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The Origin of Proclus’ Skopos-Finding Interpretive Way of
Plato’s Dialogues: A Historical Criticism and Inheritance of
Thrasyllus’ Interpretation

Akitsugu Taki

Abstract
With specific evidence on Proclus’ interpretive way of Plato’s dialogues | clarify what Harold Tarrant
implied in his Thrasyllan Platonism (Cornell, 1993), especially in his textual criticism on Thrasyllus’ Logos
theory, quoted in Porphyrius’ /n Ptolemaii Harmonica the Neoplatonists’, and most conspicuously in extant
literature, Proclus’, interpretive way of reducing every literary element of each dialogue to a single aim or
skopos historically arises from their criticism and inheritance of what one at present can critically interpret as

the interpretive way and its theoretical background both transmitted under the name of Thrasyllus.



