THE ISAGOGE OF PORPHYRY, THE PHOENICIAN.
THE PUPIL. OF PLOTINUS OF LYCOPOLIS

To understand Aristotle’s categories, Chrysaorius, one must
know the nature ol genus, difference. species. property, and ac-
cident. This knowledge is also useful for giving definitions and
generally for division and demonstration.'”” | shall make for you
a concise review of this traditional teaching as befits an in-
troduction and try to recount what our predecessors said. | shall
avoid the deeper issues and in a few words try to explain the
simpler notions. For example, 1 shall put aside the investigation
of certain profound questions concerning genera and species,
since such an undertaking requires more detailed examination:
(1) whether genera or species ¢xist in themselves'' or reside in
mere concepts alone® (2) whether, if they exist, they are cor-

o fu s dednds Frovoimic xeitn: .. B: (0 solls mudis purisque intellectibus posita sunl.

" Awwigess or division 15 a technigue developed by Plato particularly in the Sophist
and Staresman. ‘A codecfie or demaonstration is the Aristotelian method of proof, involving
the syllogism. which vields scientific knowledge. Posterior Analyrics, 1, 2. Tih 17-19.

" Following Tricol, Yedsrarfn: becomes 4 strong word in neoplatonism and (requent-
Iy denotes what “really” exists. The familiar translitcration " hypostasis”™ for Undarasic in
Plotinus is designed to avoid circumlocutions such as ~fundamentally real.” In his trans-
lation the terms are rendercd by “exist.” Boethius uses the appropriate form of swbsisi
but the English “subsist™ conluses more philosophers than it helps. The distinction be-

I'.l

tween subsist and exigt becomes important in neoplatonism where subsist is the chiel

reality word. Space-time objects exist but always under the shadow of appearance The
same distinciion in the hands of an empiricist alters the force of the terms. 50 that subsist
becomes ephemeral and abstract while exist becomes the reality term. For Boethius'
wranslation of some key Greek philosophical terms see Comire Ewlvehen, 111
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8 ISAGOGE

poreal or incorporeal: and (3) whether they exist apant of i,
sense objects and in dependence on them.* Instead, | shaj iy
to make clear to you how m logic® the ancients, and especially
the Peripatetics, dealt with genus. difference. and the rest

GENUS

MNeither genus nor species appears 1o have one sense, for
genus can mean (1) a collection of things related to one another
because each 15 related o some one thing in a particular way. In
this sense the Heraclids' are said to be a family [ genos] because
of the relationship of descent from one man. Heracles. The
many people related to each other because of this kinship

b lovixwrepey B prababiliter.

' Porphyry's text for this third question is ndreeos puxera 7 & Toic alnfhral ol e
Tabta ppeomwrs B uirem separala a sensibilibus an fe sensibilibug posita el circe eq oo-
sfantfa. ... V. ufrem separala an insis sensibilibus juecta. P: wirum separala sinl, an v
rebus sertsibilibus et cfrce hos consistant. Ellas comments, gopoa td apd taw moldldy
vanréoy, v Tole alothyroic Ta & Toi mollof, mesi radta dpestate o £m Tolc wodiolg, o
p, 49, 22-23.

" Porphyry mternds w0 avard metiphysical issues and to confine his allention o togical
considerations, Logic wis nol considered a part of philosophy but 1 preparation for the
more difficult inguirics into physics. ethics, and theology or metaphysics. According 0
Ammonius. pp. 43-45, philosophical knowledge is built on categorical propesitions
which are true or false. These propositions have subjects and predicates. amd i is the 0b
of logic to determine what things are subjects and what are predicates. A metaphysical of
physical inguiry would pass beyond an introduction and involve the profound questions
that Porphyry chooses to avoid. Later, p. 69, Ammonius clls Porphyry's inguiry ©on®
ceptual, Awemparieds. Porphyry himsell says in his commentary on the Categories 1Pt
the Categories “concern sounds indicative of things,” m=pd prawiy sumuTxey T
mpayudrenw, p. 57. 6. See A, C. Lloyd's “Meoplatonic Logic and Aristoiclian Logie ;
11" Phromesis 1. 2, pp. 151-152, For Boethius™ understanding of doysecdzepoy S0 E:
2. pp. 168-169. ]

" This cxample slsa appears in Plomni Opera. VI, 1. 3, od Henry ¢1 Schwyer
vols, Desclée de Brouwer, Pars, [931-1973.
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deriving from Heracles are called the family of the Heraclids
since they as a family are separate from other families.

In another sense (2) genus means the source' of each man's
birth, whether from his father or from the place in which he was
born. When we say that Orestes has his descent [genos] from
Tantalus, Hyllus from Heracles, and again that Pindar is of
Theban stock [genos), Plato of Athenian, we use the term in this
sensc. In fact each man's fatherland, in a way, is a source of his
birth, just as his father is. This meaning seems to be obvious, for
those who descend from the family of Heracles are called
Heraclids, those from Cecrops and their kinsmen Cecropids.'®

So far the source of each man's birth has been called a genus,
and also the many people who spring from one source, as
Heracles, since. by distinguishing and separating this group of
men from the rest, we said that the whole collection of Heraclids
was a4 family. In another sense (3) genus means that to which
the species is subordinate, a meaning asserted as a definition of
genus, perhaps, because of a similarity of this sense with the two
former senses. For such a genus is a source, in a way, of the
species under itself and it seems also to contain the whole subor-
dinate multitude.

Genus. then, has three senses. but discussion among
philosophers concerns the third. Philosophers explain'’ genus as

' 4. A technical philosophical term usually translated s “principle.” This English
lerm does nod include the range of the Greek since Heracles is # source but not & prin-
ciple, “Foundation™ seems a close synonym in many contexts. The Greek idea is .th“ of i
beginning, 8 source of generation. hence foundation and ground. Throughout this trans-
lation “'source” s used. Bocthius uses principinm. .

" All Atheniuns are Cecropids, descendants of Cecrops. the mythical first king of
Athens. Usually Boethius substiutes Roman persons and gods as he does i his other
works, Pacius reproduces the Greck examples.

" & xai dmnypadpevTe; drodediomor rewag efvere Ayovreg xmd. The Gresk mmmmtnrs
point out that the predicables can only be skeiched cut and shown, mot defined in the
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10 ISAGOGE

that predicated essentially of many things which differ
species. as animal. for example.'" For some predications are Said
of only one thing. as individual terms' like ~Socrates, “ i

sirict sense by giving the species and genus. Genus has no genus, Dunz Seatus, o the
other hand, bolds that the predicables can be defined, nod merely deseriped. Staper
Universalia Porphyeil, loannis Duns Scoti. Opera Omnia, Yol [ Lugduni. MDCXXX %
(p. 98, . 15, 30 The generul problem of the relation l.'.'l‘lfli'l syrmbol systern 1o isell has
continucd Lo exercise logioans. Tricol, p. 14, 0 4, 53ys e verbe daoyedoecs 4 le sens
definire. el dmodidows. cnarrare.” fsagoge. French translation. 1 Trieot, Libewrie
Philosaphique. 1. Vrin, Paris, 1947 The reverse seems true. Is: dmovpdoat; B
describemes. 15 drvdeduxno: B: odsignaversns Bocthivs remarks. “Carefully he says
degeribentes, nol definmfentes: for a definition arises from a genus. butl 4 genus can ol
have another genus.” E5. p. 180, 20-22. A descriptin is given. nol a defininio ™4
descriptio, as we said in an carlicr book, s & kind of sketch of & thing bassed on 15
qualities and like a characterization from outward appearances. For. when many gualities
unite together so that all of them gt the same time are equal o the thing 1o which they
apply — this 18 called a deroripiio, unless this collection 15 composed of a penus or dif
ferepces.”" E5 p. 1BL. 8-13. V. gued definientes il declarant P Qo etiam deseriptione
explicaring.

" This definition is faken verbatim from Topdos 102a 31-32. Several werms deserve
comment: (1) Predicated In most cuscs s predicated’” translates xernyoseitae. an
Aristotelion technical term which can be transliterated (o '1s categorized.” Ansioile ap-
parently is the first 10 employ xaTgpopeisdoe in this wochnical sense. n the nguage of
later logicians all terms are categorematic. indicating substance. quantity. goalificatn.,
relation. and s0 on. of dre syncategorematic, logical constants joining the calegoric ferms
together. such as “und.” “or.” “but” and so on. All catcgorematic twrms used in
propositions will be wsages in ong of the 10 categorics, the rumﬁ:[:l:: wWiAYS I which
language can refer to o characterize the things of the world. Another commonly used
lerm is afyerar. literally meaning “is said of " Aferar and pezpropefros ire frequently
used synonymously. Occasionally for Afpezm s said of " is belter since (@ s vaguer arud
leaves indeterminate whether words or things are under discussion (2} Essentialfy More
verbosely “in the category of essence.™ ... for, of the comman predicates. that which falls
most definitely in the category of essence (& 7 o éors) mast be the genus ~ Topics. 1l
22-23, E. 5. Forster. Boethius and Victorinus render & ng v fove #5 i g gquiod guid it
I3) Many things There is no genus with one species. See . 32, Also Tapics. 1234 )

" There are three terms used in the text for individuals snd particulirs: sTEow
Beeorrow, and seré pupoc. By Tur the most frequent 15 deoopow, uncuttable. ATopay i "ﬂ"j"s.-.
fated By Tindividual." 6 eedl’ Exmerew Csingular and so xarE e Pﬂﬂ’“”“':;_
Hoethius translates individium, singulare, and particelare. ~Individual™ refers 12 the :]G‘T
divided or indivisible and is usually upplicd o space-time objects. bul the m'r:w!:ilbll.t
would allow the ferm w be applied lo God who s both undivided and '"ﬂ:;-b--.:ﬁ
Aristatle, for example. at limes uses Googeow 1o mean the lowest species. Aoy IIEE
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man. and “this” object" but others are said of many things.
such as penera. species. differences, properties, and accidents
that occur jointly in many and not uniquely in some one thing.”*'
An example of genus is “animal;, of species. ‘man'. of dif-

ference, rational”; of property, “capable of laughing”; of ac-
cident. “white.,”" “'black,” and "sitting."*

Genera, therefore, differ from those terms which are
predicated of only one thing because they are explained as being
predicated of many things. They differ from species which are
predicated of many things. Although species are predicated of
many things. the many do not differ in species but in number.

that the intcgrity and wholeness of che object Dies in i cohesiveness but does not
necessarily muke clear the kind of whole referred 1o, In [1s reference o the space-ume in-
dividual it indicales whil can no longer be divided in existence without its destruction,
“Simgular involves a lincar metaphor of things set side by side. one after another, each
having independent existence. ~ Particular,” on the other hand, cnnotes the smallest part
of division of the arcle of being which has independent existence, See n. 32, Duvids ac-
count is somewhat different. and he does mol discoss sare wépog. To xaf”’ Evaorov 15 used,
he says, " since each of them can be comprehended (1t be taken asided by itselT (p. %7,
17-28). Although an individual is cut or divided into hands, fect. and a head. et its parts
are only parts and are nol complete in themselves. The individual, then, is the Jast com-
plete entity in the chain of being. For the wse of the word “lerm” see n 22,

M T prip warnposouuswey TR ofv ol duig Ay psivow, dom Eooue olov Leagdryg
wel T adtag Wi TO TopTo ... Predications™ is an inadequate translation of =g
xetyeosctuy. | Socrates™ and Tthis” are not predicates bul names of subjects:
nonetheless, they do occur in the category of substance 35 referring to primary sub-
slances, cxisting particular things. Calcgorematic lerms name things and their charac-
teristics, and all words “speak about.” Afyec, the world,

" Two kinds of accident are involved: (1) zé ayfgfnairn weuuds, common accidents.
which occur in several different particulars, as black and white: and 12} ta el
Wi, those particular accidents which actually belong to a purticular, a8 this while in this
body. Boethius trunslates aceidentie communiter sed non proprie alicd, Al. p. 7. 5.

** Porphyry thinks of the five predicables us clasifications of terms. and in one ex-
pression he makes this quite clear, w6 odrag (15 2, 18). See also Is 3, 15: 7, 19. As Por-
phyry said in the beginning he wishes 10 avoid the profound guestions. especially the
txact kind of reference which the terms in the 10 categories possess. Generally [ have not
used quotation marks in this translstion. preferring the ambiguity Lo an gverinlerprelation
of the iext, Sometimes. too. Porphyry uses the generic articie (L5 and J. B, 1. 2) rather
than & specifying article (ibid., B. 1. 5
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For example, man, as Species, IS Hfﬂdit‘_ﬂtﬁﬂ of Socrates and
Plato. who do not differ from one another in species but in nyp,.
ber: bul animal, a genus, is predicated of man, ox. and horse,
which differ from one another in species as well as in number, [y,
turn genus differs from property because property 1s predicated
of only the one species to which it belongs and of individuals
under the species,© as capable of laughing is predicated of man
only and of particular men, but the genus is predicated not of
one but of many different species.

Genus also differs from difference and from common ac-
cidents.”’ Although differences and common accidents are
predicated of many things differing in species, they are not
predicated essentially.c If we ask how the differences and com-
mon accidents are predicated, we assert that they are predicated
qualitatively, not essentially. For to the question ~"What sort of
thing is man?" we reply, "~ Rational™; and to the question
“What sort of thing is a crow?™ we reply, "Black.” Rational is
a difference. black an accident. When, however, we are asked
what man is, we¢ answer,  Animal.”’ Anmimal is the genus of

man.**

vOBr swh o specie:
i ALG correctly.
¢ B adds sed in eo quod guale guid st Retained in ALG but doubted by Busse

** The doctrine in this passage separates the specific difference gua quality from the
essence. Porphyry is following the thrust of the discussion in Tagics | 282 20-29 where
Aristotle asserts that the genus most appropristely indicites essence. Also Metapliysics
1024b 5-6. At Topics 122b 16- 18 he asserts ... no differentia indicates the essence. but
rather some quality, such as *pedestrian’ and ‘biped” ™ (Logh). To indicate the essence of
the species one names the genus. To indicate the essence of a primary subslance on<
narmcs the species and a fortior! the difference. Categories 2b 7-22. For Aristotle see e
briel but important observations of E. de Strycker in G. E. L. Owen, Aristotle on Dialec:
tic: ﬂ:.e Tapics, Clarendon Press, Oxford, 196E. pp. 154155, Later in Porphyry s
discussion of difference. pp. 42-47 of the transiation. he distinguishes three kinds. oné
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we conclude, then, that (1) the genus, since it is predicated of
many things, differs from individual terms which are predicated
of only ane thing: (2) since the genus is a genus of things which
differ in species, it differs from terms predicated as species or as
properties: and (3) since it is predicated essentially, it is separate
from differences and common accidents, each of which is
predicated T not essentially but qualitatively or as some degree of
quality.™

Our present skeich of the notion ol genus is sufficient.

' B udds de Wiy de quibus praedficaniur.

which is specific difference which brings about the divisions of genera into species. T hus,
o kinds of difference are qualifative and accidental, and the third is specific and essen-
tinl. Al the conchsion of a discussion of this distinclion Ammonis remarks, " Con-
sedquently, the genus s analogows o0 matier, the differences (o form. Since matter provides
existence for each thing while the form provides qualitative difference, it is reasonable for
the genas (0 be predicited essentially. analogous to matter, and for diffesence o be
predicated qualitatively. analogous to form.™ P. 107, 17-21. According © Elias. in
definitions differences do not romain differences. but when tken together with genera
become species (p. 56, 30 —p. 57, 11). “Every form is a quality, so with good reason
every difference is called a quality.™ E.S., p. 269, 3-4. Soows marks the difference in use,
Q. XIX, p. 105, Consult A. C. Lloyd’s "Neoplatonic Logic and Aristotelian Logic.”

* Although Porphyry's explanation of the predicables is mostly in Aristolelan (erms,
his ime of nde Epov (probably =g &rov) is Stoic Plotinus at VI, 1, 25, 2-3 lisis the Swic
categories 45 omonclusva XOE Toid XoP Mg frovTe Xl spds 0 s Frovra. of subject,
guality. disposition. and relative disposition. Dispositians are modes of qualitics: xaé in
T jocbv mocd e T Gy Toug Fpovra, T Ml &F muc Byovre mepd vd moed (Plotinus, VI,
1. 30, 5-7). Plotinus is perplexcd by the Sioic allempl o inCorporate into the ane
category of mig Eyov a host of Aristotelian categories, such &8 quantty, tme, place, and
50 on. He remarks that mag Sgov comes choses! (o the Aristotelian xelafirr and Eperv, state
and possession.  Size, colour, place. time, sclion, passion, possession. molion, state, in
short all the Aristodelian categories, with the exception of substance, whenever they apply
1o an object independently of its relation to other objects, belong to the category of
variely (zde Bpov).” E. Zeller, The Stolcs, Epicoreans, and Sceptics. wans. by 0. .
Reichel, repr. N.Y.. Ruseell and Russell. Inc., 1962, p. 107. Porphyry scems consistenily
10 use this expression in a broad sense except at Is 17, |2 where it scems 1o carrespond
directly o the Aristotelian caiegory of state or posiure, xeiofa: Ammonius ireals mag oy
85 equivilent to o owgfiefprede, accident. For caample, p 64, 22 p. B35, 1. See Bocthius
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SPECIES

Although species [eidos] is wsed (1) to designate

shapeliness of an individual. as it has been said™
First a beauty [eidos] worthy of absolute power,

species is also said to be (2} that under the defined genus. We
customarily say, then. that man is a species of animal, since
animal is its genus; white a species of color, triangle a species of
figure. In defining genus we mentioned the species by saying
that the genus is that predicated essentially of many things
which differ in species. If we now say that the species is that un-
der the defined genus, we ought to realize that we must define
one in terms of the other since the genus 15 a genus of something
and the species i1s a species of something.

Our philosophic predecessors, therefore, especially the
Peripatetics.”™ define the species as (3a) what is ordered under

as well. E 5. pp. 265-266. 317, Elias comments, Acocident 15 two-fold. separable or in-
separable. Beng predicated gualitatively is proper for an inseparable accident, but Being
predicaied as dispositon is proper for a separable one. For example, how 15 Socrates
disposed? He is healthy or ill. which are separable accidents’” (p. 60. 16-19). Boethius
regularly uses a foem of ¢ hobers plus an adverb sech as quomado. Pacius in the first
three ocourrences Uses a variant of guomods guid affecrim est. i the last three he closely
parallels Boethius, Mg Eyov oocurs six times in the fszgope, Mo English translation seems
to fit uniformly, 50 each occurrence of the term is noted. For a recent discussion and
bibliography see J. M. Rist, Stolc Philosophy, Cambridge U, Press, 1969 pp. 167-172,
Also, Trendelenburg’s Geschichie der Kategorieniehre. Georg Olms. Hildesheim. 1963
(repr. from [846), pp. 227-231.

™ Euripides, Aeofus, 15, 2, Nauck. Tragicorum Graecorum Fragmesta, adiecit B. Snell
Olms. Hildesheim, 1964, p. 367,

Here elfoc means the beauty of physical form and manliness. % For the form of each
man is called the species. but form also means the beauty of one's appearance. So, thost
who are quile handsome we call speciosus.” Maurus comments, *... we say species’ from
spectare {looking). and 5o il primarily means visible form or exterior appearance. Becallss
of this meaning speciosus means the same as formesss. and species means the same 08
Sormositas or pulchritudo™ (p, 9, 1), :

" An interpretation of the vague drofidoaoy based on the concluding fines of the 1T
troduction, and elsewhere in the same way.
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the geENUS and what the genus s predicated of essen tally. They
say also (3b) that species is that predicated essentially of many
things which differ in number."" This last definition, however
will define the lowest species,” viz. what is a species only. but
the former definitions will apply as well to those classes™ which
are not the lowest species.

What is meant will be clear from the following. In each
category there are the highest classes,” the lowest classes. and
some which are between the highest and the lowest. There is 4
highest genus beyond which there can be no other superior
genus: there is a lowest species after which there can be no
subordinate species; and between the highest genus and the
lowest species there are some classes which are genera and
species at the same time, since they are comprehended in

relation to the highest genus and to the lowest species.
Let us make the meaning clear with reference to one

category.” Substance' is itself a genus; under this is body; and

" See The Logic of William of Ockkam, E. A. Moody. p. 72 IT.

" Eifocararev B specialfssimum, yevoedraroy B generalistirmen. Tricod poinis oul,
n I8 that these terms are not found in Aristotle. Bonitz, Index Aristotelicus, lists he
simple adjective «ewndc in Topécs 1010 18 and 102a 36,

" The Greek is eify. species. In the next few pages this lerm is used many times 1o ex-
press the notion of class relation. In the Tapics Aristotle uses eldog for his class relations,
reserving iiex for Plato's forms. .. the categories .. are only fiaed classes of things
arranged in this order so that species are subordinate (o genera. individuals to species.
" Pacius, Amalyticus Commentarius, p. 5.

"' Now follows the famous Tree of Porphyry. See Kneale, p 232 The method of
definition by genus and differentia jmples such 8 tree. whose anteceden(s can be found in
Plato's method of division and Aristotle’s Topies, 143 T, for example. The nn:inn_ of &
e is suggested in E.P, by the expression .. all the unity of higher penera will be
divided into various branching species” (p. 78, 10-11),

Dhimiz. Aristotle’s term for the fundamental category. The word is an Hll:ﬁll'ﬂﬂ. Ihe
Miade from the present participle feminine odea of the verb "o be,” el It i5 traditional
0 translale wiai a5 substance even though its connection with “to be™ is ocbscured and,
i0, i1s velation 10 Plato’s and Parmenides’ doctrines and to Aristolle’s own views aboul

g v3 dv. All things considered there appears to be no suitable English alternalive. -
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under body animate body. under which 1s animal, under anima|
is rational animal. under which i1s man: under man are Socrages
Plato. and particular men. Of these substance is the highes
genus, and it i1s a genus only. while man is the lowest specieg
and it is a species only. Body is a species of substance by 4
genus of animate body. Animate body is a species of body byt 4
genus of amimal. Amimal is a species of animate body. but a
genus of rational animal. Rational amimal 15 a species of animal,
but a genus of man. Man is a species of rational animal. but it is
not also a genus of particular men. It is a species only. Every
species which is predicated immediatelye prior to individuals
will be a species only. never a genus. Just as. then, substance is
highest because there is nothing superior to itself and is the
highest genus, so too man is a species after which there is no
speciest nor anything able to be divided into species’ Of in-
dividuals (Socrales, Plato, and “this white’? are individuals)
there can be only a species. namely the last species and. as we
said, the lowest species. The intermediate classes will be species
of prior classes but genera of postenor classes.

& mpooeris maTiyosokivor B guod proximum est
Y pgx Eorov etdog B: alia inferior spectes.

" ely etfn B oomits,

I B omils.

cluding Owens’ “entity. " Se¢e Joseph Owens, The Docirine of Being in the Arisiolelion
"Mewphysics, ' Pontifical Institste of Mediaeval Stdies, Toronto, 2nd ed. revised. 1963,
pp- 137-154. Aristotlc’s own definition of substance is as follows: * & .T:.[Er_'.'ﬁ:'.ﬂre‘_lhi'_-l
which is called a substance most strictly, primarily, and most of all = is hat which 5
neither said of a subject nor in a subject, e.g.. the individual man or the individual horss:
The species in which the things primarily called substances are, arc called secondary Sub-
stances, as also are the genera of these species. For example, the individual man brelangs
in a species. man. and animal is 2 genus of the species: so these — both man _ﬂﬂ"l
animal — are called secondary substances.” Aristore’s Categories and De frterpretatione.
1. 1. Ackrill, pp. 5-6, Categories. 2a |1-18.
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It follows that these intermediates have two relations: one
with prior classes in which they are called species and the other
with posterior classes in which they are called genera. The ex-
remities have one relation. The highest genus is related to the
classes under itself* since it is the highest genus of all, but it has
no relation at all with prior classes, since it is the highest, like a
primary source,! and, as we said, that beyond which there can be
no superior genus.™ The lowest species, too. has one relation,
that with i1ts prior classes. It has no sort of class relation with its
posteriors. although it is called a species of individuals. The
lowest species, however, is called (1} a species of individuals
because™ it contains ™ them but (2) a species of prior classes
because it is contained by them.

They, therefore, define the highest genus as a genus which is
nol a species, and again, that beyond which there can be no
superior genus: but they define the lowest species as a species
(1) which is not a genus, (2) which can not be divided further

b org ugn’ favte B guoe posierioro sihl

| Gwordte OV Ol ae Moy dpyy B cwm sit suprewum @ Rl pEine ieium.
= B omit all afler gpyr).

" B ointerprets sk mEpefrov aeto a5 velwl e ComiinEns.

"' Mepéyov. which appeared earlier at Is 2. 13. Literally. to hold around on all sides.
In the preceding senience Porphyry denied any class relation (class io class) between the
llﬂ"'-"l-‘-'-t species and the particulars. Now he points out that between the lowest species and
s members there is 4 legitimate relation, that of mepéyov. @ term applied as well 1o the
relation of classes 1o each ather. Most modern philosophers. 1 think, would say that the
e of the same term obscures the great difference belween these two relations. class o
Parbiculyr snd class o class (see Is 8, 1-3% on the other hand. Porphyry saw a similarity
- “"E two relations. thal of inclusion and limitation. The way in which the inclusions and
limitations function. however, seems quite different. (Ammonius recognized that there
%5 a difference but did not discuss it in detail. P. 80, 9-12.) The relation of higher 1o
lower clusses cun be conceived of as a series of concentric circles, the larger circle (clics)
enclosing the smaller (class). Anulogously the lowest specics encloses the particulars.

|0

20



18 ISAGOGE

into species, and (3} which is predicated essentially of many
things dilfering in number. The species intermediate between the
extremes they call subordinate genera and species, and they
regard each of them as a species and a genus, since each is com.
prehended in relation to the highest genus and the lowey
species. The species prior o the lowest species which rise up (o
the highest genus are called both genera® and species, as well ag
subordinate genera, as Agamemnon. son of Atreus, descendant
of Pelops, descendant of Tantalus, and finally descendant of
Zeus. Genealogies, however, usually lead up to one member. say

v Tricol omits ¥EIT) T

Irying to cacompass what is cssentially indofinee and withoul limis the number of in-
dividuals, The lowest species is the smallest scientificelly significand limiation thal can be
applied w0 existence, since the partculir substznes 15 the only indepeadent being in spce
and fime. ... what. becase of s incomprehensible muftplicity. could not be brought
under syskematic study. by the small number of genery . might become swhject to the
mind and 0 knowledge " E5, po 143, | T-20, On this theory cluss or species relalsons dre
unchanging and. therefore, etermally Mixed. Depending on one's mephysics such
relations are among smalker or larger bits of being, conceprs, o ranges of symbalic use.
Relations between particodar existing things and their clisses chienge since the particular
beings come inlo bemng and pass away. Both time and spuce are involved with pariiculars
neither is of concern oo the classes, The closensss o and dependency ol time and spees
on the unchanging is prt of the pervisive metphysics of antiguity. For Porphyry. per-
susded by Plotines and by Platonism. the great sphere of being streiches from o
cumference Lo center like a senes of coneentric errcles which become smaller and smulfer
and finally, crossing the time-spuce line, are pluralized inte many crcles belongeng 10
variows types. For philosophers who regard time and spuce as defective kinds of existence
and for whom eternily and immateriality are exsstence par eccedlonce this use of weepy
seems natural. Did not the Tivaens (360=2) assert it bady is within the immaterial
soul? The wisdom of such n use is questioned when a philosopher regards the particulars
as primary exisients and the status of species and classes a5 problemutic. I the classes are
but symbolic uses invented by man for his convenience, then one can not safcly L
mgpedprey 0 this context. For Aristotle's use of memérese for class inclusion see T
[44b 12-30 gnd F. Solmsen’s “Dialectic Withowt Forms.” in G. E L Owen. p 0
Solmsen also notes Plato’s we al Sophisr 2500 &
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for example Zeus, the source.r But in genera and species this is
not the case, for being™ is not one common genus of all things,
aor are all things of the same genus because of one highest
genus, 45 Aristotle says.*

But let us lay down, as Aristotle does in the Categories, ten
primary genera as ten primary sources. If. then. anyone names
all things beings, he will name them homonymously. he savs,
but not synonymously; for if being’® were one common genus of
all things, all things would be called beings synonymously *
There is a community of being, however, among the ten primary
genera in name only, none at all according to the definition of
the word. There are, therefore, ten highest genera, while the
lowest species are indefinite in number, yet not infinite. In-
dividuals, which are posterior to the lowest specfes, are in-
finite."" It is for this reason that Plato kept urging us to descend

odld’ fxE pev v yrendoyidy eip ba dwdyeuer, g vy Tov i, ol dery o 6
i tdelorer B: sed in famiills quidem plerumioue ad umim reducuniur princinium, verty
grat ad Jovem,

4 Tt G The present parficiple neuter of the verb “in be.™ Boethius translales ens, for
GvTa. B,

Y Mewaphysics 998b 22,

" “When things have only a name in common and the definition of being which
corresponds 10 the name is different, they are called homonymous.” Carepovies la 1.
“When things have the mame in common and the delinition of being which cormesponds
to the name is the same, they are called synonymous, ™ Categortes |3 6. 1 L Ackrill, p. 3.
Boethius iranslales aequivoce for homonymously and wwwee for synonymouwsly. Elsa
stales, “Mow being (76 dv) is not divided (Buegeizai) like 3 homonymous sound, as
Aistotle said in the Calegovier and now Porphyry. and nod like 2 genus inlo species. a5
Plato said. but e dip’ dwie wxzi mpde B [p. 70, 1B-21) The commentators regulasly
“\plain the Aristotelian position 4s invalving pure equivocity, as Boethius, "'that 5. as a
Sound signifying many things™ E.S. p. 223, 23-M4,

Ep s‘"‘;‘;mﬂ universe is without femporal limit See Ammonis., p. 85, 2 p 86, 27-28;
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from the highest genera to the lowest specfes and to s10p, to
descend through the intermediary species and to divide by
specific differences. He says [o leave the lnﬁnltt individuajs
alone. for there can be no knowledge of them."”

Thus, in descending to the lowest species we must divide ang
traverse a multiplicity, but in ascending to the highest genera we
must collect together the multiplicity into unity:3 for the species,
and still more the genus, is a uniting of the many into one
nature.”® Particulars and singulars, on the other hand, always
divide unity into multiplicity; for by sharing in the species many
men are one, but man, one and common, is multiple because of
particular men. The singular is always divisive, while the com-
mon is collective and unifying.

An account has been given of the nature of species and genus,
in which genus is one while species are many (for the genus s
always divided intc many specfes). The genus is always
predicated of the species and all the higher of the lower, but the
species 15 predicated neither of its own proximate genus nor of
the higher ones. There is no convertibility of genus and species.
for equals must be predicated of equals. as neighing of horse, or
the greater of the lesser, as animal of man. but never the lesser
of the greater. You may never say that animal is a man, as you
may say man is an animal. Necessarily, too, the genus ol the
species and the genus of the genus up to the highest genus will
be predicated of whatever things the species is predicated. 1f it is
(ru¢ (o say that Socrates is a man, that man is an animal, and

4 B omils el B

"' Philebus 16¢ 5-18d 2 Ammonius cites the Sophist. and Busse suggests 266 u-0
und Pofiticus 261 a-c
" ey oy g,
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that animal is & substance, then it is also true to say that
Socrates is an animal and a substance.

gince. therefore, the higher is always predicated of the lower,
{1) the species will be predicated of the individual, (2) the genus
both of the species and of the individual, and (3) the highest
genus of the genus or gencra (if there be very many subordinate
:ntermediates), of the species, and of the individual. The highest
genus i predicated of all the subordinate genera, species, and
individuals; the genus prior to the lowest species of all the lowest
species and individuals; the species alone of all the individuals:
but the individual term of one only of the particulars. Socrates,
this white, and this approaching son of Sophroniscus, if Socrates
be his only som, are called individual. Such things are called in-
dividuals because each thing is composed of a collection of
characteristics which can never be the same for another; for the
characteristics of Socrates could not be the same for any other
particular man.” The characteristics of man, however, | mean the
man in common, will be the same for a great many, more
strongly, for gff particular men as men. Thus. the individual is
contained by the species and the species by the genus, for the
genus is 2 kind of whole, the individual a part.™ The species is
both a whole and a part, a part of another and a whole, not of
another but in others. The whole is in the parts.

We have now answered these questions about genus and
specics: (1) what is the highest genus? {2) what is the lowesl
species 7 (3) which genera and species are the same? (4) what
are individuals? and (5) how many ways can we speak of genus
and species ?

"o yip Zunpdro g o dv dn' Ellov g TEw s adpsy yiworo dv el
wdrad B: Socraris entm proprielates pumguam in alio quolibet eritnl particular .

" "The individual is ulways a part, never a whole™ EP. p. 82, 16-17. Almmn
Stalement of the metaphysical thrust of Platonism and a bit stronger than Porphyry s [,
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DiFFERENCE

Let us say that difference has (1) a common meaning, (3) ,
proper meaning, and (3) a strict meaning. Commonly one thing
is said to differ from another when by otherness it differs jp any
way al all either from itself or from another, for by otherneg;
Socrates differs from Plato and, indeed, from himself: he was 4
child and became a man;*" he is doing something or he hye
stopped; and, of course, he is always changing in qualitative
degree.”s Properly two things are said to differ whenever they
differ because of an inseparable accident, such as greyness of the
eyes' or a hooked quality of the nose or even a scar which hag
become hardened from a wound. Strictly two things are said 1o
differ whenever they differ because of a specific difference, as 3
man differs from a horse because of a specific difference, the
quality rational,

In general, therefore, every difference added to something
modifies it. But common and proper differences make something
different-in-quality laffoian], while strict differences make
something different-in-essence [allo], for some differences are
qualitative, some are essential. Differences, then, which make
another essence [affo] are called specific differences, while those
that produce differences in quality are simply called differences.
The difference “rational” added to animal makes another-

= xmi Gr re v milc ol wig Spew frepornmee B ed semiper in alipe mod -Eﬂi't_'ﬂ-ﬂ'-"
alteritatitus. P sempergue v varieerilbug, quibus est giimes modo affectus el cevii
Covdmxiis B ocoecitrr oculorum P ooculorem coesis oolor

" This becurne a commonplace, Boethius, Migne PL Wol. 64. 241 TH. [ iu'::?“”"
. XXIV. "Is this wue: The old mun Socrates dilfers from himscdl as 2 fay -
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essence laliol® but the difference “moving” only makes
something qualitatively different from resting, so that the one
makes a difference-in-essence, the other only a difference-in-
quality.

Thus, from essential differences (1) the divisions of genera
into species arise and (2) definitions are expressed, since they
are composed of a genus and such differences; but from
qualitative differences common and proper differences' and
changes in qualitative degree take place. ™

We must begin again from what has been said and say that
there are separable and inseparable differences. Moving, resting,
being healthy, being ill, and characteristics similar to these are
separable, but being hook-nosed, snub-nosed., rational, or
irrational are inseparable. Some inseparable differences exist per
se. some accidentally. Rational, mortial, and being capable of
knowledge belong to man per se, but hook-nosed or snub-nosed
belong accidentally and not per se. Differences present per se.
then, are comprehended in the definition of the substance and
make another essence, but accidental differences are not com-
prehended* in the definition of the substance and do not make
another essence but only a difference in quality.

Differences per se do not permit a more or a less, but ac-
cidental differences do; and if they are inseparable and ac-
cidental, they include increase and decrease."' The genus is

" B adds er speciem amimalis fecit.
‘ol frepdrnve; B: alteratio.
¥ daufdvevtae ALG: mopadaufdvovrar B: dicuniur.

"' Frivamg (lightening) and dvemis (relaxing) seem equivalent 10 increase and
*m- parallel 10 “more or less” a line earlier. See E. Zeller, n 1, p. 103, Also Am-
monius. p. 98, 1-7. Ellas remarks, however, thal an enmattered specific difference does
lmit of more or less (p. 80, 22-28). Boethius explains. " And 50, then, property and dif-
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predicated neither more nor less of whatever Itis 8 genus nor gy,
the differences of the genus by which a genus is divided. Thes,
differences complete the definition of each thing. The being o
each thing'® is one and the same and permits neither increg,
nor decrease, while being hook-nosed or snub-nosed or coloreg
in a particular way is both increased and decreased.

Three species of difference have been observed: (I) th,
separable and (2) the inseparable, and of the latter (2a) the in.
separable per se and (2b) the inseparable by aceident. We should
also say that among differences per se there are some by which
we divide genera into species and some by which the divided
genera are constituted as species. For example, although there
are all the per se differences of animal such as animate and sen-
sible, rational and irrational, mortal and immortal, the difference
animate and sensible is constitutive of the substance of animal,
for animal is an animate, sensible substance; but the differences
mortal and immortal and that of rational and irrational divide
animal, for by these we divide genera into species. These
dividing differences, however, complete the genera and become
constitutive of the species, for animal is divided both by the dif-

ference never leave those objects in which they resice. Man is alweys capable of laughing.
even though he may not laugh: man is always a biped. even though he may have lost
fool. For. as has been said, in the case of differences and properiics we pay allenton 1o
whal can exist potentially, not what cxists acually.” E.P. 122, 19-24. Although two-
footed is a property of the second cluss (Is under properiy). it is also classifiable as a per
se difference and is frequently used as an example of a difference which can be polential
or per maturam in some way. | found no Latin commentator who treated ratjonal in this
way. Bocthius adds. “for in substance no man is more or less rational than another
rrlum." E.F. pp. 124-125. " The being {esse) of each single thing can ueither increase nor
;ﬂi:l:]ﬂish for mo man can sustain an increase or a decrease in his humanity.” E §. p. 252
Y Th elun dxciore, B esse wnicudgue. Simplicies says, dd Physioam 174, CAG Yol
IX. p. 735, dfjdov & fra dllo Tolzd dome 76 el mmp' Secivn 26 Mg Urs Tod TEpLTETV
g?'fjim'ﬂ”ﬂf v eldog ampeaivow, Cited in Bonitz, p. 221, sl 5. Sec J, Owens, p 181,70
a.
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ference of rational and treational. and again by the difference of
mortal and immortal. The differences mortal and  rational
me conslitutive of man, those of rational and immortal of
; od.** those of irrational and mortal of irrational animals. Since
the differences animate and inanimate and that of sensible and
insensible divide the highest substance, animate and sensible,
combined with substance, complete animal, while animate and
insensible complete plant.x Since, therefore, the same differences
understood in one way become constitutive and in another way
become divisive, they are all called specific. These differences
are especially useful both for the divisions of genera and for
definitions, but inseparable accidental differences and, still more,
separable differences are Im:ﬂi‘ useful for this purpose.

 f 8l Eelgpo; xoi dmerthrog areTélamey o ety B oomit.

' “Apain, some raise this problem: if God is under rational, rational ender animal,
animal under ensouled. ensouled under body, Crod will be found under body. We reply
fal it is Aot unrcasonable for God 0 be a body, for sccording to Anstolle heavenly
things are gods because they are always ‘running” and moving. Nopstheless, the difficulny
remains. For, what could one say aboud God, (he first cause? Bz he ralional or mot? We
reply that God e rational, but 8 rational which & nod classified wnder animal, the in-
oomplete. which needs premises and conclusions and. consequently, is composile. bur
ralional as if umder reason. For in the same way the mbional we apply © soul @5 not
classified under animal bet under reason (For, o the soul 15 onder animal and wnder en-
sciled, the soul will be foumd to be ensouled).” Elias, p 66, 2-12. Boethius says, “for if
vou place moral wder rational, you will make men: i immortal, vou will make God. bat
& corpareal God: for the ancients used 1o call this world 2 pod (and they thought a fitting
name for him was Jupiter). They also wsed 1o call the sun a pod a5 well as the rest of the
celestial bodies, which Plato and a whole troop of widely educated men thought were
alive.” ES. pp. 208-209, 21-23, Also ES. p- 293, 15-18. Maurus comments, .. as
rational and irrational constitite the species of man and God according to the error of the
Plutonists, wher thought the gods, thut is angels, were rational, immertal animals; ..." (p.
“3). On the Platonic errer, ... rationa! animal is u species of animal and, according &0
the tmor of the Platonists, the genus of man; man, according to the same eror. 15 &
*PECIs of rationsl animal, Rational animal, however. is nof 2 genus but only & species
Trd":“hk of singular men who do not differ in species but in number alonc, ..." (pp. 10-

! Fur the prablems imvolved in conjoining immortal and irmatonal: E.S. pp. 256-258,
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Our predecessors also give this definition: difference is that by
which the species exceeds the genus. IMEH, for example
possesses more than animal, namely the rational and the morta)
Now animal is none of these, for. if not, how could the species
be different from one another? Nor does animal possess all the
contradictory differences, for the same thing at the same time
would have contradictory characteristics. They maintain,
however, that animal possesses potentially, not actually, all the
differences of the subordinate species.¥ Nothing then arises from
not-being,** nor will contradictories exist at the same time* in
the same thing.*’

They also define difference as follows: difference is that
predicated qualitatively of many things which differ in species.
For man is said to be rational and mortal, which are predicated
of man gualitatively but not essentially. When we are asked.
“What is man?" it is proper to say, An animal,” but if we
have learned what sort of an ammal, we shall define him
properly as rational and mortal. Since things arc composed of
matter and form or possess a constitution analogous to matter
and form (as a statue is made of matter and form. the copper
and the shape), so 100, the common and formal man is com-
posed of something analogous to matter and to shape, the genus

forae taw bpl oz Jempopi; ALG: tau ox aded B osuboge offferentior.
* B omits dua P sl

"* 4§ en Gvrov. Since the characterislics are contained potentially in the genus, they
ure nol nothing.

Y Ammonius sttes the diTicelty which Parphyry is trying w0 remove: IF the dif-
ferences eaist in the gencra. opposites will exist in the ame thing o the same fime, &
mll:ﬂ!] and immortal. rational and irrational. This is impossible, If differences do not
exist in the genera. from what source do they arise in the gpecies ! (p. 101, 17-18)
Also, George Berkeley's Priciples of Human Knowledge, Introduction. Secticn 617, Co-
sult A C. Lloyd's "Neoplatonic Logic and Arstotelian Logic, ™ pp 153154,
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and the difference. This whole, ratonal-mornal-an
in a way similar to the statue mentioned above.
They also indicate such differences as follows. difference s
what naturally separates the species under the same genus, for
rational and irrational separate man and horse which ire ll.r'l[lﬂj'
the same genus, animal.

They also give this definition: difference is (hat by which
singulars differ? Man and horse® do not differ in genus, for we
are mortal animals and also irrational; but rational. when added,
distinguishes us from them. Also, both the gods and ourselves
are rational, but mortal, when added, distinguishes us from
them. In working out further the meaning of difference they
state that the difference is not any chance characteristic which
divides the species under the same genus but what contributes to
the being*® and what is part of the essence'® of the thing. The
natural inclination to sail is not a difference of man, even if it is
a property of his.

We would say that some animals have a natural tendency to
sail, others do not. and we would divide one group from the
other. The natural tendency to sail, however, does not complete
the substance nor is it a part of it; rather, it is only an in-
clination in conformity with the substance.© because it is not the
sort of difference which is called properly specific.

Specific differences, therefore, will be those which make a
species different and which are comprehended in the essence."

This is a sufficient description of difference.

*B adds a se

" B omits dvbeuro; yop xei fmroc.
' dmmndeine povow alri B: aptitudo quaedam efus.

Y Tow v el This difficult Aristotelian expression occurs only twice in the fsagoge.
For u detsiled discussion of its meaning see J. Owens, pp. |81-188. Topics 1010 6. fore
" Bpog v Advas & v 10 fv hvas myuévan, repeated by Boethius. i quis quod est esse
Motstrare voluerir, definitionem dicit. E.S. 273, 14-15. Bocthius his quod i esse in (e
st occurrence and quod guale est in the second. P: geeddditas,

mal, i5 man,
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PROPERTY

Our predecessors distinguish four meanings of property: (1)
what occurs in one species only, although not in every member
of the species, as healing and measuring occur in man; {2} what
occurs in the entire species and not in it only. as being two-
footed occurs in man; (3) what occurs in the entire species. in it
only, and at some time, as becoming grey n old age occurs in
every man; and (4) what occurs in the entire species, in it only,
and always. as the capacity to laugh in man. For even if a man
does not always laugh, still he is said to be capable of laughing,
not because he is always laughing but because it is natural for
him to laugh. This characteristic always belongs to a man
naturally as the capacity to neigh belongs to a horse. They say,
too, that these characteristics are properties in the strict sense,
because they are also convertible. For if 4 there is a horse. there
is the capacity to neigh, and if ¢ there is the capacity to neigh,
there is a horse.

ACCIDENT

What comes into being and passes away apart from the
destruction of the substratum'’ is an accident. Two types are
distinguished. the separable and the inseparable. Sleeping 15 4

W B quicquid

" 'Yeowegeteow, B subiecr Some might prefer Csubject.” The more peneral orim.
substratum, seems betier, for il shows a linguistic and philosophical link bepacen the
categories and Aristotle’s physics and metaphysics. Subsiralum may refer to the materiil
which s gualified by the presence of a characteristic, as a few lines helow, as well as i@
the subject of predication.
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separable accident, while being black occyrs inseparably in the
crow and in the Ethiopian. It js possible, however, to Conceive
of a white crow and of an Ethiopian who has ot his color apart
from the destruction of the substratum.**

They also give this definition: accident is what can belong or
not belong to the same thing,® or what is neither a genus, nor a
difference, nor a species, nor g property, but always exists in a
substratum.*®

Since all the terms put forward have been defined — [ mean
genus, species, difference, property, and accident— we must
state those characteristics common to all and those peculiar 1o
each.

CoMmoN CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FivE
PrEDICABLES

All the predicables are predicated of many things. The genus
is predicated of species and individuals, and the difference in the
sdme way, but the species is predicated of the individuals under

* & hlfprro wip e dedpyeny # po) Omdpgery B quod comitagit eidem exse ef non esse.

** Pucius, Analyticus Commentariys. pp. 17-18, sums up the following distinctions: ()
difference ﬁmifu: the form and essence of a thing but cannot be removed from the Ihlﬁ
isell or be considered as separate by the intellect: (h) a separable accident wnmhlc
removed from the thing and considered as separate by the intellect, while an_lrﬂ:::d s
accident can be considered apart by the intellect but not removed from the ihing: sl
Property is the mediun between difference and separable accident, namely un .:md _
Wlﬁnhﬂmfﬁmﬂtﬁrmllmhmnmdﬂmﬂnﬂimhl!ﬂ:nhm &
the intellect as removed. Bocthius remarks, ... not because Ethiopian and i g
';“"“"'- but because without that color they can subsist for cur understanding.” E.P.

“I. ¥ . rEf.

" Although Maurus prints the translation of Pacius semper axitem in ’“*"":::m""":‘:f i
in his commentary he repeats verbutim the transhation of Boethius semper

eClo subsistens,
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it; the property of ils species and of th_c i|l1dliui-::IunI5 under the
species; and the accident of species and individuals. Animal, fq,
example, is predicated of the species horse H“d_ Ox." and of (he
individuals “this horse” and ~'this ox.,” while irmationa) g
predicated of the species horse and ox and of particulars. A
species, such as man, is predicated only of particulars, while 4
property, as the capacity to laugh, is predicated both of man ang
of particulars. Black, an inseparable accident, is predicated of the
species crow and of particulars; and moving, a separable ac-
cident, of man and of horse. Moving. however, 1s predicated
primarily of individuals, secondarily of the species which con.

tain the individuals.

CommoN CHARACTERISTICS OF GENUS
AND DIFFERENCE

Both genus and difference contain species, for the difference,
too, contains specfes, even though not all that the genera con-
tain, Rational. for example, although it does not contain
irrational things as animal does. still contains man and pod.
which are species. Whatever is predicated of the genus as genus
is predicated also of the species under it; and whatever is
predicated of the difference as difference will also be predicated
of the species formed from it. For example. substance and
animate are predicated of the genus animal as genus, but also
they are predicated of all the species under animal even down 1o
individuals. Since rational is a difference, using reason IS
predicated of a difference, but using reason will be predicated
not only of rational but also of the species under rational

"B adds er camibus, omits efidov Avran. .
B o yap doyedv & ewi o) megedyer ta dlova Domep o GDov B ratfongle emim eliom =
non coviffnel fa quae st inratiomabilic. wt genus, guemadmodum animal.
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There is another common charucterisiic. If the g
ference is destroyed, the things under them are dc';tr”u_n, m_djf.
animal does not exist, neither horse nor i Stroyed, for ir

: ; X 1515, )
way, if rational does not exist, the animg| which us.esh: "?L <pe
not exist. cas0n will

THE DIFFERENCE BETwEEN
AND DIFFERENCE

GENUS

[tisa Prrﬂﬂﬂﬂ}’ of the genus to be predicated of more things
ﬂ"lﬂ!1 lhf:_ l‘.ilfrﬁl‘f_.'l"ll:ﬂ.. the species, the property. and the aceident
Ammal_ is prﬂ!:lmated of man, horse, bird, and serpent, but four-
footed is predicated only of those creatures which have four feet
man of individuals only, the capacity to neigh only " of horse
and of particular horses, and an accident likewise of fewer
things. Here we must understand as differences those which
divide the genus, not those which complete the substance of the
genus. Further, the genus contains the difference potentially, for
the differences of animal are rational and irrational,

Genera are prior to the differences under themselves, because
they destroy the differences but are not themselves destroyed. IF,
for example, animal is destroyed, rational and irrational are
destroyed, but differences never destroy the genus, for even if all
differences are removed, animate sensible substance, which is
animal. is conceivable.i Further, as has beecn said, genus is
predicated essentially, but difference qualitatively. Another
point: there is one genus for each species, as animal for man, b
there are many differences, as rational, mortal. and capable of

"B omits powo . . o ven if
' : # n ihought,
' dmwndinas B: sublntellegi potest. The terms suggest “eoncrivable !

the object does not exist as conceived.
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understanding and knowledge which distinguish man from othep
animals. Finally the genus is like matter, but the difference lijka
form.

Although we could add other characteristics common and
unique to the genus and the difference. let this discussion syf-

fice.

CoMmmon CHARACTERISTICS OF GENUS
AND SPECIES

As has been said genus and species are predicated of many
things. In this discussion let the species be understood as species
only and not as genus as well, if the same class is both species
and genus. Genus and species also have in common that both
are prior to the things of which they are prediciated and that each
i5 a kind of whole.

Tue DIFFereNCE BeETwEeen GENUS AND SPECIES

They differ insofar as the genus contains species i and species
do not contain genera but are contained, for the genus is more
extensive than the species. Further, genera must be admitted
beforehand and, when informed by the specific differences, com-
plete the species. For the same reason genera are naturally prnior
io species. Also, the genera destroy the species but are not
destroyed. If there is a species, there assuredly exists a genus
also, but if there is a genus, the existence of the species 15 not
alsp assured. Genera are predicated synonymously of their
subordinate * species but species are never predicated of genera.

i B adds sub se.
' B omils dp’ fmurd.
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[n addition genera have more by containing their subordinate
species, while species in their proper differences have more than
their genera. Further, a species can not become a highest genus
por can a genus become a lowest species.

ComMoN CHARACTERISTICS OF GENUS
AND PROPERTY

Genus and property arc consequences of the species. If there
is man. there is animal, and if there 15 man, there is the capacity
to laugh. Also, the genus is predicated equally of its species and
the property equally of the individuals' who share in it, for man
and ox are equally animal and Anytus and Meletus are equally
capable of laughter. They have in common, as well, that they are
predicated synonymously: the genus of the proper specier and
the property of whatever it belongs to.

THeE DirrereENCE BETWEEN GENUS AND PROPERTY

They differ because genus is prior and property posterior.
There must be animal; next it must be divided by differences and
properties. The genus is predicated of many species but the
property of the one species to which it belongs. The property is
predicated convertibly with its species, while the genus is con-
vertible with nothing. For example, it is neither the case that if
there is animal. there is man. nor that if there is animal, there is
the capacity to laugh; but. if there is man, there is the capacity
o laugh and vice versa.

The property belongs always and only to all of its species.
The genus, however, belongs always but not only to all its

' B omits & ToLw,
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species. In addition properties, if destroyed, do not destroy
genera, but genera, if destroyed. destroy the species which the
properties belong to.m Consequently. Il the species which tp,
properties belong to are destroyed. then. too, the properties
themselves are destroyed.

CommonN CHARACTERISTICS oF (GENUS
AND ACCIDENT

As has been said, genus and accident are predicated of many
things. whether the accidents are separable or inseparable. For
example, moving is predicated of many things. and black is
predicated of crows, Ethiopians, and some inanimate things.

THE DirFFErRENCE BETWEEN GENUS AND ACCIDENT

Genus differs from accident because in relation to species the
genus is prior while accidents are posterior. For, although an ac-
cident is understood as inseparable, still what an accident
belongs to is prior to the accident. Also, things share equally in
the genus but unequally in the accident, for sharing in accidents
permits increase and decrease, while sharing’ in genera never
does. Accidents exist principally in individuals, but genera and
species are naturally prior to individual substances® Also,

o Frr e v M deapostipesa of aweaipel TE yo, T 88 YA dvmepotieva ouwIipe =
eidy. eow forww Iha B: amplius specles quidem interemptae mon simul fmberimuni genens
propria verp imlérsmpla Simul inferimunt, guorum suni propria.

** pMaurus remarks, ... Porphyry seems 1o say this in sgreement with Plato who puté
the ldeas before singular things™ (p. 22, § 28). Yet presumably Maurus does not rf:£r-?‘|:“3
the priority of genus 1o species and the rest in the formula “IF the genus were 10 <
removed, all things under it would be removed” as Platonic, because the latler =
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genera are predicated essentially of their subordinates, b
cidents qualitatively or in some degree of quality.™ | r;]r :l ac-
ple, you are asked, “What sort of man s an Ethim;ian T‘Hﬂm~
will say, “Black™; and if you are asked, “Whar position -
Socrates in?"™"" you will say that he is Sitting or that he ::
walking.

We have now discussed how the genus differs from the other
four predicables. but in addition each predicable differs from the
four others. Since there are five predicables a]| together and each
one differs from the other four, then if five is multiplied by four,
the total number of differences becomes twenty. But this is not
accurate.” When items in a series are counted in order, the two's
always have one difference less because that difference has
already been accounted for; the three's, two less; the four's, three
less; and the five's, four less. The total number of differences
becomes ten: four plus three plus two plus one. For example, the
genus differs from the difference, the species, the property, and
the accident. There are, therefore, four differences. We have
already said how the difference differs from the genus when we

" B omils.

distinction of conceplual priority which does nol necessarily involve existence. | think
that this is a questionable poinit of view, given the metaphysical presuppositions inherent
in the whole scheme of the predicables. " But it can be said thal we come upon genera as
well as species after individual things: for. unless there are single men and single horses,
the specles 'man’ and "horse’ cannot exist. and if singular species do not exist, the genus
of these, animal, will not exist. But we ought to remember what was said above, that
genus does not constitule its substance from the things which it is predicated of. but
rather genus is completed in substance and form by constilutive differences.™ E.S. p. 316,
7-14. Ockham, however, says, “We ought to understand first that the author is nol
thinking of & destruction ... of any real thing; for. since neither genus nor species exists
excepd a5 some mental intention or concept, it is possible that that intention "h'd] s a
Benis may be destroyed in the soul while that intention which is a species remains '.Z‘;Ef
soul; .. Expositio dn Librum Porphyrii De Praedicabiltbus, Guliclmi Ockham. % il
E. A. Moody, Franciscan Instilute, St Bonaventure, N. Y., 1965, p. 108, 7-13
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difference. It will remain for

say how the genus differs from the b
u: lo say h?:rw the difference differs frnm the species, the
property. and the accident. The number of differences becomes

three. In turn, we said how the specics differs from the difrﬂm““f
when we said how the difference differs from the species. We
said how the species differs from the genus }vhen we said how
the genus differs from the species. Thus, it will remain fnr_us to
say how the species differs from the property and the ECEFIHEHL
These differences are two. There will remain the explanation of
how the property differs from the accident. For how the property
differs from the species. the difference, and the genus was men-
tioned earlier in their differences from It Since, therefore, we
understand four differences of the genus from the others, three
of the difference, two of the species, and one of the property
from the accident, the total number of differences will be ten,
four of which we explained earlier as dilferences of the genus

from the other predicables.

CoMMON CHARACTERISTICS OF DIFFERENCE
AND SPECIES

Difference and species are shared equally, for particular men
share equally in man and the difference rational. Also they both
are always present to things that share in them, for Socrates is
always rational and always a man.

T DiFrFerencE BETWEEN SPECIES AnD DIFFERENCE

It is a property of difference to be predicated qualitatively but
a property of species to be predicated essentially. For if man is
understood qualitatively, the quality is not quality simply bul
quality insofar as differences are added to the genus and con-
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itute the species. The difference, Loo. is often observed
species. as four-footed In a great many animals which
species. while the species exists only in the individuals under the
species. In addition, the difference is prior to the species formed
by it; for rational, if destroyed, destroys man, by man, if
destroyed, does not destroy rational, since there is god. Again
difference is joined with another difference, for rationg| an&
mortal are joined to form the substance®' of man, but species is
not joined to species to bring forth some other species. A horse.

for example, copulates with an ass to produce a mule, but horse
simply joined to ass could not produce mule.

N many
differ 1

ComMmoN CHARACTERISTICS OF DIFFERENCE
AND PROPERTY

Difference and property are shared equally by things that
share in them, for rational beings are equally rational and beings
capable of laughing are equally capable of laughing. Both are
present always and to every member of the species, for even if a
two-footed man is maimed.e two-footed is always predicated of
him due to his natural tendency, so he also always possesses the
capacity to laugh because it is natural for him, not because he is
always laughing.**

o B adds non subsianiiam perimil.

" 'Yuoorasw, B: substantia. This Greek term occurs only once in this text. In all other
cases “substance” translates otoia. For the force of the term see n. 11,
; "' As is well known the relations between difference, property. and accident were sub-
ject to ambiguity and confusion. Properties are classified us per se differences and so are
comprehended in the definition (Is p. 9, |1 ) and ure predicated equally (Is 16. 2 fl)
bul can be classified as accidents (E.S. p. 276, 3-11). Differences, too. are classified in
various ways. In the passage before us the ambiguity lurns on Lhe distinction b;wn a
per se difference, bipedality, which is also designated a property, and a specific difference.
futionality. Maurus remarks, 'Secondly, they agree in that they belong fo the entife
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Tue DirrereNcE BETWEEN PROPERTY AND LHFFERENCE

It is a property of difference that it is often predicated of
many species, as rational is predicated of god and man, by

property is predicated of the single species it belongs to. Dirf-
ferenice is a consequence of those things whose difference it j5

species, to it only, and always. For just as every man is always mtional, so also every man
is always capable of laughing. In order to avoid ambiguity Forphyry obscrves thal proper-
ties and differences ought to be affirmed as natural tendencies. not a5 actwal facts. For
example. it is no1 o difference of man 0 have /s fact two feel, for 2 man can actually have
one fool because his other fool has been cut off. The dilference of man is to lend. fram
his own nature, 1o have two feet In like manner il is 3 property of man in the fourth
sense not 1o be actually laughing but from his own nature to tend to faugh™ (p. 23, 36).
Sec also E-P. p. 122 and E.5. pp. 325-326, and n. 45. To hold that all men are equally
rational is not necessarily to claim that all men actually think equally well bat that they
all have the inborn tendency (a) to think and perhaps (b) to think equally well. The
weight of the doctrine falls on an interpretanon of potentiality, There are two siéps, al
least, in the understanding of this potentiality: (1) since Socrates and Euthyphro are both
engaged in thinking. ome predicates thinking egually of them both, The presence of the
quality aflows for univocal predication. (2) Since Socrates thinks well and Euthyphro
thinks badly, one cannot predicale univocally except in terms of the perfecticd poal
Bocthius would say, | think, that we are speaking of the singular and ot of subsiano:
E.5 p. 331, B-9 Thinking dr acie is present 1o both in varying degrecs. The Jirst cose
seems (o be the model for Porphyry and o & great entent Boethivs though they modify
their views with a doctrine of poientiality or natural tendency for difference and property.
The example wsed by Bocthius and Maurus to show the potentiality of difference i
bipedality, not rationality. and if is temping 1o suppose that the example is chosen
because a numerical property like twoness cannot be shared in degrees, so one is cither
actually or potentially two-footed. In affirming the equal-predication docirine they use
rational, and in affirming the potentiality of difMerence, two-footed, The secomd case urises
if one wishes to claim that, although men do not aersally think equally well. they all
coufd il they tried. That some philosophers thought so is well known The doctrine
however, does ol require that view. All men have the same essence @ o goal. o 7 o0
elvae. but «ffo; s existing in a given man al a given lime only partially shares the
qualitative fullness of the essence. All men may not be equally apt to rcach the goal I
discussing property Boethius remarks, "Calo and Cicero are equally capable of Lughing.
although they do not laugh egually: for to the extent that they tend o laugh and not
because they may now be laughing. they can be called ‘able’ to laugh. " E.S. p. 309, 1-5
Bui, with this admission. how can one claim that difference differs from accident in mol
admilting more of less. since in a sense it does? The answer lies in (he notion ghat an 36



FRANSLATION AND NOTES

39

but it is not also convertible with them. Properties. however. are
predicated reciprocally of whatever things they are the prr}p{;r..
lies. because things and their properties are convertible.

CoMMON CHARACTERISTICS OF DIFFERENCE
AND ACCIDENT

Difference and accident are predicated of many things, but in-
separable accidents and difference are also present always and to
every member of the species, for two-footed is always present to
all crows, and black in the same way.

PrROPERTIES OF DIFFERENCE AND ACCIDENT

They differ because the difference contains rather than is con-
tained, for rational contains man. Yet, in one way accidents con-
tain because they exist in many things, while in another they are
contained because the substrata are not receptive of one accident

cident is not connected to the essence as a natural tendency, and, therefore, is predicated
primarify to the degree that it actually exists in a singular. The difference, however, is
predicated in terms of the essence as fulfilled in the attainment of the end, 16 télog or 1o
7i fiv elwae. Thus, genus, species, difference. and property can be predicated univocally in
terms of the end as the completed goal. Thus, in addition to the potentiality (and total ac-
tualization) discussed by Porphyry and Boethius, one can raise the possibility of partial
actualization and degrees of fulfillment. Boethius interprets the doctrine of “equal
predication™ in terms of Platonic participation, and there is no question that this is the
Issue: how 1o properly understand Aristotle’s theory of predication such that it allows for
some form of participation. Univocal predication means equal sharing; equivocal
predication means no sharing; while analogical predication means unequal sharing. Por-
Phyry. in his discussion of accidents, allows for more or less, intension and remission, but
“qual participation in genera, species, specific differences, and properties. He allows for
0me potentiality in differences and in properties, though differences and properties in
s, 2re equal for each singular; i.c., all two-footed men arc cqually so, as all men who
th!l‘l;:“i!h equally. Potentiality does not imply the partial fulfillment which can occur in
trine of Platonic participation.
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but of many. In addition, the difference is not increased o
decreased. but accidents permit a more and a less. Opposite djf
ferences do not mix, but opposite accidents may mix,

Such, therefore, are the characteristics, common and unigye,
of difference and the other predicables. We explained how th,
species differs from genus and difference in showing how genus
and difference differ from the others.

CoMMoN CHARACTERISTICS OF SPECIES
AnND PROPERTY

Species and property are predicated reciprocally of each other,
For if there is man, there is the capacity to laugh; and if there is
the capacity to laugh. there is man. It has often been said that
admittedly our capacity to laugh arises from our natural fen-
dency to laugh. for the species are present equally (o those that
share in them and the properties equally to those things they
belong to.

THe DiFrereNcE BETWEEN SPECIES anD PROPERTY

The species difTers from the property because it is able to be a
genus of others, but it 1s impossible for the property to be a
property of others. The species. too, is constituted before the
property. while the property comes into being after the species.
for there must be man for there to be the capacity to laugh. Fur-
ther, the species always is actually present to the substratum,
while the property sometimes is present potentially. Socrales 13
always actually a man, but he does not always laugh, although it
is always natural for him to laugh. Again. those things differ
whose definitions differ. The species is defined as (1) that under
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the GENUS. (2) that predicated essentially of many things which
differ in number, and (3) other characteristics such as these, byt
the property is defined as that present always and only to the

enlire Species.

ComMMON CHARACTERISTICS OF SPECIES
AND ACCIDENT

Species and accident are predicated of many things, but the
other common characteristics are rare because the accident and
what it belongs to are widely separated from each other.

The DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SPECIES AND ACCIDENT

Each has its properties: the species is predicated essentially of
those things it belongs to; the accident 1s predicated qualitatively
or in some degree of quality.* Also, each substance shares in
one species but in many accidents, both separable and in-
separable. The species, in addition, are conceived before the ac-
cidents, even if they are inseparable (for there must be the sub-
stratum in order that something be an accident of the sub-
stratum), but accidents naturally exist later and possess an ad-
ventitious nature. Further, the sharing in the species is equal,
While sharing in the accident, even if inseparable, is not equal;
for one Ethiopian, more than another, may have his color either
intensified or reduced in blackness.

It remains finally to speak about property and accident, for we
have discussed how the property differs from the species, the dif-
ference, and the genus.
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Common CHARACTERISTICS OF PROPERTY AND
THE INSEPARABLE ACCIDENT

[t is a common characteristic of the property and the in-
separable accident that those things in which they are observed
do not exist without them, for as man does not exist without the
capacity to laugh, so neither can an Ethiopian exist without
being black. And, as the property is always present to every
member of the species, so also is the mnseparable accident

THE DIFFErRENCE BETWEEN PROPERTY AND THE
INSEPARABLE ACCIDENT

They differ because the properly is present to one species
only, as the capacity to laugh 15 present to man, but the in-
scparable accident, such as black, is present not only to the
Ethiopian but also to the crow, to charcoal. to ebony, and to
some others. Thus, the property is predicated equally and con-
vertibly with what it belongs to, but the inseparable accident is
not convertible. Also, the sharing of the properties is equal, that
of the accidents involves a more or a less.

There are also other characteristics of the predicables, some
common and some unique, but these are sufficient for
distinguishing among them and for exhibiting their common
characteristics.



