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In chapter IV («Vernunft und Verstand») Professor Oehler shows how the complementary
relation of the concepts noesis and dianoia in Plato’s and Aristotle’s theory has influenced all
later philosophy up to our days and how these concepts have been understood and interpreted
in various ways. After proving the modes of reception of the distinction between noesis and
dianoia by the scholastic philosophy, by Kant, Hegel, Reichenbach and Peirce, he discusses
Peirce’s concept of abduction. Following Jiirgen von Kempski, he argues that Peirce’s theory
of abduction has the same meaning as Aristotle’'s theory of apagoge (p. 69) and that the
traditional difference between noesis and dianoia appears again in Peirce’s logic of science.
The author stresses the role of phronesis, of the practical intelligence, of instinct,
respectively, which functions in a complementary way to rationality. Besides, he notices that
the reason must be conscious of its limits, if hvbris is to be avoided. Within the limits of
reason, he refers not only to the need for political rationality, but also to the theories of natural
science, for each theory of natural science is a compromise of order with contigence, of
coherent laws with uncertain facts (p. 75).

In the concluding chapter V («Descartes als das tragische Ende einer Geschichte»)
Professor Oehler argues that Descartes’ originality consists in the creative radicalisation of a
given thesis. Descartes has through his methodical statements essentially intensified the
dualism between mind and matter, soul and body. His intervention was not a breaking with a
tradition, but the consequence of a tradition. Further, the author discusses the differences
between Descartes and Plato as far as being and thought are concerned, especially the priority
of thought according to Descartes. He also emphasizes the role of the notion of freedom, a
foundation of modern culture, for the formation of the modern theories of knowledge. Finally,
he discusses Plato’s and Anstotle’s theories of truth, namely the significance of Plato’s theory
of doxa and of Anstotle's criterium of consensus omnium for the gain of truth. He also
compares these theories with the programmes and perspectives of the European
enlightenment.

This book is a brilliant and highly judicious analysis of one of the knottiest problems in the
history of Greek philosophy. An awareness of the intensely rational interplay between theory-
making and dialectical criticism penetrates Professor Oehler’s account of the ancient theories
of subjectivity and self-consciousness. His work does not only offer insight into the meaning
and significance of subjectivity and self-consciousness in classical antiquity, but also forces a
reconsideration of scholarship on the starting-point of the seventeenth-century rationalistic
philosophy, which received its greatest impetus from the works of Descartes, and implies a
new methodology for the interpretation and understanding of the beginnings of modern
philosophy. Such a philosophically acute stance makes this book a splendid addition to the
field of history of ancient and modern philosophy, a stimulus and a standard for future
scholarship in this area.

loannis G. KALOGERAKOS

Néoplatonisme et Philosophie Médiévale (Actes du Colloque international de Corfou, 6-
8.10.1995, édités par Linos G. Benakis), Turnhout (Belgique), Editions Brepols, 1997, oeh.
364 (SIEPM, Rencontres de Philosophie Médiévale 6).

"0 16U TV "Avaxowvdoewy 0td Emotmpovizd Zuut6oio, mov dgyavmoe fi «Atebvig
"Erawpeia Meoawmvixic ®uhooogiags» (SIEPM) otiv Képrupa 1ov 'Oxtipolo 1995, arote-
A€l widt omovdala ouvpBoln 01O peyaho ®epaialo TV Emppomv Tov déxtinue f Meoawww-
wi Drhooogia o Tov EAAnvixd Neomhatwviopo. T Zupmooio TOayRaToroinoe B oup-
ueToym 28 eldwdv and 6ho TOV ROOUO ol pE peydhn Emrwvygia B «EAnvin "Oudada
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‘Epyaociag yut v omovdn tig Bulavriviic ®hooogiags, mow devbivetal and tov Aivo
Mrevaxn. OL 20 dNPOOLEVOUEVES "AVIHOIVIDOELS ROAUATOVY TEELS EVOTNTES ue fdon v
lotopuen duaipeon Tdv mepLodwy, dmh. 1O Bulavrio, 1ov Avtixo Meoalwva xai v Tpat-
un "Avayevvnon.

"Onwe elval yvwoto, fi Epevva Eotpeye v mEoooyn g oty “Yotepn "Apyardmnra xai
idlaitepa otov Neomhatwviopd poklig otig tehevtaies dexaeries. EDAoya Aoutov o Eva
napbévo pLlooogrd ¥®Eo ol EPEUVNTES OTRagMray TEOTA OTO ONPaviko Nedlo TS
‘Ovroloyiag, Thv Omoia mpooéyyoay o mowxileg OMTixég ywvieg. X' Eva idwaitepo Bepa-
KO ®URAO EVIAOOOVTOL TEELS PEAETES, OV N MEOPANUATIAN TOVS RAAVTTEL TNV Tnynon
1010 Neomhatwviopo? yevixdtepa oty lotopia td@v idedv. "H rpoondbewa tav Epevvntinw
v draoagnoouy OUYKEXDLUEVA grhocogLxa npofAnpuata Epyetar va tmfefarwoe v ava-
VRN YU OVOTRRATILN avaoryxpdtnon Tig lotoplag ToT Neomhatwviopnod e TROOITTLXY pa-
Aota Thv oowoTixn Thtov Epevva TOT TAQAPEANPEVOD XWOEOV THS HECAUWVIKIG OrEYmMS
®al idaitepa Tig fulavrivii,

210 mhaiow avtd & R.M. Berchman, New York («Porphyry and the Patristic Origins of
Biblical Critism») Umootnpiler 6t O TMopguplog o010 Kara yowotiaviov Goxel TV oty
OtV YowoTwavixn Tepiodo tig Prhocopiag xovtinn xatd tig lotopudi dElomotiag i Bi-
prov. 'H omovdadtnta THS ®OUTIxAS TOv dEV EyHELTal povo oY avaTeeErTxoTTa Tng
aAha ®vpimg 01 Yeyovog OTL DIOYPEWOE TOVG YOLOTLAVOUS DLAVONTES VA MWTavVINoOUY 0Tig
®aTNYoQLeS ®ai ouvende va EEetaoovy v Bifho, xal eldd ta Edayyéhua, o lotopum
dmoym. v mpoondbewa avTh onpaviikOTEQOL DmooTOKTES TG dElomotiag tic Biflov
vmipEav O ‘lepdvopog xai O Alryovotivog, ®ai pahiota o ETUTESO TOOO ECWTEQLKTS OUVE-
newag 600 ®ai dvriotoliag pe TV LOTopKN TPaypaTROTNTA.

"H avaxoivwon tod aradnpaixod E. Movtooroviov («L’idée de multiplicité croissante
dans la Théologie platonicienne de Proclus») Emuxevipaver 1ov mpofinpatiopnd otny Evvoua
tiic atEovoag molhamdomnrag v ovouby, N dmola loyver ot Gha ta lepapyied Eximeda
100 AOYLTEXTOVIXGA SOUNUEVOY CvoTnUatog 1o ®opugaiov veomhatwwvixod [lpdwhov, T
albtd 10 mhaiow O Aettovpyirog pohog Ty Evddwy elval onpavtizog mowikoy dadixra-
oubv, Evid ol dpyes g Evotnrag xal thHs mollanhomrag (g avubetxig Emnpedlovy 1o
AvoLLTO 1) KAELOTO VEOTAQTWVIXO oVOTNUA, TO OOTO Mg KATEEOYNY AUTAPXES EVAOYQ (LUTa-
OOMNOE ComE THY PECALLVLKT OREYm.

Zrov o Bepatxd wimho dwvier 7 dweEodun ovpfoln tob Carlos Steel, Leuven
(«Proclus et I'interprétation “logique™ du Parménide»), oty émola O owyrypagens, aSwoAo-
YAVTaG HU0 HLAPOPETIRONG TUTOVS TPOCEYYioEWY TOD Thatwvikod duakdyov, Ba ouvlnrioet
v avawetien otaon tod [lpdxhov. Ta oyxdhia 1o Neomhatovixkod @LAOOOHOT ETLTOE-
MOV OTOV TPOCEXTIXO UEAETNTY va TapaxoAovEMOEL GOyuxd TV oUEHTNON TNV OXETLAN WE
mv Epunveia TV HLaAdywy 0TONS KOATOVS THS VEOTAQTWVIARS OXOARS ®al 0TH OUVEXEL
v Béon 1o [pduhov, o apveltal dmotadioTe TPOoEyyLon Tod dakoyou Mg Ahiic Ao-
yurfic Qoxnong ral DITEQAUUVETOL TOD EMOTHUOVIXOTD Yapaxoa ToD [Tapuevion.

[Mokhéc dvaxowvaioelg avéhafav va eEet@covy v mapovoiaon tic Neorhatwvixdic Oe-
woiag Tov Wedv oty Zxohaotixn, Eva Bépa mov draoyorel dDuiTep, OMWS RATADEL-
RVUETOL, TRV ouvyypovn Epevva. ME Oheg Tig avayrales yvoLohoyixes DOOMAMOELS TO
tvblagépov EmevTpmveTar oto Bepeluddes dvrohoywd mEOPANUG TOV VEOTAGTWVIRDV
wedv (Th. Kobusch, Bochum, «Heinrich von Gent und die neoplatonische Ideenlehre», E.P.
Bos, Leiden, «The Theory of Ideas according to Francis of Meyronnes...», V. Herold,
Prague, «Neuplatonismus in der Ideenlehre bei Johann Wyclif und an der Prager
Universitiit»), ®zai iduaitepa e guiooogueiic TpwTotumiag ®ai evguiag, ue v omoia O
Avtxos Meoaiwvas mpooéyyoe v veomhatwwvixn Bewpla. Zro ido mhalow 6 B.
Mojsisch, Bochum («Die neuplatonische Theorie der Selbstverursidchlichung [causa sui] in
der Philosophie des Mittelalters») dvatéuver v napovola tig Bewplag tod Mpdxiov mepi
1ol "EvOg Mg avtomtiag o8 CUYHEXOWMEVOUS VEOTAQTWVILOVIES (LAOOOGOVS TOD AuTiroD
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Meoawwva, Tho ovyxexpupeva i Bewpia av, mov dapopgainze otov “Yotepo NeomAa-
TWVLOWO, EYLVE YVwOTH 0T Avon peow 1ol Liber de causis »ai THe AaTVikiG pPETa@OaoMS
TS Geoloyixns Zroyeuwoews Tod [lponhov xai MEQaoe uE EVOLAQEQOVOES METUAAMYES
otov Méya "AABépto, otov Owpd "Axuvatn, tov Aegidius Romanus xai dhlove.

Eiduic avagopig 08 d00 reqaioundn yia mv Meoauwwvixn ®hocogia Bépata yivovra
o roug Ed. Jeaneau, Paris («Denys I Aréopagite, promoteur du néoplatonisme en Occident»)
®ai LA, Aertsen, Koln («Thomas Aquinas: Aristotelianism versus Platonism?»). To xeipevo
100 darenpuuivor peoauwvordyor xabmmrod Jeauneau, mov dmotéhece TV EvapxTHOLL
OpAia 10D Zuwrtooiov T Keprvpas, txdinpe 10 duaprois Evduagépovrog Bépa tod pdhov
101 Wevdo-Atoveolaxo® corpus otiv tapovoia 1o Neorhatwviopod otiv Avon. Xmplg va
1OV amaoyorel 10 Bépa TiC matpdmTag Tol fpyov O OuAntig ouvviaybnxe pé v yevixa
TALOV LIOOTNOWLOMEVT toym TS ovyyévelag Tol Wevdo-Awovuowaxo corpus pé v “Yote-
on Neomhatwvien @uiocogia. "'OTwodToTe N peTapopd Tov Wendo- AQeomayttindy ovy-
yoagd@v 10 827 010 povaomol 1o Saint-Denis 010 [Mapiow xai i peragpoact tovg o 1oV
‘Thdovivo atotéheoav, 010 TAalow THG evEUTENS Eidpaomns Tovg otV Avtixn Geohoyia,
v agetnoia i Ty onpavin dpaommpuotnra tod "Epuyévn, 1od Meydhov "Akféptou, Tod
Bwpua "Axwvam, 1ot lodvvov 1ot Zravpod xal dhhwv. ‘H ovpurepaopatixn Béon tig eloa-
YOYIARS 010 Zuvidpro Opuhiag, lotopxo yapaxmipa, dmwg firav guowxd, elval il onpaviun
yu v EmPimon tig Neomhatwviris ®locogiag BEon Tov yud TV PETAREVIPLON PECW TOD
Wevdo-Awovuoiov 100 NeoTAaTwviopoD oTnv }oLoTuavixn didaoxahia,

‘0O Avevbuvng tot Thomas-Institut g Kohwviag J.A. Aertsen, ot avribeon pe v na-
padoowaxn BEom yud 1oV aboEO APLOTOTEMORO TOD "AxvaTn GAld %ai HLAQOQOTIOLOVLE-
vog (utd v Béon tob K. Kremer (1966), 6t 6 ©wpdig myeionoe ywols tmruvyia va ouv-
HUAOEL TOV PECAUWVIZO AOLOTOTEALONO [E TOV MECCLIVLAD TAATWVLONO, DOOTNEICEL OTL Ta
S0 peydha guhocogud pedpata evplorkovial of Gopovia oty oxéym tod peydiov Iyxo-
AOTLZOD dLavonTi.

TTov 1Mo T mowung avayévvnang eviaccovral ol avaxowvmoers v D. Luscombe,
Sheffield («Denis the Pseudo-Areopagite in the Writings of Nicholas of Cusa, Marsilio
Ficino and Pico della Mirandola»), A. Trabochia - Canavero, Milano («Tra ermetismo e
neoplatonismo: 1'immagine della “natura magna” in Marsilio Ficino») »ai P.M. Clogan,
Denton, Texas («Neoplatonic Streak in the Statian Commentary of Fulgentius Planciades»).
‘0O D. Luscombe £Eetalel tig dpowdtnres »ai duagopeg 1ol T0mov, i TOV OM0lo Ta (pEo-
Ayt xeipeva evénvevoav toug Cusanus, Ficino, della Mirandola, dmwg .y, 010 Oépa
Tiic otpaviag xrai Exxhnowonixilg iegapyias. "Eviovtolg xara tov Luscombe 10 dEoon-
weiwTo TiC IdtattepdTTag Tovg Eyxertal oty mpoonabewd Tovg va xatavonoovv ok Bepe-
haxo Eninedo ™y WD Ty aoym tic lepapyias péoa 0td ovpray. Katd tov elomym xai
ol Toelg Avtirol avBgwmotég déxoviar dt 6 Wevdo-Awoviowog firav pabnmig 1600 10D
[avhov 600 ®ai tod [hdrwvos. Alagogorolodvial Motdoo xatda 10 pétpo o & Cusanus
déyetar 1OV Wevdo-Aloviolo G puotixd Beokoyo, Ev ol Ficino xzal della Mirandola
fvdlagépoviar v ouvduacowy TO TTOREMAT®O pE 10 dovvolaxd xoopoeidwio. ‘H
Tarabochia - Canavero aoyoheitar pé 10 eldinod Bépa tic magovoiag Tic "Eountixiic payei-
ac otiv oxéym 1ob Ficino, 6 6molog elval 6 povog mod yapaxmpilet payo mv bia my @u-
on. "H évaxoivwon zatakiyer @otoéoo oto 6t i Béon tod Ficino dév dnotérece oy "Ava-
yEvimom ®owvo 1omo, Omwg Y. N avriAmym MEPL TOHV EXTA AP aiwy COPOHV WS Paywy.

Ttov teheviaio Bepatixnd xwimho 100 Zuwrooiov évraocovial EEEWdEVpEva TnTnparta,
oV {gogotv Ty oyéon 1@V Bulaviviv cog@v pe TOV NeomAatwviopd. "Hrav lows f
O™ @opa v 0f Atefivig Zuptoowo ol "Avaxowvnoels elduxmv oty BuCavriv PLho0o-
gia ovyrpomoay i idwiteon ovvedpiaon pé mpwroétuma Bépata. ‘O wabwymoic J.P.
Anton, Tampa, Florida («Neoplatonic Elements in Arethas’ Scholia on Anstotle and
Porphyry») npaypatevdnxe 10 npdfinpa 100 «a0LoToTeEALONOD» fi «NeOTAATWVIONOD» TOD
sogoi avBpumotii "Apéfa, Emoxémov Kawoapeiag. Katd tov elonynti 6 moupog "Age-
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Bag dmhwvel, xai pariov elval, Evag evBovoundng Epaomig Tic Mdaoraliag TV «#aTnyo-
oudv» Tod "Apwototéhovs. Etol, v O oMo ONOWWOTOINOE THY AQLOTOTEALXY XATNyo-
pla TS Wbeag yua Beoloyong oxomovg, O "Aptbac v evowpdarwoe o' Eva [MTiwtivieo
mhaiow. Medxertar yua pua eldun TeQLTTWoN UTOUVNRATIOTH, TOU OUWUTANMWVEL EVa REVD
METAED OVO MEQLOdWYV THS mvevpanxic Cwic tot Bulavriov. 'H évaoyoinon tov ué ta
apyaia EAmvira yoaupata tod énéfake Eva faoxd pénua, v dvafimon Tovg xata 1po-
O, OV va un ENIelAotY T@ xowoTiavixa doypara.

‘O N. Moutafakis, Cleveland, Ohio («Psellos’ Platonism and Aspects of its Implications»)
tmoomnoiler Ot O peya@hog Bulavrivog cogog ot 1lov al., o avribeon mpog toug Tlarte-
peg xai dhhovg Bulavrivoug g tnv Emoym tov, idimg doovg avijwav 0f povaotixong xu-
whovg, elval 6 TP®TOS MOV ddmertal evpevig amévavrl otov [idrwva xai tov [MAwTivo.
IMpdxettal MoTooo yu Eva ExAeTInd @LAOOOQO, ToU v nal avriel .y, Wt 1oV ZTwixt-
opd v BEom Ot dEv Umapyel Tiote avaitio otov OO, Bewpel MOTO00 TOV dnuoveyd
100 ®OOPOU «Xeipevov Umép Aoyovs. IpwtoTvmm elval f Béom To® elomymtii, 6T 1@ Tapa-
Tavew ATOTEAOTY TPOTWIWonN ThV dedv Tol Ppayriokor Barwva.

'H dvaxoivwon tod H.J. Blumenthal, Liverpool («Sophonias’ Commentary on the De anima
of Aristotle») muyelpel pia daoagnon i uebddov, mov axolovinoe & Zogoviag wg EQUN-
vevtng 1o fTepl Yuyiic Tot "Apwototéhove. "AEoonueiotn elvan | mpoondabewa Tod televtai-
ov Bulavtivod Zyohaotdi, Afyer O Blumenthal, va ovpgpuiunoer ITAatwviopd xai "ApLoToTe-
AOpO arda xal Tig anoxhivovoeg Neomhatwvixes Epunveleg tol [epl yuyils Goov agopd v
npofhnuatixn oyton T Yyuyiic ué 10 ompa xai Tov fabud avetapmolag g and aird.

Téhog ad TG OMUOOLEVOPEVES OTOV TONO AvaxolvmOoEls pueyaho Pabpd mpwtotumiag
ExeL 1O neypevo 100 AT, Maevaxn («Nikephoros Choumnos [1250-1327] gegen Plotin iiber
die Seele»), mov avaiver Ty QvExdotn ovyypagn Tol Nungopov Xovpvor ‘Avrifenixos
apog MAwtivov aepi yuris (0 [Dog ExeL ExDWOoEL TaAMOTEQR %Ol Eva GALD OMUavTIRD ®El-
pevo i Bulavuviic ®hoocoglag, 10 «doxipo» 1o Xovuvou Ilepi mic UAng xai tawv
idedv avrBeTinog mpos IMidrova Adyog). Zra mepl Yyuyic prhocopura npofinuara ol Bu-
Lavrwvoi EdeiEav EEapyiic peydin edawobnoia xai elvar paprvonuévn H idwaitepa xakn yvor-
om Tig dwdaoxrakiag 1@V Neomhatwvikdv, ue Tolha davewa amod aivroig dlla xal ardpL-
ym ovyxexouyivov Bécemv tovg. Z1o doxid tov & Xoluvog AmopEIimTel ®upiwg THY
MEOTDMaEEN Ral TNV PETEVOWUATWON TOV Yuydv xai Ty ddaoxakia The yvoons g ava-
pwmong o wpomyovuevn Lom. “H ovlatnon xai avrikgovon t@v Béoewv attdv elvar ov-
OTMUATIAN A0l XROAQ TEXPUNOUWUEVT JE QAVEQN TV YONOM THS ApLOTOTEAXAS Yuyohoylac.

‘O topog ®Aeivel pé avalvtiza EDpeTnoua: (a) GVa@eQOREVV OTO KELPEVA TV AVAXOL-
vinoemv Xewpoypagay, (f) "'Ovopdtwy "Apyaiwv zai Meoauovirdv ovyyoagiwy, (v) Zuy-
YoOvwv ouyyoagéwy xai tpevvnrdv. Elval Eawpetina dmupehnuévog, pé v opoayida v
TEyvirdv duvatotirwy 10D peyahov olxov Brepols, tiic fmwomnuovikiic mapddoons Tig
Zewpdg «Rencontres de Philosophie Médiévale» tiig SIEPM xal tig yvworiig éumewplag tod
"Emyuednti tiig Exdoong Alvov Maevaxn. TO eEmquilo ®oopel I ArewdOvion 1@y gLlocO-
Ppov 7ol TV patntdav Toug «Emi 10 fpyovs (Emoyn Kovotavrivov Z7 ) dd 10 yewpdypagpo
Tiig « lotopuxiic Zvvoyewes 10D “lwavvou Zxvhiton (xwd. Madpitng, 26-2, Vitr. 130v al.).

[MoAvtipn-Mapia [Taaaiosoroy

[Tétpov L. PAPANTAKH, "H "Hbuxn xara tov Ilétpo Bpaida - ‘Apuévn, "Abiva, Zolhoyog
mpog Avadoowy "Qeelipwy Bifhiwv, 1996, oek. 173.

"0 Iérpog Bpailhag - "AQREVNS, TOAVOIONG TEOoWmKOTNTA THS Eroxiic Tov, dgnoe Eva
oNUavTXO EAocOELXO £y 1O Omolo elye v Tiym va éxdobel Ta tehevtain yodvia otd
Corpus Philosophorum Graecorum Recentiorum xai UmtiipEe (¢ twpa avrixeipevo molha-



