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Material: Ch 4
Sn: Duane’s philosophical tongue twisters

· [in what sense of before does one sense of before come before another sense of before?]
· 3rd sense, since we order the different sense of things according to how we know them
· [what is the distinction and order of distinction and order?]
· Distinction of distinction and order
· Distinction: showing that one thing is not the another thing
· Order: showing that one thing is before another thing
· Order of distinction and order
· Distinction is before order
· Since nothing is before or after itself
· [what sense of before?]
· 2nd sense - since there can be distinction which are not necessarily ordered; but every order presupposes order
· 3rd sense - since we know things to be distinct before we know their order
· But order is before distinction in the 4th sense
· 4th sense - “the best thing after God is the order of the universe”

· Things which are diverse but not ordered is not as good as diverse things in some order
Review:
[what is the order of these four syllogisms given in the Topics?]

· 4th sense of before
· Demonstration is best since it yields certain knowledge
· Dialectic is the second best since yields probable arguments
· Sophistical is the third second worst since it is the corruption of the worse (dialectical)
· False Grphicus is the worst since it is a corruption of the better (demonstration)

[what is the order of the four kinds of conversations given in the Sophistical Refutation?]

· 4th sense of before
· Teaching conversation, the end is certain knowledge
· Dialectical conversation, the end is probable knowledge
· Examination conversation , the end is the teaching or dialectical conversation
· Sophistical conversation, the end is to appear wise (which is in no way ordered to truth)
[the five aims of the Sophist (in respect to appearing wise)]

· 1. Refutation
· 2. Makes you say something false
· 3. Makes you say something against common opinion
· 4. Makes you say something ungrammatical
· 5. Makes you ‘babble’ 
· The first three are exemplified in the dialogue Protagorus
· 1. Protagorus points out that it is ‘difficult to become good’ then he claims that ‘it is not difficult to be good’
· But Socrates distinguishes between becoming and being
· 2. Protagorus points out that it is false to be good since man is a changing thing (met with temptation)
· 3. Protagorus points out common opinion that one would ‘rather steal money than have money taken from you’ or ‘it is better to do an injustice than to receive injustice’
· But Socrates claims that he would rather ‘suffer injustice than to commit injustice’ though it might sound against common opinion
[division of the refutations (divided into twos and threes]

· Things which actually signify many things
· 1.Equivocation - when the same name is actually placed upon different things
· 2.Amphiboly
· Things which potentially signify many things
· 3.Composition
· 4.Division
· 5. Accent
· Things which are imagined to signify something it doesn't
· Figure of diction
Three species of equivocation

· 1. Equivocal word - equivocal in the strict sense
· Pure equivocal (equivocal by chance)
· Equivocal by reason (Analogous names)
· 2. Metaphorical - equivocal in a broad sense
· This is set apart from the equivocal word since the word itself does not actually have two meanings
· But there is the meaning of the word and the meaning of the speaker
· Ex. When a husband calls his wife ‘honey’ he does not intend to call her some yellow sticky substance; but he means that she is agreeable/pleasant (sweet)
· So one can say that a meaning of ‘honey’ is agreeable/ pleasant, but it is not strictly speaking the meaning of the word but the meaning of the speaker
[which is more apt to deceive us the name equivocal by reason or by chance?]

· Names equivocal by chance are not apt to deceive since there is no likeness between the two names
· And since likeness is a cause of deception, 
· names equivocal by reason have a certain likeness 
· But since likeness is a cause of deception
· Therefore names equivocal by reason are more apt to deceive
· But in terms of individuals, we can be deceived by the equivocation by chance
· We get confused when two historical figures have the same name
Six kinds of names equivocal by reason
 (divided into twos and threes)

· A. Using a common name as a private name: as When a word said with the same meaning of two things, is kept by one as its own name and a new name is given to the other
· Ex. Finger is said of all five, but finger is also kept by four, while a new name is given to the thumb
· 1. when one of the two does not add anything noteworthy, while something which adds something noteworthy gets a new name
· Ex. Man and animal
· 2.when one of the two has fully what is implied by the common name while the other only has it imperfectly
· Ex. Man and boy; intellect and reason (one signifies the angelic power, while the other signifies man’s power); habit and disposition; “don’t treat a woman like a thing!”, “but if she’s not a thing then she’s nothing”
· B. Carrying over a name: When a word is carried over to another thing on account of some likeness
· Ex. Three senses of ‘seeing’: act of the eye, act of imagination, act of reason
· i. Ratio/ ratios: 
· 3. Ratio of 2nd to 1st
· Ex. Being said of substance and quantity
· Philosophy said of wisdom and logic
· 4. By other ratio to the same thing
· Ex. Cause said of final, formal, material, agent
· Ex. As ‘healthy’ said of ‘complexion’ and ‘medicine’
· 5. Likeness of ratios
· Ex. 4 senses of ‘before’ 
· Ex. 8 senses of ‘in’
· ii. 6. Dropping something out of the meaning: Losing part of its meaning, and keeping part of its meaning
· Ex. ‘to undergo’: implies (1)something received (2)bodily which is (3)undesirable, then it implies (1)something received (2)bodily, then it implies just something received (1)bodily [the 1st sense is ‘to undergo’ as one ‘undergoes a beating’; in the 2nd sense, the term ‘undergo’ is carried over to the senses; in the 3rd sense ‘undergo’ is carried over to reason
· This is the way in which we can apply words to God, for in dropping imperfections out of its meaning, we ca analogously apply names to God
[Sn: why use names ‘equivocal by reason’ instead of ‘analogous names’?]

· analogous comes from the Greek analogos which means ‘proportion’, for some equivocal names are carried over on account of of some ‘proportion’ or likeness. 
· But names which are according to some likeness is only one kind of name equivocal by reason
· Hence, the name of a part is given to the whole
· Nevertheless, ‘analogous’ name is a valid name for ‘name equivocal by reason’, but one must be careful not to exclude other species on account of the genus being named from the species
· So one can say that the term ‘analogous names’ which is used to signify ‘names equivocal by reason’ and ‘names carried over on account of some proportion’ is itself an example of a name equivocal by reason
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� St. Thomas Aquinas


� since the corruption of the better is worse than the corruption of the worse


� here the three commentators diverge but this is the best division


� Analogous names
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