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AT IZ 2 72 & 72 \» | (Immanuel Kant, Kritik der reinen Vernunft, ed. Jens
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AT —LEAZENTAERICL. v I LIFLITEEGO®EGEToTWwEd,

COLFERI, AV, 552z, HIERER>T, &YI»LoHHPDZ L &

L. XN SELR RGP O S DANADBERTIICESDDTH Y b, AHk

LULODRRICDZT AN T NE LR WEHTH IO L ICIWLE LI & Lz &

W) TR LTWET, MRUREEIE] oA I T, 7Y F 23 IRERI 75

HEE LCHiMEL XS5 & Lzd D, 2hid, (1) EEL 2R EEnEARL L

foe By ZROBCT TN [—XRIEE] & T2 ME] o5l 2L, (2) 7

Y EBYRDOZ L L LTRTI AN HARF QAR 3 72b b ERERF O,

MEMEDER, TER - RAFFA DK T L7z, (RAic, ERERFOE34 HiE

LLTHEDLNTWARVWILIE, §2FETHHVELA,) ZH72eTNE AV ED
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3. [—RME] & [ZRME] 3 LIE TAEE] & TRBE]

EFFHLWE [—RWHE] & T2 RWE] oXilohy Foflivic, ERzdbd
THEL LI, AV IEBET (8] & TH] KL ATITY =5, wirks2END
b LRI NTVE 2, ZRICHIGT 277 Y —OfHEAIZ Rid X < b
D EF, S [HIFEMERE] o7 7 2 e LT B TMEIRY BFE3 e TR,
(B Tl &vd [BoATIY — ] S d 2 5AITH 5 TEB DL

X, RO XkH5%mdboTlL7,

TXTOERIT, JMERTH 5,

R LTy TREMEL TEE) THR] v THoh7a) — ] wxfis 3 1]

ThHD [HEOFHE] X, RoLsh T,

FTRTCOBRICBENT, EENLRLOTHhbLBLIEEONRTHZ DD, NEET

10 Ibid., B 202, p. 260.
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DX IR TAHY b THERB] & EE] Z2FWa T2, [EHE] &Wvw ol

AT EBEFE LTI 0oDs b Bt RKEI ol L TEFEWITIRZ S B

D, vy ZRICEVET & REEHOHEH S Dz b TF, e LT, [E&E ] 1.

BEDBRE PN EPE LN TVEEAI - HIDII B vy ZHRICEVWET L,

“RMHEOBIR] o LTI,

1 Thid., B 207, p. 265.

2 A, BIRTIIA ALK LB HEMROMTIR, vy 7 0—RWE & X ME 0 XA %,
—REEFEEIN T 2005 bIEPKE ST, “XHEIZECHKROF T
HHEBLEDIIICHEBEET IANT VR, RO MEEZRET 5 —27 ) Do 7z
R IR EINT, 25 LEEBBILE > Tz, vy 704, —XIEHEIZ, Lo
o [#la) XX %D Db D] (Things themselves) 22 Z AR E L CTHD
HEOZ LT, G REIBEBENTH S, 2L T, HHRKEMOHA. FAZzblizh
CHIET 2D D2HET L LN TES, ZOHMEINTVEIELRE X F, [—X%E
HoBlE] Ths, 7. WA LI WEobodko [Hh] o—fcths [
REE | Ick>T, AoLoFICH R INEZERENBESTHY, LEvoTEN

I BN LCoRMEE LRI T, [ “REEOBE] LIFiENns, &b,
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LIZULIEIMAMER | THEE | ERENTWE AV FD D & DS L, extensive Grole

B X intensive Grofle TIT B, TNOLDEBRWLKZIDOXFNIE, b X Ah v bR

(Db DTIERLS, TIAMTLAB (A7) —i) OFSEHETRD X H Icib~7z

ZEICHKELTE T,

EDX I s ZEiE, Il nwo e, IRt wnwiZer, 2T

AB, 2nHDH, HEA3HOBMHDOHDEHRTEV L, HEW0ITL Pl

Aviro [EE] & EE] oKilicowcid, FLE. 8H TA v M) 139 5
UT%Z. E7, —REEE ZKMEEOXR 2 7 v FBE I Po T IitDnTE, T HIT,

Yasuhiko Tomida, “Locke’s “Things Themselves” and Kant’s “Things in Themselves’: The
Naturalistic Basis of Transcendental Idealism,” in Sarah Hutton and Paul Schuurman,
eds., Studies on Locke: Sources, Contemporaries, and Legacy, International Archives of
the History of Ideas 197 (Dordrecht: Springer, 2008), pp. 261-275 at p. 267 # & X 1
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T, FLdDHR (205 Y T0) WREZIFS Y,

DFED, TURFTLRIF, BHOA TE KHLT [E] &LebDicd, H0ndinn
BHB, ELTWBEDTT,

RIT 4R, A7) =] 2F VB0 77 VEBIGIRT L &, 5% -
fEFTICHTK 2 K] LERL 72 F Y & v §E énidooig % . intentio EGRL F L 721, Z
F. MHIEEEs] . MHERT 2], MRS E3 ]| 2#EWRT 285 intendo DHFE
D—DT, TFIFRBEREFFOOTT A, CCTid K] . [EHE] oF®cflib
ncnEd,

Z @ intentio DRSS intensivus (-a, -um) TJ, T—u v X TEIFHHLE, &

Z. NEBYoE] WL [JEBYVOREX] &, BIORE] WL [BIORKE X

3 Aristoteles, Categoriae, in Aristotelis categoriae et liber de interpretatione, ed. L.

Minio-Paluello (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1949), 10b26-29, p. 31.

Y Liber Aristotelis de decem praedicamentis, trans. Boethius, in L. Minio-Paluello, ed.,
Aristoteles Latinus, I, 1-5, Categoriae vel praedicamenta (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1961), p. 28.
RLT 4 v RIED (A7 =) =5l 205 EifiZ, ROX 51277 VEkIciRL T
W%, Suscipit autem qualitas magis et munus; album et enim magis et minus alterum

altero dicitur, et iustum alterum altero magis. Et idem ipsum sumit intentionem [...].
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ST AHADBLLITONSE L5V Ed, 77 VB TIlE. A& X quantitas
extensiva b L < (& magnitudo extensiva, {7 |3 quantitas intensiva L < {3 magnitudo
intensiva 7z & & PN E L 7215,

2% U, quantitas extensiva 13, TNZTORI VD2 LI NZTOMHEZFIO &
o722 & TH Y, quantitasintensiva I, IEFICHWE DT 2ICHW & 5, FEH
ICEANE DT RICERNA L D 2 ) ol L RIFTDTY,

ZoOXANE., BARECEM I N, 7V PO b3 &b, BT D BlAE 0 LT

5otk AE & L Cid, §lx 1. Thomas Aquinas, Quaestiones disputatae de potentia
Dei, in Tommaso d’Aquino, Le questioni disputate, vol. 8, ed. Battista Mondin (Bologna:
Edizioni Studio Domenicano, 2003), Quaestio 1, Articulus 2, Responsio, p. 50; Johannes
Duns Scotus, Quaestiones in librum quartum sententiarum, in idem, Opera omnia, editio
nova, vol. 20 (Paris: Ludovicum Vives, 1894), Distinctio 44, Quaestio 1, Scholium, p. 179
RSNz, v b ERIROBRGIE LCid, 2y b eRESH Y BERL T
Loz E—ER - AVTNAY =V D[4 Frh LLFBLOARTEIC O W] (W)
Wi317674) D5 =k (Phaedon oder iiber die Unsterblichkeit der Seele, 3. Auflage
[1769]) 1cff T 7-#fi#E (Anhang) OHIC, ZD—D2%E 2 LR TE 5, Moses
Mendelssohn’s simmtliche Werke: Ausgabe in einem Bande als National-denkmal

(Wien: Michael Schmidl’s sel. Witwe und Ignaz Klang, 1838), p. 102&:H#,
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Pk L o T 3, [TREMFFE] (extensive property) & [7R
2287 | (intensive

XAlo—>2& LT, 5
S8R ] (intensive property) . [ 7R B2 #1 | (extensive variable) & [ 7R 782
variable) DXl & L CFHAI N TV 2 DB ZN T KT 4 7 AHKD intensive I,
MI R T LV EKRT, R &2 DRI LhvoBEICRIATWE T,
Z) LMELHRZ o 2 HOBO X%, 77 F HE bR CEHERXH & F
. X z

ZFT, L2L. AV bPRZFORANZZITAND T TR, ZOXF 2R -6 03 F
FoTwa (b gz 5) ELTCohTITY —oMRICHTL 3

NERIVEE) & REIRE

N7R A

b L, LbXDh7T 3 —%, [EHIGREY D O X7 2> 5 LIREIC B THL S
A=
FANS L HEKIT, BRHY 2Tl

Z e,

[—XME] & TREE ] THMEE] & THE

O O EEARXEE L TR
LZREZETT, L2L. ZORXBlzA Y PO X HIC, @R\ LEW DX 9505 5] %

El,

D XAl %,
HaEnzdél, BRE2ZHEATREDARTNIE ROV DTHE2D LD
T, BSICHIS C

HFINBZZLTEHYFHA
Z . RO E &S

BEZNHFFINDE L TRV
o —f§il % 25 1 111X, Michael J. Moran, Howard N. Shapiro, Daisie D. Boettner, and

Margaret B. Bailey, Fundamentals of Engineering Thermodynamics, 7th ed. (Hoboken

N. J.: Wiley, 2011), p. 9
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EMTEET,

4 [BoHT3Y—] OREEAL IR

T ZCRrIChHIE DX, 1o TERFEN ] v,

AV hE HO=20h73) —Chd [FEME] [EHE]. THIR] Xz Hk
DHICHE b2 3MEHEOHM, [HEHM. [EEHl ). TIERENT ) ko X5 e L
9, Lol 202 b8y bs TREME] [EEL THIR) twiceTtEBIEL

TWaZ ik, paWHE WzIFHE) 100 —k v oz e, 2oWHE T -

7 EERnwCt, ZOoWEZHAEONZEHVICBWTE2ZTTY, 20X

T AV EREOHTTY = LTEF TS TEEE] . THE] . THIR] 0 =228,

bbb LI TIC, BHNICZEITH DD, $07<ZH)Thwr, H2EEZITH S
POXRFTHo7zZ iz, SHTIRHIEIPHHDOZ L THE, ZORICDNTIE,

Anneliese Maier, Kants Qualititskategorien, Kantstudien-Erginzungshefte 65 (Berlin:
Metzner, 1930), pp. 37-38; Daniel Warren, Reality and Impenetrability in Kant’s
Philosophy of Nature (Abingdon and New York: Routledge, 2001), p. 21%Z & X 172
Vo TALYIERDEIICE S, [bhbhidZ5, HOE=0n73Y) -3 hbbil

FREfho = (FEfEMS L OERE) L OMOBEREZ., FHEO T2 2 LB TE 5, GHH
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7, HHEMEHEZFIOEAY (Grad) DBEWEE ) =20 A7 3V —, LWwH I LE Tk
O, b2 DER®RT 2L AT HfET s e TEE S, LTADB, AVE
. CO=20h 7Y —H THEEHNT . THEEH ], TEREN ] 0@ wvicko <
DX ICimEtED ¥ 3,
[EFRHINT ] & X7z, TURMTFLRICETHMY $5,

TIVAFTLRIZ, EOEICHZEDDE LT, BELEEL2BETFTWERA,
& AR, D, T AT ] (odk dvlpamog) D & 9 B IE D A - 7= [ IMEE 7 %11
(8vopa adprotov) R, MMEEEE TR\ ] (ovydyiver) D X 9 7x [AFEE 785 ] (aopiotov
piue) ZELEHERY EF722 &b, AT 4 v 2T [REERHART] % nomen

infinitum. [ AHEE 7BhE ] | % verbum infinitum & 77 VEERLY, 25 L72b D% E

ROHERIEZCE T HIRE WIS EEE0 S 3 HRAES . Thbb.,
THEARKDEA VTR VIR ICH T 2 EERDD ZEAVEERL T, (2L
T, ) 2 L7 WwEEEIR, CoBERICEWT, HHRE Ak, BEITH

WKEEEORITH > 72, |

18 Aristoteles, De interpretatione, in Aristotelis categoriae et liber de interpretatione, ed.
L. Minio-Paluello, 16a29-32, p. 50; 16b11-15, p. 50 &,

" A. M. S. Boethius, /n librum Aristotelis de interpretatione libri duo, in Manlii Severini
Boetii opera omnia (Paris: J.-P. Migne, 1894), vol. 2, pp. 341-42; idem, In librum
Aristotelis de interpretatione libri sex, in Manlii Severini Boetii opera omnia, vol. 2, p.

424ff.
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S0 % enuntiatio infinita EMEA T, TNZ@M LT LY, Zd [REE] v

L PIZIE TARITRwd D] oG, AN D DL wS ZLidbhh £92, %

NREARINCICTH IR INTHET A, 25, PEERDTT,

LIHB, AV OB CHEMEL L flioe~v 47— [TBl %] <

l%. unendliches Urteil, 2% b THEFRHAIBT | & v 95 FRIHA, iudicium infinitum & 9

TTVEREEEDIC, FoF D LHITEEIY, KO LTCIDX) RV ER TN

MEWnIHI e FNEBZELL, TARALE « AABREI LB, 7=y oahn [TA

[ DR DMEFRIE & FHtE~ Dl T, HEMSIZZ AT 1R T b O 2 EHE ICHES

DR LT SEMSIIIRICE S ONRELT 2 LB TEL L) BFE{RL 7

Bzt FAbEZTCHET, 2F 0, 77 ViED infinitum 73, unendlich &

MERINBZ LI >72DTT,

BEEDII XROETT AV IPEOATIY —D=2H& LTHEIFTTW3[HIRE]

3. D3 EZ, HABRONEEEVICBWTH2LWHI L TLE, ET2ABAVE

20 Boethius, In librum Aristotelis de interpretatione libri duo, pp. 341-42; idem, In librum
Aristotelis de interpretatione libri sex, pp. 520-21.

21 George Friedrich Meier, Auszug aus der Vernuftlehre (Halle: Johann Justinus Gebauer,
1752), §294, pp. 81-82.

22 Albert Menne, “Die Kantische Urteilstafel im Lichte der Logikgeschichte und der
modernen Logik,” Zeitschrift fiir allgemeine Wissenschaftstheorie 20-2 (1989), pp. 317-
24 at p. 319 &,

23 Christian August Crusius, Weg zur GewilSheit und ZuverliSigkeit der menschlichen
Erkenntnif§ (Leipzig: Johann Friedrich Gleditsch, 1747), § 122, pp. 212-13 £1#,
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. 2D, HEIERTTIRNZHMA (bR )r) &, BBHEIE WIS

BT oBICE O L L, Z0FHICH o T, [BUIHIT RZ DD TRV D

DTH5] LWwIoramEZHFNICHY £3, ZL T, ZOMBEICI>TEbN TS DT,

(B, I REDDZTXTMY KD L 2T, HLIKIERO DS DD—D

THbH, LI Zilzhriabhn] & LETH —bIniE, TAIZB Tldkwnd

DTHE]EVHHWIE. ADB TRAVEROEDODLDD—DOTHELE D H DI,

EWIbIFTT, LaL, 2hiE, A, B3GIREINAESTBTH S (Snffazhn

. AR, BBARON [EEW] IKEWTBTHE) LI Li2EEH2ET5HD

TIFTFoLTHYEHA, LIAHR, AV IBZIrHEIEHLAZZLIcT 2 THIR]

EWVWIHIATITY=BEBIELT0EDIE, $ILEEDIEZIHRDTT, 2EH. £

ZiCiE, WAMELREREL D T VB H 5 DTTE,

ZbZd ZoffFIcBT 2 A v FoEwRORE XX, THlOE | Z20dDiconTo

WOPRNCHVET O TCT FTLAVARTIANTLRADIE | OATTY — ¢ E |

24 Kant, Kritik der reinen Vernunft, A 72/B 97, pp. 149-150.

B 2o onTIE, T 5, BHISET 7 v 0 E W 7 78— THURBR LA )
o). AWHRAAE 098, 2017 4£, 119-131 H, XU, EH 4 v LA 128-

134 Hx S Iz,

% ZDEFEEIX Apuleius, Peri hermeneias \[CH 5415, Apuleius, Peri hermeneias, in

Apulei Madaurensis Platonici opera omnia quae extant (Frankfurt: Daniel Aubry, David

Aubry, and Clemens Schleich, 1621), pp. 29-30 &8, 7c3. Peri hermeneias 737 7' L

ATDRADFILEDZDEIICODTE, G.F.e 7 77 v+ (Gustav Friedrich
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NIFRZN T 25D B B I NEHZ T 2R EFEAXATDOI L TEE-LDH

DEEA, [ZNEF1IA-IVDORITHE] OLH7k, BT IMETHS D &,

[ZhiEEw] k)7, HicBdsmEThA &, HERDHEME, HERD

o

EfMELWIF T bcd, LA, AV, [HE] & &) i TEE| %

Mz, 20O DHBORBEL T B (DT D27 L LToATIY

—%. O7TS 8| GhbbHNAR) CoLfbabol LT, MmyllcHRI¥ Xk

FELET, AVIEDIHLERICAONZDIE, EICOWTDOATITY) —ThHD

g &, A bNAaB L RTnw3g 'EH] Lo, o TENRER T,

TIH, RBICHLELAEZLIIC, AV DTS LM Ik, hlzbicdh bz

EEROPETINE T, FNE, B2, BT ) —LBOATITY —%, DT

HERDDERAL T WI T T, ZL T, #HiE. 7V X+ 7L RLEEDGHE

HERGIZEVICHL AR ZN6D AT T ) == — b IRt ChlE TN

DX IICE I DTTH, KETIE, HOF ) BLEHDOKANIZ, LD BRI DR /-

RERICBWTCZ e —XT vy 7anNTnwi (vy Z7RICEzZ) I—XME ]| & =X

WE ] oXBlZ, NEOHEICIERELIICfib o7z (bD T LD xT) & LTHEAL

T 520D KRE-27-DTT,

Hildebrand) 23%E[% %7 2> 17 CLASK, WIFEE O T e S LT 5,
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5. BARFOEREDEML

AV D) LIz, BERZT AN T 2 RE0 BELFTBER &2 JERE AL LAEHE L &

IETEZEYVADBD 2 E VD EWETHNEZDIX. AT —D=2OHD I/ NV—TTH 5

(BT TV —| &, ZNDEIC > T EEAFERT S [HBOREFR] cio

N3HWo=>DX 5 & ORI ICB T TT,

v b THIEToBR] & LT DESHE & MkSHW] & NESHE] o=>%

ZiFTtwEd, 2L T, znsrikicilgians [Bfkorray—] LT, [H

B e ATEE (R CEAEM) ). TRRERE & MKFEE ORR SR ). THEE ERT 2

bDLERZZIT 20D DBOMHAER) ] 22T, 2o =20h7 3V — Dl

JRATE LT, TER—ofalE ), TR oMt [H=08Ht] 2T CnEd,

MRIXE 3. A v b2 THoBIR] &L, ESHE] & M3 & ES

W] 22T 722 &CF, [EHERESY: TR, mBld KRR, DEEmE] & [KE®

ifll

Bl ot d, [E5mdE] LRINTwIDE, 773 —WhimE s v o &
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	ボエティウスは、『カテゴリー論』をギリシャ語からラテン語に訳すとき、今挙げた箇所に出てくる「増大」と訳したギリシャ語ἐπίδοσιςを、intentioと訳しました 。これは、「引き延ばす」、「拡大する」、「増大させる」を意味する動詞 intendo の名詞形の一つで、さまざまな意味を持つのですが、ここでは「増大」、「増強」の意味で使われています。
	このintentioの形容詞形がintensivus (-a, -um)です。ヨーロッパでは中世以降、量を、「広がりの量」ないし「広がりの大きさ」と、「強さの量」ないし「強さの大きさ」とに分類する方式が広く行われるようになります。ラテン語では、前者はquantitas extensivaもしくはmagnitudo extensiva、後者はquantitas intensivaもしくはmagnitudo intensivaなどと呼ばれました 。

