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“The Importance of Aristotle's views on Ousia in the Categories: The road to Rhetoric and its use in Logic and Metaphysics.”
The paper discusses the problem of  the most appropriate interpretation of Aristotle’s treatment of Ousia in the Categories: “ Substance [Ousia], in the truest and primary and most definite sense of the word, is that which is neither predicable of a subject nor present in a subject; for instance, the individual man or horse. But in a secondary sense those things are called substances within which, as species, the primary substances are included; also those which, as genera, include the species. For instance, the individual man is included in the species 'man', and the genus to which the species belongs is 'animal'; these, therefore-that is to say, the species 'man' and the genus 'animal,-are termed secondary substances.” (Categories, 2a11-17, Chapter 5, transl. by E. M. Edghill). The interpretation of this passage from the Categories is perhaps the most discussed topic in the history of philosophy from the Hellenistic through to Medieval, Modern and Contemporary. Relatively recent attempts from Aristotle scholars such as Moravcsik leave a lot of questions unanswered. According to Moravcsik: “Aristotle did not think of the structure of language as mirroring the structure of reality. But he did believe that there are specific items of language and reality the correlation of which forms a crucial link between the two” (Moravcsik 1968, 145). Both the attempt to formulate a theory about the structure of language that can mirror the structure of reality and the attempt to correlate the two structures (in the sense that Moravcsik proposes) cannot answer the question of why Aristotle makes Ousia “neither predicable of a subject nor present in a subject”. Any developmental attempts to indicate that the theory contained in Categories and On Interpretation is not a fully worked out metaphysical theory and that this fully worked out version exists in Metaphysics is also doomed to failure: Werner Jaeger’s hypothesis that Aristotle moved from Platonism to Empiricism has been the foundation for contradictory conclusions about the place of the Categories in Aristotle’s logical and metaphysical development: Categories comes either before (and so is lacking in systematicity regarding the description of being) or after the Metaphysics (and so it is a complete destruction of Platonism) and (depending which side you favour) has been seen as either an immature version of Metaphysics or a more worked out version of it (Guthrie 1981, Vol. VI, 138, footn. 1, 2 and 139, footn. 1). My proposal is that the theory contained in the Categories is a fully worked out theory of being indicating that its description is not and cannot be contained in linguistic and logical expressions of it, but can be expressed in the use of poetry and other rhetorical means of speaking about it. This, obviously, will lead to the controversial claim that Aristotle agrees with Plato on this. But, I will claim that this is controversial only for an empiricist and analytical interpretation of  the relevant Aristotelian passages, an interpretation which I do not endorse and which will attempt to prove false.
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