Metaphysics A 4-5




Aristotle’s Problem

» Someone might raise a difficulty as to whether the principles
and elements of substances and relatives were different or
the same, and similarly with regard to each of the remaining
categories. But it is absurd if they are the same for all; for

relatives and substances will be from the same things (Met. A
41 1070a33'36




Aristotle’s Solution

 The causes and principles are in a way different
for different things and in a way, if one were to

speak universally and according to analogy, the
same for all things (Met. A 4, 1070a31-3) |




Pretatory to A 4-5

* Recall our earlier observation that First Philosophy is a science seeking causes (aitiat) and
principles (&oxai):

« Itis evident that this (viz. wisdom, codia) is a science (¢tiotrjun) of certain principles and
causes (apxal and aitiat). But since this is the science we are seeking, this is what we must

consider: of what sorts of principles and causes is wisdom (codia) a science (¢tiotriun)?
(Met. A 1-2, 982a1-6)

o It (wisdom, codia) must be a science (87’(LC)"ET] un) of first principles and causes (rowtat
anaL Ko OLL’ELO(L) (Met A2, 982b9- 10)




Two Possible Impediments

* Categorealism
« All beings fall into ten (or, at any rate n, where n > 2) irreducibly distinct kinds.

* ‘Being is meant is as many ways as the figures of predication [= the categories] (Met. A 7,
1017a22-24).

* The homonymy of being

* We need not take the divergence of principles as a direct entailment of categorialism: it requires, in
addition, the , 1237b33-35; APo.92b14, Top. 121al6,




The Structure of A 4-5

1070a33-b10: Setting some aporiage in the manner of Met. B

1070b10-21: The principles of some things are different; but, then again, they are the same.

1070b22-35: The role of the moving cause in these investigations

1070b36-1071a3: Substances exist apart, but other things do not; this explains why the causes of

all things are after all (in a way) the same.




The Briefest Primer on Analogy

* ‘For analogy is equality of accounts (A0ywvV), and involves four terms at least” (1
Yo AvaAoylia lootng €0t Adywv, Kal év téttagotyv EAayiotols (Met. A 3,
1131a31-2)

* So, we are looking not for sameness of (= univocity), and not for asymmetric
dependence of accounts (= core-dependent homonymy), and not for complete
difference of accounts (= homonymy by chance), but rather:




Analogy (?) Explicated in the Topics I 17

 Likeness should be studied, first, in the case of things
belonging to different genera:

* the formula being A:B::C:D

» as knowledge stands to the object of knowledge, so is




Iwo types?

* Hesse reads two distinct types of analogy into these remarks:

* (i) “When there are properties in common between parts of the members

of different species, for example spine and bone share an “osseous
nature”.” (See, e.g. APo. ii 14, 98a20; Met. ® 6, 1047a37-b9)




Iwo lypes Again

* Analogy by Proportionality:
e the formula being A:B::C:D

 Let us call this relationally univocal analogy.

leterminability




A Concern: Trivialization

« Analogy in any sense other than mathematical proportionality “is

merely the fact that some relations have more than one example.” —
Robinson (1952, 466)

e So,”’A:B::C:D’ simply asserts the existence of a relation R such that
aRb and cRd.




Aristotle’s Problem

» Someone might raise a difficulty as to whether the principles
and elements of substances and relatives were different or
the same, and similarly with regard to each of the remaining
categories. But it is absurd if they are the same for all; for

relatives and substances will be from the same things (Met. A
41 1070a33'36




A Possible Expansion

(1) Either the elements (and principles) of substances and relatives (as representative of
all the non-substantial categories) are the same or different.

(2) If they are the same, then substances and relatives will be from the same things.

(3) They are not (cannot be) from the same things.

(4) *If they are different, then we cannot give a unified scientific treatment of all beings.




Aristotle’s Solution

 The causes and principles are in a way different
for different things and in a way, if one were to

speak universally and according to analogy, the
same for all things (Met. A 4, 1070a31-3) |




