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The Differences between Aristotle and Plato’s View on the Forms
Ancient Greece was the pioneer country in philosophy and laid the foundation of western philosophy. The most famous Greek philosophers were Plato and Aristotle where Plato researched and recorded on subjects such as mathematics, geometry, and physics and Aristotle is among the few philosophers who was considered to be a true scientist. For that reason, their writings have influenced the world in many aspects over the years. Despite the fact that Plato was a philosopher, he was also a famous teacher. Again, although Aristotle learned a lot from Plato, his ideas grew to the extent of criticizing Plato’s works. Nevertheless, the two philosophers brought forth the theories of forms and the most convincing elaboration of forms is the combination of their ideas. The paper, therefore, looks at the various differences that exist between the Plato and Aristotle’s view of the Forms.
Perfect entities are the first difference that arises between Plato and Aristotle’s view of the Forms. Forms are perfect entities which exist independently. For instance, a red rubber ball is red in color and looks like the form of redness. The ideal characteristics are the reason that the two philosophers share a feature that is redness. On the other hand, Aristotle holds a different view since he asserts that form exists in each element. According to Kenny (2016), the red ball appears red because it emulates the heavenly redness form. Thereby the red ball has the same entity which is the form of redness. Consequently, Aristotle strongly asserts that the Forms exist instantiated everywhere while Plato’s analogy is that forms exist as perfect and imperfect wannabes are the objects that instantiate them.
Materialism is another difference that comes in between Plato and Aristotle’s view of the Forms. According to Plato, Forms are metaphysical bedrock which is the true things. Examples of forms are instances that take the reality of the form. For instance, a horse in the field is real if it participates in horsiness and bodiliness. On the other hand, Aristotle is more materialistic because he holds onto the view that bodies have an independent existence, but they are constrained in universally valid forms. In addition, there is a prime mover that animates all things perfectly. Consequently, Aristotle strongly believes that the prime mover which is a god has a divine significance. Hence, Aristotle is materialist philosopher since he goes an extra mile in explaining about non-human souls but contends immaterial activity of the human soul (Habermas, 2015).
Reality view comes in as the third difference between Plato’s and Aristotle’s view of the Forms. Aristotle asserted that for something to be real it must have a substance and a form. He saw no significant difference between matter and form. Consequently, Aristotle argues that in order to understand the form of things, they have to be examined and carefully studied to distinguish that matter gives form stability while form gives the matter a structure to follow. In addition, Aristotle holds onto the idea that mental exercise can separate form and matter. For example, a piece of wood is only in the form of the matter until something gives it an individual form. On the contrary, Plato believed that our senses could not be trusted since they are subject to be influenced by our own feelings. Again, the reality is permanent because it remains stored in the memory banks. He maintains that there exists an ideal world as there are perfect forms of material reflections. According to Elias (2016), Plato advanced a mathematical system of explaining processes and asserted that there are perfect ways that things should be seen by human even though they cannot achieve them. Consequently, Plato argued that when human beings rise above their physical environment, they  understand the forms that are in the invisible world. Also, Aristotle held the opinion that everything was right on earth and cannot be derived from the scientific method.
Again, even though both Plato and Aristotle perceived Forms as a part of the existence of things, their ideas of what Form is come out differently. For instance, in Plato’s book ‘The Republic’, the narrator, Socrates, elaborates the form of the good as what gives truth to the things known and the power to know the knower. Plato compares the form of the good with the sun by saying that the form of good is subject to sovereignty (Hartman, 2015). Again, Plato argues that different forms such as beauty, justice and good in the intelligible realm can be termed to be true as long as they exist in the mind. On the other hand, Aristotle conducted a systematic study that was able to draw conclusions that lead him to reject Plato’s theory of Forms. For that reason, Aristotle illustrates that everything has a matter that exists basing it on where it comes from.
Another key distinction between Plato’s and Aristotle’s view of the theory of Forms is the conception of participation falling victim to an infinite regress. Arguments from Plato show that if male things are made male by virtue of participation in the form of man and the form of man masculine in itself, then it means that they have something in common. In addition, Plato theory derives its character from the notion that forms are universals. However, Aristotle regarded the theory inadequate because he saw no tangible connections between forms. Aristotle went further to hold the view that the theory of forms was unable to account for the generation, change and destruction adequately. Having such disparities in their argument helps to bring out the topic of the Forms to an understandable level.
In summation, the differences between Plato and Aristotle’s view of the forms have been reviewed. Both the philosophers differ strongly since each one of them holds certain ideas and perceptions that they strongly believe regarding the elements that have brought along. Materialism, reality, the conception of participation and perfect entities are some of the views regarding form that has been reviewed by both philosophers hence enabling the current scholars to have a clear understanding of the concepts. What appears to be amazing in the works elaborated by Aristotle is by coming up with various reason to enable people to believe what they believe. Nevertheless, there exist some similarity in both works of the philosophers of which they are not much clear to distinguish. Some of the common Forms in the philosopher’s ideas about the Forms include the universe, human beings, reality and perceptions. This, in turn, helps the reader to have a deep understanding of the ideas about the forms hence creating a clear pathway for the future philosophers.
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