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Bibliography

For Ockham's contributions to the theories of supposition and mental language see: Medieval
Theories of Supposition (Reference) and Mental Language on the website "History of Logic".

1. Adams, Marilyn McCord. 1963. "Things Versus "Hows", or Ockham on Predication
and Ontology." In Essays in Ontology, edited by Allaire, Edwin B., 175-188. The
Hague: Martinus Nijhoff.

Ockham's account of the truth conditions for categorical propositions of the forms '
N is B' and ' A is B' is dictated by his two-fold ontological program: to eliminate
universals other than names or concepts and to restrict particular things (res) to the
categories of substance and quality.(1) For endorsing
(T1) ' N is B' is true if and only if B-ness inheres in N
and
(T2) ' A is B' is true if and only if something that is A has B-ness, or B-ness inheres
in something that is A
for all substitutions of proper names for ' N', concrete general terms for ' B', and
abstract general terms for ' B-ness' would be tantamount to adopting the ontology of
the moderns with a distinct kind of thing for each of the ten Aristotelian categories.
According to Ockham's description in the Summa Logicae, the moderns saw
substances such as Socrates as having a certain layer-like structure: at the core is a
particular substance composed of prime matter with several substantial forms; it is
made one by the inherence of discrete quantity and extended by the inherence of
dimensive quantity; other absolute quality-accidents such as color, flavor, odor,
shape, etc. inhere in dimensive quantity immediately and substance mediately.
Accidents in the remaining seven categories are relative things (respectus) that have
their foundations either in the substance, quantity, or qualities and their term in
something else. For example, when Socrates and Plato are similar, a relative
similarity thing inheres in Socrates' whiteness and is Socrates' similarity to Plato,
while another relative similarity-thing inheres in Plato's whiteness and is Plato's
similarity to Socrates. For reasons that lie beyond the scope of this paper,(2)
Ockham thought this ontology was as prolific of contradiction and absurdity as it
was of entities. His own contention is that the truth of a proposition depends not
merely on which things exist, but on how they exist.
In what follows, I shall explain how Ockham sacrifices the simplicity of across-the-
board adherence to (T1) and (T2), applying them only to a certain range of case in
the category of quality. Then I shall examine a series of objections that his own
ontology offers no advantage commensurate with this loss. (p. 175).
(...)
"SUMMARY. Ockham's theory of truth-conditions is calculated to accomodate his
ontology. He adopts a two-name theory of predication for categories involving
absolute terms only, and admits the inherence-analysis for only a restricted range of
concrete quality terms. Although he argues extensively that its wider application to
the last eight Aristotelian categories of accident leads to contradiction and absurdity,
his own positive proposal -- to treat all terms in those categories as connotatives
that signify particular substances and/or particular qualities existing one way or
another -- remains essentially programmatic. A full development of it would involve
supplementing (T3)-(T7) by stating truth-conditions for statements about how
things are related, quantified, active, etc., using absolute terms that name only

https://www.historyoflogic.com/biblio/de-rijk.htm
https://www.historyoflogic.com/supposition.htm


07/05/23, 18:18 Bibliography on the Ontology of William of Ockham

https://www.ontology.co/biblio/william-ockham-biblio.htm 3/23

substances and qualities. Ockham never delivers on the promissory notes he issues.
Nevertheless, we must ask how many nominalists have gone further, and by how
much, and how recently? In Ockham's view, the realists' program is demonstrably
impossible; how much less an evil, if his own is merely incomplete." (p. 188.).
(1) Although Ockham thinks that unaided natural reason will restrict its ontology to
substances and qualities, he himself feels forced by the doctrines of revealed
Christian theology -- viz., the Trinity, the Incarnation, and transubstantiation -- to
admit really distinct relations of Paternity, Filiation, and Spiration in the Godhead, a
relation of assumption in the human nature of Christ, real relations of inherence
between matter and form, substance and accident, and relation of union between
parts of the continuum (Ordinatio I, d. 30, q. 4; OT IV, 360-374).
(2) See my forthcoming book, Ockham, Part One, Chapters 5-9. [Adams 1987].

2. ———. 1973. "Did Ockham Know of Material and Strict Implication? A
Reconsideration." Franciscan Studies no. 32:5-37.

3. ———. 1976. "Ockham on Identity and Distinction." Franciscan Studies no. 36:5-
74.

4. ———. 1977. "Ockham's Nominalism and Unreal Entities." Philosophical Review
no. 76:144-176.

5. ———. 1978. "Ockham's Theory of Natural Signification." Monist no. 61:444-459.

6. ———. 1987. William Ockham. Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press.

Two volumes.

7. ———. 1989. "Ockham on Truth." Medioevo no. 15:143-172.

8. ———. 1990. "Ockham's Individualisms." In Die Gegenwart Ockhams, edited by
Vossenkühl, Wilhelm and Schönberger, Rolf, 3-24. Weinheim: VCH-
Verlagsgesellschaft.

9. ———. 1998. "Ockham on Final Causality: Muddying the Waters." Franciscan
Studies no. 56:1-46.

10. Alanen, Lilli. 1985. "Descartes, Duns Scotus and Ockham on Omnipotence and
Possibility." Franciscan Studies no. 45:157-188.

11. Alféri, Pierre. 1989. Guillaume D'ockham, Le Singulier. Paris: Les Editions de
Minuit.

12. Andrés, Teodoro de. 1969. El Nominalismo De Guillermo De Ockham Como
Filosofia Del Lenguaje. Madrid: Editorial Gredos S. A.

13. Andrews, Robert. 1997. "The 'Defensorium Ockham'." Franciscan Studies no.
54:99-122.
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14. Ariew, Roger. 1977. "Did Ockham Use His Razor?"Franciscan Studies no. 37:5-17.

15. Bastit, Michel. 1997. Les Principes Des Choses En Ontologie Médiévale: Thomas
D'aquin, Scot, Occam. Bordeaux: Bière.

16. Baudry, Léon. 1949. Guillaume D'occam; Sa Vie, Ses œuvres, Ses Idées Sociales Et
Politiques. Paris: Vrin.

Vol. I: L'homme et les œuvres (only published).

17. ———. 1957. Lexique Philosophique De Guillaume D'ockham. Étude Des Notions
Fondamentales. Paris: P. Lethellieux.

18. Beckmann, Jan P., ed. 1992. Ockham - Bibliographie 1900-1990. Hamburg: Felix
Meiner.

Inhalt: Danksagungen 6; Einleitung des Herausgegebers 7; Tei I.
Primärbibliographie; 1. Editionen 13; 2. Übersetzungen 21; Teil II.
Sekundärbibliographie; Alphabetisches Verzichnis der Schriften über Ockham 1900
- 1990 31; Teil II: Indices; Personenregister (Index auctorum) 135; Werkregister
(Index operum) 141; Systematisches Register (Index systematicus) 143;
Sachregister (index rerum) 155; Anhang: Schema "Ockham-Literatur 1900-1990"
168.

19. ———. 1996. Wilhelm Ockham. München: C. H. Beck.

20. ———. 1998. "Ockham, Ockhamismus, Und Nominalismus: Spuren Der
Wirkungsgeschichte Des Venerabilis Inceptors." Franciscan Studies no. 56:77-95.

21. Beierle, John. 1984. "A Truth-Functional Non-Modal Interpretation of Ockham's
Theory of Consequences." Franciscan Studies no. 44:71-80.

22. Beretta, Beatrice. 1999. Ad Aliquid: La Relation Chez Guillaume D'occam.
Fribourg: Éditions universitaires.

23. Berger, Harald. 1989. "Extensionale Versus Intentionale Semantik Am Beispiel Der
Sprachphilosophie Ockhams Disziplin." Acta Analytica:171-186.

24. Biard, Joel. 1981. "La Redéfinition Ockhamiste De La Signification." In Sprache
Und Erkenntnis Im Mittelalter. Akten Des Vi. Internationalen Kongresses Für
Mittelaterliche Philosophie Der Société Internationale Pour L'etude De La
Philosophie Médiévale, edited by Kluxen, Wolfgang, 451-458. Berlin: Walter de
Gruyter.

Vol. I

25. ———. 1984. "L'unité De Monde Selon Guillaume D'ockham (Ou La Logique De
La Cosmologie Ockhamiste)." Vivarium no. 22:63-84.
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26. ———. 1991. "Les Logiciens Médiévaux Face Aux Textes D'aristote. L'exemple
De Guillaume D'ockham." In Penser Avec Aristote, edited by Sinaceur, Mohammed
Allal, 307-324. Toilouse: Erès.

27. ———. 1997. Guillaume D'ockham. Logique Et Philosophie. Paris: Presses
Universitaires de France.

28. ———. 1997. "Intention Et Signification Chez Guillaume D'ockham. La Critique
De L'être Intentionnel." In Langages Et Philosophie. Hommage À Jean Jolivet,
edited by Libera, Alain de, Elamrani-Jamal, Abdelali and Galonnier, Alain, 201-
220. Paris: Vrin.

29. Boehner, Philotheus. 1946. "The Realistic Conceptualism of William Ockham."
Traditio no. 4:307-335.

Reprinted in: Boehner, Collected articles on Ockham pp. 156-174

30. ———. 1958. Collected Articles on Ockham. Louvain: E. Nauwelaerts.

31. Boh, Ivan. 1968. "Burleigh and Ockham. An Ontological Confrontation." In
Proceedings of the 7th Inter-American Congress of Philosophy. Vol. Ii, 255-262.
Québec.

32. ———. 1984. "Propositional Attitudes in the Logic of Walter Burley and William
Ockham." Franciscan Studies no. 44:31-60.

33. ———. 1990. "Epistemic Logic and Ockham's Theory of Demonstration." In Die
Gegenwart Ockhams, edited by Vossenkühl, Wilhelm and Schönberger, Rolf, 241-
255. Weinheim: VCH-Verlagsgesellschaft.

"When the treatises on knowing and doubting first appeared as separate specialized
pieces of logical literature in the first half of the 14th century, (1) Ockham was
already deeply involved in political controversies.(2) His work on logic and
theoretical philosophy was certainly behind him by 1330 and his personal Odyssey
began, ending in Munich in 1347. Although he left us with many detailed
discussions of the most important logical theories of the day, his treatment of
epistemic-logical materials indicate that he was himself struggling to understand
what little he found on the subject in his predecessors, to fit it properly into his own
Summa logicae and to show its use in the formulation of the theory of scientific
demonstration.(3) The main aim of this paper is to identify the epistemic principles
involved in a demonstrative syllogism and to recognize the pragmatic dimension of
language in which such a syllogism is expressed. To achieve our goal, we must
begin with observations about the state of epistemic logic in Ockham's time and
about some of the problems which comprised such logic." p. 241
"Summary and Conclusion.
Ockham's contributions to epistemic logic are diversified, ranging from his
recognition of several special modes (scire, credere, opinari, dubitare, etc.), through
his extensive concern with epistemic syllogistic moods in all three figures, and
through his perceptive judgment regarding composite and divided sense of
epistemic proposition, and culminating perhaps in his epistemization of the theory
of demonstration. Although there is a sparsity of the most general rules of
consequence (i.e. the propositional rules) in Ockham, there are at least some.
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Moreover, Ockham says enough in various places on the basis of which we can
reconstruct his most important presuppositions and his implied awareness of
general principles of epistemic logic, especially those which are relevant for the
theory of demonstration. One such principle is that if the antecedent is known by a,
the consequent is known by a, but only on the condition that a knows that the
consequence is sound. Whereas other writers on Post. Anal. and on scientific
demonstration concentrated on the objective side of the matter, treating
demonstration as if it were a matter of logical and extra-logical connections
independently of the investigator, questioner, or doubter, Ockham showed a great
deal of attention to the role of the knower and he recognized most vividly that the
reference to the epistemic subject in the statement of epistemic/doxastic principles
is essential and not accidental or superfluous." p. 255
(1) One of the earliest special treatises on the subject of knowing and doubting was
written by Ockham's younger contemporary William Heytesbury whose De scire et
dubitare appeared as one of the chapters of Regulae solvendi sophismata (ca. 1335).
In this chapter Heytesbury refers back to the famous Grosseteste's characterization
of the various senses of 'to know' (scire), but, unlike Ockham, he concerns himself
with explicating primarily the nature of knowing in the sense of knowing
"necessary" propositions of the sort which can become objects of scientific
demonstration.
(2) The most comprehensive presentation of Ockham's ideas is undoubtedly that of
Marilyn McCord Adams, William Ockham (2 vols.), Notre Dame University Press
(Publications in Medieval Studies, 26), 1987, xvii + 1402 pp. The unique
contribution to Ockham studies, however, goes to the editors of Collected Works of
William of Ockham at the Franciscan Institute at St. Bonaventure University who
finally made possible studies grounded in definitive, critically-edited texts. One
should also keep in mind the studies of two other scholars, Philoteus Boehner and
Ernst A. Moody, who made the thought of the great medieval thinker palatable to
modern tastes. Cf. P. Boehner, Collected Articles on Ockham. Ed. Eligius M.
Buytaert. Franciscan Institute. St. Bona-venture, N.Y. 1958; and E. A. Moody, The
Logic of William Ockham. Russell & Russell, New York 1965.
(3) For an attempt to identify the most general aspects of Ockham's epistemic logic
and to relate them to similar concerns in the works of Burley see I. Boh,
"Propositional Attitudes in the Logic of Walter Burley and William Ockham",
Franciscan Studies 44 (1984), 31-59

34. Boler, John. 1986. "Ockham' Cleaver." Franciscan Studies no. 45:119-144.

35. ———. 1997. "Accidents in Ockham's Ontological Projects." Franciscan Studies
no. 54:79-97.

36. ———. 1998. "Ockham on Difference in Category." Franciscan Studies no. 56:97-
111.

37. Bos, Egbert Peter. 1987. "William of Ockham and the "Predication of a Thing"." In
Ockham and Ockhamists. Acts of the Symposium Organized by the Dutch Society
for Medieval Philosophy Medium Aevum on the Occasion of Its 10th Anniversary
(Leiden, 10-12 September 1986), edited by Bos, Egbert Peter and Krop, Henri A.,
71-79. Nijmegen: Ingenium Publishers.

38. Bos, Egbert Peter, and Krop, Henri A., eds. 1987. Ockham and Ockhamists.
Nijmegen: Ingenium Publishers.
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Acts of the Symposium organized bt the Dutch Society for Medieval Philosophy
Medium Aevum on the occasion of its 10th anniversary (Leiden, 10-12 September
1986).

39. Bosley, Richard. 1985. "What Revision of Realism Could Meet Ockham's
Critique." Franciscan Studies no. 45:111-118.

40. Brown, Stephen. 1966. "Sources for Ockham's Prologue to the Sentences."
Franciscan Studies no. 26:36-65.

41. ———. 1972. "Walter Burleigh's Treatise De Suppositionibus and Its Influence of
William of Ockham." Franciscan Studies no. 32:15-64.

42. Corcoran, John, and Swiniarski, John. 1978. "Logical Structures of Ockham's
Theory of Supposition." Franciscan Studies no. 38:161-183.

43. Courtenay, William J. 1991. "In Search of Nominalism: Two Centuries of Historical
Debate." In Gli Studi Di Filosofia Medievale Fra Otto E Novecento. Contributo a
Un Bilancio Storiografico, edited by Imbach, Ruedi and Maierù, Alfonso, 233-251.
Roma: Edizioni di Storia e Letteratura.

Reprinted as Chapter one in: W. J. Courtenay, Ockham and Ockhamism. Studies in
the Dissemination and Impact of His Thought, Leiden, Brill, 2008, pp. 1-19.

44. ———. 2008. Ockham and Ockhamism. Studies in the Dissemination and Impact
of His Thought. Leiden: Brill.

45. Davies, Julian. 1998. A Compendium of Ockham's Teachings. A Translation of the
Tractatus De Principiis Theologiae. St. Bonaventure: The Franciscan Institute.

46. Day, Sebastian. 1947. Intuitive Cognition. A Key to the Significance of the Later
Scholastics. St. Bonaventure: Franciscan Institute.

47. Dieterle, Jill. 2007. "Ockham's Razor, Encounterability, and Ontological
Naturalism." Erkenntnis no. 55:51-72.

48. Eco, Umberto. 1984. "Signification and Denotation from Boethius to Ockham."
Franciscan Studies no. 44:1-30.

49. Fitzgerald, Michael Joseph. 1978. "Ockham's Implicit Priority of Analysis
Rule?"Franciscan Studies no. 38:213-219.

50. Flórez, Alfonso. 2002. La Filosofía Del Lenguaje De Ockham. Exposición Crítica E
Interpretación Cognitiva. Granada: Editorial Comares.

51. Freddoso, Alfred J. 1980. "Ockham's Theory of Truth Conditions." In William of
Ockham's Theory of Propositions. Part Ii of the Summa Logicae. Notre Dame:
University of Indiana Press.
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Introduction to the translation.
Reprint: South Bend, St. Augustine's Press, 1998.

52. ———. 1991. "Ontological Reductionism and Faith Versus Reason: A Critique of
Adams on Ockham." Faith and Philosophy no. 8:317-339.

53. Gál, Gedeon, and Wood, Rega. 1991. "The Ockham Edition: William of Ockham's
'Opera Philosophica Et Theologica'." Franciscan Studies no. 51:83-101.

54. Ghisalberti, Alessandro. 1972. Guglielmo Di Ockham. Milano: Vita e Pensiero.

55. Gibson, Arthur. 1998. "Ockham's World and Future." In Routledge History of
Philosophy. Volume Iii: Medieval Philosophy, edited by Marenbon, John, 329-367.
New York: Routledge.

56. Goddu, André. 1984. The Physics of William of Ockham. Leiden: Brill.

57. ———. 1990. "William of Ockham's "Empiricism" and Constructive Empiricism."
In Die Gegenwart Ockhams, edited by Vossenkühl, Wilhelm and Schönberger, Rolf,
208-231. Weinheim: VCH Acta Humaniora.

58. ———. 1993. "Connotative Concepts and Mathematics in Ockham's Natural
Philosophy." Vivarium:106-139.

"Connotation plays a central role in Ockham's analysis of the language of natural
philosophy and mathematics. Some simple connotative terms belong to the deep
structure of mental language. Ockham's program cannot guarantee the objectivity of
things being quantified or located in space and time without his connotation-theory.
Ockham's theory provides a partial explanation of why fourteenth- century
philosophers shifted attention from discussion about the objects of mathematics to
discussion of mathematics as a language. The shift explains in part the adoption of
mathematical and metalinguistic approaches to philosophical and theological
problems."

59. Grellard, Christophe, and Ong-Van-Cung, Kim Sang. 2005. Le Vocabulaire
D'ockham. Paris: Ellipses.

60. Guelluy, Robert. 1947. Philosophie Et Théologie Chez Guillaume D'ockham. Paris:
Vrin.

61. Hamesse, Jacqueline. 1986. "Les Problèmes Posés Par L'édition Critique Des
Reportations." Franciscan Studies no. 46:107-118.

62. Henninger, Mark. 1985. "Peter Aureoli and William of Ockham on Relations."
Franciscan Studies no. 45:231-244.

63. Henry, Desmond Paul. 1965. "Ockham and the Formal Distinction." Franciscan
Studies no. 25:285-292.
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64. Hoffmann, Fritz. 1998. Ockham-Rezeption Und Ockham-Kritik Im Jahrzehnt Nach
Wilhelm Von Ockham in Oxford 1322-1332. Münster: Aschendorff.

65. Hülsen, Reinhard. 1998. "Burleigh and Ockham on Anaphoric Pronouns." Archiv
fur Geschichte der Philosophie no. 80:30-51.

"Many medieval grammar and logic texts contain treatments of relativa
grammaticalia, expressions some of which we now call anaphoric pronouns. The
first philosopher who paid attention to these treatments seems to have been Peter
Geach. Apparently, Geach found their treatments both stimulating and frustrating.'
In his main work on semantics, Reference and Generality (1), he presents some
theses of Walter Burleigh's on this topic, a fourteenth century logician and opponent
of William Ockham, at considerable length. Elsewhere, however, he remarks that
while 'the logic of pronouns with antecedents was extensively studied by medieval
logicians in their chapters de suppositione relativorum; [...t]his medieval treatment
of pronouns was inconclusive" (2) and that '[...] the medievals who discussed
relativa - pronouns with antecedents - were groping in the dark despite all their
ingenuity'. (3) What Geach deplored was the apparent tendency of 'the medievals' to
treat anaphoric pronouns, relativa grammaticalia substantiae identitatis in terms of
co-reference, of ' supponere pro eodem'. As is well known, Geach himself favors a
rather different approach, according to which it is nonsense to talk about the
reference of such pronouns at all, for they act like bound variables. His view on
pronouns has now a considerable number of adherents and a few critics - most
notably Gareth Evans. (4)
I am not concerned here with the question whether Geach's own theory of pronouns
is correct, but whether his verdict about medieval theories of relativa is justified.
His verdict is of unrestricted generality: it is not some medieval treatment of
pronouns that is inconclusive, but "the" medieval treatment. This makes his claims
an easy target for counterattack: Just find some medieval logician, whose theory
does not fit Geach's claims. I have done this elsewhere. (4) Here I want to consider
two logicians Geach has actually dealt with himself: Burleigh and Ockham.
(1) Geach (1962), Reference and Generality: An Examination of Some Medieval
and Modern Theories, Ithaca, N. Y.: Cornell University Press (3rd edition) 1980.
(2) Geach (1960-61), "Ryle on Namely-Riders"; Analysis 21/3, repr. in Geach,
Logic Matters, Oxford 1972, pp. 88-92, p. 92. All page-references will be to this
edition.
(3) Geach (1968-69), "Quine's Syntactical Insights", Synthese 19, repr. in Geach,
Logic Matters, pp. 115-127, p. 118. All page-references will be to this edition.
(4) Evans (1977), "Pronouns, Quantifiers, and Relative Clauses (I), Canadian
Journal of Philosophy 7, pp. 467-536.
(5) On a few such logicians see my Die Semantik anaphorischer Pronomina,
Leiden 1994.

66. Jordan, Michael. 1985. "What's New in Ockham's Formal Distinction?"Franciscan
Studies no. 45:97-110.

67. Karger, Elizabeth. 1976. A Study of William of Ockham's Modal Logic.

Unpublished Ph. D. Thesis, University of California, Berkeley.

68. ———. 1980. "Would Ockham Have Shaved Wyman's Beard?"Franciscan Studies
no. 40:244-264.
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Reprinted in: H. A. G. Braakhuis, C. H. Kneepkens, L. M. de Rijk (eds.) - English
logic and semantics. From the end of the Twelfth century to the time of Ockham and
Burleigh - Nijmegen, Ingenium Publishers, 1981, pp. 389-407.

69. ———. 1991. "Référence Et Non-Existence Dans La Sémantique De Guillaume
D'occam." In Lectionum Varietates. Hommage À Paul Vignaux, edited by Jolivet,
Jean, Kaluza, Zénon and Libera, Alain de, 163-176. Paris: Vrin.

70. ———. 1993. "Propositions Et Syllogismes "À L'oblique" Dans La Logique
D'ockham." Archives d'Histoire Doctrinale et Littéraire du Moyen Age no. 60:147-
164.

71. ———. 1994. "Théories De La Pensée, De Ses Objets Et De Son Discours Chez
Guillaume D'occam." Dialogue.Canadian Philosophical Review no. 33:437-456.

72. ———. 1995. "William of Ockham, Walter Chatton and Adam Wodeham on the
Objects of Knowledge and Belief." Vivarium no. 33:171-196.

73. ———. 1999. "Ockham's Misunderstood Theory of Intuitive and Abstractive
Cognition." In The Cambridge Companion to Ockham, edited by Spade, Paul
Vincent, 204-226. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

74. Kaufmann, Matthias. 1994. Begriffe, Sätze, Dinge. Referenz Und Wahrheit Bei
Wilhelm Von Ockham. Leiden: E. J. Brill.

"This volume gives an introduction to William Ockham's theory of signs, his
ontology, his epistemology, and the interrelations between these fields. Some recent
results of analytic philosophy turn out to be useful instruments for the interpretation
of Ockham's thought.
Part one contains a presentation of the basic concepts of Ockham's semantics. It is
followed by an investigation of his ontology, including a comparison with modern
ontology. Part three deals with the common and different elements in the
conceptions of supposition and of quantification. Part four shows some similarities
of Ockham's views on the truth of sentences with those of Davidson. The final part
presents Ockham's epistemology within the discussion of his contemporaries and
confronts it with actual issues raised by Quine and Putnam."

75. ———. 2003. "The Discussion on the Nature of the Concept in Ockham's
Perihermeneias Commentary." In Aristotle's Peri Hermeneias in the Latin Middle
Ages Essays on the Commentary Tradition, edited by Braakhuis, Henk A.G. and
Kneepkens, Corneille Henri, 119-133. Groningen: Ingenium Publishers.

76. Kaye, Sharon M. 1999. "Russell, Strawson and William of Ockham." In The
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present in creatural being. Human beings are not entitled to sublimate their
(indispensable) conceptual tools (e.g. universal terms) so that they represent
unchangeable ontic standards. Whenever we are inclined to do so, Ockham's razor
comes in, not however, to make us say that the metaphysical domain is void. Rather
logic (and human thought in general) should make us recognize our own
limitations, and refrain from speaking about the unspeakable when, and inasmuch
as, our linguistic tools are bound to lead us astray. The same applies to Ockham's
view of proofs of God's existence. He only admits the proof of God as first
preserver of these actual things in this actual world and rejects all atemporal proofs.
However, his faith is unshakeable and not involved in any philosophical thinking
either. Likewise it is Ockham's ontology (doctrine of being) which is modest, the
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"Far from being a sceptic William of Ockham made every effort to corroborate the
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untenable presuppositions. His main contribution to fourteenth century
philosophical and theological development lies in systematically rethinking
scholastic doctrines, and especially their assumptions, on the firm basis of his own
favourite leading principles: the strictly individual nature of all that really is and the
radical contingency of all creatural being.
These two principles also play a major part in Ockham's way of dealing with the
Aristotelian theory of demonstration. The present paper aims at investigating
Ockham's doctrine of demonstrative proof, focusing on the way in which he felt
forced to adapt or rephrase the special requirements Aristotle had laid down for
propositions to enter into syllogistic proof, especially strict proof (the so-called '
demonstratio potissima'). Our main argument will concern Aristotle's rather peculiar
' kath holou' requirement and Ockham's appliance of the ' kath hauto' (Latin: `per
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theory of demonstration." p. 232
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"Conclusions.
To sum up our findings: Ockham's adaptations and manipulations of Aristotle's
requirements for genuine demonstrative propositions are as many demands imposed
by his own metaphysical views. He comments on Aristotle, always starting from his
own favourite views. Though Aristotle is the Master, Ockham is the one to say what
the Master meant, or what he should have meant. On the other hand, his introducing
the ` per se strictissimo modo' rather seems to be a matter of technicality. Whereas
in Posterior Analytics Aristotle deals with the scientific procedure of apodeixis in
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an apodeixis, the Medievals, and Ockham in particular, were apt to reduce
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of necessity; 2.3 On the four types of questions. On 'Middle' and 'Definiens'; 2.3.1
Subject and attribute. The Middle; 2.3.2. On definition and the four question-types;
2.3.3 The role of definitions in epistemonic proof; 2.3.4 Recipes for the discovery
of definitions; 2.4 The ' kath' holou' requirement revisited; 2.5 Particulars and the
proper objects of Aristotle's epistemonic proof; 3. Ockham as a Commentator of
Posterior Analytics; 3.1 Ockham's treatment of the four basic question-types; 3.2
Ockham's view of the ' kath' holou' requirement; 3.3 The impact of Ockham's
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(b) how and why on specific occasions, he deliberately took the liberty to stray
from Aristotle's teachings. It goes without saying that in such an undertaking, one
has to confine oneself to certain doctrinal themes the choice of which might seem
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"The logic of William of Ockham is commonly -- and, I believe, rightly - thought to
be nominalistic. It is also commonly -- and, I believe, wrongly -- thought to be
helpful in the solution of those philosophical problems which cluster about the issue
of the "one and the many." The allegedly helpful features of his logic are the
theories of signification and supposition. I intend to show that these theories, far
from being helpful, lead to certain intolerable results, in particular, (1) construing
singular propositions, like "Socrates is a man," either as analytic or as no
propositions at all (i.e., neither true nor false) and (2) construing all general
propositions as either analytic or contradictory. These results follow from taking
Ockham as offering object language analyses of object language propositions.
Taking him as offering metalanguage analyses of object language propositions is to
start off with attributing an intolerable "result" to his logic. It will be helpful, at the
end, briefly to compare his logic with that of a contemporary nominalist, Nelson
Goodman, for neither of the intolerable results follows from Goodman's logic.
Whether the latter is, therefore, acceptable is another issue.
My strategy is as follows. In Part I, I wish to show that a rather straightforward
interpretation of Ockham does have him offering metalinguistic analyses of object
language propositions and also to show how certain contemporary interpreters and
Ockham himself have managed to blind themselves to this fact. In Part II, I wish to
show that the so-called "descent to singulars" affords a possibility of construing
Ockham as offering object language analyses of object language propositions and to
show how, given the doctrines discussed in Part I, he is led to adopt the 'is' of
identity, the latter in such a way as to lead into the "intolerable results" mentioned
above. In Part III, I wish to make the brief comparison with Goodman's logic.
No detailed descriptions of the Ockhamite theories of signification and supposition
will be attempted. Ockham states them quite clearly, and there exist excellent
contemporary accounts of both, especially those of Fr. Boehner and Prof. Moody.(*)
I shall discuss just what is necessary to make good the several claims listed above.
The discussion will, furthermore, be limited to Ockham's doctrine of categorical
propositions of present time. This is quite enough, for his doctrines of past, future,
and modal propositions are directly dependent upon his doctrine of present-time
categoricals." (pp. 79-80 of the reprint).
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Scotus raises a host of objections to the internal coherence of Scotus's reworking of
the traditional line. Some of these are ones it seems to me Scotus could have
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that some awareness of the general issues and positions taken by Scotus and
Ockham helps in making one's way through the individual texts and their often
elaborate argumentation. In explaining these issues and positions I have made free
use of philosophical ideas of our own day, at least to the extent that this is not
grossly anachronistic."
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"The importance of the connotation theory in Ockham's semantics and metaphysics
can hardly be overstated--it is the main mechanism that brings forth Ockham's
famous ontological elimination. Yet none of the extant interpretations can
satisfactorily accommodate three widely accepted theses: (1) there is no synonym in
mental language; (2) a connotative term has a semantically equivalent nominal
definition; and (3) there are simple connotative terms in Ockham's mental language.
In this paper I offer an interpretation that I argue can accommodate all."


