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Abstract: What makes Book Lambda the most important
book of Metaphysics is to mention the fundamental sub-
stance of being. Therefore, Book Lambda is a book that has
been regarded as valuable and has been studied extensive-
ly. Arabic translations of this book were in high demand in
the Islamic world. We have also considered Arabic meta-
physical translations, especially the translation of Book
Lambda. The translation you will read is a commentary of
the ninth chapter of Book Lambda by Themistius. The
Greek original commentary of Lambda was lost, and after
the Arabic translation, it was transferred to Latin and He-
brew. However, later parts of the Arabic text were also lost.
In this chapter, Themistius comments on the part in which
Aristotle discusses the difficulties on the nature of divine
intellect and tries to prove that the object of reason, the act
of thinking and the object of thinking are the same things.
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For we have said that surely the first cause was intellect. It is
required to investigate that: Does it act and think, or is it [thing]
which does not act and thinks as a wise sleeping who does not
make use of his knowledge? But this is nothing short of impos-
sible. If it is an intellect which does not think and act various
actions, when it becomes person who falls asleep, what is hon-
orable and lauded for the first principle which moves every-
thing and to which all of the things long for it as we have seen
in bodies from the motion of people who beloved for their lov-
ers as they asleep? Such an opinion kills the principle and
source of life. Then it absolutely thinks. In that case, it requires
to be investigated what its action is. Because it is not lacking
from thinking either itself or other. If it thinks different, then it
always thinks either the same thing or things more than one.
Because if it thought of anything other than itself, then this
would be the thing that controls to think of the intellect. The
substance of the intellect then is not the intellect itself, and that
intellect of it would simply be a substance that is not supreme.
For it has only become supreme because it is both intellect and
thinking. If its intelligible is from the outside, then it is the su-
preme and glorious because it is a reason and a cause to think
of the intellect, so that the intellect becomes the cause of intelli-
gible. Everything that happened because of others is more infe-
riority than the thing that caused it. Then the intellect becomes
potential, and it must be difficult the connection and continuity
of the action, so that all things that pass from potency to activity
have difficulty and ease from the action. In this case, does the
intellect think of the supreme nature or the inferior things?
First, it is necessary to refute the assumption of the form of in-
ferior things, we call that the intellect thinks of the glorious. If it
was thinking of inferior things, then it would benefit glory from
most inferior things; that is what to avoid. So, it is better not to
benefit the perception things than to perceive it.
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So, what it thinks should be supreme and divine. Does it always
think of one thing or many things? If it thinks of more than one
thing, then does it think of all things at the same time, or by
investigating it one by one, leaving one and turning towards the
other? These situations are followed by inferior situations, be-
cause if the intellect were directly thinking of one thing, then it
would either be perfect or not perfect. If it thinks perfectly, it is
incomplete. If it does not think competently, then it cannot
think and it is not sufficient. If the things that it thinks were
multiple, it would be thinking about investigating them one by
one, and then it would need to mention and benefit from some-
thing that is not itself. If it was thinking things at once indefi-
nitely, then would it think of them perfectly or would it keep
going to be imperfect and not competent? Yet, of course, it is
impossible to think of things together. Regarding all these
things, it must be free from the view that the first intellect bene-
fits the intellect in all things or for many things; but it thinks
one thing only. This thing is the supreme thing. It, therefore,
thinks of itself and does not fall into it when such a difficulty.
However, just as the person's love for himself does not satisfy
him, so is thinking for itself does not satisfy it. Just as the per-
son's love for himself is permanent, so is the thing that thinks of
itself when it thinks. Yet when the lover of himself when loves
himself and falls in love with him, so does the one who thinks;
what thinks of itself thinks itself. The first intellect is the princi-
ple of all existing things known to him. Its thought is neither a
method of investigation one by one, nor abandoning one and
accepting the other, only perceiving together and at once. Be-
cause it is perfect and complete there is no need for time, just as
the foresight eye perceives many things at once but more than
that: the first intellect thinks of all intelligible together when
thinks of itself. It is not necessary to deny this, nor to measure
the fold by intellect, nor to pass from ignorance to knowledge,
nor to need to it to draw conclusions that cannot be confirmed
from obvious premises.
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It has been shown from all this that God is the first principle
and knows both Himself and all of things that He is principle at
the same time; and that He is also all the things on which they
are based when He is the owner for himself. So, the intellect
and intelligible is one: the first intellect thinks of the world, so
that -to abound- when it thinks of itself, or thinks what it is, it
thinks of itself that becomes the cause of all things and their
principle.
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