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The purpose of this treatise is to enumerate all the
possible kinds of things that can be the subject or the
predicate of a proposition, covering some of the most
discussed arguments of Aristotelian notions. Divided
into fifteen chapters, the Κατηγορίαι places every
object of human apprehension under one of ten

categories (known to medieval writers as the Latin term
praedicamenta). Aristotle intended them to enumerate
everything that can be expressed without composition
or structure, thus anything that can be either the subject
or the predicate of a proposition.

An understanding of Aristotle’s notion of logic is
recommended before reading this work:
The fundamental assumption behind the theory of
logic is that propositions are composed of two terms – a
“two-term theory” – and that the reasoning process is in
turn built from propositions:
● The term is a part of speech representing

something, but which is not true or false in its own
right, such as “man” or “mortal”.
● The proposition consists of two terms, in
which one term (the “predicate”) is “affirmed” or
“denied” of the other (the “subject”), and which is
capable of truth or falsity.
● The syllogism is an inference in which one
proposition (the “conclusion”) follows of necessity
from two others (the “premises”).
A proposition may be universal or particular, and
it may be affirmative or negative. Traditionally, the
four kinds of propositions are:
● A-type: Universal and affirmative (“Every
philosopher is mortal”)
● I-type: Particular and affirmative (“Some
philosopher is mortal”)
● E-type: Universal and negative (“Every
philosopher is immortal”)
● O-type: Particular and negative (“Some
philosopher is immortal”)
This was called the fourfold scheme of
propositions.
The treatise Categories
opens with an
explication of what is meant by “synonymous,” or
univocal words, what is meant by “homonymous,” or
equivocal words, and what is meant by “paronymous,”
or denominative (sometimes translated “derivative”)
words.

Section 1
Part 1
Things are said to be named ‘equivocally’ when,
though they have a common name, the definition
corresponding with the name differs for each. Thus, a
real man and a figure in a picture can both lay claim to
the name ‘animal’; yet these are equivocally so named,
for, though they have a common name, the definition
corresponding with the name differs for each. For
should any one define in what sense each is an animal,
his definition in the one case will be appropriate to that
case only.
On the other hand, things are said to be named
‘univocally’ which have both the name and the
definition answering to the name in common. A man
and an ox are both ‘animal’, and these are univocally so
named, inasmuch as not only the name, but also the
definition, is the same in both cases: for if a man should
state in what sense each is an animal, the statement in
the one case would be identical with that in the other.

Things are said to be named ‘derivatively’, which
derive their name from some other name, but differ
from it in termination. Thus the grammarian derives his
name from the word ‘grammar’, and the courageous
man from the word ‘courage’.
Part 2
Forms of speech are either simple or composite.
Examples of the latter are such expressions as ‘the man
runs’, ‘the man wins’; of the former ‘man’, ‘ox’, ‘runs’,
‘wins’.
Of things themselves some are predicable of a

subject, and are never present in a subject. Thus ‘man’
is predicable of the individual man, and is never present
in a subject.
By being ‘present in a subject’ I do not mean
present as parts are present in a whole, but being
incapable of existence apart from the said subject.
Some things, again, are present in a subject, but
are never predicable of a subject. For instance, a certain
point of grammatical knowledge is present in the mind,
but is not predicable of any subject; or again, a certain
whiteness may be present in the body (for colour
requires a material basis), yet it is never predicable of
anything.
Other things, again, are both predicable of a
subject and present in a subject. Thus while knowledge
is present in the human mind, it is predicable of
grammar.
There is, lastly, a class of things which are neither
present in a subject nor predicable of a subject, such as
the individual man or the individual horse. But, to
speak more generally, that which is individual and has
the character of a unit is never predicable of a subject.
Yet in some cases there is nothing to prevent such
being present in a subject. Thus a certain point of
grammatical knowledge is present in a subject.

Part 3
When one thing is predicated of another, all that
which is predicable of the predicate will be predicable
also of the subject. Thus, ‘man’ is predicated of the
individual man; but ‘animal’ is predicated of ‘man’; it
will, therefore, be predicable of the individual man
also: for the individual man is both ‘man’ and ‘animal’.
If genera are different and co-ordinate, their
differentiae are themselves different in kind. Take as an
instance the genus ‘animal’ and the genus ‘knowledge’.
‘With feet’, ‘two-footed’, ‘winged’, ‘aquatic’, are
differentiae of ‘animal’; the species of knowledge are
not distinguished by the same differentiae. One species
of knowledge does not differ from another in being
‘two-footed’.
But where one genus is subordinate to another,
there is nothing to prevent their having the same
differentiae: for the greater class is predicated of the
lesser, so that all the differentiae of the predicate will
be differentiae also of the subject.
Part 4
Expressions which are in no way composite
signify substance, quantity, quality, relation, place,
time, position, state, action, or affection. To sketch my
meaning roughly, examples of substance are ‘man’ or

‘the horse’, of quantity, such terms as ‘two cubits long’
or ‘three cubits long’, of quality, such attributes as
‘white’, ‘grammatical’. ‘Double’, ‘half’, ‘greater’, fall
under the category of relation; ‘in a the market place’,
‘in the Lyceum’, under that of place; ‘yesterday’, ‘last
year’, under that of time. ‘Lying’, ‘sitting’, are terms
indicating position, ‘shod’, ‘armed’, state; ‘to lance’,
‘to cauterize’, action; ‘to be lanced’, ‘to be cauterized’,
affection.
No one of these terms, in and by itself, involves
an affirmation; it is by the combination of such terms
that positive or negative statements arise. For every
assertion must, as is admitted, be either true or false,
whereas expressions which are not in any way
composite such as ‘man’, ‘white’, ‘runs’, ‘wins’, cannot
be either true or false.
Part 5
Substance, in the truest and primary and most
definite sense of the word, is that which is neither
predicable of a subject nor present in a subject; for
instance, the individual man or horse. But in a
secondary sense those things are called substances
within which, as species, the primary substances are
included; also those which, as genera, include the
species. For instance, the individual man is included in
the species ‘man’, and the genus to which the species

belongs is ‘animal’; these, therefore-that is to say, the
species ‘man’ and the genus ‘animal,-are termed
secondary substances.
It is plain from what has been said that both the
name and the definition of the predicate must be
predicable of the subject. For instance, ‘man’ is
predicted of the individual man. Now in this case the
name of the species man’ is applied to the individual,
for we use the term ‘man’ in describing the individual;
and the definition of ‘man’ will also be predicated of
the individual man, for the individual man is both man
and animal. Thus, both the name and the definition of
the species are predicable of the individual.
With regard, on the other hand, to those things
which are present in a subject, it is generally the case
that neither their name nor their definition is predicable
of that in which they are present. Though, however, the
definition is never predicable, there is nothing in certain
cases to prevent the name being used. For instance,
‘white’ being present in a body is predicated of that in
which it is present, for a body is called white: the
definition, however, of the colour white’ is never
predicable of the body.
Everything except primary substances is either
predicable of a primary substance or present in a
primary substance. This becomes evident by reference
to particular instances which occur. ‘Animal’ is
predicated of the species ‘man’, therefore of the

individual man, for if there were no individual man of
whom it could be predicated, it could not be predicated
of the species ‘man’ at all. Again, colour is present in
body, therefore in individual bodies, for if there were
no individual body in which it was present, it could not
be present in body at all. Thus everything except
primary substances is either predicated of primary
substances, or is present in them, and if these last did
not exist, it would be impossible for anything else to
exist.
Of secondary substances, the species is more
truly substance than the genus, being more nearly
related to primary substance. For if any one should
render an account of what a primary substance is, he
would render a more instructive account, and one more
proper to the subject, by stating the species than by
stating the genus. Thus, he would give a more
instructive account of an individual man by stating that
he was man than by stating that he was animal, for the
former description is peculiar to the individual in a
greater degree, while the latter is too general. Again,
the man who gives an account of the nature of an
individual tree will give a more instructive account by
mentioning the species ‘tree’ than by mentioning the
genus ‘plant’.
Moreover, primary substances are most properly
called substances in virtue of the fact that they are the
entities which underlie everything else, and that

