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3, From Soul to Sublect

Tne Aristotellan treatise, De anima, treats of the souls
of plants, animals, and men. For all three there 18 a singls
definition: sonl is the first act of of an organic body.T Still
each differs 1n essence from the others: a plant sonl 1is a
principle of llving, an animal sonl of livlng and sensing, a

1]
human soul of living, sensing, and understanding. 2
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4, From Soul to Subjiect

The Aristotellan treatlise, De anlma, expands a general
metaphysical scheme to define aouls in general, to dlstingulsh
different kinds of sonl, and to direct lnvestipgation of the
different kinds. Comaon to the souls of plants, animals, and
men 1le the relstlon of form to matter; and so soul 1s defined
ag the first act of an organic body.1 The difierences between
sonls are rooted 1n thelr essences but manifested ln thelr
different potenclies; these potencles are to be kaown through
thelr acts, and the scts through toelr ob_]ects.2 Hence,
psychological invest!gatlon begine from oblects, proceeds to
acts, thence to potencles, finally to reach the essence of the

goul under scrutiny.

1) Aristotle, D¢ anima II, 1, 412b 4 f£f,
2) Ibid., II, &, 415a 1420,

Now there is a certaln lucongrulty about employlng
the same method to study the souls of plants and the souls
of men. No one would think of employlng introspective
technigues in studylng plants. But that does not imply
that they should be overlooked when one turns to the study of
man. Nor, in fact, did Aristotle omemiomm omit them entirely.
He did not anticipate the positivists and behaviourists.
But neither did n he zdvert explicitly to 1lntrospectlon and
elaborate a method for its employment. In conseauence,
not only have Aristotellans had 1ittle to say about consclousnéess
and the subject but they even tended to do less than justice

to the s01ld grounding in psychologlcal fact of Aristotle's

account of human intelligencs.




3, From Sounl to Subjeect

In his little treatlse, De anima, Aristotle is exactly
right on too many points for it to seem possible that he reached
his conclusions without any recourse to introspection. It remalns,
however, that Introspecting does not is not granted any expleit
expllclt role in hls method. There is a single metaphysical
scheme that relates sounl to organic bedy as form to or flrst
matter and that dlstinguishes different sonls by different
potencles, acts, and objects. Moreover, thsil this scheme
determlines the method of lnvestipgatlin: different souls are
t0 be known by thelr different potencles, potencles by thelr
acts, and acts by their oblects. 850 one begins from objects,

procce proceeds to acts, thence to potenciles, to reach finally

the essence of the soul.l
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S From 3oul to Subiject

The Arlstotelian treatise, De anlma, expands a basle
scheme that serves to define soul, to distingulsh different
kinds of soul, and t¢ order the i.vestlgation of tne dilfferent
kinds. Common to the souls of plants, aninals, and usen 1s the
relation of form to matter; so soul is defined as the first
act of an organile body.l The differences between souls are

more gpeclfically,
manifested in thelr different operatl :ns;, skaxe opsrations are
krown through thelr ob Jects, potencles through thelr operations,
and different sonls by their different potencies.2
realde in thelir different potencles
reslide of conrse 1o thelr different essences, but these essences
are known through thelr potencles, the potenicles through their
acts, and the acts through their objects.2 Hence, an investi-

gation proceeds from the objects to the aets, from the acts to

the potencies, and from the potencles to the dlfferent souls.
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