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Die neoaristotelische Bewegung zielt nicht dar-
auf, die alten aristotelischen Positionen zu re-
habilitieren, und sie beruft sich auch nicht auf
genaue Textinterpretationen. Vielmehr handelt
es sich hierbei um eine Wiederbelebung aristote-

lischer Intuitionen auf dem theoretischen Niveau
der Gegenwartsphilosophie. (Detel, S.125)

F7VAFTVAEREGHEETOR, &
W7 YR FFUVARNRIMIBREEIRI LT
Whwl, BELT 7 A MERICYRTEZRD
250THRW, LB, I CHELRDI,
BREBEFEOHEBIAKMECEBVLTZYAMFLA
WEBLHREIEZZLTH 3.

IITC, ZEboTEIPRITINEELRS VD
i, "T7VRMFUANEREBEEZE S L
WoTH, PYAFTFLUAMEBLLLDIZMA
THELREET -0, FERT IR ME
Ry EreRkoittudhowI LIXHS
N THBH, Detel id, TNEBELTEDH
FTRBRWI L, BT YRMFLARIZOW
TOXRENHREEZ TR >TVRBEI LD 6HD
32 LTh3. A ER, THEABEOHEGN
KEEICBOWTy PYRAPTFLAHBEBRLEZLD
ABREIRZ LV LD, TBRTE 0 T8
o W)L, ZNRFhoRRo, Tib

b, ARRD, LwiERTHIUE, 21 HHEX
Tk, PIAFFLABREDZYRFL
AEROBRS S, Pt DERHICHI>TH
b TH ERILTHEIDG, FhFh
DERDT VR P FLAEEDH>1=bITTH
D, ZOHED 7Y A+ FLAEESD, H7Y
ALFTFUVARAER)THDILEZLD. #-T, 5
TYRPTLVRER) LLIHIRBRATHELRIZN
BT LDOREDERVFET 3 L Iibiy
TR, FETH LETHE, ZYRFFLA
ERIITRT, 208K, HI7FVRAFFLRAE
BTH2, LWLWIBSVABTETH B3,
BEDZ E2SHTHICE L &, Detel DV TH
FYARAPTFULAERE 1, TRRO7IVR 7L

CRER LVIHITRTLOZVE S ICBbNB

U Ed, M, 2ONEIZH S, Detel 28,
MRAEE, L) I ETRBAICBLTWAH
Db DIZ, EBEFWEZPLLET Z20WES
THrEHIBbhs,

Man hat haiifig darauf hingewiesen, dass Ari-
stoteles zwischen theoretischer Wissenschaft und
sprachlichem Alltagswissen nicht scharf unter-
schieden hat. Er beginnt seine Untersuchungen
oft mit Uberlegungen, die sich leicht als sprach-
liche Analysen lesen lassen, beispielsweise in der
Physik. Diejenigen analytischen Philosophen,
die sich iiberhaupt fiir die Geschichte der an-
tiken Philosophie interessieren, neigen dazu, die
wichtigste Art der aristotelischen Prinzipien, die
>Definitionen<, als analytische Sitze zu verste-
hen. (Detel, S.139)
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Eines der aufschlussreichsten Beispiele dafiir, wie
Aristoteles selbst den Zusammenhang zwischen
Dialektik und Wissenschaft, zwischen Alltagswis-

sen und Theorie sieht, findet sich in den Analytica
Posteriora. (Detel, s.139)
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So hat also der neue Essentialismus die aristote-
lischen Ideen von essenziellen Eigenschaften, die
in der Wissenschaft gleichwohl auf fallible Weise
untersucht werden, nach einer langen philoso-
phischen Periode, die dem aristotelischen Bild
kritisch gegeniiberstand, auf einem reflektierten
Niveau rehabilitiert. (Detel, S.139)
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The conceptions of life and the world which we
call ‘philosophical’ are a product of two factors:
one, inherited religious and ethical conceptions;
the other, the sort of investigation which may be
called ‘scientific’, using this word in its broadest
sense. [B.Russell, History of Western Philosophy,
1946, 19612, p.13]
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Philosophy, as I shall understand the word, is
something intermediate between theology and sci-
ence. Like theology, it consists of speculations on
matters as to which definite knowledge has, so far,
been unascertainable; but like science, it appeals
to human reason rather than to authority, whether
that of tradition or that of revelation. All defi-
nite knowledge — so I should contend — belongs
to science; all dogma as to what surpasses defi-
nite knowledge belongs to theology. But between
theology and science there is a No Man’s Land,
exposed to attack from both sides; this No Man’s
Land is philosophy. [B.Russell, History of West-
ern Philosophy, 1946, 19612, p.13]
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What they achieved in art and literature is famil-
iar to everybody, but what they did in the purely
intellectual realm is even more exceptional. They
invented mathematics and science and philosophy.

{B.Russell, History of Western Philosophy, 1946,
19612, p.25]
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La science des choses extérieures ne me con-
solera pas de I’ignorance de la morale au temps
d’affliction, mais la science des mceurs me con-
solera toujours de I'ignorance des sciences ex-
térieures. [B.Pascal, Pensées, 23-67, Vanité des
science]
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J’avais passé longtemps dans I’étude des sci-
ences abstraites et le peu de communication qu’on
en peut avoir m’en avait dégoiité. Quand j’ai com-
mencé I’étude de I’homme, j’ai vu que ces sci-
ences abstraites ne sont pas propres a I'homme, et
que je m’égarais plus de ma condition en y péné-
trant que les autres en les® ignorant. [B.Pascal,
Pensées, 687-144.]
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Sedert ruim een eeuw wordt een ganse
groep wetenschappen aangeduid door de namen:
“kultuurwetenschappen, wetenschappen van de
mens, geesteswetenschappen, sciences morales”,
enz... Deze namen dekken niet steeds dezelfde
inhoud, en ieder onder hen is de weergave van
een bijzondere methodologische opvatting die niet
onbestreden bleef. [L.Apostel, Logika en Geestes-
wetenschappen, Brugge, 1959, p.11.]
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We zouden niet wensen dat de keuze van onze
titel zou doen vermoeden dat wij zekere op-
vattingen die een wezenlijk en kwalitatief on-
dersscheid zien tussen de methoden der zgn.
"natuurwetenschappen’ en de methoden der zgn.
"geesteswetenschappen”, bijtreden. [L.Apostel,
Logika en Geesteswetenschappen, Brugge, 1959,
p.11.]
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In the real world there is always, over and above
"law,” a factor of the "simply given" or "brute
fact," not accounted for and to be accepted sim-
ply as given. It is the business of science never
to acquiesce in the merely given, to seek to "ex-
plain” it as the consequence, in virtue of rational
law, of some simpler initial "given."” But, however
far science may carry this procedure, it is always
forced to retain some element of brute fact, the
merely given, in its account of things. It is the
presence in nature of this element of the given, this
surd or irrational as it has sometimes been called,

which Timaeus appears to be personifying in his
language about Necessity. [A.E.Taylor, Plato, The

Man and His Work, 1927, p.455.]
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For rationalistic thought, the notion of ‘give-
ness’ carries with it a reference beyond the mere
data in question. It refers to a ‘decision’ whereby
what is ‘given’ is separated off from what for that
occasion is ‘not given.” This element of ‘give-
ness’ in things implies some activity procuring
limitation. The word ’decision’ does not here im-
ply conscious judgement, though in some ‘deci-
sions’ consciousness will be a factor. The word
is used in its root sense of a ‘cutting off.” The
ontological principle declares that every decision
is referable to one or more actual entities, be-
cause in separation from actual entities there is
nothing, merely nonentity - ‘The rest is silence.’
{A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Corrected
Edition, 1978, pp.42-43.] '
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The ontological principle asserts the relativity
of decision; whereby every decision expresses the
relation of the actual thing, for which a decision

is made, to an actual thing by which that decision
is made. But ‘decision’ cannot be construed as a
casual adjunct of an actual entity. It constitutes
the very meaning of actuality. An actual entity
arises from decisions for it, and by its very exis-
tence provides decisions for other actual entities
which supersede it. Thus the ontological princi-
ple is the first stage in constituting a theory em-
bracing the notions of ‘actual entity,’ ‘giveness,’
and ‘process.’ Just as ‘potentiality for process’ is
the meaning of the more general term ‘entity,” or
‘thing’; so ‘decision’ is the additional meaning im-
ported by the word ‘actual’ into the phrase ‘actual
entity.” ‘Actuality’ is the decision amid ‘potential-
ity. It represents stubborn fact which cannot be
evaded. The real internal constitution of an actual
entity progressively constitutes a decision condi-
tioning the creativity which transcends that actu-

ns,

This concrete finality of the individual is noth-
ing else than a decision referent beyond itself.
[D.W.Sherburne, A Key to Whitehead’s Process
and Reality, The University of Chicago Press,
1981, p.17.]
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ality. [A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Cor- '

rected Edition, 1978, p.43.]
FERNERIZ, REOENELZIERT S,
ThbbZICE > TTRTOBRKIE, ZD7:

An actual entity’s process of becoming is a pro-
cess of acquiring definiteness by a series of deci-
sions to select or reject various forms of definte-
ness(eternal objects). [D.W.Sherburne, A Key to
Whitehead's Process and Reality, The University
of Chicago Press, 1981, pp.220-221.]
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Actual entities involve each other by reason of
their prehensions of each other. There are thus
real individual facts of the togetherness of actual
entities, which are real, individual, and particu-
lar, in the same sense in which actual entities and
the prehensions are real, indicidual, and particular.
Any such particular fact of togetherness among
actual entities is called a ‘nexus’ (plural form is
written ‘nexiis’). The ultimate facts of immedi-
ate actual experience are actual entities, prehen-
sions, and nexus. All else is for our ecperience,
derivative abstraction.  The explanatory purpose
of philosophy is often misunderstood. Its busi-
ness is to explain the emergence of the more ab-
stract things from the more concrete things. Itis
a complete mistake to ask how concrete particu-
lar fact can be built up out of universals. The an-
swer s, ‘In no way.” The true philosophic question
is, How can concrete fact exhibit entities abstract
from itself and yet participated in by its own na-
ture?[A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Cor-
rected Edition, 1978, p.20.]
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I also discard Locke’s term ‘idea.” Instead of that
term, the other things, in their limited roles as el-
ements for the actual entity in question, are called
‘objects’ for that thing. There are four main types
of objects, namely, ‘eternal objects,’ ‘propositions,’
‘objectified’ actual entities and nexiis. These ‘eter-
nal objects’ are Locke’s ideas as explained in his
Essay(l, 1, 1). [A.N.Whitehead, Process and Re-
ality, Corrected Edition, 1978, p.52.]
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The merit of Locke’s Essay Concerning Hu-
man Understanding is its adequacy, and not its
consistency. He gives the most dispassionate de-
scriptions of those various elements in experience
which common sense never lets slip. Unfortu-
nately he is hampered by inappropriate metaphys-
ical categories which he never critized. He should
have widened the title of his book into *An Es-
say Concerning Experience.’ His true topic is the
analysis of the types of experience enjoyed by an
actual entity. But this complete experience is noth-
ing other than what the actual entity is in itself, for
itself. [A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Cor-
rected Edition, 1978, p.51.]
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I will adopt the pre-Kantian phraseology, and
say that the experience enjoyed by an actual en-

B3LIAD, OEYNBZOEYICLH>T &
) object LWFiTh 3, MODBROERLREHS
BEELTYS, Thbb, TKENEE, &
B, "Bt En ) BENEE, Bekomo
TH5, D TKENEE &, CARAMER
(2%, B1E 1) KBV Toy 7H8AL
Tw3 LI RBETHB, (K74 b~y FF
HEZR, TARLEE) 1, 2TTERE, p76
DFHR.)

2oL by F/FEREZR, DBRLEE) 1, &
TTHE, pp.75 DEHR.

tity is that entity formaliter. By this I mean that
the entity, when considered ’formally,’ is .being
described in respect to those forms of its con-
stitution whereby it is that individual entity with
its. own measure of absolute self-realization. Its
’ideas of things’ are what other things are for it.
[A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Corrected
Edition, 1978, p.51.]
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In the phraseology of these lectures, they are
its ‘feelings.” The actual entity is composite and
analysable; and its ‘ideas’ express how, and in
what sense, other things are components in its
own constitution. Thus the form of its constitu-
tion is to be found by an analysis of the Lockian
ideas. Locke talks of ‘understanding’ and ’per-
ception.” He should have started with a more gen-
eral neutral term to express the synthetic concres-
cence whereby the many things of the universe be-
come the one actual entity. Accordingly I have
adopted the term ‘prehension,’ to express the ac-
tivity whereby an actual entity effects its own con-
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cretion of other things. [A.N.Whitehead, Process
and Reality, Corrected Edition, 1978, pp.51-52.]
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The ‘prehension’ of one actual entity by an-
other actual entity is the complete transaction,
analysable into the objectification of the former
entity as one of the data for the latter, and into
the fully clothed feeling whereby the datum is ab-
sorbed into the subjective satisfaction - ‘clothed’
with the various elements of its ‘subjective form.’
[A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Corrected
Edition, 1978, p.52.]
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But this definition can be stated more generally
so as to include the case of the prehension of an
eternal object by an actual entity; namely, The
‘positive prehension’ of an entity by an actual en-
tity is the complete transaction analysable into'the
ingression, or objectification, of that entity as a da-
tum for feeling, and into the feeling whereby this
datum is absorbed into the subjective satisfaction.
[A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Corrected
Edition, 1978, p.52.]
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An actual entity is a process in the course of
which many operations with incomplete subjec-
tive unity terminate in a completed unity of op-
eration, termed the ‘satisfaction.” The ‘satisfac-
tion’ is the contentment of the creative urge by the
fulfilment of its categoreal demands. The analy-
sis of these categories is one aim of metaphysics.
[A.N.Whitehead, Process and Reality, Corrected
Edition, 1978, p.219.]
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