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IR E LT\ B de Rijk DSHERGL 22 X )it
SR =Ty RO A YT AL E, HEEmE
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D—ETHBZ EroBNTHRREZLDLEE
AT EARRT I LICIBERTE %. de Rijk
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FEEIIANSB Z ETEdH 525, de Rijk 25434
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FERr i —RFET 5 &) Lz, AL
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'L. M. de Rijk. “The Development of Suppositio Na-
turalis in Mediaeval Logic 1. Natural supposition as non-
contextual supposition”  Vivarium, p. 71-107.
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Suppositio vero est acceptio termini substantivi
pro aliquo. [Petrus Hispanus, Summule Logicales,
p- 80. 8-9]

Lo LR & I3EEEFEZ 21285 b DD
ROYELTHIFEZZETHS.
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ZHBT 2BIC, THFEORRICOWLTIRR
DT, MBICBWTH 5D THRIFIUIRL TH
RIS L R RETH 2 £ 25D URICD
WTIRR B Z E P> TW» % (Dicto de signifi-
catione terminorum restat dicere de suppositione,
quae est proprietas conveniens termino sed num-
quam nisi in propositione) | (William of Ockham.
Summa Logicae, Pars 1,Cap. 63.p. 193.2-3) & \»
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T3 DEEFTERRZIRICE >TRRER,
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2. AR EANRRI R E T U R—)L
T EEZ IR T 2EAUR ERIZN 2
ZEICDOWTIIERTE - DT, RICKEMIR
RERBEDEIBLDTHDHE, ERNRXIAR
T UR=UPFHLE T ERICDOVLTHRELTE
. FNFN, UTDX ) ITBRT W3,

Suppositio naturalis est acceptio termini commu-
nis pro omnibus a quibus aptus natus est partici-
pari, ut ‘homo’ per se sumptus de natura sua
supponit pro omnibus hominibus qui fuerunt et qui
sunt et qui erunt. [Petrus Hispanus, Summule Lo-
gicales, p. 81. 2-5]

AHEHUR &I IHEERZ , Z MUCHRL CHElD
LTONZILPERTHLEILDTRTD
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V) IGEEFFIZA S DBEAICK > T D Th
AL, CEDHBLAL, TN 5H 5 A2 DT
Z2RRT 3.

Naturalis suppositio est quam habet terminus a
se et a natura sua: hanc dicitur habere terminus
quando per se ponitur id est quando nulli alii adi-
ungitur; terminus vero habens illam suppositum
non solum supponit pro hiis que participant for-
mam suam, scilicet pro presentibus preteritis futu-
ris. [Lamber of Auxerre. Logica(Summa Lamber-
ti), p. 208. 29-35]
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bOEDET2LDETE, $abbBED 2
LbOLBEHoLBDLRKILHSIbDD
RR§ 5.

DX, EANRIRETUR=NILEST
AMERRR &, HEDS H AR 2SR IC H 7
LRRDONREMRRT BIERITH 5. de Rijk 1&
t R 2 DAMENRR %2, EBRICHmERICH
20E»2MOT, HESRRMEAZ LD L

*William of Sherwood. Introductiones in Logicam, S.
132.7-8

3Lambert of Auxerre. Logica(Summa Lamberti), p. 207.
22-29
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de Rijk 23T 2 EATIE U T TH 5.

Et apponitur hoc membrum >non-restrictus<, quia
si sit restrictus, potest supponere pro non enti, ut
hic: >homo, qui fuit, est non ens<. Sed intellige,
quod restringere est proprie cogere aliquid esse in
breviori loco quam suae naturae competit. Et ad
eius similitudinem dicitur implicatio. Et similiter
dictio adiectiva dicitur restringere terminum com-
munem. Unde de talibus restrictionibus intelligen-
dum est hic et non de verbo, licet quandoque re-
stringat, ut hic »homo currit«. Iste terminus >ho-
mo< secundum se potest supponere pro praeteritis,
praesentibus et futuris, sed coarctatur hic ad pra-
sentes per verbum praesentis temporis. [William
of Sherwood. Introductiones in Logicam. S. 156.
325-335]
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rit)) % Z8F, JHEE T A (homo), 13 BIRRIIC 3B
16, BE, KRRDOANZRR LGS 25, L LEBE
R DB TH % “currit” 12 X >T TAL 128
ANRPBED S DN EfEHI NS EBRRTW
3. :
InoDididz RoRY THENPIC, E AR
26 ZHFRBRMBOERHE L LICBEINEDED
Zbnuy HERZN B L L T2ERN
KRTRNRZRRL) B EEZT0REITH
5. LU, BOEHT,>y—7y FDI 1Y
T ORISR EEFETE LIRS
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EFFEFBETS L) ICBbiL S,

Vel aliter, si proprie velimus loqui, dicamus, quod
terminus de se supponit pro praesentibus. Et si
supponat pro aliis, hoc erit ratione sui adiuncti,
scilicet verbi ampliandi vel verbi praeteriti vel fu-
turi temporis. [William of Sherwood. Introductio-
nes in Logicam, S. 164. 338-441]

Lo LA T, b LA EE LT ThR 3
LT B0, BABRD I L2idBR2
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T20THIUII DI LxZDEFOMMI N
EHDOOHEBICE>TTHAH. bbb, HiR
T 2D, 5 VIHBED 5\ IRKRFH D
BiAOBECL>TTH 5.

Hoc verbum >currit< et similia non restringit ter-
minum, quia terminus de se supponit pro presenti-
bus. Et dico, quod ille terminus >homo< supponit
pro praesentibus de se, quia significat formam in
comparatione ad suas res. Haec autem compara-
tio tantum salvatur in existentibus. Solum enim est
suum significatum forma existentium, et propterea
pro his de se. [William of Sherwood. Introductio-
nes in Logicam, S. 164. 449-455]
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FRAIREDLH)IERS. T TA; Ew
IEFIIARNICHAEES A 2T 2. 2
¥ b ZOEFIET 2FY E OBRICE VT
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DDA TH Y ¥ 722 U BENICRET

25DEDERRTIDTHED56TH 5.
2 TIRFEICE T ERT L ARRICEEAIC X %
THEE D RN SR D BRI A9 72 FIBRIC 2w TR
TWBDTHBN, FBIclBRAZZEEELRD I,
WTIRIFEFIE ZNBEE LTEEDS 2B D2
AT BEBRENTVE. % —Ty FDO 4
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KBTI XEEL, BICBTEXETIEIZREN
“secundum se” & “dese” &> 9B DE
ZEMT I EDTESHS, “secundumse” & “de
se” DNEEE L fEpr v o, A Z L %
BT 5 TH A ERTIIMBIC D RETZ 45T
EB.PZEUTDEHIIITH 3.

...... quia dictiones semper suum significatum prae-
sentant, quantum de se est. Et si praesentant suam
vocem, hoc non est secundum se, sed ex aduiunc-
tione cum praedicato. [Sherwood of William. /n-
troductiones in logicam, S. 138. 88-91] €72 5
BREEIFIC, BENTH S (dese) R T, 2
RIANRERHUT2206TH2. 2L THLZ
DEFZENRT 2% 51F, THIZEERNIC (se-
cundum se) Tl T, FEBE EdDIfFME
b0k >TTH 3B,

DX, bLD “dese” & “secundum se”
BELSBEERPELZ 2D THNE, LEOEAMN
DR Eick s, 285 2 2T, “de
se” & “secundumse” 32 E ) B TH T,
BENEHEZDOLDERET BT “secundum
se” WWRHTHDTIIRL T, BFEE LB ICH
MEN7bDOBEICK > TRETBDIELEL
TdH, “dese” THLHABMIIBETET, 5E
DBRIANREZRIET 256 L EF2RET
DN HBRPHNTLE I » 6 THB. 29T
HBDH, 2 TE “dese” & “secundum se”
BHEROBEWRTHVY O TWw S EBbn s |
HoBANLZRRINRIC O VTR SN B KD
EATICB LT, TR L AROMES T “dese”
“secundum se” IFHWVSENTW B EBbn 3.
¥7:,Brands &£ Kann b Z ZTZD-D% “an
sich” EL,RLAT TR, InsD Ed
5, HifSic BT “dese” , “secundumse” D
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EOIZEEEL 2.
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THLDICDWTRLEZRBHRINT ST
LERBEAER L THBET 27:DDHEKEELT
RDX BRI 2 EeEZonb. FLich
RoNZ L EBIBRoNAL I EEFEL %
Vo, R 5 RBISBRR S I AUR MR R ICE
RERFWRZEET 506 TH 5. BEIZL
RSN RRONRO—E T, ZDHAR
BET2RARRICOAEE L GHE TV 5D
TiE D,
ZDERBZLYTH B P EPITOWT, BEt
T B 7201, Rl 7= > DLE (LA de Ri-
ik H3Z\F 72 XE (Introductiones in Logicam. S.
156. 325-335) % A, &84 TZI\F 7 3 (Introduc-
tiones in logicam. S. 164. 338-441, U}, S. 164.
449-455) % B LW TNV 7 7Ry F2HWT
BLRTHDET ) DMEMITZATAHALY.
F9, LEA, XEB IZHFEORMEICOWTH
CBEADI L, LIKTRIFAILD0TEH
TREFD ) bIcEIrN TS, TRXT7F 4L
AR EARRICTHF ORI —D & LT
5, “est” RBEMBREMT SN IHFEOD
MEATHE I L, ZLTZORTHRIZBFF
TE2EY (tes) TH B I BN 5. BHET
ZEMERT LV AICBWTIE, EEONME
BN IHFE D, BREOALBICEr N 7 HEE
b7 RIFADNREDDERRETVE, Z
LG BRI NEAERO T X7 F 4+ DXt
RERTOVRBED LI B LEI—FHLED
XIBREEEA—HTHIMIIOVWTEZION
TRA AET3 L, ED X)L EICIHEED
BlEHHEZI2DHDDHRENRRT 2DHICD
WTE z2 57z #A)) “Terminus communis non
restrictus habens sufficientiam appellatorum sup-
ponens verbo de praesenti non habenti vim ampli-
andi supponit tantum pro his, quae sunt” (Intro-
ductiones in logicam. S. 156. 321-324) I DW'C,
ZDEAR DU OWTHBAT 2BV 60T
W3, % ZTXEA IF “nonrestrictus” 12T

DFHD FXIT BT, XEB IE “non habenti
vim ampliandi” Z55IC 87 2EIFICE L THRNR
SNT\W 5.
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N5, ZODXEDOMICIE THIR, & TR &
WHBRDOERZRE T Z LATE 228, §iE
TRERRTTELO»S L b
RIns tiBRon, HETELDEHH DR
SEVHDONEHRINDG EBRRSNLT WS,
ZDEPS, BICREL 2BRIIZYTIE RV
ERbONB. k¥ks, ZzhBEE L CHE B
£, KKDHDRRT 2IHEED, H HHET
BBREDLDZRRTEILEDOARAICERL T,
ZNEBELHEHZLOZMRRT S, ik
RoENB I LIEABETH B, L L, L
BEBWXEALZOLILBRICHE R BIE,
TR, L) BR» oSN BB, Z0
THEEDSARRBED L D 2R T 28I, B
DLDZMRRT B EELARCHEI NV E
BRENZREEDLSTHS. F7-, LEB T
BARRONRVBREDH LD THBH I EILDOW
T, FRnCifl> THBA L T 3725, 2 2 TlkBiE
WCRRBBIEGFET 55D L OABRZ DO
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AR T, R BRL» 5 XFEA L XEB 2 BRT
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XEALXEBRELDHEHRIZI>TWS

EEZBAVRETHDEHIICBbnSE. Zh

FERYF v 2 R7 4= FRBEMIENS 2 &
bd b4 BRICHAT 3 L, ) DEHETIEA
KIFH B, BE, RRICO > TRRNR
ZERRNTDHEEZ . A 7 RA7 4= FOEHT

“Norman Kretzmann, Anthony Kenny, Jan Pinborg and
Eleonore Stump, eds. The Cambridge History of Later Me-
dieval Philosophy: From the Rediscovery of Aristotle to the
Disintegration of Scholasticism, p. 174-187.
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2IC de Rijk DAREMRTRERE AT 5 X9
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W7 Z ERIERET 3 2 L OAFfEIC DT DT
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XEATE RRTEZEDAEETH B, b
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TOAPBEL TWEDTHA) I EHBEZS.
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5Joseph Mullaly. The Summule logicales of Peter of
Spain. 1945. p. 48
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