Choptor ¥

Ihines Called Yature. (228)

1) Division of Troatipg o
M

1) batter ip mtre, {183ag-23)
2) Fora is ratupe, {158a80-205021)
&) Camtlusion « Iv’dm iz noturs, (165a30)
b) Femscus  (15%a51-018)
i) 1% is mbure buoause 1t i hat by which
@ oatural thing ig Sonstituted; (s51.ho)
s
14} It 15 natupre e 4¢ is that whion CEIR
about throupn peneratlon; (bl0-12)

14%) xuammw«ammuwmot
gonoration. (b18-18)

©) Distinotion - The tw senses of form as zatupe, (bls=21)

i Phyelos, o 1, 198aBelosp2l,
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applicabls to matter and 4o form. Doth, 1e sontends, are natiure, The ;
Soproprintensss of metter us ratups is £1re% proved, then forats |
spprojeiatersas. (2as)
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Aristotls it 1a pure potentinlity. Despite thepe dgngrossents, Apige
wz:mzysmuﬁﬁsnmmwmwmngwm
that matter is nature. !hammmuhiapomdmmadmtm
comoluslon are valid, and the couolusion iteslf, with certelin quali-

ficstdons, is Arictotle's. Tt ocnsidoration of the ressons and the

oconolusicn, a8 understood by his predecosscrs and by bimoelf, will be
tmuplaturﬁnnnmmmh»wwnwmmlymm&u
taught that mstter was nature. Par tho present we will confire owe

dfwwmm@:ﬁatmﬂamiﬁmammimh,

“Soume 1Ay mmmmottumam
: m‘ Ry Qon je% A'ae.-.;'“. of { '3?'»"-1 -’«bu m 1, % et
" ? ’ ¥ it g »’

For the anolents, as ig iudioated by %o desaripbien
thsygiwafﬁ»almm&i%ﬁadwﬂhmm.mwﬁmum-
ture. Itﬂ%tmﬁwntotcmwmmmiy.h
uainfaned, indeterniuate. I% 4s of intorest to note the meaning
given to nature as used fn tils text. 1% 1o uwssd as essencw. This
1s eloarly satablished by the feot that the word employed in this
phuwmmmw‘i@ity'm',iﬂchumgw
of roture, 1s the greek word Though gonerelly
lieairiutm.it&nhmdtoﬁmrym. Ic thls coss theve
mummumumnmmgamm by
iristotle. mxz:mrm:urm.ummmhwmw




hapoeny with the charestorisadion piven G cmabituant here. Ye will
800 the Justios of tis use off
timaediatet

mmmmaﬁ;mm

*{ovudinto® 1

s‘mmntﬂaaeyinimmmmm‘masﬂiah'
mwwammtom "the ultinate uaterial conatituant’
or prise mtter. (227) This meaning, howsver, is quite foreizn to the
$den of mabter which the enclets posssssed wsd it is thelr ides they
Aristotle is quoting hare. Acbunlly the weard, as used in this content,
siznifieg 'm&*mmmmwmmmrwm

mxmtamm‘utmsmmm&mlym&zmawm

a4 8 Siwplicdun, in Aysicara I3 (&?:Ls.. 1l Pya., 1#a8) Cavan-
taria (edidit H, Diels}, Val. IX, Seriis {Relm) 1082




| &

tut only reletively mo. In other words, the radtir sbouwt which %we

ewaymmmmmmmmefmm,umwmmmm

ammm,mhmhmwmrmwmm%tt.m
o8 of 1tself sone aot. In foot 1% 4 & secoible body. This is the

mmmmm,mmorMnmm.wmmm—
e in the sonso of eswence.

'ei?tt;cméuﬁmﬂmm*ﬂfﬁwM.ﬁahrmm'm’bma'af
?um:amﬁunwsemwmmmmu
MW”MM&%W&M“WM&WWI’E«”“
uammmmw.mtammawmwmmmm
statue.,, &%ihm%t%mﬁinﬁw'mm'&wmwm
bronge tw 'batuwe' of the statua. To avoid mipnderstanding it is
mmnwwm'ﬁmxumnmm:mmm'm'.wm
istends to comvey the motivn that he 18 spesking of the bed and the
a%%mtmw&ﬂ&l%u%m%mﬂm.mm
principle of moverwnt. MM!::MM&&MM,MW
mwﬁtmmmmczga)mmmm#mumw.
1.0. the wood and the bronte. How there can be no doudt that the
mwmw&mzphwmmrmmmmmumzwm

B38. 1I Fhymios, 183a16-21.




with the artifiedn) for, (223) Rattww 3% 18 Ldontiting vith the
MEaSior op aubloct of e artaleetus, and henoe tha veitre of the bad
I8 the wod, juet so the hetura of the statun 1g the ronme. (290)

smmmmmw'mm*on@amm
mmm.mmmmwwmumzwmmwm
m,%twmumwwnwmmmwzwu
ﬁmwﬁ.ummmmwwmmmm
0 th stetus. T8 the cade of tho wood when ccosidered dpart from the
fmorﬂww,iﬁiamwwmx. ¥ 16 7ot & bed but cmly
bas o capability to becwws a bed. By 1tself it in wiformed or without
arrengonent. 5o too with the bponse. ztsiwmuwcm.
Yet%aW%“memmum%MIW,m
 both possess suos 208, being sansidle bodies, Tiwie indoteraisatosons
“8 Uwmited 40 the opder o arbifivdal fopss. shorelaro, when we Bay
that matder ig whure, wo wish to slpally hat samiituont of & thisg
vhich 1o potontisl afwmmwagmmmmwmm, 1.9
wforsed but only 40 o sortain order,

b
4

823 "0u the cther hax ammamﬁmeamw%t
Jaart, Jue ““w;ﬂna there dosigmaticns-ics. n 840 for op they

% incate fmpulss to ohango."192h16.18

are

230, "But 1n so far ap ¢ mwmwamwwm
"oro:nnﬁm-attbcm. ﬁhcydchmmamhmmn,m
Juet to that axbont.” 108h10w20,
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an indigation of this Antiphon polnts oub that if wou planted a
M A Y] ;"'g X G [y 1500 > M 3&: EOA 3 L c 4 & m o
: - el It ]
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In eonfirmation of the poaition that the wood of the
bed, anl everything copmrable %o 18, e.z. tronse, stows, oto., is
nature, Aristotis cltes the argucent of Antiphon. It is an arguamt
memwmwwummxmum
what {s nobure in Qdnge, an srguoent which Aristotis hingals will use
whan he cones to sstablish form as nature.

To uxierstand Antiphan's erguost it is nosssary to
Wumemwmﬁmmnﬂmmmwmm
their sutusl relation to esol other, In the V Boteplysios (231) w
find the different sipnifications given thw word nature. In the
order of ispositicn of names (202) pature significs first the gerosis
of Mving things (253) and, because sush & gererstion or nativity
proceeds from en iatrinsto principlo, nsture siznifies soccndly the
Frincipls 1taslf of thet gsuerntion. (204) By exbensiw nature 1s

881, eta. s O 17' 1014517-1015019.

822, “Quis formee ot virtutes rerus ox actidus cognosountur, per
"prius Spsa generatic vel nativitas, natures nocen acoopit,
"ot ultdoo forem.” 5% Thooas, V Xeta., leot. 6, . 824,

255. ‘%m?m (1) the goneeis of growing things~" V Meta.,

“Hature sosns (2) That Imanent part of & growing thi
"fron which its growth first procseds.” ibid, mmfa'

Tt h‘l‘




mappumwmammumm@uorwwwm(m)
mmucmwmwmﬁmmmummm. Yourthly, nes
mzsmwumemmmmwmnwmmwm
conelete or oub of whioh it 1s mude. (sss) Laatly nature is seld o
um.'ozmznaumutm&umummawwum
mpumuwummmmwwﬁwmm
constitutos cne thing. (237) Of all theso varisus sensss of nature
mmﬁmh-ﬁuthMnﬁmmc fm:bawmmm
anmiﬂwﬁuwm&mmmm‘m. The
Mfwmcﬁmﬁmimnmmmwm' The
order of m‘tmmm ation to naturs-prinoiple (mtter or forn) ia
m&mzmwmm,uhmmwwu
et of passtion to {0 tewm, A’:Mm,mﬁavngﬂ;thqsﬁmb

ples of generation we that from wxhich, but &t is polsted to natiree

236, "The m froa which the prisesy povemont in each naturml
'gbjut is precent in it in'vietus of its own osso0n.” ihid,

gsa, ”'&m’mﬁnmmmz of uhioh any natiwpal
“ubmwmwmwmuum.mnnhum
'&W&MWMWMi«mW.' .

R37. “lature noans the SsRenod oF natuwral objecta.” BB
"5 sooundun huno modus non solus forma pardis aleitup
"natira, sad spocies ipen cuss est forma totdus.” 8, $hooas ,
V Yota., loot. B, n. 022, '

R e N B
e ey L

Bl N A L

ey

ECTRVAE BraywiT R

e




tmmut&t%mdnwmuw. (2¥8) of the two arders the
mwumm&meMMmmm ios.
Consraticn ia e paseion and OHry pession recoives its denoaination
from ita teme end not fyom fes peinoiple. (239) I follows, than, that

rature of things.

mmmwzmﬂmw.Mmpmdmwm
M%Mﬁngmﬁm%mm%mwwm.w
thing produced would not be o bed but wood, Tisuce he comolulss that
wood is the natize of the bad. MWM&;MW;
{1)mmwm.mm&thanpmwummm.mm
Wt produse e bed, (a)tmm.(a}mmmummmmo
wod, wod {8 nature. MWNMMWMWWQM

238. “sad natua dicte vb gemeratic, idest BRtivitas, oo sic we
dewummuammmnmm
. ”mwmmm.mammﬁa. 12 enin cund nage
i vords

#40. Propter qued uneuedque ot 111ud mezis.




“ 169 =
ummmrmememmzphwzmmum. & prine

mmgfmwmmm 1.0, 10 other matural obieeh, follows
tpon the origioal postulate, mlytmtmwumdhm
chumwwmmng. ammxzmmmmmmu

~ Sixdlar to Yhemselves, (241) mmmmumuhuuw

M%WW“MMM«M. Agtiphon!
tmlummmaaﬁnmﬁm of the bed, Lessuse 1t is wood
thet is genersted, M'nuwﬁmnymviwathm suld
sbout the relation wwmgmam
1f geveration, whish is the 'vis ad neturemt (242), teratnatos in the
production of wood, fhen wood, the torsm, pust be nature., it is dmporte

841, Yot matures et gibg #inile genorare,” (II Fays., lect, 2, m. 1.

2. “iature mgz" pigatficard ut geoeratio, puta ¢i nsturs dicse
“tur nativitss., Ot fzitur rature diota ot Soneratio, idest
"oativitas, eet vis ed oaturan. ¥ ibid, n, 7.
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i, them, the wood 10 the natusw of the bed and the
tronge the neturs of the stafue, what 10 the role of € farm of the
bod wnd the figure of the stetue ? Biame suly the constituent thnd
ummm,z.u,m.ummawmmum
statue, it follown that the conetituent whioh lg arrangenst {form)
dosd not pertain €0 the vrder of e nature or substanse. Wt is 1t
than, 1f 1t does not bolong to €w order of the mature of & thisg ¢
Aristotls Eightfully clessifios 1%, in scoordanos with the position
maintained by the early ssbwralists, o8 en {nofdestel sttridute, It
18 sn acaldent of the thing 1n both the predicumutal snd predicable
serse of tho word, (Awﬁimmimimummmmm
& substanos in ceder to exist and 1 define throuzh indersnce. &
M«bnmmmmmm,ummm=m
or algancs is indifferent to the thing of whlch it is an sttribate.
(%43} B.0. White 18 & predisscental nscldent deceuse 1t sannot exist
By 1ta0lf tut requires e surfaos. At the sane time white or red with

B8, "in ecoldernt is -{2) sowthing which zmy possibly etfher be-
'mwmmxmwmmmmuumtmﬂ{mg.)
”ﬂa*titﬁng'm&m'mhlmgwmmnghmu -
"some thing, mem'.rww:ummngh
'mmt&hmtmguingwmmmu,mwm'
"not white.” I Topies, o v, 108b6-7,




- WB) -

regard to loopates are prodicable soofdants, in €0 fer ss thair
pressuce or sbasnoe dosp nok affwot the subject, Socrabos. Fhethny
be pales ar blushes, Socrates recuins Socrutes, ) There can e uo
dmmm&mmc*swmuwﬁam* dootering of
the relation of form $o ratww exhraoss theme nobfons. Thab khe

-rmuawimwmummmmmm

faron sonterned are ertifiolal and all sush forns are ecaidonts, That
stummmammhmmuwiumwmmw
timidantal®, mmamm&mmmmmy'
Wmmwwmmmmmmummmm'
mmrmuummﬂmmmwmmm To
evold confumion on this last poloh 1% 15 well %0 polot out Ghok Arise

- totla, following the 1sed of Anbiphon, iz spoaking of srtifieind

things, such og bed, sbtatue, nok qua ertifieial, but qua possessing
reture, thm&am@&t&tm.mmmmm
pornitted the designation of the artifiotal form as fngideial to
pess unohallenged. That fora 16 oot an inofdental attribube of the
wrtiffclal thing qua srtifisial,

&mamwummopmmnrmma
' of the artifiotal fom, & charscter with whiok he is in
somploto ascard, (264) Aristotle now eoncludes with a restatessst of

4. “Onthe othar hand, & bod axud & coat snd anything eloe of st
:awi. quA recelving thess designmtions,~i.e. 10 30 fur es they

mmuorwmmmumwem.*uw.,

© 4, 19201618,
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Mpouﬁmuﬁ:mhbom The resl nature 1is “the ather”,
1,0, biat soomtitucnt which, taben soparately, is without ARTAnES-
monst,  Ho wdde that um.mﬁywmmm for 1% exdures

Wm&ﬂm@mmmhwmum. Ve will bave }
i
':-;.'I;
i
i
il
3
it
t*
1

ﬁmmammummummwm:mrm ‘E;;

mmwmqwmwmmuymwum. Bithwrtoo .

uuormm%,m-:mmmutueumm-mu
Wmmmwtummmmmmum
ineldental attribute.

muﬁwWhlﬁwwMamaM"s

i‘&#vmhmmw%w'#%m
objeots” or of Tthe material®. Aristotle expliottly sanifests the




wmxtatycrmmmnmmyn:‘nywm(wmld}u

miw,bmwa(armiwma:dmm". mmxmwwm
& mare to Whe firsd pheage. “Mmebm"mﬁmm,m
status, mwmmimwn&m.fwmm
wm@v»mmsmumﬁwm'vmumumm
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“maim%y'&’m o be the nature of 3 b things €h
996 ¥ning or Lore Ghan ooe Lhing-t : ge0
qﬁi‘mi. Size teinz 1is affes
posTtioos, " (109AS-B8)

P

Mumwtywapiﬂwmmww
mwnimnﬁomlmtyortummwmﬁwlm.
Parenthationlly we might resark thet Apistotle confines himeslf te

12 the Setaphyelcs. (M8) The resson for thotr culssion from the
Physios a boowise the Pythagoriess and the Plebentsts seught to
whhmmzmwwmwmmmmt matural b
matherwtioal, (247) end hanios ware not concarned with nature, the




Y R O e .

iike Zhales, wm&mmmmmams (248), others,
wuch as Anaximeres and Diopenes, though® Lt to be alr. (249) &gnin,
Hereclitus and Bippasus frststed thst nature was fire, (250) while

Teuy tida of Lire,” 1di4, 957,

281, “m%whmttwmfmom {adding =
ath-oarthetn ‘

‘earth vas ths element, eviden vb&mmntﬁhlm -
a9 1te ornin, ™ iW;.W~ s

l
L
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| 30 €09 the naturel fopw, 538 for the smso ressan, % 8low 13 the nee
e af a thing which 1 withous srrancenent, (287) |




nent, (W)M@iﬁmmmwmmehmm%m recaived,
numwa-u.oma.ummummmwmuw
novenent. mmm&fwmmmmswsatwuw&h%

o
1
5
22
4
posiy

Fevac, sinos it brings to Mght the Smuniation uen wideh the werly !
maturalist built his doctrine en nuture. 1% Wil aleo giwe us sn ope -
partunity to mnifest (e fundamental differwase debwecn Arictotie's

concept of matiter and that of his predosesscrs.

The suolent! 8 poition on atter (senaible body) se

[N

mmwmmwmmumtwmmmsm
aﬁ&ih&iuﬁmmﬁtﬁmmmww&aminu ’{

porannat substrston such a8 Aristotle’s prime matter. (259) Fully
mﬁmmwmcmwmmtmmm
m.agummtmeamuwwmwummb
Mwmmmwmm.mmﬁm
which ciange is impoxaible, For, ia thw ovext that tiure is no
substratum, that whieh is changed substaxtislly, would huve bad to

R03. CAlle differentis wten ost, quis dioseat sa difforre se- e
“emdun perpetuue ot ooryuptibile, Bam quodeawiue prae- fo]!

B
“missorum simpliclus povateat esse materiale 18N
mmm.mmmmamman- (L L
1bid, £l |

i
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Lt
come from rothing and this is lupossidle. Bub 1f(Shere is &,

sudstratun were to oo to be, 1% would heve either Being of aune
Delig o8 its terulivs s quo. Doth of thwee meke olangh Lrpcastble.
It it were to cone to be from being, 1t would alresdy have bess what
u'mmmmawmmmummnmm. Oa
mmm&, ummmmﬁtgmwhmw%
Mmmxauwwwmc.m.munmm
To escape the dilemu, the early philosopiure postulated theb the
subetratun alresdy wes, 1.0, Wi existing subotenos, sod was eternal.
This they idectified a8 matter, sinee according to their conoept,
m,mhmmnymm,mmmwumm»
wn&mmmnwm@gmmmmm&m@u
reveived.

ariatotle's concept of the dogres of poteutiality of
xattar went fur beyond thet of his predecssscrs., For thes it woe
socwthlag limited. PFor Mda 1¢.was pure potectiality. For them &
w38 tm potuntiality of ssomd mtter for ax aouidestel Zorm, bub |
for hriatatle 1t wes the poteutiality of prize mebier for substential
foen. sanrml&a@thhdi#mmhw&ewgmuw
restrieting cotire to mather, boontne to hem mebler aloms e
subatancs. Aristotls, m,mmmwmwwmm
amwmmmw.‘gimmwmimcrmﬁhrum
of thw things called neture.




‘ mmhmwm:mwoanWth
m-.mxmm&mmtmuummmmmmwm
mumﬂumdmm* lore sspscially 1n the fires
xmwmmmmnmwmmwmmmm
mtm.mmmnmmmwofmw"mmm g
the conespt of the anofente. They are the diffarences regarding the "

‘mzawwummmmwmuuuumwmuw




7 mistals in aseuming that the doutrine of the savlents wuld prove
| sufficlent to oatablish his cwn ides of matter as neture. And o
mmmmnmmwmmmmmmm
m&wwm-&-mmhﬂwawdmmmm
matter should be nature. Why did the early mburlists conclude
thud matter was nadurs (mmmmmmmmwm
mtter) ¢ m&msmm«m«um For
thes, as for Aristotle, mbture wes the intrineio prineipls of tde
Bovecet by which the tdng, whioh had neture, was noved. Now, in
arder that such & thing be moved, £tummwy‘b&t'tt'bcpa~l
tentially that which 46 s to Yescow thyrcugh movemest, It s this
mmwmwmmzm‘mm@mmm«
chacglng, it is 1ts ceuss, f.e. & pasaive o Fecolving ceuse (260)
mtthutwaiwmcmmlybemhdwiﬁhmtm.wmmu
potential, indeternisate. Zence the ssrly rhilosophers designnted
mtter a8 nature, becsuss it wes the potential, the {udeberzinate
eleswnt in watural things, This, %00, was the resson why Aristotle
salled natter suture. B also apprecisted the faot that nature was
mmmwmxghwwmanw@mmum.uuu

880, J. a 8. Thoom, Curs. Pail., 7. I7, Q. I5, 4st. 2, p. ATTHE7-88:
“uod vero meteria et prinoipiun presivan babeunt raticnes
“naturee, congtat, ton quie ipse nuteris priza per sul tress-
”m&mmnﬁwmmotmmumnfm
mmnﬁwm;mqum “
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ummwmmwmammmmmwwa
thing, mmmnmmm,memmnmm
mnmmmwmmwmm.

mMmummMmumMnmm
end in & money, it mlm!m.wmmnmwfﬁ:nhm
betmeen the modern materislists and the snolent naterisliste, Vary
Mmmuﬁmmmammummwm
£irst Greek philosoplers is the modara neteriniist, that he is the
Frosent day propaneut of the naterialtstis thought of thess
philosophars. fueh philosophsre sa Theles, Annxingoss, Hernolitus,

Wmmmwmmmsmmammw
philesophy that i onlled materislistis beomwse of its firm eppoition
to the notien of fors. In this systen form is rigldly snd totally
szoluded and all is explagued in terns of metter slomo. Far the
zodern Ceterialist form 45 Dot & reelity. 16 48 netidng move than
§ figmont of the nind, & logiosd betng oalled intc existsacs by the
wind, mummawmnmw%mmwnaum
wsolent Greeks, memvos%nmmsawmww
that adnits nstber o be the sols substeuos of things, f.e. their
SRgeTIon, :tumm.mwxemmaw. for the
enolents do ednit the reality of formm, True, for the Greek es for

\J
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the modera matorielist, are 13 ¢ eppoaition belwwon matlsr and
farn, Wt tha opprsition 1k not the saw in both cams. Amonyg the
prodoovagora of Aristotls mefler and fora wore oppesed ks substance
mm,mt“mmmmm.mm«rnmmx
the appasition betwsen the twe. The wery evideot differenas butween
the noderns and the ansients is What the last stirStute aa order to
things by resson of form. (261) For them bronse waa different from
£01d, mood from bome, mot boosuse of the matter (283) lut becwuse of
the form which made the metter %o de bons oF wood, gold or ieunas.
Crafting that the esrly Creek philosophers were oot eristotelian in
reatricting substence to smtter, cartainly they semsot be celled
- materialistis in the modern senes, for they did recognize furm s &
reality.

2) Farn is nature.

Teed ;

“inotler sovocot is that ‘aature’ is the slspe or
"form which 18 speoified in the definition of the

(201, This arder emong things sttriduteble to the form is not &
subatantinl order but an acoidental order.

E52, "Bub £ the natsrial of each of tiess objeots hus itsolf
"the sszs relation to something else, say btromse (or gold)
Yo ?hr,dbgagz wood ) Wm 80 oo, thet (they
“say) woul mture ssaenve. Cousoquently sase
"spoert earth, others fire ar eir or water or scue o a1l
"of those, to be the naturs of the thirgs thet are.”

I Fiys., © 1, 153810-28.
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me@a&mﬁﬁht&mha&w-
They bod indead bean wsefal to hin 1a his besk of proving Gt xebter
mm%-.htm%%&fmﬂmﬁmhmmm
help Drom them, Ynhumdmnm%qwﬁ&anffmmw
waé without meaning, Ia their opinfon form pertalued to the srder of
mmmmum,mvmmsmwwm~
pie. %wum».mmm»mmmum
rigrifionnng. xnthmwmmnmmmmmmw
of muibstantial beocming (253) he hed shown hat form was &Lutance,
PG aw matbor wea, This mmmmmmmmmmgw
Wmmﬂmwfm%mmq Hed he failed to exosine
mwmxim&nmwwamam
mmwwmﬁwaﬁummmmwmmuw.

3

clusion (284), (b) three srgusmonts whiieh umm the conniusion
{336) amt (0) & dlatinetica on the two seoeea of form. {268)

BES. 1 hyslos, ¢ viL, 155D30-101af8,
4. 1I Phyeiss, o 1, 103a30.

«  ibdd, 16%a5l-193%18,

1bid, 153%15.21.




Mﬁﬁmm«iwﬂumuthphnu'm
wrm'uwnmmmmmmmmmnmm
of form mad natury ¥ The fact that this “sheps or form® 12 oalled
rature, necessirily deeds ub %o interirete the phrare os slgiifying 4
subetantial foen. (97) Dut we eannot leave Whe quectiom of f
uw:wﬁmatxm@mmmuammamm |
sbantinl Sormecompletaly answers 18, For there ers two meanings o
siatenticl form, zﬁmﬁwm*rwm*m&mu
ebomﬁitywuomnraﬂ:mg.ww*fermmm*,m
Mmm«mmwﬂmqvwiv,um :
Posed %o tho deteemizabile or maberial part of the exssace. (286) )
¥hieh of the two it the form oalled nature ¢

R TSI B i e

287,




e do not £ind an absolute unaniadty in regerd to the
foterpretation of form-called-mature. Hamelin sppesrs %o fevor the
interiretation of form es 'forme totalis' exolusively. (269) 8¢
Thoems, on ths othae hand, whils agzreeebls to this interpretation,
goes ons step further and idertifies the forw or ahape with the
*faormm partislist as well. His egrewmest 43 indionted in the fule
lowing otatessnt which serves as his owm oomsentery on the bex®
undar disoussion s

"Therefore, in the firet place he says thet in en-
e e o b i Sorm 2

: ' ' anul’ Qe
*from whish the definitien of & thing is Son-
"stituted.” (870)

239. Op. eit., p. €3¢ "3impliclus (278,2¢) comurte d'ailleurs da
: ¥la fogon 1s plus olaire les deux pessages qul mous ocoupent.
*La forme ) & deux sens, l'un celul de contours
“L'satre colul ds notion qul eat selul gue nous donaons (41
*faut lire dans le texts de Simplicius (

“st non, eves Dels, of, Pnilep., 215,8)

“quand nous définissons 1'sssonce de chague chose; s premier
“se repporte aux contours seuls, o'est-d-~dire & la figore, &
"In oouleur, 4 1a grandecr de la surfece; 1e second & la no-

"tion, o'est-fdire & ce type unique et sans pavell
" que déwveloppe la définfition et qui, commm le e,
"ost cosxbensil & la Adfinition ia forow
e ce sons couprend d’'ailleurs les ocmtours ( "
“nices. C'oat cotte forme-ld dens 14 sens de notiom, qu'il -
*sppeile la neture.” o | |

270. "Diocdt ergo primo quod sllo modo dicitur paturs forme ob
"specios quas est secundum rationen, f.e. ox gus retio rei
Poonstituituwe.* II Phys., lect. 2, n 8,




C

Mmhmdmwﬂmmmmwmmuﬁm
total forn, for in vy Yetapiyuios be tolls us that sounible matter
umwmnmermmumm. mw«r'wm
to this prolilem, (R71) st anly the *forms Setalis’ include this
tlesend, M'mmmzmwmmuwgmw&mu
8% procf of form lelng oature, Bt Thomes recerts ,

“Sheceolves o prineiple of movement s in anothey
’%mﬁmwmwwﬁbm&w. i
"issa d8cfarent Proam § by definitien,” (are)

canuat be applied to the ‘forsm totalls', for this 1s reprassutative
of the esswnice, It mueh be applisable o the Form partialis' whtoh,
um«mmmm, uctmmmﬁumﬂuw
detorivable slenent,




“hich of the two opinfons {8 prefurable, Isselin's
ar 5t Thams' t Thon we exwnine in detad) the First arguesat used
wum&nmwmmmnrmmmummm
Thases 43 correst 4n saylng that the 'forse totelis' exd the ‘farms
partlalist are nature.

b) The Arzuset « Forw {8 Hsture Beosuse

1) It i3 that by which the matura) thins 18 comwtituted.

"?uﬂnm*mm* %M&Mhmﬁww

mamnm

This first srgument i Dased on the smalogy that exists
beotween art snd neture. Mmmmhm:maIaﬂ
end the artifictal ta.mitm rature and the nuturel, (!'?S) but here
their use 18 not one of manifestation or exemplification. Their rols
umwmmmmnm. et Aristotle intends to cons
'mmwmuum“mumummm
wtificisl thing 10 only artiffotal by reason of the form. The
MW@MMWM&eM%mammmumﬁm
and S matural s not toushed bore. In this place be is oonte
state the fact of the snalozy und go on fram thore. Later be will

£73, I Mywics, o vii, 101a8-12; II Phywios, ei, 163ell.




When 18 & thing s work of art ¥ sa srtifiolal thing ¢
¥hen it is merely cuformed matter, ke wood er Lrouse or stone, or
when it s formwd, 1.e. & bad, & statue T Certeinly no ow calls
the unfisured wood & work of ert, I only receliver tiwd denuwion-
tion when it receives thw desicn or form. The' matter eut of which
the work of srt soues is, oxly potentially » work of art beceuss 10
is capable of deing formed. To become mn sotual work of art, it ie
nedessary that its potential ferability be reduced to aot though
form., Donoe s thing 1o & wark of art by recpon of the forn of et,
o.g. whenz &t 48 o Pigursd thing.

"The sime is trues af natural ocemounds,

Having shom that thw artificial que axrtificlal de-
peds tpon the form and nob upon ¢ho unfigured matter in order tiwd
it be & work of art, Aristotls now proves the ganc role of furm 4n

214, 1I Figsine, o 1§, 154a22.




matianl things, mturmhwmmuumyamm;w
PaSseas the vature of esseude of {lesh ¢ Dot All thewre 18, i
amﬁmw&tﬁamiﬁybwmW.M&hﬁ.ﬂhwimﬂk
BO Jore Tlesh or boue, than the unourved wood 15 « work of .
Furtheruore, this potentinl flesh or buas, qua potential, does not
oxist 'by sature’, (i.0. potential flead or buxe doss DOt bocoms
aotonl Clseh of boue, which besoming is atteibutedle only to ‘nR-
m*,wmmmhnmwmmmwwmm
srtifieinl things) until the farm or vesence by which we deflng
fleah s bone is received. mm‘mmwum‘tmu
wm.mmmmumywwammm
mdﬁnﬁwbﬂm.’miﬁwzth%%mm”xy
uwtmhmmmumymm.mmouﬁum
thbm.mﬁ&litmiwh%%&fmwmm,%im
evitadle the following coucluslon. Sines flogh and e &re maturel
compounde and thurefore have nature for thelr pdosiple, ad further,
sincs, Weing murely potentislly cue and \he otier, Shey leck e
rmwusm&ﬂnhwmmwm.mmm, ;
they oumnot exist by that mturs, 1t follows thab neture la the




roached fron the argucent based on the samlegy of art aad nsture.
In the gt of the words conteined in the perenthesis, 1 is
oooessery that we resonsider 1t in order thah we wight grasp ite
full signifioance. Boss sees nothing new added to the cenclusion
by way of posuible extemsion, Be explains the parenthesis ss oo-
thing wore than an 1zsertion made by Aristotle to distinguish fern
oF ka8 &8 Mo oondelved I fraz the Fistonio conoept., (878) This
sxplaation has merit, singe the presst discussicn presented an
oppovtume plece for Aristotle Yo point ouk the differwuce between
his idex on form and Flato's. 8¢ Thomss, however, offsrs another
explarstion and ane that &8 muoh more pertinent to the subjeot. To
hix the paventhesis represents as oxbeuion of the origlnal conclusion.
An stated originally, the word ‘forz' sesnad ¢o indicate the essence
or total form and srpment based on the amlegy of ert and meture
esteablished this 'fornm' as nature. Bat, sovording to 5t Thomms, the
statemont-" ot seperable exoept in statewat "~ bears not $o much
on the form a8 essenss, but rather on t3e partial form and indicstes
that this form too is mature, This ides has greas faportance, for 18
is aotaally the medinm by which the totel form or the speciss is
shown €0 be meture. For, if the *forma pmrtislis’, which is gposed,
according to definitien, to thw matter, is not nature, then neither

$76. Op. cit., p. 504, * is added to distinguish
Aristotle's from the Flatonie "




= 180 =

L]

oRL the spscles be neture. The epecice or tobal form 4s emid to
be the principle by which that whioh is potentislly s maturel thing,
beoomes sn motual meturul thing, It 86 because of tuo species or
total form thet the thing is satd to bavs 'nature’ and $0 exiet ‘hy
vature’, Mow this total forn ar speoles sbwsnes buth mabber and
form (376), S.e. whet is pobeutisl and whet is sstuml. But whonde
canss thet elenaut of actuslity 7 Certatnly it camaot be treced to
the malter, far matber 1s 2ot & soures of sot. IV must come, then,
fron the forw, understood e the 'forma partislis’ a=d ss such,
cpposed o the matber s determining to determinable. In obher words,
timt the spevies or tobal form fe nabivw 1o dus 4o this, thet the
'forea prrtialia! & sebure, Unmeguodgue tale et 113ud megls.

"(Tho cochimmtion of the two, 0.z, wan, 4 wot ‘sature’ but 'by me
"tare’ or Tneturell, }

Aristotle hare gays that the composite of matber and
form 48 nob oature, AU most it 1a ‘by nature’ or 'naturel’. Doss
this sot ssen to oomtradiot what he had Juet finiebed proving,
nemely that the speclies cr eseauce is neture ? |

. 1% i John of &b Thoves who provides us with the

276, Pob sacundun beno forme totiue, qQuee est ipsx quiddites speci-
Yei, differt e forma partis, siout totuz & parte: nam quiddites
"speciel east cmposite ex madteris et ex forms, non temen ex
“has forme ot ex Imo materia individua,” S5t Thass, VII Heta.,

lect, D, n. 1489, '




solution of the spperont comtvudictory stebecguts. Through s
diatinotion wads by hinm yolstive to the coublnetion wiich is tle
suppositum, wad the ecubirmtion which i e spesles or sicense,

wo are 8b1s to resclve thw cifficulty. Wmt Aristotle refuses to
denoaimbe us nature in this place iz not the sosbimetion whioh i»
the spesies or total form, but that which is the suppositum, Thie
M%W'inmmywwﬁéwwmzﬁmotmm. The sup-
positun i3 » 'priccipistuat sod & 'qued', Lo, somsthing thot extists,
while z?m 1s & ‘pricoipium' oot & ‘quot; that thy whidh' sonething ‘
exiate. (B77) O=n the other hand, the ocordivation whieh is the species
or total fora, zeels all tie wonsks of the definition of mture,
7o be nature 1t is necosery Qwmt the thing be (1) & 'primm prinet.
phumt, This iz to be undesutpod in the sense of substertial and
radical as opposed bo Instrumentel and acoldogtald, end not in the
gonge of partial, (E78) Again, in crder to0 be ‘oature’, the thing
maat be (2) a prineiple of moveent fn the thing theat is vowed. That
the speoies or tobal form fulfills all thase cunviitlions wnd thorefore

877, 3. & 8, Theoe, Curs, hil., T.51, Q¢ IX, A, B, B JT40l7-3Rs
“Ttaque conpositum (sl totim compositum sumite pro suppssiteo
"subsistents In concrelts) est principistux, wen prinsiplum, e~
*ture sutenm prisoiplun est notus ot quledls, xasuutAdwo
"aliquid est tale, nan sst 13, guod est tede.”

278, Ivid, p. 176ad0-b3; "Ad fundeawniaca oppositun respondetur, quod
*{n definttions naturse, guando disitur, quod eat principlum
"prtma. 5y -m mmmmuwmmm u

'ag gartzuh ot per modun print elesentd.®
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is mture, ta not too difficult ¢o prove. 7¢ 43 & firest prinoiple
toonase it is tho substantial, redical and total prinaiple in virtus
of wilsh the thing is what 1t is. In other words, 1t §s the prinoi-
mmw&wmmzmwmww. Thaugh the
specien in sompthing genarated, 1t s the 'quo' termimie of the
genoration and ot She Sernims 'gud’. Hov relative to the
m*mvmmn@wxmwmmmmn.
for that whioh fumetions aa s ‘priseiplun que' is ths prinsiple of
that which has the role of s ‘quodt, (278) st therefors the speciss
in & firgt principls. It s morecver a principle of moveend. Boe
asise the species L8 the root of all Ww powers that partain to the
thing comtituted Dy the speoles, it is alse Slw prinoiple of those
aperations thet procesd from those pwers. (2850) This suffloes to
Mmmamwmammumm,mwumm
efple not anly of generstion, but aleo of other myversuts, euoh as
looal movenent, alteretiod and growth. (281) It should be noted,

279,  Ibdd, p. A7608-121 "Quod werc dioitur humarndtates owss genitam,
"noi werae principiun geerationds, respacdetur bannl taten
“soss penitam ut ‘quet, non Ut ‘quod', ob sio remet inten
“1insan prinoipii subetantialis; id enim quod ne habet vt quo,

"est prineipluae siue, quod se habet ut quod.

230, “Eeo solur oot prineipium in constituende et ut quidditas, sed
“otiam {2 operando et in ratioms mobus, guis hassnites est ra-
- adx potentisrus, erpo ob operstionum.™ Ibid, biZ.17,

£81. 1bid, BI7-21: "Non suten requiritur, quod netura sit primvi-
“plun gemeretionis, sod suffinit, quod witerius motus, sem $n
- “eomie dutur metaurs, ot non priscipiun generstionis.®




AN

homver, that the spevies or total forn iy not nature 53 woumliriede
17 oy matPer nnd She partinl farm, for 1t Ix 1Boolf e principiatum,
the result of e widta of form and netter. (302) This s Wiy 5%
Thomen, whon Spesking of the species a8 ZAbEe in Feferencs to mmther
end fo ae neture, wovelly latends ‘nataere! {n the Divst inatuch e
the Garna of gemsration, vhile in the ssoxad s B ploeiples of
paneration, (253)

"The form indaed ia ‘mebure' yether

e zetber; Cor 8 thizy

.rs' m "0" vu- r hy “ z ’I‘_v 2 :"r :w AV ‘.“m "-u
APl lmsnt Than won 16 arlots Dove (97, ¥ Livo0i=8)

If o thing, catural or srbifielal, is zove properly
deniznated such when 1% is 208 merely potentiaily bub acbaaily shat,
then 4t followm that the elsmant respewible for maiing the thing
artaally 80, 15 nubave o srt. In the oass of the matural thing this
slement is the form and ccosequently the form Lo nature rather than
mattor. But whioh form, the specles or the partial form 7 Soth.
For the matursl thing owes its sotuality to the species, a» the prin-
oiple conetitutiog 4%, end tu the pertial form, a8 the peineiple of

203,  “Eem pennratilo Seruimstur ad sreclem genernti, gusd resultat
*ox %em Pornue ot patoring.¥ St Ticwes, V ota., leod. 6,
a. .

R85, "siout gutem forea vel materis dicedatur raturs, Guis est prine
. Ceiplun penmpoticnis, quse sscundum prines nopdnis lmpesitionem
“neturn dicitur: it apecies ef substentia dieitur naturm, quds

Tant finis peserstionis.” ibid.
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it pererstilon,

Bat what of matter 7 If the form is mature rather
than matter, doss this mean that matter is not neture, o, Af 1% is
ealled nature, it i8 caly Lmproperly so T The anewer to thems Ques~
tions iy of course negutive. Hotter is nsture and properly so, for
in ite own erder, timt of msberisl cuuse, wugmnprmxpu
of pezersticn and that ndeponiently of form. (204) Aristotle's
-mhrmfwrwmmtmtw“mmummwwm
form is mw'mmmmmmmywmwg I‘f»
nm%tmwimdth.wumhpwmm;%m'
tural. Uatter is the prineiple which reafers possible the making,
whils form i the prineiple whieh sotuslily offects the meking. (285)

£33, 4. 8 &, Thaan, Curs. L., ¥ IL, B 175a30-40: "% ratio
*sunitur ox dictis, quia prineiplua pessivie were st proprie
"rahet pationss maturss, ¢b hon hahet epne prisciplum emis
“aotas dependenter eut partioipative u forxm. lien per se
"oad princivium gemerationis {n suo erdine, soilioed ut oau-
“ga ratarialiy, = - ~ =) GUEO DO €%, oUW & propris ot unie
"vooa ratione natures exelndstur.” '

288, 7Tid, p. 190a8.8%5: "id pecundum looun ex Finmiols dlcitur,
"mmmam?.u miurs non quod 1y megts diost anale~
"siem, sed peiseipalitaten e ocmparationem, Peme suten stat
"quod inter voon wim gt principalins et perfective al~
apo, fiout homs leome in gencro anirmlis. 2t ite est magis
"atura gpevifios, non ganarics, lusequelitate se tenmule ex
*parte spsciel, non ox perte genoris partisipati; sed hoe
Tsmloglan non fesiy.”




14) 18 s that which comns phowt tarourh ponershion, -

ﬁwmmmmammum It s o see
wmmmwwmmﬁttwmm. (2a6) Dt |
ehile he was of the opiuion that iU established mather alous ef na~
mgsmﬁwtaMmmgwm(W} Aristotds now

ghown thet 15 also proves that form is matwre,

Ban is bown from man, or mose genemelly, metarel things
mm&mmwmmxm. Thies, hwover, 18 not trus
of the wark of ard, &MMWM&%W&%@:&
aiple is axtwrinele, while goneration is from en irternal iacdple.
And hesauss the flgura of the ted 18 not the produst of generstion,
mmhmﬁm&tnmmmtm:&mhmmm
of the bed, 1.0, the intersal prineiple of that wiich bas in iteolf
n peineisle of povemsub., The bed's meturs, as Astiphon, hat shown,
am&nmuwwaaﬂ@am,mts&wmxdmm

2&- X WM, @ 1«, m‘d&a
g37. Ibid, alf.



abaut tlrough genarstion 18
product of generabion ‘aant be

umuw.emmumm. If the roasos 1
that 1t s DA i

sature. (208)

mma.ngmnmamwmmmmu |

mmammmmmawummum'
that sach & form 18 mture, How, 88

result of gemerstion is grect
mmm,mumdmmmm.nmmum
Mutgcwﬂi.on.bm:msmumwmutmm. The :
firet oannot be Wue, fwmummpuiwwmmm
not oatarw. mwummwﬁmm

.~  ) mumfmmmumﬁwmm
aot nature, then the form that is tie

oxists snd whioh is
is penerated 1

e Wi N

apumnmnwmmmmmmm
syt mature, Ww&m He now turns to thelir

:mwm«mwwwmwtm mmhm-mw

mmgmarmmuamzmzuﬁmtmm,mw
of the wrtificial thisg, ¢ artificial, on the figors proves ted
form i ature. mmum;bdampamm; Te be
'.gmuy;m,ump«u&nmﬁgmwm flence the form
wﬁgmuufmmmmmemuum. On the swm priv-

oiple fors of the naturel

thing is sature. For what is not in

gos, "Siout igitus haso forsm, guee non redit per germinebionesm,
*nops owt Daturs Sed Arsg 14a forme gume redit por geusre~
*oionem, o8t neture.” II FPhysios, luct. £, 0. &




&
P}

et o
aa

mwu&motﬁntmwmaommat&wbomawmmmm
of wan nor to exish by this nuture. snd sipos man is-born {rom sen,
L.e. ot merely & potential uan but an sctusl ons, &nd i% 1a by reason
orﬁwrmthﬁmumﬁhmmwsm.fmmthmm.
e ndght 888 here, in order to svoid confusicn, thet the term 'form!
-wmuwmnmuwwrmwmmu:m e
mﬁamummmmmwmmapuwmmm
tlon takes plate, sud e mm:wwrmumwmmw
shich the term is constituted.

sutiphon bad remarked tho stebility and persunsncy of
satbor in generation, saying that 1t porsisted throughout the process
of making. mmeh,wwmnamnnmmmum
Wotmmgomuﬁm,nmm.anhmmyﬁwtm
It is slwys form that is generated.

541) zﬂi‘mm“M'ﬁth

mmmmmwmummw
notion of nature as possration, the prisery meening of the werd in
tho ordar of paming. uatmmmmmsmmmv




) &Wioﬁ (855), this seuss of nature s the first DeosuLNO [LOLWTR~

uonwmuﬁtyia
tural things begin to be mﬁmwwmwmspu.m

the srtificlal cws its begimaing to an smtrinsic cns. Sinve forma
mmmmwwwmmmamuﬂw.mm.
mm.mumprmmm.mmtoeommw. (890)
mmmmmwtmn.uuwnmmmmm
d1¢0erence botwesn this sod the second proof. In the latter the

wﬁonutmbmnmﬁﬂtymwmuﬂamd aif-

rmneum@mmmmm*eummmmmmtu

the most cbvicus relative to mtwral things. B~ ‘

e o Dt i S o A st e B 7

artifioial. The saphasis, howsvel, in tle two procfs is not the
paun. In the mcndatgmtanmmwmiawmmdmm

Wmofm@mm.mmWﬁmiWUmeammnr
only in derms of its W%, m,mmmm.m&

davotes hinself %o Qe exmmination of generaticn itselfl,

As the Pired step tomrds provics that fora is matadre
feoi the ides of pature &g nativity or gowration, hs mentions the

wdmmamptmwgwaﬁmww%v&ww&ww ox-
hibdting o thing's natare. This fact ta had alresdy slluded %o, when,

- 880. '&'ﬂuﬁa.. a0, 5; ﬂ- m.

290, *qmm Porsas ot virtutes rerus X mibul ecgmeomw, |
ius ipea generatic vel pativites, neturse DODND M0~

“mitﬂulﬁmm“ibid




4 tho pravious orgwannt, bo noted that pecple sald tha the fligare >l
of a wed was not 1% pature botauss (4 was Oob Sha FORLS 8F eI~
tion, Hoab bo digtloguiabios this sove of nature Lo tdoatoringt «
Emwawmwam%mwmiagwmmw .
cousas, for doataring d0es not terminete tn the produotion of the &b t
od&aaminamaumﬁh vhot ie the importonce of Whia distinstion

wm&wmwwmuammﬁwm

fe woderatend Rose words, 1% 48 wBll O study what
Mile the quodaticn is sooowhat lengdy, e
papgpvesant o Avistotle

5% Thoone has 0 80Ye
holp it gives us dn perytyabiug ot tha
Justifios its {nsopporeticn, This & “w oitution.

ature muw-amﬁw.wmww
wpeture $s oelled pativity. Tlus, arelfore, nature
"toven o genwretiom, l.4. o8 mtivity, 16 the Wy W
Yeatuwe, Fop thig ic the difference vatwesn sotlons
vord paseions, Wt acticns are doccatated from the
:prmtpm. paesiony from the terms. yor ssol thing
18 Q¢m ‘ tha of

ry that
wadicing. But sature, taium a3 gevwraticn, 1.e.
rbivity, does nob LaWo 1igslf to satwe a8 dootaring



'gmlfrmnmthixmto.mwmsiamwuﬂu
"hornt Fhwnoe theb whioh is borm, is Sencminated by
"“that 4o whiol, a0t Yy that trom videh, That, howe
Tgver, towards which muvu:t tonde, is the form the
wrorn, therefurs, 1z oatuars,
Lt us first poiat out the dlatinstion that exists bo-
tepen nature-cumeration snd dcotoerisg and then the comolusicn that
srives Srom this distinotion., Bature-gsusration and dottoring are
pot o same. 'Doctaring' is an sotden, 1.0, aot of the aotive
thing, in this snstance the srb of nedicine, becouse it is productive
of bealth. Though it tends townrds bealth, 1% is not ocalled
thealthing'! boceuse acticua are nemed or dencrsinated by thelr princie
ple whose ‘avtus secundus’ or sotuality they are. Rature-gentration,
nowever, 18 not en sotison. 3t is not, i dootoring, productive,

agl. Traturs potest significari ub gonoratio, puta el matura diw
"oatir nativitas. 610 igitur petura diots ut g;wntia. idost

“tur, & quodam in queddan venit inguantun nasaiturs uode 1d
“Mgusd nescitur, dencminatue ob w0 in quod, non &b 90 SX QUO.
114 auten dn quod teudit nstivitss, seb formas forme igitue esb
"mﬁlfﬂ.* ﬁ PM'; M‘» 2’ D ?A




rather it is production. Boing production, 4% camot be the oot of D
mww.msnmw.mmummamm
pevorated qua belng gannzatod. Natare-genaration, then, is nothing
mmmmwmwmmm’:mmu. 1t is the
mtotmmaiwmm.mtm&m. Bow & passicn, beosuse 1t
uunmtnrwmznmmummmwmmm

segaive its deatgmetion from 1%a verm. Prerything is nezed from ach
mm&m«numtm'mm*ummwmmtm

twen gezarsted, Therelors faturo=gareration 1a go dencalnated bocause

of its torm, nature. It ig, then, the 'via od natwrast.

sm:aﬂm-smﬁiwu«lmmwmw
sta term, then that tora i even move nature than the generation,
dmuinnvmwmmmmkmumm. But

what is the term tcwapds which this penersation tends 1 It zuat be
form, for a Yhing can only do sald to nevo its maturs whin 1% recolves

the shupe or forn that 1s dosigoated in 4tz delinitden.

Those linee nwtmm’awwmw
spoken ohjection. Ha hed conoluded from the srpuments based oo ne~
mmnmwmmufmumbangmm, that foan



was motww. But there is un obiocticn sgatnet thooe wywents. I
oy says thot the tere of geuarstlon bolug natwe el U SSRes O
tion prove tat fore is malwre on the growads thatl poseretios is ade
pittedly patire end 1te torw is the Jome, thes on sooswbat elmdlar
grounds ook should eenclude thet farm iz not vatwe. Cormipion is
netural by reasccs of mtter, (292) and its torm is 2ot form bub the
of fugs, Por ocoppuption s the opssing @ be of what is.
12, thevelors, guusration and its topa are wcoopiabls as asdin o0
prove form 1s natwe, everupticn and Lts werw should o egually oo-
copteble st msdla provisg form is net mature., Uonce the second mﬂ;
third proofs do mot eemmiivoly estublish form en mature,

In his respocse Aristotle polate vut that cormpdlon ia
not e wy %o pove nothlugrose. Its taen ds uot a slsple megation,
bub petier privetion, 1.. the segatisn of & form in a mdjeot ot
have tost Sorm. 1o cordalu saruwe, Artstotle says, this privetion
i form wud botuimpe 3% is fove, codrwpdlan dv 5wy W form and 1
torz ia foxs. Thorefore it is not e hat the ssooud aod third
proofa ore incenolusive. ALl thie, howewer, is cantingsct oa tho
prvpeleoty of oslling privation a fora. IF 3% really o a fors thaa
there oan be no doubt tiat farn io naturs, Wwiber oo progoeds Srom

282, J. &, Thoss, Curs. Fhil,, Te 311, 23 17063738 .ﬂim ast
YGirizcipiue passivun) peincipius corruptionia et ad Lllan habet
uturalsa iaolisaticoemy®™ ’
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Wrﬂmwitum.wumﬁmﬁmwusm In both

wmmmuwmmmmmwmmwwm

in torme of nstaro. Mupﬂwﬁmfm?

en Aristotle speaks here of privation being 'in &
wy' form, be 18 apeaking of privation in commection Wth contraries.
This sammwmwmﬂwhmwwmm
Wamm(m).mmmmmm
ing form. Pt how doss privation becems

of privation in
deolaration of privation be
'inany‘fmhyba&na&oimdﬁwwwhmmt 8¢ Thoowms
mmwwmygmw. fio gays t "for whitensss 1s o
mhhm.mdmm“ﬁmofmmuuistwma
.yoma,sn-omuuummmbmmmmummw-
foet form.” (204) Wmnmwmum. he
priwﬁmafmmaismttﬁdwuafﬁ‘m;&w’nbauluh-
MWWN“M&M%W@W&M&-
poss, blaokress, vy is this ? Fmtofﬁl.umbifimltw
fura end an sueh cannot be oons

¢ ohponne 45 denctes. But whwn

2a%, “mmmmmmmwhmumum.
ui g, a contrary to vhat ools to be, we must consider later.”

11 Puysics, ¢ 1, 155030

206.. "oom albedo est formh completa, ob privatic sibedinis est
® spacies, %:;qmm coningitur nigredini, ques ot

"fm 5 HW.!: 1s0t. 24 De 8e




a 167 =

mgation of form but is clothed with ¢ funotion that is digtinstive
of form, Tho black thing, qua hoving the forn of blaskness, is
mmwdarhm:agmueMrwwehmmgmsw. This uee
fillsd capacity is « privation. ZHow this peivaticn of whiteness is
that which gives direction o the movesent of s black thing, f.s.
becauss of the privation of whitensss the movemsnt of the black cbiect
w1l alwys bo towads the form of whitecess. This must be, othrwise
there will bo o chasge. Therefare tha privaticn has @ deteraintng
effect or influenoe on the black thing qua black. Bub to be & doter-
mmmumwmm.mmmguwmham
scmthing determined. Nence privation 48 'in o wey' form. The
qualification, 'Sn a way', must be odded Car the (nflvence of i
vation oo the black thing 16 not that of forn 1teelf. The latter
m;wummamum,mu&»muummamm
the bluok thing, in 90 far as 1t has blasinsss, towards whitenosa.
mmtty'mmﬁmuéoﬁuﬁmhuﬂwmwsﬁ.
ﬂwmummmméummammwmmpmm
It should be noted, howover, thst nature ts both. (266)

But this position on privation being foram, ﬂ:@h __it
enablos Aﬂé%ﬁi& to le the dirfioulty of corruption and ite
mmmm#mnwmmmmmmwmm

288, "loinde cum dioit: Ged forma et ratwes obte., ostendit quod
“nature quas ent forme duplicitor clottur, soiliset de forsm
"inoamlets et foroe oompista.” 1T Phys., iBid.




bodag form, duwolvos him in another ¢ifficulty. Ue senifwste his
avaroness of this new problon wiwo be mestiocns thet The prowsave of
rivation, "i.0. 8 coatrery of whad cowos t YooY, fa ungualified De-
cosing must yot be lmvestigated. This 1s the new pechlom. Peivediom,
tha tors of corruption aud ponmwution, (808) &s astuelly an ineceplets
form in 20 far s 1% 1a Jolned to & contrery form. It woudd seem,
them, that tho priveiple of bscoming is not the oppositicn betmesn
wivation and habitude, but the opposition betwown conlyrary Porme.
Iz that svent, vhat becomos of pubstential chunge ' If the oppositiom
that is essentianl %o Lecuming is that wilch exists botwoon ccntrary
Porsms, substential beconing e izpossidle. As Aristotle himself says,
there is no contreriety eming substances. (R07) Ax the text of thw
Physios reveals, Aristotls dosy mo more about this new problen than
indloate his aworenssy of 1%, For the prosend (his is sulflolent,
His intention was to solve & particulsr problon that arose in cone
nection with the proofs on fora being rature. laviang scowrplished

296, Mvat&cauﬂam'aqm' of goneration, wd e term
tad queat of sarruption.

207, ‘WM#W&:M”WWW. Bl
"aould be the coulrary of ay peimary substanoo, wuoh a8 e
*"individuasl men or anlmml 1 itbum‘ Sor cau the species
Uopr the pame havo & Ay Cetegories, o v, $H24-4S.



tols by shicwing that ;rivms.on wap Sorm, w0618 o thiigation to

Wamm&m miﬁhwuhba%twwbﬁd

s WL o weuld
consider ths

spe0ies of moverent. (208} ' g

R98. De Gensretions st comgmom 1r 6 441, s thuis quostion of
ztgtwm mtmriaﬁy m'st'ﬂhams, V Phys., ieot, 3, mn.
b=t X1 Motas, loo "
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nhar VI

The Mathematioisn And The Physicist
Their Distinotion (299)

I) Divisicn of Trestise 1

1) A Bow Inguiry 1 Is the Mathematiolan different from .
the Physicist 1 (195h22) |

2) Tht Remsonablensss of This mqad%m two do not
soen 0 be Gilfferent,

¢) They both oomsider the same subjeot-mabter (1535b25-24)

b) Astroncmy pertains to the Physicist and to the
Mathomaticlan (153085-30)

$) The Angwer:
8) They are distinet +  (155031-38)
1) Proof of their distinoticn. (bO1«38)
11) A corollary on sbatrastion and truth., (b85-34)
$11) A Platonic orrar. {L35-56)
b) In confirmation of thelr distinotion (194al-10)

i)mmmﬁmaw&aefdnﬂ&ngmr
to ume and the other. (al-5)

14) and the faot that physico-mathonmatical seiensex
are formelly mathematical, and only tersinae
tivaly physicsl. (e6-10)

298, 11 Fhysios, ¢ i1, 180b22-184al0.




