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PREFACE

In publishing this Arst edition of Theodore Gaza's De Fats,
the editor wishes to acknowledge his indebtedness, in the first
instance, to the late Dr. Wendland, whose careful collation of three
manuscripts, made about thirty years ago for Dr. Ludwig Stein,
iz the basis of this edition. For the use of the collaticn, the editor
is under obligation to Dr. Stein, who magnanimously gave per-
missien for the publication of the work in America.

Gratitude is due also to Dr. N. W. DeWitt for carrying the
collation from Dr. Stein in Berlin, Germany, to America; to
Professor G. S. Brett for corrections and many helpful saggestions
in the text and translation of the work; and particularly to the
Library of the University of Toronto, which made possible the
appearance of this edition by consenting to render available funds
covering the cost of its publication.

joun WiLson Tavior

Mew York City
May, 1925






INTRODUCTION

Theodore Gaza was a Greek born in Saloniki at the beginning
of the fifteenth century. He went to Constantinople about 1422,
shortly before the city was besieged by the Sultan Murad 11
During the siege he found himself in straightened circumstances
and, being too proud to beg, he rented a piece of land, on which he
grew produce sufficient to support himself. His fortunes soon
improved and, after becoming an intimate of Philelphus, secretary
to the Emperor John v, he opened a school in Constantinople.
Among his pupils were Syropoulos and Chalcondyles, both of
whom later became known as humanists. In these years he
apparently took orders with a view to becoming a priest. In
1440 Byzantium's last hope of aid from Rome against the Saracens
was extinguished, and in that year Gaza went to Italy, where
scholars often found patrons in princes and wealthy citizens.

After his arrival in Italy, Gaza's first need was to acquire a
knowledge of Latin. This he did with conspicuous success at the
school of Vittorino da Feltre, where, during a three years' course,
friends of Philelphus provided him with financial support, In
1447, he became a professor at Ferrara, and the same year he was
promoted to the rectorship. The next year a professorship at
Florence was offered to him, and in 1451 he was invited to Rome
to make translations for Pope Nicholas v. ~ These were mainly of
seientific works of Aristotle, but he found time also to turn Cicero's
De Senectule into Greek. After the pope’s death in 1455, Gaza
was similarly employed by Alphonso, tyrant of Naples, until the
latter's death in 1458, He next applied for patronage to Bessarion,
a Greek who, having left Constantinople for Rome in 1438, had
entered the Roman Church and become cardinal of Rome. Bes-
sarion befriended Gaza, and in 1465 secured for him a parish in
Calabria. Apart from the years 1465-1467, Gaza appears to have
spent most of his time at Rome, where he was associated with
Bessarion and Andrea, bishop of Alaria, in producing an edition of
Pliny, and, after Bessarion's death in 1472, with Andrea alone, in
preparing an edition of Aulus Gellius. He retired to his parish in
1477, and died the next year.!

In addition to the translations mentioned, Gaza wrote several
works that have been printed and a number that still exist only
in manuseript form. He is already known as the author of one of
the first systematic Greek grammars in Latin. A treatise on the
origin of the Turks, an encomium on the dog, and some letters
from his hand appear in Migne's Palrologia Graeca, vol. cLXIL

1O, Der Humanist Gaza als Philosoph by Dr. Ludwig Stein in the Archiv
fiir Geschichie der Philosophie, 11, 426 fF.
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6 INTRODUCTION

Besides the De Fato, there are at least three philosophical tracts
hitherto unprinted: (1) ér # ¢boes ob Bovheberar (often “’1'0'}33}’
referred to as érc % olows Povheberar)’, (2) mpds TINjbwra brép
'"Aprororéhovs and (3) avreppyrkév. (1) and (2), written in 1459,
were, like the De Falo, polemics against Pletho, and (3) was a reply
to Argyropoulos in behalf of Bessarion,® written in 1470 or 1471.
There is some ground for thinking that still another polemic was
written against Pletho, covering in part the same ground as the
De Fato, but, if it was, there is as yet no generally known printed
record of its survival.?

Dr. Ludwig Stein,* after consulting the manuscripts.of_ these
tracts, wrote that they attract one by their highly realistic and
purely philosophic tone. Of their author he said: “I_f one sp-eakﬁ
of genuine philosophers of the fifteenth century, along wi th Gemistus
Pletho and Marsilio Ficino, there is no better claim than that of
Theodore Gaza. . . . He was the only one in the fifteenth century
who, in spite of his ecclesiastical appointment, represented a pure
Aristotelianism entirely free from every theological contamination.

The date of the De Fato cannot be exactly determined. It is
a reply to Pletho's doctrine of necessity, and seems to be related
most closely to two letters from Pletho to Bessarion® that are
printed in "Migne, Patrologia Graeca, crxi, 713 fi. and 721 fi.
These letters are of uncertain date, but, as Gaza was befriended
by Bessarion only in 1458, he cannot be supposed to have seen the

WCf. A Misunderstood Tract by Theodore Gaza, by the author, Archiv f. G. der
Phil., XXXIII, 150 fi,

3CI. the author's Pletho's Criticism of Plate and Aristotle (George Banta
Pub. Co., Menasha, Wis., 1921), pp. 16 f.

*CI. 26, 2 and note.

‘Der Humanist Gaza als Philosoph, 429, 427. [

*Gaspary (Pletho's Criticism, 10, n. 25) had already maintained that this
correspondence between Pletho and Bessarion was the occasion for the De Fato.
It becomes practically certain in view of the following parallels: (1) Gaza states
that Bessarion does well in his Defense of Plato to insist on both free will (th'e
voluntary) and necessity (29,7). Bessarion does this in these letters (Plethe's
Criticism, p. 10). (2) Gaza argues in detail for the reconciliation of 76 Epdexom
uevoy and 7o avayxalor (27, 28 ff.). Bessarion stated in the letters that,
according to Proclus, whom he plainly favoured, God knew évaykalws 7é
éviexoueva {Migne, Pairologia Graeca, CLXI1, 718 A). (3) Gaza used the aa:fze
quotation from Plato's Republic, 716 E, as did Bessarion to show Plato’s belief
in free will (27, 12 and Migne, ibid.). (4) Gaza stated that Pletho meant by
necessity only that which could not be otherwise (27, 14). Pletho states in
these letters alone among his discussions of the subject that this is what he
means by the term (Migne, ibid,, 722D).
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leLters bejore this year. He therefore wrote at least eight years
alter Pletho's death. This, however, was not the fiest tract that
Giaza wrote against Pletho. Jt was preceded either by the D¢
Consuliations Naturge, written early in 1459, or Ly an unknown
tract. It would be not unlikely that Gazz should have written
it o great time after obtaining access to the letters.  Moreover,
Ariatotle’s scientific works, which he had been translating prior
to 1458, were still fresh in his mind, as we may infer from the fact
that they suggested to him several examples used in the De Fato.
The work might provisionally be assigned to the vear 14600

The relation of the Pe Fate to the whole debare between the
Platonists and Lhe Aristotelians was indicated by the author in
Plotho's Criticism (p. 19), before he had access to the text. It
was not dated at all in that treatment, but was numbered third
among the tracts of the debate. Ii, as seerns likely, it is as late
as 1460, it should be numbered seventh instead of third. The
surmise that it was also an answer to the De Differentia should be
withdrawn.

Specifically, the tract is an answer to Pletho's uncompromising
determinism. Plethe had maintained that, in order to find room
for chance or free will, one would have to disprove either that
nothing arises from nothing? or that every fause acls in a definite
and determined way.? To those who objected that, if all were
fixed by law, there was no room lor divine guidance of the universe
and po henefit in prayer, ke had replied that fixed law was God's
will and that any definite request for God's intervention was not
only useless but impious, sice it ymplied either that God had
intended 1o bring a worse thing to pass or that He might be cor-
rupted into a departure frem the best.?

Gaza did not reply to Pletho’s arguments on their merits, but
attacked his assumnption of having Plato’s authority for the position.
In the first part of the tract, he argued that Plato and Aristotle
agreed in admitting the existence of Loth free will and necessity
and, in the second part, he maintained a like thesis in regard to
chance and necessity.

The plan of the first part may be followed more readily with
the help of the accompanying diagram, which represents the
classification of woluntary and involuntary Wwrongs as made by
Aristotle and adopted by Gaza.

The tract opens with a number of paradoxical statements
quoted from Plato and Aristotle. These Gaza proposed to explain

10T, Lucretius, De Rerum Naiurg, 1, 150,
3/ ¢, does not, gud cause, disappear. Cl. #d., 1, 216.
WE, Biethe's Crivicism, 88, n. 34,



10 INTRODUMTION

did something to deliver philosophy from the ohligation of reaching
conclusinns agreed to in advance. .

This text of Gaza's De Falo is derived from a collation n:lmln:
by the late Dr. Wendland of the following three manuscripts:
{1} in the Laurentiun Library, plat. 55, 8. pp. 40-57 (L); {2) in the
Vatican Library, codex 1308, pp. 34 f. (V}; (3) in the Regia
Christia Library at the Vatican, codex 184, pp. 25 . (R).

The text of R is the mast corrupt. | have counted {orty-zeven
palpable errars in it which were not present in either of the other
manuscripts, as against nine in L and six in V. 1. and R_appca’r
to be less clogely related to each other than either of them is to V.
In no case do they agree in any error, except when all the manu-
scripls are incorrect,  Loand V oapree in seven oTTOTS as compargd
with =ix in which R and V apree, those cases not Leing counted in
which the three share the same crror. )

Twenty-four corrections and emendations have been intro-
duced, mwst of them slight and such as scemed necessary
1o make the text intelligible or orthographizally and syrltact!cally
sound.  They are as follows: 11, %; 11, 18 12, 21; 13, 4; 13, 12;
13, 18; 13, 20; 14, 8; 14. 15; 14, 22; 14. 24; 14, 8; 15, w3, 15, 26,
16, 241 16, 29: 16, 30; 17, 11; 17. 14; 17, 18; V7, 23; 18.4; 18, 14;
18,15. The apparatus criticus indicates the change in each case.
trrespective of the manuseript reacings and _w1thnut notation Qf
variations zmong them, 3 has been wrilten instead of 8 in olfeis
and undeis, the second v has been retained in yiyresfor and vr has
been written instead of oe in wedrrew and grrwv.  Incorrect
accentuation has been rectified without record in the apparalus
Cridicis.
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THE VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY
BY
THEODORE GAZA

One would naturally undertake an inquiry inte the voluntary
and mvoluntary by considering the individual persons and circum-
stances concerned in moral activity,! since the end of moral acrivity
is either the good or the apparent good; this end might also, of

5 course, be called the desirable, for desire has always as its object
what really is gnod or what {merely) appears so.

Now it would seem strange that, if one desired a good thing
and performed a good deed, ore should be said to act and desire
involuntarily.r On the other hand, it would seem strange that a

10 person should voluntarily do wrong, thereby being content to
bring infamy on himself and, just as if he were his own enemy, to
lay up for himself such evils as are calculated to ruin him, in spite
of the fact that man naturally aims at scH-preservation and is
formed to [ollow his own interests to the utmost af his ability.®

15 But it would appear still stranger that any one should involuntarily
do wrong when the initiative! for the action lay with him and
when he was aware of the particular details of his action, such as
the person affected by the act, the act itseil, its occasion, its instru-
ment, its purpose, and its manner. It still is thought strange that

20 punishment should be inflicted both for {nvoluntary deeds and for
voluntary cnes. For, if any one does wrong involuntarily, he
deserves pardon and, if he does su voluntarily aiming at a good,
surely it is not just that he who pursues a good should be punished.
But it would seem much stranger that ene should be puntished for

25 deeds done under compulsion,’ since the doer or the victim of the

1. CF. Fikees, 1110033

. CF. Kikdes, 1111424,

3. Thisdifficulty is based on the Sceratic paradox that noone sins voluntarily.
Cf. Pletho's letter to Bessarion in Migne, Patrefogia Groeex, CLXI 721 A, B.

4. Action the initiative for which lics with the actor (Eifwes, 111G a 17) and
the details of which are lnown to him fibid., 1111a2) is voluntary, according
te Aristotle’s definilion adopted by Gaza (20, 22, i), This sentence 13, therefore,
reducible ta the form, " How can a voluntary act be an invgluatary act?"'

B. Garz has in mind the fact that Plato says all misdesds are involuntary
and yet prescribes penalties for then {Lews, 880 K, 861 A).  One division of
involuntary deeds consists of those dene under gompulsion, according to Aristotle

(Ethirs, 1108535).
)
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compulsion contributes nothing toward the initiation of the deeds
50 dune.!
Nevertheless these things occur and it ie gaid that a man,
though desiving a thing, still acts inveluntarily. Those, for
5 example, who jettison cargo from their storm-tossed ships as therr
only means ol preservation are saxd to do 50 involuntarily®
Plato, a man distinguished for wisdom. says that no one does
wrong voluntarily, but that all who transgress do sa involuntanly;
and those who transgress through anger and desire do so under
10 compulsion.® But Aristolle, a friend of Plato’s and no less reputed
for wisdom, thinks that every single evil-doer does wrong volun-
tarily. Therefore we must now inquire besides how it is that
these two men, who are both wise, differ with each other rompletely
on the same subject. For those who are alike should also think
15 and speak alike.t Indeed for my part I could not agree to adopt
the arbitrary attitude’ of praising one of these two men and not
the other. We gught rather to do our best, by means of lowical
distinctions snd definitions, to settle the questions raised by Flato
and Aristotle and, by an examination of the real meaning of each,
20 ta reconcile the two men where they seem to differ, inslead of
indulging in & wordy and vainly contentious debate.
We call every act voluntary® whicl, being 1 the power of the
actor to do or not, he performs with knowledge and without
ignorance of the person affected, the instrument, oc the relations
25 of the act and which he performs, oo, neither accidentally nor
under compulsion. We call involuntary every act initiated by
the actor, but dope in ignorance of the particular details of the
actien and foliowed by remorse and repentance; that too we j::all
involuntary which is compulsory and done under compnlsion.
2p But gll that is done tirough ignorance fof external facts) is non-
voluntary, whereas {only) that which is {ollowed by repentance
and remorse is involuntary. The latter would be pardonable.
But let a distinction? be drawn between acting through ignorance
and acting ¢n ignorance {of principles} and ler those acts be con-
35 sidered pardonable which are done not tr ignorance but through
igrioranee and are the occasion for subsequent repentiance; but

1. Aristotle’s definition of a deed under compulsivn (Ltes, 111002, 52

3. Cf. Ethérs, 1110a58 /F.

3. Ci. Laws, 3636,

4. This conviction determines Gaza's whole treatment ol the subject.

5. E.g., the attitude of Pletho and of Gennadius.

6. With this paragraph the argument of the tract begins. In it (Gaza as-
;’1:1123 the Acistotelian cefinitions of the voluatary and involuntary. ch

e,

1135228, 111122, 1113524, 1110h18, 1100b35.
7. CI. Ethics, 1110b24,
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those should not be considered pardonabic which arc done not
through ignorance bucr #n ignorance, provided they are not done
under stress of sullering that exceeds the limit of nature and human
endurance.

Let these premises be lald down as I have indicated. By
reference to hem we must resolve the apposing arguments and
prove trat the opinions of Plate and Aristotle are in no way con-
tradictory to each other.

The ungualified statement that any one acts with & desire but
involnntarily is not true, but in a certain qualihed seose it is true?
For it iz possible thal those making jettison of their cargo in the
midst of starms act inveluntarly in an absolute sense, since no
one would make an unmotivated choice of throwing away his
property; buot, i a cerlain sense, they act voluntarily, inasmuch

6 as they expect in this way 10 get clear of the dangers 1n which

they have become invelved. This point is borne ous by the words
of Homer:
“Voluntarily vet with reluctant mind.™*

Therc is norhing strange then in the fact that an action should be
voluntary in a certain sense hut, w an ahsolute senze, invaluntary.
But, if an action is inveluntary in the wiy described, it is nght o
say that one does wrong voluntarily: for every aclinn was assumed
ta be voluntary of which 1he initiative was with the actor who knew
the individuwal persons and circurmstances concerned in his action,
provided that the action was donc neither accidentally nor under
compulsion.  Thisconditionis present in the case of everv evil-doer.

Fhere 15 nothing strange about this' berause the evil-doer does
cot wm at the evil as ovil and as inimical and ruinous 16 himself
but ca gond and salutary: he desires s, Lefeving that it 12 citfer
advantaveans or pleasurable,  Bat the good (s of two kinds—ea.
and apparent—and desire his Lot s its phjects; the good man's
desire is Ior tre real aond and the bad man's for the apparens good,
It 5 just that sock men shonld be punisied, not hecanse they aim
at & gond but beense they aim at what iz put good on the assump-
tiom that it s, Such is 1he vatore of badnesst Heaee it turns

L. These Lnes are an elaburation of Ekics, TS an:t afl,

2 fijed, TV, BL

4. That is, thar one Joes wrong velantarily (21, 2Th
had explained tse paradox (10150 ol vocalary wrong-duing By aiguing that
This lezds the agthor toa serood curanos (L0, ¥ that
Ve proceeds Lo explun il along wirh the cognate

The previans paragraph

itowus also voluntan.
of valuatary wrong doing.
paracdex {1443 regarding thy parislment al those giming ol a god.

4. The obvivus teanslarion of the gl 25 el i thing i3 bad ™ iz plainlv
Viaza Trequently vmits the arriele wirh newter au-

precluded by the gontest,
,in the title of the react.

jeetives used in the seage of abetract nouns, &8
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out that in aiming at 2 good a man aime at an evil. At least an
aim directed toward evil arises in no one except n this umnten tional
way: for one may hear cven Aristotle say that cvery activity and
moral choice z2ims at some goned .
Nevertheless, the ane who so proves tc have desired evil is not
free from wvice, since it is by his rational faculty that be c_ies-.res
the evil. He is evil himzelf and he likewise does evil without
qualification and absclutely and by the very fact thiat he desn:es
it: and he does wickedly Ly actually desining what is actually

10 evil as though it were gool.

Li

For the person wha does wrong inveluntarily there is pardon
on the ground that he repents, since the person who does wrong
through 1gnorance and later repents deserves pardon, whereas the
person who does not repent does not deserve it. This last ciwse 14
near that of the man wha does wrong i# ignorance and vo]untarﬂ_y.'
Let each be called the anc whn sins a5 thatgh in ignorance. Being
akin, they might reascnzbly share the disunclive pame. o that
the one wha bas sinned threweh jgnurance anc without repenrance
is said to have snned wvoluntarily i a sense and 1 1gnorance,

20 and, again, the one who sins iz ignorance voluntarily is siud to

sin fhrough ignorance and non-voluntariiy and involuntariiv.
Aristotle elso agrees with this view in saying that not omly
deeds of viclence, but also those invelving deception are involuntary
relationships,® such as theft, adultery, paisoning, procuring, kid-
napping, assassination, perjury. T hese are involuntary, since they
would be non-voluntary, us Lhe one who suflers them c]og:g NG Wrong
and they are not the sort of viclent deeds by which the involunrary

1. Ci. Etiies, 1054al.

2, Le., in ipnorance of moral principles or his realinteresia { Ethics, 1110030},
(raza's operation here consists in fusing two types inte ong, of which eiLhe.r
voluntery or involuntary might be predicated indifforently. The advantage s
relative to his purpose. Deeds coming under this fused type may he spolen
of in one way by Plate and in the opposize way by Aristatie and yet hoth ways
of speaking may be correct.

5. 'This argument can scarcely be described as luss than a monstrous Wﬂhi?m'
Aristotle states (Ethics, 1731at ff.) that theft, e, are involuntary relationships,
but he docs not mean, nor dogs Gaza supposs him to mean, that the thicl acts
involuntarily, althaugh the whole discussion has been regarding actions- [P
other words, Gaza Tpnores 1ie difference hetween an action and a passive exper-
ence merely in order 1 make Aristolle seem to use the same |anguage of maﬁf[
acts that Plato uses of them. The jrrational character of the argument 3
especially apparent in 11, 20.21, wheer the acts under discussion are said to be
involuntary because non-voluptary and non-voluntary because not involuntary;
which implies that they are invuluntary because net involuntary. 1f this is
really Gaza's mezning, he coutd scarcely huve carried futility further.
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bas been defined.  So the evil man does evil voluntarily, because
he acts knowing the details which form the field of his action, but
involuntanly, because no one is voluntarily evil, as Plato says,
and because a person does not wish what he does not think is
good, as Aristotle says in agreement with Plate. Therefore a
person wishes evil non-voluatarily, and, after deliberation and
choice, he aims according to his wish! This iz moral choice.
The individual persons and circumstances concerned in maral
activity are the objects of deliberation and moral choice.  There-

10 fore the wicked man acte non-voluntarily.  But one who acts non-

—
wn

b
o

voluntarily acts also, as ir turns oud, involuntarily. Tt is for this
reason? that Plato applies the term mvoluntlary to an evil deed
fin general), while Artstotle by a change in usnge applies it (merely}
to a deed involving deception.

Furthermore, even if Aristotle does not wish to apply the term
involuntary in case one s ignarant of his true interest instead of
the particnlar details of his action, the word cannot be entirely
debarred [rom application 1o one ignorant of his own Lrue interest?
since no one is voluntarily ignorant of his interest. Therefore he
acts non-voluntarily and receives the name involuntary, used in
the same sense as when we say that frandulent relationships are
involuntary.®

There are, therefore, three types of these who sin inveluntarily:
he who does wrong threngh ignorance, he who does so as though
ignorant, and he who does so sz ignorance. Of them Platof says
that the one who sins threugh ignorance is involved in a simple
ignorance, but he who does sa 42 ignorance iz involved in a dJouble
ignorance.® But the one wha sins as though ignorant neither knows

! Cf, Fihdes, 11132a1l. 2. O 23, 5

3. That this case romes within the scape of mvolentary acts would szem to
have been already argucd (22, 14 21} Cam probably reverted to it in order to
treat of it in a more decisive manner.

4. The lonseaess of Gaza's thought is well shown by the fact that he here
ignores his earlier inclusion of the type “shrangh ignorance' (a the composite
type “as though ignorane.”  CI. 22, 14-16. A CF Laws, 5630,

. Pluto means that the man is ignorant andis also ignorant of the factihat
he j3 sn. {aza jgnores this obwiously cerrect internretation and {mpiies that
Plato had in mind a classilication made Rrst by Acistotle.  The chird
type, those who do wrong as theugh ignorant, is due to Gaza's awn classification
and he atil tries to find a place far it in Flato's scheme by giving it & new name
based on Plate's nomenclature.  Why this third type should be so named
admits naturally of no intelligible explanation. “Logical division” is here ysed
not to clarily the subiect, but to reconcile IMate's and Arsistotle’s words. Ln-
fortumately, the reconciliation dees not take into account the difference between
Platy's metaphysical 2nd Aristotle’s semi-legal purpeses in the treatments of

the matter,
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nor 1s ignorant, His action is not voluntary either, because he

has done what he did not know. Let him be involved s thowgh

in a double ignorance. The one who sins through ignorance should

be pardoned, but the one who does so as though ignorant and the
5 ane who does so i ignorance should not he pardoned.

Compulsion also iz of two kinds, outer and ipner.t TFor both
the one who acts contrary to desire and reason? is said to act_undgr
compulsion and the one violently carried off by a whirlwind 18
cartied off by compuision. Those who do wiong under outer

0 compulsion no one hlames, but every sensible person censures
those who vield to the inmer compulsion. The incontinent maf
acts under compulsion because contrary (o redson ;’ but not without
incurring blame, since the initiative for his actign is in his own
power and he has not become incontinent of necessity.*  Would

15 the man then who, through vice, is mastered by wrath and anger
do evil under compulsion, as Plato says?  He would -if among this
class of peaple, ton, aclion takes place contrary 1o reason. and
it does seern that the wicked are not wholly witheut caleulation
and knowledge of things noble.” For taking tae case ol the three

20 states to be avoided in the spherc of erhics—vice, 1ncontinencs,
and amorality*—in regard 1o all vice and incontinence pné must
consider that this is so in some sense, I there be nol an excessive
bias of the character in the direcetion of amorality, [n Lhis way
each person might be said to do wrang involuntarily on the ground

a5 that he is led on mare readily 1o the deed by Ins emotign.  Hence
we see that Plato did not do hadly 1o say that those wicked people
who erred through anger and pleasure acted involuntarily, since
what is done under compulsion is done, as we agreerd, involun-
tarily.

a9 But there is no validity in +he plea of those whu, in cxcuse or
in deferce of (hemselves, allege rompulsion, meaning this com-
pulsion that controls and leads in the souls of the wicked.  Punisk-
ment ought to be infictod hoeawse one would vaiuntarily have come
ta the state of being led by his vmotion and of doing wrong undcr

35 compuision.

IL is plain then that here also Plato ami Anstotle buve not
differcd, in speaking as (hey did regarcing the volunlary n
involuntary. The one says that evil men are 50 voluntarily, while
the other szys that they act involuntarily either on the ground that

40 they act non-voluntarily or on the ground that they act under

L CEo, 00 also Etdes, 1111224 M.

. For this alliance of desire with reason, of . Pleths’s Criteioan 03, 0. 1.
. Ci, Meta., 1015332, 4. CF Eihdes, 1114219, 20

. CE Erkics, 1145612 £,

G. Cf. Ethics, 1145a15.

[F IR
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compulsion and mastered by their emotion. For Plato' himself
also says that the evil act voluntarily, though admittedly in a
secondary sense, putting the matter as follows: “We say that
pleasure in exercise of its tyrannical power does whatever its will

5 determines.” Will and determination are for him characteristic
not of involuntary, but of voluntary action. So he thinks that, in
one sense, such men act voluntarily and, in another, involuntarily,
and he lays down laws concerning involuntary wrongs as though
he supposed that some did wrong voluntarily.

10 Aristotle calls involuntary the deed done through ignorance and
with subsequent repentance, while Plato uses this term of an action
that sometimes misses one's conception of the best. Although?
the latter, to be sure, says that the concept of the best, controlling
and bringing order into the soul, is thought by the many to cause,

15 when it is mistaken, an involuntary wrong, yet he does not oppose
this opinion strongly but, deprecating the argument about terms
as contentious and by no means accepting it, he employs the same
term as Aristotle does, on the assumption that the act he describes
does not differ in any way from that referred to by Aristotle.

20 Therefore, if Plato regards as involuntary the state of those who
are ruled and led by their emotion and who are less without cal-
culation of the noble and of virtue than the amoral but more so
that the incontinent,’ this view, involving a difference of words
rather than thought, is calculated to perplex those who are phil-

25 Aristotelians rather than philosophers. For Aristotle too speaks
with this same meaning when he adds ‘and not under compulsion”
in his definition of the voluntary.! For no one will ever do evil
voluntarily, especially if it is evil as such,® but he might do it
under compulsion; for the things done under compulsion are—as

30 he also agrees—those done directly by the actors and contrary to
desire and reason.

Now Pletho, holding that all things happen of necessity and
nothing happens by chance, tries to maintain that Plato’s words
are in agreement with his position, on the ground that Plato said

1. Ci, Laws, 863 B.

2. Tosay that an apinion is held by the many isenough to discreditit. Hence
the “although.” CI. Laws, 564 A, B.

3. Cf. 24, 14-25. This circumlocution to describe the wicked is based on
Aristotle's words, the meaning of which has just been asserted to be identical
with those of Plato quoted in the preceding sentence. These words appear on
the surface to contradict Aristotle’s statements regarding the voluntary nature
of wickedness and so perplex those who unduly revere Aristotle.

4. Cf. 20, 25-26.

5. CI. 21, 27-30.
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that every wicked person was so of necessity and involuntarily,’'
since he was so either through ignorance or incontinence, or both.

It has already been stated in other works® that the source of Pletho's
error was the fact that he took the term necessity in one sense only,

5 whereas it was really used in many. Necessity is of several kinds:?
that without which, as a contributory cause, it is impossible to live,
e.g., breathing and food; that without which it is impossible for a
good to exist or accrue or an evil to be averted, e.g., taking medicine;
the compulsory; that which can not be otherwise; that which is as

10 matter in nature and as the motions of matter;' here then is also
hypothetical necessity, e.g., if this is a man, these (human qualities)
must be present in him. Such are the meanings of necessity.
Plato says that the wicked man is so involuntarily, alike of the
hypothetical necessity and of (inner) compulsion,® thereby slightly

15 shifting the meaning of necessity from the compulsory to that done
under compulsion due to the controlling and leading element of
one’s evil character. For things done under compulsion are those
done contrary to reason directly by the actors, while compulsory
acts are acts of which the initiation comes from without and to
20 which the actor contributes nothing, as, for example, if a whirl-
wind or men with the power requisite will carry one off.* The
incontinent man 45 incontinent both involuntarily and by necessity
in the sense of being under compulsion, and he acts incontinently
from necessity of the hypothetical type. For, if one's action 1s
necessary, so is one’s moral character. The like holds of the
unjust and all other kinds of wrong-doers. In keeping with this
principle is the statement of the Saviour, the Son of God, that evil

deeds occur among men of necessity but woe to the man by whom
they are done.”

1. Probably based on a passage from Pletho's letter to Bessarion, printed in
Migne, Patrologia Graeca, CLXI, 721 A, B: *'Plato gave his real opinion .
in the numerous passages where he repeats to the point of weariness that the
bad are bad against their will and hence by some necessity.’

2, Cf. p. 6. The reference is apparently to some other work or works by Gaza.
If s0, it must either be a part of his De Consultations Nalurae not included in
Bessarion’s synopsis (Pletha's Criticism, 11) or it must be another philosophical
tract which is not known. In either case, we may conclude that the De Falo
was not (Gaza's first tract against Pletho.

8. This discussion of necessity is based directly on Metaphysics, 1015a20 f.

4. This *necessity”" is not found in the passage from Aristotle but is intro-
duced to be the basis for contingent necessity, which allows for chance. [t
appears both here and in the examples to be illogically identified with hypo-
thetical, or conditional, necessity. Cf. 28, 23.

5. Cf. 24,6, 6. Cf. Ethics, 1110a3. 7. Cf. 16,7, note.
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in general, a like principle applies to the world of changing
phenomena. The causes must be of necessity, if it is intended (or
likely) that anything should arise and pass away. And yet it
does not arise and pass away of necessity in an absolute sense, as
§ in the sphere of things that have ne variability, but as in those
which do have a degree of variability.! There is much in rature
that happens whichever of two ways chance determines® and of
necessity in the sense of that in matter and the motions of matter.
Plato, saying that every evil person is so of necessity in this
10 sense, denies neither moral choice nor contingency in nature, and
in no way contradicts himself when he says, at one time, that the
wicked sin of necessity and, at another, that the blame belongs to
the chooser; God is blameless.®
But Pletho, taking necessity in nature to mean what can not
15 he otherwise,’ thinks rhat all things arise and pass away by an
absolute necessitv; and thereby he denies not only moral choice
and wish but «lso nature. For matter too is nature.® (But
whether what admits of choice and the so-called self-chosen and
self-subsistent is analogous to matter or is different and, if different,
20 how it is different, would be anather question.} Yet he also leaves
no room for accident, since accident is the beginning and cause of
existence, that is, the existence of things not by necessity nor
always nor in general but as one of two possible results.  Prayers
too are at the same time ruled out and suﬂplications and every
25 kind of divine worship; for why should God be cafled merciful and
saviour and protector and averter of evil if all things happen of
necessity? )
We, however, deny neither fate nos necessity and, in our
demonstration, safeguard both contingency and the voluntary.
230 And we do not say any more than Plethe that God can be changed

1. Ct. Anal. Pr., 32b4.

2. Ci. De Interpr., 18h.

3. CY. Migne, Pairologic Graecs, T18 A; Pletho's Critizism, 62; and Republic,
617 E.

4. Cf. Plethe's Jetter 1o Dessarion, Migne, 1hid., 722 D Pletho allows for
oaly one meaning besides the ordinary one, viz, compalsion.

5. Contingent necessity was described by Gaza as the necessity which is as
matter (& Uhyp CF. 15, 303,  This is 78 Evdexdpevoy, the necessity operating
in nature. It enters into the essence of matter and so of nature.  But whether
this species of necessity is the same as that which admits of freedom of choice in
the individual is anpther question.  Gaza thus by precept, at any rate, geparated
the question of chance from that of free will. This i a distinet merit, since
there was throughout this debate a tendency to confuse the two issues.

6. Cl. Merp., 1026529 ’
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by pravers and sacrifices.! Yet one ought to use pl:{i}_,’?.'l and
sacrifices and ali the customary works of a [nous mind wlt—:} .?hw;a*gi;
to the moving and the changing of something, narl?ﬂlmlﬁ-_ w :d;d
likely, or intended by God. For the change of wua‘lt 1= mtf':ﬁ -
5 to what will be is accomplished in answer to prayers anr} Facn']fcﬁé
Not evervthing that is intended acrually occurs and what Wllj .
is not identical with what is intended or likely. For ﬂrlf}ft’)lr}]-l -rf‘JU
holds that, regasding that of which it is right to say that 1t W lt‘ﬁﬁe'
it must some time be right to say that it s But t!jer_e 15 F(?d Og
10 10 prevent that of which it is night to say that it 12 mt}:?.n E ';
likely from never happening at all?  In this way, ihen, the chang
find= room.  Homer bears witness 10 this truth in the wordf. e
“Ard wven the gods too may he S-‘I'-'.-'EL}-‘_C‘J’L H;U}'E'I Fij;';s
glory is greater, beth their hionour and thuir maght: by Mi“tlrfu
and gentle vows, by Lhaticus and burnt offerings, men tLr
h aside ™ . .
Hu t(izng‘hwn;a!f Lirings the actual cvent 1o pass without caange.
Thisis the cause of fate and of the necessity in changmg th’”“{f‘}m:’a
and preserves their existenee,  Fuor, :‘-.5_tinn‘;:salh:we IJL"E'E? ort ‘“‘:1“-'}
20 by God from eternicy, so they atl come inta heing and, as st ‘3-!
nature ta be and Lecome, =a they both are and do 1)(3COI]1.t. bilc]1
an arrangement and constilution nf things that aze, 14 e:_e[f-.z:;
having irs Axed character and nocessity fiﬁpiﬂflf""—l tn & conty 1ot 3
For if it was necessary that these things shoulc e eterna "]]n'f
25 those perichable, they have been =o ardained af T:It_'('.{'.qh'.i:-'”: :?m] lt
it is intended (or Lkclv) Ghat o thing be seen, 1068 _Ilﬁ't't"fﬁ'”}'l l[m
there be light, sirce lght is the actuality of the wml;!t;:. an¢ ft {'2;
i omtended for Tkelvi thar a pot should come e exlstence, 1 I|..
necesrary that there be Leal evaporating Ehc moisture flwm' t_‘le
20 clay, aud, if this is =0, these resolts Io]lc}}v.' I’lulhq docs nut see
thic en account of his ignorance of conditional necessily.

14

1. Gara may have thought it desirable to ha'cd that Gied was '.;nc'[m:ﬂca])]c
either to avoid Pletho's difvmma fp, 7) er in comsiderabion of Jares 1 17

2 Cf, Gen. et Cor., 33701, N

301X, 497-500. Plalo tRepab, 20 DT [;unLr_\E] freely thf:‘ same
passage, but in order to difer wich 1. Pletho refesred “_-ILh {'l'!)l)FI'Ohi".”f)Ti €
Plato's quotativn in a tract Gaza may have seen (Mo, AT CT.}.\. 530 I?.F- B

4. Ie.. withaut change of his [atention o vternal puypose which, however,
has beens ruodified in a particulsr cise in answor to peaver. P

5. Conditional nevessity is the nesessity of a (hing happening n one o TH0
ways, Guza appears, wron-;ﬂy. to have Fmited the application af It o n‘mtrer
and its motions (26, 10).  Either this necessity ot env of the tvo pms!hlc 1553{2:
(Gaza leaves it tncertain) is God's intention (18 pihhoy) (2%, 41} ClLopr B8

fi. Cf. De Anima, 415b4 and 19,

7. Ul De dnim, Gen, T12E18,
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There are different causes for different individual things, but
& common cause of the existence and genesis of all things, namely,
their heing so ordained and fared by the first cause. One of the
things ordained and fated is that those who do righteously shall be
saved and those who do wickedly shall perish.  This matter also
has been dealt with in other works.

Bessarion the Cardinal, in his treatise in defence of Piato
regarding late, does well to admit, at the same time, the existence
of the voluntiry and of fate; and in general he has defined the
question of {ate adequately to his purpose and as became a Christinan
philosppher. But Pletho does ilt 1o interpret Platn’s failure to
classtly sins into voluntary and involuntary as a proof of his belief
in absolute ncoessity.  [or even if Plato does nol see fit to classily
tham in tkis way, he does not thereby say that sins are unavoidalle
Ly an alsolute necessity, hnt, it a discussion removed as far as
possible frinn such necessity, he classifies sins on a different principle
and in such o way s o avod denying contingency and to make
effective the newer clement in s own classification.  For he
plainly says that the bad man differs from the good by the fact
that the bad men acts always missing the true concept of the besr,
but the good man rarely aud in small magters, and that this later
kind of action is thought hy many 10 be inveluntary wrongdoing.!
But the nisdeeds classified by others as volunfary and involuntary
have heen elazsifed by Plato as those which miss and those which
hit the mark. No logical nucessity arises front this statement for
refecting contingency in all the phenomena of Caslence and change.

To expmine, therefore, into such Arguments s o worthy task,
but 1o assume o aibilude of irrecancilable differcnees in the
words of Aristeile and Platwe, to make a division between t.h.(" two
men, and Lo dispute and guarre] with the paritisans of eicier is
anything hut a wortly procending.s On the contrary, (L is better
Lo reconcile them in whatlever respect they scem to h.'th. differed
and, Tullowing both as thougl ome mos: gxeellent leader in know-
ledzer and wisdom, to clucigale the truth in hurmuony with bath;

sinee hoth the men are wise and worthy of teverence.












UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO STUDIES

PHILOLOGICAL SERIES

No. 1: The Anglo-Saxon Scop, by L. F. ANDERSON......... $0.50

No. 2: George Ticknor's Travels in Spain, edited by G. T.
NORTHUP: {inose sl st s aiiealsa AN o T e e o

No. 3: Beginnings of the English Essay, by W. L. Mac-
VB o 70 e e e o it

No. 4: Dio Cassius, Historia Romana, Book 53, with notes
by H. W. DUCKWORTH . .. -.c.comraneemiesivsanns

No. 5: John Galt, by R. K. GORDON._ oo cviae. vann onns

No. 6: The Chronology of Lope de Vega's Plays, by MILTON
A BUCHANAN . . ov ojs e« o(ors n s = balaasa absmen s hsa s rre

No. 7: Theodore Gaza's De Fato, with introduction, trans-
lations and notes, by JoHN WILSON TAYLOR.........

Extra volume: Golding's A Tragedie of Abraham’s Sacrifice,
edited with an introduction, notes, and an appendix
containing the Abraham Sacrifiant of Theodore Beza,

by M. W. WALLACE . x s sivivs s s i o s s
Extra volume: The Gest of Robin Hood, by W. H. CLawsoN

Extra volume: Calderon’s La Vida es Suefio, edited by
Mrrtox A. Bucaanan. Vol I.: Text....... (cloth)

Extra volume: Theban Ostraca, edited from the originals
with translations-and plates. ..o caecanan v

0.50

1.00

1.00

0.50

1.50

2.50

1.00

1.25







