COMPULSION ARISTOTLE ETHICS US

THE QUESTION OF COMPULSION VERSUS VOLUNTARY ACTION LIES AT THE HEART OF UNDERSTANDING ARISTOTLE'S ETHICAL
FRAMEWORK. HIS EXPLORATION OF ETHICS, PARTICULARLY IN WORKS LIKE THE NICOMACHEAN ETHICS, DELVES INTO WHAT
CONSTITUTES A VIRTUOUS ACT AND THE ROLE OF INDIVIDUAL AGENCY. UNDERSTANDING THE NUANCES OF COMPULSION IN
ARISTOTELIAN ETHICS HELPS US GRASP HIS CONCEPTION OF RESPONSIBILITY, BLAMEWORTHINESS, AND THE VERY NATURE OF
HUMAN FLOURISHING. THIS ARTICLE WILL DISSECT ARISTOTLE'S VIEWS ON COMPULSION, CONTRASTING IT WITH VOLUNTARY
ACTION, EXAMINING ITS IMPLICATIONS FOR MORAL RESPONSIBILITY, AND EXPLORING ITS RELEVANCE TO OUR UNDERSTANDING OF
CONTEMPORARY ETHICAL DILEMMAS CONCERNING COMPULSION AND FREE WILL IN ARISTOTELIAN ETHICS.
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ARISTOTLE'S CONCEPTION OF VOLUNTARY ACTION

ARISTOTLE'S EXPLORATION OF VOLUNTARY ACTION IS FUNDAMENTAL TO HIS ENTIRE ETHICAL SYSTEM. FOR ARISTOTLE, VIRTUE
AND VICE ARE NOT ACCIDENTAL QUALITIES, THEY ARE DISPOSITIONS THAT INDIVIDUALS CULTIVATE THROUGH THEIR CHOICES
AND ACTIONS. A VOLUNTARY ACTION, IN HIS VIEW, IS ONE THAT ORIGINATES WITHIN THE AGENT, WHERE THE AGENT IS AW ARE
OF THE CIRCUMSTANCES AND THE SPECIFIC ACT THEY ARE PERFORMING. THIS INTERNAL CAUSATION IS KEY. HE ARGUES THAT THE
PRINCIPLES OF ACTIONS — THE STARTING POINTS FOR MOVEMENT — RESIDE IN THE AGENT THEMSELVES. THESE ACTIONS ARE
PERFORMED W/ITH KNOWLEDGE OF THE PARTICULAR CIRCUMSTANCES. THIS KNOWLEDGE IS NOT MERELY A GENERAL
UNDERSTANDING OF RIGHT AND WRONG, BUT AN AW ARENESS OF THE SPECIFIC DETAILS OF THE SITUATION AND THE
CONSEQUENCES OF THE ACTION. W/ITHOUT THIS INTERNAL IMPETUS AND AW ARENESS, AN ACTION CANNOT BE CONSIDERED TRULY
VOLUNTARY, AND THEREFORE, IT CANNOT BE THE BASIS FOR MORAL PRAISE OR BLAME.

THE VOLUNTARY, FOR ARISTOTLE, IS CONTRASTED WITH THE INVOLUNTARY. HE IDENTIFIES TWO PRIMARY CATEGORIES OF
INVOLUNTARY ACTIONS: THOSE PERFORMED UNDER COMPULSION AND THOSE DONE IN IGNORANCE. W/HILE IGNORANCE CAN
SOMETIMES MITIGATE RESPONSIBILITY, COMPULSION DIRECTLY NEGATES IT. THIS DISTINCTION IS CRUCIAL FOR UNDERSTANDING
HOW ARISTOTLE ASSIGNS PRAISE AND BLAME. [F AN ACTION IS TRULY VOLUNTARY, THE INDIVIDUAL IS ACCOUNTABLE FOR IT. IF
IT IS INVOLUNTARY DUE TO COMPULSION, THEN THE AGENT IS NOT ACCOUNTABLE. THE FOCUS ON THE INTERNAL PRINCIPLE OF
ACTION, COMBINED WITH AW ARENESS OF THE PARTICULARS, FORMS THE BEDROCK OF HIS UNDERSTANDING OF WHAT IT MEANS TO
BE A MORAL AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR THEIR DEEDS.



DerINING COMPULSION IN ARISTOTELIAN ETHICS

ARISTOTLE DEFINES COMPULSION AS AN ACTION WHERE THE EXTERNAL PRINCIPLE IS DOMINANT, AND THE AGENT CONTRIBUTES
NOTHING. THIS IS A CRUCIAL DISTINCTION. |IT MEANS THAT THE SOURCE OF THE ACTION IS ENTIRELY OUTSIDE OF THE
INDIVIDUAL, AND THE INDIVIDUAL IS ESSENTIALLY A PASSIVE INSTRUMENT. THE CLASSIC EXAMPLE HE OFTEN USES IS BEING
CARRIED AWAY BY A STRONG WIND OR BY PEOPLE WHO HAVE SEIZED YOU. IN THESE SCENARIOS, THE AGENT IS PHYSICALLY
MOVED, AND THEIR WILL OR DESIRE PLAYS NO PART IN THE MOVEMENT ITSELF. THE EXTERNAL FORCE IS THE SOLE DRIVER OF THE
ACTION. THIS IS NOT A SITUATION WHERE THE AGENT CHOOSES A LESSER EVIL TO AVOID A GREATER ONE;, THAT WOULD STILL
INVOLVE AN ELEMENT OF CHOICE, EVEN IF IT'S A CONSTRAINED ONE.

COMPULSION, IN THE ARISTOTELIAN SENSE, IMPLIES A COMPLETE LACK OF AGENCY. THE AGENT IS NOT ACTING, BUT RATHER
BEING ACTED UPON. THE EXTERNAL CAUSE IS SO OVERWHELMING THAT IT OVERRIDES ANY INTERNAL INCLINATION OR DECISION
THE AGENT MIGHT HAVE HAD. THIS IS DISTINCT FROM SITUATIONS WHERE ONE MIGHT BE PRESSURED OR PERSUADED. W HILE
PRESSURE CAN INFLUENCE DECISIONS, IT DOESN'T NECESSARILY REMOVE THE AGENT'S CAPACITY TO CHOOSE. TRUE COMPULSION,
FOR ARISTOTLE, MEANS THE AGENT’S WILL IS ENTIRELY CIRCUMVENTED. THE CONSEQUENCES OF SUCH ACTIONS, THEREFORE, DO
NOT REFLECT THE AGENT'S CHARACTER OR MORAL DISPOSITION BECAUSE THE ACTION WAS NOT A MANIFESTATION OF THEIR
CHARACTER.

THe DisTINCTION BETWEEN COMPULSION AND OTHER FORMS OF
UNWILLINGNESS

[T IS VITAL TO DIFFERENTIATE COMPULSION FROM OTHER STATES THAT MIGHT APPEAR SIMILAR BUT ARE NOT CONSIDERED FULLY
INVOLUNTARY IN THE ARISTOTELIAN SENSE. ARISTOTLE DISTINGUISHES ACTIONS DONE UNDER COMPULSION FROM THOSE DONE
BECAUSE OF FEAR OF SOMETHING WORSE. FOR INSTANCE, IF A TYRANT ORDERS YOU TO DO SOMETHING AND THREATENS YOU
WITH DEATH IF YOU REFUSE, YOUR COMPLIANCE, WHILE DRIVEN BY FEAR, IS STILL CONSIDERED VOLUNTARY BY ARISTOTLE. THIS
IS BECAUSE THE CHOICE TO ACT OR NOT TO ACT STILL RESTS WITH YOU. YOU ARE CHOOSING TO PERFORM THE ACTION TO
AVOID A MORE DIRE CONSEQUENCE. THE EXTERNAL FACTOR (THE THREAT) INFLUENCES YOUR CHOICE, BUT IT DOES NOT
ELIMINATE THE CHOICE ITSELF. THIS FALLS INTO THE CATEGORY OF ACTIONS DONE “WITH FEAR,“ NOT UNDER COMPULSION.

ANOTHER CATEGORY TO CONSIDER IS ACTIONS DONE OUT OF IGNORANCE. W/HILE ACTIONS STEMMING FROM IGNORANCE OF
PARTICULARS CAN BE INVOLUNTARY, ACTIONS STEMMING FROM IGNORANCE OF UNIVERSALS (I.E., NOT KNOWING THAT CERTAIN
ACTIONS ARE \X/RONG) ARE CONSIDERED BLAMEWORTHY. FOR ARISTOTLE, IGNORANCE OF WHAT IS EXPEDIENT OR JUST IS NOT
THE SORT OF IGNORANCE THAT EXCUSES. COMPULSION/ HOWEVER, IS A DIRECT EXTERNAL FORCE THAT BYPASSES THE AGENT'S
WILL AND KNOWLEDGE ENTIRELY. THERE IS NO INTERNAL DELIBERATION OR CHOICE INVOLVED, THE AGENT IS SIMPLY MOVED BY AN
EXTERNAL POWER. THIS CLEAR DISTINCTION HIGHLIGHTS THAT NOT ALL ACTIONS THAT ARE NOT IDEAL OR THAT ONE REGRETS
ARE NECESSARILY COMPELLED.

THE ROLE OF IGNORANCE IN MORAL RESPONSIBILITY

IGNORANCE PLAYS A NUANCED ROLE IN ARISTOTELIAN MORAL RESPONSIBILITY. ARISTOTLE DIFFERENTIATES BETWEEN IGNORANCE
OF PARTICULARS AND IGNORANCE OF UNIVERSALS. IGNORANCE OF PARTICULARS, MEANING IGNORANCE OF THE SPECIFIC
CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE ACTION (E.G., NOT KNOWING YOU ARE HANDLING A POISONED CUP OR NOT KNOWING THE PERSON YOU
STRIKE IS YOUR FATHER)/ CAN RENDER AN ACTION INVOLUNTARY. IF AN ACTION IS INVOLUNTARY, THE AGENT IS NOT BLAMED FOR
IT. HO\X/EVER, THIS EXEMPTION ONLY APPLIES IF THE IGNORANCE IS NOT SELF-INDUCED OR A RESULT OF NEGLIGENCE.

ON THE OTHER HAND, IGNORANCE OF UNIVERSALS — A LACK OF KNOWLEDGE ABOUT WHAT IS GENERALLY RIGHT OR WRONG, OR
WHAT ACTIONS LEAD TO A GOOD LIFE — IS NOT EXCUSED. THIS IS BECAUSE, FOR ARISTOTLE/ THE CAPACITY FOR MORAL
REASONING AND UNDERSTANDING ETHICAL PRINCIPLES IS SOMETHING INDIVIDUALS ARE EXPECTED TO CULTIVATE. A PERSON WHO
IS IGNORANT OF THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES OF JUSTICE OR TEMPERANCE, AND ACTS ACCORDINGLY, IS ACTING OUT OF A
DEFICIENCY IN THEIR CHARACTER, WHICH IS BLAMEWORTHY. THE CONCEPT OF HABITUATION IS KEY HERE, THROUGH PRACTICE AND



EDUCATION, INDIVIDUALS ARE MEANT TO DEVELOP KNOWLEDGE OF ETHICAL UNIVERSALS. THEREFORE, \WHILE EXTERNAL
COMPULSION REMOVES RESPONSIBILITY, SELF-IMPOSED OR NEGLIGENT IGNORANCE THAT LEADS TO WRONGDOING DOES NOT.

CoMpuLSION AND BLAME: WHEN IS AN AcT NoT TruLY OuRrs?

IN ARISTOTELIAN ETHICS, AN ACT IS NOT TRULY OURS, AND THEREFORE NOT SUBJECT TO BLAME OR PRAISE, PRECISELY WHEN IT
IS PERFORMED UNDER COMPULSION. THE CORE CRITERION IS THE ABSENCE OF AN INTERNAL PRINCIPLE OF ACTION. [F THE IMPETUS
FOR THE ACT COMES ENTIRELY FROM EXTERNAL FORCES, AND THE AGENT IS MERELY A TOOL OR A PASSIVE RECIPIENT OF THESE
FORCES, THEN THE ACT CANNOT BE ATTRIBUTED TO THE AGENT’'S WILL OR CHARACTER. ARISTOTLE ELABORATES ON THIS BY
STATING THAT WHEN SOMEONE IS COERCED, AND THE EXTERNAL FACTOR IS SO POTENT THAT IT WOULD COMPEL ANYONE TO
ACT SIMILARLY, THEN THE ACT IS INVOLUNTARY.

CONSIDER THE EXAMPLE OF SOMEONE BEING THROWN INTO A WELL. THE ACT OF ENTERING THE WELL IS INVOLUNTARY BECAUSE
THE EXTERNAL FORCE (BEING THRO\X/N) IS THE SOLE CAUSE. THE PERSON DID NOT CHOOSE TO ENTER THE WELL, THEY WERE MADE
TO ENTER IT. THIS CONTRASTS SHARPLY WITH SITUATIONS WHERE ONE MIGHT JUMP INTO A WELL TO SAVE SOMEONE, WHICH IS
A VOLUNTARY ACT, ALBEIT ONE DONE WITH RISK. THE KEY IS THE LOCUS OF CONTROL AND CAUSATION. W/HEN CONTROL IS
ENTIRELY EXTERNAL, AND THE AGENT CONTRIBUTES NOTHING TO THE ACTION, THE ACT FALLS OUTSIDE THE REALM OF PERSONAL
RESPONSIBILITY AND MORAL JUDGMENT. THIS UNDERSTANDING OF COMPULSION IS VITAL FOR ANY DISCUSSION OF FREE WILL AND
DETERMINISM IN ANCIENT PHILOSOPHY.

IMPLICATIONS OF COMPULSION FOR ARISTOTELIAN VIRTUE ETHICS

THE CONCEPT OF COMPULSION HAS SIGNIFICANT IMPLICATIONS FOR ARISTOTLE'S VIRTUE ETHICS. \/IRTUE, FOR ARISTOTLE, IS A
DISPOSITION TO CHOOSE THE MEAN BETWEEN EXTREMES, GUIDED BY PRACTICAL WISDOM. THIS CHOICE IS INTRINSICALLY LINKED
TO VOLUNTARY ACTION. [F ACTIONS ARE COMPELLED, THEY CANNOT BE THE BASIS FOR DEVELOPING VIRTUOUS CHARACTER. ONE
CANNOT BECOME COURAGEOUS BY BEING FORCED TO STAND FIRM IN BATTLE WHEN ONE'S FEET ARE TIED TO THE GROUND; TRUE
COURAGE INVOLVES VOLUNTARY ENGAGEMENT WITH DANGER. SIMILARLY, ONE CANNOT BECOME JUST BY BEING COMPELLED TO
RETURN STOLEN GOODS WHEN THE THIEF IS CAUGHT AND THE GOODS ARE ABOUT TO BE RECOVERED.

VIRTUOUS ACTIONS ARE THOSE THAT ORIGINATE FROM A WELL-FORMED CHARACTER AND ARE PERFORMED KNOWINGLY AND
WILLINGLY. THEY REFLECT WHAT A PERSON IS. COMPELLED ACTIONS, BY DEFINITION, DO NOT REFLECT THE AGENT’'S CHARACTER.
THEY ARE EXTERNAL IMPOSITIONS THAT BYPASS THE AGENT'S DELIBERATIVE FACULTIES AND DESIRES. THEREFORE/ ARISTOTLE’S
FRAMEWORK IMPLIES THAT TRUE MORAL DEVELOPMENT, THE CULTIVATION OF VIRTUES, AND THE PURSUIT OF EUDAIMONIA
(HUMAN FLOURISHING) ARE ONLY POSSIBLE THROUGH VOLUNTARY ENGAGEMENT WITH MORAL CHOICES. COMPULSION, IN THIS
SENSE, IS AN IMPEDIMENT TO MORAL GROWTH AND THE ATTAINMENT OF A GOOD LIFE.

CAse STuUDIES AND MODERN RELEVANCE OF ARISTOTELIAN COMPULSION

THE ARISTOTELIAN UNDERSTANDING OF COMPULSION, WHILE ANCIENT, REMAINS REMARKABLY RELEVANT IN ANALYZING MODERN
ETHICAL DILEMMAS. CONSIDER SITUATIONS INVOLVING DURESS IN CRIMINAL LAW. IF AN INDIVIDUAL COMMITS A CRIME UNDER
DIRECT THREAT OF DEATH TO THEMSELVES OR THEIR LOVED ONES, A LEGAL SYSTEM MIGHT CONSIDER THIS A MITIGATING
FACTOR, AKIN TO COMPULSION. \W/HILE THE ACTION IS PERFORMED, THE DEGREE OF VOLUNTARINESS IS SIGNIFICANTLY DIMINISHED
DUE TO THE OVERWHELMING EXTERNAL THREAT, ALIGNING WITH ARISTOTLE'S NOTION OF AN ACTION WHERE THE EXTERNAL
PRINCIPLE IS DOMINANT.

ANOTHER AREA IS THE DEBATE AROUND ADDICTION. WHILE ADDICTION INVOLVES COMPLEX BIOLOGICAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL
FACTORS, FROM AN ARISTOTELIAN PERSPECTIVE, ONE MIGHT ANALYZE THE EXTENT TO WHICH AN ADDICT'S ACTIONS ARE TRULY
THEIR OWN. |F ADDICTION LEADS TO A LOSS OF CONTROL AND COMPELS CERTAIN BEHAVIORS, IT RAISES QUESTIONS ABOUT
RESPONSIBILITY. HOWEVER, ARISTOTLE WOULD LIKELY POINT TO THE INITIAL VOLUNTARY CHOICES THAT MAY HAVE LED TO



ADDICTION, OR THE ONGOING STRUGGLE TO OVERCOME IT, AS THE LOCI OF MORAL AGENCY. UNDERST ANDING COMPULSION HELPS
US TO DIFFERENTIATE BETWEEN ACTIONS THAT ARE TRULY BEYOND AN INDIVIDUAL'S CONTROL AND THOSE THAT, WHILE
DIFFICULT, STILL INVOLVE A DEGREE OF VOLUNTARY PARTICIPATION AND THEREFORE RESPONSIBILITY. THE PRINCIPLE REMAINS: IF
THE EXTERNAL FORCE COMPLETELY OVERWHELMS INTERNAL AGENCY, RESPONSIBILITY IS NEGATED.

ConcrLusioN: COMPULSION AND THE ARISTOTELIAN PATH TO EUDAIMONIA

IN CONCLUSION, ARISTOTLE'S EXPLORATION OF COMPULSION IN ETHICS PROVIDES A VITAL FRAMEWORK FOR UNDERSTANDING
THE BOUNDARIES OF MORAL RESPONSIBILITY AND THE NATURE OF VOLUNTARY ACTION. HE METICULOUSLY DISTINGUISHES
COMPELLED ACTS, WHERE EXTERNAL FORCES DICTATE THE ACTION AND THE AGENT CONTRIBUTES NOTHING, FROM VOLUNTARY
ACTS, WHICH ORIGINATE FROM WITHIN THE AGENT AND ARE PERFORMED WITH KNOWLEDGE OF THE PARTICULARS. THiS
DISTINCTION IS NOT MERELY ACADEMIC; IT UNDERPINS HIS ENTIRE ETHICAL SYSTEM, DETERMINING WHEN PRAISE AND BLAME ARE
APPROPRIATE AND HOW INDIVIDUALS CULTIVATE VIRTUE. ACTIONS PERFORMED UNDER COMPULSION ARE SEEN AS INVOLUNTARY,
THUS ABSOLVING THE AGENT OF MORAL ACCOUNTABILITY. THIS UNDERSTANDING DIRECTLY IMPACTS THE CULTIVATION OF
VIRTUE, AS GENUINE MORAL DEVELOPMENT, FOR ARISTOTLE/ HINGES ON VOLUNTARY CHOICES AND THE INTERNAL DISPOSITION OF
THE AGENT. THE ENDURING RELEVANCE OF ARISTOTLE'S VIEWS ON COMPULSION IS EVIDENT IN MODERN DISCUSSIONS OF DURESS,
ADDICTION, AND THE FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION OF FREE WILL. BY GRAPPLING WITH COMPULSION, \WE GAIN A DEEPER
APPRECIATION FOR THE ARISTOTELIAN EMPHASIS ON AGENCY, CHARACTER FORMATION, AND THE DELIBERATE PURSUIT OF A
FLOURISHING LIFE, OR EUDAIMONIA.

FREQUENTLY AskeD QUESTIONS

How DOES ARISTOTLE DEFINE COMPULSION IN HIS ETHICAL FRAMEW ORK?

ARISTOTLE DISTINGUISHES BETWEEN VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY ACTIONS. COMPULSIONI IN HIS ETHICS, REFERS TO
ACTIONS DONE OUT OF EXTERNAL FORCE, WHERE THE AGENT HAS NO CONTROL OVER THEIR ACTIONS, RENDERING THEM
INVOLUNTARY. THIS CONTRASTS WITH ACTIONS DONE THROUGH IGNORANCE OR PASSION, WHICH HE MIGHT CLASSIFY
DIFFERENTLY.

\WHAT IS THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN COMPULSION AND MORAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR
ARISTOTLE?

For ARISTOTLE, ACTIONS PERFORMED UNDER COMPULSION ARE INVOLUNTARY AND THEREFORE NOT BLAMEWORTHY. MORAL
RESPONSIBILITY, ACCORDING TO HIS ETHICS, HINGES ON VOLUNTARY AGENCY. IF AN ACTION IS COMPELLED, THE AGENT CANNOT
BE HELD MORALLY ACCOUNTABLE FOR IT.

CAN AN ACTION THAT IS INITIALLY COMPELLED BECOME VOLUNTARY OVER TIME FOR
ARISTOTLE?

ARISTOTLE DOESN'T EXTENSIVELY EXPLORE THIS NUANCE, BUT THE IMPLICATION IS THAT IF THE EXTERNAL FORCE IS REMOVED
AND THE AGENT THEN CHOOSES TO CONTINUE THE ACTION, IT CAN TRANSITION TO BEING VOLUNTARY. THE INITIAL ACT OF BEING
FORCED IS INVOLUNTARY.

How DOES ARISTOTLE DIFFERENTIATE BETWEEN ACTIONS DONE OUT OF FEAR AND
ACTIONS DONE UNDER COMPULSION?

ARISTOTLE STATES THAT ACTIONS DONE OUT OF FEAR (LIKE A SAILOR THROWING CARGO OVERBOARD IN A STORM) ARE MIXED
ACTIONS. WHILE THERE'S EXTERNAL PRESSURE, THE AGENT MAKES A CHOICE TO PERFORM THE ACTION TO AVOID A GREATER
EVIL. TRUE COMPULSION, HOWEVER, INVOLVES AN EXTERNAL FORCE THAT LEAVES NO CHOICE, RENDERING THE AGENT A MERE
INSTRUMENT.



\WHAT ARE THE ETHICAL IMPLICATIONS OF COMPULSION FOR ARISTOTLE'S CONCEPT OF
VIRTUE?

\/IRTUE, FOR ARISTOTLE, IS A DISPOSITION CULTIVATED THROUGH HABIT AND VOLUNTARY CHOICE. ACTIONS PERFORMED UNDER
COMPULSION, BEING INVOLUNTARY, CANNOT CONTRIBUTE TO THE DEVELOPMENT OR DEMONSTRATION OF VIRTUE. ONE CANNOT
BE VIRTUOUS IF THEIR ACTIONS ARE DICTATED BY EXTERNAL FORCES.

DoEs ARISTOTLE DISCUSS THE ROLE OF THE STATE OR LAW IN RELATION TO
COMPULSION?

WHILE ARISTOTLE DISCUSSES THE ROLE OF LAW IN SHAPING CITIZENS' BEHAVIOR AND PROMOTING VIRTUE, HIS PRIMARY FOCUS
ON COMPULSION IS AT THE INDIVIDUAL AGENT LEVEL. HO\X/EVER/ THE CONCEPT OF UNJUST LAWS OR COERCION BY THE STATE
COULD BE SEEN AS FORMS OF EXTERNAL FORCE THAT LEAD TO COMPELLED ACTIONS.

How MIGHT ARISTOTLE'S VIEW ON COMPULSION BE APPLIED TO MODERN-DAY ETHICAL
DILEMMAS INVOLVING COERCION?

ARISTOTLE'S DISTINCTION BETWEEN VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY ACTIONS REMAINS RELEVANT. [N MODERN ETHICS, IT HELPS
US ANALYZE SITUATIONS LIKE DURESS IN CRIMINAL LAW , ECONOMIC COERCION, OR ACTIONS TAKEN UNDER THREAT, DETERMINING
THE DEGREE OF CULPABILITY AND RESPONSIBILITY.

\WHAT IS THE ‘GOLDEN MEAN' AND HOW DOES COMPULSION RELATE TO IT?

THE 'GOLDEN MEAN IS ARISTOTLE'S CONCEPT OF VIRTUE AS A BALANCE BETWEEN TWO EXTREMES. COMPELLED ACTIONS ARE
OUTSIDE THE REALM OF VOLUNTARY CHOICE AND THEREFORE CANNOT BE ASSESSED IN TERMS OF THE GOLDEN MEAN. VIRTUOUS
ACTIONS ARE THOSE CHOSEN FREELY WITHIN THIS SPECTRUM.

DoEes ARISTOTLE CONSIDER PSYCHOLOGICAL COMPULSION (E.G. ’ ADDICTION) AS A
FORM OF ETHICAL COMPULSION?

ARISTOTLE’S PRIMARY UNDERSTANDING OF COMPULSION IS EXTERNAL PHYSICAL FORCE. WHILE HE ACKNOWLEDGES THE
INFLUENCE OF PASSIONS AND DESIRES, ACTIONS DRIVEN BY INTERNAL PSYCHOLOGICAL COMPULSIONS, ESPECIALLY IF DEVELOPED
THROUGH PRIOR CHOICES, MIGHT BE VIEWED DIFFERENTLY THAN PURE EXTERNAL COMPULSION. HE MIGHT SEE THEM AS LEADING TO
INVOLUNTARY ACTIONS OR ACTIONS DONE WITH DIMINISHED RESPONSIBILITY, RATHER THAN PURELY INVOLUNTARY.

How DOES ARISTOTLE'S CONCEPT OF EUDAIMONIA (FLOURISHING) INTERACT WITH THE
IDEA OF COMPULSION?

ARISTOTLE'S ULTIMATE GOAL FOR HUMAN LIFE IS EUDAIMONIA, ACHIEVED THROUGH VIRTUOUS ACTIVITY. COMPELLED ACTIONS,
BEING INVOLUNTARY AND DEVOID OF CHOICE, CANNOT CONTRIBUTE TO OR BE PART OF A FLOURISHING LIFE. TRUE FLOURISHING
REQUIRES VOLUNTARY ENGAGEMENT WITH THE WORLD AND THE CULTIVATION OF CHARACTER.

ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

HERE ARE 9 BOOK TITLES RELATED TO ARISTOTLE'S ETHICS AND THE CONCEPT OF COMPULSION, WITH DESCRIPTIONS:

THe UNWILLING VIRTUOUS: CoMPULSION AND CHARACTER IN ARISTOTELIAN ETHICS

THIS BOOK EXPLORES THE COMPLEX RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN VOLUNTARY ACTION AND EXTERNAL COERCION WITHIN
ARISTOTLE'S ETHICAL FRAMEWORK. |T DELVES INTO HOW FORCED ACTIONS, OR ACTIONS UNDERTAKEN UNDER DURESS, IMPACT



AN INDIVIDUAL'S MORAL CHARACTER AND THEIR ATTAINMENT OF VIRTUE. THE TEXT EXAMINES THE CONDITIONS UNDER WHICH AN
AGENT CAN STILL BE HELD RESPONSIBLE, EVEN WHEN FACED WITH SIGNIFICANT EXTERNAL PRESSURE, DRAWING ON KEY PASSAGES
FROM THE NICOMACHEAN ETHICS.

2.

CHAINS ofF CHolce: NECESSITY AND FREEDOM IN ARISTOTLE'S MORAL PSYCHOLOGY

THIS TITLE INVESTIGATES THE TENSION BETWEEN NECESSITY AND FREEDOM IN SHAPING MORAL AGENCY ACCORDING TO
ARISTOTLE. |T ANALYZES HIS CONCEPTS OF VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY ACTIONS, PARTICULARLY IN RELATION TO
CIRCUMSTANCES THAT MIGHT COMPEL BEHAVIOR. THE BOOK ARGUES THAT UNDERSTANDING THE NUANCED DISTINCTIONS
ARISTOTLE MAKES IS CRUCIAL FOR APPRECIATING HIS VIEW ON HOW EXTERNAL CONSTRAINTS AFFECT THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
GOOD CHARACTER.

3.

THe COMPELLED PHILOSOPHER: EXAMINING ARISTOTLE ON RESPONSIBILITY AND
CONSTRAINT

THIS WORK FOCUSES ON HOW ARISTOTLE ADDRESSED SITUATIONS WHERE INDIVIDUALS MIGHT ACT WITHOUT FULL AUTONOMY.
[T DISSECTS HIS ANALYSIS OF ACTIONS PERFORMED THROUGH IGNORANCE, ACCIDENT, OR FORCE, AND WHAT THESE
CLASSIFICATIONS REVEAL ABOUT HIS UNDERSTANDING OF HUMAN ACCOUNTABILITY. THE BOOK OFFERS A DETAILED EXAMINATION
OF HOW EXTERNAL COMPULSION MIGHT MITIGATE OR NEGATE MORAL RESPONSIBILITY WITHIN HIS ETHICAL SYSTEM.

4.

ARISTOTLE'S ETHICS oF THE UNFREE: AGENCY UNDER DURESS

THIS BOOK DIRECTLY TACKLES THE QUESTION OF AGENCY FOR INDIVIDUALS OPERATING UNDER CONDITIONS OF COMPULSION, AS
THEORIZED BY ARISTOTLE. |T EXPLORES WHETHER AND HOW SUCH INDIVIDUALS CAN STILL BE CONSIDERED MORAL AGENTS AND
PARTICIPATE IN THE PURSUIT OF THE GOOD LIFE. THE TEXT SCRUTINIZES THE PHILOSOPHICAL IMPLICATIONS OF BEING COMPELLED,
PARTICULARLY CONCERNING PRAISE AND BLAME IN ARISTOTELIAN THOUGHT.

5.

FrRoOM FORCE TO FLOURISHING; REINTERPRETING ARISTOTLE ON VOLUNTARY ACTION

THIS TITLE OFFERS A FRESH PERSPECTIVE ON ARISTOTLE'S EMPHASIS ON VOLUNTARY ACTION BY CONSIDERING THE
IMPLICATIONS OF COMPULSORY SITUATIONS. |T RE-EXAMINES HIS DEFINITIONS OF VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY ACTIONS TO
UNDERSTAND HOW THEY INFORM OUR CONCEPTION OF HUMAN FLOURISHING EVEN WHEN FACED WITH UNAVOIDABLE PRESSURES.
THE BOOK AIMS TO BRIDGE THE GAP BETWEEN THEORETICAL IDEALS OF VIRTUE AND THE PRACTICAL REALITIES OF CONSTRAINED
CHOICES.

6.

THE WEIGHT oF OBLIGATION: ARISTOTLE, COMPULSION, AND THE MORAL LIFE

THIS WORK EXPLORES THE ETHICAL SIGNIFICANCE OF FEELING COMPELLED TO ACT, A COMMON EXPERIENCE THAT ARISTOTLE
IMPLICITLY ADDRESSED. |T ANALYZES HOW EXTERNAL PRESSURES, WHETHER SOCIAL, POLITICAL, OR PERSONAL, CAN INFLUENCE
AN INDIVIDUAL'S CAPACITY FOR VIRTUOUS ACTION AND THEIR JOURNEY TOWARDS EUDAIMONIA. THE BOOK PROVIDES A

FRAMEW ORK FOR UNDERSTANDING THE ETHICAL LANDSCAPE WHEN AGENCY IS SIGNIFICANTLY COMPROMISED BY EXTERNAL FORCES.

ARISTOTLE'S FRAMEWORK FOR FORCE: MORALITY IN THE FACE oF CONSTRAINT

THIS TITLE DELVES INTO THE SPECIFIC WAYS ARISTOTLE'S ETHICAL SYSTEM ACCOUNTS FOR SITUATIONS INVOLVING FORCE OR
COERCION. |T UNPACKS HIS CLASSIFICATIONS OF ACTIONS, PARTICULARLY THOSE THAT ARE INVOLUNTARY DUE TO EXTERNAL



CAUSATION, AND THEIR IMPACT ON AN INDIVIDUAL'S MORAL STANDING. THE BOOK EXAMINES THE UNDERLYING PRINCIPLES THAT
ALLOW ARISTOTLE TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN GENUINELY CULPABLE ACTIONS AND THOSE PERFORMED UNDER COMPULSION.

8.

VIRTUE UNDER PRESSURE: ARISTOTLE'S ETHICS AND THE COMPULSION TO ACT

THIS BOOK INVESTIGATES THE CHALLENGES TO MORAL DEVELOPMENT AND THE ATTAINMENT OF VIRTUE POSED BY COMPULSORY
ACTIONS. |T ANALYZES ARISTOTLE'S VIEWS ON HOW EXTERNAL FORCES CAN INTERFERE WITH THE DELIBERATE CHOICE AND
REASONED ACTION THAT HE CONSIDERED ESSENTIAL FOR VIRTUE. THE TEXT EXPLORES WHETHER INDIVIDUALS COMPELLED TO ACT
CAN STILL CULTIVATE MORAL EXCELLENCE AND MAINTAIN THEIR GOOD CHARACTER.

9.

THE ARISTOTELIAN SCALE: MEASURING RESPONSIBILITY IN COMPULSORY
CIRCUMSTANCES

THIS TITLE OFFERS A CRITICAL EXAMINATION OF HOW ARISTOTLE’S ETHICAL PRINCIPLES APPLY TO INDIVIDUALS ACTING UNDER
COMPULSION. |T EXPLORES THE CRITERIA HE USES TO DETERMINE RESPONSIBILITY AND HOW THESE CRITERIA ARE TESTED WHEN
EXTERNAL FORCES SIGNIFICANTLY DIMINISH AN AGENT'S AUTONOMY. THE BOOK PROVIDES A DETAILED ANALYSIS OF THE
PHILOSOPHICAL TOOLS ARISTOTLE OFFERS FOR NAVIGATING MORAL JUDGMENT IN SITUATIONS OF UNAVOIDABLE CONSTRAINT.
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