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Patrick Greenough
Primary Supervisor

Crispin Wright
(1942-Present)

Michael Dummett
(1925-2011)

G.E.M. Anscombe
(1919-2001)

Ludwig Wittgenstein
(1889-1951)

Frank Ramsey
(1903-1930)

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

James Ward
(1843-1925)

Rudolf Hermann Lotze
(1817-1881)

Christian Hermann Weisse
(1801-1866)

Immanuel H. Fichte
(1796-1879)

Johann Fichte
(1762-1814)

Immanuel Kant
(1724-1804)

Martin Knutzen
(1713-1751)

Christian Wolff
(1679-1754)

Gottfried Leibniz
(1646-1716)

Erhard Weigel
(1625-1699)

Philipp Müller 
(1585-1659)

Christoph Meurer
(g. Leibzig 1582)

Moritz Valentin Steinmetz
(1529-1584)

Georg Joachim von
Leuchen Rheticus

(1514-1574)

Nicolaus Copernicus
(1473-1543)

Domenico Maria
Novara da Ferrara

(1454-1504)

Johannes Müller 
Regiomontanus

(1436-1476)

Georg von Peuerbach
(1423-1461)

Johannes von Gmunden
(1380-1442)

Heinrich von Langenstein
(1325-1397)

Nicole Oresme
(1323-1382)

Jean Buridan
(c. 1300 - c. 1358/61)

William of Ockham
(c. 1287-1347)

Henry of Harclay
(c. 1270-1317)

John Duns Scotus
(c. 1266-1308)

William of Ware
(flourished 1290-1305) 

Alexander of Hales
(c. 1185-1245)

Alfred Whitehead
(1861-1947)

Edward Routh
(1831-1907)

William Hopkins
(1793-1866)

Adam Sedgwick
(1785-1873)

Thomas Jones
(1756-1807)

Thomas Postlethwaite
(1731-1798)

Stephen Whisson
(1710-1783)

Walter Taylor
(1700-1743/4)

Robert Smith
(1689-1768)

Roger Cotes
(1682-1716)

Isaac Newton
(1642-1726/27)

Isaac Barrow
(1630-1677)

Vincenzo Viviani
(1622-1703)

Galileo Galilei
(1564-1642)

Ostilio Ricci
(1540-1603)

Nicolò Fontana Tartaglia 
(1499/1500-1557)

Basilios Bessarion
(1403-1472)

Georgios Plethon Gemistos
(1355/60-1452/4)

Demetrios Kydones
(1324-1398)

Nilos Kabasilas
(c. 1300-1363)

Gregory Palamas
(c. 1296-1357/9)

Theodore Metochites
(1270-1332)

Manuel Bryennios
(1275-1340)

Gregory Chioniadis
(c. 1240-1320)

Shams ad-Din Al-Bukhari
(c. 1254-????

Nasir al-Din al-Tusi
(1201-1274)

Kamal al Din Ibn Yunus
(????-????)

Sharaf al-Dīn al-Ṭūsī 
(c. 1135 - c. 1213)

John Dawson
(1734-1820)

Henry Bracken
(1697-1764)

Herman Boerhaave
(1668-1738)

Wolferd Senguerdius
(1646-1724)

Arnold Senguerdius
(1610-1668)

Antonius Thysius
(The Elder)
(1565-1640)

Théodore de Bèze 
(1519-1605)

Melchior Wolmar
(1497-1560)

Jacques Lefèvre d'Étaples
(c. 1455-1536)

Georgius Hermonymus 
(????-1478)

Augustus De Morgan
(1801-1866)

George Peacock
(1796-1879)

John Hudson
(1762-1814)

Notes

Solid lines highlight supervisory relationships, such that if X is (i) 
connected to Y by a line and (ii) is below Y, then X was Y’s 
supervisor. Dotted lines, like those connecting Kant to Hume or Beza 
to Calvin, signify significant, personal influences. While strictly not a 
part of this academic tree, these influences were noted due to the 
historical significance of these figures. The academic ancestors of 
Calvin and Hume are not explored here.

The different colored lines used in this chart correspond to the 
sources that document the represented supervisory relationships. 
Orange represents information that was found on the Philosophy 
Family Tree database. Blue represents information that is found on 
the Mathematics Genealogy Project database. And yellow 
represents information that can be found on other sources 
(Wikipedia, Encyclopedia Britannica, etc.). Multiple sources were 
required to confirm yellow supervisory relationships (i.e. we can’t just 
take Wikipedia’s word for it).

Not all supervisory relationships are listed. Many people had multiple 
supervisors for their graduate degree(s). I chose to only list those 
"lineages" I was most interested in.  

In general, supervisory relationships are simply understood in terms 
of who someone’s official supervisor was for their doctoral work. In 
some cases, other formal mentoring relationships were also included 
(as in postdoctoral supervision); however, simply being significantly 
influenced by a contemporary does not count as being supervised by 
that person. For example, while Kant was significantly influenced by 
Hume, that does not mean that Hume counts as one of Kant’s 
supervisors. 

In cases where (i) someone did not obtain a doctorate degree but  
(ii) clear, analogous supervisory-type relationships can found, those 
analogous relationships are listed.

As would be expected, formal supervisory relationships become 
increasingly difficult to accurately track the further back in history we 
go. Not only because the historical record becomes increasingly 

spotty—occasionally giving way to tradition, here-say, and a bit of 
speculation—but also because formal, contemporary understandings 
of supervisory relationships have to be reinterpreted.

A few of the relationships listed here deserve additional comment: 

• Anscombe did not officially complete a doctoral degree, however 
she studied with Wittgenstein extensively as a postgraduate 
student (1942-1946) and was one of his closest students and 
friends. She was even named as one of three literary executors 
of Wittgenstein’s estate.

• Russell did not obtain a doctorate degree, but we can plausibly 
see both Ward and Whitehead as bearing the analogous 
supervisory relationship to Russell. Both Ward and Alfred 
Whitehead were the two fellowship examiners for Bertrand 
Russell at Cambridge. Moore collaborated with Russell 
extensively on their monumental work, Principia Mathematica 
(1910, 1912, 1913). Russell himself identified Ward as his “chief 
teacher in philosophy” (Portraits from Memory, 1956, pg 61). 

• The connection between Christian Hermann Weisse and Johann 
Fichte (and subsequently the Kant and Leibniz line) is a bit 
convoluted. Several sources list Immanuel H. Fichte as a 
supervisor of Weisse insofar as I.H. Fichte provided extensive 
and formative epistolary correspondence to Weisse early in his 
career. And I.H. Fichte was the son and student of Johann 
Fichte.

• While it’s broadly agreed that Oresme was taught by Buridan in 
some capacity (and was deeply influenced by the work of both 
Buridan and Ockham), the extent of the mentoring relationship is 
the subject of some scholarly debate. While there doesn’t seem 
to be much debate that Ockham was likely Buridan’s supervisor, 
the evidence for the supervisory relationships leading to Ockham 
(and through to Hales) seems to be primarily based on tradition. 

David Hume
(1711-1776)

John Calvin 
(1509-1564)


