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PREFACE

Averroes is primarily known for his many commentaries on Aristotle’s
works and for his Tahafut al-Tahafut, “The Incoherence of the
Incoherence.” He was also the author of a number of independent
treatises dealing with a variety of philosophical and theological topics.
These treatises contain answers to questions addressed to Averroes or
solutions to problems posed by him. In them Averroes usually
develops his own views on the topic under discussion and, when
necessary, refutes opinions he holds to be erroneous.

The Ma'amar be-‘Esem ha-Galgal (De Substantia Orbis) is a collection
of such treatises which have as their common subject-matter the
nature and properties of the heavens. No longer extant in Arabic, the
work has been preserved in Hebrew and Latin translations made
independently of one another from the Arabic original. The Hebrew
translation is composed of six treatises, five of which appear in the
Latin version.

The Hebrew translation from the Arabic is the work of an anonymous
translator. It has reached us in a number of complete and partial
manuscripts in a recension made by Moses ben Joshua of Narbonne
(called Narboni, d. 1362). In addition to the anonymous Hebrew
translation of the complete work, there has come down to us an
independent translation of the third chapter made from the Arabic by
Solomon ibn Ayyub (fl. middle of thirteenth century).

The Latin translation from the Arabic seems to have been made by
Michael Scotus in the first half of the thirteenth century. It has been
preserved in over eighty complete and partial manuscripts and in a
number of fifteenth- and sixteenth-century printed editions. It
appeared in Manuel Alonso’s edition of Alvaro de Toledo’s
Commentario al “de substantia orbis,” published in 1941, and in
Antonio Poppi’s edition of Pietro Pomponazzi’s Super libello de
substantia orbis expositio, published in 1966. The manuscripts and
most of the printed editions of the Latin version contain the five
chapters of Scotus’ translation, but in some of the sixteenth-century
editions there appear two additional chapters translated from the
Hebrew into Latin by Abraham of Balmes. The first of these
additional chapters was translated from the sixth chapter of the
anonymous Hebrew translation; the second from a text that has only
recently ‘been discovered. The five chapters of Scotus’ version were
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translated from Latin into Hebrew by Judah Romano (early
fourteenth century).

The present volume contains a critical edition of the anonymous
Hebrew translation of the De Substantia Orbis and an English
translation of the work, with an introduction, explanatory notes and a
Hebrew-Latin glossary. For the preparation of this edition I had at my
disposal complete and partial manuscripts of the anonymous Hebrew
translation, the chapter translated by Ibn Ayyub, and, for purposes of
comparison, a sample of the early printed Latin editions and of the
text appearing in Alonso’s volume. The linguistic similarity between
Hebrew and Arabic justifies the use of the Hebrew version, in
preference to the Latin, as the basic text for the English translation.
Since, however, the Latin is an independent translation from the
Arabic original, I did not hesitate to use it when it proved to be of
help. Thus I made use of the Latin translation in those instances in
which the Hebrew text was corrupt or defective while the Latin version
had preserved the correct reading, as well as in those instances in
which, while the Hebrew text was intelligible, the Latin seemed to have
preserved a reading more in harmony with the drift of Averroes’
argument. In the first case I felt free to correct or supplement the text
of the Hebrew manuscripts in accordance with the reading of the
Latin; in the second, I retained the text of the Hebrew manuscripts in
my critical edition, but based my translation on the Latin. However,
whenever it became necessary to deviate from the text of the Hebrew
manuscripts in any way, my reasons for doing so are recorded in a
footnote. Corrections of the text of the Hebrew manuscripts and
supplements to it based on the Latin are indicated in my edition by
asterisks, and the few instances in which I had to change the text on
the basis of conjecture are included in square brackets. My edition is
accompanied by two critical apparatuses: one listing the variants of
the Hebrew manuscripts, the other the variants between the Hebrew
and the Latin editions used. In the latter case, I translated the Latin
variants into Hebrew. ,

In preparing the English translation I considered it my primary task to
provide the modern reader with an accurate and readable version of
Averroes’ text. At the same time I attempted to preserve the linguistic
niceties and the stylistic peculiarities of the original, insofar as this was
possible within the confines of proper English usage. Thus, I retained
Averroes’ rather involved sentence structure in most instances, but I
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did not hesitate to divide sentences when the need for clarity
demanded it. I also permitted myself to supplement the translation
when necessary to elucidate the meaning of a passage or to disclose the
structure of an argument. Such additions are enclosed in square
brackets.

The explanatory notes are provided to aid the reader in understanding
Averroes’ text. In them, I have analyzed discussions, outlined
arguments, and examined philosophic issues, besides explaining terms
and linguistic usages. Reference is made to the writings of Averroes
and the works of other authors. Insofar as I was aware of them, I have
referred to passages in Aristotle’s writings in which the discussions of
Averroes had their origin or on which he drew in his exposition, In
preparing these notes I made use of Narboni’s Hebrew commentary on
the De Substantia Orbis and of the Latin commentaries of Alvaro de
Toledo and John of Jandun. All these commentaries contain much
relating to the discussion of the topics of the De Substantia Orbis by
philosophers subsequent to Averroes, but in my notes I have limited
myself to those passages that were of immediate help for the
clarification of Averroes’ text.

The present volume was completed many years ago, but its publication
has unfortunately been delayed by lack of adequate funding. It is,
therefore, with a special sense of gratitude that I record the learned
societies and foundations that made the publication of this work
possible. I wish to thank the Mediaeval Academy of America and the
Israel Academy of Sciences and Humanities for jointly sponsoring the
publication of this volume. The American Academy for Jewish
Research through its Epstein Fund, the J. A. Melnick Foundation, the
National Foundation for Jewish Culture, and the Gustav Wurzweiler
Foundation generously provided publication grants, and my thanks
are extended to them as well. Finally, I am indebted to the American
Phiiosophical Society which, at an earlier stage of my work, provided
a research grant that permitted me to examine manuscripts in
European libraries.

It is my pleasant duty to acknowledge the gracious help I received
from the following libraries and their librarians: Bibliothéque
Nationale, Paris; Bodleian Library, Oxford; British Museum, London;
Columbia University Library, New York; Harvard University Library,
Cambridge, Mass.; Library of the Jewish Theological Seminary of
America, New York; Jewish National and University Library,
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Jerusalem; New York Public Library, New York; Preussische
Staatsbibliothek, Berlin; Staatsbibliothek, Munich; Vatican Library;
and Yeshiva University Library, New York.

Important as were subventions and library resources, it was the advice
and support of teachers, colleagues and friends that were
indispensable for this project. First and foremost, I wish to
acknowledge a debt of many years to my teacher and mentor, the late
Professor Harry A. Wolfson, who first initiated me into the field of
Medieval Philosophy and who gave generously of his unparalleled
learning and his keen insight into the intricacies of medieval
philosophic texts at every stage of this work. Professor Wolfson still
saw the final version of this volume and his sage and judicious advice
contributed much to solving many difficult problems. I am also grateful
to *am ™ Professor Saul Lieberman %771 for all I learned from
him and for his interest and support as my work progressed. My
thanks are extended to the following colleagues who helped me in a
variety of ways: to Professor Salo W. Baron, professor emeritus at
Columbia University and past president of the American Academy for
Jewish Research, for his interest over the years; to Professor Paul O.
Kristeller, professor emeritus at Columbia University and a past
president of the Mediaeval Academy of America, for discussing with
me the Renaissance commentators on the De Substantia Orbis and for
directing my attention to uncatalogued Latin manuscripts of the work;
to Professor Shlomo Pines, professor. emeritus at the Hebrew
University, Jerusalem, for discussing with me aspects of the work
during the year in which [ served as visiting professor at that
university; and to the late Professor Gershom Scholem for arranging
the cosponsorship of this volume during his tenure as president of the
Israel Academy of Sciences and Humanities. Dr Paul Meyvaert,
executive secretary of the Mediaeval Academy of America, gave
generously of his time and knowledge at all phases of this work. Mr S.
Reem, editor, and Mrs Y. Glikson, both of the Israel Academy,
expertly performed the required editorial tasks and faithfully saw the
volume through press. Finally, it is, my special pleasure to express my
gratitude to Mr Harry Starr, president of the Lucius N. Littauer
Foundation, for many years of friendship and generous help. All of
these teachers, friends and colleagues have done much to improve the
quality of this volume. Any shortcomings that it still possesses are, of
course, my own, :

10



Preface

I dedicate this volume to the members of my immediate family: my
parents of blessed memory, my wife Ruth, a scholar in her own right,
and our children, Jeremy Saul, Michael Samuel, and Joseph Isaiah.
Their love, devotion, and patience informs every page of this volume.

Yeshiva University
New York
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INTRODUCTION

I. MANUSCRIPTS, PRINTED EDITIONS AND COMMENTARIES

This critical edition was prepared from five of the seven complete
manuscripts of the anonymous Hebrew translation of Averroes’ De
Substantia Orbis listed by Steinschneider, two partial manuscripts of
the same translation,' and three manuscripts of the chapter translated
by Solomon ibn Ayyub.? In addition I had at my disposal three of the
fifteenth- and sixteenth-century printed editions of the Latin
translation and the Latin text appearing in Manuel Alonso’s edition of
Alvaro de Toledo’s Commentario al ‘‘de substantia orbis.”

1. The Hebrew Manuscripts

The Hebrew manuscripts are:

X Paris, Bibliothéque Nationale, No. 918, foll. 166v-179v.}
2 Rome, Vatican, Urb. 41, foll. 115r-136r.*

b Munich, No. 31, foll. 287v-315r.}

1 Cf.Steinschneider, Die Hebrdischen Ubersetzungen des Mittelalters unddie Juden
als Dolmetscher (Berlin, 1893; reprint: Graz, 1956), pp. 179 (Steinschneider 6)
and 183. Steinschneider’s listing is somewhat unclear, for one gains the
impression that only the manuscripts listed on p. 183 contain the De
Substantia Orbis. However, the catalogues reveal that some of the manuscripts
listed on p. 179 also contain all or part of the work. If we examine
Steinschneider’s list on p. 179, omitting those manuscripts that also appear on
p. 183, the following picture emerges: Berlin 112, cf. below, MS 1; Munich 36,
cf. below, MS v; Steinschneider 6 (now Jewish Theological Seminary of
America, No. 2311), cf. below, MS *; other manuscripts, of which the
catalogues do not record whether they contain any part of the work.

2 Ibn Ayyub’s translation appears as an appendix to his Hebrew translation of
Averroes’ Middle Commentary on De Caelo in some of the manuscripts of that
work. Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische Ubersetzungen, pp. 128-129, Unawarethat
this appendix is identical with chapter 3 of the De Substantia Orbis,
Steinschneider was led, in my opinion, to a wrong thcory concerning the
composition of the work. Cf. below, pp. 14-15, and the article cited below, n. 20.
H.A. Wolfson was the first to note that the appendix to the Middle Commentary
on De Caelo is identical with chapter 3 of the De Substantia Orbis and he kindly
brought this fact to my attention.

3 Cf. H. Zotenberg, Catalogues des Manuscrits Hébreux et Samaritains de la
Bibliothéque Impériale (Paris, 1866), No. 918.

4  Cf. St Ev. Assemanus et Jos. Sim. Assemanus, Bibliothecae Vaticanae Codd.
MSS. Catalogus (Rome, 1756), No. 41,

5 Cf. M. Steinschneider, Die Hebrdischen Handschriften der K. Hof- und Staats-
bibliothek in Miinchen® (Munich, 1895), No. 31.

13
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Harvard, MS Heb. 42, foll. 258r-260v. Ibn Ayyub’s translation
of chapter 3.

Paris, Bibliothéque Nationale, No. 957, foll. 24v-42v.’

Berlin, No. 112, fol. 7v. A manuscript of chapter 5.
Munich, No. 36, foll. 220v-221v. A manuscript of chapters 4 and
5.°

New York, Jewish Theological Seminary of America, No. 2311,
foll. 38r-70v."

Paris, Bibliothéque Nationale, No. 945, foll. 114v-117r, Ibn
Ayyub’s translation of chapter 3."

Munich, No. 31, foll. 102v-105r. Ibn Ayyub’s translation of
chapter 3.2

Of the other two complete manuscripts mentioned by Steinschneider,
the Turin manuscript is no longer extant and the Petersburg
manuscript was unavailable to me because of world conditions. ™

2

The Printed Latin Texts

The printed Latin texts used appear in the following works:

X

11
12
13

14

14

Commentario al “‘de substantia orbis” de Averroes, por Alvaro de
Toledo, ed. P. Manuel Alonso, S.J. (Madrid, 1941).
Aristoteles, Opera Latine cum commentariis Averrois, recensuit
Nicolatus Vernia (Venetiis, 1483).

Aristotelis, Omnia quae extant opera, et Averrois Cordubensis in
ea opera, omnes, qui ad haec usque tempora pervenere
commentarii (Venetiis, apud Iuntas, 1562-1574), IX.

Cf. M. Glatzer and Ch. Berlin, Hebrew Manuscripts in the Houghton Library of
Harvard College (Cambridge, Mass., 1975), Heb, 42.

Cf. Zotenberg, Catalogues, No. 957.

Cf. M. Steinschneider, Die Handschriften-Verzeichnisse der komgllchen
Bibliothek zu Berlin, 11: Verzeichnisse der Hebrdischen Handschriften (Berlin,
1878), No. 112.

Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische Handschriften... Miinchen, No. 36.

Cf. S. Feldman, Philosophy Manuscripts from the Library of the Jewish
Theological Seminary of America (Ann Arbor, Mich., 1974), No. 2311.
Cf. Zotenberg, Catalogues, No. 945. Cf. also M. Beit-Ari¢ & C. Sirat,
Manuscrits médiévaux en caractéres hébra:"ques, Il (Jerusalem-Paris, 1979), No.,
39.

Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische Hand.rchnften . Miinchen, No 31

Cf. Codices Manuscripti, Biblioth. R. Taurinensis etc., recensuerunt Jos.
Pasinus: Vol. I (Turin, 1749), No. 147.

Cf. Firkowitsch, Handschr. Catalog der mss, 1. Sammlung, welche Jctzt in Pet.,
No. 433.
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v loannes de landuno, In libris Aristotelis De Caelo et Mundo...,
quibus adiecimus Averrois sermonem de Substantia Orbis, cum
eiusdem Ioanni commentario ac questionibus (Venetiis, apud H.
Scotus, 1552).

3. The Hebrew Translation and Its Arrangement

The Hebrew text of the De Substantia Orbis appears as an independent
part of a collection known as D™¥2vi1 W17 “physical questions,”
or NPAYRI MYILa DWWMT “‘questions concerning physical and
metaphysical subjects.” This collection contains a number of
independent works, by Averroes and other authors, dealing with
questions occasioned by Aristotle’s physical and metaphysical
writings.'® The unity of the collection is provided by the common
subject-matter of its independent parts. Neither the order of the
component treatises of the total collection nor their number is the
same in the various manuscripts,

The complete Hebrew manuscripts of the De Substantia Orbis on
which this edition and translation is based contain an anonymous
translation of the lost Arabic original.” A part of this original was
composed in Morocco in the year A.H. 574, that is, in 1178/79.'8
The complete Hebrew text has reached us in the recension of Moses
ben Joshua of Narbonne. In this recension the work is arranged into
three treatises, the third of which, in turn, is subdivided into three
chapters."

Narboni’s text represents the final medieval redaction of the
anonymous Hebrew translation.® At first the name 0X¥2 XD

15 Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdiische Ubersetzungen, pp. 178 ff.

16 Ibid. For a similar collection of logical writings, cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische
Ubersetzungen, pp. 96 fT.

17  The style of the translation, typical usages, such as 7123 translating the Arabic
X9, and the appearance of the term {Min%, leave no doubt that the
translation was made from the Arabic. This is also apparent from a number of
mistranslations appearing in the Hebrew text. Cf. below, p. 24, and chap. 1, n.
59. Texts » ,% .7 contain' an independent translation from the Arabic. Cf.
below, pp. 21-22 and 23-24.

18 Cf. p. 137. This date and place of composition apply with certainty only to

. chapter 6.

19 For reasons which will appear below, I have divided my edition into six
independent chapters.

20 I have discussed the history and transmission of this text in my article “The
Composition and Transmission of Averroes® Ma’amar be-'Esem ha-Galgal,”
Studies and Essays in Honor of Abraham A. Neuman (Phila.'elphia, 1963), pp.
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Yaban was applied only to the treatise which appears as chapter 1 of the
present edition. In time, five independent treatises dealing with the
nature of the celestial element were added. Four of these additional
treatises were combined into a larger treatise which, in turn, was
subdivided into three chapters. This text, composed of three major
treatises, was the one which reached Narboni. Narboni rearranged the
third treatise, producing the final medieval redaction. Narboni also
seems to have been the redactor who applied the name %2%371 D¥Y2 MRD
to the Hebrew collection as a whole.

Since the De Substantia Orbis appears to be composed of six originally
independent treatises, I preferred a division into six chapters to
Narboni’s arrangement. A comparison of the arrangement of the
present edition with that of Narboni is made in the following table:

TABLE 1
Present Edition Narboni’s Edition
Chapter 1 First Treatise
Chapter 2 Third Treatise, Chapter 1
Chapter 3 Third Treatise, Chapter 2 (First
Part)
Chapter 4 Third Treatise, Chapter 3
Chapter 5 Second Treatise
Chapter 6 Third Treatise, Chapter 2 (Second
Part)

In the complete Hebrew manuscripts the text is accompanied by
Narboni’s commentary. The text is subdivided into small paragraphs,
each of which is followed by the relevant portion of the commentary.
Each paragraph is introduced by the phrase w7 jax amX which I
omitted in the text of this edition but recorded in the Hebrew critical
apparatus. Narboni’s commentary, completed in 1349,% contains two
introductory paragraphs. One of these precedes the third treatise, the
other the second chapter of the third treatise.?

299-307. The remarks which follow are discussed and documented in this
article.

21 Cf. Steinschneider, Hebriische Ubersetzungen, p. 187.

22 A section of the first of these introductory paragraphs is cited below, p. 17,
n, 27.

16
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In Narboni’s edition the various treatises and chapters carry their own
superscription- or number. Narboni’s first treatise is entitled “A
Treatise by the Philosopher Averroes Concerning the Substance of the
Sphere.”® The second treatise® has as its superscription “The
Philosopher [Averroes] also Wrote a Letter Concerning This Subject
and It is the Following.”# The third treatise carries no special
heading, but each of its subdivisions is called First, Second and Third
Chapter % respectively. In addition, Narboni describes the contents of
each of the chapters of the third treatise in the first of the above-
mentioned introductory paragraphs. The first chapter of the third
treatise, he writes, deals with Aristotle’s view that the celestial body is
not composite; ¥ the second explains in what sense it is simple; and
the third establishes that it is neither light nor heavy.?

4. The Latin Translation and Its Arrangement

The Latin translation from the Arabic, which seems to have been
made between 1227 and 1231,* appears to be the work of Michael
Scotus.” This translation, usually called the Old Latin, contains the
first five chapters of the De Substantia Orbis. 1t was later supplemented
by two chapters translated from the Hebrew by Abraham of Balmes.*
The first of these supplementary chapters was translated from our

23 %ahan oyva qen WM 1axY nRn.

24 Chapter 5 in the present edition.

25 nxr xom WY nox Nk bBonR anD .

26 " PRI IORD,

27 ynwa Yyio2 JIVDAR INIRT AWK XA IART VITTT D202 12 PR NWRIT MR
ININER2 PRIN APR DYIA aANEAY 71 2913 *nha voawa nunwa e wavh,

28 IR URHYA DLAY NI LLIWD XKW XA WA U1 RI0 0 fiskiel2h e lsh tahil
n%13) AN WMIAD K17 OR 12 WO WD 2NN,

29 733 ’%1 Yp.xY mwmwa 200 12 I whwa oRem,

30 Cf. R. de Vaux, *La Premicre Entrée d"Averroes chez les Latins,” Revue des
Sciences Philosophiques et Théologiques, XXI1 (1933), 193-245, passim.

31 Ibid., 222-223. Cf. E. Renan, Averroés et I'averroisme, in: Oeuvres Complétes
de Ernest Renan, ed. H. Psichari, III (Paris, 1949), pp. 167 ff., and
Steinschneider, Hebriische Ubersetzungen, p. 182, and p. 182, n. 554. De Vaux
agrees with Renan (Steinschneider) that Michael Scotus is the probable
translator. However, he rejects Renan's arguments and substitutes others of
his own.

32 Of the Latin texts used, only 7 contains these two additional chapters. They
arc introduced by the following superscription: **Haec duo sequentia capita.
ab Abramo de Balmes latinate donata, quanquam ab hoc tractatu scparata
esse videantur, cum iam ei finis sit impositus: quia tamen in cadem versantur
re, in qua ct priora: ideo ipsa sextum ct septimum tractatus huius capita
constituimus.”
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chapter 6, the second from a text recently discovered by Professor
Helen Tunik Goldstein.”

The title of the Latin version, which appears with slight variation in all
the texts, is De Substantia Orbis. In the introduction to text ¥ the work
is referred to as “‘librum Averrois de substancia orbis™ * and at the end
of chapter 1 of the same text the work is called ‘‘sermo de substancia
orbis.” * In text p the name of the work appears at the top of each
page. It is known as “liber Averrois de substantia orbis.”” At the end of
chapter 1 of this text it is called “sermo de substantia orbis,”” and at the
end of chapter 5 “libellus de substantia orbis.”” In text 1 the title of the
work, as well as the title mentioned at the end of chapter 1, is “‘sermo
de substantia orbis,” and at the end of chapter 5 it is called “libellus de
substantia orbis.” Text Wrefers to the book in the same way as text 9.

The majority of the Latin texts are divided in accordance with the five
chapters they contain.* Text ¥, which is accompanied by the
commentary of Alvaro de Toledo, deviates from this scheme in that it
is divided into three chapters. In this text each chapter is subdivided
into paragraphs of varying length, and each paragraph is accompanied
by the relevant portion of the commentary. Text p is subdivided into
five unnumbered chapters. Text 1, which is divided into seven
chapters, contains the five original chapters together with the above-
mentioned two supplementary chapters. In this text each of the
chapters is headed by a brief description of its contents.’” Text v,

33 Cf. Helen Tunik Goldstein, ““New Hebrew Manuscript Sources for Averrocan
Texts,” Journal of Near Eastern Studies, XXXVIII (1979), 29-31. I plan to
publish the Hebrew text of this chapter together with the study it requires at a
future time.

34 Cf. Alonso, ed., Commentario, p. 33.

35 Ibid., p. 128.

36 That the Latin version was already composed of five chapters early in its
history is attested by a manuscript dated 1243. Cf. de Vaux, Revue des
Sciences, XXII, 223-224.

37 The superscriptions of the whole work and the component chapters are as
follows:

Avecrrois Cordubensis Sermo De Substantia Orbis nuper castigatus, ct duobus

capitulis auctus.

Cap. 1. De Substantia Cacli, eiusque forma, ac materia.

Cap. 2. De natura corporis caelestis, quo pacto sit simplex non compositum,
non grave, neque leve: ac pluribus ipsis accidentibus.

Cap. 3. Formam caeli virtutem esse non in corpore: ipsumque simplex csse,
non compositum: eiusque virtutem, in actione finitam, infinito acternoque
tempore movere.

Cap. 4. Quo pacto necessaria sit motus caeli continuatio cum his inferioribus.

18
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which is accompanied by the commentary of John of Jandun, is
divided into five chapters, and each chapter is subdivided into
paragraphs. Each paragraph is followed by the relevant portion of
Jandun’s commentary. Each of the five chapters carries the same
superscription as the corresponding chapter in text 2.

A comparison of the arrangement of the present edition with that of
the Latin texts is made in the following table:

TABLE 2
HEBREW LATIN
Present Edition b4 P | w
Chapter | 1 1 1 1
2 2 2 2 2
3 3 3 3 3
4 4 4 4 4
Part I (pp. 243-254)
5 4 5 S 5
Part II (pp. 255-268)
6 — —_ 6 —_

— — - 7 —

5. The Hebrew Texts

Proceeding to a more detailed description of the Hebrew
manuscripts,* we note that, excepting » ,% ,7,% all seem to go back to
the same manuscript source. Our base manuscript X, written on
parchment, dates from the fifteenth century.® It is written in Spanish
Rabbinic characters by the same hand. It is divided into regular
columns of forty-two lines, two columns to a page. Marginal

Cap. 5. De caeli simplicitate, ac spiritualitate.
Cap. 6. Corpora caclestia non componi ex materia et forma.
Cap. 7. Quacsitum, quo ostendit, quomodo corpora caelestia, cumsunt finita,
ct possibilia ex se, acquirant ab alio acternitatem.
38 For help in identifying the scripts of the Hebrew manuscripts and their
dates, I am indebted to the late Professor Alexander Marx and the late
Mr Morris Lutsky.
39 For manuscripts B, , 1, cf. below, pp. 21-22 and 23-24.
40 Cf. Zotenberg, Catalogues, No. 918.
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comments, which supply missing words and phrases or correct the
text, appear in thirteen places of the text and there are some interlinear
corrections.*! With one exception they are written by a second hand. In
his orthography, the scribe prefers in most instances the defective form
of spelling to the plene form.* To indicate that a word is to be omitted,
he places two (sometimes three) dots or a line over the affected word.
Marginal notes to be added to the text are marked by supralinear
loops.

Manuscript 2, written on parchment, dates from the fifteenth
century.® It is written in Spanish Rabbinic characters by the same
hand. Each page has one column of twenty-nine lines. Marginal notes,
written by the original scribe, appear in two places in the manuscript.
One of the notes indicates a lacuna in the text, the other provides an
explanation. The scribe of this manuscript prefers the plene spelling to
the defective.* To signify that a word is to be omitted,-he places a line
over the affected word.

Comparing manuscripts X and 2, we find that, on the whole, they both
represent the same text. The contents of the two manuscripts are so
alike that it is safe to say that one was copied from the other or that
both go back to the same manuscript source. There exist two major
orthographic differences between the two manuscripts: 2 reads ¥
where X reads Y¥5 and 2 reads *11¥71 where X reads Y.
Manuscript 3, written on parchment, dates from the sixteenth
century.® It is written in German cursive characters by the same hand.
Each page contains one column of thirty lines. Marginal letters,
written by the original scribe, appear in thirteen places. The only
function of these letters is to supply lacking grammatical endings to
the last word of a given line. Because of this special function they
appear only in the left margin,* The scribe of this manuscript prefers
the plene spelling,

41 In describing the manuscripts I have limited myself to those portions which
contain the text of the De Substantia Orbis only.

42 E.g., Wdx 27nn w0 aRD M o,

43 Cf. St Ev. Assemanus and Jos. Sim. Assemanus, Bibliothecae Vaticanae...
Catalogus, No. 41.

44 E.g., WoR ,amMmnon a0 aRn a0 amD.

45 Cf. Steinschneider, Die Hebrdischen Handschriften...in Miinchen, No. 31.
From a date appearing in the first section of the work (fol. 102),
Steinschneider dates this manuscript 1550. He describes the manuscript as
“sehr unkorrekt.”

46 E.g., the text has '®¥m7 and the margin supplies the missing 0. I did not
record such additions in my critical apparatus.
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This manuscript differs from the first two in three major ways. Firstly,
it omits a number of passages found in the first two texts. Secondly, it
contains a number of flagrant mistakes in the spelling and grouping of
words.* Thirdly, it includes corrections of what the scribe considered
grammatical mistakes.* In addition, variations in tenses, in the
conjugation of verbs, and in conjunctions account for a number of
differences between this manuscript and the first two.* There are
orthographic peculiarities, for example, letters rather than words are
used for numbers; DYPVIVDIR appears instead of W™K or JWOMK;
750K instead of 173J0%X; and RI0 JaX instead of w0 Jax. Like
manuscript 3, it prefers Y910 to Y¥ and *31%1 to 2”7. Among the other
manuscripts it is closest akin to °, and it has some affinity with 2.
However, the evidence indicates that this manuscript represents a line
of transmission different from that of the other manuscripts.
Manuscript 7, which appears as an appendix to the Hebrew translation
of Averroes’ Middle Commentary on De Caelo, is identical with the
third chapter of the De Substantia Orbis.* Written on parchment, it
dates from ¢. 1400. It is written in Spanish Rabbinic characters (of
some Italian influence) by the same hand. Each page contains one
column of twenty-four lines. No marginal notes or additions appear in
this text.

This manuscript contains an independent translation from the Arabic.
Whenever the anonymous Hebrew translation differs from the Latin
version, manuscript 7 has the tendency to agree with the Latin rather
than with the Hebrew. This suggests the possibility that 3, as perhaps
the Latin, represents a version of the Arabic original different from
that on which the anonymous Hebrew translation was based. Though
generally agreeing in subject-matter and general sentence structure
with all the other Hebrew manuscripts, 7 differs from them in having
its own technical terminology.' However, this terminology is in

47 E.g., aM3%2 po in place of 1¥33pnw1 and AXMpan in place of nn*pan. These
instances seem to indicate carelessness on the part of the scribe or lack of
familiarity with the subject-matter. ‘

48 E.g., where the first two manuscripts have the participle 297 with the subject
D™ BWa 037, MS 3 has the grammatically more correct 8°23571. However
this grammatical zeal carries the scribe too far at times. Thus, we find
a»»°nwa rather than the correct »»pwn as adjective modifying 073,

49 E.g., "v120w instead of 19721, MRWY instead of 0X'w, and DInK PaX instead
of panx,

50, Cf. above, n. 2.

51 This terminology is recorded below, in the Hebrew-Latin Glossary.
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agreement with that of the Hebrew of the Middle Commentary on De
Caelo to which this treatise is appended. It is thus virtually certain that
this appendix was translated by Samuel ibn Ayyub, the translator of
the Commentary. The appendix carries its own superscription.®
Manuscript 1, written on paper, dates from the end of the fifteenth or
the beginning of the sixteenth century.® It is written in Provengal
Rabbinic characters by the same hand. Each page contains one
column of thirty lines. The text of this manuscript has no marginal
additions. The scribe has no preference in spelling, sometimes using
plene and sometimes defective. Omissions are indicated by the use of
two dots over the affected word.

Generally speaking, this manuscript belongs to the line of
transmission represented by manuscripts X and 2. When these differ,
agrees with X rather than with 2. With X it prefers 9”1 to *1¥3, and Y¥p
to Y1, It has more omissions than the first two manuscripts. It has
been damaged by water, but this does not affect its legibility.
Manuscript 7 contains chapter 5 accompanied by Narboni’s
commentary.® Copied on parchment, it dates from the fifteenth
century. It is written by one hand in small square Rabbinic characters.
The headings are written in larger square characters. Each page
contains one column of fifty-three lines each. The manuscript of this
text has no marginal additions. The scribe has no preference in
spelling, sometimes using plene and sometimes defective. Since this
manuscript is short, it is difficult to determine an affinity with other
manuscripts.

Manuscript © contains chapters 4 and 5 unaccompanied by Narboni’s
commentary.’> Copied on parchment, it dates from c. 1500.% It is
written by one hand in Spanish Rabbinic characters with oriental
influence and a tendency to cursiveness. The headings are written in
square characters. Each page contains one column of forty-two lines.
Marginal notations by the original scribe appear in three places. Two

52 L.MWMDT M RD WHRDI O3 MI0T WR AYRwa YY 772 ponn R “The
philosopher Averroes states concerning the question which he mentioned at
the end of the first treatise of this commentary [Middle Commentary on De
Caelo]...". ’

53 Cf. Zotenberg, Catalogues, No. 957.

54 Steinschneider, Die Handschriften-Verzeichnisse...zu Berlin, No. 112.

55 Cf. Steinschneider, Die Hebraischen Handschriften...in Miinchen, No. 36.

56 Steinschneider (ibid.) mentions that a part of the manuscript preceding the
chapters of the De Substantia Orbis was written in Constantinople in 1480,
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of these supply a letter that is illegible in the text and the third contains
a variant. In addition, a second hand wrote n°%2n %¥2 above 719191 in
two places of this text and n”32 above 1919» °n%2 in one place. The
scribe of this manuscript prefers the plene spelling.

Generally speaking, this manuscript belongs to the line of
transmission represented by manuscripts 7 ,3 ,X. In a few places,
however, it has some affinity to 3 and >. It prefers Y¥p to %10 and %"
to °111. It is characterized by a large number of omissions,
Manuscript °, written on paper, dates from the fifteenth century. It is
written in Spanish Rabbinic characters by the same hand. Each page
contains one column of twenty-eight lines. Marginal additions by four
hands, differing from the writing of the original scribe, appear in
numerous places. The last of these additions, in Hebrew and Latin,
were made by Steinschneider.*® In his orthography the scribe prefers
the plene spelling. Additions to the text are usually marked by
supralinear loops.

This manuscript belongs to the line of transmission represented by ,R
1,2. Of these three manuscripts it is closest to 2. In a number of minor
points it also has an affinity with 3. With 2 and 2 it prefers Y35 to Yyp
and "1%1 to 91 Beginning with folio 53, the paper of this manuscript
has deteriorated, and in some places as much as one-eighth of the page
is missing. As a result of water damage the ink of this manuscript has
faded in a number of places.

Manuscript 2 is written on parchment, and the section of the
manuscript book in which it appears is dated 1398.% It is written in
Spanish Rabbinic characters by one hand. X appearing at the
beginning is written in large square characters. Each page contains one
column of twenty-seven lines. Marginal notes, written by the original
scribe, appear in three places. Two of these supply words which the
scribe had omitted; the third gives a textual variant. In several places,
omitted letters or words appear above the line, and two dots indicate
that words which have been run together should be separated. The

57 Cf, Feldman, Philosophy Manuscripts...Library of the Jewish Theological
. Seminary...,No. 2311. This manuscript was used by Steinschneider in the
preparation of his Hebriische Ubersetzungen as his additions on the margins of
the manuscript attest,
58 Steinschneider’s additions are not recorded in the critical apparatus.
59 Zotenberg, Catalogue, No. 945, and Beit-Arié & Sirat, Manuscrits médiévaux,
11, No. 39. ‘
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scribe has no preference in spelling, sometimes using plene and
sometimes defective.

This manuscript belongs to the line of transmission represented by
manuscript 7, showing a somewhat greater affinity to T than to ». The
scribe is given to abbreviations such as v”2 (for x3'0 12), ,n”a ,n”22
n~a, and he uses letters to represent numbers.

Manuscript », written on parchment, dates from 1550.° It is written in
German Rabbinic characters by one hand. Headings, which appear in
two places, are written in large square characters. Each page contains
one column of thirty lines. One marginal addition, written by the
original scribe, appears at the end of the manuscript to supply a
passage that he has omitted. The scribe has no preference in spelling,
sometimes using plene and sometimes defective,

This manuscript belongs to the line of transmission represented by 3,
showing a somewhat greater affinity to 7 than to %. The scribe
generally spells out words, though he uses the abbreviation na,
In summary, it appears that the complete Hebrew manuscripts and
partial manuscripts U ,¥ represent two lines of transmission of the same
translation. One line is represented by » ,b ,7,,2 ,X; the other by 1, Of
the first line, 71,2 ,X form a coherent subgroup while v and ° show
some affinity to 3. The partial texts » ,% ,7 mark an independent
translation from the Arabic.

Before turning to the Latin texts, we should note that the anonymous
Hebrew version of the manuscripts contains a number of mis-
translations. It is characteristic of these mistranslations that the
translator, at times, read an Arabic form as active when it should be
taken as passive and vice versa.® Since in Arabic the same form,
depending on the vowels, may be active or passive, it can be seen how
this kind of mistake arose. It must, however, be left open whether such
mistakes are the result of carelessness or of insufﬁcignt knowledge of
Arabic.

6. The Latin Texts

The Latin texts, as is evident from the Hebrew-Latin critical
apparatus, differ in many places from the Hebrew manuscripts and it
is possible that the Latin translation is based on a different version of
the Arabic original. Many of these differences are accounted for by

%

60 Stein'schncider, He:brﬁische Handschriﬁen...Mzi‘nchen. No. L1
61 Cf. below, chap. I, n. 59.
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changes from singular to plural, changes in tenses and the addition or
omission of words such as nxt and 1%x. The Latin texts lack the fuller
conclusions and explanatory phrases of the Hebrew text.®2 Among the
Latin texts themselves there exist many orthographic differences,
especially in respect to moods and tenses of verbs, prepositions and the
interchangeable uses of similar words.*® Misprints present special
problems in the orthography of the Latin texts.®

A more detailed analysis of the Latin texts yields the following
observations. Texts W ,7,p agree among themselves generally in their
deviations from the Hebrew translation. Text ¥, though on the whole
following the other Latin texts in their deviations from the Hebrew, in
a number of instances agrees with the Hebrew rather than with the
other Latin texts.® Orthographic peculiarities of ¥ are: the use of ¢i in
place of 1i% and the use of e or ee in place of the feminine ending ge.*
Alonso, the editor of ¥, refers to the text contained in Jandunus’
edition in several places, but no attempt seems to have been made to
establish a critical edition of text ¥. Certain obvious mistakes appear in
this edition of the text.®

Texts P and W require no special comment. Text 9, as has been
mentioned, contains two chapters not found in the other Latin texts,*
as well as additions taken from the Hebrew, as Steinschneider has
already pointed out.

In addition to the Hebrew translation from the Arabic, there exists a
second Hebrew translation, made by Judah Romano (early fourteenth
century) from the Old Latin translation.™ In his translation Romano

62 Cf. ends of chapters.

63 It is outside the scope of this Introduction to provide a discussion of the
linguistic differences found among the Latin texts, but a few representative
examples will illustrate them: per divisionem / ad divisionem: quod / ut; fuit
/ est; declaratum est / declarabitur; sed / tamen:; ergo / igitur: illae / istac:
in quibus / quibus: quum / cum: nec / neque; apud / ab; in potentia /
potentia,

64 Since these misprints had no bearing on the Hebrew edition, they were
omitted from the Hebrew-Latin critical apparatus.

65 Cf. Hebrew-Latin critical apparatus.

66 E.g., substancia in place of substantia and disposicio in place of dispositio.

67 E.g., hee due nature in place of hae duae naturae.

68 E.g.. on p. 60, line 7, of this text impossibile should be impassibile; on p. 102,
line 1, corruptorum should be corporum, and on p. 128, linc 2, fieri eius should
be forma eius.

69 Cf. above, p. 7 and n. 32.

70 Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische Ubersetzungen, p. 183.
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entitles the work D»»wi 0¥y 1D0.” Romano is also the author of a
commentary accompanying his translation and distinguished by its
quotations taken almost exclusively from Augustine, Albertus
Magnus, Thomas Aquinas and Egidius Romanus.

7. Commentaries and Quaestiones

The popularity of the De Substantia Orbis among Jewish and Christian
scholars of the Late Middle Ages and the Renaissance is attested by
the numerous manuscripts ? and commentaries on the work. Among
the Latin commentators and authors of quaestiones whose works have
been printed are found the already-mentioned Alvaro de Toledo (end
of thirteenth century)™ and John of Jandun (c. 1286-c. 1328),™ as well
as Tiberius Bacilerius Bononiensis (d. 1511),” Maynettus Maynetius
Bononiensis (sixteenth century),” Augustinus Niphus (¢. 1470-1538),”
Pietro Pomponazzi (1462-1525),” Nicolas Vitigozzi (1549-1610),” and
Marcus Antonius Zimara (1470-1532).% Commentators and authors of
quaestiones whose works still exist only in manuscript are: Walter

71 The heading of this translation reads: AT *npnya 1w Ja8Y 0°pWI DXY 150
nmay peb SR pmzn pwbn YR1T 3 vy awn 7o,

72 Lacombe lists eighty-two extant manuscripts. Cf. G. Lacombe, Aristoteles
Latinus, 2 vols., Rome, 1939, and Cambridge, 1955; Supplement, Bruges-
Paris, 1961, Indices. These manuscripts are indexed in II, p. 1292, and
Supplement, p. 193. Professor Kristeller has discovered a number of others.

73 Cf. above, pp. 7, 9, 14 and 25.

74 Cf.above, pp.9, 15and 18-19. For manuscripts and editions, cf. S. MacClinock,
Perversity and Error: Studies on the ‘Averroist’ John of Jandun (Bloomington,
Ind., 1956), pp. 124-125.

75 Tiberius Bacilerius,...Lectura...in tractatum Averrois de substantia orbis...
(Papie, 1508). Cf. B. Nardi, Sigieri di Brabante nel pensiero del Rinascimento
italiano (Rome, 1945), p. 136.

76 Maynettus Maynetius Bononiensis, Commentarii...in librum Averrois de
substantia orbis (Bonon., 1580).

77 A. Niphus,... Commentationes in librum Averrois de substantia orbis (Venetiis,
1508), and other sixteenth-century editions.

78 Pictro Pomponazzi, Super hibello de substantia orbis expositio et quaestiones
quattuor (Corsi nediti dell’insegnamento padovano), ed. A. Poppi (Padua,
1966). The text appearing in this edition is identical with text 9, so that there
was no need to record it in the critical apparatus,

79 Nicold Vito di Gozzi, ... Commentaria in sermonem Averrois de substantia
orbis (Venetiis, 1580).

80 This commentary is found in the Juntine editions of 1550-1552, 1573-1576 and
other sixteenth-century editions. Its title, Solutiones contradictionum in dictis
Averrois, describes its purpose.
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Burley (d. after 1343),* Ferrandus de Hispania (fourteenth century),
Henricus Totting de Oyta (d. 1397),% Antonius Faventius (Antonio
Cittadini, fifteenth century),® Oliverius Arduinus (Oliverius Senensis,
sixteenth century),® Augustinus Bonucius de Aretios (Agostino
Bonucci, sixteenth century), and Antonius Brasavola (sixteenth
century).” There may also exist a commentary by Dietrich von
Freiberg (Theudoricus Teutonicus de Vriberg, d. after 1310),% and the
commentary in Cod. I, iii, 6 (Conventi Soppressi, S. Marco) at the
Biblioteca Nazionale in Florence may be by Radulphus Brito.* Aldosi
reports that Alexander Achillini (1463-1512) composed a commentary
on the De Substantia Orbis, but his commentary does not seem to be
extant.” I could not identify Nicolas Rissus Gallus, Franciscus Longus
and Scipion Florillus, who are mentioned by Renan.”

Among the Jewish commentators, in addition to Narboni (d. 1362)%
and Judah Romano (early fourteenth century),” there is Elijah del
Medigo (c. 1460-1497). The latter composed a Hebrew commentary
entitled 939371 D¥Y2 KM NR*2 and a Latin expositio which he wrote
for Pico de la Mirandola.* The commentary by Levi ben Gershom
which is mentioned by Renan,” and, following Renan, by Alonso,*
does not exist, as Steinschneider has already pointed out.”

81 Cf. C.J. Ermatinger, “Notes on Some Early Fourteenth-Century Scholastic
Philosophers,” Manuscripta, 111 (1959), 158, n. 14.

82 Cf. C.J. Ermatinger, “Notes on Some Early Fourteenth-Century Scholastic
Philosophers,” Manuscripta, 1V (1960), 31-34,

83 Cf. Ermatinger, Manuscripta, 111, 159, n. 15.

84 Cf. P.O. Kiristeller, Iter Italicum, 1 (London-Leiden, 1965), p. 110.

85 Kristeller, Iter, 1, p. 206.

86 Kristeller, Iter, 1, p. 160.

87 Cf. Renan, Averroés, pp. 305-306.

88 Cf. Ermatinger, Manuscripta, 111, 158, n. 11,

89 Cf. Kristeller, Iter, 1, p. 162; Ermatinger, Manuscripta, 111, 167,

9 Cf. L. Thorndike, A History of Magic and Experimental Science, V (New York,
1941), p. 49; also B. Nardi, Saggi sull'aristotelismo padovano dal secolo X1V al
XVI (Florence, 1958), p. 268.

91 Cf. Renan, Averroés, p. 305.

92 Cf. above, pp. 7,9 and 15-17; also Steinschneider, Hebrdische Ubersetzungen,
pp. 184 ff.; Renan, Averroés, p. 159.

93 Cf. above, pp. 7-8 and 25-26.

94 Cf. Steinschneider, Hebraische Ubersetzungen, pp. 183-184; Kristeller, Iter, 11
(1967), 328; Renan, Averroés, p. 161,

95 Renan, Averroés, p. 159.

96 Alonso, ed., Commentario, p. 5.

97 Steinschneider, Hebrdische Ubersetzungen, p. XXVI, correctiontop. 183;alsop.
66, n. 148. When I first started the present work I examined all the catalogues,
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The extensive references to the De Substantia Orbis in the Hebrew and
Latin philosophic literature of the Late Middle Ages and the
Renaissance, and the many commentaries and quaestiones on the
work, still require monographic exploration.

II. SUMMARY OF CONTENTS

Averroes wrote the treatises known collectively as De Substantia Orbis
to present the Aristotelian theory of the heavens.® For his exposition
he drew primarily upon the Physics and De Caelo, but he also cited the
De Anima, the De Animalibus, the Metaphysics and, for points of logic,
the Prior Analytics.®” In addition, he had recourse to the opinions of
some of the interpreters and commentators on Aristotle’s views.'® Yet,
examining Aristotle’s writings, Averroes gained the impression that
the Philosopher’s description of the heavens was incomplete in those
works still extant and that his statements contradicted one another at
times. Moreover, turning to the interpreters and commentators, he
found that some of them had introduced erroneous opinions into their
accounts of Aristotle’s views and that these required corrections.
These observations imposed upon Averroes a three-fold task: to
complete Aristotle’s theory of the heavens, to demonstrate the
consistency of his views, and to refute the false opinions of earlier
interpreters and commentators, particularly those of Avicenna.

In speaking of the heavens in the De Substantia Orbis, Averroes
generally disregarded the particular properties and motions of each
celestial sphere, considering instead the element common to all.

but could not find any reference to a commentary by Gersonides. I then came
to the conclusion that the work does not exist, an opinion which I found
confirmed in the just-cited reference.

98 A summary of the contents of the work is given by Pierre Duhem, Le Systéme
du Monde, 1V (Paris, 1916), pp. 532-559. For the passages in the De Substantia
Orbis on which the succeeding summary is based the reader is referred to the
Index of Subjects and Names.

99 For references to the passages of these works on which Averroes drew, cf,
Index of References.

100 Averroes discusses opinions of Themistius, John Philoponus, Avicenna and
Avempace, and he incidentally mentions Alexander of Aphrodisias. At times
he mentions opinions anonymously, introducing them with such phrases as:
“and an opponent should not say,” “the commentators observed,” “and
someone might argue,” and *among those who philosophize there are some.”
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Eternal in its existence, this common element moves with a uniform
circular locomotion of infinite duration. Concerning the celestial
element Averroes first inquired whether, like the terrestrial substances,
it is composed of matter and form. For in the case of terrestrial
substances, Aristotle had found that matter and form belong to them
in virtue of their being subject to generation and corruption. Since the
heavens, by contrast, were eternal, could they be composed of matter
and form?

In answer to this question Averroes noted that, while the heavens were
not subject to generation and corruption, they had circular
locomotion in virtue of themselves. Now, everything moved in virtue
of itself must be composed of something producing motion and
something undergoing it. Hence it followed that the celestial element
needed an agent for the production of its circular locomotion as well
as a body which underwent it. The agent of celestial locomotion is the
form of the celestial element, while the body is its matter.

Matter and form apply to celestial and terrestrial substances in
different senses of these terms, since they are predicated of terrestrial
substances in virtue of their generation and corruption, while they are
predicated of celestial substances in virtue of their eternal locomotion.
Since the principles of transient and eternal beings differ in respect to
genus, matter and form are predicated of them according to
equivocation.

Since Averroes established his account of celestial matter and form by
comparing them to the analogous terrestrial principles, and since the
description of these was derived, in turn, from an analysis of terrestrial
change, Averroes proceeded by summarizing Aristotle’s teachings
concerning terrestrial change.

All sublunar, that is, terrestrial, change is divisible, according to
Aristotle, into two kinds: substantial and accidental. In substantial
change, one substance (water, for example) ceases to exist and a new
substance (for example, ait) comes to be in its place. In accidental
change, however, one accidental property succeeds another in a
substance (the unmusical man becomes musical) but the substance
underlying this change remains the same (the man who is changed
retains his human nature).

Substantial and accidental change agree in five respects and differ in
two. Both kinds of change agree in that: they require an underlying
subject in which the change takes place; the form that comes to be, be
it substan‘tial or acc.idental, must be preceded in the subject by a
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privation of this form; the underlying subject must have a potentiality
for the form that comes to be; they both must take place between
contraries, or between a contrary and a property intermediate between
two contraries; and these contraries and their intermediates must
belong to the same genus. Substantial and accidental change differ,
however, in that the subject of substantial change cannot exist in
actuality; nor can it, as a subject, possess a form that makes it to be a
substance.

From the two differences between substantial and accidental change
Averroes concluded that the matter underlying the reciprocal
transformation of the four elements, called prime matter, cannot be a
substance existing in actuality, It is the nature of prime matter to have
a potentiality for the forms of the four elements, called substantial
forms. Yet it is insufficient to describe prime matter through its
potentiality alone. For, since potentiality is always predicated with
respect to a form, it must be in the category of relation, while prime
matter, being something in itself, must be a kind of substance. In
addition, when a given potentiality is actualized, it ceases to exist,
while prime matter continues to exist at all times. For these reasons,
Averroes affirmed that prime matter must possess a kind of *“form,”
other than potentiality, its nature. This “form™ was known as the
corporeal form, and it differed from the substantial forms that impart
to prime matter its existence in actuality.

Averroes derived the definition of the corporeal form from the
observation that the four elements, as all corporeal substances, have
the attribute of divisibility as their ultimate common property.
Divisibility, in turn, presupposes the possession of quantity. The form
of each of the four elements imposes upon the part of prime matter in
which it inheres certain quantitative limits and boundaries. This kind
of quantity is called the determinate quantity of a substantial form.
Determinate quantity is subsequent to a substantial form and cannot
exist without it. If, however, one were to suppose that the substantial
form of a given element were removed, and with it the determinate
dimensions proper to that form, the prime matter that remains would
still possess extension or three-dimensionality. However, this
dimensionality would be indeterminate and would belong to prime
matter at all times. For Averroes, this indeterminate three-
dimensionality is identical with the corporeal form.

In identifying the indeterminate three dimensions with the corporeal
form, Averroes disagreed with Avicenna’s definition of that form.
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Avicenna, like Averroes, had admitted that prime matter requires a
corporecal form and that this form has some relation to the three
dimensions, but he had denied that the corporeal form is identical with
indeterminate three-dimensionality. According to Avicenna’s view, no
form can be described by a property that ordinarily belongs to an
accident, in this case the accident of quantity. For this reason
Avicenna had defined the corporeal form as a substance, that is, as a
form that has a disposition for receiving the three dimensions but that
differs from the three dimensions themselves. Thus, the corporeal
form, for Avicenna, is different from the perceptible property of
dimensionality; it is a “form” posited in order that the corporeal form
should not be described by a property of an accident.

Though Avicenna's definition preserved the corporeal form from
being described by the accidental property of dimensionality, it
brought other difficulties in its wake. For example, were it assumed
that prime matter did not possess dimensionality as its corporeal form,
then prime matter could not be divided by the different substantial
forms that come to inhere in it, nor could these forms be divisible
through the division of prime matter. Moreover, the substantial forms
could not expand and contract nor could they be described by the
attributes of part and whole. Further, the substantial forms would not
be contraries succeeding one another in prime matter. On Avicenna’s
assumption, prime matter could only possess one form at all times. In
view of these difficulties, Averroes rejected Avicenna’s definition of
the corporeal form.

Having discussed prime matter and corporeal form, Averroes
investigated the remaining principles of the reciprocal transformation
of the four elements. Since the forms of these elements succeed one
another in prime matter as a result of change, they must be contraries.
And since no sublunar form is the cause of its own generation, there
must exist an agent which, as efficient cause, produces the succession
of the four substantial forms in prime matter.

From his account of the principles of which the four sublunar elements
are composed, Averroes formulated the following propositions: prime
matter, being one subject that has a potentiality for several substantial
forms, is one in number, many in potentiality; prime matter, in virtue
of possessing indeterminate three-dimensionality as its corporeal
form, is divisible by the substantial forms of the four elements, and
these forms, in turn, are divisible through the division of prime matter;
prime matter in virtue of its corporeal form may possess the attributes
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of great and small, part and whole; and finally, the substantial forms,
being posterior by nature to the corporeal form, may be said to inhere
in prime matter by means of the indeterminate three dimensions. All
these descriptions are applicable to the four elements and their
constitutive principles in virtue of their being subject to generation and
corruption.

Having set down these properties of the terrestrial matter and form,
Averroes returned to his discussion of the celestial bodies. The
properties of celestial matter and form can be discovered by denying
to celestial matter and form what had been affirmed of terrestrial
matter and form. For the case of the latter it has been shown that the
form inheres in matter by means of the indeterminate three
dimensions; by contrast, in the case of the former, the form inheres in
matter without the three dimensions. The celestial form is, therefore,
immaterial.

The same conclusion is established by a proof derived from the infinite
motion of the heavens. Aristotle had shown that a motive force
producing a motion of infinite duration cannot inhere in a body of
finite dimensions, Since the body of the celestial element is finite in its
dimensions, the infinite celestial motive force cannot inhere in it. The
celestial motive force, which is the same as the celestial form, is
therefore immaterial.

Having demonstrated the immateriality of the celestial form, Averroes
proceeds to the description of its nature. Since, in the case of the
terrestrial elements, their substantial forms are the causes of their
rectilinear upward and downward motion, and since the heavens do
not have rectilinear motion at all, the celestial form cannot belong to
the genus of the four terrestrial forms. Soul being the only remaining
principle of motion, it follows that the celestial form must be a soul
and that this soul imparts to the celestial element its eternal circular
locomotion. But since the celestial soul is not generated and
corruptible, while the terrestrial is, the term *“soul” is predicated of the
two according to equivocation. .

How the celestial soul produces the motion of its body engaged
Averroes’ attention next. In terrestrial living beings, the soul produces
motion by desiring an object that brings the soul to its perfection. The
soul that is the efficient cause of terrestrial locomotion inheres in the
body that it moves, whereas the object of its desire that is its final
cause exists in separation from it. Since the heavens undergo
locomotion, they also require an efficient and a final cause. But since
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the celestial form exists in separation from its body, the same celestial
form is both the efficient and the final cause of celestial locomotion.
Considered as an agent, the celestial form is the efficient cause of
celestial locomotion; considered as an object of desire, it is the final
cause of celestial locomotion.

In affirming that the same celestial form is both the efficient and the
final cause of celestial locomotion Averroes once again differed with
Avicenna’s description of these causes. For Avicenna, insisting on the
similarity between celestial and terrestrial substances, maintained that
the celestial form that is the efficient cause of celestial locomotion
must inhere in the celestial body, while the object of its desire must
exist in separation from the celestial body. Thus, according to
Avicenna, the heavens possess two principles of motion: a soul
inhering in the celestial body, and an object of desire existing in
separation from it.

To refute this account of the causes of celestial locomotion, Averroes
used an argument similar to that which he had used to refute
Avicenna’s definition of the corporeal form. If, as Avicenna had
assumed, the heavens possessed souls that inhered in their bodies,
they, like the terrestrial living beings, would be subject to generation
and corruption. But the heavens are known to be eternal. Hence,
it is false to maintain that the celestial soul inheres in the celestial
body.

How the celestial form produces celestial locomotion requires further
explanation. In human beings two faculties of the soul combine to
produce locomotion. The appetitive faculty, by desiring some object,
is the primary cause of human locomotion; but, in addition, the
human intellect often reflects on the object of the appetitive faculty’s
desire. Human locomotion is thus the result of the combined activities
of the appetitive and rational souls. Since, according to the
Aristotelian philosophers, the heavens, like human beings, possess an
intelligence, it follows that celestial locomotion requires the combined
activities of appetitive and rational faculties. But once again Averroes
affirmed that the appetitive and rational faculties of the celestial
element are only different aspects of the same celestial form:
considered as an appetitive principle, this form is said to be a soul;
considered as a rational principle, it is said to be an intelligence.
Having examined the nature and properties of the celestial form,
Averroes turned to the matter of the heavens, the celestial body. Since
the celestial matter, as also its form, is eternal, its nature and
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properties can be established by contrasting them with those of prime
matter, the principle underlying generation and corruption. Thus,
prime matter, being able to receive the forms of the four elements in
succession, is one in number, many in potentiality; celestial matter,
possessing the same form always, is one in number and one in
actuality. Prime matter, possessing indeterminate three-dimensionality
as its corporeal form, is divisible by the substantial forms; celestial
matter, lacking indeterminate three-dimensionality, is indivisible,
Prime matter, through its corporeal form, may possess the attributes
of great and small, part and whole; celestial matter, always possessing
the same dimensions and not being divisible, cannot be described by
these attributes. Prime matter receives the substantial forms by means
of the indeterminate three dimensions; celestial matter and its form
exist in separation from each other. Prime matter requires a
substantial form in order to exist in actuality; celestial matter exists in
actuality through itself. All these differences brought Averroes to the
conclusion that the celestial matter serves only as a substratum for the
celestial form, not as its matter in the strict sense of the term. For that
reason he held that the term *‘subject™ applies to the celestial body
more properly than *“matter.”

So far the celestial form has been considered as an infinite force
producing locomotion of eternal duration. But Aristotle had also
shown that it must be finite in some respect. For any force belonging
to a finite body must be finite, and the celestial bodies are finite in their
dimensions. How can the celestial motive forces be infinite as well as
finite? To resolve this difficulty Averroes distinguished between two
kinds of motive forces that may be said to be infinite: those infinite in
duration and those infinite in velocity and intensity. A motive force of
the latter kind cannot belong to any body, be it celestial or terrestrial,
for it would move its body in no time. Hence, the celestial motive
forces can only be infinite in duration. It follows then that the heavens
require a motive force of infinite duration and, being finite in their
dimensions, also a motive force that is finite in velocity and intensity.
But, once again, according to Averroes, these two celestial forces
appear to be different aspects of the same celestial form.

In speaking of the celestial soul, and of the intelligence that is the
object of this soul’s desire, Averroes considered these two principles as
different aspects of the same celestial form in passages discussed so far.
However, there are passages in which he seems to differentiate
between the celestial soul and its intelligence. One such passage occurs
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in the De Substantia Orbis.'® In it Averroes affirms that the celestial
soul belongs to the celestial body, while the celestial intelligence is
incorporeal. Commentators on this passage differed about what
Averroes had in mind. Some commentators interpreted Averroes to
mean that there exists only one completely incorporeal mover, namely,
the prime mover, which is the sole object of desire of all the celestial
souls. Other commentators affirmed that each sphere has its own
completely incorporeal intelligence, which is the object of its soul’s
desire.

Averroes’ complete view emerges from a passage in the Long
Commentary on the Metaphysics in which he distinguished between
two objects of the celestial soul’s desire: each celestial soul possesses
its own intelligence, which as final cause imparts to its body its proper
motion; each celestial soul has the prime mover as a second object of
desire, and this, as final cause, imparts to all celestial bodies their
circular diurnal motion. It seems then that, even in those passages in
which Averroes differentiates between the soul and the intelligence of
each celestial sphere, he has in mind that they are two aspects of the
same celestial form.

From celestial form and matter Averroes turned to celestial accidents,
noting similarities and differences between them and the analogous
terrestrial accidents. In the De Substantia Orbis he examined those of
luminosity and opaqueness, the property of calefaction, and the four
qualities of hot, cold, moist, and dry. All accidents, Averroes noted,
may be divided into active and passive. Passive accidents are those
which require that, when they are changed, their underlying substance
must be changed as well, while active accidents are those which, when
changed, do not require a change in their underlying substance. Since
the celestial bodies are not subject to substantial change, they cannot
possess passive accidents. But even active accidents must be predicated
of celestial and terrestrial bodies according to some form of non-
univocal predication. Depending on their differences, common
accidents are predicated of celestial and terrestrial substances
according to priority or posteriority, or according to equivocation.
Locomotion, transparency and opaqueness, rarity and density, are
accidents of the former kind; calefaction, and the qualities of hot,
cold, moist, and dry, are accidents of the latter kind.

§
101 For the succeeding discussion, cf. below, chap. 4, n. 18,

35



CONCERNING THE SUBSTANCE OF
THE CELESTIAL SPHERE
BY AVERROES



A TREATISE BY THE PHILOSOPHER AVERROES
CONCERNING THE SUBSTANCE OF THE [CELESTIAL]
SPHERE!

CHAPTER ONE

In this treatise we intend to investigate concerning the nature of the linc 1*
things of which the celestial body? is composed. That the celestial body

*  The line numbers in the outer margins refer to the Hebrew text.

1 Yabx D¥Y2 R, sermo de substantia orbis. This title recurs, modified in the
Hebrew to 23%171 0¥ya 1377, at the end of the first chapter of the work (Hebrew
text, line 198). The underlying Arabic was probably Ul st § s or
UM apdt e r)\f, a title which does not precisely correspond to any of the
three titles mentioned in the Escurial list of Averroes® works. Cf. my article,
“The Composition and Transmission of Averroes’ Ma'amar be-‘Esem ha-
Galgal,” Studies and Essays in Honor of Abraham A. Neuman (Philadelphia,
1962), p. 303, n. 2
The term %393, orbs, is used here to refer to the celestial region in its totality, not
to any of the celestial spheres taken singly. This use of the term 93%3 is based on
the Greek obpavdg (*heavens®) taken in the first two of three meanings which
this term, according to Aristotle, may have. The term oUpavdg, explains
Aristotle, may refer to: (1) ...tjv oloiav v 1ij¢ oyding Tod mavtdg
reprpopdc, fj odpa puotkov 16 &v tf) Eoydty nepipopd tol navids..., .. .the
substance of the outermost circumference of the world, or to the natural body
which is at the outermost circumference of the world..."; (2) ..-16 ouveyég
odpa 1) Eoydry neprpopd Tod navids, év @ cedrjvn kai fjitog, xai Evia tdv
dotpov..., “...that body which occupies the place next to the outermost
circumference of the world, in which are the moon, the sun and certain of the
stars {planets])...”; (3) *...the body that is enclosed by the autermost
circumference, for it is customary to give the name ouranos to the world as a
whole.” Cf, De Caelo 1, 9, 278b, 9-21.

The subject of this treatise is, thus, the nature and properties of the celestial
element, taken as an element different from the four sublunar elements.

2 »ppwa DA, corpus caeleste. This term does not occur in Aristotle’s writings.
Cf. Bonitz, Index. Aristotle uses terms taken from some property of the celestial
element. Among the more important of these are: (I) (@) 10 npdtov BV
cwpdtwv, “‘the primary body” (De Caelo 1, 3, 270b, 2-3); (b) 1 npdtn odoia
1dv copdtov, “the primary bodily substance’ (De Caelo 1, 3, 270b, 11). (2) 1
Ociov odpa, “the divine body” (De Caelo 11, 3, 286a, 11-12). (3) (a) 10 kiAo
pepSuevov aidpa, “the body whose motion is circular™ (De Caelo 1, 3,26%, 29-
30); 16 kUK o odpa (De Caelo 1, 3, 270a, 33); (b) 10 xuKAtkov odpa, “‘the
revolving body" (De Caelo 11, 7, 28%a, 30). (4) (a) 16 aidiov 10 dve odpa, *“the
eternal body which constitutes the uppermost part [of the universe]” (De Anima
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line3 is composed of two natures in the same manner as are the transient
bodies has already been demonstrated? except that in the case of the
latter bodies it is clear that these two natures exist on account of the
existence of generation and corruption in them, while in the case of the
celestial bodies it is evident that they exist on account of the existence of
locomotion in them. The proof thereof is as follows: ¢ it has been shown
concerning the celestial bodies that they have locomotion in virtue of
themselves. Now, it is obviousin the case of something moved $ in virtue
of itself that it is composed of two natures, one undergoing motion and
the other producing it, for clearly everything moved has a mover, and
something cannot be mover and moved in the same respect. Thus it is
clear that the celestial bodies are composed of two natures.
Therefore we want to investigate in this treatise concerning these two
natures of which the celestial body is composed whether they are like the
two natures of which the transient bodies are composed, one of which is
called “form,” the other “matter,” that is to say, we want to investigate
whether matter and form here below are the same in species with matter
and form up above, or whether they differ in species, or whether they

I1, 6, 418b, 9); (b) 1d aidia tdv aicbnTdv, “the eternal sensible [substance]”
(Metaphysics X11, 1, 1069, 30-31); (c) “[the body...] called by the ancients
aether (aiB€p) because it ‘always runs’ (det 0¢iv)” (De Caelo 1, 3, 270b, 22-24).
The proof’is produced further on in this paragraph.

4 The premises of this proof, and their sources in the works of Aristotle, are as

follows:
First Premise: The celestial bodies have locomotion in virtue of themselves.
Aristotle shows that the celestial element has circular locomotion naturally
(xatd @bow) in De Caelo 1, 2. He shows that things having natural motion have
that motion in virtue of themselves (0¢' adtod) in Physics VIII, 4, 254b, 12-15.
Second Premise: Something moved through itself is composed of two natures.
This premise is based on the following two subordinate propositions: (a)
everything moved has a mover (Physics VII, 1, 241b, 24-242a, 15); (b)
something cannot be mover and moved in the same respect. The latter
proposition is self-evident for the case of something moved by another, It also
applies to something that is moved in virtue of itself, as is shown in Physics VIII,
5, 257a, 31-258a, 2.

5 yyunnl, id quod movetur. The text of the Hebrew manuscripts has the active
1, “in the case of something producing motion™. This appears to be one of
the several instances in which the Hebrew translator took an Arabic passive in
an active sense or in which he misread a word. Cf. below, n. 59. He seems to
have read 43¢ instead of Aomca

w
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differ according to more and less?¢ Now, if the celestial and terrestrial fine 14
natures differ in species, then the term *“‘corporeity”? is predicated of

6 Having established that the celestial body is composed of matter and form,
Averroes now inquires how these two terms are predicated of the celestial and
terrestrial bodies. He suggests three possibilities, i.e., that the celestial and
terrestrial matter and form are: (1) the same in species ("3 D™ NX; eaedem), or
(2) different in species (]"»2 0'0%nn»; diversae specie), or (3) different according
to more and less (AN NND2 O*DYNAND; diversae secundum magis et minus).
This threefold distinction reflects the medieval theory of predicationaccording
to which terms may be predicated ‘univocally”, *“equivocally” or
“amphibolously” — predication “‘according to more and less™ being one of the
types of “amphibolous™ predication. Cf. H. A. Wolfson, *The Amphibolous
Terms in Aristotle, Arabic Philosophy, and Maimonides,” Harvard Theological
Review, XXXI (1938), 157-173, especially p. 157, line 3-p. 158, line 17, and p.
166, line 32-p. 167, line 20; reprinted in Harry A. Wolfson, Studies in the
History of Philosophy and Religion, ed. 1. Twersky and G.H. Williams, I
(Cambridge, Mass., 1973), pp. 455-477.

Though Averroes in the present passage deviates somewhat from the customary
terminology, he seems to inquire whether the terms *matter” and “*form™ are
predicated of celestial and terrestrial bodies “univocally” (“the same in
species™), ‘“‘equivocally” (*“different in species”) or ‘‘amphibolously”
(**according to more and less”).

Averroes' answer to this question does not emerge clearly from the present
discussion, but he seems to hold that *“matter’ and *form" are predicated of
celestial and terrestrial bodies according to equivocation, Cf. below, n. 12, and
Hebrew text, chap. 5, lines 3-5; also chap. 2, lines 47-51; chap. 3, lines 100-104;
and chap. 6, lines 12-15. However, in chap. 2, lines 106-116, he seems to imply
that the two terms are predicated according to priority and posteriority. Cf. n.
60 to that chapter.

7 MbW, corporeitas. The term MPW3, “‘corporeity,’ or AW AMNY, “corporeal
form,” applies to the first form belonging to prime matter. In medieval Arabic
and Jewish philosophy three views were held concerning the nature of this
corporeal form. Avicenna was of the opinion that the corporeal form is
identical with the predisposition for receiving corporeal dimensions, but not
with the dimensions themselves. Algazali agreed with Avicenna that the
corporeal form is not identical with the dimensions, but he identified it with
cohesion. Averroes, disagreeing with both, maintained that the corporeal form
is identical with the indeterminate three dimensions. Cf. H.A. Wolfson,
Crescas’ Critique of Aristotle (Cambridge, Mass., 1929),p. 578, n. 16, b, and pp.
579-590, n. 18, and my essay **Aristotle’s ‘First Matter’ and Avicenna’s and
Averroes® ‘Corporeal Form,””” Harry A. Wolfson Jubilee Volume (Jerusalem,
1965), English Section, I, pp. 385-406. In the De Substantia Orbis.Averroes
discusses only his own view and that of Avicenna, defending the former and
criticizing the latter.
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line 15 them either according to equivocation or according to a sort of priority
and posteriority.®
That, however, these two natures existing in these respective bodies do
not agree in species becomes self-evident once it has been laid down that

the

celestial body is neither generated nor corruptible,’ whereas the

bodies with us here below are generated and corruptible,” for it is
impossible that the causes ! of the transient and of the eternal should be

the

8

same in species.”? This being the case, it only remains for us to

Since the celestial and terrestrial substances are bodies, they must both possess
the form *“‘corporeity.” But if matter and form in the celestial and terrestrial
bodies differ in species, then the term “corporeity’ must be predicated either
*according to equivocation” (W1 MAWI: equivoce) or “according to a kind of
priority and posteriority™ (MMRM MMIPAD °"02; secundum prius et posterius).
For a discussion of this latter term, which denotes a type of amphibolous
predication, cf. Wolfson, Harvard Theological Review, XXXI, p. 153, lines 18-
20.

Averroes does not answer this question in the present chapter, but his answer
seems to be that the term *“corporeity” is predicated of celestial and terrestrial
bodies according to equivocation. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 3, lines 100-104.
However, in chap. 2, lines 129-133 (cf. also below, chap. 2, n. 66} he holds that
the term *‘corporeity” is predicated of the two kinds of bodies according to
priority and posteriority.

Cf. De Caelo 1, 3, 270a, 12-22.

Cf. De Caelo 111, 1, 298a, 24-298b, 11. For a discussion of generation and
corruption in general, cf. De Generatione 11, 4-5, and De Caelo 111, 6.

mav, causae. Matter and form, which above (lines 2-21) were spoken of as
“natures” (D'W2v, naturae) are called “causes” (Mav, causae) in the present
passage. .

Aristotle already uses the terms “nature’ and **cause’ interchangeably. He
refers to matter and form as **nature” (pUo1g) in such passages as PhysicsT1, 1,
193a, 28-31; 2, 194a, 12-13; 8, 199a, 30-32, while he calls them *‘causes” (aitia)
in such passages as Physics 11, 3, 194b, 23-29; Metaphysics V, 2, 1013a, 24-29.
The proposition that transient and eternal substances are not the same in genus
(our text only reads “‘the same inspecies”) is based on Aristotle’s statement that
the perishable and the imperishable must be different in kind. Cf. Metaphysics
X, 10, 1058b, 26-1059a, 10; cf. also, De Caelo 111, 7, 306a, 9-11, and
Metaphysics 111, 4, 1000a, 5-1001a, 3. In Metaphysics X Aristotle writes:
*Ene1dn 82 1a évavria Etepa 1 £idet, 16 8¢ pBaptdv xai 16 Gpbaprov Evavria
(otépnoig yap dduvvapia Swwpiopévn), dvdyxn Erepov elvar 1@ yéver 10
¢Baptov xai 10 Gpbaprov, “Since contraries are other in form and the

« perishable and the imperishable are contraries (for privation is a definite
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investigate in what respect those two natures that are in the celestial 1ine 20
body differ from the two natures that are in the transient body.

taken in the technical sense of “other in genus.” Aristotle’s discussion in this
passage shows that there exists a difference between perishable and
imperishable things, but it does not reveal the exact nature of this difference. Cf.
W.D. Ross, Aristotle’s Metaphysics, 11, p. 305, n. 28.

Averroes in his commentary on this passage from the Metaphysics tries to make
explicit the difference between perishable and imperishable things. He comes to
the conclusion that they differ not only in species but also in genus. The text of
our passage on which Averroes commented reads: 51 saus¥ cots 13l ...
ot O Y 1 Gy e A G0 5 3lal ded Y sl Auli) OLSTy §ysally
88 W ks pls o0 ek Y sdlly LWL, *. et cum contraria sint alia in
forma: et corruptibile et incorruptibile sunt contraria: alia magis est
necessarium ut sint genere corruptibile et incorruptibile ex privatione per
differentiam sine potentia,” *.,.and inasmuch as contraries are other in form
and the perishable and that which is imperishable are contraries, it is even more
necessary that the perishable and that which is imperishable do not belong to
one genus inasmuch {as the imperishable possesses] a privation which is
distinguished by having no potentiality at all” (Long Commentary on
Metaphysics X, t. 26; Arabic: p. 1383, line 14-p. 1384, line 3; Latin: Vol. VIII,
275v, M-276r, A). It appears that the Latin translator from the Arabic had
difficulties with this passage.

In the section of his Commentary dealing with this passage Averroes
distinguishes between two kinds of contraries: those belonging to the same
genus and those differing in genus. Contraries of the first kind are described as
two different potentialities such that each contrary has a potentiality for the
other, Contraries of the second kind are such that one of them possesses a
certain potentiality while the other completely lacks this potentiality.
Perishable and imperishable things are contraries of the second kind, for that
which is perishable possesses a potentiality for being destroyed while the
imperishable lacks any such potentiality. Cf. Long Commentary on Metaphysics
X, com. 26; Arabic: p. 1386, line 9-p. 1387, line 8; Latin: Vol. VIII, 276r, F-
276v, E. Note that the Arabic version has a fuller text.

The second Latin translation of Aristotle’s text reads: **...cum vero contraria
specie diversa sint, corruptibile autem et incorruptibile contraria sunt (privatio
namque determinata impotentia) necesse est diversum genere esse corruptibile
et incorruptibile...” (Vol. VIII, 275v, H-I).

The phrase otépnoig yap dduvapia Siwpiopévn is used in the Greek text to
show that perishable and imperishable things may be considered as contraries,
while its Arabic equivalent, 88 % Joad pa& | as interpreted by Averroes,
shows what kind of contrariety exists between perishable and imperishable
things. .

The editor of text w, perhaps basing himself on the discussion in the Long
Commentary on Metaphysics, adds a paragraph to-the text stating that the
celestial and terrestrial natures differ not only in species but also in genus. This
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me 22 The starting point of the investigation is ** what we have gathered from
Aristotle concerning these matters. For concerning things existent [in
nature] no opinion has reached us from the ancients that is truer than
his, or less subject to doubts, or presented in better order. “ Therefore we
take his opinion to be that human opinion which man may attain by
nature, that is, it is the most advanced of those opinions which man,
insofar as.he is man, may by his own knowledge and intellect attain.
Thus, as Alexander put it, ““Aristotle is the one on whom we are to rely
in the sciences.”® We shall begin by recalling Aristotle’s opinion

14

15
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addition reads: “Excitatum est ergo has duas naturas, ex quibus componitur
corpus caeleste, non esse eiusdem speciei, ngque eiusdem generis cum duabus
naturis, ex quibus componitur generabilia.”
For the suggestion that the following passage (Hebrew text, lines 22-29), which
among the Latin texts is only found in 7, was added to this text from the Hebrew
version, cf. Steinschneider, Die Hebriischen Ubersetzungen (Berlin 1893;
reprint, Graz, 1956), p. 183, lines 1-2,
10 27 901 kY. Text 7 has: “‘et maioris certitudinis,” *“‘or (containing) greater
certainty.”
The preceding passage seems to parallel one quoted by Maimonides—also in
the name of Alexander (of Aphrodisias)—in Guide of the Perplexed, 11, 3.
Maimonides writes: *“Know that though the opinions held by Aristotle
regarding the causes of the motion of the spheres—from which opinions he
deduced thg existence of separate intellects —are simply assertions for which no
demonstration has been made (N9 OV Y ROW MIVD), yet they are, of all
the opinions put forward on this subject, those that are exposed to the smallest
number of doubts (P20 MY2 N D7) and those that are the most suitable for
being put in coherent order (%132 170 %Y M5 M), just as Alexander says in
‘The Principles of the All.’* For a discussion of this Maimonidean passage and
its background in Alexander’s work, cf. S. Pines, “Translator’s Introduction,”
Guide of the Perplexed (Chicago, 1963), pp. Ixvii-Ixxii. A translation of the
relevant passage from Alexander’s work is found on p. Ixix. One of the two
extant Arabic versions of “The Principles of the A" (**Fi Mabadi® al-Kull™)
has been published by A. Badawi, in: Aristii ‘ind al-‘Arab (Cairo, 1947), pp. 253-
271.
Narboni comments on our passage as follows (167r, 1-2):
D .MINONR3 PHY YD TWR RIIWI PIVOIR IRNY *0ITI0T TNIO0YX X°9DA IRD )
VPR PR WK DM MNWRIN NIYARAR YR 0V1D 100 DRDWRW WOW 713 %7
ww YR LAPAYRT  hYaum  nmvana 91 ,0b%03 nwonn e 5o omhy
5P moNNRY PRI LDIR 1R AT 1R IO
NMWKRIT MO NNV 12 ME2 NRIRY P10 WRNR KRR YaUIw 3 0 MR
23 IR MWMBT 12 MR NNYXI moovwmnw md JTIDRD NDK 720 PIVOIX DXY
79 .70 WY ORY Mg YY (ywn® 708 &% mboww i WwRd mMrswwnw
3 DR RI DR TPRY TI0X3 RY VDTN 1IWR MWRA IR WD BAVPAI BIIIWI
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concerning the nature of the bodies that are with us here below, what he
lays down about their being composed of matter and form, and what he
asserts about the nature of the matter and form existing in them. From
these things we shall proceed to an inquiry into the nature of the celestial
bodies, analogous to those inquiries we have made in regard to the
nature of the transient bodies,” that is to say, we want to find out in
what respect they agree and in what respect they differ.

16

277237 IR PW Y3 RA Y AP .awn XYY pwn i, Amua e nwa
AYYna NTH TR ROXHAD CWNRA P22 mwan ' Rhv 4 WNRPWI DHINA 120
DYwRn KM PARNT KIAW WRY 173 PIY MR .0WIRA 22Y 3RD AR AN,
Since the text of this passage in MS X appears to be defective, I accepted the
better reading in MS 2.

“And how very wonderfully did Alexander of Aphrodisias speak when he said
of Aristotle that ‘it is he on whom we are to rely in the sciences.’ By this he
meant that, just as all proofs go back to first principles that do not have to be
investigated, so the sciences in their entirety, that is, the logical, physical and
metaphysical sciences, go back to the fundamental principles of Aristotle, Thus
it is said: *Aristotle has said this and there can be no dispute about it.’
“*Afterwards Averroes shows that the divine nature has provided him
[Aristotle) with a summa of the sciences in which one can trust with the same
confidence one has in first principles. And if Aristotle has already verified one’s
statements, then one can rest assured that they are like the intelligible first
principles that are derived from sense perception. And indeed, just as it is
unnecessary to make the intelligibles, insofar as they are intelligibles, rely upon
sense perceptions, even though they come from them, so, when we, in our
investigations and disputations, come to a statement that Aristotle has made, it
is not necessary to inquire if it is true, for Aristotle’s understanding contained
such reliable truth that it could not even conceive anything false. Since truth
without falsehood is peculiar to the separate intelligences, the philosophers did
well when they called Aristotle ‘the divine.’ Blessed be He Who has shown
providence for the human species by bringing forth a man, singled out by such
great excellence that enlightens all men. Verily, Averroes has spoken the truth
when he said that Aristotle is the one who began and the one who completed.”
For similar passages in praise of Aristotle, cf. Averroes, Long Commentary on
Physics, Introduction, end (Vol. 1V, 4v, H-5r, B) and Long Commentary on De
Anima (ed. Crawford), p. 433. Cf. also E. Gilson, History of Christian
Philosophy in the Middle Ages (New York, 1955), p. 642, n. 17. For the
application of the term “divine” to human beings, cf. H.A. Wolfson, Philo, 1
(Cambridge, Mass., 1947), p. 101, n, 68.

D™RMYR QWD O IR INT Y32 ATRYR YR oan pnvd . The text of this
phrase is difficult. I took it in the sense of D277 ¥aw2 APBYN Y& 0L PRI TW

OMIODIT DA DT Yavua ATHYY oy ornhwi.

The current paragraph (Hebrew text, lines 22-29), of which the present phrase
forms a part, appears in the Latin versions only in text 2. In this text, the passage
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linc30 And we say that when Aristotle observed that each one of the
individuals existing in virtue of themselves here below, called
substances, passes from one descriptive predicate to another, he found
that this change takes place according to two kinds.”” One kind is a
change in descriptive predicates existing apart from the essences of the
substances existing in virtue of themselves. This kind does not require a

17

46

reads: ‘“postea revertar de eis ad compositionem naturae similis istis, in
corporibus caelestibus.” Its meaning seems to be: “then I shall turn from these
matters [that is, the form and matter of terrestrial bodies] to the composition of
a nature [form and matter] existing in the celestial bodies which is similar to
these [the terrestrial form and matter].” The paragraph was probably
translated into Latin from the Hebrew version.

Aristotle differentiates between two kinds of “coming-to-be,” namely,
substantial and accidental. This distinction is developed by him as follows: (1)
(a) There are xai tav pév o yiyveofar dAAa 16de T yiyveoBar, “things which
are said to become such and such’; and (b) there are dnAdg d¢ yiyveobar,
*“things which are said to become in an absolute sense.” (2) () The latter kind of
change occurs t@v obot@dv pdvov, “only in respect to substances™; () the
former kind of change occurs in respect to quantity, quality, relation, time and
place (Aristotle mentions only five accidents, but it is clear that he has all of
them in mind). Cf. Physics 1, 7, 190a, 31-190b, 1 (cf. Averroes, Long
Commentary on Physics 1,t. 62, Vol. 1V, 37r, B-E,and com. 62, Vol. 1V, 37r, E).
Aristotle does not distinguish between substantial and accidental change in
terms of a change in “name and definition,” but Averroes writes: *...Et hae
duae transmutationes, s. quae est in accidentibus rei et quae est in substantia,
conveniunt in hoc, quod sunt alteratio eiusdem rei de una qualitate in aliam, et
de una dispositione in aliam. Sed quia viderunt quod quoniam res transmutatur
in quibusdam istis dispositionibus, statim nomen et definitio eius
transmutabuntur, et in quibusdam non, vocaverunt primum modum
transmutationem in substantiam et alterationem substantialem, et vocaverunt
istas dispositiones dispositiones substantiales. Secundam vero transmutatio-
nem, in qua neque nomen rei nec eius definitio transmutatur, vocaverunt
alterationem accidentalem,” *..:And these two kinds of change, that is that in
the accidents of something and that in the substance of something, agree in this,
namely, that they are the transformation of that thing from one quality into
another and from one disposition into another. But inasmuch as they [the
Aristotelian philosophers] saw that something may undergo a change in some
of these dispositions such that its name and definition are changed and in some
of these dispositions such that its name and definition are not changed, they
called the first kind of change, change in substance and substantial change, and
they called these dispositions, substantial dispositions. But the second kind of
change, and that is the one in which neither the name nor the definition of the
things is changed, they called accidental change™ (Long Commentary on Physics
I, com. 63, Vol. 1V, 37v, M-38r, A). .
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change in the individuals underlying, as subjects, these descriptive
predicates, neither in the term by which they are called nor in their
definition. Examples of such descriptive predicates are those called
qualities, quantities and the other categories called accidents. The other
kind is a change in descriptive predicates such that it demands a change
in the individuals underlying, as subjects, these predicates, both with
respect to the terms by which they are called and with respect to the
definition by which their essence is indicated.!* This latter kind of
change is called generation and corruption.

When Aristotle reflected on these two kinds of change he found in each
one of them things that are common to both and things that are peculiar
to each. Concerning the common things ! that he found in both kinds of
change, he noticed that they both have a subject that is the recipient of
the change, inasmuch as change and motion would be impossible for
them without a subject.? He also discovered that in both kinds of
change the precedence of non-existence is a requisite for the existence of
that which comes to be, for only that which does not exist can come to

18 on3y by amna o1, This phrase, absent from all the Latin texts, is an almost
literal translation of Aristotle’s saying that Zom §'6pog pev Adyog 6 10 1l fv
elvan onpaivov, “a definition is a statement signifying [literally: pointingto]a
thing’s essence™ (Topics 1, 5, 101b, 39). Cf. Averroes® Short Commentary on
Topics (ed. Butterworth), Arabic: p. 161, lines 1-2; English: p. 52, lines 31-33.
Aristotle gives a similar account of *definition” in his discussion of the term
“substance.” He writes: £11 10 i fjv elvar od 6 Adyog Spiopds kai Tobto odoia
Aéyerar Exdortov, “The essence, the formula of which is a definition, is also
called the substance of each thing” (Metaphysics V, 8, 1017b, 21-22). Averroes’
text of this passage reads: &Sy LYl a2 § 31 b Jo JIUI g JUG Ly
sbiYl oo sty IS aer Liag o3 &3 , “Et etiam dicitur substantia illud,
quod significat quid in omnibus rebus, et definitionem earum, et hoc est
substantia cuiuslibet rei” (Long Commentary on Metaphysics V, 1. 15, Arabic:
p. 564, lines 3-4; Latin: Vol. VIII, 118r, B, and (ed. Ponzalli) p. 134, lines 12-
13). '

19 o%%5a om31n. The Latin texts state explicitly that there are five factors
common to substantial and accidental change (“*communia quidem sunt
quingue quae insunt transmutationi substantiali et accidentali”). Accordingto
the discussion that follows, these common factors are: (1) the subject which
underlies the change; (2) the privation of that which comes to be; (3) the
potentiality for that which comes to be; (4) that-which passes away and that
which comes to be are contraries; and (5) these contraries must belong to the
same genus.

20 Cf. Physics 1, 7, 190a, 13-190b, 10.
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be.? Furthermore, the prior existence of a possibility in the subject is a
requisite for the existence of each of the two kinds of change, inasmuch
as that which is impossible cannot come to be.?? He also found among
the requisites of these two kinds of change that that from which the
change proceeds and that toward which it goes are either contraries or
that which is between contraries.?* And these contraries belong to the .

21

22

23
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The term 71yn (non-being), which may apply to absolute or accidental non-
being, must refer to accidental non-being in this passage. Cf, Physics 1,8, 191b,
13-17.

Averroes writes in his Long Commentary on Physics 1, com. 70, Vol. 1V, 41r, D
(cf. com. 67, Vol. IV, 40r, A): **...forma est principium per se, privatio est
principium per accidens....”

For a full discussion of the function of pu1j &v, ““non-being,” or, what is the same,
atépnoig, “privation,” in the process of change, cf. Physics 1, 8-9.

mwox, posse. The underlying Greek term is duvapig. Two medieval Hebrew
terms reflect this Greek term: n3, potentia,and nMWOR, posse. One meaning of
the Greek term is: a certain predisposition toward actuality, évépyeia. The
actuality may come to bein the thing, or it may not come to be. This is called n3,
“potentiality.” The other meaning of 8Svapig is: a certain rightness of
condition which allows the potentiality to become actual. Thisis called n1wbx,
“*possibility,” and its opposite is “impossibility.” Cf. Wolfson, Crescas, pp.
690-693, n. 2.

Since our passage concludes “for that which is impossible cannot come to be,”
it seems that Averroes had in mind the second kind of &bvaug, i.e.
“possibility.” However, Toledanus and Jandunus in their commentaries
understand posse in the sense of potentia, n>. Since “potentiality” asa factor of
change is nowhere discussed in the present section it seems justifiable to
interpret posse as “potentiality” as well as **possibility.”

Jandunus comments on the relation of potentiality to actuality as follows (34a,
D): “...nihil per se vadit ad actum, sed per aliquid existens in actu, et sic
simpliciter actus praecedit potentiam, verumtamen in eodem prius est aliquid in
potentia antequam sit in actu, et sic potentia praecedit actum: et sic
necessarium est, quod posse praecedat esse in subiecto,” *...nothing is
actualized through itself, but it is actualized only through something else
existing in actuality. In this way actuality precedes potentiality in an absolute
sense. However, in respect to the one, underlying subject, something exists in
potentiality before it exists in actuality. In this way it is necessary that
possibility precedes actuality in the subject.” Cf. also Aristotle, Metaphysics
IX, 8, 1049b, 17-29. .

Change may take place in two ways: (1) between two contraries (Physics 1, 5
and 7), or (2) between a contrary and a property lying between two contraries
(Physics 1,5, 188b, 21-23; V, 5,229b, 14-21). A change from black to whiteisan
example of the first kind of change, a change from black to gray an example of
the second kind.
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same genus?* and they are reducible to the primary contraries, namely,
privation and form.*

But concerning those things in which the two kinds of change differ, he
found that the change that individuals undergo with respect to their
substances requires that the subject should not be something existing in

24

25

Narboni, giving two examples—one of accidental and one of substantial
change —comments (167v, 1): TIVIM ,Yy¥102 X MOV 10D [2%0 W5 7387
YR W DWRA AN, “Averroes means to say: for example, when white
changes to black or to an intermediate color, or when the privation of the form
of fire changes to fire.”

Jandunus writes (34b, A): **._.and it is necessary, therefore, that change takes
place from one contrary to another contrary. But these contraries can be either
perfect (perfecta) contraries or imperfect ones (non perfecta). Perfect contrarics
are those which are farthest apart (maxime distant) such as white and black,
sweet and bitter and such extremes among which change occurs. Imperfect
contraries are those which have some kind of contraricty (aliquid
contrarietatis), such as an intermediate with an extreme.”

That contraries belong to the same genus is shown by Aristotle in Metaphysics
X, 4, 10554, 3-10; X, 8, 1058a, 9-13. That intermediates are in the same genus as
their contraries (cf. previous note) is shown by him in Metaphysics X, 7, 1057a,
18-30.

That the first contraries are otépnoig, “privation,” and eldog, *“form,” is
shown by Aristotle in Metaphysics X11, 2, 1069b, 32-34; XII, 4, 1070b, 18-21.
All particular contraries, as white and black for example, are subsumed under
this general classification. Other pairs of terms applied to the first contraries
are: v, **being,” and pij 8v, “non-being” (Metaphysics 1V, 2, 1004b, 27-28),
and otépnotg, “privation,” and &g, “‘positive state” (Meraphysics X, 4, 1055a,
33-38).

Jandunus, using a mixture of the Aristotelian terminology, comments (34b, A):
“...and ...this contrariety can be reduced to a primary contrariety which is
non-being (non esse), i.e., privation (privatio), and positive state (habitus).”
The argument of the present passage, according to Jandunus, proceeds as
follows (34b, C-D): if we assume that the subject possesses a substantial formin
virtue of which it is a subject and if we imagine that it also possesses a second
substantial form in virtue of which it is a particular substance—other than a
subject—for example, the form of the element earth, air, etc., then two
possible alternatives follow: (1) the substantial form in virtue of which it is a
subject must be déstroygd and give way to the new substantial form, earth for
example, or (2) two substantial forms are present in actuality in the subject. The
former alternative is absurd because it implies that something can come to be
from nothing, thelatter because a substantial form determines a thing uniquely.
Thus, it follows that something cannot have more than one substantial formin
actuality,
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actuality 2 and that it should not have a form in virtue of which it would
become a substance. For if it had a form through which it became a
substance, it could not receive the other forms except by destruction of
this first form, for one form can only have one subject.” And if the
subject were also a simple substance existing in actuality, it could not be
passive and not receptive, for that which is actual cannot, insofar as it is
actual, be the recipient of something else actual.?® Therefore, the nature
of that subject that receives the substantial forms, that is to say, the
subject called prime matter,? is the nature of the potential, thatis to say,
being potential is the essential differentia® of prime matter [as a

26 Narboni comments (167v, 1): L1WD W3Y3 BYW Y¥o3 X¥M A%, “*In complete
actuality in virtue of its own essence simply.”

27 IR Xwn K5R noAR ansd PR 2, unam enim formam habere nisi unum subiectum
impossibile est. This somewhat awkward phrase is found in all the Hebrew
manuscripts and in the Latin texts ¥ ,p ,¥. However, text 3 and the marginal
summary in @ have the smoother reading: *‘unum subiectum habere plusquam
unam formam impossibile est.”

Jandunus, who had before him the first version of this passage, sensed its
awkwardness and commented (34b, C): *...si subiectum transmutationis
substantialis haberet formam de se in actu, nullam reciperet cuius declaratio
est, quia impossibile est quod unum subiectum habeat nisi unam formam
substantialem, et e converso una forma substantialis non est nisi unius subiecti.”
Having stated (1) that the subject of substantial change cannot be something
existing in actuality, and (2) that this subject cannot have a form in virtue of
which. it would become a substance, Averroes proceeds to prove the latter
proposition in the present passage and the former proposition in the succeeding
passage.

Narboni explains the phrase TR K1 898 nAR AMx? X 3, “*for one form can
only have one subject,” by saying (167v, 1), that the form can only inhere ina
sdbject, i.e., not in something composed of matter and form (0¥ "1 8% 737
aMY). For if that subject, i.e., prime matter, were composed of matter and form
it would be subject to generation and corruption in virtue of itself and thus, in
turn, prime matter would require another subject. The same argument would
apply to this new subject and the chain of subjects would go on to infinity. This
is false: >n%a YR 7o ,RwN 2 1AM 03V TODI ANT PWRIT DIAR LIS ORI
pw an aon,

28 This argument shows that the subject does not exist in actuality.

29 pwxIA am PwRIR w0, Literally: “prime matter and first hyle.”

30 nxy9720, differentia substantialis. This term is not used in its technical sensc
in this passage, i.e., matter is not defined as “‘being in potentiality” where
“being” is the genus and “potentiality” the differentia. For, as Aristotle points
out, “being” is not a genus. Cf. Metaphysics V111, 6, 1045a, 36-1045b, 7.
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subject]. Therefore, prime matter has no proper form nor does it havea
nature existing in actuality, but its essence is to be only potential. It is for
this reason that it can receive all forms.

But ! the difference that there is between the potentiality through which
this subject becomes a substance and between the nature of the subject
that becomes a substance through this potentiality consists in this,
namely, that the term potentiality is predicated only in relation to form

31

Averroes states this as follows: *...et accidit substantiae eius, ut sit in potentia
omnes formae: non quod potentia eius est in substantia, ita quod sit pars
definitionis...,” *...and it belongs to the substance of matter, that it is
potentially all forms. However, potentiality is not *in’ the substance in such a
manner that it would be a part of a definition..."” (Long Commentary on Physics
I, com. 70, Vol. 1V, 4Ir, E).

Jandunus, aware of this point, comments that *“potentiality is as (quasi) the
substantial difference of the subject.”

Averroes has the following in mind: being is divided into *potentiality’ and
“actuality.” Cf. Metaphysics V, 7, 1017a, 35-1017b,9; IX, 1. It has been shown
in the preceding passage that prime matter is not something existing in
actuality. Therefore, it must be something existing in potentiality.

The text of the present passage, which is corrupt in the Hebrew manuscripts,
was reconstructed from the Latin texts and from a parallel passage in the Long
Commentary on Physics (1, com. 70, Vol. 1V, 41r, E-F). In these two passages
Averroes shows that a distinction must be made between the nature of prime
matter, potentiality, and prime matter considered as a subject in the category of
substance.

In the Long Commentary on Physics Averroes presents two arguments in
support of the latter proposition: if prime matter were identical with
potentiality, its nature, then (1) prime matter would be destroyed when a given
potentiality is actualized; and (2) prime matter would only be in the category of
relation, while, in truth, it must also be in the category of substance. The
argument of the present passage is identical with the second of these arguments.
Averroes’ text in the Long Commentary on Physics reads: “D. d. et quid est
subjectum, i. et modus essentiae eius est, quod non est demonstratum in actu,
sed est quasi medium inter non esse simpliciter et esse in actu. Et accidit
substantiae eius ut sit in potentia omnes formae: non quod potentia eius est in
substantia, ita quod sit pars definitionis, quoniam, si potentia esset in
substantia eius, tunc esse eius destrueretur ablatione potentiac et praesentia
formae in actu, s. formae, ad quam habebat potentiam ut reciperet: et
universaliter, si potentia esset in substantia eius, tunc substantia eius
corumperetur apud generationem, ct esset in praedicamento ad aliquid non in
praedicamento -substantiae. Ex his igitur patet quod istud subiectum est
substantia non potentia, neque privatio: pars enim substantiac est

* substantia....”
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line 55 [and hence this subject should belong to the category of relation], while
the subject is one of those beings that exist in virtue of themselves,* the
substances whereof exist in potentiality [and hence this subject should
belong to the category of substance]. Therefore,* [since the nature of
prime matter is to be only potential,] it is difficult to conceive of it*
except in relation to something else, as Aristotle has already pointed
out.¥
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Text p has the additional phrase: **hoc autem subiectum est elementum unum
aeternum existentium per se,” **but this subject is an eternal clement of those
things which exist by themselves”. In texts ©,3, this addition reads; *‘et
elementum unum aeternum existentium per se.” In text ¥, as in the Hebrew
versions, the additional phrase is lacking.

199, Literally: **And therefore.” Averroes now returns to his earlier discussion
that to be potential is the nature of prime matter.

13, This Hebrew term can refer to either conception by the intellect or
conception by the imagination. The Latin intellegere vel imaginari takes the
term in both of these senses. However, the interpretation intellegere seems to be
preferable, since **matter” is an object of conception by the intellect rather than
conception by the imagination. Cf. the following note, and Wolfson, Crescas, p.
519, n. 21.

Aristotle writes (Physics 1, 7, 191a, 7-12): 1} &'Oroxeipévn @daig Emotnty
kat'dvaroyiav, *The underlying nature is an object of scientific knowledge by
an analogy.” “For as the bronze is to the statue, the wood to the bed, or the
matter and the formless before receiving form to anything that has form, so is
the underlying nature to substance, that is, the ‘this’ or existent.” For a
comment on the text of this passage, cf. W.D. Ross, Aristotle's Physics (Oxford,
1936), text and p. 494, on 191a, 10.

Averroes comments on this passage: “Et ista natura quac est subiecta
substantiae non potest intelligi per se, cum non sit aliquid in actu habens
quiditatem, sed intelligitur secundum comparationem propter latentiam suae
substantiae. Et ideo, cum voluerimus dare substantiam eius, dicimus ipsam esse
illud cuius proportio ad substantiam est sicut proportio cupri ad idolum aut
ligni ad scamnum,” **And this nature that is the underlying subject of substance
[that is, prime matter] cannot be conceived by the intellect {as it is]in itself, for it
is not something in actuality having an essence. But it is to be understood by
means of a comparison in accordance with the latency [potentiality] of its
substance. Thus if we want to give the essence of prime matter we say that prime
matter is that, the relation of which to substance is as the relation of copper to
the statue and wood to the bench’ (Long Commentary on Physics 1, com. 69,
Vol. 1V, 40v, I-K).

Narboni comments that it is difficult to conceive prime matter since it lacks a
nature proper to it (WX¥Y2 W2 NON), i.e., a form existing in actuality (168r, 1).
Since knowledge can only be of something actual, prime matter can be known
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When Aristotle observed * that the substantial forms?’ are divisible in
virtue of the divisibility of this subject — and divisibility belongs to this
subject only insofar as it possesses quantity — he understood that the
three dimensions,* called “body,” are the first thing existing in this
subject. And when he found that all forms have these three dimensions
in common, while each form is distinguished by having a determinate

36

37

38

only through an analogy: as a particular matter (wood) is to a particular form
(box), so is prime matter to all forms. The difference between the parts of the
analogy is that when the particular matter (wood) loses its form (box), the
matter stiil has a form of its own, while, when prime matter loses its form, no
other substantial form remains (377¥3 723 WK ,NINVRT ANER X WNT 000 D
NN DA KII IRA OR pra one Y9321 .MM 93 PR PRI aming one xan ,mamn
Y 1% N WNAR 22 P2 Y13 PRI DIYY XWX 0D, mmiya Yo YR pwn
AWM ANV AVRYA AN YYI RIT LIRT ANSA VIV OR LpYT D 033
WYY VIWD DYV WIBKY MWD NURII).

Jandunus (34c, H-34d, E) produces the same argument.

The analysis of the composition of natural bodies, that is, the four elements,
shows that *‘divisibility” is the ultimate common property of these bodies.
Now, bodies are divisible in virtue of possessing “indeterminate three-
dimensionality” (&°2231 *nban nwbwa opnann). This “indeterminate three-
dimensionality” is the *“form” of prime matter.

*Determinate quantity* (3221 m»d), like any other accident, belongs to a body
only after the body has acquired a substantial form. Analytically speaking,
then, prime matter, according to Averroes, receives quantity and form in the
following order: first, the “indeterminate three dimensions,” then the
substantial form, and, finally, the determinate dimensions that accompany the
substantial form, This order contains an implicit disagreement with Avicenna
who maintains that no quantity of any kind can belong to matter until matter
possesses a substantial form. Thus, Avicenna’s order is : corporeal form (which
is different from indeterminate three-dimensionality), substantial form,
dimensionality. Cf. above, n. 7.

Averroes distinguishes between two forms of an element: (1) the substantial
form (N*R3Ya ANMEA) or specific form (N**n7 7N37); and (2) the corporeal form
(Npwan aMER).

According to Narboni (168v, 2), these two forms are distinguished as follows:
¥ YW 77T DYTIRM AWK A0 ,NPPHT MMXT DRV MMEI A3
DXYNI 712 3,712 DWA RP02) DWW DPawa, “the term ‘substantial forms® refers
to the ‘specific forms’ as, for example, the form ‘fire’ and the form ‘air.’ Now, in
virtue of the ‘corporeal form® somethingis a body, while in virtue of the *specific
form® it is a definite body, for in virtue of the specific form it becomes a
substance.”

Le., the indeterminate three dimensions.
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quantity of them,* he knew that the indeterminate dimensions become
determinate and the ultimate dimensions in actuality only after the
substantial forms become inherent in the subject, the case being the
same as that of the other accidents which exist in actuality. For Aristotle
also observed that the respective subjects of all accidents are individual
substances existing in actuality, namely, they are those actual individual
substances concerning whose nature it is clear that they are composed of
forms and of a subject existing in potentiality.

From the fact that the subject receives transitory accidents Aristotle
also adduced proof that the subject is not a simple thing, for if it were
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The form of each of the four elements, earth, water, air and fire, is accompanied
by a definite quantity of dimensions. However, for any given element, this
quantity of dimension has a range delimited by a maximum and a minimum. Cf.
below, n. 43.

Jandunus comments (35a, A): “Notandum, ..., quod sicut unaqueque forma
habet qualitates determinatas, ita habet quantitatem determinatam ad
minimum et ad maximum...,” “It isto be noted, ..., that just as every form has
determinate qualities, so does it have a quantity determined toward a minimum
and toward a maximum.”

In stating that the dimensions of each substantial form are determined toward a
maximum and minimum, Averroes has the followingin mind: let it be assumed
that a given substantial form (air, for example) inheres in a certain part of prime
matter. Now when this element (air) composed of the substantial form and
prime matter is heated, its dimensions begin to expand. But the element retains
the same substantial form. Therefore, the elements and their underlying matter
can undergo an increase and a decrease in their dimensions without there being
added to them something from the outside or without there being something
taken away from them, that is, the elements and their matter are elastic.
The source of this discussion appears to be Physics 1V, 9, 217a, 26-33, where
Aristotle writes: “The same matter also serves for both a large and a small
body. This is evident: for when airis produced from water, the same matter has
become something different, not by acquiring an addition to it, but it has
become actually what it was potentially, and, again, water is produced from air
in the same way, the change being sometimes from smallness to greatness, and
sometimes from greatness to smallness. Similarly, therefore, if air that is largein
extent comes to have a smaller volume, or becomes greater from being smaller,
it is the matter that is potentially both that comes to be each of the two.” Fora
parallel discussion, cf. De Generatione et Corruptione, 1, 5, 321a, 9-13, and
Averroes, Middle Commentary on De Generatione et Corruptione 1, Part V,
chap. 2, Hebrew (ed. S. Kurland): p. 25, line 76-p. 26, line 79; English (trans.
Kurland): p. 31, lines 16-24, and p. 162, n. 18; Latin (ed. F. H. Fobes): p. 44,
lines 1-7. ' o ’
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actually simple, it would be impossible for it to receive accidents. For
passivity toward the reception of something is contrary to the actual
possession of it.® And as regards the existence of the indeterminate
dimensions,* which all forms have in common, he understood that
prime matter is never denuded of these indeterminate dimensions, for if
prime matter were ever denuded of them, then body would come from
non-body and dimension from non-dimension and the corporeal form
would change from one contrary state to another and it would come
upon the subject in successive and changing stages, as is the case with
the substantial forms.*

All this is in agreement with what appears through sense perception.
Thus, by way of an example, when the calefactory form operates in
water, water undergoes an increase in its dimensions* and these
dimensions approach the dimensions of air. Now, when water has
reached the greatest quantity of dimensions which may exist in water,
the subject divests itself of the form of water and of the maximum
quantity of dimensions proper to water and it receives the form of air
and the quantity of dimensions proper to the reception of the form of
air. The reverse takes place when the frigorific form operates in air, that
is, the dimensions of air do not cease shrinking until the subject has

40 Cf. Hebrew text, lines 48-50. The argument of this passage shows that prime
matter cannot be simple in actuality, but that it must always possess a
substantial form. Jandunus (35a, C) takes it to be a continuation of the
preceding discussion that the determinate dimensions are subsequent to the
substantial form. For, since the subject receives changing accidents, it cannot be
simple, but must be composed of matter and a substantial form. Thus, the
substantial form is prior to any accident.

41  According to Jandunus (35b, C-D) the following passage contains two proofs
that prime matter never exists without the indeterminate dimensions. For if it
did, he argues, then duringa process of change (1) one body would cease to exist
and a new body would come to be from nothing, or (2) there would exist many
corporeal forms which would change into one another. The first supposition is
absurd since “ex nihilo nihil fit"; the second, because the assumed corporeal
forms would be contraries. Corporeity, however, cannot be a contrary since
contraries are active, while corporeity is passive. Cf. Toledanus, p. 77, lines 17-
21. ;

42 The substantial forms, unlike the corporeal form, can change into one another
and thus they are contraries.

43  Each of the four elements has a range of dimensions bounded by a maximum
and a minimum dimension. Cf. above, n. 39.
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line 77 divested itself of the form of air, and the form of water has come to be.
But as for the absolute dimensions, and those are the dimensions to
which we apply the term “body” in its absolute sense, prime matter
never divests itself of them, as it never divests itself of the rest of the
accidents common to all of those bodies that change into their contrary,
or to two or more of them, an example of the latter case being the
property of transparency, which fire and air have in common.
Inasmuch # as the form of the indeterminate three dimensions is the first
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56

13 VI ... APAW Y. The argument of this passage is meant to show that the
substantial forms, that is, the forms of the four elements, are contraries,
However, the text is difficult and there is a considerable difference between the
Hebrew and the Latin versions.

According to Narboni’s interpretation of the Hebrew text (169r, 1-2) the
substantial forms are contraries because they succeed one another in prime
matter, and they succeed one another because: (1) two substantial forms
cannot inhere simultaneously in the same quantitatively determined part of
prime matter; (2) prime matter cannot simultaneously be free of the form that is
destroyed and that which produces destruction; and (3) the form that comes to
be must come to be through an agent that brings it from potentiality to
actuality. For the details of Narboni’s argument, cf. below, nn. 45-49.

The Latin of this passage reads: “Et quia illa forma, scilicet forma dimensionis
non terminatae existit in prima materia primitus, et succedit sibi in ea [for
correction of this text, cf. below, n. 46], cum sit impossibile hoc subiectum
recipiens duas earum in existentia terminatae quantitatis, ideo impossibile esta
subiécto denudare formam, vel subiectum denudari a forma, nisi per formae
destructionem. Nec est etiam possibile ipsam fieri in subiecto, nisi per agens
extrahens illam de potentia in actu, Unde necesse est has formas esse contrarias
adeo, quod altera corrumpat suam contrariam, et subiectum reciperet formam
similem.”

Commenting on this Latin text, Jandunus writes (35d, E-F): *...dicit, quod
ista forma interminatae dimensionis, i. dimensiones interminatae, quae
appellantur ab aliquibus formae corporeitatis, existunt primo in materia prima,
dimensiones autem terminatae succedunt sibi invicem in materia, cum
impossibile sit formas substantiales, quae habent proprios terminos et
distinctos suarum quantitatum simul existens in eadem portione materiae, ideo
impossibile est unam formam substantialem denudare a subiecto, vel
subiectum denudari a formasubstantiali nisi per corruptionem formae illius...,
nec etiam possibile est fieri in hoc subiecto nisi per agens extrahens illam de
potentia in actum. Et ideo necesse est formas substantiales esse contrarias, ita
quod altera corrumpit alteram cui succedit vel agens generans unam formam
corrumpit alium prius existentem, et tunc subiectum recipit formam similem, s.
ipsi agenti,” *...he [Averroes] states that this form of indeterminate
dimension, that is the indeterminate dimensions, which are called by some the
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form residing in prime matter,* [one substantial form]* comes upon it
in succession to another [only] as a result of change — seeing that it is
not possible for this quantitatively indeterminate matter to receive two
of the four substantial forms [simultaneously] in one and the same
abode of determinate quantity, nor is it possible that both, the
substantial form that is being destroyed and its contrary, the successive
substantial form that is destroying, should be without prime matter as
their subject,* nor is it possible that the form that comes to be as a
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form of corporeity, exist first in prime matter, while the determinate dimensions
succeed one another in prime matter, inasmuch as it is impossible that the
substantial forms that have proper and distinct limits belonging to their
quantities should simultaneously exist in the same portion of prime matter. For
this reason it is impossible to strip a substantial form from the primary subject
or to remove that subject from a substantial form, except by destruction of that
substantial form.... Nor again is it possible that the substantial form that
succeeds the one that is destroyed should come to be in this subject except
through an agent that brings it from potentiality to actuality. And, therefore,
the substantial forms must by necessity be contraries such that one substantial
form destroys that other that it succeeds or that the agent that brings one form
into being destroys another form that existed before, as a result of which the
subject receives a similar form, that is a form that is similar to that agent.”

Narboni explains (169r, 1): iM% 21032 Y030 X2 NWRI I0I0T DLW R? 2 9™
nwinnn® nnvp Rwn Yax neva, Yie., ... prime matter does not divest itself of
the indeterminate three dimensions nor does it cease to exist when any one
substantial form ceases to exist, but it remains fixed for the form that is
generated.”

DXV AR, forma substantialis. This term, which is lacking in all the versions,
has been supplied from Narboni’s commentary, the text of which reads (169r,
1): PRYYA ANIT AXT A0 T80 IpYa vHY KEm LR X,

Le., if one substantial form, earth for example, subsists in a given part of prime
matter and thus imposes upon that part of prime matter the dimensions proper
to it (earth), then another substantial form, water for example, cannot subsist
simultaneously in the same quantitatively determined part of prime matter.
Narboni comments (169r, 1): > 122 2237 pra A3, %3310 0K 12WH3 10K
I MR W 193 PHY 1R WK R TDIRA I MEdm ]wmn. For the term
Pwn, J#, cf. Wolfson, Crescas, p. 577, n. 15.

T80 X1 ODRMN han JoDan 5% nobina amixn. KUNan 0Ny 3N IWDK OX,

Narboni interprets this passage as if it were 1M¥R RWNT D1 7IPW IWDR X
1o X TospMm Ban 1007 YR on. He writes (1691, 2): 'R 13 10931 ,7%. ..

2 AP nvn om L2037 RT0DAM NIV aNEAR DY RN P WBKR
aNET wab wsya » np':nonn TSR ORI IWING LW 13 WK a0Y IR
nR 921 .MAY N pATNT IR AN NP3 PwRILR] *Yran A &Y oxy .aY nbapna
7pw onn, “...By this he means that it is impossible that the subject be free
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successor to the one that is destroyed should be generated in the subject
except through an agent which brings it from potentiality to
actuality “—it follows from these considerations that the substantial
forms must be contraries so that each one of them at some time destroys
its contrary,® the result being that the subject receives a form similar to
the one bringing about the destruction.*! Thus, the forms of the elements
are contraries and they reside in a single subject. Therefore we say that
things undergoing change are in some respect contrary and in some
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simultaneously from the form that ceases to exist and from the one that brings
about [its] destruction, which is a contrary, this latter form being the one that
takes the place of the former. For in the same instant in which prime matter
strips off the form that ceases to be, in the very same instant [actually he means
‘in the very next instant’] it puts on the form that it receives. If this were not the
case, either prime matter would be without form or two instants would overlap,
and each of these assumptions is false.”

Narboni comments (169r, 2): nyan% 19w nva 8% Yapnb prw an asv...
SR 1377 Y3pn 1370w VYT TWKRD VMK ,TWT 13 MR 10,157 13T IR MRED
nY Yax ,poo %3 19 y2an Y21pnn MRYHY VIVDY YT DXT LYDIIN VY I R WA
VIDLIY MY R¥NI DY IPNDY VYT IWRD BNIX .Y R ,MIRED MWDR LIdYY
X321 "YYW, ... he means to say, the reason [that an agent is needed] is that
nothing belongs to the recipient [that is, prime matter]except to be prepared for
the attainment of the existence of that thing [that is, the substantial form that is
generated]. Therefore, as Averroes states, when we know that something may
be the recipient of something else, we have no right to infer on the basis of this
knowledge that that which is received will undoubtedly come upon the
recipient, but we only may decide upon the possibility of its existence, no more.
But when we know that there exists the perfect agent for the production of that
which is received, we have the right to decide that that which is produced by this
agent must also exist.”

Cf. Aristotle, De Generatione et Corruptione II, 4, 331a, 12-23.

Literally: *“...and that the subject receives in itself a form similar to it.”
Toledanus (p. 86, lines 15-16): **...et quod subiectum recipiat formam similem
forme corrumpentis quod est agens,” *‘...and that the subject receives a form
that is similar to the form that brings about destruction, and this [form]is the
agent.” ¥ ' Co-

Jandunus (35d, F): *...et tunc subiectum recipit formam similem, scilicet, ipsi
agenti,” **...and the subject receives a similar form, i.c., [a form] similar to the
agent.” - ;

In accordance with the Latin version of this phrase (*‘et subiectum recipiat
formam similem"), I'changed the Hebrew text to 12 a1 Amzn xwni Yapn.
The Hebrew manuscripts in the best version have the reading: Rz Toom
712 Ao, “the result being that there is destroyed in the subject a form similar to
it”, - . ’
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respect similar.’ It follows as a corollary that if there exist simple
bodies** whose forms have no contraries, it will necessarily be true in
regard to these forms that they are not generated or corruptible and that
they do not possess a common subject.

All this being as we have described, it should be clear to you that the
cause of the destruction and the generation of existing things is the
contrariety belonging to their forms. As for the common subject, it has
no proper form,* but it is potentially receptive of enumeration that is
applicable to forms differing in species and also of enumeration that is
applicable to forms differing in number or that is according to the
distinction between great and small.’

52 According to Narboni (169r, 2), things undergoing change are similar in that
they have the same underlying subject and they differ in that the form
producing the change is different from the form changed. Narboni adds that the
two respective forms must be the same in genus, but different in species: A3
©'0%nn» , 2102 0'HINM DYYBNEMM DYYMIBAW *BY TN D2 KNI XD AT 183
PR3
Jandunus interprets (35d, H): *...nam passiva sunt in principio contraria
agenti, in fine vero similia...,” *...for the things undergoing change are in the
beginning of the change contrary to the agent, but in the end similarto it....”

53 Narboni (169r, 2): o™»pwa owwan a3, “ie., the heavenly bodies™;
Jandunus (36a, A): “...ut sunt formae caelestes,” *‘i.e., the heavenly forms.”

54 Narboni (169r, 2): 1n3Y3 137, *“he means to say [it has no proper form] in
virtue of itself.”

55 Prime matter, which has the indeterminate dimensions as its immediate form,
can receive quantitative determination, that is, the determinate dimensions, in
two ways: (1) if there inhere two or more of the forms of the four elements, that
is to say, forms differing in species, in a given part of prime matter, then the
dimensions of that part of prime matter are determined by the sum of the
respective dimensions proper to each of these forms; (2) if there inheres only
one of the forms of the four elements in a given part of prime matter, then the
dimensions of that part of prime matter are determined by the dimensions
proper to this one form. These latter dimensions, in turn, are determined in two
ways: (a) according to discrete quantity, that is, according to the number of
*‘units” of that single form that are present in a given part of prime matter; and
(b) according to continuous quantity, that is, according to the position that this
form has within the range of dimensions possible for. it.

The phrase Jupm M7 A" WK presents difficulties of interpretation,
especially since in the subsequent passage (Hebrew text, lines 96-97) Averroes
omits it from his enumeration of the ways in which prime matter may become
quantitatively determined. As my interpretation shows, I took this phrase as
referring to an earlier passage of the text in-which-Averroes states that the
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The reason for all this* is that this subject first receives the
indeterminate three dimensions that are susceptible of division, and
that it is potentially many.” For if the subject did not possess the
indeterminate dimensions, it could not receive simultaneously, that is,
in different parts of itself, either those forms that differ in number or
those forms that differ in species, but there would exist in it % only one
form at a given time. On the other hand, if matter, despite being one in
number, were not potentially many, then it would never have been
denuded of that form of which it happened to be the recipient and that
form would have been in the very essence of that underlying matter, so
that it would be impossible that that underlying matter should be

dimensions proper to a given form of the four elements may fall within a range
of dimensions limited by maximum and minimum dimensions, depending on
the physical conditions under which this element exists (Hebrew text, lines 72-
77; cf. above, n. 39).

The Latin versions have et quae sit secundum maius et minus. Jandunus taking
the phrase as if it were ez quae sint... refers it to the preceding formas diversas.
Thus he comments (36a, C): *“...i. materia prima, quae est in potentia ad
omnes formas nullam habet de se, sed est recipiens numerum secundum
diversas formas numero et specie: et secundum diversas formas secundum
magis et minus, i. quod ipsa materia prima est recipiens numerum per formas
diversas secundum magis perfectum et minus perfectum: cuiusmodi sunt
formae simplicium et mixtorum,” “...i.e.,, prime matter that exists in
potentiality toward all forms, without having any form of its own, but it
receives numerable quantity in accordance with forms differing in number and
species, and in accordance with forms differing according to more and less, i.e.,
that this prime matter receives numerable quantity through forms that differ in
that they are more and less perfect. Forms of this kind are those of simple and
mixed things.”

56 Narboni (169r, 2): »wRmM »1u3 Y73 ,nnna a1 Y3 103112p 087, “i.e., that the
subject receives potentially all this enumeration, i.e., the specific and the
particular.”

Toledanus (p. 90, lines 13-14): *“quia contraria transmutant et corrumpant
se...,” *‘i.e., that the contraries transform and destroy one another....”
Jandunus (36a, D): “scilicet, quod hoc subjectum est in potentia recipiens
formas diversas in numero et specie,” *“i.e., that this subject receives potentially
the forms differing in number and species.”

According to the argument that follows, Jandunus’ formulation is the best.

57 le., that it potentially receives many substantial forms.

58 Narboni (169v, 1): w7 *%1°a Y3 P2 A%, “ie., in the whole prime matter”
(the same interpretation is found in Toledanus and Jandunus, ad /oc.).
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completely denuded of its form or that it should lose this form and tinc 100
obtain another.”

Inasmuch ® as this subject receives many forms simultaneously only in

virtue of having received the three dimensions first, it is clear that if this

subject were to possess only one form continuously, it would be
numerically one in an absolute manner® and no multiplicity could be in

59 Taccepted the text of the Latin versions: *“aut corrumperetur illa forma, et alia
forma-generaretur.” The Hebrew text of the manuscripts, which has the two
verbs of this phrase in the active instead of the passive, reads: M%7 100w X7
% B»p1 %A, In the case of the first verb of the phrase, the Hebrew translator
took the underlying Arabic i —which, read as a first form, has a passive
sense, and, read as a fourth form, an active sense—as active. Similarly, in the
case of the second verb, he may have misread an underlying 383 (passive) as
35S (active). The Hebrew text of the De Substantia Orbis contains a number of
other passages in which the Hebrew translator took an Arabic active as passive
and vice versa, or in which he appears to have misread an Arabic word. For
examples, see above, chap. 1, n, 5; below, chap. 2, nn. 27, 37; chap. 4, n. 21;
chap. 5, n. 15. For a discussion of the problem of mistranslations, cf. my
Introduction, above, p. 24.

60 This passage introduces Averroes’ polemic against Avicenna’s argument, that
“form" must precede “dimension" in prime matter. Averroes shows here that,
on the contrary, ‘“‘indeterminate three-dimensionality”’ must precede “form.”

61 vbnn3 DOD2 TR XMW FIRNT2 MAR ANF ’YK 73p° XY DR XUNAW wana. This
reading, based on the Latin texts, is preferable to the reading of the Hebrew
manuscripts, which is: M 7 1EAN2 PAR ANY XOR P3P XY XMW wann
+.."1ID0BI INR BR RWAWY. It is possible that the text of the Hebrew manuscripts
is due to a scribal error, for if the phrases AW IX3n7 and DR RWNAW IR of
the Hebrew manuscripts are exchanged, almost the exact reading of the Latin
will result.

Narboni explains the just-cited text of the Hebrew manuscripts as follows
(169v, 1-2): AR K*M A3V .TIBAN3 AR TNE KOKR P3P KD XKW X307 MR
Yy 977, amEa phnm R 22220 N 94 0w RPN R UK RWIN
PYANM2 12 MW aMET PARNM L NINR MY IR PYR AR A Yapr uen phnw
e Yap* ’%1 .a%An Mnan Y2p*w AR NAMYHY ND3N0M 12 RUWSRR XN NKR
XY 1% 90 90k 12 opmni *3 Yaban pxy onm bom phnm jupm iR Xoan
PRUN LYmnravoona NN [ox xunanw '7’3] DRWNY IRINT i1 AR IR AN ,07p
131 M1 13, “““it is clear that the subject receives only one form always’, i.e., the
corporeal form that is indeterminate three-dimensionality. And this subject is
divisible in virtue of the substantial form since part of the subject receives one
substantial form, while another part of it receives some other substantial form,
and the corporeal form that resides in the subject is divided by the division of
the subject, for the corporeal form is spread throughout the subject, and
entangled and intermixed with it, inasmuch as the subject-receives quantity
first. And this corporeal form does not receive the attributes of more and less,
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it at all, either potentially or actually. Furthermore, this subject would
not be divisible by a form, nor would that one form which has been
assumed to reside in it be divisible by the division of the subject. The
reason for all these conclusions would be that the subject does not
receive the indeterminate quantity prior to receiving the form. Forif the
subject were to receive this indeterminate quantity first, it would be
divisible by the substantial form, and the substantial form, in turn,
would be divisible by its division, that is to say, by the division of the
subject, and the activities of this form would be finite in accordance with
the finiteness of the quantity proper to it,®? and the form would be
capable of receiving the distinction of great and small and part and
whole.

Now,* if there existed here below a form that does not receive the
distinction of great and small and is not divisible by division of its
subject and of which the subject is not divisible by division of that
form — wherein by the expression ‘“division of form™ I mean the
diversification of it % — it is evident that the primary dimensions would
not settle upon the subject belonging to this form nor would those
primary dimensions exist in it until after the form has settled upon it,
and when I use the term “after” I have in mind posteriority in respect to
existence, not posteriority in respect to time.* The case of the primary

and those of part and whole. The opposite is the case in respect to the substance
of the celestial sphere, for in it the dimensions are subsequent upon the form
and they are not priorto it. Therefore Averroes continues: *‘Anditis clear that if
the subject were numerically one inan absolute manner and it would containnio
multiplicity’ etc.” '

62 Since, according to the argument, the substantial form inheres in the body in
virtue of the indeterminate three dimensions, the substantial form will be finite
in accordance with the finiteness of the body., A finite form can produce onlya
finite activity. Cf. Jandunus, ad loc.

63 The following argument is the converse of that of the preceding paragraph.

64 nobAnRA, That is, if it is assumed that the subject is not divided by possessing a
number of units of that one form which has been assumed to’exist in it. Cf.
Hebrew text, lines 91 ff., and above, n. 55.

The underlying Arabic term was probably g% 4

65 12 0% R RS mryan Y R Y™, Et intelligo post secundum esse, non post
secundum tempus. This reading is found in MSS 1,8, and in all the Latin texts. In
its place, or in addition to it, the remaining Hebrew manuscripts have the rather
awkward phrase ™ID11 »pRIDI’ NIR'ZNI TWR DPRINN Y, According to
Narboni’s interpretation this Hebrew phrase and the passage in which it occurs
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dimensions would then be like the case of all the accidents existing in
prime matter, that is, the primary dimensions would exist in prime
matter only insofar as prime matter possesses a form existing in
actuality.

For this reason Avicenna thought that the case of the three dimensions
which exist in matter absolutely, that is to say, the [three] indeterminate
dimensions, is the same as the case of the determinate dimensions in it.
And he asserts that it is impossible but that a primary form settle upon
the primary matter prior to the settlement upon it of the primary
dimensions.® And many absurdities follow from this view. Among

66

would have to be translated **... it is evident that the primary dimensions would
not settle upon the subject belonging to this form nor would dimensions (I have
in mind those dimensions whose dimensionality is temporally dimensional in its
existence) exist in it until after the form has settled on it.” The phrase in
parentheses is equivalent to ‘“‘the determinate three dimensions.” Narboni
comments (169r, 2): "X WHXYI ANET NN MR RYX OPRIBT 12 IREH* RYWY
AUR MPRTINT N IR RIM 9337 DpRIna AN 9 R oRe¢In Dpnana
MINTT MPRIng MRRNI.
Toledanus comments (p. 93, lines 3-4): *...according to the nature and
causality of the thing and not according to some duration.”
Jandunus, citing a different example for “priority according to nature,” writes
(36c, G-H): “‘As Averroes points out in 4 De Caelo, an agent that produces
change in respect to the accidents proper to this form, i.e., in respect to the
quantity and quality proper to the form. These two changes are simultaneous
according to time but not according to nature, for the cause is by nature simply
prior to the effect, though it is not prior according to time.”
For the distinction between “prior according to nature™ and *prior accarding
to time,” cf. Aristotle, Categories 12; Metaphysics V, 11, 1018b, 14-19; 1019a, 1-
14,
Medieval philosophers agreed that the first form of matter is the *“corporeal
form,” but they differed concerning the nature of this form. As has been seen,
Averroes® opinion was that the indeterminate three-dimensions are identical
with the corporeal form. Avicenna, whose opinion is recorded here, held that
the corporeal form could not be identical with indeterminate three-
dimensionality, which is an accident, but must be a form in the category of
substance, which is prior to any dimensionality. Cf. above, n. 7.
Narboni describes the difference between Averroes and Avicenna as follows
(169v, 2-170r, I): , i
VYT 12 MWW DR TWR MMRYIN adn DWW W 00 3RY 11 NN
WO W .AIMK ANMY NN Y2 TR YA R¥min mnwan 1422 Ahiil o MY
901 TIRM MV WINW NOYIWRA MYD3 ,I0RM PO DT ANdAD TP MYDi
2°0%nnm ,0w3 RIAT DAB AR YO% IR 7121 RWIR AN QBMWR 09D oRIm
SOV WYN TID® 120 KNI D MIPITI WK a0 DWA P DI AVIDA MM
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linc 118 them: that the substantial forms would not be divisible by the division
of the primary matter, that the forms would not receive the attributes of
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MW MPRTA PR DPRIDA AT R DWIT TNIAW D 230 JIRW 712 IRID M
AT APITR T YaXR InYY 1Y 270 MPITIR Yau RV TRY {3 RO™ TmaK RwnY
29007 ,19°01 L, 1I0Y DpRnnw 1K BV MWD XY WR KN
WPIR DYDY X? TR DM DPAIBIT BN PHTIT ANEAY WRN PYY pIN w0 (N
1011 1907 DpRIRA D oY Dpmnn om .nn"?:m onYan vwo? Yax ORI
LNUNOT 0% NWIPDHI PIYR AT MR NIIRA 1391 WPW RY Yax
*The explanation of this is that Avicenna thinks that ‘body" is a term applying
to the substantiality that has the possibility that the three indeterminate
dimensions... rest in it. This is what is meant by ‘corporeity,’ which is the first
form existing in matter as yet undistinguished by any other form. This
corporeity is not of the nature of dimension, which is an accident in the category
of quantity and may change, increase and decrease, as for example in the case of
three-dimensional wax, which changes in respect to roundness, and in the case
of air, which decreases [in quantity]. All bodies have the corporeal form in
common and in virtue of it each one is said to be a body. And they differ in
virtue of the specific forms through which they are called a particular body.
And the corporeal form is not identical with cohesion, for a body can be divided
and still remain a body.
“From this it is clear that Avicenna assumes that the corporeal form is other
than the dimensions and it is not cohesion as Algazali and Joseph ben Yohai
[i.e., Joseph ben Judah ibn ‘Aqnin, 1160-1226] thought, and cohesion is not
essentially necessary to its nature. But the corporeal form is other than this, for
the corporeal form is something that prime matter does not strip off, while the
dimensions change, increase and decrease.
*‘But Averroes argues against this, maintaining that the ‘dimensions’ are indeed
the corporeal form and that prime matter does not strip them off, but it only
puts off their boundary and their limit, and these are the determinate
dimensions. For while dimensions increase and decrease they do not change
[completely). And we have already explained these things at length in our
commentary on [Algazali’sj Makadsid al-Faldsifah.”
Joseph ibn ‘Aqnin, as mentioned in the just-quoted passage, holds an opinion
different from that of Narboni. Yet, comparing Narboni’s commentary with the
passage in which Ibn *‘Aqnin discusses the same problem, we find that, though
the doctrines differ, the wording in the two passages muratis mutandis is almost
identical. Cf. Ibn ‘Aqnin, in: Ma’amar..., ed. Moritz Léwy (Berlin, 1879) pp.
11-12.
Narboni thus based his version on Ibn ‘Aqnin’s text, or perhaps both texts go
back to an underlying third text. )
Jandunus reproduces the opinion of Avicenna as follows (36d, E-F): *“The
opinion of Avicenna, according to chapter 2 of the first tractate of his A/ Shafa,

_is as follows: the form ‘corporeity’ exists in prime matter and the three

dimensions are changeable according to the true nature of the substantial
forms, just as wax, when it is divided into parts and squeezed and folded
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great and small,* that they would be eternal, not divisible by divisionof  line 118
the subject,® and that they would not have a contrary diverse from them
in subject.® Finally, if what has been assumed were true, then matter
would not receive any other form apart from that one form which would
be proper to it.”

Aristotle gave an account of those properties that belong to generated
beings in virtue of their subject and in virtue of their forms, these
properties being the ones through which generation and corruption
comes to these beings, that is, to the individuals which exist in virtue of
themselves. He showed, in addition, that the celestial bodies are neither
generated nor corruptible.” As a result of this he denied” that the

together with the fingers, receives many shapes while it itself always remains a
body through the form ‘corporeity’, which all these shapes have in common.
Thus Avicenna states that the form of body is in prime matter, and that the
indeterminate dimensions are subsequent upon this common form. Butin itself
this corporeity is free from any particular form existing in actuality. And thus it
has the power to receive the specific form that can belong to it, and its power to
receive the specific forms occurs in two ways, universal and particular. It has the
universal power insofar as this corporeity is considered absolutely, i.e.,
common to all, but it has the power in a particular sense insofar as that
corporeity is determined through some attributes toward certain forms and not
toward others. And thus body, insofar as it is body, has this power and the form
‘corporeity’ primarily and generally. This is Avicenna’s opinion.” Cf.
Avicenna, Al-Shifa’, Metaphysics, II, 1, Arabic: (ed. Anawati and Zayed), p.
63, line 3-p. 64, line 4; Latin: (ed. 1508), 75r, 2-75v, 1.

For a discussion of Avicenna's doctrine of ‘“‘corporeal form,” cf. A.M.
Goichon, La Distinction de I'Essence et de I'Existence d’aprés Ibn Sina (Paris,
1937), pp. 425-439, especially p. 431, line 21-p. 432, line 6, and n. 6, pp. 435-
436. This discussion is especially valuable for its numerous references to the
sources and because it shows, in the just-mentioned note, that the textual
evidence supports Averroes® interpretation of Avicenna.

67 Cf. Hebrew text, lines 109-114.

68 Cf. Hebrew text, lines 95-101.

69 xwu3 oa% nonnn. The underlying Arabic was probably gl J ph il
The Latin reads: “et ipsam non habere contrarium sibi succedens in eodem
subiecto.” The meaning of the Latin is that the assumed form would have no
contrary that succeeds it in the subject as a result of change. Cf. Hebrew text,
lines 87-90. .

70 Cf. Hebrew text, lines 95-101,

71 Cf. De Caelo 1, 3, 270a, 12-22.

72 pYn, negavit. In accordance with the reading of the Latin version, I changed the
phrase 1% 0% of the Hebrew manuscripts to the present reading. This reading
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line 125 celestial bodies possess a.subject that is receptive to enumeration and
division in virtue of the fact that the absolute dimensions settle upon it
before the form is settled upon it, thereby also denying that the celestial
bodies are many in potentiality though one in number. Furthermore,
Aristotle denied regarding the forms of the celestial bodies that they are
divisible by division of their subject and that their activities are finite in
virtue of their own finitude, for in the case of forms divisible by the
division of their subject, the potentiality of the whole is greater thanthe
potentiality of a part.”
Inasmuch as Aristotle found that the activities of the celestial forms are
infinite, he concluded that those forms do not settle upon their subject
by means of the indeterminate three dimensions, that is to say, since the
forms do not exist by means of the indeterminate dimensions, they are
not forces in bodies. And from the difference between the force of the
whole and that of a part in the case of the forms divisible in virtue of the
division of their subject, he demonstrated apodictically that it is
impossible that a power producing an infinite activity should exist in
a finite body or that an infinite power should exist in a finite
body.™
After these premises were set down by Aristotle” and after he found
that the celestial forces act with an infinite activity he drew the following

is also justified by the parallelism of the discussion. In the succeeding passage
(Hebrew text, lines 126-127) Averroes denies that certain properties belong to
the form of the celestial bodies, whilé in the present passage he denies certain
properties of their subject, that is, their matter.
Narboni, accepting the original reading of the Hebrew manuscripts, apphes the
present passage to the sublunar bodies. Narboni comments (170v, 2): ¥R
£™oD WA RWND AxY ,mnan Y3pr kv onb maw o 1% obws, “When
Averroes says that ‘it is concluded by him [Aristotle] concerning them that they
have a subject receptive of enumeration,’ in using the term ‘subject’ he has in
mind the subject of those things that are generated and corruptible.”

73 Cf, Hebrew text, lines 132-134,

74 Cf. Physics VIII, 10, 266a, 24-266b, 24.

75 Le., that no infinite force can be in a finite body nor a finite force in an infinite
body. :
For the present proof only the first part of this premise is required. However,
Averroes assumes an additional proposition that he does not mention
explicitly, namely, that the body of the heavenly bodies is finite in extension.
This is proved by Aristotle in De Caelo 1, 5-7.
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conclusions: the celestial forces do not inhere in a subject at all, they do
not have a matter which receives them by means of the indeterminate
dimensions, they do not have a matter in virtue of which they are
potentially many, they are not recipients of the attributes of great and
small, and they do-not have a contrary. All these conclusions follow
from the fact that these forms act with an infinite activity. And all thisis
discussed in-the Physics.’

When Aristotle also investigated concerning the nature of the celestial
bodies in the first book of the De Caelo, he demonstrated that they are
simple, since their motion is simple,” and that their nature is a nature
which is neither heavy nor light, that is, they are not ordinarily
described by the terms of heaviness or lightness.” Since it became clear
to him that heavy and light bodies are contraries because their motions
are contrary to each other and since it also became clear to him that the
motions of the celestial bodies do not possess contraries or contrariety,
he concluded from this that the celestial bodies are neither generated
nor corruptible,” and that they do not have a subject which receives the
dimensions first [and then the forms], and hence that their forms are
divisible by the division of their subject. This is the meaning of his
statement in the first book of the De Caelo that *“‘these celestial bodies
have no contrary in their forms nor have they a subject.” In like manner
he deduced the very same thing from the fact that their motions, which
proceed from principles existing in them, are infinite motions.
Inasmuch as it is apparent® in regard to the celestial bodies that they

76  Only the statement *“that an infinite power cannot reside in a finite body™ seems
to come from the Physics (cf. above, n. 74). It means that the forms of the
heavenly bodies do not reside in their subject by means of the indeterminate
three dimensions. The rest of the present passage follows by converse from what
has been shown to be true of bodies subject to generation and corruption, that
is, bodies whose forms reside in them by means of the indeterminate three
dimensions. )

77 Cf. De Caelo 1, 2.

78 Cf. De Caelo 1, 3, 269b, 18-270a, 12.

79 Cf. De Caelo 1, 3, 270a, 13-22.

80 The succeeding text of the Hebrew manuscripts differs from that of the Latin
versions. Both agree in denying that in the celestial body the indeterminate
dimensions are prior to the celestial form. They disagree, however, concerning
the manner in which the determinate dimensions come upon the matter of the
cclestial body. The Hebrew manuscripts maintain that the determinate three

67

line 136



linc 148

De Substantia Orbis

receive dimensions, and that it is impossible for them to receive the
determinate dimensions' except in virtue of their forms, and also that
they do not receive their forms by means of the indeterminate
dimensions, as is the case with the transient forms, it follows that the
celestial bodies receive the dimensions in a manner that does not require
that their forms are transient, that is, their matter receives the
dimensions by means of its forms. And the matter does not receive its
forms by means of the dimensions, that is, the indeterminate
dimensions, which exist in it potentially, the latter being the case with
those dimensions that exist in prime matter together with the form® of
that matter. But the dimensions that exist in the celestial element are one
of its properties.®

Since it became clear to Aristotle concerning the celestial bodies that
their forms settle upon their subjects in such a manner that they are not
divisible by the division of their subjects, and the reason for that is that
they do not settle upon the subjects insofar as they are divisible, it
followed that these forms do not subsist in the subject, but they are

dimensions are a property of the celestial matter independent of the celestial
form, while the Latin versions state that the determinate dimensions are a
property accompanying the celestial form. Since below, in chap. 2 (Hebrew
text, lines 65 ff.), Averroes holds the view contained in the Latin text, I changed
the reading of the Hebrew manuscripts.

The Hebrew manuscripts have: DAw 0™»°Rwa o013 PIva AR1N AW AN
193p° K91 ,0NMY MDA 93NN DPRITIZIPY DI WK R T, 0PN 07apn
X3 ,MT0D33 DN MMEa Iva o 022311 °nban O°pPRInT MYIHDRI oM
XI71 ,MI0D) DN AMNY VW uRn aMin? XY X I3 Yy 0Nk 1'73?’W amMn»
MY¥nRa TN 23p° X7, 0IM3 moxya &Y mn3ya opiaet Yapn obvn aw
NMY DY PR WAL WK PRI PIvA W1 07733 " Y1 103 12 opnw
rmbuon A0 PHHYR MO WR DR 1T P2K LA mnn.

The Latin ¥ (p. 108) presents some difficulties as it stands. If we emend: *...et
est impossibile ea recipere dimensiones terminatas [nisi] secundum suas
formas” the sense will be clear. Also, the phrase “quia illae substantiales sunt
sine dimensione’® which occurs next in text ¥ is obscure, and should perhaps be
omitted. .

81 7MY, forma. This term must refer to the “‘corporeal form™ the nature of which,
according to Averroes, is three-dimensionality.

82 Jandunus (37d, F) comments: *...sed est dicendum, quod dimensiones caeli
simpliciter sunt sicut accidentia propria, quae consequuntur .formas in
materia,” **...but it is to be said that the dimensions of the heavens simply are
like proper accidents which follow the forms in matter.”
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separated from the subject in respect to existence.®* For, since these
forms settle upon the whole subject yet are not divisible in virtue of its
division, they have no subsistence in the subject, for they do not settle
upon the subject, not in the whole, nor in part of it and generally not in
something divisible nor in something indivisible.

This being so,* it also follows that the form by which the celestial body
is moved is the same as that toward which it is moved, for in the case of
the forms that subsist in their subject, the form by which the body is
moved is not the same as that toward which it is moved.® And
similarly® the form subsisting in a subject that moves that subject to
another form by virtue of its existing in the subject, is itself moved in
order to attain perfection through another form. The motion of that
subsisting form is therefore finite® inasmuch as it produces motion in
the subject only while it itself is moved. And this is also one of the
arguments that moved Aristotle to believe that the forms of the celestial
bodies do not subsist in their subjects, for if they did, their motions
would be finite.®

83 Toledanus (p. 109, lines 10-11): *...non quia sint sine illa materia, sed quia
suum esse non est ab illa materia,” *“...not that they exist without that matter,
but that their existence is not derived from that matter.”

84 Jandunus (38b, A) comments: “i.e., inasmuch as the celestial forms do not
receive existence from their subject.”

85 Jandunus (38b, A) comments: “forma [i.c., causa] efficiens et finis differunt.”
That in sublunar substances the efficient and final causes are different, cf.
Physics 11, 3, especially 194b,29-195a, 3; 7; Metaphysics V, 2, especially 1013a,
29-1013b, 3.

86 Literally the following passage reads: “And similarly a form of the above
description, I mean to say, it will be moved to attain perfection through another
form, its motion therefore is finite, inasmuch as it produces motion [in the
subject] only while it itself is moved.”

87 According to Jandunus (38b, A) the proof proceeds as follows : “The motion of
every form that is moved by another form in order to perfect itself is necessarily
finite. The reason for this is: every form of the kind just described moves only
when it is moved by an object of desire, which is its end. Thus when it passes
[reaches] the end toward which it moves, its motion comes to a stop and that
which was moved comes to rest.”

88 According to Jandunus (38b, B) the syllogism is: “No form that inheres in its
subject moves in an infinite time. The celestial bodies, however, move through
an infinite time. Therefore, the celestial forms do not inhere in their subject.”
Cf. Metaphysics 111, 7, 1073a, 3-13.
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And an opponent® should not say that the forms by which the celestial
bodies are moved are different from those toward which they are moved
and that those forms that must be absolutely without matter and
without position are those forms toward which the spheres are moved
and not those by which they are moved, inasmuch as those by which
they are moved are forms in matters even though they are not divisible
by the division of their matters. For if this what the opponents would
say were true, the forms by which the celestial bodies are moved would
be subsisting in their subjects and, hence, moved by the motion of their
subjects. But if this were so, they would be divisible by the division of
their subjects,” for with regard to that which is moved, if it is moved
essentially, that is, in the case of a body, it is divisible essentially and if it
is moved accidentally it is divided accidentally.®* Therefore, there is
nothing in the celestial body whereby the form by which the motion
takes place differs from that toward which the motion tends, but they
are one and the same form differing only in disposition. Furthermore,
were the opponent correct in his contention that the form toward which
the celestial body is moved is different from that by which it is moved,
then the latter in causing motion would itself be moved and
consequently the motion would be finite, for that which is moved while
producing motion cannot be a principle for eternal motion. This is in
accordance with what Aristotle has already stated.” Furthermore, in

89 Avicenna is the opponent whom Averroes has in mind.

90 The complete argument, which is only implied here, is: if this form {i.e., the
efficient cause] were divisible, it would be finite and thus the action it produces,
i.e., the action of the celestial bodies, would be finite [in all respects]. But it has
been shown that the action of the celestial bodies is infinite [in duration].
Therefore, the original assumption, that the final and the efficient causes are
different, is false.

91 The Hebrew manuscripts have an additional phrase at this point. In MSS ,a ,%
* .7, it reads: M3y Ponnna anva Y+, “that is to say [the celestial form is
divisible], in virtue of its being in something which is divisible essentially.” In 3
the phrase reads: mn¥ya ponnn nva o, “I have in mind, in virtue of its
being divisible essentially”. Since this phrase does not appear to contribute
anything to the argument, and since it is lacking in the Latin versions, I omitted
it.

92 The argument in the preceding passage is condensed andinits expanded form it
proceeds as follows: if the two forms differ, then the form producing motion
inheres in the body of the celestial element, If this were the case it would be
moved by the motion of the celestial body. But Aristotle has shown that the
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opposition to the opponent’s view it can be shown by the analogous fact
that the intellect and the intelligible in the celestial body are one and the
same thing, that the form toward which the sphere is moved and the
form by which it is moved are one and the same.” All this concerning
‘the intellect and the intelligible has already been explained in other
places.*

And the heavens are said to possess a soul only in virtue of a desire
existing in them and in virtue of possessing locomotion.” Now, the
desire which belongs to the celestial body exists only insofar as this body
has life in virtue of itself and desire in virtue of itself,% and not in virtue
of a force existing in it which is divisible by the division of this body, for,
if the latter were the case, the celestial body would be generated and
corruptible.”” And the celestial body is said to undergo motion on

mover of the celestial body must be unmoved. Cf. Physics VIII, 5-6; Metaphysics
XII, 8, 1073a, 23-1073b, 1.

93 In this passage the intellect of the celestial body is considered as the efficient
cause of its motion and the intelligible as its final cause. Since it has been shown
by Aristotle (see succeeding note) that in the case of the celestial body the
intellect and its intelligible are one and the same, it follows that the efficient and
the final causes of celestial motion are identical. The opponent, that is,
Avicenna, holds that the efficient and the final causes of celestial motion are not
identical,

94  Cf. Metaphysics X11, 9, especially 1075a, 3-5, where Aristotle writes: *“... Since,
then, thought and the object of thought are not different in the case of things
that have no matter, the divine thought and its object will be the same, i.e. the
thinking will be one with the object of thought.”

95 The heavens are moved circularly by having the prime mover as an object of
appetite. Cf. Metaphysics X1I, 7, 1072a, 19-1072b, 4. For a more detailed
discussion of the cause of celestial motion, cf. below, chap. 4, n. 18.

96 Narboni (171r, 1): 1w wd oy oxyY Y95 1312 Px oYwa Y2 RITD,¥P, “ie.,

it is completely actual and it does not have with its extension any potentiality
toward a substance.” Cf. Metaphysics XI1I, 7, 1072b, 27-30. Even though the
analysis in this passage refers to the prime mover only, it is also applicable to the
movers of the individual spheres. Cf. Metaphysics XII, 8. -
For the meaning of the term NWMYY, “in virtue of itself,” especially as used in
reference to divine attributes, cf. H.A. Wolfson, “Avicenna, Algazali and
Averroes on Divine Attributes,” Homenaje a Millas-Vallicrosa, 11 (Barcelona,
1956), pp. 545-571, especially p. 550, lines 3 ff.; reprinted in H.A. Wolfson,
Studies in the History of Philosophy and Religion, 1, pp. 143-169.

97 The argument once again shows that, if the soul were a power inhering in the
body, it would be finite and thus the activity it produces would also be finite and
thus the body would come to be and pass away.
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account of a principle that exists in it as something separate from it, and
not on account of a principle that exists in it as something that is a part
of it, and in the same manner it is said to be living and thinking. Now if it
were thinking by means of a part of itself, it would not be thinking in
virtue of itself and the celestial body would be thinking like a man, for
man is thinking by means of a part of himself and in like manner it is
through part of himself that he is living, desiring and moving in place,.
And generally, since it is clear that the activity of this body is eternal, it is
also clear concerning the nature of its form that it does not subsist in a
subject, and that its subject is simple, not composed of matter and form,
for if the latter were the case, the celestial body would be generated and
corruptible.

Some of those who philosophize® have said that the souls of the
celestial bodies are forms in their respective matters which cannot
subsist apart from a subject and that they acquire eternal existence
from forms that do exist apart from matter. This statement is devoid of
any meaning. For if it were true, it would follow that something that
according to its nature cannot be eternal acquires eternal existence from
something else. All this is absurd, since a nature that is generated and
corruptible cannot receive eternal existence from something else.®® All

98 D'DdYDNDN NP, incipientes philosophare. Narboni comments (171r, 1): 712 137
DMIBAI MM D DWW YR P13 MDY IRY *P1abR1 0 1 TT90%K by
NP DIBX , MWD QD D0 DAY 51 ,0W1 KON nbaa 1YY RY
WHRY na ORI AwN AN MNN2 ooxbn Q'R DA DN *n%33 NN apn MR
MMNEH MINZN MR PRRYE AW MK A8 .1n'71m nngIn AP oKXy o0 0N
71 7]3M .02 0Aw- INR ToDA Y nd owoia oM b3 OrR, “In using this
expression Averroes alludes to Alexander, Avicenna, and Algazali, who
maintained that the souls of the celestial bodies are material forms that do not
exist apart from a subject. And they said that the heavens, which are composed
of bodies and their souls, acquire eternity in virtue of immaterial forms that in
the religious traditions are called angels. And Rabbi Moses [Maimonides]
followed these philosophers in respect to this doctrine by maintaining that the
heavens acquire eternity from something other than themselves. By this he
meant that the celestial bodies acquire eternity from forms that do not inhere in
them, inasmuch as the celestial bodies, being composite, have a potentiality for
destruction in virtue of themselves. Understand this.”
For a discussion of this problem and the difference between Maimonides
[Avicenna) and Averroes, cf. Wolfson, Crescas, Prop. X1, n. 5, pp, 605-611;
especially pp. 608-611.

99 If the celestial bodies, which according to the oplmon of the philosophizers are
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this is clear to him who is familiar with the fundamental principles of 1inc 193
Aristotle.

It has been proved then in this treatise what the substance of the heavens
is according to the knowledge of the substance of their forms and
matters. Not everything we have said was found explained in those
books of the sayings of Aristotle that have reached us, but some of these
things were found explained in his writings and some of them follow
from what he has proved in the books that have reached us. However, it
appears from his words that he has explained all of these matters in
books of his that have not come down to us. And God is He Who
guideth one into the right path.!® This treatise is called ““A Discourse
Concerning the Substance of the [Celestial] Sphere.” It is more worthy
of this name than the treatise of Avicenna bearing this title.!*! This great
and useful treatise has been completed. Praise be to God; in Him we
trust.

composed of matter and form, can acquire eternity from something other than
themselves, then also the terrestrial bodies, which are composed of matter and
form, can acquire eternity. If this were so, everything subject to generation and
corruption could become eternal and thus the concept of generation and
corruption would have to be abandoned. Since this conclusion is absurd, it
follows that the original assumption of a composite celestial body that acquires
eternal existence from something other than itself is absurd.

100 an:3% wrnn Yxm. This phrase is reminiscent of such Koranic passages as:
Kizld Bl 4 *-" pEMES..., “[Allah]... will guide them to Himself on a
straight path” (4 174); ﬂ..E.LJ .bl,.a u-" guh 34 ..., “[And he who holds
fast to Allah] is indeed guided to'the right path™ (3: 96),5.-5-"-'5 -b‘)d’u-" Svat

..**And [Allah] guides them to the right path” (5: 18),,_-5-'-3 br; u.ll F‘B“)
.» “And We [Allah] guided them to the straight path” (6: 87)

101 Avxcenna wrote a treatise entitled & plaf! rl)agli “The Uppermost Bodies.” This

treatise carried the alternative titles, & sl fl..’-'\Jl s>, “The Substance
of the Heavenly Bodies” and [l syl Ok, “Explanation of the Fifth
Substance.” Cf. G.C. Anawati, Essai de Bibliographie Avicennienne (Cairo,
1950), pp. 125-127. This treatise appears in printed form as part of the collection
known as Tis‘ Rasd’il. Cf. Anawati, op. cit., p. 325,
As Steinschneider points out, the end of the treatise is probably Twnn Yxm
1Y, the rest of the Hebrew text being a later addition. Cf. Steinschneider,
Hebriische Ubersetzungen, p. 184, It should also be noted that the last sentence
of the Hebrew text rhymes, which would have been unlikely had it been
translated from the Arabic.
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CHAPTER TWO

It is our intention to investigate in this treatise concerning the nature of
the celestial body and to discover what those mean who say that it is
simple, not composite, and that it is a body that is neither heavy nor
light. And we assert that the proposition *“the celestial body is not
composed of matter and form in the manner of the transient ones™! is
true beyond the shadow of a doubt as has already been demonstrated
concerning it. For it has been shown concerning the matter of the
celestial body that it possesses no potentiality at all,? for everything in
which there is a potentiality, by which I mean a potentiality whichisina
substance, is [in] potentiality® in respect to two contradictories.* It has
also been shown concerning the form of the celestial body that the form
by which the celestial body is moved cannot belong to the same genus as
the forms of the four transient elements, for if the celestial form

1 Narboni comments (172v, 2): 12 D3MY» 337,703 AN 20N nYa X o,
**...this body is not composed of matter and form, that is to say, a form that is
intermingled with the matter.” This statement means that the celestial form
does not inhere in its matter by means of the indeterminate three dimensions.
That in a certain way, however, the celestial bodies can be said to be composed
of matter and form is shown further on in this chapter. Cf. also Hebrew text,
chap. 1, lines 135 ff.

2 Narboni (172v, 2); aMEa X N2 WwRw 737, “Le., the celestial matter is not in
potentiality toward [any] form.” In this passage Averroes speaks only of a
potentiality toward a form, i.e., the kind of potentiality that underlies
generation and corruption. ‘

3 Literally: “is a potentiality.”

4  According to Jandunus (39b, B-C) the proof that the celestial matter possesses
no potentiality for a substantial form proceeds as follows:

First Premise: Everything that possesses a potentiality for being (potentiam ad
esse) possesses a potentiality for two contradictories, namely, bemg and not-
being (ud esse et ad non esse).

Second Premise: The heavens, being eternal, possess no potentiality for not-
being.

Conclusion: Therefore, the heavens do not possess a potentiality for being, i.e.,
a potentiality for substance (...ergo " non ad esse, quae est potentia ad
substantiam).

For this argument, cf. Metaphysics 1X, 8, 1050b, 6-34."From the above
argument it follows that the matter of the celestial body exists in actuality and
that the celestial form does not inhere in it, that is, that the celestlal matter is
simple. '
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belonged to their genus it would be either heavy orlight and it would be  tine 7
moved in virtue of itself in accidental fashion. This is in accordance
with what has been demonstrated in the eighth book of Physics.
Thus only one possibility remains,” namely, that the nature of the
celestial form belongs to the genus of the nature of soul. But when we
examine beings possessing a soul that are here below, we find in them
two principles of two kinds of motions respectively. One of them is a
principle for rectilinear motion, that is upward and downward motion,
in which case the mover produces the motion without volition. [This
kind of motion is not due to the soul in those beings described as
possessing a soul. It is due to the nature of the four elements of which the
bodies of these beings are composed.] The other principle is a principle

5 According to Jandunus (39b, D-E) two absurdities follow from the assumption
that the movers of the celestial bodies and of the four elements belong to the
same genus. They are: (1) The celestial body would possess the attributes of
heaviness and lightness. This is absurd since heavy and light bodies come to rest
when they have reached their proper place. The celestial body, however, moves
continually, (2) The celestial form would move accidentally. This is absurd
since everything moved accidentally can be reduced to something that is moved
in virtue of itself essentially. Thus the celestial body would not be the first
moved. Cf, Hebrew text, lines 36 ff.

6 Cf. Physics VIII, 4, especially 255a, 24-255b, 31, and Long Commentary on
Physics, VIII, com. 31, Vol. 1V, 368v, I-M.

7 Having shown that the form of the celestial body cannot belong to the same

genus as the forms of the four elements, Averroes sets out to establish that the
celestial form must belong to the genus of soul. He begins with an analysis of the
principles that produce motion in sublunar beings possessing a soul (that is,
animals), showing in the present passage that these sublunar beings possess two
principles of motion: (1) their body which moves them with a rectilinear
motion in accordance with the motion of the predominant of the four elements
that make up this body, and (2) their soul which produces translation in place.
The motion of the sublunar being possessing a soul is the result of both
principles of motion together, that is, since the soul of these sublunar beings
inheres in their respective bodies their motion is determined by the body as well
as the soul.
Jandunus (39¢, H-39d, E): *We find in the sublunar animals the natures of two
principles of motion. One of them is the principle of rectilinear motion..., the
other is that of motion of advance (motus progressivus) and this contrary
advancing motion is different from the rectilinear motion, which he [Averroes]
calls the motion of declination. For through the rectilinear motion the body of
the animal is inclined toward the place of the predominating one of the four
elements.”
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for the motion of translation in place. [This kind of motion is due to the
soul in those beings described as possessing a soul.} And we find that the
latter motion is opposed to the motion of declination in each of them
[that is, the already mentioned upward and downward motion, which is
not due to the soul]. And it is because of this motion of declination
[which is not due to the soul] that each of the [sublunar] beings
possessing a soul is overtaken by fatigue and must necessarily come to
rest.?

8

76

The soul, insofar as it is soul, produces continuous locomotion and, thus, the
sublunar beings possessing soul would be moved continually if “*soul” were
their only principle of motion. Since, however, they have a second principle of
motion, namely, their body, their motion cannot be continuous, that is, the
motion of their body brings upon them fatigue and rest.

Jandunus (39d, E): “...and since this motion of translation, the principle of
which is *soul,’ is contrary to rectilinear motion, the beings which have a soul
suffer retardation in their motion of translation.” '

In his Long Commentary on De Caelo (11, com. 3, Vol. V, 96v, M) Averroes
states his argument more fully. In that passage he writes: ““...et apparet etiam
ex hoc quod declaratum est ex sua natura, quod in hoc motu non cessanti non
accidit ei labor neque fatigatio, et causa illius est, quia causa fatigationis quae
est in animalibus non est in eo. Causa enim fatigationis in animalibus est, quia
in eis est principium motus contrarium motui animae, scilicet pars gravis quae
est in eis. Hoc autem movet nos multum ad contrariam partem illi, qua
intendimus moveri ex anima nostra, quapropter accidit nobis labor et
fatigatio,” **...and it also becomes clear from what has been said concerningits
nature [that is, the nature of the celestial element] that in its unceasing motion
there does not occur to it either work or fatigue. And the reason for this is that
the cause of fatigue that is present in the sublunar beings possessing a soul is not
present in it. For the cause of fatigue in the sublunar beings possessing a soul is
that there is present in them a principle of motion that is contrary to the motion
{produced by the soul], that is to say, this contrary principleis the heavy partin
them [that is, this contrary principle is their body that moves with a motion
proper to the four elements). But this contrary principle moves us many times
toward a direction [literally: part] contrary to that toward which we desire to
be moved by our soul, the result being that work and fatigue comes upon us.”
Similarly, Averroes writes in his Long Commentary on De Caelo (11, com. 6, Vol,
V, 98v, H): *...somnum enim et quies in animalibus necessario sunt in eis
propter laborem, labor autem non est, nisi quia in eis existit principium
contrarium motui animae...,” **...sleep and rest in the case of the [sublunar]
beings possessing a soul are in them by necessity because of work, but work
would not be,"were it not that there exists in them a principle contrary to the
motion of the soul.”
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It follows then that the principle of motion of the celestial body can
belong only to the genus *“soul,”? and that the motion that is circular by
nature is the motion that is proper to the soul, insofar as it is soul.’ This
being so,!! it is this nature [of its soul] that decrees that the celestial body
is neither light nor heavy, and that it is moved in a circle. Thus, one
should not assert that the celestial body has a power of declination in
virtue of which it is said to be neither heavy nor light and that the
aggregate composed of this power and matter makes up the celestial
body; for if this were the case, the celestial body would not be simple
and it would be corruptible in virtue of itself.’? The only reason why it
happens to the soul in sublunar beings not to be moved in a circle is that

9
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This is the conclusion of the demonstration that the celestial being has only one
principle of motion, namely, “soul.” The implied argument proceeds as
follows: It has just been shown that the sublunar beings possessing a soul have
two motive principles: (1) the principles of rectilinear motion, that is, the four
elements making up their body that are responsible for retardation and rest; (2)
the principle of translation in place, i.e., soul. The celestial bodies have
locomotion, but they do not suffer retardation or rest. Thus “soul” is their only
principle of motion. Cf. Jandunus, 39d, E.

As the conclusion to the first passage from the Long Commentary on De Caelo
(II, com. 3, Vol. V,97r, A), cited in the previous note, Averroes writes: **...Et
hoc est quod dixit, non enim habet alium motum nisi suum: i. quia caelum non
habet motum naturalem alium a motu voluntario, et iste motus in ipso non
provenit a natura, sicut motus elementorum, quoniam si esset naturale,
contingeret quod esset compositum ex materia et forma, ergo generabile ct
corruptibile,” **... And Aristotle has the following in mind when he says *for the
celestial body has no other motion except its own’: The heavens have no
natural motion different from their voluntary motion, and this voluntary
motion in them does not proceed from a nature, such as the motion of the [four]
clements. For, if their motion were a natural motion, it would necessarily follow
that they are composed of matter and form and therefore generable and
corruptible.”

Since “soul” is the only principle of motion possessed by the celestial body, and
since the celestial body has circular motion, it follows that the soul, qua soul,
produces circular motion. Cf. Jandunus 39d, E.

Jandunus (39d, F): *i.e., that the principle of motion is ‘soul.””

Averroes here refutes the opinion that there is a special material power of
declination, in addition to the soul, which makes the celestial body neither light
nor heavy. If such a material power were to exist, he argues, then the celestial
body would be composite and thus subject to corruption. This is absurd. The
opinion refuted in this passage is that of Avicenna. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 3,
lines 38 ff.
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it subsists in a body which [being composed of the four elements] is
moved with rectilinear motion.* .

The proof that the soul is the only motive principle of the celestial body
proceeds as follows: " inasmuch as it does not belong to the nature of

13

14

78

The Latin versions have an additional phrase at this point. In text ¥ this phrase
reads “et sic opponitur declinatio circulari,” in p “et sic componitur declinatio
hic,” and in @ 3, “‘et sic opponitur declinatio hic.”” The Hebrew manuscripts,
which lack this additional phrase, have, however, 2 7R3 X231, *“‘and the
explanation proceeds as follows,” as an introduction to the succeeding
paragraph.

The Hebrew text of the succeeding passage appears to be partially corrupt.
Similarly, the Latin text in @, as Jandunus already noted in his commentary,
seems to be partially defective. Texts 3 ,p, contain a corrected version. This
correction was also suggested by Jandunus in his commentary. Text ¥ contains
a shorter version of this corrected reading. (That the text in @, though corrupt,
was the original Latin text was confirmed by a sample of the Latin manuscripts
that became available to me after I had virtually completed the present work.)
In accordance with the conclusion of the argument of the present passage,
which is intelligible and is the same in all versions, I changed the Hebrew text to
bring it into agreement with the corrected Latin text (0 ,p).

The corrected Latin text, as found in 9, reads: “Sed, quia anima, quae est in
corpore caelesti, non est innata moveri circulariter ab eo, quod est innatum
circulariter moveri, quia non est anima in eo, ut in corpore gravi aut levi, cum
ipsum moveatur ex se ab anima, ideo animam habet tantum, et non habet aliud
principium....”

The Hebrew manuscripts read: 73779 P'X p 1% 720 D33 WK 0D AN OX
bax, 120 ’M '?P xvona WHINR 7137.21202 ¥V1IN W ITNTIW 71 337 21202 yVInhY
mnx abnnn 32 PR 72% wes Yya xan MmN wos Y¥2 w3V NKDR YYunn K.
The uncorrected Latin text in @ reads: *“Sed quia anima, quae est in corpore
gravi aut levi non est innata moveri circulariter ab eo, quod est innatum
circulariter moveri, quia non est anima in eo ut in corpore gravi et levi, quum
ipsum moveatur ex se et ab anima, ideo anima habet tantum et non habet aliud
principium....”

Jandunus® commentary on this passage reads (40a, B): “Primo dicit, quod
anima quac est in corpore gravi et levi, et est litera corrupta, ut videtur, et debet
esse, anima, quae est in corpore caelesti,...,” “‘He [Averroes] first states that
the soul that exists in the heavy and light body, and a word is evidently corrupt,
for the passage must read ‘the soul that exists in the celestial body’....”
The present passage contains proof that (1) “*Soul" is the only moving principle
of the celestial bodies, and (2) circular motion is the only motion proper tosoul,
qua soul. The arguments are: (1) The celestial element is composed of body and
soul. The celestial soul cannot be moved circularly by its body, for this soul, as
has been shown, does not inhere in its body. Thus, “soul’”” must be the only
principle of motion in the celestial body. (2) “Soul” is the only principle of
motion in the celestial body. The celestial body has circular motion. Thus soul,
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the soul that is in the celestial body ' to be moved circularly by some
other principle whose nature it is to be moved circularly, for the celestial
soul does not exist in its body as the [terrestrial] soul exists in the
terrestrial body,' yet the celestial body, being moved in virtue of itself,
possesses a soul, it follows that it possesses only a soul [as its principle of
motion] and no other principle [of motion] exists in it. Since the celestial
body is moved circularly, we know that the peculiar property of that
soul, insofar as it is soul, is to be moved circularly. This being so, the
celestial body possesses no other nature except the nature of the soul
that imparts locomotion."”

Since, however, the nature of the celestial body differs from the nature
of its soul — for the celestial element is undoubtedly composed of that
which moves and that which is moved and that which moves is other
than that which is moved ¥ — we must now investigate concerning the
nature of this body. Since it has previously been explained concerning
this body that it is not generated nor corruptible,? it seems that it must
necessarily be a simple body, not one composed of matter and form.®
And since the celestial body is a certain individual being that exists in
actuality and it possesses a definite shape — and all these attributes
belong to a body in virtue of matter and they belong to matter in virtue
of form — it follows that this celestial body must be the matter of the

qua soul, can only have circular motion. Cf. Jandunus 40a, B-C.
For a different argument establishing the first proposition, cf. above, n. 9. For
the second argument, cf. above, n. 10.

I5 Literally: “'in the body that is neither heavy nor light.”

16 Literally: *in the body that is light or heavy.”

17 Jandunus (40a, B): “i.e., it is not its nature to be moved also by the motion of its
subject....”

18 Cf. Physics VII, 1, 241b, 24-242a, 15.
The text of the Hebrew manuscripts reading ¥3nm y3n nYanis difficultand I
accepted the reading of the Latin versions. The text of the Hebrew manuscripts
and the phrase of which it forms a part would have to be translated as: “for the
celestial element is undoubtedly composed of that which does not produce
motion and that which is moved.” Narboni comments on this text (172v, 2):
YY1IAN "NHT 7 WDIN 191 3731 NPT YYNNRA DI D ,AX, Yie., the celestial
element is composed of a body that is moved but does not produce motion and
of a soul that produces motion but is not moved.”

19 Cf. De Caelo 1, 3, 270a, 12-22.

20 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, lines 139 ff.
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line 31 celestial living beings ¥ that move circularly in virtue of themselves, and
that this matter must be more perfect than the other kinds of matter.
The reasons are that the celestial body is not subject to any of the laws of
potentiality except that of potentiality in respect to place, and thatit has
the most noble kind of locomotion, namely, circular,? just as it has the
most noble and perfect kind of shape, namely, spherical.?
It has already been proved * concerning the celestial forms that they do
not subsist in the celestial bodies, for if they did, they would be moved in
virtue of themselves accidentally, and would thus be in need of
something that is moved in reference to itself primarily and essentially.
For it has been shown in the eighth book of the Physics 2 that the things
moved in virtue of themselves and that are here below one essence in
respect to [their] species * can undoubtedly be reduced to a being that is

21 Jandunus offers two reasons for maintaining that the celestial living beings
possess a kind of matter (40b, C-D): (1) the celestial bodies possess accidents
and all accidents require some matter as subject; (2) the celestial bodies move
and every motion requires some kind of matter.

22 Matter is classified in accordance with the type of motion it possesses. Aristotle
shows that locomotion is the most noble kind of motion (Physics VIII, 7,261a,
13-26), and that circular locomotion is the most noble kind of locomotion
(Physics VIII, 9, 265a, 13-266a, 9; De Caelo1,2,269a, 18-23), The celestial body
has only circular motion (De Caelo 1, 2-3) and thus it has the most noble motion.
Therefore, it has also the most noble kind of matter.

23 For the propositions that (1) the heavens are spherical, cf. De Caelo 11,4; (2) the
spherical shape is the primary, i.e., the most perfect shape, cf. De Caelo 11, 4,
286b, 10-33.

24 Averroes demonstrates that the celestial forms do not subsist in the celestial
bodies by showing that it is impossible for them to have accidental motion. This
latter proposition is established, on the basis of passages from Aristotle’s
Physics, as follows: (1) the series of things moving and being moved must have
as its ultimate member something first moved, which moves essentially (Physics
VIII, 5, 256b, 4-13); (2) this first moved must be composed of a mover and
moved (Physics VII, 1); (3) since the motion of the first moved is eternal, its
mover cannot be a power in a body (Physics VII1, 10); (4) therefore the mover
of the first moved cannot be moved accidentally with the motion of its body.
Aristotle proves the same proposition in a somewhat different manner in
Physics VIII, 6, 259b, 1-31.

25 Cf. previous note.

26 nH2 OOMINYYA IRD3 WX, quae sunt hic una essentia in’ specie. The literal
meaning of the Hebrew phrase is **which are here below essential [things]in
respect to [their]species.” Both the Hebrew and the Latin are difficult, but since
the Latin version seems to be better I based my translation on it. The meaning of
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moved in virtue of itself essentially. This being is composed of a mover
and a first moved, and this mover ¥ cannot possibly be a force in a body.
It appears therefore that the forms of the celestial bodies, and, in
particular, the form of the most distant surrounding body,**are in some
respects soul — namely, through the appetite in virtue of which
movement comes upon them — and in some respects intellect. And
this form is the simple first form in virtue of which the celestial living
being is composed of a mover and a moved. This is contrary to the case
of the sublunar living beings, for, in the case of the latter, it is clear that
the mover belonging to them is in turn composed of two movers,
namely, the soul and the object of its desire ® that exists apart from the

27

28
29

30

the phrase seems to be that the things here below, which are mentioned in the
present passage, belong to the same species, that is, the species of living beings.
This interpretation is based on a phrase occurring in Aristotle’s discussion of
the present problem. In Physics VIII, 6, 259b, 1-3 (cf. above, n. 24, end)
Aristotle writes: 6pdpev 82 kai pavepdc Svia towavta b kivel adta favta, olov
10 @V Epyiyov xai 10 1dv {dov yévog, “Further, it is evident from actual
observation that there are things that have the characteristic of moving
themselves, e.g., the animal kingdom and the whole class of living things.”
It is possible that the difficulty in the Hebrew and Latin texts arose from the
mistranslation of an underlying Arabic term. The Arabic & may mean DXy
(essentia) or Wd3 (anima). If this is the case, the original Arabic may have
contained a phrase equivalent to the Hebrew 1"»2 wo1 *»¥2 1x23 WX, the Latin
of which would be “quae sunt hic animalia specie.”

v R XY, et quod illud movens non sit. The text of the Hebrew
manuscripts reads: ...nXIT avn Pan RS, “and that this movement is
not...." In accordance with the obvious requirements of the context I accepted
the reading of the Latin version. The Hebrew translator probably misread an
underlying Arabic .d_:,.: as &b, ,£. For similar misreadings, cf. above, chap. 1,
n. 59.

Le., the sphere of the fixed stars.

Narboni (173r, 1) comments: 2@ X1p1 103y T30 U aRIPI I3 T80 MA,
*...in respect to its motion the form is called soul, and in respect to itsclf it is
called intellect.” This whole discussion is based on Meraphysics X11, 6-8;
especially 7, 1072a, 19-1072b, 4. The main points of the passage in the
Metaphysics are: the prime mover moves by being the object of thought and
appetite; in the prime mover there is no real difference between thought and the
object of thought, nor between appetite and the object of appetite. Cf. below,
chap. 4, n. 18.

pwonm, re desiderata. The text of the Hebrew manuscripts reads apwnm
nppnwsn, “*and a desire that desires.” Since I could not find any interpretation
for this phrase, I accepted the reading of the Latin. It is probable that the
underlying Arabic term was (§342s whose usual Hebrew translation is pyon.
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soul and moves it.>! Therefore, in the case of the sublunar bodies, that
which is moved is composite, not simple.

Thus the celestial body functions as matter for this incorporeal form,
but it is a matter that exists in actuality. The celestial bodies, therefore,
possess something resembling matter only insofar as they have an
underlying matter for the reception of form. Therefore, the term
“subject” is more truly applied to them than the term *“‘matter.” 2 The
reason is that the sublunar matter is called by that name inasmuch as it
is potentially the form that comes to be in it; but it is called “‘subject™
inasmuch as it sustains the form and inasmuch as it is a part of the
composite made up by it and the form.

Furthermore, it is evident that the form of the celestial element is not a
prerequisite for the existence of its body, as is the case with the body of
the sublunar living beings. For in the case of the sublunar living beings it
is evident that their souls are a prerequisite for the existence of their
bodies, for these bodies would not continue to exist were it not that they
are preserved by the sensitive and imaginative soul.*» The celestial body,
on the other hand — being simple, not changed by anything outside of it
— does not require for its existence a sensitive or animaginative soul, It
only needs a soul that imparts to it locomotion, and a force that, being
neither a body nor existent in a body, imparts to it eternal duration and

Perhaps the Hebrew translator intended the term NppINWH as an Arablsm that
is, as a Hebrew transcription of Jy2zs.

31 Cf. De Anima 111, 10; especially 433a, 13-21, and 433b, §-21.

32 Aristotle does not distinguish sharply between the terms §An, “‘matter,” and
Grokeipevov, “substratum™ or “subject.”” In Metaphysics 1, 3, 983a, 29-30, he
speaks of “‘matter or substratum.,” In Metaphysics X11, 2, 1069b, 24-26 (cf. also,
Metaphysics VIII, 4, 1044b, 3-8), he states that all things that change, whether
perishable or eternal, have matter, though different kinds. On the other hand, in
Metaphysics VIII, 5, 1044b, 27-28, he allows matter only to those things
admitting of generation (yéveoiwg) and transformation into each other
(netaPorn elg dAAnia). In Physics 1, 7, where Aristotle presents his general
analysis of motion, the term *‘substratum’ rather than **matter” is used.
Averroes, in making the Aristotelian terminology more precise, distinguishes
between two functions of matter: (1) something that underlies change; (2)
something that serves as subject for the form He calls the latter “subject,” the
‘former “matter.”

33 For the function of the sensitive soul, cf. De Anima I11, 12, 434a, 27-434b, 8, and
13-18. For the function of the xmagmatlvc soul, cf. De Anima 111, 10, 433b,
27-11, 434a, 10.
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eternal motion, that is, eternal in the sense of having no beginning and

no end.
You should know* that the celestial body not only needs a force giving
it continuaus locomotion, but also a force imparting to it, with respect

34

In this paragraph and the succeeding one Averroes discusses the celestial form
considered as an acting force (Y315 n3) in the celestial element. (For the term n>
Y1y, cf. below, n. 38.) He establishes the following propositions concerning this
acting cause (force): (1) it gives the celestial body eternal existence; (2) it
imparts to the celestial body all of its properties; (3) it exists in addition to the
moving power of the heavens; (4) it is not temporally prior to its effect.

In the present passage Averroes discusses the first of these propositions,
namely, that the celestial form, functioning as an acting cause, imparts
continuous existence to its body. However, the following dilemma arises
concerning this proposition: (1) since the celestial element is not subject to
generation and corruption, it appears that its body does not need a form giving
it eternal existence, for it is eternal through itself; on the other hand, (2) since
the body of the celestial element is of finite extension, and bodies having finite
extension can only have a finite activity, it appears that the celestial body is in
need of a form giving it continuous existence.

In our passage Averroes decides for the second of these alternatives, that is, that
the form of the celestlal element imparts continuous existence to its body.
However, in the Long Commentary on Metaphysics (X11, com. 41, Arabic: p.
1631, line 7-p. 1633, line 17; Latin: Vol. VIII, 324v, H-325r, B) he decides for
the first of these alternatives, namely, that the celestial body has continuous
existence through itself and that it does not need its form for its continuous
existence.

The commentators try to resolve this difficulty. Jandunus explains that the
acting cause produces eternal motion as if it were a final, not an efficient cause
(41b, A-C): *...in substantiis sempiternis non est agens nisi secundum
similitudinem, scilicet inquantum est forma conservans ut finis... Intellixit
[Averroes] vero in praedictis locis caeclum habere permanentiam ex se
formaliter, non ab alio efficiente.” Zimara, on the other hand, holds that the
acting cause functions as an extrinsic principle that imparts to the celestial body
continuous existence (Solutiones contradictionum in dictis Averrois super
sermone de substantia orbis, Vol. 1X, 158v, b): **...bene tamen caelum habet
principium extrinsecum dans sibi permanentiam acternam et conservans ipsum
in suis dispositionibus necessariis et, si tale principium non esset, ita esset de
substantiis caeli, inquit Commentator hic, sicut de eius motu, et est locus iste
expressus contra Gregorium Arminensem, qui voluit aeterna et necessaria non
habere causam efficientem.”

It is clear, -however, from the subsequent discussion that the celestial acting
cause differs from the sublunar acting cause. For similar discussions of the
eternal motion of the heavens and their eternal existence, cf. Hebrew text, chap.
3, lines 38 ff., and chap. 5, lines 15 fT.
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to itself and with respect to its substance, eternal duration. For, even
though the celestial body is simple and has in itself no potentiality for
corruption, yet, since its dimensions are finite and since it is bounded by
its surrounding surface, it is necessarily finite in its activity. And
everything having this nature ¥ — even though the intellect can conceive
it as existing in virtue of itself without something else imparting to it
permanence and continuity — necessarily requires, according to our
opinion, that just as its activity is finite so is its duration finite. It is
necessary, therefore, that the intellect of the celestial elements should
possess a power that imparts to the celestial body eternal duration just
as it imparts to it its continuous motion. Not only this, but it is also
necessary that there should exist a force that imparts to the celestial
body the motion appropriate to its activity, that is that one among the
motions that is eternal, namely circular locomotion. And this force
must also impart the shape proper to this motion, namely, the spherical
shape, as well as the measure proper to the activity of each sphere, so
that there becomes perfected from the activities of all these spheres one
activity and this is the activity of the world in its totality. For as far as
the need for an acting force* is concerned, there is no difference
between a simple body having a certain description and a body
composed of simple bodies having a certain description, and it makes
no difference whether this body is generated or not.’” We see therefore
that the heavens have a power that not only moves the universe but that
also makes it eternal, acts upon it and preserves it, this being similar to
the case of the human body or any body that acts in virtue of a proper

35 Jandunus (41a, D): *.,.quod est finitae magnitudinis et virtutis in agendo,”
**...which is of finite magnitude and of finite power in respect to its activity.”

36 For the distinction between an acting force (%30 n2) and a moving force (12
y1In), see below, n. 38,

37 mn onYa W Man, generatum et non generatum. To yield the required meaning
“generated” and *not generated” the Hebrew would have to be the rather
unusual pual 73471 *n%3 X 73R, This might, however, once again be a case in
whlch the Hebrew translator took an underlying passive u,i. (generatum) or'
u.&-‘ as the active u,ia (generans). If the latter should be the case, the
translator intended the Hebrew to be read as a3an *n%2 18 angn. For similar
cases, cf. above, chap. 1, n. 59.
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end. The reason is that an end necessarily points to an agent bringing
about this end, just as a motion points to a mover.*

However,” in the class of things that have to each other the relation of
an agent to that upon which this agent acts, there are those members in
which the agent is temporally prior to that upon which it acts. This case
applies to all the beings dispersed throughout the sphere of the world.
Then again, in the class of things that have to each other the relation of
an agent to that upon which this agent acts, there are those members in
which both the agent and that upon which it acts are by nature prior to
time.* This case applies to the celestial sphere that possesses time as
something subsequent to it and as one of its accidents,* and it also
applies to the celestial agent,** that is tosay, that agent that is peculiar to

38

39

40

41

42

Averroes distinguishes between two forces producing motion: (1) an acting
force (Y:D; agens) that brings something to a determined end; and (2) a
moving force (3"3; movens) that acts without regard to an end.

The form of the heavens acts in a two-fold capacity: as a moving force it
imparts to the heavens locomotion and as an acting force it makes them eternal,
preserves them and leads them to their proper end. For all this, cf. Jandunus
4lc, H.

Jandunus (41d, E) introduces a distinction between the agent of the celestial
bodies and that of the terrestrial ones. In the terrestrial bodies the agent brings
about the end, while in the celestial bodies, in which the end already exists, the
agent only acts to preserve this end. Cf, above, n. 34, and below, n. 45.
Having shown that the heavens possess not only a moving force but also an
acting force, Averroes proceeds to describe this acting force more fully. He
distinguishes between an agent that is temporally prior to that upon which it
acts and one that is contemporaneous with that upon which it acts. The celestial
acting force is a force of the second kind.

10171 %Y ¥303 0p. The Hebrew text is in harmony with the subsequent passage
in which Averroes shows that since time is subsequent to the celestial body and
to the celestial agent, this agent cannot be temporally prior to that upon which it
acts, that is, the celestial agent is contemporaneous with the celestial body. The
majority of the Latin texts read “prius natura,” thus indicating that the priority
of the celestial agent to the celestial body is a priority **according to nature’ not
*according to time,” For this distinction, cf. Aristotle, Categories 12, and
Metaphysics V, 11,

Since time is *‘the number of motion in respect to before and after” (Physics IV,
11, 220a, 24-26), it is an accident in the category of quantity. But an accident
cannot be prior to that of which it is an accident. Therefore, since time is an
accident of the celestial body, it cannot be prior to this body.

Since the celestial agent imparts motion to the celestial body, thereby imparting
time toit, it is by nature prior to time; it follows from this that the celestial agent
cannot be temporally prior to the celestial sphere.
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the celestial sphere for imparting the dispositions and attributes that
are required for the existence of that end that exists because of them.
Since people do not know that this is one of Aristotle’s opinions they say
that he does not speak of the acting cause of the universe, only of its
moving cause. This is the height of ignorance. There is, however, no
doubt that its acting cause is identical with its moving cause, for the
force that moves the universe with its proper motion is identical with
that force that first bestows upon it those dispositions and properties in
virtue of which the universe has the motion proper to this force. And
Aristotle has repeatedly discussed this in many places* of his book De
Caelo. And it seems that this force is more exalted and higher than the
heavens.* Diligence in explaining these matters has made us prolong the
digression from our subject, this subject being the procedure that is to
be followed in explaining the nature of the celestial body, the relation of

Narboni (173r, 1) and Jandunus (41d, F-G) correctly interpret this passage to
mean that Averroes denies here that God is temporally prior to the world, that
is, he denies creation in time. On the other hand, Toledanus (p. 160, lines 8 ff.)
distinguishes between God, the mover of the first sphere, and the movers of the
other spheres, and applies the present passage to the celestial movers other than
God. According to Toledanus God is, however, temporally prior to the world.
Narboni writes (173r, 1): a7p ,]ownn xam , yom oxa xam Ynonw nom oy
191 nn qwn RYw K (12 nrn Myoaw &7 1o by ¥ava, ... and there are
some things acting and acted upon, so that the agent, i.e., God, and the thing
acted upon, i.e., His abode [the world], are by nature prior to time, and thus the
thing acted upon is not temporally posterior to the agent and it is not true that
time does not follow from it.”

43 Time is the primary attribute that Averroes has in mind.

44 pwpnn a1 nvm. Literally: “in another place.” I accepted the Latin “in multis
locis™ as a better reading, but I did not change the Hebrew text. Averroes does
not seem to'have a specific passage in mind.

45 Jandunus (42a, A): *““...sicut causa est nobilior suo effectu,” **...just as the

cause is more exalted than its effect.”
The agent of the celestial bodies is more noble than these bodies because the
agent has no motion while the heavens do have motion. Cf. De Caelo 11, 12,
292a, 22-24; 292b, 4-6, 10-23; 292b, 28-293a, 4. The nature of the celestial
agent is described by Jandunus as follows (42a, A-B): **And it always hasto be
mentioned that this first principle is the acting cause of the heavens... notas a
cause bringing them into existence, but as a form that preserves them and
functions as an end for the sake of which they exist and have perfection. But
whether this first principle moving the heavens belongs to the genus of efficient
or final cause is a special question,” Cf. above, nn. 34 and 38.
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which to the heavens* is like the relation of body to animal. Let us now
return to our subject.

We maintain then that the celestial and the transient bodies have the
following factors in common: both possess three dimensions, both have
a substance recipient of the dimensions, and both kinds of bodies are
never free from dimensions. However, we find that the substance
underlying the indeterminate dimensions,* as well as the dimensions
belonging to that body* that is common to all transient bodies, are one
in number potentially,* not one in number actually, that is to say the
indeterminate dimensions common to all transient bodies are one in
number potentially and likewise the substance that underlies these
dimensions is [one in number potentially]. And all transient bodies
share this body that is numerically one. All this follows*® from the

46 l.e., to the heavens in their totality. The heavens, analogous to the terrestrial
living beings, are composed of a body and a soul. As the subsequent passage
shows, the nature of the celestial body is established by comparing it to the
nature of the body of terrestrial living beings.

47 Le., “prime matter.”

48 The term *body’ refers to **prime matter”,

49 Narboni (173v, 1): DMIR 022 121,702 MRO¥M 93T KIT A02 IDOH KR ,A3P
12 ANV WRW T30 Y JIWR “ran 1 b2y p'm: 0 710 27X W ARR M NNLA,
“[Prime matter] is numerically one insofar as it is matter and some one thing
existing in potentiality. And the substantial forms exist potentially in this prime
matter either insofar as one follows the other or insofar as many of them exist
together in a large part of prime matter, i.e., insofar as these forms do not now
exist in it.”

50 The proof offered in the following passage establishes that the body underlying
substantial change must exist in potentiality. Three possibilities are considered:
(1) there exists one body in actuality; (2) there exist many bodies in actuality;
(3) there exists one body in potentiality. The first and second possibilities are
proved to be false, therefore the third must be true. The rejection of the first two
possibilities is based on the following arguments:

First Possibility : If the subject of changing elements were one in actuality, then
a change of form would be anaccidental change. Aristotle, however, has shown
that a change of form must be a substantial change. Therefore, the subject
cannot be one in actuality,

Second Possibility: If we assume that in a given change both the body that is
destroyed and that which comes to be exist in actuality, then at some time
during that change the body that is changed would completely cease to exist.
Thus the second body would come to be from nothing. This, however, is
contrary to the principle *ex nihilo nihil fit.” :
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observation that the body that is one in species ! passes from one form
to another and from one set of dimensions to another, this second set
differing in actuality from the first. An example is provided by the
transformation of the body possessing the form air into that possessing
the form fire. Now if this body, common to the form air and fire, were
numerically one in actuality, then the form would be an accident. And if
the body receiving the form fire and that receiving the form air were
actually two, it would follow that when one of these bodies is
transformed into the other, the attribute of corporeity would be
removed from the body that is destroyed. This body would then become
non-body and the new corporeity would have to come from non-body.
This is absurd. It follows therefore that the sublunar bodies have a
common corporeal nature.*

We must also ask ** whether these indeterminate dimensions and their
subject are one or many and, if they are one, whether they are
potentially or actually one, and, if they are many, whether they are
actually or potentially many. As has been shown, their nature requires
us to lay down that they are potentially one and many.*

It has been shown that, since the sublunar bodies are transient, they are
composed of a substance existing in potentiality ** and of dimensions in
potentiality ¥ settled upon this substance. It has furthermore been

51 le., the body composed of prime matter and corporeal form.

52 The concluding statement of this proof is insufficient as it stands. It is to be
proved that the common nature of the sublunar bodies exists in potentiality, not
that there exists an underlying nature. Jandunus in his commentary (42b, D)
adds the omitted statement. He writes: *“‘ex quo concludit, quod necesse est illa
corpora, qua adinvicem transmutantur, habere naturam corporalem com-
munem, ita quod sint eadem in potentia et non in actu....”

53 The following paragraph presents difficulties of interpretation. It has just been
shown that the indeterminate three dimensions and their subject, prime matter,
are one in potentiality. Thus, there seems to be no need to ask again whether
they are one in actuality or potentiality. Only one new point is established in this
paragraph, namely, that they are also many in potentiality.

54 Jandunus (42¢c, F): “it [prime matter] is one in potentiality insofar as it is some
one thing that lacks all forms, and it is many in potentiality insofar as it is
capable of having different [substantial] forms.”

55 Jandunus (42c, F): *i.e., prime matter.”

56 Jandunus (42¢, G): *...which are in potentiality toward different boundaries
and become actual through different forms.”
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shown that when this body, which is one in potentiality and matter in
potentiality, becomes actualized, it becomes matter in actuality. From
this follows Aristotle’s saying that matter does not exist in actuality
except insofar as it is visible,*” just as form does not exist 38 except insofar
as it is intelligible.

Since the celestial body, on the other hand, does not undergo alteration,
it must necessarily be composed of a substance in ‘actuality and of
dimensions in actuality. Therefore, it is neither generated nor
corruptible, All this being as we have described, it follows that the
celestial body is the matter that receives the celestial form in the manner
that has been proved to be proper to this matter. I mean to say, that the
celestial matter agrees with the transient matter in some respect and it
differs from it in some. And both kinds of matter agree in that they are
matter insofar as they are visible and insofar as they possess a power for
locomotion, but they differ in that the celestial body does not have that
potentiality for alteration that is proper to the substances existing in the
transient body.

57 This statement appears to be based on Meraphysics X1, 3, 1070a, 9-10, where
Aristotle writes: ovoim 8¢ 1peig, 1) pév 0An 168e 1t odoa 1 @aiveabar...,
“There are three kinds of substance: matter which is a ‘this’ in virtue of being
apparent....”

Averroes’ text of this passage reads:o* ts91 148 (g 830U amiydl Ll 2 jautty
<«$p b @b, “Substantiac autem sunt tres: una autem est materia et est hoc
secundum quod videtur...,” “But substances are three: one ismatteranditisa
‘this’ [lit. this thing] in virtue of being visible...” (Long Commentary on
Metaphysics X11, 1. 14, Arabic: p. 1466, lines 2-3; Latin: Vol, VIII, 299v, L).In
his commentary Averroes interprets this passage to mean that prime matter is
not visible in itself, but it is visible only after it has become actualized by a
substantial form. His text reads: o {41 Wa oy JpF ae Os55 Lia Joy
P E (A S o a VLI BN U gl N G s b i
Uty phly Qg o S5UL OF SV 5»..4]\@ 0dmy dugest w Bylosdll g2t 15
Rapett ¥ Wty Bage 1§ 50 W1 3y U oy ppeally s} Wit gt (b
B 17 4 gl gt S o Gagmg (o U1 0 oy,

*Et secundum hoc erit intentio eius, quod dixit est hoc secundum quod videtur, i.
et est illa cuius esse non est nisi secundum quod sentitur, i. propter illud quo fit
sensibilis: et haec est forma. Materia enim non est sensibilis per se, sed per
aliud, i. per formam et non habet esse, nisi quia sentitur per aliud non per se, est
enim ens per illud quod sentitur...” (Long Commentary on Metaphysics XII,
com. 14, Arabic: p. 1475, lines 1-7; Latin: Vol. VIII, 300r, C).

58 The Latin texts W ,7 ,p add: *‘in actu”.
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e 113 In a like manner it has been shown concerning the celestial bodies that
their forms agree with those of the transient bodies in some respect and
that they differ from them in some other.®® On the basis of this
consideration the sublunar being composed of body and soul and the
translunar one composed of body and soul are each called “living
being” not in an equivocal sense, but in the sense of those terms that are
predicated of different things according to priority and posteriority.®

59

60

90

Jandunus comments (42d, G): *It has been shown previously that the movers
of the celestial bodies agree with the souls of the terrestrial animals in that
[both] movers impart locomotion to their respective bodies. ... But the celestial
and the terrestrial bodies differ in that the celestial souls are not sustained in
being by their bodies, nor do these souls impart being to their bodies. Thus, the
celestial animals are composed of a subject in actuality and of souls, or movers,
in actuality, while the sublunar animals are composed of souls and of a subject
that exists in potentiality.”

MNORY P2 TR MIBWR [ YR own PO RY, non equivoce... sed
secundum prius et posterius. Since the majority of the Hebrew manuscripts has
©ax, which implies a missing 8%, and, since the majority of the Latin texts has
non... sed, the present reading was accepted.

It is, however, possible to find a meaning for the text of the other Hebrew
manuscript and Latin ¥, which have 1»1p3 D™ 2R3 mawa 1 %*1 0w w3
XY, “equivoce, scilicet, secundum prius et posterius.” To understand this
phrase, it is to be noted that predication *“according to equivocation’ occurs in
two ways: (1) *‘according to absolute equivocation™ (M3 qnw1); and (2)
“according to ‘generic’ equivocation.” In the first case the terms compared
have only the name in common, in the second they have some other similarity.
In the second case, equivocation is subdivided into kinds, and one of these is
“amphibolous” predication. A subdivision of the latter is predication
*“according to priority and posteriority.” In the light of this meaning of the
term, the present passage, in its alternative version, is to be translated as *...in
an equivocal sense, I have in mind, [the kind of equivocation] contained in
terms predicated ‘according to priority and posteriority.”"

According to cither version of the passage, Averroes argues that the term
“living being” is predicated of celestial and terrestrial substances according to
priority and posteriority. However, in other passages (cf. above, chap. 1, n. 6),
he seems to hold that terms are predicated of celestial and terrestrial substances
according to absolute equivocation.

The two senses of predication *‘according to equivocation” emerge from
Maimonides’ discussion in his Treatise on the Art of Logic, chap. 13, where he
writes: ... &A1 Yy SL2Y) Ladt i (e pladl diw oy 35280 |V
...D'PDI0NR DM ... N NMAY D*DANWRT Dan .n’pbn b 'IP'?TI’ DONAYLR MDY
“Terms predicated according to' [generic] equivocation are divided into six
classes, among them terms predicated according to complete equivocation,...,
according to amphibolous predication..."” (Arabic: [ed. Tiirker], p. 59, lines
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It is necessary therefore in natures of this kind that the prior one is the
cause of the posterior,* as has already been stated about this nature in
another place. In an analogous manner, things of which the term
“warm” is predicated differ according to increase and diminution and
according to stronger and weaker.®* Thus it has been shown in this
treatise that the heavens are composed of matter and form as are the
sublunar animals. And it has been explained in what way the translunar
and sublunar forms agree and in what way they differ. It has also been
shown how the ultimate mover of the celestial body differs from the last
mover of the terrestrial ones.® Therefore, it remains for us to consider in
what way the two genera of accidents, namely, the passive and the non-
passive, agree and in what way they differ.

We maintain that the celestial and terrestrial bodies differ in respect to
the passive nature, called alteration, and that they agree in those
accidents the change of which does not produce an alteration in their
underlying substance. For it seems that this alteration, inasmuch as it
involves a change in the substance of the transformed body, is peculiar
to those bodies the substance of which is intermingled with a
potentiality, that is, to the transient bodies.* However, those accidents,
the change of which does not involve an alteration in the substance of
the underlying subject, are common to the celestial and the terrestrial
bodies.

The first ones of the common accidents are locomotion, and
transparency and non-transparency, as well as those qualities to which
the latter accidents are subsequent — I have in mind the rare qualities

12, 18-19, [ed. Efros], p. 35, lines 19-20; Hebrew: [ed. Efros], p. 57, lines 3-4, p.
94, lines 6-8, and p. 124, lines 19-20; English: p. 59). Cf. Averroes, Epitome of
Isagoge, chap. 1, Hebrew: pp. 2v-3r; Latin: Vol. I, 2b, 36v, 1-37r, E.

61 The two natures differ according to priority and posteriority. Priority, which is
predicated in many ways (cf. Metaphysics V, 11; Categories 12),is predicated in
this instance according to cause and effect (Categories 12, 14b, 10 {f.).

62 For the “ambiguous” predication of the term *‘heat” as referring to fire and
other hot objects respectively, cf. Wolfson, Harvard Theological Review, XX X1,
p. 161, lines 3-4. It seems to me that the terms *‘stronger” and “weaker” are
equivalent to the terms “primary” and **subsequent” discussed by Wolfson, op.
cit., p. 157, line 3-p. 158, line 17; p. 166, line 32-p. 167, line 20.

63 l.e., how the celestial and terrestrial souls differ.

64 That the celestial bodies cannot undergo alteration is shown in De Caelo 1, 3,
270a, 25-35.
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line 130 and the dense qualities — for it seems that density and rarity are the
cause of transparency .and non-transparency. Yet, even though the
celestial and terrestrial bodies have the attributes of rarity and
transparency in common,® these terms are predicated of the two bodies
in respect to priority and posteriority, as is the ¢ase with the predication
of “corporeity”” which exists in both of them.%
In an analogous manner? the celestial and terrestrial bodies have
luminosity and opacity in common. In this latter case, however, it is
more nearly correct to assert that these terms are predicated according
to equivocation, rather than according to priority and posteriority. For
we observe that, here below, light is generated in the simple, fiery,
transparent body existing within the concavity of the lunar sphere only
when this fiery element acts on a heavy and dense body.* On the other
hand, it seems that the cause of the luminosity of the parts of the
celestial bodies, that is, the stars, is the density of that particular part of
the celestial sphere occupied by the star that is transparent in actuality.
And that the stars are the dense part of the celestial sphere becomes even
more apparent through the density existing in the planets ® which, as a

65 Narboni (178v, 2): DY23p») NITDOII MPBDIT,AXY, “i.¢., rarity and transparency
and their respective contrary.”

66 The term “corporeity” is predicated of celestial and terrestrial bodies according
to priority and posteriority, one of the kinds of amphibolous predication. Cf.,
however, Hebrew text, chap. 3, line 103 (and above, chap. 1, n. 8), where
Averroes holds that the term is predicated according to equivocation.

67 The argument in the following passage is somewhat obscure. Averroes tries to
show that the terms “‘luminosity” and “‘opacity” cannot be predicated
ambiguously, i.e., according to priority and posteriority, but that they must be
predicated equivocally. The crux of the argument is that celestial and terrestrial
luminosity and opacity are produced in entirely different ways. Thus, according
to theimplied argument, the two terms cannot be predicated as cause and effect,
nor can they be predicated according to any of the other predications according
to priority and posteriority. Thus they must be predicated according to
equivocation. Averroes’ argument is based on the following considerations:
celestial light is a property of the celestial body, while terrestrial light is a
product of the interaction of fire with a dense body. Celestial transparency is a
property of the celestial body, while terrestrial transparency exists in actuality
only in the presence of light.

68 The light of the element fire becomes visible only when fire acts in a dense, i.e.,
earthy and opaque body. When fire is unmixed and in its proper place it is
transparent. Cf.'Jandunus, 43c, E.

69 Literally: “‘stars.”
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result of this density, eclipse one another, and the most obvious
evidence is provided by what occurs in the case of the moon.™ Since the
difference between the stars and their spheres has been made clear, it is
evident that the stars and the substance of the heavens are of one nature
and this is a proposition on which all the ancients agreed, as Aristotle
relates in the De Caelo.™ The celestial body, according to this opinion, is
transparent in actuality in virtue of itself, this being contrary to the case
of the transparent bodies here below, which are transparent in actuality
only at a time when light is present.” And the parts of the celestial bodies
differ in respect to transparency and non-transparency, so that there is
generated in them something like color, an example of this being the
Milky Way.” And since it is apparent in the case of the moon that it is
dense and dark by its very nature and that it receives its light from
another planet, namely, the sun, Aristotle asserts concerning it in the
book De Animalibus™ that its nature is generically more like the nature

70 71ARTW 0 INDD IW,DIP BAXP DTIPH 17 191 0020152 WK Mavan AR N
2. This passage is linguistically difficult, but its meaning is clear. Having
stated that the luminosity of the stars is the result of the density of the part of the
celestial sphere in which the star is found, Averroes now marshals additional
evidence that the stars are the dense portion of their respective sphere.
Planetary eclipses and, even more, lunar eclipses provide evidence that the stars
are the dense portion of their spheres. For if this were not the case, eclipses
could not take place. The Latin texts have the easier reading: *...et hoc
apparet in stellis, quae eclipsant se adinvicem, et hoc bene apparet in luna.”

71 It seems that Averroes has two Aristotelian passages in mind: (1) that the
celestial bodies and their spheres are of the same element. Cf. De Caelo 11, 7,
289a, 11-19 (cf. also commentaries ad loc.); (2) that the ancients believed that
there exists an element different from the four elements. Cf. De Caelo1, 3, 270b,
1-25,

72 A transparent body in the sublunar sphere is not transparent of itself—for
example, air in a dark room-—but it becomes transparent in the presence of
light. On the other hand, the heavenly element is transparent in actuality in
virtue of itself. ' '

73 H7inYRa, The Hebrew text retains the original Arabic term 5,¢1. This Arabic
term occurs in Saadia’s Kitab al-Amdndat, p. 19, line 1, and Ibn Tibbon
translates it as 3900, Cf. Steinschneider, Hebraische Ubersetzungen, p. 139, n.
229; also p. 186, n. 576.

74  Steinschneider points out that in Arabic and Hebrew philosophy this title
includes the Historia Animalium, the De Partibus Animalium, and the De
Generatione Animalium. Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische Ubersetzungen, p. 143,
n. 67, beginning.
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line 146 of earth than like that of the other stars.” And it seems that the celestial
bodies differ quantitatively in respect to rarity and density, both of
which are the cause of luminosity and opacity, even though opacity
exists only in the moon.” According to my opinion, the problem of the
luminosity of the celestial bodies must be understood in accordance
with this explanation.
Calefaction is another accident that the celestial and the terrestrial
bodies have in common. And Aristotle noticed that the celestial bodies
do not produce heat insofar as they are hot, but they produce heat in
virtue of the velocity of their motion. He supports this proposition by an
argument taken from the observation of a missile. For when a missile is
shot, its lead melts.”” And Aristotle states in the Metaphysics that it is not
necessary for an accident to produce another accident like itself —
either in species or genus — as it is necessary in the case of the qualities
that are substances. The commentators observed a second calefactory
cause in the stars besides their fast motion, namely, luminosity. They
noticed that light, insofar as it is light, is perceived to produce heat upon
being reflected. They saw, furthermore, that the ability to produce heat
through reflection of its light is not an accident peculiar only to fire, for
it is an accident common to the celestial bodies and to fire. And from
what has been said concerning the calefactory action of celestial and

Jandunus in the commentary (43d, G) refers to the De Generatione Animalium. 1
could not locate the passage.

75 Jandunus (43d, F-G): *“...itis to be noted that the moon differs from the other
stars in that it has light, less in virtue of itself, more in virtue of another planet
[the sun]; so that, just as earth is the lowest one of the elements, so the moon is
the lowest one of the planets, inasmuch as it is more opaque than the rest.
*There has also been raised a question whether the moon has light in virtue of
itself at all. I think that this question is a weak one. Since the moon, when it is
not illumined by the sun on the face which is toward us, is still seen by us, it must
be that this occurs in virtue of the moon’s own light.”

76 Jandunus (43d, G): *...the Commentator writes: ‘The cause of the spot
(macula) in the moon is a difference in the parts of the moon in respect to rarity
and density. Thus one part of the moon is rare and does not receive light from
the sun in the same way in which the other part receives it. And these latter parts

. make a certain figure in the surface of the moon, because of which the moon
appears dark."”

77 Cf. De Caelo 11,7, 289a, 19-35; also De Caelo, ed. Loeb Classical Library, p.
180, n. a.
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terrestrial bodies,” [it follows] that it is not far-fetched to maintain that fine 158
the term *‘calefaction” is predicated equivocally of these two bodies, the
evidence being that their actions differ. For the calefactory action of fire
damages and destroys things — especially the kind of fire which
produces light — while the calefactory action of the celestial bodies
produces generation and bestows vegetative and animal life. This is the
reason that there are two kinds of calefaction: that which is a passive
quality changing the substance of the subject in which it inheres,” and
that which is not a passive quality.® The case of calefaction is akin to the
case of transparency and non-transparency, that is, there is the kind of
transparency and non-transparency that is the result of a passive quality
and there is the kind that is not.

And since the statements of those who in former times investigated the
activities of the stars have been verified, namely, that some stars impart
heat and dryness, some heat and moisture, some cold and moisture, and
some cold and dryness, it follows that these four qualities that the
celestial bodies and the four elements have in common are predicated
equivocally or according to priority and posteriority.*

And it seems that the celestial bodies impart to us here below heat, while
they themselves are not hot, for it is not necessary that the agent
producing a certain accident be described by the same term as the
accident that it produces. Thus, for example, not everything producing
motion must necessarily be moved, nor must something producing

78 713 KW a3, This phrase may be interpreted in two ways: (1) it may referto
what has been said generally about the calefactory action of celestial and
terrestrial bodies, or (2) it may refer to what has been said in the preceding
discussion. In the former case the reference would be to the arguments which
Averroes lists in the succeeding sentences. In the latter case the reference would
be to the argument which appears at the beginning of the present paragraph,
namely, that the celestial body produces heat without itself being hot.

79 This kind of heat is a property of fire and thus occurs only in the sublunar world.

80 This is the kind of heat that fire and the celestial elements have in common.

81 7Ry Awvipat. The Latin texts have the disjunctive aut (W) secundum prius et
posterius, which seems to be preferable. The problem is whether these qualities
are predicated “equivocally” or “*according to priority and posteriority.” The
answer seems to be that these qualities are predicated *“‘equivocally” since
Averroes shows (Hebrew text, lines 186-187) that they are not predicated
according to priority and posteriority.
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e 172 blackness be black. And most accidents exist in this manner.® These
statements are evident from the following proof: if something altered
were the result of something else altered and if something hot were the
product of another hot thing and the series went on to infinity, there
would not exist something first altered. But something first altered must
exist, just as it is necessary in the case of motion that there exists a first
moved.® It is necessary, therefore, that the series of altered things
should come to an end with something causing alteration, which itself is
not altered, just as in the case of moved things the series must come to an
end with something producing motion, which itself is not moved.
However, the difference between motion and alteration is that in the
case of locomotion the series cannot possibly come to an end with
something moving itself, for everything moved of itself has a mover
other than itself, while in the case of alteration the series can come to an
end with something producing alteration in virtue of a prior, uncaused
descriptive predicate belonging to it. The beings having this latter
property are undoubtedly the celestial bodies.?

But s this prior descriptive predicate in the celestial body can belong

82 For other discussions of dissimilarities between cause and effect, cf. Algazali,
Tahdfut al-Falasifah, XVII (ed. Bouyges, p. 282 trans. Hyman, p. 285), also in
Averroes, Tahdfut al-Tahdfut XVII (ed. Bouyges, p. 525; trans. Van den Bergh,
I, 321, and notes, vol. II, 180); Maimonides, Guide of the Perplexed, 1, 53
(Arabic: p. 81; Hebrew: p. 76a; English: p. 120).

83 Cf. Physics VII, 1, 242a, 15 ff.,; VIII, 5, 257a, 31 ff. Cf. also Metaphysics 11, 2.

84 The difference between locomotion and alteration is that in locomotion the first
mover is separate from its body, while in alteration that which first alters is a
property inhering in the celestial body. Thelatter property does not presuppose
a prior cause existing apart from the celestial body.

85 Having shown in the previous passage that alteration in terrestrial bodies is
reducible to something first altered in the celestial body, Averroes now shows
that the alteration of the celestial body and that of the terrestrial one do not
belong to the same genus. Thus the term “alteration® cannot be predicated of
the two bodies according to priority and posteriority but it must be predicated
equivocally of them. In this passage Averroes seems to imply that things
predicated according to priority and posteriority belong to the same genus. In
other passages he seems to maintain that things predicated according to priority
and posteriority cannot belong to the same genus. See above, chap. 1, n. 6,and
chap. 2, n. 60.

It seems to me that the term *genus' is not used in the present passage in its
strict sense but that it refers to the factor common to things predicated
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either to the same genus as the property it produces in another body or it
can belong to a different genus. Thus, by way of an example of the latter
case, the property of calefaction that the celestial bodies have toward
the terrestrial ones is a nature that is neither hot nor cold, just as the
motion of the celestial body takes place according to a nature that is
neither heavy nor light. This is the most obvious statement concerning
the celestial bodies, but God knows* the proof thereof proceeds as
follows: since these four terrestrial qualities produce and undergo
action in virtue of some quality apart from themselves, their series must
undoubtedly come to an end with qualities that act, but do not undergo
action. And it appears most likely and most proper that these terrestrial
qualities are not reducible to qualities belonging to their own genus, not
even if it were laid down that these qualities are predicated of the
celestial and terrestrial bodies according [to the kind of “generic”
predication that is said to be according] to priority and posteriority,?’
for it would necessarily follow that something not passive would belong
to the genus of passive qualities. And this is far-fetched. And from this
discussion it is evident that fire, being passive, is not the first calefactory
element,®® but it is necessary that the first calefactory element should
produce heat by means of qualities that are not passive,® in the same

according to priority and posteriority. This type of predication is distinguished
from equivocal predication, which refers to a sameness of name only.

86 7 YxM. This phrase, absent from the Latin version, reflects such common
Koranic phrases as: HE ‘@‘j 1) J)... “..verily, Allah is embracing
(omnipresent); knowing” (2:109); ade fws il &... “...verily, Allah is
hearing, knowing™ (2:177); F—SS lez'fsﬂj ~..*...and Allah is knowing, wise™

9:15).

87 {.itcr:))lly: *and if they were laid down to be predicated according to priority
and posteriority.” Averroes wants to establish that the four qualities—warm,
cold, wet, and dry —are predicated of celestial and terrestrial bodies according
to equivocation. To that end he shows that no predication implying any kind of
similarity between these attributes in celestial and terrestrial bodies, not even
one according to priority and posteriority, can be applied to them jointly.

88 Since fire is one of the four terrestrial elements, and these four elements are
subject to generation and corruption, it follows that fire can undergo change.
Since, however, all things that change can be reduced to an unchanging
principle, it follows that fire cannot be the first calefactory principle. This
argument is against those who maintain that the celestial bodies are composed
of fire. Cf. Jandunus 45a, C. For a different argument showing that the celestial
bodies are not composed of fire, cf. De Caelo 1, 2, 269b, 10-13.
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line 189 manner as the first® mover produces motion by means of a descriptive
predicate that does not undergo motion.
In respect to this question our discussion has run the course of the
proofs that have been written about these matters. And these proofs are
based upon principles that we have received from one who has given a
perfect exposition of these subjects, namely, Aristotle, the son of
Nicomachus. And since we have discussed these problems according to
the measure of understanding that our natural knowledge has attained
concerning the divine things that are remote from our place, let us draw
the treatise to a close at this point. And let us rejoice in the wisdom that
has come to us concerning these honored matters more than we rejoice
in the wisdom that has come to us concerning those things that are close
to us and that exist here with us. Though our wisdom concerning the
things of the sublunar sphere is prior to our knowledge of the things in
the celestial sphere, yet a little knowledge of that which is noble, and
which is beloved by us, is of great value. And, perhaps, a small amount
of knowledge concerning the celestial sphere is more worthy to be the
object of our choice than a large amount of knowledge concerning
sublunar matters. May God bring us to human salvation and to the
ultimate perfection that can exist for us, for when one investigates
concerning human perfection one finds this knowledge to be one of the
most wonderful things. May God not place in us those impediments
which keep one from attaining this perfection, these impediments being
both things existing within us and things assailing us from without.”
The treatise is completed by the attainment of that which was intended.
Praise be to God, blessed be He.

89 The celestial bodies are the first heat-producers.

90 NWRI ynA, primum movens. 1 supplied the missing word PWXIA from the
Latin version, since this is obviously what Averroes had in mind.

91 A similar phrase occurs in the Guide of the Perplexed, 1, 68, end, where
Maimonides, describing the intellect of God, states: JRVIRYR (¥ 2% p'RY RV,
NI R IBYYR K2 T3WAN 12 YO0 PRI VA IR RN AART D RY. .. and there
is no impediment either proceeding from its essence or from another that might
hinder His apprehending.”
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It has been shown'! that the celestial bodies are composed of that which  tine 1
moves and that which is moved, and that the celestial mover does not
inhere in its body? in the manner of the other things moved in virtue of
themselves.? The proof thereof is found at the end of the eighth book of
the Physics* where it is explained that the motion with which the
celestial body is moved is eternal, not transient. And from this
proposition it is demonstrated there, that the celestial mover cannot be
a force inhering in the body that is moved by it, as is the case with the
sublunar beings that are moved in virtue of themselves, that is, the living
beings. By this I mean to say that the movers of the sublunar living
beings are forces within bodies.

All this can be proved once two premises have been laid down. One of
them is that every force within matter is finite in motivity, the other, that
the force in the celestial body is infinite in its motivity. From these
premises it follows that the force in the celestial body is immaterial.

1 It is demonstrated in the succeeding section (Hebrew text, lines 1-23) that the
mover of the celestial body is incorporeal. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, lines 130ff.
Averroes’ argument, which is based primarily on Aristotle’s discussion in Book
VIII of the Physics, proceeds as follows:

First Premise: Every corporeal force produces a finite motion (Hebrew text,
line 7).

Second Premise: The force moving the celestial bodies produces an infinite
motion (Hebrew text, line 8). .
Conclusion: Therefore, the force moving the celestial bodies is incorporeal
(immaterial) (Hebrew text, lines 8-9).

Having set down this proof, Averroes offers one proof in support of the second
of its premises (Hebrew text, lines 9-11) and two proofs in support of the first of
its premises (Hebrew text, lines 11-15 and 16-23).

2 owa>n%a o2 yamm, Literally: “and that the mover belonging to them is not a
body.” More precisely, this should read “the celestial mover is not a force in a
body." Cf. Toledanus, p. 218, lines 14-15, The usual phrase is: {1 8% xn0i &%
(Dw33) P33 ND XN (DW3) N3 RY :203 8, Cf. Maimonides, Guide of the Perplexed,
II, 1; Arabic: p. 171, lines 8-9; Hebrew: p. 13b. ’

3 Jandunus comments (45b, B): “scilicet, in animalibus.” The soul that moves
the heavens does not subsist in the celestial body in the same manner as the soul
that moves the sublunar living beings exists in its body. The celestial soulis nota
force inhering in a body.

4 Physics VIII, 7-10. For references to specific arguments, cf. the succeeding
notes.

e
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line 9 Now, the proposition stating that the force in the celestial body is
infinite in its motivity is among the ones proved in the eighth book of the
Physics, and it is derived from the eternity of motion and the eternity of
time. As for the premise * that states that every force in matter is finite, it
is proved from the fact that every force in a body, whichisthesameasa
material force, is self-evidently divisible by the division of its body and
this according to subtraction or addition.® And since, as has been shown
in the third book of the Physics, every body is finite, it is impossible that
an infinite force inheres in a finite body. This is clear through
investigation.
In the eighth book of the Physics, Aristotle endeavored to prove the
same thing? from fundamental principles already established by him

5 According to Toledanus (p. 219, lines 5-6) and Jandunus (45c, E), Averroes

offers two proofs for the proposition that every corporeal force produces a
finite motion. Cf. above, n. 1. The first of these proofs is stated in the present
passage (Hebrew text, lines 11-15), the second in the paragraph following it
(lines 16-23). The first proof, in turn, can appear in two forms: (1) according to
“addition” (M31; multitudo); or (2) according to “subtraction” (LWD;
paucitas). Cf. below, n. 6.
The first proof, the one according to “addition,” proceeds as follows: every
corporeal force is divisible by division of its body. Thus, other factors being
equal, a larger body possesses a larger force than a smaller body. Furthermore,
every body is finite and it is possible that for any given body one larger than it
can be conceived. Now, if it is assumed that there exists a finite body possessing
an infinite force, it is possible to conceive a body larger than the given one. The
force of this larger body would be larger than the force of the given smaller
body, that is, it would be larger than an infinite force. But the existence of a
force larger than an infinite force is impossible. Therefore, every corporeal
force is finite (Jandunus, 45c, E).

6 MM vInl, As indicated in the previous note, the proof contained in the
present passage can proceed either according to “addition” (n121) or according
to “subtraction” (0wn). In the proof according to *addition™ a body is
assumed to be added to a given body. The resultant larger body is then
compared to the given body (cf. above, n. 5). In the proof according to
“subtraction’ a given body is imagined to be divided into parts. The original,
whole body is then compared to one of its parts. The proof according to
“subtraction™ proceeds in the same manner, mutatis mutandis, as the proof
according to “addition.”

7 Physics 111, 5, 204a, 34-206a, 8.

8 This is the second proof demonstrating that every corporeal force is finite (cf.
above, n. 1). It proceeds as follows: every motion takes place in time. Now, if
there existed an infinite force in a finite body, this body would move in no time.
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before. This proof proceeds as follows: every motion takes place in
time.? Now, if there existed an infinite force in a finite body it would
necessarily follow from this assumption that this body would be moved
by its force in no time. For one body exceeds another one in respect to
velocity or retardation of motion only in virtue of an excess of material
moving force, and an excess of force is subsequent upon an excess of
bodies,' that is to say, the body with the greater force has the faster
motion. Therefore, if there existed' a body possessing an infinite force, it
would follow that this body would move in no time. But it has already
been shown that every motion must take place in time, for in every
motion there is a prior and a posterior element, and the prior and the
posterior elements are the parts of motion. " Thus a motion taking place

But motion in no time is impossible. Thus, an infinite force cannot inhere ina
finite body.
That an infinite force in a finite body would move this body in no time is proved
as follows:: if the given force of a body is assumed to increase, the velocity of the
body also increases while the time necessary to cover a given distance decreases.
The larger the force the less the time. However, as long as the force is finite the
time is finite. If we now conceive a force larger than any given force, that is, an
infinite force, the corresponding time would have to beless than any given time,
that is, no time.
The proof of the proposition that every corporeal force is finite is based on
Physies VI, 10, 266a, 24-266b, 6. In setting forth his proof of this proposition
Aristotle examines and rejects two possible assumptions concerning an infinite
corporeal force. They are: (1) an infinite corporeal force moves its body in no
time; or (2) it moves its body in some time. Averroes in the present passage
considers only the first of Aristotle’s alternatives.
For a statement of Averroes’ complete proof, as taken from his Middle
Commentary on Physics, cf. H. A. Wolfson, Crescas (text), pp. 266-270, Prop.
XII, Part 1.

9 Cf. Physics VI, 3, 234a, 24-234b, 9.

10 DnWwIn DDIYRY NOWNI MINDN NDIVM, et excessus virtutum sequitur excessum
corporum. This phrase has no function in the present proof, since only a
comparison of velocities and forces of bodies is involved, not one between
forces and sizes of bodies. However, in the second part of Aristotle’s proof, that
is, the one based on the assumption that an infinite corporeal force moves its
body in some time (cf. above, n. 8), a comparison of sizes and forces of bodies is
relevant. Perhaps Averroes had the two parts of the Aristotelian proofin mind,
though in the present passage he makes use of only one part.

11 vpbnaon. In place of this Hebrew phrase, the Latin texts and the Hebrew texts T
, Y, have: “quae sunt in tempore,” [213 &3, “which are elements existing in
time.”- “
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in no time is an impossible contradiction.!

All this is as we have stated. It has also been shown that the celestial
body is composed of that which moves and that which is moved, and
that that which moves does not subsist in that which is moved, nor does
it inhere in it, but that which moves is completely free from all matter.
All this being so, would that I knew !* whether that which is moved, that
is the celestial body, is composed of matter and form in the manner of
the sublunar bodies that are moved in virtue of themselves by a first
mover in them — I refer to the bodies of living beings that are moved by
a soul — or whether the celestial body is simple without possessing any
force at all?* By force I mean a form through which the body attains a
certain activity, this form being different from the already mentioned
motive form which does not subsist in the body, that is, different from
the form that imparts to the body infinite motion and motivity.!
We affirm ' that if it is accepted by us that every force in matter is finite

12 1o X2 Mqn. Propositions containing a contradiction are divided into two
kinds: (1) those false and impossible, and (2) those false but possible. The
former propositions are false at all times, the latter are false at some time but
may become true at some other time. In his Epitome of De Interpretatione, chap.
4, Averroes ‘provides an example for each case: (1) of the contradictory
propositions “every man is an animal’ and “not every man is an animal (some
man is not an animal),” the former is necessarily true, the latter necessarily false,
i.e. false and impossible; (2) of the contradictory propositions “every man
writes” and “not every man writes (some man does not write),” each may be
true or false at a given time. If it is false at a given time, it may possibly be true at
a future time, i.e. it is false but possible at the given time. Cf. Hebrew: 11r, lines
14-20; Latin: Vol. I, 2b, 42v, G-H. The source of this distinction appears to be
De Interpretatione, chap. 9, especially 19a, 23-19b, 4.

13 =wwrY 10 . For this expression, cf. Wolfson, Crescas, p. 565, n. 9.

14  Averroes inquires whether the celestial body possesses a soul that inheres in it,
just as the bodies of the terrestrial living beings possess souls that inhere in
them. - : ‘

15 This question, as Averroes’ answer shows, is occasioned by Avicenna’s teaching

"that the body of the celestial element is composed of matter and form.
Disagreeing with Avicenna’s opinion, Averroes argues that the celestial body is
simple, i.e., not composed of matter and form. For a full discussion of this
problem, cf. Wolfson, Crescas, Prop. X, Part II, p. 261 (text), and n. 24, pp. 594-
598. Also cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, lines 168 ff., and chap. 2, lines 26 ff.

16 Having shown that the form of the celestial element does not inhere in its body,

" Averroes now ‘ demonstrates —against Avicenna—that this body in turn
cannot be composed of matter and form. The crux of the demonstration is that
the celestial form is incorporeal, whether it is conceived as active or as passive.
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— and it makes no difference whether this force is active or passive, that  line 31
is, receptive " — and if it is true, as has been shown, that the celestial
body is capable of infinite movement, it follows necessarily that it is not
composed of matter and form and that it is simple, that is to say, the
celestial body is a simple subject for the first mover, which is its form.®
For everything composed of form and matter is necessarily finite in
respect to its receptivity, just as it is finite in respect to moving
something other than itself." Therefore, the peculiar property of that
which is moved in virtue of itself, namely, the celestial body, is that its
mover is not in matter and that that which is moved® by this mover is
simple, not composite.

If we desire to affirm as true the premise we have set down, namely, that
in the case of every force in 2 body the motion that this force produces as
well as the motion that its body undergoes is finite, and if we accept at
the same time that the celestial body has a finite force apart from the
force which, neither existing nor inhering in it, moves it — this is as if
you were to say with Avicenna that the motion of declination ! in virtue

17 For the distinction between active and passive powers, cf. Metaphysics V, 15,
1021a, 14-19; 1X, 1, 1046a, 16-29. This phrase contains an answer to an
argument that Avicenna might advance in support of his view that the body of
the celestial element is composed of matter and form. For Avicenna could say
that since the form of the celestial body is a force that receives a motion of
eternal duration from another force, it is a force infinite in respect to passivity.
To this he could add that while a force infinite in activity cannot inhere in a
body, one infinite in passivity can. Against this Avicennian argument Averroes
maintains that even a force that is infinite in respect to passivity cannot inhere in
a body. :

18 Jandunus (46a, B): *...that the body is only a simple subject for its first mover,
i.e., the mover imparts to it motion, but not existence (esse).”

19 Every material form, whether producing or undergoing (receiving) motion,
must be finite in virtue of its inhering in matter. Thus, its receptivity as well as its
activity must be finite. Since the celestial substances undergo infinite motion,
i.e., they are moved through an infinite time, their bodies cannot be composed
of matter and form (Jandunus, 46a, B).

20 unn YV, et quod istud quod movetur ab eo. The Hebrew manuscripts have
the active upn yupawn, “and that that which moves.” For similar
mistranslations, cf. above, chap. |, nn. 5 and 59.

21 Ul For the various meanings of this term (%2 in Arabic), cf. H. A, Wolfson,
“Hallevi and Maimonides on Design, Chance, and Necessity,” Proceedings of
the American Academy for Jewish Research, XI (1941), p. 120, nn. 5, 7.
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of which the celestial body is said to be neither light nor heavy is the
result of this material force, and that the aggregate of this force and
matter constitutes the celestial body — then it would necessarily follow
that something eternal has within itself the possibility of being
destroyed, without ever actually being destroyed. And the absurdity of
this latter proposition has already been demonstrated at the end of the
first book of the De Caelo.?

This being 50,2 it is not true that the term *“necessary existence” is
predicated in two ways: necessary in virtue of itself, and necessary in
virtue of something else, possible through itself. If this distinction were
valid someone might think that it applies to the celestial body, thatis to
say, one might think that the celestial body has in it a finite force, while

22 Cf.DeCaelo], 12, 281b, 18-283b, 22; especially 281b, 18-282a, 4, and 282a, 21~
25. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 6, lines 20 ff.

23 The text of this passage is somewhat obscure. A comparison with a parallel

passage in the Tahdfut al-Tahdfut 1V (ed. Bouyges, pp. 276-284, passim; trans,
Vanden Bergh, I, pp. 163-168, passim; trans. Horten, pp. 188-197, passim) yields
the following interpretation: Avicenna distinguishes between two kinds of
necessary existence: (1) necessary in virtue of itself; (2) necessary in virtue of
another, possible in virtue of itself. Furthermore, Avicenna maintains that the
celestial bodies have the second kind of necessary existence. Against Avicenna,
Averroes argues, in the present passage, that the celestial bodies cannot have
this second kind of necessary existence, for if the celestial bodies were possible
in virtue of themselves, it would follow that they have a possibility of being
destroyed. But Aristotle has shown that the celestial bodies can never be
destroyed. Thus, the celestial bodies would have a possibility that is never
actualized. This is absurd.
It is to be noted that Averroes applies the term *possible” only to potentiality
for generation and corruption, not to an accidental potentiality, such as a
potentiality for locomotion. Furthermore, as is clear from the passage in the
Tahdfut, Averroes does not reject the notion of “necessary through another,
possible through itself,” as Jandunus interprets. He only limits the applicability
of this term to transient beings, excluding it thereby from the heavens.

24 For a discussion of the terms *‘necessary,” *“possible,” *“necessary in virtue of

itself,” and *“necessary in virtue of another, possible in virtue of itself”” in the
writings of Avicenna and of the proof of the existence of God based on them, cf.
A.M. Goichon, La Distinction de I'Essence et de I'Existence d’aprés Ibn Sind
(Paris,:1937), pp. 156-180.
For the meaning of this distinction, its origin in Aristotle, and its relevance to
Avicenna’s and Averroes’ doctrines concerning the cause of the celestial
motions, cf, Wolfson, Crescas, Introduction, pp. 109-111; Prop. XIX,n. 1, pp.
680-682. - e

104



Chapter Three

it acquires necessary existence from an infinite, immaterial force, as
indeed Avicenna thought. And he was under the impression that this is
an opinion of Alexander found in some # of his writings. And upon this
assumption Avicenna built his proof of the existence of a first principle,
a proof different from the one based on the existence of eternal motion.%
But Avicenna’s proof is based on faulty premises as you can see.?

But? there arises a question concerning this problem on the basis of
Aristotle’s remark in the De Caelo that the forces of the celestial bodies

25
26

27

28

n¥p. This term can mean *“one” or “some.” Cf. Wolfson, Crescas,p.491,n. 14,
Averroes here alludes to Avicenna’s proof of the existence of God, known as the
proof from necessity and contingency. This proof, which is a metaphysical one,
is based on an analysis of the concepts of necessary and possible being. This
proof is distinguished from the physical proofs of the existence of God based on
some natural occurrence, such as motion. According to Averroes only physical
proofs of the existence of God are valid proofs. Cf. the succeeding note.
Averroes here attacks the Avicennian proof of the existence of God deriving
from necessity and contingency. The proof, as taken from Maimonides (Guide,
11, 1, Speculation 3), runs as follows:

I. Concerning existing things three assumptions are possible: (1) None of
them comes to be or passes away. (2) All of them come to be and pass away. (3)
Some of them come to be and pass away; some of them neither come to be nor
pass away.

II. (1) Propositions 1, 1, and I, 2, are proved to be false. (2) Therefore, 1, 3,
must be true, and thus there must exist something that exists necessarily.
HI. Necessarily existing things occur in two ways: (1) Necessary in virtue of
themselves. (2) Necessary in virtue of another, possible of themselves.

IV. If we consider the things necessary in virtue of another, we know that the
chain of things necessary in virtue of another cannot go on to infinity and thus it
must come to an end with something necessary in virtue of itself.

Averroes’ objection in the present passage is that Proposition II1, 2, which, in
this proof, must be applied to the celestial body, is absurd (cf. above, n. 23. For
a different argument, cf, the passage from the Tahdfut al-Tahdfut citedinn. 23).
Thus this proof is not valid.

Thomas Aquinas also uses this Avicennian proof as one of his proofs of the
existence of God. Cf. Summa Theologiae, 1, Qu. 2, Art. 3, Argument 3.

For a further discussion of the controversy between Avicenna and Averroes
concerning this proof, cf. the commentary of Narboni on Maimonides’ Guide,
I1, 1. Also, cf. H.A. Wolfson, *“Averroes’ Lost Treatise on the Prime Mover,”
Hebrew Union College Annual, X111, 1(1950/51), 683-710; Fragments 1-5, pp.
687-702.

Averroes now sets out to resolve a difficulty occasioned by two conflicting
Aristotelian statements. Aristotle affirms in some of his writings that the
heavens must possess a finite motive force, while in others he maintains that the
same celestial motive force is finite in one respect and infinite in another,
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must be finite in their activities inasmuch as the celestial bodies are finite
in magnitude.”? And he uses this premise* to show that the celestial
bodies are of finite'magnitude,* and he gives this premise as one of the
reasons for the fact that some celestial bodies move one star while some,
namely, the sphere of the fixed stars, move many.3? And he maintains

29

30
31

32
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This proposition is not demonstrated in the De Caelo. Averroes seems to have
derived it from the following premises : (1) a finite body cannot have an infinite
motive force (this is proved in Physics VIII, 10, 266a, 24-266b, 6, and it is
quoted in DeCaelo 1, 7, 275b, 21-23; 11, 12, 293a, 10-11); (2) the celestial bodies
are finite (De Caelo 1, 5-7).

Le., that the motive forces of the celestial bodies are finite.

NYVN NOH OVPBYR DMWY N2 aRTPn Ny o, The exprcssion Hion
YW is obscure and Toledanus and Jandunus differ in their interpretations.
Toledanus comments: “finitae quantitatis numero,” i.e., the number of stars in
the celestial sphere is finite. He seems to consider the present phrase as an
introduction to the proof that the number of stars in each sphere cannot be
greater than it is.

Jandunus (47¢, G) interprets the expression as “finite in extension.” He refers
the present phrase to a proof demonstrating that the celestial bodies are finite,
since their motive forces are finite, Cf. De Caelo 1, 5, 272a, 7-273a, 6. This proof
is independent of the proof that the number of stars in each celestial sphere
cannot be greater than it is.

In setting down this proof from the De Caelo, Averroes is not interested in the
proof as such, but only in one of its premises, namely, the premise stating that
the motive force of the celestial body, though infinite in one respect, is finite in
another. Averroes uses this proposition to show that Aristotle stated explicitly
that the celestial motive force is finite in some respect. For a parallel discussion,
cf. Hebrew text, chap. 6, lines 121 ff., and below, chap. 6, n. 47.

The proof that the number of stars in each sphere cannot be greater than it is s
based on De Caelo 11, 12, 293a, 4-11. Averroes’ text of the passage reads: **And
if there were in any of the planetary orbits more stars than there are, the
ultimate orbit [that of the fixed starsj would do work when it moves the orbits
coming after it... And we have already said in many places that every finite body
has also a finite power. For this reason there exists in each one of the planetary
orbits only one star’ (Long Commentary on De Caelo 11,1. 71, Vol. V, 145v,G;
note also com. 71,°145v, H-146v, H).

Averroes’ proof proceeds as follows : the motive force of the sphere of the fixed
stars is of a given finite quantity. Now, if there were more stars or planets in one
of the orbits, either the whole heavens would be without motion or the velocity
of their motion would decrease. Thus, in order for the celestial bodies to havea
daily motion of a constant, finite velocity, a certain force must be added to the
force of the outermost sphere. This new force would be added to the original
narural force of the heavens, Thus, the new motion would be a violent motion.
But any violent motion must come to an end, Thus the heavens would cease to
exist. This is impossible and, thus, the assumption that the planetary orbits
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that, if the stars in the sphere of the fixed stars were smaller or larger, it
would be impossible that the finite force should move them.** And
generally, it was shown there, in the general treatise,* that if the heat-
and motion-producing forces in the celestial bodies were infinite in all
respects, then the motion of those bodies that are here below would take
place in no time.* And this consideration brings one to think that there
are in the celestial bodies active forces that are finite.

We say briefly that the term* “infinite” may be applied in two senses:
first, in the sense of a force of infinite action and passion in time but
finite in itself, that is, finite in velocity and intensity;*’ second, in the
sense of a force of infinite action and passion in itself.* Now, a force of
infinite action and passion in itself cannot exist in any body, whether it
be celestial or transient, for only an infinite body could attain a force of
this latter kind. And since an infinite body is impossible,**it follows that
the celestial spheres produce and suffer motion in time.** On the other

contain more stars than they do is absurd. Cf. also, Averroes, Long
Commentary on Metaphysics XII, com. 41.

33 The argument contained in the preceding note will also apply if it is assumed
that the fixed stars are larger or smaller than they are.

34 %%0n anNma. This phrase can mean either: (1) in a general statement (Latin:
*“universaliter’); or (2) in the general treatise. Since the reference seems to beto
Physies VIII, 10, 266a, 24-31, 1 accepted the second interpretation. Stein-
schneider accepts the Latin, referring it to the De Caelo, without, however,
giving an exact citation. Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische Ubersetzungen, p. 185,
n. 574b.

35 Cf. Hebrew text, lines 16-24.

36 wmnxnw. Literally: “‘that our terms.” Perhaps it is an adaption of an
underlying Arabic dual ¢li., “the two terms,” even though this readingaalso
leaves something to be desired. Cf. below, n. 49.

37 Theconcept “finite in intensity and velocity™ seems to be based on De Caelo 11,
6, 288b, 30-289a, 4, where Aristotle shows that, since celestial bodies move in
some definite time (i.e., not in no time), they cannot accelerate to infinity,
...0VUk dv £in dei Enitaoig tig opds. ... For the concept of “infinite in time,”
cf. Physics 11, 8, 208a, 20-22.

38 lLe., in intensity and velocity.

39 The term 15" can be construed in two ways: (1) as translated; or (2) as *and
since a force of infinite action and passioninitselfcannot existinany body....”

40 1913 1WYUnM W 093 1 1991, In this passage it is to be established that the
force of the celestial body is finite in some respect. The argument is:

First Premise: 1f the force of the celestial body were infinite in itself, i.e., in
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hand, the existence of forces infinite in time with reference to both
action and passion is necessary for the celestial bodies. And as for the
temporal infinity of these forces with reference to passion, that is,
declination,*' it is due to the fact that these bodies are absolutely
simple,** and with reference to action, it is due to the fact that the forms
of the celestial bodies have no subsistence in their subject.* But infinity
in time with reference to both action and passion is impossible in the
case of the transient bodies, because transient bodies are composed of
matter and form.

Now the existence of a force of infinite intensity whose cause is assumed
to be a body, insofar as it is a body, is impossible in the case of the
celestial body or any other bodies.* On the other hand, a force that is
infinite in respect to time is necessary in the case of the celestial body,
inasmuch as that which moves and that which is moved in the celestial
bodies differs from that which moves and that which is moved in the
transient bodies. And a force of infinite duration is impossible in the
case of the transient bodies since their motive forces are material and

intensity and velocity, it would have to reside in an infinite body. (A finite body
can only have a finite force.)

Second Premise: The existence of an infinite body is impossible.
Conclusion: Therefore, the force of the celestial body is finite in itself. (The
statement in our text, *‘the celestial spheres produce and suffer motion in time,”
is equivalent to this statement.)

41 v Y. The phrase occurs neither in the Latin texts nor in the citation of this
passage in Narboni’s commentary. This seems to indicate that it is a later
addition. The phrase has no special meaning here and simply means “i.e.,
motion.” Cf. above, n. 21.

42 Jandunus (46d, F): *...since the celestial bodies are simple, they do not
undergo any change except change in place, and, therefore, they can undergo
action and motion which are infinite according to time.”

Narboni (177r, 1): % nd on® X1 vYNIK2 DVIWYD OAY MDD AYUNR DR X
70977, “i.e., they are [infinite] in motion because they are absolutely simple and
thus they have no potentiality for corruption.”

43 Jandunus (46d, F): “'since the forms are separate [from their bodies] they have
no contrary nor a subject through which they subsist in being, therefore they
can act during an infinite time.” 3

44 Jandunus (46d, H): *...that is, an infinite force cannot be the form of a body,
for every body is finite and there must be a proportionateness between the
quantity of a body and the action of its force. Thus, if the body is finite, its force
must be finite in intensity.”
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since their bodies, which' are moved by these motive forces, are
composed of matter and form.

Thus, the celestial and transient bodies have in common that the
passion and action belonging to them are finite in themselves. And this
is the reason that the motion of the celestial bodies takes place in time,
and some of them move faster than others, in spite of the fact that their
motive forces are immaterial. For, since these motive forces are finite in
themselves, the celestial bodies receive them in a finite way. Inrespect to
duration, however, the celestial bodies receive the motive forces in an
infinite way.

And from the fact that there exists in the celestial bodies a force of finite
action and passion in itself, it does not follow that there exists inthema
force which is finite in time, nor does it follow from the same fact that
the celestial body can be destroyed or that it is composed of matter and
form. But that possibility of being destroyed would only follow from the
existence of a force that is finite in time, and so also the possibility of
being composed of matter and form.

And it is clear* that if there existed in a body composed of matter and
form a force infinite in time, it would necessarily follow that a force of
infinite action and passion in itself would exist in this body. The
absurdity of the latter proposition is demonstrated by Aristotle in a
proof based on the assumption that the forces by which the celestial
bodies are moved infinitely are corporeal.

And it is clear that from the fact that a body receives a passion that is
finite in itself but infinite in time, or an action that is finite in itself but
infinite in time, it does not follow that it is composed of matter and
form, as would have to be the case if the body’s action and passion were
finite in time. For to be finite in respect to action and passion in itself

45 From the preceding distinction between two kinds of infinite forces, Averroes,
in this and the succeeding paragraph, adduces two arguments against
Avicenna's statement that the celestial bodies are composed of matter and
form. They are: (1) if it is assumed that a body composed of matter and form
has a force of infinite duration, it would follow that it also has a force of infinite
intensity. But it is absurd that a force of infinite intensity inheres in a body
(Physics VIII, 10, 266a, 24-266b, 6); (2) from the fact that a body is finite in
action and passion in respect to intensity, it does not follow that it iscomposed
of matter and form.

46 Cf. preceding note.

109

line 73



line 90

De Substantia Orbis

belongs to a body insofar as it is body,*” while to be finite in respect to
time belongs to a body insofar as it is composite.*

The reason for error concerning this question and what makes it seem
that Aristotle contradicts himself is the equivocation in respect to the
two terms* ““finite” and “infinite.” For if one does not distinguish
between the finiteness and infinity that are true according to time and
the finiteness and infinity that are true according to action and passion
in itself, the above-mentioned confusion takes place. And concerning
that finiteness that the celestial and the material bodies have in
common, Aristotle showed in a general proof that every corporeal force
is finite, however, not according to the finiteness that the body has
insofar as it is composed of matter and form.*® All this is clear to him
who reflects on this matter. And through this discussion the doubts
concerning Aristotle’s statements*! have come to an end, and it is clear
that all his statements are in agreement with each other. And God is He
Who guides one into the right path.s?

And someone might argue that, inasmuch as every body acts in virtue of
one principle and suffers action in virtue of another, it follows that every
body is composed of matter and form.*

In answer to this we say verily the questioner has spoken the truth.*
However, one must realize that there are bodies that are composed of
matter and form in such a way that the form does not subsist in the
matter and that the matter is only a subject, not a matter existing in

47 Narboni(177r, 1-2): VIUD X171 DX LYMOT MAWIT T30 12 2900 711 921,787, “for
the body must have finiteness in respect to action and passion in itself because it
possesses the attribute of absolute corporeality, even if the body issimple.” Cf.
also Jandunus 47b, D,

48 Everything composed of matter and form must be destroyed at some time and
thus it is finite in duration.

49 1w, This term seems to be an Arabism. It reflects the Arabic dual ¢l lia, as
the Latin duorum nominum indicates.

50 But according to the finiteness that a body has insofar as it is a body.

51 Jandunus (47c, E): *“...sometimes Aristotle says that the celestial forces are
finite and sometimes that they are infinite.” Cf. above, n. 28.

52 Cf. above, chap. 1, n. 100.

53 Jandunus (47¢c, F): *...and that which acts is thc form and that through which
the body undergoes action is the matter, ... wherefore every body is composed
of matter and form and, therefore, also the heavens, This seems to contradict
what has been said previously.”

54 Jandunus (47¢c, G): “i.e., that every body is composed of matter and form.”
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potentiality. Bodies of this kind are the celestial ones. Then, again, there
are bodies that are composed of a matter existing in potentiality and of a
form that subsists in the matter. Bodies of this description are the
transient ones.”® From these considerations it is clear that the term
“body” is predicated of celestial and subcelestial bodies equivocally, so
that the eternal bodies and the temporal ones have absolutely nothing in
common, This is already apparent from the fact that the celestial body
needs a subject only because it undergoes locomotion, while the
transient bodies need matter because they are subject to generation and
corruption.* Both bodies, however, need a form because of their action.
But they differ in that the form belongs to one of them according to
infinite time and to the other according to finite time. Thus the celestial
forms are immaterial. And you must understand the question in this
way.

I have solved this problem only after a great deal of research and after

having spent no small amount of time on it. This question is one of the
most exalted and subtile, inasmuch as one cannot attain human
perfection as long as the answer to this question is withheld from him.
And there is no Lord besides the God Who helps, and the mouth of
those who understand is filled with His praise. May He be praised and
exalted. The question is completed. Praise be to God Who answers
everything requiring an answer.

55 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 2, lines 47 ff.

56 Cf. Metaphysics VIII, 4, 1044b, 3-8 (also Averroes, Long Commentary on
Metaphysics V111, t. 12, Arabic: p. 1074, lines 6-8; Latin: Vol. VIII, 219v, M;
com. 12, Arabic: p. 1076, line 16-p. 1077, line 18; Latin: Vol. VIII, 220r, E-
220v, G). )
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Since! Aristotle? has shown that the motion of the heavens is the first
motion,? and since he has demonstrated that motion exists in that which
is moved,* it follows that the body that is moved with the first motion s
eternal. For if this body were transient, its motion would not be the first
motion.’ And when Aristotle investigated, subsequently,® concerning
the motion of the celestial body and whether it can be at rest, he also
concluded that, since its motion is the first motion — and this motion is
not preceded by any other — it is an eternal motion.

And,” after the following propositions had been established by
Aristotle, namely, that this body is eternal and that it is moved, he first
of all investigated concerning the motion of the heavens. And he found
that the heavens are moved by a force that is neither light nor heavy.$
Now, inasmuch as every force that is heavy or light either exists in a
transient body, or is of a transient nature,® or — in the case of the
sublunar living beings — the soul exists together with the transient
nature,'® it follows that the celestial force, being neither heavy nor light,

1 Itis to be shown that the celestial body is eternal. The proof, as reconstructed
from the present passage, is composed of the following two parts: (1) since the
heavens are moved with the first motion and that first motion is eternal, it
follows that the heavens are moved with an eternal motion; (2) since the
heavens are moved with an eternal motion and motion exists in that which is
moved, it follows that the celestial body is eternal.

2 pona. Literally: “the Sage,” i.e., “‘the Philosopher.”

3 This proposition rests on the following two premises: (1) circular locomotion is
the primary kind of locomotion (Physics VIII, 9); (2) the heavens have circular
locomotion (De Caelo 1, 2).

4  Physics 111, 3, 202a, 13-21.

5 This statement appears to be based on Physics VIII, 7, 260b, 29-261a, 12,
especially 261a, 7-12.

6 The succeeding passage appears to be based on Physics VII1, 7, 261a, 27-261b,
26. Since the present passage follows the one from the Physics cited above, inn.
5, the term 71 INX, *‘subsequently,” seems to have the meaning *“in a subsequent
passage of the Physics.”

7 Inthe following paragraph it is shown that, in one way, the celestial force exists
in separation from its body, while, in another way, it exists in it.

8 De Caelo 1, 3, 269b, 18-270a, 12; also cf. Hebrew text, chap. 2, lines 15 ff.

9 Le.,itis a contrary.

10 Le., the soul inheres in the body of the sublunar living beings.
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exists in a simple body,!* and that it possesses neither a subject " nora
contrary.® And without any doubt the celestial force is a soul that is not
intermingled with a transient nature," but it is the soul of an eternal
body. In one way this soul does not exist in separation from its body, yet
in another way it does. It exists in separation insofar as this body, being
permanent in virtue of itself, does not need a soul, " for to need a soul for
the existence of the body is proper!¢ to the sublunar living beings in
which the souls exist together with the natural forces. In another way,
however, the celestial soul must exist in its body, for everything moved
in virtue of itself must be moved by a force existing in it.

And when Aristotle considered these powers in the celestial bodies, it
became clear to him that, of all the powers of the soul, they possess only
the appetitive one."” And when he analyzed the celestial appetitive
powers he showed that they are moved by a desire for an object more
excellent than they.!® Furthermore, when he investigated these celestial

11 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 2, lines 27 ff.

12 Jandunus (48b, A): “in virtue of which it exists.” Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, lines
139 ff., and chap. 2, lines 47 ff. It is to be noted that in this passage Averroes uses
the term *“‘subject” as the equivalent of the term “matter,” whilein the other two
passages cited he makes a formal distinction between these two terms.

13 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. I, lines 135-147, passim.

14 The celestial soul does not inhere in a body subject to generation and
corruption,

15 For its existence.

16 1vn w3, sicut est dispositio. Literally: “as is the case.”

17 =3% woit minon npwn no RWw % IRaNT MO PR3 ¥ IR The literal

translation of this somewhat awkward passage is: *“And when [Aristotle]
considered these powers, it became clear to him that it is the same as the
appetitive power among the powers of the soul.”” Absent from the Hebrew
manuscripts, this phrase was supplied from the Latin version. In the Latin it
reads: *Et cum consideravit in istis virtutibus, declaratum fuit ipsi ipsam esse
virtutem appetitivam de virtutibus animae tantum.”
Jandunus (48b, D): *“...and the Commentator states in the twelfth book of the
Metaphysics, that intellect and will [appetite] (intellectum et voluntatem) are the
only powers of the soul that the celestial bodies possess. In our passage he has
the same twofold distinction in mind, though he does not speak of the intellect.
In the present passage he intends to speak only of the appetite, which is
subsequent to the intellect.” Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 6, lines 94-97. The basis for
the twofold distinction is found in Aristotle, Metaphysics XI11, 7, 1072a, 26 T,
Cf. De Anima, 111, 10.

18  Averroes distinguishes between the appetitive powers of the celestial bodies and
the intelligence that is the object of their desire. The appetitive powers impart to
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mne 17 appetitive powers, he found that they are finite.” And when Aristotle
considered the continuity of their motion, it became clear to him that
the cause of their continuous motion is not that principle by which they

19°
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the celestial spheres motions finite in intensity and velocity, the intelligence
motions of infinite duration. In the De Substantia Orbis Averroes does not
explain how the appetitive powers are related to the intelligence that is the
object of their desire, and the commentators differ in their interpretations.
Toledanus holds (pp. 248-249) that each celestial sphere possesses its own
immaterial intelligence, which, as object of that sphere’s appetitive powers,
imparts to it eternal motion. Jandunus maintains (48b, D) that each sphere
possesses its own appetitive powers but that there exists only one immaterial
intelligence, the prime mover, which is the common object of desire of all the
spheres. Robert of England in his Glosses on the Tractatus De Spera of Joannes
de Sacro-Bosco expresses the same view. Cf. P, Duhem, Le Systéme du Monde,
1V, 551. It is to be noted that Averroes does not mention the intelligence that
produces the finite celestial motions in the present passage, but it appears that
this intelligence is identical with the appetitive powers.

In the De Substantia Orbis Averroes does not decide between the two opinions
set down by the commentators. But his views emerge clearly from his Long
Commentary on Metaphysics. In that work Averroes shows that each celestial
sphere possesses its own intelligence that produces the eternal motion proper to
that sphere. But, inaddition, the prime mover serves as a second object of desire
for the appetitive powers of each sphere. By desiring the prime mover these
powers produce the eternal diurnal motion common to all spheres. Cf. Long
Commentary on Metaphysics X1, com. 43, Arabic: pp. 1644-1645; Latin: Vol.
VIII, 326v, L-327r, C; com. 44, Arabic: p. 1649, line 8-p. 1650, line 6; Latin:
Vol. V1II, 327v, K-M. Cf. Duhem, op. cit., IV, 548-559. In the light of this
discussion Toledanus’ interpretation seems to be correct.

But a difficulty remains. In the present passage of the De Substantia Orbis
Averroes speaks of the appetitive powers and the intelligence as if they were two
separately existing principles. This also seems to be his view in the Long
Commentary on Metaphysics (X11, com. 41, Arabic: p. 1630, lines 1-4; Latin:
Vol. VIII, 324r, E) when he writes: *“...the celestial motion is composed of two
motive forces (.}ff o*; ex duobus momnbus) a motive force of finite
motivity, and this is the soul that is in it (43 N il @J et est anima existens
in eo), and a motive force of infinite motivity, and this is the force that does not
exist in matter (33l § c.....J\," ER¥ill (23; et est potentia quae non est in materia).
By contrast he affirms in other passages that the appetitive powers and the
intelligence are different aspects of the same celestial form. Cf. Hebrew text,
chap. 1, lines 168 ff., and chap. 2, lines 41 ff. It appears to me that our present
passage and its parallel in the Commentary on Metaphysics can be interpreted
according to Averroes’ second view, that is, the two movers of cach sphere are
different aspects of the same celestial form.

Le., finite in intensity. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 3, lines 61 ff. According to our
interpretation of this passage (cf. above, n. 18), it is shown that the form of a
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are moved, but that the principle which imparts to them continuity [of fine 19
motion] is the object desired by them. And since continuous motion can
only be the product of a completely unmoved mover, it follows that this
mover can be neither a body nor a power in a body, but that it must be
an incorporeal intelligence. This has already been proved in the De
Anima.? It has been shown there that a mover of this kind must be an
incorporeal intelligence and that the celestial body conceives? this
intelligence. [Thus the celestial body is moved by an object of appetite
and by ‘an object of intelligence] for the object conceived by the
intelligence is an object that Aristotle generalizes to mean the same as an
object of appetite.?

given sphere, considered as appetitive power, functions as efficient cause and
produces a motion of finite intensity, while, considered as object of the
appetitive power, the same form functions as final cause and produces a motion
of infinite duration.

According to Jandunus (48d, E-F) who (as was seen above, n. 18) offers a
different interpretation, it is shown that the form of each sphere functions as
efficient cause and produces a motion of finite intensity, while the first
unmoved mover functions as final cause and produces a motion of infinite
duration. To this explanation Jandunus adds that the first unmoved mover is
infinite in respect to intensity as well as in respect to duration.

20 It is not clear which passage of the De Anima Averroes has in mind, since the
nature of the celestial intelligence is not discussed explicitly in any part of this
work. In the De Anima Aristotle only mentions that the intellect does not inhere
ina body. Cf. De Anima 11, 2, 413b, 24-29; 111, 4, 429a, 18-29; especially I1I, 5,
430a, 17-19. A better source for the present passage seems to be Metaphysics
XII, 7, especially 1073a, 3-12.

21 m3n. The emendation is based on the Latin (intelligit) and on the meaning of
the context. The text of the Hebrew manuscripts (..."% 7™%¥2) may have arisen
from an ambiguity in the underlying Arabic term. For the participle, jyau,
depending on its vowels, can be active (33ai) or passive (33a%). The Hebrew
translator took it in a passive sense. For other instances in which the Hebrew
translator took an active for a passive, cf. above, chap. I, n. 59.

22 pRT DD WA WK X Yow3 WEaw *ob Yowa a1 1 vnwa o ey
apwnit. The translation of this difficult passage is based on the assumption that
the phrase *03 1nYw" reflects the Arabic J¢ b1, which can have the meaning of
“to generalize tomean,” and that Averroes has in mind the following passagein
Metaphysics XI1, 7, 1072a, 23-27: *...there is also something that moves [the
first heaven). And since that which moves and is moved is intermediate, there is
something that moves without being moved, being eternal, substance and
actuality.’And the object of desire and the object of thought move in this way;
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Aristotle also investigated the cause of the eternity of the heavens and he
proved at the end of the first book of the De Caelo® that the celestial
bodies are without any potentiality at all. And concerning the force
through which the celestial bodies have locomotion, namely, the
appetitive soul, he demonstrates that it possesses no matter apart from
the one that is potential in respect to locomotion only.* After Aristotle
had established by way of demonstration the knowledge of these three
causes,” he had completed the science of the heavens.

And from the sum of these principles 2¢ the following proof, found in the
second?’ book of the De Caelo,? also becomes clear. Aristotle proves in

24
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they move without being moved. The primary objects of desire and thought are
the same....”

Alternatively, the present passage of our text may be translated: “...and that
the celestial body conceives this intelligence; for conception by means of an
intelligence is that which propels the celestial body in accordance with this
desire.” According to this interpretation the passage seems to mean that the
form of the celestial body considered as an intelligence conceives the object of
this form’s desire. This conception causes the celestial form, now considered as
an appetitive faculty, to impart to the celestial body the circular locomotion
proper to it. The sources on which this interpretation is based are the passages
from the Metaphysics and the De Anima cited above, n. 17.

The alternative interpretation 1s akin to the reading of the Latin texts. Though
this text occurs in a variety of readings, in its best version it appears to state:
*...et quod istud corpus caeleste intelligit hancintelligentiam; intellegere enim
transmittit ipsum ad illud appetibile.”

De Caelo 1, 12,

Cf. Metaphysics X11, 2, 1069b, 24-26.

D207 19R3. Le., the material, efficient and final causes of celestial motion.
Toledanus interprets (p. 250): (1) the nature of the subject of the celestial living
being; (2) the nature of its soul ; (3) the nature of the mover givingit continuous
motion by reason of being a final cause. Or: (1) the orbit; (2) the motor; (3) the
aétivity going forth from the orbit. Or: the three ways in which it was shown
that the celestial body is simple, i.e., (1) the way from the eternity of motion; (2)
the way from the priority of motion; (3) the way from the lack of contrariety in
its motion,

Jandunus interprets (49a, C): (1) the subject of the heavens; (2) the proper
motor that is called its appetitive power; (3) the prime mover that moves as
object of desire and is completely immovable and incorporeal. Cf. above, n, 18.
Le., the material, efficient and final causes of celestial motion.

N3, in secundo. The Hebrew texts have PWRIA, “in the first,” and so does the
Latin p. However, the other Latin texts have the correct reading (see critical
apparatus). -

Cf. De Caelo11, 12,293a, 4-11, and Averroes* Long Commentary on De Caelo 11,
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this passage that if there were more stars in the heavens than there are,
or if the existing stars were of greater size, then the motion of the
heavens would come to a stop. And if the celestial motion stopped then
the continuous existence of the celestial bodies would also cease, for
motion is one of the prerequisites of continuous existence.

From all these considerations it is clear that the one who gives
continuity to motion is the same one who gives motion to the heavens,
for if this were not so, motion would be destroyed, and if motion, then
the heavens, for the heavens exist only in virtue of their motion. And if
the motion of the heavens were destroyed, then the motion of the
sublunar beings would be destroyed, and, consequently, the world in its
totality would be destroyed. Thus, it has been shown to be true that he
who imparts continuity to motion is he who gives existence to the rest of
existing things.?

Now the proof that Aristotle produces at the end of the eighth book of
the Physics,* namely, that an infinite force, whether material or im-
material, cannot exist in a finite body, has given rise to a doubt on the
part of some people. And we have already spoken about the solution of
this question arising from this subject.* And it may be copied here. 2

t. and com. 71, Vol. V, 145v, G-146v, H. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 3, lines 52 ff.
and above, chap. 3, n. 32

29 In this passage, Averroes considers the heavens as one thing and he speaks of
the mover of the whole. Narboni and Jandunus propose divergent inter-
pretations of this passage. Jandunus interprets (49b, A): *...and this is the
prime mover, since all exist in virtue of it. And if the prime mover did not exist,
the other beings would not exist. And thus everything depends on it for its
existence and perfection as on a final cause. And from this, the way in which the
first cause gives existence to the other beings is also clear... forit does so not as
an efficient and a productive cause, which gives something its existence after
non-existence... but as a conserving and perfecting [i.c., final) cause.”
Narboni (179v, 2) interprets: RI7 DIOR MYYNINADT MIRYDIT MIRIDY NR 037
TORT ARY DWW DX bR RI3 UK mN T Syon xm yana A 1N,
“Inasmuch as those beings that are moved exist only through motion, therefore
the prime mover isthe agent [efficient cause] of the universe. Therefore it is
written [Genesis i:1]): ‘In the beginning God created the heaven and the
earth.’”

30 Physics VIII, 10, 266a, 24-266b, 6.

31 According to Jandunus the question that Averroes has in mindis: if the infinite
motive force of the celestial body is completely incorporeal, and if there exists
no other celestial motive force besides it, it follows that the celestial body is
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line 42 We have likewise stated that something first moved in virtue of itself
cannot be moved accidentally by the nature of its mover, and we have
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moved in no time. This argument, Averroes implies, was the one that led his
opponents (primarily Avicenna) to posit two celestial motive forces: one,
infinite and incorporeal, which imparts to the celestial body a motion of infinite
duration; the other, finite and corporeal, which imparts to the celestial body a
motion of finite velocity.

Averroes denies the existence of a corporeal motive force in celestial bodies,
maintaining that the same incorporeal motive force produces the finite velocity
of celestial motion as well as its infinite duration. Cf. chap. 3, passim; especially
Hebrew text, lines 61 ff,

Jandunus bases himself on Averroes® discussion of this problem in Long
Commentary on Physics VIII, com. 79, Vol. 1V, 426v, H-427v, G. Jandunus’
commentary reads (49c, E): “Notandum est, quod quaestio... est, quod si
omnis virtus existens in corpore est finita, igitur omnes virtutes caelestes activae
sunt finitae: quare non poterunt causare motum perpetuum. Et, si dicatur quod
virtus terminans motum perpetuum est infinita, tunc sequitur quod movet in
non tempore: quod est impossibile...,”” *It is to be noted that the question...
is: if every corporeal force is finite, then all active celestial forces are finite and
thus they cannot cause eternal motion. If, on the other hand, it is maintained
that the force that produces an eternal motion is infinite, then it would follow
that this force moves the celestial body in no time. This is impossible....”
Narboni, for reasons given in the succeeding note, identifies the question of the
present passage with a question that Averroes discusses at the beginning of
chap. 6 of the De Substantia Orbis, In that passage Averroes discusses the
proposition that the celestial bodies possess a finite corporeal motive force
apart from their infinite incorporeal motive force. However, the discussion in
chap. 6 differs from the interpretation offered by Jandunus cited in the present
note. -

%23 pny=. This phrase is absent from the Latin versions. There exists, however,
no need to maintain that it is a gloss added by an editor since, as our
interpretation shows, it fits within the context. Averroes does not seem to refer
to any specific passage in his writings that may be copied here. This view is
supported by the Latin version which, though not containing the present
phrase, reads: “et multotiens locuti fuimus.” Our interpretation takes the
Hebrew term pnym as a niph‘al or hoph‘al reflecting a passive form of an
underlying Arabic Ja .

Narboni, in commenting on this phrase (179v, 2), shows that it appeared in the
text that reached him. Since in this version of the text, chap. 6 followed the
present chapter (cf. my article, “The Composition and Transmission of
Averroes’ Ma’amar be-'Esem ha-Galgal,” p. 306), he saw in the present phrase
an allusion to that chapter (for the text of Narboni’s commentary, cf. my article,
p. 306, n. 2). Narboni appears to have taken the phrase }822 pn¥m in the sense
“and we [?] shall pass on from here [to a discussion of this question].”
Steinschneider follows Narboni’s opinion. Cf. Steinschneider, Hebrdische
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discussed the nature of this moved.® This is what we intended to
explain. And it is obvious that he who does not differentiate the
knowledge of the heavenly bodies in accordance with the causes
enumerated in these three questions’* will not have completed his
knowledge of the nature of the heavens. And God is He Who guideth
one in the right path.’* May His name be blessed and praised. Amen.
The treatise is finished. Praise be to God.*
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Ubersetzungen, p. 187. 1 have shown in my article that originally chap. 6 was
independent of chap. 4. Thus I do not see in the present phrase any specific
reference to chap. 6.

Averroes seems to allude here to another argument denying the existence of a
celestial motive force that is corporeal. For, if it is assumed that a motive force
of this kind exists, it would follow that the heavens are moved accidentally. But
this is absurd. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 6, lines 98 ff. and below, chap. 6, n. 38. As
before, I do not see in this passage an allusion to any specific discussion of this
issue. It is to be noted that, of the Latin versions, only ¥ has the correct reading.
Narboni, who rearranged the text, refers the three questions to the three
chapters of his third treatise (cf. my article, “The Composition and
Transmission of Averroes’ Ma'amar be-‘Esem ha-Galgal,”” p. 300). In his
commentary on the third of these Narboni writes (179v, 2): D'01112 a3 M
W 1% bW AT WK WRIT IWRLI KN ,20MD Y2 MRRwR 0 D whw
123 BRY, IR ATIRIN, 2P K7 133 KY KIwn 7T DY WK WA IHRDI XIM ,0WD
onys’ e 0b%o, “And the three questions that he [Averroes] has in mind are:
(1) that the celestial body is not composite, and this is discussed in the first
chapter of which this is the third; (2) that the celestial body is simple, and this is
discussed in the second chapter that precedes the present one; (3) and that it is
neither heavy nor light, and this is discussed in the present chapter. And these
topics are sometimes discussed together.”

According to Toledanus (pp. 254-255) the questions are: (1) the composition of
the celestial orbit; (2) the infinity of the force in respect to duration and
intensity; (3) the separate existence of the motor (abstraccione motoris).
According to Jandunus (49c, E) the three problems are: (1) the final cause
(prime mover); (2) the efficient cause (the mover proper to each sphere); (3) the
material cause (the body of the sphere).

Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, line 198, and above, chap. 1, n. 100,

In the Hebrew text there follows an editorial gloss that reads: Y131 TR poom
AR MIRN L ITR YRML.MY TUR WK IDRDA IV HRL 3, “The question
which Averroes has raised in this treatise will be answered in the treatise which
follows. God knows and to Him greatness is suitable.”

This gloss describes the relation between chapters 4 and 6. It must have been
added by an editor who considered these two chapters as part of a larger
treatise. Cf. above, Introduction, pp. 15-16.
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line 1 We must now investigate' concerning the statement of those who say
that the celestial body is simple and spiritual. We maintain that the
meaning of this proposition is that the celestial body consists of
immaterial dimensions, this being the reason that it undergoes neither
change in quality nor change in substance.? And the matter stands as
Themistius explains, namely, that the sun, the moon and the rest of the
stars are either forms, whereby he means immaterial dimensions, that is,
spiritual bodies, or they are material bodies in such a manner that the
term “matter” is predicated of them and of the sublunar bodies in an
equivocal sense.* The argument proceeds as follows: no one doubts that
the celestial bodies are bodies, for they undergo motion. Nor does
anyone doubt that bodies undergo a change [in quality] and a change in
substance only because they exist in matter, this being the reason that
material bodies are more than one in number and that there are among
them species and genera.* Since the celestial bodies possess none of the
attributes proper to material bodies,’ they are immaterial bodies.

1 In the following paragraph it is to be established that the celestial body is
immaterial. The argument proceeds as follows:

First Premise: Everything having matter undergoes alteration and substantial
change. . .
Second Premise: The celestial bodies undergo neither alteration nor substantial
change.

Conclusion: Therefore, the celestial bodies are immaterial, i

That the celestial bodies are not pure forms but bodies is demonstrated as
follows: (1) the celestial bodies are moved; (2) things moved must have bodies;
(3) therefore, the celestial bodies have bodies.

2 Everything undergoing substantial change or qualitative change, that is,

alteration, must be composed of matter and form. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 2,

lines 106 ff.

Cf. above, chap. 1, n. 6, and references there.

4 Jandunus (49d, E-F) explains that sublunar matter has potentiality for forms
that differ in species and in number.

5 Literally: *“And since this is so.”” Jandunus comments (49d, F): *“But since the
celestial bodies undergo neither alteration nor substantial change, and since in
the case of the celestial bodies one species does not contain a number of
individuals, it follows that the celestial bodies are immaterial.” It is to be noted
that each celestial body constitutes a separate species.

w

120



Chapter Five

One may doubt, however, concerning the celestial bodies whether [it is
right to assume, as is done,] that they have a kind of matter required by
their potentiality for locomotion, inasmuch as every potentiality exists
only in matter. But it seems that this matter of the celestial bodies has
an existence intermediate between that matter that is completely
potential and pure actuality, I mean to say, that this matter consists of
those three dimensions which have no potentiality at all.” Thus matter
and potentiality have degrees. And because of their potentiality for
locomotion the celestial bodies require that there enters into them a
mover that has no potentiality at all.®

And John* has raised a question concerning the eternity of the world,
and many of those who speculated ° on these matters found it difficult
to evade this question. It is: if the world is eternal it must necessarily
possess an infinite potentiality. On the other hand, Aristotle showed
that the world is finite [in extension],'! and since it is finite, it has a finite
power.'? Whence it follows that the world must be generated and
corruptible.

The answer to this question is: ¥ generation and corruption as well as

6 Jandunus (49d, H): “Since the celestial body has potentiality in respect to place
(ad ubi), it must have some kind of matter.”

7 The prime matter of the sublunar bodies possesses the three dimensions
indeterminately, i.e., in potentiality. The celestial matter possesses the three
dimensions only in actuality. Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, lines 148 ff.

8 The celestial mover is in complete actuality, i.e., it has no potentiality for
substantial change or alteration.

9 ILe., Johannes Philoponus (Grammaticus), beginning of sixth century, who in
the Arabic literature is generally referred to as $pJi(( #£)5% and in the Hebrew
literature as PPN (°07) PAY.

10 ©myn aad, plures consyderantes. The Hebrew manuscripts read 8yv» and
yan. This is obviously a copyist’s mistake.

11 De Caelo 1, 5-7.

12 A finite body can only have a finite force. Cf. Physics VIII, 10,266a, 24-266b, 6.

13 Johannes Philoponus’ question: “Why is the world neither generated nor
destroyed, if it is finite in extension?" is answered by making a distinction
between potentiality and privation. Potentiality is a positive state (]p: habitus)
and, thus, a potentiality existing in a body is finite. Privation, howevyer, is nota
positive state, so that it is possible for a finite body to have aninfinite privation.
The celestial body is a body of this kind, that is, it has infinite privation, but
never a potentiality for substantial change or alteration. Thus the celestial body
exists eternally through itself, i.e., it is neither generated nor destroyed.
Averroes also discusses John Philoponus’ question in the following works:
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line 18 every other motion proceed from a potentiality that is a positive state.
But everything that lacks the causes of motion must have the contrary of
motion, that is rest,' which is the privation of motion. And it is not
impossible that the celestial body that lacks motion and its causes has an
infinite rest,! even though its body is finite, for rest is privation and
privation is not potentiality.
Thus, Aristotle states that since the fixed stars lack the causes of motion,
they must have the opposite of the motion belonging to the other
celestial bodies, that is, they must have infinite rest.' And in like manner
Aristotle maintains that the earth must be at rest— which is a privation
of motion — since it lacks an agent that moves it infinitely."” Therefore,
he maintains that the rest that the earth possesses must necessarily be
stronger than the power by which the heavens are moved above it, for
motion cannot belong to that which is absolutely at rest, since that
which is absolutely at rest!® lacks the causes of motion. This is self-
evident. Thus the heavens have an infinite privation, even though they
are finite, inasmuch as rest is a privation, not a power, as those thought
who demanded that the heavens are at rest in virtue of a power. In

Long Commentary on Physics VII, com. 79, Vol. 1V, 426v, K ff.; Middle
Commentary on De Caelo 1, quaestio, Hebrew: 124v ff.; Latin: Vol. V, 293v, |
ff.; Long Commentary on De Caelo 11, com. 71, Vol. V, 145v, K ff.; Long
Commentary on Metaphysics XII, com. 41, Arabic: p. 162, lines 10 ff.; Latin:
Vol. VIII, 324r, B ff. Cf. H. A. Wolfson, “The Kalam Arguments for Creation
in Saadia, Averroes, Maimonides, and St Thomas,” Saadia Anniversary
Volume, American Academy for Jewish Research (New York, 1943), pp. 201-
203, and H. A. Davidson, “John Philoponus as a Source of Medieval Islamic
and Jewish Proofs of Creation,” Journal of the American Oriental Society,
LXXXIX (1969), 357-391, passim.

14 anna. This term refers to an absence of motion, i.e., a complete absence of
substantial change and alteration. However, it does not refer to an absence of
locomotion. .

15 anun, quietem. The Hebrew manuscripts read M3, “‘generation.” The Hebrew
translator seems to have misread C’)i-o, “rest,” as a){, ‘“‘generation,” Cf, above,
chap. i, n, 59.

16 Cf. De Caelo 11, 8, where Aristotle shows that the fixed stars have no mouon of
their own,

17 Cf.De Caelo 11, 14,296a, 24-297a, 7, where Aristotle shows that the earthis at
the center of the universe and that it is immovable.

18  m KWW 3 M %Y, in eo, quod est quiescens. The Hebrew manuscnpts have %y
na Xwnw 702 noa. This is obviously a copyist’s mistake.
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reality, however, the heavens must be at rest in virtue of the absence of a  line 29
power.

Thus we find that those who discuss this question ask whether the
heavens are permanent through themselves or through a property
added to their substance. The answer is that they are permanent
through themselves, for permanence is a privation of motion and only

that which lacks an agent for motion has privation.

And reflect upon this question for it is a good one. The treatise is
finished. Praise be to God.

CHAPTER SIX

Among those who philosophize there are some! who raise a question linc 1
concerning the nature of the prime mover by saying that it is
unnecessary that there should exist a completely incorporeal mover.?
And they maintain that the heavens possess two powers: one, which
makes them to be eternal; the other, which makes them to be composed
of matter and form, inasmuch as it is the nature of every body to be
composed of matter and form. From these premises concerning the
celestial powers it follows, according to the third figure of the
syllogism,* that some eternal bodies are composed of matter and form,
and these bodies are the celestial ones.*The reason for this conclusion is
that the philosophizers thought that the proposition ‘“‘everything
generable and corruptible is composed of matter and form” is not
convertible. The truth, however, is that this proposition is convertible.
For the statement of him who says that every body that is generated and
corruptible is composed of matter and form is the definition of

1 The following arguments are directed against Avicenna and his followers.

2 The philosophizers deny that the completely incorporeal mover is the only
mover of the celestial bodies.

3 Cf. Prior Analytics 1, 6, 28b, 11-13. Cf. Averroes, Epitome of Prior Analytics,
chap. 4, Hebrew: p. 19a, bottom- 19b; Latin: Vol. I, 2b, 48r, B-D

4 The syllogism of the opponents is:
First Premise: Some bodies [the celestial ones] are cternal.
Second Premise: All bodies are composed 'of matter and form.
Conclusion: Therefore, some eternal bodies [the celestial ones] are composed of
matter and form.
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generated and corruptible, and definitions are convertible with that
which they define.

Furthermore, everything composed of matter and form is subject to
change and everything that can undergo change is generable and
corruptible. Therefore it follows that something composed of matter
and form cannot be eternal. Does it not follow, therefore, that the
heavens are not composed of matter and form?

Aristotle explained this matter as follows. Inasmuch as the heavens do
not undergo substantial change and alteration, for they have neither a
subject nor a contrary, it becomes clear concerning them that they are
simple,® and that which is simple is necessarily eternal. It is also clear
that the heavens possess only the kind of matter that has a potentiality
for locomotion. For this reason the term ‘‘subject” is more properly
applied to the heavens than the term “matter”.® And since Aristotle has
proved that something simple does not move itself, it follows necessarily
that the heavens have a mover that is added to them.” And it also follows
without any doubt that this mover does not have its subsistence in the
heavens, for if it did, the heavens would not be simple and they would
possess a potentiality for receiving that form that moves them. And if
the celestial bodies possessed a potentiality, they would have to be
destroyed. ‘

And Aristotle produces the following argument in support of the
simplicity of the celestial body:? if there existed in the celestial bodies a

5 De Caelo 1, 3, 2703, 12-35.

6 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 2, lines 46 ff,

7 The heavens have a mover, which exists apart from their body.

8 The following argument is composed of two parts. In the first Averroes shows
that if it is assumed that the heavens are composed of matter and form it follows
that the heavens have been destroyed at some past time. This conclusion s false
but possible. The proposition that the heavens have been destroyed, in turn,
leads to the conclusion that something eternal has been destroyed. This
conclusion is false and impossible. Invoking the logical principle that a false
and impossible conclusion cannot follow from a premise that is false but
possible, Averroes shows, in the second part of his proof, that the original
assumption that the celestial body is composed of matter and form is false and
impossible. It follows, then, that the celestial body is simple, that is, it is not
composed of matter and form.

In detail, the first part of the argument is composed of the following three
divisions:
I.  First Premise: The heavens are composed of matter and form (assumption).
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potentiality, then the assumption of those who subscribe to this view, linc 20
that is, the proposition affirming that the heavens have already
actualized this potentiality, I have in mind, that the heavens have
already been destroyed,’ is a proposition that is false but possible, forit
is the nature of potentiality and possibility to become actualized at some
time. And if this proposition were correct, then there would follow from
it a conclusion that is absurd and impossible, namely, that something
eternal has been destroyed. But it has already been shown in the Prior

Second Premise: Everything composed of matter and form has a potentiality
for being destroyed. Conclusion: The heavens have a potentiality for being
destroyed.

1. First Premise (I, Conclusion): The heavens have a potentiality for being
destroyed. Second Premise: Every potentiality must be actualized at some time.
Conclusion: The heavens must be destroyed at some time.

III. First Premise: Let it be assumed that the heavens have been destroyed.
(For the meaning of this proposition, cf. below, n. 9.) Second Premise: The
heavens are eternal. Conclusion: Something eternal has been destroyed.

The second part of the argument proceeds as follows: The conclusion of 111 is
false and impossible. But a false and impossible conclusion cannot follow from
a premise that is false and possible. Since the second premise of Il is true, the
first premise of 11 and, in turn, the first premise of I, are false and impossible,
not false and possible.

The present proof is based on De Caelo 1, 12, beginning, where Aristotle shows
that something eternal cannot have a potentiality for being destroyed, that s,
that the celestial body is not composite. For a full statement of Averroes®
version of Aristotle’s proof, cf. Middle Commentary on De Caelo 1, 10%, 3-4,
Hebrew: pp. 120r-121r; Latin: Vol. V, 289r, B-289v, L.

The logical structure of the proof is described in the Middle Commentary on De
Caelo 1, 10%, 3, Hebrew: p. 120r; Latin: Vol. V, 289r, C as follows: vwm..,
,IPWI 100D IR MWDK 21000 1NN x> WYY VPt D03 IRINW AN KN WA
™WOR 213 XY MDA MPW 21D MOTPAI W AMpY WpA NN anwow
**...The second principle, which is explained in the Prior Analytics, is that an
absurd conclusion cannot follow from a premise that is false and possible but
only from one that is false and impossible. I mean to say that, if the conclusion
of a syllogism is absurd, then it is necessary that among the premises must be
ones that are false and impossible, not false but possible.”

Cf. Prior Analytics 1, 15, 34a, 5-34b, 2, especially 34a, 25-33; and Prior
Analytics 1, 22, 40a, 4-18.

9 17053 123 M1¥7,%07 YK IN¥? 130 0w, Since the heavens are eternal a parteante,
it may be assumed that their potentiality for being destroyed has been
actualized during this past, eternal time, i.e., it may be assumed that the heavens
have already been destroyed. This proposition is false, but possible.
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Analytics'™® that from a proposition that is false but possible no absurd
conclusion can follow. Since it has thus been verified that the heavens
do not possess a power, it follows necessarily that they are simple and
that that which moves them is not a form inhering in them in the manner
in which forms exist in matters, for forms of the latter description are
transient. And a body of the former description is necessarily simple.

When Aristotle found circular motion to be infinite, he started to
investigate concerning the mover producing this infinite motion. And
he asked whether it is possible that this mover be a force in a body —
and it makes no difference whether this body is simple or composite —
or whether it must be a substance separated from every kind of body. He
observed that it is a well-known proposition that it is impossible that
this infinite activity should proceed from a finite power, but!! [at the
same time] this infinite activity would be completely impossible unless it
proceeded either from a force that possesses no passivity at all on
account of its being an immaterial form or from an infinite force that is
described by the attribute of infinity on account of its being in an
[infinite] subject, for [in the latter case] a force that is a form subsisting
in a body is not described by the attributes of finiteness or infinity except
insofar as the subject in which it subsists [is described by these
attributes], for a form of this kind does not attain this qualitative
attribute [of finiteness or infinity] except in virtue of the body [in which
it subsists] that attains [attributes of] quantity *? in virtue of itself, And

10 wpnn oo, Literally, *“the book on the syllogism." For the reference to the Prior
Analytics, cf. above, n, 8, end.

11 Having made mention of the proposition that the infinite motion of the heavens
cannot proceed from a finite motive force, Averroes next considers the
possibility that this motion proceeds from an infinite motive force. Concerning
such a motive force one may assume either: (1) that this force exists in
separation from the celestial body; or (2) that it subsists in the celestial body. In
the case of the second alternative it can further be assumed (a) that the body in
which the celestial motive force subsists is finite; or (b) that it is infinite.
That the celestial motive force subsists in an infinite body is disproved in the
present paragraph, and that it subsists in a finite body in the succeeding
paragraph. From these two arguments Averroes concludes that the celestial
motive force exists in separation from its body.

12 The quantity of the force inhering in the body is proportional to the quantity of
the body. Thus, if the body is finite the force inhering in it must be finite, and if
the body were infinite, the force would be infinite.
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Aristotle noticed that if these [celestial] powers were described by the
attribute of infinity in virtue of their subject, it would follow from this
that they inhere in an actually infinite subject, that is, in an infinite
body, and he has already proved that the existence of an infinite body is
an impossibility." It is evident then, that there does not exist a force of
which it can be affirmed that it is infinite in the just-described manner,
the reason being that no infinite body can exist. From this argument it is
clear that the proof of the existence of an incorporeal mover rests upon
the verification of the proposition that it is false that something actually
infinite exists.

Thus, it remained for Aristotle to ask in accordance with the required
division of the argument:  perhaps this power inheres in a finite body,
either in one composed of matter and form or in one that is simple? And
he begins to prove that it is impossible that there exists a power that is
infinite insofar as it exists in a finite body." For this assumption, that is,
the assumption of one who maintains that there exists a power that is
described as infinite insofar as it exists in a subject, while at the same
time this subject is assumed to be finite, is self-contradictory.

In order to show this, Aristotle begins to use' the kind of
demonstration that arouses doubt in those not accustomed to it. Now
Aristotle has already used this kind of demonstration in many places of
the Physics, for example at the beginning of the seventh book and of the
eighth."” This type of proof proceeds as follows ; ' he takes a proposition

13 Physics 111, 5, 204a, 34-2064, 8.

14 Averroes now considers the assumption that the infinite motive force of the
heavens subsists in a finite body. Cf. above, n. 11.

15 n%an o3, in corpore finito, In place of 719191 07132 the Hebrew manuscripts
have %101 2103, *“in the genus of ‘finite’.” If, as has been assumed, the Latin has
the better reading, it is possible that the Hebrew translator misread an
underlying Arabic g as 2. But this suggestion is tenuous, since the Latin
translation of this chapter was made from the text of the Hebrew manuscripts.

16  mwyY np. This is an Arabism. The Latinsimply hasfecir. The Hebrew termnpb
reflects the underlying Arabic 5| whose primary meaning is np%. However Js|
can also mean %°nna. Thus, a better translation would be mwy% »nnm. Cf,
Hebrew text, line 26.

17 rnwm, octavi. The Hebrew manuscripts have "wwm ,"ww3), and 1M, **‘and
sixth,” respectively. This seems to be a copyist’s mistake. Cf. Physics V11, chap.
1, and Physics VIII, chap. 1.

18 Averroes’ statement, in the present passage, is condensed. The proofthat he has
in mind is one by reductio ad absurdum ()Won OpR; syllogismus ad impossibile).
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nne 46 that is possible in virtue of itself, though impossible accidentally. To it
he joins the premise the denial of which is sought, and he concludes
from it something absurd. But he knows that a false and absurd
conclusion cannot follow from laying down a premise that is possible
insofar as it is possible, but it can only follow from a premise in which
there is doubt.' But a premise from which something absurd follows is
itself absurd.
This conclusion is true inasmuch as Aristotle had already explained
previously in the Prior Analytics that an absurd conclusion can[not]
follow? from two possible premises or from one. As an example of this
he showed that a line, insofar asitis a line, can be divided infinitely even
though its accidental division insofar as it is a line in a natural body,

19

20
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Cf. Averroes, Epitome of Prior Analytics, chap. 7, Hebrew: 22b, top; Latin:
Vol. 1, 2b, 50r, F-50v, G. The main syllogism [I], below], which is the only one
mentioned in the present passage, is a composite one (321 wpi; syllogismus
compositus), i.e., one the premise or premises of which are based on another
syllogism [I, below). Cf. Averroes, Epitome of Prior Analytics,chap. 8, Hebrew:
23a bottom, ff.; Latin: Vol. I, 2b, 50v, M ff. Schematically, the proof proceeds
as follows:

I. (not mentioned in the present passage) First Premise: A proposition that is
possible in virtue of itself, but impossible accidentally. Second Premise: A true
proposition. Conclusion: A proposition that is possible in virtue of itself, but
impossible accidentally.

1. First Premise (I, Conclusion): A proposition that is possible in virtue of
itself, but impossible accidentally. Second Premise : An ambiguous proposition
[below, n. 19] (the opposite of what is to be proved is assumed). Conclusion: An
absurd proposition.

The absurd conclusion [II] cannot follow from the possible proposition {II,
First Premise], nor from the premises on which it is based I, First and Second
Premises]. Thus, it must follow from the ambiguous propoéition (II, Second
Premise).

The ambiguous premise (pDWnT AnIPAT) is a hypothetical disjunctive
proposition. Cf. Averroes, Epitome of Prior Analytics, chap. 5, Hebrew: 20a,
top; Latin, Vol. I, 2b, 48v, G-H.

The Hebrew manuscripts have the reading 2»nnt MW and the Latin,
translated from the Hebrew, reads “sequatur.’” However, on the basis of Prior
Analytics 1, 14-22, especially 20, 39a, 4-13, where Aristotle demonstrates that
from a possible premise no necessary (in this case necessarily false) conclusion
can follow, the opposite conclusion seems to be warranted. In the light of this
consideration I emended the text to'read 3*nn* XY MW, “non sequatur.”
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such as water or fire, is impossible.?! Aristotle has also demonstrated the
following premise: 2 if it is assumed that there exists a finite body that
has an infinite force, for example, the celestial body, then it is possible to
assume that there exists a body larger than the celestial body though this
is impossible accidentally.? To this he joins a premise that lays down
something well known about these forces that are in bodies — whether
these are forces of simple or composite bodies — namely, that the force
of a larger body is greater than the force of a smaller body, for these
corporeal forces are described as great and small in accordance with the
size of their subjects in which they reside. Now that this premise has
been verified by him, Aristotle assumes that there exists a body that is

21  Averroes alludes to a proof that a given finite line cannot be infinitely divided in
actuality. The proof proceeds as follows:

1. First Premise: Given any unit line measuring a given finite line, a line
smaller than the given unit line can be conceived. Second Premise: Given two
unequal unit lines, the number of divisions made by the smaller is greater than
that made by the larger. Conclusion: The number of divisions made by a line
that is smaller than a given unit line is greater than that made by the given unit
line.

I11.  First Premise (I, Conclusion): The number of divisions made by a line that
is smaller than a given unit line is greater than that made by the given unit line.
Second Premise: A unit line that makes an infinite number of divisions in
actuality exists (i.e., a line that is infinitely divisible in actuality exists).
Conclusion: The number of divisions made by a line that is smaller than the
given unit line is larger than that made by the given unit line (i.e., one actually
infinite number is greater than another). This is absurd. Thus the second
premise of II is absurd. Cf. above, n. 18.

22 The proof of this passage proceeds as follows:

I. First Premise: A body larger than the heavens can be conceived. Second
Premise: A larger body has a greater force. Conclusion: The force of the body
that is larger than the heavens is greater than the force of the heavens.

II.  First Premise (I, Conclusion): The force of the body that is larger than the
heavens is greater than the force of the heavens. Second Premise: The force
inhering in the heavens is infinite, i.¢., the infinite force of the heavens inheres in
their finite body. Conclusion: The force of the larger body is greater than the
force of the heavens, i.e., one infinite is greater than another. This is absurd.
Thus the second premise of II is absurd. Cf. above, n. 18.

Aristotle reaches the conclusion of this proof in a different manner. Cf. Physics
VIII, 10, 266a, 24-266b, 6.

23 A body greater than the celestial body can be conceived, since, given a finite
body, one larger than the given one can be conceived. In actuality, however, this
body cannot exist since, as Aristotle has shown, no body exists outside the
heavens. '
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larger than the heavens, and the existence of such a body is possible of
itself, [but] impossible accidentally. From these premises he concludes
that the force of this body is greater than the force of the smaller body,
that is, the force of the heavens, the reason being the one we have
mentioned before, namely, that a force is described by a quantitative
attribute in accordance with the size of its subject. Now that this premise
has been verified, he adjoins to it [by way of conclusion] that there exists
in a finite body an infinite force greater than the infinite force that exists
in a smaller body. And this conclusion, namely, that there exists one
infinite that is greater than another infinite, is absurd.

Since Aristotle knew that this absurdity could not follow from the
possible proposition that he set down in this syllogism,? nor from the
premise stating that the force in the larger body is greater than the force
in the smaller one, he knew that the absurdity could only follow from
the premise stating that there exists a finite body in which there exists an
infinite force. And this is a valid proof, one about which there exists no
doubt. For Aristotle has shown already that a finite body cannot
contain an infinite force, and it makes no difference whether this force is
assumed to exist in a body composed of matter and form only orin a
simple body. This proof is known to be true of body in general, whether
composite or simple.

And it is known concerning the celestial bodies that their activities are
finite, that they move in finite times and that some move faster than
others and some slower than others. And since the principles in virtue of
which the celestial bodies are moved toward their proper mover are
known, and these principles are the appetitive powers of the soul, it
seems to be impossible that these forces are natural forces. For a natural
force is only moved in respect to a certain place, and it is a force upon
the existence of which follows alteration, and it is a force which is
subject to generation and corruption. On the other hand, the forces by
which the heavens are moved are neither generated nor corruptible.
Since the celestial forces are, therefore, not natural forces they must
necessarily be a kind of soul.? This is evident, for it would be impossible

24 Namely, the proposition that a body that is larger than the heavens can be

conceived.
25 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 2, lines 9 ff.
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that the celestial body be the most noble of the living beings without
possessing a soul. Since this celestial soul, not being generated and
corruptible, is not the result of alteration, it is separated from this body
in respect to that property % in virtue of which a soul is said to be the
result of alteration and in virtue of which it is said to be transient. The
reason for this is that the motion of something moved in virtue of itself
can only come from a soul that exists in it in a manner different from
that in which the forms of composite bodies exist in their matter, for, in
composite bodies, generation precedes alteration.

It is also self-evident that the larger body has a force producing a faster
motion. Thus from the assumption that an infinite force exists in a finite
body it follows that this body is moved with a motion that is faster than
any other motion, so that it is moved in no time, This is absurd.?’
Demonstrations of this kind, when they are set down in this manner, are
valid demonstrations. And only a person who is ignorant of what has
been explained concerning this topic in the Prior Analytics will find,
difficulties in them.

Thus we find that Avempace  seems to deny the validity of these proofs
and he understands from the clear statements of Avicenna that there
exists doubt concerning these matters.? Therefore we find that most of
those who rely upon his *® books affirm as true that from the fact that the
heavens have? infinite motions it does not follow that they possess an
immaterial mover.®? The reason for this error is that it is possible,
according to their opinion, that in an eternal body there exists
something composed of matter and form.

It is clear then that if the celestial body is [in motion], it must have an

26 Ie., the property of subsisting in its body.

27 This is another proof that an infinite force cannot inhere in a finite body. Cf.
Physics V11, 10, 266a, 24-266b, 6.

28  2R1YR 73R 133 13R. Abu Bakr ibn al-Saig (ibn Bajjah) was known among the
Latins as Avempace.

29 le., that the mover of the celestial body is immaterial. Avempace holds with
Avicenna that the celestial bodies are composed of matter and form.

30 Can refer to either Avicenna or Avempace.

31 oowa YR 19 mon *nban myun, motus infinitos, qui finirentur in caelo. The
Hebrew text and the Latin translation made from it are obscure. Perhaps the
reading should be %¥ V91 instead of Y& 1>,

32 le., an immaterial mover only.
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appetitive power through which it is moved toward that mover that is its
final cause,” that together with this appetitive power it must possess an
intelligence,* and, furthermore, that that appetitive power, despite its
existence in a finite body, must be infinite. And in addition to all this,
the celestial body is simple in accordance with what we have said
before.

Aristotle has already proved this proposition® by means of other
demonstrations. One of these proofs proceeds as follows: *¢ inasmuch as
it has been shown that in the sublunar world there exist things moved in
virtue of themselves that are of such a nature that some of them generate
others in a series of infinite succession, as is the case of man generated
from man and horse from horse, and the like, it necessarily follows that
there exists something first moved in virtue of itself that is the cause of
the existence of this infinite number of moved movers.* For it is possible

33 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, lines 162 ff.; also chap. 4, lines 15 ff.

34 The form of the celestial body moves this body insofar as it conceives the
celestial intelligence.

35 That the celestial mover does not inhere in its body as form in matter.

36 Thefollowing proof is divided into two parts. First, it is shown that there exists
something first moved of itself, and afterwards that this first-moved is simple.
I. The first part of the proof is based on Aristotle’s proof of the existence of a
first cause (cf. Metaphysics 11, 2, especially 994a, 11-19): (1) In the sublunar
world there exist beings that are generated from other beings (for example, man
from man). Since the world, according to Aristotle, is eternal, this series is
infinite, i.e., it has no first member. I shall call this the horizontal series. (2) In
considering cause and effect, a series having three types of members is possible,
These three are: (a) something that is only a cause; (b) something that is a
cause and an effect; (c) something that is only an effect. I shall call this the
vertical series. (3) If there exists something that is both a cause and an effect it
can only exist if there exists something that is only a cause, for the vertical series
cannot go on to infinity. (4) The individual members of the horizontal series are
both cause and effect. Thus, even though they are infinite considered as
members of the horizontal series, as members of the vertical series they
ultimately presuppose something that is only a cause. This first cause is moved
of itself.
II. The second part of the proof shows that this first cause, which is moved of
itself, cannot be composed of matter and form: (1) The sublunar beings
undergo alteration because they are composed of matter and form. (2) The
heavens do not undergo alteration. (3) Therefore, they are not composed of
matter and form,

37 Horizontally, the series of mover and moved is infinite; verucally, it must end
in something first moved of itself (cf. previous note).
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that an infinite series exists accidentally, while it is impossible that
something first moved exists accidentally.®® The reason is that those
causes that exist in virtue of themselves undoubtedly ascend to a first
cause existing in virtue of itself, and that in this series ** there must exist a
first and a last member. And those causes that are infinite accidentally,*
and which have no first or last member in their series, are necessarily
derived from this first cause. Therefore, the mover of that which is
moved in virtue of itself is moved in virtue of itself, inasmuch as it is
first. Thus, by its very nature, it is impossible that it is moved
accidentally in the manner of those transient beings that are moved in
virtue of themselves. The reason is that in the case of everything moved
in virtue of itself in the sublunar sphere its motion follows upon
change* and that change comes upon a body either from without or
from within. But in the case of that which is first moved in virtue of itself
its motion is not preceded by change since no body exists outside this
first-moved, nor is this first-moved composed of a form and a matter
that is in potentiality toward the substance, but this body is simple. And
by the term “simple” Aristotle means that the body has no other
potential matter except that which is potential in respect to place
only.

Inasmuch* as the celestial body possesses a soul, and this by reason of
the fact that its motion is continuous, even though [its body] is finite of
itself, thus implying that it is moved by a form in it which is an appetitive
soul, and inasmuch also as that which possesses a soul is moved by

38 1added the phrase nIX°¥» YWOK X on the basis of the Latin. The sentence is still
somewhat obscure, but I take it to be a comment on the previous phrase. It
states that even though horizontally there exists an infinite number of causes
and effects, vertically the series must be reducible to something moved in virtue
of itself, not moved accidentally.

39 The vertical series. .

40 Those causes that are both cause and effect and members of the horizontal
series.

41 In speaking of change in this passage, Averroes has in mind primarily
substantial change, that is, generation.

42 In the following, rather involved, passage Averroes sets out to demonstrate
once again that the motive force of the celestial bodies is an immaterial
intelligence. He mentions incidentally that this motive force moves the heavens
by being an object of thought for them.,
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desire which this soul has for an object of desire, and, inasmuch again as
every body is finite in-respect to potentiality, it is quite evident that, if
this appetitive power existed in this body insofar as it is a body only, it
would be finite in its motivity. And it is clear that the body acquires
eternity of motion from that mover toward which the motion is directed
as toward a final cause.* ’And from all this it clearly follows concerning
the nature of this mover that it is an immaterial intellect and that the
heavens are moved toward it only insofar as they conceive it as an object
of thought.

If one were to imagine some celestial body in which there exists an
infinite force,* it would follow that the motion of the whole and of the
part would be the same,* and that each one of the things, existing in the
sublunar world, which are moved by the heavens, would come to anend
and the motion of the heavens would take place in no time. And this is
the meaning of what Aristotle says on this subject: ¥’ if there werein the

43 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 2, lines 59 ff.

44 In the passage that follows Averroes sets out to show that while the celestial
motive force is infinite in one respect it must be finite in another. For if it were
only infinite, the motion of the heavens and everything contained within them
would be instantaneous. This conclusion is absurd.

Having set down this proof, Averroes cites in its support a passage from the De
Caelo which is based on the proposition that the celestial mative force is finite in
some respect (cf. below, n. 47).

45 The meaning of this passage is: *'If one were to imagine some celestial body in
which there exists an infinite force which is infinite in all respects,....”

46 The motion of the heavens as a whole as well as that of its parts would be of
infinite velocity. Consequently this motion would be instantaneous.

47 The proof that follows is taken from the De Caelo. In the present discussion
Averroes is not interested in the proof as such but only in one of its premises,
which states that every finite body must possess a finite potentiality. From this
premise it follows that the motive force of the celestial body must be finite in
some respect. This passage from the De Caelo is important because Averroes
takes it to be the one in which Aristotle states explicitly that the celestial motive
force is finite in some respect (cf. quotation at the end of this note).

For a citation of the relevant portions of this passage from the De Caelo and
Averroes’ Long Commentary on it, cf, above, chap. 3, n. 32. For Averroes’
discussion of the finiteness of the celestial motive force, cf. Hebrew text, chap. 3,
lines 52 ff. Cf. also, chap. 4, lines 30 ff.

The manner in which the celestial motive is finite, and the problems arising
from this proposition, are also discussed by Averroes in Long Commentary on
Physics VIII, com. 79, Vol. 1V, especially 426v, H-1, and 426v, M-427r, D. In
this discussion Averroes states: “Et haec dubitatio est fortior omnibus
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body possessing stars more stars than there are, this body would stand
still since its moving force is finite above that which it moves. And if this
body stood still then the first mover could not impart to it continuity of
motion prevailing over the principle of destruction and thus its motion
would be destroyed. And if its motion were destroyed then it itself
would be destroyed by rest, and all those beings that exist in virtue of
motion would also be destroyed. Praised be He Who has provided this
world with the existence of this noble body that has finite motionin one
respect* and infinite motion in another.

Inasmuch as the movement of that which is first moved in virtue of itself
does not come to an end, and inasmuch as this first-moved is not moved
accidentally, for the mover which moves it as an efficient cause is the
same as that which moves it as a final cause,* it is clear that the first
mover belonging to this first-moved is one and simple and also that
it cannot undergo alteration seeing that it produces motion con-
tinuously. And it is also clear that the first-moved is one and simple,
inasmuch as it is not moved accidentally, for if the first-moved were
composed of form and matter, it would be moved accidentally. All this
being so, it is evident that there exists a first mover which is simple and
unchangeable and which is necessarily immaterial. And it is also clear
that there exists something simple that is the first that is moved by the
prime mover, and that is the heavens. This is what we wanted to
explain.

Aristotle has already explained this matter by stating that if there exists
something composed of two opposites, and one of these opposites exists
separately, it follows that the other one also exists separately. For

dubitationibus, quae possunt accidere hic. Maxime cum Aristoteles expresse
dicit in secundo de caelo et mundo quod caeli est potentia finita: ubi reddit
causam quare non insunt caelo stellae maiores his quae sunt illi: si enim dicit
hoc esset, fatigaretur,” “And this question [concerning the finiteness of the
celestial motive force] is weightier than all those questions which may occur
here. Especially since Aristotle states explicitly in the second book of the De
Caelo that the heavens have a finite potentiality, in which passage he sets down
the reason why there do not inhere in the heavens more stars than there are in
them. For he states, that if they possessed more stars than they do, they would
be subject to fatigue...” (426v, L).

48 That s, in respect to intensity (p1in; vigor). Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 3, lines 61 fT.

49 Thatis, in respect to time (J13; in tempore). Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 3, lines 61 T,

50 Cf. Hebrew text, chap. 1, lines 174-176.
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unc 136 example, if there exists something moved, which in turn moves
something else, and if, furthermore, there exists something which, being
moved, does not move something else, it clearly follows from this that
there must exist something that produces motion without being moved,
this latter existing completely separate.*! Another example is the case of
color. For if there exists a color composed of whiteness and blackness,
for instance, red,*? and if, furthermore, black exists by itself, it follows
that white also exists by itself, separately from red.
Also,* as Aristotle maintains, a principle must be prior by nature to that
of which it is a principle.* The reason for this is that a principle does not
need for its existence that of which it is the principle. For if it had need of
it, then it would not be prior by nature, the reason being that something
that is prior by nature is of such a kind that, when it ceases to exist, then
that to which it is prior also ceases to exist,*® This being so, no form
subsisting in matter can be prior to the matter in the sense of prior by
nature.’ Therefore it is not true that there exists a first principle

51 Cf. Metaphysics 11, 2, especially 994a, 11-19,

52 According to Aristotle all intermediate colors are composed of black and white,
which are contraries. Cf. Physics 1, 5, 188b, 24-25.

53 The following passage presents another proof that the celestial body is not
composed of matter and form: (1) The motive force of the celestial body does
not need the body for its existence, while the body, on the other hand, needs the
motive force. Thus the motive force of the celestial body, that is, its form, is by
nature prior to its body. (2) In transient beings the form is contemporaneous
with the matter, for the form cannot exist without the matter and vice versa. (3)
From this it follows that the celestial body cannot be composed of matter and
form.

54 Aristotle, Metaphysics X111, 10, 1087a, 3-4: **. .. the element or principle is prior
to the things of which it is the pnncnple or element

55 Categories 12, 14b, 11-13: “for in those things, the being of cach of which
implies that of the other, that which is in any way the cause may reasonably be
said to be by nature prior to the effect.”

Physics V111, 7, 260b, 17-19: “A thingis 'said to be pnorto other things when, if
it does not exist, the others will not exist, whereas it can exist without the

others.”
Metaphysices V, 11, 1019a, 1-4: *...others are called prior and postenor in
respect to nature.. l e., those Wthh can bc thhout other things, while the

others cannot be wnhout them.”
56 In transient substances matter in order to exist needs lhe form and vice versa.
57 Namely, an ultimate principle of motion, that is, the heavens.
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composed of form and matter. Furthermore, everything composite is tmne 146
potentially simple and there is no eternal thing that has a power through

which it is dissolved.** These proofs that Aristotle uses in such a measure

are, as you can see, trustworthy and true.

May God be pleased with us that we have written concerning this
question, which is a most worthy one, and it is the most important one

about which philosophers have erred. This was written in Morocco in

the year 574% according to the reckoning of the founder® of the
religion. It is finished. Praise be to God.

58 In composite substances the matter is one and simple in potentiality, but many
in actuality, while in the celestial bodies it is one and simple in actuality. This
statement implies another argument for the fact that the celestial body is not
composed of matter and form.

59 This date corresponds to the year 1178. Cf. Renan, Averroés, p. 64; also L.
Gauthier, /bn Rochd (Averroés), (Paris, 1948), p. 13. Gauthier suggests that a
part of the De Substantia Orbis was written in 1178 and another partin 1179, He
identifies the date of our passage with the year 1179, Note that Gauthier
writes: *1178: Partue du commentaire (sic!) sur le Sermo de substantia
orbis....”

60 n1% wInnN 1Y, ad computum innovatoris legis. The Hebrew manuscripts read
n1? T panb, but since there are other instances in which the translator
took an Arabic active for a passive (cf. above, chap. I, n. 59), L accepted the text
of the Latin version. Cf. also, Steinschneider, Hebrdische Ubersetzungen, p. 186.
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