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A fi rst generation of Heidegger’s students were quick to identify the importance 
for him of Aristotle’s philosophy. Th ey had sat in his lectures and seminars from 
the early twenties, fi rst in Freiburg im-Breisgau, in Marburg, and again in Freiburg: 
they heard Heidegger’s protracted discussions of Aristotle’s texts. Th e title of one 
set of lectures, from 1921 give a sense of the direction of the reading: Phenomeno-
logical Interpretation of Aristotle: Introduction to Phenomenological Research (GA 61, 
1984). Aristotle’s writings were to be read as a source for following through and 
radicalising the phenomenological innovations of Edmund Husserl (1856-1938). 
Heidegger himself, in the late essay ‘On Time and Being’ (1962), testifi es to the 
importance for his earliest development of the gift, in 1907, of a study by Franz 
Brentano: On the manifold senses of being for Aristotle (1862). Th is preoccupation 
with the manifold senses of being, which must all the same be thought as a unity, 
can be linked to the diff erences between the unity of logos, as Rede, and its various 
modes of being said, as Gerede, which is structural to the development of the 
argument of Being and Time (1927). Th is distinction between Gerede and Rede 
informs the analysis of the diff erences between the tendency to fallenness into the 
world, and an authentic self-attestation of Dasein, in its ontical and ontological 
distinctiveness, as having a relation to its own being.

In this fi rst generation of students, the work of Helena Weiss, Hans Georg 
Gadamer, Otto Poeggeler, and Hannah Arendt all attest to the challenge posed by 
Heidegger’s writings. Th e task is to return to Aristotle, under the guidance of a 
retrieval of the question of the meaning of being, both to work through to an 
understanding of the unity of Aristotle’s thinking, and to develop alternatives in 
the twentieth century to the dead ends of Cartesian dualism. By contrast, a second 
and a third generation of students have access to the famous early lectures and 
seminars only by second hand, by means of rumour, and in the outline of a cri-
tique of Aristotle, indicated, but not carried out in Being and Time. Th e proposal 
to destroy the history of ontology sits uneasily alongside this claim, from section 29, 
about Aristotle’s Rhetoric: ‘Contrary to the traditional orientation, according 
to which rhetoric is conceived as the kind of thing we “learn in school”, this work 
of Aristotle must be taken as the fi rst systematic hermeneutic of the everydayness 
of Being with one another.’ (SZ 138, MR 178).Th e destruction of Aristotelian 
ontology is to reveal an Aristotle who contributes to reposing the question of the 
meaning of being, and to an analysis of the everydayness of Dasein. Th is opens up 
a duplicity in Aristotle’s texts, they are to be read against the grain, to release a 
hermeneutical component, in addition to the question concerning the unity, or 
meaning, articulating the multiplicity in being. 
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For students of Heidegger who post date the publication of these lectures and 
seminars, from Marburg, and from Freiburg, there is a proliferation of Aristotelian 
themes to be followed up. Th e publication in 1992 of the lectures on the Sophist 
(GA 20, 1992) is important, for it starts out with a long discussion of Aristotle’s 
Nicomachean Ethics, in the course of which Heidegger proposes Gewissen, con-
science, as a translation of phronesis. Th is indicates there is to be a retrieval of 
Aristotle’s ethics, as well as of his metaphysics. Th e rediscovery, and publication in 
1989, of the outline written in 1922, ‘Phenomenological Interpretation of Aristo-
tle’, reveals that even more of Aristotle’s legacy is at stake in Heidegger’s enquiries 
than a focus on intellectual virtue, on the communitarian values of the Rhetoric, 
and on the discussions, in the Metaphysics, of the manifold ways of saying being. 
Lines of discussion of this between Robert Bernasconi, Franco Volpi and Jacques 
Taminiaux, a truly international exchange, were already opening out in the late 
eighties and early nineties, with a focus on the role for Heidegger of Aristotle’s 
distinctions between poiesis and praxis, and between phronesis and sophia. Bernas-
coni proposed a destruction of phronesis, and both Volpi and Taminiaux proposed 
readings of Heidegger as rewriting the relation between poiesis and praxis into the 
fabric of the argument of Being and Time, Volpi proposing an ontology of praxis, 
by contrast to that of poiesis, as a model for thinking Dasein, and Taminiaux read-
ing the distinction between praxis and poiesis as models for the distinction between 
authentic and inauthentic Dasein.

With this new study by Walter Brogan, the stakes of the discussion are raised 
yet again, for he reads Heidegger’s analyses of Aristotle from 1919 through to 
1939, as a continuous series of responses, here focussed on interpretations of 
Aristotle on physis and on aletheia. Brogan’s principal sources are the 1939 paper 
‘On the emergence and concept of physis in Aristotle Physics b1’, published 
in Wegmarken in 1967, in conjunction with the 1931 lectures on Metaphysics 
Th eta 1-3, on dunamis and energeia (GA 33, 1995), and the two sets of lectures, 
from 1924-25, Logic: Th e Question of Truth (GA 21, 1976), and from 1937-38, 
Basic Questions of Philosophy (GA 45, 1984), the latter mentioned by Brogan at 
the beginning of his chapter four, but oddly not included in his bibliography. 
Brogan argues that Heidegger’s Aristotle moves on from the argument of the Cat-
egories, that being is that of which predication is possible, to a more refi ned view, 
in the Metaphysics, where a distinction is developed between a derivative, asser-
toric concept of truth, and a foundational, enabling ontological notion of truth. 
Th is sets up diff erences between an account of the truth of being in the Categories, 
and such an account for the Metaphysics, mapping on to the distinction given in 
Being and Time between discovery, Entdeckung, and the opening within which 
discovery occurs, Dasein as Erschlossenheit. Th us Dasein is Heidegger’s term for 
specifying the conditions in which truth claims may successfully be made. Th e 
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third contentious thematisation of truth, as Entschlossenheit, does not feature in 
Brogan’s account.

A parallel move is detectable in relation to the thinking of being, and time in 
the Physics, in terms of chronos, simultaneity and succession, and a thinking of 
being, and time in relation to a moment of vision, as a rewriting of the Aristotelian 
thinking of kairos, the right time of virtuous activity. Th e former is derivative, and 
is to be founded in the latter: the times of ready to hand and present at hand enti-
ties are available for thought only from the stance of the time of Dasein. Heidegger 
identifi es limitations in Aristotle’s account of time, as given in Physics 4; both in 
Being and Time, and in the contemporaneous lectures, Basic Problems of Phenom-
enology (1928). Oddly in Being and Time, Heidegger does not mark up an affi  nity 
between the Nietzschean moment of vision, the Augenblick of transformation, 
and this Aristotelian concept of kairos. Th is connection can be made of the basis 
of the analyses and arguments presented by Brogan, although he does not pursue 
his reading of Heidegger on Aristotle on truth and being into an account of 
Heidegger on Aristotle on truth, time and being. His last chapter expresses the 
wish that further readings of Heidegger on Aristotle can and must deepen and 
challenge his own, but it will be a diffi  cult undertaking to match or exceed the 
care, detail and scholarly expertise of Brogan’s readings. Th is is a truly remarkable 
book, outstanding in its exegesis of Aristotle, of Heidegger, and of Heidegger’s 
readings of Aristotle, all done with commendable brevity and concision. For those 
immersed in Aristotle’s Greek, it will repay careful attention, and for those put off  
by Heidegger’s lengthy citations of Greek sources, and his struggles with transla-
tion, it will reveal just how philosophically important those citations and struggles 
to translate can be.

Brogan reveals the moves whereby Heidegger establishes access to an Aristotle 
not yet divided up into an Ethicist, a Metaphysician, a Natural Philosopher and a 
theorist of the Social. He reveals how Heidegger establishes access to an Aristotle 
not yet colonised by either Christian apologetics or Hegelian trinitarianism, nor 
by modern philosophies of mind and action. What takes centre stage is an Aristo-
tle who recognises ontological diff erence, and who has thought through the impli-
cations of Zeno’s aporias of time and movement, to a reaffi  rmation of the unity of 
being. It is also an Aristotle for whom nous establishes the ‘how’ of access to the 
origins and sources of what there is, thus revealing an Aristotelian attention to the 
‘how’ of presentation, before Husserl’s reinvention of it. Aristotle’s attentiveness to 
diff erences between motion, movement, passion, kinesis and genesis provide a 
prototype for distinguishing between diff erent modes of being, and distinct 
regions of being, as opened out by the phenomenologies of Heidegger, and indeed 
of Husserl. Th e clarity of Brogan’s exposition, and his admirable grasp of this tan-
gle of concepts, open up these wider horizons for reassessing the role of reading 
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Aristotle, in the emergent diff erences between Husserl and Heidegger on how to 
think the unity of phenomenology.
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