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Socrates e — Aristotle
(d. 399 BC) (@28 BC - 848 BC) (384 BC-322 BC)
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The term 'metaphysics' comes from the
Greek words:
meta (ueto): beyond, after
phusis (pvoic): origin, the course of nature
(i.e., the physical world), kind,
nature
It means "after the physics" or "beyond the
physical.”

Aristotle's work Metaphysics (lit., ta meta to
phusika (zo. uetor Tor duotko.)) gave the
name to the subject matter contained in the
treatise:

a. Either because this treatise came after his treatise
titled Physics

b. Or because the subject matter with which this
treatise deals has to do with things that are beyond
the physical
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Note that just because something is
characterized as "beyond the physical,"
does not mean that it is an immaterial
substance. A substance might have an
aspect to it that is immaterial like, for
example, the human intellect.

thefphysical

Generally, 'metaphysical’ would refer

to a particular aspect or "constituent"

of a thing, whether the thing itself is a
sensible object (like a dog) or an
immaterial object (like an angel).

thephysical
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Historical reason: the first philosophers
dealt with metaphysical issues

Philosophical reason: according to some,

Issues of reality (being) are more
fundamental than issues of knowing
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(d. 399 BC) ‘ (428-348 BC) (384-322 BC)
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Platolis'significant and'stands
out firsttamong philosophersiin
the'flow of Western
philosophical thought because
in him we have the first full-
fledged philosophical system.

Reality.
Knowledge
Ethics
Art

Politics
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Plato wrotelin "dialogues:wiritteniin
the style of interaction betweenithe
various speakers (called
interlocutors).

His earlier dialogues have Socrates
as the main interlocutor:




(L
EdithNiamilton

(186;3ﬂ§63)

: . '\ ﬂi
¥
WS
Huntington @’a'i:rns

(1904-1984)

One of Plato's concerns was:trying
to find the essence of things:

Very soon we will exploreiRlatoers
understanding of "essences,* known
as his doctrine or theory:of Forms:
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Aristotle is significant'because
of'his reaction to/RPlato
regarding the nature of

sensible objects, his intense
emphasis on observation of the
natural world, andhis
contributions to logic:
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Here, the term 'sensible’ means
"knowable by the senses."
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Here, the term 'sensible’ means
"knowable by the senses."

In the context of philosophical
discussions (either formal or
informal) | am trying to condition
myself to use the term 'sensible’
instead of 'physical’.
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Coherence
Functional
Pragmatic

Power

i GAUTION
THEORIES OF _
. TRUTH?

- WARNING!

ruthlisicorrespondenceltolreality:

> anhisisaysithatiaistatementiisitruelinias)
muchiasiiiconrespondsitolieality;

TInUS inelstatementiitsliaining
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would be a false
statement if it is in
fact not raining =
in reality.
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Truth is when a proposition
corresponds to reality.

But there are a number of
ways that a proposition can
correspond to reality.
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In Greek thought the
metaphysical doctrines of
Form and Matter arose out of

several compelling
questions.

Wihatiis it abeut a thingithat
makes it tM%me" thing,
thfreughOtM%;é changesliti

undergoesiz
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The philosophical term ‘Form*
translates the Greek word eidos
(¢160c) where we get the
English word ‘idea’.

Our contemporary usage of the
term ‘idea’ is different than its
usage by the ancient Greek
philosophers.
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Consider the
notion of
“triangle."

Each of the triangles
have characteristics
that are not essential to
being a triangle.
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Each triangle falls short .
of being a perfect
triangle, yet we still
know them as triangles.

There is something
common to them all that
makes them all
triangles.
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Plato, Aristotle, and
Aquinas called this
common aspect "Form."

Plato: €180c (eidos).

Aristotle: popon (morphé).
Aquinas: forma
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Lest one mistakenly
think that Form means
"shape,” consider again
the various kinds
of trees.
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In certain philosophical
contexts, a Form is
sometimes called a

nature.

Other uses of the term
‘nature’ need to be
clarified.
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Theologians use the
term ‘nature’ to refer to
a particular aspect or
propensity within
each of us, as |

in the "sin
nature.”.

‘w'

“"Everyone who is
naturally generated from
Adam—every human—
inherits a sinful nature
from him. ... Being
sinners by nature, short
of and without salvation,
we inevitably are and do
—1~ what comes naturally: We

[Norman Geisler, Systematic Theology: Vol. Three: Sin Salvation
(Minneapolis: Bethany House, 2004, 125.]
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Realism and

Uses ohe Term
‘Realism”
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s . ot Bt J

s Realism Reging the
Existence of'External Reality

s Realism Regarding the
Nature ofiUniversals
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Atrealistlinithelnemnsphilosophical
sense ofithe’termlistone who
approaches anjissuelwith common
sense, usually devoid of

sentimentality and naivete.

-

s> Realism Reggrging the
Existence of'External Reality
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Herelrealismiimalintainskthatitherelis
a'material‘realitylexternal torus as
knowers andithat'this material
external reality’exists whether we
are perceiving it or not.

Thistnetionlofrealismiisicontrasted
with'ldealism¥ldealism’(George
Berkeley) maintalpsithat there is no
external material reality.
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Anylviewiofikinowingkthatimaintains
that therelisialrealitylexternal torus
as knowers isorm of realism.

)i liskakrealist'even
though'Lockelsiview:on' how we
know. extern%'eality is quite
different from Plators, Aristotle’'s and
Aquinas’'s views.
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s Realism Regarding the
Nature ofiUniversals

WENDS e
unlversals (e ghhiman=-ness) are
real entitiesithatthave existence
apart from’ pakrticulars. (Plato)
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S ofrealismiisicontrasted
withranti-realismpilikerconceptualism
(William' of: Ockham or'nominalism

ARG,

Plato Aristotle Aquinas @ckham I}{EEI]]E
Extreme Moderate Scholastic
Realism Realism Realism
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Universals and Teleology
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REALISM: UNIVERSALS
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The key herelisithis: “Theldifferencelfrom the
Platoniciapproachiis thatitherScholasticiview/dees
notitakeithe existencelof a divine'ordering
intelligence to follow: directly fromi the existencelof
teleology. in nature. An intermediate step:in
8 argumentationiis' required, for the link between
" H teleology and'an ordering intelligence is (with a

nod to Aristotle) not taken to be obvious.*

[Edward Eeser, “Teleology: A Shopper's Guidet in' Neo-Scholastic Essays (South Bend: St. Augustine's
Press; 2015): 35, emphasis in original]

For Feser, the problem with Intelligent Designlis
thatlit skips thistintermediatelstep, thus rendering
therargument: (eitherexplicitly/or by, implication)
non-Thomistic infas i muchratiitifails toifactorin
thatithe teleology arises primarily from the Eorm
(ie., itlis metaphysically intrinsic to or immanent
within the substance) while'arising ultimately from
God as the Creator of the Form. The reason that
this'is a problem is because certain of the main
proponents of ID claim to be Thomistic.
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Plato’s Theory of
Forms and Things

a transcendent world of eternal and
absolute beings [or things],
corresponding to every kind of thing
that there is, and causing in particular
things their essential natures.

[Ed. L. Miller and Jon Jensen, Questions that Matter: An Invitation toiPhilosophy, 5th ed. (New York: McGraw-Hill, 2004), 78]
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FORMS
in the world of
BEING

THINGS
in the world of
BECOMING
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objective
transcendent
eternal
intelligible
archetypal
perfect

spatio-temporal
changeable
sensible

copied
imperfect

Characteristics of the Forms

& objective =
They exist "out there"” as objects,
independently of our minds or wills.

& transcendent <
Though they exist "out there," they
do not exist in space and time; they lie
above or beyond_space and time

44
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Characteristics of the Forms

& eternal =

As transcendent realities they are not
subject to time and therefore not subject
to motion or change.

& intelligible <
As transcendent realities they cannot
be grasped by the senses but only by the intellect.

Characteristics of the Forms

& archetypal =
They are the models for every kind
of thing that does or could exist.

& perfect <=

They include absolutely and perfectly all
the features of the things of which they are models.
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The Relationship of
the Forms to

Particular Things
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