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 Ordinarily when we make a statement about 
a fact or describe any event, we say 
something that describes either that fact or 
event only or stands for all the things of 
that sort. 

 In the first case we refer to something 
particular but in the second, we refer to all 
the things that fall under that description. 

 



 In the first case we can point to a specific 
object but in the latter we have nothing 
specific to point to.  

 A reflection on what we are talking of in the 
latter case makes us aware of the 
philosophical problem of “Universals”. 

 Here we will study the conceptions of Plato 
and Aristotle. 



 A predicate which could be predicted to any 
of number particular entities, a common 
characteristics possessed by the members 
of a given class e.g. the redness of a red 
patch, the beauty if a beautiful object. 

 For thinkers like Plato universals exists 
independently of particular instances but 
for conceptualists like Locke's universals 
are simply the concepts in the mind. 

 





 The Greek philosopher Plato looked at this issue 
from the point of mathematics and came to the 
conclusion that Universals are real. In other 
words universals exist. So Plato holds that 
Universals are real entity. 

 Anything of this empirical world is real only to 
the extent it could copy the idea that gives it its 
identity. 

 In Plato’s view , the idea of triangle or the 
Tranquility makes a triangle a triangle and it is 
not the other way round. 

 Universals are not merely collective names and 
they exist beyond this empirical world. 



 Aristotle, the disciple of Plato, disagree with  
his master’s view.  

 He believes in the existence of Universals but 
does not grant them any independent 
existence.  

 He is of the view that Universals are found in 
the actually existing  particular objects only 
and he gives a theory of universals from a 
different point of view. 

 





 Aristotle’s view is based on his 
observation of living world. The property 
of cowness is not a property of any cow, 
it is found in all cows.  

 However, cowness as a property could be 
found in the cows which exist, or exited 
or would exist in this empirical world. 
This property does not dwell any other 
unreal world independent  of the cows of 
this world as Plato argued. 



 Aristotle reaches the conclusion that 
Universal don’t dwell in a different world of 
ideas rather they are found only in the 
particular objects on which they apply. 

 It is not difficult to understand the reason of 
difference between the view of Plato and 
Aristotle. 

 Aristotle bases the existence of Universals on 
particulars and said particulars are primarily 
real and the existence of universals depends 
upon the former. 
 



 In modern times also the question of 
Universal and Particular drew the attention 
of philosophers.  

 Some thinkers hold that universals are mere 
collective names, they don’t really exist, 
only those things exist in space and time 
could properly be accepted to exist. 

 Therefore they can’t be said to exist. This 
view called as Nominalism. 

 



 Some other thinkers still support Platonism 
and argue that confining the notion of 
existence only to the spatial and temporal 
objects is arbitrary; there is no reason behind 
it. 

 We can’t deny the independent existence of 
Universal without make the knowledge of 
anything impossible. This view is called 
Realism. 



 Here we studied problem of universals and 
particulars according to  Plato and Aristotle and 
also mentioned the latest theories about it. 
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