
Exam 2 

     The pre-Socratics had introduced a new way of thinking called Naturalistic, literal, and 

theoretical explanation. This was a way to reduce and unification under a single principle. The 

Naturalistic was clashing with super-naturalistic while literal was against mythopoeic. Super-

naturalistic is a belief of the supernatural or a divine agency that is or can manifest itself in the 

world. Naturalistic is just a stance of what does exist and of what does not exist. The mythopoeic 

way of thinking was of seeing that each event, big and small, as an act of will of some personal 

being. Literal consists of what is true to what is false, basically of what is real and what just belief. 

The other new way of thinking the pre-Socratics introduced was a theoretical explanation of 

phenomena. The phenomena of whatever it may be, they would be able to come up with a 

conclusion that would be logical to them. 

The problems/issues they purse were of Materialists and the basic stuff, one against many, 

permanence versus change, and reality opposing appearance. The Materialists, matter is primary 

and mind or spirit is secondary; while the basic stuff is of food and ect. One against many was of 

different theories and that there would be only one that would be expectable. Permanence versus 

change was about the way some people had still kept the old way of thinking and that to improve 

this they used the old teachings and either upgraded it or changed it. The reality opposing 

appearance is about how people can see on how the things they want to see is true and the things 

they know is true. 

The pre-Socratics each had their own principle that had some kind of explanation of change and its 

relation to reality.  Thales had the principle of water and that all things originated from water. 

Anaximenes had the same principle but in form of the wind, Anaximander had the principle of the 

boundless which since elements can’t exchange from each other. Heraclitus had Logos in which 

reality change itself ordered by the same Logos. Pythagoras had the principle of numbers in which 

all things came in order; Parmenides had The One which reality was singular and permanent. 

Atomism was of Atoms which were irreducible singularities that make up things; Sophism was 

Relativism which wasn’t a principle because it rejected the metaphysical principles. Plato had the 

Good which is sensible informed by intelligible, and Aristotle which had the Unmoved mover 

which was motion toward four causes. These are actual verses potential, substance: essential 

verses accidental properties.  
REWRITE:  Read the chapters on this, then rewrite.  

Comment [DP1]: Deals with the attempt to 
explain immediate phenomena by recourse to 
something other than supernatural agency.  The 
question of whether these exist or not, is less 
important than how they unify phenomena (does 
Anaximander’s Apeiron exist, do atoms exist, was 
not the issue.  If they did the best job at theoretical 
explanation, then they were justified by that, not 
the question of their existence as the central 
starting  question. 

Comment [DP2]: Literal vs symbolic does not 
mean true versus false 

Comment [DP3]: This was not two things: 
reduction and theoretical explanation, rather it was 
theoretical explanation by means of reduction to a 
single principle. 

Comment [DP4]: ??? 

Comment [DP5]: This refers to the competing 
theories about whether reality was a single thing 
underlying multiplicity or if multiplicity itself is 
reality.   Parmenides would be an example of 
singularity and atomism would be an example of 
multiplicity 

Comment [DP6]: Problem of how things retain 
identity through change, whether what changes can 
be real, etc..  Heraclitus argued that there is nothing 
but change, there are no enduring things. 

Comment [DP7]: Reality is appearance: Sophists 
Reality is not appearance but something that does 
not appear, such as atoms or Parmenides ONE, etc. 


