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Aristoteles, Kategorien. Ubersetzt und erlautert von Klaus
Oehler, Berlin, Akademie-Verlag (Aristoteles. Werke in deutscher Uber-
setzung. Begriindet von Ernst Grumach, herausgegeben von Helmut Flashar,
Bd. 1, Teil 1) 1984, 296 och.

"Yotepu anod dmdexa ypoévia Exovpe ki Eva véo topo tiig Zeipig, Aot
orotéine. Ta Eoya tov oé yeopaviey uerdpoasy, nob dpuoe O Ernst Gru-
mach xai diev0iver 1@pa 6 Helmut Flashar. ITpoxeitar yud Eva Evivnmoiako
gyyeipnpua, mob dév npénel PE kavéva tpomo va dwaxonel. “Qdg onpepa Exovv
£x800eT EvvEa Gmd TOVG TPLAVTATPEIS MPOYPUHHATICHEVOLS TOPOVS T] THLTO-
pove kai tdpa kKukrogopel O Pacikotepog Ghov. Aexanévie oehides otV
£xdoomn Bekker, eikooitécoepelg ot véa yeppavikn petagpaocn tod Klaus
Oechler xalimtovv oi apiototehikeg Karnyooles, K1 Spmg yperacinke va
ocuvtedeobel pa tepaotia Epyacia. "Onotog avalappaver onpepa va peta-
ppaoel kai vi oyolaoel tig Karyyooies sivar noypempévog v’ akorovdnoel
pd tapadoon, mov dév Exer 6pra. Kavéva dhro Epyo otijv iotopiu Tiic @rho-
copiac dev Exel peretnOel xai ypnoporondel neprocdtepo. ALTO Kai povo,
aveEaptnta ard thv ovoractikn afia mol Exer aropeivel oTd Epyo, diKMO-
VEL TT] OMOLOT TOU.

‘O Klaus Oehler!' ntpooeépel td mod ovolaoTIKG o OAa, Tov Od propou-

1. 'O kubnynthc tiic Prhocopiug tod lNMuvemotnuiov tod "Apfoivpyov Klaus Oelher,
aveemiotéliov péhog the "Axadnpiag "Abnvav, Exel dnuooievoel kai ta EER7g Pifria kai
apbpa, mov évraooovral otig cUyxpoves plototelikés onovdis Kai xupimg ot omoudn
the aprorotelikiic Aoyikiic (E.t.M.):

— Die Lehre vom Noetischen und Dianoetischen Denken bei Platon und Aristoteles. Ein
Beitrag zur Erforschung der Geschichte des Bewusstseinsproblems in der Anlike,
Miinchen, 1962.

— Ein Mensch zeugt einen Menschen, Uber den Missbrauch der Sprachanalyse in der
Aristotelesforschung, Frankfurt a.M. 1963.

— Xtov topo Antike Philosophie und Bysantinisches Mittelalter, Miinchen 1969:

— «Der Beweis fiir den Unbwegten Beweger bei Aristoteles» (1953)
— «Thomas von Aquin als Interpret der aristotelischen Ethik» (1957)
— «Zur Metaphysik-Ausgabe von Werner Jaeger» (1959)
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cupe onpepa va arartnoovpe. Ilpiv and v dieEodiki ovlitnon tdv npo-
pAnparov xabe xeparaiov mponyeitar pa yevikn {cropia tijg Hiduckalkic
Yut Tig Katnyopieg, 10 iotopikod tijg nupadoons kai tijg Epunveiag tob Epyou
kabog xai pa ovvletikn ExBeon tijg 1dag Tiig aprototerikiic Siduokuliog
OV Katnyopudv, mou epeaviletal, Onwg eivar yvooto, npdta otd Tomixd
Kai ESediooetal apyotepa pué mohdés Swwpoponotioels ota Mera ta Pvoixd
(] xpovoroyik abth oelpd d&v mpénel QuoIKG va Loy el mapd dg dnho oxédio
epyaciag). ‘O ovyypagéag Exet akopa kataprioet Eva IMivaka Shav 1oV oye-
TIKOV pE tig Katnyopieg mapabepdarov otd dprototelikd Corpus? kabog
kai Biphroypagia, mod o mAnpdnra povo 6 ypovog Oa Eenephoet’.

LTig «Xnpevoelg» tov (oeh. 153-288) 6 Ochler énetepyalerar tig avri-
napabioeig, mov oi Karnyooles Exouvv mpokaréoel and v apyardétnTa dc
) vedtatn Piploypagia, kai diver otd mpoPripata mod tapapévouvv dvor-
xTa N obyyxpovn Aoyikn Statdinmon tovg. ME onuepivod Préppa 6 "Apioto-
tEANG Eppavileran apxetic popic dvakpifng fi dnpdoektog, tapaPrénet Sia-
gopég (Otav my. avuperoniler 0 katnydpnpa «eivar péyacy OC OYETIKO
avti va mel «eivar peyadvtepog ano...»: cek. 235) §| dév tig Epunveder (n. 1.
) Swwgopd petald adhovs kui wodryros 1) petald feme xai dafécewe, ol

— «Aristoteles in Byzanz» (1964)

— «Der geschichtliche Ort der Entstehung der formalen Logik» (1966)

— «Zum Ursprung des Geistesmetaphysik» (1968)

— «Die systematische Integration der aristotelischen Metaphysik. Physik und Erste
Philosophie im Buch A» (1969)

— «Aristotle on Self-Knowledge», Proceedings of the American Philos. Society 118
(1974) 493-506.

— «Ansiitze zur Relationenlogik bei Aristoteles», Hoaxriza Hayxz, Xvvedolov "Aowaroréin;
(Oeo(vikn 1978), tou. 3 (1982) 202-208.

— «Peirce contra Aristotle. Two Forms of the Theory of Categories», Proceedings of the
C. 8. Peirce Bicentennial Intern. Congress, Texas Tech. Univ. Press 1981, 335-342.

— «Die Anfinge der Relationenlogik und der ZeichenschlulB bei Aristoteles», K. Ochler
(Hrsg.), Die Aktualitat der aligriechischen Semiotik, Zeitschrift fir Semiotik 4 (1982)
259-266 (ayyhka o10: (Ars semeiotica, Intern. Journal of American Semiotic 4 (1981)
237246)).

— Der Unbewegte Beweger des Aristoteles, Frankfurt a.M. 1984, 130 oei..

2. Tt 10 ywpio Merap. 1088 a 23 Ba npérer va Bempnlel de apreyia 1o 6T 10 uora

Katd Kavova arodidetal pé to orx.

3. Movo 1 Emoxkonnon 1@v pecaiovik@v Zyolionv eival okl tepropiopévn (oeh. 122

Kai nf. 42 én.). Muad xataypugn tdv Epymv, mob ocoloviul of LELPOYpapn popen, oty

propobpe PéPaia va mepipévovps, ieinel Opmg m.y. N pveia 1@V turopéivav Lyokiov tod

Ockham (Opera philosophica 1) xal mol neprocotepo o Albertus Magnus, tod Johan-

nes Buridan k.. "And tolig Lyohiuotéc s "Aveyevviocms 0 avapépaps EVBEIKTIKG TOV

Faber Stapulensis.
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onoieg yapuktnpilovtat Gg motoTNTES Kai OG oYE0ELS: oeh. 258 ér.). 'O "Apt-
otoTéANg SEv yvepilel puotka v clyxpovn molbclevn Aoyikt (oeh. 235,
253) xai mOAL mEPLOGOTEPO TO MPOPANUA THS cuyypovikdTnTag, oL EDeoe
0 Einstein (oel. 284). Xapaktnpiotika émonuaivoviatl 1@ dpia t1od ovoth-
Hatog v Katnyopidv, otav m.y. 1| feppotnta drdayetatl oty noldTTU, OTNV
TOCOTNTA Kai oTd CLoXETIKA (oeh. 265). "And v dAAn pepid 6 "Apiotorté-
ANG Epgaviletar ToAL mPoodevTikOg Y THY £n0OYN TOL, T.X. GTNV Evvola TOD
ovveyolg (oeA. 228), dv O6ev mponyeitul APKETAOV VEOTEP®V HaOnpatik®dV
(oeh. 230). Oi avarivoeig tob Oehler yivovrar pikpés npaypateiec of Oépata
onwg O npoPfAnpatiopdg tod "AplototéAn oYETIKG PE 1O modg T (oeh. 239
EX. — o710 1éhog 0D Tov Keparaiov tdV Karnyoouir 6 'Apiototédng ava-
TPEMEL TOV APYIKO OPLONO, Kai pig aenvet, 0a Aéyape, va napakolovdficovus
TNV KOmaoTiKY nopeia 1ijg okéyng tov), 1 drapoponoinon tiic Evvorag Tiig
avtibeong (oeh. 270 £n.) xai xvpiong f £kdindoon tiic Sidaokaliag tov il
MV ovaia (oeh. 94 £m., 199 £n.).

“Onog eival yvooto, 1| duakpion petald mpdrov kai devtépov odoidv
otv SratnpnOnke ot Meragvowa). "Alha kai avebaptnta ando adtd oi
Karnyopies dév propolv va avtipetonicboly @¢ Pacikd pépog tiic apioto-
teAikiic "Ovrodoyiag (oeh. 101), mohd neprocodTEpo MO «dEV PUMOPET Vit Guv-
axOel pia ovvletikn Evotnta @y molkilwv katnyopidvy (oek. 97). Al kai
1N 6w M Evvowa tiig katnyopiag aphvel avanavinta pepika Epotipata. ‘O
"Aprototédng dtv Edwoe moté otV avapeiofinTe Yviola Guyypaern Tov
avtov tov titho. "H olvdeon tdv keparaiov 1-3 (ol névre Aoyikég Evvoles:
yévos, eldog, dragopd, idov, avufefyxos — ta praedicabilia tdv Meoaiwvi-
KDV ooitacTdv) P ta kepaiara 4-9 (ol déka xkatnyopieg — praedicamenta)
napovotalel Kt avtn npoPAnpata (oek. 113), diia xui | oyéon touvg pe to
tehevtaio tpfjpa (xeg. 10-15, yua 1@ Aeyopeva postpraedicamenta, tig £vvoleg
movL mpoépyovtat and tig Katnyopies) eivat moAd mpoPinupartikn (oeh. 111),
Mg tov 6po xatnyyopia npéEnel KaAbtepa va Evvoolpe — Onwg elonyndnke
0 Michael Frede — 10 mepieyopevo tod yeppavikot) 6pov «Pridikation» (oeh.
75), mpaypa mov 6 Oehler mapaiidooel of «Metapradikaten 1§ «Pridikate
von Pridikaten» (oek. 107) xai dév mapuieinel edkaipia va toviler (Ommg
dAlwote xai 6 ovyypupéag thig ayylkiis oxolaopévng Ekdoong tol 1963
John L. Ackrill), 611 8&v elvar 1| Yhdooa aAla ¢ npaypata mod yperalovial
taEvopunon, avtd mol AnoteAel T1) €OUYKPOTNON THG TPAYHATIKOTNTUSY) (OEA.
106). ‘O "Apiototéing PéPara 6év anéPreye moté of OpLoTIKES AUOCELS, KL
aLToO NTav napa ToAL ocwotd, Onwe pic diddokel N nepintwon tol Kant.

e avtifeon pe dGhha apiototerika Epya ol Katnpyopies Emtpénovy va
tapakorovdnoovpe TtV cuykekpipévn Bepatikn toug péoa ot AN Vv ioTo-
pia tfic prhoocopiag dc onpepa. O Oehler npooeéper pra EmPAntikn £moko-
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mnon. movu apyilel amd Ty EEeldikeVpEV) Eppnveia TOU "ApLOTOTEAT, MEP-
vael amd TNV petayevéotepn Swa@opomoinpévn @lhoco@iki £EEMEN T@V
Oouid "Axivatn, Ockham, Kant xai Husserl xai @baver otijv xopupmon
1@V veb@repmv xpovov, 10 Epyo tob Charles Sanders Peirce, mov pé ) xpn-
owponoinon tig «Relationenlogik» Edwoe véeg dractdoelg otiv Aoyik,
félovrac pahiota vi kaAliepyfioer pud griocogia «like that of Aristotle»
(ogh. 56)°.

Mid chykpion tdv petagpiceav tdv Karnyoordv (tob Oehler eivat 1
dékatn yeppavikn of évvéa aidveg) deiyver 6t 6 Oehler eivar cuveldnta
TAnoléotepa mpog T petagpactn tod Eugen Rolfes (1920), 7| dnoia napape-
Vel AoQuAGC of molha GEenépactn, dnwg xaveig petagpactic thg Meragu-
auxijc Otv pmopel va ayvofoer tov Bonitz. "Ag onpeiwbel avtifeta 611 O
Olof Gigon (1961) ot} S1Kf] TOL HEPIKT] HETAPPUOT) —NAPAAEINEL TO pito
népoc— axohovBel ovyva otiv dpoloyia 1ov Paul Gohlke (1951).

[Tohd cwoti Oempodpe TNV xpnoiponoinon eidikdv dpov tig (Aativi-
kijc) Emotnpovikiic mapadoong. “Etor 6 Oehler 10 ovupfefnxos amodider
ué tov 8po «Akzidentell» (6nwg 6 Gigon) avti tob «Mitfolgend» tob Rolfes,
kai Tl drrioroégorta pE 10 axpiPéotepo «reziproke Korrelativa» avti tob
kanoc rohimhokov «sich wechselweise folgend» tob Rolfes. I'ia tov aproto-
tEMKO 8po ddbeatc 1o «Disposition» tod Rolfes dév anodeiyxbnke Emroyn-
névo, kai 6 Oehler ypaget, 6nwg kai oi Gigon xai Gohlke, «Zustand». I'a
1O dmoxeluevor 6 yeppavikdg 6pog «Subjekt» paiverar ofjpepa ToAvonpav-
toc. "0 Oehler, nog kai 6 Gigon, petagpalovv «Zugrundeliegendesy. [Ma
tov 6po i 0 propoboe tehkd va kpatnBel 10 «Habitus», aAla 6 Oehler
npotipnoe 10 «Haltung», npogavds e&aitiag 1ol dvadiakpirov tAnbuvrikod
(otdv Gigon dxAito: «Die Habitusy, &évd 10 «Habitusse» tob Rolfes dév eival
kabohov Gpaio). "AVERUPKNG Elval KaTd TH YVOUN pov 1| dikutoioyia tfic
aroguyfic tod &pouv «Privationn Y 10 orépnows. O Oehler petTa@palel
drhote «Mangel» (ogh. 26, 6nwg 6 Gohlke) kat ouyvotepa «Beraubung»
(oeh. 27 k.d.), mob mapd 1O 6Tt Exel ACYUADS HEYAADTEPT) avriotoryia, Nyel
TOAL OKATPU.

Kabdc téhog 1| EkBeon tiig ioTopiag tijg Epeuvag yid Tig APLOTOTEALKES
Katyyooies (pé avagopéc otovg Trendelenburg, Bonitz, Apelt, Kapp, von
Fritz, Ackrill, Frede xai Aubenque) kabog xai Shov 1@V tpofAnpatmv tiig
rapadoone tod Epyov ixavomololv kdbe mpocdokia xKai avaykn, 10 Epyo

4. MpPr. topa Klaus Ochler, «Peirce als Interpret der aristotelischen Kategorien. Zur
Bedeutung des Ausdrucks ta deyopeva in Cat. 2,12 16 und 4,1 b 25», Semiosis 9 (1984)
24-313,
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o0 Klaus Oehler 0 AVTITPOCMONEVEL ACPUADS Y& Tapa MOAAL YpoOVIa T1)
ouvictapevn tiig Epeovag otV neployn v aprototelik@®v Karnyyooidn.

(Metagpaon : Aivov I'. Mnevakn) Dr. Karl Allgaier

Peter Brown, The Making of Late Antiguity, Cambridge, Mass:
Harvard University Press, 1978, pp. xii+135.

The period known as Late Antiquity, spanning from the late second to
the fourth century, was one of those ages of ideological transition whose un-
derstanding is critical for the comprehension of mutations in human culture.
It was the period that witnessed the gradual retreat of an ancient pagan tra-
dition and the rise of a transformed Christianity as the prevailing framework
of thought. In this lucid and provokative essay one of the foremost authorities
on the period attempts an interpretation of the spiritual content of this ideo-
logical transition. This book deserves the attention of students of political
theory because it opens a new perspective on the foundations of Medieval
political thought. It does so by pointing to the intense preoccupation with the
character of supernatural power and its workings in the world, registered in
a protracted «debate on the holy». The doubts of such critics of the mentality
of the age as Marcus Aurelius and Lucian, were exceptions which only under-
lined the prevailing collective moods. The spiritual quests of late antique
thought nurtured a conception of exceptional individuals, enjoying intimate
ties with the divine and capable of mediating the relations of transcendental
power with the world. In considering these problems, Peter Brown's greatest
contribution is that he takes spiritual issues seriously and examines them on
their own grounds so as to reveal their inner strength and their import in
human life and thus in historical change. He consequently achieves a per-
ception that is much more substantive and profound than earlier essentially
reductionist interpretations of the period, either psychological such as E. R.
Dodds’ or structural like that proposed by M. Rostovtzeff.

The distinct social and psychological characteristics of the period con-
tributed in their turn to the ferment of ideological transformation. The dis-
integration of control mechanisms over aristocratic ambition unleashed strong
competitive urges in social behaviour. This is what made Late Antiquity an
«age of ambition». To contain these disruptive tendencies and to nurture a
cohesive culture, traditional collective cults were resurrected while an invo-
cation of the older oracular tradition and an Atticizing revival gave a last
flare-up to civic paganism. Julian’s failure however dramatized the extent to



