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Iv TR PROPCSITICN

PeeudceThomee! Objectifiontion of Truth

Logic gxanine Poendo-Thomeet treatise on ﬂm gﬁﬁ@w%ﬁ.@g Cnce u@ﬁf&‘&g
I mm not attenpt e conplete anglyeis of the treatise, Wt e censiderse
tion sufficient to show the effect of PeeulosThouss® aelion of mm a8 &
seience of secientific knowiedge en bis dectrine comcerning the proposi-
tiom., This Gcctriue io necessary o his logle v orfer to understend the
syilogizm, of ehich propositions sye ports. 1t rests firsly on the foune
@ution of his mamt of the rpredicebies and the estegevies, where he
ined origin of the :;bjm% Wr@%ﬁﬁg whieh are signified Yy

iug trestlees 10 tuo wayB.

mtamwmwmmmﬁ Second, the previous treatises
' neerned ceriained o the Pirst operation of the intellest,
ending, in m&.@ the thiug is kuowa as o its sssence; this
second operation of the intelieet, conposie
tion and @iﬁﬁ% in vhich the intellect joims one thing with sacther, or
sg fron another, by "to be* end “mot o be."

@ﬁm%mﬁmﬁﬁmm&

lﬁm E@z. VI, chap. xviiis tr. VII, chap. v
Spp. V1L, chope ie



city of the first, this simplicity only is velative., Ve have seen alveady
how he explsine the constitution of the sinple cbjeet underatood

joot is & compound of & firste-intentional mathwre ond secend
doterminations; it alvesdy has beon elothed in the prediesbles, which To-
lute the natupe in the soul to ether natures aceonding to thelr relations
to things outside, ant in the ealegorical mmm, which relate the e
devatood nadture to other @h&m% underetond socoriing 10 ronuivonen
of the natures mzm, grovndef on mw@aﬁm mimmﬁm of m

@ tho ﬂm@ ect of m intellcot. Second, Pesulo-Thone

of the -exformames of the sccond set of the intellect as
things by "to Ye” snd "mot to L™ s an acoue
mm m&m&m of his view, I shall mm thie point directly. Thixd,
t@lm trestises s a &&m to m view of the relations beleeen
erations of the intellect, for it infieates his notion of signif

What T meen by sspisg thot Poeuvdo~Thomes' initial deseription of the
FEPRATION » seoond set of the intellect fe sn acouwrate indlcation
wM&ﬁm; w&ea&m&e&%@ﬁm&%%@ theary of the cormula. Fe
expleine that s categorical proposi $ion, which is one abselulely, bus
three partss two of these, the subject and the preficute, ave primeipsl
ports, while the third io ammmm trost Prom bis stntemant,
» evemple b wooe-tHan e on onioal"e-it spoesre thet he conelds
are the mmﬁ m gm&&mtﬁ to be povme ond the coyulo & verds coreover
&%?m&%smmﬂ the eopule is predicated es o third pard, it cocus
weifers the m@x}&s to be distinet from the reredicete as well as
Faeudo«Thonss s.mm to the verd "tosbe,” in its




roeulosThomas® expliclt trestment of the vorb bears out this intere
mm%‘ mammmm that verta eignify aotion as such, he ine
nherence of sction in s m&m ag the ressen why verbs NoTw
ed to the pmzm@-ﬁm He is perticulerly interw
motion as nouns, in the subject-

and gmim, or its inherom
then the verb hos the force of a sowi. FPaoudo
& vorb beloags in the predicutee-pliccs, not ouly becoume
thon s such whieh Lsheves in ¢ suhjeet, but glso boususg 4 red]
eation here must be & vordb, "sinse o verb luports the composition B;:
ghisk the sabjeet fs couposed with the | rmﬁﬁa&t&.“g Iz this contaxt, the
prplansdion sesmg o mo o oesn that an unvesclved verh sust be in predle
catewplace, since it inclefes in it mesning the copula, whose proper
fonetion is o evpress thy composition of the noun vhich io ineludsd im
the sesning of the waresolved varb, with the soun in svbjecteplace. The
eopuls §s by iteelf o pawt of the propesition, then, slthough it is s less
prineipal purte
Hy saclyeis clec is borne out by Peeudeih

he drews on cnslogy between the subject, prodiccte, and copuls
body, soul, and fom of the wholes-wthat is, the concrete component:
end hanity.’ fow the form of the whole, while £t inclules both parts,”
4o éistivet from then, fer it is shat the Intellect understonds of the
thing, while they sve componenis of the congrefe ﬁhﬁn@ﬁ “Hrwnity”™ sig-
nifics the form oxistisg chjectively iu the intellocts! the copula, therse
fore, significs the twa prineipal ports inacfar nz they become cme object
for the intelleet. There sre, three saets of a %?ﬁ@ﬁﬁiﬁm; tﬁw
gubject and pradicaie survespond te two thinge which y
each wt}sarg vhile ‘he copula corresponds to the unily of tm torme of

arison, insofar ss it becomes an ohject ¥mown, Conmaguently, o

thing,” and
puThonas ales explaing that
it &Wm Bipm

e in 6 m&:m, as it m a cartain
2 A i
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Pgoudo~Thomss says the sccond operaticn of the intellect is that by which
things are composed another, by "to be® and "not to
he.“l ho means precissly thal pre-snistent contents ave jolned or diwided
in & single object of unferstanding. The reasons for tiis view of the
proposition will eppeer when I enplain Psewdo«Thomest doctrine en truth
gnd w&m&

PeseudowThomset restriction of linguieti
proposition, ond those following
‘ of amgm words o their ﬁmﬁ% a8 gm @f' a proposition.

} ere amamm@, but reither true nor m,

tha and am which are trae or mﬁ
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do not, and positive cnd negutive prepositions ave twue or false, az%mgh
neither their parts sor csriain other kinds of sontence sve true or m
Aristotls i iusistisg upon the eignificance of the parte of & yroposition,
as well as upon the siguificancs of sentonces which ave not vropositiona,
and distingaisndng thic significmnce from triath sud D2lelty s eharply o8
possible.

PasudowThomas does vemark that nouns ond verbs have sipgnificance,
althaugh their parts do not,> and he contrasts them with sentences shose
ignificent %m%mﬁ hewever, he doss net diresily contrest

the significsnce of esparnte terms with their lack of truth and fulsity,
&2 Aristotle doss. We peints cut t&&%maﬁam@,&@mmﬁfm
of "to be," do not sigaify truth er felsitys” howsver, ho Goes mot insist

tonificence of verbs in this context, and seems to indicote thal

the eases of the nown ave not properly m@@m&ﬁ In hie first dee

&sﬁyﬁm of the proposition ke does mot mention truth and M#&g;é in

/ pcond description, he mentions £t only to contrast the propositicn
m&mw’l%rwﬁ%m; not to contyest it
u&mm’f It 0 1n this same context, hosever, that he divides due

ﬁﬁa other sentences

| m is or ie not in soscthingethust
sxplaing the distinction b@ the iﬁm@f& fon
in the mind of the hvaver. He then ex@mﬁm mg ﬁﬁm the use of 3%&
; communionte, {4 ie well that perfect and fuperfect speach are dee
fined by “to cwiss sense, or o eignify,"° Thus be ldentifies perfect
significance with the propositien snd fmperfect significenge wiih the
tomss, vhich osa be cousidered only insofar es they ave parts of the props
osition.

[oid s%@ﬁm mmﬁim éﬁ.ﬁ&w m&a gﬁmimitm, guia




mee and truth, end his cen restriction on the signifie
¢ SRR mﬁm of WMM@ his
notion hae m mm ?&mt@ %w iﬁmﬁﬁm agignification »ith the come
pundoative value of lanzusgew-that is, to eignify le te couse sense in the
: Second, he considers significatien o be relsted to the
m&m ;gam of o significent ezpression as fomm is related tv mate
iy signification is the structure of speech !w vhich it come

which makes letters or syllsbles Snto to somn.’ The nom and vorb signify
objects understoed, such cs have been mw& in the zm%m mﬁmﬁ
¥hy, then, does he net gront the neun ecmplete significoncs o dref
somsmnicative of a &imgie object mmmari? It seems
ghie and the ?RM@ of a treatise on the proposi

mmim&aﬁmwmﬁm%wam

PeeulosThomea' notion of logle ds thaot it iz & roflexive eamlyeis of
éammm econclusions trennforms ther inte that possession of the
intellect which is mﬁmﬁ&m knovledge. 7 In this wnderdizking, the trese
tise on the pmm&ﬁm plays e vital role, for it expleing the parte of &
m;m which, in appropricte metter, is dezonstreticn. Wot enly ore
w m the formsl @yn@m &mﬂy mﬁﬁm& hsve inscfer

?% PP 18-21, 36-41.
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sidered in the game way, for UseudoeThomas seys that in denm onsteative scie
gnce, "by the esys of msm, he is led through mw&m to considering the
mm&mm@kmmp@mma&mﬂ Hotice that he does not
ssyr "to finding the true® or "to sgreeing to the true,” but “to considere
ing the true,” a8 if the truth alvesdy were presen
bs considered with respect to its origimstion from what is proper to the
ng koown, Desenstration, then, ie mgﬁmﬁ iv order that one man, who
maaéy is awave of the twuth, can cowmunicate his aewarensss o snothery
44 does not add to what is known sbout $hings, but it adds to the intele
1@@%03 explicit awsreness iready inowe., The legical trestuent
of the prepesition sust explain how to reduce knowa trutbe-that is, truth
58 objective in the intelloctw=ts objects understcod, eince what is come
smodaated §u demenstrative disesurse will be reduced through this middile
to content slveady in the grasp of the dntellsci. Exnel
®honse porforms this reduction will be chown by exa

sudo=Thopas? notice of the cbjects undersicoed is that they are &
povipound @@f 6 peture end intentionz. ¥e hove seen clresdy how he explains
the origin of these c’ajw%s in the things outeide and in the intelleet ite
rins ite action by roflecting upon the vature posited in it
geifs I heve pointed out that PecudosThomas never sepavates the nature
" but trests the mzwmﬁ 88 & anlt vhich cannot be
though various fmﬁm in its derivation

oms to me that

minlex of nstuzes and intentions, individusls end their habitudegwn]
ded in the one mature of m fowever that may ’m. it is clear

jnsofer as it &s an @hjm of the mnm; this m@ ig rofuced
the intelleot's prie

t leanst, uot in ordinsyy scientific discourse-sines
nddng of thew ss chjscte 1s presuppo




ﬁﬁkmﬁm%iﬁe@ﬁmﬁaﬁmmmﬁmﬁﬁmwmm For
PoeudosThones, we do beve on intuition of indfviduel thirge independent
@f our kmwleﬂm of thems however, the thinge are mot known éxoept insoe

mderptand the %‘ﬁm‘ @%&mﬁ%lynﬁmﬁ iay @W in the chject
itoods consen opsunicste on objevt tndeTe
st@aﬁ to m&am, since the other mﬁm not have ammg to shich €0 roe-
duce the esmmication, 4f he 444 not elready waferstend the obleel.

Given thie notion of logic an@ this thesry of objsots wmderstood,
single noup ev verb cannct be granted complete significance, since it cane
not by itsel? comnumicete snyihing. I a potential ewidl

eps of the ways iu =hich what he understanis
yo can be compunicsted te hime If ke uwnderstands Qb
44fie knowledge of thely crigin in his own ialellege

tual possosalonBe-thet s, if he hus read the earlicr trestises of this

lcgiomethan dononetrat rodused to groepositicns, propesitions
ghisets wndercicsd, end demonstration therely bocoues sciencawethat is,
@@@a@ﬁ%ﬁ% Aowaver, that such s raduetion is possidle fnpliss that the
propeat denamstration do not add to the cunbent of kuowisdge,
&x&t m to the smreness of what io fmplielt in the suntent alvesdy pode
pesaad words, %o know propesitions sdds te reducible ebjects

m 4% does not 2dd to frrceducible ohjects ?mm, nox doce 4% add fo

M@iﬁ@ the tvue oo i‘&lﬁs‘ O
tending this definitionss 1) ehat the true or f‘a&s@ 4o 2) m it boe
nly to the ?mmﬁ% to signify the frue or gm; The excite
e 9% imnifying the true or false, here, must e
thint mm uot to inemmplote sentences, for Fseudoe
¥ n the next chapter

& s hes et mede this dietinoticn ﬁ:@:‘i he will begd





















































































































































































