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Summary

The traditional interpretations of Aristotle haveonsidered the theory of soul as
subordinated to metaphysics. The systematical appreequires that the theory of substance and its
conceptual frame to be settled before dealing thighproblem of living being, seen as substance in
a particular sense. The interpretations of thedastury were also deeply influenced by the theory
of evolution of the Aristotelian philosophy, whicbffered chronological arguments for the
systematic view and the priority of metaphysics vagplied to the order of the writings also.
According to the theory of evolution of the Arisgtban philosophy at the moment of the
composition ofDe anima the metaphysical conception was already availabl@ristotle. The
conclusion of this systematic view is at hand: ttheory of souls is nothing but the applying of the
metaphysics to the living. In the second half & kst century, together with the increased interes
in the Aristotelian biological theory, the suboraiion of empirical (or what was called empirical)
research to metaphysics was questioned. Furthernmorthe last three decades of the century,
scholars interested mainly in the interpretatiohshe biological writings, formulated alternative
hypotheses, which also concerned the chronologicedngement of the texts. Not all the
Aristotelian biological treatises were written irs tast years, his interest in the studying of ratu
may be dated before the composition of some péittsedMetaphysicsincluding the central books
on substance (Z8)). The reciprocal influence between the theoryudfssance and the biological
discussion cannot be excluded. Our aim is to stbdynutual dependence of the theory of soul and
the theory of substance in Aristotle, based orhifpothesis of their mutual influence.

The first chapter,The place of the theory of soul in Aristotle’s phdphyattempts to
determine the place of the discussion of soul énAhstotelian philosophy. Questions regarding the
soul may be traced in various treatises, accordmmga manifold of questions. The ethical
considerations are based on the theory of the padeul, along the Greek philosophical tradition,
such as we may find also in Plato’s thought. In earh his biological writings Aristotle speaks
about the relation of body and soul as being a conittyr of action. But all these views are replaced
in the treatiseDe animaby a new theory, according to which body and douin a substantial
unity, reflecting a conception diametrically oppwsithe presupposed one in the lost dialog
EudemosBut the novelty oDe animais represented mainly by the new view, which dises the

problem of soul in the context of philosophy of urat and this is the reason that has led to



disagreement among scholars regarding the platteedheory of soul and the place of the treatise
itself.

We adhere to the view that the theory of soul dgwed in theDe animashould be
considered significant for Aristotle, without negfieg the limits of this theory. Since the problem
of the intellect cannot be discussed on biologigalinds, Aristotle himself has to leave behind the
philosophy of nature in dealing with it. We belieth®ugh, that the intention of uniting the two
discussions, the philosophy of nature and theletglis not alien to Aristotle.

In order to study the problem of soul on the growhdhilosophy of nature, that is the
Aristotelian physics, we must observe that, eveudi it finds its starting point in experienceisit
in fact aimed atphainomena and this means not only empirical observatiog®peiria but
Aristotle considers the accepted opinions, émeloxa to be also part of experience. The two
components of experience combine, and we cannagplgreeparate the empirical research and the
dialectical enquiry in the Aristotelian method. @eal with the problem of soul according to the
physical enquiry does not mean a discussion baseentpirical observations, it means that the
guestion to be asked about the nature of souleasgtiestion about the substance of the natural
substance. Furthermore, in the introduction tottgatise on souDe anima Aristotle defined the
aim of the research as being the enquiry abouhdiere and substance of soul itself. As a result, a
chain is formed, in which ‘substance’ is preseme¢htimes: the enquiry aims at the substance of
soul, which at his turn is nothing but the substaatthe living, which, as a final point, is again
substance in the primary sense (of @ategorie$. The term ‘substance’, obviously, has different
meanings in the sequence. Our goal is to discessdirelation of the theory of soul and the theory
of substance in the framework defined by this tfoldesequence.

The investigation of the place of the theory oflsauhe Aristotelian philosophy has led us
to the conclusion that the physical (in its Arisl@n usage) point of view present in the tredise
animais the significant approach for the discussionsoal. It may be paralleled with the central
books on substance of tiMetaphysicZH®), which investigate the composite substance. As a
result, we may conclude that the physical appraacippropriate for the comparison of the two
theories. In the same time we must note that,raswt of our introductory investigation, it is ale
to us that the physical approach does not coveerttiee matter, the problem of the intellect cannot
be discussed within the physical framework. Bugiagif we regard the enquiry about intellect as
being residual in the treatig@e anima then we question in fact the unity of the theofyoul as

such. A possible overcome of the issue, as we céy moint out at the moment, requires an



approach including a theological perspective (agssted by Heinrich Cassirer or Georg Picht),

which is beyond the limits of the present study.

The exposition has three main parts.

The first part investigates substance as the olgegihilosophy of nature. It is closely
connected to the problem of definition. The twostotelian writings which treat the problem of
substance, along two different questions, @ategoriesand MetaphysicsZH®, are the starting
point of our investigations. The book Z containg #nquiry that leads to the questions about
definition, formulated based on the view that peiott the distinction between matter and form.
The physical definition, since it must also inclutie reference to matter, is investigated firsaas
problem of abstraction, being contrasted with tleh@matical definitions (the comparison between
the ‘snub’ and the ‘curved line’). But this oppasit is neither the only one, nor the most
significant, since the geometrical objects, aceuydio Aristotle, also have matter, and they must
not be abstracted, because the result will alrdmtigng to another science, arithmetic (the number
two). To demonstrate the possibility of definitidogsed on distinct starting points we present and
discuss the two definitions of soul in the firstotwhapters of the second book D& anima
According to the first of the two (apparently addatkr to the treatise) soul is defined in its
opposition to body, as being, most generally spepkihe form of the body. In the second
definition (according to the same hypothesis, thgimal definition, which is in agreement with the
discussion of the treatise in rejecting the poBgilf a general definition) the soul is the priple

of the capacities of soul.

In the biological treatises Aristotle discussesstioa which are important to the theory of
soul and of substance. In the second chapter oéxquosition,Substance in the biological treatises
we try to offer a synthesis of the contemporargréiture on Aristotelian biology. Although a
consensus regarding the interpretation on cerdsales of the biological treatises has not yet been
reached, the inclusion of the study of the zoolalgieritings has proved to be important in our
understanding of the Aristotelian theory of scieran@d the theory of substance. During his
biological investigations Aristotle developed a maletailed analysis of the structure of body, and
in the same time of material components, than dardhis PhysicsandMetaphysicsZH. He tells
us that the investigation of nature must not ndgtee study of the parts and the material
component, but the formal aspect is the first mkravithout which the explanation of the living is
not possible. The body is analyzed by Aristotl@dserarchical structure, which may be explained
as a blending of material parts at the basic lelat, starting already at the level of simple
homogenous parts of the living, the explanationtnalso include the teleological, functional and
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formal component. We must also note the distinstiohthe terminology at use in the biological
writings regarding the form, the essence and trexiep. The species is used only to what is
common in the individuals of the species (the imlials do not reproduce the species), the essence
designates the elements for which a teleologicalagmation may be given, and the form makes

reference also to accidents.

In the Aristotelian tradition the definition of das the one found in the first chapter of the
second book of the treatif® anima according to which the soul is the form or thauality of the
body. In the fourth chapter of the same book (ipasagraph inserted also later into the treatise)
Aristotle develops the idea of the causality oflséle tells us that the soul is the formal cauke, t
end, and the source or origin of movement. Therthebthe movement of soul is at the center of
various discussions: the theory of movement intatis’'s philosophy, the presocratic ideas about
soul, or the platonic theory of soul as the seliatb mover. We believe that the Aristotelian
analysis and critique regarding the hypothesifiefmhovement of soul can tell us a great deal about
his views about the nature of soul and indirechpwt substance. Aristotle refutes the presocratic
theories, which regard (or Aristotle considers thta¢y do) the motion of soul as a bodily
movement. The platonic theory is refuted sometimeshe same ground, but the main question
concerns the very nature of motion. For Plato mam@ns one of the highest genera, but Aristotle
rejects the view that motion should be placed alibeecategories. He translates the movement of
soul to the movement of the living, saying that a@vement is not in the soul, ,rather it is the man
who does this with his soul”. But again, despiteha critique and his remarks, Aristotle speaks
about the movement of soul in several places: gho{noug is moved by the object of thought”,
»=the faculty of thinking” when it is engaged uptime images it is moved”, ,appetite in the sense of
actual appetités a kind of movement”, the sensitive faculty is jHeatent kind from [of] movement
[...] that of what has been perfected”. But in thegamples Aristotle has in mind a different kirid o
movement, which is activity or actuality. If we &akito account the parallel between soul as first
actuality and the distinction between the “posses®f knowledge and the actual exercise of
knowledge”, and the remark of Aristotle regardihg transition from the possession of knowledge
to the exercise of knowledge, we may see thatahialteration in a quite different sense, or itag
alteration at all, “being in reality a developmentb its true self or actualityeptelecheifi. We note
finally that a parallel between the platonic theofysoul as self-moved mover and the Aristotelian
solution of the movement of soul as movement towledself may be possible, and further should

be extended to the conceptesfergeiaas perfect movement.
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