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"There is a dispute as to what sort of entity non-substantial individuals are in Aristotle's Categories.
The traditional interpretation holds that non-substantial individuals are individual qualities,
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numerically distinct from (though possibly specifically identical with) other individual colors. I will
refer to these sorts of entities as 'individual instances.'
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non-substantial individuals are what we would call universals (2) which can be present in different
individual substances, but are labelled 'individuals' by Aristotle because, like individual substances,
there is nothing they are said of. (3)

In this paper I will defend the traditional account by attempting to show that it is supported by the
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Frede considers non-substantial individuals to be. While he refers approvingly to Owen, Owen's
account collapses the distinction between eidei en and arithmo en in the case of non-substances
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y (2a19-27).
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account is vague. I construct an Aristotelian account of conceptual inherence; I then make Owen's
account precise. Plausibly, the result is that Aristotle's view of the world's structure is a little
clearer."
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"Preface.
Many philosophers believe that Aristotle does not have, and indeed could not have, a theory of
relation, even one that accounts for relations involving two terms, i.e., dyadic relations. Aristotle's
logical, metaphysical and ontological views, especially his substance-accident ontology, are seen as
restricting Aristotle to only one-place or monadic relations, and prohibiting the logical space for a
separate entity, relation, to exist. Hence, Aristotle's conception of relation is perceived to be so
divergent from our own that it does not count as a theory of relation at all. I aim to show that the
critics are wrong to speak so poorly of Aristotle's account of relation.
I argue that Aristotle's theory has some of the basic features that a theory of relation must have. I
begin in Part One by sketching out the critics' charges. I then outline the main features of Aristotle's
philosophy that inform his treatment of the category of relation, and briefly survey Aristotle's
discussion of relational issues scattered throughout the corpus. Next, I present an exegesis of
Aristotle's two central texts on relation, Categories 7 and Metaphysics V 15, and discuss the various
accounts of relational entities or relatives therein. In Part Two, I examine two problems. First, I
address the problem of how best to interpret Aristotle's relatives. Second, I explore the
epistemological difficulties stemming from Aristotle's view in the Categories that relation involves
two relative items or terms and that if one relative item is known definitely the other item must also
be known definitely.
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I conclude that Aristotle's treatment of relatives reveals his commitment to the view that there be a
dyad, i.e., at least two items, involved in a relation. Furthermore, I show that Aristotle includes in
his theory something that accounts for the relation itself, i.e., something approaching a logical
relational predicate. I do not suggest that Aristotle attempts to construct a relational theory
comparable to our own. But I do suggest that given Aristotle's grasp of the dyadic nature of relation,
we have good reason to believe Aristotle's theory of relation is more robust than many suspect."
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"It is a widely accepted view amongst scholars that Aristotle believed that the subject of an
assertion might fail to refer. Two texts, De interpretatione X1 21 a 25-28 and Categories X 13 b
12-35, are generally cited as evidence for this belief. In this paper I argue that both passages have
previously been misunderstood and that Aristotle did not accept the possible referential failure of
the subject of an assertion. In section I, after first discussing the standard interpretations of both
texts, I note the difficulties which result from these accounts. In section II I offer a brief general
argument showing that Aristotle's own account of what an assertion is implies that it is impossible
for the subject of an assertion to fail to refer. In section III I present my own analysis of each
passage and show that when properly understood neither is in any way concerned with the problem
of referential failure."
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Philosophy: 107-123 (1972).

"It is argued that the notion of an individual, whether substantial or non-substantial, in Aristotle's
Categories can be satisfactorily explicated by taking seriously their characterization as things that
are 'one in number'. This is interpreted as 'what can be a unit in an enumeration'. 'A particular white'
will then be 'some particular substance's white'. On the basis of this account the notions of
homonymy, synonymy and paronymy are explicated in such a way that the three are on a par one
with each of the others and that there is a clear connection between the introduction of these
notions and the remainder of the Categories."
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"The categories of Aristotle do not represent a complete logical inventory, a classification of all
terms or concepts represented in language. They do attempt to classify all the terms of a basic
object language, where these terms are specified by the questions that can be asked or answered
concerning an individual subject. Hence the number of categories will be determined by the number
of fundamentally distinct questions that can be raised concerning such a subject. As has often been
pointed out, the full list of ten given in the Categories and in Topics 1.9 suggests that Aristotle must
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have taken a human being as his specimen subject, for only in this case would the two minor
categories, Posture and Having (or Clothing) be natural topics of inquiry.

There is, then, a factual connection between Aristotle's list of categories and the linguistic forms of
question or inquiry. But what is the philosophical significance of this connection? Reflection on this
matter may proceed along two quite distinct lines of thought, each of which could provide material
for a study devoted to questions and categories. On the one hand, we might consider Aristotle's
doctrine simply as an early example of the genre, and widen the concept of category to include
modern theories of logical, conceptual, and grammatical categories. Our topic would then become:
the connection between interrogative forms and categorial distinctions in general. On the other
hand, we may keep our attention fixed on Aristotle's doctrine but generalize the remark about
interrogative forms to include other grammatical or linguistic considerations. Our topic will then be:
the significance of the connections between Aristotle's scheme of categories and certain facts of
grammar, including the grammar of questions in Greek. It is this second topic that I propose to study
here: I will discuss Aristotle's theory, not category theories in general." pp. 227-228 (notes omitted)
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