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FPoros ot msteris suntd sibl invicem causs,
Omne nomen cum dsfeetu sat,
Finls set noblllor 1 a&g guae st ad Linewn,

e guss allguendo fuerunt vel eﬁunug Licet de prassentl
non sing, Dous cognoselts prassentlallier in sus sebernie

- beate per sclsntlam vi&iania guEe vero Nnegne sunt, neque

fouermnd, negue srunﬁ ea@nmwﬁﬁ* pep a@lentiam afmp*iciw
Intelligentlae. . .

Qusze sunt sadewm uni btevrbio sunt esden inter se.
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FORESORD

It iz cerbainly true thad In recent timss an intense
interest in Bcholastlic philoeophy has revived snd continues
%o gain momentim, o & ecertein endent evsn in secular cirﬁiﬁﬁ
whsre at leset an Indifferense to such s movemsnt wighi bhe

generslly sxpectsed. In s elimste of careful study snd of

-~

ranewed emphasls on the velue of adhering Lo sauthentic philos

sophical principles, ones familiar truths sre diligently

explored With new respest end with an inmereasing recognition

of th@i%‘fruitfnlﬂ@sa in sny tlme.

The New Age of Secholastielsm, if 1%t 18 not boo soun op
gﬁ&%ui%m&a to glve 1% this name, has been marked by ithe
sarneal offoris of seripus thinkers to reeesteblish & scund
legrning and Intellsobual freditlon Iin seccovdanecs with the
doctrine snd wmethed of 8%, Thomss Agulnaz,. In visw of this
worthy Intenbtion to profit from the wisdom of the past, and
the grest intelleobusl gaod thed cen be accomplished by n
Falthiful interpretstion of the doctrine of 5t. Thomas and
i%g gppllication do modern philosophieal guestlons, it i=s

soswwhal anfortunate and gurprising if not remarkeble Thet
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on the imporbent guestion Qf eontingency there should
sxiat o ﬂ@@p'appwai%iaa botween many nodern Thomied phie
losophers and St. Thomas himsslf,

In & large number of recent snd current scholastbic
monnels and books on phlicsophy, particularly on the
Philosophy of Heture, one encounters s dectrine that
reveals e completely deberminisgitlo interpretation of
natural onusality snd bhe order of physical effeots in
the wlverse, In these writinge 1t is quite gensrslly
yaught that everybthing that btekes plsos in the world of
natur@»i& sompletely determined in sdvence by}tha intore

&cﬁisn of natursl ceuses and propertles; no fnﬁwra event

ia ﬁ&ally‘uneartain in 1&5@1f but is infa]li y OF neces=
aarily prs—dat&rmin@d in the entire niatevy aé world
factors amd environment. Yo a divine imtellacb which
would know sll these worldecomponents end influshees,
gvery fubure coourrence would sppesr inevitsbls gnd abe

(1)
solutely necessary.,

ls J, Heritsin, Refleectlons on Necas
in Ensaga in Thomisgm {New 'ark é“ﬁ&ﬁ and warf ur@nnan, )
P« ET3 "When & ceriein bee viaits a8 ocertain rmsa a8t o certain
instant of time, we sy thet the event is contingent. 35111,
nelther the rose nor the bee iz & free sgent; everything which
belfslls them im de%egg&g@ﬂ by the maeﬁing or the Intersctlion
of properties of the nature of each snd of the actlons ocedsioned
by the environment. 43 & resuli, to s divine intellect which
would know absolubely all the ingredlents of which the world
is mads, 211 the faebors lnvolved in the world end the entirs
history of all the supccesslons of aesuses which heve been evolved
in the world sines 1%s begloning, the visit of that bee to thatb
roge ot that peritleunlay Instant would sppsaer as sn Infalllbly
or necsssarily desermined event.®
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This view, whieh is sontrary to ths most fundemental
prinsiples of the Philosophy of Hature, although it ls
reprosentative ol meny modern scholustics, is not nsw bo
philorophy or to Scholasticism; the same opinion was held
by ceritsln anelsn® Greek philosophers, And even afser
Aristotle's relutetion and resolublon of this posltion snd
the profomnd words of S%. Theomaes on this subject in his
commentaries on Arlistotle, In the Summs 2nd elsewhere, one
Pinds the seme thing taunght by Suarez, who held that an
gffeet which is cemtimg#nt with respect Lo # proximate ecauas
is n@@mﬁﬁary when camparéd o the tobtel order snd serles of
causen in the univaras, if ne fres ag&nﬁ im@erﬁemwaEE)

mhmmiatac writara %@a@h further, aﬁ F lagioal CONSe-
gu&ﬂce, thet bthe ael&-eqnditicm regulred f@r the predictianf
of eny fubure event in nebture, even the effestz of chence,
lg s sufflelent knowledge of the physleal universe, It is
 sdmitted thet this knowledge happens %o be inascoessible in
men, bubt the unavolidable ignorance doss not slter the striect
naeeselty thet governs the futurs ag wall ap the pest and

the presgent; If man could hava & thorough grasp of the csuses

Digoutntionss metaphysnices, dlsp.XIX, sect, par 5@
MeesBffontug qul b aonﬁ‘ngana respsotu oausse proximse
naturaliber operantis, si comparetur ad tobtum ordinem ac
gariem cousarun universl, et in his csusis nulls intercedst
ilbere pgons, selbem ub applicana sliss causss vel removens
impedimenta, non habst contingentliem sed necessliabem,”
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2% work lp the world, and 1¥ his knowledge conld embrace
gompletely the Initial state of things in orestion, the
fubture down to the lsst minubte veourvence in nsbure could
be unerringly predicted.

The only effeets thet are sdmitbed to he reslly ine
determinate and unpredictable in thomselves sre bthose bhsb
prodesd from the freodom of the will. ZEven en thls peoint
thers is confusion betwsen the event thst ie unforsseesble
bacsuse 1t is free and the inelident thet cennob be pre-
dleted bweause 1t 12 scoldental, or forbulbous., Acbually,

the fawm@w‘kﬁnﬁ of effsot la contingent on the free exe

trinsie. aa&salisy of ths Willg ‘ghile the latter iz undstere: . i

ninad wnﬁ aonfingent b&aam&a of the intrinsic 1imitation of = .

ﬁh@-ag@ntuv-fﬂig alstinction is completely missed by thoss
modern thomlsts who spesk only of the Pirast kind of cone
tingeney, whioh l2 nod conbingency in the sirict sense but
completely compatlibls with sn absolube necessiby, as will
be shown. |

Although acoidehibal hap@@ninﬁﬁ, whether they be in
nature or hussn aeblvlisy, sre not the only ones thet can
elalm an intrinsic leok of necesslby; every nstursl effect
baimg sontingent to the extent that it procoeds from s
defeutive csuse and ocan thuz fall to come about, purely
ossuel oy Torbulbous evenbs sre g94ill the most sontingent

and lesst determined of the thinges that come te pass,
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Indesd, they ere nolb determined g% sll in any crestsd
cauge oy series of ssuses, Bubt clelming as they do, the
gxistence of 3 perfect determination in meture, modern
sehowlasbic wrliters are gulibe logloslly foreed to deny the
reallty of chance, a8 well sz the conbingency of those
effeots thet sre intended by naturs, For If natural sc-
tlvity is completely determined, ohsnce snd contingency
haye ne chence, bubt ars lmpossibles = "In hls enlm guese in
winori perte accidunt, dleitur ssse fortume et casus, 91
sutan non provenlrent aligus ub im.minmri parte, omals ex
ﬁe@%ﬁ&i%&ﬁ@f&éaid@rsat: now ez guae gunt scontingenitise ut

in pitribus, in hoe sole & necessariis differunt, guod

possunt in Minorl perte defissre.” {3)

‘?ﬁ@“ﬁéggﬁiam’mfieh&ﬁéé”émd;'implieitiygrﬁf Portuns,
by denying the principle of indetermination underiyicg both,
nemely the limitetion end iamperfect actuality of ¢reated ‘
gruges,; would in faet lessen the wisdom of dlvins prevideneefh)
Thia sppesars o bs the most seplous conseqguencs of the modeyn
soholestic tesehing even I it _is not the most evident, for
the infinite wisdom of the Crestor ls more -mervelously un-
vailed In the appsrently shsurd snd in the sceldental events

shat come to psss secording bBo His deslign, then 1t is in the

3. Bbte. Thomas,Conipa Gentes, III, c.7h

Lo ibid.; “Esset aubtem contra rstlonem providentlae
dlvines si omnls ex pecssslitets contingerent, ub ostensum est.
Igltur st contre ratlionem providentise divinae sggst a2l nilhil
forst fortultum et cssuale in wrsbua,”
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reguler, "rationsl® o¢surreness for which men csn glve
immediately some regson wlthin the world. God pusszles

the wisdom of this world in one wey by belng the per se
immodiate cauvae of things that eppear foolish io himan
wisdom sinee no orested csuse can be sssigned for thelr
coming %o bs., Bubt in recslling that only God can be ths
deterninate and per se cause of that whiech is ln itasll
pontingent, atiention iz drawn bo Godis Infinite perfece
tion and providence, for the purely contiugent event cane
not be reTerred to any crested ceume sebing psr 8o; L1t has

its regson only in the divine Intellsct snd will. Moreover,

~if the kmowledge of the fubure that a dlvine inbelliest
. would have ‘is to be based on "311 the ingradiaé&m*ef which

" ghe world iz wade, &ll the factors involved in the world

snd the entire hlstory of a1l the succosalons e:;r?-tzaaau.sefs;a;r”+
which have been evolved in the world since 1is hegimniééi"
this not only impliss that »1l these fsotors and cguses ars
shsolutely necessary (for otherwise the fulure would not be
determined and hence, not knowabls with certitude), but it
slso implies an lmperfection én& peagivlity . in divine knowing
if God's knowledge is thus msde to depend on the thluge

themselves, past and present, In order to know the future.

Ss Jo Haritaln, 100.0i8., = zee footnote 1,
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But God doss not konow the fubure things es well as those
which &éve past and present simply becsnse He sees them in
his ebermel sgience; He knows them in s8 much as He 1s thelr
cause by His scisnce and will, snd sees them in Hiz eternicy
ag the messure of His csusellity. It is nobt only free decie-
sions that God knows only in Himself, bubt sny fuburs cone
tingent event. Note too thst if the series of csusez gnd
fsotors is not sbsolutely necsssery, the sclence that Cod
has of the lubture is lmperfect and only conjeetursl if it
must depend on these csuses snd fsctors, = “...Quieumque COfgm

noscit effsotum eanbingant@m in cauﬁaéaua sanbum, non habet

B ds e@ nisl eoniscturalem uagniﬁiouam.“‘

“ Perhaps an avarbaaring desire fer clarity in all thing |

) avan whera no elariby cauld ba founé haa led wmany mad@rn J

Thﬂmisan to 3eak 8 egmpl&te ratienality in the oparetiona of |
nature, This same inordinate desire for olarity «= it may
aven be that thers is an unwillingness to admit thet thls
elerity i3 herd to obieln, for if this were the case 1t

might explein the superficlel understanding of such reslly
diffiounlt thing& g8 natural caunsallty, wh&ch these scholastic

7
writers meem to exhiblii- ooumld alse explain why sows modern

6o Bt. Thomas, Ia, R.1lh, 8.9, ¢

Te $ou1& 1% be ap@ruy»iate to quote here St. Thomas' words
in the Ethica? = ",,.48 hominem disciplinatum, Ldest bene instruce
tum, pertinet, ut tentum seritlitudinls queerat in unsquague meteris,
guantum naturs mi pstiturs ¥on enim pobtest esme tsnts certitudo
in meteris varigbill et canting&nti, sicut in materis necesaseria,
semper sodem modo se habente. t ideo suditor bens discliplinatus,
non debet ma jorem oceriltudinenm r@quirsra, nec minorl esse conten=
tus, gueam glt convenisns rei de gua sgltur.” (I, leot I1I, n.36)
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scholastlicnr heve been moved to substiiuts metaphysics for
the whole of philosophy; to the utter lmpossibility of
schileving dlstinet knowledge of sny kind, leest of «ll sbout
being =8 being, which ls the subject of the very Llust nabtue
ral seienece to be spoguired by mon,

he determinisitic outlook on the unlverse, which modern
schinlestlic wrliters mainbein, slaply cannot be raconciled
with the besching of ALristobtle snd 3%, Thomas, who inslist on
the intrinsle leek of necegsliy in future conbtingent svents
whether they are considered in relebtion to prozimsie csusss
glone or wibth reference Lo the whole of nasure. The resaon

ig definltivey Nabural mau&as,ﬂacﬁimg for sn end, sohleve

. thelir &ffﬁ@%ﬁ_@ﬂly in the ﬁéﬁdritygaf capes anﬂ not elweys;

- bhey do-not cpuse with sn sbaolube necesaity beveuse of the

aantigg@nﬁy or lack of determingition ln the form ltself, which
is nmé sufficlently am@uai or deéederminsed to individuste i
gel¥, end becsuse of the indsberminaetion of matvbter, which lgo
never completely domineted by the finite agent or sxhaunasted
by the nabtursl form. |

he attempt bo set aaiéaﬁéﬁa contingency end indetermi-
nation of form snd mabisr yespeciively, by introducling some
absolubtaly neceasssry constellation or serles of cmuses by
which natural sctivity would be perfectly determined and
necassltated is reslly s denlal of bthe reslity of indlvidusl

nature in the sense of "principlum motus et guistis in so in




2

guo est,; prino e per #e ot non zecundum accidens™y for
where thers ls perfect necessliy and determingtion there
iz no pursly nabtural form or metter. Ihis iz sguivelens:
to obteining & necessary csuse by ths gﬁdiﬁiém ol Contiyie
gent ones, 4b: Thomss has alesrly rejechbed vhis view
whieh i plainly thet of meny wmodern thomisbte, ss it is
hopad will be shown in sufflclient detail.

There sre st least bhres ressons for underisking e
eritviecal study of the wmodern scholeztle tsaching on cone
tingencys The flyet of these ls to show thsi this teaching
would deatroey the principles snd scilence of nabure by supe ..
prossing Ltg very &ﬁbjﬁﬁt gus compoged of wmetier, form and
~pPQV&ﬁian;<ﬁha=m@ﬁwhd ig to make it clesr theb althéﬁghcﬁﬁv:

48 progented by Ghomiate, 1% Is not the doetrine of 5t,.
Thomes) the third vesson for the study is to show thet this
falge doctrine of contingeney Implileltly deﬂi@s?%bsolutm
universellty of divine ceusslity snd the incommensurable
yisdom of dlvine prnvidﬁnc@.

It is not To be inferved that modern thomlsts lomowingly

-

subgeribe to these loglcal consequsnees of thely tesching, op
even thai 21l of shem hold ths sams genersl viewe. Our slm is
to show that the position of many mcdern scholasties elther

lesda te these coneclusions or stgbes them in snother form:

thet thelir doetrine ls nob slways bused on the teaching of 56,

Thomas, which, on thiz scors, is dervived dirsetly frowm Arlistoile,
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gnd that on the whole 1%t has nothing in common with it.

A Tew remerks must be masde sbout the order of the
chapters ta follow. Chapters I and II together serve ss e
gensrsl Introduction. In Chepter I, logical possibility is
digoussed gs thed whieh i3 common to necesssry aaa eontine
gent belng, in order Ho bring oubt the foundsition of extrinsic
contingency In the libsrsy of contradiction possessed by free
sgents, end egpeclially in the divine omnipotence, as a2 free,
gobive, extringsic cause im relsilon to which all ereaturss
grs contingent, The mesnlngs of the terms fto e uwsed throughe

out are explsined in this chepter,

;Qhapsquix begina with s study of the physiosl poasibliity ... ..
that ig foumd@d.on an aaﬁ&v&,pmtﬁncy, in tarmi:of which ex= -° -

trinsle contingency ls defined, & gan@ralAéivisign of ean~»+;;_ﬂﬁ' ’

tingeney follows snd the chaptsr aﬁnelaﬁaﬁ>with 8 preliminafy.'
examinatlon of the possibllisby end contingency thast is rooted
in an intrinslec, pesslve prineciple, in oppoaltion to that
which depends on ¢ positively indsterminabte setive prineipls,
previougly discussed Iin the sams chapter.

In Chapter III, the first direet r@f@g@nca is made %o
modern texts, In the firat perd of this chapter two kinds of
neceseity sre defined and explaeined in the light of St. Thomesls
perehing, In the second psri of the chapbter the teaching Sf
medern gcholegtles on necessibty 1s exsmined in rslation to the

dostrine of &%, Thomes. The lssbt part of this chapiter desls
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aith the partioulsr guestion of the "hypotheticsl necesaity

of the laws of nsture™, The dlgoussion does nob pPresud=

pose the meanlings ablisched Lo this expression ss L5 is used
in the expsrimental sclences but degls with its interpretae
tlon I1n a philoscophiecel context =8 presented in meny modern
soholestic menuals,

e aim of Chepbter IV is to discuss brisefly the kind
of ocontingency proper to nature from the viewpoint of pogie
tlve end nepgsitive indetorminetion end finality.

#ith Chapber IV a» g presmble, Chspter V constitubes
g eritigue of the modern scholsstie position from the shande
point of whalt scoidentel csusslity ls. 3ince emsual end

Lo .
Lo b s e

fovrtalbous evenbts are th@-mcéﬁiavident forus @fﬁaunbimgapey,
it is here that the errors of the modern teacﬁin@ on thiag
guestion are most clearly seen. |

The last part of the Tinsl chepier Iis slsc the eonclue-
sion to the whole work. It deasls with the impossibilisy
of baving a created per se cause for the purely sccidental
effeot, and the ordinstion of cesusl and fertuloous svenis
by 8 superior cause seling yééﬂaﬁ. It ie hoped that bthe
gummery chsracier of this sectlon will be evidont from the
contenty \

Denerally spesking, in addition to undertaking an
analysle of the modern seholasbtic tesching, an sttempt has
been made So give the true doeitrine of Ariletoltle and 3t.

Thomaa on condingency - certsinly not in any exhaustive
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ngnner, Jesplie the Fact that the presentation is ime

parfect and far from profound, L1f, in order bo avold
error snd errive % truth, bhe ilmportence of being Calthe
ful to the letter of 2%, Thowmee hae haén in gome small
measure made more evident, then the work hss not besn in
vain. GQuite the conirsry, for bodey this spirit of doe
eility to an intelleciusl masteyr, in order to advsace In
knowledge end wisdom, is one of Yhe wmost diffiecult things

upon which to obtaln sgreement.
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CHAPTEDR I

LOGIGAL PORSIBILITY
le Poteney and possibilisy

Before we can glve an explanation of loglecsl possie
bilisy iv will be necssssry bo discuse the wvsriocus nmodes
of pobvency, for es 3%t. Thomas says in his commentsry on
the WMebtasphyelss of Apistotls, "e..lum pobentis tot wodls
dleatur, possiblle elism ef potens plurlibus modis dicebur.’
The opder of 1@@@%&&# will be observed if we Pirst dlvids
Wﬁu@ﬁ&?‘inﬁﬁ ite mnde anﬂ'ﬁ@fin& gach of tﬁ@ﬁé ﬁﬂ Turie

Th@“a are f&ﬁ? Linda of zesl potenciss. [hs first la

& prineiﬁ .8 of mavam@nt o change in another in as wmuch s8s
{2)

&

it 1a other, This kind of potency is ssilve and vesideg in
the agent or mover as such. Thus, vhen somelthing moves
anobher or changes it In some way, the powor that is In the
agent In virtue of its form i s principle of the movement
or ghenge. A carpenter, for ersmpls, hss the powsr to make

s table, snd fire has the power to burn wood,

1. 5%, Thomgs, rum, lect.iiV{ed
Cothala), n.9561

2o Ihide, n.955: ".elPrimus esly; guod potenbls iiwiu
tur principlam motus vel mubatlionis in slio inguantum o8t

ﬂ:}.i&f}o "




The ssoond kind of poterey ia s principls 2 shsngs O
movement Jrom enother In as mush as Lt ig @%h@ﬁ,ﬁ Thiv poltency
is paesive end iz In the Ching thet 18 wmoved wmocovding sw i
iz woved, The aepacliiy of wood %o be buarned or to e shaped
8 asrtelin way by bthe curpenter, is s pgssive principls of

shange in bhe wood,

Sometimes bolh the sclive snd the passive polency arse
found in the sawe subjest. In the cese of & doolor whs cures
timgoll, Tor Insbense, the arit of medielne whieh he possssses
88 & Socter iz the z0bive principle of his curing himsslfs I3
is only gsccidentsl, however, Lhed the c@ﬁéitiam of iliness,
which is the vassive prinoiple of the cha“ge, be found in the
Same p&Wéumfﬁiit iz for this resson theit the phmma@ in g8 muoh o

ig imeluded in the dePiniticon of sueh kind of

potency. In the sxsmple Just given the caepsolisy to be sured

iz not in tha mon g2 8 dochor bub rether ag someons who 1z ili.

30 ﬁ'ﬁa Qmﬁ?mﬂﬂg TR e p l%ﬂi‘{iiv 4 1 ¥jé ﬂsooh i1ie
aodn dleidur potestas primcipimm wotus vel mutablonis eb aliero
inguentus sat alind., Eb heeo 63 potentis 9aaaivwoae

e %bs Thomas, Ip II F W, 1605.1, NS ﬂﬁﬂﬁbiﬂ%iu
snin eiliguando quod sliguis mar‘eua gt wibl ipsi @auaw gunitae
ey et sie princlipium suss sonsbionis e8t in eo, 86d pPer sge
cldens, s Non onim secunduom quod ssnetur habsh medlelinaw, sad
geoundun gued esb medlousy sooidly sutem sunden ezse medloum

. Bl saneriees”

Egm S’%o Th@m%; i * 1@@ uoi; ns]-!?‘{'l’a NQGG )
Possibile et guod principLlam mﬁ*“vum simul sibt in ipse moblli
val passo, sisub ouww aliquid wmovel selipsum; non bamen seocundum
idenm est movens ob mobum, sgens ob petiens. b Ldeo dlefibur
guod prineipiuw quod dicitur potentis sctiva, ¢8t prinsipiam
tranesudationls In alio inguantum esd sliud; guls stz conbtingss
prineicium sotivum esse in godem o Hasso, non Lamsn S88ule
dum quod est idem, sed seoundum quod esd aliud,”




S

Similerly, the ard of medioive, the actlve principle of bhe
ahisngs, iz wot in the men aw gowmscne 111 bub 1v so far o he
1 s dostor. In other wsords the doetor ecurds himsel! as o
doctor bub iz cured a8 & parson who I8 £1l, IF the dovbor
wers not, =8 8 Soobor, other bhayn hismsell; ss & sick psrson,
only thoss aho sre 111 couwld be doebors, and only doctors
eould bpe 111,

& third kind of poteney is & principle of scting with
ega2 and efflelency or undergoing & changy withoul opposie
ti@ﬁf }?hia kind of potency esn be either sctlve @w pagslive;
sn exemple of the Lirst w@ui& ba the ability o play a maslesl
1nstrum@nt wal& and with essey the prop@r%j @08%@%&@& by sof b
wanﬁ ta bawn easily would bo en axample af mh@ p@awiva pmteney |
defined hmr¢¢ If either of these potenoles ia gbsanh in »
sub jest, the opposlie effest rvesulbs: for sxemple, somuonse who
doos not heve wusieel talent may play en ims trumend bub only
w#lth some diffieulby, and the wood that im not sof% is harder
to burn than the other. This pobenecy, then, mekes sn goblive
potency mors potive snd & peszlive potency mors passive.

There is, finslly, » fouwrth kind of potensy that ia any

form opr disposition by which & thing Lz incorruptible, oy more

63 B, Thﬁﬂamg hEL 3 fﬁi'figﬁag 13@30 XIV; me?ggu "% islte
guod sile potestes dleltur, guseé ost principlum fsclendl slie
gquid non grosumgs modo, 89d bene...8t {similiter)...licitur
enin s#liguid posse pail 1llud qund bene pobest pabtil.”




{7)

or less immobile. An gxampls of this Lle eny dureblilisy thaet
& Ching hasg we wight site the incorruptibility of the intele
lect or the atablllity of g certain government oy even the
permenent qualities of certein materisls ifAﬁhﬂ&@ gualities
gre desirable., This prineipls is zssimilated bto the degres
of asbusllity thet s thing hes, for 1% ls in relotlon to ash
thet & thing ié perfont. ¥hen pomebhing is defective 1t is
rether becsuse of sowmw Impobensy or lack of sotuslity, This
should be pointed ocut hers Lu order Ho wesp this kind of
potoncy dlgtinet from the preseding 4ne9 whioh i3 sometimes
seblye, sometimes passlve, 4 men who 1 slways in good health
#ould be sald to possssy this fourth Einé;ﬁf potency or power,
while ons who ls habituslly 111 would not have it in terms of
phg&ié%l sondition, - - |

In addision %o the four kinds of potencles that have
been alvesdy menbloned, there ere two others thet sre called
pobensles only in sn lmpreper senss, that is, wmebaphoricslly.
they sre glven the neme of polbency bevsuse they ars Iin g wey
similar to trus prineiples. Thus, In geometry & line ila sald
to be & sguare In pv@@h@yg and in grithmetis three is ssld do
) Ts  S%ts Thomas, ﬁﬁ%‘;t” . 56%:  "Diels gn?& stlem potes=
tates dlounbtur omnes habitus sive formae wvel diasposglieiones,

guibus sliqua dicuntur vel reddontur cmmino im%aaaibilia, TEl
immobilia, aub non 48 faeill mobills 4in pe jus,




ACa
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e nine in poteney beecsuse multiplied by Ltself Lv egueis nine.
Joeondly, ln segerd o the nonepepugnance of Lerms In & HPOpOe i
sitlon, we ocam speak of a certein pobtency beosuse the Lerms
heve the capecity to be composed Lf whab they signify is not

a
Qﬁnﬁ?ﬁﬁiaﬁﬁ?yfj}$M$ of the teres, however, is not the principle
of the other, nor are bhey Sogether the prineiple of Shelir come
positlion. Neverthelsss, the subject "man,” for exwmple, bhes
the capseity to be Jolned %o the prediceie "enimsl,” wnd vice
versa; if not, $he proposition, “man i3 sn snlmal," would bs
false, Here, ulihough 4t is the domsin of ens verum, there
1s o slmilerity to true peinciples end Srue potsncies; the
aaoselty. ol terms bo ba ﬁémp@ma@ s aimiler bto snd beaad upon,
tha capecity of e th&mgﬁ'mignifimé o be compossd in physical
roslity, | | |

8. 5%, Thomas, In I¥ Metaphvs., leetsl, nel7Ths "in
guibusdes eniw dicitur polentla non propler sliguod prinelipium
hebltun, s8d propler similitudinem guemdem, sicub in geomelrie
ala, Disisur enim pobenbis sliocujue linsse easse gusdrebum e jus;
ot dlelitur quod llmee potest in auum duadpatum, BY slnlli mods
potest diel in numeris, quod termurius potest in novensyrluw
guod est gquadretun ejus, op quod ex dvetu ejus In seipsum faell
novenarinm. Ter eonlm tris novem faciunt,” ,

Je Bt Thomas, Lbide, 1ectel, n.17751 "Similiter in
logleis diclmus pligun ezse poselibilis et iwpossibilis, non
propter sligusm potentisnm,; e8d so guod sliguo wodo sunl sub non
sunt, Possibilia enim disuniur, gubdrun oppozite conbtingli esse
vere, JLompossibilis yero, quorum opposite non conbinglt esse
vern. 42t haeo diversites st propter hebitudinem praecdisedl sd
aub jsutum, guod quandogue 8% repugnens subjoeto, sisut in ine
posaibilibne;: guasndogus vero non, sicub in possibilibus,”




Besldes the four modes of veal potensy, then, skl of
whioh sre principles of resl being, thers ere these fHwo laivior
ootenoies, one methemstiesl the other loglesl, which spe
nawed potencies equlvoeslliy, s¢-ordlng o o cerdaln similerliiy.

The reel potencies sgbebllish ths foundabion of resl posgle
Billity; those that ave pobtensies in sn sgulvoesl way onsble us
50 apesk of 2 lopglesl poseliblilsy @ﬁﬁ & mathonabtionl rosgi-
Billty. In order to orlend our dincuzsion snd meintaln the
same order of pregentablon, w8 shall Llrst tresd belslly the
possibillity thet fe relabed to a resl pobency, sxsuining esch
ede in burne. Then we shall take vy in dviail the guesislon o -
of logleal possibilivy.

Hote thet the brlef dlssussion of roal or physicsl posgsie.
bility thet l¥ to follow iz wndertaken first becsuse physicel
pesaipility is better known to us., The sxtenslve UYrsabtment
of this kind of possibilisy, however, will be the subjest of
the seaond chepiter. ‘The regszon for this twefold order iw
that, on the one hend, as menblomed, physissl possibility 1s
better known o ws than logient porsibiliby; it should, therce
fors, be studied fivet, s 1@35% brielly, Om tiw uilher hsand,
the loglesl possible ifg.a kind of genus, cabrseing both necegye
sery snd contingent bblng; from this point of view it may be
é%uﬁia& irgt, Now sinece thisz disseritation doesn not derl
priwarily with potenoy @nﬂ.paﬁ&ibiliﬁyg but rather with necsse

sity end contingency, snd shiefly the latter, ths second ordsy
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is the move gperoprlate and the ong reqguired or OB LUPLOBSD,
This mesns simply that thw order thed pust be obssreed in

thiz chapier is Sifferent frowm the order of the anbire sasey.

The principle thet we muet provssd Pros whad 18 oore Known Lo

ng ig then not violated,

The sultipllelity of the wodes of yesl potenay is sne
plesl awmd 21l the medes ary reduced o the first se to o
principle, Potency ig dsid, flwsy of all, of the seblve

pobeanay, and uh@ o in apolied to the other modes by wey

{12 H
of &ﬁﬁl@@*g sseording o the Tlrst wmode of %mwwma; phings
gre seld o he @a«ai%iﬁ par pohsnbliaw bn glltera, %iﬁam e

popsibility abierd hmﬂ@d ) %ﬁmw i3 mot from an inﬁﬁimmzc

| ﬁﬁiﬁﬂ&ﬁ%& bt from aﬁﬁ ppbensy oy power of @&&d&l by ip
%&@ﬂﬁﬁyallgaﬂa&s £ %ﬂiﬁg i velled posaibls scoording aw 16
i# or asn he sub jested fo the szusslity of enether,. Fop
exwanle, 1t iz possible thet o lowbrssikay be move or less
geaveraly punlshed in Yerms of the power end subhorlisy of he

5%&-{3 2010

10e 8%, Thomas, In L¥ Mebpshyz,, lactel, Ne17Th: "Hig
arge modls praotormissis, congldersndum ast de pobentils,
guse redusunbuy od unem speclem, guls gquaellbet saruwm ass
principlius guoddesw, ¢% omnes potentlze aic distey redupune
bur s sliguod prineiplom ox gue omnen slius diounmbur. i
hows esd prinoiplum woblvimee. k% Inde pebat qa@d haag sulile
plicisas non 25t sacundur segulvocabionen, sed sesundun
sunlogiame ©

1ls 8% Thomas, L8, Qo9 @eds 6ot “Selendum est anlm
gaod mubsbile pebtest siiguid 4lsi dupliciser: ano mods, per
potentlan qag@ in Loso esi) slio mude, ger potentisw guee in
aliers sat,” gh;j%, G baohas,, laoobel, melTd21 “lotentls
Ters sakbiva aa Lh spente, ub csloy in calafsctlve, &b ara
gedificnsive in sediflomniu,”




& sooond kind of possibilisy is derived from the second
mode of poteney, whieh 1z en inteinsle priseiple. In wmwisilion
o this gam@n@y & thing is celled possible per vobentism Lr

{127
begsivem. To buern wood, For example, is posslible beozuss

there iz o payalve princisle in the wood that spables It no
revelve the aetlon of ab sobive causs, fire,

A third kind of posslbillity corresponds bo the fourih
wode of potenscy, which is thet prineliple in g thing bthat vene
ders it lomobile or not esslly sorvupiible, The intellest,
for insbance, camnot be sorrupted simes it 1g nobt jolned to
an orgen,. This poteney @?”@ﬁﬁ@? iy due, noedt o the meiiter,
but bo the forme I im wﬁﬁ p@@giﬁla to burn metals, poneys
@lly ﬁﬁﬂﬁkiﬂfg sinee they havw bh@ sapaclby to reslist pobive
csuses that sorrupt other wmsberisis.

The Tfourth mode of real poesibility corrssponds o the
thalrd mods of sobenoy, snd lg derived Trolm the prineiple
that suebles s thing Yo wot efTiclently or o undergo s
phange esslly. An szample of the lssber iz the pousiblllsy
af busning very combustible maﬁa iala, such se soft or dpy
wood) of the Iormsr, the high &&g@@@ of offielengy possesasd

by an intonse £lame,

12, 8be Thomas,In IX Meteohye., lsot. 1, n.l1782:
"Posentia endim pausivs st in pebianbe, quis pabtlene peibitur
propter %11%&&@ prineipfum in ipso existens, et hujlusmodi
o5t materia,”




These fouwr kinds of posslbility avs denominated real in
25 mueh s they follew frow 20mw real pobency, With these
praliminary notionz in mind wae osn now vrocssd o She prine

slpal sub st of thiz shepiter,

os The Logieally Tossibles is delined
sooopding o 8. nonesspagnanos of teray,
and sbotrante Irom real oxishunce.

Phe logloelly possible, which i3 not derlved from s rzsl
potensy, 18 & posslble thet I defined zcoording 4o » nonw
vapugnanss of terms, Sueh poeslbility pregcinds fros wny.
reHl ﬁa%égﬁy‘nr principle of sobusl éxﬁa%an@a. It sbould be
noted h@ée Enﬁﬁ'hﬁimg la sald nobt oaly of ﬁhét whioch exista
in ma@&ré;_buﬁﬂglﬁ@ of the a@mymﬁihiﬁn pf borms An & proposle
tion; being ts thas alvided in one way into ang yéa;a sud sne
yaras, Ascording to the seeoend mswbey of the Jdivizlsn, the
wenth of 8 glven propowitien Is 1te belng, while the felsity
of snother propesition i the seme thing a8 non-belnge Possie
Blillty and lwpeoasibility, them, are gpoken of not only with
mefersnce Lo poteney or lwmpoionosy on vhe nery of some bhing,
bnt slso with reference So ths truth or falsliy of & proposie
Blokte

Bsaponilse. Dloendum, guod, ascundum fhilosopbus
{in ¥ #steph,,; Sext. 17), possiblle &% iapossibile
dieuntur Sriplicliter. Hno modo sscundum sliguam
pobentism sotivam vel pageivamy sioul disitur honle

nl posaibils smbulsrs ssoundow pedentism grsssivam,
volere vero impossibile. gllo wodo non sseundun
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sllousm pobenilan, sed speundum gg ipsm, siosub
ﬂi@imua posaibile gued pon ¢st impossiblile sses
ev imposeibile dicisus quod neoesss 98% OUG DRE
fertio m: %m§ dieibur porsiblile g ﬁh?ﬁuﬂ poteniigm
B CIBME b6 s gues spt in peomeiricels, pyoand 4
tur lines potonils aammansurabm&may gule guadrge
S oluk o8t commensursbile, Moo subsm possibill
praviermisgy, clros alla duwe congidersmus.

selendum ost eryp guod Impozsiblls guod dicle
tur sesyundum nullom aasant&ama sad “@ummd&u 84
tosuam, dlsitaer eabions discohsrentlz terminorur,.e{L1%)

Accopdling es various kimds of posgalbliliby refer to gome
real poteney, they fell within the reelm of resl bulng whish

ie divided into necesgary end contingsnt things. Gng verum,

however, is resl only in bhe mense bhat sresburez whioh sre

pongible lﬁgiaally ar svsolubtsly, alil have an essenns cspsbls

of existing whe?h@r they will sver exist op nab¢
Tha 1&@&@&115 Qassibl' asbabrsote from the resl srlabsnce

2% 8%

P
?'J‘J

of things; conssquenily, things which wlll actuslly ox/

27}

&

somsd fabures Lime or which alresdy sxisk, &8 well sz Bhos
whioh hawe purely possibls sxlstence snd will never e2xist,
are possible absolubsly fin #s amush s none of them iy sontyie-

dlictory.
RPloltur aunbem silgald poseibile veol lupossiblile
ghsolube, sz habitudine terminorum, possibile
Quida%, quia precdiosbam pon repugnad au%jeubo,
ut Seorabom sederey lmpossibile vero absolutbe
gulis presdicstum propugnat subjsete, ub numwmum .
egse seinmme [1l)

13» ﬁt’o %W&ﬁﬁ
Jolhrr of 2%. Thomas, Qursus %)

p.5798,
. 3t, Thomas,la, Q.25, 8.3, ©

Pobentla, q.i, Ge3y o3 BA 8LED
3 {Qﬁa !}16&.’:&%@6&;‘.’5}5 fn .I.Iig




This poessibilisy doss nob inglude in ite sonespit debvermie
nasion bo belng or o nous-belng. end sinee Lt Ls nob derived
fror & real pobeaney oo frowm v prinelple, 1% is gelid to be

{1%)
1 Lopiesdl possidility, Shan, ls common snd

geeundiun g9
ab@alﬁﬁég It I8 mpplled mot only to setusl and potentlsl
sreatures bui 2lso bo vd Hlamsslf, 1% should be underziood,

not in gpvositlon to the neessssry bub refher to the impossible,
Thus, when we apesk of bhe posslibility of conposing teras in

¥ propositlion wo sys nag mﬁ@ﬁga@vily disoussing snything that

i %o placed in resllitys ¥e mey rofer to bhe bsing of & proe
posiilon snd to the belng of an snimel; the diffarence s

thet In the flest cege the word "belng” ls uwsed in the sense

=

awploysd whan %&:anﬁnnégﬁﬁiwﬁyéﬁ’ﬁhﬂ apposite of sffirmation,
or, "blindness ig in the eys™; im'ﬁha lstter cass, when refore .
ring to the "being” of sn snimsl, the term is ussd agsording
po ke fivsd lmposliion or ﬁigﬁiﬁiaaﬁiﬂnﬁ in whlck 1% wmesns
some thing exlstent. e logleel poswible refors to the kind
of bsing whieh 1s identified with the nonevepugnencs of terms.
Henoe, 1% is not o quesiion of resl or physicsl possibliity
ginoe ¢ ip not o question of b;al baing.

Aut da there not & ense in whioh the logleslly sossible
is algo really or physically possible, in gz mueh s Jod Gy

13, St Thomes,nReglbe, ad & "Dicendun guod posaibile

absolutmm non diclbur negue sesundum gsuses pupsriores, nNsgue
sesundom astess inferiores, #sd ssoundum selpoun, ™




make whatsver ls nov sombredielory? Is 1% not precisely in

this w&g g?@t 5%, Thomss treats the- quaaﬁiaﬁ pf divins omnie
1
potenee?  How san the logiesl pmaaiblw be dimtingulshed

from She physicsl possible ger potentism in alteva, 4f she

seblve potoney be tsken to mean nothing other then Geodls
povwer to sreunte? And if Sod fs logleslly posaibls, sz He
‘must be, will we not be obligsd to say thst He s the object
of His éwn sstive power?

48 hes been siplained, & thing le said to bs posslible
in rala%iaﬁ to soms pobency thet canm produace 1%, Thus, msny
things eve within wman's power. Bnl we canmot zey thet Sod
iz omnipobent bsosuge he sen produce whatever is possible in
?é@&ﬁiQﬂAtﬁ Hig power, for sush sn sprguvent is pleinly clroue
lers Thiz is nﬁthiag pther then saying that God iz omnlpotent
because He ig able to do whatever He 13 sble to do, I musst
e weld rathor Shat Jod ls ownlpotent %? ?a mush as He 1& able
Lo du wheteveyr iz posaible, sbaoluiely, & Here 1t I8 8 Quese
winﬁiaf the possible that 1g mob refeprred to m poteney but is
5ﬁfih@§ loglesliy, from the nonecontrsdictlon of the teras
praposed, Thas, whateveyr ls néénemmﬁra&isxary falls wﬁtbin

16, ‘ sQRe25, M3, 8

17, 4ibild., corpugs "Relingultur gued Deus dicatur
amhipﬂ%@na, qula potesd osnie gopsibilis sbsolube, guod osb
slter modus digendl poessiblle, ™ Dieitur sutem sliquld possiblls

vel lmpoasibile sheolute, ex habitudine tevminorum; posalblle

guiden, guls oreedicebun non repugnet aubjﬁchm,e,.impmasi&iia
viro absolubs, guls presdicabmm repugnui subjecin,.so”




the infiniss power of the Gresdtor, How exsosly dosa bhis
wegolyve the QL0 isuliyY

8%, Thomas explalns thet sincee the oblest of en soitive

pobeney i sns Teobum, no soblve potanay ean have For an
o {13)
ob jeet thet whieh ils conbrary Lo being ae such, How wheals

sver ramoves the very notlon of beipg iz conbtrary %o 1%, as
nanesna pemeves ang. Thus we osnpod say thet L is in Jod’s
powar to make one and the same Fhing vo Be end not to Le ad
the zame tlme and in the newme way., Henee, bte sssert that
o4 can by the 9h§a¢3 of Hls own power Ils falag, Por this
would be to resove by sonbradictlion Bod ey uncaussd, Theb
Cfiod be ths objest of Mis own power, therefors, ls lwpossible,
. 8inee the nﬁ?%wm¢0£ ssused Delng lumpllss dependence on another,
{19 :
. N A eaa&&f%’fyﬁw'%ha gnme resson God cammob weks e being
squal Lo Himselfl,

In his commeniary on the guesiion of the divine ounle
potengs, Ue Jetan says that we nuat undsretend all possible

things, #ll belngs, everything wot implyling contradistlon, to

'

. 13, O%. Thomss,fungtre Usntes, II, o.2f:  "(uis polens

tine sctivee oblechum 6L eifsdtum vst gne Fgetum, nulls
sitem pobentis opersblionen hebelt wbil deficlt watlo sul
pbigcthi, sieut vigus non wided deflelsnte viglblili in asctus
apapdet quod Pgus dlestur non posse Quleguld spl contys
redionen ently Inquantum 28t ens, wel fuoil ble Ingusntum
et Peotun, Guse aubem sint holwsmedl, legulrendcuw s, ”

19, ibides "Ex hoe subem patet guod Deur non polest

facers Dewur, Hem de reations entle feobtl est quod ssse suuw
#x wlie oouse despendeat. Guod oxh vontrs retionsa sing quoed
dipltur Deue, ut sz supsrioribus patet,. Eaden otiam ratlions,
non potest Deus fscers aliguld senuale sibi,”®
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be the objeet of divine powsy only in so f;r 23 suveh things
ggn be concelved sy effsotively g&gﬁgb&ﬁfd3jiﬂ other words,
anything that is vosslble ebsolutely, iz aslao ﬁﬁgaihiﬁ wish
rofevronce o the active podeney of fod, provided thel il sen
be an «ffsob. Bubk Ood iz nob é&ﬁﬁ%ﬂ oy caugable, moved up
moveble; thersfore, He esnnot be the objseb of wny polenay,
even His own, sines fod ossnnot be an sffsest. aAbsolubs sossle
bility i prediceble of God bub not the possibilisy that is
derived from & real potency. what vher is the root of this
poselbilisy which smbraces everything thait 48 not contrae
distory, bsing prior in ¢ ceriein senze, o the divine omni-
nobence 1teslf? -

Jotn of 3te Thomes, in his own pensirsiing conmenitsery,
expleling that loglcal possglbility is a possibility Sthal i
praguppased to the divine omuipotance considered sns 4t ia
#n exscutive power distinet from the other stiributesny 1%
iz & pousibllity conzsguent upon the divine omnlpoisnes

bekenn radiocslly, whieh is nothing other then the dlvine

9

ROs I8, We25, 8.3, commerrbary of lajeten, n.5: Girew
w#aﬁéiatmm aaaiﬂnati@nbm obissti divinse pofeniise, dublom
segeurit,. Yuls 1 omne poasiblles sbsoluis, ommegue eny 88 non
imyi&aaaa conbradiosionem, gub omnipobentls clauvditur, Deus
ivae contlaebitor sub sus omnipotentin: guonisn Deum esse de
numsre horum os8%, guod psbet. A4 hoo, e¥ similis, dicendun

egt, guod @um ﬁ%rma _pruesens 81y da wmnigasembia fmsusvfo e

ﬁiamm ompe possibile, @,.,.m_z,,a.gﬁ?...@,mmﬂ_ﬂ,,g smpe non lmplissns conbrge
dletlonem, sempsr aublntellizltur geusubile offeptlve.
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sasence itself ws pardicipatable or imitebls by sresburss,.
Beeruse God forma thezse possibles se divine ideas, songruous
snd not repugnent, thue oro bhey rendered possible sbsoluiely.
Hothing can be understood 3o be determinately snd ﬂimtine%igﬂk
posalible snisegsdent to the divians idess in the mind of %aﬁfmdl
Through the laterior formstion of idess in the divine
mind, prior to amy'tramﬂi@nt gobtlion, subjesits snd predicabes
ars disposed s non-repugneni or repugnent, secording to the
ways in which the divine ¢ssense can or gould be imitated.
The number of such posaibley is infinliis, since the divine
perfection is infinite and thus infinitely imitabls by srese

tures. As John of St. Thomss says, God forms these idess of

2l. John of 3%. Thonss, guﬁsithao;., TelIl, p579b:

“*Sacundum mentem D. Thomse possibilites sbsoluis seu loglos,

rebions sujus aliguld st objectom proprius omnipotentliae,
ponglstit in habltudine terminorum gue presdicetum nom repugnab
subjeste. EL heeo habitude teraineruws preesupponitur sd omnle
potentien, ot est vis exseouilva ot attributum distinctum ab
pliis: sed conseguibtur sd ipsem omnipotentism wadicalem, guse
ent lpsum esse geu vssenbia divins ut persicipebllis et lmltse-
bilis ent & creaturis.”

22, ibid., p.582u: "Hst sutem ldes divins summe &% prims
reguls tobtius veritatin oreasbse. Wrgo per hoe res redduntur
gbaolubte possibiles: gquis id gued excoglbtat Deuns et formatl,
ub Ipitabils & s, 88L quod unicuigue rel congruuwm ei conveniens
68%, nee aibhi repugnensy ergo est possibile, gqulie 1lilud est
possliblle rel quod non est repugnans illl. Antscedenter subsw
s ideas divines, nihil intelligltur ui determinate ot dlstincie
formablile, nec rebus distribute sus prsedlicebts quee elg sint
debits vel convenientideea” .




vossibles,
Consldered sz price 4o this sréistie formsiion, sueh things are
only redleslly formable and possible bub rnot dlstinodtly so, in
ar mueh &g the perfestlion of @?1 being is rsdlcally contsined
in the infinite belng of @@&fgv}lt is in terms of this rague
letion from the ﬂivinﬁkinﬁaaligenm&y then, that anything esn
heve pradicetes thst sre compabible snd not repugnsnt.

These conslderations sbout logloal possibllity will ensble
ug o group noeessary and conbingent under one héﬁﬁing, and,
in regerd Yo ersabed bDelings, will bhslp uwe to see how they sra
&1l possible in = vreel or physiesl way, in reference Lo the
ective posenay of fod, We shsll see further thaet absolute
pogsibililty snd divine omnipotence &r@ the foundasion for the
extrinsiec acn 1ngeney af 8ll erﬁaburwﬁ, and that this kind of
posslbillisy or conbingensy mngl b@.@ﬁr&fully dlatinguished v
from thed whish iz rootsd in en intrinsic, pasaive potency.
One more polnt mboﬁt logleal possibilisty will establieh a
place of departure that is common %o the verious sopics to

follow,

TSI

~

23, Qursgtheol., T.IILI, p.582a

e ibid.s “Antessdenter wern ad srbem ot intellectum
divinumy golum redicelltar intelliguntur formablles ob possie
blles, guatenus soiliewt In infiniio egse Del omnis ratio
entle et perfedtio vedlienliter intelllglitur sass sontenba:

ad ¢jus enlm esgsentise periloipsbionen res sunt fsebiblles.”
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s The Legloally “opgible swbrscas both
k@@@&ﬁﬂ%y and Combinpent beinge.

Beesuss the logicelly vonsibls abaterseits Trom 2
&y N F

determinstion of resl belng 1% can be prediceded eyuelly of
{25}

nesessery snd contingsnt things. Thus, 3%, Thowes Jdenohe

strates thet things whieh exist negesserlly, beinyg wiigusly
determined to exisbonca, mueh slas be poszlible: the posweibls
in guestion s not the one oppowsd to the necessary bub She

ohe opposed o the Lmpossible,

Possiblile enlm gquoddan osb guod sd nsesussyiom
peguitur., NWem gund neceosssy eal asgaﬁ.pmmﬁibilm
y4% essey guod snlm non peossiblile est ssng, lfe
~poenibils ey esaey of guod lwpespibile est esse,
nagesse o8t uon &&ﬁ%; igitur guod necosss egt

CBEB8e, NLcwsse 3T noN e8se,. Hoe subsm esb lme
roszibila. Frgo imga&a&milw @&t-quaé gliquid
neoesue sl @ﬁwﬁﬁ &b Ynmen non i pa&wibi“'
iliund emse. Zrgo posgiblile osse geguitur ad
nesesse ssge, {(26)

We cen conslidey this seme pozsible as & genus with
vaéww&% to ibte Inferiors. If we conelder the loglesliliy
vosgible dn this way, 15 1p 1densified with what lg eelled
gommonly eontingent. The berm glbum is applisd tw thie
contingent bscsuss 1% does not desesnd v 8 smpesial mode of

eontingeney oy posslbility, but reansins above Lig inferiors

25, 5t ; r
varo modo ﬁﬂ%ﬁi@ll@ diaf%&r gsegundue gued est commane Bl G
gquse sunt necessayis, ot ed sa ques conk Hingunt ssee 8% roRn
2888, proul possibile conbtre impossibile dividlibur,”

Zha &@nar;hﬁgnnaag TII, @.d6

A Hebophys., 1®@tu£iLy ne1312: Faliw




a8 5 certsin peventiel whole. The smmmm&l%ra?nﬁingans is
nothing other Hhan the abasolubely ?ﬁ&ﬁi@l&.g?;lt is the wode
of the contingent thet is sconvertible with the logleslly
possible eonsidersd in its community. S&, Albert definss bhin

oontingent formally, n ng, Lo relation to Lts Infeviors

of which the neosszsry 15 one., Thug, he mekes & distinction
betwesn the ocommonly sontingent igﬁ ths mods of the soatingsnt |
that follows wwon the nﬁ@@&ﬁ&??fa }

{¥ove that we have not yet referred to the kind of 0one
tinganoy whish i¢ opposed to nagegsity. Here we wish Lo msnie

Pest the guesi-generic characier ol the logleel pomaible,)

‘Wow 1f the logleslly possible follows upon bhe necsssary, =

why i3 1t sald that ﬁh&»cbmmvnly senbingent ldentified with
shis géaaiﬁlﬁ dnes nod in 1ius %ammar foliow wyon the nscess .
zary? B%. Albert replies thet 1% is becsuss this sonbingsni
iz considersd precisely ass common end, sg hoe says, "anlis
gsecidunt sive convenimnt ol ratlione communibatis talis, guae
non conveniunt specislibus modls contingentis.” Though cone

vertible with the logloally posslble it stends above lis

2%e  8be Albert,In I Friorum Avistokelis, {(ed Vives)
traat.l, c.,121 "Contingens dicitur secundum genus cowmune,
sut seoundum aeceptionem specislem, 8l diel tur sesundum
genug commune: bune esd conbtingens quod sonvertliur gum
posgiblli, et hoo voostur esontingens commune: et quidem
vosent lpsum album, oo guod non deacendlt ad modum speciszlem:
et mulie sceldunt sive gonverlunt oi rstlione sommunlistis
talis, guee non conveniunt specialibus modis contingsntis.”

28. ikid.: 4llus sutem contingeniis modus est, guod
dlelitur contingere ld gued est necesgariums quis seguisur

sl sliquid necesse est esse, qued di)ad idem gontingit ewsse,”




ot

inferiors snd iz usrrower in wmesning. Theve {s snothsr nmode
af the conbtingent thet iz ldentiflisd with the logleslliy
posgible in a8 wmuch 85 the letteyr descends o ihg‘inferimrag
the neosssary snd the posslible opposed Lo the nsveesgssry. This
mods of the esntingent is nothing ofther than one thet follows

uron the nessessgary) it is 2 sbeslel mode dlstiner from the

sommonly consingent. %o mey ssy thset 1f we wderssand fhe

logloally possible in the wmemmsr thset 1t hos been delinsd,

aacoydlng to & nonergpugnencs ol teems, thep 1t ineludes

bBoth of these wmodes of the sentingent.

»

Ste  Thomas idenbifles the commonly eontingsnt with the

posatble that follows upom the necessary becsusé he J0ss

not define this contingens formelly ub guperiig, O8t. filbert,

howsver, in delfining the vommonly sontiagent, censiders 1o
not only {o opposiiion Yo bhe Iwmpoaslbls, bubt alao fnr@%&?&
[
[ N
88 # gonus. I 3m only In the restrlcitdd ssase »f o gopmY e [

e
R
L

bakon formally, that the sommonly sonbdingent does nok fé&é&&i{,//
ugon ths nsoessery. St. Thomss simply considers the logleslly
pogslible In 811 ivs &mpl&%uﬁ@,_ﬁana@, there is no diffienity,
for Lt wmey be considersd in either #eye The imporvand thing
Po neve Lz that ths loglcal pospglible does heve the charseter
off & gonuve, in the restricted sense &fbﬁhﬁ-ﬂﬁmmﬁnﬁy sontingent
thet abatrasts from the debermination of the necssssry. In
other words, ths eomwonly contingsnt ng guperins, is cone

tingent only not %o be; that ig, nob necsssery not to be,

Honos, snything thet doss not lmply conbtradietion is oonbtingsnt
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in this way., Bubt since this contingsns ls soentingeny only
neb to be, 1t does nob follow upon the nesesssry, whieh iz
sontingent only to de. It cen be spplisd sousily to ohe
powsibls thet iz oppoped o the nesesssry, fn as aued sz Shis

posgibls {(which will be dissusssd fully in the naxt

3
it ie important that we Rsey in mind the neturs of
(30}

logleal poesibility snd 148 gueslepsnsrie cheresbar. 4
shall see that thére L snother kind of pussibliity, thet is
not derived from a nopepepugnance of berms, bub rether frow
g regl pobtenty, sund that this kind of psagibiiﬁty iﬂ'%lﬂm

saused. @

sonpetible with necesslty, ¥ the necessivy §

have sirendy touched briefly upon this polny 1% distinguishing

the sbsoluls or logloul posgibility of God frod the sboluie

possibliity of oreatures, whioch sre siso physieally possible

3

in relztion So she sotive poteney of lods Thevre is sunthar
kind of poseibility that is opposed %o neceasivy of svery kind.

This possibllity is derived from sn intrinsic, pessive poitency;

what this intrinsle pripecivle is and whet 1% lsplies, we ahall

R

29s For s brief bab lusid explanuvion of the views of i,
Thonsg and 8¢, Albers concerning the logleslly poussible and
thy sommonly sontingent see - ¥, Dlonme, In I Friseuws Divi
&&3}3‘. ?3 & {Quﬂb'ﬁﬁy l?ﬁﬁ:’ : PQEQ i ) .
3. LB.Ge%, 8.2, commentary of Usjeilen, n.0: Cdapne
difterventia =8t inter necssssriun ¢t possliblle ut dlfforunsias
entis resiis ele...veri. Ingusntuwn snim diffevenilee enbis
R

verl, ammmnbur logles, ¢ consisbunt in gols hablinding berule
norwn, ub poatet.”
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sag in the succesding shapbers., e gshall stheapt o show
that the fallure of mosbd sodern thomisbs o recognize Lis
importenge has led o & complebsly deborminintis viaw of
nature, whigh undermines the sclense of nsbturs by oppusing
Lts wost fundewentel pringiplss, prinsiplss held slike by
2t, Thomas snd Aristotls,

Baving seen the qaﬂﬁimgammvié neturs ol loglosl possple

Bility, snd how 1Y provides ug »ith » common point of dee

- parturs, as well sz & busis understanding of the terms that

mugt be used in s discusslon of necesality and contingency,

WS GAR NOW DA% on Lo e moye parsieular gumsblon.
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DHAPYER 31

PRYSICAL PQESIBILITY
mng
My DIVISINME OF CuWPINgENey

s The Passible "Papr Potentisnm in Albero, "

the first mode of pobtency le defined as:

motus et mutetlonis in sllo inguantum est eliud, desording
83 & thing is the objeat of sn setive povsney it csn be
welled possible, This kind ef possibility is the first

&hing 5o e dispumsed in %m&éémhmpb@”

la %&ia rogard 1% should be noded thet every thing can

jat: &all@d paﬁ&iblw with ras a@gﬁ to thy divine osmnipobencet,

This poseibility, slthough ﬁt refers to s régl, active potensy,
is not oppesed to every kind of nesegslby, even sbsolute, bub
only to thet kind which bap no sause; 1t 1s opposed, then,
only te the absolute negesalty of God, ¥he L& not the object
of sny pobaney, a8 explained previously. Thus, in 3 much &8
every finits thing depends on Godse will for existenge, svery
ens ls posaibles extrinsisaelly. |

In $his way, separsted svbeslsnces apre possible end yed

nsosggery, for they do not heve eny intrinsic prinslpls thet

¢an bring ebout thelr nmmesxlistence; they sro pure foras snd

determined uniqusly to being, Although aebsolutely necésssry,

1, &%, Thomass,fn ¥ Yetephys., lsot.XIV, ne.955

/
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sual srestures are neverthelaes nob neesssry In every way

“%n““ oriam Sh Thomne s ﬂkﬁp 8% In L Jeley o5 in %ua

Da Pote, ma»;% Sed. 285 phligue, hﬂ“%lﬁﬁ gl aorpoy
ﬁﬂulﬂwu g ensties pooeupsrivm pPus iag JUﬁﬁihiiwL

samen loglee ef per pobenbtian em gilioy et solum
M@ﬁy owninodo nesespariume (2}

It should be u&ﬁ@w@ﬁﬁwﬁ Bhet this doss nob saslude
abselute necsesliy from sowme eyssbures, & Lhlvs can be
shanlutely nspsssary wiﬁﬁmmt slag the couse of 1ts necessiby.
in thilg wenme, engels srev gluplisiier neoesgery, bBub ere nob
Bhe cause of 4his neaessity, iuet sx shey ePs nov bthe sausy
of Lheir ﬁ@zﬁma Hith raferenve tto this {3 should be notad
bnes 1t is Wﬂnﬂ proper snd Tormal to define & thing from lne
teinsie prinﬂ piag, and prodioesss zomething of Ly on the besls
sf thia awf niblon Than 1% in %o sxelude euch a %f&<i7 L
aavarding %@ sope thing axt&&uaangijﬁ

Lwarybhlng baesides Jod, then, la possible por sebentiam
’t ‘i'g"}

in slie»a, Por whalever hes s asuse ls lo ootency In relavlon

by Ehat catgw, and s sallsd pepsible with refasrenge o it

How whereyer we speak of z peasiblliity or contingenay that e

refsrrad o an sebive souas, we v no longsy conmidering 2

.

2o L8, BT, B2, ammmwntawy ot @ajmtmn, feby
3a Ree w ABe ey, ®a2, wmmmwntany of & Jobu, nell
, $t. Thomes, la, \a9¢ sar22  "Selendws #8b snils gued
mu&mbil& patest dial Wﬁpximis?rn une wodo, pep poieptlsom guse
in ipsn agi; alio maﬁa par potontiam quae in altero esst.”}
somm. of U6jstan, n.2: “Probahup @r@m privio, quod ownis erose
turs est mutebilis er o %gﬁziﬂm &%@rm gle, Omnis groge
sure et mutsbilis de nihilo 1n & iq gt rurses 8x sligno
in nikily ergo. = Antecedens petes. Emaa@quanuim nrobaturs
gule ex simpliel veoluntadte Deil pendel orsatic st sonservabis.'

4




s e

R .

8y

possible shet 1y defined logleally, from the slmple conjunce

tlon of gubjest and predicste; the loglenlly possible, us

we have nobed, stends sbove belnp and non-belng, not having

of iheell 2 positive ordination to either. The possible

now in gussiion, however, is one that iz referved ﬁﬂwﬁ resl

pobtenoy. It applies o everything that has a aamm&fy) |
it should be remarked thst, althowgh this kind of posgie

bilisy ie coyeriible with bthe awmﬁiﬁgan@y that o thing hes

in termz of sn setive, extrinsle csuse, the Ltwo ssn neverithe-

logs be Tovmelly distinguished, In other words, the posslble

oarn i8 meﬁawially the same as the sontin=

gent defined by en goiive, sxtrineles sauve, but ig foymally
different. Thet which is u@&aibla sceording o san setiv
potency is elso contingsnt in as much as 1t depends on this
poteney and processds from 1t 28 an offeect, 8, 4lbert polnis
out that there is no difference bsiween these twe in regard

to some future exlstence, a8 1f the contingent were that which
#ill or will net exist, and the poszible that whioch iz not

contradictory. To diatlinguish them In this wey wonld be o

5  8%e Alberi,ln iz, {od Vives)
lots sunt

traet.2, el.l: %44 intelligent] amgm Corum qnaa &
sttende, quod slout diels Aviaanna, enk posaibille dividls ens
cum e quod est sns necoesss, b cuwm ens necésse sit guod nullo
a8t In pobentis, orit ans nesesse guod nullsm hebhet ceusanm;
gquie ens guod hebet causam guoscumgue modo, st In potentis
oompsratum «d ssusem ilism secunduw quod est in sas, EY per
eppositum ens posaibile sst qgund hebst csusam, % possiblie
est ssoundunm guod comparstur sd 1llam cesusam, et secundum

guod per esse dopeondet ab 1lle: e¥ sic omnis csussits POEBle
bilie sunt; e hoo modo ens necessge non seat ens possibili,

neo & ounVarsn,”
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gonfuss hs absolutely posalble with that whioh is rooted
in a veal potensy. Both possibility snd scontingency vefey
o the futurs of bthabt which 1y saeld Lo be possible o
condingent. Sloply apesking, the possible is relsbted so e
potency whish is elther soblve oy pesalve, gnd so 1t differs
socording to the verious kindes of potencles; the contingsnt,
howsver, iz referred Ho some csuge, snd thus is distingulshed
aesording bto the type of csuse Prom which 1% procveds.
Adbuo euwbem @@nﬁin%éna asae converslibur cum
possibile ssse: et non esd verum guod guidam
dicunt, qued contingens differst & possibile
in hoe, gqued contingens dieat extenslonem iHeéme
poris in fuburum, et poselbils non dicat L1lud:
pogsiblle enim ante sotum scoepium extendltur
in futwrum. Sed in hoe differunt possibile e
ceontingeng: qule possiblle slmpliciter disld
potentism vel agentem wel maberlaslem, vt varie
- atur sesoundum potentise Lalls verletatem, Cone
tlngens eubem rpssplclit csusam quse nom esd per
e cuusar eob 1dso distingultur secundum eausse
distinctionen, (&)
Eseping in nind the fse’ thet the possible refers Ho
some potency end the contingesnt Lo some ceuse, we nay now
gonsider the divisions of contingency accowding to the

variouns waye an #ffoct cen prosssd from ite cause,
2, The Threefold Genus of Conbtingency.

In the Perihermenelss, 2t, Thomas gives & langthy

A,

explanation of Arliztotle?s tesching on sontingsmney. Ths

59 She Alb@?ﬁg i1 Pay .3;*3:! op trant.s, @o§$
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osoasion is the guesbion of bthe trubh er felsity of singular
nropositions aboub the fubure when the matber is contingent,
and whether auch propositions are dsberminatesly true or fales,
The problew is posed La the following mennewys
If every sffivustion or negetion in singular end Tuturs
proposibions is brue or felss, then ons who sffivme or denlss
sowe thing sbhout the fubupre must apesk ruly or felssly. From
this it follows thet everything i necesssrily in existencs op
negessarily not in exlstsnee, Thersfore, if sll affivmation
or $ gation is deberminetely trus oy feise In slpgulsr proposie
tions a%@u% &ha fa&uﬁﬁs it Le necessary thad $V$fyth&nﬂ Be Gom
n@rmﬁm@& ta @yiaa or nut o mxi&&. One muat - @nwsimﬂeg then,
that ﬂv@??hhinw aamsg ah@m by n&aﬂ&sitg@ mhi@g'h0W$WﬁP;
wonld %xﬂlmﬁ@ %n& ﬁEW$ﬂfﬁlﬁ g@mus of @@m%&n%@maf 1m Phings.
It iz &my@aai%lﬁm therafore, that svery p?ﬁp@ﬁiﬁiﬁn gbout the
fubure be trus determinmetely vr feles deberminaiely.
Quasdan enin contingunt ut in pmu&igﬁibmw, R F T
wecidunt @ gszeu vel Perduns, Uusedaw vero se hebont
ad abramlibed, quia sellised non magls se habent ad
unsm pardem, guam 88 sliam, et ists procedunt ex
electlions, Guasdam vere eveniuwmt ud in pluprlbusy
siocut hominem csnescare in senseiube, guod causabur
ex nabura., 8L sutem omnis ex necessliiate avenirent,
aihil hovum @anﬁimgamzism epzet, £t idec disit nlhil
o8t quantum ad ipsam peErmanentliem eorum Juad POIMEN=
ent contingenter; neque it quentum ed productlonem
aOYUR LSS amm@&a%gﬂf@@ sausatur; nec ossu Quantum ud
es guae sunt in minoyl parie, sivm in psusloribus}
nae utrumlibet ouantum sd sg guas se habent gsguellter
sd ubrwngue, sellicet sgse vel non esss, &b ad neubrum

horuws sunt determinete: 2uod sipnificst ocum subdls,
nes erib, nse non erlbe (7}

To 3%, Thomses,In I Serlbevacnslas, lectAI1l, n.9




o an sagent whw sabs from eleetlon; nod necsaserily then, but
with freadow »f cholew., The things that are bLrought sbout
by sush & m%ﬁ&% are nol pegsssary ex effsctn, precisely bow
eauss the sgent wez free o have done ov bHo have prodaced
sowething else oy not Lo heve sebed at z3ll. In other words,
# thing which one makss ov does bubt 1 fres not o make, er
do is contingent extrinsloslly, im sz nuch ss i% depends
for existeoncs on gn sotive, poslilively indetorminabe causs.
For exemple, before Usesar erosses the Rubloon, he ls Tree
rot Yo cross it, and a@&%ﬂ&r hisg aﬁuﬁa&ngwmm his not crosse -
- ing iwplies any emntwaﬂia%&wﬂg Such am avan» is @xtrinaigaliy

fiaaanting&mﬁ, aenardimg h@ Ltﬁ é@p@ndanaw en an @xﬁrimﬁi@,;ﬁﬁéaw

ﬂ&%ﬁiﬂh

The 1ib&r%y'@f contradiesion exemplified wsbove ls tho
Toundstion of extrinsic scontingency. Just as every creasturs

is porsible per nobtentiesm setivem Del, so Yoo, evaryons is

eontingent extrinsieslly in so far as eash depends on Lhe
free, oxtrinsic, creetive causality of God, znd in so fer se
the non-existenas of none of them is sontradietory. {The
non=cxistonse of sepsreted substences would be sbsoliudely
impossible, even %o the power of Uod, if thelr noneexlstence
'impliaﬁ % contradietion. )

Some orestures parilicipate in the divine llbsrty gnd
in 8o Yoy a3 such canses wre fres, bthe effeobs that proseed

feom them in thelr freedom, sesording Ho the participsted




s
pieas

perfection that sush ssuges heve, are sizo sxtrinsloelly
soutingsnt, Just ez thesge gresbtures sre ithomselves oxlrlie
¢loelly sontingent In relstion b0 Bhe divinme liberty. ?ﬁﬁ@?§}
gles that oceuse offects Iin thies way ere setlve and reblenel; '
and things that esn heve & fulure exlstences ip wauses of Shis
kind ars indebsrminude sozording to the @mﬁi%ive indeterainge
tion of theze soblve ceuass, Effpets of this kKind sere gsid

te be gonbinoens Libot: ian owdeyr bo exist sotuslly

they must exereiss the role of an appeblibls objeel, which
gauses the will'%@ be wmore inelined Lo the produoilon of this
effsot than o tﬁﬂ a&n#xm ry opposed e i@fgéﬁﬂfer% sonaidering
»ﬁhﬁ ﬁﬁh&? menbery @f;th@.d&wiﬁimm mf4¢ﬁﬁtiﬁganﬁ things, 1t i

will bﬁ:&@lﬁfﬁi £o gquote  sno bhexr taxﬁ?fremwﬁﬁq Thomas where . -

8. ﬁ@}%ﬁﬂﬂ,ﬁﬂuﬁl‘?ﬂ%ii@?m&ﬂﬁigﬁﬁ iﬁé ﬁﬁﬂﬂm}@ lesbtl.dX,
ngkz bl notendwn sst guod, sieut disibur IX MetsphyS.,
potentls sotlive, oun nlhil »livd 3i¢ quem pringiplum gue in
aliud agima&a dividitur in pobentiswm rstionslem et irvationslem,
Posentie vebilonslis sat, gupse cum retions ot clections operaburg
alout ers mediclines, gus medlcus cognoscsns guld Banendo vxe
pediat Infirmo, et volens applicat remedis, Potentla subem
reationalis p@%@sﬁ in 9§pmsi@a et sonbradistorie et contrsrie,”

%o 8, Thomas,In VI Mebsshys,, laab.ll, n.il83: "Cop=
tingens salm ad utrwillBet, non votest esas seumss alloujus
ingusntem hujusmodi, Sssundum enim quod 28% ad utrumlidet,
habet dispositionss meteriss, cuse 8% in potentls #8d duo
oppogites nihil snin sglh escumdum gued os¥ In potentls. inde
@pﬁrﬁm% gund ceuss, gnae o3t ad ubrumlibei, ub vmluntmﬂg gd hos

guod sgebt, laclinebur magls ad unenm paviem, per hoo guod
Rove buy &b appetiblili, ot ale sit canse ub in pluribus,”
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he divides fubwrs effsoety socording Lo the ways In which they

can be apndained in thelr sauses:

in causis subem sunt sligus Tudure fripilciter,

Tan aodo sedundan potenilam tanbum, guls ssiliced
agguallber postsuni sssgs vsl non szde; gues dlcunbur
sonblogenble 2d atruxlibet. Zugeday vero sunt in
sausis suls pon solum g&ﬁunamm posenblam, 86d so0=
iwndum retlionsm cansag seblyse, guae nan possund
impediri g sdo effectuy et hase disuntur ex nevesye
1bate conbtlingers. § @é m vero sunb Lo gsuzls suls
ot ascundun potentlom &% seoundum sgusam @@tlvamg
guas potest tamen Ilmpediri s suo effzeiuy 2% lsbta
diounbur contingers ut in pleridbus. (10}

This division 1l somewhat &ifferent from bthe orw glven
in the Perihermenslss., There 3t, Thomas does not mention the
nesessary contingent, while here 1% is the sscond member of

the ﬁivi&iﬁng %@raavwr, the ¢ Qﬁgnh@namaf“&g‘m,j:;;;t

which is %y ohanse or fortuns, ig nob axg&i&itly named In the
ebove bext, 1% is Laplleit, h&wav@r, in the last part of the
aivision, for the lmpeding of the cosuze which is not perfeetly
determined Lo its effects, resulbs in the exeeptionsl event,
{4 conslderetion of the lest part of this division will introe

dues us to the second kind of sontingenoy.) The second kind

of contingsaney menbtioned &&ava;‘ga the seme thing ss rnseeasity,
gad will be treated in the following chapter. It mlght be wall
to remark hepre thet thls is not conblugeney in any sirlcet sense,
hut iz whot we have aléamﬁy selied the commonly eontingsnt snd
iz ldentified with the logloslly possible, The necsessery colie

tingesnt, in ovher words, is that which ls conbained in Lts

100 Gl (o Yalo, Gelé, 8.7,

P
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sause negepgarily, and proceeds from 1% with neosssily. 48

fite Thomes remerks, “...Heec disundur ox necossitate contingere,”
The second kind of vontingeney lg the resnls of a cause

thet ig so defermined $o cerdaln effects thet they are for the

moat part brought shout. successlnlly, slihongh thelr comingeto-

be may be impeded, Suweh .effects are sald to be gonbingens ub

in pluribue, slzme the sguses ordered to rhelr production sre

more debermined e thelr eges than to thely noneesss, Nsvers
 thelsas, sunh cavses peay someblmes Tail bto produce thelr
intended affeois bedsuse of & corwurresnse of gaudes, ooe of
which i3 nob aﬂﬁﬁaﬂllaﬁ by ths athur, or besause of a defeet
in %he eause ita&lf, o fanallyﬂ bocaunse of & ﬁ@ hﬁiéwgmibion
of the ws ther notad mﬂamf%}}ﬁmtusﬁi things, for agﬁmwlﬁa are
thogs whish coms sbont for the mebt part snd in the agwe way,
and ysb sometimss there iz @ fallure, es in the blrth of =&
monstar, Things which proosed frow causes of this kind are
daf&@tihl@niﬁ rogerd to thelr somingeto=be, Just as the czuses
themselves asre defective in beling and in csusings Indesd when
something i ceglled uamti&g@nﬁ'%p the striot sense oppoded 4o

" necesdlbty, 1t Is precisely this defectibility thet is signi-

11, 3%. Thowmsa,In VI Mefaohys., lect.III, n.1210: "8l
teitur se quss hle sund ﬂ@nvfngﬁnﬁ“a, reducamus 1 csusaes
partlouleres tenbum, Invenluwntur multa flsrl per pocldens,
bum propisy soncursum dusrum csudsrum, guarum uvns sub alters
non contlnstur, sisut cum praeter lntentlonsm ocsuwrunt mihil
istronages.Tum sblanm propter defectum sgontla, eul zooldlit
debllises, ub non possli psrvenire sd Tinem intentume..Tum
eblom propber Indispogitionsm meterias, quse non reciplt
Tormen intentem aly agenbe, sed altarime modl sisut seoldlt
in monstruosis partibus snimaelius,”

%




o {12)
fled,

in the Uslephysies Sbe. Thomes explaline how whet is cone

tlngent g% in plueibos gives rlse to the third kind of cone

]

tlngesnecy: thet whieh belongs Ho the scoldesntsl end rars

DUBRPPENES §

essliule non comis ez soceaslbsbe 8% sampey
sxlatunt et Ilunt, {{sed plurimse sant ssoundan
magis,)) idest ub in pluribus, ldec necesss et
es66 guod 28t seewmdum sevldeng, guwed nsgoe 45k
gemper nsque seoundum megls, ab hoe quod disy,
elbus esd musleus, Quis temen slliquends L,
1lesd non sempsr neoe ub in pluribes, sequliur
guod it per secldsns. 51 sanlsm non Jlersh slle
guands 1d guod st ut in psucloribus, buns 1d
gued et in ploribus nungues dellesred; sed
seset semosr ob ox nocosalitabe, ot Lte oomlis
szsent semplberns st hnecessarlay qued ¢t falsum,
Ety, guls defecbus =jus gued esb ubt in plurlbus,
8% crophey meterism, guse non sphdliar perfecte
virtutl agentl ub in pluribus, ldeo mabteris et
csusae acoldentls elitver {{ guwewm ud in pluribus,))
scilioet acvidensis ub in peucloribus: Canss lne
guam non necesssrias, ged eoptingens. (13)

momber of the thresfold genus of contingensy. It rezulis
from the defective nabure of the ceuse deberminmed bto Li.

The oot of the setual fallups

affocha

of such @ cawse is an intrinsic, passive potency. This

12 Sta. Thomas, Jg, %36, 2+3, ©s: "Habt subonm unumguods
gue contingens ex parbe meterdse, gula sontingens st guod
potest sgae ot pon esxse; pobsntle asutem peritlaned ed wateriam.
¥oceselbas aubenm consaguibur retlonem formae, guls s gues
sonseguuniur od formem, 2x wecessltets Insunt, WMeberiz suben
gst individustionle privsipiume,es” Uofa .

13, Jn VI Meiy DiLTR w g leatail, w1186

5 i




poteney iz nothlng other then mabber, which Iz not perissitly
gub jeok %a the gabive pobeney of he sgonb, 0OFf the ithrase
ginds of somvingsaey, It fe thw lepdtber thet ls most properly
oppased ho necessity, aines Llias wvery sxlsbence depends on
bhe defectlbllity of the csuvme,

Bafore sxsmining sors closely the senkingency of thet
which prosveds froe & defeetive ceuse; it wlll servs our

purpess to reconsider the Wwind of contingevcy that Iz delinesd
in beems of an subive ratlionsl pobency. As alresdy sbabed,
whis conblngoney is exirinsis and iz pedusible to the 1libsriy

of sonbradigilon in fres agenbs. This means that & ratlonal

)

sEARICE R fﬁﬁéuﬁgxﬁgﬁ or nob W oeed, B0 bring slo b e eertelin
: §f”ea@ or mﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ;ﬁging it ﬁ&dﬁ§;=wfhﬁ'&ffaata %hmﬁ asaﬁéa of
v $hi3 kiﬂﬁ4ﬁr§égf@§§m% are ﬁ@ﬁﬁi@é@ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ &n sxtrinslc way,

" for the ﬁkiggﬁﬁﬁé‘éf the offest dapands apon the fres determie
neblon of an exbrinsis ceuss, It showld pgslin be noted Sthat
this wind of conbtingoney i3 mot opposed to necssglity. It does,
howaver, imply sn sdmixturs of pebenny, for avery orsaturs is
sontingsnt sxivinsiceslly 8 ne far as the existencs of sach is
cousad by Uod., Foteney, then, lg ths reet of this conbtinpeney
and possibility from another polnt of view, ln s xuch $3 nothing
which £8 gsuned can be pure get, O jebsn sxpleineg thet the dee
grae of contingeney in & thing iz oroportionate $o Lts potone
tlelity. Since the confingent Ip ibts flvet senss is opposed
0 the nessgssry, thoss beings, other than Ood, whieh do nod

have in theomselvss zny pobenbtliality ilneompstible with thelr




sonbinusd exlstence, sre cslled necessery §
eontingent gaoundus auid, whish 18 s sentlingensy gb ewg'gggggg
Waterisl eregbures, howaver, ave mord potentisl sthan they are

sotusl, for the mabtier whish i3 one prianciple of their sssence
alwaye exeseds the detorpination of the form, vince the potene

$#inlisy of ths Povesy in nevsr exhausted,

Contingons enim sum a2id guod potest ssse e% nun
sg8s, neeagearium subem quod lmwpossiblile ast aliter
s8¢ habere, conwequens sab quod sontingentivy et
necesalitas entluw, realesn non logloe differentise,
diveraas habeant redlass: 1ia gued eentim@mntia OX
potentlie, nacessitee were ex aotu orlotur. njus
etliem slgnun o3t qued lo hle inferioribuz, in guibus
plurimam egt 4o potenitle, mexime vigst contlngentles
in rebus vero superlovibos, maxime aotus ngburenm
pertisirgntibus, cub omnine nen esd, sul secundum
ould est contingenting slmplisiter aenim ‘entis 1lle
n@@@ﬁ@%*ig gant, % tantum habet contlngentlses,
quentum potentise sulvsdam sdmixbtlonem patluntur,
Thnde setnn purur omning liber sst s aﬁnt&ngemti
omnino, {1h)

In other words, ths sxirinsic sontingensy that eresbed
things sre sublect o in zo for sz they dspend uvon Ths Free
cpusrlliy of God, 1s s contingeney socundum cuid, Jfust ss the
gffacty of sny free csuge can be ezlled mantiﬁgaﬂt in & oBpem
tain ?@apﬁﬁﬁ.ia ge Tay as tﬁmy'dap@md o the . libarty of thab
caugpe, This bkipd of eemzimg@nmy'é@ma'mmﬁ sxelnde neeorsity,
a3 we ghall zee more fully ip the next ampter; angels, fop
sxemple, are sxivinsiezlly contingemt bubt zbaoludely necessary,

The kind of combingeney thad fo opposed to necessldy iz

rocted in an intrinsic, peesive g@ﬁaﬁay; This is contingsenoy

e I8y GeB88, 2.3, commentery of Usjetan, n.7
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in the steled wense, shd will now be sxpnlainmed Tully,
leaving the complets dlpeusaion of 16, however, to bs undere
Salell In the (inal ehaptor of this essuy. For it is only
alvter the psnersl dostripe on contingsuney has besn sxposed

v,

that propur sbbentlon osn be glven to the nore deverminasie

aspeste of the questlion, Iy procseding in this msmmer we hopse
tn gvold the srror of medern thowists who usech s sompleds
determinism in regard to nature., Thiz is g Ywachilng which
regulbs spparently, &b lessd in pari, from g judpment the b
it Is not nscessury Lu begin wi what L8 move peneral and

bmﬁﬁ@w kawana wnﬁ %?@g?&ﬂ% ﬁﬂp,ha* is DI ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁmiﬂ&a @;& less

5&$ ia &hm arder impﬁnma La the

'»}sﬁuﬁg off 3 QZQPn} tmiayaﬁ peed Vlnhuugh other than mshayul oL

Y

g"mlmm& in this uors, - amfi w:.).l
sppesr spain whan the subleet veguires 15, thay ere included
puly to the sxtent thab ths coutingsnoy osoper o neture and

time thus may bhe made more wanlfost.

2+ <hyelepl Poseibllity snd Intrinsle Contingsnoy.

The sonblogency of nsburs) things that is due %o sn
intriastle, Indeberminsde potency is convertible with the
physlesl possibliity of mabber, This Is & possibility snd |

conbingsney pep pobenblen Ip po cassiwem, 48 we heve @esn,

when & causs 5 nabaral, debernlned Lor bhe mosd psrd Lo

ite effects, theése effashy gre ssld to Lo gentinsens uh Iin

pluribus becsuss a nefural asgent la more inclined o the




being of its effects then t» thelr non-belng, Bub &ll
natural things coms to be through s movemend, and beoasuse that
movement s varliasble, the becoming of thess things 1z nob
absolubely sssursed. A nebural csuse ean be lmpeded, sither by
the Interferense of some agent, oy by the soolidentsl meating
of meveral scbive pausen, by the wsskness of the CEUSE, OF
finelly, by ﬁﬁ@ inequalivy of the matber soted mpomflﬁ}
Bor ean 1% be agrpued, sy some wrlders propose, thai
whon & csuse iz suffislent Lo produse an efﬁaat’ the effeoed
will necessarily follow. & caume may bs sdeguste, consmldered

in itself, @m gé@@ exigtencsd to an effech, and y@t whon the

censallty &avéeﬁmally ex&rmiﬁam, the @ff@ea way fall to come

aboub, 198 thet 1s suffloclens in 4ehy primo is not siweys

ﬂ,ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ@&@fﬁl'i,jji;,twmgggg@; when ib mu@t overcome all the .

attendsnt cipcumstances of the "hers end now”™ in erder %o
sosomplish its purpose. & zulficlient ssuse should not be Gone

fused with s nocessary one,

&t forie in hoo deceptus est Aviesnns, guls

non distinxit inter sufliclentism csusps guas
attonditur penes esbtum primwn, seu Lormam

gquse o8t prineiplum egendly el sufficientism
cirowmstantiasrun sotnalis csusallitatis respeastu
buiue, nune, hile, guse attendunbur psnes diveras
ossurrentie, Cortum est enim quod csusem suffie
clentom hoe seocunds mode, ssqultur necessarie
effectna: non eubem primo. £t temen de primo

15, For the soveral ressons why & canss may fall see the
lengthy esposition of St, Thowes im, Gonk g Gepbes, IIX, e.B36,
which we shall sgein heve cecssion to consu

Th grester deialle




iomemy foras, anﬁ is nmﬁ n@aawsari i1y detem ined tu t&a waa i

».eBgapes the @aﬁ&a&lty of the efficient sEuSt . When this. IR

et poman, own de osusis logulmar. Xt ldeo
exceptlo Aristotelis vera est: 1tg guod guyew

dem sunt csusae pey se ¢k sulficientes, guae
nepesgurio inferunt sues sffectus pnon simplicliter,
asd sum limitatione, meillcet ut ln pluribuwy sec
per hoe, non inferunt sbavlube suos effsctus. E
heeo w8% une rediz contingentiee, ub in I Perihewms,
dloibur, (L6}

Sinee nabursl csuses are finivte and do nob dominets
porfeotly the order of effesis in nasbuve, thay'ﬁa pot aluays
swoosed, Thelr opussllity can be lupeded by the inbervention
of @ free apsnb, bubt sleso, what is mors lmportant, they can
be lmpeded by the passlve Indeterminstion of matt@r, Sinee

. matbter L8 sn interinsle, psssive pobeney thab aau r&a@iva
“ has or the oane thﬁ &ﬁ@&% seeks to 1mpe&ﬁ on it, &t aﬂmabime@

happens an segidental offees reauwlita., It is the physlesl
pogsibility of matber in privaetion that ig responsible for
this, for the nabural agent i3 not sufflslently determined %o

eompletely eff'met thiz pessibility sd sass et non sase,

J&aitur gdbue porsgibile seoundum potentiam mpe
teriale 28 esse guae iIinguem, potesntlis est cum
privatione siout possibile fleri vel generarl
vel posgibile esse: et hos, {guls oum prive-
tione o8t) o3t ad esse ot non esse; et segule
buar guod poselblle wst eonse ob possibile ent
non essel et hoo posslblile secundum modum
appnn&tur 8t quod est necesse espe, (1T)

16, Cajetan, 1a, Q»ll@; ﬁg » Dab

1?0 S%e 51?3&3"83; et ST L fe_;‘ﬁ,-_'; tras wsgg @o&




The leck of necessity of a thing because of its materlsl
prineiple is what permibs the syrival of evente thuat wre
complataly unloresopabla, 4m 36, Albert explains, the csuss
and Tirss roob of this intrinsle contingency ia mabber in
privetion. It should be noved, howerer, thal without this
vory indetevminetlon, neture would be Lmposalble., Fopr in

order o heve nabursl ceuses and effects, theve must bs 8

determination whish ls not perfect but gb in pluribue
other words, there must be forms not entirely detvermined pd
Q@g@, but which acquire exisience in s subject ﬁhr@ngh a

movement fyom potency to sct. £18). ;

. The intrinsic s@ntingﬁnoy of thingﬁ Ls thus aaplved

-fin&m the @hysiaal;pussibillﬁy pfammﬁtar_am@ the %?%?fﬁﬁtm&

}mﬁééﬁwminatian‘éffﬁaﬁural @&uﬂé%.f,éﬁlﬁt. Thomss jylwiﬁ$; %he
impressions of cguszes sre regeived In their affaata socording

to the munner or mode of beling of the subject, If the subjeod
is in a2 state of flux and is insonstent in being, She cpussel
lupresaions of the agent, even if it i8 g guostlon of & superior
nabursl esuss, sre accordingly wedified and sometimes impeded,
The resgon for the oecasionsl f#iiurm of even supsrier esuses

i the matber which iz in potensy to many forms, and also the

very contrarliedy of the fovms which in s corbtaln wey ssek Ho

18, See phapter IIL, pards 3
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replace egoh eother, The Form of hest for exsmple, is oppossd
to the form of @ﬁlﬁ, snd will tend %o remove Lhe iattmw unleas
e material conditlon lmupedss 1%, ITrrationasl setive pobencles
grs not in themselves szuboprdinated to one snother, bub must be
vragulebed by & superier esuse thaet dominstess thow. Thisn ree
gulabion 1s sbselube daly Trom the polnt of view of divine
eauselily snd not Trowm the polnt of view of any superior
natural csuse, a8 will be ghows fully when the position of
the mwﬁ@#ﬂ seholssbles ls stwidied in detell,

It should be sddad, meveover, That s nocessayy elffech

doss not follow from @ remots necessery ceuse unless the

middle snd proximate osuses sve. »

,yllagh@ma from & n&aaagary

JL;

aftaet ean%&%gmﬁ%@‘guﬁ@ pe 1 i

ma jor premise a?ﬁ sontingent miﬁ$r$ B neesusary conclusion
20}
does not Tollow,

Some writers say that even though an effect may be
contingent with respect to 148 proximste osuse, it i2 neowssary

1f the bobelity of csuses snd thelr respective order ie teken

19, 8%, Thomas, Gonbra fentes, III, o.B86: YImpressiones
enim causerum universalime resipluniur in effestlibus seoundum
resiplantiwe modun. Heeo eubem infoviors sunt flusibills et
non semper eodem modo go hebentls: propisr materiam, guas
a8% in potenbls sd pluwea formany ot propler contrariectsbten

formarun 6t virtubum,'
20 ibhid.: MaA csusy remods non segulibur effechbus de

necassitabs n 81 otism 8it couss medlis necessaris: a&eut @t
in eyllopglemis ox malorl de nesssse et minorl de continger
non sequitur conclusiv da necssse,”
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into consideration. From weny conblngent causes, however,
& nsoesgsayy silfeatd cermoed ooms o be, for lust as eny ons
of thess gen fall, 8o agn they ell buken ﬁagaﬁh&rfal)

It ghonld be pomombersd hﬁvw that the condlngency thab
& thing hasg from the fact thit ids ceuse is defsctlive is nod
g sontlngeney sgoundum ouid, hub L8 derived rather from an
imﬁwinaia'ﬁﬁi@@ipiﬁ. Sunah sn effect 1z prevented from being

nssessery, becguse of this potentisl princisle’s twofold
possibllity pd smnss st non ssse, in regard So the effeet

sonbained potentislly in ik, Ihs fuﬁmre existence of an

@ffﬁa% that ia nok na@as&&ry éag@ﬁdﬁ net only on wha order

#“ma%t@r by th@sara&asaa, 8 aubjngatimn that 13

Bote, then, that sn sgsnt ozusing nabtursliy presupposss
and regulres mabber in erder to sxercise ity csusslity, Hence,
we may say Sthat nebural spents do not esuse with & necesslity
ﬁh&ﬁ iz abselute becsuse of the neture of thoss things to whiah

thelr causelilty is extended, and elso because of the limitatlon

2le S Thwmaﬁaﬁﬁx;s Jentea, III, 0,867 "adhue. Ex
multis conbingentibus non potvav fisri unwm nsoessarium: quis,
sleut guodlibet contingentiuw par ss deficere potest asb effectu,
Lta ob omnlas simal, Constat aubem gued sianguls qguaee in istls
infarioribus. flunt ex lmpresslons spelestlum corporum, sunt
contingentia, Hen iglitur connexic sorum guse in inferloribus
sontlugunt ox Llworessione saelssiiwm corporum, est necossaria:
manilestun eat enim quod guodlibet sorum potest ilmpedlri.”




ity
(22)
of the sauses themselvss,

Po swmarize belefly the Lmporisnt polnis of thls chapber,
in arday to have the disbinstion beiwassn sxtrinalc snd ine
trinsle sonbingsncy alesrly in mind, we mey rscall thet the
different senses of the contingent sre derived Irom the differe
ent ways gn effect can progeed from Llts csuss, Hhen the couss
iz ¢ vetionsl pobensy, the effesd iz mald to bs contingent
sxtrinsioally in so far ap 1t depends on the fres, selledotormie
nation of en exitrinsic cauvss, Yhen the asuse iz an seblve
irvapionsl potsney, such sa the digesitlvs or generstive power
in en snimal, the effeet is ssld o be cqntibg&a? ab in pluprie

2 SHUSE,

fﬁ&;ga, &aeard%ng to the n@tural‘ﬂaﬁaymﬁngtian of )
' f3u$ in as mnﬁh aa ‘every orssted aetiva sause mulfers from o
_ veartaiﬁ aagwaﬁ af passive iaﬁa@exminaaian, roo f An ﬁﬂgﬁﬂay

88 oppesed %@ aat, the alfaects of these cauﬂasbéwe intrinsiwally
conbingent in terms of the intrinsle imparfeﬁ%iaﬂ snd limltetion
of dhe oauass, It should b notsd g2t the asme time thet besldes
the irrational, motive potenclss, thers is an lrrstlonel potcacy
that &8 not in itcelf determined % 8ll, nob even imperfectly,
28 i2 The case for natural agents, bub which ls pure indetermls

patlon. This pessive @ﬁ&anay, matter, whish is an intrinsie

22, 8%, mﬁmﬁﬁ, A CFL G »""”‘ O &,Pén "G‘&’?I"pﬁrﬁ L Lol
leatia sunt sgenbdls naturallber, guae reguirunt materiam in
quan aganbesMitorls nubem In gusm 2gunt corpors csalestls,
sunt sorpors inferiora: ques, oum sint corruptibilie secundum
susn nabursm, 2loud delicere pomsunt eb essae, Lts ab operari;
@gfsia eaan& naturs hoe hebed ubt non ex necssaliebe producant
affeotus,”
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principle, is responsible for an Iintrinsie contingeney belonge
ing to netursl effecbts; and this is truz if it is added thetb
the Torm and sobive poltensy iz not asnbtirsly determined, for i
the setlive pobenoy conld nod be lmpeded, the matter could nod
be an obstaele. But then the astive podeney would not be
naturel, a2 ws shall ses in the next ohepter.

Thus, in so far es the natural sgent is more determined
to its effects then nob, the effects ef s natursl sgent aere

sontingant ;%w;;_,;ggw,ggi socording bo the extent thaet the

matber in mvaramm@. But In =o far 88 the cause can fall, both

b@@auaﬁ of it& mwn impﬂrfaatian, and b&eaua& of ”’a indetarnl

Thia 1s na%hing @tﬁar than the

How 1f ons mh&tm&a%& f'rom the ax%vinsi@ aan%inganay of
effectz brought aboub fresly by rationsl @@t@nﬂ@@&g thers
#5111 remains the contingeney that is due to the psssive
pobancey and the limited, fimite sgent, This is why 1t la false
e a#y, #2 many modern scholasties do, thet everything comes
spoub necessarily in materlsl nature, or if we asbstrect from
the intervention of free agenis.

In the next chepter, s direct spprosch to this opinion
and similar ones far from the tesehing of S, Thomss, will
begin. The peint of departurs for the seccnd part of our
study; which i&iﬁﬁ dasl &xplia&tlylwith the posidlon of modern
éah@lﬂatiea, will bo @ ﬁiaanaaism.gf two Zinds of necessiiy -

one absolube, the other sondiibional.
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CHAPTER IIX
ABSOLUTE AKD CUNDITIONAL NECESSITY
1. The Two Kinds of Necessisy Defined end Saplelned,

Before Investigating the modern ssgholasile tesching on
neocessliby, sn ebtiswmpd should be made to explein the tesching
of Aristotle snd 5%, Thomea, This ia importaent, sinee the
intention in this chepbsyr iz fo show that between these two

|, positions, thers ias more then one basle difference. The

- divergence i3 sll the wore serious in view of bhe fust that

t they ave giving the dogtrine

. ef Bt, Thomss, which they hold to be true. We 60, hold that
the teashing of $t. Thomes, based g3 it 1z won the teashing
of Aristotle, is the true é@ﬁﬁ?iﬂ&, end thset the princlples
snuntisted by the Fhilesopher and ﬁﬁﬁ Angolioc Dostor are most
firmly satsblished, Unfortunatsly, howevsy, the interprolge
tion of thies dootrins sdvenced by many present day wrisers,
88 well as.ﬁhmir freguent éapar%&ée from 1t gliogether, is
not es ggourste or well founded as one would wish. The quese
tlon of necessity in nsbure is Tundamentelly lmportant, We
hove to show that here ké@, the dsterminisgtic view of the
universs, sometimes unknowlingly held by saholawtie}wrﬁtara, is
plainly evident, and éhaﬁ this view ls contrary to ths most
baesis principles of the phllosophy ef nabure,




Let ue begin by distinguishing between ebsclubts snd
condlitional, or hypothstleal, neseaslty. +hen tthis has
been done, we shall consider the modern szcholsscic pogle
tion, and finelly, the referencae these subthors meke o
Tthe hypothetlsal neeessity of the lows of nabure,”

As 8%, ?hwm@é gaplaing, vwhatever iz determined in lis
very naﬁu?a)ﬁm axigbence, and uniguely bto this, is sbsolubely
mega&aary.l Thue, whet carnmot be othey then 1t lg, iz necese
sary elmply snd ﬁi%ﬁmut gualification. Hence, we say that
God is sbgsolubely nsocespary, for by His very nsbure He iz

;d@ﬁermin@a to #xistoncey 1t I 1%?@&813&@ thet He be obher

- sthan wha% Hﬂ 1g. Some suthers, fsiling to dis ingulsh caused

-%f;b@ing frnm necessary beslng, r&a&ni&ﬁfabﬁalutm nesessliy to
3 : - .

‘ﬁf@mé ﬂlﬁﬂ@. (In this connect? aﬁﬂwagéhall see the lmportsnce of

graspling the difference between extrinsic and intrinsic contine

Gonbre Gentes,Il, 0.30;5 - MJ&% orm., Lect.XIV,
Ne31 PaeoBt ide ,‘ua ista distinzerunt secundum naturem
rerum, ub scilicet diecstur {llud necessarium, quod In sus
naburs deteminatum est solum ad vsse; imposslbile sutem quod

sgt determinabum solum ad non essey pma€&bil@ auloMenn’ ) =

see also De Pobentia, W.V, 83, ad B3 ibld., &3, corpus:
”Buplialter ergo putest eontingbre qamﬁ in naburs alleulus

21 non 91t possibilitss 8d non ssss. Uno-modo per hoe guod
r@s illa sit forms “santum subsistens In ssse suo, sloub 3&b~
gbantise incorporeas, guss sunt penitus lmmeberisies, 31
enim forma ex hoe quod inest materige, est princlplum essendl
in rebun meterialibug, nec rés mebterisllis potest non esse
nisi per separetionsm formes; ubl Ipse forme Iin esse sUO 3ube
alstlt nullo modo poterlt non ésse; slcubt nec ease potest s
s5 ipao separari.,”
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genoy, Tor a thing can be sbsolutely necessary and still be
- sombingent, extrinsleslly.) I% la plain from the words of
8t. Thomes, however, bthak absolute necsssity is to be feound

gl o egmong crestures:

Liget subtenm emnia #x Dei veluntate dependeant

slenl ex prime causs, guse in opersndo Reoswsie

tatem non hebet nisl ex sul proposlitl zupposle

tiome, non bumen propter hoo sbeolute necemalias

e robus excluditur, ub slt necessurium noe fatsrl

omnle conblngentls esse: « quod possets sliend

vidorl, sx hot guod & csuss sus non do necesslitate

sbaolube fluxerunts cum soleat in vebus 5388 cone

tingens effectus qul ax casusy sus non de necossltate

procsdlis. Sunbt enim gusedam In rebus crestls guas

simpiiclter et ebsolube noecesss esi esse, AR

o Tlles enim res simpliclter et sbsolute necesss : S

S a8t esse in qulbus nen edt possibllites sd. non: eRee ¢ N2

S Quaedsm subem res slec sunt s Deo in ssse productas
nt in vgrum naturas sit p@tﬁﬁuia ad non esse, muud
gqulden comtlnglt ex hoo guod maberis in ely ost
in potentis sd allanm forwam, ‘Tllae igitur res In

: gquibus vel non est maberis, vel, si est, non eab
" poseibilis sd slisw formam, non habent poieniliawm
asd non c¥se, Bgs &gitur absolubs ob simplielter
necesse es5t eEsv. {3}

Abzolubte necessiby, then, nust not be dsniled o 8ll crege
bures, for there gre some that gre dstewmined unlguely %o
existenee, not having wiihin themselvas sny pubtsnoy o nohe
cage, HSueh are the zepsrated subsbances, who heve no intrinsle
prinoiple in sny way slien te thelr existence., <hey sre pure
forms, nob heving sny matter in pobeney bto unether form, as do

material substences. Thug, we should not be led to the belief

3’0 8%, ‘1’%&%&3, B 5 Iil, ¢o30




‘auhhﬁtﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ g

acvasted thinga

R
that there can be no sbsolude necesaity in creatures from she
knowledge that Bod asta freesly, withoub sbsolute nwoessity.
What wight osnss sush s ballef {8 the consideretlon thet all
srented belnge procesd from the Pirst Cause with complete
dependencs and sonbingenoy. God doss not glvs exisztence Lo
ereatures by an sbsolube negesaity for ¥s 1s obernelly snd
perfedtly frae, Nevertheless, smong srested things, all of
whiloh ere contingent esxtrinsieally in so far sy they all
depend upon the divine free will, bthere are some who&%ln&tura
iz such thaet 1t is lmposzible fov them to be corruptible, (
These are the sngels, who lsek g prinainle of narau@tibilfty.u)

But the ﬂmpaa &bxixsy of amvrm@%iwa puong the aeaarut*d

et taa mnly &mpas@ibttity 0 be fauia o

mur iﬁ thﬁir umiqu& ﬁehﬂrminatian ﬁa %@aw, E

’\ﬁ;uﬂﬁ mﬁly a%seiwu@ Q&@aaaﬁtya ;t'is &%ﬁﬁ im@aaafblayﬁngﬁ~g«;

triangle heve four sngles, or theb man be an iyrrstlional
anlmel; snd 84 Lw absolutely neecezsary thad, because of (s
gizbter, an gsnlmel We corruptible; becauss of ibts form, sonsle

tlves and Lessuse of lis essence, gn anlmsted, sonsate sube

be 8%s Thomes,Qonbrs Gentes, 11, c.55: "In Omnl quod
havrurai*ur, oportet guod alt petendtla ad non esne. 51 guld
lgitur est in guo nen 83t potentia ad non ssde, hoce non poteatd
ssgs corenpiiblle, Ir aubatamils anbten Intellectusll non est
potentis sd non sgse. Manilsabtum est snim ez dietls guod
pubstsniis completa ent proprlium suseeptivum insiuvs s8se,
Propriwe auten suscentivua allculiue sobus Ltz comparatuwy ub
potentie ad setum Lilum gued nullo modeo est in poventia ad
oppottltum: sieut fgniz its comparabur sd calorem ut potentis
ad getum gquod nullo modo sst Llu potenbis ad frigus. Tnde nee
in ipais substentils corruptibillbus est votentis ad non sss8e
in ipzs gubztsntls compleds nisl rsbione materise. In substan-
tils sutem intsllesectualibus non o8t materia, sed Ipsse suny
substantise completae slmpliesa, Igitur in &ia non £8t potene
tis od pon esse, Sunt igitur incorruptibiles.”
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{5}

shanons It f# aliss sheeluialy mocessery thet Socwstes prun when
be runsy Tor the blme $haet he s running It Iz Luposaliblie thed
hay wot ww rooming, I3 Az fm view of whet iz nsnlfest in these
exmupisg that 3%, Thomes saye, "Uenbdingens o mecesserio dlifsed
gepmpdye quod amwanodgus In 2up causs s2ba..decgndan 14 vero
gued uwbranges sorum in ﬁ%(g§$9 non $iffert guantuwm ad szse,

supws guod Tundsbtor verun,” Henes, sontiogeney slesys refeps

e the fubwre, besause s thing csmnmot not be when 1t iz, Ik

- {2 in vefsrenet o the fulvee gnd not to the srezent thed

Avlstoule, spesking of eonbtingent evenbe, mehor this obasrVas

yg’giﬂﬁ;x{“’ ffﬁ:“ o SRR ;”E {w :fﬁcﬁjﬁ

DA & S § - h& aru@ &@ say of X thﬁﬁ it twiil bet, it
ooomust et sope bime be teus $o sey.of 1% that *it .
S is¥:  whepsas, though 1t be trus to ssy of Llimew
Ehat *le Le sboud So soswr,? Lt is gulle possible
Tor Lk not %o someelo-be ~ bhus 2 men mighd nob

walk, though he o now *sbeoud tot welk. {7}

5, 8%, Thomes,In ¥ Usbsobys., leet,.VI, n.833%: "Diffasrt
satew negcsserioe sbeolute 2h alils necessariist ouis neocess
gitad sbeslute sompeiit rel ssouvndum id guod est intimum et
prozimum i) sive 1§ forme, sive mzterls, sive ipsa el
egpeptlis; sleud disiens animal negesss ssaw ecorruptibile,
guin koo conssquibur ejoe maberiawm Inguentuwm sx sontreriis
sowmponibur, Digimus aﬁ&am sninsl necesssris ssse senslblile,
guis sonsequitvr e fug formem: 6t anlme) necstsseric gose
substenbion sniweten sensibllem, gule est ¢ jus sssentia®) =
sov slec Contwes Oenbes,il, 0,30

o Lonbes OenBed,l, 9,673 ~ zes wlse, sommentary of
SYIVOALEY FArTRD, MNed:b: 95, Albers, In 1T Pawiberm,, Lrache.d,
eab: Dicitur eblam de atiqun, gued pOBYLEL] %
vel smse snbequem 8i%: st disliuwe de sliguo, guod gaaﬁﬁhzla
@8t sum 2850 guende osth, =% snte goetunm @1&& habet de ropasitata
ot potentis. Guando autewm @w% in ae%&..‘

Ts ﬂriaﬁatl&, ?”;13 £.¥ IR 1 4 £ ollg 33?@#’5
{ﬁrﬁmalo b? ﬂ~5~ 3b9¢’$ ; @ L arigtobla, eds R
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Absoluts weessslty snd émﬁaé&@n, therefore, sre intlrse
bely sssosladed, 1% iz elwsys In relebion o the fubars thai
gome things lsek this kind of necessiiy. Henes, LThoss bolugs
whose duration is simple snd not Semporelly suscesslive, ars
sbaoliubely neceasary, How then, csn we sgy thet 1% s 200
inbely necesgary that doorabes run when he rung? Ia he acsh
messursd by bime, and dooz he net have g Tubuve? [V 18 prge
cisely In no Tar &z the ﬂ%ﬁ@@ﬁ?gw abbribdubed o Sooratest
running is beged on the present wpnd et on the fudurs, thed

& & Y

it i@ sbeolute, 48 &@istﬁilﬁ polats oub, "It iz guldbs pozsibie

&

for Lt not Lo c&m&—tw-b& - thug a MRt might nov walk, though

£33

© he is now sboub to walk."™ But bo ﬁmy “330‘@ man L9 shous’ Ho

walk is nobt o @gg;zﬁggﬁh@ te W&ikimgs"ﬁhii@ ne bs walking iv

$y Smpossibls &ﬁé%%ﬁ%iﬁé stending éiillgﬁfﬁﬁﬁ
in the next mpment; snd this {2 wndtingent since it refure fo @
fatuares event not conisined necesssrily in 1%s caussy Soeretes

is "ed ubromiibes™ in regerd to walking or nob walking, 1064,
Tres to do sither.

Lot ue recyll, then, thei separeted mubstances o poi

have s Tubure, properly sveaking, 2inece they ere Immuiable in
tholr substentlisl beling. Hince the sngel hes no vaterlisl prine
elple in his essence he %48 not subject to the changes we cboyrve

in the cesmls world, where things come Indo exlsience snd puus

Ge ariptotle son Gen, and Uoyr., Lloce.clite, J3 Thi=

ne Mgy 5taﬁa‘@t&ii
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nput of exlatence, snd do nod possess an absolute neesasity
gxoept for the mowent that they cannot be other than what
they ore, a3 In the exsmple of Socrates, Angels, therefore,
sre nobt eontingent inbtrinsieally, since they leck metter, the
principles of fubure corruption for the meteriasl substance, To
these cresturss, pure Tormg, oxisting sbove cosmic time and
movement, sre applied the woris éf the Peelmist, ”ﬁt@bmit in
seterntu et In ssesulum ama@alifg}

The ereatures of bthe maberial universs, however, are
'earruyﬁibla substantially beceuss of their matter whieh im in

_potency bto snother form. These subgtences. sre gub jaet Lo -

- substantial chﬁngﬁ‘anﬁ“hk&'ﬁ@% aba@lmtaly‘n@ee&sawy, but oons::
ftﬁngﬁnﬁ-intrina&¢gily;.ﬁhm}nax% moment wmey bring the loss of:: .
'3ﬁkh®*f¢rm bhat mekee the waterial substsnce to beywh&tfihfib%ﬁ'm

Thelr exisbtencs is precsriouvs and unatable alnce their form
is eonbtingsnd and thelyr metter is in potenoy. Butb LT temporel
ersabures sre not sbaolubely necessary in themselves, they
gan 8511l be ¢slled nocemssry hypohheﬁiaally. In order %o
mekes thls elosr we must now %aka up the gecond kind of necesde
gity, which is not sbsolute but whloh is atill opposed to
sontingeney in the very atriot sense,

Conditionsl necessity is ¢ neoesalty derlved from the end,

If the end iz to be reallized, then such snd such means are

Fe ?,Mp Ms!-@a &




neonssary. This necessity of the wmesns is s hypotheidiesl
nsoesslity, that ls, the mesns ere neosgsszry on dhe condltion
of sone end Yo be ebbsined; the end itselfl iz Lhe hypothesis,
Thus, in viow of the end, the sbtesl of & saw is hypothetloslly
naceasury; o ogalin, on the supposition that heslth is to bs
obtgined, walking may be nesessae»y as o weans Lo ita
Allo wero modo o3t ¢z fine necesslias sseundum
quod et posterives in esse. £b huse 63¢ nocese
gitas non adsolute, zed conditionats: siocub
dicimus nsossse fors ub aerrs sit ferres al debet
habere serrss opus. (10)
Hypotheticsl ﬁ@&@&&i%y'iﬁ & nﬁu&aﬁitg &ﬁ bributsd to some
semaiti&n o aand&t@mnas reguired favwamm@ anﬁ pm&&vriar-in.ﬁ{qz
x*akammaﬁ which i& s8R &ff@ct of the ?hingw u@nmmiﬂat@& j; ;fﬁ*y-
hyymﬁhmtically ﬁ@ﬁaaﬂary, or which zt Iaagtg @@mnm% ﬁawawabaa
with@uﬁ thmsa amndiﬁi@mﬁ Gy m@&§$§l£)ute Thomss @ijaias}alearlg;
the &iffer@nma between this neeessiiy and sbasluts nseeusiity,
in the Physlcs, Sinos the distinction ls often overlooked by

moedern writers, Lt would be wsell bto consider cevefuwlly 8%,

10, Sty ‘j:____'j'v"' RIR Y

1i. 8%, *i’hﬂm&a, M* S LRNNTE « 5 lagt. VIQ Nie 32 273 * Py imus
e8t, ssoundum guod dicltur gliquid neocessariuwm, sine quo non

potest slliguld vivers sut esss; guod lloet non 8i% princlpslis

sause rel, est temen quesdam conogusg, Sleut rasplrare est
necosgarivm snimeli rvespirantl,.guls asine resplratlons vivere
non potest. Ippe onlm respiratio, etsl non ald causs vitas, -
st tamen conegurs, Inguantum cooparatur ed contempsramenium
ealoris, sine guo non esh vista, Bt slwlllter est de clibo, sine
quo sainsl vivers non pobest.s.lgibur huju@mwﬁi disuntur necess
sarla, guis sine els lmpossiblle st osse.”

‘.: 1lg @QBQ
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Thowes s words on this euwssdlong

Guserit erge prise ubrum In rebus nedburelibus sl

wna%$$ariﬁm : jeder, ldest sbeoluby, anl nwcese
seriue ey tong, sive ax suppositiomw, 44

eulva evidenticn seienduw 88b, gusd necesalles guss
dapendet ex esupliz prioribus, s8t netesslitss sbaolabe:
sonssgulbur enlsw ad hos gued ezt snimgl, 982 coube
pogitur 8¢ conbreriis, Sinilliter silsw guud hebeb
neaessidbebon ax oauss Tormall, 93% necssaario
shaolubts; slond hominen eses rabionsliswm, sub trigngee
lum hebere tres spngules segueliss ducbus restis, guod
reducltuy in definitionsm trisnguil, E% similiver
guod habed nesesslituben sk cauks ol flelentl, owy
raosssarium ehaoliudei slouh noosssarivs a8t sngs
pliernationes nootis ot disl propkey potun aolls

Goasil anbam hebed neewsgpriom oX conditions, vel
$amp$&1%1@n@g us pubs gl disstue, negssse aal boo
saae 2i bhos debend flerils et halnemodi nesessites
o8t ex Piﬁﬁg 5% O fﬁrma im@mam%um @a% inls generie
ﬁ i@ﬁim [ { 1. : . . :

" ¥
A

)

Wg@@%&@ki@a? na@@&ai#g ig found mam ﬁﬁi” in fﬁ@ﬁtuﬁaag-bu»
8185 in Ood, It &8’ ﬁ@f%ﬁ&ﬁlj Leus tﬂaw &@c dobs not w1l ereue
tures by ¢ nasural necsssliyy ﬁb@hﬁxim@@nﬁ% of ersabures iy
willed Tresly, from &1l @t&?&iﬁyfij3&b@a%mﬁﬁiy gpeniing, God
gonid heve mg% willed whet He hay willed in fémﬁg for the

perfest sebupllty of tod is the roob of & perfect Liberby

b, Thomes,Contrs Jentes. 11, CedBr  "SHL sutem dicse |
tar gund sa @u@@ aum& a% nihile Gy guenbum oud de 86, in hibkllum - |
sepdanty ob sid omnlbug orssburis inest potentis &d nen ssse;
= menifestun ot oo nen esequl, Digmiar enly res orestse so
mm o i hinilum sendure guod sund eox kibilo. Sued @uiﬁ%m non
; nlsl sesundun pobentism agsnils.  Sls iglbur &b rebug
mr@&%&@ non inest pobenils ed nom erRme: ped Crestord inesd
potentis ut ais det ezass vel wis desinaet esse (nfluwre; suy
non 2% necessliate neburas agat ad rerws produstlonsm, sed
ex volunbate, ub ostonsun o3t,"




