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The extanl Syriac as well as the extant Arabic Vilae Aristolelis,
it is commonly held, are based on the biographical tradition
established, “eanonized” or represenied primarily by Plolemy-
el-Garib and his Vita Aristofelis. Probably during the sixth or
the seventh century A, D., a Syriac translation was made of
Ptolemy’s Vila.! Of this original tranglalion only lwo rather
scanly ‘‘abridgements” by some unknown Syriac epitomizers
survive, which hercinafter will be ciled as I VS and II VS, re-
spectively. This original Syriac translation, or epilomes of this
translation, logelher with addilional sources and through several
intermediaries, hecame the foundation of the major Arabic Vitae
Arisiotelis, The laler Arabic biographers certainly never directly
made use of the original Syriac translation. It therefore might
be correct to maintain that the Arabic biographers derive most
of their informalion aboul the life of Aristotle, indirectly and
only through several intermediaries, from Ptolemy-el-Garib.®

P See A.-H. Chroust, A Brief Accounl of the ‘I'raditienal Vifwe Aristolelis,”
Revue des Fludes Grecques, vol. 77, nos. 364-365. (1964), pp. 50-69.

2 For the Syriac and Arabic Vilae Arislolelis, see, In general, F. A, Miiller,
“Die Griechischen Philosophen in der Arabischen Uberlieferung,” Festschrifl der
Frankischen Stiftungen fitr Professor Dernfardy (Halle, 1873); F. A. Miiller, “Das
Arabische Verzeichnis der Aristotelischen Schriften,” Morgenlindische Forschtingen,
Festschrift fitr H. L, Fischer (Leipzig, 1875); M. Steinschnelder, “Die Arabischen
Ubersetzungen aus dem Griechischen,” Ceniralblatl fiir Bibl.-Wesen, Befheft no,
11, part 5 (Lelpzig, 1890-1891}, and ibid. at Betheft no. IV, parl 12 (Lceipzig,
1803); J, Lippert, Studien auf dem Gebiele der Griechisch- Arabischen Uberselzings-
fiteratur (Braunschweig, 1884); A. Baumstark, “Lucubrationes Syre-Graecae,”
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The four major Arabic biographers of Aristotle were Al-Mu-
bashir (subsequently quoted as I VA), who wrole during the
latter part of the cleventh century;?* Ibn Abi Usaibia (subsequently
quoted as 11 VA), who wrote during the middle of the thirleenth
century;* Ibn An-Nadim (subsequently quoted as 1II VA), who
wrole near the end of the tenth cenlury;® and Al-Qifti Gamaladdin
(subsequently quoted as IV VA), who wrote during the first half
of the thirteenth ceniury.®

Judging from the extant Vifae of Diogenes Laerlius, ancient
Greek biographies of philosophers—which served as models for
the Syriac and Arabic biographers—seem to follow a certain
paltern,” They recited: (1) the name; (2) the name of the father;
(3) sometimes the “social position” of the father; (4) the place
of birth; (5) the time of birth; (6) the parenls (sometimes the

Jahrbueh fiir Klassische Philolegic, supplement, vol. XXI {Leipzig, 1891), pp.
333-524; A, Baumstark, Syrisch-Arabische Biographien des Aristoleles (Leipzig,
1900); J. Ruska, Ibn al-@iftis Teriht al-Hukuma (Lelpzlg, 1003). For additional
and delatled Information about the lilerature on our subject, see M. Guldi and
RR. Walzer, “Studi su el-Kindi I: Un Scritte Introduttivo allo Sludio di Aristotele,”
Memor, della Reale Academia Nazionali delle Licei, Classe di Scienze Morali, series
VI, vol. VI, fase. b (Reme, 1940), pp. 375-419; R. Walzer, “New Light on the
Arabic Translalions of Arvistelle,” Oriens, vol. VI, (1953), pp. 91-142,

® His full name is Abu-(e)]-Wafa al-Mubashir (or, Mubassir) Ibn Fatik, He
authered the Kitubd Muklar al-Hikam wa-Mahasin al-Kilam (The Book of Wisdom
and Wonderful Sayings). For reason of simplification the aceents on the Arabic
words have been emitted,

* He authored the Kitab nyun al-Amba fi Tabagal al-Altiba (The Book of Sources
for Informalion Concerning the School of Physicians), Usaibia, who died in 1270,
was a physieian.

5 His full name was 1bn Abi Yagub an-Nadinm. He authored the Kitab al- Fihrist,
which was written before {the year 987, This work, like thal of Al-Qiftt (see note G,
infre), is more in the nature of a “biographical encyclopaedia,”

S His ful name is Al-Qiti Gamaladdin al-Qadi al Akram. He authered the
Tabagal al-Hlukeme (Schools of Wise Aen). He died in 1248, See note 5, supra.
Neilher the work of An-Nadim ner that of ALQIfti will be used extensively in
this paper.

7 See, for instanee, Dlogenes Laertius V. 1-16, henceforth cited as DL V., 1-16:
The Lie of Aristotle; ibid. at V, 36-57: The Life of Theophrastus; ihfd. al V. 58~
64: Fhe Life of Straton of Lampsacus; ibid, at V. 85-74; The Life of Lycou; [bid.
al V. 75-85%: The Life of Demelrius of Phaleron; and ibid. at V. 86-94: The Life
of Heracleides of Pontus. See also A,-H. Chroust, “A Brief Analysis of the Vila
Aristolelis of Diogenes Laertius (DL V. 1-18),” Lo appear in Anfiquité Classique
in 1965,
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name and anceslry of the mother); (7) the general genealogy;
(8) the schooling as well as the teacher or teachers; (9) the “in-
tellectual qualities’; (10) the physical appearance; (11) travels;
(12) “'social connections’; (13) political or public activities; (14)
scholarly activities; (15) some general information; (16) the
death; (17) the last will and testamenl; (18) some parlicular
events; (19) a list of the works produced; and (20) a summary
of the philosophie teachings. As far as this is possible and feasible,
we shall try to follow (his scheme.

All Syriac and Arabic biographies agree lhal the Slagirite's
name was Aristotle. An-Nadim (I VA 1) adds the remark that
this name signifies “lover of wisdom'—confounding the name
Aristotle with the Greek term @iAdoogos—‘the distinguished one,"
“the best one,” “the perfect one,” or ‘the excellent one.” Mu-
hashit’s (I VA 1) remark that this name means “the perfect
one,” indicates thal neither he nor An-Nadim knew or under-
stood Greek.?

Then ihe name of Aristotle's father is given: Nicomachus. On
this point, too, all the Vilae agree,® cxcept that Usaibia (11 VA 2)
and AL-Qifti (1V VA) refer to Nicomachus-el-Gerasi, an chvious
confusion with Nicomachus of Gerasa, the Neo-Pythagorean
philosopher, Aristotle’s mother is also mentioned, I VS 3 calls her
Parysalis, which is obviously an error;* An-Nadim (ITI VA 3)
speaks of Phaestias, which is probably a misspeiling of Phaeslis;
and both Mubashir (I VA 2) and Usaibia (I VA 1) vefer to her
as Phaestis, which is the correct name,

When recounting the genealogy of Aristotle, I VS 3 merely
relales that Nicomachus, the father of Aristotle, was a descendant
of Asclepius; Mubashir (I VA 2) and An-Nadim (IIl VA 2) re-
cord thal Nicomachus was the son of Machaon,’ and through

* ALQifti (IV VA) llkewise begins his biographical sketch with an etymology
of the name “"Aristotle.”

* IVA 1 maintains that the name “Nicomachus” means *“‘the fighier” eor
“eongueror.’’

% Parysalls was the wife of King Darius II, and the molher of Cyrus the
Younger,

1% This seems to be an ervor. Nicomachus’ father was also called Nicomachus
("the Elder), and was supposedly the son of Machaon. This genealogy is patent
nonsense. See A.-H, Chroust, “Axistotle’s Genealogy,” o appear in Clussical
Folia in 1966,
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Machaon traced his lineage baek lo Asclepius, Usaibia (11 VA 2), on
the other hand, seems lo garble the whole of Avistolle's genealogy
when he insists that Nicomachus {raced his ancesfry back to
Asclepius, who fathered Machaon, who fathered another Ascle-
pius, This second Asclepius is, most likely, a corruption.’® Ae-
cording to 1VS 3, Mubashir (I VA 2), Usaibia (II VA 2), and
An-Nadim: (II1 VA 3),'* the mother of Aristolle, Phaestis, like-
wise descended from Asclepius, although her exact lineage is not
revealed, Indeed, I VS 3 insists that Arisiolle’s father and mother
both descended from Aselepius. Hence, Mubashir (I VA 2) could
rightfully mainlain hal Arislotle’s family or ancestry was one of
the most noble among the Greeks.

I VS 1 and Ii VS 1 record simply thal Nicomachus, the father,
was a physician in Stagira, while Mubashir (I VA 2), Usaibia
(II1 VA 2) and An-Nadim (III VA 3) emphasize thal he was not
merely a physician, but the eourt physician of King Amystas I11
of Macedonia. They also seem lo siress the fact that Amynlas
was the father of King Philip, who was the father of Alexander
the Great. In mentioning the position of Nicomachus al the royal
court ol Macedonia—obviously a position of confidence and in-
timacy—the biographers seek not only to indicale Nicomachus’
social posilion, professional standing and political conneclions,
but also intend to point out the close personal connections which
Aristolle’s family had wilh one of the most powerful dynasties
of that time.

All of the Vifge agree thalt Arvistolle was born in Stagira,'?
although our sourees do not seem lo know exactly where Stagira
was localed.!* None, however, mention the date of his birth. Nor

It Asecleplus, which could be a scribzal exror, should read Nicomachus, nanteby,
Nicemachus “the Elder,” the father(?) of Nicomachus and grandfather(?} of Ari-
stotle, See nole 10, supra. Patronymics were frequently used of persons engaged in
heredilary occupations, See, for inslance, Aristophanes, Achaernanians 585-507.

12 An-Nadim (IIF VA 3) says that Aristotle’s mother {Phaestis) descended from
Asclepiades, This is a seribal error or, to be more exact, a *‘gens designation.”
Any descendant of Asclepius was an Asclepiade.

13 TVS 1; Mubashir (I VA 2); Usaibia (ITVA 1),

H IVS 1 mainlains that Stagira was a fown in Thrace, near Chalcidice and
Olynthus; Mubashir (I VA 2) that it was located in the land of Chalcidice, be-
longing te the provinee of Thrace; and Usaibia (I¥ VA 1) that it was located near




SYRIAG AND ARABIC VITAE ARISTOTELIS 27

do the Syriac ov Arabic Vilae refer to Aristotle’s brother Arimme-
stus or to his sister Arimneste. And although An-Nadim (11 VA
16) states that Theophrastus was the son of Aristotle’s sister,!®
he does not mention her name,.

Mubashir (I VA 3) relales an unusual story aboul Aristotle’s
early (raining, found in none of the other Vifae, whether Greek,
Syriac or Arabic: when Aristotle was cight years old, his lalher
brought him to Athens and placed him in the Lyceum or, to be
more exact, handed him over to a school of poeets, orators and
schoolmasters,!® Aristolle stayed in this school nine years, until,
according o the general tradition, at the age of seventeen he
supposcdly enlered the school of Plato. If Mubashir's account,
repeated by no other biographer,? is correct, then Aristotle went
to Athens for the fivst time in the year 376 B. C. Thus, although
we know thal Arisloile’s falher Nicomachus died while Aristotle
was rather young, Nicomachus must still have been alive in 376,

The story of Avistoile’s stay at a “‘school of pocls, orators and
schoolmaslers” —repeated in substance by Usaibia (II VA 28),
although the latter does not mention Aristotle’s exact age—might
be explained as follows: There exists a tradition, not mentioned
by the Syria and Arabic biographers, according to which Aristotle
ihe towns of Olynthus and Methone, in a “land called Chaleidice, which is a part
of Thrace.,” 11 VS 1 stafes that Siagira was in Macedonia. — The towns of Olyn-
thus and Methone, but nol Stagira, were probably known to the Syriac and Arabic
hiographers through Thucydides V. t8, I1V$ 2, as a matier of fact, insists that
Stagira was a town “in Thrace, near Chaleidice and also near Obyunthus, a locality
menttoned by Thucydides in the fifth book, where he enumerates the allied eities.”
It is guite possible that Usaibia {11 VA 1) derived his information from I VS 2.

5 This seems Lo be a confusion with Speusippus, who was the son of Plato’s
sister. Theophrastus was Arvistotle’s maternal cousin(?)., Sce Mubashir (I VA 32);
Usaibia {I1 VA 34),

19 Mubashir (I VA 3) conlinues: “This kind of learning [poetry and rheloric),
the knowledge of the language, the Greeks called the ‘rounded or all-embracing
education.” They did so because every one nceded this kind of knowledge which:
is ant Instrument as well as a guide to all sorls of wisdom and virtue — shewing
us, teo, how each department of human knowledge had been developed.” Ob-
viously, the expression “rounded and all-embracing cducation” is the Arabic
rendition of the Greek éywidhia woabelo,

7 The Vita Marciana 4, however, states that Aristotle received “a lberal
education” while he was “still very young.” But at the age of seventeen he was
likewise a véos,
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wenl lo Athens “at the age of seventeen . . . [where] he kept com-
pany with Socrates . ..and stayed with him a short time until
Socrates met his death.... Afler that he joined Plalo.”"!* In brief,
some Vitae Arislolelis do not make it clear whether Aristotle
originally went lo Athens for the express purpose of joining Plato
and the Aeademy, or whether he entered some other schoo! first,
Since Socrates died in 399 B.C,, and Aristotle was horn in 384
B. C., the story that ArvistoHle “joined Socrates’’ contains a fatal
anachronism.

But a reasonable explanation of this account may lie in the
biographers’ or epitomizers’ confusing Socrates and Isccrates,!?
Assuming, then, that the name Socrates is merely an erronecus
substitution for Iseerales, we might also conjecture that perhaps
in his firsl year or years in Athens—according lo this tradition
Avistotle went to Athens in lhe year 367—Aristoile actually be-
came a member of Isocrales’ school, at least for a while,? (It
should also be borne in mind thal early in 367 Plato went to
Syracuse, not to return until 365/64.) In fact, the Vila Marciana
4, the Vila Vulgela 3, and the Vile Lalina 4—as well as Mu-
bashir (I VA 3) and Usaibia (II VA 28), an almost verbalim re-
petition of Mubashir's aceount—stress the fact that Aristolle re-
ceived first a thorough {raining in rheloric—a training which he

¥ Vit Marciana by Vite Vulgale 4; Vila Lalina 5. Vila Lalina 5 also states
Ihal Aristotle stayed whh Socrates three years, and thatl this informatlon was
originally coniained in a letier of Aristotle addressed to King Philip of Mace-
donia.

¥ A similar “confusion’ might be deteected in DLV, 3, where Arisiotle is
credited with having said that “it would be a hase thing to keep silent and let
Nenocrates speak out.” Some scholars have replaced the name of Xenocrales with
that of Isocrates. But the story is not that shnple. We know thal on the death
of Speusippus in 330/38, Xenocrates hecame the new scholarch of the Academy,
white Aristotle, who at the time was perhaps on a diplomatic mission in Mace-
donia, was passed over. "“When he [Arisiotle} saw the schieol under a new head,”
DL V, 2 relates, “he founded his own school in the Lyceum.” It was perhaps then
that he hurled the above mentioned remark at Xenocrates, thus giving notice
Liiat lie would start a competing school.

2 By the year 367 Isocrates and his school had gained a greal repufation not
only in Greece proper, but also in Macedonia and Thessaly. Henee, it would not
be surprising that Aristotle should have joined this school, especially since around
367 the renown of the Academy was not yet establlshed beyouird Greece,
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might well have received in the school of Isocrates.?! Tradition
also has it that Avistotle’s first didactic efloris ai the Academy
(between 360 and 3556 B. C.) were connected with rhelorie,22 and
that his first literary effort—probably the Gryllus, which carries
the significant sublitle of On Rhetoric—was likewise refated to
rhetoric.?® And finally, the Gryllus lestifies to the bitlerness of the
rivalry between Aristotle and Isocrates (as does the Aristolelian
Protrepticus, usually dated bebween 352 and 350 B. C., which is
probably a rebutial of Isocrates’ Anlidosis, published in 352
B. C.).** The Gryllus might be interpreted as an attempt on the
parl of Aristolle to justify his earlier “secession” from Isocrates
and his school.?® Of course, all these explanation are conjecture,
based upon the assumption that the slory about Aristotic’s slay
with Socrales refers actually to his early association with Tsocrates
and his school,?

There must also have been a iradition, known lo the Syriac
and Arabic biographers, according to which Aristotle turned to
philosophy only at the age of thirly, after having practiced
medicine for some lime, This information is to be found in
I VS 6, although An-Nadim (III VA 6) merely mentions that *il
is said that Avistotle started his study of philosophy only when
he was thirly years old.,”” This tradition is rejected oulright by
all biographers, and is nol known or, at least, nol mentioned by
Mubashir, Usaibia (II VA 12) tries apparenily to “‘set the record

2l Mubashir (I YA 3) reperts that Aristotle went first to the Lyceum. Ac-
cording to tradition Isocrates for a while taught in or near the Lyccum,

2¢ Sce A.-H. Chroust, “Aristotle’s Earllest Course of Lectures on Rheleric,”
Anliquité Classigue, vol. 33, fasc. t (1964), pp. 58-72.

2 Sce A.-IH. Chroust, “‘Aristolle’s Ifirst Literary Effort: The Grylus, A lost
Dialogue on the Nature of Rhetorie,” to appear in Revue des Eludes Greeques in 1965,

* Jsocrates’ Anfidesis, in part, might also be an effort to diseredit the “apostale”
Aristotle,

25 Aristotle’s lost dialogue Nerinlfts (DL 'V, 22: no, 6; Vita Hesyehfi 10: no.
6), according te the lestimony of Theinistius (Orafie XXIII. 356 — — Themistius
mistakenty calls the Nerinthus “Corinthius™), contains the story of a “farmer”
(an iliterate: the young Aristotle?) who joins Plato and hils school after having
read the Platonle Gorgias, He leaves his farm (the school of Isocrales?) and enters
the Aeademy. This account might possibly be an autobiograplical sketeh,

28 For detalls, see also A.-H. Chroust, “Aristofle Enlers the Academy,” Clas-
sical Felia, vol. 19, no. 1 (1945), pp. 21-29,
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straight” by pointing out that those people are wrong ‘‘who
contend that he [scil., Avistolle] did not devote himsell io philo-
sophy until he had reached the age of thirly, and that up {o that
lime he had tried his hand a governing cities {seil,, was inlerested
in politics], his aim being to improve the political conditions of
these cities.”®” The passage from Usaibia (II VA 12), reflects
certain derogalory stories about the young Aristotle, probably put
into circulation by Epicurus and the Epicurcans. According to
these stories, in his youth Aristotle had been a medical quack,
a peddier of drugs, a mercenary and a squanderer; and only
when he had failed in everything else did he turn to philosophy
{at the age of thirty). 28

I VS 4, Usaibia (I VA 3) and An-Nadim (I1I VA 4) relate that
at the age of seventeen Arisiotle became the disciple of Plato, and
that this happened on the advice of the Delphic oracle. Usaibia
(II VA 3) also records that afier the death of his father Nico-
machus, the youthful Aristotle was “‘handed over’ to Plato by
Proxenus, apparently Aristolle’s guardian (?).*° This Proxenus,
Usaibia continues, did this in compliance with the diclate of the
Delphic oracle, or perhaps because he was a personal friend of
Plato.®® The same Usaibia (I VA 9-10), on the other hand, re-
counts thal after having completed his *‘preliminary’” or ‘“pre-
philosophic™ studies al the age of sevenleen, Aristolle altached
himself to Plato al the Academy and became Plato’s disciple for

2 1 ¥S56 and II YA 12, however, can be recenciled, ‘I'he original source used
by the author of I'VS was prebably based on a Greek text which used the term
lorpixd, the source used by Usaibia (II VA 12) on a Greek text which contained
the term woMTIKA. — Some of Aristotle’s detractors insist that Aristotle was a
“late learner” (dyw1pad4s) and, hence, started the study of philosophy onty at (he
age of thirty. See also Vifa Marciana 11; DLV, 16 (Eumelus), This story goes
back to Timaeus (frag. 156; Polybius XII. 8).

2 See Eusebius, Praeparatio Evangelica XV, 2. 1; DL X. 8; Timaeus, in: Frag.
Histor, Grace. 566 F. 156 (Jacoby); Athenaeus, Deipnosophistae VIII, 342 G; Poly-
bius XI1. 8. — Since Aristotle’s {ather was a physician, it is probable {hat Aristolle
had some knowledge of medicine. In ancieni times certain skills were handed
down from falher to son as a maiter of eourse,

2 'Fhis information would indicate that by 367 B. C. Nicomachus was dead.
Tradition has it that Aristolle lost his fallier fairly early.

3 This information is quite interesting. It might explain Aristolle’s connections
with Hermias of Atarneus: Proxenus was a friend both of Plato and Herntias.
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twenty years.®! According to Mubashir (I VA ©), Arislotle studied
“ethics, polilics, malhematics, physies and theology [melaphy-
sics]”’ under the guidance of Plato; and Usaibia (II VA 28) says
that he studied “‘dialectics [logic] polilics {which included ethics],
mathematics, physics and theology” with Plalo, and that ai the
beginning of these “advanced” studies he was seventeen years old,

All sources, except one (II VS 2), agree that Aristotle slayed
with Plato twenty years. II VS 2 merely mentions that as long as
Aristotle studied philosophy under Plalo’s supervision, he con-
centraled on Platonic philosophy, until “frightened by (he
execution of Socrates he lled from Athens and stayed near the
Hellespont™” (II VS 3).%2

All the sources also agree thal Arislotle was taughi by Plato
personally, Mubashir (I VA 1) is most explicit when he main-
tains that ‘“‘because of the extraordinary impression which
Aristotie made upon him, Plate did not entrust him to be taught
by Xenocrates, as he did with his other pupils.” 11 VS 2, as has
already been shown, esscntially says the same thing, insisting
that during his stay at the Academy Aristotle sludied (exclusively?)
under Plato’s direction, concentrating solely on Platonic philosophy.

The “extraordinary impression’ which Aristolle made upon
Plato is manifest not only in the fact that Plato insisied upon
instrueiing him personally, bul also in the lavish praise which
Plato apparently heaped upon him. Thus, when it somelimes
happened that Arvistotle was not among DPlato’s audience, ac-
cording to I VS 5, the latter would say, “‘the ‘Mind’ is absent,”
or '‘the philosopher is far from the truth,” or “the audience is
deaf,”’33 Mubashir (I VA 10-11) insists that Plato {latly refused

31 The phrasing of this passage might support {he conjecture that at one lime
Arislotle “lransferred” from the school of Isocrates to the Academy. See supra.

# This badly corrupted account seems te connect two wholly unrelaled events
n the life of Aristotle, namely, one of the reasons why in the year 323 B. C. Aristotle
fled from Athens to Chaleis (see note 62, infra); and Aristolle’s visit with Hermias
of Atarneus {which is actually near the Hellespont) in 348/47. If our assumption
is correct, then according to II VS 3, Aristolle stayed with Plato from 367 to
348747, that is, twenty years, See, however, note 62, infra.

3% The Sytiac translator obviously did not completely understand the mcaning
of Lhe Greek voUs dmweoTi, Hence, he offered {wo alternallves, both of which are
wrong. — According {o Diogenes Laertins IL G, Anaxagoras was called ‘‘vois.”
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{o hold a scholarly discussion unless Avistolle was present, re-
marking that he did not care io discuss philosophy “until the
‘Mind’ is here.” And when Aristotle arrived, Mubashir continues,

3]

Plato would say, “‘begin to recite, the audience is eomplete,” or,
“read now, the ‘Mind’ is present,’’3t

A further indication of the high estcem in which Aristotle was
held by Plato, Mubashir (I VA 13) and Usaibia (Il VA 14) relate,
was Aristotle’s appointment as “acting scholarch’ of the Academy
“while Plalo went to Sicily for a second time.”’3 Usaibia adds
to this information than when Plato returned from Sieily, “Ari-
stotle moved to lhe Lyceum and there founded a school of his
own, which was named after the ‘walking Philosophers.’' 38
An-Nadim (I11 VA 5), on the other hand, simply claims that after
Plato had gone to Sicily, Arvistolle succeeded him in the scholar-
chate of the Academy.®?

3 Usaibia (II VA 29) in essence repeats this story, which he probably took
from Mubashir,

3 Mubashir and Usalbia are here In error. According lo tradilion, Aristeile
entered the Academy in the sumuuer of 367 B. G, (unless he joined first Isoerates
and his school — sce notes 20 and 25, supra), while Plato departed for his second
voyage to Syracuse in the spring of 367, not to return until 365/64. During Plate’s
absence Eudoxus of Cnidus was the “acting scholarch.”” In 361-360 Plato made
his third and lasl visit to Sieily, and Heracleldes of Pontus became the “acling
scholareh” (Suda, Heraeleides, frag, 2 Wehrll)., It is not entirely clear from Lhe
Arabic biographers whether they refer 1o the second or the third journey of Plato
— the second journcy during Aristotle’s stay al the Academy.

3 Mubashir (I VA 14) says that “when Plato was dead, Aristolle went to a
place in Athens catled the Lyceuni There he founded a school of philesophy,
which was named afler the ‘walking philosophers’ [Peripatetics].’”” Usaibla (I1
VA 4), when copying from Mubashir, apparently combined I VA 13 and VA 14,
making it thus appear that when Plate returned from Sicily, Aristotle moved
to the Lycenm and founded the *‘Peripatetic school.” — As to the designation
“Peripatetic,’” sce also [T VS 5 where we are informed thal after having been the
scholarch of the Academy for some time, Aristotle “left It for the Lyceum. And
when e had founded his own school there, his followers came to be known as
the ‘Peripaletics’ [the ‘walking philosoplicrs’], because he used to lecture 1o them
walking up and down in the Lyceun.” — The story thai Aristotle founded his
own school while Plato was still alive {or was absent in Sicily in 361-360), 1s based
on some anti-Aristotelian tradition (Aristoxenus?). It is refuted by Philochorus,
whose refutation is preserved in the Vita BMlarciana 9-12 (Frag. Histor. Graee.
328, F, 223, Jacoby).

¥ As a matter of facl, Aristotle never became scholarch of the Academy, —
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Mubashir (I VA 5) further informs us that while Aristolle was
“engaged in the sludy of rhetorie,” this branch of learning came
under severe aitack by some “outsiders.’’s8 According to Muba-
shir (I VA 6-8) and Usaibia (II VA 27-28),% Aristotle slrongly
defended the cause of rhetoric—the proper (Platonic?) rhetorie—
by pointing out thal rhetoric (dialectics or logic) is the (rue
foundation of all scientific or philosophic knowledge: “Man’s
superiority over animals,” Aristoile proclaims in the account by
Mubashir, “is founded on man’s power of speech. Ounly he is
a man, in the true sensc of the term, who in his speech is eapable
of clarifying an issue by means of concepts and of expressing
properly the thought of his inind—he who knows how (o arrange
words properly.... Since philosophic wisdom is the mosi
exalted of all things, it must be expressed in the mosl lucid
language . . . [and] be devoid of errors and mistakes . ... Such
defects obscure wisdom and truth, ohstruct intercommunication,
diminish perspicuity, befuddle the mind of the listener, defeai
logic, and create ignorance,’

The accounts of Usaibla (IT VA 4) and An-Nadim (111 VA 5) might reflect some
of the unpleasant storles told about Aristotle’s hehavior lowards Plato, According
to oue of these storics — a story which cammot be snbstantiated — Aristotle
actually tried to force Plalo from the Academy andg, presumably, to take over
the school, See, for instance, Aelian, Varia Hisloria 111 19, and ibid. at IV, 10;
Euseblus, Preparalio Evangelica XV. 2, 2,

% Tt will be noted that Mubashir places this ineident at a time when Aristotle
was allegedly sludying at the Lyceum with “some poels, orators, grammarians
and schoolmasters™ (Isoerates?), and prior to his jolning Plato. See Mubashir
(I VA 3) and Usaibia (II VA 9). Mubashir is possibly the victim of some confused
source, possibly he confuses or misunderstands his sources, — Insisting (hat *““to
these slanderers belonged Epicurus and Pythagoras [Lycon Pythagoreus),” Mu-
bashir is guilly of a serlous anachronisni, He has in mind Lhe subsequent vicious
attacks of Epicurus and the Epicureans on Aristotle, See, for instance, Aclian,
Varia Historia V. 9; Cicero, De Neatura Deorum 1. 33. 093; DL X, 8; Alhenacus,
Deipnosophislee VIII 352 D {1 Sextus Empiricus, Adversus Mathematicos L 1.

3 Usalbia’s report (II VA 27-28) differs onty slighily from t{hat of Mubashir,

40 This story mighl possibly be a garbled reference Lo Aristotle’s Grylius, written
aboul 360469, where the Stagirite defended true, that is, Platonic rhetorie against
Isocrates and his school. See A.-H. Chroust, "Aristotle’s First Literary Eflort:
The Gryllus, A Lost Dialogue on the Nature of Rhetorie,” to appear in Revue
des Eludes Greegutes in 1965, — The phrase, “since philosophic wisdom [ppoviiois?]
is the most exalted of alt things,” might also be a reference to Aristolle’s Profrep-

3 Acta Orfentalin, XXIX
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As 1o Arvistotle’s intellectnal and moral qualities, Mubashir
(1 VA 38) relates ihal he was an avid reader of books, shunning
empfy talk, “When a question was put (o Lim,” Mubashir
continues, “'he weighed every word and kept silent for a while
before he gave his answer. He spent some time of the day in
the fields or by the rivers, He liked music and the company of
mathematicians and logicians.”

And “when Plato reproached him for his hooks and writings
on philesophy,” Usaibia (IT YA 37) reports, “Arvistolle defended
himsell as follows: ‘As to the childven and heirs of philosophy,
I do not think il necessary lo conceal anything from them. As
lo those who despise and hate philosophy, T do not deem it pos-
sible that these people could ever attain to philosephy, hecause
of their ignorance of philosophic doefrines and their discdain and
conlempt for philosophy—a conlempt which is really nothing
other than their inability to gain access to so difficult a subject
as philosophy. I have expounded the doctrines of philosophy as
well as strenglhened philosophy in such a manner as {o make
it impregnable. Hence ils defractors cannot climb its gales: the
ignoranl cannot atlain it, and the wicked cannot obtain it. T have
put philosophy in an orderly form, which causes no difficulty

whatever to he wise man, but is of no use lo liars and im-
poslers.’’'#

An-Nadim (111 VA 7) says that Aristotle “was the most eloguent
man among the Greeks and the most eminent Greek writer of
learned works, after Plaio the most distinguished scholar among

all Greek scholars, and the man who attained to the highest level

ticus, which extells philosophic wisdom, Since tho Gryllus was published aboul
360/59, Aristotte must have written this piece while he was stilt preoccupied with
his ‘“‘pre-philosophic studies.” Moreover, between 360 and 3565 Aristotle offered
a course of lectures on rhetoric in lhe Academy. See A.-T. Chroust, “Aristolle’s
FEarliest. Course of Leclures on Rhelorie,” Antiquité Classique, vol. 33, fasc. 1
(1964), pp. 58-72. Mubashir (T'VA 6-8) and Usaibia (II VA 27-28) might also
refer here to this course of lectures in which Aristolle probably defended Platonic
rhetorie against its detractors.

1 There is a vague and unreliable tradition that Plale reproached Arvislotle
for having writlen too many books, thus making philosophy accessible not only
{o the “unworthy’ or “nniniliated,”' but also to the “detractors of philosophy,”
exposing il to the attacks of ifs cnemles,
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of philosophy.” Usaibia (11 VA 16) tells us tha! Aristotle practiced
goodness with zest; and that he devoted himself to promoting
happiness among men (II VA 24). He displayed a great and
abiding interest in public welfare and in ihe common weal
(I VA 25), supporting the feeble, getling maidens married, pro-
tecling orphans, assisting those who were eager lo learn, and
oblaining alms for the poor (I VA 26; 11 VA 24), These taits of
character are also included in Al-Qilti’s recital of the inleltectual
and moral qualilies of Aristotle. According to Usaibia (I1 VA 26),
Arislotle was always very moderate, modesl and unassuming,
considerate in his dealings with people, and always ready to in-
tercede on bchalf of his friends. And he had much influence
among his fellow men (II VA 15).

Mubashir (I VA 88), in whal is probably a much idealized
descriplion of Aristotle’s personal appearance, narrates {hat he
was fair, a lille bald-headed, of a good figure, and very bony,
(hat he had small bluish eyes (or close-set eyes),*? an aquiline
nose, a small mouth, a hroad chest, and thal he also wore a
thick beard. Usaibia (IT VA 36) fully concurs with this description
of Aristotle’s physical appearance, but claims that he grew a
sparse beard rather than a thick one.® Mubashir (1 VA 38) also
states that when walking alone Arislotle would move hurriedly,
hut when in the company of friends he would move slowly. And
finally, Mubashir (I VA 38) relates that Aristotle was moderate
in his clothing, eating and drinking habils, sexual relations, and
emofions.™ Al-Qifti's description of Aristolle's appearance is es-
sentially identical with that of Mubashir and Usaibia,

# The story that Arlstotle was MikpdppaTos (had smail eyes or close-sel eyes)
sceins to be based on an old tradition, Obviously, the Arabic biographers did not
know that this characterizalion had an unfavorable connotation with the Grecks:
BipdppaTos is said Lo be an indieation of pikpowuyfx (peltiness, small-mindedness
or meamtess). See, for inslance Pseudo-Aristotle, Physiognomia 808 a 29-31.

1% Usaibia prefaces his description with the remark: “I saw a descriplion of
Axvistotle’s appearance in some hooks.” Among the books he consulfed might have
been the Vifa of Mubashir.

# Mubashir (I VA 38) also maintains thal Arlstolle held in his hand an astrolebe,
This report might indicate thal Mubashirs’ description of Aristolle’s external
appearance is taken from some Hkeness of Aristotle. It might also be based on
a misunderstanding of the story, Lold by Diogenes Laertius (DL V. 16}, that when
Aristotle “went o sleep, a bronze ball was placed in his hand with a vesset vmder

3*
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The Syriac and Arabic biographers make only the briefest of
reference to Aristotle’s children. I VS 11, Mubashir (I VA 33) and
Usaibia (IT VA 35) merely mention that on his death Aristolle
left one boy of tender age, called Nicomachus, and a young
daughter, whose name is not mentioned. Aristotle’s last will,
lowever, which is preserved by Usaibia, An-Nadim and Al-Qifti,
has more to say about Aristotle’s children.?®

When Plalo died, II VS 4 maintains, Speusippus look charge
of Plalo’s school. Speusippus senl a message to Arislotle, who
apparenlly was absent [rom Alhens, requesling him lo return and
hecome scholarch of the Academy.'® This unknown Syriac
biographer apparently believed thal Aristotle had been scholarch
of the Academy for some time, until he established his own in-
dependent school in the Lyeeum (IT'VS 5). Mubashiv (I VA 14),
on the other hand, insists that when Plalo had died, “'Arislotle
went to a place in Athens called the Lyceum and there founded
a separate school named after the ‘walking philosophers’ [Peri-
pateties].”’*7 Mubashir (I VA 17) seems to contradict himsclf,
however, when he rclates subsequently thal after the death of
Plato “Aristotie went to Hermias the Slave, the ruler of Alarneus.
And when the Slave [Hermias) died, Aristotle returned to Athens.”
Usaibia (II VA 5) likewise records that after Plalo’s  death
Aristotle wenl lo live with Hermias of Atarnens, and that atter
Hermias' death he returned to Athens. Thus, the Hermias episode,

it, in order that, when the ball dropped from his hand into the vessel, he might
be awakened by the sound.”

45 See infra.

15 Aristotle’s absence from Athens mighi have been in connection with his
visit with Hermiss of Atarneus, although I1I VS does not mention Hermias or
the Hermias episode. The story found in 1T VS 4 may also be a corrupl accounl
of the iollowing incident: at Lhe time of Speusippus’ death {e. 339/38), Aristotle
was probably on a “diplomatic mission” (or he might have been the preceplor
of Alexander) in Macedonia, It is not itnpossible that Aristelle was considered
a possible successor of Speusippus in the scholarchate of lhe Acadeny, and that
he was appraised of Lhis by letter, We know also that in 1he final deciston Aristolle
was passed over, and thal ~enocrates became the new scholarch, - — Themislius,
Oralio XXI (p. 255 B), reports that on his death bed Speusippus wrote lo Xeno-
crates in Chalcedon, asking him to take over the scholarchate, Sce also Epistolo-
graphi Graeci {edit. R, Hercher, 1873), nos, 32-34.

1 See nole 36, supra, and (he corvesponding text.
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which conslitutes an unallraclive incident in the life of Aristotle,
is passed over briefly in the Avabic Vitee,*® and its details are
simply ignored.

Aristotle’s connections with the Macedonian royal court like-
wise receive only a very scanly and ralher uninformative treat-
ment by the Syriac and Arvabic hiographers. 11 VS 6 merely
mentions that Alexander of Macedonia was lhe disciple of
Arvistotle; Al-Qifti (IV VA) says that Avistotle was the preceplor
of Alexander; and An-Nadim (III VA 9) remarks that he was
held in high estcem by King Alexander, who conducled his
affairs in accordance with Aristotle’s philosophic principles and
precepts. Mubashir (I VA 18) and Usaibia (IT VA 5)*? relaie that
after the death of Hermias of Atarneus,’® King Philip of Mace-
donia sent for Avistotle, and thal Arisiolle went to Macedonia,
where he slayed, leaching philosophy (to Alexander?), until
Alexander marched off to Asia.

As to the departure of Arislotle from Macedonia and his return
to Athens, the Syriac and Arabic biographers have little to say,
and even less aboul the tragic fate of Callisthenes, the nephew
of Aristotle.® Thus, Mubashir (I VA 19) and Usaibia (II VA 6)
note briefly (hat when Alexander invaded Asia, Arvistotle left
Callisthenes as his successor in Macedonia and returned {o Athens
where he stayed ten years, teaching al the Lyceum. Mubashir
(I VA 24-25) and Usaibia (Il VA 22-23) once more bry lo ex-
plain Aristotle’s departure from Macedonia, pointing out in a
rather detached manner thai when Philip had died and his son

# I V8 3 mentions that Aristotle withdrew from Athens lo a place near the
Hellesponi. This might be an allusion to Aristotle’s sojourn with Hermias, Sce
note 32, supra, and note 62, infra.

4 Usaibia (IT VA 5) actually states that after the death ef Hermias Aristolle
returned fo Athens, and that il was al Athens that he received Philip’s invitation
fo come Lo Macedonia,

5 This slatement is fncerrect, Hermias was eaptured and put to a cruel death
by Mentor in 341740, Aristotle wenl to Macedonia before that lime,

81 The Arabs, in parlicular, had a high regard for Alexander the Great, Al-Qifti
{IV VA) actually claims (hat it was Aristotle and Alexander who brought philo-
sophy to the Muslim world, Hence, they probably suppressed the sordid Cailisthenes
ineident (sec Arrvian, Anabasis IV. 10-14; Plutarch, Alexander 53 fI.; Valerius

Maximus VII 2. 11; Curtius Rufus VIIIL §, 22; Themistius, Oratie X, p. 115, edit,
Dindorf; Suda, article Callisthenes), which casts an unfavorable light on Alexander,
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Alexander had succeeded him to the throne and had left Mace-
donia in order lo conquer the lands of Asia, “Aristotle freed
himself' as well as disassociated himself from the aflairs of the
King.®* He founded the afore-mentioned scat of learning,” the
“Peripatetic school.”® An-Nadim (III VA 10), again, says thal
when Alexander became king and marched off to war, Aristotle
“was free and withoul business and, hence, weni {0 Athens.”
As to Aristotle’s activilies and teaching at the Lyceum after
his return from Macedonia, Mubashir (I VA 81) and Usaibia
(1T VA 33) say only that “he had many disciples . . . among them
Theophrastus, Eudemus, Arminus [Hermias?, Hermippus?],
Ashulus [this name cannol be identified], and many other famous
men, distinguished for their learning, prominent in philosophy,
and famous for their noble descent.” I1 VS 6 simply relates that
“among his renowned pupils were Theophrastus, Eudemus and
Alexander.” Mubashir (I VA 35) also seeins to know that Aristotle
“wrole many hooks, aboul one hundred,” on a greal variety of
philosophic subjects. Thus, whal seems to be the most importanl
period in the life of the philosopher Aristotle—Dbebween the years
335/34 and 323 B. C., when Aristotle did his most important work
in philosophy—is passed over rather lightly by the Syrize and
Arabic Vitae, and for that maHer, by all other biographies.
Aside from having instrucled (or advised) Alexander on the
invitation of King Philip,%* and in addition to his having exchanged
many letters with kings and statesmen,’ Avistoile, according to
Usaibia (II VA 15), had much influence among the great ment
of his time, “‘as shown by the many honors bestowed upon him

2 This particular passage might be an allusion to the fact that after Alexander’s
accession to the throne, and especially after the [oul murder of Callisthenes, the
relattonship between Aristotle and Alexander deterlorated badly,

5 Mubashir (I VA 25) adds to the last sentence the remark that after his retorn
lo Athens Arisiotle also “hegan to devole himsell to the promotion of the common
weal.”

8 Mubashir (I VA 31) rclates that in addition to Alexander, Aristolle had many
kings and princes for disciples, There s some doubt, however, whetlier Arislotle
was in fact the tescher of Alexander. See A,-H. Chroust, “Was Aristotle Actually
the Preceplor of Alexander the Greal?”, Classical Foliu, vol. 18, fase, 1 (1964),
pp. 26-33.

8 See, for instance, Usaibia, 11 VA 16; An-Nadim, I1I VA 0,

i,
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by kings.” Moreover, Usaibia (Il VA 18) continues, “‘he had many
interviews [diplomatic dealings?] wilh contemporary kings, By
these [diplomatic] negoliations he promoled their aflairs and
proved useful {o them.” Usaibia (IT VA 17-18) also speaks of the
many heneficial deeds and outstanding services Aristolle rendered
the city of Athens, as well as of his interventions with King Philip
on behalf of the Athenians in order {o promote their interests
and guarantee their generous treatment by the Macedonians,
Mubashir (I VA 27), Usaibia (IT VA 25) as well as An-Nadim
(III YA 13) seem to refer to the re-building of Stagira, when they
insist that Arvistolle '‘erected the city of Slagira,” or that “he
erected the buildings of Stagira.”’ Stagira, as il is known, had
been destroyed by King Philip. Al (he instigation of Arvistotle,
the King had the town rebuill.’® But Arislotle apparently did not
limit himself to the role of an oicist or “builder of cities”: he
became also the nomethelfes or “lawgiver” of Slagira. FThus, I VS 7
says that he was "the lawgiver of Stagira,” and Usaibia (II VA 14)
mainiains that he “drew up a code of laws for the people of
Stagira.” According lo Mubashir (I VA 27), Avistolle must have
been the nometheles and euergeles (benefactor) of other cities as
well, “devoting himself to writing conslitutions for these cities.”
In fact, Usaibia (11 VA 12) claims that he ‘“‘tried his hand at
governing cilies, attempling to improve their conditions,'” and that
“he did a great deal for the [Athenian?] common weal” (I1 VA 24),
Upon ihe death of Aristoile, I VS 10 relales, the people of
Stagira, wishing to honor their great benefactor and most eminent
son, ‘‘sent envoys to bring his ashes from Chalceis. And when they
had brought the urn to Stagira, they deposited it in a place which
they named Arisloleleion, where afterwards they made it a practice
to hold their councils.” Mubashir (I VA 29-30), Usaibia (I VA
30-31) and AI-Qifti repeat this story,” adding that the people of

® The rebuilding of Stagira is attested by other Vilae Aristolelis, as well as
by Pliny, Histor. Natur, V11, 109; Dio Chrysostom, Oreatio 11, 79; Oralioc XLVII.
9; Aelian, Varie Hisloria 111, 17, and {bid, at IIL 54; Diodorus Siculus XV, 32, 0;
Valerius dMaximus V. 6. §; Plutarch, Non Posse Suaviler Quidem Vivi Secundum
Epicurum 15 (Moralia 1097 8),

§ Mubashir (I VA 29), ignoring the fact thal the Greeks cremnated their dead,
says that they collected his bones and placed them in a bronze uri,
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Stagira *'sought comfort al the place of his tomb, and peace of
mind where his bones rested. When something of a philosophie
or learned nature seemed lo them to be too diflicull for a simple
solution, they went to this place and sat down for deliberations.
There lhey talked with one another aboul these matters, until
that which previously seemed obscure and difficult became clear,
and unlil they were sure about the issue which had been under
discussion, For they believed that by coming lo the place where
Arislotle’s remaing were buried, their minds would be purified,
their judgment would improve and lheir understanding would
become more subtle, They wenl there, 1oo, in order to pay their
respect to him after his death, and to show (heir sorrow over
his deparlure as well as their grief over the misfortune they had
suffered by the loss of the fountainhead of wisdom which he had
beenn to them,’ '8

A story, which is both an encomimn of Arislotle and of the
many public services he had rendered the Athenians, and, at the
same tme, an indication of the troubles he was soon o experience
in Athens, can he found in Usaibia (1I VA 17-21). This story,
which is not recorded in the other Syriac or Arabic Vilae, is as
follows: “On account of Aristotle’s many good deeds and the
outstanding services he had rvendered the city ol Alhens, ihe
Athenians deerced to call an assembly and lo vote on an in-
scription in his honor. They had this inseription engraved on a
stone column, which they sel up on lhe highest point of their
ciladel, called The Summil [the Acropolis]. In this inscripiion
they related that Avistotle of Stagira, the son of Nicomachus, had
served the cily well by his many good deeds and by his numerous
acls of assistance and kindness, as well as by all his services {o
the people ol Athens, and especially by his interventions with

% This is Mubashir’s {ext. — An eecho of this slory might be seen in Usaibia
(iI VA 31), who queles from Al-Muoaudi., Here Usaibia reporls that in a chureh
{or mosque) in Messina, Sieily, the likeness of “a Greek wise man, namely of
Aristotle, was hanging on a wooden block [a crucifix?].... The Christians extoll
the miraculous or miracte-working powers of this idol. ... They also say lhal (he
reason for hanging lim Dbetween heaven and earlh was that people come there
and pray for rain or for some other important mallers which make fhem seek
comfort in God Ahnighly, as, for instance, in times of misfortune or disaster, or
whent they tried to settle dispufes.”

e e e i,
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King Philip for the purpose of promaoting their inlerests and for
seeing to it that they were trealed kindly [by Philip). Hence, lhe
people of Alhens wanted to make it (uite clear that they were
awarc of, and grateful for, the good which resulted from all this;
that they beslowed upon him distinefion, honor and praise; and
they would keep him in faithful and honored remembrance . . ..
When the people of Athens had decided Lo sel up this inseription,
the decision was opposed by an Athenian named Aimaraus
[Himeraeus?}.5" He objecied lo this decision aboui honoring
Aristotle, and oppoesed il. He pounced upon the column, on which
the Athenians had decreed {o inseribe the words of praise and
which they had set up on the place catled The Summit of the
City, and hurled it down. IFor doing this he was laler seized by
Antinoos [Anlipater] and executed.®® Afterwards, an Athenian
by the name of Stephanus, wilh the approval of many others, set
up a slone column. On this column they recorded such praise
ol Aristotle as had been contained in the original inscription. In
addition, they also mentioned Aimaraus [Himeraeus], who had
hurled down the [original] column, relaled what he had done,
and recommended that he be exiled and the city purilied.”’®! The

3% Himeraeus, the son of Phenosirafus of Phateron and Lhe brother of Demetrius
of Phaleron, was a promineni partisan of the anti-Macedonian faction in Alhens
during the twenties of the fourth century B. C,, and, hence, an opponeni of
Arvistotle, who was probably considered a philo-Macedonian,

80 ITimeraeus, together wilh olher prominent anti-Macedonian leaders, was
executed by Antipater on October 5, 322 B, C, This execution, which had nothing
to do will lhe above-mentioned incident, took place in connection with Anlipater’s
ve-caplure of Atlens after the battle of Crannen in 322, — - When the news of
Alexander’s death in Babylon (in 323 B, (1) reached Athens, the Alhenians threw
oul the Macedonians and the philo-Macedonian partisans (or indicted them for
“lreason’), including Aristotle, See supra. When Antipater re-lovk the city,
Himeracus and Hypereides fled to Aegina. There they were caplured by Archias
of Thurii, who sent them to Antipater. See Plutarch, Dentosthenes 28, Pemosthenes,
the most prominent among the anti-Macedonian partisans, conunilled suicide in
order {o cscape exccution,

51 1f this story is true — and there are very serious reasons for doubling
it — this inecident musf have happened after the battle of Crannon, See preceding
nofe. The Athentans never passed a decrec or erected a statue or sfele honoring
Aristotle, 1t is possible, however, that in the biographical tradition of Aristetle
the slatue errected in honor of Philip (in 388 B. C.) or the later decrees of proxenia
honering Alexander or Antipater respectively, were transferred subsequently to
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Himeraeus incident, which reflecls the inlernal turmoil at Athens
during the years 323-3282, casts an ominous shadow on the fulure
fate of Aristotie. When, afler the death of Alexander in 323 B. C.,
the anti-Macedonian parfy at Athens assumed control for a short
time, Aristolle, who was a “‘resident alien" suspecied of phiio-
Macedonian leanings, found himself in serious trouble,
Aristotle’s flight from Athens in the year 323 B, C. is reported
in some detail by the Syriac and Arabic biographers, While
IT VS 3 briefly remarks that “being frightened by the exceution
of Socrales, Aristotie left Athens and retired near the Hellespont,”’ 62
and that Aristotle “finally weni to Chaleis in Euboea” (II VS 7),
Mubashir (I VA 20-21) and Usaibia (Il VA 7-10), on the other
hand, give a lengthy account of this cvent:* a hierophani named

Arlstotle. Usaibia might also refer to the following: the Amphyctionie League al
DPelphi once dedicated to Arlstotle an honerific inseription. See W. Dittenberger,
Syll. Inseripl. Graee. 3, no. 276; Aelian, Varia Historig X1V, 1. Late in 323 B, C,,
when the Amphyetionic League jeined {he anti-Maecedonian revolt, this inscriplion
was removed and apparently thrown infoe a well (where it was found in modern
times), — — According to Diogenes Laerllus VIL 10-12, the Atlienians voled a
decree hownoring the memory of Zeno, the Stoic. This incident might have been
transferred to Aristotle by later biographers. See also Diogenes Laertius 1V, 9,

%2 This curlous passage, it appears, actually combines and confuses {wo bits
of information. Aristotle, being indicted for “hmpiety” in 323 B, C., feared that
he inight sufifer Lhe same fate Socrates had suffered in 399 and, hence, retired o
Chateis. See II'VS 7. The reference to the Hellespont, on the other hand, might
be an altusion to Aristotle’s sojourn with Hermias of Atarueus (Atlarneus is siualed
in the vieinity of the Hellespont) in 348/47-345, Thus our biographer confounds
Aristotle’s visit to Atarneus in 348/47 and Aristotle’s flighl to Chalcis in 323. See
noles 36 and 47, supra. — 11 VS 3 might also refer o the following situation: In
348 Philip of Macedonia took the city of Olynthus which was allied with Athens.
This incident caused muel:r anti-Macedonian sentiment among the Athenians,
Aristotle, the “resident Macedonian alien,” no longer fell safe In Athens. In Lhe
heat of this public resentinenl, threats were probably utiered against Macedonian
residents and against Aristotle. Fearlng serious trouble — “the fale of Socrates™ —
Aristotie departed from Athens and took refuge with Hermias in Alarneus which,
indeed, is ‘“near the Hellespont,” Should our interprelation of IX VS 3 prove to
be correct, then Lhis text would be the only known biographical reference stating
the true reason why Aristoile went o Atarncus in 348/47, In the year 323, il
will be noted, this situation repealed itself, This time Arisiotle fled to Chalels,

% The following reports are an almost cxact replica of the indiclment and
trial of Socrates. Il is not unlikely that the Mographers transferred incidents which
lranspired in 399 to the “indiclment of Aristotle,”
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Eurymeden, prompled by jealousy and bearing an old grudge
against Aristotle,®* gave a distorted account of Aristotle’s philoso-
phy and subsequently charged him with having failed lo properly
worship the old gods, that is, indicted him for “impiety.”’ Usaibia
(Il VA 7) adds lo his story the remark thai Avistotle tells all this
in a letter addressed to Anlipater. When Arislotle learned about
Eurymedon’s action (I VA 21) and received the bill of indictment,
he left Athens (1f VA 9) before any official action had been taken
against him (I VA 9). He did so because he feared that the
Athenians would altempt to do to him what they had previousiy
done lo Socrates (I VA 21; IT VA 8). No one did Aristotle any
harm before he departed (II VA 9). Usaibia (II VA 10} denies
the truth of a story according to which Aristotle wrole an apology
or & defense againsl the charges made by Eurymedon,®®

The Syriac (1 V88; I1 VS 7) and Arabic (I VA 21; 11 VA 8)
sources agree that Arvisiolle withdrew to Chaleis® on the Island
of Euboea. I VS 7 and Mubashir (I VA 22) also relate thal while
in Chaleis he watched (or studied) the flow of the Euripus, the
narrows which separaie the island from the mainland, and Muba-
shir adds that he also wrole a book on this subjeel.%” Usaibia
(I1 VA 11), on the other hand, only recounts that Avistotle moved

ft Anylus, one of the “prosecutors of Socrales,” is also said to have heen
prompted by jealousy and by an old grudge.

% ‘The charge of “impiely” brought against Arvistotle in the year 323 might
hwave been a “token charge’” In what was really a “political” trial. This might
be gathered from Usaibia (IT VA 20), where we are told (hal some people (philo-
Macedonians at Athens?} moved that a statue be erecled in honor of Aristotle
{who was probably regarded a phito-Macedonian pariisan). This motion, Usaibia
continues, was opposed (by (he anti-Macedonian parlisans?). Himeracus, a prom-
inent anti-Macedonian, lead the opposition, Hence, it could be maintained that
Aristotle was indicted because he was suspeeted of phile-Macedonian leanings,
This suspicion might not have been wholly unfounded: Aristolle was a “resident
alien”—originally from Macedonia—and apparently retained his close connections
with Macedonia and the Macedonian royal court. Presumably, the Arabic biogra-
phers did nol understand the polilical situation in Athens in 323-322,

¢ Mubashir (I VA 21) and Usaibia (II VA 8) refer to Chalcidice. This Is but
a misspelling of, er comfusion with, Chaleis. This might alse indicate that both
used the same {corrupted) source,

8 Mubashir (or his source) might have liad in mind the Tepl w5 dvapdoecos
Tol Nefhov, a (spurious?) work ascribed to Avistotle, Sce frags. 246-248 Rose.
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into his home (in Chaleis) and stayed therc until he died, im-
plying, perhaps, thai he was already a sick man when he arrived
in Chaleis, According to 1 VS 8, Aristotle died in Chalcis 67 years
old; according to II' VS 8, Mubashir (I VA 23), Usaibia (I VA
11) and Al-Qifti (IV VA), 68 years; and according o An-Nadim
(111 VA 15), 66 years.®® Mubashir (I VA 23) also claims thal he
was buried in Chaleis, %

On his death, IT VS 11-12, Mubashir (I VA 33-34) and Usaibia
(11 VA 35) record, Arislotie left two children of tender age, a son
called Nicomachus,” and a daughler.”* He also lefl a large estale,
numercus male as well as female servanls (slaves), and many
other things.”® He appointed Anlipater execulor of his last will,
along with his many close {riends.” Mubashir (I YA 34) presents
the additional information that in his lestament Aristotle proposed
Theophraslus as one ol the executors™ il he wished fo assist
Antipater in the administration of (he estate,

This lasl will and testamenl of Aristolle is preserved by An-
Nadim, Usaibia and Al-Qifti. The three Arabic versions are
almos( identical. They differ only slightly from the lasl will
quoted in Diogenes Lacrtius (DL V. 11-16). In all likelihood,
these small diflerences are the result of linguistic and technical
(legal) misunderstandings,”™

% An-Nadint also maintains thal Aristoile died during ihe lasl days of Alexander
(TIT VA 15). Alexander, however, died in 323, and Avistolle in 322 B. C.

5 IVS 9 veports that “it is said Lhat a swarin of bees was found around the
urn countaining his ashes.” "Fhe bee was n symbol of Lhe soul of a righteous nan,
Sce Porphry, De Anfro Nympharum 19,

" Nicomachus was lhe son of Aristotle and Iferpyllis. Herpyllis, who ap-
parendly never became Aristotle’s legitimate wife, is not mentoned by the Syriae
or Arabic biographers, except in the last will of Aristotle,

™ This daughtier, whose name—Dythias—is not mentioned by the Syriac and
Arabic blographers, is also referred to in Aristotle’s last will. She was the fegitimate
child of Avistotle and Pythias. Pythias, the mother, Is not mentioned by the Syriac
and Arablc biographers.

72 This is borne owt Ly Aristotle’s last will,

" The last will and festament of Aristolle can be found in An-Nadim (IIT VA
17), AL-QIfti and Usaibia. The Arabic version of this will difiers only slightly from
that preserved in DI, V, 1116,

™ ‘I'his, too, is borne out by Arvistotle’s will,

7 For o comparison of the Arabic versions of Aristotle’s lasl will and the version

e e e e ——————
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A long list of Aristotle’s writings is preserved by Usaibia. This
list, which includes a number of pseudepigrapha, ultimately goes
back to the list compiled by Ptolemy-el-Garib.” A brief clas-
sification ol Aristotle’s works can also be found in An-Nadim
(I11 VA 18). Mubashir (I VA 35), who maintains that Aristotle
“wrole many books, aboul one hundred, and that it is said that
apart from these one hundred books he wrote others too,"”
enrumerates only twenty works, which he eclaims to have seen,
namely, “eight books on logie; cighl books on physies;? one
hook on cthics, one book on constilutions, one large book called
Metaphysies, also known by the (itle of Theology, that is, Divine
Discourse, onc bhook on mathematics, and one book on me-
chanics,”” "8

A comparison of the Syruac and Arvabic Vitae Aristolelis with
olher Vilae—Diogenes Laertius V. 1—16,7 Vita Marciana, Vilg
Vulgata, Vila Latina, and Vita Hesychii (or, Vita Menagiana or
Vita Menagii)—indicates that the Syriac and Arabic biographies
implement, and must be implemented by, these other Vitae, Not
to be found in the “Western” biographies ave: the reporl thal
at the age of eight Avistotle was sent to Athens to enter the Lycewm,
“a school of poets, grammarians, rhetoricians and schoolmasier™
(Mubashir, T YA 3; Usaibia, I1 VA 28); that there was a radition
according to which Aristotle was already thirty years old when
he turned to philosophy (I VS 6; Usaibia, II VA 12; An-Nadim,
ITI VA 6; Al-Qifti, IV VA), and that until then he had practiced
medicine (I VS 6); that at a very early stage of his carcer Aristotle
defended rheloric against its detractors and despoilers (Muba-
shir, I VA 5-8; Usaibia II VA 27-28); that when Plato wentl 1o
Sicily (in 360/597) he made Aristolle {he “acting scholarch’”

preserved by Diogenes Laertius (Hermippus?, Favorinus?), sece A.-H. Chroust,
“A Brief Analysis of the Vile Aristolelis of Diogenes Laertius (DL V., 1-16),”
Lo appear i Antiquité Glassique in 1965,

" There is also a short survey of Aristotle’s writings in Usaibia. This survey
is based upon, or {aken from, Ibn Said Al-Qordubi,

™ Like An-Nadhm (11T VA 18), Mubashir acltually recites only seven titles on
“physics.”

* Mubashir (I VA 36) also mentions the “public” and private letlers of
Aristotle,

¥ See A,-H, Chroust, ap. ¢il. supra note 75, passim.
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(Mubashir, [ VA 13; Usaibia, II1 VA 4; An-Nadim, kI VA 5);
that Aristolle derived from Plato the maxim of “training body
and mind togelher”—an additional explanation of the origin of
the term ‘“‘Peripatelic”” (Mubashir, I VA 15); that Plato re-
proached Arvislotle for having written books on philosophy, and
how Aristolle defended himself (Mubashir, IVA387); that
Aristotle went to Hermias of Alarneus in 347 because of an out-
break of anti-Macedonian feelings in Athens; that Avistotle
addressed a letler o Anlipater about his indictment in the year
323 B. C. (Usaibia, 11 VA 7); that Aristotle did not write a de-
fense against the charges made by Furymedon (Usaibia, 11 VA
10); that in Chalceis Aristotle studied he llow of the Kuripus and
wrote a book aboul this phenomenon (Mubashir, I VA 22); that
Aristolle engaged in philanthropic activities (Mubashir, I VA 26;
Usaibia II VA 24); thal the Athenians erected a column in
Aristotle’s honor (Usaibia, Il VA 17-18); that Himecraeus had
this column overthrown and for this was execuled by Antipater
(Usaibia II VA 20); and that Stephanus had a second column
crected honoring Arvislolle (Usaibia, II VA 21), Moreover, the
Avabic Vitue (Mubashiv, TVA 38; Usaibia, II VA 36; Al-Qifti,
IV VA) guole some additional and probably idealized information
aboul the physical appearance of Avistotle.

While the Syriac Vifae Aristofelis, in the main, are relatively
insignificant, the Arabic biographies contain much fresh and
extremely valuable information. The Arabs, especially Mubashir
and Usaibia, refer to certain facts or data which are not mentioned
in the other Vifae. Al the same time lhey implemenl or elaborate
certain eryptic and mystifying references found in the other
biographics. Undoubtedly, the Arabic Vilae arve replete with
patenl errors, blatant misunderstandings, naive distortions, ob-
vious mis-lranslalions and well-intentioned embellishments, all
of which can probably be explained as the manifestations of an
uneritical but excusable tendency lo magnify and glorify Aristotie.
This particular tendency, which permeates ihe whole of the
“Oriental” Vitae, can be discerned already in the Neo-Platonie
Vitae from which {he Arabs (and Syrians), through the inter-
mediary of Plolemy-cl-Garib,®® horrowed extensively and, al

8 Jn keeping with the gencral Neo-Platonie Lradilion, Ptolemy-ct-Garlly's Vila
is essenlially an encomium of Aristotle: under his pen Lhe Siagirite hecomes the
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limes, uncritically, Behind the Arabic and Syrian texts, however,
we can frequently detect characleristically Hellenistic idioms as
well as a typically Hellenistic mentalily. Thus, despite occasional
important differcnces between the “Occidental” and the “'Orien-
tal” Vitae Aristotelis, there is an undeniable basic agreement be-
lween these two lrends or lendencies: both frends have the
ullimate tendency to culogize Aristotle—they differ only as {o the
specific means or details of achieving this goal; and hoth trends
have their ultimate common source in the original “Occidental,"”
lhat is, Hellenistic biographical {radition aboul Arislotle,

“divine Aristolle,” who excells ail otlier nien, Plato excepted. In his delermination
to extoll Aristotle and his many virtues, Plolemy one-sidedly secks out materlals
which glorify Aristolle, attributing fo him ahmost super-human qualities. Con-
versely, he suppresses or refules all those siorfes and traditions which might
possibly detract from the fmage of his hero, Without the least scruples Ptolemy
credits Aristotle with achievemenls, honers and distinctions which actually be-
long to ether historical personalitics, In {his fashion Aristotle is turned inte an idol,







