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More geometrico in Proclus’ Elements of Theology (ET): An offspring of Platonic
Goodness?

Sokratis-Athanasios Kiosoglou

T1

SPINOZAE ETHICA
ORDINE GEOMETRICO DEMONSTRATA
PARS PRIMA
DE DEO
DEFINITIONES

I. Per causam sui intelligo id cujus essentia involvit existentiam sive id cujus natura non potest
concipi nisi existens. [...]

AXIOMATA
I. Omnia que sunt vel in se vel in alio sunt.
I1. 1d quod per aliud non potest concipi, per se concipi debet. [...]

PROPOSITIO I:
Substantia prior est natura suis affectionibus.
DEMONSTRATIO:
Patet ex definitione 3 et 5.
PROPOSITIO II:
Due substantiz diversa attributa habentes nihil inter se commune habent.

T2

And after giving your solutions to these difficulties it would be worthwhile if you set out the
entire argument in geometrical fashion, starting from a number of definitions, postulates and
axioms. You are highly experienced in employing this method, and it would enable you to fill
the mind of each reader so that he could see everything as it were at a single glance, and be
permeated with awareness of the divine power.? (AT VII, 128).

T3

It was synthesis alone that the ancient geometers usually employed in their writings. But in my
view this was not because they were utterly ignorant of analysis, but because they had such a
high regard for it that they kept it to themselves like a sacred mystery. Now it is analysis which
is the best and truest method of instruction, and it was this method alone which I employed in
my Meditations. As for synthesis, which is undoubtedly what you are asking me to use here, it
is a method which it may be very suitable to deploy in geometry as a follow-up to analysis, but
it cannot so conveniently be applied to these metaphysical subjects. (AT VII, 156).

! The translations of Descartes’ passages are Cottingham’s: The Philosophical Writings of Descartes, trans. John
Cottingham et al., 3 vols (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1984-1981).
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T4

ET 1: Every manifold in some way participates unity (ITav mAfjfoc petéyet mn tod £vog).2

ET 2: All that participates unity is both one and not-one (ITav 10 petéyov Tod £voc kai &v €ott
Kol ovy €v).

ET 3: All that becomes one does so by participation of unity (ITév to ywopevov &v pebé&et tod
EvOg yivetau &v).

ET 4: All that is unified is other than the One itself (IlTav 10 vouévov Etepdv €ott T0D
aVTOEVOG).

ET 5: Every manifold is posterior to the One (I1év mAfi00¢ d€bTEPOV E0TL TOD £VOC).

ET 6: Every manifold is composed either of unified groups or of henads (units) (ITav mAf00¢ H
EE NMvouévoV €oTiv 1j €€ EvAdmv).

ET 12: All that exists has the Good as its principium and first cause (ITavtov 1@V dviwv dpyn
Kol aitio Tpotiotn O dyaddov EoTv).

T5

ET 12, 14.1-23: For if all things proceed from a single cause (prop. 11), we must hold that this
cause is either the Good or superior to the Good. But if it be superior to the Good, does it or
does it not exercise some force upon things and upon the nature of things? [...] And what should
this character be which is higher than goodness? Again, if all things which exist have desire
towards the Good, how can there be a further cause beyond it? For if they desire that other also,
how can their desire be pre-eminently towards the Good? [...] Again, if the Good is that from
which all things depend, the Good must be the principium and first cause of all things.

ET 13: Every good tends to unify what participates it; and all unification is a good; and the
Good is identical with the One (ITav dyafov évotikdv Eott TV petexdvimv adTod, Kol Tdoa
Evooig ayadov, kai Tayadov T@ £vi TaHTOV.).

T6

For inasmuch as it cannot be pure unity (since participation in unity implies a distinct
participant), its ‘participation’ means that it has unity as an affect, and has undergone a process
of becoming one. [..] Itis in fact unity with something added, and is in virtue of the addition
not-one, although one as affected by unity.

el yap un Eotv avtodv (petéyet yop tod £vog GAAO TL OV mopd TO €V), TEMOVOE 1O Ev Katd TNV
né0eév kai dmépevev v yevéoOar. [..] ® pév émkedvacey, oby &v: @ 8¢ mémovOey, &v. ET 2,
2.16-18, 24

T7

All that becomes one does so by participation of unity. For what becomes one is itself not-one,
but is one inasmuch as it is affected by participation of unity: since, if things which are not in

2E. R. Dodds, ed., Proclus: The Elements of Theology, trans. E. R. Dodds, 2nd ed. (Oxford-New York: Clarendon
Press, 1992).
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themselves one should become one, [...] and so are subjected to the presence of unity without
being unity unqualified. In so far, then, as they undergo a process of becoming one, they
participate unity.

[Tav 10 ywvopevov €v pebééetl Tod €vog yivetar &v. anto PEv yap ovy &v €ott, Kabo ¢ mémovls
TNV HETOYMV TOD €VOG, &V €oTiv. €l yap yivorto v d un oty €v kad' adtd [...] kai dropével
TV 10D £vOC Tapovsiay ovk Svta Omep Ev. petéyet dpo. Tod EvOg TanTn, 1| TaoyeL TO &V yevésal.

ET 3, 4.1-6.

T8

Every multitude that somehow participates in unity because of its participation in unity is both

one and not-one.

[Tav An00g petéyov mn 100 £vog pebééet Tod €vog kal €v ot Kai ovy Ev.

T9

Now, a god is really good, isn’t he, and must
be described as such?

What else?

And surely nothing good is harmful, is it?

| suppose not.

And can what isn’t harmful do harm?
Never.®

Ovkodv ayaBog 6 ye 0g0g 1® Ovtl te Koi
AeKTEOV OVT;

Ti pnv;

AMAG iy 0084V ye TV ayaddv PraPepdv i
Yap;

OV pot doket.

Ap' ovv O un PraPepov Pramtet;

Ovdapdc. (Republic, 379b1-6)

T10

Plato takes it as axiomatic that every god is
good, for whenever he says that ‘the god is
good’, it is necessary to understand him to
mean every god. After all, the addition of the
definite article [‘the’] shows either that the
thing is unique in its pre-eminence (as when
we say ‘the poet says’, allocating this person
an exceptional status by virtue of the fact that
he is the greatest) or else it shows that the
plurality as a whole [...] Thus if he in fact
expressed himself by saying that ‘the god is
good’ then he would either mean that the first
god is good or that every god is good.
However, it is evident from the conclusion
that is drawn subsequent to these [statements]
that he did not intend to enforce these

a&iopa TporaPav, 6t mic 0e0g dyabods. dtav
YOp Aéyn TOV BedV Ayabov, Sel TodTO TPATOV
gvvoely, OtL mhvta Aéyet Beov: M yap TOD
dpBpov mpdcheoic 1 1O kab' VepoyMV ONAoL
névov (g dtav Aéyopev: 6 Tomtg einev, 6
axpotdt® todT0 £EaipETOV AMOVELOVTES), T|
10 6Aov TANOoC [...] ovkodV Encimep olTm
onotv: 6 0g0¢g ayabdc, §j TOV TpdTOV AEYOL GV
f| mavta Oedv. dAL' 6TL oL mEPL POVOL TOD
TpOTOL PoVAETAL TOVG TOMOLG TOVTOLG
KPOTELV, ONAOT LETA TODTO CLUTEPALVOUEVOG,
Ot €kaotog T®V BedV KAAMOTOG 0TV KOl
dpotog &ig¢ ddvapy [...] & odv OpOdg
glmopev, d&iopo T1o0T0 TPATOV ANATEOV” TAG

3 Translation from: Plato, Plato. Complete Works, ed.

Hackett, 1997).

John M. Cooper and D. S. Hutchinson (Indianapolis:
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precepts solely on the subject of the first god,
because [later] he says that each of the gods
is the finest and best possible. Thus, if we are
speaking correctly, then this is the first axiom
to be assumed: that every god is good.*

Beoc dyabog. (Proclus, in Remp. 1.27.13-27,
ed. Kroll)

T11

Further in every deduction one of the terms must be affirmative, and universality must be
present (kai to kKaBoAov Vmapyew) [...] Suppose we have to prove that pleasure in music is
good. If one should claim that pleasure is good without adding ‘every’, no deduction will be
possible (keicOm yap v povstkiy Hdoviy ivar cmovdaiay. i p&v ovv dEidoetey 1180V eivar
omovdaiav un tpocbeic to macav, ovk otal cvALoyicudg). Aristotle, Prior Analytics, 1.24,

41b6-11.°
T12

Every productive cause is superior to that
which it produces.

Let us first suppose it equal [...]

Again, it is impossible the producer should
ever be inferior. For as it gives the product
existence, it must furnish also the power
proper for that existence. But if it is itself
productive of all the power which is in its
consequent, it is able to create a like character
in itself, that is, to increase its own power.
The means to this cannot be lacking, since it
has force sufficient to create; nor can the will
be lacking, since by nature all things have
appetition of their good. Therefore, were it
able to fashion another thing more perfect
than itself, it would make itself perfect before
its consequent.

Since, then, the product is neither equal to the
producer nor superior to it, the producer is
necessarily superior to the product.

[Tav 10 mopakTikov ALV KPETTTOV €0TL THG
700 TAPAYOUEVOV PVGEWG,.

gotm mpodTEPOV Toov. [...]

GAAd v ovd' Elattov €otol MOTE TO
mapdyov. € yap avtd TV ovciov 1)
TOPOYOLEVED SOV, aDTO KOl THV dVVOpLY
avT® Yopnyel KoTa TV ovciov. €l & avTO
TOPOKTIKOV €0TL TG OLVAUENDS T UET' AVTO
mhong, kav £0vtdO dHVOLTO TOLEV TO0DTOV,
olov &keivo. &1 8¢ todto, Kai mowcElEy Av
EVTO  OLVOTAOTEPOV. OVTE Yap TO UM
ovvacOor kwAvel, Tapodong THG TOMTIKTG
dvvapewg ovte 1O un fovriecbon, wavra yop
700 GyaBod dpéyeTar Katd QUG dote €l
dAlo Ovvatonl TeEAEWOTEPOV Amepydoachart,
KOV £0VTO TPO TOV UET ADTO TEAEIDGELEV.
obte oov dpa 1@ mopdyovtt TO TapAyOUEVOV
€0tV 0UTE KPETTTOV. TAVTY Apa TO Tapdyov
KPETTOV T1G TOD TOPAYOUEVOL PUGEMC.
ET7,1-2,4,17-25.

4 Dirk Baltzly, John F. Finamore, and Graeme Miles, Proclus: Commentary on Plato’s Republic. Vol. |, Essays 1-
6, trans. Dirk Baltzly, John F. Finamore, and Graeme Miles (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2018).

5 Translation from: Jonathan Barnes, ed., The Complete Works of Aristotle. The Revised Oxford Translation, vol.
1, Bollingen Series 71 (New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1984).
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T13

Yet it [justice] exists in a way, to the extent that it is impossible for the soul to abandon entirely
the common conceptions and, in particular, by virtue of its aiming at the good. Therefore to the
extent that it has an impetus towards the good, it participates in justice [...]

£€oTLYap TG, ko' ooV ATOAEITEY TNV YUYV TAVTY TOC KOWAG £Vvoiag AdUvaToV, Kol LAAIGTO
h 10D Gyadod Epéoet. kad' B6ov ovv MC TPOG dyaddV Opud, Stkatocvvng peteiinyev: Proclus,
in Remp. 1.23.13-16.

T14
From this argument again it can clearly be seen how common conceptions, which say that all
things exist for the sake of the Good and that all things desire the Good [...1°

K TovToV dfAoV, dmc oi kotvai Evvorar O oD Eveka Aéyovoat mava T dyadov ivar Kai T 00
navta Epietan [...] Proclus, in Remp. 1.286.31-287.1.

T15

He [Socrates] says that they have already heard this many times before, namely that this is the
Good, which all things desire. And it is not possible to say where one should turn one’s thinking
(dianoia), if one should neglect this axiom.

moAAKIG pEV avTodg §dN Kol TpdTEpOV dKnKoévar notv, m¢ dpo TodTd oty TO dyaddv, o
névta épiletar. Kai yop ovdE Omot TIc TPEYT TNV £0vTod dtdvorav [[Exet] Tovtov oD AEIdHATOS
apeioag. Proclus, in Remp. 1.269.11-14.

T16
For if all things which exist desire their good, it is evident that the primal Good is beyond
(énéxewva) the things which exist.

gl yop mavto 0 dvra tod ayaBod épictan, 6fjAov 0Tl 10 TPOTOS AyaBoV Enékevd €0TL TV
ovtov. ET 8, 8.31-32.

T17
For if it belongs to the Good to conserve all that exists (and it is for no other reason that all
things desire it)

el yap 10 dyaBdv £6TL COGTIKOV TAV OVI®V ATAVIOV (510 Kol EPeTOV Vdpyel maot) ET 13, 14.26-
27.

6 Dirk Baltzly, John F. Finamore, and Graeme Miles, trans., Proclus: Commentary on Plato’s Republic
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022).
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