
ORPHIC FRAGMENT 226 KERN

(ap. Clem. Strom. VI, 17, 1 Stählin)

EaT:tV v6we 1pVXiit1) tOavaTo~6' v6au<a)atV dll.otßfJ t,
S-X 6' {JOOTO~ <neA€) 2) yaia, 1'0 0' S-X yata~ naAtv v6we.
S-X TOV MI '1j!VX~ OAOV alOeea dAA.daaovaa.

1) '{aTWe Gerhard.
2) daTewv Casaubon, agn. A.D. Knox.
3) noAAwv A, corr. Toup.
4) l1]v ci. Gulick.
1) '1j!VX~ L, corr. Sylburg.
2) neA.e supp!. West: pb supp!. Hermann.



;60 Miszellen

This is the text as recently printed by M.L. West (Early Greek Phi/o­
sophy and the Orient, Oxford, 1971, p. 150).

(I) Bywater took dpmßIJ to be an intrusive gloss. I think he was right.
However, his own reading:

eaTtv {fOWI2 1pvxfjt 8dvaroc;, (1pVxi}) 0' Voareaaw [dflOtß'lj)

is not likely, since the idea 'soul is death for water' is gratuitous (see below).
(2) Since the Orphic fragment is a late imitation of Heraclitus' fr. 66

Marcovich ( 22 B ;6 Diels-Kranz), which reads:
1pvxfjtO't'P 8dva"/:oc; {fÖWI2 yevea8at,
MaTt Oe 8a'Paroc; yfjv yevea8at'
6'" yfjc; Oe {fOWI! y{verat,
Ü; {föaroc; öe 1pvx'lj,

it becomes clear that the word which the intrusive gloss dflOtß'lj had ousted
was yara. Thus read:

eaTt'P {fÖWI! 1pvxfjt Odvaroc;, X' vOdrea(a)t (öe rara') [dflotßIJ), where x'
vöareaat ö8 yaia corresponds to Heraclitus' {iöaTt öe Oavaroc; yfjv yeveaOat.
West's supplement nD.e corresponds perfectly to Heraclitus' y{verat.
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