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PR HET I B T, FlE IOV TOHE
T IcBET B RN H - 7. ZHUITDOWBTDIT
Bk, K& Metaim & Efedqm, 7 L& L v
IEODIVIGITEBINDG Z DLV, B R
N RZEIERVNIIBICH o EIN, E2Y
X ANIMEL RSB lch oL d NS, F
7oME & D ICGREEIC BT 2 EERERL, 2D
FTRRICDOOTHED > T 5. ARG
Big, HHVITFREICBIT 2 HINTH 508, BHE
BEYETRTHIOTHD, WEHEDSEICL-
TRINDZ DT, RRZED 5 BRI EE I
B 2RIELE &KUYV BEL THER B LIFTE
o ARFTIE, () AR EHET 208
DI & o T, BERWIEZ L DZD0, 29T
RO ERHWT B LN TE S, (Z) 2FH
EMEOBEIHEMARTRE b OLEZIL L%
ZFANBDEDIC X > TEERNIIGE L S
DD, ) TIREZEVDODZHW TSI ENTE
%, L) TORRINT, lEDRIRDX ST D
5 & 20U OWT ORI, 72 WH D& IC
DWTHDEZ ZHHEITTEETLILIZES
T, THEEDRRFZOVTORRS, & L ITX
SN &% DFHA» S, ZDFEIZDOVTD
Z2ZEBRS Z ENTEBRENH O E
A EBEEL TW»L
A

TP, EANRIRALEE 2 ) ¥ X2 ADEREED
PO D TAEOFRICB W THELZNED
THE T % . R (suppositio) & 13X X & F At
BHTHEZ NS08, RREL D b 5 BRI

ZnEiwm U7 RENLBH L LT v oy
5NDB I ENBEHLDT, ZITHZNUIHED, ¥
A v A LBRRICOOBTRRT VLB Z L2
F3. v hLIMURIZOWTRD & 5 IR
TWw5,

Dicto de significatione terminorum restat dice-
re de suppoaitione, quae est proprietas conveniens
termino sed numquam nisi in propositione. [Ock-
ham, Summa Logicae, pars 1, cap. 63, p. 193, 1.
2-3]

HEFDORRIZD W TBRNR T, HEFEOMRR
COWTHBRSE Z K-> T AR L, H
FHICBETAMETH- T, T mBEPICBL
TOH, HFET 2HEHTH .

Dicitur autem suppositio quasi pro alio positio,
itaquod quando terminus in propositione stat pro
aliquo, ita quod utimur illo termino pro aliquo de
quo, sive de pronomine demonstrante ipsum, ille
terminus vel rectus illius termini si sit obliquus ve-
rificatur, supponit pro illo. [Ockham, Summa Lo-
gicae, pars 1, cap. 63, p. 193, 1. 11-14]

RREELNZ DI, WhiEfED b DODR
LHIKEIPNDZETHE. Thhbb, mEOH
KEBWTCHEFPHLDDDRDY ICh->TE

D, HAaDBZDHDDRD Y ITIHEEZ G, Z L
TIHFE (b L Z OEFRHER 61X, ZDFEDFE
) 2S, 2OBDIT, B LIEZDbDRIERL
T 2 R&FICEICHEE2 T 5 1 2 K, THEFIZ
ZDHbDERLTWSE. 22 iddinl
b, ﬁﬂ?tfwéiﬁﬁf»i@?& FAUC@E%2d2
bOLLTRINEGERIETH S,

BEDXyictyhricks e, (HDRREIR
EOPICH ZEEEB L OWETH Y, 20k
I BRIERN Q)53 b DRI E T HEHATH
5. ¥ Q)F 21X TRIZEITH B 0:?5&7‘
% TRy EWIHTEFEEIRZRRT 323,
thwﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%hﬁiaﬁAr’nm
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RTH3, EVI)IEPETH S X ) %L T
RFETEE, UED=Z=2DEZRRT VLS. 2D
F v h LRIk —D>DHRAEL LT,
NIZDWTOFHE L7z,

IV ALDHREBEANRIALE2YF XA
5 DFE T 2BOEREL LAWwDT, v
71 L DEBZ I DOWTDOED K237z 12D T
WERTENIRKD L ) ITBRTWB Z E#FIHT
5. Tz Ty AL REEEZ, 1. LD
D5 DN, 2. % L DIEYICNTET %8R
26, % K ODEYIHFEMS T SN B HEN L%
TERTVBL, 2Dk Ity HLizE o T,
R IIBED ) HICHNTELREERERT 5 X5
BHDTIERL T, L OEECEYEERRL,
% DEE - AYICHEMRITONEETE H5
Wi & D ASRIICIZDOFHOMEZIEEE LT
BELTWBE.2E, XDEHIITHA Yy HLE
WART 3.

Sed quodlibet universale est intentio animae,
quae secundum unam opinionem probabilem ab
actu intelligendi non differt. Unde dicunt quod in-
tellectio qua intelligo hominem est signum natura-
le hominum, ita naturale sicut gemitus est signum
infirmitatis vel tristitiae seu doloris; et est tale si-
gnum quod potest stare pro hominibus in propo-
sitionibus mentalibus, sicut vox potest stare pro
hominibus in propositionibus vocalibus. [Ockham,
Summa Logicae, pars 1, cap. 15, p. 53, 1. 79-85)]

BIZHETH 2 DD, LOFOBRLZD
THH, ZORIR, A EETE 2 RFBICHEX
W, FERBOESR) - A VT L7 F A Il S
BV RS LT, CORBREROANLLI, R
DEICEY. 2Tk > TAMERET 25
HRBROBE - £ VT L7 F AL, L DOAM
ZFRRT H<HARAURZEE>THY, £/, 6 &

I LRSI N HFEENEEMEICB VT D
YRR T2 LA TH LD RS
T, O I I N SREICE W TEE L D
NEZRRT 2 2 LW R<ilE>TH 5. (%
ARER, Ty hs VREHY FE L, p.
55, 1. 4-13)
DAY HLITES>TOWEE IZFHY
ICHFTET 5 & ) REETIIRT, 29 Tidnk
WERTLE, TF v h o TRERES) O | AIKGE,
p. 115, 1997

WERTE, T4 v h o TRKREE) OWfgEs |, 8IS,
p. 115,1997 #&EIC LTz,

CHIMERRBDOTEEITH 5 £ 9 /DD H B O
RTHB.

RIZEANRZARALE 2 Y ¥ X ZABRRICD
WTIRRTWB Z 2 ZNEFNR T . %
T, b AR X ZFRRITOWVTRD X 5 158X
TWw3,

Suppositio vero est acceptio termini substantivi
pro aliquo. Differunt autem suppositio et signifi-
catio, quia significatio est per impositionem vocis
ad rem significandam, suppositio vero est accep-
tio ipsius termini iam significantis rem pro aliquo.
[Petrus Hispanus, Summule Logicales, p. 80, 1. 8-
11]

AR ERAPDED Y & U TEERERZ &
52LTHS. LR ERTIELZ> T
2. a0 FRIFEY 2R T I OIHE 2 #]
T EIRE>THRY LD, —H TRRIZBEICE
MERRLTOEFZMO DL DDRDY
LLBILTHENHTDHS.

DXy, RBITOWBT ORI 72 E0ub iz
DWLTIE, E AR RIEA v B LD (2) DEFTIC
BLCOAREELTWVS. (1) LIFEEL kW,
VI DIFE AR AL, (1) IR L CIEREZ iy
2 SR S Y D B L T, 2 DARURNRICD
W TWBEFZ AT 2 L3 TE 305
TH2. 357 @) IKBIT 2 L9 hiddizRHX
B>,

RICE2VFXRIZEALTTH B2, oY
F X AHPMRIZ DV TR L T 5 &6, ©
2 ¥ X2 ZADRIRICD VTR, M DIEFEDS
AT EVHIBETHD, HthHsE52 5k
fRic X o THRE S NS & ) %ftSTchn@h Dl
FEDRRT EVHIBETH-> T, HFF L FYOH
BRTHDBENZD. 4 2 ¥ X RZ—RNE
RIRIZOWVT, A v AL EIFIERUEZIF %L

Wiz, TREEHE BHETRICBLT, BT
HLEFORRIZOVTIHRR TV B EFTIH 5. Petrus
Hispanus, Summule Logicales, p. 197,1. 16-19. Z &R X n
Tz,

WIZEUTOLIICELNTVS. €2 ) ¥ XORR
BRIZL Y 72X > TRD &I ICEHI T3,

Supposition, on the other hand, is the referring function of
terms in propositions, i. e., their relation to things that they
are actualle taken to stand for in the context of given pro-

position, in the manner determined by that context[Johannes
Buridanus, Summulae de suppositionibus, p. xlix]

fb 5 TRRIEMERICH ZTHFEDO SN T 2HETH 5.
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RTOXp EEBMELE OB@EIZTO>WT

TOVREWV)ITENTES. L, Ay hLD
ZODREICMATISIL, Ea) ¥ X AIEXx
A 7D E) BIEFIRRZR v LTn3
DT, ZORTIERLRS. PEDoX)yicHsD
RRIZDVTOFERZ LB L T &, Ea)
FRANEA v H LDOEERELZITTVB L
YPIEWTEL). —AT, AV hblFe AR
ADHERPEEZ T TVELIEEVLNEL, &
ANRRAEE LY FIABKREL REZ L VZ
3. TREA—RDOEZRICOVTHZMEL 2%
T, RILELZDRRDX 3ot Hic>wTH%
BT ZH5EORTRDRFITONTRERT 3 &ML
ToLHicks.

Thbb, 546N GEOERIC BT, HRICRE &

NBLHET, EEIARRL TR AR INIEY LIH
HLOBRTHS.

T2 ¥ X 2EBHEENMEA LRRERAOZRE2 R
RBBBEIIZRD X ) RHEZATRICNLTEZ TS,

Sed suppositio apud logicum proprie dicitur de subiecto
vel praedicato propositionis, et aliquando etiam minnus pro-
prie termini obliqui qui sunt partes subiectorum vel praedi-
catorum conceduntur 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 ve-
re affirmaretur de isto pronomine mediante copula illius pro-
positionis. [Johannes Buridanus, Summulae de practica so-
phismatum, p. 53, 1. 4-10]

Lo LIRRIE, SR ICB TR, BE2E% CliaE
DFEEDH B VIIBEBIZOVTRRSN, FBITIZ, HF
D AR TR, EFEPRFEDOWD TH 5 EDIH
HOLRRTEILEBROONDE. ZIWVIHIDIIT,IIT
Lons L AT, ERICH 2IHFER, T (hic, hoc,
haec) & V) REFAD 2VIEAFEDHD LD ZBL TH S
WL LDELMERIND L E, ZOMEDENT
BEIC K > T Z OEMPEICZ ORAFIC OV TEER
NBLEIADHZBDHI2VIIHZBDELDRHD &
LTELBILETHB.

ZDEHI, Ay Ah s LR RRT BHEEL, ZThE
BT RAFACIELCBEBER T o5 2 iR sn
TV, FEAERRTIZOVLTOE 2 X 205t
5, HHBR L HEPICH ZEFO O OIERATH S L
EZTuRkEVZI L) E2) 2 RAOEMENRTICD
W, ER8X ZADSH VT 7 per se sumptus & V) B
ZE VS ZAHAOTORY, EHREOBEOER
IZEP LT L BHE L T\ 3. Johannes Buridanus, Summulae
de suppositionibus, p. 45, 1. 4-10. 1 Z 2B I Nz v, —F
T, ERARI AT E T L EHFEIMUOEFEL L b
123 & EITH OMHIARR & DRI 7z DA
REXZLTVE I L6 bHL R & 51, AENN
R DIERED S L 2RETHORRAZLEEZ T
% . Petrus Hispanus, Summule Logicales, p. 81,1. 1-10 # £
[0 gAY

1.

TN

2. 3. 4.
5. 6.
/\
. 8.
9.

7

/\

10.

/\

11. 12

- v LDHE 1. AR (propria sup-
positio)2. B REHIR (suppositio materialis)3. #
#ifR7R (suppositio simplex)4. fHAIFRR (suppo-
sitio personalis)5. BEHLAYINR (suppositio dis-
creta)6. B/ (suppositio communis)7. BRSE
IR (suppositio determinata)8. FEFRE IR
(suppositio confusa)9. —¥& 7% FE R E IR
(suppositio confusa tantum)10. JRJEM 7z JEFRE
fIfR7~ (suppositio confusa et distributiva)11. A
By 7e FIERIFERE RN (mobilis)12. FET] )
75 FIGERIFEBR E RN (immobilis)

13.

/\

14. 15.

/\

16. 17.

/\

18. 19.

/\

20. 21.

« B 28X A DA 13. fUR (suppositio) 14.
BERLI R (suppositio discreta)15. @R
(suppositio communis)16. AR (supposi-
tio naturalis)17. 7 B9 ( suppositio acciden-
talis)18. Hiffif{ 7" (suppositio simplex)19. 11
fR7R (suppositio personalis)20. FREHIRR (sup-
positio determinata)21. JEFRE IR (suppositio
confusa)
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22.
VAN
23, 24.
N
25. 26.
I
27. 28. 29.

SN
30. 31. 32.

‘B2 ¥ X ADEA; 22. fUR (suppositio)23.
B RHWR (suppositio materialis)24. {ERIRS
(suppositio personalis)25. BE#INTR (supposi-
tio discreta)26. H@AIFNIR (suppositio commu-
nis)27. AR ( suppositio naturalis)28. i
HHIFRR (suppositio accidentalis)29. FEFRE I
71N ( suppositio confusa)30. JAIERIfRR (supposi-
tio distrebutiva)31. Hi7z % FEFRERIR (suppo-
sitio non distributiva)32. FRE IR (suppositio
determinata)

PEDXHICRKIRTEIENTES. A vh
LORFRDX gy BEHEL LTibR 3 &, B AR
RANGA Y L EIFRRY, () AERRR &
HHRR 2 HE L, 72 Gi) EREWRRL T D
RaERITITDIEZHBELTNS, E\0) DI,
1) IZ2WTIE, BITHA LI T, & v H LR
ZAEPICH ZIEEEI R OB E TH B LRI
LIRELTWLEDIZHL T, & A8 X AR
ZAEPICH ZTEEEDADH OIEHTH 5 LR
ELTuRe» s RROXSD S Bz, Z0H
B ELTESNLEFD D OREHNRR L, il
DIEFFL L HICH BEHFD S >R TH % 4
IR & DX 25T B ERH 7. Z LT
FEREMRRUATOX G ZHEL R\ LicD
W, ZOHEBDO—213 it (omnis) 122
WTHDERNNXZDOHBNZ X S, D% D omnis
L) sl s i amEeEIc TR T, 2D
LEDMINLERICOMEAZ RITT LEZ
M5 THB. L LT Y h b FEERIC

SPetrus Hispanus, Summule logicales, p. 209, 1. 1-2 % &
I ns,

omnis I EEDHTITEAL I % £ L T30,
TlE, ED X RBHIrOMEOZRENEL B
D, T34 v A L DOIEREMRTRUT DX 55
TdH 5 —FERN R IEREARR & RAER 722 IFRE
FIRRICOVTEIT L LRD L) I > T3,

Suppositio personalis confusa tantum est quan-
do terminus communis supponit personaliter et
non contingit descendere ad singularia per disi-
unctiuam, nulla variatione facta a parte alterius ex-
tremi, sed per propositionem de disiuncto praedi-
cato, et contingit eam inferri ex quocumque sin-
gulari. Verbi gratia in ista ‘omnis homo est ani-
mal’, li animal supponit confuse tantum, quia non
contingit descendere sub animali ad sua conten-
ta per disiunctiuam; quia non sequitur ‘omnis ho-
mo est animal, igitur omnis homo est hoc animal,
uel onmis homo est illud animal, uel omnis ho-
mo est aliud animal’ et sic de singulis. Sed be-
ne contingit descendere ad propositionem de di-
siuncto praedicato ex singularibus, quia bene se-
quitur *omnis homo est animal, igitur omnis homo
est hoc animal uel illud’, et sic de singulis; quia
consequens est una categorica, composita ex hoc
subiecto ‘homo’ et hoc praedicato ‘hoc animal uel
illud uel illud’, et sic de singulis. Et manifestum
est quod hoc praedicatum uere praedicatur de om-
ni homine, ideo illa uniuersalis est simpliciter ue-
ra. Et similiter ista infertur ex quolibet contento
animalis, nam bene sequitur ‘omnis homo est hoc
animal’, quocumque animali demonstrato, ‘igitur
omnis homo est animal’. [Ockham, Summa Logi-
cae, pars I, cap. 70, p. 211, 1. 44-61]

—fER R IERERAUR &1, H@IEFEHMER
RARZT, (—) EZERT %, bH)—HoE
BB D OIXBRFEDORNC BV TAWA 2 2 H 1T
bz ZeLic, B5mEzZHWTHELDY
DNETHETZZERTEROD, () LAL
HES WREE (disiunctum praedicatum) % £ O MRER
AOTELZDLDNETHETZILEIZTE, ()
Ladb, EDfz Db nd s bInomEsHH
INBILEBTEZHAETHS. PI2IF, TR
TOANEBRBYTH S, Lw)@mBEICELT,
"#Y, L) BRI —FENRIERENRTRE
D ¥Rk, 8B »o, Z0EDILICE
FNTwELDbDONE ESHEE VT
THRT2ZLRTERODLSTHS. ThbY,
<TRTOARBIZEYTHZ. WZIZ, TRTD
A Z DY TH 5, &5 0IETRTHO AR
BHOEYTH D, H 5\ IETXTOAR I
DEYTH 5, H B> E 0 ) HERIZ R
Lz, Lo L 4 Db D6k 5:ESIBEES

80ckham, Summa Logicae, pars 11, cap. 4, p. 259, 1. 16-
20 Iz,
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RNADORyEEEBHEL OBEICOVT

ROENEELS THRT2Z L3 TE5. ¢
L, <TXTOANHBEYTHZ. WZIZ, &
TOANEIZ, ZDEYH, HOEW D, ... TH
%.> LIELSHERRSI NS,

Suppositio confusa et distributiva est quan-
do contingit aliquo mododescendere copulatiue, si
habeat multa contenta et ex nullo uno formaliter
infertur. Sicut est in ista ‘omnis homo est animal’,
cuius subiectum supponit confuse et distributiue:
sequitur enim ‘omnis homo est animal, igitur iste
homo est animal et ille homo est animal’, et sic
de singulis; et non sequitur formaliter ‘iste homo
est animal’, quocumque demonstrato, ‘igitur om-
nis homo est animal’. [Ockham, Summa Logicae,
pars I, cap. 70, p. 211, 1. 62-68]

FUERARERIRR & 13, & LE»Z D&
DILILE DL DLDEELE LS, ZD
B A S DT TEA Db DN EES MRE
ZRHOTTET2ZEMNTE, Lrb, Zofx
DHLDDTND 5 b, TLOMEITERMIHE
BInzugaTtds 2z T¥XToAM
BEMTH B, &) EICE VT, Z DD
FEIIREN L ARENRRZ D, ¥k s,
<TRTOAMBEHTH 2. w2IT, T AR
BEThHh, Ho, bo ABEYTHD, H
D> EVIHIHERIIBEL T 208 L LH#ETH
N3 AZELT, <ZOAMREYTH . W
2T, 2 TOANHEZEYTH 5> L) Z L3,
RWICHBEINE Z LIE w6 TH S,

LEDEIIZELSIZOVWTYH METo AR
WBEWITH B, LI BlEEET, —FENRIERE
FIRERRIZ OB T, ZDORER L DL D E
SN 5. IER R IERENRR I Z DFFEV D
D2HDEING A TE AN AIXE U HIE
HWT, 20 EFERFFRENRARZ DL L, B
BITHEMARRZ DD E LTS E AR RIE
FEREMRRIZDOVTRD L H IR T 5.

Confusa suppositio est acceptio termini com-
munis pro pluribus mediante signo universali. Ut
cum dicitur‘omnis homo est animal’, iste termi-
nus ‘homo’ mediante signo universali tenetur pro
pluribus, quia pro quolibet suo supposito. [Petrus
Hispanus, Summule logicales, p. 82-83, 1. 30-3]

FERERIRR I IHIEAR 2 % 72 2 & DDRb
iz, 2B EENELTERI L THS. 4
2R TETOANGEMTHE ) tebinld L &,

TAL L) ZOERRZEHIEEZEN L TE
BOLOOROHIBEREEINTW 3. ¥k S
X, "ATHENZ OERTINEERET 305
TH5.

F7o, E AR RIE TEREAAEE) FREIC
BT, 2 EMmEDRIEDS, HY D HRME
26, FEAEIN R IERENR T Z O LT 57
Lt )b, ZORFEBEL T 5. FY
DRREIC X 5 IERENIRR &1, EFEICLH
AEDBMEIND Z LICHIL TEEIMRTED
EFRCZ T DZMOEFOLNRRT B L1
BHEVHZETHS. HZIE T2THOANIZE
Mchs, touimEOEE, T2TOA, I
FoTRAREINB AL LERL 1%L ok
ZANEZDBSEDOZEDS, ZNERUEITELD
gtEr TS PRI TBE Xk, -
rETOAN) ko TRREREINB AL DAL
FELDANDFEEEZ LD LS TThH 3
MW, E2TOANLRULZTE L OFERZMART
2K LVWHIZETHS. LrLIDEST
JAE X - IHER R, Se B DO MRS X o TRE
SNTEFERUCAEACTRETS Z LI TER
W.OED TETOANZEYTH B. L TD
ANZZoETH S, DX T TORERIZ
TERWV. L) DIFHBFEDMEICEI»NT-IE
FEDSHIR CIRHMMATRZ L Cw B DIz L T,
ERTIENRTIZ LTWw3 Z 006 ZDHH
WRBTHI06THS. 2MEEMEDRE
B DK I, EYOMD & DRI X > T,
JERIENN 2 IERENNRTZ D DL VW) Z L2 H
ETBRICHo>TERRZIRIIRDEI B L
RS, T&TOANZAV) ® T2ToAIR
Hoj it80Td, TAJ B3R ENn 3 AL L
BILZF% L DALBL OB ZMRIRT S Z
Eodbbrs iz, TA) BALRELEIT
% L o2 RRT 5 DIBED L HAKIC &
2HDTIERL 5T, %9 Tid7 { THBEMIZ
TH LD, IEBWNCTH D012 0hb 6§ FE
THBLRNCZ DFED ) bicEHE%2 & Ll
X5, FHEECOLTHEKDLEAT, TTh
510 TNy EEUZTE L oFERZRRT
DRI EBIBRREND. ZDXkHIT. &
ANRZ ARG T2 ToNZEMTHZ, DEH %
MRAICBWLTEETH S TA) BEHEOEL A
ZRARTBZEWCBLCRETH 2 T8y, »

"Petrus Hispanus, Summule logicales, p. 83.1.4-19 # %
HXiniwn,
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06 Df4 A0 b Ol & DEWYHZ RT3
EEZDIERBEL TS, 29Tl T,
EARIZADBE, 20 THY, L) EERIE
FeTo) ITko TREINZH DML ND
HBICH oY ENRNRTEEEZ TS 82
IH6, EARIAREYID S bizZzn s sk
BERARENES EEZZ T EDBOLPETH
A9 L, ¥4 TEYD ) bIHED K ) i
BERZEELLRWL v A LITE - TIE, 2Dk

Tgh, 32D &) Lt cRrnzfnd 3
ZEIEATHETH 5.

ZIT, A v AL EEZRNRIZADRIRDX S
DEVIZOWTREZEZRD, RicE2Y Y
RRAEF Y HLDREG LR 2AB L, Ty
A b EXRLR) BMRREEEL BT, £
T AR EAPRIRRZIEEL T 5.9 &
31,10 & 3013, Bl k) Ic 4RI ER S
D EERECRREEEZTL . Ay ALDH
MR ZI/ET 2—HTE 2 U ¥ X ZAHEH
REEBELRZVI EIZOWT, Ea ) ¥ X R
KD EHITHBRT1 3,

Aliter dividitur suppositio in materialem et
personalem. (2)Et vocatur suppositio personalis
quando subiectum vel predicatum propositionis
supponit pro suis ultimatis significatis vel pro
suo ultimato significato, ut iste terminus ‘homo’
pro hominibus in ista propositione ‘homo currit’
(3)Sed suppositio materialis dicitur quando vox
supponit pro se aut sibi simili aut pro suo signi-
ficato immediato, quod est conceptus secundum
quem imposita est ad significandum, ut iste termi-
nus ‘homo’ in ista propositione ‘homo est species’
[Johannes Buridanus, Summulae de suppositioni-
bus, p. 38,1. 11-18]

75 TR ERHAUR &R & X
M. (2) 2 LT, D IEE L hiEs 2 DFE4
DEAIFRTINRD 5\ 13 Z DRAKIFT R
2RRT 2% & & ARRUR EEREIN S, FI 2,
ZDTADES ) L) aicki) s, 20 TA
EVYIHFEBAL Z2RRT 5 X ) BBAED LS
W) L2 L, HEFEVEGLHBIII D%,
ZNDZIUCHIL TRRINERE D DO
N3 LIADPRTH S & AHDEENFRX
RefNRT % L&, BROAREFEINS . HIZ
WEIARETHZ ) L) mBEICBIT 2 2D TA

8Petrus Hispanus, Summule Logicales, p. 86-82, 1. 10-5
I NI,

EWIHEFEDOHED L H T,

PLED &9 iz, REERTRINR 2R T 5%
AR, BENRINRZART 3 L 2
BRI Z DD EEZTVREDT, Ea ¥y
2 ZADBEAIZHEMARIZ o TRARENZ (D
FEERRTRE D OIEFIC L > TIN5,
T v B L7 DBEMARRIZOWTRD X
BT 3,

Suppositio simplex est quando terminus suppo-
nit pro intentione animae, sed non tenetur signifi-
cative. Verbi gratia sic dicendo ‘homo est species’
...... [Ockham, Summa Logicae, pars 1, cap. 64, p.
196, 1. 1-3]

HHAR & 1Z, EEDND O ER& (intentio animae)
ZRAL, BRELALCBHEZT2b0L LTH
INHVBETH . e E, TARIRETH
%, LFIHLE, TARL L )EILOBE
ZRRL TV ...

BEnX3iz, TARBIZETH B, 28T 3
TAR 1, EB oIt o THOAMICHEET 2%
MERRTZDOTIR LT, HHDI HITHKS
LbORRRTBEEIND. T/, EaVF IR
1, RD & H I HBRT W3,

Aliter autem vocant alii® suppositionem simpli-
cem quando terminus supponit pro conceptu se-
cundum quem imponitur, et materialem quando
supponit pro se ipasa vel consimili. Et hoc potest
permitti, sed non curo, quia utrumque voco suppo-
sitionem materialem. [Johannes Buridanus, Sum-
mulae de suppositionibus, p. 38-40, 1. 11-4]
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danus, Summulae de suppositionibus, Ria van der Lecq, ed.,
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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 accidentalis
vocatur secundum quam terminus supponit solum
pro praesentibus, vel pro praesentibus et praeteri-
tis, vel pro praesentibus et futuris secundum exi-
gentiam verborum et praedicatorum, ut post dice-
tur. [Johannes Buridanus, Summulae de supposi-
tionibus, p. 45, 1. 4-10]
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Secundo, hoc etiam apparet in tali propositione
‘omne quod est vel fuit vel erit, currit’. Subiectum
enim supponit pro praesentibus, praetertis et futu-
ris, sive propositio sit vera sive falsa. [Johannes
Buridanus, Summulae de suppositionibus, p. 45, 1.
19-21]
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Quare significatio prior est suppositione. Neque
sunt eiusdem, quia significare est vocis, supponere
vero est termini iam quasi compositi ex voce et
significatione. Ergo suppositio non est significatio.
[Peturus Hispanus, Summule Logicales, p. 80, 1. 1-
4]
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Propter alias clauslas rememorandum est quod
ante dictum fuit, videlicet quod dictiones catego-
rematicae innatae supponere significant res ali-
quas mediantibus conceptibus earum, secundum
quos conceptus vel similitudines impositae fuer-
unt ad significandum. Sic ergo res illas illis con-
ceptibus conceptas vocamus ultimata significata in
proposito. Illos autem conceptus vocamus signi-
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1997. P. 119-171.
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ficata immediata. Et ex hoc satis potest secunda
clausla. [Johannes Buridanus, Summulae de sup-
positionibus, p. 39, 1. 13-18]
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