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position to the account which deals with impression [phantasia] and

sense-perception, in as much as the criterion which decides the truth of
things is penerically an impression, and inn as much as the account which
deals with assent and copnition and thinking, while it precedes the rest, is
not composed without impression. (2) For the impression arises first, abd
then thought, which has the power of utterance, expresses in language
what it experiences by the agency of the impression. (3} An impression is
diffierent from a figmeng [phamiagmal. A figment is the kind of fanciful
thought which occurs in dreams, whereas an impression is a printing in
the soul: i.e., an alteration, as Chrysippus suggests in his On soul; for the
printing should not be taken to be like that of a signet-ring, since it is
impossible for there to be many such prints at the same time affecting the
samcsubject. .

..... .- Bvery conception, then, must be preceded

by expericnce through sense, and on this account
sensibles are abolished all conceptual thought is
necessatily abolished at the same time, — &~
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The Stoics say that [bod:ly] aflections occur in the affected regioas, but
sensations in the commanding-faculty.
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. Preseatntion then, aeeording 1o then,
is an npression oy the soal, ol aboul Hhis L nl
unee ,_..n_w.:_ to quarrel § for whereas Cleanthes under-
stood “"impression ' as involving cminence and
depression,® just s does the impression inade in wax
by signet-rings, Chrysippus regarded such o thing as
absurd, Ifor in the first place, he says,” when the
mind imagines at one and the saume moment a tri-
angular abject and a quadrangular, the same body *
must needs be eircumseribed by different forms at the
same time and beeome stimullaneously boll Leinnggular
and quadrangular, or even civeular, which is absurd ;

and further, when many presentations eccur in us
simultancously, the soul will also receive innumedable
formations, which result is worse than the former.
e himself, therefore, suspected that the term
"impression”” wns used by Zeno in the sense of
“ alieration,” so that the definition runs like this—
* presentation is an alteration of the soul "; for it is
no longer absurd that, when many presentations
eo-cxist in us at the same moment, the same bLody
should admit of innumecrable alterations; for just
as the air, when many pecple are speaking simul-
Toneously, reccives in & single moment numberless
and different impacts and at once undergoes many
alterations also, so too when the regent part is the

aubject of a varicty of Images it will experience some-
thine analownnc bn 1his :
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(phantaston), imagination" (phantastikon), figment cu\m.h‘ ntasma)j are all

different. (2) An impression is an 2 ection occurring in the soul, which
reveals itself and its_cause. Thus, when through sight we observe
something white, the affection is what is engendered in the soul through
vision; and it is this affection which enables us to say that there is 2 white
object which activates us. Likewise when we perceive through touch and
smell. (3) The word ‘impression’ | phantasia) is derived from 'light’ [phes];
Just as light reveals itself and whatever else it includes in its range, so
impression reveals itselfand its cause. {4) The cause of an impression is an
impressor: e.g,, something white or cold or everything capable of
activating the soul. (5) Imagination is an cmpty attraction, an affection in
the soul which arises from no impressor_as when someone shadow-Boxes”
or strikes his hands against thin air; for an impression has some impressor
as its objcet, but imagination has none. {6) A figment is that to which we
are attracted in the empty attraction of imagination; it occurs in people
who arc melancholic and mad.
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___(4) They divide impressions inta those which arc sensory
“and those which are not. Sensory impressions are ones obtained through
one or more Sense-Organs, non-sensory are ones obtained through
thought such as those of the incorporeals and of the other things acquired
by reason. {5) Some sensory impressions arise from_what is, and are
accompanied by yielding and assent. But impressions also include
appearances which aze quasi-products of what is. {6) Furthermcre, some
impressions are rational, and pthers non-rational. Those of rational
animals are rational, while those of non-rational’ animals arc non-
rational. Rational impressions are thought processes; irrational oaes are
nameless. (7) Also, some impressions arc expert and others not: 3 work of
art is viewed in one way by an expert and differently by a non-expert.’

F. Ae¥ius 40 1-4
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{1} When a man is born, the Stoics say, he has the commanding-part of
his soul like a sheet of paper ready for writing upon. On this he inscribes
each one of his conceptions. (2) The first method ofinscription is through
the senses. For by perceiving something, e.g. white, they have a memory
of it when it has departed. And when many memories of a similar kind
have oceurred, we then say we have experience. For the plurality of
simsilar impressions is experience. (3) Some conceptions arise naturally in
the aforesaid ways and undesignedly, others through our owa instruc-
tion and ateention. The latter are called ‘conceptions® only, the formerare
called ‘preconceptions’ as well. (4) Reason, for which we are called
rational, is said to be completed from our preconceptions during our first

SeVel years.
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(1) mens enim ipsa, quac sensuum fons esc atque
:n".c_”m_n:- vim habet quam intendit ad ca quibus movetur. itaque alia visa sic
arripit ut dis statim utatue, alia quasi recondie, ¢ quibus memoria oritar; cetera
autemt simibitudinibus canstruit, ex quibus elbciunwr notitjae TCRUIN, Yuils
Gracci tum éwolas wm mpoddipes vocany * ,

ctiam ipsa sensus est,

Perhaps you are remindin
books On reason: *Reason’

preconceptions.’

: B us of what you wrote in your
is a collection of certain conceptions and

[Speaker: the Antiochean Lucullus] The mind itself, which is the
source of the senses and is even idenfical with the senses, has a natural
force swhich it applics to the things by which it is activated. So 3t seizcs
some impressions in order to make immediate use of them, athers, which
arc the source of memory, it stores away so to speak, while all the rest it
arranges by their likenesses, and thereby conceptions of things are
produced, which the Greeks call sometimes ennoiai and at other times

-

prolepseis, ¢ ;
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{1} ltisby mosb.o:nummm.. that we come to think of sense-objects. (2) By
similarity, things based on thoughts of something related, like Socrates

on the basis of a picture. (3) By analogy, sometimes by magnification, as
in the case of Tityos ané Cyclopes, sometimes by diminution, as in the
casc of the Pigmy; also the idea of the centre of the earth arose by analogy
on the basis of smaller spheres. {4) By transposition, things like eycs on
the chest. (5) By combination, Hippocentaur. (G) By opposition, death.
(7) Some things are also conceived by transition, such as sayables and

placc. (8) The idea of something just and good is acquired naturally. (9)
That of being without hands, for instance, by privation,

iz, Cicera
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(1) atqui qualia sunt hacc quac sensibus percipi dicimus talia sccuntur ¢a quae
no sensibus ipsis percipi dicuntur sed quodam modo sensibus, ut haee: “illud
st album, hoc dulce, canorum illud, hoc bene olens, hoc asperum’’; animo
ian hace tenemus conprehensa non sensibus., (2) “ille” deinceps “equus est, ille
canis.” (3} cetera serics deinde sequitur maiora nectens, ut hace quae quas
expletam rerum conprchensionem amplectuntur; “si homo est, animal est

mortile rationis particeps,” {4) quo ¢ genere nobis notitiae rerum mprimuntur
sine quibus nee intelegi quicquam nec quacri {nec) disputari potest.

[Speaker: the Antiochean Lucullus in defence of Stoic episternology] (1)

Those characteristics which belong to the things we describe as being
cognized by the senses are equally characteristic of that further set of
things said to be cognized not by the senses directly but by them in a
certain respect, e.g., "That is white, this is sweet, that is melodious, this is
fragrant, thisis bitter.’ Our copnition of these is sccured by the mind, not
the senses. (2) Next, ‘Thatis a horse, thatisa dog.’ (3) The rest of the serics
then NoH_oim.hEEnhEEu which virtually include complete
cognition of things, like ‘If it is a human being, it is a mortal, rationa
animal.’ (4) From this class [i.e. mental perceptions in general]
conceptions of things are imprinted on us, without which there can be no
understanding or investigation or discussion of anything.
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C e e - Now he iy not al
trutde by W senses alone, i e have

nud shall now brlefly relicarse, 1or they nre by naLure
irrational, and having v further clipaeily Leyond Lhat
of being impressed by the ohjccts imaged, they are
wholly disqualifiet for discovering the truth, Yor that

which is to perccive what js Lrue in the renl objects

must not only be moved by a whitish or swectish
nmn_in. bt also must be brought to have an impres-
slon regarding sueh an object that ** this thing ia
white ™ and " this thing is sweet.” Andsi nilarty with
the rest of Lhe » - Bul to perecive an vhjcet of
that kind is no longer the task of sense 3 for sensc s

le to grasp the
shuwn shive,b

of u nuture to grasp only colour aml flavour ==n—_..mo==.._.
whereas the recoguition that ** this is white * or " this
issweet,” being neither calour nor Anvour, is incapable

of belng expevienced by sense.o ™
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1) There was another disagreement among philosophers [concerning
what is truc]: some tock the sphere of what is true and false to be ‘the
signification’, athers ‘utterance', and others “the process that constitutes
thought'. (2) The Stoics defended the first opinion, suying that three
things are linked together, ‘the signification’, "the signifier’, and ‘the
name-bearer’. The signifier is an utterance, for instance ‘Dion”: the
signification is the actual state of affairs revealed by an utteranzce, and

which we apprchend as it subsists in accordance with our thoughe, "
whereas it is not understood by those whose language is different

although they hcar the utterance; the name-bearer is the external object,

for instance, Dion himself, (3}-Of these, two are bodies — the utterance

-and the name-bearer; but one is incorporeal — the state of affairs signified

and sayable, which is true or false,
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/_\73 [the Stoics) say that a "sayable’ is what subsists in accordance with a
rational impression, and a rational impression is one in which the content
of the impression can be cxhibited in language.
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At seire neyratis .__‘__r.l_..,_...ﬁ..m...“, rem ublam avisi sapiciatem, A& et loc quitdemn Zeno gesti
conficicbar. (2) nam cum exiensis digitis adversam manum ostenderat,
“visum™ inquicbat “huivs  meodi s’y (3) dein cum palum  digites
contraxerat, “adsemsus huius modi™; {4) tum cum plane conpresserat
pugnangue fecerat, conprensionen illam esse dicebat, qua ex similitudine
cliatn menen e ored, quad ante won fucrar, xardAmyuy imposuit; (s) cum
autenn kawevam nianum admoverat et illum pugnum aste vehementergue
conpresserat, scicotiam tdem esé dicebat, cuius COMpOLEI Bisi sapiciican esse
neminen.

[Speaker: Cicero on behalf of the Mew Academy] (1) Zeno used to clineh _
the wise man's sole possession of scientific knowledge with a gesture, {2)
He would spread out the fingers of one hand and display its open palm,
saying ‘An impression is like this.’ (3) Next he clenched his fingers a little
and said, ‘Assent is like this.’ (4) Then, pressing his fingers quite together,
he made a fist, and said tiat this was cognition {and from chis illustration
he pave that mental state the name of katalépsis, which it had not had
before). (5) Then he brought his left hand against his right fist and

* gripped it tightly and foreefully, and said that scientific knowledge was
" like this and possessed by nonc except the wise man.
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(1) Of impressions, one kind is cognitive, the ather incognitive, (2) The
cognitive, which they {the Stoics] say is the criterion of things, is that
which arises from what is and is stamped and impressed exactly in
accordance with what is. (3} The incognitive is cither that which does not
arise from what is, or from that which is but not exactly in accordance
with what is: one which is not clear or distinct,
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(1) Of true impressions, some are cognitive, others not. (2) Non-
cognitive are ones people experience when they are in abnormal states.
For very large numbers of people who are deranged or melancholic take
in an impression which is true but non-cognitive, and arises purely
externally and fortuitously, so that they often do not respond to it
positively and do not assent to it. (3) A cognitive impression is one which
arises from what is and is stamped and impressed exactly in accordance

- with whatis, of such a kind as could not arise from what is not. Since they

{the Stoics] hold that this impression is capable of precisely grasping
objects, and is stamped with all their peculiaritics in a crafismanlike way,
they say that it has each one of these as an attribute. {-
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For a [cognitive] sense-impressign to occur, ¢.g. one of sight, five factors
in their [the Stoics’] view must concur: the sense-organ, the sense-object,
the place, the manner andthe mind; since if all of these but ene are present
(e.g. if the mind is in an abnormal state), the perception, they say, will not
be secured. For this reason some said that the cognitive impression isnot a
criterion universally, but wher it has no such impéediment.
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(1) They [the Stoics] say that the cognitive impression is the criterion of

truth, i.e. the impression arising from what is. This is what Chrysippus

says in the second book of his Physics, and also Antipater and
Apollodorus. (2) Bocethus admits a number of criteria — intellect, sense-
pereeption, desire and scientific knowledge. (3} And Chrysippus, at
variance with himself] says in the first of his books On reason that sense-
perception and preconception are the criteria; preconception is a natural
conception of universals. (4) Some of the older Stoics admit right reason
as a criterion, as Posidonius says in his book On the criterion.

ey AT e e vk TR 0 £ i s R L R

5w

AL A0 e v A

TR 0
Aoy it

AR 4



21, Cicero
}ﬂun.bi.fb.fﬂhr P.L—-N

= LS AV @

22 . SE M Vi IS1-152

= Ls 41 C

23. Stobaeus
W o, 8-

112, %

Z LS 44 G

X quod auteny erat sensy comprensum id ipsum
crat comprensum ut convelli ratione
inscientiam nominabat; ex qua ¢
cum falso mznom::oﬁ_:n

senswin appellabat, ct si ita
non possct scientiam, sin aliter
xisteret ctiam opinio, quac esset imbecilla ce
communis. {xf sed inter scientiam et inscientiam
comprehensionem illam quam dixi collocabat, camque lieque in rectis neque
in pravis numerabat, sed soli eredendum esse dicebat, v&/n quo sensibus ctiam
fiden wribuchat, qued vt supra dixi comprehiensio facta sensibus et vera esse illi
ct fidelis videbatur, non quod ommnia quae essent in re compreheaderet, sed
_quia nibil quod cadere in cam possct relinqueree, quodque natura quasi
harmam seicntiae ot principivm sui dedisser unde POstea notones rerim in
animis imprimerentur; ¢ quibus non principia solum sed latiores quacilam ad
rationem inveniendam viae reperivntur, (4} errorent autens et temeritaten et
ighorantiam et opinationcm ct suspicionem et uno nomine omnia quac essent
aliena firmace et constantis assensionis a virture sapicntiaque removebar,
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[Speaker: the Antiochean V
perception Zeno called itseif
grasped that it could not b
knowledge; but if it were o
be the source of opinion as
to what was false and inco

arro] () What was grasped by sense-
a sense-perception, and if it had been so
c disrupted by reason, he called it scientific
therwise, he called it ignorance, taking this to
well, which was something weak and rzlated
gnitive. (i That cognition I mentioned above
[40B 3] he placed between scientific knowledge and ignorance,
it neither as pood nor as bad, but said that it was to be trusted or

bb. Accordingly, healso astached reliability to the senses, because, as [ said
above, he regarded cognition zfected by them as both true and rcliable;
not because it grasped all of a thing's propertics, but because it left out
nothing capahle of confronting it, and also because nature
the stmdard of scivntific knowledpe and as the natural foundation (or the
subsequent impression of conceptions of things upon the mind, which
Bive tise not just to the starting-points but to certain broader routes for
discovering reason. (4) But from virtue and wisdom Zeno removed
crror, rashness, ignorance, opinion, conjecture, and in a word, cvery-
thing foreign to firm and consistent ummn:n.

counting
1its own.

had given it as
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(1) The Stoics say there are three things which are linked ﬂo.man_lpmm
scientific knowledge [episieme], opinion [doxa] and cognition {kataigpsis)
stationed between them. (2) Scientific knowledge is cognition which is

secure and firm and unchangeable by reason. (3) Opinion is weak and
false assent. (4) Coguition in bytween these is assent belonging to a
cognitive impression; and a cognitive impression, so they claim, is one
which is truc and of such a kind that it could not turn out false. (5) Of
these they say chat scientific knowledge is found only in the wise, and
opinion enly in the infericr, but cognition is common to them botk:, and

itis the criterion of trath.
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(1) They [the Stoics] say that the wise man never Emrnm a .mm_mn
supposition, and that he does not assent at all to anything incognitivc,
owing to his not opining and his being ignorant of _..hon_:nm. (2) For
ignorance is changeable and weak assent. (3) But the wise man SUEposes
nothing weakly, but rather, sccurely u:m.m_.._.::n and sohe n_o.am not opine
cither. (4) For there are two kinds of opinion, assent to az_u incoguitive,
and weak supposition, and these are alien to :E. wisc man’s .m_u_“ou.:o:.
(5) So precipitancy and assent in advance of cognition are uz_._vcﬁn.m ofthe
precipitate inferior man, whereas they do not befall the man who is well-
natured and perfect and virtuous.
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practerea, cum fato omnia fiant (id quod alio loco ostendetur), si quis mortalis
possit ¢sse qui conligationem causarum omnium perspiciat animo, nihil eum

[Speaker: Quintus Cicero in defence of Stoic nrnmnw of divinatio
Besides, since all things happen by fate, as will be shown elsewhere,’]
there were some human being who could sce with his mind th

Az profecto fallat. qui enim tencat_causas rerum futurarum, idem necesse est connexion of all causes, he would certainly never be deceived. Fgp
X . ommnia teneat quac futura sint. mnOn_ cum nemo facere nisi deus possit, i—.—On<n—.W—.nwmum the causes of future things must necessarily graspall ﬁ—un..
- 1S SO relinquendum est homini ut signis quibusdam conscquentia declarantibus will be. But since no one but god can do this, man must be left to gain hi

futura praesentiat, non enim illa quac futura sunt, subito exsistunt, sed est
quasi rudentis explicatio sic rraductio temporis nihil novi efficientis ez primum
quidque replicantis.

foreknowledge from various signs which announce what is to corae. F
things which will be do not spring up spontaneously. The passage of tirt
is like the unwinding of a rope, bringing about nothing new ‘asi
urirolling cach stage in its tum. , .

¢

AF. Chicero [Speaker: Quintus Cicero, in defence of Stoic theory of divination] If we
e . - cee e accept this [divine providence] — and [ for one do not see how it can be
divivmatrone _Enn.m.. tcnemus, quac ::.Z .m:E..uE non videntur possc convelli, m_‘.o?ns confuted — it must indeed be the case that the gods ive men signs of
De vt hominibus a dis futura significari necesse est. sed distinguendum <=_n.E_.. future events. But clearly we must specify how. For it is not a Stoic
quonam modo. nam non placet Stoicis singulis iccorum fissis aut avium doctrine that the gods concern themselves with individual cricks in the
T . 113 - 11% cantibus interesse deum; neque enim decorum est nec dis &m:c-:.zan fieri ullo liver or individual bird-songs. That is unbecoming, unworthy of the
pacto potest; sed ita a pringipio inchoatum esse B:.&.::.r ut certis rebus certa gods, and quite impossible. Their view is that_the world was from its.
= LS 42 E < signa pradcurrercnt, alia in extis, u__u. m E.:._:._u..m_._u n ?__wo:_u:u..p_:_ m beginning st yp in such a way that certain things should be preceded by

ostentis, alia in stellis, alia in somniantivm visis, alia in furentium vocibus, ca

cereain signs, some in engrails, others in birds, others in lightning, others
in portents, others in stars, others in dreamn impressions, othersin frenzied
utterances. Those who properly pereeive these are rarely deceived. The
falschood of bad conjectures and bad interpretations is due, ot to any
fault in therwarld, but to the scientific ignorance of the interpreters.

quibus bene percepta sunt, ii non sacpe falluntur; male coniecta malegque
interpretata falsa sunt non rerum vitio, sed interpretum inscientia.
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(1) dis igiwur adsentivr, qui duo genera divinationum esse dixerunt, whim puond
particeps esset artis, aberum yuod arte carcret. est cnim ars in dis qui novas res
coniectura_persequuntur, veteres obscrvatione didicerunt. (2) carcnt autem

e

arte i qui non ratione aut conlectura obscrvatis ac notatis sighis, sed
concitatione quadant animi aut soluto liberogue motu ?Enw ._u._.anm.._uu::::r
quod ¢t somniantibus sacpe contingit ¢t non numguam vatichizatibus per

_‘_.:S_..r._:.

Spuaker:
Hence 1 follow those who have said that there are two kinds of
divination, one involving expertise, the other not. The diviners who
have expertisé are those who pursue new data by conjecture, having
learnt their old data by ebservation. (2) Those who lack expertise are the
ones who [oretell the fowtre not by reason or conjecture through
eipirical observation of signs, but by cither stimulating or relaxing the
mind, as has often happened to dreamers, and sometimes to those who
prophesy in a frenzy.

2. Cicaro
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(1) quam quidem esse re vera hac Stoicorum ratione concluditur: (2) “si sunt
i, neque ante declarmnt hominibus guae futura sing, aut non diligunt hanvaes,
aut yuid eventurum sit ignorant, aut existumant nihil interesse hominuan scire
quid sit futweun, aut non censent esse suac maiestatis praesignificare
honinibus quac sunt futura, aut ea ne ipsi quidem di significare possunt, at
neque non diligunt nos (sunt enin benefici gencrique hominum amici) neque
ignorant ea quac ab ipsis constituta et designata sunt; neque nostra nihil
interest scire ca quac eventura sing {erimus enim cautiores, si scicmus), neque
hoc alicnum ducant maiestate sua (nilil cst enim beneficentia pracstantius)
neque non possunt futura pracnoscere. non igitur sunt di nec significant
futura. sunt autem di; significant erggo. (3) et non, si sighificant, nullas vias dané
nobis ul significationis scientiam (frustra coim significarent); nec, si dant vias, *

non est divinatio; est igitue divinatio.” (4) hac ratione et Chrysippus ct
Diogenes ¢t Antipater utitur,

{Speaker; Quintus Cicero, in defence of Stoic theory of divination] (1)
That there really is divination is inferred with the following argument of
the Stoics. (2) ‘I there are gods but they do not indicate future events to
men in advance, cither they do not love men, or they are ignorant of
what will happen, or they think it is not in men's interests tc know the
fitture, or they think it beneath their dignity to give signs of future events
tamen in advance, or even the gods are unable to give signs of them. But
neither do the gods not love us (for they are beneficent and friendly to
naankimd); nor are they ignorant of what they themselves have setup and
ordained; nor is it not in our interests to know future events {for we will
be more careful if we know); nor do they think it foreign to their dignity
(for nothing is more honourable than beneficence); nor are they unable
to forcknow future events. Thereforce it is not the case that there are gods
but that they do not give signs of (uture events, But _there are gods,
Therefore they do give signs of future events. (3) And it is not the case

that if they give signs they give us no routes to scientific knowledge of

sign-inference (for in that case their giving signs would be pointless).
And if they give us the routes, it is not the case that divination does not
exist. Therefore divination exists.’ (4) This argument is used by
Chrysippus, Diogenes {of Babylon] and Antipaier.

30. pL VI 2]

= LS 35 A

S T ,.. e
(1) Taov &’ oy dmAdy dfrwpdTaw ouvnupévor pév datw, ds 6 Xpbowrmos
.

| ] -~ - # 1
& rais diwdexricais dyor xal dioyéms év i AdwadexTicy Téxvn, 76
guvegTos Sid Tad €l

“el” quvamricod guvdéopov. énapyéMerac m. é
otvdeapos obras droloufeiv 78 Belrepor 163 ﬂm&._.n.m. o?...e \:m_n ..___tm.ba.mq...-“
pis dori”. (2) mopogumuudvor 8¢ dorwv, ws 6 Wﬁh:;m dnaww &
dradexrexi Téxvy, délwpa & md Tol :M._qm\ﬁ... a_._-&th.a.E wapaouTTaL
dpxdpevov dr' dérdparos kail Ajyov els mm...c._tn. o~m= m.an.- fpépa o,
pas Earwv''. Emayyéhrerar §' 6 alvieopos drodovleiv Te T6 BevTepov Tw

’ [} - & ’
TRWTW KL TG WPWTOV tﬁmﬂﬂﬂ.tﬂ.r

(1) Of non-simple propositions, a conditional is,
Dialectical treatises and Diogenes [of Babylon] in
one linked by the conditional connective
that the sccond follows from the first. For example, ‘Ificis day, icis light '
(@) A subconditional is, as Crinis says in his Dialectical __Ra%n&.a. 2 vnovo.n
sition joined subconditionally by the connective ‘since’, with an ante-
cedent proposition and a consequent proposition. For example, *Since it

is day it is light.' This connective declares both that the second f
from the n.man. and that the first is the case. B i

as Chrysippus szys in his
his Dialectical handbook,
‘if”. This connective declares
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\B For ecxample, those who are thought to have made accurate
distinctions about the sign, the Stoics, when they wish to establish the
conception of the sign, say that a sign is a leading proposition ina sound
conditional, revelatory of the nonmoasnsn.x And the proposition, they
say, is 2 complete sayable which, so far as it itself is concemned, can be
asserted; \90. while a sound conditional is the one which does not have a
true antecedent and a false consequent. For the conditional either has a
truc antecedent and a true consequent, e.g.- ‘Ifitis day, itislight’; cra false
antecedent and a false consequent, e.g. ‘If the earth flies, the earth has
wings"; or a true antecedent and a false consequent, c.g. ‘If the earta exists,
the earth flies’y or a false antecedent and a true consequent, c.g. ‘If the
carth flies, the earth exists.' OF these, they say that only the one with a
true antecedent and a false conscquent is unsound, the others sound. {f
By ‘leading’ proposition they mean the antecedent in a conditional with
true antecedent and true consequent. It is ‘revelatory’ of the
consequent, since in the conditional ‘If this'woman has milk, this woman
has conceived', “This woman has milk’ seems to be indicative of ‘This
woman has conceived.” T
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e - .. As
;then, there are two distinct classes of things which

require sign, Siga nlso has revealed itself as twefold—-
| the * coramemorative,” which appearssto be chiefly
of use in the casc of things temporarily non-evident,
_n-..w the * indicative,” which is deemed proper for
i adoption in the case of things naturally non-evident.
[ —Thus the commemorative sign, when observed
‘in conjunction with the thing nmmﬁ‘Snm in a clear
perception, brings us, as scon as it is presented and
when the thing signified has become non-cvident,
to a recollection 'of the thing observed:along with it
and now no Jonger clearly percelved—as in the casz
of emoke and fire; for as we have often observed
these to be connected with each other, as soon as w2
see the one—that is to say, smoke—we recall the
other—that i3 to say, the unseen fire. The sema
account applies to the scar which follows on the
wound, and to the puncture of the heart which pre-
cedes death ; for on sceing the scar we recall the
wound which preceded it, and on viewing the puncture
of the heart we foretell the imminence of death.-—
Such, then, Is the special character of the ™ com-
memorsiive ” sign; but the ' indicative " is of a
different kind. TFor it does not, like the former,
admit of being observed in conjunction with the
thing signified (for the naturally non-cvident objest
is, from the start, imperceptible and therefore connot
be observed clong with any of the things apparcat),
but entircly of its own nature and constitution,
all but utiering its voice aloud, it is said to signify
| that whereof it is indicative. The soul, for instence,
! is one of the things naturally non-evident ; for such is
its pature that it never presents itsclf to our clear
perception ; and being such, it i8 announced " indi-
catively ** by the bodily motiong;, for we argue that
{t is a certain power residing =.Vrmn the body which
$nwardlv aveites in it snch mations.
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who introduce ‘cohesion’ say thata conditional is sound whénever the
contradictory of its consequent conflicts with its antecedent. On their
view the aforementioned conditionals will be unsound, but the
following one true: ‘If it is day,.it,is day.’
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(1) Itis a ‘common’

“sign for no other reason than that this can exist whether or not the non-

evident thing cxists. When someone considers that such and suchamanis
good because he is rick, we say that he is using an unsound and common
sign, since many dreadful rich men are found, as wellas many good ones.
Consequently the peculiar sign, if it is to be cogent, is incapable of
existing except in conjunction with the thing which we say necessarily
belougs to it, the non-apparent thing whose signitis. .. And this is done
through the Elimination Method of sign-inference.
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____ D) Again, of true arguments some are demonstrative, others’
non-demoristrative. Demonsttative are those which by means of things
pro-evident deduce something non-evident. Non-demonstrative are
those not of this kind. For example, an argument like ‘If it is day, it is
light. But it is day. Therefore it is light” is non-demonstrative. For its
conclusion, that it is light, is pre-evident. But one like ‘If sweat Aows
through the surface, there are ducts discoverable by thought. But sweat
flows through the surface. Therefore there are ducts discoverable by
thought' is demonstrative, having the non-evident conclusion *There-
fore there are ducts discoverable by thought.’ (8) Of those which deduce
something non-evident, some lcad us by tneans of the premises to the
conclusion in 2 merely progressive way, others in a both progressive and
revelatory way. (9) Those which lead us in a merely progressive way are
the ones which seem to depend on trust and merhory, such as ‘If some
god has told you that this man will be rich, this man will be rich. But this
god’ (I refer demonstratively to, say, Zeus) *has told you thzt this man
will be rich. Therefore this man will be rich.” For we assent to the
conclusion less because of the cogeney of the premises than because we
trust the god’s statement. (10) Those which lead us to the conclusionin a
not only progressive but also revelatory way are ones like chis: “If sweat
flows through the surface, there are ducts discoverable by thought. But
the first. Therefore the second.’ For the proposition that swzat flows is
revelatory of the proposition that there are ducts, thanks to our
preconception that liquid cannot penetrate a solid body. {11} Thus a
demonstration must be an argument, and deductive, and tiue, and witha
conclusion which is non-cvident and revealed by the force of the
.premises, That is why a demonstration is said to be an argument which

through agreed premises by means of deduction reveals a ron-evident
conclusion.’
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Carneades says that he will concede the rest of it to the Stoics, butnot t.
cliuse "ol such a kind as could not arise from whatis not’, For impressio
“arise_frony what is notas welf as from what is. (2) The fact that they a
found to be cqually self=¢vident and striking is an indication of the
indiscernibility, and an indication of their being equally self-evident a;
striking is the fact that the consequential actions are linked to [both kin
of impression|. Just as in waking states a thirsty man gets pleasure fro
drinking and someone who flees from a wild beast or any ather terr
shouts and screams, so too in dreams people satisfy their thirst and thil
they are drinking from a spring, and it is just the same with the fear
those who have nightimares . ., Just as in normal states too we believe ai
assent w very clear appearances, behaving towards Dion, for instance,
Dion and towards Theon as Theon, so too in madness some people ha

the similar experience, When Heracles was deranged, he got

impression from his own children as though diey were those

Lurystheus, and he attached the consequential action to this impressic
which was to kill his enemy's children, as he did. (3) If then impressic
are cognitive in so far as they induce us to assent and to attach to them t
consequential action, since falsc impressions are plainly of this kind tc
we must say that incognitive ones are indiscernible from the cognitive
(4) The Academics are no less effective in proving indiscernibility w
respect to stamp and impression. They confront the Stoics w
appearances. In the casc of things which are similar in shape but differc
objectively it is impassible to distinguish the cognitive impression frc
that which is false and incognitive. E.g. if I give the Stoic first one 2
then another of two exactly similar eggs to discriminace, will the w
man, by focusing on them, be able to'say infallibly that the onc egg h
being shown is this one rather than that one? The same argunent appl
in the case of twins. For the virtuous man will get a false impressic
albeit one from whatis and imprinted and stamped exactly in accordas
with what is. if the impression he gets from Castor is one of Palvdenc

L

4 Amé%\ S

k C'. caro

[Speaker: Cicero on behaif of the New Academy] (1) We may take him
[Arcesilaus] to have asked Zeno what would happen if the wise man
could not cognize anything and it was the mark of the wise man not to
apine. (2) Zenw, | imagine, replied that the wise man would not opine
since there was something cognitive. (3} What then was this? Zeno, |
supposc, said: an impression. (4) What kind of impression? Zeno then
defined it as an impression stamped and reproduced from something
which is, exactly as it is. §§) Arcesilaus next asked whether this was stil}
valid_if a true impression was just like a false one. {s) At this point Zeno
was sharp cnough to sec that if an impression from’what is were such that
an impression from what is not could be just like it, there was no
cognitive impression. (7 Arcesilaus agreed that it was right to add this to
the definition, since neither a false impression nor a true one would be
cognitive ifthe latter were just such as even a false one could be, (8 Buthe

?pplicd all his force to this point of the argument, in order to show that no
impression arising from something true is such that an impression arising
from something false could not also be just like it, ¥g] This is the one
controversial issue which haslasted up to the present. [continucd at 69H
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& A presentation (or mental impression) is an i
: print on the soul: the name having been appt

5. priately borrowed from the imprint made by the s¢

upon the wax. There are two species of present
tion, the one apprehending a real object; the othi
i not. The former, which they take to be the test
I reality, is defined as that which proceeds from a re
¥ object, agrees with that object itself, and has be:
Imprinted seal-fashion and stamped upon the mimn

 the latter, or non-apprehending, thfxt_which dc
| not proceed from any real object, or, if it does, fz
% lo agree with the reality itself, not being clear

—

And of the epparently true kind of presentati
one sort is obscure—the sort, for instance, that
found in the case of thase who have a perception tt
is confused and not distinet owing to the smalln
of the object viewed or owing to the extent of ¢
interval or even owing to the weakness of the ser
of sight,—while the other sort, in addition to bei
apparently true, passesses this appearanee of tru
to an intense degree. And of these, again, the p:
sentation which is obscure and vague will not be
criterion ; for because of its not indicating clea:
cither itself or that which caused it, it is not of su
A nature as to persuade us or to induce us te assel

& Hence the apprehensive presentatior
is not the criterion of truth unconditionally, but onls
when it has<io obstacle. For in this latter cast it
being plainly gvident and striking, lays hold of us
almost by the very hair, as they say, and drags w

off to assent, needing nothing else to help it to be
thus impressive or to suggest its superiority over all
others. TFor this reason, too, every man, when he is
anxious to apprehend any object exactly, appears of
himself to pursue after a presentation of this kind—as
for instance, in the case of visible things, when he
receives a dim presentation of the real object. Fo
he intensifies his gaze and draws close to the objecl
of sight so as not to go wholly astray, and .rub:
his eyes and in general uses every means untit ht
can receive a clear and siriking presentation of tht
thing under inspection, as though he considered tha
the ercdihility of th¢ apprehension depended upel
that. = 77
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The Academics

the weakness of their vision; the other kind, along with appearing true, is
additionally characterized by the intensity of its appearing true. Of these
again, the dim and feeble impression could not be a criterion: for since it
does not clearly indicate either itself or its cause, it is not of a nature to
convince us or to pull us to assent. But the impression which appears true
and fully manifests itself is the criterion of truth according to Carneades
and his followers. (5) As the criterion, it has a considerable breadth; and
by admitting of degrees, it includes some impressions which are more
convincing and striking in their form than others. Convincingness, for
our present purpose, has three senses: first, what both is and appears true;
secondly, what is actually false but appears true; and thirdly, <what
appears> true, <which is> common to them both. Hence the criterion
will bz the impression which appears true — also called ‘convincing’ by
the Academics — but there are times when it actually turns out false, so
that it is necessary actually to use the impression which is common on
occasion to truth and falsehood. Yet the rare occurrence of this one, I
mean the impression which counterfeits the truth [i.e. the second], is not
areason for distrusting the impression [i.e. the third] which tells the truth
for ths most part. For both judgements and actions, as it turns out, are
regulated by what holds for the most pazt.

E 3extus Empiricus, Against the professors 7.176-84

(1) Such then [i.c. D] is the first and general criterion of Carneades and his
followers. But since an impression never stands in isolation but one
depends on another like links in a chain, a second criterion will be added
which is simultaneously convincing and undiverted. E.g. someone who
takes in an impression of a man necessarily also gets an impression of
things to do with the man and with the extraneous circumstances — things
to do with him like his colour, size, shape, motion, conversation, dress,
foot-wear; and external circumstances like atmosphere, light, day, sky,
earth, friends and everything else. So whenever none of these impres-
sions diverts us by appearing false, but all with one accord appear true,
our belief is all the greater. For we believe that this is Socrates from his
having all his usual features — colour, size, shape, conversation, cloak, and
his being in a place where there is no cne indiscernible from him . . . (2)
When Menelaus left the image of Helen (which he brought from Troy as
Heien) on his ship, and disembarked on the island of Pharos, he saw the
true Helen; but though he took in a true impression from her, he still did
not believe an impression of that kind since he was diverted by another
one, in virtue of which he knew he had left Helen on the ship. That is what
the undiverted impression is like; and it too seems to have breadth, since
one such impression is found to be more undiverted than another. (3)
Still more credible than the undiverted impression, and the one which

452

69 Living without opinions

makes judgement most perfect, is the impression which combines being
undiverted with also being thoroughly explored. Its features must next
be explained. In the case of the undiverted impression, it is merely
required that none of the impressions in the concurrence should divert us
by appearing false but all should be ones which appear true and are not
unconvincing. But in the case of the concurrence which involves the
thoroughly explored impression, we meticulously examine each impres-
sion in the concurrence, in the way that happens at government
assemblies, when the people cross-examine every candidate for political
office or the judiciary, to see whether he is worthy to be entrusted with
the office or the position of judge. (4} Thus . . . we make judgements
about the properties of each of the items pertaining to the place of the
judgement: the subject judging, in case his vision is faint . . .; the object
Jjudged, in case it is too small; the medium of the judgement, in case the
atmosphere is murky; the distance, in caseitis too far . . .; the place, in case
it is too vast; the time, in case it is too short; the character, in case it is
observed to be insane; and the activity, in case it is unacceptable. (s) For
all of these in turn become the criterion—the convincing impression, and
the one which is simultaneously convincing and undiverted, and in
addition the one which is simultaneously convincing and undiverted and
thoroughly explored. For this reason, as in everyday life when we are
investigating a small matter we question a single witness, but in the case
ofalarger one several, and in a still more crucial matter we cress-question
cach of the witnesses from the mutual corroboration provided by the
others —so, say Carneades and his followers, in matters of no importance
we make use of the merely convincing impression, but in weightier
matters the undiverted impression as a criterion, and in matters which
contribute to happiness the thoroughly explored impression.

F Cicero, Academica 2.59

{Speaker: the Antochean Lucullus] (1} It is utterly absurd of you
[Academics] to say that you follow what is convincing, if you are
diverted by nothing. First, how can you not be diverted when [as you
claim] there is no difference between true and false impressions?
Secondly, what criterion of a true impression is there, when [as you
claim] the critetion is common to what is false? (2) These claims
necessarily engendered that suspension of judgement . . . in which
Arcesilaus was the more consistent with himself, if some people’s
assessments of Carneades are true. For if nothing is cognitive, which was
the view of themn both, assent must be abolished; for what is as futile as
accepting anything not cognized? (3) But even yesterday we kept being
told that Carneades was also in the habit of lapsing from time to time into
saying that the wise man will opine, that is, do wrong.
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