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(11) Ontologia § 876 not. Omnes adeo proposiones, quae
ingrediuntur demonstrationem alicujus propositionis, sunt
principia cognoscendi.

(1) Bertrand Russell, A critical exposition of the phi-
losophy of Leibniz. p. 18.

(B) Quaenam sint principia demonstrandi ? Quoniam in
demonstratione non utimur praemissis, nisi definitionibus,

experientiis indubitatis, axiomatis, & propositionibus jam

demonstratis,
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# (1) Ontologiae (ac Psychologiae) quaedam principia
explicanda nobis sunt in Logica, ut demonstrationi sit
locus (Logica §. 2)
(11) Ontologia § 2. qure in Ontologia proponuntur, de-
monstranda sunt.
(1) Logica § 947. Resolutio definitionis nominalis.
(B) Disc. praelim. § 90. Ontologia igitur & Psychotogia
Logicam praecedere debent, si in ea singula rigolose
demonstranda, rationibus regularum genuinis allatis.
() Disc. praelim §89. Quodsi in Logica omnia demon-
stranda, petenda sunt principia ex Ontologia.
() Disc. praelim. § 91. Cur Antor Logicam primo
omnium loco pertraktavit. #s°
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HuBEo e
(=) Logica § 588 hi°®
() Logica § 2. not. Quamobrem cum pregnantes ra-

tiones urgeant, ut Logica Ontologiae & Psychologiae
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BA & DC sunt inter se parallelae, per hyp.(y=
LADC)
BC & AD sunt inter se parallelae, per hyp.

<O

Angnli 0 & y sunt duobus rektis aepuales.
Angnli v & x sunt duobus rektis aequales.
Angnli o & y sunt aequales an gulis y & x simul.
Angulos o aepualis est angulo x
I Ubi demonstrandum, modos definitionem ingredi
non posse ; schenca tale prodit:
Modi sunt mutadiles per def.
Modi constanter non insunt. (Axioma)
Modi rebus cognoscendis & a se invicem discer-
(Definitio)
Modi ex notarum numero excludendi.

nedis non inserviunt.

Modi ex definitiove exulare debent, esn eam in-
gredi nepueunt.
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machen.

3. Der Prozeb der Verfassung. Es ist leicht zu sehen, daB die Darstel-
lung der ,,Phinomenologie des Geistes” eine Scheidung in zwei ungleiche
Hilften verrdt, nimlich zwischen ,,C. (AA.) Vernunft“ und ,,(BB.) der
‘Geist; hier unterbrach auch Hegel einige Zeit lang seine Absicht. Dieser
Umstand hingt mit einem Streit mit seinem Verleger, Joseph Anton Gob-
hardt, zusammen, zugleich aber enthiilt er ein Problem in sich, das, wie
Haering meint, die Komposition der ,,Phinomenologie” selbst und darum
auch ihre Auslegung angeht. Auch der Titel ,,Phinomenoclogie des Geistes*
wurde aller Wahrscheinlichkeit nach an dieser Zeit festgesetzt. Diese Ver-
hiltnisse habe ich einigermabBen aufzukliaren versucht,

4. Gegen Haerings ,,Entstehungsgeschichte® verfechtete H. Glockner ,,die
phﬁnomeﬁologisehe Krisis“ als die Grundlage der Verfassung der ,,Phino-
menologie®. Ich habe seine These im Zusammenhang mit der Ansicht
Haerings beurteilt.

5. Zuletzt sind iiber die Vollendung der ,,Phiinomenologie”, die Sagen
dariiber, die Bearbeitung der Vorrede, die Verdffentlichung des Werkes
und die Beurteilung des damaligen Publikums erz#hlt.

* For the Japanese original of this article, see Vol. XLI, No. 1, & No. 2.

On Christian Wolff’s Theory of Definition.
—A Study of the Philosophy of Wolff, No. 2—

by Tadasu Hosokawa

We have already seen that Wolff to think fundamental notions as to be
clear and distinct faces us to the difficult conclusion: ,notions must be
proved“. (See my argument at The Journal of Philosophical Studies, Vol.
XXXIX No. 4 P. 74.)

Our arguments, then, are as follows.

1) When the notions consisting the foundation of Ontologia artificialis
must be proved, without the proof-needless basic notions, the more we will
prove any notions the more we shall need the more basic notions forever.

Now we must find out the vicious circle in the definition itself.

4



2) For saving this vicious circle at Ontologia, theproblem of the possidi
lity of definition must be proved before Ontologia, except Ontologia. In this
point there is the reason why the place of the theory of definition must be
in Logica by Wolff.

3) Firstly by finding out the dialectic of definition in Logica, we examine
whether we save the above vicious circle. Then at the ground of his dia-
lectic of definition there is not the confusion of the principles of being anb
knowledge as the popular saying, but the identity of both principles.

4) When we secondary examine the Wolff’s division of definitions, we
shall find out Wolff’s radicalism by which he must be distinguished from
Leibniz at the point to regard the division of the nominal definition nad
real definition more important than that of the essencial and accidental
definition.

5) Thirdly when Wolff attempt to deduce the real definition from the
nominal definition as the principal test of reality of the definition, we must
principally reflect the possibility of this deduction and then determine the
usefull range of A priori proof of the existence-possibility of the nominal
definition regarding to the ontological notions.

6) At last in Logica as the most deepest ground of definition-possibility
we find out Wolff’s saying regard to the principle of sufficient reason
which even Schopenhauer had missed seeing in Logica. Here we understand
the principle of sufficient reason as prior to the principle of contradiction.
But this Wolff’s behaviour in Logica contradicts his deduction of the princi-
ple of sufficient reason from that of contradiction in Ontologia. In conclusion
for saving this contradiction, we presuppése the next equalities and at the
same time God shall be placed as the place in which the equalities are
possible.

(the principle of being=that of knowledge)=

(the principle of contradiction=that of sufficient reason)=God



