
A bet ter  s en se  o f  Kep l e r ' s  own 
approach is given by  the complete ver
sion of his  renowned statement when 
the circular orbit which he had calculat
ed turned out to d iffer from Brahe ' s  
data by eight minutes (one minute of arc 
is one-sixtieth of a degree) : "these eight 
minutes alone will have led the way to 
the reformation of all of astronomy."  

The fi rs t  sentence of the same para
graph ,  convenient ly  ignored by the 
Aristotel ians ,  reads  "S ince the  div ine 
benevolence has vouchsafed us Tycho 
Brahe, a most d i l igent observer, from 
whose observations the 8'  error in this 
Ptolemaic computation i s  shown, i t  i s  
fitting that we with thankful mind both 
acknowledge and honor this benefit of 

Plato 's Method Versus Neoplatonism 

John M. Dillon is to be commended for 
com plet ing th i s  fi r s t -ever  Engl i sh  

translation of Proclus' Commentary on 
Plato's Parmenides after Glenn Morrow, 
who had translated nearly half of it, died 
in 1973. The only previous translation of 
this work into any modern language was 
published in 1 900 in German. Therefore, 
this translation is extremely valuable; not 
because Proclus (A.D. 4 1 0-485) provides 
us with a valid interpretation of Plato's 
d ia logue-which  he does  not-but 
rather for two other reasons. 

First, it has historical value, particu
lar ly  in l ight of the fact  that  Plato ' s  
Parmenides dialogue, l ike most of Plato's 
w r i t ings  w i th  the  except ion  of the  
Timaeus, was not itself available in the 
Latin West even during the l ifetime of 
Cardinal Nicolaus of Cusa ( 1 4 0 1 -64) .  
Therefore, Proclus '  work, which was 
probably translated into Latin in  the 
1 280's, was the sole means by which this 
critical dialogue by Plato was available 
to the Renaissance thinkers, including 
Cusanus. 

Second ,  e v e n  though the  "neo 
Platonic" method employed by  Proclus 
leads him to a erroneous interpretation 
of P la to ' s  d i a l ogue as a who le ,  i t  
nonetheless  serves  a usefu l  negative 
function. Proclus' attempt to derive a 
positive philosophical system from the 
Parmenides i s  clearly not the intent of 
P la to ' s  d i a l ogue n o r  does  it r efl ec t  
Plato's own method, and Proclus' com
mentary is  therefore a useful  contrast 
from a methodological standpoint to the 
approach taken to Plato's Parmenides in 
the recent period by Lyndon LaRouche 
in such locations as  h i s  In Defense of 
Common Sense and Project A. 
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The  i m m e d ia te  t h i n g  tha t  one  
notices about Proclus' commentary i s ,  
that despite its length it extends only to 
the end of the dialogue's first hypothe
s i s ,  or less than half the extent of the 
w h o l e .  F r o m  t h i s  fi r s t  hypothe s i s  
Proclus constructs a Neoplatonic meta
physical system. 

The fi r s t  hypothe s i s  o f  the  
Parmenides is "if there is a one, the one 
will not be many." From this hypothesis 
Proclus derives the idea of a transcen
dent  God,  who i s  beyond being and 
therefore  pr io r  to anyth ing created . 
A l though he does  not  comment  a t  
length o n  the second hypothesis, h e  does 
m a k e  r e fe rence  to i t .  The second 
hypothesis is " i f  a one is, it cannot be  and 
yet not have being." The "one which is" 
is therefore both a one and a many. 

W h i l e  n o t  e n d o r s i n g  P r o c l u s '  
method n o r  h i s  interpretation of the 
Parmenides per se, to which he had no 
d irect access, Nicolaus of Cusa, refer
r ing explicitly to Proclus' commentary 
in such locations as On the Origin ( 1 459) 
and On the Not-Other ( 1462), argued on 
behalf of a notion of God, the Absolute 
One, as Not-other, i .e . ,  as not many, in 
contradistinction to the universe it tran
scends,  which,  being created (having 
being) is both one-in l ikeness of the 
Absolute One-and also other or many. 

There  is a fa sc inat ing passage i n  
Proclus' Commentary which i s  coherent 
wi th  Cusanus '  not ion that  the Not
other or God is "the other of the other," 
i . e . ,  i s  not only transcendent but also 
i m m a n e n t  in H i s  c r e a t i o n .  C i t ing  
Plato's letters, Proclus writes: " . . .  a 
d iv ine l ight i s  k indled in us through 
which there comes about-in such a 

God . "  Here, and throughout his  l ife's 
work, Kepler understood that the key to 
science is the understanding that "it nei
ther was nor is right" (as he quotes from 
Plato's Timaeus at the start of his youth
ful Mysterium Cosmographicum) "that he 
who is the best should make anything 
except the most beautiful ." 

-Sylvia Brewda 

Procl us' Commenta ry on 
Plato's Parmenides 

tra ns lated by G lenn  R. Morrow 
a n d  John M .  D i l lon 

Pri nceton U n iversity Press, 
Pri nceton ,  1 987 
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way a s  is possible to  us-a glimpse of  it, 
wh i ch  makes  us par t i c ipate  in it i n  
respect of  that part of  ourselves that i s  
most divine. But the most divine thing 
in us i s  the One in us, which Socrates 
called the illumination of the soul, just 
as he called the truth itself light. This 
illumination is our individual light, and 
so, if it is not impious to say this, here 
also like is apprehensible by like: as the 
sensible is by sensation, the opinable by 
opinion, the knowable by science, so by 
the One in ourselves do we apprehend 
the One, which by the brightness of its 
l ight is the cause of all beings, by which 
all participate in the One." 

On the other hand, Cusanus crit i
c ized Proclus for his  attempt to con
struct a rational defense of the existence 
of a multitude of pagan gods through 
his doctrine of henads. Cusanus' concept 
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of the Absolute One as triune and cre
ative, is totally in conflict with Proclus' 
notion that the Absolute One is not the 
intelligible father who causes all things; 
for ,  according to Proclus ,  the pr imal  
God is the generator of the plurality of 
gods, only some of whom are fathers. 

Lyndon LaRouche, who has been 
able to study the Parmenides di rectly, 
arrives at the same conclusions concern
ing the dia logue which Cusanus was 
able to distill from Proclus' methodolgi
cally erroneous Commentary. Whereas 
Proclus interprets the Parmenides as the 
allegorical expression of a positive philo
sophical  system, LaRouche correct ly 
sees the dialogue as a polemic against 
the Eleatic school of philosophy repre
sented by both Parmenides and Zeno. 
For LaRouche, what Plato does in the 
Parmenides is to demonstrate the absurd 
and self-contradictory conclusions to 
which one is led by deductive succession 
from the axiomatic assumptions of the 
philosophy of Parmenides, in which the 
One is conceived as static or linear. 

LaRouche argues in effect that what 
Plato proves in the Parmenides dialogue 
is precisely the same thing that Cusanus 
proves in "On Squaring the Circle." In 
the l a t t e r ,  C u s a n u s  shows  tha t  the  
perimeter of a polygon can never  be  
made co-extensive with that of a ci rcle 
by the method of exhaustion; in fact, the 
more sides the polygon has, the more 
points it has at which it is distant from 
the c i r c l e .  S i m i l a r l y ,  as l ong  a s  
Parmenides assumes that unity is inca
pable  of  q u a l i t a t i v e  change ,  a n d  i s  
ra ther  measurab le  b y  s i m p l e  l i n e a r  
extension, h i s  attempts t o  define the 
relationship of the many to the One wil l  
necessarily fail .  

A l though Proc lus  was unab le  to 
remove the real Plato entirely from his  
Commentary, i t  i s  this  concept of the 
Absolute One as Creator ,  of the uni
verse as capable of qualitative change, 
and of man as capable of effecting quali
tative change through his use of rea
son-all implicit in Plato's devastating 
polemic against Parmenides' linearity
which  e luded  h i m ,  a n d  w h i c h  
LaRouche ,  u s ing  the  m e t h o d  o f  
Cusanus and Plato, has found. 

-William F. Wertz, Jr. 

Yearning for the 
Malthusian Millennium 

Ad m it ted l y ,  B r i t i s h - b o r n ,  Y a l e  
University historian Paul Kennedy 

has com pi led an impress ive  a r ray of  
data and has  taken up some provocative 
and chal lenging themes .  But ,  for the 
most  par t ,  h i s  work  is a m ix ture  o f  
monumental incompetence combined 
with disinformation and fraud. 

K e n n e d y  is a r g u i n g  fo r a n e w  
geopolitical cult rooted primarily in an 
updated vers ion of the world v iew of 
Parson Thomas Malthus.  The driving 
force, and central threat, in Kennedy's 
world, as in the late eighteenth century 
of Mal thus ,  is demographic  growth .  
Rapid demographic growth is a deter
mining factor in causing wars and polit
ical instabi l i ty ,  with the added twist  
today that  it  a l so  damages the "global 
environment." Combatting the threat of 
"overpopulation," in Kennedy's view, 
j u st ifie s ,  or  necess itates ,  an  imper ia l  
world order ruled by  rentier-financier 
interests. 

'Winners and Losers' 

Technology , such as it exists  in Paul 
Kennedy ' s  future universe ,  wil l  pre
dominantly help those who are at pre
sent better off-primarily the Japanese 
and severa l  Eu ropean nat ions-and 
hurt the worst-off, the Africans being at  
the bottom of the heap.  The only two 
front ier  technological  deve lopments  
that  he grants rea l  s ignificance to  are  
b io techno logy a n d  robo t i c s .  B i o 
technology will certainly increase food 
production, but it will be dominated by 
powerful  mul t inat ional  corporat ions 
and wi l l  be effect ive ly  denied to the 
deve lop ing  sec to r .  Robot i c s ,  m e a n 
while, will mainly work t o  the benefit 
of Japan and a handful of other coun
tries, but will progressively undermine 
manufacturing labor, thereby further 
hurt ing countries with la rge popula
t ions,  which require "labor-intensive" 
approaches. 

What  th i s  combinat ion  of  demo
graphica l ly  determined h i s tory  and  
selectively developed technology adds 

Prepa r ing  for the 
Twenty-F i rst Century 

by Pa u l  Ken nedy 
Ra ndom House, New York, 1 993 
428 pages, hard bou n d ,  $25 .00 

up to, in Kennedy ' s  v iew,  is that the 
w o r l d  i n e v i tab l y  h a s  " w i n n e r s  and  
losers," a s  in a sports match: "History is, 
once again,  producing its l ists of win
ners and losers. Economic change and 
technological development, like wars or 
sporting tournaments, are usually not 
beneficial to al l ." 

Consistent with this ,  i s  Kennedy's 
v i e w  that "Ma l thus '  Engl a n d "  i s  an  
e x a m p l e  o f  a " w i n n e r "  i n  h i s t o r y .  
"Malthus' England," o f  course, i s  a term 
synonymous with "the British Empire," 
which "won" only because it conquered 
and devastated other peoples. Kennedy 
is less  than frank ,  employing Br i ti sh  
diplomatic euphemism instead, as when 
he attempts to contrast how "the British 
escaped their Malthusian trap" with the 
case of India, which is "much closer to 
Malthus' model . "  India's population, he 
writes, "also doubled and redoubled in 
the nineteenth century, but on a much 
l e s s  p r o d u c t i v e  ba se .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  
because  the  I nd i a n  s t a t e s  had  b e e n  
u n a b l e  t o  r e s i s t  Br i t a in ' s  E a s t  Ind ia  
Company militarily, their subjects could 
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