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33) Gérard Sondag, Duns Scot, La métaphysique de la singularité, Paris,
Vrin, 2005, pp. 48-56.
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35) &2 A pp. 466-471.
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40) Scot, op. cit., q. 6, n. 170. p. 167 ; && B. ¥, 2 2 p. 497
41) Scot, Ibid, q. 6, n. 208, p. 186.

42) Idem.

43) G. Sondag, op. cit., p. 128.



50 ==

oAz M7} obEt IR A FReE it olHe dHe F
i Qe 2FFAE B o] FEHY] ol JNEst HUH
B, @de AAE ddeg AAshes Aol FRdtEnal 3t
HEE 28 ool = Q1Y @dAd ofel Fole A F9
S e SAACH ARG Aotk a1y AxFAe §
78R Aol A= =2jshA] de

o] Fololl ofa 1 &Y & A
t}. o)A "7}2E7} o] EAd st

=
e AAR T 2 5 Sl

2. HIZtZE0AM JHA =2t o] 2

olelamddse] ArEolRe ARl HFZECAN AAE

Ar, W 22T 9 Yolrl 2 A4, EASHA HgE wer op

2 2352} 24 A 99 94 BANEA erhes oA 2
FE 0] Fgo] HFlZEAN oA WREHNEA AR 5.

(1) 224 A9 73t
H7l2E«+ AA3 de] & delel tiste] AH =93iA] o
27 A :lﬂd =7} JFeetARE A Eolol gt H7IZE H

St 2224 AAle) MAgh=s =oE g =7k AR oel thsfA
=== Lo] Y= Stk she d7l2EVE B4F N AAE
& WolEddte Asfolans gE shue AFE BHCE e =

44) Frédéric de Buzon et Vincent Carraud, Descartes et les “Principia” 11,
Corps et mouvement, Paris, PUF, 1994, p, 84.

45) #*=(Thomas M. Lennon)ol| W= 1838k o] 42 7] A5 9} 78 Fo] 9
S&S A A 4= 2}t Thomas M. Lenon, The Problem of Individuation
among the Cartesians, in Individuation and Identity in Early Modern
Philosophy Descartes to Kant, Kenneth F. Barber and Jorge ]. E.
Garcia, Albany, State University of New York Press, 1994,pp. 13-39 and
pp. 14-15.

46) Cf. J. Laprote, Le rationalisme de Descartes, Paris, PUF, 1945, pp
186-187. ©FE 2 E(]. Laporte)x= H7IEEAIA Y B4 AA S5 =
gl sl 7zt



=& ATFAS HFI2ES HEH odztMo| offt TE 51

=7 2 (i}

18 ANSHE A Sls) B4H 4A9 AAsE WohE
Y + ke A AAE dAZEAANE o T Ask) BE
F e, BAE °f F Asivt hRHE Aol
RO BAY, 4 BYYR FH vAHe A9l
£ Aoz setdth A Usk2E sl BY, AEE W 7
Mg, 5 Az Fo dwde B4, BAS, 9 AAE Jeln U

k=l 4, Azt
o o FEH tFoth o|FA FREH AXNHE EAE

o Mo
> 10
v
p
oL ol o

o Lo

How 77} A ggal, Zol, wol a1
ol Ad A% AA Ut o]AL =HA LAY U
= A Aotk ol dge AN FHL T} A
AR AAR s Bv ofds /EA SA9] i 9l
B TLAEE FHE] o] Hdu adud 247 EAsh7)
Aste] FAE dede MZ2= FasA] G, o] =49 Fi

o WA bW Feelp o] AR ARH BA 3 b5
e WEE A0 ol I T U7 s $H, HA=EN
3 o7 olsfete v Bes} Yk

~
o
Blll
e 4g
it

2909 ol2xoA B MM HIEEE ‘F
E7Fs/3 el g EAZE 7 7FAl olfrolA o edt A el
A =Hedl, shue F(le neant)’} ol £AE AR Zitthe
S5l et 7] Mol e shue 413 ol =S
st7] st7] wjolzt ﬁ%%&v}.@) olyg EAE S5 sl

o
T

5‘)4

47) AlF(Martial Gueroult), Zt]-dl®] 18] 32 W o]AF=(]-M Beyssade)t =
AR AAE §L3 g AAZ wolEQlt),

48) AT IX 1II, 65.

49) AT V, 223.



Ho

52 =

AT fle w3k FIIE oldshe AgAEE v T
5, #5 SA)9 Aust ﬂww H7l2Ed mraw k]l
ploM AREH = F1, FelEe Hole BE TR =

A ed=ths0 TSk ey 1L 103914 d7l2Es S

A AR FA, =A7F ety s
ke ARels FAR] FLES FAqh

2HA I A

== Zo], o] gz Zolol o) u}7<¥7}7<] A& vrEY
FASh It e W] Fihe aXe e EAe dAEE
22 ¢ggom ©A 7} getete Ho%?"ﬂ/‘i“& o o gk
H IS o]F= ol Hol9f Zolo AL EAE o]F= o
I FLshy] wiolth Aol iRt ofito|nt. ¥l &4

7N O ARE % e
o

AE EAVE WAl T3] Age WA
Tl AZARsh B 113N Abme] 243 w3te]
olF= A&l FLF AoH, o] T2 A7t Folut ()<
o pEARe] 24 ko] Aol elie] ol s ofF 4
& Aua FASY. HIIEES AR A =
TS 8L AR, & SAE A
qe A EA ErbsS TRk,
wAE FEoR UR7] wEolgta KojelA
A Aget), gy o Eéﬂ] Agoz =4 %*é% FxEshe A
2

o e ox §2

Iy H]?}_E_Ec’ﬂﬂ]/ﬂ =42 A AL Folol o8 7t
71 AL $5(le mouvement)¥ EW(la superfice) 7Hdel] <
3 7Fsateh ¢4 ﬂﬂEEJ FEel gk gols dvn

H7l2Es 3WS oAf9A olaist=rt? AR EH digh =9

50) AT IX II, 71-72.
51) AT IX II, 68.
52) AT IX II, 68-69.



TA ATEAL HFI2ZES| HEH oAztMo| Cfst D& 53

o

A (Eucharistie) 4] <¢ Oﬂ/\] ALEHAT A7 = A= g
H7t2EolA EH Nde TPEXA,, T3, 13 Sl g
Wl AlzFshe, A ek J&r%sﬂ A of29] REEe] tigh FEHE,, M
2AA 2 16411 6¥€ 23Y A3, TEske] e, 10, 15 IEla
ro| g Aol A Bl 164533 29 9Y A3, SollA %ﬂ%ﬂ.
A TP SR B, & Ela 377 AT
A =3 Tgshollx] FHS YU FEo] HoA F7E &
AoZ AFoJdttsy) Ty THEe] I, 15904 H7I2E=
E Abole] S 2 A FT a4 AlolE B AL
etk e <ojgA A ZAavt RS SR e =AY
Ho g HFEeA vig %Oﬂﬁ A FE Ao, wo|, 18
oii Tt

4
a3g AR 9

T
('

o
Al7

-
X

3
o
i

o

lo

re

o

o

fru

i

1L

ol

=]

e oN
mlm

=

0

o

B>

fr fo -
fo

2

P
o
=9
FL‘l
L
=3
R
>0
I
=S|
2
o -
T
o
H
L
—
ME
o
=
N
I
m
1

P& o= a3 o] 23t «“Fo3
& e e =AY od BES grjste Alo] okt
A=A = =A% S A Abele] A
oItk el o) AAE delol ksl Fe el
o]l Ay BA9 ojW RRo| ohzt %

2EPHA] G} SUHA EA) }w RAoZ Az I 7
strieha, Wl 7 BAZE Een Qe Aol $10lA o

oz T g% BAS AoloA] YW AXNE HED

o
e
et

2
rlo
2
N
2

B L L (SR P - 1 - B
f% S

v
[

¢

£ a30] BAE vt 478 9] dEolth A Sof u)
b 20 o) oW WHoR Wty 19 T Yoz vy
ofaf Wil WP Wel wjel 9V} WA g A%, WS Fo
A3 Eo] BF W A%, T 44 1 sk $99 3
Lol vlEn Slrka B Aol oA Bah e $40l4 o

53) AT VI, 102-103.
54) AT IX II, 71.



B, % o% Aat WA ek (33 W Alole) $7) ®H

o Yol WA, & 1 AAE P¥ APl a8 44

= ERe $3Ye 2T oEd SuelA ot

NAN EW e AR 53 wUge] BYHoR Pl o)
OE]

=

$EL oA olsiskErk HAREE TAA
2,004 oliEddast Add PHIAN £FS AYARH o
Y 95 AAATL vlwdt d2Er oliEu i
Aoz ANHY AAZ AT SHoR A LEAES Az
3 PAH ABHL 2 Ao BRI AZk] Ac

= 8 £5e By
s FAS d7l2ZEY FolEe T WAk o3 FAEEH
o|Zl& ol 2Edy 2o FolEe FHipgolgta & & 9k
16309t WI7L2EE A5, T XILolA &5 FAHel g
ZA4Y #BeEx mIh o] gabd ad e Fo 7o
AP 0 Aow HAHS FQ7 A gl &5 BAL d¢
st 1 Aol 9s) QlAEthE Aolt)h 1640 HIZIEZEE 119
AHE $E0| 8BS T A oA AAshst 5¥3] 233 F

ke 1 FEE 50l oEdTs0)0]

Ae Bl Jde ZE
M 258 ME TS B 3 FE 52 3 EAY olE(le
transport) &2 A oJithsn Ao T HIIZEqAAN £E5L 3ht
of BEAE MAZA A = Btk 52 NEH EAo] 9
3l A=, shte] EAle shte] e Afdith H7l2EdA
olgigt &2F MA AATLARI WX Thsde 19 Fol
ol oJ3)A] 9w} g5 ZsiE.

(2) EAL}F EAIAE: AA ANES vEeR
AR & =she u7l2EY AMes T4 g T A

55) Buzon, op. cit., p. &7.
56) AT IX II, 75.
57) AT IX II, 76.



sa0 HzlzEo] Halx ofpiol i D 55

)

Jur}
T,
rf
2,
rok

s, o A e B §HE, aga Tde
of el A, A7IM A A g Wt °lﬁ2~°1>85}.
r

AAE v Zo] Fodr. “RE /\}%, °] A}% Q] éz}j'gg
9] Fof St MHEA EAlske Aol AY, 2 7t A4ske o
| A, oAl "eld, b 8 ¢l AR A B, od &
T, A, F& FA4o] o] AEd o3l EAldte As AAlE FETESS)
o] Aeojo wa} Al AA|, FAl, EA 18]ar Alo] A|AJHETES) 19
H7l2Ed] w29 dAge °]E & A HxEd FYg on|E F
oA 4 QUrhen efuvtetd AA|Y FoJ= “EASHT] Astd 1 AR
S FQE sk 2 oled Aol ofmistH ol wep AATt
I 2& Aol {17] w&olth. mepA H7t2Es A
= WAL dolF(univoque)©] A Fth=
FxE Al Abololle thE AbEo] glo]
o Qa1 oA Ao HH(le
2 3= Al FEETE A
e Al AAlojn & A=

d
=

ro BN
T
y
ofo
"
Ir
x ¢

r 2
iy

e & & Kor
o o o
ot
ot

B

(i
2
et

o A9 B4 Fe &yolt HAE )

$R99 2, $98 Te SAHY A Ll aRdc, 8% A%
o AAZ 1 A s EAske Aeltt

S T A RES e g, el dlZEE 9ag A

St G AAe) hel olAvt o2 BAY A5L A8

Ao Abgre] e B AAle] ABAIY BeHd AR o7

2y nejshd SAE Aden BRI P AAE v

58) AT IX, 124.
59) Idem.

60) AT IX, II, 47.
61) AT IX, 172.



Ho

56 =

s mES 0|5 Zhzhe @ad AAlehs Zolthe) a1ty ofs
2ol ST AAsh BRHT AAZ FRAE AAE AP ol
oF 7l Aol s HlZEdA #Hd AAe Ade B
ofukE el Woln), 4] Ade] Ao el NEA AAE AT Aol

ohoAEE T WA NES o SEE,oA s g 44
e 382 HZIZES] FolddtolM= ok on7t flua st
WA thest ol 2@k “wd U7k of| AAsk Sastthn A9lg
o, e Wk 1 AR RE 452 BReS FIHE R
o] M8 ok Wb 1 Az 1 AN 3] B, AR &
Ae Yo BE EA% FRIE A0 olsiy] wEelth 1w
3 Wt AAE sk sushe Adjly] ] SHF AelA]
o] A} gASI LA/ W AAL RE ohrkrey
ST AEEE QA S59 BAE oFA ANFEN o

o gk & rofAl WA e @RE A A 5 A=
e ot ABHoR FAT & gE AL AAolA $4e]
itk dE EW, 9¥L o @ Al Agde AT ool
ohet o] YA o] Solthey AR o “F AL of
Azto] e A4l glo] AT 4 e W A FRuva D)
Ak ol Ae szEre] TR o]EF APAE Hole otk
Ju dzlzEE AAE PR, oA PR aXE o] ok
H bt 844, 2003 deAemE TRdGo $aT 48

|

—

62) AT IX, 173.

63) E. Gilson, Etudes sur le rdle de la pensée médiévale dans la fornation
du systeme cartesien, Paris, Vrin, 1930, pp.9-10, cf. Le thomisme, 2e
partie, ch. IV, pp. 275-6, 264-5, 276-7.

64) AT IX, 235.

65) AT IX, 125.

66) AT IX II, 53.



¢z
ek
ol
o

o ro

N
-

ox W P X
> e o
o

=
©
2
°
>
—_>‘£4
fr
i
)
o
i)

o r

4
X
[
m
\l
N
>
2
. 1o
JH
>~
= é“.:
8 2
Al o
2 o
U
Ir
o
Ho
N
IR
jur]
I
fri
>,
i—“z

Sl Ao el & 317
Bt Ao] ALE nEAE e
A S8 S
Aol = _l—o] FA
ofw HatAgo

s
ok o9 S48 EIE Al A Aol Fad) e

C)

S _m
= b g
e oX
o
ftl
PR U
" 2
&
re
o,
o

fl
i1k
o
2
2

[o:

lo
fd rﬂ—'

B}
e A A
3

of
o
S
r&,
of.
rot,
Py
oEL
jp
<N
2.
=
el
w2
Q
=g
a
5
Q
o
z
L

4Ee M 5 Ak shie x@@s}% 322 24 290 e sy

AFol HAE, Ao BE HAES AFY SASAA AdAs)
A Esthd. e =3 AZdst 574, S A gk =%
ZE AA wWA By #ds /M Uk 87t o] Bdo] 1
el = B AL YA vehdt sz A7lel $8] 249
ATE AA dethn AFsHA] Ferhdreo) dAs #dos T
A= &%IE}.

AR HIIZEAAN HAle AlEolH AHES AAFoRE
HaHo R AAg B F vk 2 SAVE A O A=
73 gL FREE otk oA 2IF2AAN A BdA]
a9 o g AAE Fael og Fof Aol HFIRECAA of
A A=A AHET|Z St
67) Idem.

68) Descartes, Examen du Susdit Placartd, éd., F. Alquié, t III, p. 796.
69) AT IX II, 48.



58 =

Ho

(3) Bl ofgt Ao A
H7I2EoA GUAS 19 oldst REHA gfom Q3]H
“GdAde] FA AAZE RS SHOE dojzith H7IZExw ToAl
HA B2 digh @HE A GEunité)S B4 TY(une
unité de nature)¥ E-3F @A (une unité de composition)e] F FF
2 gtk AAs 3 AR B4 o3 @S Yulste A9
o e, 55 Ze AFCE JoHe A9 ddAF deal o
st Y AR AoHe &Y ddAds AHste Aot +
1 B3 G tieiA H7IZEE SYd F=o] 23 wE 2t
I Ate MY WelAe ©dgdom ARsithio) olejdt v
9

of

—

=
B el AAZEE A Afdta HolE 2 AR
Agog wolgolo} seA okl HE WYMo MolE
= Ao o3 wEdt drleEd sahd Qs ARt AL
S AAF $490] Yom BF UUHoz wolsolof Frh o
2 BUY AAE T ERE TR e 19 EARe Ane
o EF UA=E S FaF n gy
E WA ol9EL I A FAHAE T 5+ Aok 13
e ofm WAl BE BAHoR AT Ak HAge o
.

Sﬂrﬂﬁi

AR HH}EEOMW Az7re] gl tig EAle waF AR
A Bl A3l A F2 AFH=d 164533 249 9 A3lol| A H7t=
Es 7Y 8 EVle8s ANEH &2 shUn)ds Ax3h
a3k o= w9 7|do] 1dstAl AdE oA 7H Tk
gk Fito] AAEA 7 HAZE Aol e Aol H7| wFe|th 1
He| o] st F2 FEo Y35 rhesith HIIRES] wEw <l
7F B0 A GAA(Punité)S (29]) AR FHUA Lot (1Y)
FER FAdol 2 AUTET) Foll FY3 FEo] HAAF R ATt

70) AT IX, 226-227.
71) AT 1V, 346.



=

A ATEAL} HFIREES Motd oiptMol| Cfst U 59

a1 HEY e B LS &, 78 FY4(le méme corps, idem
numero)°|th. H7I2ZE= Ag7F Y93 FHZ US & 9l
om @A FYS &l il Fdo] FAET| "] g st

A7 =o Yol LS FEQl FAel o) F
AHtE HIREY F4L& FA7FE AloldlA AR & o=
iAEtt A 2d-gHle H7I2ECAN gEo] JEE FEolH
olfg AAl= ARE ARE NAS HE AXSE ol o]
E5 vHiste Aolgtal AxsiH 7o FHoEA FEo] NAE
A8t FR3T vhEe Al (Gueroult)= ©]# gk Ao Hi i)
a0 Yt HFFRE FRoA $7t welsoof ste AL WA
Fe 71AQ] w9 B FEG AAE = dE9 19 =3¢
o] TAY ¥olt}7s)

AR flellA AF3RC] HIZFZEA EX7ke] AEE o&E
B2 g #EdEc 2du FAE AR QA & e
‘o208 BAe 19 EAY FEEA geth duksid ¢
24 g2 129 QI A4S /MEA bgEeE AHAIE %
FAdS ANstAA Adgresty] wiielth. weEpA JRQ1Y -
(lunicité)®] 2] FEH} & Z2FY 53 dEis dolA 2HH
ojof dth7) aEuh 1AGS ZEE g QIS dEE iR o)
o1A3l7] = HA %ol HQIth YTy "H7IZEAAN HEAHLS #
Winoz T e,y 1, 59%elA o3 o] HoHr) “BHHF

il

oL

rlo

oF

72) Idem.

73) AT X, 411.

74) H71§-2=oll Al Bl 16428 1€ Ag, AT I 503. 18] AT II 505.

75) M Gueroult, Descartes selon ['ordre des raisons, II, Paris, Aibier,
1968, p.181.

76) Rodis-Lewis, op. cit, p. 84.

77) Ibid, p. 85.



QAL VA T AR FAG AEAE BRE AW AR
7] s BUE shiel BEe AeFoRA wEoHTh SE
E§ 1 Bdos ¥AE AT BTE 5U9 s ojgow B2
S, olu 1 o]§& RAF Aotk ¥ o|Fe] nAPYL
Sl ZoR ANHE o)A A7) B Bde Sel} ofF

A stekd & Qe BAZ SR,
o] 7

a8y H7IZEA AN QAZF B4 EAle avF TAdEs A W
A Fo] AEoA gs|Ro] QIFto] JEF Fo] AFAZA =t
= A FEY A EA40H o Ade 7 MY NEE 54
A ASRE thpolxnksn webx g EA7F £l s 7t
BENAA F @AY EAVE tFold = A=A gk Hol
t}. o]gA s UFEZEE Q7] dUA EAE tEE 7o)

= A2 AEe 9o

m 2

o) SR WAE BA Dol 29 Fel g 2 2
b5 oot WAEE 23Rsd s

dBgS JHAE e 2AE T AR

o 2352 H7I2E HEA FF20E Hole E432 A9
7H?<ﬂ*é, A, B, 224 2AE T TAZHCE HES L3F

29} Wk=ES Foe T AR FEHS Aolww okl A
of WFo) WE Ao WHE ST

78) AT IX II, 49.

79) AT IX II, 50.

80) #x. &1, THFIZE HSHA A A Ao A9, TAFHstAT,, A22
A, ALt T F 4, 2009, pp. 243-264.

81) Cf. O. Boulnois, Etre et représentation, Une généalogie de la métaphysique
moderne a ['époque de Duns Scot (XIlle-XIVe siécle), Paris, PUF, 1999.



E2 2nSAag ozt2Ee] M Mol tfst nE 61
23F27F AVEe BAA AAY A U =ov B4
A5 FAAE e AZE 7HsAS o Aok 1A
A fzle] FAE AAg 9y EAZ FH= =,
2] AAE AHE AA A e Blelw, AAA Y Fxe AHEY Y
A BAo FA7F Aot HIZEE |23 AxFro BFF A
B o]

Aoz Axth olF Tt /MAg delet #
@dgo FAE A AoE Bl
a7 E2A A e EA dY Wyge Fakeith
wetH oA A7 P =
2 EA FAE AolA SHA7IH EA

o Igal o]F Tk EA FAY AER

11
il
fr
M
Y
ofN
215
w
o

SR Uik QAo FAZE A7|E= Aotk HIIZEE AAE Ab
B2 A oA A& Fodt=d oA Q14 JteAdE A

Hoz Fusp) 9F WAk

raFsd £4 dUde NS GYe Fus)
o |9IE ANSE Aoz olRe AN B EAY BURL
e 2zrat S 90024 P40 FAS A7 24
W =g 5ol HAstel AT F EA FUH BA
5 254 e FAZ Wi Bk v HrZEE ©Y
FRE RS 51 vQde] BAE @ A delA 2o @k
AnHoz A7 2A) AAY FAE HAZENA Ao} FAY ¥
AZ WAAM o)A 1 Gge xste] ek,

olgA EA)o NAF FAlv 2ZFA9 HIZENNAAN HEH
A shaA AR A2 A HS A A SHh
= 3 2011 3. 30.
AR 2011, 7. 22. 734313‘3
| ) 8Hg ol 2011, 7. 24. e b



ER SN R
Duns Scot, Ordinatio 11, Distinction 3, 1 partie, Le principe
d’individuation, trad., par G. Sondag, Paris, Vrin, 1992.

H712E 94

Descartes, Oeuvres de Descartes, €d. par Ch. Adam et P. Tannery,
nouvelle présentation, 13 vol., Paris; Vrin/CNRS, 1964-1974,
(rééd, en petit format, 996).

Descartes, Oeuvres philosophiques, éd. par F. Alqué, 3 vol., Paris,
Classique Garnier, 1963-1973.

H72E, TE3te] ey, 949 &4, oM, 2002.

ATz #
e, & 23T iA *Ur APy, At @AAE 2006.
A, TSA1e 75, H5ta ?ﬂ*‘/‘} 1997.
B, &9l B, "£& 235, TAgeRdeiol o] At 24 a2k
of 9, olAE. olAE 7, 7FEEE=3AL 2003, pp. 459-509.
Boulnois, O., Etre et représentation, Une généalogie de la
métaphysique moderne a [’époque de Duns Scot (Xllle-XIVe
siécle), Paris, PUF, 1999.

Cervellon, Ch., “Duns Scot,” Le vocabulaire des philosophes, De
l’antique a la Renaissance, Paris, Ellipses, 2002.

Gilson, E., Pourquoi Saint Thomas a critiqué Saint Augustin suivi de
Avicenne et le point de départ de Duns Scot, Paris, Vrin, 1981.

, Jean Duns Scot, Paris, Vrin, 2002.

Sondag, G., Duns Scot, La métaphysique de la singularité, Paris,

Vrin, 2005.



Sx rmSAel ofztaEe] HAlA olpMol ohe E 63

H7I2EC] &3 ojaEd

Buzon F. de et Carraud V., Descartes et les “Principia” II, Corps
et mouvement, Paris, PUF, 1994.

Garber D., La physique métaphysique de Descartes, Paris, PUF, 1999.

Gilson, E., Etudes sur le role de la pensée médiévale dans la
fornation du systeme cartesien, Paris, Vrin, 1930.

Gueroult, M., Descartes selon ['ordre des raisons, 1, 1I, Paris,
Aibier, 1968.

Laprote J., Le rationalisme de Descartes, Paris, PUF, 1945.

Lenon, Thomas M. “The Problem of Individuation among the
Cartesians”, in [Individuation and Identity in Early Modern
Philosophy Descartes to Kant, Kenneth F. Barber and Jorge
J. E. Garcia, Albany, State University of New York Press,
1994, pp. 13-39 and pp. 14-15.

Rodis-Lewis, G., L’individualité selon Descarte, Paris, Vrin, 1950.



Ho

64 =

ABSTRACT

An Examination of the Philosophical Link between

Duns Scotus and Descartes:

the point of view the problem of the principle of individuation
Kim, Sun-Young

The purpose of this study is to examine the philosophical link between
Duns Scotus and Descartes through the principle of individuation. The
problem of the principle of individuation, which has resurfaced in
contemporary discussions, was a crucial subject for medieval philosophers;
however, the principle of individuation disappears among the Moderns. This
paper aims primarily to examine the role of the philosophy of Scotus and
Descartes in the transformation of the problem of the principle of
individuation. Indeed, Scotus understands how the individuation of material
substance through angels who define themselves by the pure form. This
implies the rejection of the Aristotelian definition of being as composed
of matter and form. The question of the unity of being is characterized
by haecceitas, which assumes unity of the species. Descartes, meanwhile,
does not speculate on the cause or principle of individuation. He raises
general subjects and the general form as a condition of possibility of the
substance material and immaterial substance and individuation. Cartesian
duality, the distinction between matter and form, that of the body and soul,
opens a new field of inquiry, that of the question of the identity of man.
Thus, the principle of individuation is transformed into the question of

identity.
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