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Stoics on Oikeiosis
Paschal Fu-Ning Ting*

Abstract

The concept of oikeiosis is the characteristic of Stoic ethics. The ontological
foundation of the oikeidsis is based on its pantheistic material monism. The
cosmos is constituted by god (gods), humans and natural world as a complete
divine substance. The whole cosmos is controlled and directed by the divine
logos. For the stoics, matter is the only true reality. Man is joined by soul and
body as a structured wholistic self. The oikeiosis is in developing processes.
Living in accordance with nature and making all those belong to oneself as one’s
own is the first stage of oikeiosis at the moment of the birth of all the animals,
including humans. At this stage animals attain their oikeiosis by their instincts.
At the beginning of its birth, a baby lives in agreement with its nature just as the
way animals do. When it grows up, as its reason develops, living in accordance
with nature turns out to be living in accordance with reason. The second stage of
oikeiosis is then to attain summum bonum, leading a virtuous life, since man as
rational being is capable of recognizing what his constitution is. Because all
men possess the same reason and belong to the same human family, oikeiosis
by nature has social dimension. At the third stage, a man should take into
account of his fellow’s well-being as his own oikeiosis. A man should love the

others as he loves himself.

*

Professor, Department of Philosophy, Fu Jen Catholic University.
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This paper tries to argue why the Stoics’ oikeiosis concept based on its
pantheistic material monism. The reason is its objection to any forms of
dualism, especially the Platonic dualism; the dualistic opposition between the
immaterial and material worlds, that of the psyche and body, and even that of
rational and irrational. The Stoics’ oikeidsis is not only based on its idea of
the wholistic cosmos, but also found on that of the structured wholistic self;
i.e. the psychophysical whole and the relations between a human being with
itself, with the others, and with the natural world. This kind of wholistic

ideas of the cosmos and of humans are what Plato denied.

Keywords: Stoics, oikeiosis, holistic self, summum bonum, constitution
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Wi SRR (Oikeiosis )

i
K

TH

AR PIYE L8 —Iuimil T B AT HR — R (a
unified account of the material universe ) - = —1fi#fa (individual ) 2545
HUf—de s HEESLE IR S UM — 5 - ERLHGHE MR EA
[F] - BB B R W S B IR RAR - JLRELURKE B T2 5
HTAAERY - BB B8 I RHE O ANEE) - 25 HH S B B
BRI RS R ML B i - REWEERM DI E s - &
BUINRERIEWERY 2R IR E 32 38 SCEPHE SR HR L [ BRI

TR TR ) s BB AR I S E - RSCEREEIT S 1E TR
HENIEYIE ~ nHEEE 0 - 2 AIRR IS S SR SN IR B
IR EEIEYE ~ B RAITEAE (Alesse, 2000: 226-230; Reale,
2004: 321 )  Fr AN FAIEY 2T Z IS SRR R I Z i) — JCam » T eS8 2 Hhi
B PR —RYEERE

AR RBEHGRAIBRIRN S - (ZHIERF T 2R E S S 1S
ZEIIBR TR B i H BBIRATER  MM2kE) 5 E A i EEsi b B e
R — B RS e - DU AR E HRY - (RS
IRARBESCERISFHHARY I 3 - P B0 EAH R FRE ST » 28
IR AR B vo 1] e e kK B R (logos ) HYSEAR o BRI THIE]
FAR B EEI U e BRI —#e (aunity) » DURTHI AR —E0MEH
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—#% (a coherent unity ) WJLIHEEEER o 7 26 SRR DB 5 A1 e ST i {1
BR#EE S (key concepts) ; logos RIEFR (physis) HKABEMST - iERIE
W E 2R —ERERE - B FUEHTH logos JRENHEEER
2E - CRE—BYEES LA EET 1 - AREMEEEERE - HEA
HYER M T BRI — 8070 - ABITT R iR dERE 2 AR B
SRERME © B PR —E0Ry E AT -

TEHT S ERIRA T R+ PUE B AR AEE T FU2 — P E
—#8 (a material unity ) » FHE i EE BB H A m R (a living
whole ) « EFEFHim A A FRBEAEFIT 2 8. B4 tdm (vitalism) »
JRRNF e — At - EAZ3L (ensouled) AIHME: - Wi H
HHAGHEHEFH (hegemonikon ) ; B2’k ( White, 2003: 129; Laertius,
LEP, VII, 139) o FEHERME § HEE JGEBITHVE A5 - THERMNE
JARHIE BRI IRIER B (strick causal nexus ) o Fylfr ZIEERIR - fifl ~ A B
EARTEARS EIPE—5e BaEHAaEERe - SERIMEMER - T am ~ A
B E RIS « (ERFEAEN S » G ME ErYE AR T3 (rich naturalism )

(Laertius, LEP, VII, 139; White, 2003: 129 ) -

W 2 EHIR 5 AR A B I ATy s B amat - E B R E ARE
fF~ ANRUITRy - BYEAE (W)PEE. - (PSR EE ) Ayt e Ry
2R B T T B B o BT B IE ERR A i (B o R SR
FR@—Jtim# (monists) YR » FEafeH: 7 82—, (von Arnim, I,
97) T B R IRIE T B BRI — 1 - 3 B P TR I E S R AIAFAE -
FCEHAE AN EESE - FEB PRI ETRE » DU R B 2 (A R A s B AR i
& NEZERER] - #3852 BB IEENREHERIE R0y "ot - 16
i s i AR - At T B K AL (cosmic status ) AIHA T
logos, nomos » &% ~ iEEF IR EARIWERI LB (Kirk, 1970: 402-403;
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Guthire, 1962: 1, 434 ) » jifihy 5o A BT logos Z3L[E] (koinos) FI—1{E 7!

(asingle) HYEEALE (divine law) » i ARYEE (human law) 2H
gk (Heraclitus, Fragments, 114 ) o 3852 Eyf1 i Cleanthes 583 H
PRBSFHEET (Zeus) » #REIETHTIELE » koinos logos BiEF—HY) - F
W 2B R ST BN SR B - B TR - 5Al
Y& KRS S aiE L, (transformation ) 5 ATfHREE (Long, 1996: 45-7) < 'E/Y
VB — Tt E TSR E R HARIEF - ARy —(H
SERMHEEE RS - fEE RIS E—BY) - 50 A EEE — e
EEWRNE S - AEHEEE G - YRR - TS BLE i DS AHER

(Brunschwig, 1985: 216 ) » 'S K ELRIHEREL £ SE YL BRI L1y
AR - °

' gbsh o 7 P Hadot (1991:205-19) #4345 ¥ » 4R BT % 8 %2 k4$ 45 42333 (discours philosophique )
HEZMAH L FH ANREE BT RS AT SRR RS WL {53 5 e B 5 - P. Hadot
PR 5 B R RAF T R AR H RS ALY (exercices, askéseis ) °

OB SRR RHE S AR SRR B R TG A EE £ 4 A EERGE
£ (Christian ethics ) » & 345 ¥ A X £ & (humanism) - g &4 (natural law ) ZRAME
BHREOFERRAY - WS Loy TR S RH b3k 35 (Spinoza) e B ik £ 47 %
5k bl Bg o Johansen (1998: 447) 15t 0 # 5B R IRME EAREMER T
AR | ey M EMH R el SR RMaEE A FHEE EAAREZOBE -
% —F X 7 % B AR kR R $ A 1 B £ & 04 21F < Persaeus, Against Plato’s Law (Diogenes
Laertius, Lives of Eminent Philosophers, VI, 36); Chrysippus, On Justice against Plato
(Stoicorum Veterum Fragmenta, ed. by H. von Arnim, 111, 157; 288; 313; 455. #+aizl8 £ &%
R % 7% 8kt 34k : Plutarch, DSR, DCNS. &%t % —F X8 T & : Bonazzi & Helmig

(2007) Platonic Stoicism - Stoic Platonism: The Dialogue between Platonism and Stoicism in
Antiquity; Dillon & Long (1988) K Z#£3+ 50 BC-200 AD #i M dy #4418 ~ 327 % 4% - #7
% B8R RR SRR F WS BT R B £ &% (eclectics) » #4n TR E » FIiadaE £ &
% ~ #3840k - Plutarch » Sextus Empiricus ~ Ptolemy % - K& b A Hla4alE £ &
B % oBE ik M A By E A AT © Donini(1988: 126-44) Watson ( 1988: 208-33);
Miller & Inwood (2003 ) - AEH % & ¥ IR TP G2k~ #7 55 2R H R 5%
ERFH EMERFOYE - AA Long (2003:365-92) i ki 5B LRI LFRHER
K 344w Origen, Tertullian, Clement of Alexandria, and Calcidius % 64 E 4k A 48 % 28 - 87
$BEROFELEHRXRE TR - FHEAEZREERRLH S B2 RGEEPE 2
437 (Boys-Stones, 2001 ) o A Z KL A MBI ¥ A4 B £ % - #1442 8 £ & (Neo-
and Middle Platonism ) & % #2237 % 4& % (post-Aristotelianism ) #35 % 78 £k 692 4 - B
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BN ARBMEE B ARE R —E 5 - AR AR REE: - By
ZEERR Rk ARV AR M — B AR EINEEREE
WME A B ZAMELEE S H ZIRRE (constitution) HYMa% » ERH A RYER
J%Eiﬁ (oikeidsis ) - Oikeidsis 3&—7uEFNZ A E I iRE S LUK E

BN FRET TEEE L i ¢ oikeiosis LRI T XL commendatio

(DF, 101, 16) /1 conciliatio ( DF, 111, 21 ) 38$5% » Oikeidsis 5K Bl oikeiod »

=113

BEJ5“the process of making something one’s own, i.e. acquiring it or

adopting it; it also suggests that one feels affection for something,...” {&KHIZ
B. Inwood » 7554 At LAZE fresE P i 2 B SURHm PRS2 SRR CLE AR 1 38 5
X (a naturalistic way) #2i - HHEE L KHERRE Fy appropriation » F4
0 A.A. Long & D. Sedley, S.G. Pembroke, G. Reydams-Schils %+ B. Inwood
& P. Donini %} affiliation - B. Inwood 7T E 2% F orientation ° B. Inwood,
P. Gerson 2% 5 congeniality - G. Reale [ oikeiosis 2% 535 X Y appropriazione,
attrazione, conciliatio » BfjEH oikeiod » #iRIFE ad appropriasi [EHG1FH Mf®
FFREEBE RN » 5E a conciliasi BIE O - >Oikeiosis 35— W52

A A a3 & £ & (eclecticism) » VA & 4% 2 F I8 4 % (post-Hellenistic philosophy ) ¥4 18 &
T 4% 04 45 A8 T A% 4274 69 Hebraeo-Christian 1% 4% ;5 C. Gill 35 & & 8 B+ B #¥ 8 (300-400 AD)
Pl EREREAF SRHEARKRRM S BERGERZBMAEFHANITA THIAME
M (2003:33-58) -
PP R AT A TAH ARG R R 66 - R HEFA — ey T AT A Plutarch,
DSR 1038 c: “a perception and apprehension of what is one’s own.” & 4X, G.B. Kerferd #¢ 7 % "%
£k B A F 4918 A A (personal identity ) 47,2 5k & 1EAATIE 44 B i 32 3% (environment) #4
B BAZ 0 W 87 oikeiod by HHTEIF 4 # o Kerferd (1972: 180) : “The term oikeion is a
relatively common Greek word, and the verb oikeioo occurs quite a number of times in fifth- and
fourth- century writers. First the adjective oikeios. This is applied freely both to persons and things.
Its primary meaning is “of the same household or family” and so “that which belongs to (or is a
member of) the household or oikia in question”. In view of this it might seem natural to expect that
when something is acquired by a household or when a free person is adopted or a slave is purchased
they would all be described as having been rade to be oikeia, made to belong to the house. In fact it
is hard to find a single clear case of such an application of oikeion and the reason for this is apparent
on reflection. The normal way to become a member of an oikia is to be born and brought up in the
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T S ENR A BR LA SRR BREGy - MK R. Sorabji » 75IEET oikeiosis ity
oik BIE LB —ME A HCH » Oikos EiFEHCHIZ K (one’s own
household ) - Oikeiosis $5—FEEEBHIEI{R (arelation of belonging ) » fit5¢

family, not to be brought in from outside. Hence the frequent conjunction of oikeiov with Coyyevég
and similar terms.” $E A R AH B TRBA A TRAEME R o Striker (1996: 281-297) £ iE
3 4 #7 The role of oikeidsis in Stoic ethics ° G. Striker 3§ $1 #7 % "B45 30 64 B 649 L L i 5| &
A EAR 0 BARAT O A E R L B0 o WL LA oikeiOsis 3 VA BR AR HUTE RS o 12 T DA SRR
2 “recognition and appreciation of something as belonging to one.” (1996: 281) -
* K B oikeiosis #y & &% —F 3k : Cicero, DF, III; 1V, V; Laertius, LEP, VII, 85; Hierocles
(1906 ) % =F & : M. Pohlenz (1940) M. Pohlenz & & X % — 15 % & #3038 3T oikeiosis
W35 i oikeiosis BT % B L R AF IR L0 KA o RIZA oikeiosis > ALIEH B % 5L kG4
Pembroke (1971: 114-49); Engberg-Pedersen (1986: 145-84); Engberg-Pedersen (1990). A E#¢
BRILHT S AR RAM S BRI B A T o) B R A &M oikeidsis WA SRR F AR B 09 4422
B85 3#4w belief, intention, passion, desire, freedom % ; Reydams-Schils (2007: 233-50); 7 1926
# > H. von Arnim 4% 5 1< 1¥ oikeiosis » H AR % 5%k bh 81 f 5k — 58y A& % (life according
to nature ) B8 4 B 5 39T % 4878 £ JR 4% 7K A Theophrastus - #u4¢ Arius Didymus, Theophrastus
B % & 5 De finibus % 145 i 5 &3 - £ C.O. Brink 832 & ¥ Theophrastus #§ f R #H4: d1 45
HEFEYES  BRAER LR SR TN SRR P YRE  2IF AR CHRBTEL
(normative meaning) #u 4 404 f f fL 538 2 45 4 » %p R~ & Theophastus ZA A 8y - 7
et IR A ARt PS4 B SR M B SR AT A B A e & & - C.O. Brink fR4%
R. Stark #%5 # » #2287 % 78 £k & Theophrsctus #3 5| oikeiosis %48 » 4 Theophrastus
207 %8R e B S (1956: 123-45) 3 S.G. Pembroke B #¢ oikeiosis 2 3 PH #8 Mo vy 2 4 %,
BEEMG TP AL 0 33 R IR PRAT % 4B R IL SR 4 T PT R &4 o Chrysippus F» Plutarch 45 7 Bk L 18
Hou38 3 oikeiosis F4¢ th & AR — %I B4 5 Porphyry KAF oikeiosis IRTAEN » & 347 2] Byt - do
W A B E 6y E & (Pembroke, 1971: 133) M AR T B EBLRMET L4 (AR
EE) —AHZFAAMA K ARA T RAREAGBAAIE AR AR A TH LR A
#g % £ 69 (von Arnim, 1926; Stark, 1954 :55) - 8 K 77 i X oikeiosis &35 3z A — 181 % 04 % 1%,
0 77 7B 5 #F 0 RAE oikeiosis I RIGEAI A K ASLH TAABMEAW KR HERE
ML RGBT A M S — T AR - T RAZ ARG MRS RARTKRTY
=T AR T RERINARY A KRBT Bl g RO AR IR - AF 2 24
2 TA - S.G Pembroke (1971: 114-149) #+45 Ii{ X oikeidsis —3e 644 & A 4% F R 0GR -
P. 115: “Oikeiosis is a verbal noun, and the verb’s immediate neighbour is the adjective oikeios, itself
derived from the Greek word for house and applied both to persons who were members of the household
or had a blood-relationship to its members, and to those connected with it either by ties of marriage or
less formally by virtually any kind of favourable association. In the household sphere, oikeios also
denoted property and so came by a simple extension to cover anything belong to a person in other
senses than the strictly economic one. ...The verb oikeioun, which is transitive, turns up in various
forms in the fifth and fourth centuries B.C. meaning to appropriate goods or, when applied to people,
to win them over - the object of official diplomacy as well as of private intrigue.” S.G. Pembroke 4t
4} oikeiosis & F4n F) H. von Amim Ff 5 3 B 532387 % #87% 3 4=k 4% /& A Theophrastus # ¢ & 4
ST AR IEA IS 0 RA A o (non rerum, sed nominum: 134-135) .



10 (Ba&#XEHLH7) Foti

HEZEN S » FEEIRE—EZHEY - 1M sis B35 — e (a process) e
e oikeiosis BAHEIVBT H CHIHLR H AL - *E.G. Pembroke (1971:
166) #2lE oikeiosis HERLATEIEREBNECHY » MEE—HERRK
&+ HFEREEE TS (bilateral ) WIBALR - 38530 #1222 i R ERIXIFR (the
subjective factor) — 3B ILRIIRIEE RS o TS ERIRIY A BE L -
N B H R RS FERA R — 2 B TR E - FEMWARE R 1R
(holism) Hr » —J7TmAEHE A f BB S HERS S UM — 20 - IEAIHE
MEEERIR - EHERE It © 5571 - i B~ KELE AR~ A B
AR TR R B 2 18 - BRI - DERETHEL
GRS
TEST ZVEERIRAZ YT E —JTCim T - MESR T SR TRy i SRS
Je — iR A LR BRI - A AT DURIRABAYEETE B (act voluntarily ) ©
AR B B AEEL - M2 HAHRIEYIT R (stuff) T2 - 3G
TR T 2 2R PR A BB o EAR MBS ERIR - BRI
HHfARE - JEANE] v ST S R T i — RS - e 2 alr =
ERIERFHIER (lo scopo principale e anzi unico di tutte quante le parti
della filosofia ) (Reale, 2004; Mattingly, 1939: 274) - A B Gt &4 mm
(social dimansion ) * ABR T IEIE C HAAIRRERTRZE - (8 SKAEREATRAS
g - NBEERH A RmERLS Ry B CRYET - S SR7E A S
2 RS - BIEH oikeiosis B3R - JREN TR CAH & HIBES -
RPN AT DARS BRI R EZ PP 5L - Aoz SR =R E R F R
— BRI SR o AR RIE AR RIFITHES kit U R

° Sorabji (1993: 122) 42 A E a4 % + F4E 3¢ oikeidsis and bonding between rational beings. & &
PP AR 2 M6 T 1% ) —RAMGIE A E0 KAt o

S Stephens (2007: 124) 7 & & F 4% 82 @ oy 04 B4R W58 2T oikeidsis » 73 BT & E4@ M E— &
Fefu 09 o
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BHFIRA - AR B - IR ERERN - EIUAHEEA
JER RIS - WREHIEAARS - SHSERESERYIETIES - S
FEARGHHECIRIZR © ANEFAERIER B — SHe I It - 2 IE8
IRAEERE — IR 2= 38 (psychophysical holism ) 5 i Bl B 51
[ — S BB o ARIFEALEIRI R E 5 - W 2 IR
HAR Lttt — {57 Cone-world ) B G - FEHCRRERE_ETAEHZIEAE (568
AEERT) Byl SRS -

HT 2 A ERIRATZ P E — T e E AT ] DU BE R 5 AR T 5L
Hh - TR JEE ISR - R ZUEER > FEF P& T Y] -
REZ B —CRm 5 WAfE > YA TSR R BB E B SRy T RAER E H AR
HFAELEM IR AE B R B Y B2 BBV B Y S BG R # Z RV RA TR
FAFEEE RS R A B SR o S B IEERIREY oikeiosis PR3 S
FR R B — T3 A A B AR B - BRI ERIM SRR - B
TEsthER - ENCAEALE A B S 4SHY —IC » SeIEARI TR - DURK
SEEPE {H S AT B A SR T 00T » BAERAEHEAE N A SRy
563K - BN H BRI AR B R A ~ E IR HE e A SRR IR - 1E
BRET T LS (BB - B3 oikeiosis BRARAERF T L EZ I YE —IC
AT R — o RV - ARV S IRE RIS - M2 BHIA
% - WS AT A AR © R oikeiosis FITRAITELL T =77
& I RAETRAREEE - HERTE 5 &l > ARERMEERELEE
B H B ERIRRE © JEEITRYANS § & - AR oikeiosis BIRRLR @ B
NANCFE=TTHAARRT o WIHREATLAERRS - AIA I 205 i T AR A E B
Bl - BEHCHKNRERH—YIRECHEH - WiGMEE 5 AR
TSR ARE B RO A
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= - KEBERALENAREER - BRREF

e S EIRAZ Y E —TCim T - TR MRS B T e - A
MR 5 logos SR BT SR HEE 3 5 BRI Y — 543 o HER R
ETH RSB - AR logos NEHINYT » ZAEANBESLPIRIHEEERME -
EE R BRI T EH IR — VTSR  ARYERPEARER R4S » DA
ANEHBHAR—HEB5> (von Arnim, 1926: 937) » 1 HARBIERIFTHHY)H -
HEAHGHEN - e22kdih (AR) IR T - ZRERtrsEREE A
EAE MA@ A AR o TR A RSB o S B g - A B (EHAR) AR
TREERSMEI4E (parts and whole ) (YRR o THi 2 IEEAREE (A I 2
IRIL[FZ RAE AL [F] EIRAVYVE F 25 - WET 2B T A7
BARTEERE - (& B EE IR T -

TKEE R § 36— 18 BB A SEFERIRIZER - AR e 2l s
ERERAY UL SRR « Rl 2SR - TRIRE AR ) B E S E RIEARERY
E# (Stephens, 2007: 123) - FEHT ZIEEIRAYEAEH - HAR (@oow) —
(A FFFE T HH EH 2R (cosmic nature ) 2 APEE 4R (human nature ) - —J3TH]
VIR T ER  EAR R B IREN A - B T EA
RFAN BRI T RAYHER] (norm ) « Reir 208 13835 - ANk hohr &
FIEEEET 208 - T (R arh s HAERIE S’ - FasEasE

T W SRR TR R R o SR TR AL A M A K (nature) B93E
BAE R A 0 R AR Z AR R R R A R0y B K 38 5 A 5 (Laertius, LEP,
VII, 148-49; Long & D. Sedley, 1987: 43 A; B) - A8 #l#9 %48 % A, : Ibid. (26 A; 63 C2; E) »

8 Ibid., pp. 123-24. W.D. Stephens ##: # Epictetus 6y %4E » WE R AL £ A K : “In
Epictetus we can distinguish five different meanings of the word ‘phusis’: (1) kind, essence, sort
(e.g. the ‘nature’ of poverty, exile, or death); (2) the universe seen as an ordered whole (kosmos)
determined by a principle of structure (logos) and law (nomos); Nature (capitalized) in this sense
Epictetus identifies with god (Zeus); (3) particular nature, the law of nature in the individual
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Tiii-ffiﬁ » T 2R AR B ER G AR AT REZRTE - (B B AR w38
ETEIRTE - HARBE 2 —(E%H8 (as a whole) » JRE[HH FUEE A
,.“EEEI’J%% (the rational and providential structure of the world) » ‘B [R]HF
BFUE AP SE AR o MO ERE T R AR
HIRREARE ST (a supreme providential power ) » & [t FUASHE IR 2B E
HYIEREREME: (right-reasoning ) o TE[KZE A1 HAR R IE HARAI—EB5 - i
gkt FIER ARG eooe FRlfE AEESR (human nature) °
Chrysippus FREH @vow sKF5E T HLBEIKIE eoog 235 |- "HAR—
FRIFIRFFE A IR SR H AR - B — i Prag BRI - 5540 - ﬂ#’fq
AFEAMEESR (human nature ) - BAEARY - REERAYAME BRI HZHEA
FERYIEE ARG (the normal condition of mankind ) » ﬁ@ FIREERE
3% (summum bonum ) FIHERIFIERYT - RIS E SR T i -

organism as it were localized and particularized, the constitution of an organism (e.g. the ‘nature’
of a dog, snake, or tree); (4) human nature, which is properly only a special kind of particular
nature, in so far as it is common to all members of Homo sapiens sapiens; (5) one’s unique set of
traits as an individual (e.g. Epictetus’ ‘nature’ as a lame ex-slave and gifted teacher).”

OB % E Rk 0 AR T R B F S22 (psychophysical whole) A A — F @i AR A K

(physis) 4 #1% » —F @#HIAAL F . (anthropocentric) f & & F st hfo % (Inwood,
2005b: 682; Gill, 2006: 35 ) »

19 Laertius, LEP, VII, 85; Sandbach ( 1994: 3- 18) & F.H. Sandbach 3£ 317 % 7% 42 kAo 32 5252
# B¥ o #o B 2b4% B What is a natural life 33 4 o B8 #3825 A A I X physis —3 0 Bl R & & o
Pp. 31-2: “The ambiguity of the Greek word physis, translated ‘nature’, caused much difficulty to
ancient thinkers, and it has created trouble for critics and historians of Stoicism. Literally the word
means ‘growth’, then ‘the way a thing grows’, and by extension ‘the way a thing acts and behaves’.
By a further extension it came to mean ‘the force that causes a thing to act and behave as it does’ .
For the Stoics this force was something material, a constituent of the body it controls; it was found
both in plants and in animals. Each individual animal has its own physis or way of growing and
behaving, and by this is to be understood the way normal for members of its species. Thus it is part of
the physis of a man to be able to see and hear. If he is blind or deaf, that is contrary to his physis,
against his nature. But physis also governs the whole world, since that too was believed to be a living
being. The physis of the world is identical with God, the immanent controlling force, and itself material,
it is a ‘fire that is an artificer, proceeding methodically to bring things into being’.” (31-32)

VWS BERAR BN ERAGRKLB ) (telos)  BAZRGIE o FEIIT - T X
FBAT RN B Yy o BAEG TS 5 35 R B AMP O & B ik A W Be B A 09 5k 4 B 89 (Moreau, 1983:
99-122) - B. Inwood (1984: 151-84) B34 & 7 % =8 %k & R Wy He £ % (anti-hedonistism ) °
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R —HEMITEE - T A4 amr A0S (genetic structure )
B ARIRE - AR T A SV e MMEpInBRE B - B0
EATEE AR EEEN: - AMEE R — R REfE & By B AR AL
HYERY (Long, 1970: 93) - 4} » WS IEER AR B AR AR ERY
AR - BRI S Foiift ~ TTIT ~ WiEE K - U (providence ) »
IEREHETE (right reason) ~ SERE (law) FHEEHARRIBIE -

Chrysippus 7& (P/BREEaTE ) HhER « T 12 HAMBE LAY TR
SHIENEY) » T8 TAISERE FOVB R 2R B RN — e R T B B A
By B L o | (Plutarch, DSR, 1035 c; Inwood, 2005b: 675) 38 By ARG E
FLER AR H ARTE TR L SRR - EETHAA -
A BT THY R RE AR EEAE H ARRIR I AR SR EEES (Plutarch, DCNS,
1069 )« #15 » fmBR BT AR BR B Bl T H i BERE |- o KR Stobaeus -
TR B SR P AR TS Y E A B E F R HIRE B — By TE (living in
agreement, living consistently, homologoumenos zen ) ( Stobaeus, Eclogae, 11,
75.11-76.3 ) - ;g EEHE B —HE: (logos) FIRE—EthA: 153 (living in
accordance with a single homonious principle ) ° 12Cleanthes AN A
. (formulation ) AR - HUKF E R BL H AR — 22 15 (homologonmenos
tei phusei zen) (Stobaeus, Eclogae, 11, 75, 11-76, 3) o G. Striker $§H -
Diogenes Laertius FC#E T ot M EZ A m T HIYZ B H A —E1y
A% (living in agreement with nature )( Laertius, LEP, VII, 87; Striker, 1996:
223-24) - 1 (GIEIY) 1 Chrysippus W1 : T EAPILAIE AR5

12 G. Striker # Stobaeus Jil 44 logos —#)3% .2 principle » J& B £ logos — £ F I X+ & KAk
J& » "€ T 4§ reason, proposition, argument, principle, language, speech % » Z# 5 F ¥ F o0& &
Wi s —AALF R 5 0 b E F A principle — 3 R o oS 4 B & kY logos — H EAS FH
# logos » % 7 & IR 36 A8 logos » A8l logos & F & logos #93%  » 4w sk AL (reason) —
%4 3t f& % (Striker, 1996: 221-80, especially p. 223 ) - G. Striker 7 13 38 »4£ 33 84 £ 4 : Following
nature: A study in Stoic ethics.
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RIERY - S HRE IR E R4S - JREMKIRE CA S B AN 5
IER » AMUERERER R - B EHEE BB EY - - J
(Laertius, LEP, VIL, 87) - PLEEHYH A MEFRFHERHIEAMEEA - H
ZRERE S R EIEATER R (the nature of humans ) FIERIELAMEH X
—EIEER B ARRE IR o AR R R T B AR R
e - ST B R E R ATEEARKE - RHEAEEAPEEHE - K
IR ERAETERC R  SEERYHER] (Aurelius, Meditations, TV, 4) - A.A.
Long f5H » FEFLH AR ~ TIF - 83 H AR RIS - Bl
At H RN E A AR EE SR © BRI S - T IESIR A E
SN SRR  FPEA MR - SRR EAN SRR E AR LU — e
(LR - ERIBHE e a R R R LR - DR A A REE
oikeiosis » I H ARANE B BAER HEARTF - BRI AR B AL - 72
A IR B IR T - AR E AR AT E AR B AR I B R e
MEAR—E - T ERTUBRECEARARTERN -
PRZERETR T R E R A A an P A YR A

CAAIARAS oo AR —HAREGECATRIIAY
RETH » CREMRGEACTECHEA LA A S JERAR
W td 7 E R A E A B eyFe BT A JAML0Y o ST A 69 F K BRAREE S )
0y EEPIRIZAAEATR ¥ REPLY IR AT » FHA BN E]
Ry Fo R ERAR AR R G c GELRFTAL  WmREMNTEEA
HH BB TYRE » ssh » TTRAETES » SR FE

 Long (1970: 93) : “It is clear that ‘human nature’ here does not mean the normal condition of
mankind, but a condition such that living in accordance with it (and with Nature) is the summum
bonum. Since the genetic structure of all living things is determined by Nature, and Nature designs
them to fulfil determinate ends, the term ‘human nature’ is best understood as a description of the
goal which Nature wills men to achieve.”
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HBESRE - RREHAGATRETH - TS > dodb T
VAR RS —BREFE—EGFH LA A% (Cicero, DF, 111, 20 )

FrEEYIE A < it B A NAEE) )] - &2 B AR BARI E RAAEE -
AJ DA R EhPIRIAETT (disposition) » ‘& HEENIEEIVINIIREY - EBiPIR
FERENIRRE (constitutio ) RIZFEHHANAITES) - HAAKEAR S INE
—FEftHA] o Constitutio —ER{EZE B2 sustasis < Seneca F constitutio (H
SRARKE ) » PHFEZEF status - 4F Seneca i constitutio FF » fifKIE Chrysippus
FEAREH - B BESEE R (hégemonikon ) » s Bl B gAY HEAGE B
1%  “Oikeiosis WIFEFRANFIZAE constitutio FINFES)F] 2 RINIFEHE -
Constitutio TEFEAN [ A] (inward turning ) B4 (reflexive) RYRHL%R

' Seneca, EML, 121, 10; Long & D. Sedley (1987: 29 F) : ““Constitution,” he says, is according to
you [the Stoics] the commanding-faculty of the soul disposed in a certain way relative to the
body.” B. Inwood (2005: 679) 4#7 Chrysippus #= Cicero d4zay " B KK | BEAN - Al
FEARILY ELIEM LB 69 ASRA  “The key to this part of Stoic ethics lies in the notion of a
person’s ‘constitution’. We have met the notion already in the text of Diogenes Laertius quoted
above; it also appears in Cicero’s treatment of this topic (Fin. III. 16ff.). In these texts ‘constitution’
seems to refer to the person, the compound of body and soul which constitutes the identifiable
individual. It is most natural to think of it as the Stoic counterpart of what we would call the ‘self”.
One’s constitution has both general and individual features, but is still one’s own self, the self to
whose preservation one is committed from birth on. The notion of a constitution enables the Stoics
to articulate the object of one’s primal attachment; to refer to nothing more specific than the self
provides no encouragement to analyse what makes it up.”(2005b: 679 )-B. Inwood i % #% Seneca
45 121 5 A0y B RIKEIE R K& % ; Pembroke (1971: 119-20): “Both Seneca and
Hierocles back up their main contentions with a number of highly perceptive, although almost
certainly inherited, observations: for Seneca, the efforts of a tortoise to right itself when it has
been turned upside down are due not to discomfort, since no actual pain is involved, but simply to
the desire to resume its natural state, while Hierocles maintains that the fear of the dark shown by
children is due to the removal of external stimuli, without which they are inclined to imagine that
their extinction is taking place - a hypothesis which does much to reinforce the general theory of
consciousness outlined earlier. Both writers make a good deal out of the spontaneity with which
animals put their limbs to the proper use without having to try them out; a fair amount of space is
also devoted to animal awareness of the danger constituted by other species, the ‘alienation” which
is here loosely attached to oikeiosis as its pendant. Finally, the concept of constitutio is elaborated
in Seneca with the assertion, probably orthodox, that there is a different one for each age-group
and that human beings instantly accept as their own the new constitution which succeeds each
transition from one age to the next, together with the physical changes attendant on it.”
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HEH &7 ERE S (strong affective overtones)  NAEE] /I EH)
Yt AR B A EE A KE K HAMERYR S a2 HH AR
BB - BERIGEEINIEEST © Oikeiosis fERE (v DUE LENAERN )12 LA
ey 7 BN H RARREE R o Oikeiosis FREHENY) R DAL LIS B
% 5 FEEREBESFE (self-interest) fRIFEC °
NAESE— P B A TG —ANENY) - /& LAARRERY T X EIE H CLAIRGRY R
B iR E H SR E RIREE » IREILLE 8RR 5 32 B B AR i
(self-defence) AAFIE F2K © FEERER - BIWIELARY oikeiosis BATRZEY)
B (psychophysical ) ZYTHIERERE - BYIRTEIIVE R DEE SR —
T ECEARBARRERY BN, - B T » A hégemonikon ffE5 T
AR o PIREIYE —EH 20 E R (a holistic organism) »
oikeiosis WITHBIZK H ARRENY H B ARTETEE) - & 2B EKE R
(inborned nature) » BI¥IARERLIG H CATEB B CH - HAIREREE
By Re A R E o B AEMEFGIEN - ARYE RIS ELSCRTE
FRAE S FER RN Y H AIRREAR[F] (Cicero, DF, 1L, 16) ©
Diogenes Laertius BT ZIEEIR oikeiosis B HERTEEHIEH ¢

TH 4 BERHEN WO EGENES SN (hormé) RIEGE AT
AARKRECHEZ W KEECHBNTE A T iR Chrysippus A&
W —RE (HB) PR R BAT G F — 1 E (proton

!5 Voelke (1965: 155): “Pour les stoiciens 1’ame est une réalité matérielle, un «corps» , comprenant huit
«parties»: une partie maitresse ou hégémonikon, localisée le plus souvent dans le cceur et jouant le
réle de principe directeur, et sept parties subordonnées ayant leurs organs respectifs (les cinq sens, la
parole, la partie génératrice). Il serait faux de considérer ces «parites» comme des entités séparées.
Selon Chrysippe, I’ame est en effet un «souftle continu pénétrant tout le corpsy, et les parties que 1’on
vient de mentionner sont elles-mémes des soufflés (pneumata). Comme tells, les parties subordonnées
eminent sans solution de continuité de I’hégémonikon. L’hégémonikon est notre moi veritable: «c’est
de lui que nous disons moi», declare Chrysippe. Malgré sa nature matérielle, Zénon et Chrysippe
I’assimilaient a la pensée (dianoia) et furent suivis sur ce point par toute I’Ecole.”
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oikeion) & B % th#k 8 (constitution) AR H B FakrEey &3 -
EAB RIS R MREAA T A REREEFE - T
THREETRECBAME  LRECHAAT - &TAEH » B K
BARBIET Bt LRCHETCAHTHMG - RRAEMTBELGHE
By AR HERR 0 1% 3B (oikeia) B Ty - (Laertius, LEP,
VII, 85)

W 2 VR B PO CE B J i Ry FLAR BB ERAYSE — (8 32 (topic) » TR
By Bl AR 2 B B AR B I RARERE ) - BRI S RETERE S A H TR
B R EE RE LB L dn 2SS - AV S RtERE ST - TP
HEAR (physis) - 1 HES - ByYEEIRY E EEEARE B EH B ARE
FOEF R B A (A BERRIRE® (Long & Sedley, 1987: 350-351) - KM
WAEB TGS (kath’hormén kinésis ) WeRyE BV BEBR L — - ¥
WATEEN TR S EAR FIARRE » FRREH BN » S8 2 R T T 2B BUR H 5 0E
A BGETEER - NZEMARR RN - B2 IR -
TEENESEEEE - BB oikeiosis SRAEMR BV CELA:{E
AR RBCH @ SIIHBERRE

C.B. Kerferd 73 HrHf ZIEENR oikeiosis BiATRE » —ESMANESE
(inward looking) » —Z[MFMHE (outward looking ) - G EH—FEAD
TR A BT SRR R B - W35S [ YRR BB
BEEREAREEFTZ AR o [MANEBIEE — IR S Y AT 4 s

1 B. Inwood ( 1985: 250-257) 4£3+“The Term Kath’ Hormén” o #e45 & hormén 3533 & 3 % 8 4
RIB A 478 E S (psychology of action) #9—3R 4 » 463 H#F kath’ hormén f& 7 i 35 %
W HART % B SR SLIENT S Bk Mleg A R E o Hsh 0 AR E % =F The psychology of
action ¥ - B. Inwood »#7 hormén — @) 6y APk o 1035 4§ hormén 3% p% impulse » RIS R AL
KA N AN B HF (drive) > #IF35E Voelke 3§ hormén %% tendance &, tendance
naturelle - 482 » X —AE PN £ B ) R IR E R ERE—TE84-0FFH (psychological event ) o
HEAEMET TN ED 3 E 5 AMITL0 % & (intentionality ) (1985: 42-66) °



o %88k ey# 5 A (Oikeidsis) 19

MBS B 2 BB ARIEE1%R (in relation to the self or personality ) K75 ° [A]
YMBIEE — e — b - B O BUE N BSMETFRIE TR - B
oikeiosis WIHRATEREB AT —FPIERIIMEE T TEIB—HE - HERIYE
B2 BH R —HE - JREIE R B QB E CHIBRLR - RSN oikeioo KT
M5 “made it belong in relation to itself” - {EEBFR P A EFIEEEY) - 8
YIREREECHY - e —E - 2 —HEYEE CER - EREHT -
Oikeiosis HIFH— PSS IEEMERKE—BVBNEEHC » HEBR
H & HAATH -
Diogenes Laertius K B 2R A= TH Y AR 7 #EAS -

TR FARE A RAEE  TFRRIEAIAN A RMLFEHY AR
— RMAEST B A (common law ) ik #y - SR BETH FH
Wy EFEFE M » FZEAEIL M RIAEH B o R E TR L FHY
FEH BRI EEARA RS ERBEBATEEEENE
ERRF—MF BAEBOET > BTREIRZEG AL -
(Laertius, LEP, VII, 88; Gould, 1971: 163)

HI#AHY - Diogenes Laertius j8f A A= iy H Y BL 2 g fI{E1 Tis Bk -
AR ZIEELIRA PR ER ~ T aw A IIRER: = fnY B B R fRIE e R
EH (Bett, 2006: 543; Cicero, DND, 11, 58; Inwood, 1985: 26; Bénatouil,
2009: 26) - Hr ZUEEIRAVIZIHPIE — It 5 € T H S — G 5 KB
BTG AE AR R UIAER - ABEREEREMBVERY - ATEERELT
HERERG - &M AR R S e B nn BT 2 PSR AR B Y

7 933 oikeioo — 3% Z“make to belong” » 3t F#% 15iF. & “belong to itself” - GB. Kerferd 3% 2 vA“made
it belong in relation to itself ¥ AT FAEEAZE SAFHEAE » VA BAR S 09“made it belong fo itself” o 72§37
oikeioo ¥ » 3 A v B £52 (entities) B AL BOYA T > Wt —BE5E - ByiEEf T ER
ERHIBT; CREAT - HEFRARCHEH (belongs) B & (Kerferd, 1972b: 185)



20 (EEE2HXEHLHT) Foti

TR (part-based psychological model ) (Gill, 2006: 137)  Fufthiff"]
WAL+ NS H BIRERY - B AINHLE ey - ZESEEES fery R
# » [EIEIE AT AR AE 5L (Plato, Phaedo, 79 d) » BB AAIRHELHT %
TEFRY - BTSAYERMEER(EmE (eudaimonism ) - BRVEISLIRE - 8
HIm—ARA9 4% (Aristotle, DA, 430 a 18) » AHIZHY » Tyl ZIEERR ARY
A% B IR EBCE B ARERK 5 FHEESHEL G RS Ay R 8E - BLibim
5 HAEBESERTATENR RCA - RS E SR ARERTERY
ERRET] - BRREFRIZEEE -

TEHT ZIEERIRAY oikeiosis PR » KW E RA TG EEEE 56 L MR A
BEHIBRERFEN - #1152 - K —FEIENRBEAN 5
FATE -MER AT S - 1E55 PEBRIY oikeiosis » IR H AR A TE( notax pooy )
EMRIEEREAS - BN AR E R (evow) JFHRFHY o Oikeiosis B3
EREAEBMEEREASFEHINY 2T AWEARSZEFHER
THEEEEME: o AMEEARPREEME - AR E ARMIBA RSB0 B R AE Z [
BAf% (Laertius, LEP, VII, 39-41) - ARYEZEAERIBLERARIEH B
T A RSB R O - IRIREBE MR TR B E ZRNIEE (Cicero, DF, I,
20) - fEIETEI T - AR EEITHIES » EF30E  SHREEN

(Engberg-Pedersen, 1986: 145) -

8 - ABIEEEERMEEE B B AGRRE L ERITRY
7]

ST B ERIR BRI oikeiosis PERER AMKIRE RS » ARIFATE
BE#Y) (irrational animals) WG RFEENIANKSL - FE ARV AR
S - FTHEAKRBAEN - AWWEEE AT ARIEY) - FEASH)
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BEREREE | AR EIEEMEREE - ARYBRENS - ANE L2
FHMER4TE (Holowchak, 2008: 37; 78-79; Long, 1970: 95) o ARYEEMERE
Ry e RNIEERRRY » RAETEARITT R B ZRIRALR T JTREEE] « BRIERGRAE
AR A - Ui AR B - FHEIN_E— g 8 i e 40 b
Y ~ ETHINIE ERIERT » e AME B AR B AR B ARSI BAR -
Ry NTTIS » oikeiosis JFRE TKRHIESRANE & S HRIEEMEATE - BEMERE A
(transforms ) AN ESRFIARIIEAE o HRIEER 1 AF 1% BIR A8 E AR 0 4
I (Stephens, 2007: 130) » HiZIEELRAVETE S & (belief) BAFEEM
— MRV E B YIBREEAE—HE - Oikeiosis PR » MRIGER A TE AR #EA LY
1T h SO EIE - SEAN M E A - e TR
FIARAE & R A B R B A 1Y W58 BRI EBLE(Reale,
2004: 426 ) - [EAZERMETEE - ABAEBIZERVEES) - NEEE UK
A HE CRYHE P EsE - A LUERE AR H LI —1% (personal
identity ) °
Hr 2 SR - B AR A ZE R R Ry H rv B EE (a free moral
being ) + HAE NEHBEMLZEESFA (a rational being ) « HE{EAFEMH
T (perse) S2—ME#G - NEIPRTHEMGELIR - M 2 LIRS ETE T/ mE
—H9E o AR RSN » ARFRIREMES - NERER (physis)
A 5 IREE ARAVREL AR TR o ARIRE RS 2 RIREE M (logos, mind)
A o ARIER TR TR SIS TS TRYAE - ANk - JTREME A GEEE - AR
{00 (Reale, 2004: 425; Engberg-Pedersen, 1986: 145-147 ) - A\ LS
g EF MRS ER - AR AR B R — 20 - BT
Y ELE M (mind, logos) FIE#R (nature, physis ) FUIAHRA o ARVERME
(human mind) B APEE 4R (human nature) FE522EAY (imperfect ) »
HATLAESESE (perfectible) o BEHAKIIH IRAYHIF (regularity ) {HEHIE
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B ARAIRE © AR E S AR SRR AIE A B B HAAIRRE
B SRR R B A SRR o A FTE IS BIER R H B B

53'50

Oikeiosis PRamIAINBIE MR 2 A H CHIBGR - ABEC
REHFREEZ ABEE O oikeiosis BFR > JREIAE 58552
(recognize ) 7EH CLHAT R EN—YIiR O A » Friiiy B ARIRRE
(constitutio ) IR ZIHENR - ARREMEFR - B BREaHE - £
B TR g — RSB EARIRRER [ - AFEH ARt An A B Y - A
WAEENIRUTER] - FEERE B B dn fF A BV H ERRTFR IR ARE - iE2HIZ2
Tt —sE: TMRIRE A4S ) WER - WHEREBRRTFECH
EAARRRE R H & Ry — B2 ny B8l — VJHAYHEHEE (a psychophysical
organisms ) ° Fy AT S » AIGHE TR ~ 'S ~ it @igukFIfr (social
well-being and status ) = 55 " FEEE AZEREIRCAF: - B Wb ol
BYER (proper functions, kathékonta, BTHFERERT officia) BifE &S
&) (appropriate acts) o 7EHTZIEERAYEA T » BREfEEIE R BES
BEIEE % (reasonable justification) » DU LRI H AR E TR A RIS H
B HARIRRERYE & V5E) (an activity appropriate to constitutions that are in
accordance with nature ) ( Laertius, LEP, VII, 107 ) - Fi G &8¢ AL Bas »

'8 WK B A De finibus, IV 3§37 % 78 52 k68 S48 A W oikeidsis 18 A W44 & - N.P. White (1979:
150) £ A% H X F 224 R & De finibus, II-V 5 #7 oikeidsis #9335 © De finibus, 111 &
G % & De natura deorum, 11 % ’;’7]\1& 954 De officiis, De re publica, De legibus, Academica A
Tusculae disputations % E #1547 T &~ AT AR KMo 5 BRI B am ey Lt -

1 Cicero, DF, 111, 20. &iﬁi&’”&/&é’]lﬁé‘?f] (proper function, officium) 3 A& E# B 5Key
B R4k &k & (natural constitution) o A A X » BEZE  FVFBRERERFEME
BRER  EH BB H TR A AR (constitutio) » 48 ifﬂ?&éﬁ oikeidsis TR o &
Z Aty oikeiosis f& A BARG > TRIRBARMARAEE  RFRE+wRE > FAERBIEE
A REFHIRIB A RAEIRIBIEMAE - A ANA RO —H D kg RIFEIT
oy k& o
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B EHE ETRBEE K EH AR R CRIE AIRRE - fEERE B A
BV —BEEARMEARFE C - B AR - ALEME A REE
O AEERSEE OV EA A I RRSEE AN R T S - e
BT (pre-rational self) FEE: » A AABYIMENIRE ; &Y~ BUKHI
AP FERMATRE o ANEREGAE S T EER R - ATRENAERZ
AT VRS BAE A BRRE LAVRRES > MIEAE R E (an interpreting self,
prohairesis) » —fEREFTEA ~ MERENEFIHIE I » JRRIECR —{lH# H
WIFR B - RIS T2 - BIMERYBERFH C - H G prohairesis
TERERIERRAGIREE | - (015 B P22 A MR8 TH94:0% (Stephens,
2007: 128-132) « #5Z » AR A 8 SRR T PR IR G LUEE]
H ORI HRIHEER A /Y - S5 2 1B R4S (Cicero, DF, 111, 20;
Wright, 1991: 130-131) -

Seneca HEBWIR HEAHH R CA - AREAIREALE
Bt AZHOHHCOZHEERA -

TR R A — A A A TE A 6 A KKE (constitutio)
RETH ° ARE » A6y A RREZIIMERMN - A FRET
ARAERATASY  MARDTAEEEAR - 82 AFAT
EAFEPFIE A o | (Seneca, EML, 121, 14)

feLL BRI DB EIE— AR A NIRREAL IR - [ KA A [FIRE

M ETE A RIREENIARE © 1E oikeiosis PR FERRINAE ERE:
H S ERIRBAI R FEE T -

RIS R A RERAT > NAS A (impulse) RAM A KK - L4
b N FesEit (mind, logos) M og ¥ LB S EERRIF R o M S HERERA
B LA AL S A B A1 2 ST — B o 2 M) A8 Ak AR EE SRR ST AL B ) B e AR
AEAMTEH A K RF3 (Pembroke, 1971: 117)
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Seneca K- FHANT B ELIRIVEL R DA ME R ! -

THERABFGAR?EN | FERERET LY CRTA
T ER - MErHF—FHERCHEIFNE - EF A KRE

(constitutio ) fAfF3H £ o FIEME AT S AL EHIED]
ooy B oY {FFH £ - SRR AT UM LIET B AF
CREEG KM MRABHEELEANNE  RA 4 75H
TARASEE - | (Seneca, EML, 76, 9; von Arnim, SVF, 111, 200 )

R NS » R E RS » USRI A - SRS T TR AT
RS AEEETTAEER L - IRIBARES LS MR - JhRIZ %
AMERE] « ABYIEHEIRDL (the normal condition ) filjAELHAR—EL » B2
Byl IR S SR B AR R — (8 1 R /2 3504 (Long, 1970:89) = *'F
SREEFTEEY) W T EMEE TR UREE C - FLEL R —E0
#P 2 1FAERY (Laertius, LEP, VII, 89; Engberg-Pedersen, 1986: 147 ) o {8
y%%ﬁ%QW%E TLamILGIME - KR E ARG EHEEG <
(moral imperative ) » J& 525K H H ARBGIHIFIAT < o B2 R AR IEE 53
(rational principle) “E7E - #5Z » HARLEHCHFrEHEMEFEEH]

EEAEFIT TR (Engberg-Pedersen, 1986: 101-102) » " BRI T2 —
BAGFA » EEEARPEM: - WL acther Ry HARIARH - | (Laertius,

% 5h 0 C.Gill (2006: 128) #1075 75 5k BAA F 0 S AR B ERBEA LA Farg R0 i
35 T 5 SR AR - 1w 4438 £ o “However, I do not deny that the concept of good
in Stoicism in general, and by implicaion in Cicero’s account, is broader than simply human good,
and is, indeed, a trans-categorical idea. But I suggest that this aspect of the concept of good is better
understood by reference to the universe. In other words, this aspect of Stoicism reflects what I am
calling the ‘rich naturalism’ which is a further shared distinctive feature of Stoic-Epicurean thought,
and one that bears directly on their conception of human personality. This discussion thus shows how
exploration of aspects of the idea of the structured self can take us to the heart of key ethical as well
as psychological questions in Stoicism.”
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LEP, VIIL, 139) WS Z 5 525 - AR AR B2 B2 B 2 B 45
(Laertius, LEP, VIII, 139) -

R e 7 e BE R A 258 T e IR - R B s i R = F =
B~ BB - QAR REEP - i IEE e -
MEEMIGIFERTEE N o W IEERIRAILL hégemonikon TyBEE - K ER
RyBESRAIHIEERE o (HHT ZIEENRAYERYE hégemonikon AN ELAAHHz =
AR AR BRI R A - I 2B B R AR B 1 SME TR T Ry

(irrational behavior) o B2 IFHEARYEHEME (right reason) o B - [FJRK
(emotion ) FIFTE (passion) #EM—ELMERIKETGH L 5 hégemonikon
F91E A Gill, 2006: 75-76 )-**Hégeminikon Jo 7 a0 von Arnim, SVF,
11, 605; 634; 1077) - E/2BEBUAVE B FE - 7EREH P AR MR BaI R
LRI - anlE R E SRR - RS BB R IR
A o EESUS SR EESE - B ~ BUSTIACE AR S — B B 0
(unified rational control-center ) FIEFT » B0 IE 2 RAYV &R ST & ST EE
B A F 2% (psychological holism ) BREH—TTiH » “IBETFERIANE

2 Voelke (1965: 169) : “En tout état de cause, on sait que Chrysippe entendait par irrationnel
«désobéissant au logos et qui s’est détourné du logos». Les stoiciens nient la présence dans
I’hégémonikon d’un irrationnel considéré comme un élément extérieur au logos, nous dit Plutarque, et
appellent cet hégémonikon irrationnel «lorsqu’il est entrainé par la dérmesure de la tendance... a
quelque extravagance contraire a la décision de la raison».”

Laertius, LEP VII, 89; Cicero, TD, IV, 29; Gill (2006: 75-6) » ##7 % "8 £ Jk #4547 R AR IR A
RAEZ > BAFEM A REHE - - MR BREMAEKSD  AEBELEZRT
M TAGFH FRMAR—B O MR LA RERBBE KRBT - RETRE
MEILME I (passion) AR GYARIE 12 CIIRIARARGE ) — A2 5 28 P o ey 4 -

Plutarch, ML, 446 F. 532 57 % & R #4442 [8 64 the tripartite soul 44 » {esl§ A b8 F 28 61,4 780
FR BREERMARER AN —BERG AT - KBART * AR TAHEER
B IR RE FIETEER - M A e B Byt e SRR TRBP R A SN A E AN GEA -
P38 6y B g K — 3% » 3 A, Plutarch, DCNS, 1065 b; DSR, 1050 f; Long ( 1968: 329-343 ) ;
Kerferd (1972: 177-196) o e A ¥ 4E 445 th Pohlenz £t F4F ¥ & Frsb 42 sh £ BN
HIEFEME I G R 0 TR A A AE — U kA E A - Chrysippus 42t 8 A6 E 31— Tk
BEERNA PTEGIERMEI G c AGHNEH I L ERAGH Loy Ty » o lf A MY

2!

<
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W Z ISR EEBU ) P 22 158 (psychophysical holism) 15 » A
Fy— B GBI - EBERES M - APTEREEIH K H &
BB S S  FAH TG BIRURE R - 5 hégeminikon » WG GG - 1
Tz Y 22 S B B S Ry WA E S LR B RS - IR AN RS HEETEE)
(Reydams-Schils, 1999: 60-61) -

FHEAFEAAENE - TR E RS | A BRI AR - MEFREE
TR AR 2 EERA A - A AR R RmiE T
FEA ISR AR ERE - T AR AR © * AFEHER
ERACHTEE (pre-rational ) FEE: » FEiEREEII RS H IR (self
preservatlon) NHIFEEL » FRAIRY) ~ (UK ANES TR EAHIEEATE

o TRIR I ARAE | » BB AR BT A= dn AN (R B B AR RIFR 2E2k
E° BB TERE )3 IR R - R A B SE By H AN IR RB B TR A ] -
EANBFR TRIERATG ) TR KRR RS - REARAAR S S8
AN EEARRYENE - N B E ARG IR RRA R o B EER RIS - A
A EAE N A H I (deliberately ) ARTEH ARAVEE - (ERMAEN S
W 2B IS AR A B2 By B L BLACR R § IR B AR AR TG I HERR E ARAY A
71 o FHARELT A B FEAE (rational thought) » oikeidsis ¥R+ H AT EE

PR Bp A& —AE B E 895k 1 - BPATIE 4 pleonasmos ¢ 4w bid R A MIEHL K —F -

AJ. Voelke (1965: 169) %324 hégemonikon ¥ # @ 4h 2k 2] logos W JE3EE R & - ARY
FARE LN G RA LGB F - &I E & o von Amim, SVF, 111, 459 ; 462 ; R.
Joyce (1995 : 315-35) 25T AHT % "B 5 ik 142 24045 B 44 the tripartite soul #E& « fb IR+
th 7% A R $ 3UER 4% Chrysippus Ik ARG BB g RA R — 3 (akrasia )X J& - AR akrasia
MRIEF - RABMEAAA G HL4E (knowingly) 3£ & &b (intetionaly) 64478y

# Laertius, LEP, VIII, 86; #7 % 85 ik & R HL00 T5 48 34dm B RARTR 09 AR AL o 12 M 30 A AR A
HOITLET RO MR RR Y H R B AN S B RRGEDHAGBMA T B (RIEH)
WER s ERLRTERY - ERAANBER > BEARA R AR F ; hégemonikon BE
FHEMRE X E L E AR 0GB o dodk o CAEIFHT S 8Lk T ABLH Sk ey AR HE
TR T RILIEZ 0 P T IR BT B B e 2L 52 R 2 G 145 22 %2 (descriptive ethics )
Fo B E A T2 (normative ethics ) + [ B4 & WA T A 644724 (Colish, 1990: 28 )
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RS EEREAEA AT - EERE BARE - 52 » NEEH
SIS B E CHY (oikeia) » BRI » 78 ELRE F AN » 58K
fliEC - KR E ARAEK & ARYERMEES [JFE (Mattingly, 1939: 288 ) -
TEHr IR AR EFT » B—HEEEHEGENREBANHE
SNIRRE - fERAMINTEE T - HYIERIER - BiYsitEy) - ARER
B - RIAHERNE o Ry AT S R B ARSI S AR IEE AR
T 7 260 3 2 E 15 E AR EHE YR B B 1 EARE - HRIR
2EY) (oikeonomein) » [ TI%H NAEENJIFIREE - (FEA A HAG FLE
FIEYIFHEIR ) - FEBYINZ T INTEEN ] - F5E NEE TEYR @R e
FCHY » BRI B ARFERAEB N2 T8 Bh&E—8 - 3
RER T2 — BB B - B S Ry 5u SR | - JEETAHIE SR » JREN
IEMEMAR B MR A RIEEMEREIAA - AR ARTEBIJHY LI < 58
Ryt - 7 GRARIATE) W - B2 — MK E AR E 2 H I -
IR EH AR A TE AR IR T A TG 2 A — B - HARES [FMsmfErT - |
(Laertius, LEP, VIII, 86 )
PLER AT a Y i 2 W B IR AN B 1 2 BR BT 2 P81 scala naturae 1
& PRRFTEE AR AER ARG X L o 1 ERIATE T - A
ERENTEE - RERER T ABNE: - BiYa REAEE) JREE) -

)
o

Wi % 78 4k 04 scala naturae LB PRI S 45k (GAER) PSR BRECERMBHEMIINF £
GO BEA o MM R AW (physis) BAER - k> BREAIAER AR AEERZI
WA R o ¥l % BRIk R Sy e M B RBE R AR o AN S B0 A K
ERAEHMZ AT EGTHONERE  KAHWORELESTRAREER - ALK
BHER SRERCAKAER  EIFARTR - HREN S A0 MM HE LR MR
Bl BaTHBAER M EBLRAMBENERLAGHREREER  MARLARYE
TN EB N REER > BRM S BPRZIITAKMEI AL LA B HFH R E (Long,
1970:95) -

* Inwood (1985:9-41) A/ BN 5 18H M AME - B#E  Gai&sy) (De Mot ) GhE
) FFA T A M ERGE AT RRMFER GO o #3845 B. Inwood A& 4T % B 5k P 4
BIPHT % 4 % (the Aristotelian background ) 2k4£3 (Gill, 2006: 34) -
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AT EENE o AR B S DUR IR A R4 - SEFEENH
1y - BMEREREENG A A MERIEA I H Y - JEUIRIBI A ESIRE A RERY
JER - Wr g MmERE « AR EARA TG SRR AR T - @R
TR EIE - Kata physin = kata logon ATERSR 5 NZFr LU ARIAE
TR BR MR ARG - ARIER R4 TS 2 BB 2 B RS T AE
TEARIR B ARAVERIRE SR - RS SRR (order) WIRER: - 76
EEH - AENBYEEREEMERE PR (a hierachical order ) HRHJHE
Feimam o FEARIZER] | - BEMETR B EAERS ke sy - KA
S35 EARBIER M - ARYBR IR 5 i #E G Y —R 53 ( Laertius, LEP, 111,
64; Mattingly, 1939: 288; Pembroke, 1971: 117 ) fa$7 [E & L HAEFH
FHNPE RGPS (EMERIE TSR3 E - i S8 RA
—{EBEE SR - fEARRRRRE I BAmTFAE N EEGTF - AEar
B RE Sl o LB SIS RE 1K1 » BEsl2F A L At
IEEHBE B - M ARYEME SRS = R B YR R EE 8 - RAEYIR AR
Bl - ATERS TR RSN ENY) ~ FEY S RS o A HREE S A R
i REHEEARE  AanyEE - T2 ERIRAETHE— e
HUEEHEARE - fEE TH R P A ZER - mE M - FHERAT
(Laertius, LEP, 111, 64; Reydams-Schils, 2007: 225) » 4 scala naturae 1
NERENY) ~ THY) SRS - B EAE - S CRESE AR
HUERE EBATEEIRRETT o Wr S IEERIRAY BE BT S AN AT HY iR BT 2 18 e
SRR IR BESE Sy A A s R RE S o MY LA B R AR e e T T
ReRETT » BB IEELIRRHEY I Ry E AR (physis) » NEFES - T

7 Aristotle, EE, 1161 b 1; Laertius, LEP, VII, 129. $45:8 4 logos » ¥ AT #4a12 ¢ % (Pembroke,
1971: 121) »
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Zury s E_EAVEEMERYEE ST (Laertius, LEP, VI, 86; Origenes, DP,
111, 1, 2-3; Long, 2005: 564 )

ST BN S IRAN [R R R BT 2 FER IS BIRAE Y ERRE TS ~ A
TREEEE SR o JRENEL E Rt AR5 A - PR A S A RENET
G ETERIRKREARER - BB HAEYRBECE S B
NEEHCHRBEREMZ T (Seneca, EML, 124, 12) » EIVEIRANKHEAT] B
H ORI FEH St (Seneca, EML, 124, 23 ) « BZE AFHEIRTR » 52
TEFITEITHIEEES » B2k H HMEE S JHIiEY) (a gift of a power) » JREJH
SRR T ARYiE#)( Long, 1970: 95; Rist, 1977: 168; Engberg-Pedersen, 1990:
37) o HAIRFIE R (physis) BAMEIERLE (logos) » BIMERRE B —
EARIERY (telos) FIEHEE (scopos) » @B HIAE A - EH
PESESEH BT [ O - ATHRH A B T R - >

* Hierocles, EE, 1, 15-18. # % "B ik R R % & Bk RAF 4R - S0 5804 B R 5 o7 R o2
Moy EAEIE o T B AP & 4 Ik 8y Epictetus A A AR — A8 F 380926 % (impression )
a4 £ #EXE Fl (Reydams-Schils, 2007: 226; Cicero, DF, 111, 7,23 ) »

¥ Reale (2004: 425) ; Moreau (1983: 99) : “Dans le De finibus sont exammenées diverses
conceptions du souverain bien: celle des Epicuriens, exposée par Torquatus au 1. I et discutée au 1.
II; celle des Stoiciens, exposée par Caton au 1. III et discutée au 1. IV; au 1. V, Cicéron luiméme
expose celle des Académiques. Le souverain bien (summum bonum) est désigné en grec par le
terme de téLog, qui signifie la fin supréme, celle qui n’est pas recherchée comme un moyen en vue
d’une fin ultérieure, celle qui est au contraire un bien absolu, en vure duquel tous les autres ne sont
que des moyens. En I’absence d’une telle notion, il est impossible de justifier aucune décision;
tout choix réfléchi est cxclu, toute déliberation est vaine. Aucune théorie morale ne peut se passer
de cette notion formelle; mais les écoles se distinguent entre ells par la détermination de son
contenu: pour les Epicuriens, le souverain bien, la valeur supreme, c’est le plaisir; pour les
Stoiciens, c’est la vertu; pour les Académiques, héritiers de Platon et d’Aristote, c’est la perfection
de ’ame, c’est-a-dire, du sujet conscient, de ’agent moral.”; #f % *% % Jk AR 4 $E A8 35 K, 09 44T
A — 0 50 B - 45 5] % 4445 18 /& Euthydemus W 84 248 (Gill, 2006: 130-131) » gbyhBp 2%
TEBER A R LG M A & (the structured self) o A7 A7 A #h #8174 25 (the
starting-points of virtue) & £ T SEA &KL B A HERA G IATHRIT ] B0 F
& R S ey B 49 (Mattingly, 1939: 288) ©
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AR - B A EERLBERECH - AZHS - A
KEHCREITE - TR AT PR ANRIEEYE - PHZERENIIE MR ARYE
PRy AR NETEE R AR

TR ERELE - FWRBACTHAREFEHATY 48

Ry BERAREER BT AR - R L FYhw R
(kobfjkov) & & B R PRAG A T > @HEIUIRIEA Rey > EHErR
AREeAR R b o EEFFPERGE R T RE  EFEFRETIER
P BT REFHGET S a R - Bl —F
EERBEFERPEREHRR L ARM - (Cicero, DF, 111, 6, 20 )

IRIIERTATHY » FrA B E A ] - B i S Ry
TeEE < HITEA B BRRFRIAEE » SHCE BN E O - SEEEEIRLEEE Y -
EEARgEL AR TN EHER TR » IEEIECHEE - I
ANATREG EES) - HAZHMERE - RPN EERERHERMHE

(self-perception ) » ¥t H CAR S AR » W5 HERIHER) - BB ABRT
BHEYINE - B R SRR EE A - R et HC - R
HOWEEE CRER - EEEHCERN - JOEREEFECH - A
EIE IR E M (Reale, 2004: 429) -

KT ZIEENR - Nt iR B AP A S R AR - A4
RFERANAI B - IR ARG 2 TEARE A BN (self perception )
HHERT - FEEEREAGFERE CRENYHIERE (as
psychophysical organisms ) » {R{ZEFIHEZEH CHYEHRIRRE (Long & Sedley,
1987: 58 A (4)) - 158 —_FEEEH M FAEMIEIEEH (kathékonta ) » B5E
EHITEE) (appropriate acts ) BEAEFAEEE TR HIE SRAEREHT H T ARAFAIHETE
ORI ENIRRE - G E A FHEGEERSEIZEA IR - HEEARRE
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R RAEA - ABIEBI AN ESEARE » TS IEEE - 5 b B EUIE'EA
HE PR EGER A R A FNEH O - & —FEE 2R G e BAfE

(complete virtue ) ( Long & Sedley, 1987: 59 D (5) ) - T{ﬁ%é?éﬁ’],%lﬁtﬁ ’
ANCRERERIE TR (a structured self) » AT A G L ELAHAHIRTE

(inborn nature ) ~ HEMITE T 5 » EZRTEITAIEINELAE - ARERRE]
S RASTIRII HRY - S EERVEARE 2 - FrE ARE B - #ihE
DITEA T R E G » DURTEFT R T DAECERY - e EAE - PRI AT LA
A L LA T TR S S i BHEERVEE I - SR I Te 2SR A
IR RS T RIS E AT THIA - G AR HP (Long &
Sedley, 1987: 58; 64; Cicero, DF, III, 21) »

Oikeiosis 5 B8 H R I AREIYIIE — HIZEBURERISE I 2 2RI E A
KRR © & MR E AR BB —Fatast A— i B A e M ny B s B
HIRTEESTER R - FEEHEGA - hégemonikon JERNVEBEFLEIAT -
Hégemonikon G HEHe M 2 S BEd0 (control center) » ‘EIRHEL
i Efe - el ARt AR S AR < T LU — B (Eieni— A e

(a unifying role ) - £ AZBRMEENY) - ASREEANF BN AREHIIKIR H
IRAETE » FEARERER » IR E AR TS E R IR R AR TG - AKIRER VAR

3% Cicero, DF, 111, 20; Gill (2006: 130; 141) : “Should we suppose that the transition from childhood to
adulthood in human beings is a gradual and piecemeal one or a sharp and radical one? Psychological
plausibility, together with the complexity of the notion of ‘reason’ in Stoicism, seems to point towards
a gradual transition. But, as Tad Brennan comments (1998: 58 n. 5), much of the evidence indicates
belief in a sharp and radical distinction, at age 14, and this goes with some other important, ‘all or
nothing’, distinctions in Stoicism, such as that between virtue and vice or between wisdom and folly.
Brad Inwood suggests that the Stoics (like modern legislators) were concerned to identify a definite
age at which to locate the start of moral responsibility. But I think another factor may be decisive, in
this distinction and in others, and one that relates to the holistic approach that is characteristic of the
Stoics, as explained shortly (144 below).”; p. 144: “In the same way, and perhaps for analogous
reasons, a sharp and radical break is posited between those who are or are not perfectly wise, that is,
between those who do or do not progress to the final stage in the developmental schema Cicero
describes.””; Brennan (1998: 58).
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T - AR AR 2R - TTATEREOE S B - i — 23Ry
B Py (a single, unified psychological control-center)  Jyjii A » Rl
AP MR (informed ) #— FE H (a unified rational control-center )
(Laertius, LEP, VII, 94; Long & Sedley, 1987: 53 H; K; M) - ARYEEZEA]
DR e - BB ~ 15K (emotion) FIETE (passion) #FE(H]
—{Ef— R LR
TEHT ZIEENIR oikeiosis JFFHHP R ST RIS » AANEIED
oikeiosis 73RS EL - SR —PEELE A BT EBIYIELFEI > =1 - SRR
PRELERA (EEPEENY) ) - ABHanilisess — s B LU RERy i =nl IR 17—
CLHANIRRERYTEEL » 12 M BT b DA R A AR 0 5 =GB NLREE S B
FARFRIEY) (Gill, 2006: 77; Cicero, DF, 111, 20-22 ) » £E58 RSB ABAAG
PORRENTELT A TR TR AT R IR R B IR 2 5 A S B e 08 T - 81T
EME—EAMAERIEIE (intrinsic value ) - FEIEIRFIIRIffEE 21 EE DL H
%15 (psychological holism ) o FIZ5 " FEE: - w35 [ A EH g S LA
ARER ST RE H O HNIRRBEAAHN (natural advantages ) » DU HAR
T2 A AT IIRE B RE Fh 25 s B nY -
ANKZE PR EENY) » oikeiosis JFEEIEER AAEZE EEIBRMEIFIUIN - 50
ANFFLAZRRE » 2 DA AY SR A& 5 e H ANIRRE AR (Gill,
2006: 77; Cicero, DF, 111, 20-22 ) « 4Rt F SR A1 By ABRAMIR B HE R ENK IR

7 A-J. Voelke (1965: 154-181) % 3B % 8 S RAMA B ILMAA - B4 E RIGIL )4 K Ak
FAEFA  CRA RN M — TH# (un strict monism rationaliste )  Chrysippus % & i &3
— U A EHR A B (les facteurs phychiques ) #7/8 3] 4 #: 221 (au «pur logos» ) » £
AERP BIEFLMIR S MM G KRR — 50 > BP & akrasia - R. Joyce (1995:315-35) &
MR S BRERETRRANERR K — o) PR ANEREN S =5 B EERLE
VEdy > SEMEEAA A 0 12 @4 8 A E4E - LB, Gould (1971: 132-134; 168-169) # Al &
Y E LIRS AL SRR - LI 0 R e R BF R R FAA SRR B W&
HEAEERN DALMY TR, 0 AIEFMIR S von Amim, SVF, 11, 888; 890.
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BIPEARTE o BRMEEIYIRYEARATE (the natural life) SZARIEITERYAE -
FEERVEENYI B AR AT R R IR AR RN T o ARYEEMEMOREEIRAT - Py
EARTEENAI AR TR AR EARIIREE MBI (Inwood, 1985: 187) « AHYIETE
MR MBI RE A - EREMIRRE (human rational state )
(Inwood, 1984: 155) - Diogenes Laertinus £ /F o FH & B U T
G BRI IEREFEEAYTESE) (right and morally fine actions) #fEE =
( summum bonum ) A (Laertius, LEP, VII, 84 ) o {RIGH A4 7E ]
DAk b TR PR 3 5 hégemonikon B A FIE BEAK H BH A E S |
(Plutarch, DVM, 3, 441 c) - FEHIMEHER IR A B EHE - BUENAE)
Y - PLIERET T4 (living virtously ) BYA > EEEMHAVT R R B B Y
fEEFIFRHEN B ERE - AA. Long f8H - TEHTZIEERA] R EGERME:
Arh EMFSER - BRI TR AR REAEEE R 4 (soundness )
FIFF#EE (consistency ) o EHT ZIEENR B PRI TG IFIEAE -
WS TIAENS - B TARS (for its own sake ) HYMEE (1970:95) -
TEST ZVEERIRAY oikeiosis JFERHT » R T 1€ AME E AREL T H H AR Z[H]
MIRETR » B A oikeiosis (personal oikeiosis) &5 HY— B 2 A St €&
PRI R L (social oikeiosis ) HYETR o & 2 HT L IEELRIIZIHY)IE
(HALE) —ITtimbREHHEIN » MFFEERET oikeiosis [ASMNEEN
[HI[F] ©

£ + AH{th¥ oikeidsis BIER% | BAMC

TEHT SRR oikeiosis AR » AKEEERYE » 46 ABREESRS - I
SR I AR A 3T o A BT RRRERE AR B R R - fEA—
RIS ES » A RIEIN oikeidsis 3 1EHEA: & HIRIEAREN B R R
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BIFEVEAA BRI TS - SBRER o P A GRMCR T Rerh —E
7y » HIREEEMEAE A A B A a7 (the privileged role and
status ) » AFFHMBAYSESEAMELENERMERIT TRy - JREEEARYERME: ~ (BRI T
e ELF A (cosmological perspectives ) Fllit @ ifiln] (social dimensions )
( Cicero, DF, 111, 31; Blundel, 1990: 221-242; Striker, 1996: 294 ) - AE=
A TSR - AR B HERIRVEM: - Fram AZRAL 2 A
[FERIBRYE - ZREH—(ER I - & ABHaR i R 3 Cret - 82
18 oikeidsis - i BB EDE RARIRE AT - LR ERER/t - P
i ANMERE B BISREHRITE R CA - Bt AR CA
RV BB ET - ZEEAC - 5 ARECHTZREC
[ oikeiosis $52 » HAZHE AR REIGETBSRR R RHEE R OA -

32 Reydams-Schils (2007: 223) 3% » Oikeiosis FL A & S 1 » fE AP 64 548 A 4oy 842
BAEF—BEOS T ARKE KKRE RE - oikeiosis B i R o LA LR B R R
#2 o B 4Eahdhip gL % A ATHEME (pre-rational ) M5£% |24 KBS (the advent of reason ) B
% o B E B A De finibus, 1 65 F 2L 25035 h ok A & o (self-centered ) 8y oikeidsis
Fo A% 2% o (other-centered or altruistic counterpart ) [%F % Ml & # #95k /1 (tension) > &
FeAAE A RER AR EAGEAER % (community-oriented ) - Blundel (1990: 221) 45 i #5
MyFo BL 53 A 2 A 8Y oikeiosis ¥ A B T I R AN A RMRG AN GHE—C AR
SR T 0y B 8R4k A (one’s conctitution in its natural condition ) e A — 2. & % » AWY B KRZ
WM AR ABRAITERD ; LA IEAT o SLBFARY oikeidsis 3 3T B AR A8 RLH
S o M RAEASAE 0BG R A 0 oikeisis 3 J. M. Rist (1977: 173) 45 th 37 % 558k 4 oikeidsis
I3 R B A KA S kB4 49 5T 15 5% 09 ] 4% ( conventional ties )Fn k4 #5 2 (the bond of society )
h W R RZ W S HERR A A K% (natural bonds ) 1 #9 & 15 pk 44 #5 %2 ( conventional
bonds) % M 89 RFE kA ° Oikeiosis TR # LT T TR I AL KRG AR > RBRAH
RIFbY 5 A& L IFAT VA oikeiosis 8 B BR# T -

P OEARESE bW S BRI E REEAAKEA AT 09I o BRI B A TR AR
JB A — ARk o B % B2k BB g R4 (natural law) » &R AAME (human rights) #44E3f » &
RHT S B R A  beyF e (Sorabji, 2000: 74) o A8 B #4 &k : Horowite (1974: 3-16) ;
Bet (2012:149-170) ; Annas (1993:291-320) - J.Annas 235 3 513t E & - HA LA 4R
BREE  AATS AR AAEA] o A R S A eI o g RN R RN ER

(perfectly objective) » — 4 B 2 0 & 22 A2 B & & 0% A RAE R B B4 (positive law ) &
Banateanu( 2001: 147 ): “Les Stoiciens, premiers philosophes des droits de I’homme.... le Stoicien
croit en la valeur absolue de la personne humaine. On ne le répétera jamais assez et on 1’oublie
trop souvent: le stoicisme est a I’origine de la notion moderne des “droits de I’homme.”
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THEE AR TERER RO A (RE) B FFE eI Fs— 18 A (a human
being ) » EHHKFEME - MEAIREEREZ M - MERAA B B AL
Koo NERAEZVIEEEEHCH oikeiosis » FEEFEAIIG R HANIREEAR
[E] » TEF—FEBE oikeiosis N[E] o TEHEAE . Z HIHY oikeiosis 2R EARRE » K
RHAPEXZEH M (Plutarch, DSR, 1038 c¢) - ARYEZE(EHZKFEEA
I o IEAIE S ATRY - BEMEZAE ARYRHEE R B - EfE 1S A BEEIYIARE -
AR EEH 2R T2 EREEAAR - KATEEARAEGRREFER
ERE R - EBERE T (Laertius, LEP, VII, 135-142) < HR
TEARFEE K UARGRERE T (Y ESEY) - S EAE N
A o B oikeiosis JEIEFEAYERE o HEEAVIEN HARBEAREKACRE
BEBTLNER - HF20vimEint i RS MR B RSN —5 o 5
SRR E HAREESK AR (Cicero, DF, 111, 62) ©

Marcus Aurelius 5 HEIE A 2 GEEAY » MAIE A2 Ry THLEE
T o BRIEAT— R E BRI E 2 R T —BRAE E BRI R iy - — &5
HITERE R T —EHRZ My - — SR FR S R T — SRS
Y o [FIRRRY » ARITERTE e THAGEAREY » ZRENEBEE A ZEA ST,
HIEA (Aurelius, Meditations, VIII, 19-20; X, 8) « {RIGHT SIEELR » ARy
HEIFH R B ERY » BB AR RENEH - AR ZSEMBMERE T T
AIEE] o By R AN EEEaMh A —f A - Bt A RIRIAH A G SN E Ry T
e LAY gL © Marcus Aurelius SCFEHY » 7 A PEIRFEARIENE: » —E2MEA
REMEEG - EILESK - EEIET o 4 (Aurelius, Lectures, 14, 3) [AJff

(fellowship ) SZifRIEFAMHIERY » #—1E A ZERESe M EBLARITEH
wrIEIRFE AR 2 4AY (both rational and social ) ( Aurelius, Meditations,
V, 16; VI, 44; Trvine, 2009: 111-37) - AZ5EEH CHIYRE & F= AT - AZERIE
L
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1KI oikeiosis —FalE{EEL H C BB ZRIBATRAKE - KLBREC
Hiftt BRI R O o Oikeiosis AR EMEES  —it @SR L
BNTAE T B IR SRR TR e R — S SR E RS E R - FTE A EnvEl 2
iE B T HARIIER Sy o NS BERE RS (solitude ) » AGEREE (alien,
allortrion) fti3 - Allotriosis (B 38 allortrin - **Seneca $8H » A
M EERRBEEARE R —¥1 (nature as a whole) (Seneca, EML,
124, 14-15) - {EE% R ARG X » —EAE S —EAZEER (homo
sacra res homini ) » QISR N 828 [ LT3 2R By B CLAOST AT -
It Seneca KA @AM (universal humanity ) < [E]HRR (RS
AR o Y E B A RS - [l B & ST A (Seneca,
EML, 48, 2-4) - {RIGHT ZIEELIRAY SR - SR8 A A SRR i — it &
BOR— it G AR - M B EDURE T TR T TRt &y &
RAt - i AMEFR - B (EiaELE Rl E G RS et R B hy
EHEME - BEAREEI SR 2T 0 SUEEEE B AR T
B o BBt & ATs - =B AREEER S - B BRI
FUBEEAE A H CRIEIKE ~ AL (B A KRS RE - — R 1Y
T - e R R I B CRF - ¥HZ IR IR R 2 ¥ B CHIRRE -
TEANELS3 AR - B IR ERAY T i e e — i SR EHE - o —EieEt e
BN —ER oy ARG R RN E T — e - AHRERE (a
holistic, organic whole ) HYFEEsREHFEAE AFERIREE - I Epictetus » A

** J. Annas (1993:262-63) #ABA &0y & & Stk &0y £ 7 B A48 MR oikeisis © ATAEH
#H—ug A KM (self-concern) 89 F % - HA #H4k B1E (other-concern) #9F % - 8%
# oikeiosis & B $77) oikeion A 483t (akin to) 2, LB MR R AARARE (what belong to you
or is on your side ) » #4484 BT A — B AL E4E o Oikeion $1 % — 18 %)% allotrion (alien,
not belonging ) & & E4F48 R ° Allotrion 3:4% & allotriosis » 7% Bf alienation (##k) o #7 %8
BRGZAIME TR TR BRATE AR PRGOS — IR R
sk gak (Inwood, 2005b: 681) -

» Seneca, EML, 95, 33: “homo sacra res hominis (a human being is sacred to a human being).”

o
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G CRTEERYIEE » AR 2 —MELA (no longer be human ) « AfE—
it &Ry A SR Y (Stephens, 2007: 131-134, 140; Sorabji, 2000:
174; Sorabji, 1993: 122-123 ) PHZEFEBARMEHFEH -

TR Bl i oY AR Ak 38 2 AL € RS A AR 0 BAE - RSN T
IR o BRRA AEMMFeEFEay i A B R RIE - REY
FEALE L BERL OB AL 0 VA RAR R B 0 BEES 0 AR AL B AR R AR 648

. 36
Ak o

PRIERETR

% Cicero, DF, 11, 52. #& 5 MAF A 694 2L 572 M35 SR 3842 04 =18 % 10 B T 04 PR L A3 - 36— 1%
BAFA DM ARRE T O RREORAEREH G ARERF B RARA G ER
o BRBE O ANERE  BREENF XBH BT RBETHES - B ZBEEAMNEA
T MBUEH R B TRE BB AEMARKRIE 3 5ARK RGBS T - Gill(1995:
332-333); White( 1979: 312-314 ) ; Brennan ( 2005: 154-168). #u3f 5-4E 3t Oikeiosis and Others
#9 B1% - Reydams-Schils (2005: 55) : “According to the Stoics, as we have seen, animals and
human children (in their prerational phase) are each born with a benevolent self-awareness that
triggers the impulse to reach for what is necessary to their self-preservation, the so-called dynamic
of ‘appropriation.” For human beings, however, appropriation evolves over time, as Seneca tell us:
‘Each period of life has its own constitution, one for the baby, and another for the boy. { another for
the youth,) and another for the old man. They are all related appropriately to that constitution in
which they exist.” (Ep. 121. 14-15, trans. Long & Sedley, LS 57 B). Oikeiosis then, always has a
history and in human beings changes in the course of their lives, because their ‘nature’ evolves. A
child activates the prerational type of oikeiosis (D.L. 7. 85.). But in full-grown adults ‘reason
intervenes as the craftsman of impulse’ (D.L. 7. 85-86.), and so, in contrast to a child, an adult
human being has subsumed the prerational type of oikeiosis under the reason type. The most
important transition in a human being’s development is that from the prerational phase to the
advent of reason.”; B. Inwood ( 1984: 151-84 ) 55 3 A 64 1 45 18 & T 4% JF ¥ M By 49 (non-rational
animals ) F|ITMEAGA o F 2 0 #IET M S it R BT M A MK (human rational state ) °
FEARAE 0 BRI 6 B RIS BIEM 1R GB. Kerferd » A8 % B8 ik oyid
BRROBEST R AEETENAL REAHATHE  SHMRE  ATHRIE
T RAUBA A T AAEBIEE RGBT HE RIS R E THIUE o RE
R B BIAFAEAL LR 5 Fo9 8 AR (ashared nature) » 7R EBp B &R o ¥ H7 % B %Ik 64 cosmic
city ¥ » GiEAS A TG 0 RASFHG 0 R A ASER - RE44 5 Kerferd

(1972: 196) : ““The resulting cosmic city,” in the final product of the process of oikeidsis beyond
which that process can be carried no further.”
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T[T %8 R E]RLRE R ANILR A RELFRAH
Thohd o SRRMEFMZ AR EIOARER AL —MBLEHE
o E BRI BT A E R AR o do b E R E EA
RARBHYRIE - BRET—R > EMEEATF3H > 21 HIR
THEZME - KMEZTAMBR EGhey A RET  EMHE D
WHRFRERHINE > ROFERIZARGAIERS - A
0 0 RAR B RIERRF 0 HARIVEZ AR A R ARG AL &N
FARVPTA B8y - BFMRMKLTAARAZHATZRT] A A
ROGER o - WS BERFERNEEEELEZHR - ¥R
dn B A HLA L] o F 6 I g — BRI A — A R > KRIAF—EA
HAMR G — o F o Bk 0 KAVE R L F g4 A EA
O BCERAEEES KM IFEE ARG - BEAETREEEZ S ARR
A o eeeees Chrysippus B #3032 h B —1F EA L & T A4y £ &
by o {2k (HEA] @ right) & & TR ARG o oo Jsh o B
AW 2L THRERRGUHRN  —£FHF 5 HE R ERE
RMAR—H o BEAGEL TRAA R T XA et B —
12T 0 EMAEF T4 o 4 (Cicero, DF, 111, 62-68 )

PHIEREAT A B A L FRIMRBRGR - BB B B EIERT R AR EER TH

FIRERPE ARG - ASEASRY « HARELERIAE T4 - ¥ Hierocles ¢
ABHO - KA A B ERGETH SR RS ARt Em R O A

7 G. Verbeke (1970: 12-14) 35 th » B % 8 % Ik B AL o 4 F 5 4802 — (84 #4852 %8¢ (an organic
unity ) 449 B4R AL ]~ TRILHT S IE R R 6 T o {2 Wik Al B AT o P 13: “Within the
framework of Greek thought, the Stoic view on the organic unity of all things represented
something new. Plato had thought that sensible reality depends on or participates in the transcendent
forms but that there is no organic coherence between the two realms. Aristotle saw the whole world
as striving toward the supreme act: Although there is some unity in the Aristotelian cosmos, it is not
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P RATEEA A AT % BB (circles) ATeLiE » Raks) -
Ay R - RBEMZ MO RRMm RS HGEEN LS EL
0y o N0y — (B ik B0 0 B B & — (B P o3RS RAP A TRy
Mo A—BENOS YR TR S RRENER  TEB
TEFRDGEE A TFEMEIF RS o Lok FoEER P
BR R EE —EEE ARELSRE NS ETRTL -
EFHEZEEERA R BRAAE A R IR E L
Pk F BT —EEB NG  MEGEEBZRLE
R BARRELEE  BLRE LT R - Fock Bk XA
HIRFR AT R B B 0 e B TIRFRE e by B B o | (Stobaeus, Eclogae,
1V, 671, 7 ff)

PHZEFEF] Hierocles {Egm e ABAM AR oikeiosis BRATRIF » BLZTE
oikeiosis FHFIE IS © AR oikeiosis FIFHA]E CUHY oikeidsis
AR FHVCE} (never match oikeidsis to oneself) « B[l Z By E A BRI
TRESMRBEIN o 55 = FEERHY oikeidsis BELEHE N BB AIRIE R -
HECH oikeiosis 2 HIRRIFIFEEERY (irrational ) » SRR 5 HY
oikeiosis HE)T & HARMY - (AR EBEME (logos) (Pembroke, 1971: 128;
Laertius, LEP, VIII, 96)  §[rfth & 2 {E H CHIREZMiER L% - F
Hierocles » A B BBV ERE (solitary) MEEEE (synagelastikon) e
B R TR A ARIE LRI S E A BB WFRY— & » [RIth T DABEA A
e HREE » B AU EE VAR ERRY IR (White, 2002: 314 ) - 4k S.G.
Pembroke » FfJFE synagelastikon ¥EFE KA (permanent) FIAHERYftEHA]

the unity of a living organism. Among previous philosophers it is Heraclitus who came closest to
the Stoic viewpoint.”
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(tendency ) » {H4E Hierocles :Z ] » A EI1EE HIEF KM A (human
beings ) » BEFRTHELIT 2 (8 HIA R RIS L HAENY) (Aristotle, HA, 610 b
1) o 4K Hierocles » ARYRFEMHIAEA F2K E A 1S B 2 AE—1H
5 FEHH (Pembroke, 1971: 128 ) o Epictetus $§H » AZEH (human) AYFHEE
BRI A B AR 2 [H E RIS IR (naturally well-disposed to
one another ) ( Epictetus, Dissertationes, 11, 24, 11) o

PUIEREATE. De finibus $aHIFRTEA[ARY oikeiosis - ZAMAME E E K H
CHARAREH#HAGRBCH - B ABRFFENEGTE

(well-disposed ) - HARN B EEARSIEREAZIE + HARANATRENIRIE
TLAFEIRE - KEEFHCWTL - (L8PS Laegsefan
(AT NIZEE YN o SHete NBLAZ RS oikeiosis » 1546 AT DI E
CLEhFH BB ATRE © fE AT EUR AR E — PTRESS AR -
ANESEET - AMKEAHRRFER - A AEKRSEERE
fFHYE AT » 140 Chrysippus Ty AFEHIAERIRITE - AEECREH
CIBEFTER » BEHC T ZArEVIERLTE (well-disposed) » PPlutarch
I T SIS BRI ] O T 20 0k IE SR - ©

B AR BT IE N B AT A AR Y R AT e By 3 S 5t i B 4E (species) B FRA5
He AR b kst (Aristotle, DA, 4152 26-27) ©
** Blundel (1990: 221-222) 2.2 » H4nel & HARE A K E A G s (propter se) » JE skt
PP H AU c MAREMER » AAT T  ABRURPHTRINEEFHFHOERRAAR -
HHbE 8y oikeiosis BAAAM B RIRE L LF0y 73 B AIE B R 69(non-self-sufficient ) ; Obbink
(1999:178-95) 454k » M 5B Lk DAY » FHWALE HEAEIRHR (polis) o FT38
O HE RPN AL A BATE - AR AN E R BB LK — T A RIKE
P ¥ A o4 F Bk 2k 5 Plutarch, DSR, 1038 b; 75 % 5 #H4y % 49 € & - DF, 111, 21: “summum illud
homoinis per se laudandum et expetendum bonum.” 1R B HEF » HE LA YA » HEEHTF
W EE M B IR E 0Bk LR SR 0 AR IR AR B A 2 PR AR AT AR ALY - TR BRI A
B % BRI A — Uk R R AR R R S B AR AR H BT 0 TRIERLS
Suil B R B O A E AR R R EAIAN A RE TS A F Y AR (DF,IIIL 73; White,
2002: 312-333) -
4 Plutarch, DAP, 495 b. Plutarch #§ & & ¥ T4 04 oikeidsis T A4 A AL » 4o sk » B 224



o %8 kel B A (Oikeiosis) 41

{E1S R AR Hierocles JKHIE A ¥ H CHYBEAFASCR B oikeiosis
LHIRERE - TEEREIREIA - B R TR ORYIAL - s AR S iE K S 18
R MR AR E B B AR RTE IR Ry E O oikeiosis WIEER » SRR KHIE
NG BRI E R AE — QL IMIE TR AR - Gt F BE AH H
SRIVBHEE (natural ties) FITEAT: » RIHRF— CHIH S B At Z B F 2t . Y
PRI ESE - B &R oikeiosis AREEE R EET —HIEEIEE 2

(non-self-sufficient ) » DLk —1lE fa B AE At &4 85%) (intrinsically
social animals ) ( Blundel, 1990: 222) - 1= » F—1F G0 &M /e
RFHE R - G EE S E B —El 7 o PHENIG 2 25
BT EME - BHERRFIARGERIEACEHEMfER
oikeiosis » JRRIEHE FRVTREL « NRIRFLCE AR - BRI RESE
ANEBELAEE S RSHIHEAE (physical survival ) ZREEHH o MEXI S5 HY
oikeiosis ;& NFLE Ryt @BV H AR —H5) - AZAE - BEN
oikeiosis JEFRME ARG (for its own sake) » BLAN[F S HAMBYIHIZRFS
—CHEAR » NEREERRES (utlity) b o #EIEEEE  6£ A
TEATRIBEMER A » BRERSISFIAE B 142 » ThRbE R T R Rr Sy B MR
HEIRIE R - BEFTEARKZNFE IS » R HA R EHIE
ZHUAGH - NI EAEFHC—1 - 5 & » BAAIC (Laertius,
LEP, V11, 124; Butler, Sermons, 1, 9; Long, 2003: 385-387; Annas, 1993: 285) »
BEARTI S » A3 (friendship) RFAEREEREE LM - il E e
Ik » JETE ~ 78T~ AGHAS 2B —’E (Fraisse, 1974:355) -

T il oV & OB & 69 K o Idem, Porphyry 3.4 35698 H 3R oikeiosis 1R & IE & WAL 8
(Porphyry, DAB, 111, 19; Rist, 1977: 161-174; Inwood, 1984:179 ) -

41 Stobaeus, 2, 73, 17-20. Arius Didymus # & 58158 « & (goodwill) ¢4 £ 52N » A
EAE X Tt EWA B ; Laertius, LEP, VIL 124. &% % —BAAKER Y 2B R -
ARFEH & % A RAM4FE ; Cicero, DO, I, 5,21, BEBISH » AL S —T2H o Mtk
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NN SEARARA AR B SR F Y B ARRYBINERE ST a5
HARFEEZCRIEN R EEYEHARERE T (Laertius, LEP, VII,
87-89) o TEFAMEE H AR B E S B R R AR A E AR e S B - il
T HBERARG ETEEYAEEGHAERIEEE (the living and
generative creator) » ACEINITIT (Snwovpyds) « (AR HAREREiE
—FH RIS (andonacpa) EEGEHEREEL - PIEAHESZREIN
BEHIRIR - ACRHG B SRy — S T2 o HE AR E i
SRR SRS T - P AR ER R e ALER - BT EAl
R - #EER—EST - BT A E O oikeiosis FIRAIE » 'EAWHEN
SEANLL (Laertius, LEP, VIL, 85 ) 38 15 Seneca 3711 » T HAE B ENIR
o AEBeMEE o ) "THAKASETRBRM - CEENRETE
FELERY » Ry S N R I S AR A RIE Y © Y Oikeiosis Y
it EmEARIfER TR I A B - AEBE A REIRGEEEER - A
KT Ry O © Oikeiosis WikEEEZ AT

F o eI R M A E i o URIRBA RAFE P RIRB AW E (human society )
&

* Laertius, LEP, VII, 87; M.D. Boeri £ ¥ % &% — (482 > A#h g K2 CH—HKp o AT
TR A  BAM AT T H - Ae)HE~RFF 8 848 H - Boeri (2009: 175): “To put
it roughly, in Epictetus and Marcus Aurelius philosophy begins by pointing out the basic problem
of the relationship between human being and the universe, and reaches an ethical affirmation where
the reference of the human life to the cosmos is crucial. This kind of Stoicism traces the course of
cosmic events back to a ‘cosmic will’ with ethical aims, and claims that human beings must be
subordinated to the cosmic will, of which they are a part. What I want to argue here is that both
Epictetus and Marcus Aurelius, when speaking of the role of cosmic nature for ethics, are following a
doctrine already present in and advanced by the older Stoics.”

# Laertius, LEP, VII, 143.

* Seneca, EML, 121, 18; von Amium, SVF, 11, 1027; 7edf % %4 keh 28 £ 5 —Th ¥ o 4%

FHAIE N BT L obog & 0coc - R FHE 4 (fate) KB (providence ) (Lapidge,

1973:254) -

Cicero, DF, 111, 62; Reydams-Schils 32 (2007: 227) ; White (1979: 150) * #f % "% & jk 44 &%

AW oikeiosis TEH B i M -

4

by
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B2 5

TR 2SR Y E — T 35 - BRI A AR
oikeiosis BHFRICEIVIE H SR E AR - BREEIY) ¢ AAE S H R
AN - SRR EME I E CEAMERRYEMEARN: o Oikeiosis HIHGHE
HFE NBRERE - S EESIEAR ~ A —1eny - TS —
—f (Bréhier, 1911: 14) o Oikeiosis BRI AL ERSIE A CHIREE — T
o AROMREE  ETE T AT B CRVB A - BRI
EFAE ARG HHERRENE - FEARRYEESREFEHE R 5 i
M o Wi B IEERE SR B 2R FE S B L E B2 [ (Long, 1970:
87) - Fehz ) —JramRHt 5o RewafiEl » B AP e Ry v B R R E
Ry - VRS E AR R R - MBS R 5 e BB R AP b
JRER - RSy S R BRIV RS | AR HING G EmE
FHEESR - T2 IEEIRIIZIHYE —JCaR 5 16T 2 —Itém
R Aah E B A e E T EYE ~ TR S B AL R R A R
YYESEYIEIERK - ARBELEL 8855 B R R A [Fr 5 - 4%t
A ARRRAIRSHERAGR - 2REI 5 ~ BIRER - T2 IEEK -
HEYEZEEN « THBEEEHm - A H R A REEEEE - iy
HMEBERETH - EEEAR B ETEH - A EEE S48 ERH
BORy— A AE SRR 288 - AR 2 B ir B 5 B2 g -
NS B HARTRIER A3 o ARIE AR AR T B K IR R A8 5 e H AR B AR
Ifi ° Oikeiosis B ALIZYIE —T0imAYERE - EFHEART » F—
HYEHEGARENIRE - KREREERIM A LA E o fEBYHEA
¥ » BV oikeiosis BEHEARREHIFH HEARTT + AERLERFIHELEY—
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& o AR ESNIRRERER RIS A AT » oikeiosis ST FEZ ANF
JRIRIERY oikeiosis 43 RAVERE » HAARE L EIHEA -

TEABAE R - ARYERIE 7 B e ok - ARIHRIR B AR AR Th s Ry
IR IR ARTE - R - NEEREI AR EE BBRET - EEnd
P AER AN S - ARRERiE S M - A BHE G AT - Oikeiosis
HAR SR e - RERMAR AR EGEN: - AHEEAME
NE Rt Zm RO - K& riEmt il fy 5 QYT - I IE2IREE
HEYEREEN DU EANER - WEFHsis i
TEE R B i TR TR e R R AR AR S e

BEA AR AN - AEGEEIZNEE)) - EEMERRTK - AH
AR E B E TN TS E AR EHEOUE - IR
R—EHVATE R AT LLVERY S SIEE) - ATERRIERSE: » AGHEBE MRS
TR RN oikeiosis 52 - NEENYIIG R H IRIRIEARE » HERE(IH
PERYE B - AREBR IS TAYARNS - DUESIRE - RRiEaiE
NFEEHE IR A AR E R B - L R4 VSR AR e - ABE AT -
W ZIEELIR MRS oikeiosis HYHE TR I 2 HN TR ERVIZIHYIE —JtiR
HYARREELRE [ - fE APE AR BN EE SN 0 - ANSHEER
RE—H05y » FEH R ] Bt LB B S Ty - FEEMEZANE
FEEMERY - AR E Y] IRIA AR EIEE B EBRTH—Y] -
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