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Abstract

Since 1960 a new paradigm of inter-
pretation on Plato’s philosophy has been
developed by the way of studying Aristotle’s
reports of Plato’s doctrines and collecting
Aristotle’s doxographical fragments (this
work is called “indirect tradition” of Plato’s
philosophy). This paradigm was established
through a hermeneutical tendency in variant
interpretations on Plato’s philosophy. It
claims that the so called ‘Platonforscher’ must




investigate not only Plato’s Dialogues, but
also Plato’s academic lectures (&kpoaois)
which were written down by Plato’s students
who had participated in Plato’s academic
lectures, e. g. Xenocrates, Aristoteles, Aristo-
xenos, etc.. This claim has its reason and
historical background.

In the first year of this project I tried to
investigate the philological testamonia of
Plato’s ‘&ypaga déyuaTta’ basically and
examine the selected documents which were
preserved by the commentators of Aristotle.
Therefore I began it with K. Gaiser’s
Habilitationsschrift “Platons Ungeschriebene
Lehre. Studien zur systematischen und
geschichtlichen  Begriindung der Wissen-
schaften in der Platonischen Schule (mit
einem Anhang: Testimonia Platonica.
Quellentexte zur Schule und miindlichen
Lehre Platons) in which he made a testamonia
platonica and tried to prove the existence of
Plato’s ‘&ypaga déyuaTa’ in the platonic
Academy by the Aristotelian tradition. Finally
I attempted to investigate his book with
ancient commentaries of Aristotle’s reports of
Plato’s unwritten doctrines.

Before K. Gaiser’s work there were some
philological and philosophical Scholars, e. g.
V. Rose, L., Robin, J. Stenzel, P. Wilpert...
etc., paid their attention to this topic and
offered brillant dedication to it which can not
be disregarded. On the ground of their
research I treat of Plato’s unwritten doctrines
and compare them with Plato’s dialogues.
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