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Suppositio vero est acceptio termini substantivi
pro aliquo. [Petrus Hispanus, Tractatus called af-
terwards Summule Logicales, 1972, p.80, 11.9-1]
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'z ot TE s/ (sumpta)) H Bk TE S (sumo)y
EEBINTVB LI, RIS, MT5, TakT,
EWIHIEBERTH 5.
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Sed suppositio apud logicum proprie dicitur
de subiecto vel praedicato propositionis, et ali-
quando etiam minus proprie termini obliqui qui
sunt partes subiectorum vel praedicatorum con-
ceduntur supponere. Est autem suppositio, prout
hic accipitur, acceptio termini in propositione pro
aliquo vel aliquibus, quo demonstrato vel quibus
demonstratis per ista pronomina hic, hoc, haec vel
aequivalentia, ille terminus vere affirmaretur de
isto pronomine mediante copula illius propositio-
nis. [Johannes Buridanus, Summulae de practica
sophismatum, 2004, p.53, 11.4-10]
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HZ5EOHIEHTH 5.

2. AR DE R

E TRICAHEMRRIC OB THZE BT
WBHIEEARL EANRXARIRIROKXFICE
W T BB R (suppositio discreta) & i fY
I (suppositio communis) & 12X 43 L 7= #2123k
HWRRD 6 X S ISR (suppositio acci-
dentalis) £ HEINTXZINDEHDE L TK
PERRRZ X LT\ 5. BERINARR &1, »
IRSIE YO IT Ry hED L) kME A
B ORRTHY, B EE TA) DD
Ir— M4 b D>RRTH 5. AMERIRUR & At
HWHIRRIZ DOV TE R X ZERD & 9 12
5.

Item. Suppositionum communium alia natu-
ralis, alia accidentalis. Suppositio naturalis est
acceptio termini communis pro omnibus a quibus
aptus natus est participari, ut ‘homo’ per se sump-
tus de natura sua supponit pro omnibus hominibus
qui’ fuerunt et qui sunt et qui erunt. Accidentalis
autem suppositio est acceptio termini communis
pro eis pro quibus exigit adiunctum. Ut‘homo
est’; iste terminus ‘homo’ supponit pro presen-
tibus; cum autem dicitur ‘homo fuit’, supponit pro
preteritis; cum vero dicitur ‘homo erit’, supponit
pro futuris. Et ita habet diversas suppositiones
secundum diversitatem eorum que ei adiungun-
tur. [Petrus Hispanus, Tractatus called afterwards
Summule Logicales, 1972, p.81, 11.1-10]
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AR ADEMNRRZ RN 512H 75T,
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T25DLLTE=T Y —2PIcZET 5 2 L8
TES. 97V —3EARZIAD TZ2nHHEL
L T & 67 (perse sumptus ) AT W3 C
& ZRHUCARERIUR SRR I ar T e &
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b Z DRI DO TR O W TR
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FeLA 2 IDE%REL T 555, I
t 2R X ZADMURZ I H B IAFED A DD
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FEME B HEEICABLILEDTES LD
B ODHE BT T, HEHL V5.
‘homo’ autem significat hominem et de natura
sua supponit tam pro existentibus quam non ex-
tentibus et appellat tantum homines existentes.
[Petrus Hispanus, Tractatus called afterwards
Summule Logicales, 1972, p.197, 11.16-19]
7 TAL BAZRRL, £ Z2DERMEICH
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2Joseph Mullaly, The Summulae logicales of Peter of
Spain, Notre Dame, Indiana, 1945, p.48.

*Ernest A . Moody, Truth and Consequence in Mediae-
val Logic, Amsterdam: North-Holland Publishing Company,
1953, p.20.

*Ph. Boehner, Medieval Logic An Outline of its Develop-
ment from 1250 to c.1400, Eugene, OR: Wipf and Stock Pub-
lishers, Previously published by The University of Chicago
Press, 1952. pp.35-36.

L. M. de Rijk, "The Development of Suppositio Nat-
uralis in Mediaeval Logic I. Natural supposition as non-
contextual supposition”, Vivarium, 9(1971), pp.71-107.

_28_



REILA XX ZADEEMRRIC O DT ORIRDEZE (FE)

BIZIZZDHBED X I TA) E V) IHEEIZD
W, A 2 SCIRD S U D BiE L TIRRIZ D
T CWBEFZ WL DB ARBLIENTES
L7292 T, AMMRURIZIERTH B IR
h CHEEMICaTEIc H b 9 BIERED b O
THY, HBcHEPIcH A EI b RREE
LawELTWS, 22T, WHDOBIKROMK
SHEgiIclalT I L E L, E a5 X RADERMN
ROV TARTOLEFHAE RS, Ea ¥y
RAERD L HITIBRT 5B,

Naturalis suppositio vocatur secundum quam
terminus indifferenter supponit pro omnibus pro
quibus potest supponere tam prasentibus quam
praeteritis vel futuris. Et hac suppositione utuntur
in scientiis demonstrativis. Suppositio acciden-
talis vocatur secundum quam terminus supponit
solum pro praesentibus, vel pro praesentibus et
praeteritis, vel pro praesentibus et futuris secun-
dum exigentiam verborum et praedicatorum, ut
post dicetur. [Johannes Buridanus, Summulae de
suppositionibus, 1998, p.45, 11.4-10]
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BB SN L) ICBEARRIEDERIC
LT AR 2R TR EFRSN 2.

b A X ZADAPERRRICOWT ORI & —
HLUTKRESCELZZDIE TZnHBKLELTES
Nty EWIXEVBHOONTHEVRETHS.
Ea &2 ZRRARIRR L v ) KIFiconT
HET A THREEDZDTHSH, 22T
BREND LI ZAERRRIE, B2
2 ADRGROERICH L T THEBICamdic
HBEFHIOVLTRRSENTWVE. EaY ¥ 3
ZAGIERED AR Z L T0 a8l E LTRD
E)BbDEH T T3S,

Secundo, hoc etiam apparet in tali propositione

‘omne quod est vel fuit vel erit, currit’. Subiectum
enim supponit pro praesentibus, praetertis et fu-
turis, sive propositio sit vera sive falsa. [Johannes

Buridanus, Summulae de suppositionibus, 1998,
p-45, 11.19-21]

BUCEL, 20 TTHo,, HDI,
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H2. LI DIFTFEL GEIETHLI LB
TH?H)E, BEDLD, BEDLD, KK B
DERITI2H6TH 5.

ZITHIE LTETSN TV B DL, omne &
W) FEEIEHFTH B currit DIRIEREHITH
52 LIk BRI REBIENLHIBT 21k
1oEERITHIETTHo/E I A%, est, fuit,
erit % & BRI quod 55 omne 122>
52k ko THICBIL THIRR X 1, omne DAY
RN RDPFERNCHILE, BE, KRETDDHD
ANEFRTONTWBEDTH L. ZHUFE L dnd
DHIZH HMDIEFE DB X 12 X 2 AR T
b5 ROFNEHRTHLD.

Deinde quarto scientiae demonstrativae utuntur
huiusmodi suppositione, quia, si dicamus in libro
Methorum ‘omne tonitruum est sonus factus in no-
bibus’ vel ‘omnis iris est reflexio aut refractio
Iucis’, non intendimus hoc solum dicere pro prae-
sentibus. [Johannes Buridanus, Summulae de sup-
positionibus, 1998, p.46, 11.14-17]

KT, BV GRAEI 23551 2 0 & 9 & fh
HoRREZRHGS. ¥k 6iF, TRRYs I8
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DSEBRAED I B B 0> B0 b §IHEE &
W) BDHZEHZH L ONREHATH DD &
W) FERRIZ DWW TIBRED L D FED 73 IFIR
ThdrLtEbNns. ¥k old, HHIZE RN
X 2 AmED I B B IHFED HIZ O THUR%Z
ML TVRADTROI LIZHENPTIZH 505, 2
K oY) DS N b DRz b DT
L, B AR ARG TEGBEEE, BPIBICE
WTERH LT 3R DOER, Thbb, TH
L, EBEZNANENREINDEZHDHD
TH 5. B ZIXEE L RFED K 9 12 (Terminus
est in quem resolvitur propositio ut subiectum et
predicatum. [Petrus Hispanus, Tractatus called
afterwards Summule Logice, 1972, p.43, 11.5-6])4
EFET D06, EBICERICH 089 b
2O CIEHEED b OfUR LR 313 ) 3%
HHEBH B EBONENOTHS. 72035, F- L
A 7DHERIL 72 & D Ik R X A3 TiRFREHE
) BRBILEWTZ 2 TERRSNBIEFHCD
WTRDEHITHERL T 5.

Quare cum omnis res aut sit universalis aut par-
ticularis, oportet dictiones non significantes uni-
versale vel particulare non significare aliquid. Et
sic non erunt termini prout hic sumitur ‘terminus’;
ut sunt signa universalia et particularia. [Petrus
Hispanus, Tractatus called afterwards Summule
Logicales, 1972, p.79, 11.12-16]
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SDifferunt autem suppositio et significatio, quia signi-
ficatio est per impositionem vocis ad rem significandam,
suppositio vero est acceptio ipsius termini iam significantis
rem pro aliquo. Ut cum dicitur "homo currit’, iste terminus
’homo’ supponit pro Sorte vel pro Platone, et sic de aliis.
Quare significatio prior est suppositione. Neque sunt eius-
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T NFEILARB I ENTES LY, RRICOW
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Petrus Hispanus Portugalensis

+de Rijk, L. M. ed , 1972, Petrus Hispanus Porti-
galensisi, TRACTATUS, called afterwards Summule

dem, quia significare est vocis, supponer vero est termini
iam quasi compositi ex voce et significatione. Ergo suppo-
sitio non est significatio.[Petrus Hispanus, Tractatus called
afterwards Summule Logicales, 1972, p.80, 11.8-11]
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