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AGAINST THE PHYSICISTS, I1. 3342

whom Aenesidemus is included—allow that motion,
in its main kinds, is twofold, one sort being that of
change, the second that of transition ; and of these 39
the motion of change is that by which the body, while
remaining identical in substance, receives different
qualities at different times, putting off one quality
and putting on another,—the sort of thing which takes
place in the case of wine changing into vinegar and in
the case of the grape when it changes from a state of
acidity to a sweet flavour, or when the chameleon or
polypad takes on a variety of different colours at
different times. Hence, too, it must be affirmed that 40
becoming and perishing and increase, and decrease as
well, are particular forms of change ; and they assert
that these come under the head of the motion of
change, unless perhaps someone should assert that
increase belongs to transitionzl motion, as it is the
progress of bodies towards length and breadth. And 41
transitional motion is that by which the moving object
passes from place to place, either wholly or partially,
—wholly as we see in the case of runners and walkers,
and partially as in the case of a hand which is ex-
tended and clenched, or in the case of the parts of a
sphere which is spinning round its centre. For while
this as a whole remains in the same place, its parts
change their places ; for the part which was formerly
below becomes above, and the above below, and the
before behind.—Some of the physicists, however,— 42
and amongst them Epicurus—have declared that the
motion of change is a particular form of transitional
motion ; for the composite object which changes in
231
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AGAINST THE PHYSICISTS, IT. 42-48

quality changes owing to the local and transitional
motion of the rationally perceived bodies which com-
pose it. Thus, in order that a thing may become 43
bitter from sweet, or black from white, the molecules
which compose it must be arranged in a new order
and take up different positions; and this could not
be brought about otherwise than by the transitional
motion of the molecules., And again,—in order that

a thing may become soft from hard or hard from soft,
the parts whereof it is composed must move in place ;
for it is made soft by their expansion, but made hard 44
by their coalescence and condensation. And owing
to this the motion of change is, generically, nothing
else than transitional motion. Consequently, we
shall bring our criticisms to bear chiefly on this last,
gince if it is abolished the motion of change will also
disappear.

But before we begin our critieisms we must observe ¢5
that there have been three main views regarding
motion.® Some say that motion exists, others that
it does not exist, and others that it is *‘ no more ”
existent than non-existent. That it exists is affirmed
both by ordinary foll, who pay attention to appear-
ances, and by the majority of physicists, such as
Pythagoras and Empedocles and Anaxagoras and
Democritus and Epicurus, to whose view also the
Peripatetics have subscribed, and the Stoics as well,
and a host of others. But its non-existence is affirmed 46
by Parmenides and Melissus, whom Aristotle has
described as ‘' Nature’s stationers ”? and " anti-
naturalists "—*‘ stationers ” from “ standing still,”

where the Fleatics are called 708 Sdov erumdrae (' partisans
of thte”;Vhole "), with a play on orac. {as if from ordos,
rest 7).
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AGAINST THE PHYSICISTS, II. 318-323

two efficient (Love and Strife). But Anaxagoras of 318
Clezemenae and Demoeritus and Epicurus and a host

of others held that the generation of things is from
innumerables ; yet whereas Anaxagoras said that
these are like to the things generated, Democritus
and Epieurus said that they are unlike and impassive
(namely, the atoms), while Heracleides of Pontus and
Asclepiades said that they are unlike but passive
(namely, the irregular molecules).

Having, then, first grasped the fact that the physical 319
theory of all these men is shown to be hopeless if
beccming and perishing are abolished, let us deal
with their arguments all the more confidently. Yet,
if we examine them, the main point has been
sufficiently established already by our previous argu-
ments. For what becomes and perishes becomes and 320
perishes in time; but, as we showed above,® time
does not exist, so that what becomes and perishes
will not exist either.—Also, becoming and perishing 321
are always change-cansing motions ; but, as we have
previously shown,? motion is nothing ; neither, then,
will becoming and perishing exist. Nothing, too, 822
which is generated or perishes is generated or perishes
without an agent and a patient,® but nothing is agent
or patient, so that nothing is generated or perishes.—
Moreover, if anything becomes and perishes, some- 323
thing must be added to something and something
be subtracted from something or something changed

from something. For becoming and perishing must

come about in some one of these three ways,<—as,
for instance, in the case of the ten, the nine becomes

® See §§ 170 f, ? See §§ 37 1.
¢ Of. ddv, Phys. 1. 195 ff,
¢ Cf. P.H. 1. 109 ; Adv, Phys. i, 277 .
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