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lto, Arlstotle, :

ahd the Greek Treasurehouse of Western C1v111zation

It is an honor to be invited to speak here by Professor Maria Tzani, of the
i | o

University of Athens. My topic is the debt of Hans-Georg Gadamer’s

i

philosophy to Plato, Aristptle and the whole Greek Treasurehouse of W;estem

Civilization. Just to write; about Gadamer’s debt to Plato would be a tO]:BlO SO

vast I could not possibly <;io justice to it. So I am resh

aping/reducing my paper

to a series of seven key philosophical questions for whlch Gadamer fou]nd5 his

!? I : |

o |

answér iIi«?going bag!:;k td the!Greekts. N

N

| 1 o
Let me say a few iritroductory words about Professor Gadamer’s hfe.

IR X

During his 11fet1me he became world-famous asa phllosopher and in hrs work

v L

he nearly always brought a fresh 1ntu1t10n and apprematlon of Greek culture and

o ‘
phllosophy He recelved about a dozen honorary deg

from Thessaloniki and AtLens He was born in 1900

5 I}

of 102. HlS life spanned the 20th century and in a rec

| . . ol o }, ¢ { oy t ; i| ko Lo
tjosophy in conversation whth Riccardo Dottor1 He
‘ i

discussed 4 Century of P
i ' 1{j.||f F
t

was recogﬁized as a'major ollower and interpreter of

century But also of Plato. H1s ﬁrst three writings of |

| ! b I

i

\“ ' |
‘ees, mcludmg doctorates
< |
at tlJ1e age
| )
ent book (2004) he |

nd died in 2002

f |

Heldegger durlng the
1
any length were on Plato

i
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,Wars w1thout being killed.

! on the Party—to return to

some disagreeable duties

I» w I .

platomschen D1alogen ” 2

x
) hlS doctoral dlssertatlon of 1922, “Das Wesen der Lust nach dem

nJer ’s Deth to Plato and Artstqt le | E 2

) his habilitation at Marburg and first published book,
‘ o

Platos dialektische Ethik; Phidnomenologische Inter{‘n'etationen zum Philebos

T

i
|

|

(1931), and 3) Plato und Edie Dichter (1934). Plato remained one of his aneas of

expertise throughout his 1

“philosophical hermeneutic

1985 was: “Phllosophrcal

i
}
!

| octimo
peen Worse for him jn thig

ii i f: |

I

| career as a young phllosopher looklng for a job. Dunng that era, his

i

ife, although he is best knowhl internationally
W ‘

}900 was not a fortu.r]‘a}te time to be born, altho

for |

| .
s.” In fact, his last lecture-course in Heidelberg !

Hemeneutics: Its Problem

d its Problems.”]

\ !
l |

oygh other times cquld have
1Y : } ‘
d’angerous century. He lived through two World
| o

The Hltler Era (1933- 194%) was a dlsaster for hrs
i

i

d1st1ngu1shed teacher in Marburg ﬁom 1923-1928, Martln Heldegger was back

- |
in Freiburg and 1928 was'

! !

Party and publically supported goals of Natlonal Socmhsm in his famOLre

| i

inaugural address [“Recto

of hope for the Germany of the future. But after a feﬁ

\ ) “ ‘ . } ‘ H ’
ost as Rektor——m part he

“‘W”h SRR B

!
1

ratsrede”] at the Un1vers1ty of Frelburg in 1933,

\ V |

|
; |

chosen for Husserl’s chair: Heldegger Jomed1 th
. Q , l

! . 1 X | i l : ! i

full

i » ! l{ i \

1 months he re51gnecl his

. | L

ELS dlstpomted at hlS lac. of power and 1nﬂUence

l 0 | i

tﬂe obscurrty of the classro 1m Also, there had been

| : o

‘such as signing a decree forblddmg his famous

| |

teacher, Husserl, access to the library because he was a Jew. The ingratitude

i
!

i
'
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 Gadamer’s Debt to Plato and Aristotle 3

*and unfairness of that must have bothered him. In any case, after the war he
| ,

was forbidden to teach until 1951, and he bitterly lamented this punishment to
|

me in 1965, in Heidelberg, at a dinner/ He felt that thls was an undeseryed

| punishment for a mere teacher of phﬂosophy whose c]
i |
j do with National Sociahsm.i % 1

Before the Hitler era began 1n 1933, Gadamer ‘\1

.tt | "} rdlot had Ird chance; IOf ever eing elected!”—but he y "as wrong. When l—litler
el 1 S i ' 3

, I l’vas in fact elected Gadamer quietly did only the mih um that was neceésary

| to get a job [a two-week NS orientation camp for educators] to support hrs
' | | l | ! i O
famlly (W1fe and daughter) and he finally got a job on, the recommendation of

the leader of the camp, but he did his best to stay out of politics. Hrs

" I L
specrahzatron in Anc1ent lPthosophy at Leipzig Un1ver51ty enabled him to
n | R .

1 i marntam a low cover. Aﬁter the war was over, he was elected by the Leip:zigl

faculty as their Rektor precisely because he clearly hfah had no political
Co SRS N R B ‘

. association with the Nazis. ‘Although some supporters of Hitler liked to trace
. S 1 ‘ i B

i » "i (I l * ! i N P
| “Platos Staat der Er21ehur,lg” which he contrrbuted to a book titled Das neue
|

l|jl‘llt‘l N il S | o
\ || ii the rdea of a Third Relch back to Plato’s Republic, Gadamer’s article of 1942,
l : |

| | |

ool | ! l
: ' Btld der Antike, empha512ed the basically “protreptrc” function of that famous
| | S ‘ B
utoplan work: to awaken and to educate. i

: ;
z .
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i In the rebuilding era after the war, which was nirore challenging because
| | -
; Leipzig was in the East Zone, controlled by the Comfnl;unists, Gadamer focused |
| A
| on practical tasks, like pu hshmg a textbook for students in his classes When |
i l

books were in short supply, and pubhshmg trlbutes to his friends and teac ers.
l ‘ |
; ; Always mgratlatmg and d ip omatrd he got along W1th his Communist bosses.

i § |

; T | q l | !
1EIRILE 3 ’ ?When ;an1ted toa chalr in Frankfurt in 1947, his d1plomatic appeal to these
He ! S

|

l l s \ :
bosses for permission to return to his homeland was successful. In 1948 he was
' l
"invited to replace Karl Jaspers at Heidelberg, which he accepted. During the
r ‘ C

1950s, as chair of the philosophy department at the University of Heidelberg,
his lectures often served a!s supporting parts of his miawlterwork, Truth atndt
Method publ1shed 1n 1960 ThlS 500-page writing provoked a wide dis:cu sslon
between opponents and ‘s1‘1pporters and Gadamer wals ‘suddenly a controve rslal |
W ] A K

person. Th1s fame was somewhat belated, however since he was already 60

[ | I R T l ' ! ‘ § 1 i
i and scheduled to ret1re 1n 1968 B t in contrast to most Amerlcan umversmes

e e L:l 1

i [Le was able to keep his fac ty office in the departmer\lt and along with thlS he
IR BRI i |
~also retained his secretary, who was able to type his n-lany tape-recorded and
R . | ;o | -: ‘ v
handwntten lectures [he did not type), and he even cont1nued to teach courses at

the umver51ty when he was not out of town. He was unv1ted to lecture and teach

1 i i | | l

in Amer1ca from 1968 through the sevent1es and eighties, and he becarrle a
world traveler lecturmg abroad on ph1losoph1cal hermeneutics.

i

‘ F l

! ; !

o BN B AT
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| I
bk |
{
\
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| ‘ K o
My first contact with Gadamer came in 1965 on a study grant abTut
| |

| | ]
herrnepeutlbs and agaln] in 971-7T in Heidelberg or‘T another grant. WTeh
[ b 1‘ | ;I ‘i .
o : | i o
A %1f§ereht c 110qu1a \ 'verehel in America to celebrate Gadamer’s preserrce‘}there, ‘ N
| g . |
i was often asked to respond to his paper. Then, w1th his recommendatior‘l I

‘was able to get two Fulbnght grants to study with hlm in Heidelberg in 1991 -92
and 1995-1996. 1 thought his recommendation was mostly because of my

recent co-translation of the essays involved in his encounter with Derrlda 1
- . ‘ L I |
[Dialogue and Deconstrtictton The Gadamer-Derrzda Encounter (AlT)ale
1
State University of New York Press, 1989], but when hI got there in' 199(1 1e told

I ! ‘ i |
me it was actually because he was grateful for my 1969 book' He expla}uned |

¥ ! TN ! M b I ‘ 1 |1 ‘
‘. “ that when he came to Am r{ca in the 1970s, my book on ph110soph1ca1 | \

i
i | H : o o
1‘ ‘ errheneut:cs served to mtroduce hlS phllosophy to Amerlcan students. ‘It lwas
: ‘one of the few texts on his philosophy in Enghsh avadable at that time. Slnce
my retlrement (at 65) frorh full-tlme teachmg in 1999 I have devoted myself to
translatmg his ertrngs drom Germen to Enghsh molstv recently, Gadam!er in |
Conversatton Reﬂectwns and Commentary (New I"Iaven Yale Umvel‘srty |

P ! "i '
Press 2001) and forthcomlng a collection of 19 writin gs, T he Gadamel eader:

| o o ‘! ! 1 g ]‘ 1
A Bouquet of the Later Writmgs (Evanston: Northwestem University re\ss E

L ;! L ‘ | !\ : i

|
‘ forthcomlng January" 2907) 1 N P
Ry e G

4,,
RNl
tll T R T ¥

i
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I would like to addl'ess the question of why I do not speak Greek F1rst I

rld not Stal# out as a”phll

i

1terature Whose whole life

interpreting and translating Gadamer’s philosophy, although in order to make a
living as a college professor, I have taught English composition, English
Romantic Literature, Wofld Literature [beginning wit; Homer, Aeschy]usl

Sophocles, and Eunpldes in translat1on] and other co ses listed on my; Webpage

§

\\‘3
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| |
soE)hy professor but as profe ssor of comparatlye;
vas changed by an encounter with Professor Giadamer

,'in December of 1964. Sifice that time, my career has l)een built around:

www.mac.edu/faculty/nchardpalmer ; and from 1980 to my retirement

S £
except for research leaves

|

I lll '\

l.' l i

b t L

Al

Phoenix, Anzona, although my grandfather taught Latm and Greek in grade
. ; 4| 1
schools in Ar1zona in addition to bemg sent there as a water agent to the Indians

{

0

in 1893 to a reservation near Phoenix, Anzona My

Arlzona, was Spamsh Then came German and later

| |

school I even audited a sg mester of New Testament Crreek, beginnlng Wlth the

. P

gospell of thn Study of the Gree

jwii'[ llé N
Yale ‘jl X |

I have ’ught phllosophy c: urses full time m the

I S

hllosophy and re11g1on department at MacMurray College a small pnvate

college of about 650 students. One other excuse. My background was not

[N

“promising: my father taught business courses and ofﬁce machines in Mesa and

f
l

{ l

classics in Greek was left to Harvard and

! |

H 4

fIst foreign language in
z

[
!

l

'
i

’
|

In 1999

|

! i
rench. And in griaduate

i ,
§ ! l
'}




repeat what I said in my o%pening paragraph: that the nhmber of texts that
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Turning now to my general topic, Gadamer’s dTbt to Greece, I mpst

|
| \

. % . .
Gadamer wrote which show a debt just to Plato is so large I could not do
; \
justice to them. Here are six of his books whose titles mention Plato: P!a)os

Dialektische Ethik: Phdnomenologische Interpretdﬁbnen um Pltileb os{ (1 93 1,

reprinted 1968), Dlalektllf und Sophistik im szebente Platonischen Brielf |
| ]
(1964) Idee und Wfrkltchkett in P}latos >Timaios< ( 974), Die Aktualttat des

\
l

and Plato als Portrdttst (1 988) In fact three Volumes in his ten-volume :

‘ | : i : b
. Gesammelte Werke (198; 1995) are dedlcated to Greek philosophy: Volumes

a
\" and VI: both t1t1ed Grtechtsche Phtlosophte (1985; 386pp 336pp.) and VII:

Plato im Dtalog, (1991 472pp ). Like other volumes: lof his collected works in
ten Volumes these three contam around two dozen ess ays each rather t ‘; each
L ‘ | [ S o |
being‘ ausingle unjﬁed treatlse In fact most of the Voirumes contaln‘ nreviously
pubhshed books as \izvell as Inany atitloles But these "a; e Just the beémnmg, for

Greek phllosophy is the plaTe Gadamer turns to sharp n his phllosophloal
il H 115 .”' f o i ‘i b ,) |

t'eﬂectron | So searching tltil?s is misleading. 1have e01ded on another
bbb dp o ‘
approach: I have sorted 01]1t seven key questions he posed in his thmklng and

o ‘,‘.4 P ’

will show that in answerlng them, he turned to Greek phllosophy
N C , | B o
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So I would like to orgamze my remarks around the following general

thesis: “When Gadamer kad a philosophical problem, he usually searched

ancient Greek phllosoph.}l) Jor its solution.” My talk will List a series of |
problems in his life and hhw in each case he ultimatel?' turned to the Gree]

\
| \ i
treasure house of Westetr civilization for their answells. I will proceedl |

chronologically.

?

' ‘L . ’

X J |

But ﬁrst I would hlLe to recall a personal Gadanier story: In 1972;1 Was

drwm% quamer to: hls hc»rqe in Zlegelhausen a comfortable suburb of

&

I
L

4

" Heldelherg, about five to elght miles from the Phrlosophy Seminar. H1s home

-

' address 1s 56 Am Buchsenackerhang, a street 01rclmg near the top of the

i t i ; {

mountain top he lived on. As we were crossing over the old Heidelberg bridge

!

|

over the Neckar River, I a’sked about structuralism in Iontrast to hermetTeutics,
and he replied that structtirahsm was based on a very [

\ S ‘ ‘
prm01ple but he himself always found special pleasure in the complex richness

of the Greek language ant& the ancient writings in it. ’] his linguistic richness

1

\;avas' the fo datron Lnd st mulus foL
] ‘:5 I
A

t .
| 0 -‘wi : . . |

i
i

much of his thu1kjng.

)
l
"

i .
imple mathematical
" il . 1 j

|

| : : }

1

Now 10 the list of seven problems that Gadamer Jfaced:

']
i
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1. 1919, Problem: What vocation shall I pursue in Marburg UlJth’rS(.ty?:
|

Choice: Study philosophy under Professor Natorp, an expert in Plato iesulif:

Ph.D. in 1922 on Plato’s ¢ or|10ept of pleasure in the dlalogues of Plato

2 1922 Prob]em Ho w is oIJe to avoid in phlipsophy the contemporary

|
|
I | t

uﬂre(tts of Neo-thtlams and Empmczsm ? Answer: Follow Heldegger A

text of Heldegger that Naj orp had received in 1921 walts about the

' “hermeneutlcal situation” for Aristotle. It seemed prornising Gadamer nioved

' g )
to Freiburg to study with Heldegger But Heidegger moved to Marburg from

1923 to 1928, and Gadamer became his graduate assrstant for five years dl'mng
b ‘J C |
which Being and Time was written. But Herdegger as not gettlng his ltldeas

i | |
only from Husserl but froi'n Ar1stotle in order to overoome Husserl. Lllte ’
y ~T \ ‘ = {1 i)

. ; l
ing a mmdless clone of

w 11 ‘«’H‘} - i l |‘ |
Hefdégger s ortgmallty9 adamer s answer: By studying Classical Phllology

[ I N : ‘,H
-~ with the famous Plato scholar Paul Fnedlander under whom he gained

. | . -i !
certification in Classrcal Phllology in 1927. For both of them it was, to c1te a

|
chapter title, “Zuﬂucht zZu den Grlechen”/ “Fllght to the Greeks,” in Grondm S

|

Hans-Georg Gadamer Eme ngraphte (Tublngen Mohr Slebeck 19|94), :

| * 1\

translated by Joel Weinsheimer (New Haven: Yale Umvers1ty Press, 20'03
. ] b

]

@
|
P

‘h.

"i ‘, | .! ' CF ; vl; ‘ j i : ‘
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]
i

But the question is in this his return to the Greeks how to avoid becoming.a -

[
1

10

mindless Heidegger imitator. The answer he chose was to become more Greek. ‘

|
I

He studied to acquire skil s

professors at Marbdl'g This

Lv1th01.}t reLourse thé darijg and imaginative interpreta

2 ,offered by Heldegger But he became ever more dedi

Heideggerian project.

‘l

in Classical Philology ﬁér‘

becaﬁe his defense agair

n Friedlander and others

st having to accept

tions of the Greeks ;

cated to the general ;

4. 1928, Problem: How to keep together his tedcher Heidegger and

Plato? Answer: Accept He1degger s offer after he pa‘

to supervise his hab111tat1on (un1vers1ty teachmg docto

!

i

ssed the philologyg e>;<am

RN
rate) on what he cal ed

!
Ethtk (193 l)/Plato S Dlal
Lo |
T{oberj M .Wallace (New
[ 1) -w i

l i

l

w Haven: S}ale Un1vers1ty Pr'e

!

edttcal Ethlcs (1991), translated and 1ntroduced by

b N
4. 1935-1960, Problem How to restore respect for art and the humamttes

“Phenomenologrcal Interpretatlons of the Phllebus ” later Platos Dtale ttsche

?s, 1991).

| l |

"m the context of a tendertcy of both to be studted sczenttf cally? Answer

Accept the He1degger1an concept of aletheia in “The Orrgm of the Work of Art”

l

(lectures 1935/36) ﬁrst publ1shed in Holzwege (1950)l as the basis of a

phllosophlcal hermeneutlcs pubhshed as Wahrhett und Methode in 1960.
| i ll :
5. 1975 Problem How to defend artworks ass

Answer: Return today not

| M

o Lo
SRR

I T
o g

e

.
i

!

}

l

only to the concept of the b
l

i} : |

i [
i

. ,
l |

L

tlll relevant toda}r
l |
eautiful found in Pla to, in

b
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i
i

{
l\ 1
|

which through the word kolon there is a close connect ion between the goc d, the

true and the beautiful (C
5

otes T W)+4 but h% also

‘Dle

1

Flotlma and the ladder of VlSlOIl in the Sympostum)

oes back to Greek anthrop(klogical roots in e:arl‘y rites:

L

ahtat des Lcho eﬂ als Splel Symbol, and Fest” (1975), translated in

,'T he Relevance of the Be utzful and Other Essays, trans Nicholas Walker ed.

and introduced by Robert Bernasconi (Cambridge: Cambrldge University Press,

1986). In the latter case, Gadamer returns to the conc 3pts of play, symbol, and

. ‘ |
festival in the context of (ereek practlces In doing thls he was seekingito‘ :

estabhsh his thmklng aboht art on somethmg more fundamental and uniVersal
by | i i

‘ | |
than Heldegger S ontolog of the artwork in his “Urprung des Kunstwe1 kes.”
B ' i

l { o 1 i

6 1993 Prob}em

|

e

at does the special experi’ence of artworks in both

1 : lsw:w* oo !

i :
i }

word qnd in image-— 4 sculptyre, pamtmgs, archttecture—have in common?

b Here in his last major essay on the experience of the artwork he turns the

T A, ) : |

"concept of the beautlful—ro KgAov—in Plato He notes that in ancient Greek

usage, the word for constructmg a work, teyxvn, used the same word whether for

|
non-art works or for artworks He also did not here tu

i | 'l

imitation of thmgs of copymg, found in Book X of 1' he Republzc but t4o ﬁhe

§ | i f

‘ ‘
|

,~ i

|

concept in Plato that ident 1ﬁes the work of art with th? good and the true that

Pl

g i l

we find in the ladder of vision in the speech of Dlotlma at the end of the

;‘ t v ”
Symposzum Here,

| \|!| H w*%l o 4' l ‘

i |

tascehi g the ladder of vision is movmg from fair boqles to

f Lo
|

rn to the conoept of artas
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fair a Tlons to fair 1deas tc the idea iof the good, the idTa of the true, andE | -

i i i

ltrllinalel ‘the umty of the good the true, and the beautiful in the VlSlOl‘l at the

| top of the ladder. The 1deia of the beautiful unites our experlence of the artwork

whether in words or in 1mages It is the idea of the beautlﬁll that pomts to the

inner unity of the good and the beautiful in the emergence of the true, a\).élﬁsm.

| | Instead of seeing the expérience of the artwork in terms of disinterested 1

| : contemplative pleasure, a'§ Kant did, Gadamer found} in the Plato the concept of

an emerging truth that i is also beautlful and good. ‘t? ooV in Greek means

t

r

Fle ‘J ‘ \ ; ‘ \] | X |
| | | | |
Foetry, | In hlS last great ess?y on art, “Wort und B11d’

1 l’t .

(1 992) Gadamer brmgs

] | . the fine, as ina fine bod?' a ﬁne practlce a fine law, ‘ fine statue, a ﬁne hne of |

‘ together Heldeggerlian m51ghts into Greek thinking w1th his own fora

. |
| culmlnatlng statement on the experlence of art. And he uses the concept of
; t

experience he had in Truth and Method drawn from part1c1pat1ng 1n the
i | ‘L Jo : ’
experience of the action of Greek tragedy: experlence as transformatrve:

| ]

changing your life and yo:urview of the world. Gadar‘ner uses a word dra\vn‘

»‘experience, an experience

from Aristotle, evepyewa, livingness, to describe this
, R ,

g ~ which remains as vivid and true as when it was brought into being by the artlst
T I R T | e \9
|

hermeneutlcal terms it's eaks; and when one hears; the speaking, one utters

N
| \ :
i i thea irmation of truth: ¢ o ist es!” The inner recognition of the true.
’ A R R oo o :
o \
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1 1

| % 7. 1922 2002: How can modern philosophical! thinking escape the

-'ltmtts of science and calculative thinking? [How can it go beyond the subJ ect-

| |
object schema implicit in ‘_modern thinking? How can philosophy move

l
“beyond metaphysics”] |

il i \
|
This final question idoes not concern art, or even hermeneutics. I# 7' not
1 i
time-lined here to a certaln writing but spans Gadame1 s philosophical hfe It is

not limited to his debt to }l’lato. It starts in 1922 when[hls teacher, the g;'eat

¥ Plato scholar Paul Natorp hows him an essay on An stotle sent to him? by |

| Hel,degger and Gadamer on reading it, makes a de01st~on to move to Frelburg to

. P i [ | |
- ,study W1th He1degger to ]om him in a “Ruckgang zum Griechen,” a return that

L i I
: ! i

shed a new light on the mterpretatlon of Aristotle and a whole new direction for
20™ century th1nk1ng ThlS document was long lost and unpublished until

Gadamer d1scovered it among his papers as he gather ’d his own ertlngs ﬁ

pubhsh thern in his Gesar!nmelte Werke and found He degger s essay J—I |

i ;
hastened to pubhsh Helddgger s early essay at long la;t in 1989 in the Ii)zllhey
Jahrbuch ThlS isa wr1t ing that would repay further concentratedlandlmhre
Lpeg1ait;iedlteadmg’*’b'ot1; in iterms df Heidegger studi‘el,‘s of Aristotle but ‘alslo in
?; lerms hf dsdatner sﬂrelatlonlshlp to'Heldegger o o
B In alf my many meetlngs w1th Gadamer from 1964 to 2000, Heldegger
and his effort to transforrr; the basis of Western phllospphy remained the

; i
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modern mainstay of his thinking. He endeavored to uhderstand and follow this
transformation in thmkmg all his life, even when he aT first resisted Helde%ger ]

more radical 1nterpretat10ns of Greek texts, and later {hen he felt that durmg

and after the war Heldegg'er lost his way in country p ths (Holzwege, 1950). ‘

But still the lead essay in Hblzwegé on the “Urspruné’ ;des Kunstwerkes,” (1935-

: 1936) with fts conce’ption of truth as orelzera, became. the conceptual basm for
¥ . ; | 1

s ]Gadanller s controver51al defense of and refashlomng of the phllosophlcal bas1s
] for hlrman studres ahd the seience and history of art: VPVahrheit und Methode:
"Grundzuge einer phllosoiahlschen Hermeneutik (1 960) Gadamer never
den1ed his links to Heldegiger and cordlally invited hlrh to speak in flelc;elberg
shortly after Gadamer hac; moved there from Frankfurt to be chair of the |
department in 1949; | anct they renaamed close friends rlght up to Herdegger’s

1

I
|

death in May, 1976 at the’ age of 86

“ It would make an qutetrestlng! scholarly dissertation to compar.e | |
i Heic!'le’gjger"g tenden‘éio'ué; interpretatlons of Arlstotle l%/:'th those more mederate

“ er;én{; bgym Gadamir bjlt th ere cari be little douht th“aé | Heidegger’s[masterwork,
.}iemg ’trnd }tme, grhws ’ohtef his i!nterpretation of Airlistotle, especially the
Metaphysi’cs ahd the Nico!malchean‘Et'hics with relat;onship is another possible | | K
dlssertatlon And Gadanier was at his elbow in Marb‘urg during the penoLl
1923- 1928 For doeumenltatlon of rny pomt I cite Theodore K151elis |

|

‘1;
| ) : ol : :3
. ; bi
| !

Il

i

|

I

i
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monumental study, The (iienesis of Heidegger’s Being and Time [Berljeley:
| . o |
University of California Piress, 1993])., especially two chapters: first, « Vhat did

Heidegger find in Aristotfe,” where he asserts that Hh] ‘degger “never recoyerfed

t

. from his Summer Semest r 1921 encounter with Arlstotle ” (p. 227) and in the
AR y [ , |
| | |

i rhapter followmg ltﬂ “Ar1 totle Agahn From Unconce alment to Presence (1923-

r | | ]
{ 1924),” wh1ch Heldegger’s deconstructlon of Westem ‘substance metaphysws

e

i

i

- starts to take place, and Kisiel’s two chapters comprlse 88 pages in a 600-page

book. In simplest terms, the Latinists of the Middle Ages redefined ousia into
static presence, and Heidegger wanted to redefine it 1n vital terms of life, |

| o : ]
happemng, time, for the purposes of a new ontology iThe consequences of this

f o | i\

new Heideggerian ontology and new definition of tru h as unconcealmejnt; ‘
: . | i ; E . | . l i I
continue to be present in Gadamer s later phllosophrc ] hermeneutlcs In |

I ’ L’ S‘i i. ) ! ljl

‘ addltlon Gadamer accepts and follows Heidegger’s c1‘1t1cal attitude toWards the

i t
(g Y I : ‘
! ’ dommiance‘ of Westérn ca culative (scientiﬁc) thinkingr (1938) throughout h1s

!
i
w!|; ! 1‘1 A \
Pt : i ; | “ !

life. These apocalyptic Warmngs re-echo ommously today in an era of trying to

control globahzatlon global Warmlng and the prohferatlon of atomic wea;l)ons
. , g. ‘
It is enough to say about Heidegger’s revolution in ontology-—at ﬁrjst
“F undamentalontology —-.—that 1ts move was toward ; deﬁnltlon of belng in
terms of life and movement :and time and these are ba ed on a re-readm‘lg of ‘
| ‘ |‘ f

a
Arlstotle For this, he goes not only back to the Meta bhysics, but to the P(tys:cs
! : : ‘ ! i ‘ \

RIS EE *' ) | U’ L
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and to the Ethics. Gadanier, very able to follow his rr;laster in Greek ph?ilo sophy,:

shapes his thinking on the

Arlstotle even Whlle contln ing to iﬁnd great inspirati

|

¥ L
11 it ‘!‘ H

i

errheheuttcs from Plato in erms of dialogue, Wthh i

| hermeneutlcs and in ) his 4

basis of this Heideggerian reinterpretation ofg‘

d
i

|

on for his philosophjcal
[

.
|
{

s very important m his

esthetlcs in Plato’s unity of the beautiful wrth the

| good and the true. 1 regret that I do not have time to go more deeply here into

the topic of Gadamer’s debt to Greek philosophy.

o i :Mf ST
| The certlﬁcatlon in
‘ ' H 1'1 ‘h,'j : . ,‘ Do

I TRt ¢
Cother..... the hermeneutlc
v ' 1

funetion of Plato and AriStotle in his dialogue with Heidegger

| b 4 J?

o

b N

| |

' i | ‘ | '»
phllology in 1927, the comgetitiveness with -

|
|

i ‘
Herde ger study w1th Paul Fnedlander and Martln Heldegger to balance each

n |

al situation, the aim of Gadelmer S thmkmg, the

» | .

The chapter in Grondin, on “Flight to the Greek

Practical knowledge - R

Dialogue '

o :l"mth ‘ﬁ : ! | L
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