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Zhe Contingent : /
Differance betwsen the Fossible and the Contingent
‘Before denifing ths contingent and its’moéeajgtt
is well te distinguish the gontingent fyom the béaaible‘-
Since they are convsxtible, they are smuterislly the sane
Lug form&liy diffaxani; 8ince in itas first meaning the
contingent is opposged to the necegaary, t@e yeaaiblp which
will be convertible with it is not the pcaaibﬁe which is

. opposed to the impossible bui the possibie oppossd to the

nscessary. This latter possible is the physical paaaibie»l
Possible being is opposed to necessary bteing es

cauged .to uncaussde Zhat which is poasible depends for

its being on & cause. As was shown in the aactian“bﬁ“thev

posgible, a thing is called. posaible in rsrarence to &

‘potency from which it can procesad. AsB physieal potancy

is divided inte retional and irrational and into active
and passive, so is the possible. That which is possible

s an sct of & puwaz; whether this be an action or an effect

l“Sad posaibile val coatiﬁgsns quad cppanitur nacessaxio.
hed in sua ratione habet, gued non- ait naaaaaa illud :
Yierd quando non est+* §. Thomaa, ; ntile
Lib. 11X, cape 863 of. commdnt. ?srxaxiannia in hoc
looo (n. 111, 2), "Alic modo accipftur possibile ut
opponitur necessarioe. Et tune possibile idem est quod -
contingens, guoed aciliocet potest CEL at non ssre, siocut
neceasarium non potast non 9588." »




N B
v

&

bt X

¥,

8
CE
L
|
g &

™
of an action, 8.g+, heat heats and dausés anothexy body
to be heated.

On the other hand, we osll éomathing-cantiugent
which proceeds from a aansalwnian:ia.naf~auneqeaaamyweauas.
Buch & cause can produce ita effect end it can fail tuv -
produce its effect; a contingent effect, ihararc:a,-cang
be snd it can not be. Insofar me a being (i.e., an’affeot)
is virtually contsined in its cause and is nuﬁ.yat.ﬁros
duced 1t is-aontingsnt, 91nca it can either be or not be.

The contingent is divided according to the different ways

in which an effaat can procoeed fram.ita'c&uaas;fraquantlyyw

raxely, or with indiffersnce. Hote that 1t is the -mode -
of praéeséion from tha cause which is the bagis for -the

division. The fallibility of such & proceéssion is rooted

in the nature of the cavse from which the effect proceeds.

Such fallibility_is due to a defect in the osuss, and a
cauge ig d@raétiva becaése of its matter or potentiality. .
The posasible, thsrefoée, is diﬁtxng&iahadAIram. |
tha eentingént in that a thing is callsd possible beeauae
of ite actuality, but is called contingent bocauss of &
defect in its ceuse which is due to potentiality. The
contingent iy bveing as it is in polenty, .84, gfeeeat&ined'
in its Gause., The possible is being as it is ﬁhe act of a~

power which can produce 1t.1

I”Ehssibila respieit actum, contingsns sutem sscundum vim

7*neminiﬁ“fﬁﬂ?icit”d@fﬂﬁtumfcﬂﬂSﬁE;”Qﬁiwﬁdmﬁﬁtﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁ’ﬁéftf°
neti: defectus enim potantiam sequitur,® Cajetanus, In
Feriherme, 1ibs II, lect. 12, n. Ob; of. Se Albertus,

Wol iy, pe« 452,
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Thias distinetion is alaxifiod by 8 pausage from
the cammentaxy of Bylvastar of Poryars on the gggxxgw,gn

tileg where he says that a necessary or s contingent effect

can be considered in two Qays: either absalutely snd ag it

I
is in 1tself a certain thing and 8 nature or as an sffeot !

i
- and in ita relatian to its eauga. Ganaidared abselutely. , :
7

a necassary thing by 1ta very n&ture cannot not be, whereas

the caatingaat can not be. Thisg contingant is progarly

calxad pessibls and corruptible. Considared &8 an cffect

in ralatzan to its csuse, a rscess&ry affact proceeds fzom

& cause that acts necessmley and cennot be’ impaded, whareaa

& contingent . effect can fzil to prcaeea from its cause, As

a dafecfibla naturs a thing is e¢alled poasihla. as an

effect it is called contingent.l

John of St. Thomas inp discussing the nature of

throws light on the aéntingent

as sueh. what he says is applicable alzo to the ggg&;agggg |

natum with the differencs that the natural eontingent is

“not completaly indiffarent but ig more inclined to baing

than to nen-being, even though the paasjbility of deraet

always zemains, a8 will be ghown h@law.

Contingens dieitur aliguid ex ¢ause 1ndifferenti ad
utxumlibet 1n actu princ, et antequaﬂ de tacta producaty

l1ib. I, caps 6?, commant¢. n. V1,
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exgo, antequam effectus producatur, 6x eadem perte, ex
qua habet contingdtism, habet indeterminationen,
scilicet ex causis: extra cuusas sutem nondum s&liquid
habvet, vel si aliguld habat determinste, ibi am;ttet
continsentiam ubl habet datarminatienem¢

NG

"Kbdaa of the Ganiihgent

There 18 an important diffarenee batween the modal

enunaiat;un ﬁhieh 13 nsceaaary an& that whieh is oentingent.

The first differs frem t“e gg*;;gggg eaunciatian only by
reason of the moda which is ad&ed to signify explicitly th&t

the composition of aubgect and predie&te is necessary. The

COﬁtinﬁﬁht' hewever, differs from the gs jinssag not only

becauaa of the moas, but also becauae of the way in whioch

the predicate inheres in the aub}eet. 1.a.. with the posaz—

bility of not inharing.g Foxr this teaaon. syllogisms gene-

rated from necasnary propositions will be like those made

up of de inesgge propositions, whersas thoaa generated

from contingent propuaitiéns'wili‘éometimas follow different

rules, depending on the sense in which the contingent is

' taken._ Similar difterensas are found in the-conversieﬁ of

modal proyeaitiona. It dees aot fall Wlthln the scope

nf thia papar to txeat the generation of syllogiams fxom

lcuys, Theole, dimps x:cx; 8. 3, ne 2, -goam., II, pe 420 &

2“30ntingens variat inhaerentiarm secundum rem et secundum -

modunre™ S+ Albartus, gx;g;ghﬁgg;zzggg, I, pe B37 24
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contingent (or any other kind of modal) propositions

but only to distinguish-the senses of the contingeat,

since thege are differences of the aontingant enunciati&n

even theugh .weir 1mportanca is 1argely in rareranes to

the ayllagism‘.

incp in its primaxy‘maaning he abntingant 1a

opposed to the nqcegaa:y. th;g:qant;ggentAig callad the

ﬁnn~naceaaa:y gontingent. GSuch a eaﬁ#ingent is mixed with

potency and implies at the same time being in sct and the

possibility of not being. That whieh is not necessary is

possible to be and not to be. This sense of the contingent

is, therefore, convertible with the physical possible

which can be in potency te opposites and which is opposed

‘to the nﬁceédaryol The non~neeaaagry eontingent ia found

in two modes: the natural contingant lgguﬂg%*,g_aﬁgga} |
and the infinite mantingent. ﬁn effect ia said to Be a

natural &ﬁﬂtlﬁgﬁnt when it ¢omes ebout frequently or fox

the moat perte Its cause is more inclined to Leing than

to not being, elthough it alwaye zet&iﬁa thb possibility

of failure and, in fagt, does f&il, but only raxely. For

- exemple, it is nstural that 8 man baaeme £r8y haired a8 he

grows old,; or that & child incréamse in size &8 he bacomes

older; these things heppen universally, because their ceuses

are ihnate in man, but they do not napyen:with necesaity

ig, Albvertus, Pricra, I, p; 538
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.8ince the action of these cauges can be impedsad by the.

inequality of the matier in the gubject in which they

operate. Ko natural eing ig entirely in wot at oncey ..

bvut always raéaina in potercy in gome respect frow which

it must pess to. aot through ﬁha-m&dium of & povement.

Beeauaawof"tha-variébi&ity“ar that -movementy oatural

causes 4o not alw&ys'attain the effects to which they

are. ordered. They do, however, attain their ends

frequently or ut in pluribus, and while this is similar

to the operation of a necessary couse in thal it is

inélined toward being, nevertheless the namtural con-

tihgentufaila from the gontinucus nesesgsity of the ne-

cessary causeé and is, therefure, non-necesaary. The

sacond mode oy apecies of tne'non~naceas&ry contingent

i the infinite contingent which ie indifferent 1o being

and non-being end is in potsncy~tu esch equally. For

example, it is indifferent for an animal %o walk or not,

ox that there be an earthquake while he is walking. The

causs is not more detersined to being than to nen~baing.
Buch a. ceuse is in potency gd ulxumlibet, is€., Lo oither

of two contyary or contredictury effeats.t

1Arisuetla. gxggg_;&gggxgigs, Bke X, eh&p- id, 32 & 17-32 b
15. S. Albertus, gzggxg, I, pp. 538=538.
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The contingent in.p:ap@xly_nonwnecasﬁaxy and is
opposed to the necesssry, but there is & sscond sense
of the contingent which is the sape ss the necessary sand
is ocalled the necepsary contingents If somathing is
~*:)m,m

For if it did not fellow, the. oypaaata would be trua,

necesgary, it follews that it can be (f;w'bug,i

- with the following consequence: what aannat e (pon

contingiy espe) is net possible to be, whai is nog

poesible to be is lmpossible to be, snd what is impos-
sible is necessary not to be. But what is necessary not
té'he is not necessary to be, which is incompatible with,
the original propositicn that something is necespary. The
necsgBary ok, coqaequﬁntly,,ba-c&lled,oantingantql But
g Ste. Alvert poinﬁa out, the necessary is said to be
contingent only analogically with respect to the none..
necenssry aontingent¢2, ' S

There is still a third aense of the coptingégt

which 1s.supé:ib: %0 the twe senses of necessary amd‘panr,'

HBCOSBAYY »

?he latter nane 1s given, becauae it

does not descend to the special modes of the aontingént;

15, Albartuﬁ. m, I, pp. 476-477,
Elbégo’ p- BaT b' )
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‘I - aB a genus descends to its apecies, but rexalns distinct

and above them, since it hasg prcé&rti@n which do not be-

long to the species«: This common contingent is convertible
with the logical possible, which is oppoasd to the impos=
gible; the common oantiﬁgéﬁt is; in facf; fiééuéﬁ£iy re-
ferred to a8 the posaibla cantingant ox szmply tha pos-‘
aible. It can also be said to be nan«&acessa&y, but not

in the gaws way sy the natural and the infinite con#in-

gent ars nbh»necaéaary. The common aentiﬁgéﬁt”ia{ﬁéﬁ”ha-,

ceasary not to ve, whereas the nstural and infinite con-

tingents are not neceseary both $o be and not to be. For

this reason, the ¢ommos 6onﬁingﬁntAcau:féliaw:énﬁihside-
cessary, since what is neéessery is alse noi necesmary not -
10 bae ' |

Et semper aeeipiaadum.aat contingéna in ganaxe
quod convertitur cum powsibllis et hot eat ocontin-
genter quod statl suprs non esse, ot non habel pe £
ad esse: gula quod s6 habet ad ese® et non €sse,
est coniingens natum et contingens infinitum: illud
autam contingens quod eést in secundo ordine modalium, é

L est contingens non esse tantws, et non contipens esse
et non esse, et ad illud pequitur necesse, sicut cum i

dicitur coatingens non ease, yFpossibile ron eass, et
fio nen neceans @ssei secundum hoc enim posaible vel cone f
" ' tingens non ease, est guod non est necessarium esse, 1%
quamv%a non alt ‘oontingena non essa et contingens 1
} 8586 T

11bide, pe 476bs

2Idide, I, pe 481 by st (F) the text inserts a gop, which
is manifestly falae, since in the sscond order of modals

r ‘ 1t ing L. 8§ pesglibile non 8 are squipollent;

% S Cf. G&J@t&ﬂuﬂ, IQ Peg;gggm., Libc Ii; lﬂﬂtu 10, ne 18,
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_ Of the three modes of the contingent, the non- o :
necessary contingent, which is divided into the natural
&nd infinite contingents; iz contingent boih to bde and g
not to be. 7Tne necassary cont ingent is contingent only
to be, and,the‘cemmoa.gygtin@Qnt_1sxcant;qa§nt only not : g
to be, Leaa, iﬁt;?;ﬁgﬁkyéﬁﬁgsgty;gqt tqf@é},bﬁhe natural / |
and infinite qaﬁtiﬁgeﬁﬁé are éfyesed‘hetﬁwta £helnsca3.
sary and to the impossible, whoreams the common and the
ﬁacasaary'cantinganta are opposed only io the imyassible.l

The senses of the contingent follow the division

of being and the relstion of being to its cavme. All
greeturus &r8 in some way céntingcnt: eifhax‘by vixyuh
of & potency in themselves or bLy:-yirtus of anéﬁhai*é?%éwgi.  ot f
But even before diatinguiahing these divisions of real = | |
buing, it ie necessary tb take note of another sense of
bveing, ens veyum, which éansiata mayely in the relation

of terms. As was shown sbove, something is said to be

possihla becauss of & non-rapugnance of terms; this was

- ealled the logieal possible and is the amme us the common
contingent, Buch possiblility or ecentingency abetracts

13, Alvertus, Eyigra, I, pps 484 b-485.

D eSS a pioe




Contingens Gommune {(sou-Altum)
{non necessarium non esse)
- {¢onvertitur cum poaaihli logieo) -
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Gentingens ﬁgéesﬁarzum Contingens Ebn~neceaaarzum
(contingit esse tantum) (eentingit sgne et non eese)

’ - (Ad esse plus- . (Aegualiter sd
: . guam non 6gse) eass 6t sd non-
: . agse)
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from any real potency either in itwelf or in amnother.t

Ineluded in this sense of the contingent or possible

are all possible creatures. They are all real in the

sense that esdh ﬁaé &n esgency uaphble%exiatencég but

not all are rkal‘inﬁthé'aanséAthéﬁ’thsy’ae%ﬁally'aﬁiﬁtaz

© Oppoded to this logitel being is redl bsing which
is distinguished into necessary and poesidle mocording to
tha subatantial princiﬁlam intrinaic in things themsalives.
Being in this sense is divided mcoording to whether 1t is
always, frequently, or Yarelys ‘ -

s ¢« « » Borum guas diocuntur esse, quaedam sunt
stmper 6t ex necesaitatass. + » « sic enim necessarium
dicimus quod impompibils est non egae«~-Quasdam Vero.

- sunt ut in plurfdus, sieut quod homo nascatur cum

- quingue digitis in manibuss hoe enim non wemper eat
8x necessitate, cum contingat aliquenm nasci cum | ,
gexto digito; sed est ut in pluridus.=-Quaedam vero
ns¢ sunt ut in pluribus, naque sempser ex necessitate,
ged contingenter evaniuntj sicut si *frigus fiat
sub cane," idsast in diebus canicularidbus. S8d non
gempar et 86X necessitate nogque in pluribus, ged
tamsn quandeque accidit etism hujusmodi ens. Quia
autem raxo accidit, et non sempsr et ex naccasigata,
neque ut in pluribus, voeatur ens per accident.

Beingn whioh are necessary, suoh as the aeparatad
aubstancaa, ean sulfer no pxivation of thair aubat&nti&l

forme They aontg;n}na yutenoy—tq being incomga#;ble with

1sHoe modo sbstyshunt & potentis in se vel in alioz ima &b |
omnl potentia proprie diota," Cajetanus, ;g__gm Qo 9, )
as 2, comment,. N V . o

20f. supza, - e
58+ Thomss, ln Metaphe, Lib. XI, lect, B, ne. 2276.
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what they are, and, therefors, they are not in potency’

to ponebeing,* Such beings are not contingent by virtue

of a potency in themselvea; they are, in fact, nscdasary

and immutable, bacsuee they contain.no privation of

substantial form in virtue of which.they could changé.

They are, however, mutable with iaagaqt to anothex's . .

power, 1:6.y the divine power. Every oreature is mutable

from nothing te:semething, and, thersafore, can alsoc he'

aanihilated, fox every creaturs depends on the divine

will for its creation and conservation in being. Necege - ]

sary beings are contingent in this way.®
Byt overy.ezeated being is not only mutable by.a -

pawe: unich 13 teund 4in another, bdut also by xreason of

the poteatiality thinh is contained in itaalf. A creaturse

can be 1in potency, and thersfore smtable, to bging ar te

ita ande ﬁéceﬁaary Beiuga gra_exclu&ed.fxam-thgsfi:at kind

of potentiality, as has Tteen shown, but not from the se-

cond. Corperal beings, on the other hand, are subject

to change both in their substsntisl being &nd in their

accidental being.® .Corresponding to these kinds cf mu-

tability are the different senses of the contingent.

l"ﬁportet ut res éaxens ﬁateﬁti&m éd aliud éase ineomﬁoa~'
aibile huig, careat etiam potentis ad non 6sse." Gasatanua.
in Iam, qe ¥, 8e &y commente, n. VI. _

25, Thom&a, ila, q; 9. B 2
 ®1pid.
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Belngs that come sbout from causes that operate according
to nature and succeed trequantlyw{n&,iﬁ,&lﬂ;&h&ﬂ)»aror
A 3700 P |
Thoss that procend from sn indifferent -potency, pueh as.
the will, belong tguthy'}f;f;dyc_j _ Lo, &g dé;all'
beinge that have -:.m,‘,s;ﬁata:m;amﬂ,g gausss . These latter are.

said to be naturally centingent. (gontingens

beinge pe

That thare be en e&tﬁhqgéka whilg & certain animal
in walking, that & man be white, that & builder be-also -
s musician, that a food which tagtas good be also healthyes
all these are

idengs because they de not have
& determinate cauaa.l The art of gocking, for example. is
for maxins dsilcious foods If the fand alac h&ppens to-be
healthy and neurxahing, that ia beyand the 1ntantion of

the arts and is not done gﬁx_gs by Lhe arte mhqzuis.&ﬂhome

built by & buildar a8 susician, but by the builder as

builder. Hence, delicious healthy food is en gga“ngx

agoidens, as i3 a musiaal builder, , ,
 Since all selence is about that which is always ..

‘nx for the most part,: ﬁhere is no seience of the par..

ageidengs The yeagon.is that the . 28 {

Propexly being, but isy Zathex, n@n—beins, since it 1s M ;_“

‘not pex sa;anﬁ prcpaxlyAanay One snd being axa.eoavsxt4ble;

and every science is of being. There can be, theiesza;

13, Thomes, In Metaph., Lib. VI, lects 2, ne 1185.




89
no science of the pex sguidens.t |
o The cdntingant snd the ﬁemnnstrﬁtive‘Syllagiam:~ |
It follows from what has been said thet there can
be no demenstrative syllogism aénsfrugtad from propositions

which arxe

’ s Sts Albert says there ‘could,
howevexr, be a formal ayilaéi#m:éxaﬁ»wuahipxapasitiﬁna; but
ke a&da'thétﬁqﬁégiiéééwa¥évhaﬁdééﬁailf agﬁgéwéééaiwsgéé;v
thing which is gontinge :

na infinitue, because a question is
ébout seﬁsthingddéééiminate, and £he infinite contingent
is indeterminate.® A demonstrative syllogism can be made
from propositions whiech are of the natural contingent, 1.0., .

of that which iy

COrationss 6t considerationss (ad quasestiones detere
minandag et problemata) pene omnes fiunt de contine
gentibus, quaee dicuntur secundum contingens natuwse
Dico autem pengs quia in talibus in quibus est cone
tingens natum in quantum esse possunt et non €880,
non demonstratur, nec de ipais est disciplina demons~
trative, sed potius in quantum stant sub esse 8% re-
feruntur ad innatem sibi causam: sic enim considerata
ista contingentias conveniunt oum necessariis, gquamvia
deficiant &b ipsis in quantum non habent stantem 3
causami in tantum enim sunt necessitatis non continuge."

‘The natural contingent is like the necessary, except that
ita nacesaity is not cdntiﬂupus, i«8+y a natural cause can
some timea feil to produce its sffect. This occcasional dee

pax g ang and is celled the gontingens ut
in _paugioribus.* This ubt in pasucioribug effect, however,

fect is an ens pe rae id

11nid., Lib. XI, lect. 8, nn. 2279, 2272.
2rriora, I, p. 540 s.
31bid.

Thomas, In Hetaphe, Lib. VI, lect. 2y ne 1183,
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, ~ does not belong to the gontineens infinitum, sincs its
; : . cause is not Indifferent and a&u&ny‘ inelined to being
and non-being. Its cause is the |
4 | a8 3t Thomaa aays.l Sinca the
,‘ ' can mitner be tha mmmum nax the g__gﬁ,m
;g;gg;gg_&, 1t ia the ) 1
J'M’ S o ‘ ‘
-~ 2g, Alvertus, Prioza, I, pe 539 bs -
g A
3
)
% :
f




CHAFIER VI

PROPERTIES OF THE MODAL REUNCIATION

Having treated the definition and division of
the modal euunciatian, it is new nacasmaxy tv take up its
prcpertiea. The firat of these is the 4ontraﬁietéry op=-
gaaiﬁian of affirmation and negation in modals. Since this
i treated at comsiderable length by Aristotlel and by
'C&getan in nis commentary® as well as by Bt. Albert,d
there will ndt be need of an sxtendeé explanstion here.
Aristotie bagina by aaking'whathsx uhe contradictory af
&n afti:matire mudal enuncigtion is maﬂo by adding 8 né=-
gative to the verb of the dictum or to the mode. He
first argueslinvfavex of the first position end then shawa
that this leads to an admission that contradictories are
éimultanaoualy tyue, since “posasible tc be® and "possible
- not to be" can be verified at the same time of the same _
subjects. A8 wes shown abovs; hoth'ei;tgmsa pehsibiliﬁieé-
axeiverifieﬁ of the pon-necessary contingent, &exa callad‘”
gggggp;;"“_gwy&;ggigﬁgx which c&n be in aet but is not j

alwaya in aot._ .

1&&1@%! 33’1&3{ 12. -dl A ‘54‘-22 & 1-’51
2140, 11, lect. 8, nn. 7-14, lect. 9.

,3~g;;ggg§., I, pps 442 b=445 a.
| o
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There have, nevertheless, been som@ who have
ineisted that & negative added to the vsrblaf the dictum
mekes the whole modal enuncistion hegative* A Scotist,
for example sgye,
| Gualitas in mod#libua divgai# sttendituy sodsm .-
- medo sicut in cathegoricis de inesse, scilicet

ex parte.copules tetalis vslu@xineipalisjpartis&;

For himy a modal ennneiation is affirmative if the dictum

is affiymntivs, and thae enunciaticn ié negative if the dictum

ia negative} 8ege, & is ne~
gatiﬁe, becsuse the more principal yaft of the capulé;
the infinitive, is regated s

Btnce the addition of the negative to the verd of .
the dictum does not meke the modsl enunciation negative, -
the negative muast be added to tha nodes ,Tha'ré&san is
that an énuncistion is rendered negative by—é negatien cf
the joining §£=a'yreéio@te with 1ts pubject. In & modal -

snunciation, it is the mode that ia so predicated. Therefore,

lFetrua Tataretus, In gummulas Fetxi Hispani actae '
Explicationes (Venices 1581), p+ 28 Be Tataretus is called,
on the titlé page, “loannis Duns Scoti, Doctor Subtilis,
sectator fidelisaimmg." S e

“Ancther author ssems to subscribe beth to the Aristotelimn
teaching and the Scotist opinion, despite the fact that
they exclude eamch other, "If the nmode ig affirmative and
the dlotum rnegative, or inversely, the proposition is pu-
rely end simply negative." J. ¥sritain, leogic, trans. -
imelds Choquette (New York: Sheed and Ward, 1937), ps 137.

e T
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_ the negative must be added to the modes, Just es in ga
Anesge enunciations in which being or noneveing is pro=- ”ﬁ
B

: {

dicated of & subject, so in the madﬁl;enuneiaticn the

modes are predicmted of the being or non-being signified
lt ' by the diotum whieh is &S the subjedt. The predicate is = |
68 & form, and an enunciation ig negative if that form

is denied of the subject. The denisl of the predivation

of the mode éakﬁs the modal enuncietion negative. Cajetan - %
points out thet the “spposition® or predicatior in the modal H
wd '

1; - enunciation is the whole predicate, e.g., "is possible, ;
Furthermoxé, since truth snd falgity follaw on arfirmation |
and negation. the latter should be. faund in the aama xespect
gs truth and falsity. In a,ggmggﬁggg enunciatian truth orx
falsity follows on the bveing or non-being aignif;ed by the

" enunciation. In the modnl, the enunsiation is trie if . :
tna'x@de»quglifié§*the diotus in conformity with the sctual

composition of the dictum. Therafore, juat as in the B &

da_ine §§§ the negative is added teo the verb which signi- ;
fies being. 80 the nagative is addea to the modes |
Since each mode osn make two effirmutive eaunciations,
the following nsgative enunciations will be their contradictos
riéaa.(thq contingent iz convertible with.@hé possible)

Y15 Perinerms, Libe II, lect. 9, ne 3¢
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Pousibile essa. Non possibile eese.
Poggiblle non esas., Hon poasibile non asse,
Nevanss epnd. — - Hon figcessd egpod. T
Necesss non epssd, , lion necesss non 6gP6.
dnpossibile eues. o - Hon impossiblle’ essd,.
Imposaibilo nan esao. Ean 1mpoaaibila non oasa.z

" The bsing ar nen~being sisnifiad by the diutum are
always a8 ths aubjeet 1n a mﬁdal anunciaiien; The maﬁal
is negativa anly ir tha mude is nagated. It is im@ertant
toe to note that thﬂ eontraﬁzetary ai eny affirmative .
modal is obtained only by negating the sams moda, a.a.;.
bosaible and nat-paaaible. Cajetan points out a pecularity
of modala in that tha gamd opposition is obtained by adding
the ‘negative either to the moda or to its verd, Lut ot

howsver, to the verb of the dictum, @.g., the opposits of

' This treatment of the opposition of modals by
r8ason of quality is sufficient for the second property
of the modal enunoiaﬁian. the squipollanaa or eonaequonco-

of modazs.f'

_Aristotle treats this secomd property at~th@fnmdal

1gote that both invegsl BRES gibile non esge
are affirmative anunciationa. aven though‘;mgggg;p;;g is
the equivalent of pnon pegeibis
added to Jimpogssibil

21p Perinszm., Lib. 1I, leets 9, n. 5.
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enunciation in the thirteenth chapter of the Perihermeneias,l
Cejetan in the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth lsssons of his
commentary, und St. Albsrt in the third to the sixth chap-
texr of the sacond trast in'hin'ueoond book of the gmgin@;~
g&gngg 2 The aanaequanoa is dsrinad in commoen by John
of Ht. Thomas ad an<gx§§;n in which pomething followa
from aomething glge which is givan.s Haye, howaver, 1a
& special caae of the conseguence.

Suppasitas modaliunm consequentine nil slind sunt
guam sequipollentiae sorum, gues ob varium nega-
tionis situm, gualitatem, vel gquantitatem, vel
utrangue mutantis, fiunt.$

There are oﬁhar cenaaquancen besides équipolienca, Gery
-canvsraion: All men nre animalaj therefore some aaimalsA-

are men. Equipollenea itaalf ia defined as,g;gpgg;;igngﬂ

‘ 5 As was peinted out in tho'
laat section, each of the four modes makes two affirmative
and tao_nagative medal snunclaticns. Thare-ar&. therefore,

sixteen possible modal enunciations. Soue are the same in

doo n 14-23 526,
21, Dpe 445 a=4B5 bs .-

W: I, pe BY By U2
Beguitux. - 2

Ycajetenus, In Feriherm., 11b. II, lects 12, n. 10,
SJoan. a Ste Thoma, Curs. Fhile, ls po 46 8.
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meaning as others, $.8., "not pogaiblo to be" is the

equipallant of Pimpossible to bhe* It is ihe exdering
of all of the modals according to equipollenca that will
ba tzeated in this ssatian-

Cajetan points out, firat cf all. thaﬁ @ madal is

‘oalled s mimple affizmative if both the mode and the
diotum are affirm&tiva, and an affixmative.ﬁgg;;ng&a if

the mode is affixaative but the dictum is nagativa. It

~is ealled a simple aagative 3if the mede ia'nagativs,and.

the dictum is affirmative, and a negative deolinsta

beth ara negativs.

hince the paaainle and ‘the aentihgant are ponver-

of,ngn*aggg;gxla Seeondly,. the iapes-

| aible is always the aqulvalent of thoe contzaﬂiqtgxy ef tho

possible or the contingent, and the not imp@sgib&gf;aqjgg_'
squivalent of the contradietory of the not gosa£b1a aad not
contingent. Thexefore, the negation of the impossidle
follows on the affirmation of the posaible, and the negation

of the posaitle follows on the affixmation of the impossible,

8988 s the equipollent of nep pos-~

1 in: Pe;ggezm., Libe. 1I, lect. 10, n. &% the second, fourth,
fifth, and sixth examples given by Ex« ¥aritain are in~
correct, Logige pe 1374

gGaJatanus, In Pepinerm., Lib. 11, lect. 10, n. Ba
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The necassary, however, offers a moere aomwlex 
problem. Some of ithe predecessors of Arigtotie made
tables of the aquipollent modals which &ristatle FrOvVes
to be wrong begause they had teken the 1mpaasihlgﬂ§m§hyha

uecsssary to follow the possible in the sawe manney. KHe . f
then gives and ;uatifieﬂ ‘his pun opder of aanaaqueneea af f}
modelss. It will not be necessary to :ggaat &ll of his . 3
diacua§ién;'§§é§§l§t_ia alraady_dan? ;g'mnch:&atﬁi}fgpﬁﬁ' | %
the text nf'£h§ :;ﬂ;;f.w;w,;;; as wéllAaa-in Gajeéﬁn‘a o
Qomﬁeataxy.

The impossible and the necessary &re related as . A

contraries and thexefors do netﬁgollgyveh ;hgh;gsggygﬁggn
the sars way buﬁ‘:athe: in'eentiﬁry_ﬁays. If aomething is
:mpossible, it doss net follow that it is naeeasgry?_bugﬁi

rather that it 1a necsssary not to bes Thua, on pogaibile

'gggg there talch‘¢»{,ﬂzm1:sj;ﬁ\,_sﬁﬁi and pop g
‘egaa. .
‘on pesajbile easg by ahowing thaet the othax three moeas&r.‘f
@au&ciatiens do noh. fallaw. é

88 3 othﬁrwiaa.

a8 would follow, and this woulé be cone
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Then 1f’n&n~naﬂsnaa_ﬂnnn followed en.nﬂn.zm&nnaihils.anna

(ns the msncients held), would follew on

g8, &nd thors would be & plsin aontradict;an:*

doga not follow on uogaibile

Therefore nop pEGEARe o

Q580 '1‘

But pegenns 8ane excludes

pO§ , oL, 885 B8RS 38 dxcludés Agggg_ '
;ggﬁ_gggg.'~3oth of these cdnsaquants would diminish the
But no formel oconseguent di-

antecadent,

miniéhaa,itg;aqtacedﬁnt. ?ha:etore‘g@@ikggfj’fl'

58 rollawa an ’

it is impoxtant to note that ponsibla hore is used

in tne genss of the 1031@&1 boasible whiah.is supexzor to
the necessary and the physical possible. Kote also that
Aristotle dosas no£~sa3 that the necessary im pnsgib;é.and |
'thereforahggat e possible not to be. What he‘zs'aag;pg_
is that, granted thst gomething is possible, it follows

that it can be neceagary or not necessarys. The superiox

1Ibid.s 0o 11,
21pids, ne 23,
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contains its inferiors only in potency, whereas the in-
ferior must contain the superior in aet &k *man® actually
conteins "animal,” but Yaniml® ¢ontains ‘man" only eon=

funedly and potanﬁi&lly.

First Order © third Order

Fossibile eut '¢sses  Nom poasibile est sts.

Contingens ast esss. ¥on contingens est esaé.

Non impossibile esi esse. Imponsibile est esse.

Kon necesse 6st non esse. 7 {6CcognE 657 NOR 6558
8econd Order . Fourth Order

Pogsibile est non esns. o Een posaiblle est non 8850

Contingens €st noh egse, Yon ¢ontingens eést non esme.

Xox impossibils est non esgaq, - dmpossibile eat. non esse.

Ton necease sat emas., Hecasue ast 0ss6.

In the table of censééuan&ea it will e noted'that
the snunciations in ths_fhizd order are the contradictories
of thaea in the first, snd those in the faurth contradict
those in the second. Alao, the aontradictoriea of a givan
érder of consequencés are congeguant upon one another-z

Azistetlé_npxt BOAWEYS & ﬁ;fiicu;tyinbogt whgthgg
or not the psamible”fmllewa'on the necasaéxy. Again, the
distingtion of the various senses of the possible 1s'naaas~

‘seYy to enswer the question. As the divieion of the poasible

| lgggg.. e 12, 16
2

dbide, ne 18,
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was made above at soms lengihy there is no ﬁéed to repeat
it here., Since the logicsl possible is common to the nee
eeaaaxj and thn'physiéal_yasaible, it follows the nsesaﬁ
saxy as'a uqigggﬁgl whole tailows ite subjed&iva yaxt;
The phyaieal passibl& does not follow tho necspsarys but

is, rathex, apgcaed ta the ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂ&ﬂ?tl e ‘“'w ;f_;ﬁ

Lastly, Aziatetla propogss & new taﬁla of aqui-v
pollerit madale whieh differa tram the previoua table only
in that he plaeaa the neceasaxy first. Just g8 in the
‘universe thet which ie in act without admixture of potency
ahoula'cama béfoxa that whién is mixed with potency. 80
in the table of modals the nscegmsry should preceds tha»l
pos§1b19-2 ¥ha possible precedes the contingant, be- .
cauge, although they are convertible, the possible imp_
plieg act whoreas the c¢ontingent ia-au.namad bacausa c£
Y aafact in its éauas.A ince amct is priocr to potency, the
poaaible aheuld oe pzia: te the contingent.a The impoa-
sible, which 13 nsver in act, lis placaa 1aat-‘

The t&q}a-at,gquipellﬁnt mnodals followas

1%‘#‘?3‘9@%6‘ 12, n. 6.
Rcr. gupre, chaps iv, pe dds

3¢t éupra. thape vy "ﬁu-VI £L4 |
4cnjetenus, In Periherm., Iib. II, lect. 12, nn. 9, Obs
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Firagt Orxder - . = - . Third Order
A Neoaaga ant sage, " Non nacseanse est sese.
: Hon pessibile est rion epad. Posslbile e¢st non essse.
‘{ Hon contingens est non esses | Contingens est non ense.
Impessibile est nen eanu. -Bon imponaibila et non esEs,
T' | _ SGoond Ordsr ST Fourth Grdar B
n ‘Heeeaaa est non egse. . Hon necesss est non’aasc.
{ Bon possibile eat essee . - . Possibile eal epues; ..
Non contingens est esse. Contingena est esads
g . Impossibile est essee. Non imposmibile et asge.t

,(f 1 To ériaté£le’s‘£raatise én modals Cajetan adds
some considexations te complete the dcctrine on the oppo-
[; : sition and cénaaquencés of mpdalse Bot only axe'ehunéiationa
oppoaed by raason of thﬁi! quality. 1e€e, negativs and atf1r~
w[% mative ennneiations, bhut they axa @lac bppoaad by reaaon ot
[ ; tneir quantity. The qu&ntity of sn enunciation is & pro-

perty of iﬁs subjeet, for quantity fallawn matter aad the
}[? - sublect is &8 matter in an enunciation. In & 48 ipogge enune
| ciation the subject is eithar & aingulax ox & common term.
DS i § is common, it aither has o moﬂifying partiola or 13
modified by a,sign sueh aa “all" or ”eeme; ccneaqusntly.

the ggﬁiaﬁgg" enunciatien is eingular, indefinits, univaraal,.

ik or psrtienlar in its qu&ntity. ?haae vaziatians 1n quano’
) | tity combined with vn;igﬁ;qna in quality accaunt {91,§h?

L' pppositicns of enunciations as dammanly.indicated'bf the

l; | squere of oppositions

‘ ll Q;gﬁj' ke - ? -
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From peculisritien of the model enunciation come
peculiarities of its pr&ﬁgrtLGAe- Since the nature of
the whole is known from the mature of its purts, the proe
portias of the modsl can only b6 known by en an&lyaiﬁkﬁf
ite parts« As hag been said sbove 1n~txaatiqa'taaidﬁ£c#w”f
gral paxta.bt'thﬁﬁnwﬁai~enuﬁaiatiou;* thﬁ'mnda &£~$hﬁ¢§gsﬁ?.
dicate and the di‘ctum{ whidh signifies being or 'n‘en-é"s‘é’iﬁs‘.
ia'the subjest.  The dictum is itself composed of a aubjaat -
and a pradicate in the manner of a 44 ineasse enunomtion.
The mede, Cejetan says, has & distributive faree,-i‘e.,
1t'diatr1butas italaubjact,-the dictuy sovording to the -
parts of fimeiz The necessary and impossidle modes dise

t¥ibute the skb;eat into all timsg taken either g4
or within ae:tainllimitatiana. The - ycsﬁibla and c¢ontingent
h“moaau distribute into some timeswnot, however, ik determinate
| time, but "some time® jin gmommuni.
i1t has already been shown that the modal enunciation

has & twofold quality, viz., ar'thardiettm.ané~cf,the:mada.i'
The modal has furthermore & threefold quantity. First, the
dictumvhas 8 subject which hee a guantity like the subject
of & gu,Aagggs enungiation, univerasl, paxtiaulat. oy bin-

gular. Srg oy that 8oarataa, soms mmn, avaxy maa, ox no man

lchap. iii, ps 36 £f.

Lolodus o + o + continet in se vim distridutivem secundum
- partes temporis." In Periherm., Libe. II, lect. 12, n. i0.
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run is poseible. Secondly, the dictum, taken as dietum,
has & qﬁantify~~it~1n always singulaxs "Ihat man be
white is poswible" memns "This distum, 'that man be white,’
is peunibla.“ “Th£$:d1etum? is singular in quantity, Just
as "this mans* . Thirdly, becsuse the mode hes & distributive

: forcag‘thega;1a=aaaﬁhnzwqﬂantimy,veaxlad’tha<m3&n1'Qﬁsn§1ty.

which is eitker universsl or particulars ZThere are, -there-
fora, the quanﬁityﬁof'the subject of the dictum, the quan-
tity of the dictum, and the modal quantitye® |

Lex affirma~

Just Bg & m@dal anunciation is gin

tive if its mode is affirmad of the diectum, and ﬁ3@g;;g;§gx

nagaﬁive if 1%a wmode is denied of the dictum, ®mo the modal

epunciation is quantified gimplicitey by its predicate, the
modes The snunciation is 3 usivergal if its mode
is univszaal! almpliciter yaxtiaula: iAf its mode is parti-

eular.

The remson that the mode sffects the subject in
this way zavthat.ﬁhl».mmdai.pzadiaats is nnt'en;y 8 pré~
digate, but is alau*a*syngategeramasia~tax&‘wﬁieh;has the
effect of distributing the subject aceording o the parts
of time.” In m de.inesae enunciation, the quantity varies

11biges ne 114
2“Pre&1catum.modalia, aeiliest modus, non habet gelam habitudinem
praedieati respsotu sui subjeoti, scilicet esse €t non esae,
sed habitudinem synoategorematis distridutivl, sed non ssoune
dum quantitatenm partium subjectivarum ipsiusg subjescti, ssd
sseundunm quantitatem partium temporis ejusdom.” Ibid., n. 12,
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agcording to ﬁhn.divaainu or lack of division of the.
gsubject, e.2s, "every animal® is s oommon ts&m;tak@niin
1ts undivided universality, snd "some animal' is &
aubJaativa'pa:t»ef thﬁ-whaie which is "snimal." In the
modal that ﬂhiah iu subaeutaa is. thn eemyes&tion of. the
gubject and prﬁﬁieaxa ut thn diatum.wh&mh Ls eignified by
the verb of the dictums The preper guantity of a,vexh,'
is time, ®since the verd signifies after the manney otﬁ]"
movement , whuse . m@a;ure Aw tima« Consequently, thd
quantity of the subjeat 0f the medsl is divided ancordin@
to tima, and the mode aiatributea thﬁ 3ub5a6t, ie@ay
gmmg,nr‘ggghgggg, aceozding to the garsa of time. Thaze-
fore, a modal enuncistion is univerasl when the modes: of. .
nacessity or impoaaibility-ﬂiatzibuta thangggg or
oL the subjeet.thrgﬁghnﬂt»&ll~time.,@;gﬂ,.th&t,mgggig;an

animel is necessaxy or impegsibles The foregoing example
ia universal éggggigagg;.- Universal can also be taken
within certain limite. (uniy )y $eges that
m&n.:ua today im necespary oz imposasible; or uhira;g#lagan

be taken aa~sgm§thingwaaatually'iﬂ,«eggg, while he ia
’runuing,:ihat‘ & man run is necessaxys A modal is parti-
cular when the modes of pnnaibility ox wontingency diae-
tribute the gggg oz agnmgngg of  the subject only thxaughuut

aema tine, e.ﬁ¢, that man be white or that man run is pos~

sible or contingent,

. . .
e e e e ek e
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That & mode quantifies its subject insofar as
it is a syncategorecatic term.migﬁt-damand aome expla=~
netions In the first boek of his commentary on the
ag S%s Thosas saya,

ﬁyncataaore&ata, quse gecundum B9 non signi«
ficant aliquid abfolutgm. sed aolum &abxtudinem
uniuve ad a&terumq _ . % s

Agein, in another place, aftax speakins of the aoun and
the vext &s well as the yzonaun and the participlﬁj he

spsaks of the gynostesoremats in these terms:

Alia vero gunt magis celligatianes partium
vrationis, significantes habitudipem unius ad
aliam, quam orationis partes; sicut clavi et alia.
hujusnodi non gunt paxton navia, sed partium navia
conjungtionss.s e

A aynoategorematic. term, thérefore, does npot aignixynin the
way the noun and the verb signify, i1.6., as paits of .an
2xetio, bnt thay signify in Joinins parts of the gratic.
As John of St. Thomas aays, they signify eliongalite;
whieh does not moan that. they do not truly and propexly

signify, but rather that they-dqvpot repreasant the object,
‘they aignify as & x88 pex. se, but sas & mode of momething,
1e€0y 88 modifying sopething.® He says also that the
categorematic term is dietinguished from the gyncatego-

rematic &8 in the Latin languege pignificativium

lLect. Gy ne 3s
zL@Cto 1y, ne 6.

3Curg. Fhiley, Iy po 12 8 7164
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praodicativem is distinguished fyom consigr

Thus, the mode in & modal snunciation can be

taken merely 885 & pxadicate which is predicated of Lhis
dictum, and can alao ba taken ma awdzfyxng the verb whiah
signifies the aompeaition of the diotums It then "signifies
withfﬂthg‘gggg or nen.egsg of ihe dietum and -is properly
syncategorematic. The mode dots not signify something
abaclute, is24y, not a thing, but the relation of one
%thing to anethsr, is04, the ralation of the predioate of
‘the dictum to its subjee¢t, In the enunciation, "That man
be white is poasible,” the composition, the sgad of the
didtumg 18 signified by Fhanﬁqv-“Ebaaibls?,eonaiguitian
‘with "ﬁe“ and exercises & cextain mnditiaatian-éf the
egoe in distributing the 8sge of the dictum throughout
‘The enuneiatian is, therefore, particulaxy in

virtue of the syncategoremstic term which is the mode.
"FPosaible® ig truly & modification of the gpag of the
e This claxifies

dictum and truly signifies

the nature of the model snunciation, becauss it ip preci~

'saly in exarsieins ite Iunation &g 8 Byncategorematic tazm
that the mode {which mlse is & praﬁiaata) is pxoperly 8

rodes -

12bid.y p» 11 b 43-46; of« Pe 92 8 3=12.
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rhegquantificgtian of the modal enunciation ie
wholly parallel to that of the de inessgs In each cape
the diatributianlof-tnejaubaect ia effected by & syncate~
gorenantic term. In the Qﬂﬂigggag, the torms, "all," "aone,"
"no," and the like distribute a eémmenuiaxmﬁthrﬁughout:alx
or some of its .subjective parts. :Xnathﬁhgmdaxi.awingatu
the fact that ita subject is the very egsg or ?se
of ths dietum. the termg “pcaaible,“ “cantingent.' neges~
saxy,* and ”imposaible" diagtribute the'gggg thréugheut

. &ll or some time,

If the difference of quantity propex ta,madala
be combined with the dztferancaa of quality, raax kinds
of modal enunciation are abtainad. The universal affire
mative is signified by the necessary mude which distributes
to all time. The universal negative 1a aignified by the
3mpeééihla moda which distributes to no timﬁ. The parti~
cular affirmative is aignified by the pcaaible and cone-.
tingent mod ag both of whieh diattibuﬁa %o some times The
pgrtioulaz qsgaxive i® signified hy the poosible 3nd‘ﬂaﬁ'
tingent modes both of which distribute to0 ‘some twLé.« The
partioculay nsgatzve 1a sianiriad by auﬁh axpranaionn aa
 the natﬁneceaaaxy and thﬁ nat-im@aaaihle which diatxibmﬁagq
to nat-heing some time . To each of these four kinds of

:.;
5
3
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modal enunciations theyse qo;xggpngdg_cne of the ordera
of equipollsnt modalse. ALl the enunciations in the first
trder sre univeaxsel affirmmtives; those ip the aeaahd,
universal negatives; thoss in the third, p&rticul&r-naw
| gatives -and tucae in ﬁaéhfauxth,vyaxticuldz qfiixmativns.
‘ dJuzt a8 in the\eéuipalleﬁéa of de ineass eﬁune
eiatiann, thn different upposed snunoiamtions can be made
= o aquipallent by tha corragt ylacing of the negative. A
negativa bafore the mode makes an &nunciatien equipollant
to its anntradietoxy;_plaaed after the mode.'i.a., with
the verb of the dictum, the enunciation is equipollent }
ta'iﬁa conirarys and n&gatiien placed both béfére and |
after the mode make it a§uipollaa£ to its sudbaltern.
Thus, the first érda: of equipollent models is contrary
to the sscond, coniradictory to the third, and the fourth

is subalternated to it.z

J-Apparently dating from the medieval logicisna, there are
found in some logic books mnemonice for the opposition
and equipcllence of modals, @«g., Petrus Hispanus, Sup- i
Jae lLoglosiey, eds Bochenski, pps 1l3-14 Joan. a Sto g
Thoma, CurBne shiley Iy pps 60~Ble Foxr the quality of -
the mndals the fullewing lettars wexe useds -
3 . mogun i ned U totums. Using these
lattexs. the follawing words were canstrueted to 1ndi—
cate each group of equipolient modale: Amablmug, sdentuld
: 8« The game order of modss 1s kapt in

each ward: yeaaible. contingent, impossible, and necese
sarys Thus in gmabimug, g stands for an affirmative
possible, the second g for an affirmative contingent,
A for & negative impossible, and 3 for a negative ne=-
gessary with a negative mode.




Hecoesne est esee, - .. .. ¥eo6sse est non Sane.
Xon possibile est non auae. Bon posaibiles eat omse.
Hon contingens ¢st non éseds - Non contingens est ogue.

~.:!:mq;:u:;ﬂszi’ni.l,eu aat non essa ' ossibile est esse,
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Hon necesuse est non 6586e - . lion necesse eyt @360,
Yossibile eat sasse. Poseibile aest non eame.
Contingons est eupe.. . Contingens ast non e3s6.

Hon 1myoaaibila est assa. Kon impoaaibila ast non esssd.
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Since the subjeot of this papér is the modal
enunclation, it ia nbt proper to L% to treat of the use
of medal propositions in eyllogisms. However, in treating
tha‘lattaz'auhjéét’;n 1ta-pra§ax'plaaa}in zﬁa”gx;g;;ggg.
lyties, Aristotle takes up the conversitn of thé modal
propesition. ' Conversion im eomsidered in connection with
the syllogiam, beaauaeiitria primeipally ussful in ree-
ducing imperfect modes of the syllegism to perfect modes.
Hevertheless, since an enunciation is convertidle or not
regardless of whether it is used in & syllogism, con-
version is a property of the enunciation and will, there-
fore, be treated here brisfly in oxder to domplete tHe
doctrinsg bn the modal enunciations :

Conversien iz the oxchange of the gubjeet and
predicate of & proposition, the quality end the truth
:amaining tne same.* In gsimple canvarsion,-t&e guantity
romains unchanged; in conversion ger agcidens, the quane
tity is changed--~from universal to partieulayrs HSince. the
épecias of conversion are ﬁiatinguiahed'aeouxding to

1"Huﬁatia,ﬁxtramezum"prop&siﬁiu&ia>da sublecto in praedi~
catum et de praedicate in sublectum gervata qualitate et
veritate." Joans a 8to Thoma, Cuxgs Fhils, I, ps 47 Do
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quantity, it is important to kgow which quantity of
the modal anunoiaticn‘iu to.ha considéind. When a

- modal prcp&aztion 15 used 1n & syllogiam, itp quantity
ia neither that uf tha dictum as singuln: nor the modal

quantity, but the quantity et the subjeﬁt ot the dictum._

Thin is what makea it pusuibla to gsnexate a syllogiam
\'=,1reﬁnaition,h ‘g.,

from one modal gnd ong
that every san run is possidle; Socrates is s manj
therefere, that Soecrates run is,peaaible, Likeﬁiza.
the quantity thst changes or zam&iﬁé_unéﬁangea'in tre
converzion of m@dals is the guantity of the subject of
the dictum.l g o - . f |

It sheuld tutthermara te netaé that 1n additian
to eonva:3isn in tarmn, that hes Jjust heen dascrihed,
there is anether kind of conver:ion tnat is found anly
in nen=necegsary eeatingsnt madala--ennversion te the
oppogite qual;ty. This is due tc the peoculier n&tuze
of the eantingent.‘ Whatevar belangn to the natural or
the infinite eontingsnt is aontingent not only to be but
alse not to be, and what is c@ntingent to 811l 1s cone

tingent te»nane.al

is. Albertus. _,:_g;,;m., I, pr 442 &,
28. Albertua, Exlora, I, pe 477 b.
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The eonversion of necessary (and impossible)
propesitions offers no difficulty, because they axe
~converted in the sams ranner aa'gggangggngrqponitiona.
The univeraal negative ‘converts simplys it is nebeaaafy'
that Bo B is Aj therefore, it is ‘s Gassary that no A is

B. The univesedl’ “GIfirmative converts pay s

it is necespary that all B is ﬂ; thexrefors, it 1§ ne~
ceaaaxy that some A& is B. The partvicular affirmutive
converts simply into a 9azﬁiculaf affirmstive, and the
particulsx negative is not convertible.t

‘The ceaversion of caétingéni models dosy offex
sore spscial 'prebiéﬁa; hnwevai.'sinéa'thﬁ'ﬁénnnécdssaﬁy
coatingent i at ‘once centingent to be end contingeat
not to be,. Ariatatle takes up effirmntive eontingents
£irst.® 12 the contingent is taken in the senses of the
neceggary or 6f'¥he common oontingent which fbllows-cn_the
neceae&ry, it ia'evidant'thuf such contingents are oone
verted in the saine way 1] necessaxy ;ropositiansz universals

are eonverte& 18, partioculars Simply . The pame

i true for the nén~necesssry contingent, although a par-

tioular proposition in ‘thim contingent is not in every dase

larigtotle,

rior Analyticss Bke I, ehap. iii, 26 & 26 £1.
21bids, 26 a 87-25 b 34 -




.cdnvez@ad into the semé kind of contingont. If‘anwgt-
tirmai?vampamticulﬁr propesition of the infinite cone
tingant'1a,cenvsxggd,'tne-acnvexted propogition is also
of the inrinite.géhtingants 8+g+y it is contingent that
some man be walking; therefore, it is contingent that the
- being which is walking 5e.$ rans But if & like propo-
sition be taken in the natural contingent; e«gs, it is-
contingant that seme mas be e gramsarian, bhe SOnYSrSE,
it is ﬁcmingen% that some grammarian be e man, is not
a natursl contingent at all, bacause it is necemsary
that a gramiarian be a man., The affirmetive particu-
lar in tha-hatunal]aont1ngent,thaxafore; eenvarta to the,
common contingent which follows on the neaaasa:yal-‘

, In the conversion of negative eontingani propoe
‘siﬁians.»the saze rules are observed for the necessary
and cormon contingents as for neceseary and 48 Ainesss
propositions: universals are simply convertible, perti=-
culars sre not cenvertible. Bus nagative nonyneoeaasry
contingent propositions do not gonvert in the same way
as nscegsary end gngagggg-prﬂgositiona- A universal
negetive in the matural sontingent or infinite contingent
is not convextible 1Aftﬂxms,'ba¢ause if it were so0 con-
verted, it would fellow that a universal affirmative could

3‘3! Al‘bertua. m' I,‘pp-» 477 L=480 a.
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be converied simplys Thig is dmpossibleé. The proof
follows: if in a natursl or an infinite oontingent, it
igigpntingant-th@t,al;wﬁiig“A@;1&;¢3T§9atingant that no
B is Ae If it 1s. contingent thet no B 48 4, and if gueh
& propesition ia convertible, it follows ﬁhat-ii}ia-emnvmr 2
tingent that no A {s By "If it is contingent that no A
iQ“B}iit ia ébntingant that ‘all A Ls Bs Therafcre, with
the first proposition, it is contingent that all B is A,
;here,stands the proposition, it is eonﬁingent that a1l
A is Bs A universel affirmative would have been gone
verted aimpiy.~¢09ns§quantly} the universal negative in
the ratural and infinita contingents oannot ve converted.
On the other hend, in sush contiégéﬁta. the partioculsy ne-~
gative can be converted to & proposition of the maye cone
- tipgent, bec&usé auqhﬂa particular is convertibls to the
cpposite quality. If it is contingent tﬁat.séms B is A,
it is also contingent that some B is not d. A particular
affirmative is convertible in terms. Therefore, the par-
ticulaxr negative ia almo ccn?értihle in texma-l
Nevertheless, §t. Albert points out that the unie
veyaal negative in ihe naﬁuxal or infinite contingent is

convertivis to a aiffezahtiaeaaptation of the eontingent,

larigstotle, Priox 28y Bke 1, chape iii, 25 b 3.183

» o
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S. Alvertus, Priox@, i, Ds 482.
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viz., the common contingent. That it ia contingent that
po man be white in a noawnacéaaari’adn&ingent (pd_utrum-
libet), but ite converse, it is contingent that no white
thing be a many is & eccmmen ﬁanummhﬂ’m‘a eenge ét‘,wh;i.eh

is that it i not necassary that some white thing be  man.t

1Ibide, po 484s




