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CONCLUSION:
e Y R W X A o W

Like ever& dootrine that attracts great
numbers of men, Marxism, toogé must have some foundation in truth,
Just as man, even in doing evil pursues evil as a good, 80 in cling-
ing to error, he does so because it has the semblance of truth. The
notion of conflict in nature is not without foundation. Indeed
conflict is deeply embeddgd in nature, if we understand correctly the
meening of conflict and the meaning of nature. We can say that
conflict is the parent of development, and at the same time give this
statement almost the universality that dislectical materialism gives
to it. We can give it an even broader extension, for we can admit

progress through conflict in the purely spiritual order.

Though the Marxists erred in stating that
everything in nature is infrinsically contradictbry and-when they said
that privation is the source of fecundity in the natural world, they
were not wrong in their observetion both of the world of nature and

of human society. Pope Leo XIII's two Letter;, "Quadragesimo Amno" 7
. —— g~

and "Divini Redemptoris" recognize the fact of conflict in society,

and they realize the part thet this conflict had in bringing about

the present state of society.

The conflict between good and evil, the sad heritage of
original sin, has continued to rage in the world; the
tempter of old has never ceased, through his deceiving
promisses to triumph over the humen race. That is why,
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in the course of the centuries, we have seen one
revolution after another, up until the present revol=
ution =~-- & revolution which is menacing the whole world
and one which by its violence surpasses those suffered
by the Church in its early days. (197).

Conflict is and always will be the part of
man. It is true that conflict in society is due, to a great extent,
to the fallen state of man. Bub even in a purely natural condition
conflict would have been necessary, since not only society, but even
the individusl man is made up of parts that must be coordinated only

through effort. This conflict is but evidence of the imperfection

of man's nature.

Conflict, which is not, absolutely speaking,
& zood in itself, cen becoms an instrument of zoed; it can be the
condition for great progress in the spiritual, in the intellectual

and in the physical life of man.

The conflict between the higher and the lower
appetite of msn is not an absolute good, but it is the condition for
progrsss in virtue. In the intellecturl order there is not great
development except through conflict. It is by meeting difficulties
and overcoming taem that che mind gains strength. This is, indeed,
one of the reasons why Aristotle proceeded.the way he did in the
exposition of his philosophy === he presented the difficulties of the

adversaries so that in overccmirng them the student wight the more

e
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strongly hold to the true doctrine. Teaching which merely gives
the student the end product without going over the rough road to
reach the truth is not true education. In the physical growth of

man conflict is necessary; and the strenuous training of an athlete

is & verification of it.

The conatant_neceasity of conflict for an
energetic life is evident wherevar.wa turn. Sometimes, however, the
conflict does not result to the benefit of the individuel, for the
negative element ma& destroy the good. This is the unfortu@ate
condition of those whom temptation finds wanting. Nor does every
conflict in the intellectusl or physical order turn always to the

greater good of the individual. Marxists recognized that not all

negation permits the development of a higher form of being, for they

declared that in the application of the law of negation, care must be
taken to observe all those conditions of the object which make

resurgence possible on & higher plane.

As was pointed out earlier the anslysis
undertaken in this thesis is not directed against the Historic#l
Materialism of Karl Marx, but against the Dialectics of Nature of
his follqwers. Though involving a conflict of various groups in

society, the Historical Materialism of Merx does not involve the
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logical confusion upcn which the Dialectics of Nature is founded.
This latter is open to criticism through purely logical and natural
principles, since Marxists have put themselves in a position in which
a purely theoretical oriticism wes posasible. They have both declared
Dialectics of Nature to be a continuation of the philosophy of the
ancient Greeks, and they have claimed that their system is a complete

philosophy, as we understand that term.

Through an investigation of the writings of
the ancient Greeks we concluded that there could not be anything more
than an external similarity between the teaching of the early
philosophers and that of the Marxists. And now in this final part we
conclude that Marxism, judged from theorstical principles, not only

involves contradictions but that it is reducible to a static philosophy.

THE END.
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sccordingly without perts and indivieidls. Fer, he arguss, i

. 4% wora divisible, thon supposo the process of dichotomy to

have talen piace; then either thers will be loft cartain
wlsimato nngnitudes, which ere minims and indivisible, but
infinite in pumber, and so the whole will be mmde up of minimm
tut of an infintte mumber of thew; or else it will vanish and
bo divided mwey into nothing, sud so be mads up of parta that
ere nothing. Doth of which ccnolusions are sbsurd. It cammot
therefore be divided, but resains onv. urther, since it is
ovorywhore homopensous, i€ it is diviaidle, it will be divisible
st anothor. Suppose it therefore everywhere divides. Then it
is olear again that nothing remains and it vanishos, sud so
that, 1f it io made up of parts, it la mede of parts thet are
nothing, For so long as any part having psgnitude §f left,
tho process of division is not complete. 4nd 80, he arguss,
it is obvious from thare cousidsrations that what is indivige
ible, with o parts, ad one”, e

3) "hilopomus, 80. 28 1 (Lee, Ibid., p. 13=14)
"iis discinle Zeno, in support of his master, tried to prove
that vhet is, 13 of cocessity one end umsoved. Dp rested his
oroof ©F this on the infinite divisidility of eny comilmnm. For,

Ie argusd, if what io were not one and indivisible, but wure

divided into a plurality, nothing would be one in the propor
songse (for, i tho conmtinmuun were divided, 1t would be diviaible
ad infinitum}s but, if nothing is one in the proper socnse, there

cah be no piluraiity, if plurality consists of a plurality of

wits. It ic therefore Lmpossible for whet 1£ to bo divided
into a plurality; it is thorefore one anly. ~Alternatively the
arpwont may nun ao follows. If there were no indivisidlo unity,
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Zeno's arpunents sgainst motion
1) ‘ristotle, Physics Vi, ¢. J, 286 0 6
"Zeno's roasoning, nowsver, is fallscious, when e says that




1 overything whsm 1t ocouples sn oqual spacs is at rest,

aad if that which 4a in locomotion 1s alwa;s ocoupying such

a space at any moment, the {lying arrow is thorefore motion-

lesa. 7This is falae, for tine is not ocamposed of Indivisible

nononts any nore Shan sny other magniitude is composed of
ivisibles.

Zeno'n arguments ebout woticn, which cnuse so much diaquiet
to thoss who try %0 solve tho prodlems that thoy present, are
four in mmbor. The firat assorts the noneaxistesoe of motion
o the ground thet thet which is in locomotion muat arrivo at
tho halfewuy stage before it arrives at the goal. This we
have dlacuseed abxwe. (233 a 13).

The ascond ia the sowomlled ‘.shilles ', and it smounte
30 thia, that in a rance the gulckest runner can nAver oVor'~
talny the slowest, alnce the purauer must first reach the point
whenoe the pursued gtarted, so that the slower must always
hold a lond. This arpumut is the oume in prinoiple ea that
which dependa on besection, though it differs from it in that
the spacos with which wo successively have to deal are not
divided inte holves. The result of the ergumnt is that the
slowor is not overtaken. Iut 1Y proceeds along the swae lines
as the bissotion sargesat (for in both & aivizion of the apeoce
in e oartalin wey loods to the result that the goal is not
ronched, though the ‘sohillest roes further in that it affirme
that oven the quickest runner in legendary tradition ouest fail
in his pursult of %the slowest), so that tho solution aust bo
the asnb. And the axios that that which holds a lead in nover
ozortelne is Clase; it is not overtaken, it is true, while 1t
holds & lead; but 1% is ovortaken asvertheless 1f it is ;rantec
that 18 traverses the £inito distance presoribed. Iwse then
are two of his arguwonts.

Tho third is that alroady given above, to tho affuct that
thn Zlying arrow is at rest, which result follows {rom the
samgption that tine is canposed of monents; 1€ this assumption
ip not granted, the conclusion will act follow.

“ha Tourth argument 4a that coanccening the tewo rows of
bvodies each row being composed of an egual mmber of bodies of
agual aige, passing each other on a race=course as thw; prodecd
wiih equal velocity is oprosite diroctimma, the oo row
ariginally aceupying thes apmoe botweon the goml and the middles
point of the oourse and the other thadl botween the niddle point
snd the aiartingepost. Thic he thinks involves the comolusion
that half s ziven time i1s ogual to double that tixe., The fallacy




of the ressoning lies in the ascmyption that & body occcuplies
oo oqual time in peesing with egual velloity a body thet i In
moticn ard o body of equal size that is at reat, which is

falze”™.

Aristatle, FPhysics VILY, ¢. 8, %68 a & ¢

he semw nothod @ 8130 be sdopted in replying to those
who asl, in the terms of Zenp'e argument, whether we edmit
that befare any dlstunce ocan o traverses helf the distence
rmat be travorsed, that these half-distancos ere Infinite in
mirber, snd thet is irpossible to traverso distencos infinite
in nuber ~-= or gome on the lines of this sae ergunent pub
the ouestions in another form, end would bave ug srant thet
in the tire during which a motion i3 in ;rogress is should be
rossible %o recken & halfexotion before the whole for every

helf distence that wo got, 85 thet we huve the result thet w=hen

the whole ¢istimes is traversed we have rechoned on lufinite
murbar , which is sczdttedly Lmpossible. How whan we first
disoussed the guestim of motion e put forward & scluticu of
thio diffioulty turning on the fact that the period & timo.
cocupiod in traversing the distenco contains within itsell on
ipfinite rusber of wnits; there io po ebeurdity, we said, in
apposing tho truvoraing of infinite distances in infinite tiro.
A the elemest of infinity is prevent in the tire no lese than
in the distanos. lut, elthough this solution 18 adequate as o
reply to thoe quecticunor (the queation asked being whethor it ls
posedble in & finits time to trawerso or reckon an infinite
mupmber of unita), nevertheleas as an account of the faot ond
explonation to itz trus oeture it is inadequate. [For suppose
the distance to be left out of acocunt end the questlon asked
to e no longer whother it ia possible in = flnite tine to
travorss an infinite number of distences, snd suppose that the
inquiry ic made %o rofar $o the tine talem by itself (for the
time contalng cn infinite number of divisions); thon this
solution will no longer be adequate, and wo must spply the
iruth that we armumciated in our recent discussicn, stating it
in the following wmay. In the aot of dividing the ocntinucus
distanse into two halves one point is treated as two; since wo
make 1t a aturting point and a Sinishiay pointy and this scme
result is also produced by the wot of reckoning halves sa well
a8 by the act of dividing into halves, But if divisiona ere
mede in this wey, neither ths distance nor the motion will be
cemtimuousy for motion if it is to be continucus must relate

to what ic combimuous; and though what i» continuous contains
en intinite mumbar of halves, thoy are not sotual but potential
halves. If the halves are msds actual, we ashall get not &
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continuous but an intormittent motion. In the cese of
reskening the halves, it is clear that *hils result follows)
for then cuo point muat be reckoned as two; it will be the
finigling point of tho ono helf and the gtarting polut of

the other, ifmhm}mnnatmmmmm'mmmms
two halves, Chersfors o the guestion whethar it {s impoasible
to pass through sn infinite mmber of units oither of tirm or
distonoe we mat roply thet in & seass it is, sad In e asns0
1t 15 not. If tho units sro actual, 1t 18 zob possivle; if
tloy sro potential, 1% iz poasible, Yor iz the Squrss of 8
cemtimous motion the traveller hus traversed an iafinlite
mobar of undts in an scolcdental sharsctaristic of the
distenae ©o Yo as iofinite mobar of halfedistances, this is
act ito rosl oad esgential cherscter”,
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another cesy. An indieation of this is found in the {fact thet




oo one hand is able to attain the truth edequately, whils, on tho
othor hand, wo do not collaoctively fail, but every obe say Scube
tmgwmmemmmww.mmummmwm
contribute 1ittlo or nothing to the truth, by the unicn of all @
oonsidorablo smount is amassed, Therefore aince the truth zooms
to be like the proverbial deor, which no ono can fall to hi
this respoot 1% must Lo cesy, but the fact that we have
truth and not the particular part wo ain at shows Liiy el
it. Uerhops, 00, ss difficultios are of two kinds, tho e of
tho prosont difficulty 4s not in the facts but in ua. For as the
ewawmwmwmbmowm.mummmmm
to ¢ho things which are by nature most evident of all.

(c6) On tho perfoction of imowing things in fewor species, cf.
Contra Contos 11, 88,
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(G7) ioi, ope Oit., ps 118

(68) iristotlo, Piymics 1i, G 4, 193 o 26,

(69) dmm. Ibldo. Qe 6‘ 198 a 5.

(70) ariastotle, de Animm, 408 b 28.

(71) voxt. Hath., VII, 136.

(73) ok, ODeg 0ite, Do 126,

(73) sristotle, valos 1, Cs &, 187 a 20«2 &,

(75) rregrents nos. =17, passim, Burnot, Jp. Oit., p. 250=200,

(76) “ragments noa. 12 and 13, burnot, Ibid., pe 200-260.

(77) aristotlo, e ics I, 0 4, 986 a 10,

(78} lato, [haodo, noa 7«53,

{79) .doratsky : Dislectical la Pe 40 1

‘The ats ro . ves as materislists; but, in

fact, bocause of tholr inability to think dialoctically, thoy
mW&ﬂwfmoﬁMmaﬂmmlmfwm
to abandon the materialist position. 4s un exumplo, one Dey

oiawmmwwmmmmmwnwmqmsum
of quantity and quality. 7his in one of the quostions on which




(30) Ich. Pe 50 ¢

(81) !&:cal: 1 Ludrie B Pa 38«87 1 :

rust be sought in the mechanical motdom of qualitatively
1Gonticnl and unchanging units (atoms, eleotromas). All
qualitative differences between thinga are due to the |
disforence in the composition of those units and to the

difforence in their sizple mechanical motion (trensplacensnt

in spmce). lemos, quality does aot axist in sotusl reality
tut depends entirely on our subjeotive perceptions®.

“rhis materialisn, which denies the reslity of highar
forns of motion and reduces everything to gross and sinmple
mechentical motion, to transplacesent, @roves to be absolutely
helpless before ideelimn. For ldealism also asserts that
thouzht and the objective world are identical., lischanioal
meterialisn, therefore, paves the way for idealism of tho most
gubjoctive kind, It loads to the inovitable conclusicn that
the only reslity is ono's own gensaticns, for however much
theoretical thinking may be demied, this reality cemnot de
denied. lrecver, mochaniosl materislisn camnot resist the
{dealist belief in a creator, in seme foroe sxtornsl to the
world, for the rosson that mechanical materialisn camnot
cxplain what it is that sota in moticn the gigsntic mechanisn
that tho world sppears to him to be. Tim world machine of
mechanioal materislisn requires some external impulse, tho
wiversal clock requires somsbody to wind it up. here is
mw'mwwmmwmwmmw
of Ged®, .

The &e tho last century was predaainantly
sechanicsl, becsuge at timt tims, of all natupral scionceas,
mochanics and indood only the mechanica of solid boiles =
celostial and torrestrial === in shwrty, tho nochanice of
gravity, had come to any definite cloae.

es-essees This exclusive application of the stundards of
gechanics to processcs of a chemleal and organic nature ewe
conatitutod a specific Wut st thut time inevitable limitation
of olassical French materialliem, -
 The second specific limitation of this materisllsn lay
in ite 1nability to conprehend the universe a3 & pProcoss =
as metter doweloping in an historicel process. 7This wes in
acoordance with tha level of the natural science of that tirve,
and with the metaphysical, i.8., anti-dislecticsl mamner of
philoscophising commoctod with 1t. Fature, it wes nown, ws
in congtant moticne But according to the ideas of that tine,
this motion turmed eternally in a eircls and thersiore never
moved from the spots it producsed the same results aver and

over again”.
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*Ce . ot & 1a suito de 1a philosophie frangaie
e da XVIlle aldclo, la philocophio allemmmie modorme Stait nde
ot cvnit trouvd aa conclusion on Hogel. Som plus grend mirite
fut 1o retouwr & la dialectique oocme & 1 foroe supérisure de
la ponsfe. Los philosophes zrecs de l'antiquits 4taiont tous,
de naissance, par nature, des dlaleaticions ot lo cervoau le
plua universel parmi eux, Aristote, a sussi d8Jd étudid los
formea lea plus ossentiollss de la pensie diulsotique. la
philowophie moderne, su contraire, bhien que la dialoctique ait
mui&t&wprémm&omﬁohtzwmhwmmmaw
Spinosn), fub de plus ent plus ongugde principslemsnt pear une
influsnce sngleise dens lo mode de la pansde dite “mitaphyeique”
qut domdne ousel presgue exolusivonent ohex les Frangais du
IVIiile sidole, 'tnut au noine dans leurs travaux spdcialement

philossphiquoa™.

dialootios) had a grewt advantege over materialism, It studied
thing in their development, in thelr arising and dying wmy.

If wo oxoaine thinge from precisely this last point of view,
the mathad of thinking characteristic af tho anoyolopsodiata,wee=
the tranaforuation of s phencuenon into a fossillised thing by
ebatracting 4t from ell tdw inner processss of life, the nature
axi camsction of widah it 12 inpossidle to undorstand wee

muat b reojectad. llogel, tlw Titan of the XIXe th ocentury

idealisn, never aoasod to fight againat this mothod of thinite
inge For him "This metaphysla was not free or objoctive thinke

ing. Instoad of latting the objeot freely and spontasnoocusly
expound ite own charscteristics, motaphysic presupposod it
readyrado.” (Inoyol, purs. 1)

Lenin, Correspondence, letter to ianxim Corky, letter no 27,
1500 s, d.

iiagonov, loarx and Digels, pe 65,
Ingols, Fouerbaali, p. 28

Cleitanov, uestions Fondanontalos, p« 18
ingels, Ati-Diwing, I, pe =45,

arx, Capital, /Tefasce to bditiwm 2,

Adoratsky, Dialectical lnterislism, p. 23.
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(91) Hooicy From Hopel to lerg, pe 278

(52) Flekonov, uestions Pondmentales, pe 0.
(03) larx, Capitel, ‘refuce to Rdition 2,

(06) lngels, Feusrbesh, sppendix D, pe 98.

(S6) iidasencv, Merx and Engels, pe 58,

(06) tarx's Theaos on Fousrbmch s {(Jotted down in Srumsola in Ghe
Gpring of 1848, _

1. "o cheif dofaet of all hitherto existing matorialism e
that of Fouerbech inclwied - ip that the odject, roallty,
sonsuensss, ig cooceived oanly in the form of tls cdjoct or
conteoplation but sot as humm sensuous sotivity, praoctios,
not subjectively. Thne 4t happenod that the aotive side, in
opposition to nmaterialisn, vas deweloped by idoeallisn ewe Dut
only abstractly, since, of course, idenlisn does not know real
sengucus aotivity «s such. Fouerbach wants seasuous objoots.
Consoquantly, in the Sssence of Christiani ke reguards the
theorotical attitude as attitude, while
wmmnmimmmmmzumtydmmx*
of appesrance. ionce ho doos not grasp the significanco of
Frevolutionary”, of prscticalecritical, activity.

11, The question wheathsy mwmm«:zuaw-mw

' m%mi&mﬁqm-umdﬁnwymuapm&m
questictls In practice can mwsd rave the trulth, i.0., e
reality and power, the 'thige-eidodnosat of his thinking. “he
dispute aver the reality @ nouereslity of thinking which is
isolated Iron pructice is & purely scholastio quostion.

1I1. The caterlialist dootrins that nen are products of cirousetances

and upbringing ad that, therefore, changsd mon are products of
octhar oircumstances end changed upbringing, forgets ihat the
sducator must hingelf be educated. lionce this dooctring nocesye
arily axrives at dividing soclety into two parts, of which cve
towors above sooiety (in Robert Uwen, fur exampls). A

IV, Feucrbach starts out froa the fuct of religious selfealiontation,
e duplloation of the warld into a religious, imsginary world
ad a roal one. 318 work consists in tho disacluticn of the
roligious world into this secular basis. Do ovoriocika the {ect
that after couploting this work, the chelf thdng atiil remsing
to be Jdone. For tho fact that the esecular foundation 14its




1tsels above itenlf and cotablishes $taelfl in tw olowds as
mmmmﬁmmumyummmwmmw '
olouvage und self~contredictoriness of this seculur besis.
The lstter muwet itself, therefore, first bo understood in its
mummmmwwmmwmmmm.
rovolutdcnived in practice. Thus, for lnstance, ouoo the
wﬂnyfmwummmmmmwwamy
funily, o former must them iteolf bLe theoretically oriticis-
6d ant radically changed in prectioo.

¥, Cousrbech, oot satisfied with alateact thinking, appeals to

VI, Feuerbush resolvos the religlous esaunoe into the humen. Bt
mmwumawmwmmham@emm
{dusl. In its roality 4% is the ensamble of the souial relationa.
?ewmh.mommwmmucmwwm
eem.umoqwxyemmaax)mmwmtmm
iﬁntmiulprmanndtomtmnnwamwum-
mmfwxmuwmwmweummn
hrwn individuale 2) The human espencc, therefure, oan with
hmwemmhdmyn“mn“,uadmbmmﬂmml-
mmﬁmwmmmmmmwmu.

VII. Feusrbach, conteguently, dows not seo that the roligioua sent-
Laant® 48 itsslf & socolal produot, and that the abstract individe
ual whoa ho esalyeos belongs in reality to o partioular form of
nocietye

711, Sooisl 11fe i» easentially precticsl. All mysterios vhich mine
load theory to myetiolim find thelr rational solution in Inmen
pmmmmmmwmimwmmtm.

IX. Tho highest point attainsed by contesplative materialisn, i.6.,

matorialism which does not understand sSensuousnoss ol pearotionl
aotivity, is the cutlook of single inddviduals in "civil socioty”.

L. The standpoint of the old materialisn is "oivil sccloty”, the
W&nﬁ&ﬂw:ﬁhmawi&uywmmmmty.

XI. The philosopbors Lave only interproted the world in verious
wa 8} mmmmhwwm".

{(97) “opels, Feusrbach, pe 38-40.

(c8) iar=, lettar to ingols, logembousgabe, btoily 13, Bde 2,
pe 633, 1634.




(98) :—% lottar to lLuasals, Jelscted Carveapondence, Loudon,
Pe 4Gl . ‘

(100) Mmrx, lottor to fngel, Gegembouspabe, Abteil. 1I, Bd, 3, p. 396,
(101) inpelay &Wl}, Pe 52, Faotuote.
(102) Ingels, Anti=Dihring, I, profmcs o II edition, p. xxi.

(103) Sidney Book 1 From iorsl to Xarx, De 5.
Thore cannot be a dislectica nare

oo the forepoing interprotaticn, the atieapt o spply
tho disleotic to nature must be ruled ocut &s incoupatible with
& aaturalistic starting poinmt. Karx bimmelfl uwvor apeaks of
o llaturecialoktil, althoush ke was guite gware that gradual
quantitative changes in the fundsnental units of physics and
chenistry result in gualltative changes,Zngels, bhowaver, in <
hiz Antielihring and in hAls posthumcusly published nenusoript -
Dialeltil: und Uatur oponly extends tha dialsctics to natural
phoocozene, Jig definition of dialectic, however, indicates
thet he is wemmre of the diatinotive chersster of the dialeotic
gs opposed %o the physical conocept of “"Change" and the biologlcw
&l sonsapt of "dovelopent”. "Dialectic”, bo writes, "is
nothing more then tho seience of universal lews of zotion and
evolution in nature, humen society ard thought®. (dntiel
12 edit. pe 144) iractiscally all of knowledge, therefare, =
within its ascops: and owery thinisr from Thales down could
claim to heve in sooe sense advancod the science of dialoctic.

{nly an idea 1liat can adhers to thw dlstinctive connotation of .
dialsctic expounded sbove end still belicve tist nature,
indspondent of men, 43 an illustyation of 18,

Caliolco's laws of =motion and the 1life history of an insect
lave nothing teo do with dialoctio exespt an t2e asasumption that
all nature i3 apirit. lere as elsowhore, Engels allowxi more
of Japel than, a8 a naturalist, he could properly digest; and
ene is tongptod ¢o gay that 1t lept coming up throughout his

Tk

Jome aurxists have oo gecerallisex the asaning of dialsotics <
that it refers to the suddon omergence of oew qualitioes in any

field. Fleahanov, 0.g., 10lds that the traasition from § te 10,
ar 90 to 100, in the process of counting 1s evidenco of dlalectio

- &t work, {Cr. PRucdssental Jroblems of larxism, Fnglizh trans.

. Ps 97). tonfusion Les erised vecauss of tho maltiple and
arbigucus referemces tc the term “Hetur-Dislektik™. Sometimes
1t moona no more than the comicn pLace 180T GhRt change i




obpervable 4n all £islda of thought and activity., Sometines it
meany thut every cocount of physics must cperate with ooutraste
ing and complerwntary priosiples in opder to 4o Justice to the

polarities and thy oppositions ia the styuctures of aature. Dut

~in thoss senses it is foredgn to Marx's consepticn of dialectic,

which Iz higtorical and restricted aaly 4o & considerstion of
the ocmuses, nature and effects of lnman astivity that destroys
the oquilibrium of a polarised sccioty and rodotermdnos tho
directlion £ the movament of soolely. mm-Mmo,m
dianiectio is the principle of social activity, its medium ia tho
olams atrupzle. There i3 2o hosd to show that there ere sudden
loeps wd huops In nabure to fustify rovolution 1n scolety.
Thether maturel phenocoms are contimucus at &ll points or dis~
centinuous ab some i¢ an expirooal questiom. It 1o stristly
Liyolovant to the selution of any soclsl problom. Tho wistaleon
cmwoption that they are relevant iz Lount up with & oognale
mﬁmimmmmmwmwan Sindings of sclence
ard the zooial notives and conditioms of scientific luwosticate
ions, The results of physles moy Yo used by the bourgsolisie bdut
%‘wmismmhﬁﬁnguw.sglmioh 70 read the class
gtrupsle baok lato sedence amd nature i %0 fmply that all nstwre
is conpcicus -e= o jropogition which only an legollan idealist
can anoert”®,

Iz an art,tcle- in Tho NHmrxigt uarterly, sprieduns, 1037, p.
A5TE0B, i, I giwmctio of Gmture.,
Though it is not done exactly along tho lines of the analysis wo
shall meko in the Cinal rort of this dissertetion, the snelyals
iz logionl snd worti: whilo. ! covoludos his article with what
he conpidors to be tho only posaidls application of Dlaloetle
e Tature : It hag use ag a scieetilic sothod

12 %o havo setublished anything so far, wo have shown that
%haonl;som in which the dialectisca iz applicabdle to asture is
the senpo in whiech 1t 46 an abbrevisted synonym for scientifio
oothod., snd ag & confirmmtion of this conclusion v noed only
ask of those who deny 1%, to peint to o single cose of nowisdge
dimcovored by, or vuplicable in terme of, tho disleotic method
which camot be more simply coriified dy the canors of scientific
oethod. &8 an additionel task wo nmight challenge thaa €0 frunge

- lato tho Tinding of medorn acionce into the laaguage of dialectic

and corpare the atructure of propositicns so dorivoed with those
of solance in rospect to vorificsablility, simplioily, systewtic
commection, and fruitfulnees for the eoquisition of now inowlodge.
if the fundmcontal lews of dialec*.ic, acalysed iu the preceding
mtian. are held to be iantegral to the cunception of dialootia,




()

— “nﬂ‘.wﬁk

thion 4t So deubidul whothor eny Wanslatica sen bo pale, for
re ::s:.w weon theat thece lawg violite the ﬁmmual ineiples
of logic, solontdifin mothod, aad in slaces, of golerent syutas.

Ceev.vee @ Comolude, then, that the dinlsctic zethod cen clalm
to bave ceondng and valldity enly whoan 1t iz understood to be

- gynopagyous whith selentific nethuxl; that since L¢s traditional
formalntian is burdensd with weiry ::a..alae.dmc and otelon
e.xx.o"t._cns, 1t would bo more counducive to oloer thinkiug 18
e phress wore dropped thet 1ts rotenticn engenders a
a.,*“zieal pitllcoophy of zature, propmres the way Sor a dootrine
of oo fruths”, oo oxdinary, cclontiftc and profane, Sho other
eacteric, ui:ucot‘.’;cal“ and Migher; axd {Mnally, that 3% cnoour-
ados an ettitude which ousily lemds to censorzhip, dictaticn,
e pergecution of gelontists, !

(10¢) Zmiols, Dialschbiog of Fature, pe 26.

(105) 3}.’1510. Do 8.
(108) Ibide, po 13=14,

(107} insls, Teusrbacl, pe 68 1
"Su% ahove s thore are tires ;roat discoveries whish had
enshlod our inowledge of the interecomsctiocn of netural peccosg-
a3 Lo advince Ly loaps und bounds 1 Sirst, tho diascovery of tho
eell ao the unity fron vhose suitiplication and Qifferentistion
tho winle ylant Md enimal body davelosBeswss
iecomi, the trunaforoation of onergy, which has denamatrutod
that all the so~callied forces operative in the firat instance
in Iuergenio nalwry e coohaniocal forve and 1t conploment 80w
caued "c*wtinl anorgy, Heet, rediation (Jicht or redlant hest),
c.m arlelity, nepnotiss and chonical eorpy - ere AifTerent lorms
P owenifestation of univeraal motdon, which pass ints ons anotier
def"zite propartions no that in piace of & certain quantity
os’ tho oo which d&aappeara. a cortain jquaniity of another malns
appearance and thus the wholo moticn of nature is reduced
tc this mm process of transi'orration fron one form into
enetler.  Flnalls, the oroof ehich Darwin Jirat Jdovelopod in
comngotad forn ‘tlm*b the atoek of crgmnic producta of urturo
sm‘rmmdm;; us today, including mzw.nd. iy the result of o
long preceas of evalution from o fow originel wsicollular mr*.a.
- oend "“'m.‘ thewe agaln have arigon froam srotoplasn of alin
which ceno into existence by chemicael ma.ns”

tfe [dsc : Deloctles of fature, Ingels, y. 298; p. 163,

13 emriianhl De .




(108)
(108)

Engols Feuverbach, pe 58
smmm.mdupmdzmummmmaf

thinking, Stelin s Dialogtical and iis matorialian, pe. 7.
The esgenco of tho §

"rhe prinoipal features of the lmrxist dialectical rethed
are as follows t

a) Contrary to metaphysios, dislectics dows not regard nature
as an aceidental agglomeration of things, of phonomene,
unconnooted with, isolated from, and independent of, eoach

other, but ns & connootad and integral whole, in which things,

phencena, aro orgunically comnected with, depondant on, and
doternined by sach othar.

The dialectioal method thwrefors holds that no phenosencn
4in nature oan be undereteod if talken by iteels, isclated fran

ammwns_phom inasrmich a8 any phanooenon in any realn

mmmm&.ﬂmmuypwoanbezmdaﬁ
gtood and explained if considerod in its inseparable comection
ﬂmmmummzﬁmwmmw

phonomens.

b) Contrary to metaphysics, dialectics holds that aatura is
oot & stuto of rest and irmobility, stagnation snd immutab-
1nw.m:mmorcmtmmmme. of

contdnuous ronowal und developmeat, where something s wlwnys

arising and devaloping, end scwething always disintograting and
dying ey,

7he dinloctical method therefors requires that phenomona
ahould be considored not culy froa the stendpolnt of thelr intors
connocticn and interdapendence, but also from the stand point
of thoir movement, their ohenge, thoir development, tholr sooidng
into boing and going cut of being.

7he dislecticnl nethod regards as important prizerily not

. that which at tiw ;ﬂmmﬁmtobe&wabhmd;wm

wwymammmammy.mmemuwummx
developing, oven though ad the given momsnt it may ap.ear to boe
not durable, for the dialsctioal method considers invinoiblo
only that whioh is orising end developinifessvee

o) uontrery to nmetaphyeica, dialsctics does not regurd the
mnwmuanwuwmdm.m
guantitative changes do not lead to gqualitative changes, but

as o developoent which passes from ineiznificant and imperceptidblo
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quantitative chanpa to open, fundemental changes, to qualitabe
ive changesy o development in which the qualitative clangea
cvcur not pradually, but rapidly snd slpuptly, taking the form
of & losp from o state to snother: thoy ocour not eccidentally
‘pat as the nuturel result of an accusulation of imperceptible

and pradusl quantitotive chenges.

The dialocticsl method therefcre holds that tho proceas of
doveloprent ahould be understeood not as movement iu a oirole, not
as a sitple repetition of what has already occourred, but as an
gpward axd upward movenent, as & transition fron an old qualitative
stato to & now qualitative atate, as a dewlopnment from the simplo
to the complex, from the lower to the higher.

d) Contrary to metaphysios, dialectics holds that internal contrade
iotions aro icheront in all things and phenooenn of nature,
for they sll have their negative and positive sidos, o past
and a {uture, somothing dying sy and scuething devoloping; and
that the strugslo botweon these opposites, the strugploe between
the old end the now, between that which is dying ewny and that
which 18 being born, Letweenn that which is disappewring end that
which is developing, constitutes the internsl ocontent of the
process of developront, the internal content of thoe transformntion
of quantitative chenges into qualitative slangos.

Tho dislectiocal mathod thwrefore holds that the process of
dovelopuent {rom tho lowor to the higher talws place not as a
mumWommwMMuuumwm
cantradictions inhorent in things and phenceena, as a “strusg
of opposito tondencies which operats on the bagiz of these
contradistions.

In its propor mosning' lenin says, 'dialaotion is the atud,,

of tho contradicticn within tho very essence of things.'

{#hilosophicel notobooks, Vol I, p. 263 of Tussiun editicn).

(110) “ngals, mt!dm, I. Pe 11.
(111) Lenin, On dielectics, Vol. XI, Jelocted iorks, us 8l.

(112) :inpels, Anti I, pe 131; of. also Ilekanov, “uestions
o S, Pe Wa
{113) .dorataky, PDlaloctioal lateriallam, pe 28.
(11¢) ingolm, Antie e 1833
cf. also + ingela, Dialectics of nature, pe 164
"alrsady no phys sodentifio AL it doos

not consider death ag an easential factor of life (Note : llegel,
0. I, De 162#G). The mogation of 1ife as belag sesonticlly
Tomalood in 1ifo 1taclf, so thet 11fe la alweys Shought of in




(118)

(116)
(117)
(118)

(118)

Engels, anti=Duhring, p. 74
"o moonenE ost 1e mode dlexistence, la manidre d'étre

de 1a matléve. Jeuels et mille part, il a'y a eu ot il no peut
v avoir de matidro sans mouvexent. Houveent dans 1'sspace
chleste, mouvement micaunique de masses plus potites sur ohacum

mmtmumtmodmhmimmmw.
Tout repos, %out dquililse nlest que relatif, ot n'a d» sans
mpuwmémmwwn-muwwm
anwpa-m&.mmh.um&hmrfmdehm
en 4quilibro micanique, étre su point de wus nicenlquo en Stat
dompmnwhml’micbmmm}um&cimrmmm-
nont do la terre oinsl '3 celul du systiéme solairs tout entier,
pas plus que cela n' ses psrbicules physiques les plus
petites dlaccosplir los vibraticns sonditicnndes par su
rature, cu sof stooos mtériels d'effectusr un procesaud chisde
qud. lamtiémnmmmtmeo\tGManmqw
1o mouvement sans natidre. Lo mouvessut ne peut par ccnafquont,
gmapluaétrocréémdémnquahutﬁncmm,wqw
1'ancionne philosophle (Descartes) exprime en disant o la
q\mem%ummmunemmm.nmm
ccnstanta” .

mrels, Dislectics of Hature, p. 138,

Ibid. s Do 283,

ingoln, [ « 861 of. also ienin, @uiooﬁriﬂoig,
Jole XX . Forisy De 215 asq.

logel, The Solanoe of Los s Do 204, ne 145 3
mmiyﬁd. fraee cholcoe is soen to be a

mﬁoum,wmumtmzumwcm stand &in
antithesis, The matter of choice is glven, snd lmown a8 &




lles only 1o the forw of ohonsing, whioh, as 1t is only a
Mmmfmmfmtmtummwmum@w
in suppoaiticn,. On an ultinate mlysu it will bo seon that

‘ﬁmomm&ntﬂnwinfmmi mmmmm

{120)
(121)

(122)
(123)

wmwu;;zmmmuzmmmmmmmmm
of tho twe alternutives®.

Ivid., pe 282, ne 168 3

Hooosaity, indeed gua neccssity is far fros belng froodons
7ot frecdon jro-supposcs necessity, end contalns 1t as an un~
subatantial olomant in itself. A Zood man 12 swxds that the
mwmemtmmmwu@twmmg.
3ut this congolouwsncas is &0 far from meking wiy abatenent {rom
his frocdom, that without it real and reasanable {iesdom oould
a0t bo distinguished frou arbiteary cholice, wee o froedan which
haa no reality and 1s merely potential. Acriminel, whan punishe
oa.mlaa:mthupmﬂmn*u:mwumotmm-
dor, ¥y the punisleent 12 not foreipgn constraint to uhitah
’u.ssubW.Mt&nmﬁustat&meflﬁ;mwttmw
e recognises this, ho comparte hinself eas e free nan.' In ehard,
man 1s moot indopendsnt when ! knows himgelf to bo dotamainod

by the Abaolute Idea thoughout®,
fugele, AntieDilring, I, p. 125, fngliah Battion.

hcels. HMalooctics of Jebure, »s 132

0; ty the old motaphysionl sewo is the
ﬁmmmmofmommma.ema. Fmeh thing is
aqual to itsolf. Fverythineg wes permwneat, the Jolar systen,
Jtars, orgonisms., This law has been refuted by natural sclouce
bit by bi%t in each soparate case, Lut thamumu,, it st4ld
crevails and 43 still put forward by the supporters of the old
uwimmmm:smmawmmuwu-
a0l and somothing elase. And yet the fact that Grue, conorete
identity includes difference, change, has recently been shown in
detail by natwral soience, Abatract identity, like all motaphys-
ical ontegoriss, suff{ice for everyday use, were swall scale
coxditicus or brielf pericds of ticme are in queatlion ; the limils
+hin which 1% ig usuble differ in almost overy cose and ure
determained by the nature of the objoct”.

Pleksmov, wuoations ondscoentales, pe 90

Yarxists, think they have found in what they oall "hipher
mthematios” a4 vorification of tho fundamontal lew of dialectics,
mmiﬁ of oproaites. Mngels ocompares hil her mathematles to

tplo o tfun as dislectical losic 1o uanyu'od to iristotole=
im lut,io. The reanocn for the application of dJdislecticel




w’ﬂw

priveiplos to mathemetios is that highor pathormtics, using
the prinoiples of oaloulus, workds with progressious towurda
satheratical infinity. This progression is s wvewnt. Ho
mrecssent oan De acowrntely deacyibed in terns of Aristotelian
lopde, foe this lopic sbatrects Sroc moverwnb.

progrosaion Sowerds inCinity e contrediotions Just as in real
noversnt in Batoe QOwﬁrw&t&uWu%mM

idmﬁimlmmmmmimmr%&am because
the wore Somd in the ona .mmlnc.uhemm

v

cemzlders tdo terminus & guo of the mthenatical progression
sowards Anfinity vo ve I&’Eiﬁl with the terminus ad quen.

Tn neture such an fdemtifiocution is & omﬁ'-mzm : 80 1% ia
hores

Tagels Jocs mzmzmmnmmwwmm in
ature from e loglesl srogression towords infinity in sathery
gtica == both are consldered equally rasl, &t louat for e
surposes of axxplifying the dialectical lows, As iz deture
there Lo @ identifioation and simuliansous pregencsd of
somtradiotory olwunts, so in the maibematical progresslion e
14t is sotunlly considered w:a reechod durinitho progresa=
icm, and so the terninus a quo the terainus Juem are
aimltanpously verified,

In the followliy quotations the charsoter af zathematisal
dlaloctics will bo brought out,

els, .m:.-zw%«s;, De 207 s
Lo et quo 4lémentaire, la mathimatique des grandeurs

constantes, se mout dons les cwires de 1a logiqus formelle, au
moing en ginsral ot en gros; la pathimatique des grondours varia-
bles, dout la partie la plus irportante ost lo caloul infinde
téeimal, n'oot pas essentiollement sutre chose jue l'application
de lo dinloctiqus eux questiona mathizatlgues. La simple prdocw
cupation de prouver atafface loi ddcidlnent devant los applices
ticos nultiples de la mithode & do nouvesux domsines do recherche’.

lbid.% P 158 ¢ .
Yous svons 4o notd que les nathdmatiques supéricures ont
mnmmmwsmfmmgmmomwmm




O

pour dos lignes qui, oéoe prolengles & 'infing, ne pouvent
s coupor. bt pourtant les nat tques supdricures {owrnlse

dome u cwrrd posiftdl. la rueine cerrée de moing un ost dono,
non soulecsat uno conbrndioticn, mels mine une cwctradictica
whsurds, un viriteble nooesoms. St pourtent V-1 et do bowt-
coup do cas o résultat nicosgaire d&'opirotions aathimatliqucs
oxacbos; bien slus, ou oo seraient los oathioatiguos, los Low-
firicures suzsi bien quos los supbrioures, s'il lour dtail ine
tordis d'oplrer avee V- . :

log uathimatiques elles-wimos plesirent, e opbraut sur
los prundours varisbles, sur 1e tarrTain dialectique, ob; choos
similicative, c’ost un philosopbe dislocticion, toscnrtes, ui
@ iatrocuit co progres obes elles. Ce Juo i mathiuniique dos
mmmmmaanammWWWM'
~onabo dinlectique 1'est, on scxm, 1a pensbe mitaphysique.
Ce qui ntampéchs auguneueat 1s grade zmajorité des cathimati-
cim%mremmi@ohl&gﬁtwﬁ&hwmmm
15 ldornine methimatigue, et un asses bon noslrs d'ontro oux do
so cervir dos mithodos obtemues per voic dinlectique pour opde
vop paouite selen la vieille zaniére bornde et mdtaphysigue”.

fioim.nw.ﬁsa*"ainthéﬂistw*ot ) e 160 :
=T lower natherntios ans are striotly linited and

soparated {rai one anothar as though by an abyse i & polygon is
agoz:,-goumdnoﬂﬂngam:ucm is a oirele and nothing
9150 mmmpmmmwmmmmmwm
smwmwwummmmwmw
@uwmmmmmmmwwmm
mprwmwwiﬂtmvw. Hiowr can 4% bo proved that tho

fio ,
mmummwmmzwmwwuymm&m
mttmmmrofiuumunmmw. ir the
area of tho cirole, monwam.mamefnw
golygen insorived in a circle ero consecutively known Uy, & 2p
ead o ﬂmammhztm%gmmnmdgtw%rm

q ties which chango togother with tho muber of sides but are




{124)
(125)

(22¢)

shoegs gl botwesn (owaelves; tholr 1imdits #will shorolore
aipe wo vqual, i wo conceoubtlively amue Lho aron, e irguelornnoe
at radivs o o sirele &, C and G, them O fs tho 1Iadt of w

¢ ot ZLodb of o3 ard 2 hhe 1imit of rp therefore o equsls

¢ bhAmos o ow.  Thus the polygpon is tranafor-od into a cirele; so
st cirols 10 axmninod in the process of ite beocming., This
alroady reprosents o remahabls rovolubion in amsthenstical
concepbiong, Eicher axalysls taies this revclution for i%s
gturting polnt. (iff%rential caloulus has to do with inlinltely
saedl umatitlen ar, in isgels' vords, "It hes Lo uo wilth
Juarbities which are la tin procsss o2 dicsppsaring, usl balwo
oty Adeopoomrence, for then they would o Jinito quentitios,
wat ot nfter thely dissppeerance, Dor then the) would ast
:’J‘.!;iﬁ'ﬁ“.

~leimnov has gquoted fraa lUegel's llssensehalt der 1o il
Henburg, 1518, 1, Dd. le e 42

e ppeop 28 the lurslsts comsists I orosup 0sing Wal e Limit
2 3

oF o verisbio cun astually bo roacheld, and LWl Ut ialfiultely
sull o oaopnew wctanllity o a e asgatian.
”~,

Telalden, Cotepheulosd Toandations of Comrmnlsm, De G0

Laopatals, Dislecticnl nteriallaom, pe a6.

Saels, SntiedDadon, pe 204 s f

T Cipienent ot riswe lei bridveneut cesl .

g mome ue 1o petite lndustris sspemdre par £a gre.re ry0lum
tiom log couditions de sa deastruction, c'agtedmiire, do 1'oxpro-
cpintian Jes petits proprigtalres, ot cula accopsairenant Jo o=
o mjowrdtiml le mode do production copitaliste a luleners an~
ondrd los coaditicns matérielles dont 11 doit mourir. Ca o=
cosyup ost un jrocessus historigue, et s'il est en e Lays un
_rosegsus disleotique, ce nfest a8 1a Paute de Euw, quelgue doe
parréenle quo cela goit & 1 Dillwing.

Ctagt seulement sprds aveir neme & baue fin se ddnsuolretion
wdstorique of Sounnmique que Parz cuntinue : "L systéne d'upe
sroprintiom cepitaliote découlent du pede de productlim cepltae
1ist0, ot par suite e propriGts privie capitaliste, constituent
15 oreeddre ndgatdon ds la proprilté privée imdivicuelle fomile
pur le Sroveil porsonmel, eis la fatallsé dfun oroeds nuburel,
i nrouustion cepitullsbe ungendre su propre aéontion. <lest la
atpution do la nigetion...”

rinad juond Dorp qualifls celto sulte de feits do ‘migation
o 1u néeetion”, 12 no conge pus & on prouver jur co moyen 1& nde
segults historiguo. Clest e contrelre @ ojuaud 11 4 prouvd per
Inigtolra quten falt la choso s'wet oo jartle spodulbe ob oo
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(153)
(158)
(236)
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agels, jui-tlhring, pe 04, Caternstionsl Anlilshers Aitlua
ef, al8o ;. “‘s LY, LE8R 1 In o b..%"z af Jaterialisg, pe 176G
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Iandn, Surl derz o Meleclics, Oi.

.:.’;;04., Soicnos of Lopdn, e 3300, Se < .,q'*.b'""‘ -33012.

sl on veat gu reprlscator ’“appe::‘:.‘ Aom ‘*' Gl avi-
oo o .iixs.u{'lﬂ phosg, % IO LOB JOLSGSTne omia...“un..:t SO0
ot uopmeltion o ae ddogariilo ;z'w.‘alz.w. Tpurtant los
ron ""wx. na e dp 1'ctee sond oo couloacnt 1o pascage dhue
bl s &g zutru,mf.sw"‘ lu;samaasua.aniw*:it.:a.la
quallssd ot .:;?armamxt, sassage qui, ontraimant la substliitutliun
it phineedme 3 oun sutre, est wo rupture de la TogFosst it0sune

5o txwe do le dostvios de la progresslvitéd o trouve 1'idoe
guo ce ul surpit oxiste A838 offc tirement, ot vaste Looorcoptie
Ldar ¥ L’.;;:Au“nmu L ocaupe de & u,'eﬁ..'i:zeams. e .::am. guaind oo parle
Jo ddp.arition reduclle dtum phlasdne, o o reprivente ue
outiy Larition ogt un Jall ..coo:ap}._., o que ...6 thm
srand lo Z?lu{"‘a du phinomene pricident exigie d& 38, i ;:’- il
5] .,,x—‘q‘; anpure '\)"'"" blﬂa r\.i "‘m e l’m.'.. :;“ l;il':mt
”‘:~-"ztz noou 16 dlayarition dfun phinomwno dommo’ ar lu pyo-
cressivizt do lu transfarmation, clogh Lol FULCIer o No Tauboe
'""'io fagtidisuse, cnr ¢'eat conaldirer came ,,“ﬂt ntavance

ctogb~d=dire corme d8Jd appar: ou b.*.e:,. e .:'-‘,u digiami) co
n‘“x @y on wada A em.u-a:itro gu ae Jlsparsltre”. :
(‘.uaﬁud by Tlekanov, mueatiom ;m.amnt::icu D Ul
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mpels, Ofelectios of lnburw, p. 15-17.
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ngels, everiuch, ps G8.
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(138)
(139)
{140)

{141)

A

oy @ e T
LJ].J:Q‘ [ wa'bw)t
rstrn—— b

ieivtotle, tmtogories, c. 10, 11 % 10.

tid., ce 30, 11 0, 12

Thoe orfcr of oppositicn scoording to bedng s

cejeten In lrasdicanenta @ de trraodicaentis, D. 95
"] cubom in ordine ontiam eo&fogum aut, 0ic contrae

»lug ords ezt nonlem relatives oppositiond [rlius dooobur low
ous, cwatrarles sscwziue, [2ivatlivee sartius of contreilstoriso
quartias; ot radio oet quia in his ju=d Imoerloctlonen Lapurtet,
meealto ordine alton. M uagls ol oinug ouman in fllo 5 oero
wh in senere ontlz, in ille siguiden jasere abbemiitur aegis ot
iz secumiun svcesmen ad sweam 1llius gexerds vel quod iden
cat secusrlon maloren rocessum sb oppoelte.  In gonere subes aatis
sttoneites sools socundun ndnaren recessun ab ertis positione,
156 qued 11lud ot perlectius quod nious ab sutiz poaitlons rocee
alt, werbdl gralle lollrmtae ques mperlestlonan soant, dipli-
Gter comliuve dlsl golost el in geneee Infiraitetia, e zle illa
spil sofentior inflrmilas, juae aagls spiT% igust oorddl seu
casis roesddd & saritate, wel la enere eublis, ot sls Lilircitas
mizos ronoveas ssaitetis jerfectlior est,

Sometat mrbon quod opposdtic i ellastogia malorum eat,
slost nen ens wb distinetis b e oppesitis eorun appsrent,
scilicet convenientin ot unitato guss in coerdimatdone honorun
sant ¢ eb ideo consequens et quod Juanto aliqua appesitio megle
racodit ab eull poeltione, posterisrem inter extle locun tenmat,
ot an cuee rimae cntitetis remowd, priores locum coiineat.
Slarm vero sst quod comvenientia ems pomit, slout ot umus sase,
ot censeuenter udd quants aliqus oppogitio minus sanTenisntiag
aabet, tawto cagls sb cate recedity ac [er hoe cantrudictio
altumem et cnter oppositiczes orit ot allse mrascodent i -
s aﬁegndﬁ:n rocscun ninores a ompvontls, i suprs doclures
Tan eats.

cajeban in costarpoediosante, pe S ¢

Ciren Tq verbes Tquedrupliciter ojponl dicitur” sivere
tendum vet quad suficlens satlo mmeri oppesitleme hzbelur ox
iwe guod ospositlo aut stlezditur inter cog ot non onsg, wat
1atar emtic. Of prizo mede duplloiter contingli wel Intar oxs
ot non ens in tali sudjlacto, ot sic cet srivative oppositic. i
coemio o0 Junilelter stism; vel inter antin wwpelletia e
matuo ab podam subleoto of sic ost oontrarietes; vel inter ontia
od trwlesr conlrzposits, et sie et relative opponitio.

Clrse crdinem harun oppositioman notandun e8t Juod duplie




citor ordo inter oas considersri poteat, primo in latitudine
oppoaitionis, secundo in latitudine entis. 3541 ardinandeo sunt
in ordine oppositiomun, sic contradictio primea tenot loown,
dodide privetis, tortio contrariotes, ot ultico relativa op=
positie ramapot, quia tanto prioren inter oppositicnca locun
obtinet oppositic quanto mimus frigoris conpetitur, ot univere
malitor quanto mirme umm cxtrorsm ponpstitur aliquid alterius,
tento macle perfectius secundum illud eat. Conatat muton conlyae
Jictionis cxtreme in nullo ~anvonire, quia alterun ens, alterua
4ihil oat. srivative eutem opposita etai in mallo formmliter
comvoniant, in sublecti tamen positiomo ecaveniund yuoniom
utrumque oorum eng pomit, Parmaliter illius peneris tortium
~orito 8ibi looun vindicmt. Helstive autom opposite ultio ros-
iant, quoniem in penere forraliter cogvoniunt, utpoto natures
nositivas 1ilius dlcontis, nocc 88 ox hoo quod relntive opposi~
sa sunt espellunt, ut infrn patoblt, sed quia opposita, id est
contreposits, sunt imtor opposita numorantur’.

{142) .ristotio, Sutopories c, 7, 6 @ 38
{1&3} hidey Qe 10. il b &6

{164 /te “homas do Potentia, qe 7, arte G, ad 4 ¢

"ad quartunm dicenduz quod oppositic relationis in duotms
Jiffort ab ulils oppositioniibuar juarun primm oot quod in
aliin oppositis umm dicitur alterd opponi,. in guantun ipsun
rocovet ' nopstio enin removet affumuticaon, ot socundun b
oi op. onitur; oppoesitio voro srivationis ot habitus et cotiius
rictatis includit oppoaitionen comtracdictionlis, ut IV lota.
dicitur. oo outem oot hoo in relativis”.

{145) .ristotlo, Catorories, cs 7s 7 0 10e
(l“xﬁ) Jaim of ute Thooas, ﬁfzio II, Qe 2y arte 1y Do 289 a 1i.

Sl@?) e Thomsa, De lmntiﬂ, qe 8, arte l, ad 18 2
9njcendn quod in aliis oppositionibus gempor altorun ot
ut imperfoctun vol non  ong, vel ut habena aliguid de non emto
oogatio enin ost non ans, et privatio ost qusoden negatio, ot
duorun oontreriorun altemm sezper lmbdet aliquid privationiag
urxlo aliuo oppositionea in Do esse 1on posount siout oppositio
relationis, quao ex noutra parte importat imporfocticnen’s

{163) in tho transcendontal rolationahip of mattor to form, it scens
shat tho two terms of the relation 1irit each other, so that 1t
13 not truo to say that the limitaticn of tho terms of oppesition
of rolation comos only from the definition of the torn, and nob
fron a nogation imposed om it by ils opposite. It is commonly
suld that Sorm ia linitoed by mattor, honco tiore seoms to Lo a




(149)

(146)

oegation on the part of the maiter. This would bo velid if the
dofinttion of form could abstraot from metter, but as & matter
of fmot 1% is sbsolutely irpossible o definc any natural form
axcopt in relaticn to matter. Every natural fora 4s always a
carporoal form by onaence. Therefore the lindtation is present
in the very dafinition of natural forw. There is & natural
limitation on the port of sigpified matier e-- natter under
qmawmmmmgwmmmwmlymm
patural forzs aro linited. The matural forms of oue end the
ssom spocies are linited by the mumber of quantitative subjocts
ummrmiwﬂmofmmmm-hnctammm
wfmnsrmmm;mmummmm.af
this form. In other words, thore is no essontial limitatlon of
forn by matter, but only an accidental linitation, 1.6.,80C00de
ing to oxiatence =~e which is scoldental.

Joim S, T!;sm, Cursus Philosophious, Lopic 11, Q. 17, ert. 2,
pe 678 & '

"me his non erit difficile discorneore inter relationcs
socundum dici et secundun osse, realos ot rationis. folativa
msmmmmeesmumnm:mwmumou-
orcitic, guia in relativis scoundun cese tota rat{o sou exalr=
citiun eat reapioore tormioun in ratione puri ternini, Cxerole
tium vors ceu ratic rolationis secuntun diei non est pure rea-
picere termimum, sod sliquid aliud exarcers, unde saquatur ro=
latios ideoque dixit beno J. Thomes in I1 distes £ Qe i, art.
5 ad 8, primo loco positum, quod ista relative important fundee
montun 6t rolationen, relative vero secundun esso tantun 9la-
tionmea dlcunt, quia videliost relationen diount, quia videlicot
rolativa seoundum dict potius erge germinun so habont fundendo
rolationen quaz aotu respiciendo, ot ideo non in ratiocne puri
sermdni ipsun resploiunt, sed secundum allimn rationon, puta
couses Vol effoctus sut obieoti, aut quid simile. uapropter
rolatio ssoundun diei 4a hoo porpstus distimpuitur s roletdono
socundum esse ex D. Thomm, quod principale significatun rela-
tionis sccundum diol non eat relstis, sed aliquid aliwd, ad
quod sequitur relatio, wuando sutem prinsipale significatun
alicuius est rolatio ipsa ¢t non aliquid abeolutury, tund oot
relatio seoundun ogee, ut constat ox I, q. 13, art; ot inl
doste, 30, a3 ot opusc. 43 tract. do pracdiosment taon"

Ix hoo obimn constaet, quod rolatio transcondeutalis, quas non
eot alis & rolatione secundum dioi, non luportet ex principell
sirnificato relaticnom, sod aliguid absolutun, &d quod soquitur
vol soqui potest aligua relatic. Han el absolutum non importat,
trangoendentalis non orit, id ost vagans per diversa fencrs,

ged ad unn praedicsmentun tantum spectabit. Unde relatio trunge
condantalis non ast forma sdeeniens subiecto scu red absolutas,




O aod 1113 inbibite, comotans tamon aliquid extrinsooun, &

: quo penxet vel circa quod versatur, ut materia ad formum,
camadmﬂmm. craatura ad Seun, sioque relatio transcondonie
talls coinoidit cum rolations ssoundum dici. 5t xale ab alie

- quibus relatio socundum osso dividitur in transcandentalen ot
pracdicanontale, oun transcondentalis s4t in ipsa entitato abe
soluta neo ab oius osse difforat, et slo nom sit totam suunm
esao ad aliud, quod requiratis’ ad relatiocnen secundiza osse”,

(150) Johm of 3t. Thame, Curs. Phil., logio II, qs 17, arte 2, pe

679 2 56
"ielationos suten roales ot rationis, quae divisio solun

in relatione secundun esse invenitur, disarininsntur pones cae .
rontian aliouius ex comxiitionibus muiaim ad relationes roes
los. Requiruriur autem quingue cauditiones a 2. Thome, Opuso.
48, tract. do Delativie, cap. 1 : duss ex perts subliecti, duse
ox parts tormini, wna ex -‘r&enhm. Ex parte subleoti,
quod sublootun sit ons reals et Nundsnantum sou reticnom fune
danxil roalen habeat. Ex parte termini, quod terainus sit ros
aliqua realls ot realiter oxistans, ot ssoundo, quod ait dige
tincta realiter ab alic extramo, Ex parte wvero relativorun,
quod sint eiugden ordinis, defectu cuius Dei ad creaturan non
est reolatio reallis neo msnmurvo ad meosuratus, si sit diveral
ordinis... Formaliter tamen ot principaliter reducitur tota
differentia inter rolationcn roalen et raticuis, ynod relatio
realis habet fundementun realo cun comexistontisa termini, ro-
latio rationis ceret fundopento, Ut ex D. Thoms sunitur, I ad
Annibaldun, dist. 30, quess. unicas art. l.... Ad hoo ut relatio
aliqua ait prasdicsssntolis, requiritur, quod habeat illas cone
diticnes, quibus distinguatur a relations rationis et {ranzoone
dontall sive secundum diol, idsoque definitur relatio prasdica=
zontolls, quod ait formal realis, cuius totus esso est ad aliud.
For prinan particulan distinguitur a reletione rationos, quao
realis Sorma nou est, per secundum & relations transoexxientall
ot quolibot sbsoluto, culus totum esse nan est ad sliud, cun in
so otian ebsolutun aliquid sit., Colligunt vero tros condie
tiones relationis prasdiosmentalis : Srime, quod sit relatic
secundun esse; secunds, quod sit realis, uwbl insludimus omnes
comut%mea roquisitas sd relationen realem; tertia, quod sit
£inita”,

(151) Dabin, Theory of Oppositica in iristotle, ps 20.

(152} Arigtotie, Wm‘ ¥s Ce 10. 1018 a 30s
“Ihe tern Yopposite' is aprlied to contrwdiotorics, and to
contrariss, and to relative terms, and to priwvation and possesge
ion, and to the extrames {rom which and intn which gencration
snd dissolution take place; and the attributes that enmot be




mmntatmmﬂmmmtmchummhaa{w&h.
are snid S0 Yo apposed ~=w gilbar thauselves or tholr const-
itupnts. Gray and white colour do not belong at the smw tins
to tho sase thingy henoe thoir cunstituonts are opposod.

The tern ‘contrary' is applisd 1) to thoso atiributes
differing in gonus whioh camnst belong at the saxe time to the
sano mubjuct, 2) 0 the most different of the things in the
aso penus, O) to the most different of 2he attribules in the
scoo rociplent subjest, 4) to the most different of the things
that fall under tho same faculty, &) to the things whoss
wfwaiawmﬁoimmmmorm@mmwm
spocien’

Aeclh contrary has only ano contrary, because the contraries are
shoge terma whioh aro seperated by the greatest difference, Dut
comtrariss adit of degrees in betwoen thess extremms, for they
heve & medium, since they are gensrically the saue, thouch not
apeoifiocally.

awuth.%mumuSs

%3inso % differ zay differ froa ono another more
orlau.thwainauoawmz:dm.mmzcm
contrarioty. That conlraristy is tho groatast differonco ia
pade cloar by induction. For things which differ in jenus have
mmummm.bnﬂmmtwmwmms
Wh;mfwwmtmmam-cmm
fean which gonoration takss place ars the contrarics, wxt tho
digtonoe votwoon extreres -- and therefore that Lotwoan the
santrariss ~ee 13 the groatogteces
ﬁﬁaboingm,ithohu@&tmmmm:m*ew
one contrary (for neither can thore be anything more extrarme than
%m,wmmmmﬁmmmfwwom
interval), end, to put the matter generally, this is oclewr if
scntraristy is s difference, and i differonto, sad sharefore
mmmlmm.mummm.

And the othor camoonly accsptad definitions sre also uecess-
arily true. For oot only is 1) the couplets differenca ths
grentest difforence (for we oma get no diffarance beyond it of
'wwmmgazmrmmwmamm;rwmmm
shoen that thero is no 'difforence’ Dotween anything and the
mammuxum.mmwmmmm”m
spevies tho cwiplets difference is the greatost); but also
2) tho things in the sae gonus which differ nost are coutrary
{for tho camplote differsncs is the grontest diffarence butweon
mcim#ﬂwmgm);ms)mmmtmammgﬁw
patorial which differ nost ave contrery (for the matter is the
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sz Lo contreries); and &) of the things which fall undop
the srs faculty the most differont ere ccutrary (for cne
scionce deala with cue olesa of things, and in these the

~ corploto difference is the groantost)”.

(16¢)

(185)

whe O o Catxn, in ¥ lista., no, 528 :

"roinde oum Gicis Tconiraria dicuntur”, hic cstendit quot
rodis comtrsria dicuntur; et oirca hoo tria fmclt, wuorum prie
mm cat, quod cgeiznat modos, quidus aliqua principaliter die
cuntur contrerisg ivter quos pomit wwm primem fmpropriumg soie
liret quod aliqua diountur contraris, gquae non poasunt sioul ad
esge sidem, licot diffsraut secundun gemus; propris enin contrae
ria st quee sunt unius generis, aiout ai dicerotur, quod zree
vita8 et motus circularis nom suut in eodsn sublscto”.

Aristotle, Caterories, oe XI, 14 & 15 ¢

it is p 1 contrery attributos must needs be presant
in subject which belong to the same specios or pemis. Dlsease
and health roquiro as their gubjeot the body of an aninels
white sud black require a bady, without further qualificaetiony

| sustico end injustice require as their subject the Mwen aoul”.

0fe alss Cajetan in Post, Frasd. ps 102 1 '

"ie ponitur quinte conaitic comtraricrun talisy cania
contrarie aut suut in coden gonere aut in contrarils gensribus,
aut gunt gevera contrariarun; of deolarat singulas particular
siapulis emomplis, ut clare patet. Loquituwr auton non de gonere
shysico, 1d est subleoto, de -quo locutus est in juarta conditioe
ne, sod de canare logico, i1d eat praedicadill in guid.

Jund vero 41xit @ bomum ot malum eose poners cantrariorun,
ut J. Thooas in I quas. do mlo ex Simplicio refert, quadrupli-
elter exponitur. Drime & quibusden sic : bomum of malunm sunt
cenera contraricrun goilicet virtutls et vitli, et non sunt in
senore, soilicet contrario, id ast non sunt in contrariis go-
nertus, aod in qualitate. Sed haoc expoeitic non videtur cone
aomg toxdul, in quo fiuat tria mewhbra, quu tertiun celincidered
am primo nisi aliqua linitetio ibi addatur, Propler quod Fore
rhyrius digtimoit contraria in univoca et sequivoca, ¢t dixit
uaivocs aut easo in codam gomere proximo, ub album ot nigrun sub
colere, aut esse in contrariis geveribus proxinis, ut castites
. Lmudiodtia gub virtute ot vitio, cun tamen siut in uno go-
noro recoto, scilicet nrims aspecie qualitatis. dequivecs vero
neo egse in uno genare noo in pluribus, ded cmias. genors cisw
cuire, ot progtaren alicrum goners esse 60 nXlo qUO trenscension=

tia pencrs vocantur; of haoc gsunt boman ot malum.”

(166) Aristotlo, lotarhysics V, e. 10, 1010 & 30,
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(157) At'iﬂ‘bﬁf}ls. seloporios, C» 11. s o 1Bs
%@Mwamﬁimmmumw
induction : Cho contrary of hoalth is desease, of cuuragy,
cowardice, and 80 on. But the comtrary of an ovil ig somwtices
& good, somatines an ovil, For dofest, which ia an ovil, hos
mﬁfwimmw;,mmawﬂgmeﬁl.mmnm.
whmhisaaood,iaoquanytmoonwmvoft}humwdoftm
gthar, I%umlymumm.!mm,t}mﬁwmim*m
Mt&a:mmt.mmotmoﬂlungm
In tho oane of contoarieu, it is not almeys usceaszry Shat
wmmmmmammwmorwulmm
Emalt}vt?wraﬁnmwmmdmmm.mmmm
Zhing twrns whiito, there will bo white, hut no black. Again,
nmmfm&mammumutmmuawatmefmt
thnt Socrantes is well, and o contrury conditions osnot both
Whmm@&nm&d&v&mwﬁnmﬁm,w
mwcmtrmmwmmmwme:wwﬂmsomw
mm&muSwﬁ,Mﬂntmmmlnammm
go&alihl;'{btm.
zau;mmtmmnmmnasmwmpmm
in subject whloh belomg to the ssne spocios or genus, Ulossse
mmwuhmmeummmzmwwmmm;mw
s black reguire o body, without Swrther qualicicstion; justice
mdmﬂmmaxmumﬂmarmmmmm.
ioroovor, it 1o noceasary that jairs of comtrurios should
in all casos althor bolong %o the smzo gonus or bslong to
ooy geners or bo thenselves Jaucid. hits ad black
Yolaiy %o the seame gems, ¢olour; juatloe and injuctice, to
cxatrary seusra, virtue and vice, wille good and eril do at
welons to enera, but ors theuselves actusl pooara, with tarms
m’mm"o

(158) sristotlo, %&}. ce 7, 1057 a 18 ¢
"800 ; 3 agdt of an intermediate and in souwn cased

navo 1%, mmmmmmwmmmw. Tor
1} all intermadintes ars in the swwe jEnus a8 the things between
which thoy stand, [or wo call those things interzediatos, loto
which 4hat which chungos =ast chonge firstp 0.0, 4 wo woro B0
pass fre: ths highost string to the lownnt by tho mallest
mw.mammmmtothamwwbaw*m.m
1n oclours if wa wore %o pass f{rom while %o blacit, we siould come
gesner %o criuson and grey than to hluck; and sinilarly in ald
othor coses. &:tmchmgafrmaomgmammmr;emmla
act posaible oxcopt in en incldental way, as fean colowr @
2aprg.  Intorooedistes, theo, must o in tho sams gsnus both as
cun cnothor and as tho things they stand botween.

Zut 2) all internadistes atand botwogn oppoeites of somo




ind; for only bebwoen theso oun change taie place in virtuo
of tholr om noture (so thal su interaediste is Lgpossible
bvoen things which ure not oppoaite; for thea thero would be
chenge hich wus not froo ous opposite towsrds the othor)e OF
opposites, sontradictories adait of no middlo termg for this lo
vhat contradiction Lo e 1 opposition, onc or other alde of
wihrich mugt attach to anything whalsver, i.c. which has no
interaealato. of other opposites, scaw are rvlative, others
spivetive, othors oautrary. OF relative terua, thopo which are
aot oty have no intermediste; tho ressm is thel they ero
not 1n the saw el Tor whet intermediate could there de
botweon owledge, axd lnowabls ? Sut between grout end maall
HFare 18 ono.

30 Lbernadiates are in the savo gemus, &8 has hean
showm, and stand betwoen caxtraries, they must bte cazposed of
wae cantearics. For either there will be o gams fnaluding
she contrusies or thore will Yo nane. <nd if a) %iwre 13 %o be
& gomas msmhawwitucmthmmwmtmw-
igg, the differentine which conatituted the cairary spocies of
& corus will be contraries prier to the speciosy Inr epeoies are
caposed of the gooug end the differenticd..s But, wyeln, We
suevles which differ canirerywise are e more truly coalrulry
svolem.  And the otlor specleu, l.0., oo internadinte, st be
coposed of thalr perus snd their diffvrsntise, (Deze 41l coleurs
ﬁamxmmmwmﬁbmmwmwm@ma:
e JeTuS, 1.6. colaur, sad cortaln differentiss. But thoae
GArforantice will ot bo the sonteurdiss tha’ wro prioerys othore
wige vrery colour waudd e eitler white or black, oy e
2ifforent, them, from the primary cantraries; aund therefore thoy
will b0 bobween the priury conireries...

il the other lutoruedistes also, thersfore, &aro carzoBito;
for dhat which has mare of & juallty than ong tiding and less
that anothop 1s campounded samehow out of the things than which
1% 15 sald to Leave mwo ant lass resjectively of the qualily.

b since there are no other things prioar to cosstrarion and
Lmoppasens with ¢ls intermedietos, all intermediatey rust o
spowkied sut of the conirariesd. Trerelcsra alac a8l Sl inlerior
clussec, both the coniraries and their intercediutes, will be
coppoundod aab of the primery coatruriss, Clearly then, inter«
elintes are 1) ell in the smm gomus, and 2) internediate
‘wtwoen coatreries, axd 3) all compounded out of the comtrariocs”.

N

(MG) -'?W. (58%‘;0?338, Se 3‘ i0 b 12=25.

(100) Ib-id‘. Ge 9‘ 110 1.

(161) Jalm of ot, Thomes, Oure hile, Vole 1, De 810 a 35 ¢
mue anters ox his cobstare possit, quxwdo in formis subs-

tantialibug non invenistur contrariotas proprie dicta, cat now




tandum, gquod lsta transmatatio est duplax ¢ «lia eine motu,
sicut quae fit in materis prims, ut est pura potoutis ad foruns
substantlales jalin cum proprio zotu, quando soilicet potest
faveniri inter foroam ot Sormsn aliqua continuatio, vol scouns
dun ogis of minus vol secundium sdditionen aut minoretionen
forneo, quee illan varisre facit. In formis enim substantialiins
24t variatio siout in mmeris, 1a guidus quaelibet additio we-
riat spociom, in qualitatibum suten swtrariis et phymlois fit
wariatic ad modum contimuitatis, Ex eo onin uns forue transe
mtotur in alimm, guia aligua sdditionw vol decdmutione £it alie,
siout aibun dogenorando in pallidum et in viride fit niprum ot
calidun dininuendo radus oaloris £it tepidun et transit in
frigidun,

Priog erpgo trensmutatio non jervenit ad contrariotaten proprisn,
sod eot prinoipiun contrerietatis, quis quesiibot forma gubstane
tialis hebet adiunotan privaticnon elterdus, privatic auten et
principiun contrurietatis, ot eio principia maturalia dicuntur
cape contrarie contraristate inochoata, queo eat privatio ot for~
oo, ub dizimus I Thy. qe 2, arte 3, 44 ad 1. Jocunda vero con-
warietes cat formmlis et propria. Ratio est, quia prioa rang-
mutatio non £1t socundum distantisn dotermioatan vicendan por
moturs ot por modun culusden comtimuitatis, sod per modun rutee
ticnis. .t hoo ided est, quis quaslibat forme subatantialis
hoe ipso, quod substantislis est, dat ;riam esse, quod oot eoce
aimpliocitor, ot sio excludit alianm per incompessibilitoten, quie
ropugnat in coden sublects wuas foruas €850 agquas rinas ot dare
primm osge, quod ost esse simpliciter. Lt elc non oppoountur
pones uliquan distentian maxizen et positiven sub ocden genere,
sed ponos primm ot totale osse, ot mom primum ascu noan totale,
intor quae aom est latitudo nec distantie divisibilis, sed in-
diviedbilis oppositio®.

Cf. also 1 Aristotle & sice, XI, C. u"m. 1068 a 1.

(102) sristotle, cﬂ‘m‘;ng c. 8, 5 b 30,

{168) John of Jt. Thomas, Curs. Phil., Vole 1I, pe 812:

™ sando orpo price modo e habet contrardotas in formes cun
privatio sou axplusio alterius sit effoctus secundarius post ine
Cormationsn formae, non repugnat de potontis absoluts impodiri,
quia o8t privatio seoundaric consecuta, nsa pertinens ad cosen=
tialom informationon formae, sicut etisn stut bono duss quanti-
tatos ponetrari et non so oxpellore a loce, quia expulsio illa
oot offectus socundarius quontitatis. Deinde, niel aliud chatet,
bene potorit talis offectus impediri in formis coutrariis, etlan
s 8it priwutivus ot expulsivus altorius formee, quis vidolicet
ipos privatio formao non est requisite antocedsuter ot ox parte
gublects ad hoc, ut aliud comtrariunm recipict. Ratio Muius ast,




quia amis expulsio aliquorun & sublooto nascitur ox aliquo,
quod por ee ot expulsio. Yer &0 auten prino oxpulaic eot inter
ease ot noun esse, quao eat prian retio amiva oppoalitionum, non
ox 6liguo praesuppoaito consecutu, ot idec sontradiotoria ope

. positio est radix et prinoipium ceterarun oppositiomus. Ergo

(164)

{166)

in his, in quidbus per se princ ot eossoutinliter iovenitur ipsa
rotio exolusionls, nullo nodo potest etlam do potontia abaoluta
esge coniunotio, 0o quod essentis unius in ipsa exolusione cone
plotit, Ubi autem unun essentisliter non cat exolusio alterius,
potorit ums: esge ous alio etism si naturaliter sequatur «d
alteru od nodum proprise passionis, quia potest impediri ista
rosultantis. U4 auten antecedenter prusroquiratur ex parto
oublectli megatio clicuius, ut recipistur forma oppoaita, nm
potarit tunc coniungt in +3li sublooto, quie ipsa negatioc, quoe
presgupponitur, essentisliter ost sxclusio.

Jolm of Ste Thooma, Curte Phile, Vol. I, De 810 a 44 ¢

" "In grodibus renissis naturaliter possunt csse qualitatos
contrarias ol alius inter illas non sit ecssentialic oppouitlo
et preeroquisita ox parte sublecti ut recipietur quaclibot ile
larum formarun.  Sunitur hees conclusio ex Dive Thooa, g« 8 do
voritate, art. 14 ubi ingquit, qued quando sint foarmmo in flerd,
possunt eace aimul, ut dux aliquis delsbatur, sdluo ost in ni=-
rodine, Dum eutom est in gradibus remdesis, adiuc ost. in fieri.
quis edhuc deest aliguid B I pars, Qs 76, arte &,
inquit, quod in mixto mnt qualitates contrarisc; constat auten
111as oaso tongeratas ot rexissas, Iatlo auten gunitur a priard
at a posteriori; a pricri quia istes formao habent latitudinen
in orescondo, erpo otisa in expellendds Ergo aliquid contrariae
Sormae potost esse, anteguan slia opposita sit totaliter axpule
se, ot aic nisi aliquid obetot ex oerte subleoti jer modun it~
capacitatis et repugnantias, ut dixirus, guantun ost ox vi for-
e habantis latitudinen, nom repugnst, qued contruria Sormm
poulatin of cun aliqua 1atitudine entrot, et sic non totalitor
axcludat alism, sed in aliquo gradu cum 1lla capatiatur'.

Joim of aint Thomas, Curs. ihile, Vole 1, Pe 16 a 57 ¢
"espandetur, quod contraria inojudunt oppoeiticoen coutras
dictiorien aut privativem non primo et por 89, aed consecutive
ot socundario, quia sequitur ex informatioue unius exclucio al~
terius. [t ad probutionen ex Aristotels (imta. IV textu 27
quod cun fiori aon possit, quod contrediotoris do eodon simal
sizt vers, perspioun est meque contraris almal in ecden osse

tur, quod non posgunt contraria simul inesse, quia inciuaunt in
se contradictoria, mediats scilicet et socundario, aon primario,
ut diotum ost. Unde subdit ibi aristotoles, Yquod impossidile”




-t

(106)

ost ocomtreria simml cidem inesse, sod aut acbo secundum aliquid,
aut altorum socundun aliquid, sltorun sinmpliciter®, Fatotur
orgo, quod secundum aliquld, id eat seundun cradus renissog,
pouunf siul inssse, licot nonm perfocte et secundum credus ine
tanaos” .

The exsmple preferred by the Harxists a8 testimony of the
idontification of contraries in nature i3 movezeat. Iut even
iristotolisns admit tho union of contraries in tho gane subject
whon 1t 18 quostion of movement : in fact, that iz s degoriptivo
definition of moveent. Sut this is not an identificatiom of
thn cantrories themmelves, it is impozsible to olassify motlon,
bocause it is an imperfect state of eotuality; end ocaly what io
in act purely and osinply can be aoccurately classified, or what
1a sirple potency to act ~ee in which cese the potenoy is
classified by rofevents o the aot,

Aristotis, Phyvsies III, co 2, 801 b 26 ¢
%msmﬁ%ﬁoymmmmmogmumt

1t is thought to bo scmethiny indefinite, snd the principles in
tho second colrm are indofinite beceuss they are priwmtive: noan
of them is cithor 'this' or 'such! or comes under any of tho
othar modes of prodication. Tho reeson in turn wldy a0tion ia
thought o be indefinite is that 1% csmnot b0 clessed sirmply as
apmtmmyerummml&w—-uthmgtbmumw
capable of having m certain sise is not wndargeing changs, nor
;ﬂa%ﬁgmtumﬂlydammn. and motion s
Wﬁmuaamwmammmmpm, the rgacon
for this Tiow bolng that the potontial whose actuality it is,
13 inooplote. 7That s why 1t 1is hard to grasp what motion i,
1% 13 nocossary to class it with ;rivation or with potentiality
or with shosr actuality, yot nono of these soons possible. Thoro
romaing then the suggested mode of definition, namely that i¢ ia
a sort of actuality, or astuality of the kind described, hard o
crasp, but not incapable of extsting”.

In a later book of the ‘hysics iristotls says that motlcn does
not destroy the principle of contradiotion == this may be qusted
diroctly ageinst the larxists »

Dhysios VI, G 9, 240 a 20 ¢

"or in reforence to contradictor; chasge shall wo £ind
angthingmmnmnbhinﬂnugmtﬂntmatmucmngmg
froc notewhite say to whits, and is in neithor condition, then
14 will be noithor white nor not-swhite: for the fact that it is
mmwmoAMthunmmaummm«nm
it white or not-white, e oall a thing white or notewhite not




£168)

necessarily bocauass it is wholly eithor ane or the other, buts
because moat of 1tz parte or the moot essantial parts of 1t are
mammmmumomumudufmcmm
being wholly in that conditiom. Uo, too, in the cese {or being
mmmmgwmamfcommmmmmmaem
digtory relation; whils the changing thing wmust off noccasity
ba in ano of tho two oppoaitod, {t is never wholly in eithor”.

This passage is tho basis of the rofutatios of the Harxist
dinloetics of nature. It indicates the logical confusion upon
which the dislsctics is constructed. This will bo semn nove
fully in tho last port of the thosis where the Aristotelisn
dootrine of becoming is treated.

¢fe Tha following guotation (raz Ute Thomes on the sature of
notion.

Somtimusds Ut Thomes in II1 sics, leote £, 1m0 3
On tho Yefinition of mot %

Congiderancum est 1gdiur quod aliquid ost in sotu tantun,
aliquid vero in potentia tantux, aliquid vers medio modo 2@ he-
sent inter potentism et achum, Jaod igitur oot in potentis tan-
+um, nondun movotur, sed isn wotua ests fllud ipisur noventur,
gmmtommmmmmpmtm:tmm gaod
guiden partin cat in potentia ot pertin in actx; ut patet in
altorotions. Cun enim aque esd solua in potentia calida, nondum
novetur; oun voro ost iam oalefacta, torminstus est motus calow
fectionis; oun vero isa pearticupat aliquid de calore sed rpere
fecto tune movotur ad oalores; nam quod calefit, paulatim pertie
cipat calorem magls oo ragis. Ipse igitur actus inperfectus ¢o-
lorisin calafactibili existens, ¢st motus; non guldes gooundun
id quod ectu tantus est, sed secundun quod ism in actu existens
habet ordinen in ulteriorenm sctum; quias si tollerotur ordo ad
ultericren actumr, ipss actus quantizanax
rdmis motus et non motus, sicut socidit cun aliquid aenipleno
colafit, Ordo auten sd ulterioren actunm coupetit oxistenti in
potentia ad ipsune 2t aimiliter, si actus imperfactus congide—
rebur mummwunermm'mmw
bot rationen potentiase, non habet rationen motud, sod principil
notus; potest eninm incipers calefactio sicut a frigido, ita et
o tepido. 310 ipitur ectus imporfectus habot rationsm notus, ot
secunduxn quod mzmaummmut potentia, ot so-
sus dum qued comparatur ad aliquid izmporfoctiug ut actus. inde
nequo est potontle existentis in potontia, neque ost actus exige
tentis in actu, sel est actus existeuntis in potenting ut per id
quod dicitur actus, designotur ordo elus ad alteriorem actira
tnds coxvenlouatisgire ‘hilosophus delfinit motum, dicens aod moOw
tus est enmtelechia, ideat sctus, existeatla in potentia sooun~
dun quod lmiussodi”.

ue izperfectus osset ter-




(167) iristotle, Hotuphysies V, c. 28, 1022 b 22.

(168) aristotlo, Caterories, c. 10, 12 a 27.
(169) St. Thomma, in letaphywics X, c. §, ncae 2063, 2063.
(170) iristotle, Categorles, o 10, 12 d 16.

(171) ide, O 0 123 b 26,
(173) .‘d‘iﬂtﬁﬁl@. %MM!.OE & Ce 4. 1(135 b 30
(173) t. Thomas, Compe in mets. X, nos 2046-2063

2040 1+ "Jed quod non ait contredictic absolute, sed contradice
tlo quacdam putet ox hoo quod contradictic de aul ratioe
po pon roquirlt neque aptitudinen. neque otden oxistsne-

tian alicuius sublecti. Verificatur onim de onte ot de nou ontse

quocunque. Dicimus quod snimal non videt, o8 ligmn noa videt,
ot uod non ens nou videt. Sed privatio de necossitato requirit
aliquod subdectu, of quandogue otian requirit eptitudine: in
subjecto ¢ quod eninm cst xmino non ens nop dloitur privatum.

2046 ¢ "Bt ideo dicit quod privetio aut est in doterminatna potone
tia, scilicet cun sptitudine od habitum, aut saltem “cone
copta cum susoceptive”, idest cum wubjecto, licet non

hmbet astitudine: ad habitum. Sdcut si dicarmus wosenm indivisibl- -

lom, aut lopidem rem Rortieis

2047 + "% ideo contradictic non poteat habors nediun 1 sed
orivatio aliguo modo madium, lecosse et onin oms sut
soquala aut nod sequele esse, sive #it ens sivo non eus.

Jed nox nocegse oat dloi de omnd, yuod sit acquale sut inseqgualoy

sod golun hoo necesse ¢st in guscoptivo gaqualitatic.

2048 1 "Sde ipitur oppositio contradictionis amino est lmodlata;
oppoaitio vero rivutisais sot Lmedlata in deterninsto
susceptivos non auten est Lmodiata simpliclter. Ix quo

satet quad sontraricetes quse nata eat habere madilum, . ropinguior

ost privaticnl qumm contradictioni, Homhuxa tesen habetur, juod
privatio sit ocutreristas”,

(174) .xristotle, Cuteporics, c. 10 15 b 1.

{178) ide, Co 10, 18 b be
‘1?8) Ib:lﬁ., {1+ 19 16. 13 v 12.
(l??) .?Qiaeg Qs 1.05 15 b 26,




(1?8) Ibid., Ce w' 2 b 8s of. alsos A’umh. iata. I‘J’, .ﬁ#
Toplos, 11, 3, 188 b 118,

(179) 8. Thoms, Cowz. in g& mics I, lsot, 14, no 2 ¢
: Tubitatio ot error antiquorun philosephorum adc

fuit. Vrind qui secundum philosophiam inquisierunt voritatenm
ot natwran rorug, diverterunt in quandan aliam vimn a via Yo
ritatis, ot & via naturali @ quod scoidit els proptor infirmi-
tatenm intolloctur corusse {duerunt ondn guod nikil noque geno-
ratur noque cormmpitur: quod est ot contra veritaten ot combra
saburas... 55 ad oo ponendum ecs infirmitas intelieutus coopity
quia nesclerunt huno raticnsm solvers, per qumn videbatur prow
bayd quod ens noh generailr.e <uia gl ona ity aut 2L ox entos
at utrunque horum videtwr esse impoasibils, scilicet quod ens
figt ox onte ot guod Mot ex non eole. uod enim ex exte alle
quid fleri sit imposaidile, ot hoe manifestun est, quia Id quod
eat non it nildl enim ost autequanm {ial; et ens oun est canm
ast; erro non fit. uod etiam ex non eute aliquid fieri ait
impossibile, ex oo manifestun ost, [uia senper oporiod aliquid
subjlei ol quod fity ut supra cstenmm est, oot ex nihilo nihil
£ite Bt ax boo comsludiebatur quod ontis ncu erut gonuratio noe

qus corruptio.”

Ho. 4 3 "Et hanc distinotionam antiqui non perciplentes, in tan-
wan peccavaruut, quod aihil orpinatl sund filerd;y uec oyliati sunt
quod aliquod aliocrun praster id quod pooebant primum principiun

ratarialo, hoberet cnse substuntials. iula, llomutus ecren csse
primm acoidentale; et sic emcludedbant omneon gensrationen subse-

tantialon, solwms alterctionea rolinguentes: ex eo sclilicet quad,
quia non £1t aliquid per so vel ex non eunte vel ax cute, opina-

bantwr guod nibdl possit fleri ox uaxmbe wel non emle”.

(160) e Viomews, Comm. in Thysics I, lucte 7, 20« 38

v "Pla ci vero utrique rationi acquieverunt, concedendo low
poasiblilia ad quee deducunt, sogulersrunt or:o srlomr rationd,
guae ducebat ad hoa quod noo-ansa esset ens, 8i aliquis diceret
Jued sns spgaificed waur, vel substantim:s tsntua ol soviens, tan~
tum, et por hoc vellot dicers quod amis sunt unur: - huic rationd

- dloo, eoquievemmt gquod nco eng asest eus. Dloebet ouim Flelo,
quod accidens est non ens: et propter hoo dicitur in VI leta.
Juod Plato posult Sophisticas circs non ohg, qula versatuwr nexine
circa oa quao per acoidens dicuntur. 31 erzo Plato, imtelliipens
rer ong subatantisnm, concedsbet yrinen prepesitisnen Permxnidis,
dicentis quod quidquid est prastor ons est non ens; quia ponobat
sacidens, quod est prester substanblen, csse 10a obde T tewen
concedobat sscundun propositionem, hano soiliset: quidquid est




(381)

{108)

(183)

con ost nihil, llcet onim diceret accidens osso udn ous, 0ol
samoa ddsobat asoldone ewse nihil, ged aliquid. 3% propter

hoo secundua ipsuna non seguedbatur quod #it unkm tantas, « « o« S0d
altard ratioal, quao ducebat ad hoo quad magaitudo gaao indi7ie
gibilis, sesentiobat feciendo magnitudines esso indivisidiles
ox docisiono, idost dicendo quod meznitudimn divisio od indie
212151142 torminature Fomebat saim corpora 33917l In aupatte
ficios, ot suporficies in linsas, et linons in indivisibillias,
ut patot in IXI S Sanlo ot undo™.

ardgtotle, m&.—l} Se By 138 b 22.

Jolmn of Se Te Curse Fhil, Vol, II, 7» 46 0 30 to 46 b 34 1

#gasands 3paoiall nodo dioitur prime cxtirarietas 1lla,
queo invenitur in ponete substantise gualiscumque ille sit, eo
qmmmutwmmiwmpmdigmmg
1350739 9py03itio, juas in illa fnvondtur, disdtur srinms cooe
trariotas. Bt hec raticne dixis srlototoles in hoo 1ibro tex=
va 55 wi&iahmuwmmh.quhaﬁ in als soatras
riotes prini genoris, id ost substantisg.

Tartio modo adiuoe specialius dicuntur prine contraria,
quas privative oppoguntur, sa quod srdvatis a3t prinsipiun o
uarmm,utpmwuhm.mmuaﬂuq. ot a D,
e i34 10o%, S. Gonins enim contyariotos insludit primiios
Doy nont tamon omnis privatio comtrarietass est. Undoe diodt 8.
ThoDRR OpUSe wm&qmwmwmmrmmw
tpariatatan, ot dlaitur I phy. B idec santraristatos reducsune

quas 33t 4a genora®. Cun ergo in substantia mon dotur propio
contrariotas, ved priwative oppositio, quatonus ua forme ime
portat privationen, slterius, nanifestun ost dard pricem oo
arariotataa, 34 ost priucipium con‘raristatias, quoo sabt Xiva~
tivn oppositio”,

John of 3¢ Te Cure Mile, Vole II, Da ¢4 & ¢
pmntnnwuumnpoaaem
sxatraristatx proprie et atricts dictan alaut ia aosidectidua,
nedlugomdomgdwﬁuopwim.nlnmmi‘w
a3 Fabstantialoa attendatar oppositlo, patius o3t inowpoaale
biiltes guacden contraristas. Ino in hoo deficiebant antiqui
wmmwpmwmummwummm
sl mmzsmmmmwmz,mgm
m:pmmmmwmnmm
atpmumutmzmwummmmwm=pm~
mwmm:nmm.n.mw. Ipso suta: in textu
58 dooet substantism mullius rei esoe contrariun. <uare non
mﬁ;mmwmpmmmﬁm“mmm
ammimwwmmgmmmm,
mmmmmmatmu.




Cur suten in substantia non inveniatur contrarium, mvzﬂmu
formas ocubstantialos osce positives ot mutus e
1 WW&MHW Loot.m,w

mm,wmmmm "Poruae”,

inquit, "substantialos non possunt esss contrarise, quis cone
treris sunt oxtresn quasdsm cuiusden detsrninates distentioo et
quodsrrxxio contimmo, Cum sit otus de uno contearia in eliuvd
contrarius, Uxis 4n 1llis gonsridus, in guibus talls distane
tia continue ot determinata non invenitur, non potest ocntroe
riun igveaird, Unde numarus naweo aon oot contrarius neque

figure flgures, Hoden aten: modo est in substantiis, uis rae
gi.:“ wmoimiubot” speciel constituliur in quodan doteraminato ioe

(18¢) aristotle, Pyaics I, . 7, 100 34
(185) Ildey Co 7‘ 150 » 27,

(136)1.70&!1@3«7.”0%?@10“.?‘51‘

"mx his orgo manileste daducitur verissimen osoe sontans
tian Ardstotelis, quod dantur duo prrincipia naturalia quoed
capositionon of in facto sese, st tria quoed mutationem 0% In
fiord,

Primm patot quia oa sunt primoipis compositionis, in gwe
regolvitur quidditas et retio rel mmturslis; ummjuodque onia
regsolvitur in cua componontia, Guiditas auten rei naturalis cone
posita est, non ontites simplex siout angelus; horo cnin ex corw
sore of anime constat ot in ills resolvitur, et elo religua
entia natwralia resolvuntup in meterian ot fornan. Irgo parteos
sou principia conpositionis sunt materia et forme, ot sunt pare
tes per go, quia quiddites ipsa rei naturelis 4in illa rosolvie
g temguan in partes componentes quidditatec, noo alis partos
ssaignablles aumt, ax quibus Qquidditative res naturalis coupoe
satur,. uod vero distinguantur fornm ot cotsria inter se, quod
aliqui voluerunt negate, ¢ 3 ot 4, se. ostendotur.

wodwmmmpmzummmmﬁeﬂ
roi satwralls, soillcot oateris, forma ot priwtio, prodetur ex
ipea natura matationis, Bt quiden suponizas non diol osta trie
prinoipia iniringece generationis, quia gesneratiocnes intrinsece
caponant,; sod quia genoratio ad illis esssotialiter dopemndot,
Etonin omis mtatio positiva sssentialiter est transitus do
allguo non esse ad aliquod osse: feolt enin aliquid de novo, alie
quin non mutarret, si nthil novi faceret, sod id, quod audea
sat, perusnsrot. 31 auten aliquid do aove ponitur, opportet,
guod antes oo fuorit ot muno #i%. Irgo necesasric delet fleri
sx privations sou ex non o839, e slo privatio prinsiyiun sutas
ticuis est. Guod vero regquirstur materia, canstat msnifaste,
quis rutatio non £1%, nisgl transmtetur aliguid de uno ad aliud,




ita quod ipsl termind mutatdonis acoedant in aliquo sublectc.
Cucopssio enin wniug ad alind oxtrn cmmo cubloctun nihdl
tranaratot do uno ad aliuds Subtsctun suten sutetiocols oato-
P dhoditg. Donfque quod requiratur foroe mexifectin cot,
cun 8t tormtoua intentts, ad quem tendit mutetic. U alo
dicitur prinoipiun mutationis, quis est prino ot per se ine
Seat, ob 820 oot primm in istenticus, licct In crooutione
#it ultdmn, ubl ccnsuczmtur totus motus™. ~

(287) sristotle, Fhymsios I, cs 8y 191 b 13«30,
(100) 2Dibey O 9. 208 o O30,

{200) This Adoadificnsion of matter and privation Lo tho fundanentol
stror of the narxists dislsotic.

(1%)3.Wq.a.m:.awc
" quod & ox pominet ceuemz, non £it sliguid ex
oppoadto wisl per » rations soilioco% cublootli. S Tero

soninet ordines, tuns £t aliguid ex epposito etiam per se)
unls et privatio dieitwr prinoipiun esse fisndi, sei non esgondi”.
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*igapondotus quod 111 partioula "ox aliln", solun inportat
maqﬁbummmnwmt,uumtmmaiw
mrmmawmmxmw,wwmi-
piun o4 prinaiplotes ita se. habeut, quod principlotan rou0lTin
tur 4n princislus. Frinocipium autem in quantum tale non rasole
TASE An aliud, nict etiam sit priwcipintun; ot ita in quantus
prineiplusy, non oot ox alioc. Causs auten efficiens ot QUACCUDI.
mmmmwwmmtmmwmh
slomza oaturali, b diommin arte Sy oo cnin cauoan Girine
mmﬁwmiph.uwmmwnipnmmaiw
13 Mazd 3190 in Jaoto esss, sed effioiong dioiftar "id, quo ine
cipit motus™; finis, "propter ques inaipit"; examplw, "id culuse
sirdtationes £4t"; milla vere csuss extrinsecs dicitur, sx 3w
mw::ec

A 1d oo, quad oppondtur cootra privaticen. 4d piman ro-
vlscem dieitur, quaxd sols privatic sauitur sx parte tornind & gw
Zormalitor loguendo et cammuniter ad owne mutationum, forsanliter
qmqmumummam;wmm@xmmdsue
p«mwzmmaw,mmmu«nwmm.ue
T, Taxmas dioit in Noc libro lect. 10, siout ignls, B, g potast
M&mzwnymmram.utmm.nm,
ax aqum, %% Formaliter euten £t ax $1lis cnibus quatenus
soxralisrt 4a privations ignlae {wod vero aliqua non possunt
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privations, sed quia non swpd nat Lo oat proxime diaposila,
b ax ille forse educatus vel unlaibur, eicut wx lepide non pow
too’ Lmapdiete [lerd equwis. Comumiter auton s Labet prdvatio
adamme aatetione, quie in mni autations et motu, otian guando
£1% ox comtoario An sonirarium, invenitur ez purte temdoni & quo
srivatic; noa contraristes nd exsroetur siue privations™,

srigtotle, Fhysios 1, o« & 1513, b 10.
‘mgels, Dialectios of Hsture, pe 135, 1530 edition.
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(194)
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=) appo af aattors doca oot bave to possess
intelivction in itself, This in against phdlssophors like
gmﬁwammtumdmawmwcmmlwpuﬂw
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Prsiendun o5t onim quod wme quod appetit aliguid, vel
Wﬁtmwnmmﬁhﬂrw&w&mwsﬁna
crdinationo ot directions aliculus cognoscentlis, sicut sezitta
sondit in deberninetm digesa ea directione et ordinaticne segats
tantis. ﬁwmmwmwummmmqmm-
wdad&wumﬁnmtnmﬁwmmmﬁm..ﬁm
awmm@ummmmmmummmm
in suss finea, sod eotlam taris secundon quad est in poteniis)
nan forme o8t finis materias. Sindd Sgitwr edt wlluwd AT Laa
memmmzdmutwmmﬂ
P TN %quiqsubqwrmu‘a.n&snvmﬁmw
taatin od alisz fornam, {ingat ol ssper appetitus ifwwrnee)
proptar Sastidiua Sornes Qs habet, nee proper oo quod quaerat
coutrarie oose simaly sed guia est in poltentia ad aliss forzes,
Gig unss habot in actless”

T appebite of matter for forms s coopare this with the
ovolution thecory of the Harxists.

Joia OF Ge The CuBe :%21e Tole 1I, pe 78 8 6 4

%memwawmwmgmw
sit; mm,aqmuawmmumm.mw
ot oclociti, srimus oat eppstitus ab ipea natbwa ortue gine media
cogniticne, wt ia lapide peadus ad ceTtuie Zidsdtus ety qui
crocodit ob alique neciante cognitiones sdout oun andzal sppetit
citun vel poiime wod a1 eppetitus iste oriatur ex cognlilcne
intolloctiva, siditur appetitus retionalis seu woluntas et si
ultorius soquatur sd cogaitdones cppenonten oblectun ouk {ndile
Zorentia non adetringente cegue coerotante tantua ad wam, it
sppotitus 1L er. Uode aliwd ost appatitus innatur, qul est eine

'mem ot oppouity eligilo, aliud paturalls sou OOCossarius,

qui opuouitur libero et potast oRss slicitus. ortinet auten ad




(1s8)

appotitum tenders sd reoy, quando owret ills, ot quiecscore in
e, WMM%&MMQ&'&I@- gqe 19, art, 1.
Sed tanen proprie disitur et denocminsta appetitus b illo
prino aoty, quando tenditwa in rem non habitsn; rem enim quan
habocmus, non disimy tantunm appetars, sod frul, quod et alie
quid plus Quan mars sppeters.
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