
ARISTOTLE ON THE SOUL

Aristotle uses his familiar matter/form distinction to answer the question â€œWhat is soul?â€• At the beginning of De
Anima II.1, he says that there are.

Nevertheless we are unable clearly to detect in the case of touch what the single subject is which underlies the
contrasted qualities and corresponds to sound in the case of hearing. Answering both questions, Socrates says
not only that the soul is immortal, but also that it contemplates truths after its separation from the body at the
time of death. It is not clear whether or not they are meant to be exhaustive. So if you look out to see a red
object and somebody looks at the eye of the seer, you can see in the appropriate light a little red image on the
eyeball; it appears that the eye itself is temporarily reddened. On the other hand, he also takes it that there is a
restricted class of activities that the soul is responsible for in some special way, such that it is not actually the
case that the soul is responsible in this special way for all of the relevant activities that living organisms
engage in. Sound may mean either of two things a actual, and b potential, sound. But in thinking, you do the
reverseâ€”you take in the forms of things, the abstractions, incorporate them into your mind, but the matter is
irrelevant so you discard or ignore it. The same holds of two bodies in air-air being to bodies in air precisely
what water is to bodies in water-but the facts are not so evident to our observation, because we live in air, just
as animals that live in water would not notice that the things which touch one another in water have wet
surfaces. The revival of interest in the works of both Plato and Aristotle beginning in the second half of the
second century B. Suppose that what is literally an 'organ', like an axe, were a natural body, its 'essential
whatness', would have been its essence, and so its soul; if this disappeared from it, it would have ceased to be
an axe, except in name. But, corresponding to what is transparent in the case of colour, there is a quality found
both in air and water, which serves as a medium for what has smell-I say 'in water' because animals that live in
water as well as those that live on land seem to possess the sense of smell, and 'in air' because man and all
other land animals that breathe, perceive smells only when they breathe air in. The mind that knows with
immediate intuition presents a different problem. Moreover, the soul is also importantly connected with
boldness and courage, especially in battle. We have now given an outline account of the nature of food; further
details must be given in the appropriate place. Moreover, the soul's functions are, as we have seen already, not
restricted to grasping and appreciating truth, but prominently include regulating and controlling the body and
its affections such as beliefs and pleasures, desires and fears , no doubt in light of suitable judgments, arrived
at, or anyhow supported and controlled, by reasoning. Thus Aristotle agrees with the Phaedo's claim that souls
are very different from bodies. Transcripts may not be downloaded, printed, copied or otherwise shared. It
follows from the premises stated that the human soul includes at least two distinct subjects, so that one
opposite the desire to drink can be assigned to one of them and the other the aversion to drinking can be
assigned to the other. And if it exists apart from matter, it therefore cannot be corrupted. Allen ,  Ancient Texts
Kirk, G. Socrates argues that the soul is like intelligible being on the grounds that it is not visible and, in
general, not perceptible anyhow to humans, as Cebes adds at 79b , and that it shares its natural function with
the divine, namely to rule and lead the body in the one case, mortals in the other. This triad provides the key to
his ethical inquiry. Again, among living things that possess sense some have the power of locomotion, some
not. The mean that is the mark of moral virtue is determined by the intellectual virtue of wisdom. Thus, though
the presence or absence of soul marks out a person's life, it is not otherwise associated with that life. To
educated fifth century speakers of Greek, it would have been natural to think of qualities of soul as accounting
for, and being manifested in, a person's morally significant behavior. Hence in neither the one case nor the
other can there be any perception of an object if it is placed immediately upon the organ, e. As we have said,
not all bodies can by impact on one another produce sound; impact on wool makes no sound, while the impact
on bronze or any body which is smooth and hollow does. This is true of those that enter into the constitution of
plants as well as of those which enter into that of animals. It contrasts, on the one hand, with religious systems
that give a central role to the concept of a moral law , concentrating on the prohibitive aspects of morality. In
this it is exactly parallel to sight, which apprehends both what is visible and what is invisible for darkness is
invisible and yet is discriminated by sight; so is, in a different way, what is over brilliant , and to hearing,
which apprehends both sound and silence, of which the one is audible and the other inaudible, and also
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over-loud sound. The minds of non-human animals and of non-adult humans have faculties only of impression
and impulse. The possible intellect is an " unscribed tablet " and the store-house of all concepts, i. This
narrowing of the conception of soul is one of two aspects of the Stoic theory that, for our purposes, deserve
particular notice. Now Aristotle thought of the process of thought on the model of the process of sensation.
The soul is the cause or source of the living body. In what follows our main concern will be to characterize
some of the theories in question.


