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descriptive definitions. In addition to these, Buridan also touches on 
"composite definitions" (defindiows complexae), that is, definitions 

resulting from a combination of the  aforementioned kinds. How- 
ever, since the particular problem I am going to consider here will 
primarily arise concerning quidditative and nominal definitions, I 
will concenhate on these two in this account of Buridan's theov. 
(Although later on I nil1 also refer to  the other  types, when they 
become r e l a a n t  in the discussion of the problem.) 

Buridan begins hi discussion of nominal definitions by the fol- 

lowing characterization: 

( I )  A nominal definition is an expression convertiblv explainingwhat 
thing or  things the dqlniiurn signifies or connotes, and properly speak- 
ing it is called "interpretation." ( 2 )  It pemins to incomplex spoken 
t e r n  to which there do not correspond simple concepe in the mind, 
but complex ones, w-hether these terms suppait for some thing or 
things or  do not supposit for some thing or  things.? 

Thus, in accordance with this doctrine, a nominal definition pro- 
vides precisely the meaning of a simple term that is subordinated to 
a complex concept.' Indeed, a correct nominal definition of a term 

is an expression that by its syntactical structure faithfully mirrom 
the semantic structure of the complex concept to  which the term is 
subordinated. Therefore, the nominal definition and the term are 

John Buridan, op.d.., z.3: '(I) Defiuitio dicens 'quid nominis' en oratio expri- 
mens convemb.iliter quid re1 quae definiaun significat aut connotat; et nomine p m  
prio rocahrr 'interpreiario'. (2) Et canrenit terminis incomplexis malibus quibus 
non correswndent in mente conceou simolices. red comolexi. sire illi termini om . 
allquo vcl altqu~l,u~siw nw pro ahquo ner pn,al>quih<u suppnant." Parsagesquor- 
cd horn thi5 work wr h m  mvtmrladon, fonh<:oming in ThrY&Lhor)o/.Wrdvuoi 
I'hilaroph\wnes For demlls on the text m i  k,r thr mnslation, xr the intrductorv 
essay of that mlume. Subsequent references to pasager from thk narkwillbe ro thi 
inninsic &ions of the teat 

Cf.John Buridan, Smulac.  D e w  [Hubienl, cap. ,,pan 4:-Concerning 
the coruequencefmm the exponents towhar isqmunded, I sagthat that isa formal 
consequence, but what is infel~cd k not Merent from the premises in intention. 
but onlyverbalb.For m expound in this manner isjust to explain the meaning of the 
mmc (guidnmninir); but a dehnition tbatgivespredsely the meadngofa name and 
the name thus defined have to have enlirelv the same intention comswndinr IO .> 
thrtn in the rod. And the same g m f o r  a propnuon that nqrurn some rrprvion 
un account of its syncatrpremau, for tlnr pn,psition and ie cxpouvna Iuve 81, 

have cnnrrk $he same inrention comrp~nditbg lo rhrm in ihr soul.' Bundank here 
makes it entirely dear that as far hi theory is mncemed, synonymom expressions 
of spaken or witten Ian-- are not distinguished in mend language - a  point 
which is still conuorerrial in the s e c o n d q  litemure concerning Ockham'r theory. 
CT Panaccio, -Connotadre Tenm7 and Spade, "Synonymy and Equivoatiou.' 

strictly synonymous: the term is to be regarded as a mere shorthand 

for the complex phrase clearly explicating the structure of the cor- 

responding concept? Consequently, monlg such simple tenns can have 
nominal definitions t o  which there correspond complex concepts in 
the mind. As we can read in the  Trcatie n Suppsitim: 

. .. to some incomplex utterances there correspond complex conceprr, 
and to others incomplex concepu. Those to which there correspond 
complex concepe can, and should, be expounded as to their meaning 
(wid narinis) bv complex expressions that are equiralent to them in 
s&nification.~h'ose, iowever: to which there correspond incomplex 
concepts d o  not have definitions precisely expressing their meaning 
(puidnornini~).~ 

In view of this doctrine, therefore, asimple term can have a nominal 

definition if and only if it is subordinated to a complex concept 

Now, since in accordance with Buridan's account of the ditference 
between absolute and connotative terms, all simple absolute t e r n  
are  subordinated to simple concepts, this means that absolute terms 

cannot have nominal  definition^.^ 

' Kate bat when we are talking about the structure of a complex concept this 
need not be imagined to be the same kind of ~gomciic rrmcnve as that of the mr- 
responding expresioo: the complexjy of a complex concept is mere vrnmuic com- 
plexity a~ opposed to qntonic mrnplexig For this distinction, lee my introdunion 
to Buridan's Stmmh de d W a  

j John Buridan. Suramulu. Dc ~ ~ f i m t i b u s  [Vander Leql,  ~ p .  n, pan 4: "... 
v o w  incomplexarum quibusdam mmspondent mnceptw mmplexi et qw%w 
dam concepm incomplexj. Et illae quibus corrrrpondent mnceptus mmplexi 
sunt et debent eawni a m -  adamidnominis ~ ~ o r a t i o n e r  i l k  wuidentesin . . 
sipifimdo. lUae autem quibus correspondent conceptus inmmplui non habent 
cliffintiones praedse eqonenter quid nominir." Note that rmcdy speaking, despite 
existing mslational uaditions to the c o n q ,  quidu*lnanmisi not to be rendered ar 
"nominal definition," for the laner is +,Go r;rpmacnr quidnm'nis, i.e., =defmition 
expressing the quid Mnin$ therefore, since the phrase guid m i n i s  alone is us* 
all" ennunded as mid rirmi&&mk cr i.i.e.. what is sienilied bv the name, arid 

not h& nominal definitions, ie.. definitions preciselyexprening their quid MniniS 
but of c o r n  they do haye quid mini.. i.e., thcy do have meancng or signification, 
given that they are meanin* in > + m e  of being subordinated 10 a concept in the 
fust dace. Ne~enheless.for h e  sake ofdmolicitu. in its rubseouent occurrences I d 1  , . 
rranrlare the wholrphmse dr/lnihompinolr@Mnrnisrtot m'dvfinttion rxpminp 
the mvmiuung ul tltr wane', Lug simpl) as .nom!nal drRniti<,n.' Funhermarc, rurcr 
evnb buradan IlimreH occ4onall) nars thc 5honrr ph- q u d m n u  to refer lo a 
nominal definition, on such  cari ions I %ill alro &"slate 9 u i d m . d  ar -nominal 
definition.* 

6Aconnotative term is a term matsigniSeswhatereritsignifie in relation tosome 
thingor ihing,itsmnnoarumormnnotae. Accordingb. such arerm, whenitoc- 


















