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T٨e Republic٠ translated vith lntroduct10n

by F.M. Cornford, London, 1941, reprinted

(1972).
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(1966).
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cre٥tion that w3y whirh most ٥f Islan2 Phyl ما  ن

3ophcrs folloved as Al-Kindi and. if

phia believed that the way t٥ Kn٥٧ Pod muAt

be thro٧٢h 0dج hinsclf, 8s being the f1rst caue ،

t٨٤s im plies that 0dج i$ a ٢irst c8use f ٧r we0ك 

chin g iي ,e somethinT c٦eated. ٨nd also it i -de ذ

servaLle to notice here that f ٥r Ar1stotle there

is n٥ theory of ceartion at all but the unive-

r5e for him 15 ereraa] i.e ungenerate. So it

1s not od's ج handiwork or effect.

P.171. Chrous distinguishes in 8ristctle6 -ا between
 ي

٥ knowledge of od ع which is grounded up٥٢ nAtI

and a knowledge which

.٥eger, p, 65- ل160

66- Jaeger, p. 16l.

is ased ة on ٢u6٤i٧.

67- See chroust٠ p٠ 162- 163.

68- F٤٥. 14 Rose , 14 Walzer, 14 Ross٠

69- P1ato's 1aws II 966 D.
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61- 8ecrل maintains that the f1rst thing that w٣

notic in this passage ٥f cicero is che compele-

t1y dependence ٥f 1٤ on pleto' c8٧e و 1n Repubic

( 514 f), but 1thن A basic d1fferences. F٤rst

٨ristotle's Men have not 11٧ed 1n a cA٧e, they

are odern, cultivated. Aristotle teaches thes to

conteaplate 1nto A super natural world, but that

P1atosal1 اsa ع 4nsreAd o٤h1ch 1s v1sible tن٥ 

he 1nv tes لا us ٤o €0ntesplate tbe real uorld the

onderfu] shopes And arrangeaenta of the cosAos,

the 1ntu1t10ncontesplat1on whch 1eAds up tه٥ 

of ٤he d1vine director of 4t a12" . ,.م164

62- ٨ristotle frAgaents 10 Rose, 12 ٥ Halzer, 12 Ross ه

63- C٤٠ ph1lo o٤ 81exandr ,a لا 1egu6٠ Allegor1aruM Libri

T٤ee 111. 32.99. ( Fr٥٤.12 Ro6e, 13 walaer,13

Ross). phi1٥ 1 ns1sted that Men ho11 ب٥ke ٨r4st٥-

tle, 41nd ، the ١١ 8y t٥ "adع through h1a€ hand-

vork, st11l proceed 1n An
1nferior ما -ay "Becaب 

use they knov god through his" shado " that

is through his hsndivork. The proper 4ay of

knoving ,d ع0 according t٥ philo, is throuRh Rod

h1nself.( eee chroust ..( .م179 But ue don'٤ agree

philo in h1s 71ev because in fatt th4s is the

nAtural ay for knoving god, ie through h4s
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who had alvays lived beneath the earth, inEo-

-el]-lit dvellings, decor6ted ith statر fortAbleم 

use and pictures and furnished vith all luxur ies

enjoyed by persons thought to be supremely happy,

and vho though they had never coae forth above

the graund had 1eArnt by report ٠٠٠٠٠٠ when they

sa4 ther.e things, surely they vould think that

he gods ex1st And that these Biglty Marvels areع 

their hand1vork " ٨nd in another passage hich ن

seens probably to caae froa Aristotle " on philo­

spphy " ( see cirero IT. 37.) cicero relate,: "I٨

fact, there is nothing hich ن is "erfec٤ م ( -see

also ، Bernays" De dialog des Aristotle's in

1hre» Verhaltn1s zu seinen ubrigen verken, berlin,

1863٠p٠ 106 f٤". Where he reports that" ٤he behf

1n g0d is based on aAn's perception 0f thesubl1-

Be beauty and orderliness af the heavens and

the heAvenly badies " see also chrouAt p. 16 , ا

60- See here 18to'sم n Laws " ٤ 886 A vhere plato ref-

ers to the earth, sun the م St٨٣6 i.e the ه11

n1 verse a8 An ev1dence ٥f god's ex1stence, so

ArisLatle wa8 ffected by plato's cosnalogical

ArguMent.
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55- Chroust, p. 191.

56- See, Rose fr. 16, walzer, Rcss 16. Also

٥٤ Alexandria : de praem . et poenis

( f٢ag٠ 12 Rose٠ 13 Walzer, 13 Ros .( د

see philo

٧1I 4٤٤٥-

.158, Ross, p. 179 and chrousE p. 159aeger, p57- ل٠

58- ٧. Jaeger Maintains that Aristotlc in his ٢٦

PhLosphy gave s the root of hs notolog1cal arguaent vhich

is baund

there is

ith hisن 

a ser1es

teleolegical

of canparable things display-

٥n ٥herever" ين·

4ng gradua] dif4erences of velue, there i6 lso ه

a most prefect thing or aximum ه ,-0.٠ In nature,

٨r1stotle posses a fora and purpoeehich toن 

e٧ery lver thing 1s reloted to soaething higher

and ruling. T٥ him this teleologالعهl 0rder 1s a

1au of nature. It f٥llovs that 1n the real» of

existing things there is a mast prefect thing

h1ch naturAlly Mustب 

which as the highest

٥٤ everything ٠0٠ thAt

ould be 1dentlcal v1thب 

the

the

a real

is

mDst

divine "

For , ه and

pr1nc1ple

being

 م158٠.

caus ,

perfect

alsa be

f1nal

5 -9و Cicero, De Natura Deorum II

fr. 13 walzer, fr٠ 13 R٥se) " 1F

95 -6(٤٤٠ 12 Rose,

there vere being
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.a ( Fra، 17 Rose, Fra6ا .Par1s Graec 174, Fo1C٥٥6ا٠ « ، ،

1٦ Walzer, FrA. 17 R0ss).

47- ٧on Arnia

1 و31.

Die Entuirck ling de٤ Aristotelischen

"٠Pein (L'intErprctation du " De ph1losophia48- ل

dAtstoعu d' apres ٩ue l٩ues tr6٧6ux recents "Revue

des Etudes Grecuyes, vol. 77 n0s, 366 6(1964) - p٠

in agreenent(-73466- ا 1thين ArniM - has derived

that Ar1stotle intraduced the concept ٥f the ٧n-

avedم hover into his ٢٩ ٥n phol0sophy And ا als0

based his 71e on ب C٤eer٥٠(De Nat٠ 11. 44،).

49- Aristotle De Cael, Beok 1,3, 270 a.

50- Fraguent, 24 Rose.

51- w.C.٤. Guthrie

Theolo٤y. C.0 1933.

52- I٥4d, p٠ 164.

The developMent oF ٨ristotle's

53- ٥e Natura deorun II. 44.,

54- Guthrie ,C.0 1933, . م167٠
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42- Jaeger p. 133. . ل Bernays ( Die Dialoge des Aristot-

les in inremvernaltnis u8einen ج brigen ن w2rken

Berlin 1863 • p.99- 100)- in agreement vith Jae-

ger - believes that there 1s unnistakabl A1]١s-

1on t٥ a " supreme god" Aristotle'e لا٨ w٥ssA e م (n٤

Nat. Deor. I. 33) who is the Vnmoved Mover ٥٢

8r1stotlc'٥ later vork. ( See chrou6t p. 180 ) W

theiler { Ein vergessene6 Ar1stotle szeugins, Jour-

nA1 of hellenic studies، Vol . 77 (1957)  .م127

hke wذfs believes thAt Aristotle refers hers t٥

the Lnmoveu Mover and that ٨ristotle gave us A

doctrine ٥f T ٧O d1stinct

egual r ank, the div1ne

٢1 ether ٩ و and the divine

g0٧erner of the d1٧1ne

gods vhich Are not of

universe conce1ved As

ous conce1ved As the

un1٧crse  ه

Also the viev thAt the [nMoved Hover had A place

1n the early " exoteric" wr1ting of 8ristoTlE

hAs mare reccntly been upheld by E. D1gnone

1'Aistotle perduto alA f0rmazione f1llosof1ca di

Ep4curr٥, 11, 398 f).( see chroust p. 182) •

•JAeger, p. 14] -  ا142-3

٤٤٠140Jae٤er, p4 -ا٠

,٤٤P1eto's " Las" 898 E-5ا 

، ب ب  ب
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Mainatined that the uniYerse is no better than

the work of nAn's hands -٠٠٠" Ch٤٥ust, ٢. 180

34- I٥i٧٥. 20 (Fra. 19 Rose, Fra. 199 Walzer, Frag .

199 R .(ss ه

35- See chroust ، p٠ 179. also Jaeg4r, p٠ 141 vhen he

ainta4ns و that the expressiqn " vis4ble god"  ص5

1tEelf platonic and the coMpar±60ns of the hea٧-

ens th ن a pantheon 1nclud1ng a12l the particular

g٥d6, though the vords Ay ه belong not t٥ Arist-

otle but t٥ philo, 1s Ar1stotle1an in intent1o " م

36- ٨r٤stotle " ٥e Caelo "

37- 1Bi٥ 270 ٥ 27.

270٥ 11 £٤٠

38- IEi٥ 270 811, B 20, 284 . ه4

39- Arietotle" Tathe beavens " book T .

.P.139-ا٥ 

Aristotle" on the heAvens " 78 p11 wlere 8ristotle-1ا 

g٥٧e s ن three different aeanings of the wo٤ +bupv65 0
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31- Acc٥٤di١٤ t٥ AeRer f gd should be -dentifi ذ

e5 wi٢ ell as with ether, chisب he univeIse as؟ 

does ٢ot constitute a real contradiction. He sup

p٥rted his vieu sAying that by the ter٥" C -٥ و

M٥٥" Aristotle neans the heavcns or the celest-

1al spherc ٥nd n٨٢ the uarld of the changeable

mAtter. ٨lso

te٢٨ " deus "

(divin) rather

chroust

should

than

request whether

be translated as

 ة&s هء»٥.

or not the

٥٤t٤ ه٥٧
see "٥e CAeLo"

985a 27-31 Ile also depending on philo of Alex-

andria, Cicero, and Sextus Bwp1rlcus believes thAt

the visible god according to Aristotle is not

1dentical vith the " Supreme ٥n the c٥nt-٦٥d".

ray٠ 1t cAn be 1nferecd thet for ٨ristntle

there cxists a " Supreae od م ٢١ hن٥ is the ٢ove-

rner maintainer. م and comaAnder of the univcrse {P.

178 - 179).

32- De Aeternitete Hund1 III 10- 11 nd Ibid ٧ 2024.

33- P٥1٨ لا٥f Alexandria III 10- 11 ( Fra. 18 Rose

FrA. 18 Walzer, Pra. 18 Ross. " Aristotle vas

surely speaking piously and reverently when he

insisted thet the universe is uncreated and i -p ه

erishable, d1٧ine and when he chnrged vith ser-

1ous ungodliness those people ( the Mtomists) vho

 رب
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 -عج، ا ب

٦

the

the

p]antes are de]s-١٥٧ing ,

existence f tHe best sou] of the supreme

yt he inisits cn

controle soul.

22- De Ratura De٥rum, I. 13.33.

23- C٤cero, De Natura Deorun L 0.18

24- See chroust, , .م176 aeger p. 139.

25- 6uthr1e

tle in

C٢٠ p٠ 165

mhc ( on

heTe he mentioncdن 

h11osophy) " gave

that Aristo­

-s hypotheن 

siS ٥nd did n٥٤ stress on one of ther concern-

٤ng the concept of god "

26- See chroust, p. 179.

27- ٨ristotle Metaphysics vith an Pnglish translation

by Mugh tredennick, ٨٠1072814-30.

28- Fra. 16 Rose, Fra. 10C Walzer, Fra. 10C Ross.

29- Fr٥. 16 Rose, Fra. 10c waLzer, Fra. 10C Ross.

30- 5ee chroust p. 178.
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in ٨ri5tot]e'! arly ه thoughit. see lso ة PlAuo's

 ص

Y١١ [ws '

31 , 34).

.&4u c٤1, ul٤٥ " T٤٨٥eus" ( 29- 30

19- Cicero ٥e t!٤tvr; Be ٥ r٧M, I1 . ا2, ا3

20- ٥e Natra Je٥٣um IT " اا ristotle is also to

be cammended f r ن hi5 v14w that the notion Gf

all 1iving hodies is duc t٥ one o٤ three causs,

n3 ture, f٥٤ce cr م wi11, n ٥ ب thc sun and mDon

and ٥l1 tFe sta1s are ±n Motion and ر bodies

ards ovingن oved by aature travel either downح 

t٥ the1r weight or pvards owing to their ligh-

tness,

bod1es,

Lut neither is the case with the heavenly

becAuse their matian is reyolution 1n a

circle, nar yet cen it be sAid that some stro­

nger fo٦ce comples the heavenly bodies to wtravel

in a manne1 cortrary to their nature, far hAt ب

stronger force

fore that the

voluntary "

car there

motian of

be it reMans There-

the heavenly bodies is

21- ٨1though plato in " 1a "s ر insists on 1٤٠٠ tha t

the ooter - m09t spEhrc of the fixed stars and
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11- Jaeger, 138.

12- BotN ٥٤ Jaeger and Guthr1e are n agreenent.

13- Ph1٥٥f A1exandri٥ " De Ae٤ernitate Hund1, 3.1011

14- لaeger, م128٠.

15- De Matura Deoru- 1.13.33, Fr٥. 26 Rose F raو ، -

26 walzer, Fr٥. 26 Roes and the sa»e vor٢ IY.

15. 42-48( FrA 23- 24Rose Fre. 21 ua1zer, Fr٥ ,
21 Ross).

16- ٨d٧ersue Hathesatice ( physicos ) 1 ٤ 20 23( F- rA٠
10 Rose, Fra. 12 a Halzer, Fra. 12 .(Ros و

17- ٥e Aerernltate Hund1 III 1٥-11 (F٤٥ 18 R٥٤ ,F• ،Se, r8.

18 walzer, FrA. 18 RosEe, Ib1d ٧ 2-4( F٤٥. 14 ••• لاaBe و
Fra, 1 ,wa1=er و Fre، 198 Roas, Ib1٥, YI 98- ٧II 36

( Fra٠ 20 Rose, Rra. 198 Yalzer F٤٥ 198 R 06s andه •
Ib1d ٧LII 39-43 ( Fra. 21 r ,se ه Fr19ه. e we1zer
Fra 19c Ross ).

18- Guthrie, C,0. 1933, B٥٤h ٥f Jaeger End c٤٤٨٤٥٤
s Areن 

in agreenent 1n seeing platonic tracee ٥f at5
0n
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inner composure is the essence of all religious
, (68 ٠devotion' '4 Aristotle dcrives te sub1ective con-

viction ٥f god' ex1stence و f٢٥m t٧٥ &0urces froM

man's experience of the iapsired sight of the

soul and from the sight of the stary heAvens

This derivation is not to be understood histori-

cally. I٤ i8 frequent ه juxtaposition of the

٤٧٥ g٤eet vonuers that all the enlightenEent of

the enlightened cannot explaine. bhat ٨r1stotle c٥-

-frmules ±s s1»ply the reli٥1ntoلا presAes hereه 

gious Attitude of Pl ٥٤rcle ج'و(69) ج tvards uni٧-

erse "
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and Most refired logical agr٧٨cnts can neer ach-

ieve that 1rresistible force o٤ iraer conviction

h4ch Arises aut ٤٥٤h inspired presentiaents

of the soul. I٤ was Aristatle vho distngلsiu es

sharply between fee]ing and undcrFtanding, betveen

faith an٣ reasnn ." ٢hose who Are initiated are

n٥t required t٥ grasp any thing uith the under-
. بر

standing, (٣a9٤١٧ ) , but to have . ه certuin
 مي

1nner expe31ence (nnB٤]٧) , and so to be put

1nt٥ A pArticulAr fr٤٨r of ٥1nd, preauming that

they are capable of this frAme of m1nd in the
· 6first ae م1 t('5) ج F٤0» P1ato, and the Acsdemy

8r18totle tought - Jae cr ج insi6ts- that true relig-

1on iA possible only in the f٥rm of personal

eper1ence end personal awe 1n the face ٥f the

subl1ne (66) that 4s through persanal devot10n  ه

T borrov here Jaeger'٧٥0rds as chroust ezp-

٢ e66ed ٤٨٥٥467) ٠ w ane 1r the ancient warld

o٧er 6poke wore beaut1fully and More prof oundly

about the personal and eaotional s4de ٥f ll م

religlous 1ife than Aristotle during the yeArs

hepن 
٩ r elig10n the central problem 1n h1sw86

٨1nd. 1n the d4alogue ٢٩ on philosophy ٦ he spoke

٥٤ the feeling ٥f a e ا 1n the pre6ence of thAt

wh1ch 1 s h gher ذ than ma n , He rec0gnized thAt
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In addition t٥ the cosaological, teleog4cal

erguaent ٨r1stotle refera ta the personal and

psychologicol feel1ng. For Aristotle, aan'A belief

1n od غ arauses fr٥» an 1nnate spiritual

gth And from the events wh1ch concern the saul.

In the case of sleep the sau] is 1nspred And

is able to predict the future ith ب prophetic

eye. Also 4n the cese o death vhen it get

stren-

٢1de of the body And 1t٥ relation and became

pure1و t is 1n that case »٥re nenrer to the

1vine nature. For all these reasons he cAue

to the cancluslon th٥t there ex1sts €0Mething

d1vine vh1ch is ak1n to the soul and whch is

ba0٩e a1l the Most intell1gent. I٥ br1ef- as

chroust aent1ona64ي) ) " Ar1stotle held that rey1-

gious beliefe spec1ally the belief 4n god and

h1 ،e18tenco ى org1nated either froM d1rect and

personAl " yst1cAl م revelation" ٥r " ins1ratio٥"

-d1rectly affected by a perssoul  نhera هan م1٥

onal awareness thAt results 1n 8pontaneous certa-

٤nty٥٠r fro٥٥ " der1vAtiv1"٥"٥ رnferent1al

realization ٥r knovledge of the d1٧1ne "  ر

 م

In his " ٥r ph1olosphy" - as aeger aaintains.

Ar±stotle indicates that even the most conpelling
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thei.e the everts hicl ء concernن-٦ f th٤

far٨5.aena1١ و م{مم٣-٩٠ م ح!ج· seul٠ ب ة ةل م ء٠ ب

on٠5urce I shall explain it 1aterthe firsr

men think that behindAs to thc second source,

s ,01crit1٤ ج the ن4 Etar8,

٤' ٢٦ !ج divin pCw4٤ th٥t re 8nS

men stand face to face ithب the

orderly uni verse, they reache t٥

concln%5ذ n that a21 this beauty ٥nd

the ch٠٣ -

٤٦٤٤tبه ة٤ there,

that wherevcr+3يم 
 ا

Marvellous and

the r٥٤3nral

princi-

to

ultiMate

men coMe

by an
١

thet

causedbe

Me 8n5This

muSt

order,

orderliness

ple i.e
(63)

effects.histhroughو god s ex1stencebelive in

٤٢o٨S٥ from the exi8tence o£ the cosaos and

phenonena, pen 1nferredtheir sighting of natural

the existence of god.

 و ه ب
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in ٥٢der t٥ acheive the g0od of the wholc, And

everything is ex1sted far the sake of Another .

And t٥ support this pa1nt of vie he ا referes here

، (59) . ٠to a passAge in cicero vhic 1s cansidered to be

of 8ristatle's ( on ph1losophy) vhere ٨ristotle

referred to aoae beings who 11ved beneath the

earth and who only, by report, hAve learnt that

there ex1st d1vine powers, then suddenly they

٧ere faced f٥٤ the first time ith ب the sight

٥f earth, seas And sky, the sun v1th itB povers

the Moon, the heavenly bodies, the stars

their regular changeless order, in ٧٥0rd

they aav both the earth, and the heavenE

ithن 

١)٥n

ithن 

their Barvelle, they would be sured that  م11

these phenoMena are signa of a divine poer and

hence they

 ي (»ه60)•٤ ءه

٥uldن 

 م1

conce1٧e

theae w0rks

the existtence

cAnnot be 8

٥f

handi-

work 0f huMan being ke observe here thet Ari-

stotle used Plato' analogy ى o٤ the cave hب 

soae d1fferences as Jaeger po1nts a6جي) l)

8ga1n accord1ng t٥ Se ±tus Eap1 r1cus ( ٨d٥٤٧-

9u6 hathe x ق و ن ، 20-3 ) ٨r1stotle maintained in

the on ph11osop},f62) ٤hat Men's be1ief in od ع

'or1g1n8ted f٤٥٨ tvo sources : persanAl experiences
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r1 ٤Proofe٤٥r'totle ى e ع ex1stence sf the ٧nnoy  ،دسي:ayer± ى4

In his " on philosoply" Aristotle g٥٧e s his

early proofs for ٤he existence of god

1٠
J٨ a Fragment referring to his third

٥٤"٥n philasophy 0(56) ٨ristotle gave  وى

boak

what

can be called the ontological agrument • " here ب

there is a good, there 1s A better and hereن 

there is a bEtter aaong existting things one is

better than another, there is also soNething that
is.٠٠ (رم57 best which is at the same time the divine' '4,

. 58)It seens aA aost ٥f ٤he schoolars believe8 ; أ

that 8r16totle's ontologicol Agrument is connected

1٤h his tele0l0gical oneن٠ 

For if 8mong the observed thlngs ve can

comparc ٥r prefere sone being to another that

Means that there cxists a perfcct be1ng hichن 

4٤ 1ncoMpareble. ٨nd vh1ch 1s idEentical th ر1

the d1vine, Th1s ontological arguMent s ذ connec-

ted th ب1 the teleol0gical one. For as Ar1stote's

doctr1ne reguires, everything has ex1sted for 8

certain purpose and t٥ do 6 certain role and

a9 he say٥ : god م٩ and nAturc da noth1ng in

vain " everything is connected vith the other

• ج٣وجو د، ، ،ر
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Jn th16 pAssage. Guthrie presents tvo

poin٤s :

i nportant

the )ه c1rcular Motion 1s not yet considered  ةS ت

naturAl one٠ while the Motion up and doun are

natural.

b) AriEtotle 0dmita here thAt there is no superior

pouer to the pouer of the stArs٠ The aotion of

tbe stArs comes fron the l ب11 uhich resides in

theه . So uthr1e caae to conclusion that Ar -sto ذ

tle abAndanned the idea tlat wotion o٤ ether is

aot a natural Aotion. Circular motion is a nBtu-

ral one, ether aoves in Al1 directions.

Guthrie; it seens, 1s not coDpletely gainst ه Jae-

ger's 4dea for he aentioned that " 1٤ 1s d1fficult

t٥ be dogaatic 4n the face of the generAl confusion

٥f eicero' passage ه { De Her) .I. 33) so he Believes

that the arguMent that insists on the ex1stence of

the UnMoved Mover ٣e6te 6n probabil1t1e ,،Hraust و"(5 ع,)ا

on the other hand, for Bome reas0ns, upheld W -Ae ل

ger's vieu that 4n the on philosophy Aristotle alu-

ded t٥ the trAnscendentAl Lnnoved Mover. For the Sup-
 ن

reAe god be1ng nous,

٥ut be1n٤ ه٥we55)ي )
E&ي aT٥ 5 esan ه٥٧ ٥ ه -ithن 
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heavenly bodise are oovcd by [l± ب or volunta r yذ

and this ccludes the exter1or nover uhose exi-

stAnce Jaeger procla1s». For the third vieu vhich

takes ٥٨" 1٨teraediary " posit1on
(51 )ب

betueen Jeager

and von Arnim1و t scems thAt Guthrie i]l ب repr-

escnt 1t. He believes that ٨ristotle 1n his "on

philosophy " does not commit hinself t٥ a final

definition of the divine, he ( Aristotle)" gave

s four suppas1tions And did nat stress on one

٥٤ them " really he does not postulate openly

n hnovedا No٧er 1٥ The " on philosophy " althaugh

this not1on can be tauched in his dialogue, for

the ultimatc necessity of postulAting such lIn-

n0٧ed !over 1s compatible with The fndaMentel

tenor of the " on philosophy " snd Guthrie supp-

orts hiA v1es by Mentian1ng that the passage

fro٥ uhich the Achalars underatood that 1t cont-

ainA the " [moved Ma٧e٤ " 4s put by cicero into

the aouth of an Epicurean critic hoee ن obJect s

t٥ sho» that Ar1storle's thoughts vere ( ن اu]2 ه

S٥ Guthrie is 1n agreement vith Arn1M against

Jaeger ±n seeing that the latter ، was not -r1ght

in seeing the [AMoved Mover 1n this passage. 0n
53tHe contraty Guthr4e gave us enother peesage' ')

by which he d1spses Jaegger' assumption of the

pre6ence of the Unaoved Mover.
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 عتع"بتهم

١٩ ١on tetroo10g} that re connected ithبن th١e first

٩ork ), Aristatle ;resupposes in general ة v٥y

the d٥ct٢ine of the lnmoved hover and sa on

par41y it ap٦e rs ت n these texts as Arnin sees

that i٨ " pe Caelo " the ethersphere is a mov€r

٥١n nature etrnalh1ch is by its٨- نo begithن 

inning ٥nd ne end, .ith circular moLionب Thi s

theory is contrary to Lhe supposition tat ether

spherE is maved by sonething different fr٥٨ it,

But if we suppose rhat it 1s 1mplicd, hov cAn

e attach i1 to the theory thatن the ether-sphere

is self-٨٥٧ed ? ]F e ر £uppose an exterior mover in

this state - he would be of ،use, but no

Aristotle says that 0d and nature nerver do anyج 

thing in vain. Ether is corpareal, if there exi-

sEd a non corporeal mover, this would haveto

be superior t٥ Ether. And from "De Caelo "e ب

know thAt Aristotle presents Ether AE the 6١pr-

 .ا

eme substance hichrepresents ة the divine

41nي9 cosMos.().

Arnim points out that there is another

eleMent

passa e ع

hich contradicts Jaeger's interpretation of the

existence of thr Lnmoved hover, this passARe is

Cicero' Dc و RAte. Deo. ٤1٠ 0(50. where Aristotle

refers t٥ three cau8€s f٥٤ mot1on and that the
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E٧erything that is aoved, is mo٧td either natur-

a11y, or hy farce, ٥r by 4ill. The stars don't

move as the f٥ur clenents pvards ن And dawnwards٠

bu٤ in a circle، And ٤nو w'e can not admit

that th١ey 8re ma٥٧ed cont1 to the nature٥ $o

e havE to admit that ti Are mo7 ed yة their

that ذن11, i s by the et} a spiritual subst٥-

nce, and me re, 0 materia .f t he soul. T٨e

ether hAs perception and • nd٠

2٠ THe t he٥ry exp0scd ٨"٥e cAelo" of the ether a6

١kt} PtH5 فلا ؟ ٧ 1s based on the conception

٥f the self- otion م of the cthersphere٠ T٨٤rist-

٥٤1e had lreAdy ه conceived the theory of god,

as an lnmoved hover who rules ll م the motions of

the cosMos he hAd not t٥ tAlk of ether a6 of

٢٢«cL kik v ه In his " on philosophy and

" ٥٨
soul.

heAvens " the cosmos 1s endawed th ب1 a

Ether 1s A body, a matter, even it is, and 1t

re aina ه ٥t the saae t1٨e  ن اغرv5 ن

3. ٨rnia tried to provide ( p.10) more evidence

that Jaeger' thes1s و is vithout faith (٤h1s

theEiA is th٥t 1n ٢ De Cael٥ " and in thc atrsم "

of anima] " and " De generAt1on and Carruption" ،

 ب
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circular aotian of the interior spheres vhich are Moved

by the force of thenselves. They are self-movcd

and

1n

٤hey Are Moved

then., So god in

By

the

the d1winity whlch resideR

٠1٤P' 9٥٥a rL4Seا ia1٥gة 
1s na٤ the Mo٧er ٥f the f1rAt motion, but of the

interior and ٥٤ the circular aot4ons of these in-

ternal sphEres ( sun aoon, ect ). But the maver ٥f

the 1nner 8pheres is not the saae as the mover of

the exteriar sphere, And th1s appcared in the theory

expounded 1٨ / In the firat period the mover 1s

٥f course the soul that 11es 1n the interlor spberes,

1n the later period it Means the exter1or M0٧e٢ ,

who mave9 tbe sphereK.
 م ا

I٨ the ،REPI gtla 6o ٢١ds ٤١ ٨r1stoble sti11

b EArs the platonic 1nflence and considers that the

mot1on hAs its 50urcE 1n i tself, that the orldن is

m٥ved by the soul and the things possesalng

And 1n order to prove h1 point و of iev ٠-#n1  م

ref٥٢s Eo soMe passage8 from Ar1stotle' own و

1 ngs

soul.

-٤1ttن 

1. ٨rn1s Maintains thnt the
، qias٤ ا٠0٤٥ م٥٢١8٥ ه

Mot10ns o4 the Eky

Are not ascrlbed

4n

t٥

an lp Maved hover, but t٥ the 8tArs vhich are

ade out of etherean spiritual substance'ه which

involves 1ts ovn Motلon vالrhin . 1tEeL, Arstotle Gys :
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- c٥ncept of the LnnoveD hover fro٥ Plato's lAvs.

Those ho ض see in the " on ph1la3ophy " ٤he tnao-

veزيلا over ٥f Ar1statle, in Addition to their depend-
 تة5#و ف

enc٤ on cicero ( De Natua neorum, I. 33) depend4n٤

also on the scholiu in Pr٧. Sa1oه o, c٨ ز (ي46) ز,ز

refers o " samething coMMon that units ( the (any ه

and th1s 1s the firsT principle ".

T٨e second point
, (47)

Arn . م he does not

« n٤Pi 4١٨٥٢٥4tas

o٤ ٧1e٧

1n

is

the

by

fragments ٥f

٥nلا represented

٤1nd

" any indication vhich could

perm1t us to Aay

f1rat Hov٠٥٤(48)
that 1t refers t٥ the "٧٨٨٥ved

And in order to support hs eملpء -

nAtion ٧٠ 8rni» quotes the passAge in cicero ( De

NAt. Deo. I. 13, 33)- on vh1ch also relies -aeger ل

whare Bpicure crticizeA Aristatls' .ideA م Arni does ه

not agree v1th Jaeger see1ng that his conviction of

the exiAtence of the !hnmoved Hover in tRe ( ٥n phf-

1osophy ) 1A false far Jaeger based his thes1s on

the translat10n of the sentence " repl1cat1one quadan

mund1 aotua regat dque tueeture" ٥ 60rt of ing ع0

back aovenent. Arn1٥ points out that the ٧ord "rckl-

auf1 " ي does not apply to the circular otion of

the cosaoa through the act4on of the ٧n oved ه Hover,

( Jaeger's hypothes1s) but it applies solely to the
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٠٠١٨,٠]'['٢١٠١١١١١١٦ ١+١ أ cicero-٥s "s0me!٨yw١٠١١١ i١٠tl

other r٧1r 0٧t٢ ( ht (vineل± ni٧٥r5e, ho Ma٧€5

the n1werse by aean6 of ٤٤٧e٢٤ athioDم ( -1hm 4uenم 

dam ( deu») prefic1t Monda e1٩ue 9aS pArtes ٤ribu4t

ut repEicat1one guada٥ Mund1 notuu regat atque tueat-

re ), this concept hAs aroused ٥any discuEs1ons and

conf11ctlng 1nterpretat1ons. We can €uA theM 1n ه11

three att1 t٧dee ٥٤ point6 ٥٤ ٧1e%٠ The ٤1rst i€

repeAented by 42)Jaeger'' , ho1 بns18ts that the " 0n

ph1loeophy• م of Aristotle conta1ns the 1dea ٥f the

thMoved h٥7er٠ Jaeger based h±s conv1ction ٥n 8 p8 s-

sage of cicero ( ٥e hat. De٥. I. 33 ) ndق reAched t٥

the conclus1on t hat ٨31stotle proclaims 1n the ٥٢٩n

ohasphy hat te supreme " god " t٥ hom the orld1٥ ب

subord4nAted 1s the trAnscendental UtnMoved h٥ ver ho

gu1des the orld as its f1nal cause, by re6son of

٤he perfectlon o٤ his pure thought ". Th1s, Jaeger

seunes, 1s the core ٥f AriEtotles early the0l08y ٠
8 •

٢ T}9e 4Mmater1al pure 1ntellecT 1tnMoved Mower, separ-

ated fr ٥ م the vorld, s1nce it 4 pure د from, 1ies

٧er al1ن 

unft 04

gods and 1n this over one

٤he -٧٥r1٥ 0(43)_ ٨1so Jeeger

can f1nd the

h٥1 ٥a٤ و(44) ف

th١ iot1on of trAnscendent م IUnaoved Mover 1  عPlaton4¢ و

1n

in

1ts apirit and
s ة )أ"( ة5 1'1atم٥ 

1e the third

and thAt

poasib111ty aentioned

٨r1stotle derives the
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A1so hen ٨ristotle ascoribes divinity t٥ "ether"

th±s does n٥t c٥ntradict with the notion ٥f postula-

ting ٢٩ 6 upreme god" A ther ٤or ٨ristotle 1s A di٤٤e-

rent element f ٤٥m the ather f٥٧r traditional elenentك٠ 

I٤ is the e1enent ٥٤ the hea venly bod1es, it is

also called" the priMary body " iEh ب an uncha ngeable

i٧e theج De Caelo:" Hen"we re٥d i(ر3 )ا٨ ua1و 

highest place a naMe of its ٥wn, nanely " ether "

h1ch is derivedس from the fact that ١٩ it 7ra3٨ (ج' )

 ه1 ورهً"i أع
٢ و

4٤i٧"٠THis e ther being immutable vithin

the corporeal p(38) حون nd م the elenent of the div1-

ne stars is di٧1ne in itA nature. It 1s inportant

here t٥ notice that when Aristotle s dع the term divine

٥r god, Bpplylng it far bbth of the universe { the

heavens and the fied stars) and the ether,he d0es

not Mean to 1dent1fy betveen them and the " EupreMe

god" By divine he mcans s0pething uhleh is pure

unchAngeable, ungenereted And indestruct4ble, ageless

and impoaive s0nethlng wh1c 1s not the result ، of

The universe، the heavens Are divlnehand uarkع'٠ anم 

1n the sense that they are not Aubiect to death
39)nd natural 1ncidenEs of the terrestrial vor] • أ

hore0٧er vhen Ar1stotle cAlled the uorld div1ne He

d5d not Mean the sublunAry varld of the changeable

eleMehts but he Means-As aeger ل maintAins - the heEvens

1.e٠ the f1xed stars.
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L ٤٠1 dent3 ٤1e27٨ristot1٥' )Mct a physics ٨hi s1٨

p2٥tr-٨ristotle'sf ٤٥m

ism1nd Alone٦٤h٥ t

n٥us, ]s0٤ he

1nf ٥rmed8re4e

teen ٢6٠d nd

ept ( و(e26 ذ

dvel]-d1٧٤ne " nd م that since mind iو"٤ he divine

mortal life p08scsses a certain elementing in us

the divine ٠٠(29)

Han shAr es i m ٧inityذل ouing t٥ the dvel1ing of

1n him. F٥٤ m1nd is samething divine, but 1n

the £uDreme ٥ 8٥ 1 ي 1ncomparable ithن he human

٥f

m ind

fact -٥ ب ، بدبي ود

mind. F٥٤ god is the " M1٨d ٥٤ M (٥ و٠(n30 لا

Also when Aristotle say thAt the n1٧erse E لا

g00, thAt does not MeAn the ident1fication of ٤he

universe a sfb1e و" ذ« god " ith the supreae invisihle
٨31) .

god • Th1 point و of view is supported by ٤ ر o

passages of Ph٤1٥٤٥ Aexan83ح g(32) N ب ch ذ are consi-

dered t٥ be ١ ر fra gnents ٥٤ Aristarle' ٥ و ع on phi1osg-
pNy". Ph1٥ o٤ -Alexandria in his ٧ ark ( De eteriعAte
Nundi I11 10-1٥) ascribes t٥ Aristotle that the un1 ٧-
erEe is ncreatedن and 1mperishaLle in short 4t 1sو 

eternal and 1t could not be a ٧0rk ٥f nAn  ع''
bana33و) ),

A1so (N11(34م credites ٨risrotle thلان hav1ng cAl-
led the uni ٧erse the ٠٤٢ 1 mmene3 v1sible god hن٥ in-

٤he oon م and the pantheon ٥f ٤Hecluded. the sun,

٠(35)stars٤5redtheandanetsم] 
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-niن٧ that themind 1s someLhing، dvine, se ondly

that there is dthirdly ه ع0 :erse itself is god

above All the war1, ho ن rles And guides the aove-

mot ionment ٥٤ t١e niverse by 4 sort ٥f ٢e٧٤rse

( rcplicatione quadam ). ٨nd fourthly that the ather

is god.

yا reported86ا ciceroin

٥ut of

en tionedم 

e٣eن hoب 

٧eleius

TH1s paragraph

٧11e1٥(,23ج) ne af the Epicureans
٨r1st يا ,(' (جu12 ه and so(itن syMpathy

thAt Ar1stotle g٥٧e us contrad1cting And onfused n٥-

thetocontrArywhich٥feach(25م) 
about٤4ons ع0

Velleiusother, f٥r he ( ٨r1stotle ) identif1ed -fr0m

p01nt ٥f ٧1e god- ر ٥٤ the suprcmc ( pure intellect )

1thن che un1verse and the other considering both ٥f

t hem as god. But 1n Fact this cantradiction can م be

reduced t٥ ٧elleius p01nt ٥٤ 1e ٢ather ر t han ٨٣1st-

otlc h1mself.

Far hen Ar1stotle attr1butes div1n1ty to the

1ntellect 0r the pur٤ »1nd th1A doee not contrad1ct

.1th the d1vin1ty of the un1verse 0r of the etherب 

For here, Aristotle referring tة tvo different kinds

٥f di٧1nity the lesser divinity 0r the universe the

.٧1E1ble god ( wh1ch 4s deathless, everlnstin8, over

m٥٧1ng hichب t٢٥nscends the 1i itat40ns ه and 1m٨٤r٤ect-
1 ons o٤ human ex16tence , and the ١ s٧ prcM d1٧1n1ty"

the $u preme Food, the ,Nos م the 1 rue Thcos 26(ae  روه أ
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tars mave by their free vill, i.e. ٧٥luntAry  ه

From these tvo passages, it cAn be cancluded

that the stars are li٧1ng be1ngs possess purpose,

and intelligence, and thot their oun eleaent 1s the

ether which contains ±n itsElf the principle of its

٥ot1on, the stors Move by their ovn free will, so

hichب e can caMe to the concluAion that they have soulن 

is the couBe of their Mot1on. So in this stage
21Ar1etotle adopted the doctrine of the star-souleأو . )_

Accard4ng to pessage ه 1n
22) ٧e.1 مerء Are ٤n-

foraed. thAt ٨r1stotle in the third book of h4s "on

philosophy " hAs a great MAny confused notions MoT

d1 Aagreeing th ب4 the docEr1nea of his aaster P1ato

at one oaent ه he asslgna d1v1nity exclusively to the

intellect, at another. he sAys that the vorld 1s ±t-

self A god, then 8ga1n he puts so»e other being over

thc vorld, and 8A61gns to thls being the role nf'

regulAEing and sustainlng the varld-Aotion by Meons

o٤ A Aort of 1nverse rotatlon, Ehen he says thAat the

celestlal hat. 16 god not reAlizing thAt the heavens

are a part of that world which elEvhere he

has entitled g00.

himself

I٤ 1e clear fr٥٥ clceros report, that Arstotle

ass1gnA d1v1nity {1rat : t٥ the 1ntellecE, .eال the pure
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٧AriAtion, .٠٠ the stars moYe of their oun free [[ ذب

and because of . ٠٠٠ . ،(>)their intelligence and divinity ٠

ThAt Means that In every eleaent there are

some 1iving beings so it is ebsured not to exisr

living befngs in tAe fifth element, the ether. which

is by its oun nAture pure. He knov thaT ether is

٤he element a٤ the stars. S٥ the stars are

be4ngs. But the regularity ٥nd orderliness of

11ving

he1r

motion presupposEs that they must be endoued uith

the h4ghest 1ntell1gence and possess reason And purp-

oAe ،. and since this perfect order and regular circu-

1ar Mot16n cannot be the product of mechanical nature,

it must be the result of ٥ consclaus intent And

th1s means thAt their aotion imply free and #ب11

4nner design. From al thee characters vhع h Aristotle g6ve

t٥ the atar, it is e٥sy t6 conclude uith hm thet

the stArs hAve self-cause mot1on 1.e. they are noved

by 1MmAnent souls.

TH٤e resuit is conf1rmed by
. (20a paasage nال cعi ero' '',

,Aid dovn .three posslbla causEs of motionل here Arstotleن 

m8ture, force and free ,ll ب1 The nation of the bod-

iee is either upuards or doر nvArE but the moton

٥٤ the heavnly bodies is circulAr and thls motion

cannot be' expla1ned by externA] force, for there is

n٥ f٥٤ce preAter than the heavenly bodies so the
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in the " ٥n hilosophy م ",

In this f1rst st0gc Ar1stotle ٥dopted Pato's

theology As 1t has been expounded in 1١ 1Aes ١(18)

hristotle stArted with the notion that the heAvc-

nly bodie6 hAve souls lccause they move themselves .

8ccordin٤ to a passage in cicero Aristotle holds thAt

" since therefore Aome living creatures Are born in

٤he earth, atherE in the wAtcr an others م in air ,

it is absurd, so ٨ristotle holds, t٥ suppose that

no liv1ng 8n1nal is born 1n that elenent which ±s

Most edapted far the generAtion of 1iving things.

B9t the stars occupy the regica of etHer a٦d this

hea a ٧ery rarlfied substance 8nd it Always 1n 1ive-

ly ,t1on ه6 1t follous thDt the an1mal born in ths

reg10n has thE kEenest €cnses and the swiftest pouer

o٤ Moveqent, hence since the stars cone into exi6t-

ence in the ether, 1t is reAsonablG to suppose that

they poBseAs senaation And intell1gence. Aad from thكت 

1t follovA thDt the stars are t٥ be reckoned As

gads It 1s therefore 11ikely that the stars poss-

esA surpAssing 1ntelligence. hgain, the ccnsclousness

ansd intell1genee of the £tars i6 most clearly ev1de-

nced by their order ٥nd regulArity for regular and

rhythmlcal motion ehich is 1apossible without .design,

which cantalns no trace of causel r 3ccident6l
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Book ٦٢٠٤٠- cnnsidered t٥ contain etailed م

criticism ٥٤ M]٥t٥'s separate 1deas.

Book three contains Aristotle's own vieu of the

٥rld, it n5 a c0sMol0gical and theological partب 

٤hich took the torm 6f ٥ throughout critic1s ٥f

P1at٥, f٥r the s mp]e ذ reason that it was depending
. . 11on him in every se ( أ In it٤ essentia1, Arsما tle

ad0pted the ٥strAl 12the٥٦٥٤y ٥f P1at٥'s 1ater day .{'' أع

،#hs in» his dialogue Aristotle examined the doctrIne of

٤ he eternity ٥f the

tha the ج universc m6y

His ٥ wn ٧ie w isب th٥t

and iMperishable (13)
٠

th٥ m٧٥e٨ents ٥f the

٤٥r the existence ٥f

orld, for he rejected the notonن 

have a beginning or an end.

the niverse 1 ngenerated و

٨lso in this part he exanined

stars and gave his early proofs

g0d .

٨s for the date of its compos1t1ans it vas

SugPested th6t ٢ و
٥n ph11 osophy " 0s written atب the

€ame timc as tie criticism of the forPs 1n the

first book of the MetaphyicE oT slighEly later on
afterP1٥te's ا deau٨0)

Although " ٥n philosophy" 5s ٥ lost work , yct

depending on the fragaents

S xtue Emp1r1e16)و ) and
rec٥٣de٥ by e4ee+أ k5). ,

(i7)
P 1il٥ Alexandria • it iE

p0ssible to introduce a fairly cleAr picture o٨٤r1st-

٥tle' theological و v1evs 8s they have been expounded

 ج، جد د ودجج
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expounded in " De Coel," thAt the ether is the

c٥٧se of circlAr Motion af the c0sm0s, and the late

theory thAt the Lnmoved Hover is the cause of this

motion, the saMe idea is exposed in physics I - I٧

when Aristotle ma1ntains that the " Nature " in thiigs

is the fina1 cause of motion٠ And in his physics

٧II ٧1II there 1s An evolution in his theoryو 

h1ch 1s found aloo 1n aetaphysics، (8) andن 'hiohن 

hAs no connect1on th ب1 his earlier pos1tion0 ٨r4Ato-

tle ٧٥rte h1s book later on As decond stage ٥f his

e voluticn, when he abandaned the thsory o٤ the soul

fixed-٥tar5, as A self_ W0٧e1٤ م.e when he abandoned

his masters theory of the soul-c0smos. He wrote it

after h1s c08MologicAl vritings had been completed in

" D Cael٥," " pe generat4on And Corruptlon," " metreol-

0gical " And when he had put the Beed and orig1n

f٥r his theory o٤ the Lnmoved Mover 1n b1s physics

specially 1n book h. and 0.

Ariatotle's " n philosaphy " representE the f1rst
10stage ٥f ٨r1stotle's evolut9on' ') I٤ 1s loat ه vork

which 1s s1gnAl ه part of a d1st4nct per1od .of 1n-

tellectual transit1on when Ar1stotle waa preparing him-

self t٥ strike out a ne ph losophicl لا att1tude. " 0٨

philosophy " consists of three books.

B٥ok one beg4ngs ith ر an Account to the hsroricAl

deve10pMent ٥f ph1losophy.
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 ه
'٤he stars are " self-movers " ٨s for the second sloge

1t 1s naturAl ه developaent for the f1rst stage -aes

Gthr1e bel4eved- 1t starts uhen Ar1stotle begines to

study the nature of the elenent of the heavenly bad-

1es, which ie the ethe,(9)_ But what is its nature

and propert1es. Here Guthrie Transforas to the second

8tage, hich ر is based on the fact thAt nAture in

things is the princple of Movement. S٥ ether aoves

in e c1rcular naturally. But everything that p07es

is aoved by soetbing else, and this Eeres of Movera

must be terainated in an Unoved Mover٠ ( Ar1stotle

studies this suLiect in book H, ٥ ٥f his physics).

And here Ar1stotle reached the last stagc vhere he

pastulAted the ٧ nmowed Hover as the €٥u6e of the

Mot10n ٥٤ the un1verse. ٧٥n Arn1m belived thAt Ar1st-

otle'a thought passed tw٥ stAge6, the early and the

1ater 1evE The ه ٤1rAT tageم for h1M beg1na hen ب

Ariatotle th1nke that the sphere of the ether, that

wh1ch 0esع round, hAs the reAsan ٥٤ it6 aotion 1n

its 0 un aelf. In ٨r1etot1e's " ٥e CAe1٥," the ether

1s preEented a6 a aelf-mover power. Arniu 1nsists

that e cAnn٥t f1nd h1nts of the idea of the ٧-

moved Mover 1n both ٥f the ٢٦ ٥n "hilosophyم and

De ا٢ taelo"، ٨nd he supported his vic% by sayinR

that there 1s n٥ connectian betveen the theory
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Bu٤، unlike plat٥; Ar1Atotle 1s pr4mar1ly concer­

ned vith the c0smolag1cal ٥r v1s1ble s1de r٥ter than

the transcendental and 1nv1s1ble apact of tb18 dual

orldن٠ 

Nou a]though Most of the schoolars Accepted Arar>

t٥tle's development yet they d1ffer 4n their ·p٥1nt

of ٧1e٧.

d epending

etا 

on

us

a٨

beg±٨

acc٥unt

1thن 

٥f

Jaeger who,
7 ,)(rءء٥ 

analy 81ng or

caMe t٥ the

conclus1on that in his ( on philosophy ٨r18tatle

p2oclains that the supTeme " god ta whon the ٥r±dن 

1s subordinated 1s the tranecendental ٧nm0٧ed ho٧er ,

guldes the world as 1ts f1nal cauAe, by reasonhن٥ 

٥٤ the perfection ٥f h1s pure though٤ n(8) Th4s ,

Jaeger aBsune6, 18 the core ٨٥٤r1atotle eArly theo-

10gy، And for th1s reason, 1t 1٥ Jaagor'٥ oun ٧1e  ر

that ٨r1Etotle' thought م paAsed Aeveral cona1atent -tو 
ages and that the 1dea of the [nmoved H٥٧er, exغi ted

1n Ar18totle'A doctrne froه the beginn±ng. 8ga4n c٥-

ncern1n٥ the theory ٥f Ar1atatle' ,dsvelopMent و Guthrs,

d1at1ngu1 ohe6, 1n ٨rietotle, th٤ee atage8 each ٥٤
vhich 1e 1ead1ngه step ٤٥ the other and wh1ch 1٨

fAct show n٥ c٥٥tradlction٠ E٧ er atAga م ٤or h1 has م
a spec1f±c character. As for the ٤4٤8t st٥ge ٨٢1At٥-

t1e, adopted the thaory ٥f s٥u1- ٥٤٥٢٥ م 1.e th٥ cAuEe

٥٤ Mbt1٥n 1 و ٢educed t٥ the ex18tonce ٥٤  م٥ul٠So م


