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@pannuck u3 MepoHHAa 0 BO3MOXKHOCTH JI0Ka3aTh
NPUHIMIIbI HEMPOTHBOPEYUS M MUCKIIOYEHHOTO TPEThEro u
«Bompocei» XIII B. K «MeTtaduszunke» Apucrores”

J1.K. MacJjos

«Borpoc» (quaestio) 0 m0Ka3yeMOCTH MPUHIIMIIOB HEMPOTMBOPEUYMsST U MCKIIOUEHHOTO
TPEeTbero («MepBOro CJIOXHOIO MPUHIIUIIA»), BXOASIIMI B TpakTaT PpaHuucka u3 MepoHHa
(ok. 1288—1328 rr.) «O mpuHuunax», ¢ Hadaga 1270-x rr. obcyxaaucsd B KOMMEHTApUIX K
«MeTtadusuke» ApUCTOTENs, HaMMCaHHBIX B (hopMe «BOMpocoB». B crarbe TpuBOAUTCS
0030p «BompocoB» mnociaeaHeir Tpetu XIII B., MOCBSILIEHHBIX TOKAa3yeMOCTU IIePBLIX IMPUH-
uunoB. B komMmeHTapusx K «MeTtadusnke» HaOMIOAaETCsI HECKOJBKO ITOAXOMO0B K PacCMOT-
peHuto quaestio: 1) Oruauss Pumckoro u Jlelinuurckoro anonuma; 2) Ilerpa OBepHCKOTo 1
ero nociaenosareieit — Moanna u3 [Quncaeitia u Panynbda bputona; 3) nceBmo-I'eHpuxa
I'entckoro; 4) AHonuma LlumMepManHa. Druauit U JIeMNUUICKUIT aHOHUM CHUCTEMAaTU3U-
PYIOT MPOIMO3UIIMU TIO0 CTETIEHU MX JT0Ka3yeMOCTH/HEA0Ka3yeMOCTU Y KPaTKO MOCTYJIMPYIOT
BO3MOXKHOCTh 2JIEHKTUYECKOI0 10Ka3aTeIbCTBA MepBbIX MpUHLMUIOB. IleTp OBepHCKUIA,
Hoann u Pamynbd paccyxnmaloT o pasHBIX cIoco0ax ToKa3aTelbCTBa M IOIIYCKAlOT BO3-
MOXHOCTB JINIIIL COPUCTUISCKOro moKa3areiabcTBa ad aliquem «OOIIMX IMPUHIIUIIOB», KOTO-
poe paBHO3HAYHO 3JIEHKTUYECKOMY J0Ka3aTelbCTBY. PemeHue AnHonuma llummepmanHa
npuMbIKaeT K solutio Drunusa u Ilerpa, a peieHue rnceBno-I'eHpuxa MnepexkiMKaeTcs ¢ ap-
rymenTamuein Ilerpa OBepHCKOTO MPOTUB MBICACHHOTO ommoHeHTa. Tekct ®paHiucka u3
MepoHHa BIIOJIHE OpUTMHAJIeH Ha (oHe 3Tux «BompocoB» Kk «Mertaduszuke». Bmecto Toro
yTOOBI CHAedOBaTh 3a ApPHUCTOTENIeM, aBTOp paccMaTpUBaeT MpoOJeMy B paKypce CKOTHUCT-
CKOll MeTaU3UKU: CYyOBEKTOM TepBOro MPUHIIMIA SBISETCS Cyllee, «aTpuOyTOM» KOTOPO-
rO CJIYXUT, B YaCTHOCTH, MPEAMKAT MPUHIIMIA MCKIIOUEHHOTO TPEThEro — «yTBEPXKACHUE
6o otpuiiaHue». MpaHIMCK UCXOAUT U3 «alleKBAaTHOCTU» 3TOTO aTpuOyTa TMOHSTUIO CY-
LIEro U U3 HEMOCPEACTBEHHOCTU CBSI3U CyObeKTa U MpeaukaTa B (popMyJUMPOBKE «I1€PBOTr0O
CJIOXKHOTO MpPUHLMMA». Y TIOHSTHUS CYIIEro HeT ompeAefeHMs] U TIOTOMY HUYTO HE MOXKET
OBbITH JI0Ka3aHO B OTHOILIEHWM CYObEKTa MEepBOro IMPUHIIMIIA Yepe3 ero ompenaesieHue, a
MMEHHO TaK BBICTPaMBAETCS JOKA3aTeJbCTBO APYTUX MPUHIIMIIOB.

Crartbs nipeasapsieT nepeBos Bonpoca XI tpakrata @paHIycKa, BbINOJHEHHBIN C TpaH-
ckpuniuu MSS Vat.lat. 3052 u Vat.lat. 4285.
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Tpakrat ®paHiucka u3 MepoHHa (ok. 1288—1328 rr.) «O mpuHLMIAX», OOBIYHO YIIO-
MMWHaeMbIil KaK TpakTaT «O MepBOM CJIOXHOM TPUHLIMIIE» M TIPEICTaBISIONUN co00l ca-
MOCTOSITEJTbHOE COYMHEHUE, OTJIMYHOE OT u3gaHHoro B 1519 r. kpaTkoro TpakTtaTta «O mep-
BOM CJIO)KHOM TIPMHIIMTE», COMACPKUT LEbI DPSA BOMPOCOB, IMOCBSILIEHHBIX MPUHIIATIAM
HEMNPOTUBOPEYUS] U MCKIIOUEHHOTO TPEThEro, OOBbEAMHEHHBIX B OAHY (DOPMYIUPOBKY «Iep-
BOTO CJIOXHOIO MNMpUHLMIA» (primum principium complexum): «O BCAKOM yTBEpXICHHUE
7100 OTPULIAHME M HU O 4eM — M To, U Apyroe»'. B omimume or Kpartkoro tpakrara De
primo principio complexo, moiieaiero B 4eTbipex crnuckax XV B. B TpeX pazinyarolimxcs
Mo o0beMy pelakiusx, TpakTar De principiis coxpaHujCs B I1I€CTU TEKCTyadbHO OJIM3KMX
CIMCKaX, 3a MCKJIIOYEeHHEM OKC(OPACKOTO MaHYCKPUITA, COMEpXKAIlero MHOXECTBO OIIM-
00K, COBEpILEHHbIX MpodeccrnoHaNIbHBIM NTUcIoM XV B., a TakXe JUIIEHHOTO, BCIEACTBUE
yTpaThl COOTBETCTBYIOLIMX JIMCTOB, YETHIPEX MOCIEIHUX «BOMPocoB» u3 182 Ilo TemMaTHKe
TpakTaT «O MpUHUMMNAX» LIKUPe, YeM KpaTKuii TpakraT «O MepBOM CJIOXHOM MPUHLIMIE»: B
HETo BXOIUT OOCYXIEHHE TaKMX TeM, KaK YHWBOKAJIbHOCTb CYIIETO M TPaHCLUEHACHTAINH,
KOTOPBIM TIOCBSILEHBI HeOoJbIIMe TpakTaThl «O0 YHMBOKAJIBHOCTH cylero» u «O TpaHc-
nenaeHtanusax» (De transcendentibus), cxomHble 10 00bEMY M CTPYKTYpe C MajIbIM TpaKTa-
tatoM De primo principio complexo, ayTeHTUYHOCTh KOTOPOI'O MOXET BbI3bIBAaTh HEKOTO-
pble COMHEHUsI, OMHAKO He MOXET OBbITh MoKa3aTeJbHO OcropeHa. MOXHO MpeanoaoXuTh,
YTO 3TUM Pa3HbIM TeMaM, COeAMHEHHBIM B TpakTare «O MpUHIUIAX», TO3AHee ObLIU MO-
CBSILEHBI OTAEJIbHBIE 0oJiee OAHOPOIHbBIC MO TeMaTHUKe COYMHEHMS, HallMcaHHbIe 10O ca-
MuM @paninuckoM B 1320-e TT., MO0 KeM-TO U3 €ro HEM3BECTHBIX IOApaxaTeleit, «Me-
POHHHCTOB», BO BTOpoit monoBuHe XIV B. wm maxe B Hadaje XV B. Tak ke, Kak U «BO-
MPOChl» MAJIOTO TpaKTaTa, «BOMPOCHI» MPOCTPAHHOTO TpakTaTa WM Tpakrata «O MPUHIIMU-
nax», TMOCBSIILIEHHbIE «[1€PBOMY CJIOXHOMY MPUHLMUITY», IO CBOEI MOCTAHOBKE B PsIIE CIIy-
YyaeB BOCXOMST K TpaaulIM¥M KOMMEHTHUPOBAHUS 4YeTBEPTOMl KHUTU «MeTapu3uku» Apucro-
Tenst B hopMe “quaestio”. B yacTHOCTH, 3TO BepHO U B OTHOLIECHUHM “quaestio” o ToM, MO-
KET JIM TIEPBBIN CJIOXHBIN MPUHLMIT OBbITh JOKA3aH, KOTOPBI (UTypUpyeT B 00OUX TpaKTa-
Tax U KOTOphIit craBuiics B «Bompocax» kK «Metadusuke» IV yxe B XIII B.

YV ®panuucka n3 MepoHHa nepes Ila3aMyd MOLJIO ObITh HECKOJILKO 00pa3lioB PaCCMOTPEHUST
«BOMPOCa» O JOKA3yeMOCTH TIEPBOro CJIOXKHOTO MpYHLMMA. B mepByto ouepenb, 3TO TEKCTYalbHO
OyM3KMe, MOYTU COBMANamlIme, “quaestiones” Ha 3Ty TeMy JIeMnIMrckoro aHoHuMa (BO3MOXKHO,
yueHunka boatmst Jlakuiickoro) u Orumusi PuMmckoro, HamrcaHHble B Havaine 1270-X IT., a Takke
«Boripoc» [lerpa OBepHckoro (koHew 1270-x — Hauvano 1280-x TIT.), 32 KOTOPbIM OU€Hb OJIU3-
ko caenytotr MoanH mu3 HuHcneiina (cepenmna 1280-x rr.) m Pamynsd Bputon (Hauano(?)
1290-x rr)’. OCOOHSAKOM CTOST COOTBETCTBYIOLIME <«BOIPOCH» AHOHMMA lIMMMepMaHHA U
niceBno-T'enpuxa Tentckoro (mo-sumuMomy, 1280-¢ rr.)*. W3 6omnee Giuskux PpaHLMCKY 1O
BpeMeHHM “quaestiones” 0 BO3MOXKHOCTU AOKAa3aTb MPUHIIUI HEIPOTUBOPEUYMS MHE U3BECTECH
JMIb «Borpoc» Moanna XKaHaeHcKoro’, oqHaKo OH MOTr ObITh HamMCaH M TO3IHEee TpakKTaTa
®panuycka, B 1320-e rr. C KakKUMU M3 3THX TEKCTOB MOT ObITh 3HaKoM DpaHumck mu3 Me-
ponHHa? Mcxons u3 ob1IMx cooOpakeHuii, Hanbosee BepOSITHBIM MPEACTABISETCS 3HAKOMCTBO
®panimcka ¢ «Bompocamu k “Metacusuke”» Ilerpa OBepHCKOIO — CaMbIM BIUSITEIbHBIM
KOMMeHTapueM K «MeTtadusuke», HallMCAaHHBIM B 3TOM CXOJACTMYECKOM <«XaHpe» mo «Bo-
npocoB> AHToHUs U3 AHapeu®. [lepBblil «Bompoc» Tpaktata ®paHuucka — «Spigercs i “O
BCSIKOM YTBEpXIEHHUE JTMOO OTpMIIAaHUE, M HA O YeM — OJHOBPEMEHHO U TO, W JIpyroe” mep-
BBIM CJIOKHBIM TIPUHILIMIIOM?» — OBUI BrepBbIe MOCTaBleH UMeHHO [Terpom OBepHCKUM, yeit
KOMMEHTapHil J01e] BO MHOXECTBE CIUCKOB. B To ke Bpemsi, B OTJIMUME OT TeX, KTO OIu-
panca Ha counmHeHue Iletpa B xonue XIII B. mpm oOcyXmeHum Bompoca O HOKa3yeMOCTH
repBoro npuHImMIa, OpaHIMCK BITOJIHE CAMOCTOSTEICH, M Mbl HE HaXOAUM Yy HEero HMKa-
KNX TEKCTyaJIbHBIX CXOACTB ¢ quaestio Ilerpa OBepHCKOro M BOOOIINE KaKUX-JIMOO CJICIOB
€ro BJIUSIHUSL.

Kak xopo1uio u3BeCTHO, C TOUKW 3peHUsT APUCTOTENS, MPUHLIMI HEMpPOTUBOpEUYUsl He
MOXeT ObITh JOKa3aH, OJHAKO €ro MOXHO 00OCHOBaTh JIeHKTUYecKU (Aristot., Metaph. I 4,
1006a 11—12). OcHOBHOIi c1OcO6 OTBETUTh HA BOIPOC O JOKA3YEMOCTH MEPBOro IMPUHIIKIIA
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€ro HEKOTOPbIMU HOBbIMM HIOaHcaMu. TakuM myTeMm moiuea AHoHUM LlMMMepmaHHa, KOTO-
PbIii BO MHOTHX «BOITPOCaX» MOCJIOBHO TMOBTOPSIET CBOMX IMPEIIIECTBEHHUKOB, BBICTYIIAsl JIUIIb
KaK KOMIWISITOP, HO B JAHHOM CJIyyae JIMOO COCTaBJISIET CBOM «BOIPOC» CAMOCTOSITENIbHO, JIM-
00 OepeT ero M3 HeM3BECTHOrO MCTOYHUKA. [Ipu 3TOM, B MPOTHBOIMOJIOXHOCTh OCTAIbHBIM aB-
TopaM, AHOHMM [luMMepMaHHa OTCTaMBaeT NOKAa3yeMOCTb MPUHIIMIIA HEMPOTUBOPEUUs U
YTBEPXKAAET, YTO 3TOM TOUKM 3pEeHUsI MPUIEPKUBAICSI U APUCTOTE]b — KOHEYHO Xe, TOJbKO B
TOM CMbICJIe, YTO TIPUHIIMIT JOKa3yeM 2JIeHKTUYEeCKU, MO0 OH He MOXKET ObITb J0Ka3aH AByMS
criocobaMu «ITpocTo» MokasatenbeTBa (demonstratio simpliciter) — propter quid u quia. Jlokaza-
TEJILCTBO propter quid ecTh TOKa3aTeJIbCTBO M3 JIyYllle U3BECTHOTO M TIEPBOTO «BOOOIIE», TOTAA
KakK JI0Ka3aTeJIbCTBO quia — M3 JIy4llle M3BECTHOrO JJIs1 HAC, HO KaK B TOM, TaK M B JIDYTOM CITy-
Yae BEPHO, YTO HET HUYETO JIy4llle U3BECTHOIO, YEM IEPBIA TIPHHIIWIT .

Kak u Anonum llummepmanHa, mniceBmo-I'eHpux ['eHTCkMil mpuberaer K pa3inyeHUIO
JIoKa3aTeJabCcTB propter quid m quia. ABTOp CTaBUT BOIIPOC IO-Apyromy: «Ilpuobpetarorcs
JIM ¥ MOTYT JIM TIEPBbIE MPUHLMITEL CAEIAaThCsI M3BECTHBIMM 4epe3 uTo-1m1bo apyroe?»® Ka-
3aJI0Ch Obl, 3TV TMPUHIIUIBI CaMble OYeBUIHbBIC, [TOTOMY HE MOXET OBbITb HUYETO, UYTO OBLIO
OBl U3BECTHEE, YEM OHM’, HO APHCTOTEIb YTBEPXKIAET NPSMO IPOTUBOIIOIOXHOE, 10O OH
000CHOBBIBAET UX UCTUHHOCTL'?. TlceBno-I'eHpux cornalaercss ¢ IOBOLOM OIIOHEHTA: B
polie «CJOXHOT0», TO €CTb MMEIOIIETO MPOMO3UIIMOHANBHYIO (hOpMY, TE€PBbie MPUHLIMITBI
He MOryT ObIThb JOKa3aHbl HU J0Ka3aTelIbCTBOM propter quid, HM dOKa3aTeJIbCTBOM quia,
nbo B 3TOM POJI€ OHU OYEBUAHEE BCEro OCTaibHOro. Ho B pole «HECI0XHOro», TO €CThb
€CJIM Mbl TOBOPUM O TE€PMMWHAX, BXOSIIMX B COCTaB IMPUHIIMIIOB, OHU MOTYT JOKa3bIBaThCSI
WU, BEpHee, «ObITh IOKA3aHbI C TOMOILBIO IOKA3aTelbeTBa»''. B caMbIX 0oOLIMX 4epTax
STOT XOJ MBICJIM CXONIEH C TeM, KOTOphbIii MbI Aajiee BcTpeTuM y Iletpa OBepHCKOTro, XOTs
«BOIIpoC» IiceBHo-I'eHprxa CyllIeCTBEHHO KOpoue€ M HEe OTHOCHUTCS K CeMeMCTBY “quaes-
tiones”, Hanpsimyto criicaHHbIX y [letpa B Oxcdopne u [Mapuxe 1280—1290-x rr.

Bornipoc «MoxeT i ObITh A0Ka3aH MpuHIMN “HeBo3MOXHO 4eMy-11u00 OJHOBPEMEHHO
OBITh M HE OBITH”» y Druausi PuMcKoro (MJiM MOYTH TOT KE€ CaMbIil «BOIPOC», 3BYYalllUii
Kak «MoxeT M ObITh H0Ka3aH NMpUHUMI “O BCIKOM YTBepXAcHHUE JIMOO OTpULIaHUE”» Y
Jleiimuurckoro aHOHMMA) CYIIECTBEHHO OObeMHee, yeM Yy AHoHuMma lluMmepmMaHHa u
ncepao-I'enpuxa I'eHTCKOro, ogHako IOYTU BeCh €ro o0beM 3aHMMaeT pelleHue (solutio)
BOIpPOCa, TOrAa KaK apryMeHTallvsl «3a» U «[IPOTHB» CBOIUTCSA Y OOOMX aBTOPOB K OTHOMY
cO(PUCTUYECKOMY JIOBOLY OIIMOHEHTa'?, nomosHeHHOMy y JIeHNnuMrckoro aHoHMMa JOBO-
oM “in oppositum”, rae OH NMPUBOIUT MHEHWE APHMCTOTENS: 3TOT MPUHIIAIT MOXHO JIOKa-
3aTh TOJBKO 3eHkTHYecku [Fioravanti 2009, 284]|. B peuieHuun Boripoca aBTOpbl HE pa3BU-
BalOT TE€3UC O BO3MOXHOCTU 3JIEHKTMUYECKOTO J0KAa3aTeIbCTBA, HO MyCKAlOTCS B MPOCTPaH-
HOE pacCyXIeHHe O MO0Ka3yeMOCTH Pa3HOro pojaa Mpomno3uiuii. [1pono3unnu MoryT ObITh
KOHTUHIT€HTHBIMH, TO €CTh He-HeOOXOmMMBbIMHU, KaK «bembrii yenoBek Oexur» mwm «Ko-
PUCK MY3BIKaHT». B Takux mporno3muusix cyObeKT MOXET O0ONTHCh O€3 mpenukara, a 3Ha-
YUT, B HUX HET HeobxomuMoii cooTHeceHHOocTH (habitudo) mexay cyObeKTOM M MpeauKa-
TOM U TOTOMY JUUISI HUX HE MOXET ObITh J0KAa3aTeJbCTBAa, B KOTOPOM JIOJDKHO IOJIaraThCs
HEUYTO HEOOXOAMUMOE, «U4TO HE MOXET OBITH MO-APYroMy»'>. KOHTMHI€HTHBIM TIPOMO3ULIUSAM
MPOTUBOIOCTABJISIIOTCS TIPOIMO3ULIMU «4yepe3 cebsi» (per se), KOTopble, B CBOIO o4epe.b, lie-
JISITCSL HA TPOIO3UIIMM Per Se «B IePBYI0 O4Yepenb M HEIOCPeACTBEHHO» (primo et immedi-
ate) U «He B TEpPBYIO o4yepedb M HEe HEMOCPEIACTBEHHO» — TaKMe, KaK «paBHOCTOPOHHMUIA
<TpeyroJIbHUK> WMeEET Tpu». «PaBHOCTOpOHHMII» MMeeT «Tpu <yrja>» JIMIIb OMNOCPEIO-
BaHHO, Yepe3 TOHSITUE TPEYroJbHUKA, SIBJSIONIETOCs MEePBbIM CYOBEKTOM STOrO CBONCTBA.
«HemnocpencTBeHHBIe» TIPOTIO3UIINM JIajiee OENISITCS Ha T, YTO HAXOASITCS B polie CyObeKTa,
U Ha Te, YTO HaxXOSTCS B pojie MPUYMHbBI. [Ipono3uniust «TpeyroibHUK UMEET TPU» SIBIISIET-
CS «HETOCPENCTBEHHOM», NO0 MEXIIY «TPEYTrOJbHUKOM» M «TPEeMsi» HET HUYETO «CPEIHETO»,
OITHAKO B 3TOM polle — pone CyObekTa, B KOTOPOM OHa HaxOAMTCs, OHA HE MOXET ObITh
JloKazaHa, HO JoKa3blBaeTcs B pojae (hOpMaIbHOW MPUUMHBI, B KOTOPOM OHAa SIBJISIETCS YXe
«orocpenoBaHHO»: «Bcskasi miockas ¢urypa, 3aMKHyTas TpeMsl JIMHUSIMU, UMEET TpU
<ymma>; TpeyroJjbHUK €CTh IIOCKas (urypa, ciemoBareibHO... W T.0.» [Fioravanti 2009,
285]. HemocpencTBeHHBIE per se IIPOIIO3MIIMM, OTHOCSIIMECS K «pOaY IPUIMHBI», IEJISITCS
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Ha akCHUOMBbI (WM «TpeboBaHUs», petitiones) crneuuaabHbIX HayK MU Ha MPOMO3ULIUM, KOTO-
pble «COCTOSIT U3 TOTO, YTO TIpUCYIlle CylleMy Kak cyimemy» [Ibid.], Takue kak «O Bcsgkom
OBITH 60 He OBbITh». Cylllee eCTh MepBOE, YTO MOCTUTAETCS TIPOCTHIM IEWCTBUEM WHTEN-
JIEKTa, a TTOCKOJIbKY «B IPOCTOM 1 TIEPBOM HET J0KAa3aTeIbCTBa», TO TEPBbIe MPUHIIAIILI HEe
MOTYT OBITH JOKa3aHbI, pa3Be 4TO 3MeHKTHYecKu |Fioravanti 2009, 286]. OHuM sIBISIOTCS
«OOLIMMU TIOHSITUSIMM AYIIW», C KOTOPBIMU Ayllla He MOXeT He corjacutbes [Ibid.] um xo-
TOpble HE MMEIOT MPUYMHBI, TOIA KaK BCSIKOE M0Ka3aTeJbCTBO €CTh J0KAa3aTeIbCTBO Uepe3
npuunHy [Aegidius Romanus 1501, f. 26rB].

Taxum ob6paszom, Jleinuurckuii aHoHUM U Oruanii PuMckuii He CTOJIbKO 0OOCHOBBIBA-
IOT, CKOJIBKO TPOCTO TOCTYJIMPYIOT HEI0Ka3yeMOCTh IepBOTO MPHWHIIWIA, MPUBOAS B ee
MOJIB3Y JIMIIb CaMble OOIIME JOBOIBI — 1O CYTH Ieja, JUIIb JOBOIBI «OT aBTOpUTETa» 4,

«Bomnpoc» Tletpa OBepHCKOro, a Takxke cienyroiyx 3a HUM MoanHa u3 JuHcaeiina u
Panynbda bpuroHa, Takke He COOEPKUT pa3BEpPHYTOro AMCIYTa, HO COCTOUT, B OCHOBHOM,
B aBTOpCKOH# solutio quaestionis. Tem He MeHee B «BOIMpPOCe» TMPUBOIUTCS LIEIbIX TPU TOBO-
Jla OTITOHEHTA B TOJIb3y MO0KAa3yeMOCTH TEPBBLIX MPUHIMIIOB. Bo-TiepBBIX, OHU MOTYT OBITh
JOKA3aHbl M3 MPUYMHBI, MOCKOJIbKY MMEIOT MPUYMHY CMBICIOB TepMHMHOB'>., Bo-BTOpHIX,
MIPUHIIUITB JOKA3aTebCTBA MMEIOT CBOEW MPUYMHON TMEpBbIii MPUHIUIT B aOCOJIOTHOM
CMBICJIE WJIM «IIPOCTO» (simpliciter) mepBblii MPUHLINUII, TO ecTh bora, 160 OH UM «mpemlie-
crtByeT» !, HakoHell, mepBble MPUHLIMILI JOKA3LIBAIOTCS YEPE3 CBEAEHUE K HEBO3MOXHOMY,
KOTrJa TPOTUBHOE MPUHIIMITY HETPOTUBOPEYMs MPUHUMAETCS B BMIE IOCBUIKM Hapsay ¢
WCTUHHOM TTOCBIIKOM, W M3 3TUX IMOCHIJIOK BBIBOIUTCS C OYEBMIHOCTBIO JIOXKHOE 3aKITIove-
uue'’. JloBon in oppositum naercs, Kak OOBIMHO, CO CCBIJIKO Ha auctoritas ApUCTOTEN:
®unocod monaraer oOpaTHOE, a UMEHHO, YTO TEpBble MPUHLIMIILI HeTOKa3yeMbl, B IPO-
TUBHOM cjiy4yae Ju0o MMea Obl MECTO perpecc B 0€CKOHEYHOCTh, MO0 HEKOTOPBI MpPUH-
LIUIT JOKA3bIBAJICA OBl 4epe3 ceOsl, YTO HEBO3MOXHO'S.

B otBete Ha «Bompoc» Iletp OBepHCKMIT TTPOBOAUT HECKOJBKO MTUCTUHKIMHI. Joka3za-
TEJIbCTBO ObIBae€T Pa3HbIM — MOXET OBITb «IPOCTO» (simpliciter) moka3aTeabCcTBO, a MOXET
OBITh MOKa3aTeabCTBO JIs1 Koro-iub6o (ad aliquem). [TocnenHee mpeacraBisieT coboit codu-
CTUYECKWIi CWJIJIOTM3M, a MePBOe BEAETCS M3 MEPBBIX UCTUHHBIX U JIyYIlle BCEro M3BECTHBIX
MOCBUIOK. Takoe «IpoCcTo» TOKa3aTeJIbCTBO MOApa3aesieTcs najee Ha OCTEeHCMBHOE 10Ka3a-
TEJBCTBO M J0KA3aTeIbCTBO Uepe3 HEBO3MOXHOe. OCTEHCMBHOE — TO, KOTOPOE HEMEUIEHHO
BeJIeT K 3aKJII0YEHUIO U3 HEOIMOCPEAOBAHHBIX MPOMO3ULIMIA, U B TAKOM TOKAa3aTeJIbCTBE He-
BO3MOXKHO J0Ka3aTb HMKAaKOW MPUHLIMI, COOCTBEHHbI MPU3HAK WM 3aKJIOYEHHE HU B
VHUBEPCAJIBbHOM, HU B YaCTHOM HayKe, OO IJIsT HEIMOCPEACTBEHHOTO WJIM HEOMOCPEIOBaH-
Horo (immediatum) He MOXeT OBITh OCTEHCHMBHOIO JOKa3aTeJbCcTBa. Benb BCsAKoe 3aKioye-
HME TOKA3bIBACTCS Yepe3 TMOCPENCTBO CPETHErO TEPMUHA MEXAY CYOBEKTOM M MPEIUKATOM
M, TaKUM 00pa3oM, SIBJIIETCS OIOCPENOBAHHBIM, TOTAA KakK BCIKWU TPUHIIWI SIBJISIETCS
HEMNOCPEeNCTBEHHBIM. TeM He MeHee NMPUHUMUIMBI (€CIM MBI TOKa HE YTOYHSEM, O KaKuX
MPUHIIUITAX UIET PeYb) MOTYT ObITh «HEKOTOPHIM 00pa3oM» HOKa3aHbl MOCPEACTBOM JOKa-
3aTebCcTBa yepe3 HeBo3MoxHoe!?. Pemenne Pamynbda BpuroHa 3BYYHMT HECKOJIBKO YETYE:
«Hukakoii oOIIMi MPUHIMII HE MOXET OBITh JOKa3aH IIPOCTO I0KAa3aTeIbCTBOM — OCTEH-
CUBHBIM WIM <uepe3 CBeleHUEe> K HeBO3MOXHOMYy»>. 3neck Panynn(d omumpaercs Ha pac-
cyxnenue Ilerpa OBepHCKOro, B KOTOpOM OH TakK Xe, Kak W Pamynbd, MCKIIO9aeT BO3-
MOXHOCTh JOKAa3aTeJbCTBa Uepe3 HEBO3MOXHOE IJI TMEPBBIX MPUHIIUIOB: OHO BO3MOXHO
JUIS TeX TPWHLMIIOB, KOTOPbIE SBJISIIOTCS «COOCTBEHHBIMU» IO OTHOLUIEHWIO K TOMY WU
MHOMY OIpeIeIEHHOMY CYILEMY, IMTOCKOJBKY B MX CJIydae MbI BHIBOAMM C OOJIbIIE OYeBUI-
HOCTBIO JIOXKHOE TIOJIOXKEHUE U3 TIPOTUBHOTO 3TUM MPUHIIUIIAM, 2 UMEHHO 3aKJII04aeM Ipo-
TUBHOE MPUHIIAIIAM HEMPOTUBOPEUUs M ToxXaecTBa. CaMU Xe «OOIIre» TMPUHIIMUITBI HEeTpOo-
TUBOPEUMS] U TOXAECTBA HE NOKA3bIBAIOTCS Yepe3 HEBO3MOXHOE, MO0 TaKoe JOKa3aTeJIbCTBO
BeJIeT K 3aKJIIOYEHUIO, KOTOPOE JIOXKHO C OOJblleil 0O4eBUAHOCTbIO, YEM TOCHIIKM; HO TO,
YTO B OOJIbIIEH CTENEHU JIOXKHO, MPOTUBOJIEXKUT YeMY-TO 0oJjiee UCTUHHOMY, YeM MPOTUB-
HOE JIOXHOH MOCBLIKE N0Ka3aTeJbCTBa UYepe3 HEBO3MOXHOE, W IMOJyyaeTcsl, YTO €Ciu Obl
001Ie TPUHIUITBI MOTJIM JOKa3bIBaThCS TaKUM JOKA3aTeJbCTBOM, TO JIOJDKHO OBUIO OBI

HATUCH HEYTO OOJIee UCTMHHOE, 4eM repBele npuHuunb?. Ho nanee TleTp moscHSET, uTO
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Takoe A0Ka3aTeJIbCTBO HEBO3MOXHO HU B KaKOM Hayke, MO0 OHO HEBO3MOXHO B KaKOM-
b0 yacTHOI HayKe. B camom jene, mpu TakoM JOKa3aTebCTBE HEUYTO ObUIO ObI COYTEHO
c Oosbllielt OYEBUIHOCTHIO JIOKHBIM, YeM TMPOTHBHOE CaMUM TPUHLMMNAM TOW WIM WHOM
YaCcTHOW HayKu, HO B TaKOW HayKe HE MOXET ObITh HWUYEro SIBCTBEHHEH JIOXXHOTO, YeM
MPOTUBHOE €€ COOCTBEHHBIM MPUHLMUIMAM, a 3HAYUT, HE MOXET OBbITh U UX JOKa3aTeIbCTBA
yepe3 HeBO3MOXHOE B paMKax camMoil 3Toil Hayku. [IpMHUMMBI YaCTHOM HAayKM IOKa3bIBa-
IOTCSI Yepe3 HEeBO3MOXHOE JIMIIIb B BbILIECTOSIIIEN Hayke, HampuMep, B BbICIIE Hayke B
abCOJIIOTHOM CMBICIIE, TO €CTh B (puocopun®’. TakuM 06pa3oM, 0OLIME MPUHLINAIILL, BKIIIO-
yas TIPUHLMIT HETIPOTUBOPEUMSI, HE MOTYT OBbITh JOKa3aHbl Yepe3 HEBO3MOXHOE, HO HUKTO
HE MeIIaeT NOKa3blBaTh UX C IMOMOIIbIO CODUCTUYECKOTO apTyMeHTa, aapecOBAaHHOTO OIl-
MOHEHTY, TO €CTh C MOMOLIBIO JoKaszaTenbcTBa ad aliquem?. TleTp oTBeyaeT Ha TOT JOBOL,
YTO UMEIOILEe «IPYTYIO MPUUMHY», TO €CTh HEKYI0 BHEIIHIO MPUYMHY, MOXET ObITh JOKa-
3aHO, BBOJS pasMUYeHUE MEXIy «CpelHeill MPUUYMHON» MeXIy CyOBheKTOM W MPeAruKaToOM
KaK MPUYMHOMN «KOMIUIEKCa» WJIM MPOIMO3UIMU, U TPUIMHAMU CyObeKTa U MpeauKara, B3si-
TBIMM OTIEJBHO APYT OT Apyra. ¥ oOIIMX MPUHIIMIIOB €CTh MTPUYMHA BO BTOPOM CMBICIIE, HO
He B MEePBOM, TaK KaK y HUX HET CpeaHEeil NPUUYMHBI, OTIOCPEayIolleil CyObeKT U MpeauKar,
HO MMeeTCs JIMIIb MPUYMHA CyOhEeKTa WM Mpearkata®!., DTOT OTBET MEPEKIUKAETCS C BbI-
IIeNPUBEACHHBIM OTBETOM TceBao-IeHpuxa.

HecMoTtpst Ha cylllecTBEHHOE HECXOJCTBO B MOCTPOEHUM «BOIPOCOB» Yy KOMMEHTATOPOB
«MeTadu3uku», Bce OHM (3a UCKIIOUeHUEeM TiceBmo-I'eHpuxa, 4yeil o4eHb KpaTKMil «BO-
npoc» nuHaue cHopMyaMpoBaH) CAenyloT 32 APUCTOTENEM U MPUAEPXKUBAIOTCS €IUHOI TOU-
KW 3peHUs — MPUHIMIT HEeMpPOTUBOPEYUs] MOXET ObITh AoKa3aH 3jeHKThuyecku. [lo cyru
Jiejia, HUKTO U3 YIOMSIHYTHIX aBTOPOB HE OOOCHOBBIBAE€T 3TOT TE3UC apryMEHTaMM «3a» U
«IIPOTUB». BO3MOXHOCTb 3JIGHKTUUYECKOTO T0KAa3aTeIbCTBa IMOCTYJIMPYeTCs, KOTaa OTBEpr-
HYTHI BCe ApyTHe CIOocOOBI H0Ka3aTelbCcTBa — propter quid, quia, ostensiva, per impossibile.
B TOM, UTO KacaeTcsi UTOrOBOrO OTBETa Ha MOCTABJIEHHbIN BOIMPOC, PA3IMunUe MEXIy aBTO-
pamu uinb BepOaibHoe. Ecim Orumwii, Jleinuurckuii aHoHuM 1 AHOHUM LlumMMepmaHHa
HAa3bIBAIOT NOMYCTUMBII CIIOCOO 10KA3aTeJIbCTBA «3JIEHKTUYECKUM», TOo [letp OBepHCKUM U
ero IocjeaoBaTe/IM Ha3bIBalOT €r0 J0Ka3aTeJIbCTBOM «IJIsI Koro-aubo», ad aliquem, ciemys,
KakK MOXHO TpenrnosoxuThb, 3a MoMoii AKBUHCKMM B OTOXIECTBICHUU 3JEHKTUYECKOTO
JI0KA3aTeJIbCTBA TIEPBLIX MPUHIMUIIOB ¢ JoKa3areabcTBoM ad aliquem?.

«Bompoc» dpanuurcka u3 MepoHHa SIBHBIM 00pa3oM BbIMAmaeT U3 Tpamumuu «Borpo-
coB» K «Metadusuke» — aBTOp COXpaHSET 3arojoBOK, HO OH BIIOJIHE CaMOCTOSITEJIEH B
CBOEM PACCMOTPEHUU J0Ka3yeMOCTU MepBoro npuHuuna. OTAAIEHHYIO MEPEeKINYKY C «BO-
npocom» Ilerpa OBepHCKOro u 3aBUCHMMBIX OT IleTpa aBTOpPOB MOXHO OOHApPYXMTH pa3Be
yto B cioBax MpaHIMCKA «...TOTAA BCSIKOE M3BECTHOE 4depe3 cebs ObLIo Obl J0Ka3yemo,
Korma oHo TpeOyer 3HaHus TepMuHOB» (§ 38). Kpome toro, tak xe, kak u Ilerp OBepH-
ckuii, @paHIMCK 3[0eCh CTABUT B OOWH Psi MPUHIUITBI HEMPOTUBOPEYMS U MCKIIOYEHHOTO
TPETbEro W TMPUHIIUIT TOXIECTBA, KOrJa OH TFOBOPUT: «...MIPOCTO MEPBbIN CIOXHBIA MPUH-
MM WIX Kakoe-JIubo MpenokeHre, B KOTOPOM MEPBbI CYOBEKT MPEAULIMPYETCsS O CAMOM
cebe» (§ 37). Dro He o3Hauaer, ogHako, uto Iletp OBepHckuit 1 @paHLMCK HE OEIAIOT
pa3IMIus MeXIy MPUHIUIIAMU HETTPOTUBOPEUUS U TOXIECTBA, IIPOCTO B KOHTEKCTE JaHHO-
TO «BOIPOCa» IO MEPBBIMU M OOLIMMM MPUHIIMIIAMM TTOAPA3yMeBAIOTCS U TOT, U IPYTOM.

B meHtpe BHMMaHWS PpaHIMCKA TOHATHE CYIIETO U €r0 «IM3bIOHKTUBHBINA aTpuOyT»
(passio) — «yTBepkaeHUEe OO0 OTpUIIaHUE», U BOMIPOC CTABUTCS B OTHOLIEHUU «CPEIHEro»
MEXIy cyObeKTOM M ero atpuOytom. JloBom 006 OTCYTCTBUM «CPEIHETO» MEXIY CyOBEKTOM
M TIpeaMKaToOM MCIIOJb30Bajicsi KOMMeHTatopaMu «MeTtacdusuku», u B atoM DpaHimck
cleayeT 3a HUMM, OJHAKO €ro MOAXOJ B OOJbIlei cTereHU MeTadu3nIeCcKrii, YeM Jorrude-
CKUI: 3TUM «CPEIHUM» JIOJDKHO OBITH OMpeIesieHre, HO y CYILIEro HeT ompeneneHus. Kpo-
Me Toro, yrBepxkaaetT MpaHIMCK, 32 MOHATUEM CYILIEro CJAeAyloT 3aKJIIUYEHbl CMBICIBI CO-
BEPIICHCTBA, (POPMATLHOCTU U TPAHCUEHASHTAIUM, U N0Ka3aTh aTpUOYT yepe3 3T CMbICIbI
O3Hayajo Obl 10KAa3aTh €ro B OTHOLIEHWM CYIIEro Yyepe3 HeuTo Mocjenylollee Mo OTHOLIe-
HUIO K CYILIEMY, a TaKOE€ J0Ka3aTeJIbCTBO ObUIO OBl JTOXHBIM. PpaHIIMCK MPUBOAUT IIPUMED
MMO0OHOTO JIOXKHOTO JI0Ka3aTelbcTBa: «Beskoe crmocobHOe cMesThCsT eCTh YeoBeK. Beskoe
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pa3yMHOe XMBOTHOE CMOCOOHO cMmesiThesl. CrenoBaresbHO, BCSIKOE pPa3syMHOE KMBOTHOE
ecThb yesoBek» (§ 26). [1o aHamOrMM ¢ 3TUM CWJUTOTU3MOM MBI MOXEM TIOCTPOUTH CHILIO-
TM3M, TIOJCTaBUB MOHATHS CYIIETO M TpaHCUeHAeHTaMnu: «O BCAKOM Ojare MCTUHHBI JTU0O
YTBEPXKIEHUE, MO0 OTPULIAHUE; BCAKOE CYILEE SIBISIETCS OfaruM; caeJoBaTesIbHO, O BCSIKOM
CyllleM MCTMHHBI JIMOO yTBepXKaeHue, Moo oTpulianue». Uto 3aech He Tak? Ilo Bceil Bepo-
SITHOCTH, C TOYKM 3peHuss PpaHiMcKa, HEAOCTaTOK TaKOro JoKa3aTelbCTBa 3aKJII0YaeTcsl B
TOM, YTO 3/eChb Mbl MMeeM petitio principii: TpaHcLieHIeHTaIuu (eArHOe, OJIaro) IMojiexar
TIPUHITAITY WUCKITIOYEHHOTO TPEThETO JIMIIb MOCTOJIBKY, TTOCKOJNBKY €My TIOUIEXHUT cyllee, B
MTOHSTHAE KOTOPOTO OHW BUPTYaJIbHO BKITIOUEHBI. TakMM 00pa3oM, B BOIIPOCE O TOKA3yeMOCTH
MEPBOTO CJIOKHOTO TIpUHIINITA POPaHIUCK UCXOOWT W3 IIEHTPAJIBHOTO Te3MCa CKOTHCTCKOM
MeTaU3UKU: O TEPBEHCTBE MOHSATHS CYILETO MO OTHOLIEHUIO KO BCEM OCTaJIbHBIM MOHSITHU-
M. PpaHUUCK CTPEMUTCS MOKa3aTh, YTO U caM MPUHLIMIT HEMPOTUBOPEYMS] U UCKITIOYEHHOTO
TPEThETO («MePBbIil CAOXKHBIN MPUHIIMIT») 3a10XKEH B MOHATUU Cyliero. [IpuMeHUMOCTb 3TUX
TIPUHITUIIOB K CYIIEeMY HEe MOXeT OBITh JOKazaHa M He HyXIOaeTcs HM B KaKOW NeayKIIUW,
Bellb CYIIlee M eCTh BCEe TO, UYTO He HEeCeT B cebe MPOTHBOPEUHS.

DpaHIMCK TTOABITOXABACT CBOE PACCMOTPEHUE quaestio Te3MCOM O HETOKa3yeMOCTU <«IIep-
BOTO CJIOXKHOTO TIPUHIIMIIA», OMHAKO TPEThE 3aKIIOUEHUE TJIACUT, YTO He MO0 OTHOILEHUIO K HaM
(quo ad nos; § 21), a «BooOILE», «B AOCONIOTHOM CMBIC/IE» MM «IIPOCTO», OH JOKa3yeM, IO-
CKOJIBKY peub MAET He O YeJIOBEYeCKOM 3HaHMM, a O O0XKECTBEHHOM: OOXECTBEHHBINM MHTEIEKT
«TOKa3bIBaeT» TIEPBBIN TIPUHIIAIT U3 TIEPBOTO «M3BECTHOTO Yepe3 ceOsi», TO €CTh U3 CBOCH CYII-
HoctH (§ 27). 3mech Xopolo 3aMeTHO, 4To DpaHIMCK aganTUPYeT TPaTUIIMOHHBIN MeTapu3n-
YeCKUI «BOTPOC» K TEOJOTMIECKOMY KOHTEKCTY CBOETO Tpakrara «O TPHHIMITAX», UMEIOIIIETO
MHOTO CXOJICTB C IPOJIOrOM €ro KOMMeHTapusl K «CeHTEHIMSIM» M OTYaCTH BBIPACTAIOIIEro U3
6orocnoBckoii onemuku ¢ Ierpom Porepuem?.
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principium nec proprium nec conclusionem demonstrare potest nec in scientia universali nec
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particulari, quod apparet, nam eius quod immediatum est non potest esse demonstratio aliqua ostensiva.
Conclusio enim est quae demonstratur et demonstratur per terminum medium inter subiectum et
praedicatum, propter quod omnis conclusio est mediata. Nunc autem omne principium est
immediatum, et hoc ostensum est prius (primo M), quare(?) manifestum quod nullum(P) principium
demonstratione ostensiva demonstrari potest. Sed alia est demonstratio quae est per impossibile, et talis
ex opposito veri cum aliquo vero coassumpto ducit ad aliquid impossibile, ex cuius interemptione
proceditur ad interemptionem hypothesis. Tali vero demonstratione possunt principia aliquo modo
demonstrare (Petrus de Alvernia, QgMet 1V.10, MS Oxford, Merton Coll., 292, fols. 266vB—267rA; MS
Cambridge, Peterhouse 152, fols. 160vA—B). O mokasarenbcTBe per impossibile B cpeaHeBeKoBoi (hu-
nocoun cM.: [Thom 2016, 306—315].

2 Tunc dico ad quaestionem quod nullum principium commune potest demonstrari demonstratione sim-
pliciter neque ostensiva neque etiam(?) ad impossibile [...] (MS Firenze, BNC, conv. soppr., f. 2771A).

21 “Sed est intelligendum quod principiorum quaedam (P) sunt communia et quaedam propria. Propria
autem principia sunt quae fiunt ex complexione terminorum significantium ens aliquod determinatum.
Talia principia sunt haec: “homo est animal”, “super datam lineam triangulus equilateralis collocatur”.
Tunc dicendum est quod principia communia non possunt simpliciter demonstrare demonstratione per
impossibile, quia demonstratio per impossibile ex opposito veri cum aliquo vero coassumpto ducit ad
manifestius falsum, et tunc ex interemptione illius falsi interimunt hypothesim. Sed dato opposito pri-
morum principiorum non contingit cum aliquo vero {co-P}assumpto ducere ad aliquod manifestius falsum.
Si enim hoc esset possibile cum manifestum sit {cum maius falsum sit — P} quod maiore vero opponitur,
tunc primis principiis esset aliquid verius. Manifestum ergo quod principia communia demonstratione per
impossibile simpliciter non possunt demonstrari. Principia autem propria bene possunt sic demonstrari,
quoniam ubi ex opposito in dato contingit ducere ad {+ quid — P} manifestius falsum, scilicet ad
oppositum principii communis, cuius(?) est “idem simpliciter esse et non esse” vel “ens est non ens”,
quodquid inter omnia est manifestius falsum, nam suum oppositum est manifestius verum; quare possibile
est hae principia demonstrare simpliciter demonstratione per impossibile” (Petrus de Alvernia, QgMet
1V.10, MSS Oxford, Merton Coll., 292, f. 267rA; Cambridge, Peterhouse, 152, f. 160vB).

2 “Sed intelligendum est quod taliter demonstrari principia propria(?) non contingit in quacumque
scientia, quia non in scientia particulari. Si enim ad aliquam(P) scientiam particularem pertinet
demonstrare sua principia hac demonstratione quae est per impossibile, tunc oporteret quod aliquid
reputaretur (putaretur P) manifestius falsum in illa scientia quam oppositum propriorum(?) principiorum.
Nunc autem in nulla particulari scientia reputatur aliquid manifestius falsum oppositis suorum
principiorum, quare in nulla tali scientia contingit quod principia propria demonstrentur demonstratione
per impossibile, propter quod relinquitur quod talia principia solum habent demonstrari per impossibile, et
hoc in aliqua scientia superiori, puta subalternante vel simpliciter suprema; talis est philosophia prima,
propter quod Philosophus primo Physicorum, ubi disputat contra opinionem Parmenidis, qui posuit ens
tantum unum, dicit quod demonstrare ens tantum esse tantum unum (tantum esse immutatum P) non
pertinet ad naturalem sed ad scientiam superiorem vel subalternantem vel omnibus communem]...].

2 “Si tamen loquantur de demonstratione quae est ad aliquem, sic nihil prohibet demonstrare
principia communia, ut Philosophus dicet communiter” (MS Oxford, Merton Coll., 292, f. 267rB).

2¢Ad rationem cum arguitur — demonstratio est eorum quorum est altera causa — dicendum quod
non omnium eorum quorum est alia est demonstratio. Demonstratio enim est alicuius entis complexi,
inter cuius subiectum et praedicatum est aliqua causa media; nunc autem alicuius complexi bene est
aliqua extra quae est causa subiecti vel praedicati, sed non est causa media, puta huius complexi —
“homo est animal”, — et tamen istius demonstratio non est, sed solum talis complexi quod habet
causam mediam inter subiectum et praedicatum, et tunc cum dicitur in minori quod principiorum
communium est causa, dico quod verum est, sed non quae sit media, sed aliqua causa extra quae est
subiecti vel praedicati” (ibid.).

25 O TepMMHOJIOTMM, KOTOPYIO MCITOJIb3yeT AKBUHAT B KOMMEHTapuu K «MeTtabusnke», paccMmar-
puYBasl JIEHKTUYECKOe J10Ka3aTesbcTBO M aprymeHT ad aliquem wim ad hominem, cm.: [Nuchelmans
1993, 38—40].

2% O nonemuke ¢ IMetpom PorepueM B TOM, Kak OHa oTpasmiach B TpakTtate ®panincka «O mep-
BOM CJIOXKHOM TIpMHLIMIE», cM.: [Macnos 2016].
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Francis of Meyronnes on the Demonstrability of the Prin-
ciples of Non-Contradiction and the Excluded Middle and
13" Century quaestiones on Aristotles’s Metaphysics”

Danila K. Maslov

A question on the demonstrability of the principles of non-contradiction and the exclud-
ed middle (”the first complex principle”) in the “De principiis” by Francis of Meyronnes (c.
1288—1328) had been discussed starting from early 1270s in question-commentaries on Aris-
totle’s “Metaphysics”. The article gives a survey of the quaestiones on the demonstrability of
first principles, written from 1270s to 1290s. We may observe several textually different ap-
proaches to this guaestio in the commentaries on “Metaphysics”, namely those by (1) Giles
of Rome and Anonymus Lipsiensis, (2) Peter of Auvergne and his followers — John of
Dinsdale and Radulphus Brito, (3) pseudo-Henry of Ghent, and (4) Anonymus Zimmerman-
ni. Giles and the Leipzig Anonym list in a systematic way the propositions according to their
demonstrability/indemonstrability and briefly state the possibility of elenctic proof of first
principles. Peter of Auvergne, John of Dinsdale, and Brito enumerate different ways of
demonstration or proof and allow for the sophistical proof ad aliqguem for first principles,
which is yet another way of naming the elenctic proof. A solutio by Anonymus Zimmerman-
ni is close to that by Giles and Peter, while the way pseudo-Henry solves the matter echoes
Peter of Auvergne’s arguments against virtual opponent. The text by Francis of Meyronnes is
quite original as viewed against the background of these question-commentaries. Instead of
following Aristotle the author considers the matter within the framework of Scotist meta-
physics: the subject of the first principle is Being, and its “attribute” or passio is the predi-
cate of the principle of the excluded middle — “either affirmation or negation”. Francis as-
sumes the “adequacy” of this attribute to the concept of Being and the immediacy of the
link between the subject and the predicate in the “first complex principle”. The concept of
Being does not have a definition, and thus nothing can be demonstrated about the subject of
the first principle through its definition, while other principles are demonstrated in exactly
this way. The article is supplemented with the translation of Questio XI of Francis’s treatise,
made from the transcription of the text in MSS BAV Vat.lat. 3052 and Vat.lat. 4385.

KEY WORDS: scholasticism, the principle of non-contradiction, the principle of the ex-
cluded middle, commentaries on Aristotle’s Metaphysics.
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