






















































372 john P. McCaskey 

soon dropped. Aristotle's Topics was supplanted by Boethius' De Topicis 
Differentiis. In both the East and West, the Posterior Analytics fell into 
disuse under the influence of theological censure. Before it was com­
pletely replaced by Boethius' On Categorical Syllogisms, a scholar who 
got to the end of the Prior Analytics was advanced indeed. Thus, nearly 
the first mention of epagoge that even an advanced thinker would en­
counter would be that troublesome 'Induction, then - that is, a deduc­
tion from induction - is deducing one extreme to belong to the middle 
through the other extreme'. It is only natural that such a reader would 
conclude that induction is a kind of inference that can be cast as a de­
duction. In the West in fact, this is what he would find in the works of 
Boethius and in both East and West what he would find in the Neopla­
tonic commentaries of the fifth-century Alexandrians. 

In Europe the medieval rediscovery of Aristotle and discovery of 
Aristotelian Arabic commentary had no effect on conceptions of induc­
tion. Induction remained a kind of syllogism made good by complete 
enumeration. The Arabic commentators and the Latin Scholastics con­
curred. Prior Analytics II 23 remained the definitive treatment, incon­
sistencies between it and other passages ignored or explained away, 
and Boethius' alternate to Aristotle's Topics the standard work on that 
subject. Jean Buridan in the fourteenth century was the first to chal­
lenge the eight-hundred-year-old consensus and to draw attention to 
an alternate conception of induction. Unfortunately when his Summu­
lae got published, his revolutionary views on induction were not in­
cluded. Finally, humanists such as Lorenzo Valla and Rudolph Agricola 
in the fifteenth century rediscovered with a vengeance Aristotle's Top­
ics and the writings of Cicero. This last presented induction much as I 
have described it above. In 1542, in his commentary on the Topics, the 
influential Paduan writer Agostino Nifo reported there to be great dis­
agreement about what induction is. Even if it once was, what induction 
. 1 b . 43 is, was no anger o v1ous. 

The dominant view since late antiquity has been that Prior Analyt­
ics II 23 is Aristotle's most definitive treatment of induction and that 
the conventional reading of that chapter an accurate presentation of his 
view. But a fresh and fuller look at the chapter and Aristotle's mentions 
of epagoge throughout the corpus suggest future research into Aristo­
telian induction - indeed into conceptions of induction throughout 

43 Again, for details on this history, see John P. McCaskey, 'Regula Socratis: The Re­
discovery of Ancient Induction in Early Modern England'. 
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history - should be freed from the long-standing constraints of mis­
reading the text, function, and import of Prior Analytics II 23. 
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