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In the m&% of py reseavch for this dios r%a%im. % was infeve

ﬁﬁ%@v&?. 88

eovared that iﬁs@ a}g?eﬁimm mm theae two
bors which 16 ceemsd o me could be illunine

extending the a‘&@ﬂ;y t5 include the logic of ¥illies Cokhw

oppoeitions among the logies I wos fnvestigating begun o appesr Dundemen

$al for the entire theory of logle. Consesuently, the work I now presont

is not primarily o historieal study, bt & philoscphic &%&@?i‘ %0 state

and 11lustrate these basic oppositions. Howewer, the finished

marks of ids origin and @E@valamm%; it night well be sub-titled: “The

Paeudo-Thonistic Sugmary p oz

positions of lLogles

I have tried not to produee a nerrow historical sindys in making
this effort, I realize I have m‘%?@ﬁf«ﬁ%ﬁ & tesk which wonld be éﬁfﬁm&.&
for one vho mos both a mators philoscphe v competent scholaw,
Since I su nelther of those, ny work mﬁmﬁ%@&;& fo susceplible to grave
eriticisss at nany poinis. Hevertheless, if you #1111 guord &é&%ﬁiﬂ%ﬁ mny dow
ficlencios, you may find scmething interesting and sugEostive-wper!
oven, something truoe-=-in the Tollowing pagos.
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alse thank the University of Chicase and the Lonis Asher Pund for fellows
=¢ion Tor o fellowship which made ﬁ% DPOSw
sible for o to write the diseertation. [y collespess and the adminice
tzation of Ceorgetosm University hove done everythisng poseible to assist
st 7 the Tincl revisicons T thenk theme. In the enrly stages of
oy m&mmﬁ; Professor Yernon Bougke of 0t. Loois University, Professer
Idncoln Heis of Long Islond University, and Fether Avead fouer of the
Pentifiesl Institule of Yediewnl Stulies ot Toromto kindly respmied to
insuivies concerning biblicrraphical problems.

to the herles B, Verrill Founds

To wy early tenchers, I an permsaontly cratefal. Professor Marshall
Boarmen firvst introfuced mo o philosophy ot Jobm Carvell Unlversity;
Fathers Ddmund [arre Ue Fe and ferard Jombert, C. Fo fousht e to undere
atend Acwinss ot the Domindesn Collese of St Thoms 4quinssg Trofesaors
torbert Lanm end Vernor Vick introduced me to the larger world of hilonte
phy at the University ef Chicsgo. Home of these men wos directly fnvolved
in ths pwroluclion of this dissertstion; however, they placed the fomdaw
tions on vhich this vork-esnd shatover I may Jdo~-tmizt be btuilt.

Porry and Uonley Thompson vead the discertation
snd gnve me neny valuabls W@ﬁm. Frofeaseor Richord P. lofeon guided
the entire vork. I um moet crateful %o these three echolars, but particn
lzrly to Prufescor Velson fer his constant sdvice and cenezous m&i&%ﬁ@m
I most point out, howowver, that he often left nme free to foke his edvies
or nnt, and that I prebably hove not followed it often encush. Thie work
chould not be token as the pregentation of s positien with which oy mohe
¢ uld noree, nor as the offering of en snolysis which he would defend.
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The €ield in shich ay investigation falle iz logical theeory. Ty
*logical theory,"” I do not sesn o theory in logie, but 2 theery sbeut it.

uish what fo logic from what ie

xwm work wwny have W gomeshere in its title, prefoce, or ine
propositions, and @mﬁu as its

The names of m elements of proximate sube

Inder whatever names they wey susune, mﬂ‘?@?! m elouents
sroximste subjeot matter of logie can be aprrehended

The elements of prozimste subject smatter sy be treated in two vays
which are distinguished enly in sowme legies. The distinctieon, definition,
and intererelation of what falls in euch cless of ¢ lemeat may be treated,
tagether with the roletions of each of the elements to the othore. Such

exproscions o8 “elarity,” "consistency,” ond “velidity" signify the no
way be called “fmi.“ Un the other hand, the slemer
in relation to scome #!&iﬁg or things other thon thouse]

tinguishes proximate frm nzgimtn m mﬁﬁw in Logis, the '
of muiry (%ew Yorks Henvy Holt and Coes 1938}y s 1e 1 abm |
present Dowey's pesition nor eviticige it, but I mwm 5 debt o it.




m E@, ﬁ&&m%.ém&mﬁ&a&mmmg‘m

ig ~ME@M%&M@@$W9@W

tance with the history of logic revesls that
zrecmont in Tormal mm&; 1@@& w even

clent mfw end constaney to W @mm wany different works "logic,”
hough it would %mg o say ezselly in what mm& and

eipient; it is cortain %o be less alm and more difficw)
: sroximate SﬁkM mm. end its importence %o m RSy Seok &8
sorés nhyaics to being. &f%&‘ 83.3, m keep

m mimmﬁmi and m&m mmu,m I do not wish to

on to this instances




corning thes, M’ we do not know vhat it i iteelf, It may be arpued,
course, that the snewer to the fermer guestion depends




geerod to agress shat they were
1o vomd isy wd m% enecther to ask what

saintaining the %ﬁﬁ.@, go that r&%&

wmothing, what it is for it to m & study of whatever it
difforence in viat it Basyons 4o mﬁ

maﬁ'm&rmm@mﬁmm@wmwxﬁm én the one



ing ms logde is than opp about mﬂg it is for logle to M
studiss. Ad m m@e, so it sesun to mej it iz on M BUPHO-




preferably would be very sinilar with respeet o other issves in logical
heoryy since such similarity would wmm the basic opposi

i‘% would be M%&M $o institude o compurisc

not in contact wilh cach cther--for example, betlween some contenpersry
W&Mmmﬁm@wmﬁmim msammmaﬁw
I have chosen %o deal with evamples dvawn from mesdievel logle, For thie
choice, I had two reasons. First, it wag in wedieval logie that I Tirst

whioch neither is & aﬁmhm
Wﬁmﬁ the XW@; the b ef &Qm
leave any logicnl treatise comgars

wer; o Po Hey
m mzﬁm, z@s‘?h xx et ITTal




3 GT8e
Pirvst of 2ll, xmm@mmmtmmmﬁmm
3 dndatT vannon Tor this is & gimpis ERons $ :

of view, m; the eniire tradd

guondly, I shall concentrate my esﬁ!mam on the
&m‘ suthentic logie cad the comaom aoude-Thonas
Daldhe ﬁmg singe ;}mwim atady of | % mos 1

%&mg I shall cophag ticuls ;-1;@ the eppeaition between Psoudo-
Thomss and Aquines., Oodwmmt's popiltion I shnll treat in less deteil, and
T snall ooke uee of Pather Zoshaer's ariicles ond Profsssor loody's atudy
in treating ik.

Second, the problen with which I us desling is Inrge ond isheremi®
difficuits. Although I have limited the probliem %o a single
nabure of logic, & tvestment even of this sspect
ordinats way, uany othor » biong
%@mm forual and nonefornal

mﬁa éf the %a*a mgmﬁ mﬁt@m and the charneteristios :
sic relations of sach logio--all these musd be consideved to & cerisin exe
vy of it wust be indricnde and highly chotrvact




ning the firsd W, it is tyue that m

ﬁw, mg% in logiciene' attenpls

have of the mﬁm of W&m logie, ‘%@m needs be
e ﬁ@g}., sone works have been wrile

teng Xshmmf&gﬁ%em of them, ¥

dred of o scholar in the h

" W v 1 % &) v x' il



o of the nsture of m snd ite relation to ontole
&m been usle in %




astional xam e

Lowwead ‘r W m% Sorm pal SVEIeE
ditional legic® rofers to a ool
pogsed }@M Shearing., zf’ e

o oo (5 W afgm:mm in e



S ad “ the g@@%ﬁm SOnoErEy ‘
The preblem aotunlly hes s pasber




iz

Logde no less than seventy-five times ia his Thilosorhiecal Course
oreovery the iafluence of thie work on Mn ia aven g;mstm ‘%%zzm the nune
ber of citations mould %ﬁ@a&%, In meeting o 4ifTioully rolsed by & covw
tain paosage in the w&z‘k, John reolises he is in difficultiess porbaps
ﬁﬁ%?&@ﬁﬂﬂﬁ congerning the suthonticity of the work had alresdy been
radeed, Jobn sayms

Yo take this ponition in ovder to save the express place in 5%, Thomas
where he clesyly says ﬁmﬁam&aﬁmﬁm&é&s%&ﬁtmi@fm
tion, Yor ought wo to dony thig work, from which wa so often sook suw
m&vzm %o bu Blessad Thomas?,)

tomporary Thondst logicel theories sve influsnced by Jolm of St.
Thomae and since he wss mmwmwm,amaumm
botweon M' and Paeude-Thoms? 1@3&@@1 Ww, showing that the

m,mmmm&mmw; T beliovs that the attenps 1o
coubine MW' motarhysics with PeaudowThomas' logle hes esuged prodbloxs

gz need not have aricen.

2 rholonsy é@ Iacn m’@am an mm, Intzoduction do logic,
R en 5 belicved Wﬁ vo this wm%. This mm" howevey

1 panuds o Ssneto Thome, O Pey Cirgus Jhilosovphiong Thovisticss
ede m% ﬁ&m‘ Oe s Bs (Tourinis Mxiatii,

m . ?, chaps ide
o Thomay “Ars Logica,™

W donnet, Qe Pi!) ﬁm &eﬁ% anpthor ;
dsquin (28 ml;s Fribourgs Ispriserie de vﬁama ﬁe Sa.=Pauls, 1910}, pe1i%
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the last helf of the Pifiecath contury. The text ilcell wee nel availabls
to catalaoguors of that perled. Therefowe, the Huwoory of Iniire ivise
totelian Toxic wee nob eontained dn the a3itiom iwm%i@gﬁaﬁ by gmi%:&hm
é»’%mms 1495, wiile further editing of Aguines' works wea progressing, &
moswsarist wes discovered and the work wue es{%i%mul This ofition nppove
eoutly wes Mo first and the source for laber editions of ihe workes

g0 e,

WEnLy of tive Avistotelien lowic wes inciuded in the
firat m&;ﬁm eﬁ x@iﬁﬁ%' aaﬁez}zata wszs (Mam; 15701571) ané dn wony
mgmmmm %mmﬁmmmafmmmmmgw
uis ormis edited by Hendonm uricus
Handonnetts edition was myrﬁmea from old 93.&@;, mﬁ wepy typo-
grophiesl ervors were left uncerrecteds’t

istorical point of view, o critiscal edition wemid m of
great value. smwmmﬁmmwam@l, I heve not exopined awy
cf w panuserivtes

discern definite .-sm of a resction to Scotus is it. iandom
@m%&mmmmmmﬁmmmmdtme

Hieronys .1,~,;,,;—.§'\ ‘ ‘”, Co Fv Ponotsd ; ty AH
I m seon a gopy of this etitions

%axm:mm Erudtoogen, O Pe Hay Se The

c&a- {m, lﬁj‘f?ﬁz,;‘ m ﬂmm, , o




tent to prove the sawe peint.t A1l criterfa for judgine this guesticn

1ead 0 the same conclusions m%ﬁi@m%kgégamﬁ T ssoume this
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This nome has been talen e en indication of xmm e
thorshiy 2 Howsver, 1% hos besn noticed that "Brume often

in m&es a8 the asre of en individunl asej mwgmﬂs, the pecurence
here 45 not portioulsrly cignificant,” “Prage® eleo oocurs.’
suggented that this neoe is an indicetieon of aunthorship at Progue &nﬁ,
ammmmmuyﬂmmmrmmmwamm@m5
However, it hes been pointed out thet “Pragn” m}é be & corrupticr
*mnmmmamwmm@w mmmmm
WMMQMM@?W&”@MW@!WW%&W?
Prentl took the article as en indication of Spanish authorvehi

pesred as "el® in the edition ho used.® It seems dowbtfu

syrrine pmiﬁim awthorship, since such metm. &3-

wmmemmmwmmsmsmzm mwmm&
it is identical with the work mentdoned by Ptolomey de Imea would place it
before 1500, but the srgument hoped on "Praga® would clsce it after 1348,

mmmm’h’» “Socrates” slso appears theve,

f'ma, 108, oite, Pe Tle

“Oratamerm, e Yorke + o » gﬁ (2& ﬁ&cf 1%9); e w.

e Ge e o, - VI' ohaps Re m’ M

Pierre m %ﬁe m m somme de @..,a gue sttribufe a Saint Thow
¥ ' Bewue de Fhilosophie, (Janvier<Juin, 190%), po. 457-458.
m%ﬁtm,ma‘ ™he svticle sppears as "il."
%&1, M‘, 1%y P 250, ne 3@%




work? tends to make place absolute by relating it to the entive universe.
He indicates sowe compsrisens with g;m on this matler but he doss not
which the dootrine of the latitude of ferms m& and mm@ that
Fae : inclogy, invented by Eem of Chent for the posie
variance with that of sgm
hat ia &mm with that of Giles af Romoe Eize 1iffaronce
two positions, aceording to m, is that Aguinas _
forus hove latlitede epsentizlly, ohile Ciles and PeoufoThomas sseribe the
sxistontial sonditions,’ While 1% would be
aseinating to follow &y $#he hiats Dulien hes given &g his iaterest was
Bot §u the philosophiesl crientetion of the Jumsary of the Tntire Aviste

Sraben, loe. ai@g, PDe 458e453. Se_te los tPs II, chap. ive
?m Enem & 24 snei, roistase :
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mla% mmm iﬁw mﬁ an index, xzzwammm notes,

& atatsment of inteantion; & stw of the sources ia iristotle, =nd a sume

mxfy and conclusions. Zister Coxrignn ebows thet the treatises show varie
degrecs of influsvce by wxafa@m. i{rom the tveatise cn the W

ea;i simﬁm @f mmw w&ﬂmﬁﬁi&@, with itz interest iz distinoe

tione snd systamebuilding ac om cud in itself, end %0 & vedicsl differcnce
from Avistotle in philosophic orientaticn. The latter 4ifference is dee
teiled in these pointe: iristotlets lozic is & series of trestises o vAYe
icus logiesl woblems, ot Pseudoe-Thomss attoupts = scientific systemy the
thought of the former gyavitates toward Teal ‘haiam, but that of the latter
toward gysten iteelfy ‘ristotle ie o renlist, but Poondo.Thomas e & fofe
salist who judges everything oe the bamis of zrinciples vhich he cavefolly
lays dowmy and iristotle stresees difforent moles of knovledse and eaphie
sizes Uhat amenolentific kunowlodge wuel precede demonsteation, but
Paeudo-Thosss atresues Jomenstration ss though it were 2 unigue mesns of
ngwledge and treats anloms ss sowrces of knowledge whioh de not theme
selves qualify as Emwlﬁga}

Lineoln Hels stulled 1:’“9 treatises on the yrodicables and the predle
canants in ihe Jummury of the Intire Aviatc am Lo
tuing three pordsy the imt 50 mm&&%&& &h&ae mwxsw end the thizd
interpretas the oignificance «f the 2ok by sn amslytic couperisen with

P é%%ﬁ?v ibdd, Wléa

%mﬁxn neis, “The Pesole-Thouns an the *”m&i@%&% and the Tredie
casents” (unpubliished Fh.D, dissertation, Departmsmt of Fhilcsorhy, Colume
bie University, 1935}



mﬁ@mO R@i& notes in his BRPEDITAse

mmmm@r@mmﬁxmm xtmwmw@m
plam,%%&&fmwwmﬂm3 Truth conziets in the confore
a@wmfmmmmwm%@nwmm‘* Logle tes o sube

zluzhle mo to I % b&? W@tim 1ines for snalysis.
In general, my wﬁm investigation of the Pesudo-Thomistio
influenced by their worke, slthough I have procesded S0

m@&im deg iste &m'mm m suxilic et tenee
"am. . Eﬁwmmwmmimwmm@.

%. te Loy to Ty chape 1t “Oun eain solentis o1t heditus conolusto-
ratas a@:gmgm ex pslus speculationsgy 2ot selc 1 g4t
gy ot gpomcdo soquiratur, necesse est secive guid sit demenstratios




&@ the mﬁm that 4t canmot
n 1se1f with & sclentifie mmB The ergu

8 o solentific kmowledge

m mﬁ be trested, and terms m& be treated firet. Inod
e&' m&i@ﬁm&@t zs, sniversslow=in m@ﬁi@m@ opieraw=the
Thomes wecurs to the uwltisate pamigm of sgie

male 1, TLO7-12,

e WM 224 hoo sutem quod tale &asmm@ autursle
VR ‘,4..@;.' ﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁ ﬁ@% donons 1 g BT

&o&iﬁm ws ﬁkm m@m& &xz @m M&&e ﬂm wﬁ,“am% mz

I eite it regularly by trestine amd m@m,m indieate the relative sise
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%iﬁ not mmm. 8¢ for as that y@imz can %e spoved by comparw
tive studies of Mﬁﬁwmﬁ' text and Aristotlets m, the previous
the latier in Smportant mﬁm o far as the qmm ef what logic de
with the other euthers I shall comeine and many m, =811 tell us what
that =, It is fortunate that ivietotlie hizself left the guestion of vhat
be meant logic to be eufficiently cpes that the diversity in logieal

WO




ry in which I am interested could develop in his traditicn. Hevertheless,
it is clear that Aristotlet's logic differe from Plato's science of knowle
edge and ignorence-~dinleotie. It ie eclear too, even frem the outline of
hie work, that Peeudo~Thomas was influenced by Porphyry end Doeothius. A
a e@cience of science is beyond the scepe of ay investigationy however, &
few remsrke shout these earlier logies will sugzes

as & science of science could develop, whatever the lines of histerieal
influence actually were,

Flotinus, Porphyry's meter, wnified Platoniem snd Aristotelianismg
in deing so, he trensformed both of them. Hore I wish to indiecats the efe
fect which Plotinus' sccomplishument had on logle.

Flotinue considered dialectic to be the most walusble part of phie
losophy.} I% is mot an ert but o scienee; it does not eonsider abstract
rales and theorems, for things themselven ave its subject matter.” lLogic,
on the confvary, is an art desling with propositions and syllogiems, simie
lar to the art of writing.’ DMalectic is concerned with fallacies ouly
indizvectly insofar as it is concerned with truth iteelf.? Ite terminus is
a contemplative rest in umity,’ Hevertheless, dialectic is ealled anm "art
of ressoning."® It treats the kinde of being scientifically snd it estabe
lishes itself in the intelligible world.! Dislectic enables us to define,
to differentiste, to plsce, and to relate things to existence.” Intelli-
gence will furnish principles for the dislectic of a soul capsble of
grasping them.’ Because it knows truth, dtalectic knows the nature of
propositions and operetions of the soul, but it grosps these with insight
and leaves the trestuent of details to logic.l”

Flotinus conceives philosophic dovelopment to be a process of become
ing awave of what elready was known implieitly. u The real convern of di-

nnesds I, iif, fe 2m= I, ﬁii. e m I' mg be

X, Mﬁ, Se ﬁ“ﬁﬁﬂ mﬁ Pesudoe-Thons

o5, but does the cuission.

Trnaa, ”mm 141, 4.
I, 344, 1,




slectls is not with sease @m@s, tat with the Lowterisl being of the
their emi:s, but 1entieal vith m for intolligence

5.8 Bo aloo sonatders miversals %o bo relstod to
5 However, he distinguishes beteween subatantial
nidental mﬁi@m, sinos s substential mnéieam is related to individ.
uals as that in which they participate, but on acoidental m&%&e 2 not
particulavs in the some W.& sref:
mmim are mm for o ninipum

an intvofuction, 4 full treatment proconds urderetand
Categories would huve m@a&m& the exercice of the m.mse dialoctic, X,

However, & sore modest agcount, involving merely the distinotion and ine

terrelation of the universals and a Mpﬁﬁa of how they avre predica

mintmm treatment of the ammgme atructure of the m,,b mzé, for
Flotinus hed given o special sotaphysice
predication,

1%50 448, 4.

Ao, v, 314, 9.

2&&& 111, 4-5.

&. ?Io io ﬁs




&M@sﬁm inte & sclienge. 3

ing the third gm%;@ss if the

m % M with elenents of disom

thev wers a&zg@}@mw YW translations of ihe ressisder of the
. ' 10gio " ems i @:@ yﬁﬁ&l@ @f &h@ mxf% centarys
ASERan coalosothy ra Pe 6030




éﬁm it 1n twe =5 Plotinus hal Bonthius
1@.@ into three m, mzm with mmm, g&ﬁa&&, m

mﬁkim thengelves to be the mw smttar of z%m %s ain of the ine
vestigation is to direct thought to sttain truth sud fo avoid ervor.’

;mss&m ﬁimag m%@. PN
veducs the 3&%@&%&' of things to linits mgme of setentific consideran

gories, for e %%M i3 5 genus exbracs
ﬁﬁ%@&? m its o propartd
iy and applies it to the properties
dvity in bhis epplication of the Ws
1 sbich he opene his firet Qo

m&ﬁc M 745-Dy 728

mrﬁe&z@ the ETie o et tion of o



the opinien of Aristotle in answering
with it, but only because the Igsagere is introductory to Mwwﬁam Satew
gorigs.” The cpinfon he aseribes to Aristotle is thet the universsls sube
msmmmmmm,mammmmmnmm—
teriality apart from bodies.” To resch this conelusien, Ecethiue must see
similete universsls to mathemstical entities, which camuct be apsrt from
bodies but gsa be understocd without estter. He considers the miversals
%o be things by themmelves, which sye zized up in sensible things and must
'%memaﬁ&mﬁ&%i@tﬁammiwm&%
plated by the nind alone.’

How, this deetrine sould not be much ¢o my purpose, except that
Boethius follows Porphyry both in considering a mm@ of the prodie

: NeGaSSAYY IPOCeases of m
interest is his explamation of how this knowledge is useful 4o demons
 tion.! In this explemation, Boethius srgues that the geners ave prier in
1though they ere pooterior in sur knovledge, sud that geners
sﬁiff@mm are couses nol only of the thing but also of the cenclusicn of
no demonstrstion.® He ccaoludes that the Issgose
whole of &@g&@s without 1t, all the rest @f :
pover, c¢on offer no entyance to the éwtﬁmﬁ

In sum, Doethius developed the notion of logle as = study hawing
snbject matler of its ome-rationsl discoure

2s He unified it i= 511 of
ita perts, dividing these parts m&@ e 31Fforen

son, in each of shioh he distinguished

ments 4t the same time, Boethius

Avicenns further clarified the motion of logie. e coneidered that

essential natures have three conditioms: in thelr cwm heing, in singulars,




vicerma contributed to the notion of legle, ithen, W
subject matler e a ceriain et of properticpesmo

intentions oonld be identified »ith sclentifie novledge idmelf, if
Bothine® mnity of logle »ith metaphyeical prinvipies spd hiuls of refleoxe
ivity eould Yo dovelopeldy sné 4F Porghyry's notien of dialectic as & su~
prese kaowledge of vesl thimgw e other ﬁmmm%m;
then legic oould beoome ionce of seientific knowledge, capeble Yy it-
self of fulfiliing cur netural desive to lmow xmim%iﬁm;y “hatever
to davelop ouch a logie. 7 next
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