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PROPOSITIONS

Artes quae aqtiongs et passiones humanas imitantur depénr
dent quantum ad veritaten ipsiuslariificii a synderesi et
301ent1a morali.

Potentlae anlmae ab actlbub et obJectls speclflcantur.
Moralls phli;sophla in tres partes d1v1d1tur- monastlca,
oeconomica,‘et polltlca., |

Possibile absblutﬁm_definituf‘ex non-repugnantia terminorum,

Radix contingentiae in rebus naturalibus est. natura possibi-

litatis, per quam se habent ad fieri et non fieri, esse et

non esse,
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PREFATCRY KOTE

fhis thesis on the medal enmunciastion is ococoasioned
by the generally inamdequate snd 1ncor:aat treatment of
thia gubject in manuala -0f zegie~~evan the Sumpulas of

- John otvﬁtq.ﬁbamaa.iafnet~an axcaption. The pxincipnl

purposé heré'invto arrive at the naturs of the modal enun-
oiationj both the chapters on the diviaion of the modal
snunciation and on its properties contribute to that end.

gince St. Thomas did not complete his commentery

on Aristotle's Fexihers

mengipg, there is no certainly authen-
tic.treatment by Ste Thomes of thie subjects it is Cajetan,

" who completed St. Thomme's wnfinished commentary on the

sneiag, that best illuminates

sacond book of the
the taxt of Aristotle. 5t. Albert's paraphrase and commen-

“LtBry on thﬂ gape text élso clarifies a great daal, &s does

his commentary on the EFrior i

This paper in no way attempts to narrate the hicto- '
rioal develepmant of various opiaians»abuut the modal snun-
cia&ion. nor does it study the modern ”5@4&1 judgrent.® It
ie an essay, rathey, at a,doatiinal exposition of the aub~‘
ject, and it contains no'deliberate departurs from the

Aristotelimn tradition.
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Because the commentary of Cajetan is very torm&l_
and explicit, the sscopd and third chepters of this pae
per are in the form of a cnmmantary uﬁ hig introductory
p&ragraphs. The fifth.chaptar on tha sub&aet&va pa:ta of
tha model enunoia$ien axpanda. maatly Lrom thﬂ fg;:;w;s;,s

gins iadieataa enly vary briefly sbout

the modes of paaaibility and impnseibilityﬁ The aeat&on
on ths contingent ﬁerivea pwincipally from St &lbert'

extenaive treatment of thie made 1u.tha Prior Anaslviics

Becauss the ?e;A;Wr&v

g ip vary sxpliait on the Qppo-
sitian and esnaequanaes ¢f modals, thaere was no neﬁa to
repeat what 18 alxeady donre at zﬁngth and in datail. Caje-
ten's epilogue, however, 74} eppesitian by reagon of gquantity
explning & gzaat'dsal about the nature of the modal enune

ciations The last chepter on the composod and divided

- gengas of the modal enunciation, whila not &n integral part |

‘of & treatise on the modal enunoiatiﬂn. is nevartheleosa ne-
cegsary because af aama superfioial and arrenaeua opiniona

found in m@diaval aﬁd madaxn writara-
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CHAFYER I

\

ZETBQ%EG%IUNS PLACE OF ?Hxa'raggmzam_iﬁ Lnaicti'-f

| Mistotle and Bty fhams ccmonw divma lmic
awox&im to the t}ame opemtmas of the human mtalleat,
because loglc £a the axt wnieh Mreaﬂs man in tha vsxy
sot of hia raason tha‘b he- mgm pmaeea in good oréer,
with sase, and without axro:*l The firast two acte cf the
mind are properly called acts of intellect rather than of

rqason, because they are not acts of discourse. The first

act is sn gnd@rntaz;ﬁd’inlg of indiviaidle or 1naoaiplax things,

and is therefore called simple apprehensions “The. part of
logic pertaining to this operation is found in the Fredica-
m. The aac{ox:d act of the intellect is that of 'ﬁm;poai- ¢
tion or diviainh’,‘ ini which truth or faloity is founde &iia-

totle treated what pertains to this met in the Fg
The third operation of the mind is properly called an act

of reason, because it Is that in which the mind moves from

s knowledge of & known truth to & knowledge of a truth
previously unknown. This is the act of discourse, that is,

of going from one to ancther. The remaining books of the

Orpanon #re ordered to this act--ihe
Lon, the Toples, and the

Libe, Iy 13§§#”1;‘nn.jl,'4;”aaitze‘xaonina ’agégg””géjg
Remes Polyglot Fress, 188g--), Vol. I, p. 138
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Just as the first of these acts is ordered %o
the second, and the ssoomd to the third, so the Frediga-

mente ia orderad to the ggz;ng;mgng;gg and the latter to
Liog and the boeka “that rellownl Here we

asre concerned with the modal enunoiatiau which ig treated
| ’é‘“-gg, the Iatin title of

Thig section will ve devoted to showing the plnéa
of the part of logic ireated in this book in relation to
what procedss and follows it. Bince reasoning is the
sct most proper to the human intolié@ﬁ‘aﬁd gince it“ia

the act to whioch the othexr acts af ‘the intellact axe ox-

dered. we c¢an Bay, fallewing Bt Albaxt,z that. 16313 is

the science through which we ax:ive at & knowledge ef the
unknown through the knowns Thqzunanown can Le taken either
B8 something simpls, i1e84¢y iﬁcompxex.'cr és cnmplex; The
simple oan be known only by & dafinition, ‘the aamplex only.
by the use of @ ayllogisma Fex thm dafinitian it i e~

cessary to txeat of huw to find definabile ohjecta and de-

fining terms, and the;afore zt is naoaasaxy ta cxda: the

siag, Lib, I,

g;gegmegiag, Iib. I, Txe I. gape i, ed. Borgnet (QUpexe
_gg;g TPariss Vives, 1890}, Vol. I, pe 373 as




3
predicablss end to show how the definition of something
inocomplex is a;xived at by division. In the same way,
we muat now treet what is necessary for the sylloglem,

which is the instrument for arrivinmg at knowledge of

something complexs The subject of the pg po
is among_thaAtggggylg;esnppaaaa to the teaching on the
syllogisme | | B S |
Both the Greek and the latin téxﬁa of the title
ﬁeaﬁ,“an inter%rétaticn." 4Siﬁce'an interpreter exp;ainn
aomething as true or false, an interpretation is en énun-

ciative g;atgg,1 in which truth or falsity can be foug&.a

lepare goems to be no exact English equivalent of pratio.
Its Latin definition is, "vox significstiva, cuius partium
aliguid significativum est separatim, ut dietio, non ut
affirmaetic vel negatic." (Aristotle, Fearihermenoiag, 16 b
27.) The Oxford translation uses "sentencs® (Ihe ¥
of Aristotias, ede ¥. D. Ross (11 vols; London: Oxford
University Press, 1928), I, 16 b 27.) but only a perfect
tip can be called & sentenca. TYExpression” alsc seems
inadequata, since it can mesn a single word, the parts of
which do not signify independentliys. JFoxr the Bake of agcu~
racy, it will be bstter to retain the iatin word here.

2

S. Thomas, In Pexiherm., Lid. I, 1€6t. 1, ne 3o Thua inter-
_ . is the eguivalent of gnupeintic. 8%+ Albert takes
interpretatio to have & wider meaning than epuncistios *

RPN

He takes it to include every way of explaining something,
either as & part &s in the noun and the verb, or as & whole
aw in the different kinds of perfect grationss. (8t. albert,
Pepihermes D+ 374 8a) But St. Thomas says the noun and the
verb are rather principles of an dinterpreétetion than intex-
pretations thomselves, and the other orationes, such as the
optative and the imperative, are rather expressions of af-
fegtions than intsrpretations of what is in the inteliect.
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The enunciation then is the prineipal subject of the

piag, and the noun and verb a&re treated in it

only insofar as they are parts of the enunciation. .
14 should alse bs noted that the enunoiation 1s

net formally the same as the proposition, L0F B PrOpo=

‘sition is sn enunclation ussd.in & ayllegxam-; The pro-

perties of the syllogism, such ms having thres terms which

are in the positions of subject and predicate, beleng to

‘the Prior Analybics. Here only the properties of the

enunciatibn are considered, without rafereénce to sny pos-
eible syllogisms in which the enunciation might be used.
The enunciation cen t@ thus considered spart fram.tﬁe syd=-
logism because each ia a whole with its own parts and ite
ewﬁ properties. The enunciation ¢an, however, be galled
the remote matter of the syllogism {the proposition is
the proximate matter), beqauﬁe'it can be used in thﬁ;ﬁyl—v
1dgiam. The enunciation aén alsc be said to be ordered
to the syllogism aa Lo iis end, bec&uas it is sought fat
tha sake of ths syllogism in which we can;arriva at know-
1edga ef what was provicusly unknowncq

The anunciatien ‘ia the aign.ef ths act af the ine

1"Prepositio eat enunciatio stans aub f oz ayliegismi,

Se Albsrtus, Jhide, pe 374 |-
2Ibidss P 574 be




. treated in the P~_#;”"3:

b

tellactw~gompopition and division. It 18 aiways & de«
claration of something complex, a eomposition of 1ntai~
ligible things in which those things are combined which are
Joined tagethar in. reality. E

- $he-end of the dectrine in the Ferihermenoas
to congtruct an enunciative pratic about something in

'wards thet meke s true and perfect enunciationaa The

further ordering of the enunciation to the syllogism ls

an axtringic end.

o complete the brief outline of how we arrive at
knawladge of-tha7eomplex unknown from the known,; wé san aay
there must be (1) an interpretstion of things by an enun-
uiaticn.'(ﬁ) 8 cbmbinaiioé‘cf inese thinga-ﬁ&iah_hava been
enuncigted so that one fallaws>fram another, and (3} proof
that thﬁy are so and cannet be athazwise. The firat is
ing, the mecond 1n the Frior
Apelytics, and the third in different ways 1n the 2&3&3;19:

Analyvies end the mm

- ¥~§£Q., po SVb By “Tn haa comgoaitiana interpretantuz oa

Guas gibi invicem insunt aacundum rame”
RIbidey pe 377 &, YSubstantialis principelis hudus ‘gpientiae

finis eat congtituare vrationes interpretativam de re sub
germone veram interpretationen et perfectam parficionta.

SIbid., p. 377 b




tainly incomplex, felil under Lthe EoriloXRSHSARR:

6
It wan satated above that the book of Exediche
menta tveated of simpla or incomplex thinge, and in

another place that the noun and the verbt, which are cer-
There

ig me contradiction heye, hLetuuss simple sxpressiocna can
ve oonpidered An three aifferent weyss (1) sbsolutely,
&g thoey signify simple aspprehansions, &nd this belonga
to the fggg;ggggggﬂi (2) as they are paris of the enun»

ciation, and thus ihe noun and the vert velong to the

Perihsxpensissi (3) ms teorws errenged in & certain oxdex
in thée eyllogism, snd this belongs tO‘thB_EX$gx~ﬁﬁﬂ;2£&£§p
| ‘!é : , . erpnoneias :
Having seen the place of the Perjhermeneisg in

' the whole of logic, we wust now consider the order of the

boock itselt'l As was noted ahoie, the enunéiatién'ig'ths

lin view of the rigorous order of the parts of the Qrgg-
gen end the equally rigorous order of tha PerihelnanSiss,
it is difficult to sée how anyone who has reud the Ox-
: in even the mowt superficlsl way ocan make & gtato~
ment iike the followings "Tous 508 {is0ey Aristotie's
doxite st particulidrement ceux de lﬁgx&agﬁg sont un
amas mel ordonns de notices priass, corrigees et aug-
mentdées & l?pggasxon.“;A(Ig;ﬁ‘,@ﬂﬁh@naki. Cs Poy "Botos

Hiatoriques sur les Propositions Eodaleg,"” %%x?g,ﬂgs
 Seiences Philgacnhicuss etz dolonigues, &KV 183%},

Pr. 673692+ Cortsinly, in the Ferinerxensisg there is
nothing that could be in & diffsrent order, aa the c¢ome-
mentaries of Ste Albert, St. Thomas, and Cajetan clearly

indicate.




prineipal subject of the Faxibexmepeisss the treatise

is therefore divided according to the consideration of
1

aAfter & preliminaxy chapter on signifiocation and

the enunciation and its partss

different weys of signifying,® Axistotle treats first the
prinézples of the subject, i.a‘,'tha principles of the
‘snunciation. These are of two kinds! matexial end formale
The material (or as 5t. Thomas refers to them, “quaglema~
terial”a_prinaiglea or integral parts of the enuncistion

are the noun snd the verb, the former signifying the gube
stance of a thing and the latter signifying sn aétion or a
paanion;ﬁraééadlns.tram a ;hiag,4 The formal principle

is the gratio, which is the genus of the gnnnqia&;angs _
, Heving ireated the yrinciples of the.suﬁject. Arig~
tat16<n0w'take§ up the subject, e84, the enunciation, in

the rest of the book. This falls into two sections, the

firat is on the gnngoiation &haolutu;yueonéidergd,s the

lvprinoipaliter tamen modum scientise considerantis sub-
jectum 8t partes pubjecti, de quibus per principia
propria probat passiones." S. Albertus, Zerihoym., P+ 377 a.

2aristotls, chape 1j S. Thomas, Jn Perihexm., lects 13
SLects 45 ne e ’

41pide; the noun and the verb are treasted in Aristotle,
chaps 2 and 3} 8. Thomas, lect. 4 and 5.

Siristotle, chaps 4, 16 b 2735} S. Thomas, 1l0ote Ge

Schaps 4, 17 & 1-chap. 9.
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gocond ig on the‘di#eraity‘af éhﬁhéiationa.l The ab~

- golute canaideration of the anuncxatinn comprises three

2 3

- partsi ita dafinitian, its division.

4

and its property
of oppoaitiono |
The enunciatinn is &afined as an gratlo 1n which
the true or false is founa® rne ‘first division is into
the enunciaticn which is simply one becamuse what it sis-
1n1fias is ans and the engnciation which i{s cne only by |
conjunction because it signifies &any.J Tﬁe latter, called
- a co&poaita anunaiatian, ig ana anly'ggggugugmggjg;_
gimplicitex it is many.a Ths aecand diviaien is 1ata tha
gpecies of the enunciaticnt the aifi:m&tion and the ne«
‘gation. This division is primaxily of the simple enun-
to the

ciation, but can also be appliad ;&';,“gx;;:

cgmpoaite enunciatien.v

IChap. 10+14; in the commentary of St. Thomas, the first .
is treated in lessons 7 to 15 of what he calls Book Cne, .
all the rest in the commentaries af Btn Thomas and Gada~:.
ten is ealled Book TwWos ' :

2Chaps 4, 17 & 1=8.

¥Chap. -6, 17 & 26+

%chap. 6, 17 a 27- chap. 9.

5"Enunciatio est oratio, in qua verus vel falaum egt,”
Se Thomap, 1ect. 7, ne 2

530 Thumaﬁ. lect. 8, n, 130
78. Thomas, lect. 8, n. 19.
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Thege dtviniana'axa'tollawgd by & tresatment of
opposition betﬁaen the subjective parts of the enuncia~-
tion, i.@., between affirmation and negatione. First,
Aristotle shows how enunciations -are opposed to each
othar.l and, sécandly. he anﬁwana_gAdiffiouity_&bnut:»
whather in future singular enunciations &n“aantinagnﬁ.d,
mattexy one of the epposed a#vugia&iona must be true or
»fa130~2 7o show how enunciations are oppoged to each other
he takeé u& firat of sll the oppesition of pffirmation and
negation ebsolutely considered, i.8e, without refexsncse
%o differences arising from the subject. In this connec~
tion, St iheméa:pointn out that sffirwation and negation
dgvide the onunciation on the part ef its vexry form or |
nede of'enunciatingp wheéeaa th@-txué amnd thg.falae die-
ﬁide it in comparison to thinga. |

: Philosophus essumit duplicem diversitatem enunciatio-
‘piss quarum prima est ex ipsa forms vel modo enunciandi,
segundum quod dictum est quod enuncistio vel .8at affirma-
tiva, pexr quuam geilicet spunoiatur aliquid espe, vel est
negativa par quam significatuz aliquid non ess8j sacunda
diversites est per comparaticnem ad xem, 6X quA dependet
yerites et fmlaitas intellectus et enuncistionis. Cum
enim enunciatur aliguid essa vel non @sse gecundum con~
grugnhiam'rai, est oratio veraj alioguin est oratic fal-

88.

1ohap. 6, 17 & 47~ chaps B} Sa Thomas, le¢t., 9124
Zpristotle, chaps 93 5. Thomas, lecte, 13-15.

35, Thomas, 18¢ts 9, Ne 2e
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Then we see how anunczationa are furthermore opposed
by reason of their nubgects.l This involves a new. di~
vis;onAcﬁ}énanciationnAaeoﬁrding to the quantity of the
subject, 1.8., acgording as something is predicated. of
many .or of one pniyg,"ﬁinca.qﬁggpjgcﬁ is either singuler
or universal, and singe & predicate is said of a.upivax%
sal either universally, particularly, or indefinitely,
tgqra-ars féui kinds of enunciationss singular, universal,
p&rticular. and indefinita;a Then,fhawing'éaen how enuncia~
tions are opposed by ressou of subjeot, we fiext consider
how opposed affimmatidaﬁ and negations are related to
truth and falsity«" Finally, before attacking the diffi-
culty sbout future singulars in-contingent matter, Aris-
totle éhowa that to ons affirmetion there is one negation
appnasd.‘ ’

The remainder of the Perihermeneizs® is devoted

to the snunciation as it is diversified by virtus of
something's being added to it. First of all, something

, 1Axigtatle, chape Ty 17 8 5717 b 225 S« Thomas, 1eot.

10, 11’ Niie i=5He v
%3. Thomss, lects 10, nns 10, 14, 15, 16

| ?&riatatla. ohape, Ty 17 b 23375 5 Thﬁmas.;lnntpjll,

nite 16«11,
4Ariatotle, chape 7, 17 b 38~-chaps 8} 8. Thomas, lect. 12.
SAristotle, chaps 10-14; Book Two of the commentariseg.




‘dition of & nagativa,

il
can be added to & part of the enunciation, i.e., to the

subject or to the predicates Sometimes such an eddition
does not take away the unity of the epunciation, as when
the subject ox bredxnate is rendered infinitélhy the ad-
1 Sometimes an addition takes eway

the unity of the snunciation in making 1t-mnltiple. although
the enuncistion may appear o bs simples” This section is
important for the distinction of the divided end composed
senses of the modal snunciation. secondly,'an‘aﬁéition |
cen be msds, not merely to & psrt of the enunciatien, but
to its very composition. 8&0& an addition is & mode and
distinguishea tha modal ennneiatien frem.ths‘ggbzngggs

enunciation.a Lastly, Aristotle treats the opppaitian

of enunciations deriving from the additions made to the
— 4

gimple anunciation.

‘From the Pexihermeneisg we can gather aix ways
ef dividing the enuncietiont by reason of unity, quality,
quantity, time,matter, and expreaaién or nonéexpression

of the mode of composition.

1Aristotle, ¢haps 10; S« Thomas and Gajetanus. Liv. 11,
lacte 1=4e

2Aristutla, chaps 11; Cajetanua, lact. 5“?.
Ssristotle, chap. 12, 13; Cajetanus, lect. 8-12.

‘&fil‘ istotle, chep. 14; Cajetanus, lacts 1l3-l4.
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From the firxut, we have enunciations that sre

simply one (upa simpliciter) and those that are com

5)v The foxmer are sometimes

called categorical, and the latter hypotheticaled

' This is an essential division of the enunciation, be-

couse it 18 & division on the part of the Gopulaed
The gagond is inte.affirmaﬁiuh and negetion,
which St. Thomas frequently asserts is the division of
ths enunciation into its species. |
Quae quidem est divisio gehsriﬁ in species, guia
sumitur secundum differentiam prasdicati ad quod
fertur negatioj praedicatum autenm sst pars formslis
enunciationis; et ideo hujusmodi divisio dicitur
portinere ad qualitatem enuncimtionis, guelitatem,
inquan, egsentlalem, sscundum quod differentia
significat quale quid.d _ :
The 3hixd division is by resson of & difference

'raund in the subject of the enunclation; according &8 it

iz said of many or”only of ons. St. Thomss says this

division pertaina to the quantity of ﬁhof&nunciaﬁian; for

quantity fellows mettier, and the‘auﬁject iz as matter in

1J0annis a §to Thome, Curgus chdlogophicus, eﬂQ'Reiaer
(3 vole.}; Rome:s Marietti, 1930), Ly ps 2Be

- 2Jshn of Bta Thomes shows at some lengih that this die

vision of the enunciation is substantially that of a genua
into 1ts spocies, although it takes on the mode of an
anslogioal division, Aibid., pp. 157-161.

35 Thomes, In Feriherxme, Libs I, lect. 10, ne 10. John
of St. Thomas shows that it is not impossible to have
pore than one essentisl division, when these divisions
are inadequate, i.8., whoen the essence te be divided is
nade up of several formalities each of which is divisible
into its spscies. Cuzrg. Fhiles I, Ds 164 a 41-b 2.
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the enunoiatienol But whan the aubjeet is a univeraal

(i+8¢y it can be aaid of many) something can be predi-
gated of it in three wayss universally, if thae yrndicata
balonga ta the entira multitude in whioh the universnl is

found, e.g., “avery man is an animal”; particulazly, 1f

the predicate 13 aaiﬂ to balong ta an indeterminate it~

dividual that falls undsr» the univarsal, Befley "doma nen

is whitq"; or indefinitely, when something is predicated

of a universal without any sign of universality or parti-

cularitye. Thus from the pcint of“view of gquantity, the
enunciation is divided inte singularx, universal, part£~
ocular, and 1ndefin1te.g“ o |

The ;ggggg division of the enunciatian ia according

to time, 1.24, into past, preaant, and future. As the

- third diviaion was on the part af tho subaact, this is on

the gart of tna verb. becauae every enuneiation muat have
& varb or & form of a verd and must, therafore, aonsignify
present, pusty or future time.5 Both the third and fourth
divisions are accidental, baeause thsy are aeaarding to
& part of the snunciation. o o

The L£ifth division of the énunciation is according
to matter, i.¢., scoording to the relationship of pfa—
dicate to subject. 1f the predicate is in the subject

pey se, the enuncistion is said to be in necessary matter,

Lin FPerihexme, Lib. I, lect. 10, ne 10,
QIBLQQ, nns 13«16.
SIbides lecte 13, ne 3.
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8.8+, "man is &n animal," or “man is capable of laughter."
if i£~ia par se repugnant thet the predicate be in the
subject, the enunciation is said to be in 1mpossible o
remote matter, e.g., "man is & hofse." If the prediscate
is neither per se repugnant to the subject ﬁar‘per 80
contained in it, the enunciation is said to e iﬂ:pOI‘
gible or aontingént matter.t

The gixtih and laat'division of the snunciation

- is into tha'ggwgggggg and the modal enunclation, the former

merely ateling that the predicate is or is not in the sub-
Ject, the latter stating the mode in which the predicate
does or does not belong to the sﬁbjeot, i.6., necessarily,
impossibly, pOﬁBihly.'UI ccntingédtly-a ThHe extremes of
this division are the expreseion or the non~expression of
the mode of composition of predicate with subjeot. In
the modal enunciation the verb which ia the sign of cdmo

. h
position is affected by a mode which is sdded to it. It

'is this kiné of enunciation that is to be treated in this

paper.

¥e have now described how logie ie divided according
to the thres operations of the human intellect and where
the modal enunciation is pleced in this divisgion. There

1143d., 0. 3o
Zujetanus, in Periherm., Libs II, lects 8, ne 2.
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is ptill another way of dividing the secience of logics
into formal end meterial logic. Divided in this way,

the Egzxﬁaaas_sian and the g;;gg_égﬁgzgggg are priﬁﬁip&lly
formal logic; the Categories, Foate : { o p

: cuntains both form&l and mntarial lesiaa %¥here dosa a
treatise on the modal enunclation.fsll in this_éivisicn? |
It seems to belong rather to the matter of logic then
to the form, because in the £ifth division of the enun~
-ciatidn given above the menbers of the diviglon were neces=-
~ Baxry, impossible, contingent, and posaible matter; and
theas are also the four modes of the modal enuncistion.
'In order to answer this quaatiah it wigl tixét ke nacsa-A
sary te assign the difference vetween formal and material
logies | . o
Ihs sct of iatellsatual knewle&ge tVerminates in
the foxmmtion by the possible zntallect of the exﬁreaﬁed
4apepi§5, which is also called the mental word or concept.
. This conéept can be considered in two ways: formally and
objectively. The formal concept is & form by whieh (quo)
- we know the object. The oﬁjectiva»aoncept is that whieh
(gggg) we know, 1.e., the objeet representsd h& the formal
conicapt . ’ |

In ferming the congept, &he human intellect has to
ccnatxuct certain relations which tan belong to the sbject

on;y ag it is in the state of ‘being known, GefZny to be a
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subject or a predicaites Thesd relations are calléd second
intentions beceuse they belomg to the object only in its
aecoﬁ&‘state.’i.a., a8 knowne “Formalities which beloﬁg'
to the object-in ite first state, 1.e.. in itself, mre
ealled first intentions.® The gecond intent ions are
relations of reasén which are founded on first intentions,
i-e;. orr the coricept, which is n0thing but the object‘
itself, existing now in the intellect in an immaterial,
intentional; and purely objective way.

All of logic is concerned with these relstions
which are consiructed by the miﬁda’i¢ec;_with aacohd‘
ffﬁﬁéntians; The fozmai‘abject of 1ﬁgic, in fact; is
the second intentiohs® Baﬁfninédgflike 81l other re-
lations, “these rolationa differ from ona anéthﬁx”%y
regaén of their feundatioas. sscond intentions will be
dxvided sccording as the aoaaspt on which thay ars founded

3

is divided. - ¥%e have glresdy said that the concept ocan be

considered either formally or ebjectivély. Formally, the .

_ éoﬁaeptvis & 8ignj it is & pign which is a formy it is
= that by which the object is knowns Objectively, it ie

L 1joans e Sto Thoms, Curss Buides 1,,§. 291 ne

27he matter of logic (materis dsnor 1is) is all the
things about which the mind fa:ms secand intentiona. ¥e
cian &lse speak of the pateria diried ig of logic,
which is the thres acts of ths mind that are dirascted

by the art ﬂf logics Cf. Jomne a 8to Thorn, ADide,

De B61 £, ‘ ,

; Scf . Bernard Flynn, "Tna ration of Formal Logic, ;gggzl‘
i | Ihsologique et Philosophigus, II, Ko. 1 (1946), pp. 181-183,
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that which is known or signified by the formasl Blgn, A
gedond intention founded on the concept as & sign is said

to belong to formal logic; it makes abstraction from

_certain determinations of mmtierj e.gs, the noun is indif-

ferent te the perfactian ¢f the ¢bject which 1t signifiess
God, man, stone, triengle are all equally neuna.l On the
othsr hand, & sscond intention founded on that which is
signified is said to belong to material logic, in which the
determinations of the mmtter are taken into account, 6.g.,
substance and acaident . |

Now the diffiaﬁlty can be stated more cleaxlyt is
the modal snunciation, whiech i» & second intention, founded
on the formal sign or on the signified odbject? Iinve the
four modes ars necossity, impoésibility. possibility, and

contingency, and these express determinations of the matter,

it would seem, at first glance, that the‘mﬁdal-enunciatien

is based on the object signifiad and therefore is treated in

material logic.  But Aristotle treats modals in the

Pexinezmeneins, which is & treatise of formal logics
Pirat of all, it is well tv obuerve how the modal

enunciation differs from the de _inesss enuncimtions %A1l
men ure animals® and "All old men have grey hair" differ

by reason of their matter: the first is necessary, the

lvhe term foxmal which is used in L0 gig is from the
form which is ths fourth mpecies of quality, not from the
form which ie e substantial pxinciple. It is s form in
the sense of that which terminates quantitys the parts of
& syllogism, for example, are arranged in & certain cone

figurstion which is formel in the sense of formal legic.
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second is contingent; but they do not differ as enun~
ciations« On the other hand, "@i; men are animals" and
"That all men are aaimalé is necéssaxy' diffey prscigely
ag aigns, and not at all in thait matter, Onu is as
negsssary as the other,: but the necenaity is aignified
only in the model enunciationj the modal ia therefore
& new signs. 'But.auch a sign pregupposes snother aign
already formed, 1.0., the gg“;aaﬂag,anugeigtion whtch,
then, as the dictum, becomes ﬁhemanbjact qf the nodel.

: The_ggugggggg enunciation is a sign of & concept whioch

- represents a aompaaition found &n things. The oompoai~ ’

tion is exproaeed 4n the farmal congept by a zalatien

of predicate to auhseet Jained to the concept. Th& enun-
ciation signifies the concept with the relation joined

to it. Ths mind , :sflecting on the simple inherence

'aignifisd by the Qg,;ggggg, can form & new eancapt axX~

presaing the node of inherence- .Thia new concept will be

accompanied by & new relation of reason, 1.6., & new so-

cond intention. It 15 the new concept with ite relation

that 1s signified by the madal anunoiations

The formal cancept, which is itself a sign, manie
feats either 5imyle conmposition or composition with its
mode even before the formation of the relation of reason
which the mind uses in its act of knowledge. The mode
of aignifieatioﬁ is, therefore, anterior to the formation

of the second intsantion. Sinecs ﬁha'moda'éf”aigntficaﬁian
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is elready found in the formel concept, logical dootrine

based or the mode of signification will belong to formel.

logics The modal anuneiation zs ﬁefinad by its mnde

of significsation and, eonsaquently, ia treated in formal

legics "Han is an anzmal” ie an anuneiation in necese
saxy ﬁattex, but it is not & mﬁdal. ‘”zha$ mgn is an
animel is necessary" is a modale The two énunciations

do not differ in matter, but ;n;thaixlmoda of sighifica~

tion. In each cmse, the predicate belongs to the subject

nacaéaagily, but only in the secoh&;;s'the ﬁeceaaity
axpresﬁéd@ The pxaxi&ataliaun&aﬁiou‘far'the modal ennn%
ciation is the composition signified by the do inesse
enunoigtign. fhsjobj;§£ sighitié@_}gfanly 1ts'rampte

natter.
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_I. Cajetsn's introduction, leot, 8, nn» 1-6.

IZ.

IIX.

 B. A problem, lect. ll-lecte. 12, e Qe

‘Co The mede should be negated, lect. 9.

 CHAPTER I |
THE MODAL ENUNCIATION: AN SIT?

A. Thars are medml enungimtiong, ne 2

B. Which modes properly make s modal enun-
elation, n. 3. '

C. The subject and predicate of a modalj defie
nition and unity, nne 4,-5, A

Ds How this treatise ia ordered to the preaceding;
necessity of & apocial treatment of modals, n. 6.

Opposition of modale, legt. 8, ne 7T=lects 9, D, 5.
A+ Problemt lu the contradictory of & modal made
by negating the verb of the dictum or by ne-
gating the mode? ne 7. , ,
Bs Should the verdb of the dictum be negated? nne 8-l4.

1. Argument £ox, nis 812,
2« Argument ggeingt, ne.13.

3e Solutions the verd shouldwnat,hevneéétehr‘n,“i4.

ﬁonseqﬁeﬁces of modals, lects 10-lecte iz, n;'g._
A+ Ghat ars the correct conseguences? lects 10,

le Freliminary notions, nn. 2, 3.
2. Conssguences socording $o the opinion of the
, ancients, nne 3, 4. ‘
S« Consequences socording to Aristotle, mn. 5-18.
a) Ancients were right about the consequences
.. of the impossible, n. 5. U '
b) They were not wholly right asbout the neces=
Bary, nn. 6~18, o o
1) Examination of their view, nn. 6«12,
2) Btatement of the truth, nn. 13-18,

1. The gueation: Does the possible follow on the
necéasary? nn. 1, 2. : '
2+ Solution, ne 3-lect. 12, ne 6¢ :
a) The correet dootrine abmolutely spesking:
Some possibles do not havs & potency to

opposites, n. J-lect. 12, ne 4.
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b) The correct doctrine epplisd to the
matter in tanl, leot. 12, nn. H5-9b.
(1) Relation of physical and logical
pessibles to the necessaryj answers
to argumentsa, nne 5, G
{2) Order of models starting from the ne-
¢cesBary, nus TP

IVe Cajetan's epilogue, lect, 123, nn. 10~13. .

- . As An additionsl note on quality of modala, ns 10
Be A.note on thelr quantity, an., 11; .33+
. Co Figure of opposition of modals, Ne 13

2+ Quie erge popsumus dupliciter de rebus loquij
unc modo, componendo rem unam cux alia, alic modo,
compositionem factam deglarando qualis sit, insure
gunt duc snuncistionum genera; qusedam scilicet
énunciantes allquid inesse vel non inesee alteri,
8t hae vocantur de inesse, de quibus superius hadbitus
est sermo; quacdam vero enuncientes modum compoaitionis
praedicatl cum subiecto, et hae vocantur modeles, a
prineipaliori parte sua, modo scilicet. . Cum. enim dicie
tur, Socatem currere est possibile, non aenunoiatur
cursus de Soerate; sed qualis eit compositio cursus

cum Hoerate, scilicet possibilia,.
/Ié-begxéning thh’inﬁiéduétian'to hia_eaﬁmcnt&xy on
Aristotlie's treatrent 0f the modal enunciation, Cajetan first
indicates that there are mcdalAenunciationsa To'do 8o he |

shows that besides the de jnesse enuncistion, which has

been the concern of the Pepibermeneiag up to this point,
there is still ancther Rind of enunciation. 'The énune
ciation isg A‘eign of the édnéept produced in the second
opexation of the humsn intellect. Now, this 0parétion,

which 1s that of composition, can be signified in twb waysat

by simply composing one thing with another, or by declaring
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the kind of composition that exiats Detwsen the two

thinga. We can, for axample, aay, “Saaxaﬁea is running.
(+3 4 “That Goorates xun is pasaihle. Tha firet ia called
a ggm;ggggg enunc&atiom, the aaaand. aymndal.

The eompoaiﬁien. ahieh is tha seeond aot of the L
mind. is not, hawavez, a more Juxtapaaitian of twn con-
captn, hut ia rathex én act of eamparing one with the
other in order to kaaw whatner thia prsdieate balangs to

"k

thig sub;aet.‘ It ig this very comy&rison which 18 the

reason that a humen intellect can aea the conneotien between

the two extreces. Jchn of Gt. Tnomas haa explaiuaa the
act of composition 1n thﬁ fellowing way;

Unde foraal;tar luqu&nds eompeaitio non eansiatit
~in 80 quod pluridbus speciebug intellisctus utatur ad
&liquid integxe, et perfecte cogunomcendum, sed Quod

indigenst comparatione, st conferentie unius cum -
altero ad aliciendum Judicium, et vognitionem de
convenientia vel &{aeonvsn:enti& talis pruediceti
ad tole subjectum.

The reason for this sct is thét‘the light of the

human intellect is a vexy feable one that cannot panétrate

the connection existiﬁg between different notions by an acf

of aimple intuition. It must, rather, resort to the more

»round&bout method of compariaon in oxrder to manitest these

conneationa.

loy Theologicus, "“De Angelis®, dimp. 22, &+ 4, n. 27
Paxrie: Vivaes, 1864), Vol. IV, pe 863¢
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» s o o Yoquiritur enim ad compesitionem, ut
diximus, quod utatur multis speciebus nocn menie
festantidbus convenientiam, vel disconvenientiam,
extremorum unico intuitu, et lumine simplici pe-
netrante, ot comprehendente illem convenientiam,
licet ex concurgu plurium specierum id procedat,
soff manifestantibus illam convenientism ex vi
comparationis, et c¢onferentige unius extremi cum
alio, ite quod non solum composita extrems cognoscat,
sed quod ipse compositios, ot comparatioc det manie

Testationen enuntiationis; hoc est formeliter dome

‘ponere et divideresd
‘Bvery enunciation signifies the éonneﬁt formed
by the mind in making the comperigen of the extremes.
The de_jnesse enunciaticn'éignifiaa & concept which come
pOEes’one'extreme with @&nother, hu; when & new conbspt is

formed manirésting how the extremes wure composed, it is

_ pignified by thé modal enunciations They differ precisely

in their modes of significa&ion, It is very 1mpartant

 for the tesaching on the moudal énuncimtion to insist that’
it is essentially a bign end that it is os & sign that it

differs from the de ineasg. The probdlenm, therefore, is
‘not one of #mnd&lity?of‘judgﬁent." Tha‘&eta of ¢bmpoai-
tion and g{vjudgmégt axaAdistinct,'gna 8O, cpnaaquontly;
are the aigna of pgSse‘two acts. Juﬁgmsnt-isj;he assent
given bg.%he‘;ntelléqthto something capable’qf that‘asﬁant.
it is, hbwever{fénij’a aémplsx'truth'aa signified by &n
enunciation w@ieﬁ is c¢spaeble of such asssnt. _Tﬁe act of
juﬁgmégt must, therafore, be distinguished from the for-

mation of an enuncistion. Ve knéw from experience that

1Ibid., n. 29, p. 864,
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w6 oan construct enunciations without passing sny judg-

ment upon them. Only subasquent to the compoaition of

L;ﬁf an enunciation dces the tntallaef-aanent. Although

‘Vﬁé enunciation end Judgment or aaB§rt$an gre digstinot,

tlxey may be axpkease& by matéiig;ly the &aﬁegrpup_o:
words and thayimay’saﬁaﬁjmééVevaysha £ézm§§‘an‘1t by,ena

P e T

act. For example, in "Man is an animal" the “is" may ve

b ety

taken merely sas a copula qun;ng tho exbtremes or 88 ex-
érsasing ar asaértion.l éél§43n”thé.fi;s£.casa is it'
formally an enunciation. . o N |
In ancvther pasaaga; Cajetan feinﬁs out that in a
40 inesge enunciation it is the verd, which signifiss being

or non-being, that is predicated of the subject, whereas

B

in & modal enunciation that whickh signifies being or non-
veing is the subject. - |

&l 3
k- 8
3%
i
- S
i 1
B 3

-BY dicitur quod quemadmodum in illis enuncistioni=-
bus de inesse appositiones, idest praedicatiovues,
sunt esse et non esse, idest verbsn significetiva .
esse val non esse (verbum enim semper est nota eorum
quae de altero praedicantur), subjective verc appo-
asitionidbus res sunt, guibus esse vel non essa appoe
nitur, ut slbum, cum dicitur album emt, vel homo,
cum dicitur, homo est} eodem moedo hoe in loco in
modalibus accidits esse quidem subjectum fit, idest
diotum significans esse@ vel non esae gubjecti locum
tenet; contingere vero at_gosae appositiones, ideat
modi, prasdioationes sunts

" The pppesitio in the modal enunciation is the entire predi-

©ate, @.8., "is possible®.® '
1jcane a Sto Thoma, Curse Phile, i, p» 14B.

: E 2in @arihexﬂg Libs 1I, lects 9y ne 2.

albid .y e 30




(2. conte.) Signanter autem dixi modum composi-
tionis, guoniam modus in enunciatione positus
duplex est. Quidam enim determinat verbum, vel
ratione mignificati ipsius verbi, ut Soorates currit
velociter, vel ratione temporis consignificati, ut
Goorates ourrit hodie; quidam sutem determinat coms
positionem ipsam presdieati cum gubjecte; sicut cum
dicitury SBooratem currere est posaibile. In illie
namque determinatur quelis curaus insit Soorati,
val quandoj in hac autenm, qualis ait coniunotio
cursus cwn Hocrate. Hodi erge non ilil qui rem
verbi, sed gqui compositionen determinant, modales
enunciationes reddunt, €o guod compositio veluti
forma totius teotam enunclationem continot.

in this section, Cajetan firsi says what kind of

mode 1t is that mekes & modal enuncistion, and secondly,

gi§sa the resason, 8 , . . }
A mode is commahly defined &g an "adjoining detere
mination of a thing.”l An adjectivae, for example, is édid
te madify & naun, and an adverdb to mndify & verb, But lo-
gic is not concerned with paris of speach, the treatment
of which belongs, rather, to grammar. 4 1ogical mode ig
indifferent to the part of speeeh.which'is used to signify

it: an adverbd, an adjective, or sven another verb can be

ggg&;ggmag. and _fM_fme#ﬂ,w.,f;;s;___;méwé are axémmati-'
eally}ﬁiffe:gnt; yet their maaning remains exactly the samo;
and fxom the point of view of legic they are identical enun-

ciationas | )

lidiacens latermins 4y,
T VII, cape %’&1 ) ede Eéandannet (0 AL ULLR ] * H 5?013
Paris: Lethielleux, 1927), V, "Gpuscula Spuria, Pe 92
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- - Bince a mbdél'enunci&tiﬁﬁiaxprasaog the kind

of composition that exists between subject and predicate,

and sinceé the vard is the sign of composition, it is the

varb that is a:feeted or determined by the mode. The verd
~can, however, be affected in two ways: it can be modified

by reason of what it signifios of'consignifies, e.g.,

"Saerataﬁ'rané‘awiftly;“ or "Bocrates i running today";

or it ean be medified 1naefar & 1t is the sign of come

position, Ball sy "That Socratea run ia pemaiblﬁ* ;f it
| ig affected in the first way, the mode determines the

gﬁgﬂxggﬁi and ia called, in 8t. Albert's phrase, the
ag.t If the verb is affected in the

second way, the mode éetezminea the compositien. Unly this
latter mods which affects tha cem;esition is B mode that
nakes a ‘podal enuncxatian, for the logisian is not ine

teremted in when or how wall &oaratea TUnNg, but only in

the kind of comnection between Soorates and his rTunning.

At ;;+.,.Cajotan gives the
reason that & medal Eﬁuneiatieﬁ-mpat‘have & mode which .

poaaticn is an & fazm which cuntalns the wholse enunciation.

Thus, in ”asaratas zs running the snunciatien ia constituted

[i?; , determines tha compositions The reason is that the com-
{ by the fact that "Socxates" is composed with "running."

These two words are the parts of the composite., Taken se=

lre hexme, Xibe 1k, Tr. IX, cap. %, I, p. 440 a.
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| parately, neithey aiani:ies an atzirmatian o: nsgatieu;
but taken as Jeinad. together in a aamposite. they .are

parts and they are rolsted anvaubdeatAnnd‘pradieata: -How,
it is precisaly the whole whiah makas tha par%a to ba

- parts. The whole Aa, thsrafgxa. 1) a taxm.whiah 1nﬁludes

ox contains the paxtsﬁ.;St’~A1haxt carrnbera&ea caautan:~

. Et quis tales modi (soil. possibile; contingens,
neaassa:ium, 8t impossibile) sunt modi compositionis,
et compositio formaliter ambit compouita; 9t est

principium intelligends eu seoundum quod stant sub

aomgcaxtiona. 8t sic moduva cempositionis egt modus

totiua onuncistionis: et ideo igti modl totam modie
ficant snunciationem at tetam.faciunt modalem‘1

That thers is & aampaaitien at all is due to the
fact that the ﬂtheet and. pxadieata axe. united by, the verb
mig.H o | _ R R u,  ,

 In omni anuneiatiena opoxtet sgee vexbum, qusd ime

portat counpusitionen, quam non eat. 1ntallise:e sine
compositis, ‘ ) o

as St. Thomss says in the first book of the Pexihaxmeneiss
Or again, in the aams'pdra@xaph.

Verbum eat nota eorum quas de altexo fraedicantur .5
Sinod the varb is thﬁ very eign of eampoait&an in the
oratie, a modification o6f the verk (i.e., ths verb
,&;!:} 1:

as composing, and not the xag 3

11bide, pr 440 be
2Lects 8, ne §0
3Cf. lects. B; ns 8
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& modifxcgpggn of the oompositipn.; Thore ia, ghp:arore.
no difference between a modification of the copuls and
a modification of the whole emunciation. '“That-ﬁaaxatea
run is ppﬁgﬁh;aﬁ.eobtainpﬁa.mpdification of the entire

- enungiation, *Scorates is yunning." The compesitggﬁ-nf
“Socrates” with “running," which is expregsed by "ig,"
is said to be possible. To}atatektha_ﬂame enuncigbion
ﬁhua._"Sosxatea'qan run,® é@pnges nothing;'the nubjsat
and predicate are still said to be composed in the mode

of peasibillty.g

i7pe verd 838 primarily signifies actuality, and 8x _con~
, it signifies composition. *Ide¢ autem dicit

guod hoe verbum est consignificat compositionem, guia
non eam prxinoipaliter significat sed ax conseguanti;
significat enim primo {llud guod cedit in intellectu
ber modum actualitatis absolubes nam est, aimpliciter
diotum, significat in actu esse} ot ideo significat
¥8r modum verbie 4Quis vere actualitus, quam principa=
liter significat hoe verbum est, ost cormunitsy actuse

 litas omnis formsa, vel acius subgtantialin vel moci~
dentalis, inde est quod oum volumua gignificare quamgungue
formar vel actux actualiter inesse alicui subiecto,
significamus {llud ger h#o verbum est, vel simpliciter

- vel secundux quid: simpliciter guider secundum praegons
tempus; secundum quid auten gecundum alia tempora. ¥t
ideo ex conssguenti hoe verbum est significat compos
giltionsm." Ibhide, n, 82, L

Zpy, Bochenski, however, asserts, "Cependant Aristoete
confond constamment le modug comme guelification de 1a
copule et commé qualification de la proposition entidre.”
"Hotes historiques sur lea pPropositions modeles,® Heyue
i6g Sciencag Fhilogophicuas at Théolon v‘sf:'xX§I 183%7),

Toe STI608 e ne 5t e ok Tndelosiay

N the difference’ For an
exapination of the texts which he alleges support his
contention, see Appendix. ‘




