otL Tod TOpa TO GVUPEPNKOg
TOPUAOYIoHOD, Og TPOTOG £6TL TAV EKTOG
g MéEemg copopdTv:

T00TO 08

Kot o0 TOG

0 AploTtoténg

TPOimV EPET’

ApPOTEPOL YO P

0DTOl 0l GOPIGHOL

amo cvopPepnrotog dGpuMvTaL. S1oPEPOL-
o1 0€, 6TL 0 eV Tapa TO SVUPEPNKOG 0VK
AVTIGTPEPEL TOVG OPOLG, AAL™ OVTMGT
cvAloyiletar 6 Zokpdng Ldov, 10 {Hov
vévog, 0 ZoKpAtG Gpa YEvos: 0 O mapa
TO EMOUEVOV MG AVTIOTPEPOVTOG
Aappavet Tovg dpovg

Ko yivetat, 6tav Kol T 1r) avtioTpé-
(POVTO OG AVTIGTPEPOVTO AapuPavnTat.
€ME10N YOp EmeTon TA KAETTN TO VOKT®P
mavacOat, avTioTpEPoVTES 0l CoPloTal
Aéyovot kai ‘0 VOKTOP TAAVOUEVOG
KAEmNG €0Ti’" Kai €meldn O M EavOdy
gott, kod 10 EavOov péM eival poot.

Kol Kot ToDTO TOV KOTAGOPIGULOV
ovpPaivet yivesBat. ovk avaykn o€, i 6
poty0¢ KahAoniletat, Kol TOV KOAA®TL-
{opevov potydv etvor Torloig yop tadta
Vrapyet, Aéym 8¢ kol TO VOKTOp
mhavacBot kol 0 KoAdonilesOar 10 6
KOTIYOPOOUEVOV 0V, DTLAPYEL.

3 The text of the early version (Ps.-Alex.-2) is taken from msVat. gr. 1770: 20v—21v; I
have compared it with ms Paris gr. 1843: 343v—344r, but found no significant variants,
only some minor errors of no interest in the present context.
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gime 82 TV potyelav KaTnyopovuEVOY
100 KoAoTilesOat ovy i dAnOdS Kotn-
YOPOUOLEVOV, EIPNTOL YOP MG OVK AVEAYKN
AVTIOTPEPEV, GAL’ DG VIO TV GOPITTMOV
MG KOTIYOPOLUEVNY AapPavouévny.

1 L&V 0DV TdV AeYOUEVOV S1dvoto.
o0, TO 08 Kot TV AEEW TNV 608V
Kal ai wept v 06&av ¢ alobnoews
dmdrn yivovror Tol00Tov 6TV Otl

1M L&V yedolg avrilappavetat Tod
UEMTOG G YAVKEOG, 1) O OYig OOC
EavOod, 6’ MV 1| §6Ea Té 60N cvvOEicH
Kol ¢ v 60&alovoa, omnviko Evepyel N
Oy mept 1 EovBov, olovel TV yoAnv,
€00V Kol M To TV glvar do&alet,

Kol TOV AoV ToALAKIG Todtoiov

stvar SoEadel S0 To EmecOar Toig T
Syemg pavtaciog.

GALG TOLOOTI HEV 1] TOV AEYOUEVOV
Stavota. T 0¢ Kkt TV AEEY obTmg Exer
6tav yap péltog 6vtog €€ avaykng
gmetan kal to EavOov, kol Tvog EavOod
dvtog ofovron stvor péA Kol yiveton 6
TaPAAOYIoHOG EvtedBev: cupPaivel yap
glvar yoAqv, fitic doti EavOr, Ty ovyd
Kol PéEAL. 0 8¢ maparoylopevog oVTmg
amotd: odyl 10 péM EavBov €oti; vair
dote Kol 10 EavOov pEAL 1) 8 yol)
EavOn: M xoAn dpa péEAL Kal ol TePL TV
d6&av amdrat Evtedbev tikTovTon

M L&V yap yedolg avrkapPavetat Tod
UEMTOG MG YAVKEDG, 1 O dYIG OOG
EavOod’ a@' v 1 §6Ea & 6O cvvOgica
Kot ¢ &v doEalovaa, omnvika Evepyel 1
Sy mept Tt EavBov kol Opd Tt yohoPa-
@éc, VOVC Kol PEML ToDTO £ivon Sofdlet.
ALY €mEdn €€ avaykng SuPpov katevn-
veypévov 1 yi| dStaPpoyog yiverat, Koi
onnvika HOATOG EKYVOIG YEVNTOL, VETOD
Katapopav yevéohat vopilopev.
évtedbev

Kot TV AoV TOAAAKIG TOdtaTIoV

1 8yig

elvat do&alet dia 10 Emecbot Talg Tig
Syemg pavtaciolg.

0V PNV GAAQ Kol €V TOIG PNTOPLKOIG GVA-
AOyloUOlG ol GMUEIDOELS amodeilelg €k
TOV EMOUEVOV YivOvTaL. ETELRN YOP OT-
peiov tod poyod to keAlonilecbal Eotl
kol toD KAEMTOVL TO VLKTOG TAOVAGHL
(Emeton yap kol T® powyd t0 KoAA@mile-
oot kKol T@ KAETTY TO VOKTOTOPELV), O10
TOUTO a1 PrTopiKal AmodeiEels €K TV €-
TopéveV yivovtar O yap BovAouevog Oel-
Ea OTL potyog €01, TO EmOuEVoV ENafev,
OTL KOAMOTLGTAG, KOl 0 TOV KAETTNV EAEY-
&a BovAdpevog 6Tt VOKTOP TAAVATOL TO
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0¢ moAhois uev tadta dmapyel, 0 J€ Kon-
yopovuevoV ovy vapyel MGG €OTI.
KOTnyopovpevov 0 AEyel TV HEV WoOL-
yelov

rkatnyopiov 100 koaAlonilecBar, Tod 6
voktdg Badilewv 10 kKAEMTEWY,

ovy ®G AAN0GS Katnyopovuévay (lpnton
YOp OG 0K GVAYKN GVTIOTPEQELY), GAN’
OG VIO TOV COPOTAV (OG KOTNYOPOL-
LEvav Ao pBovolévav.

The table shows that the section suspected of being inspired by Philoponus
is one that Michael added after the publication of the first edition, so if it
was indeed inspired by Philoponus, Michael was the person who had the
inspiration. But did he consult the old Alexandrian on this occasion?
Maybe, but two considerations speak against the assumption:

1) Michael tends to keep close to the wording of his sources instead
of providing a free paraphrase or just picking up an idea. But there
are no close verbal parallels between his scholium on SE 5.167b1
and Philoponus’ comments on 4Po. 1.13.

2) Michael’s ai onpeunoelg dmodeilelg functions as a paraphrase of a
strikingly similar expression in Aristotle’s text, as will appear in
the following juxtaposition of the authoritative text and Michael’s

paraphrase:

Aristoteles, SE 5.167b8-12

Michael, Comm. SE
CAG 11.3: 48.27-35

&V 1€ 101G PNTOPIKOIG

ol Kotd 1O onueiov dmodsifelg
€K TV EMOpEVOV Eloiv:

oV UV AL

Kol €V TOIG PNTOPIKOIG

GLAAOYIGLOTG

ol oNUELDOELS ATOdEIEELS

€K TV ETOPEVV YiVOVTOL.

£me1dn yop onueiov Tod poryod 1o
kolhonilecOai éott Kol Tod KAETTOL TO
voKTOg TAavacOot (Eneton yap Kol Td
poyy® to KahdomilecOot kol T@ KAEmTN
TO VOKTOTOPELV), d10, TODTO 0l PriToptkal
amodei&elg ek TV Emopévmv yivovtol

Cahiers de I'Institut du Moyen-Age grec et latin, No. 87 2018



38

BovAduevor yap dei&on bt poryog,
10 €ndpevov Elafov, 8Tt KOAAOTIOTNG

n
6t viktop OpdTon TAAVOUEVOG.

TOALOIG 8¢ TadTa PV VILAPYEL, TO 88
KT YOPOUUEVOV 0VY VITAPYEL.

0 yap PBovAdpevog dei&an Ot potyds €0,
10 €mopevov Eafev, Ot KIAAOTIOTHG,
Kol O TOV KAETTNV EAEyEan PovAdpevog
4tL vOKTOp TAQVATOL.

10 8¢

“TOAAOTG pEV Tad T VIAPYEL, TO OE
KaTnyopovuevov oy vrapyet”

Aoig €oTi.
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