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Abstract: Alexander's views on universals are, it seems,
quite important in the history of western philosophy.
When Boethius gives in his second commentary on
Porphyry's Isagoge his solution to the problem of univer-
sals as he conceived it, he claims to be adopting Alexan-
der's approach. If true, this means that the locus classicus
for all western medieval thinkers on this topic is really a
rendering of Alexander's teaching. Alexander commented
on Aristotle’s statement in his On the Soul “The universal
animal either is nothing at all or is posterior if it exists”
(402b8), and this commentary has been translated into Ar-
abic several times in the classical period. In this study, the
anonymous Arabic translations of Alexander’s commen-
tary has been translated into English.
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On the Common Universal Things

On the Common Universal Things

Alexander of Aphrodisias said that Aristotle mentioned in his
work On the Soul, “The universal animal either is nothing at all
or is posterior if it exists.”

We should investigate why it is said and what the meaning of
his saying “The universal animal either is nothing at all or is
posterior if it exists.”

We have said that we have explained this statement in a really
good way in our great commentary on this book. Also, we com-
ment on this statement, and we say that the genus is universal,
and the universal is of things that existed universally. If things
do not happen first, there is not any universal or genus at all. If
so, the things that existed should be first, then at that time to
have universal is an accident for them. Then the entities to
which the universal is an accident are that existed in itself. The
universal is not something that existed by itself, but [rather] it
can be an accident for something else. Like “animal”, it denotes
to some natures, for it means an ensouled substance capable of
sense perception.

We say that the animal itself and its nature is not universal, for
even if it were assumed that animal is only one in number, it
would be an ensouled substance capable of sense perception. It
is merely a universal when it is an adjective to many things
differing from each other in forms. Now the name “universal”
from the animal has become an accident, for it has not existed
in the substance of something, it was an accident belonging to it.

Now then we return to [the topic] to say that this genus is uni-
versal, and the universal is the accident of the substance. Aristo-
tle said of it “The universal animal either is nothing at all...”
Since it is not a being in the proper sense, it does not signify the
nature of its own, that is, he has no entity, but it is an accident
for some things. Or, if one would call as something that existed,
then it will be “posterior” to that being, after that the thing to
which the accident belongs.
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The truth of what the philosopher said is as I mention: For given
the singular animal, it is not necessary that the universal ani-
mal exist (for it is possible to exist just one animal), but if the
universal animal should exist, it is necessary also for a singular
animal to exist.

If we have done away with the ensouled substance capable of
sense perception, the genus animal would not exist either at all
(for non-entity cannot exist in many things). But if we have
done away with the genus animal, the ensouled substance ca-
pable of sense-perception would also have not done away with,
for it might be, as we said earlier, in just one animal. And for
these reasons that I mentioned, the philosopher said: “The uni-
versal animal either is nothing at all or is posterior if it exists.”

Now it has been clarified and corrected that then neither the
genus and nor the universal are an entity and being by itself, as
the first philosophers thought, but the two [concepts] are the
accidents for the singular entities and explanation on them.

The article is done, and thank God very much, as is his family,
no Lord but him.
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