Fy L TEBZERE] (-1, c. 5) 28T MR IZDWT

b B

1 XLU®HIC

T UANT VARG HEATE THho DO, Tk BER) TrgE) TAAEE) 2
T, IE (verum)] % (falsum)] TH15 35 (scitum)| [F55X 115 (prolatum)| [EH 415 (scriptum) ]
DD S B2 T 5 (conceptum)] (5L 5415 (creditum)| [Ebi 5 (opinatum)] [EEH N3
(dubitatum)] 7R E DR ® 2 & A v 7 LIFBERT WS, TARKIE TREOME] 1%, WbiE
MEZTDLDIZEIZRFEIFSNS2ED! ] THY, HEMEVBBRATH V., H5MELARAGET
HoTDTHDLFARKIZEKSMEIIETHD, HErmEITHOND L WD T &Il BEIZlREE
fFFons52&, ZLTC, 7TYVAMNTVAWMOMMEESELRNRo722 8, £72 TR ] X A
BB IZDWTRBRARSNZZ & TH] X ], THIoNS ] L\Wo BRI TIED S Z LA hE
TH257=D, TVANT LV RARMGRI D702, H1DIZH T 72 4 DLSORRMHIZ OV TH L TV
WE Y A LIFRRT WD, F v A L0 4 DD EM (alethic) BRIHDMIZINZ 72 THIG NS | 7 A
AL UTHbi s & 512785 7-D1d, Boh® I KX 14 HALETH 5. A v 7 AdEEF Iz B W
TIZS U2 HZ D BT IBO 7-0DO ANV D — N H 75, & v J1 5D Summa Logicae, 111-1, c.
50 Hionsd] ZRkfHE U2l DWW TR T WA EFTZ $ £ 12, & v 77 5D Summa Logicae
BWTED XD IZRREMBEOMIR A B L T2 g ZOmSUtBE > . & E, KB WnwTik
Summa Logicae D HAGERE U TERRE, Ty h o TRERHET) ) 2HW5.

2 Summa Logicae IlI-1,¢. 5 Z85 7 2 8REGEDEERH

7w 71 1 Summa Logicae -1, ¢. 51235\ TRk O A dEIZ D\ C D BRI GG & B R U
TW5.

Sit primum istud: sit ita quod ista nomina sint synonyma simpliciter ‘gladius ’ et ‘ensis’, et tamen
quod Sortes hoc ignoret, sed sciat significationem, istius nominis ‘gladius’ et nesciat quid significet
hoc nomen ‘ensis’. Tunc haec est vera ‘ensis scitur a Sorte esse unum genus armorum’ vel ‘ensis sc-
itur a Sorte esse acutus’ vel ‘ensis scitur a Sorte esse ferrum’, quia hoc praedicatum vere competit et
vere praedicatur de pronomine demonstrante illud pro quo subiectum supponit. lgitur ista propositio
est vera, et tamen nulla istarum, propositionum est scita a Sorte ‘ensis est unum genus armorum’,
‘ensis est acutus’, ‘ensis est ferrum’. (Ockham, Summa Logicae, l1I-1, c. 5, pp. 372-373)

FB—DHNIIRDEDTH 5. ‘gladius’ & ‘ensis’ IFWEFM TR/ 2 EHR T HEBFETH DD, V
I TAFEDI L 2HST, ‘gladius’ LW HHTOEKRZH > TWVWB A, ‘ensis” &\ 5%
BHEDMAZ RS 2025 0we L& 5. Z08E, Tensis i3V 2777 AL >THED—
DO THILHONTWS ], lensis V7T T AL THMTHB LHONT WS,
fensis 13V 27 77 AL > THHTH L2 LHMoNT VWS ] LWIMEIZETHS. 78k 5,

'Ockham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 1, pp. 242-243, 11. 46-48; ¥/ 53K, [ v h o TRERELY D FEME 00, 26
IIEREE 1 %8, p. 7.

20Qckham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 1, pp. 242-243.
3Ivan Boh, Epistemic Logic in the Later Middle Ages, p. XIII.
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FEMRRT 2L ZADEDEIERT HRAHEHC, BREVEIZHEE L, HIZKEEDI T o b
b’CZf)é. U U Tensis (FRERD —DDFMIHTH 5 | lensis (ZFTH 5| lensis (FEETH
5] LWIHIMEIEVTNE Y 7T T AL o TRHISNT VAR, (ERTE, T4y hh TR
FELEE ) FEME IV, pp. 19-20)

[l 2FRT 2 LWV HT—HT 5 ‘gladius’ & ‘ensis’ IZDOWT, V27 7 FRAXI NS DDEE
DEENP—HTEI L Z2HSRWN, £72V 7 5T AL ‘gladius’ &\ D ZFREFT> TW 22 ‘ensis’ &
WIOEZIRIH S e WS —DODIREDH & TAHY h A TG EED S, ZD L &, lensis IZHEED
*“3@@%@'@%%@ EWVWHMEITY 7 I T AL o THISNTWARW. U2 L, lensisidV 2777
WL THRAFD—DDMIHTH 5 LM SN TS (ensis scitur a Sorte esse unum genus armorum) |
tb‘?ﬁﬁﬂ_i Z DD EGE ‘ensis’ BRRT BB DEHRT ERLFACOVWTHRETH S THE
D—DODFHTH 5] 2FENIT TR LZaE [TNEBRBO—D2DOHETHD] PETHD
720, ZOMEITETH L & Wbivd., 4 v 71 LI GED X 5 &, K326 U 72k A  E B
FEZDVWTIRD XD ITERAR TN S,

...... Et est primo sciendum quod aliquando dicitur propositio de modo, quia accipitur dictum propo-
sitionis cum tali modo. Sicut patet de istis ‘omnem hominem esse animal est necessarium’,......,
‘Sortem currere est ignotum’, et sic de aliis. Aliqua autem propositio dicitur modalis, in qua ponitur
modus sine tali dicto propositionis. (Ockham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 9, p. 273, 1. 4-11)

...... I, IRDZEPHOENBERETH S, T hbbRIGEITIE, un%.@.:.i‘:z’j (dictum) 7%

ﬁi‘ﬁf‘:c‘:m R ND DU, MEITBHGE SN S. 2o Z 23z, T&2To AR
FWITHLHZ L, BRTHD] ... 7&5%x#i5;aiﬁMMTmamJamotﬁ

HIZBWTHLLTH Y, FOMOMEIZE L TEHRBETH S, £H-R2B5121F, 2D XS4
MEDERA L UIZHMEDEINT WS D, FEGE L I 5. (EanE, T4y ha
FREWERZ ) GHf# 111 | p. 40)

HHMEITX T, ERMOERIZ L > TRAINS. ERALIFROFIHEFRTRERRSNS XS
2, XE ERRAREGF A DI % & 5O TH 5.

Propositio modalis primo modo dicta semper est distinguenda secundum compositionem et divi-
sionem. In sensu compositionis semper denotatur quod talis modus verificetur de propositione illius
dicti, sicut per istam ‘omnem hominem esse animal est necessarium’ denotatur quod iste modus
’necessarium’ verificetur de ista propositione *omnis homo est animal’, cuius dictum est hoc quod
dicitur ’omnem hominem esse animal’; quia ’dictum propositionis’ dicitur quando termini proposi-
tionis accipiuntur in accusativo casu et verbum in infinitivo modo. (Ockham, Summa Logicae, 11, c.
9, p. 273, 11. 12-19)

IR I A TE LN RGBT I, #E & 2> TR T NR L TR S .
EINTZEBEIZE W T (in sensu compositionis) 12, Z D & 5 wkkFHMBEIZ & o T, BRFED
ERATHD2MBEZEIZBFEDIIT SN L WD ZEBEHEINTWS. FIZIX, [ TDOARM
PEWTH D Z 2, bR TH 5] (‘omnem hominem esse animal est necessarium’) & U5 g
Z&k o T R TR A TRTOABIZEMITH L] WS MEIZEITRED TSNS L
WO ZENERINTVWADTHS. T2 TOHMEMED S KA L 1%, ‘omnem hominem esse
animal (R CDOADVEHYITHE L) LELNTVWEHDTHS. RELRS, [MED SR
(dictum propositionis) & EH 15 H DI, MEDZ/EEANE T, BiF (BE) BAEETHWS
NTWBEGEEPSTHS. (FAw3E, [y h A TREwEY) G54 111 | p. 40)
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SR B FAMEIIES I NZERICBWTIE, ERAMMRURT B8 TR X B,
Mo | PREM TSNS, T2TOARPEYTHEZ LI, BARTHS] LS mEIZEWN
Tl TETOABDBEYTHSE] LW MELRMBRNTHD L EDNS.

Sed sensus divisionis talis propositionis semper aequipollet propositioni acceptae cum modo, sine
tali dicto; sicut ista ‘omnem hominem esse animal est necessarium’ in sensu divisionis aequilpollet
isti ‘omnis homo de necessitate vel necessario est animal’. Similiter ista in sensu divisionis ‘Sortem
esse animal est scitum’ aequipollet isti ‘Sortes scitur esse animal’. Et sic de aliis. (Ockham, Summa
Logicae, 11, c. 9, p. 273, 11. 19-25)

fth 5 73 B X V72 FIRIZ B W TR S 72 BRAH @ (sensu divisionis talis propositionis) &, & ® &
FIRERMZL VI, L LB ITHWONZ@EHE FFTH 5. FIZAIEX [2TOAEPEYITH
528, BRTHD] WS mEld, TNHDMSNFRIZBEWTHI NS GE/ITIE, T2
TOANENLBIAIZEIYI T 5 | (‘omnis homo de neccessitate vel neccessario est animal’) & [
BTHD. BRI, VI TFABREYTHSZ 21X, HIoNTWS] (‘Sortem esse animal est
scitum’) & WS AN DI NZERIZBW TR I NS GE5IZE, V23T A3E8YTh 5
EHISNT WA | (‘Sortes scitur esse animal’) E[AFETH 5. T DMDOMmEIZEI L THFEKTH
5. (FBwE, T4y AL TREHEZ) % [0 | pp. 40-41)

SRADOZVEHBE (2 TOANBILBARMIZEY TH 5 (omnis homo de neccessitate vel nec-
cessario est animal)] & D EEI N-ERTE SN-SRA DD B8 T2 TOANTBRIZH
Y1C# % (omnem hominem esse animal est necessarium)] (X5 L\, #5& SN ERIZB W T, Bk
FIZERAPRRT HESRITER U720, U UoBES 72 ERICE W TR X 5 ik fH g
BENLIFELD. DS NZERIIBW TR I NIHFMHGEPETH 572D DRI OVTIED
ETABIZLIZLT, RITHES S NZEIRICB W THRE X N RRHGELE T H 5 72D DM % 1
wY 5.

Ex istis patet quod sufficit scire quid requiritur ad veritatem talium propositionum, sciendo quid
requiritur ad hoc quod aliqua propositio sit necessaria et ad hoc quod sit contingens vel vera vel
impossibilis vel scita vel ignota vel credita, (Ockham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 9, p. 275, 1. 67-70)
UEDZENS, RO EVHONTH S, TOEIBFEEINZERIZEWTHR S Nz
METH D 72DIITIIMDBBRENPE WD T L 2 D121, K5 MEPBIRTH 5 7DD BE
Th2H, H5MEPEBRTH S, HE2WVIEAETH S, HDWVIEARARETH S, H2WIFH S
NTWE, HEWVIEFHONTVWRWY, HD5WIIMELONTWE7OIZIEDRNBRETH 5% Kl
2ZLRETTARNTHD. (EHRE, THy o TRwHEY ) GEM# 1L, p. 42)

EEINZERIZBWTHMINZMELETH S 7-D121%, SRUPNRRT B mE’ BARR
H HH5WVEHOSNTWERERDSL. 2O L3 HBTASL I, DMIN-EkCcHEI N
FRIEMENETH 272012, EDH I TH 5 FFE L RFEORRN -T2 e akvoNnTNWD
e EXHTH S, Tensis IV 7 T T AL > TRBO—DODFEETH S EH SN TV (ensis
scitur a Sorte esse unum genus armorum)] &\ 5 Z Ol [HEFD —DDFEHTH 5 (esse unum
genus armorum)] & WO NEFHEMZHOMETIEH L. LA L, 2OMBEIZEIT 584 RSN T
W5 (scitur) ] 1XERADBFETIE7 < ‘ensis’ DRGETH 2720, ZZ TEOLNELERMNZDHH, HE
BEINTRERTH S NS ERMMETIZZ V. SRADBRWHHMENIETH L DI TDZ &
DRENZ 2B & Ay A LIFIBRT WS,

Propter quod sciendum quod ad veritatem talium propositionum requiritur quod praedicatum sub
propria forma competat illi pro quo subiectum supponit, vel pronomini demonstranti illud pro quo
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subiectum supponit; ita scilicet quod modus expressus in tali propositione vere praedicetur de propo-
sitione de inesse, in qua ipsummet praedicatum praedicatur de pronomine demonstrante illud pro
quo subiectum supponit......(Ockham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 10, p. 276, 11. 11-16)

TP Z, ROZEBRHHENHBLTERSHR., TDLIRERADBLVMENETH 572D
X, ZDOARFZDEA (sub propria forma) (ZE W TIREES, FEONRTRLIADHED, HD
Wid R @ﬁr?ét ZDHDEBRUTCVWARAGHFHICHET 2 Z XTI NG. T
bbb, BEEN, EEORRTEEI0EDEHFRUTWAREFICRED T oD Z LIz

;of%mém5%mm@)u,m@faan_5mfﬁm§béMTwé%m#§L¢%o
Tonsens ZeABEEINE (FEarE, [4 v h A TRGREE) FHE 1L, pp. 43-44)

Zw A LB HAEZET T T2 TOEL S H DIXNARKIZETH 5 (omne verum de necessitate
estverum)] ZHNZHIFTHEL TVWD. ZD XS RGEIZIE, ZOMEIZBWTEGEIZR>TWS
‘verum’ YR T BB DERRT AREGFNTRFEIZZR > TWD ‘verum® % kGBI TIEL U 7= di i
[ZIZETH S (hoc est verum)] [HNIZETH 5 (illud est verum)| T RTHRATHNIX, T2
TOHEBDELEDIMBARNICIETH L] 1FETH B lensis &V 7 7T AL > THRHBO DO
HThbreHONTWS | LW @MEOGEIZIIARKDOEAIL Tensis FELEZDO—DDMIETH 5
(ensis est unum genus arumorum)] TH D, ZDMREIZDWT THISN 3| L WHEMEIINZ ST
WBZ EZ725. Lzhio T, AKRDIEANTD EFE ‘ensis” MR T 26D &R T 2MREFIC T
WMO—DDOMHETH 5| ZRGEMN T2 [ZHIZHRERO—DDFEHTH | (hic est unum genus
armorum)] 2% [V 27 7 F AL >THIGNT WS | O THNIZE, Tensis 1TV 7 T T AT & - Tillds
D—DODFHETH L LHONT WS IFETH S Z LI1T05. ARDERIZH W TEGE ensis (3K
RREH2BDLEbN S, AKOMmE lensis (FRBO— DD TH 5| TIELFFFL T b FFHF
AEERVIEEATENEFE IR > TVWA O REMMETH 50 RKOMEDEFETH 5 ‘ensis’
FERMROR 2TV, AEMGETH 2O TRMMBELEEMA LI EMNTEDT. Lizhio TAKR
DMBEIZ BT 2 EFEORRASLIZ ‘aliquis ensis’ E[H U THB. v H LD Tensis 1V 27 T 5 AT
Eo THAFD—DDREBHTH L LHMONT WD) LWIMEIZETH D LR TWD DI, K47
M ‘ensis’ THIE/ 2R UE [ ZNIZRHFO—DOMIETH S| VI I TARITL-TH
LNTWVWBENLTZ. V7 I T Al ‘ensis’” EWVWIFEZMO RV, U TE 7, ‘gladius’ & W I FEIC
DWTIEHI > TWAB W ‘ensis’ =‘gladius’ &5 Z %Y 7 I T RSN, 72U0T, VI TT
22T T2 BHERUTWBE /X ‘gladius’ THEH, 2] THRHSE ) HBRLED
—fTHEILEVIITTAFHM->TWS. LizoTH L DM@ lensis &V 7 7T AIZE-T
REO—DOETH L LRONT VD] IFHEZL WS Z 2245, — /T lensis FRHBHD—DD
fH¥HTd 5 (ensis est unum genus armorum)] & \WHAEILY 7 7 T ALK o THIL N TIEWZR W,
EAYILIEBRTZ, F D5 Tensis IZRIBFD—DDFETH LI LNV I T T AL >THIS
T\ 5 (ensem esse unum genus armorum est scitum a sorte) | &\ E RV D B FEHGEZKE S
INERTHRT 2G5 ICIEMEIIMBTH S L\ Z LIk b, REFEA TN GBI ER AR
HHLMEE AKDOIEOMEEZRRT 280, 5 0VIFHEMAREZ S BT OmEZ RT3
D TH DD, VWTHUTHE K ‘ensis” WO FEEF S I, ZOMEEF S Z LIXTE R,

*Ockham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 10, p. 276, 11. 18-24.

SZ OO REE X ‘unum genus armorum’ TEH BT T THWSNT WS ‘genus’ 1 Summa Logicae
[HEE20HTHUONDHEE LTOD ‘genus” TIEARWTH A D, RERS ‘ensis’ RO —FETI L
%%,%M@T&Z@éﬁ LT Tl 2EPNS TRE) OBTRAVW,S5THS.

60ckham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 1, p. 244, 11. 86-88.
7Ockham, Summa Logicae, 11, c. 3, p. 255, 1. 5-7.
80ckham, Summa Logicae, 1, c. 68, p. 208, 1. 1-3.
90ckham, Summa Logicae, 11I-1, c. 20, p. 412, 11. 30-38.
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3 BRERIBICHT DAY HLOEBRICT T 5 EEE

AESCTIE, &y 51 DY Summa Logicae, NI-1,c¢. 5 125 WTHRLUZANBIZDOWT, D& T
Dk 2 SR U DD 28 o 72, BATHHSRICE D WT, A v I A ORRHGRELIZ XT3 5 5l 2 IR D
EoicFedonsd. ()14 MALEIIZ X, BEHERMEIZMATT VAT VAL GRE TOWARWERE [H]
LNTVWE| MELTWS] B oD | FOMMHNGREZIIEWTHEHSI NS L5120 >T L.
F v 71 5D Summa Logicae /& Z OTEORHNALIE T 5. (2)Summa Logicae 1235\ THAAAEIL,
SRAZMED EDIRN LITK G I N, SRAZMED REGEIET o ITHE /78 L ITK TN,
SRAZMEIEAESINZERTRI N mE L, SRYO LW E-5 R4 2 Wit X
NTZER TS N REMEO B IXRR 5.

Q)D& S BEFET VAT LV RIZHRL, I TIETRT -V PBEE kEhd & 51275710
LD EEITET A Knuttila 12 & > THREI N TV, ERIE (D IZ20WT IT2hsid, IR0 F
R BT TR R D IR (propositional attitude) & FEIX NGRS N T WA ED] TH Y
AV ALP AT BNT IS ULAMEZID LIFTW5a Z IR T 21lifEA 5 5 Lk X T
5. £7- Q) WS/ DEEE NS X3 %, modalis de dicto(F Z%FH) & modalis de re(H DIZDWTD
A & DXBI LR, 771 VL2 DIZ DV T OB 2 [TEROARNEHE) &
DRI TR LT W1

ik
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(DA T, RERFRFGEELRERE [(8H%])

10Simo Knuttila, Modalities in Medieval Philosophy, pp. 82-88.
WA TE, T4y h o TRGwREEYS GEf# 11 | p. IX, pp. 176-191
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Remarks on Modality in Ockham’s Summa Logicae 11I-1, c. 5

ANAN Takayuki

In this paper, we have followed the arguments presented in the examples in Ockham, Summa Logicae,
III-1, c. 5. The discussion is based on the assumption that there is a person who knows only ‘gladius’ but
not ‘ensis’, and does not know that ‘gladius’ and ‘ensis’ are synonyms. In such a case, Ockham maintains
that the modal proposition ‘ensis scitur a Sorte esse unum genus armorum’ is true. We have traced the
argument that this proposition is true, which is based on the distinction between compositio and divisio.
The theory of modalities developed by Ockham in Summa Logicae has been evaluated to be related to the
problems of ‘opaqueness of indication’ and ‘propositional attitude’ in the analytic philosophy. Therefore,
it is not a waste of time to reconstruct Ockham’s discussion.
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