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Aristotle builds up an empirical-associationistic psychological theory which, 

suggests that mind is a compound of elemental processes which are interrelated 

by τάξιν τινά *. In other words, in order to describe the various psychological 

κινήσεις Aristotle has elaborated his theory of aesthesis and antilepsis in a man

ner similar to that presented by modern structuralists 2 . 

Aristotle takes sense impression 3 as the simplest psychological unit, which 

is the outcome of the interaction between the sense organs and the stimuli 

coming from the sensible objects. This interaction is signified by the verb αίσθά-

νεσθαι 4 , that is, the initial phase of άντιλαμβάνεσθαι. Next comes the formation 

of clusters or groups of sense impressions which result in the φαντάσματα, or, 

to use Titchener's word, «perceptions». The founder of structuralistic psycho

logy, G. B. Titchener, has defined «perceptions» as selected clusters of sense 

impressions : 

Perceptions are selected groups of sensations—these percep

tions have meaning 5 . 

Titchener's «perceptions» are what we could call percepts or mental images, and 

1) De Memoria et Reminiscentia, 452a 4. 

2) G. Β. Titchener, A Textbook of Psychology, MacMillan, 1910. 

3) Posterior Analytics, Book II , Chapter 19, 100a : αίσθησις ; De Anima, 424 a 

19 : αίσθητον είδος ; De Memoria et Reminiscentia, 450b 30 : είκών. Aristotle uses both 

αϊσθησις and είδος as the primary psychological units in his structuralistic descrip

tions. The term είκών could be taken as a simple unit only in cases that a per-

ceiver perceives holistically. It seems that Aristotle allows a sort of Gestalt per

ception. However, he basically uses simple units such as 'ίδια or κοινά or αϊσθησις 

and είδος which refer to the primary and secondary percepts or the first outcomes 

of the sensus communis. 

4) Parva Naiuralia - De Sensu, 436 b 9 : De Memoria et Reminiscentia, 451 a 5;. 

De Anima, 427 a 19—20. 

5) G. B. Titchener, A Textbook of Psychology, p . 367. 
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Äristotle names them φαντάσματα, of the διανοητική ψυχή 1 . T h e difference 

foere is one of terms 2 . Furthermore, the «perceptions» or φαντάσματα by selec-

1) De Anima, 431 a 15 ; 432 a 9—14 ; De Memoria et Reminiscentia 450 b 29. Also, 

Titchener 's perceptions and Aristotle 's phantasmata in De Anima and De Memoria 

•et Reminiscentia can be identified with εμπειρία, a term which Aristotle uses in his 

•Posterior Analytics, 100 a 7 and Metaphysics A 980 a 28. 

2) In fact, the term perception which corresponds to the Greek word άντί-

ληψις is hard to find in Aristotle's treatises. The various translators have trans

lated the Aristotelian words as they thought most suitable in their translations 

as general wholes. Consider, for example, the translations made by R. D. Hicks 

and J. Smith. For the first, perception is the Aristotelian αίσθητικον {De Anima, 

417 a 6) ; for the latter, it is αϊσθησις (De Anima, 414 a 28 ; 417 a 3), αίσθητικον 

(De Anima, 415 a 17), and αίσθάνεσθαι [De Anima, 415 a 18 ; 417 a 10). And differen

ces are found not only between the two translations, but within the same trans

lation, the same Aristotelian psychological terms being different in different 

cases. The following table is quite indicative : 

T e r m s 
in G r e e k 

1. αΐσ&ησις 
αϊσθησις 
αϊσθησις 
αϊσθησις 
αϊσθησις 
αϊσθησις 

2. αίοϋητικον 
αίσθητικόν 

αίσθητικον 

3. αίο&ητον 
αίσθητον 

4. αίσ&άνεσ&αι 
αίσθάνεσθαι 

αίσθάνεσθοα 

R e f e r e n c e 
t o D . Α . 

413a23 
417a3 
417a3 
417a5 
417a l2 
417a32 

415al7 
417a6 

4 1 7 M 6 

415a22 
417b21 

415a l8 
417s l0 

4 1 7 a l 3 — 1 4 

T r a n s l a t i o n 
b y R. D . H i c k s 

s e n s a t i o n 
s e n s e 
s e n s a t i o n 
s e n s a t i o n 
s e n s a t i o n 
s e n s a t i o n 

s e n s i t i v e 
t h e f a c u l t y 

s e n s i b l e 
p e r c e p t i o n 

s e n s i t i v e 

s e n s i b l e 
o t h e r 

s e n s e s 

s e n s a t i o n 
t o h a v e 

s e n s a t i o n 
s e n s a t i o n 

T r a n s l a t i o n 
b y S m i t h 

p e r c e p t i o n 
s e n s e 
t o p e r c e i v e 
s e n s e 
s e n s e 
s e n s e 

p e r c e p t i v e 

s e n s i t i v e 

t o p o s s e s s 
s e n s e 

p e r c e p t i b l e 
s e n s o r y 

p o w e r s 

p e r c e i v i n g 

« p e r c e i v e » 
t o b e s e n t i e n t 

Needless to say, this is a problem which could be better solved by a specially 

t ra ined philosopher in co-operation with a psychologist. But we might, ask 
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tion could structure more general φαντάσματα and concepts. Φαντάσματα a n d 

«perceptions» are appropriate for structuralistic descriptions, but this is not 

enough. Structures presuppose structuring, a process of selecting among the 

primary psychological units and synthesizing them. For this Aristotle has intro

duced κίνησις 1, whereas Titchener speaks about «the whole process 2 · No doubt,, 

both κίνησις and process indicate the active character of aesthesis and antilepsis. 

However, the pressing question is how this structuring occurs. I would appear to· 

say that Aristotle offers, as an empiricist, a kind of mechanical explanation 3 . 

H e believes, we might suppose, that the entire edifice of the simple and synthe

tic psychological structures is realizable by virtue of the «mechanical» principles 

of association such as similarity, contradiction and contigency. Aristotle, of course, 

uses mechanical principles in order to show how the operation of recollection 

occurs ; 4 and though he does not explicitly state anywhere in De Anima that 

the same principles make the selections and syntheses ot the various psycholo

gical elements for the formation of psychological structures, nonetheless, the-

suggestion that he presupposed the same mechanical principles for building u p 

his elementalistic structures could be supported by the following arguments : 

(a) He clearly says in the De Memoria et Reminiscentia 5 that the mne

monic movements are related to one another in the same manner as the objective 

facts are related ; they have, he observes, the same order of succession as t h e 

object or facts because they derive from, and represent, them. Now, if the-

whether confusing terminology is due to Aristotle himself, or to the scholars and 
translators who either are not quite familiar with modern psychological termino
logy, or want to impose on Aristotle views which perhaps were not his . At any 
rate, since we nowhere find the term άντίληψις in Aristotle—that is, fhe Greek 
equivalent of the English «perception», I would suggest that only what Aristotle 
calls «phantasmata» or «mental images» could justifiably be looked upon as 
identical with structuralistic «perceptions>. 

1) De Memoria et Reminiscentia, 450b 28 : όταν ενεργή ή χίνηαις ; 451a 5 : έγγι-
νομένων ήμΐν έν τη ψυχή . . . κινήσεων ; De Anima, 429a 2 ; 431a 7 ; 432a 17—18 -r 

Posterior Analytics, 100a : «develops». 
2) G. B. Titchener, A Textbook of Psychology, p . 367. 
3) This might be concluded from his Posterior Analytics, 99b—100b 15. 

However, it is not to be disregarded that Aristotle introduces Active Nous as an 
intervening outside agent which is contrary to this suggestion. But Aristotle's 
platonizing views of active Nous is a notion which can hardly fit in his psycho
logical theory expounded in De Anima, Parva Katuralia, and Posterior Analytics. 

4) De Memoria et Reminiscentia, 451b 17 : Οταν οδν άναμιμνησκώμεθα, κινούμεθα 
των προτέρων τινά κινήσεων, έως αν κινηθώμεν μεθ' ην εκείνη εϊωθεν. δια και το εφεξής 
θηρεύομεν νοήσαντες άπο τοϋ νυν η άλλον τινός και αφ* ομοίου ή εναντίον ή του σύνεγγυς, δια 
τοϋτο γίνεται ή άνάμνησις" αί γαρ κινήσεις τούτων των μέν αϊ αύται, τών δ' αμα, των δέτ 
μέρος έχουσιν ώστε το λοιπόν μικρόν Ô έκινήθη μετ' εκείνο (Italics mine). 

5) Ibid., 452a 5 : ώς γάρ έχουσι τα πράγματα προς Αλληλα τω εφεξής, ούτω καΐ at 
κινήσεις καΐ Εστίν εύμνημόνευτα ίσα χάξιν τινά 2χει, ώσπερ τα μαθήματα* τα δέ φαϋλα χα-
λεπώς (Italics mine) 
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sense-impressions are the sensible είδη άνευ της ΰλης 1 or, to use Aristotle's 

wax·analogy, are like the traces of the signetring 2 , then we could justifiably 

infer that the same laws posited by Aristotle in recollection operate in the orga

nization of the various psychological elements, primary or synthetic ; 

(b) Recollection is a kind of regressing-motion (κίνησις) which starts from 

the ending points of the organizing psychological powers, namely from their 

results already stored in the form of traces, and—following the backward path— 

reaches objects which are not present ; and if we have in this Aristotelian 

regressing-movement 3 the three associationistic principles of similarity, con

tradiction and contingency operating, this immediately suggests that in the pro

gressing-motion, that is, in the progressive build-up of the psychological elements, 

the same path is followed (in the opposite direction, however) and the same 

mechanical principles are applied. 

(c) Finally, it could be maintained that associationism implies structuralism; 

for, if it is true that according to Aristotle the organization of the psychologi

cal units, phantasmata and even of synthetic wholes, depends on the principles 

of associationism, in the manner suggested, then we might legitimately ask on 

what materials do these principles operate ? Do they operate in a vacuum ? But 

undoubtedly, a certain material is needed—the primary units, the phantasmata, 

etc., upon which the principles may operate. In other words, by following the 

reverse path it is shown that associationism implies structuralism. Structuralism, 

on the other hand, which is a variant of the philosophy of empiricism in psycho

logy, sees experience as having an autonomic existence, independent of the sub

ject, and governed by a self-sufficient system of associations, and, further, as 

imposing itself directly on the human mind ; from which it follows that structu

ralism too implies associationism. In short, even the principles of associations 

derive from the outside «τάξιν» 4 of things, and their establishment, like a 

habit, is due to the repetition-factor 5 . 

Aristotle, however, even if he himself provided material and principles to 

the philosophical system of empiricism and consequently to the psychological 

t rend of structuralism, does not present a rigidly consistent and static psycholo-

1) De Anima, 424a 19. 

2) De Memoria et Reminiseentia, 450a30—450b : ή γάρ γινομένη κίνησις ένσημαί-

νεται οίον τύπον τινά του αισθήματος, καθάπερ οι οφραγιζόμινοι τοίς δακινλίοις. (Italics 

mine). 

3) Ibid , 451b 16—23. 

4) Ibid., 452a. 

5) Metaphysics, 980b28—981a5. 
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gical doctrine. As I have shown ! , he talks always about κίνησις in the organism, 

«action», and so forh. There is always movement—that is, the active elaboration 

of the simple or synthetic psychological elements—present. The subject is not 

passive. Organism and environment interact one upon another, they are partici

pating, or, better, cause the perceptual activity. 

Π Ε Ρ Ι Λ Η Ψ Ι Σ 

Δια της παρούσης έρεύνης δεικνύεται δτι δ Αριστοτέλης παρουσιάζει εις 

την ψυχολογίαν του τάς βασικωτέρας δργανωτικάς απόψεις, δπως αδται χρησι

μοποιούνται σήμερον υπό των θεμελιωτών της λεγομένης Δομικής Ψυχολογίας 

(structuralism). 'Ακολουθεί την ιδίαν μέ αυτούς ίεραρχικήν σειράν εις την οίκο-

δομήν της ψυχολογίας του, ήτις άρχεται άπδ των απλών ψυχολογικών στοιχείων, 

δηλ. των αρχικών εντυπώσεων προερχομένων εξ εκάστου αισθητηρίου οργάνου, 

καΐ καταλήγει είς ώργανωμένας ομάδας εσωτερικών εντυπώσεων, αϊ όποΐαι πλέον 

έχουν άποκαθαρθή και αποτελούν συνθέτους εννοίας. Το παρόν συμπέρασμα έχει 

βασισθή επί μιας συγκριτικής έρεύνης των κειμένων του Σταγειρίτου καΐ αυτών 

του θεμελιωτου τής Δομικής ψυχολογίας G. Titchener. 

Έ ν τούτοις, παρότι ό Αριστοτέλης έκληροδότησε είς τον έμπειριοκρατι-

σμον και κατά συνέπειαν εις την Δομικήν Ψυχολογίαν ύλικόν καΐ αρχάς πολυτί-

μους (ίδε π. χ. εις το «Περί Μνήμης», 451 β17 τους τρεις συνειρμικούς νόμους : 

(α) «αφ* ομοίου» (β) «εναντίου» και (γ) «σύνεγγυς») δεν είναι καθόλου προσκε-

κολλημένοι είς μίαν στατικήν ψυχολογίαν. Ή Ψυχολογία του είναι δυναμική. Αι 

δομικαί του περιγραφαΐ (κυρίως είς τα 'Αναλυτικά "Υστερα, 100α—ΙΟΟβ, «Το

πικά», «Μεταφυσικά» και «Περί Μνήμης») έ'χουν χρησιμοποιηθή δι' οργανωτι

κούς λόγους, οίπνες θα διευκολύνουν τον άναγνώστην του είς την καλυτέραν 

κατανόησιν τής θεωρίας του. 

1) «An Examination of Aristotle's Theory of Perception», ΠΛΑΤΩΝ vol. 19 

(Parts 37/38), 1968. Also, see De Anima, 408M5—18 : τοΰτο δέ μή ώς έν εκείνη της κι

νήσεως οΰσης, άλλ' ότέ μέν μέχρι εκείνης, ότέ δ* &π εκείνης, οίον ή μέν αισθησις άπ' εκείνης 

επί τάς έν τοις αίσθητηρίοις κινήσεις ή μονάς. 


