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On a par with E. Husserl and M. Heidegger, N. Hartmann elaborated new 
ontology, which has implications in such contemporary philosophical trends 
as enactivism in the philosophy of mind. In its turn, enactivism represents an 
externalistic point of view in contemporary ontology. Let me briefly define 
the main concepts of my topics. Externalism means that an entity is 
understood not as a monad in its self-sufficient existence, but in a more 
global ontological structure where to be means to be as a part of something 
else, a part of a system. Every entity is grasped in its co-relation with other 
beings and with a context. The meaning of being is also understood as a 
meaning of being in such relations. To mean means to be externalistically, to 
have a relation with something other. In this conception of being, we see that 
any concrete entity could be understood through its own active character of 
being. In other words, every entity relates to other entities, and we can 
describe that relation. The attempt to define the entity through its own 
activity is represented in enactive approach, according to which to be means 
to act in a certain manner. Every concrete entity acts according to its own 
specialties and peculiarities and so on. Given this two ontological positions 
we can infer two presuppositions about subjectivity as such: to be a subject 
means to be ecologically (externalistically) extended, as being-in-the-world; 
and, to be a subject means to be in relation with others as being-with-others. 
We can call the first thesis the ecological thesis and second the 
intersubjective one. Besides, one should mention that enactivism has as its 
root dynamic system theory, elaborated by Wiener and Prigogine. As some 
researchers suggest Hartmann’s critical ontology underlies this theory to a 
large extend1.  
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Indeed, Hartmann defines the relation between elements and complex 
exploring the idea of multistrata2. Elements acquire their determination only 
by means of their combination and relation among them. Thereat, the 
opposition between inner and outer is resolved in through the idea of 
complexity of entities: the relations between two different entities are 
understood as inner processes of a more global complex, considering as a 
system, on the next level. It’s important to notice that, according to 
Hartmann, categories have irreducible ontological status. Therefore, there 
are concreta and real categories and the latter could exist only as structural 
relations within the real world and are nothing in themselves.  

For exploring the ecological presupposition of enactivism, one can 
address Hartmann's principles of substratum and relation. No entity exists by 
its own activity – every entity is intertwined with many other entities and 
exists only in a manner of mutual influence and activity. However, it doesn’t 
mean pure relationalism, while relations can have other relations as their 
termini, the series of relations must end somewhere. The cornerstone of this 
conception is the notion of substratum, which should be understood as the 
term of all possible relations.  

The conception of character corresponds to the intersubjective thesis 
of enactivism. The character is depicted as having five dimensions such as 
activity/passivity, strength/weakness, capacity or incapacity to suffer, 
anticipation and purposefulness. All of them constrain the character and 
arrange a subject in a certain being-with-others.  

By analyzing further these ideas, we see how convenient Hartmann's 
philosophy is to the contemporary line of thought not only in ontology as 
such but also in philosophy of mind, aesthetics and ethics. 
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