THEGREYE) B8 S
ILBRFUBHBY 70 27 bR L Y ¥ —
WIRRL SRR &5 F (2010)

Dialectica et Neoaristotelismus

——Whitehead DIRET (4) ——
» HOH R
7. =a— b VPBEOMORBIE Q1) ThH D LIS, Whitehead SHLDH LT Tuws
%1z, 41X, Whitehead 75, TBLZOEMy % "HARAOKH, BT 23 L DBR I, Z

(Adventures of Ideas, 1933) DHC, —a2— bt v
DIFYXETHICERL, ELVLY AT A
ELTORBREVIEZ L, THRDOEH %

WD T 2REETLEIEEHSICLY
B4, TR DL EEZ v
Ziicsnt, ZzoBE T7YrXETy O—

HIRED BARRI 2 BEIFT L LT, 3472 LD

N5DIE, ROEHTHSH !,

Elegantissima haecce solis, planetarum et
cometarum compages non nisi consilio et
domino entis intelligentis et potentis oriri
potuit.[Philosophiae Naturalis Principia Math-
ematica, Auctore Isaaco Newtono, Editio tertia
MDCCXXVI, Paginae ab 526 usque ad 530,
Scholium Generale]

supremely elegant structure of the solar system
cannot have arisen except by the device and power
of an intelligent being. [R.G. Collingwood, The
Idea of Nature, 1945(1980), Oxford, pp.108-109.]
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Die Naturforschung geht ihren Gang ganz allein
an der Kette der Naturursachen nach allgemeinen
Gesetzen derselben, zwar nach der Idee eines
Urhebers, aber nicht um die ZweckmigRigkeit,
der sie allerwirts nachgeht, von demselben
abzuleiten, sondern sein Dasein aus dieser
Zweckmaigigkeit, die in den Wesen der Natur-
dinge gesucht wird, womoglich auch in den We-
sen aller Dinge iiberhaupt, mithin als schlechthin
notwendig zu erkennen. [I. Kant, Kritik der reinen
Vernunft, B722.]
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Sie begriffen, dal die Vernunft nur das einsieht,
was sie selbst nach ihrem Entwurfe hervorbringt,
dass sie mit Principien ihrer Urteile nach bestidndi-
gen Gesetzen vorangehen und die Natur notigen
miisse auf ihre Fragen zu antworten. [I. Kant, Kri-
tik der reinen Vernunft, B XII1.]
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Inzwischen muf ich, um gerecht zu sein, er-
wihnen, daf, um diese Klappermiihle im Gange
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zu erhalten, oft noch ein ganz eigener Kunstgriff
angewandt wird, dessen Erfindung auf die Her-
ren Fichte und Schelling zuriickzufiihren ist. Ich
meine den verschmitzten Kniff, dunkel, d.h. un-
verstiandlich zu schreiben; wobei die eigentliche
Finesse ist, seinen Galimathias so einzurichten,
dag der Leser glauben mus, es liege an ihm, wenn
er denselben nicht versteht; wihrend der Schreiber
sehr wohl weif, daf es an ihm selbst liegt, indem
er eben nichts eigentlich Verstehbares, d.h. klar
Gedachtes mitzuteilen hat. Ohne diesen Kunst-
griff hitten die Herren Fichte und Schelling ihren
Pseudo-Ruhm nicht auf die Beine bringen kon-
nen. Aber bekanntlich hat denselben Kunstgriff
keiner so dreist und in so hohem Grade ausgeiibt
wie Hegel. ...... Hingegen unter der Hiille des un-
verstindlichen Galimathias, da ging es, da machte
der Aberwitz Gliick. [Schopenhauer, Uber die
Universitdits-Philoosophie, in Simtliche Werke,
hrsg. von Lohneysen, Bd.1V, S.200-201.]
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omnia enim stoldi magis admirantur amantque
inversis quae sub verbis latitantia cernunt. [Lu-
cretius, De rerum natura, 1, 641-642.]
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Here lies Hegel’s answer to the problem of the
relation between human mind and divine mind,
which Berkeley left unsolved and Kant gave up
as insoluble: the importance of man in the world
lies precisely in the fact that he is the vehicle of
mind, the form in which God’s being or rather be-
coming develops itself into its crowning phase as
the being or becoming of spirit. This resembles
pantheism in that the process of the world is con-
ceived as identical with the process of God’s self-
creative life; but it differs from pantheism in that
God in Himself, as the pure creative concept, is
prior to the material world and transcends it as its
cause. [R.G. Collingwood, The Idea of Nature,
1945, p.122.]
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This dynamic world of forms, which Hegel
refers to collectively as the Idea, is the source
or creator immediately of natre and mediately,
through nature, of mind. Thus Hegel rejects the
subjective idealism, as he calls it, of Berkeley and
Kant, according to which mind is the presuppo-
sition or creator of nature; that, says Hegel, in-
verts the relation between them, and he prefers in
this respect the materialistic view of nature as the

source of mind. [R.G. Collingwood, The Idea of
Nature, 1945, pp.122-123.]
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Hegel thoroughly agrees with Plato in regard-
ing the Idea not as a state of mind, or an activity
of mind, or a creature of mind, not in short as any-
thing subjective, but as a self-contained and self-
existing realm of being which is the appropriate
object of mind. This is what Hegel calls ‘objec-
tive idealism’, as opposed to the subjective ideal-
ism of Kant, or alternatively ‘absolute idealism’
because it conceives the Idea as something real in
itself and not depending in any way upon the mind
that thinks it. [R.G. Collingwood, The Idea of Na-
ture, 1945, p.123.]

477 (B, BE) 2, HHORE,
DR, OO HIL 7 b0, FHICH A,
ITHNFHIZ DD LIIRZIT, 29Tk
2T, FMOBEY)NR (B8 Thr LT
HOEFEHEDHCTKRNT, BETIHEE LR
BRTEVHIRET, ~N—=FNiE, $o0h 77t
yﬁ@%?%.:hm,ﬁybwiﬁ%ﬁﬁ%

WICHNBEL T, ~—7 0 "EBNBER, 5
Wik rmﬂaﬁﬁ;uulﬂl_l &D—Pz,lb@"(%% t‘f’t}.‘
%6, "EBNBLEE bV TNV
%ﬂbﬁj ‘i ’f"TT (ﬁ/u) )2 %Thﬁﬁ(& LVC, Va
LT, 2Nz BENRET /ML, Wik
LHFTHHRL TR L TR WRIDELER %
b@&tf@ﬁ?%(ﬂuﬂﬁTé)#QT%

LAV v sy B, THROBEZ, Oxford,
p.123.]

a7y Rickiud, 7HN FRRYI0
)i %4 (Cartesian body-mind dualism) 2375 5% 12

b, LT L VIREBEHNTH S, XD
FEEDH 50, £ BRI LT,

Tl HE0ITHEMTH D, LBZ D00, F#l
MBlSRTH D, ~—7 L, ZDOHFITHL
T, 7ohviElbic (7 brEEBHLQ,
A F7 (Bla B ICEEEZL-EL L
W&o T, ZOFEM YL FEGRHERRL 2D
b THBDN, ~—5 LD "EHEEBLSH,
b5k THNELSR, ThoEwH)Z i
%5THA A, L»rL, bLZEITHEETN
0zf FERIZIE, N—=T7 V)b Ah L, ~N—=T
B &) REBNBISROEE Lo bl)
T@&m&&&ﬁhd&%&mﬁ%i.

8. —a—FrPEOMOME (2)

ZIT, MoOfEE O - T, HARDEANC
B9 2 TALESL) > TIRERSL 238 D K 9 1Btk
LTWwahbtw)@sd o, Whitehead 2%, Ff
2, N=7VICRL T, OPIZHIELTWEH
ZHIDI20EZIATHDITNE D, HADEH|
BT 2SO TR, BRBRVL, i,
DR L EE) OhTH, ~=FILicDOnTh
EREHZHOD, 77y FVICHT2ERE
FIkgIC, Oy 7 E~OEREHETHIE, I
e, 20U, BRI 2000 Y
Lz bEbnsg, 2, 2, O
V-7 =D, {775 T35, Whitehead O
"848 (prehension); % Tjifife (satisfaction))
B4 2w D+ T,

Cette idée de I’'immortalité objective par laque-
lle un étre se détruit et se conserve dans celui qui
lui succede est, dans le systeme de Whitehead, a
peu pres I’équivalent de I’ Aufhebung hégélienne.
[J. Wahl, La philosophie spéculative de White-
head, Vers le concret, 2004, Paris: Vrin, p.168.]
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It is now evident that the final analogy to
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philosophies of the Hegelian school, noted in the
Preface, is not accidental......This development is
nothing else than the Hegelian development of an
idea. [Whitehead, Process and Reality, p.167.]
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In the place of Hegelian hierarchy of categories
of thought, the philosophy of organism finds a hi-

erarchy of categories of feeling. [Whitehead, Pro-
cess and Reality, p.166.]
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Finally, it is lost in the evolutionary monism of
Hegel and of his derivative schools. [Whitehead,
Process and Reality, p.210.]
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