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Preface

A few years be fore the out break of the Sec ond World War, I re ceived a
re quest from the pub lisher T. Wever of Fra ne ker to write a book let on
Cal vin ism and Phi loso phy. Their plan was to in clude it in a se ries Cal -
vin ism and the Ques tions of our Time. This re quest came to me at an in -
op por tune mo ment. My en er gies were com pletely taken up with work -
ing out my philo sophi cal an thro pol ogy. In ad di tion, I was at tempt ing to
give my three- volume En cy clo pe dia of the Sci ence of Law a de fini tive
form.

I then con ceived the plan of writ ing, con cur rently with the lat ter work, a 
smaller book on Ref or ma tion and Scho las ti cism in Phi loso phy. I in tended
to de vote this book in par ticu lar to elu ci dat ing the ques tions of an thro pol -
ogy in terms of the op po si tion be tween the ground-mo tive of the Ref or -
ma tion and that of the scho las tic line of thought. This small work would
then serve as an in tro duc tion to the posi tive elabo ra tion of my an thro po -
logi cal in sights.

I con ceived this plan in the face of the deep-seated ob jec tions which had 
been raised im me di ately pre ced ing the war in cer tain Re formed theo logi -
cal cir cles, par ticu larly against the view of the hu man soul that had been
pre sented in the Phi loso phy of the Law- Idea. These ob jec tions were
rooted en tirely in tra di tional scho las tic ideas. In view of this fact, I was ea -
ger, first of all, to place them in their ap pro pri ate his tori cal set ting. By put -
ting them in this light I hoped to pro vide an ex pla na tion as to why this phi -
loso phy had so de ci sively re jected the scho las tic con cep tions of the hu -
man soul.

Once the theme “Ref or ma tion and Scho las ti cism in Phi los o phy” had
taken hold of me, how ever, I soon re al ized that it de manded a much
broader treat ment than I had orig i nally in tended. For the ge nius of scho -
las tic think ing can be un der stood in its op po si tion to that of the Ref or ma -
tion only when the re li gious ground-mo tive of Greek thought has been
traced in its rad i cal op po si tion to the ground-mo tive of Scrip tural rev e la -
tion.
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That there is in deed one com mon re lig ious ground-mo tive at the foun -
da tion of Greek thought, which gives us the key to un der stand ing the typi -
cal dia lec ti cal course of de vel op ment of Greek phi loso phy, is, how ever,
more eas ily claimed than ac tu ally dem on strated by way of a care ful in ves -
ti ga tion of this de vel op ment. Such a proof re quires not only a thor ough
study of the re lig ious no tions of the Greeks but also a study in depth of the
Greek philo sophi cal texts. Every clas si cist knows that this places al most
in sur mount able ob sta cles in the way of a non- classicist. Be cause of the
pro found im por tance of the in quiry, how ever, I felt obliged to go ahead
with it, un de terred by the dif fi cul ties. Now, af ter an in volved and time-
 consuming pre para tory study, I am send ing forth the first vol ume of my
Ref or ma tion and Scho las ti cism in Phi loso phy.

The in tro duc tory sec tion of this work deals with the four re lig ious
ground-mo tives of West ern philo sophi cal thought and with the re la tion -
ship be tween theo reti cal and re lig ious dia lec tic. The ma jor lines of
thought of this sec tion have al ready ap peared in an ar ti cle of mine in the
jour nal Phi lo so phia Re for mata.1

As my study of Greek phi loso phy broad ened and deep ened, I be came
more and more con vinced of the ac cu racy of my origi nal con vic tion that
the back ground of the Ar is to te lian form- matter scheme is much broader
and has deeper roots than is gen er ally ad mit ted. In fact, as I had sus pected, 
it gives philo sophi cal ex pres sion to the dia lec ti cal ground-mo tive which
gov erned all of Greek thought from the be gin ning.

In this re gard the at ti tude of Ar is totle him self should have served as a
warn ing. As one who lived in the Greek world of thought, he con strued
the en tire pre ced ing his tory of phi loso phy within this scheme. This of it -
self should have been enough to alert the mod ern in ves ti ga tor to the fact
that what we have here is far more than a sub jec tive thought- construct of
the great Sta gir ite. In deed, if this mo tive had been sim ply an in ven tion of
Ar is totle, which did not truly ap ply to the phi loso phy be fore him, it would 
have been im pos si ble for him to have forced the lat ter into its mold with -
out pro vok ing op po si tion. He would have dis torted it so badly that the
mu ti la tion could not have gone un no ticed by his con tem po rar ies. For it is
the very foun da tions of Greek thought that are at stake here. In ad di tion,
the very fact that the form- matter mo tive so con sis tently main tained its
po si tion through out later Greek thought and dur ing the en tire Scho las tic
pe riod, con trol ling the very way in which the philo sophi cal prob lems
were framed, should have served as a sec ond warn ing against the mis con -
cep tion that what we have here is merely a philo sophi cal in ven tion of Ar -
is totle by which he ar bi trar ily meas ured all of his prede ces sors.
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If one pen e trates be hind the ques tion of ter mi nol ogy, which of it self is
in sig nif i cant, and con cen trates on the ac tual mean ing of Ar is totle’s
form-mat ter scheme, a thor ough go ing study of Plato and of the so-called
pre-Socratics will re veal that what is at is sue here is in deed a di a lec ti cal
ground-mo tive in which the en tire Greek com mu nity of thought was
rooted from the be gin ning. Once this has taken place, the only re main ing
task is to lay bare the re li gious mean ing of this ground-mo tive. At this
point, one can not fail to see that what has been a con tin ual sub ject of in -
ves ti ga tion since the Ro man tic pe riod, the en coun ter be tween the pre-Ho -
meric re li gion of na ture and the later cul ture re li gion of the Olym pic pan -
theon, is the or i gin of that deep re li gious con flict in the Greek con scious -
ness which is em bod ied in the po lar op po si tion be tween the form mo tive
and the mat ter mo tive. Once one pos sesses this clue, the en tire his tory of
Greek phi los o phy is bathed in a sur pris ing light. Much within it that had
pre vi ously ap peared in ex pli ca ble or in ter nally con tra dic tory is now made
clear as it is placed against its proper back ground. Fur ther more, the true
mean ing of Scho las ti cism, which tries to con struct a bridge be tween the
ground-mo tive of the Chris tian re li gion and the di a lec ti cal ground-mo tive 
of Greek thought, can now be made fully clear for the first time.

In this way the pos si bil ity arises of a true tran scen den tal cri tique of both 
Greek and scho las tic phi loso phy. By this cri tique, fur ther more, the stan -
dard por trayal of the his tory of phi loso phy as a pro cess of in creas ing
eman ci pa tion from the fet ters placed upon it by re lig ion is re vealed as a
radi cal mis con cep tion.

This mis con cep tion was rooted in the a pri ori prej u dice that philo sophic 
thought, ac cord ing to its very na ture, is au ton o mous. Those mak ing this
judg ment, how ever, glossed over the fact that in Greek phi los o phy this
pre sumed au ton omy had a com pletely dif fer ent mean ing from the one it
had in Thomistic Scho las ti cism, and that in both of these its mean ing was
to tally dif fer ent from the one it has in mod ern hu man is tic thought. If fuller 
ac count had been taken of this in con tro vert ible fact, the crit i cal ques tion
would have sur faced of its own ac cord: What is it that has de ter mined the
pro found dif fer ences in the way that this au ton omy has been con ceived in
the course of his tory? It would then have ap peared, as a mat ter of course,
that these dif fer ing con cep tions were en tirely de pend ent on the re li gious
ground-mo tives which have un der girded West ern thought in its whole de -
vel op ment. Then the “ax iom” of the au ton omy of phi los o phy would have
be come a crit i cal prob lem. Then, too, the philo sophic dog ma tism which
el e vated this au ton omy to the po si tion of a “dogma” would have had to
make way for a tran scen den tal, crit i cal stance, for which philo sophic
thought it self had the sta tus of a the o ret i cal prob lem. For only a se ri ous in -
ves ti ga tion of the in ner struc ture of this thought can pro vide a truly crit i cal 
an swer to the ques tion as to whether a re li giously un prej u diced phi los o -
phy in the mod ern sense of the word is in fact pos si ble.
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I ini tially de vel oped such a tran scen den tal cri tique of philo sophic
thought in the first vol ume of my Phi loso phy of the Law- Idea.1 There I ap -
plied it in a de tailed analy sis of the dia lec ti cal course of de vel op ment of
mod ern hu man is tic phi loso phy. Now the same method will be fol lowed in 
an in ves ti ga tion of Greek phi loso phy. And, in con for mity with the over all
de sign of this work, it will be the ques tions of an thro pol ogy that stand in
the fore ground.

In or der to help the reader draw his own con clu sions as to whether and
to what de gree this method of ap proach ing Greek phi loso phy in terms of
its own ground-mo tive does greater jus tice to Greek thought than the stan -
dard one, I have through out sup ported my analy sis with ex ten sive Greek
quo ta tions. In so far as the sources per mit, these are in cluded in the con text
of the en tire ar gu ment of the writ ers them selves. For the bene fit of those
who do not know the Greek lan guage or who have an in suf fi cient grasp of
it, I have placed af ter each quo ta tion a trans la tion, in which I have at -
tempted as far as pos si ble to avoid preju dic ing the philo sophi cal in ter pre -
ta tion. The fact that one can never fully suc ceed in this at tempt is known to 
all who have learned from ex pe ri ence the prob lems en coun tered in trans -
lat ing.

By far the greater part of my ex po si tion treats the de vel op ment of Pla -
to’s thought. The jus ti fi ca tion for this will be found in the de sign and exe -
cu tion of my method of in ves ti ga tion it self. For, in the phi loso phy of
Plato, all the strands of phi loso phy be fore him are gath ered to gether, and
it is in the de vel op ment of his thought that the dia lec tic of the Greek
ground-mo tive ob tains its most rep re sen ta tive and, at the same time, its
most com pli cated ex pres sion.

At this point I shall make only a few brief com ments about the two vol -
umes that are to fol low the pres ent one. The sec ond criti cally in ves ti gates
the op po si tion be tween the Phi loso phy of the Law- Idea and scho las tic
phi loso phy, more par ticu larly scho las tic an thro pol ogy. This vol ume is
now com pletely fin ished. It will ap pear in a short while, as soon as pa per
be comes avail able and as soon as there is op por tu nity to have it printed.
This vol ume will also con tain a de tailed dis cus sion of the re la tion ship be -
tween phi loso phy and the ol ogy, the is sue which ap pears to have been the
piv otal one for Chris tian thought from the be gin ning. At the same time, by 
way of a tran scen den tal cri tique of the Thomis tic and Augustin ian schools 
of scho las tic thought, I shall re sume my analy sis of the dia lec ti cal de vel -
op ment of Greek thought at the point that I tem po rar ily left it af ter my
analy sis of Plato. The third vol ume, which for the greater part has also
been brought to com ple tion, will con tain an ex ten sive treat ment of the
prob lems of an thro pol ogy within the frame work of the Phi loso phy of the
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Law- Idea. This fi nal vol ume is in tended to com prise an im por tant ad di -
tion to this phi loso phy, which will make it pos si ble to gain a more pre cise
in sight into its over all de sign and out work ing. It is my fer vent hope that
many mis un der stand ings which have per sisted re gard ing my ear lier pub -
lished work will thereby be re moved.
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