Metaphysics A 10




Why is the cosmos good?

* ‘One must also consider in which way the nature of the whole <universe>
possesses the good—that is, the best <good>, whether it is something separated
and <exists> itself in its own right, or is the arrangement <of the whole universe>.
Or is it in both ways, as in an army? For its excellence <consists in> in its order
and <is also its> the general—indeed <it is> more this one <than the order>; for
he does not exist because of the order, but instead the order exists because of




Two Observations and Two Questions

* Observations:

* We are offered a disjunction between two things we might suppose the good of the whole universe to be, namely (i) its order and (ii) a separated good which exists in its
own right.

» We are then advised that this disjunction may be, but need not be, taken inclusively, though we are perhaps nudged in the direction of thinking that it is to be taken
inclusively, and then too that we might never the less give priority to one good over the other.

* Questions:
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Background to A 10

* The unmoved mover is a final cause, and initiates motion as being loved.

* ‘It imparts movement as something beloved, while the others impart
movement as things moving.” (Met. A 7, 1072b3-4; kivel 01 WS €QWUEVOV,
Kivoopeva 0 TAAAa KLvel).




The Normativity of the Final Cause

» Metaphysics A 3, Aristotle states plainly the normative dimension of the
final cause, which, in this respect evidently, he regards as ‘opposed’ to

the material cause, as ‘that for the sake of which and the good’ (Met.
983a30-31).

At the end of his survey, he credits Hermotimus of Clazomenae as an
_orig_inator and praises his fellow citizen Anaxagoras as an early
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Goodness Causing as Goodness

 That for the sake of which actions and changes and movements take place, they call it a
cause in a way, but they do not call it a cause in the way in which it naturally is cause. For
some, speaking of nous or love, posit these causes as good; they do not speak, however, as
if anything among the things that are exists or comes to for sake of these, but say that their
motions are from these. In the same way those claiming that the one or the existent is this
sort of nature clam that this is the cause of substance, but do not claim that substance
either is or comes to be for the sake of this. Therefore it turns out that in a sense they both

say and do not say the good is a cause; for they do not call it a cause qua good but only co-
- incidentally. (Met. A7, 988b6-16) .




So, after all. . .

» The good is a cause:

 ‘And the science uncovering that for the sake of which each thing must be done
is the most authoritative of the sciences, and more authoritative than any
ancillary science; and this is the good in each class, and generally in the whole of
nature the best good. From all that has been said, then, the name being sought
falls to the same science; this must be a science able to investigate the first




The Basic Structure of A 10

» Metaphysics A 10 consists contains an extensive review of the difficulties of views of
principles, including those of Anaxagoras, Empedocles, Plato, and various unnamed
thinkers.

e How does this fit in?




First Question

 Our first question pertains to the chapter as a whole: is it an episodic hodgepodge or a continuous discussion with an overarching
argument.

 So, does the chapter present a unitary argument? If so, what is it?

 Sudrez: ‘This is the position which Aristotle intends to assert in this chapter, which he also wants to be the conclusion of the whole
work and a kind of peroration worthy of so great a philosopher. But he demonstrates it with an argument as follows. The good of the
universe consists in the appropriate order of its parts, in such way that this good is a kind of intrinsic good which inheres in the
universe itself. But it cannot have a good of this kind unless there is in it someone supreme who is its Governor, who is at the same

- time outside it and its ultimate end, from whom it emanates and to whom it tends as the extrinsic good of the universe. Therefore, one




The Household Analogy

* And all things are co-ordinated in a way, but not in a similar way, even swimming things, winged things,
and plants; and they are not in such a way that one thing has no relation to any other, but [they are
related] in some way. For all things are co-ordinated in relation to one thing—but as in a household the
free persons [20] are least at liberty to act haphazardly, but all or most [of their actions] are ordered, while
the slaves and beasts are able to do a little for the common [end] but much of what they do is haphazard;
for that is the sort of principle that is the nature of each of them (I mean, for example, that it is necessary

for all things to come to be dispersed), and there are thus other things which they all have in common
20l itha nigw to theavhale (et 4.10.1075a16:05)




Some Questions about the Household Analogy

* What is the point of the household analogy? In this analogy to what does the

distinction between ‘free persons’ and “slaves and beasts’ correspond in the
universe?

* Is the claim that “all things are co-ordinated in a way, but not in a similar way’




Co-ordinating these Analogies

* Do the two analogues—army and household—support the same




Closing the Chapter

» And those who say that the mathematical number is first and that thus there is always
another successive substance and that there are different principles for each
[substance], [1075b1] make the substance of the universe episodic (for one substance
contributes nothing to the other by existing or not existing) and they posit many
principles. But the things that exist do not wish to be governed badly. “The
sovereignty of many is not good; [there is| one sovereign.” (Met. A 10, 1075b37-1076a4)




A Question about this Contention

» Has Aristotle provided an adequate basis for the final conclusion
that the things that exist have one ruler?

» Even granting that there is one ruler, how sweeping is this ruler’s




Aquinas’s Take

* 2663. But many rulers are not good. For example, it would not be
good for different families which shared nothing in common to live
in a single home. Hence it follows that the whole universe is like one

- principality and one kingdom, and must therefore be governed by




Final Questions
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