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la I. 'OfuLwfia Aeyeroi wv ovoyLa fx6yo¥ «ou«^, 6

h€ Kara rovvofia Aoyw rrji ovaiat mpoi, olbr

iwov o T€ avdpwTTos Kol TO y€fpaiifi€vo¥, roimur

yap ovofia fiovov kowov, 6 hi Kara rowofta Xoyot

TTJs ovaias crepos' av yap Tiy anoBiS<ft rl iorw

6 avrCjv iKarepo) ro £a>^ €lyai, ISiov tKaripov Xiyo¥

d7roha>G€i. GVVtjwpLa 5< X^ytrai atv to Tff tfK)|ia

Koivov KoX 6 Kara rovpofia Xoyo^ r^ odalais 6

avros, otov ^a>ov o T€ dvBpomo^ koX 6 fiodf, 6

yap dvdpojTTos Kal 6 Poth Koii'<p Svofum trpoQ-

ayopeverai C<{^^» f<** o Xoyos 5c rrjs ovaCa^ o

10 avros' idv yap drrohiBw Tts rov €Kar4pov X6yo¥,

rl icTTLV aincov cKarcpo) ro £a>a> €tyai, rev aur^
\6yov diToBwaci. napwwfjLa 5c Ar/rreu San dno
rivos hia<f)4povra rfj Trrcacrct rriv Kara rowofia

" I retain the traditional renderings, * unirocal,* nantely.
and * equivocal.' The ordinarj' reader, I siuprct, wlU br
little familiar with the former. He may, it he
substitute such terms as * ambi^ous,* * unas
* Univocal ' has the advantage of being a potUiv4

" Zcpoi' in Greek had two meanings, th^ b to mj, IHrii^
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ARISTOTLE'S CATEGORIES

I. Things are equivocally ° named, when they have
the name only in common, the definition (or state-

ment of essence) corresponding with the name being
different. For instance, while a man and a portrait

can properly both be called ' animals,' these are

equivocally named. ^ For they have the name only

in common, the definitions (or statements of essence)

corresponding with the name being different. For
if you are asked to define what the being an animal
means in the case of the man and the portrait, you
give in either case a definition appropriate to that

case alone.

Things are univocally named, when not only they
bear the same name but the name means the same
in each case—has the same definition corresponding.

Thus a man and an ox are called * animals.' The
name is the same in both cases ; so also the statement
of essence. For if you are asked what is meant by
their both of them being called * animals,* you give

that particular name in both cases the same definition.

Things are ' derivatively ' named that derive their

own name from some other, that is given a new verbal

creature, and, secondly, a figure or image in painting, em-
broidery, sculpture. We have no ambiguous noun. How-
ever, we use the word ' living ' of portraits to mean ' true

to life.'

13



ARISTOTLE

7Tpo<rqyopiav €X€i, olov dno rfji ypafAfMrunff 6

15 ypafXfjLaTLKos Kal ano t^5 a»Sp€(as 6 dv^pflof.

II. Tcov Xeyofievwv ra fi€v Kara avfurXoteifif

Acycrat, ra 8* dv€v avfjLnXoKTJs . to fi€v od¥ irard

crvfjLTrXoKrjv olov dvdpwnog rp€X€i, dpdpomof Kurf *

ra 8* dv€v arvfjLTrXoKTJs olov aydpunroi, fioOf, T/Mx*'*

VLKa.

20 TcDv ovrwv rd fiev Kad* vnoiC€i^Uvav rw6t
Xeyerai, €v V7roK€ifM€V<(} B€ ou5cvi iaruf, oUm
dvdpojiros Kad* imoK€ip,€vov fuv Xdytrai roO roM^
dvdpamov, €v vnoKcifievtp Si ovStvl iarv tA M
€v imoK€ip,€vo) fjL€v €*OTt, Ka0* ^notcttfUiMm SI

ovhcvos Xeyerai (cv v7roK€ifUv<{> Si Xdyw, B IW nut
26/X17 65? pLcpos vndpxov dhvvaTov x<*»p<S €hfai ro$

€v (L iarlv), olov -q ris yp<ififiaTucq tv unotcti^vtp

pL€v iari rfj ^xfl* '^°^* vnoK€ifUvov B* ovdcMOf
Xdyeraiy Kal to ri XevKov iv {moKti^U^ fth^ r^
awpLarl eariv (dyrav yap xp<^H^ ^ aa>fuin), ttnSt

V7TOK€Lpi€VOV Si Ot^CVOS* A^CTCU* TO Si Kott iJjIO-

1 b Kcifidvov T€ Acycrat koI €v v7roK€ifi€vo} iariv, dio^
rj iTno-rqfxr) iv vnoK€Lfi€va) fjL€v c'ort tq ^Ifvxj, mtt
v7roK€LpL€vov Si XeycTOi Tfjs ypafLfLarucijf' tA hi
OVT €V V7TOK€ip.€Va} ioTLV OVT€ Koff imOKt^UvOV
TWOS Xeycrai, olov 6 ris dvdpamos Kal 6 liq hrmtf

6 ovSiv yap riov rotoirrcuv ovt€ iv V7TOK€ifL€vw €<mv
ovT€ Kad* v7TOK€ip,€vov XiyeTox, dnXws Si T^Sroua

J .2Uki
** ' Courageous man,* * courage,* in Greek. Bat tkm

former obscures the real point by consisting of two woffJt
in English. By * a new verbal form * is intended a mv
termination or inflexion.

14



CATEGORIES, i-ii

form, as, for instance, * grammarian ' from * grammar,*

frogaJ heroism,* * hero,' and so on."

,^^^We may or we may not combine what we call

words, expressions and phrases. Combine them ;

you have propositions—for instance, * man runs ' or
* man wins '—while examples of uncombined forms

are * man,' * ox,* * runs * and ' wins ' and the like.

But as for the things that are meant, when we thus

speak of uncombined M^ords, you can predicate some
of a subject, but they never are present in one.

You can predicate ' man,' for example, of this or that

man as the subject, but man is not found in a sub-

ject. By * in,' ' present,' * found in a subject ' I do

not mean present or found as its parts are contained

in a whole ; I mean that it cannot exist as apart from

the subject referred to. And then there is that class

of things which are present or found in a subject,

although they cannot be asserted of any known sub-

ject whatever. A piece of grammatical knowledge

is there in the mind as a subject but cannot be predi-

cated of any known subject whatever. Again, a

particular whiteness is present or found in a body (all

colour implies some such basis as what we intend by
* a body *) but cannot itself be asserted of any known
subject whatever. We find there are some things,

moreover, not only affirmed of a subject but present

also in a subject. Thus knowledge, for instance,

while present in this or that mind as a subject, is

also asserted of grammar. There is, finally, that

class of things which can neither be found in a subject

nor yet be asserted of one—this or that man or horse,

for example. For nothing of that kind is in or is

ever affirmed of a subj ect. More generally speaking,

indeed, we can never affirm of a subject what is in its

15



ARISTOTLE

/cat €v apidfiw Kar oiJSevoy viroK€ifUvov Xdy^rm,

iv v7roK€Lfi€vu) Se €via oub€v K(oXv€i c&xu* ij ydp

ris ypaixfiaTiKT) riov cV vnoK€ifi4v<p iari}

III. "Oral/ Irepov Kad* Mpov Karqyopiinu wt
10 Kad* v7T0K€i,fjL€V0Vt ooa KaTo. roO KarrfyopovfUyov

Aeycrai, Trdvra Koi KarA rov U7roK€ifi4vou (nfi^'

crcrat, olov dvOpajnos Kara rod twos apBp$imov

KaTqyopelTai, to Sc ^wov Kara tow avBptimvuf

ovKovv /cat /caret rov rivos ayOpaynov Karfjyofnfi^*

acrat to t^atov 6 yap ris diSpamos koX ibSpmw^i

16 coTt /cat t,wov.

^ Tcov €T€pcjv y€vcjjv* Kal fiTj iJtr* aXX7}Xa rrray-

ficvwv €T€paL rw ctSct Kal ax Sia^pai, otov it{tOV

Kal iTTKrrqfirjs' ^(oov fjL€V yap Buu^pai^ro rt

7r€^6v Kal TO BIttovv Kal to Trrqvov koI to

iirLGrrni-qs Sc ovS€fjua tovtvjv ov yap
20 iniGT-qiJir) inKrrqfirjs rw hinovs ttfai,

Tatv Be y€ tm* dXXrjXa y€vdw ovStv KotXmi ras
avrag Bia<f>opa9 etuax' ra yap CTrayoi rtjv vn a^r^
yevLJV Karr]yop€irai,, ware ooot tou tcarrfyopoV'

fiivov hia<j)opaL elm, roaavrax Kal rov vnoKtifUvov
eoovrai.

c

,

25 IV. T(x)v Kara p.i]B€p.iav avfiJi^K^v XryofUpta^
€Kaarov tJtoi ovalav OT^/tatVct ^ -noaov ^ noiO¥ w
irpos TL rj TTov rj ttotc rj Ke^Oax rj c;(€tv rj voifu^ ij

b • ' -

^ Bekker reads T(ap iv inroicnftdpff JUp icn, mt ^wmtyidp^

* Tdv iT€p<rffvCi¥ B.

• 'Co-ordinate' is literally in Greek 'not arnuifed the
one under the other.' The differentia added to the gvnut
constitutes what is known as the species. Supposing that

16



CATEGORIES, ii-iv

nature individual and also numerically one. Yet in

some cases nothing prevents its being present orfound
in a subj ect. Thus a piece of grammatical knowledge
is present, as we said, in a mind.

III. A word upon predicates here. When you
predicate this thing or that of another thing as of

a subject, the predicates then of the predicate will

also hold good of the subject. We predicate * man *

of a man ; so of ' man ' do we predicate * animal.*

Therefore, of this or that man we can predicate
* animal * too. For a man is both ' animal * and
* man.'
When genera are co-ordinate and different, differ-

entiae will differ in kind.* Take the genera, animal
and knowledge. ' Footed,' * two-footed,' * winged,'
* aquatic ' are among the differentiae of animal. But
none will be found to distinguish a particular species

of knowledge. No species of knowledge will differ

from another in being ' two-footed.'

Where the genera, however, are subordinate,

nothing whatever prevents them from having the

same differentiae. For we predicate the higher or

larger of the smaller or subordinate class. The
differentiae, then, of the predicate will also belong to

the subject.

IV. Each uncombined word or expression means
one of the following things :—what (or Substance),

how large (that is. Quantity), what sort of thing (that

is, Quality), related to what (or Relation), where (that

is. Place), when (or Time), in what attitude (Posture,

Position), how circumstanced (State or Condition),

how active, what doing (or Action), how passive,

' building ' is the genus and ' used for a dwelling ' the

difference, we then have the species called ' house.'

17



ARISTOTLE

Trdaxciv. €cm hk ovaia yikv ctfSL.xvir<^ €hm^ ofcr

avSpwiTOs, Innos' nocrov 8^ otov hinrp^, rplwifx^*

TTOiov be otov XevKov, ypa^^xarucov npof n 54

8 a otov SnrXaGLOv, rj^iav, /ictfof noO 8<r olbr Jr

AvK€ux), €v ayopq.' trorrk hk otov c'x^^y, niovow
KeloOai §€ otov ova^ctrcu, KdOrjrax' CYCCV W olbr

uTToScScrat, wTrXiarrau' noulv bk otov r/ftvci, iraXci*

7rd(TX€i'V Sk otov rcfiverai, xaUrax,

"E/caoTov 8c TcDi' elprjfifvwv avro fUv #ca^ avro

6 iv ovScfuq, fcara^oaci Acyercu/ rn S^ irp^ aAAi}Aa

Toirrcov avfinXoKfj Kardtfaoi^ rj ani^aaii yivtrfu,

diToaa yap hoK€i Karda^aoiS Kai avd^aais ^ffoi

€LXr}$^s rj ilt€v^^ €lv<u' ratv hk KaiA firfitfiUuf

ovp.iTAoKr)v Xeyoficvwv ovSkv ovrt dXrfSks oCrt

10 f//€vS6s €<mVf otov dvdpomos, XevKOv, rpivtt, vurf

.

V. Ovaia he eariv i} Kvpiorrard tc koI nptarutt

Kai fiAXiara Xeyou^vrj, rj /iijrc Kod* iiroKtifUmv

rivos Xeyerai fi-jr iv ^noKetfUvw rwl i<mv, otov

6 tIs dvOpwTTos ^ 6 rls iTmo^. Sevrepau hk o6<rl(u

Xiyovrai, iv ots eiBeaiv al irpilnuts o^Uu Xfydfunu
15 VTrdpxovari, ravrd re koI rd tcov eiBwv Toi^rwr

yevT), otov 6 Ti; dvBpwnos iv cZSci ^kv tmdipxn
Tw dvBpwncp, yevos 8c rov etbovs iarl t6 {aMilf^

* ^ Awo<f>^«i omitted after Xfytrtu.

• I give here two versions of each oategorj. The Greek
as a rule is more concrete than the cuatomarj EogtUtx
translations. The reader may here be icferied to Ulcodor
Compere. Gr^k Thinkert (translated by G. G. BcrrjK
vol. iv. c 4.

* ' " Asserted of a subject " here refers to the relaikia
of universal to particular, " present in a subject *' to that
of an attribute to its possessor ' (W. D. Rom, .^IrMollc
p. 23). The distinction is the same as that faitofiwHil and
18



CATEGORIES, iv-v

what suffering (Affection). ** Examples, to speak but
in outline, of Substance are * man ' and * a horse,'

of Quantity * two cubits long,' * three cubits in

length ' and the like, of Quality * white ' and
* grammatical.' Terms such as * half,' * double,'
* greater ' are held to denote a Relation. * In the
market-place,' ' in the Lyceum ' and similar phrases
mean Place, while Time is intended by phrases like
' yesterday,' ' last year ' and so on. ' Is lying ' or
* sitting ' means Posture, * is shod ' or * is armed *

means a State. * Cuts ' or * bums,' again, indicates

Action, * is cut ' or * is burnt ' an Affection.

Not one of these terms in itself will involve any
positive statement. Affirmations, as also denials, can
only arise when such terms are combined or united

together. Each positive or negative statement must
either be true or be false—that, at least, is allowed

on all hands—but an uncombined word or expression

(for instance, * man,' * white,' * runs ' or ' conquers *)

can neither be true nor be false.

V. Substance in the truest and strictest, the

primary sense of that term, is that which is neither

asserted of nor can be found in a subject.^ We take

as examples of this a particular man or a horse. But
we do speak of secondary substances—those within

which, being species, the primary or first are included,

and those within which, being genera, the species

themselves are contained. For instance, a particular

man we include in the species called * man ' and the

species itself in its turn is included in the genus called

accidental predicates. Aristotle undersubstance distinguishes,
first of all, primary substance, that is to say, the individual
(or this or that man, for example), and, secondly, secondary
substances, that is, the species and genera in which the

individuals are included
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ARISTOTLE

Sevrepai ovv adrai Xiyovnu oMai, cJam S t«

dvdpwTTOs Kal TO (cpoi^.

^av€p6v Sc €K Tlov flprjfitvutv art rwv Katt wiro-

20 K€LiJL€vov Acyo/xcVcov cwayKoZou Kal ro&fOftM md
rov ^oyev Ka'n)yop€iadat rov {moK€ni4vov, olo¥ 6
avdpamos KaB v7roK€ifi€vov A/ycroi roB rtP^
dvdpwnov, Kal KaTrjyop^lral yt rowofia' r^ yip
avOpwTTov rov rivo^ dvSpamov Karffyopfi^attf. tnl

6 Xoyos 8c o rov avBpwmov Kara rod rti^ <Jr-

25 dpwTTov KarrjyoprjOi^airai' 6 yap ris dyOpwmof Kal

dvdpcoTTOs iari koI /[ax>F. oxttc koI rowQfta Kol

6 Xoyos Kara rov tmoK€ifi€vov leanyyo/yiy^i^acr— .

Tcuv 5* €v \moK€ni€Vif} ovrwv inl iiiv rui¥

nX€UTra}v ovr€ rovvopua oud* 6 Xoyog KanyyopU'
rat rov \moK€ipi€Vov in tylatv hi rowofia §tip

80 ovhev Ka)Xv€i KarryyopilaBaL iror€ roB ^aoMfi-

fievov, rov 8c Xoyov a&vvarov, otov r6 AiiMr3r ip

imoK€ipL€va) ov rtp awpiari Karrjyopilrai roO ivo*
KCLfjicvov (XevKov yap atjfia Acycrcu), 6 W X&yo9
6 rov XevKov oiSdnort fcarcL ajjfxarof Korriyop^'
dijacrai,.

Td 8* oAAa rrdvra rjroi Ka6* vnoK€ifUvoM^ A/-

86 yerai rwv irpwrwv ovgiwv rj iv {moK€i^Uvaii
avrals icrrlv. rovro 8e Saytpov €K rwv KoSt

^Z €Kaara 7r/)o;^€tptJo/xcVa>i', otov ro {^i^ Kara rod
avOpwTTov Kar7jyop€irai' ovkoOv koI Kara row
rivos dvdpwTTOv Karrfyop-qdijacrai ro {^v* ci yap

2 b Kara fn)h€v6s rwv rivwv dtfdpwnwv, ou6^ Kara

• Understand by * the name* here ri Xn«^, and moi
the Greek substantive XfVKinjt ; both of ttiem ttenlfied
* whiteness.* So also we use * white * in Ei^^lUi at aa
SO



CATEGORIES, v

* animal.* These, then, are secondary substances,
that is to say, man and animal—otherwise, species and
genus.

From what we have said it is plain that the name
and definition of the predicates can both be affirmed

of the subject. For instance, we predicate * man '

of an individual man as the subject. The name of
the species called ' man ' is asserted of each indi-

'

vidual ; you predicate ' man ' of a man. The de-
finition or meaning of * man ' will apply to a man, in

like manner, for a man is both man and an animal.
The name and definition of the species will thus both
apply to the subject.

When we come, on the contrary, to things which
are present or found in a subject, we find that their

names and definitions we cannot, at least in most
cases, affirm or predicate of that subject. Indeed,
the definition itself will in no case whatever apply.

But in some cases nothing prevents us from using the
name of the subject. Suppose we take * white ' as an
instance. Now * white * is, no doubt, in a body and
thus is affirmed of a body, for a body, of course, is

called * white.' The definition, however, of * white
*

—of the colour, that is, we call * white *—can never
be predicated of any such body whatever.**

Everything else but first substance is either

affirmed of first substance or present in such as its

subject. This is evident from particular instances

taken by way of examples. We predicate * animal

'

of Vman.* So we predicate * animal' also of any
particular man. Were there no individuals exist-

ing of whom it could thus be affirmed, it could

adjective, commonly speaking, but also at times as a noun,
when it means ' a white paint ' or ' white colour.*

81:



ARISTOTLE

avdpoynov oAcos'. TroAtv to XptofUM, Iv awfiori'

ovKovv /cat iv rivl awfiarr €i yap^rj iv xtA Ta>r

KaO* eKaara, ovhc cv aca/xart oXw^. utort ra oAAa

navra tJtoi. KaO* vnoK€ifJL€V(itv Acyrro* rwy npunwv

6 ovaicov "5 ^ xmoK€iyi€vais atVrouy iarw. fit) ot^vkf

ovv Twv TTpatTOJV ovGiwv oZvyaTov ra>v aXXiov n
etvai.

TcDv Se ScvTcpwv ovaujjv fiaXXov ovaia t6 cOcf

rod yivovs' €yyu>v yap rfjs npamjs owrla^ ^^T&i,

iav yap aTToSiSw Ttj rriv iTpafrqv ovaiay rl iarit

yvwpijiayrepov Koi olK€WT€pov airo^otati to rOof

10 aiTohihovs 7Jn€p ro y€vos, olov rov timo <&>
6)pctfWO»

amohihovs yvajpifianepov av dnoSolrj ay$ptifWO¥ ^
^a>ov aTToStSovj- to fi€v yap iBiov fiaXXov roG twos

avdpamov, ro hk Koivorepov. Koi t6 tI hMpp9
dnoSLSovs yvcDpLfiancpov a'rroh<tKr€i bl^^pow dbro*

StSous rq <I>vt6v.

15 "Ert at nptorai ovaUu Sta to TOty oAAois* dnatrw

xmoKelaBai Kai irdvra ra oAAa ifard tovtow /cot-

7)yop€La6ai ^ ev avrats €tvai Bid roOro iJuSXumx

ovoiai Xeyovrai. (hs §€ y€ al npwrai ovauu vpof
ra oAAa ndvra e)(ov(jw, ovrw Koi r6 cfSof npos

ro y€V09 €X€r vnoKeirax ydp ro €tSos r^ yiptr

20 ra fi€v ydp yevq Kard rwv clBafV KarTjyop€lTai,

rd Sc ciSt] Kard ra>v ycvcjv ovk dvrurrpt^i. wart
Kol CK rovroiv ro cZSoy rod y€vovs fidXXov ovfria,

23



CATEGORIES, v

not be affirmed of the species. Colour, again, is in

body ; so also in this or that body. For were there

no bodies existing wherein it could also exist, it

could not be in body at all. In fine, then, all things

whatsoever, save what we call primary substances,

are predicates of primary substances or present in

such as their subjects. And were there no primary

substance, nought else could so much as exist.

Of secondary substances species is better called

substance than genus : it is nearer to primary sub-

stance, while genus is more removed from it. Sup-

pose someone asks you * what is it ? * regarding a

primary substance. Your answer is both more
instructive and also more apt to the subject, provided

you mention its species than if you should mention

its genus. Take this or that man, for example. You
would give a more instructive account, if you stated

the species or * man,* than you would, if you called

him * an animal.' The former belongs the more to

liim, the latter is somewhat too wide. Or, again,

take an individual tree. By mentioning the species

or * tree ' you will give a more instructive account than

by giving the genus or ' plant.*

Moreover, the primary substances most of all merit

that name, since they underlie all other things, which
in turn will be either their predicates or present in

such as their subjects. But exactly as primary sub-

stances stand to all else that exists, so also stands

species to genus. Species is related to genus as

subject is related to predicate. We predicate genus
of species ; but never, indeed, can we predicate

species of genus conversely. On this further ground
we may hold that of secondary substances species

is more truly substance than genus.
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ARISTOTLE

LLOXXOV €T€pOV MpOU OXXJUX iiTTtV' oMt f^
OLKeioTcpov a7roha>a€is Kara tow rut>j

26TOV dvdpwnov anoBiBovs rj tcara rov t»w Xwpom

rov limov, oyaavrat^ &€ #cai rwv vptxmmt cmnm^

ovS^ fiaXXov'^cpov Mpov o^ia itrrhf' OPW
yap fid^Xov 6 rU axSpoynos o^ia ^ 6 rU fioOf.

•0 Eucorcus hi fura rag npatras oiioLaf fi6^ rum

aXXojv ra ttbuj teal ra y^vti 5«ur«paA oMo* Xiycm*

rcu* itiva y6p 9v)Xei r^r vpeurrjtf otMar tAt tear*

rffopovfUvtav, r^ y^ nva oydpttmm Idb^ d«oSt5f

ri( W iori, r^ fUp cISoc i) t6 Y^i^os iwoUovt
ootc^ox anoS<oa<i teal yyu^p^uurtptm wovffotk Mput"
trov ^ ({p^y diro^iSoik* rc^ 5* iXXmn^ 6 rt wf

u dTroSt34> r((, aAAor^/icu; ^<rra4 diroScftoMrctff , olbif

Acuicoi/ ri rp^x^i rj orioDv ru>v roto&rwtf diroSi^oi^.

ware eucarcjs rcuv d^Xatv raiha fiova ovalai Xi"

yovrai,.

8 a "En at Trpanai ovoiai Sid ro rocf dAAoif dv«oiy
WTOK^lcrdai Kvpianara odaiai Xeyoyrai, «Ls S4 yt
at TTpcoTaL ovatai irpos ra dAAa vdi^v ^yotiou',
ovTco ra ctSi; /cai to yoo^ rwv npatnt^ Q^oui^ wpof
ra Xoina navra e^^et- Kara rovrwv y^ w^rm ra
AotTrd Karrjyopctrai, rov yap rwa Mpt^wov iptlg

6 ypafifiariKov ovkoOv Kal di'Bpcjnov kqI ^ipo¥ ypa^-
imriKov ipels. (Laavrws &€ teal inl ram dXXbt¥.
Kowov Be Kara irdarfi ovtnas to ^ ^ ^hd*

/c€i^cVa> €luai,
-n tup y^ npilnrj pMa oiht ^
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CATEGORIES, v

If we turn to the species themselves, none, unless

it is also a genus, is more of a substance than another.

No apter description is ' man ' of a concrete or

Individual man than is * horse ' of a concrete horse.

So also of primary substances—none is more a sub-

stance than others. For this or that man, for example,

could not well be more truly substance than, let us

say, this or that ox.

Apart, then, from primary substances, species and
genus alone of the things that will then remain over

are rightly called secondary substance, for they of all

possible predicates alone define primary substance.

1 or only by species or genus can this or that man be
defined in a fit or appropriate way ; and we make
our definition preciser by stating the species or
* man ' than by stating the genus or * animal.' Any-
thing else we might state, as, for instance, * he runs

'

or ' is white,* would be foreign from the purpose in

hand. So species and genera only are rightly

designated as substance, first substances only

excepted.
* Substance,' again, strictly speaking, applies to

first substances only, because they not only underlie

but provide all things else with their subjects.

Exactly as primary substance is related to all else

whatever, so also are genus and species, in which is

Included that substance, related to all attributes not

included in genus and species. For these are the

subjects of such. You may call a man * learned in

grammar.' And, therefore, his species and genus,

that is to say, man and animal, you may also call

* learned in grammar.' And this will be so in all cases.

That it never is present in a subject holds good of

all substance whatever. For what we call primary
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V7TOK€LfJi€V<x) cWtV OVT€ Kad* VnOKtifUvOV Xf/tTOU*

rcov 8e Scvrepojv ovcriwv <l>av€p6v fi(v leai oSrwf

10 oTt ovK elalv €v v7roK€i,fi€vu}. 6 yap diSpontOf

Kad* v7TOK€Lfi€vov fi€v Tov TWOS ovSpaytTov XtyfTOlm

iv uTTo/cet/icVoj §€ OVK €<mv' ov yap iv rtp rvn

dvdpcjTTO) 6 avOpwTTos €<JTW. (jjaavTOJS W Kol t6

^wov Kad* v7roK€ifj,€vov fi€v AcyfTou TOW na^
dvdpaJTTOV, OVK €C7Tt §€ TO ^WOV iv Tip TtA dU-

u OpaiTTU). €TC Se Twv €v \moK€i^v(D 6vru}V ro /A^r

ovopxL ovhkv kcjXv€i Kar7jyop€iaBat. v<nt rov vno*

K€Lfi€vov, rov B€ Xoyov aSwarov. rCiv hk htifriptttj^

ovariwv KaTqyop€lrai, koX 6 Xoyo^ icard roil iwo^
K€ipL€vov Koi Tovvofjui' TOV yop Tou dpBptuwov X6yatf

Kara rov nvog avBpwirov KaTrjyopi^€tf, Kol rdr
20 rov t,cpov woavro}^. uKrrt ovk av ciiy i} odala
rWV iv V7TOK€LpL€V(i}.

Ovk tSiov 5^ rovTO rijs ovalas, ^AAd itoi i)

hLa<f>opd roiv firj €v vrroKtLfi^vip iortM, r^ yi^
TTcJoi^ Koi ro hinow Kod* vnoKtifjJvov fjih^ Xiyrnu
rov dvdpwnov, ev imoK€^ji€v<p b€ ovk larw ov yap
iv rdp dv6pw7r<p iarl ro Blrrow ^ ro nt^ov. k(u

25 o Xoyos S€ Kar7jyop€lrai 6 rijs Sia^pds, Koff* od
av Xiyrjrai r) hiaif>opd, olov ct to v€^w Kara to$
dvdpaynov Acycrai, koI 6 Xoyos 6 rov vt^ov KotT'

7)yopr]drj<7€raL rov dyBpwnov trc^ov yap iarw 6
avOpcjTTos.

Mi7 raparriro) Bi rjfids rd lUpt) rCa¥ oiavS^ ^
cv v7roK€ifi€voLs ovra rois oAoiy, fi-q nor€ oifayKaa^

80 dajpLcv OVK ovuias avrd <f>daK€w €lvai' od yap ovrw
rd iv 6noK€i,fi€vu) iXiy^ro rd ihs fJ^p^ (map^WTa
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substance can neither be present in a subject nor yet

predicated of one. And as for the secondary sub-

stance, the following points, among others, will prove

it is not in a subject. We predicate ' man ' of a

man ;
* man,' however, is not in a subject. For man-

hood is not in a man. As the species, so also the

genus. For * animal * is also asserted of this or that

man in particular but cannot be found present in

him. Again, we may notice this point. When a

thing can be found in a subject, then nothing prevents

us from using its name of the subject in question ;

not so the definition, however. And yet ofa secondary
substance both name and definition hold good in the

case of the subject as well. The definition of the
species (or man) and that of the genus (or animal) are

used of an individual man. Therefore, substance is

not in a subject.

That they cannot be present in subjects is true

not of substances only but holds of differentiae, too.

Thus we can of the species called ' man ' assert
* going on foot ' and * two-footed.' But these are not
found present in it. For neither of these is in man.
Where, again, you affirm the differentia, you also

affirm its definition. Suppose of the species called
* man ' you should predicate * going on foot.' The
definition also of that attribute then will apply to
that species. For * man ' does, indeed, go on foot.

That the parts of the substances are present or

found in the wholes as in subjects is a fact that need
hardly disturb us or render us fearful of having to

brand all such parts as no substances. Did we not
qualify * present in a subject ' by * not as the parts

in a whole * ? **

• See the definition, 1 a 24.
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'Tndpx^i §€ rals ovauus teal toTs Sia^opais ra

-navra Gvviovvfxcog air* avratu Acyco^cu. wdocu yop

p5 at OLTT* avTotv KaTTjyoplai rjroi Kara rutv ^r^fum^

Karrjyopovvrai, rj Kara rwv t&civ. dn6 flip y^ip

rrjs 7Tpa)T7js ovaiaq ovSffiia tori KonfyopUi' tear

ovhevos yap \nTOK€ip,€vov Acyerai* rCtv W ^tvriptmf

ovGLU)v ro p.€v €.lZos Kara rod dr6fiov Kortfyo*

pflraif ro Be yivos koX Kara rod €v^v^ k<u mrra

8bTou drofiov. waavrui^ 5c K-ai ai hia/^opaX irard

.TcDv etScuv KoX Kara rwv drofiwv Karrfyopoi/PTaL*

Kal rov Xdyov hk €'mS€Xovrai ai nparrai oMoft
rov rCiv (.]hCjv koX rov rdv ycvoji', KOi to c28of M
rov rod ydvovs' oaa yap Kara rov KartfyopmtiUpau

6 Acycrat, ndvra koX Kara rov vnoK€ifUpov fifM'
aerat. waaurws 3c Kal rov rwv ^io^opufP Xiyo¥

. cTTtSexcTat rd €iSr) Kal rd drofia. awaiw§ta hi
ye '^v a>v Kal rovvopua Koutdv koX 6 Xoyof 6 ai^fitt

ware ndvra rd drrd rCtv ovaimv koX tA imi tH/^

hia^opcjv (Tvvojvvpxu^ Xiy^rax, i

10 riaaa 8c ovaia hoKtl toSc ti arjfuuvtUf. Mf
pL€v ovv rcov TTpwroiv ovaiwv dt'aiuhio66i nrw Kol

dX-qdcs eoTLV on toSc ti (Tr)pLaiv€i' arouov yip teal

€v dpidpcp ro ^r]XovpL€v6v coriv* iirl m rfiy S<lK
rcpojv ovaicjv (faivcrat fi€v ofwlutf T<p ay$uwi

IS rrjs TTpoo-qyoplas toSc ti <rr)fuuv€w, oroy <^1|
dvdposrTTOV ri (,a)OVf ov p,j)v dXrj9€s yc, oAAa ficUUor

rroLov T( OTj/xaiVct' ov ydp €v €<m ro vnoK«^ian^
wG7T€p r) ITpom) ovaia, oAAd icaTa nijXXut¥ i
dvdpoxnos AcycTai kox ro ^(ftov, ovx dnXAt 6^
TTOLov n arjfjiaiveL, wairtp ro X€Vk6v, ovSh^ yip

JO oAAo arjjxalveL ro Xcvkov oAA* ^ ttqiov. to M c&off
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Differentia and substance alike have this charac-

teristic in common, that, wherever we predicate them,

we predicate them univocally. For such propositions

have always individuals or species for subjects. The
primary substance, no doubt, being never predicated

of anything, never itself can be predicate of any pro-

position whatever. Not so with the secondary sub-

stance. The species is predicated of all individual

examples, the genus of these and the species. And
so with differentiae also. Of species and individuals

we predicate these in like manner. Both definitions,

moreover, or those of the genus and species, apply to

the primary substance and that of the genus to the

species. For all we affirm of the predicate will also

be affirmed of the subject. The definition of each

differentia applies in a similar manner to both indi-

viduals and species. But, as we have already noticed,

univocal is used of such things as not only possess

the same name but are also defined the same way.

Hence it follows that in all propositions having sub-

stance or difference for predicate that predicate is

quite unequivocal.

All substance appears individual. And this is

indisputably true in the case of the primary sub-

stances. What each denotes is a unit. In that of

the secondary substances language may make it

appear so, as when Me say ' animal,' ' man.' This,

however, is not really so, for a quality rather is meant.

Second substance is not one and single, as, no doubt,

the primary is ; not of one but of many, indeed, do
we predicate * animal,' ' man.' Species and genus,

however, do not merely indicate quality, as * white
'

merely indicates quality. Accidents, that is, like
' white,'mean a quality simply and merely. But species
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. ^^^

Kox TO ykvos 'rT€pl ovaCav to noiov oî oMh' troio*

\yap TLva ovalav crr)fialv€i. iirl rrAcIoK &€ t^ yA^c

\;
'
•§ to) €l!8« TOP a(f>opi,<TfJL6v noulrai' 6 vap (4'*'*'

4/ ctTToIv cVt nXcZov 7r€piAa/x/3ai^i ^ o T^r Mpo^tnm.

'Y^u 'TTraipxci 8^ Tais ovalais fcai ro firfih^ adraJr

ivavTiov etvcu. rfj yap irpayrf) ovaiff. rl eb^ cwy

ivavrCov, olov r<p rivl avBpwiroi ^ t<J» Ttvt C^*^*

ouScv yap €(mv ivavrlov. ovSt y€ r& atSpamt^

ri Tip t,(x)ip ovhiv ioTiV evavriov. otMC Tiiot^ 0€

Touro TTJs ovalas, oAAd Kol in* aXXofy noXXia^,

olov €7rl Tov TToaov- rtp yap BiTJijx^i rj rpiwi^x^i

•0 ouScV ioTLv ivavTiov, ovSi yc Totf S4ica, oM rik^

roLovrujv ouScvt, €t /i^ Tts to ttoXv r<^ SXly^
^*fl

evamiov efvai 17 to /xeya Ta> pxKpift. rw¥ q€

-^f ^ a(j)CDpiap,€V(x}v TToawv ovScv ovStvl fvamiov iarw,

i
^ Ao'/c€t 8c 9] ovaia p,rj emhix^aBai ro fiaXXot^ irai

TO "^TTov. Xiyoi hk ov\ on ovuia ovala^ ovtc ioix

lb pLoXXov ovala Kal -^rrov ovaCa {roOro fiiv yiip

etpTjTai OTi coTcv), oAA* OTi ^icaoTTj oiMgi tow
OTTcp iorlv, ov AcycTat /xoAAov kcu i^'TTOI'. olbr €1

icTTLv avTTj^ rj ovala avOpunros, ovk tarai fiaXXa^

Kal "^TTOv avBpoynoSt out€ avros lavrov ovt€ trtpof

irepov ov yap iariv €T€po^ tripov uaXXov ar-

4 a dpcjTTos, wcmcp to A«;*coi' mpov Irtpov fAoXXS^

ioTL Kal "^TTOv XcvKov, Kol KoXov tTtpov Irlpov

jjLoXXov KaXov Kal ^rrov Xiy^rax. kox avro hk

avTov p,aXXov Kal -^rrov AcycTat, olov t6 ao^fia

XevKov ov fidXXov XevKov ctkcu ArycTcu vv¥ ^
6 TTpOTCpOV, Kal d€pp.6v OV fJLoXXoV B^ppuOV KOX ^TTOT
Xeyerai. rj 8c yc ovaia ov^kv fidXXov koI ipror
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and genus determine a quality in reference to sub-

stance. They tell you what sort of a substance. In the

case of the genus, however, such determining qualifi-

cation will cover a much wider field than it does in the

case of the species. Say * animal
' ; you comprehend

more than you would, if instead you said ' man.'
Substances never have contraries. How could first

substances have them—this man, for example, that

animal ? Nothing is contrary to them. And species

and genus have none. This particular characteristic

belongs not to substance alone. For it holds of a good
many things and, among them, for instance, of quan-
tity. * Two cubits long ' has no contrary ; neither

has * three cubits long '

; nor has * ten ' nor yet any-
thing like it, unless, indeed, someone should say
* large * and * small,' ' much ' and ' little ' are con-

traries. Definite quantities, however, can certainly

never have contraries.

No substance, it seems, has degrees or admits of a

more and a less. I do not mean here that one sub-

stance may not be more truly called substance, less

truly called substance, than others ; indeed, we have
said that it may. But I mean that no substance as

such can admit of degrees in itself. For example, the

same substance, man, cannot really be more or less

man as compared with himself or another. This man
is not more man than that, as one white thing is more
or less white than another white object may be or,

again, as one beautiful object has more or less beauty
than others. The same quality in the same object

may vary at times in degree. For example, a

body, if white, is called whiter just now than it

was or, if warm, is called more or less warm. But
a substance is not more or less of whatever, qua
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Xeycrar ovbe yap avdpwnos fiaXXov vOv avBpumoi

7} TTpoTcpov Acyerai, ovSc ye rufv aXXtav ov6t¥, Soa

iarrlv ovalai. oKrre oi5#c op itnhtxovro 1} owfui

TO /LtdAAoV /cat "^TTOV.

10 MoAtorra Se thiov rijs ovata^ So#fC4 ttvai r6

rairrov Kal €v dpi^/x<p ov -rdv ivavTiwv cli«a* 5t«f-

TtKov, ofov cTTt p,€v tCjv qXXu)v ovk om c^oi Ttf ni

Totoirro 7Tpo€V€yK€LV, oaa /i.i} cartv oi)auu, o Jr

dpL^a> ov tCjv €va\rrioiv h€KTUc6v iariv, olo¥ r6

Xpcofia, 6 ioTiv ev koI ravrov rw dptBfim, oAk

16 €orat. XevKov Kal fiiXav, ovS* 1) aiVr^ npdftt Hal

fjila rco dpLdpUp ovk carat if>auXrj Koi ohuvSoXb*

wcravrcjs 8e 'cat cm rwu aXXtjjv, oaa /ii4 cjffiy

ovaiai. rj 8c yc ovaia cv Kai raiVror dpwfi^ 9l^

SeKTLKOv T<x)v ivavrlcjv cortV, ofbv o T15 &iSpt0WOt»

20 cf? /cat o auTOS" c5i/, ore ftcv Acvico; ori W fiJXof

ytVerat, /cat dcpfios Kal *lfv\p6^, koX ^OXof teal

OTTovSalos. cTTt be tCjv dXXwv ovS€voi ^au^trai

TO roiovTov, ct firj ns ivUrraxro rov X6yo¥ mu
rrjv Sofav <f)daKcjv ru>v fvam-Uuv c&tu OcirruaL

o yap atVro? Aoyo; dXrjdij^ Kal 0c1^17; c2mu Soittf,

25 olov ct oA?;^? ciT^ o Aoyoy TO KoBrjadai Tumt
dvacrrdvros avrov 6 avros odros Xcyos ilf€Mff

corat. (oorauTcuff Sc /cat cm r^ 5ofiK* c/ y^
ns dXrjdcjs Sofa^ot to KaOrjaBai riva, avatmiinrtf

avTov 0€u8ai9 Sofaoct, rrjv avrriv €\tjv ntpi, avroB
ho^av. ct 8c Tt9 /cat toOto trapah^YOiro, oAAa t^
yc TpoTTO) hui<f)€p€i. Ta ftcv yap crrt Tc3r oi^ou^

80 aurd ficTapdXXovra 8c/cTi/cd Ta/v ivayriatv iarl'

i/wxpov yap €k Ocppiov y€v6fi€vov p^rifiaXtv (iJA*

Aotcorat ydp) /cat fieXav c/c Acu/cov /cat airovBaiaif

* True at one time and false at another.

82



CATEGORIES, v

substance, it is. For a man is not more of a man than
he was at some time in the past. And so of all

substances else. Therefore, substance can have no
degrees.

But what is most characteristic ofsubstance appears
to be this : that, although it remains, notwithstand-
ing, numerically one and the same, it is capable of
being the recipient of contrary qualifications. Of
tilings that are other than substance we could hardly
adduce an example possessed of this characteristic.

For instance, a particular colour, numerically one and
the same, can in no wise be both black and white, and
an action, if one and the same, can in no wise be
both good and bad. So of everything other than
substance. But substance, remaining the same, yet
admits of such contrary qualities. One and the same
individual at one time is white, warm or good, at

another time black, cold or bad. This is not so with
anything else, though it might be maintained that

assertions or opinions admitted of contraries. That
is to say, the same statement may appear to be
both true and false." * He sits ' may, for instance,

be true. If he rises, it then becomes false. And
so with opinions as well. One may be of opinion,

and truly, that such or such person is sitting.

And yet, when that person has risen, that opinion,

if held still, is false. Even though we allow

this exception, it would differ, in fact, from the rest

in its manner of coming about. For whenever a
substance admits of such contrary quahfications, it is

by a change in itself. It is by a change in itself that

a thing that was hot becomes cold (having passed
from one state to another) or a thing that was white
becomes black or a thing that was good becomes bad.
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€K (f>avXov. waavTw^ hk koX ini nwr
€KaaTov avTwv fierapoXrju S€xofUve¥ T«ftr A^oy-

rUx)v hcKTiKov cariv. 6 b€ Xoyo^ koI 17 Mfa awra

85 fJL€V aKLVTjTa TTOivrrj TTavTios hiafUy€i, rov W vpm/*''

fiaros KLVovficvov ro €vavriov rrfpl cuiVrd yu^fTO**

o /xev yap Aoyo? 8iafi€v€t 6 avros to icaB^aBal

I b Ttva, Toi5 8c TTpdyfiaTog KiyrjOtvro^ 6r^ fU¥ oA^^^^

ore 8c ipevSrjs Acycrcu. cuaatrrcu; &€ «tal rfwl t^
So^TjS' cjcrre rep rpoTrut yc ZScoi' av €irj riff odola4

TO Kara rqv iauTTJs fi€rafioXfiv 5cimiC^ **•»

ivavTLCJV ctvoi.

El 8^' Tt9 ^oi ratrra irapa&^xoiro, r^ X6yo¥ mu
B 'n7i/ 8ofav heKTiKa rwv ivavruav thfox, ovtc iatm
dX-qOcg rovTo. 6 yap Aoyoj fcai 1} 5ofa od T^
aina hex^oBai ri rwv €v<iyTiwv cImu ScffTurd

Acycrat, dAAa rw n€pl Irtpov n r^ w^B^f ytyt*
vrjadat. tw yap ro npdyfui ttyat ^ /r^ tmu
rovro) Kal 6 Xoyos dXrfOri^ rj tf^vS^ clwu Xfvrrai,

10 ov rw avros SetcriKog ctoi ra>v Ivavruav, anXuH
yap ov^ev vn oiihevo^ ovr€ 6 Xoyos tciyura^ ovrt
Tj 8o^a, coore ovk ov etrj Scicrura rw¥ iviurr{w¥

firjhcvos €v avrols ywofitvov irdBous* rj hi y€
ovala rat avrq rd evavrla hix^oBai, rovrtft Scirruo)

rcjv ivavrlcjv ttyai Acycrcu* voaov yap teal vyUttOP

15 Sc^fcrat, Koi XevKorTp-a koI p^Xai'lav koa €Kaaro¥
r€}v rotovrwv avrq S€Xop.€V7j ru>¥ €va>rriijjv f&<at

SeKriKT) AcycTot. coorc Siov ov ovaiag c2n mo
ravrov Koi ev dpidpup 6v hticriKov cimi noir iim»
rioav Kara rrjv daurfj^ pLtra^Xrpf, wtpi. fihf e*iv

ovatas roaavra elprjoBo}.
t

80 VI. Tov 8e noaov ro yJv i<m BiwpiafUpov, ro
» «a *^

SI



CATEGORIES, v-vi

And so, too, in all other cases where substance admits

of such qualities. The statement or opinion, how-
ever, remains in itself quite unaltered in any and
every respect. If it takes on the contrary quahty,

being now true and now false, then the facts of the

case will have changed. - For the statement * he
sits ' is unchanged ; but according to existing con-

ditions we call it now true and now false. As with

statements, so, too, with opinions. In its manner,
then, ofcoming about it is really peculiar to substance

to admit ofthe contrary qualities—to wit, by a change
in itself.

If a man, then, should make an exception in favour

of opinions and statements, maintaining that these

admit also of contrary quaUfications, his view would,

in truth, be unsound. If opinions and statements are

said to admit of such qualifications, the fact is that

not they themselves but that something else undergoes

change. For it is by the facts of the case, by their

being or not being so, that a statement is called true

or false. It is not that the statement itself can admit

ofsuch contrary qualities. For nothing, in one word,

can alter the nature of opinions and statements, and,

seeing no change occurs in them, they cannot admit

of such contraries. But substance admits of such

contraries by having received them itself: it alter-

nately takes to itself health, disease, whiteness,

blackness, the like. By receiving them into itself

is it said to admit of such contraries. So, to conclude,

we may call this above all distinctive of substance,

that, remaining still one and the same, it may yet

through a change in itself receive contrary quali-

fications. Let so much on substance sufl!ice.

VI. To quantity let us turn next. This is either
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aXX7]\a rojv iv avrols fiopiwv awtaryjM, r6 m
ovK ef exovTOiV dcaiv. €Gti 8c BujjpurfjJvov fiiv

fO^ oXov dpiOfiog Kal Aoyo?, <nn<Y€9 8« otov vpo^
r V 25 cTTt^oveta, (Tcofia, cri 8^ wapa rairra ypdror «rui

TOTToj. TcDt' /xcv ydp Tou apiOfxov fjLOpua¥ oiitU
ioTL KOivos opos, TTpog ov Gwairrti ra lt^6pttQi

avTOVy olov ra 7T€VT€ ct corn rofv h4Ka fi6ptO¥,

TTpos ov^eva KOivov opov awdirrti ra nSrn Ktu

ra TTeWe, oAAa Stcupiorcu* Koi ra rpla yf tcai Ttt

80 eWd TTpos ovSeva Kotvou opov awdnrti' ovit*

oXojg av exois in* dptdfioO kowov opo¥ Xafiuv tttfr

fxopLwv, oAA* dec Suopiorai* oKrrc o fiiv <yi||ii^f

TcDi' hLO)piapi€vu)v €arw. waavrot^ hk «ccU ^ Jwyor
rcuv hiojpiGficvajv €orw. on fikv ydp irooi^ Artw
d Adyos", <f>av€p6v' KarafX€rp€irai yap auXXafifj

8 . Ppax^ia Kal fiaKp^. Xtyw 5^ ai)indi» nJr firro

(jxDvrjs Adyor yiyvoyifvov. npof o66^va vap MOwi¥
opov avrov rd fiopui cwdTrr€i' oi yap tori teow6f

opos TTpos ov at ouAAajSoi avvaTrrovaiy, dAA*
6 a iKaarr) Sidjptarcu ai)n7 #ca^ avnj*'. .

*H Sc ypafifirt <njv€xi]s iariv €ari yap Xafi^
\ KOLvov Opov TTpos OV xd fiopui ovrijf oiWirm,

^v^ tyTty/AT?^', 'cat rijs €'nuj>av€ias ypafijinv ra ydp roO^ ernTTebov p,6pi,a TTpos riva KOiVOv opo¥ <nW«T<fi.
- 6 ojdavTOJs §€ Kal €ttI rov aiofiarog c;^oi; dy Xafiti^^ KOIVOV opov, ypap,fi7iv rj cVt^dvctoy, npof a ra

** These divisions are Dot oo-extensive. IJne, plane and
solid and space are all called continuous auantities t all,
too, consist of such parts as have interrelated
Time is a continuous quantity ; its parts have,

*
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discrete or continuous. Some quantities, moreover,
consist of such parts as have relative positions in refer-

ence each to the others, while others, on the contrary,

consist of such parts as have no such positions.** Of
quantities that are discrete we may here instance

number and speech, of quantities that are continuous
line, superficies and solid, to which time and place
may be added. Consider the parts of a number.
You find there is no common limit at which they may
join or unite. For example, two fives will make ten.

These, however, are wholly distinct ; there is no
common limit whatever at which these two fives

coalesce. And the same with the parts three and
seven. And, indeed, in the case of all numbers you
never will find such a boundary, common to any two
parts, for the parts remain ever distinct. Thus is

number discrete, not continuous. The same may be
said about speech, if by speech the spoken word is

intended. Being measured in long and short syl-

lables, speech is an evident quantity, whose parts

possess no common boundary. No common limit

exists, where those parts—that is, syllables—^join.

Each, indeed, is distinct from the rest.

A line is, however, continuous. Here we discover

that limit of which we have just now been speaking.

This limit or term is a point. So it is ^vith a plane or

a solid. Their parts also have such a limit—a line in

the case of the former, a line or a plane in the latter.

positions in reference the one to the other. See the following
from the summary by Waitz :

' quod quantum est id vel

discretum esse (numerus, oratio) vel continuum (linea,

superficies, corpus ; tempus, spatium) exemplis demon-
stratur,' and ' linea, superficies, corpus et spatium constant
e partibus positionem quandam inter se habentibus, non ita

numerus, tempus et oratio.'
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Tov acjfxaTOS fiopuL (TuvairrcL. €cnrt 04 Koi o Xp09^c%

KoX 6 rOTTOS Tvjv roiovrcjv 6 yap vOv y(pi^nt

crwaTTrcL npos rov 7rap€XrjXvd6Ta koI t6v yJX'

\ovTa. TToXtv 6 ronos tdv aw€\wv ifrrv t6wo¥

10 yap riva ra rov aa>p.aro9 fwpui #car/jf«, a irpor

Ttya KOLVov opov crwaTrrei' ovkovv koI ra roO

roTTov p,6pt.a, a /carevet eKaarov rtov rov oto^iaroi

^
I fjioplcjVf TTpos rovlxvTov opov avvam'€i npoi 0¥

Kol ra rov awfiaros fiopia. oxrrc owtxts o** <in

/cat o roTTos' irpos yap Iva Koutov opov avrov ra

fjiopLa crvvaTTrei,.

16 "En he ra p,€v €k Bemv txovrwv npoi oAAi^
rwv iv avroLS yuopujjv aw€<rrqK€, ra W ovtc ^
ixovrcDv demv, otov ra fuv rifs ypaft^rj^ M^pMl
OeoLV €X€L 77/009 oXXrjXa' €Kaarov yap avrutv Ktirml

TTOv, Kal €Xot9 av SiaXapelv Kai aTroSouvat omw
€Kaarov Kelrax €v rw iiriirihio icoX np69 iroibr

20 fjLopuyv rwv Xomwv crwaTrrei. cjcravrw^ Si icoi tA
rov CTTLTTchov piopia Blow €;(^( rwa' opuoluti y^

\ av dnohodclr) eKaarov o^ Kclrai, koI iroia oiWirrci
\,0l TTpog dXX-qXa. Kal ra rov qz^fi€ov &€ dtaavrtoi,

Kal ra rod ronov. eVt Sc y€ rov dpiOfiov ovk ay
25 €Xot. ris cVtScIfat cay ra fiopia avroO ddaw rtva

€X€i irpos aXXrjXa rj Kclrai nov, ^ ytoui yf Ttpot

dXXrjXa auvaTTTci rwv ftopUov. ou&€ ra roG xp^^'ou'

\mojX€V€i. yap ovhkv rwv rov XP^*^^ fiopunv' S H
firj ioriv tmofidvov, ttws av rovro deaiv rufO. cj^oi;

dXXa fJLoXXov rd^LV rivd cIttoh av <X^'*' '^*? ^ M^
80 TTporcpov clvai rov xpdvov ro 8* varepov. koX ivi

y rod dpiOfiov he waavrws rw ro €V trporepor omB*
^^ ^ fielodai rwv hvo Kal rd hvo rwv rptwv Koi ourw

Toftv rivd av exoi, Oiaiv he ov ndyv Xifioii or.
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Again, time and space are continuous. Time is a
'

whole and continuous ; the present, past, future are

linked. Space is also this kind of a quantity. For

seeing the parts of a solid themselves occupy so

much space and these parts have a limit in common,
it follows the parts of space also, which those parts

themselves occupy, have exactly the same common
limit or term as the parts of the solid. As is time, so

is space, then, continuous : the parts meet at one
common boundary.

All quantities are made up of parts ; and those

parts, as we saw, have position in reference one to

another or else they have no such position. The
parts of a line, for example, must all have their

relative places. Each, Avithout doubt, must lie some^

where, and each can be clearly distinguished. You
can say where each lies on the plane and to what
sort of part it is next. So the parts of the plane

have position : again you can say where each lies

and to what sort of parts it is next. This is true, too,

of solids and space. But the case of a number is

different. You never could show that its parts are

possessed of their relative places or even so much
as have places. Nor could you determine which parts

are contiguous or adjacent to which. And the same
may be said of time also. For no part of time is

enduring. And how can what does not endure well

be said to have any position? Of time it were better

to say that the parts have a relative order, since one
part is prior to another. And so, in like manner, of

number, for numbers are prior in the counting, as

one prior to two, two to three. Thus of number also

we may say that the parts have a relative order but
certainly have no positions. This, also, will hold
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Koi 6 Aoyo9 Sc caGavTOJ^' ovShf yap vnoyJitt rum

85 fJLopicjv avTov, oAA* €lfnjrai t€ *fot o^k iarw fr%

rovro XaPetv, ware ovk av cirj O^ai^ rwv fAoplotv

avrov, etye fir^Sev vtto/acVci. ra yutv ow iK Biaw

ixovroiv rwv fiopuov aw€(rrr)tc€, to hi c4it i(

—t^oJ^^i' Biaw.

KvpUos §€ TToaa ravra fiova Acyrrot to €ipfjfUva,

Bbrd 8c oAAa ndm-a Kara <TVfiP€prjK6s' <& tovto

^
yap airopXlTTovTcs koX rdAAa iroaa kiyofity, oto¥

V ' "TToAv TO XevKov AcycToi rw rrfv cVt^^fiov iroAA^

I(vc5 ctvai, Kal -q npd^i^ pxiKpa rip yt rov\p6¥Q¥ noX^
clvai, Kal 7) Kivrjais ttoAAtJ. ov yap KolEt qvt6

6 cKaarov rovrcjv rroaov X€y€rai. otov car anoStiS^

rLs iToar) ris r) TTpa^is €<m, rtp XP^^ ^p^^t

ivLavGLalav ^ ovrto no)s aTroSiSov^. Kal r6 Xtvtei^

TToaov rt, olttoSlSovs rfj €Tri<l>avfUf. opitX' wr^ ydi/>

av T) i7T(.<f>dveia if, roaovrov Kal to Acvic^ ^ifovfcr

ai^ etvai. ware fiova Kvpiws Kal Koff oiM «oa4
10 Aeyerat ra €ipr)p,€va, rwv 5c oAAcov <Mh^ ttotT

avroy oAA* ct dpa, Kq^aGvp^€p7)K6s > iy^ : * * tr

"Ert rw TToatp oi55cV €ariv ivavriov, €nl /i**

yap rd>v d(t>wpiapJvu>v ^>av€p6v cr% ovSttf iorw
^^'^ ** ivavriov, olov rat SiTrrjxei rf T/nm^x^i rj rj} An-

ipavcla rq rwv roiovrwv rwi' oihh^ ydp hmp
avroU ivavrlov, ct firj dpa ro iroXu T<p iXtytfi

16 <pat7j Tts ctvai €i'avTiov tj ro /icyo rtp fuxput,

rovrwv 8c ovBcv eari noaov oAAo rwy npog n*
ovhcv ydp avro Kad* avro pjya Xfytrai ^ fuscpA^^
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good of speech, for the parts have no lasting exist-

ence. Pronounce them, and then they are gone,

so that, since they pass out of existence, they cannot

have place or position. Of quantities, then, to sum
up, some consist of parts having position and others

of parts that have not.

The things we have mentioned alone can be called

in the strictest sense quantities. Other things that

are so called are so called in a secondary sense—with

an eye to some one of the former. To take an
example or two. A white object is often called large,

since the surface it covers is large, an action or pro-

cess called long, since the time that it occupies is long.

The name * quantity ' cannot be given to such things

as of their own right. Someone asks you * how long

was that action ? * You mention the time that it

took, as * it lasted a year ' or the like. Someone
asks you ' how large is that white thing ?

' You
mention the surface it covers. As large as the surface

it covers, so large, you will say, that white object.

The things, then, referred to alone in themselves can

be strictly called quantities ; other things thus desig-

nated can only lay claim to that name, if at all, in a

secondary sense—in a sort of derivative fashion and
not from their intrinsic nature.

Quantities never have contraries. This will be
perfectly clear in the case of all definite quantities,

whereby I mean, for example, * two cubits ' or
* three cubits long ' or a surface or something of that

sort. These, it is clear, have no contraries. But
possibly someone may say, ' great ' and ' small,'
* much * and ' little ' are contraries. These are, how-
ever, more properly regarded as terms of relation :

as sucky things are not great or small. They are so
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aXXa rw Trpo? mpov aya<^^p€<T$ai , otov opof /lo

A "\ jJiiKpov Acycrat, K^y^pos of fuyaXrj r<p rfiv ftiv

9 ^ 20 Tiov oyioyevwv fiel^ova etyax, to §€ iXarrov roir

6fioy€va)v. ovKovv trpos Irtpov 1} aya^pd^ cww
etye Kad* avro fiiKpov rj fidya fXly€TO, odtc b
ITOre TO fJL€V OpOS piiKpOV €X€y€TO, T) &€ K^YXP*^

fieyaXr). ttoXw iv fxeu rjj tcwfijf <f>afA€v troXXavt

avdpajTTovs €lvai, €v *A6^»'ai9 8c oXiyovi woX-

25 XairXaaiovs avrwv ovras, Kol 4v fih^ rij ohcuf, noX

Xovs, €v 8c to) dcdrpcp oXiyov^ noXXt^ irAcibvr

ovras. €Ti. TO p.€v SiTny;^ koI rptirr)^ koX lictumm

\, tCjV TOIOVTCJV TTOOOV (Tr)pXLW€it TO 8^ M^T^ ^ flUCpOlf

^" ov OT^/LtatWi, TToaov aXXa fia^Xov Trpoy Tf ir/)6( yop
€T€pov dcajpcXrai ro fJ^ya. Koi ro futcpov, wart

80 <t>av€p6v oTt Tairra twi' tt^o^ t4 €<rrw,

"Etc cov tc Tt^i7 Tty Tawra irooxi cZku ^fl(r t*

pLT] Tidfjf ovK €(mv auTois ^I'can-iov ovb^P* 6 y^
p.ri ioTLv avro KaB* avro Xafiflv oAA^ trp^ frcpor

ava<j)ip€rait nws av <f>airj T19 toi^<^ n ivayrlofi^

cTt 8c €t corat to /tcya icai to ftucpov ^vavrla,

85 (TvpLp-qoerai ro avro a/xa Ta ci^avTUi imtix^oBoi
Kal avra lavrols cfrcu ivavria. avfxfiau'ti yap
TTore dfia ro avro /icya tc Kal fuxpov flvai' ion
yap TTpos fiev rovro pxKpov, npoq €T€pO¥ hk -ri

avro Toirro /x.cya. ciioTC to aiM kox fUyu tmd
{jLLKpov Kara rov nvrov xp^*^^ €tvtu avfifiabf^i*

6 a wore a/xa rd cvavria inth^x^aOat. oAA* oMp
8oK€i a/xa TO. ivavrla ^7ri8cxcc7^oi, otov Inl r^f
ovcrias' ScKriKTi p.kv rwv fvavriotv 3o«cci ttvoi,

aXX ovri y€ a/xa voact jjccu vyiolvti, oAA* ouS^
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by comparison only. Thus a hill is called small, a

grain large ; but we really mean greater or smaller

than similar things of the kind, for we look to some
external standard. If such terms were used ab-

solutely, we never should call a hill small, as we never

should call a grain large. So, again, we may very

well say that a village has many inhabitants, a city

like Athens but few, though the latter are many times

more ; or we say that a house contains many, while

those in the theatre are few, though they greatly

outnumber the others. While ' two cubits,' * three

cubits long * and the like, therefore, signify quantity,
' great,' * small ' and the like signify not a quantity

but rather a relation, implying some external standard

or something above and beyond them. The latter,

then, plainly are relative.

Quantities, moreover, or not, there is nothing that

is contrary to them. For what is not grasped by
itself but referred to some external standard—how
suppose that can have any contrary ? Secondly, sup-

pose we allow * great ' and ' small ' and the like to be
contraries, then the same subject, it follows, at one
and the same time admits of the contrary qualifica-

tions and things to themselves will be contrary. Does
it not sometimes occur that the same thing is both
great and small ? As compared with one thing, it is

small ; it is great, as compared with another. And
so the same thing simultaneously comes to be both
great and small or at one and the same time admits
of the contrary qualifications. But in dealing with
substance we stated that nothing can thus simul-

taneously admit of such qualifications. Substance,
no doubt, is receptive of contrary quahfications, but
not in such way that a man at the same time is both

4S
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XevKov KOI fieXav earlv dfia. oAA' ovSi i^5r S^Xom

6 ovhiv iarnv o dfia rd ivayrta CTrtSf^^rrai. teaX

avrd 8' eavrots crviiPaw€i ivavrla c&oi. tl ydp

ioTL TO fjLcya ra> fjLiKpw ivavriov, ro 8* auro ^rrw

dfia ficya /cat fjLiKpov, auro cauroi €lrj op ivatrrlami

oAAa Taiv aZvvdroiv iurlv avro iavrt^ itval ri

ivavrlov. ovk €<mv dpa ro fi/ya T<p V^^P*^

ivavrioVf ovhk to ttoAu t^ dXLy<^, oKrrc <i jcai

10 /at) tcDv TTpdj Tt ravrd rij cpci oAAd tow irooo^,

ouScv ivavrlov ((ei.

MoAtora Sc 17 cvavTumyff toO noaoO n€fil r^
roTTov hoK€l imdp\€iv. ro yap dvat Ttp Kdrw
ivavrlov rt^caai, rrjv npds r6 puiaov ;(cijpai' tcdrw

Xiyovrc^ hid ro nXclcmjv rw fi^aio huxtrrwjiv np^
15 rd 7T€para rod Koafiov tZrai. ioucaai W «fol tw
rwv dXXcjv ivcarrlajv opiafiov and rovrutv hri-

<t>€p€iv' rd ydp nXciarov d^ijXutv Stcon^fcora run
iv rep avrip ycVct ivavrla opl^otmu. "^

ao Ou hoK€X §€ TO TToaov int&ixfoOai ro fiaXXd^

Kal -^jrrov, otov rd hlm^x}^' ov ydp iarw €rtpO¥

irepov fidXXov BlTrq^. ovS* irri rov dpiBfi4f&^

otov rd rpla rwv nivrt ovScv /aoAAov rd rpim,

ovSe rd Trevre rwv rpuov. ov8i XP^*'^ ^*po9
iripov paXXov xpovos tlvai Xiytrai. oW M.

* ' The extremities * apparently refen to the circuniiErenee
taksn a* a whoU,

* The meaning I give to this sentence the context appcan
to require. But the text must, I think, be corrupt
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sick and healthy, a thing black and white simul-

taneously. Neither can anything else be at any time

thus qualified. Then, if ' great,' ' small * and so forth

were contrary, these to themselves would be contrary.

Granted for argument's sake both that * great ' is the

contrary of ' small * and that one and the same thing

can be at the same moment both great and small,
' great ' or * small ' to itself will be contrary. This

is, however, impossible : nothing to itself can be con-

trary. Therefore, we cannot describe * great ' and
' small,' * much ' and * little ' as contraries. Neither

could such terms have contraries, even though some-

one should call them terms not of relation but of

quantity.

In dealing with space, the contention that quantity

admits of a contrary seems to have most plausibihty.
' Above ' and * below ' are called contraries, when by
' below ' what is meant is the region or space at the

centre. This use is, however, derived from the view

that we take of the world, since it is at the extremities

of the world that the distance from the centre is the

greatest." Indeed, in defining all contraries, we seem
to have space in our minds. For we call those things

contrary which, being also within the same class, are

most distant the one from the other.

Quantities do not appear to admit of a more and
a less. For example, take ' two cubits long.' Now,
this never admits of gradations. A thing is not two

cubits long in a greater degree than another. And
so, in like manner, of numbers. One three is not,

so to speak, three in a greater degree than another ;

one five is not, so to speak, five in a greater degree

than another.^ One period of time is, moreover, not

more of a time than another. Nor of any other
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25 ra»i' €Lf}r)fjL€vcjv oXuiS ov6€v6s TO fiaXXov ftai ri

-^JTrov Xlyirai. Jkttc koX to noaov ovk ^iriBfyrrm

TO fldXXoV /cat TO -^TTOV. ^

"ISlov he fidXiara rov noaoO to unv rt «ra2

aviGov XiyeaOai. €Ka<jrov yap rwv elfirjfsJvojv

TTOGcjv taov r€ Kol aytaov \iytrtu, oXov aC^ia kqX

laov KoX aviaov Xiyerax, Kol XP^^^^ *^*** "'^^ *^^

80 aviaos, (jjGavrcJS 8c Kol ifti rwv oXAcov rw¥
prjdevTCJV €Kaarov laov t€ xal dvuiov Xlytnu. rw¥
Se XoiTTijjv oaa firj cWi 'noad, ov vdw or Sofa*

I i laa T€ Kal aviaa XiyeaBtu, o2br ^ hM^vg ov

irdw toT) T€ Kol dyiQos Xlytrai, oAAd fMoXXo^

ofiola, Kal TO XcvKov laov t€ koI ovujov ov ndi'Vg

^ oAA* 6yMU>v, ware rod noaov fiaXurra S» cS|

tSiov ro laov re kox dvvaov XeyeaOai, n

VII. Upos ri b^ rd roiatrra Xeyerai, oaa mMi
dnep earlv erepwv etyat Xeyerat, ^ onwaoGi^ SXXotf

npos erepov, otov rd fui^ov ro06^ Sutep iorhf

irepov Xeyerar Ttvoy ydp Xeyerai /i€i{ov* tctd t6
ht'nXdaiov rovG* ortep larlv eripov Xeytrax' rwdi

6 b ydp hiirXdaiov Xeyerai, waavrws S^ kcu oaa aXXa
roiavra, eari he koX rd roiavra rwv npd^ n oto¥

e^is, hidOeaig, aladr^ais, eTTurrqp,Tjt Btoi^. trdyra

ydp rd elprjfjLeva avrd dnep iariv irepufv elmu

* Aristotle here classifies as relalhrca two
of terms, those said ' to be o/ other thia^ * and tboae said
* to be towards something else * {ad aliqutd) * in wome other
manner.* He means by the former all terms with a geuUlf^e

dependent upon them. This distinction cannot he wwigtiC
out in the same concise manner in English. There b no
single form that will cover all the uses of the genitiTe in

Greek. The Greek genitive, for initance, txptxamm not
only our * of * but our^ than.'
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quantity mentioned can a ' more ' or a ' less ' be
affirmed. The category, therefore, of quantity in no
wise admits of degi-ees.

What is really peculiar to quantities is that we
compare or contrast them in terms or on grounds of

equality. We predicate ' equal,' ' unequal,' of all

of the quantities mentioned. One solid is equal to

another, another, per contra, unequal. We use these

terms also of time in comparing the periods of it.

So also of all other quantities that we have previously

mentioned. Of nothing, moreover, save quantities

can we affirm these two terms. For we never say
this disposition is * equal ' to that or * unequal.' We
say it is ' like ' or * unUke.' One quality—whiteness,

for instance—is never compared with another in

terms or on grounds of equality. Such things are

termed * Uke ' and * unlike.' Thus our calling some-
thing ' equal,' * unequal,' is the mark, above all marks,
of quantity.

VII. Let us now turn to Relation. We call a thing

relative, when it is said to be such as it is from its

being of some other thing or, if not, from its

being related to something in some other way."
Thus ' the greater ' is said to be greater by refer-

ence to something outside it. For, indeed, when
we call a thing * greater,' we mean by that greater

than something. ' The double ' is called what it is

from its being the double o/'something. For * double

'

means double q/* something. And so with all terms
of that kind. Other relatives also there are, such as

habit, disposition, perception, position or attitude,

knowledge. All these are explained by a reference to

something to which they belong, and in no other way

4.7
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Acycrat Kal ovk oAAo ri- rj yap €(vs riPOf ^(if

6 Acycrat icat rj imarrifirj rivog tnicm^firi teal ij

dioLS TLVOS deaig, koI to. oAAa Si wuavratf. wpof

TL ovv iorlv oaa avra antp iariv iripojv cu«a4

Acycrat, t} 6no}aovv oAAco; irpos €T€pov, otov 6pos

/xcya Acycrat 7rp6s mpov np69 n y«b fuyd
Acycrat to opos' koI to opxytov rtvl opuotov A^ytnUg

10 /cat TO, oAAa 8c rd roiairra waavrut^ npo^ n
Acycrat. crt Se kcu 17 omxAtai; 'co* ij (rrclaif ira2

tJ Kadehpa OeacLS rwis, "f} hi $€019 rwv npo^ rt.

TO §€ dvaK^laOcu ^ caravoi ^ KoBrjoBai avra fihf

OVK clal 6€a€Ls, TrapcjvvpLws hi ano rwv €ifiti^Uvui¥

dia€wv Xeyerai.

15 'Yrrapxci' hi koI ivavriorr)^ iv roiy vp^ rt, olav

ap€Tr) KaKia ivavriov, iicdrfpov w rutv irp^ n,
Kal €7Tt,Gn^p.7j ayvota. ov -ndai hi roif np6t rt

VTrapx^L TO ivavriov rw yap hinXaalw o^h4u iarw
ivavriov, ovhi rat rpinXaaup, ovhi rwv tou>iStw¥

ovhevL.

so AoKct hi Kal TO /xoAAoy Kal to i^ttov intB^x€a0<u
ra TTpos Ti* oyuovov yap koI avopLowv fia^Xov kqI
'^rrov AcycTai, Kal laov koI ovujov /xoAAor Koi
-^rrov AcycTai, €Kdr€pov avrwv Trpos ri ov r6 rt
yap ofioiov rivl ofioiov AcycTOi Kai ro dvofiotov riyi

2 ao'opxnov, ov irdvra hi rd npo^ ri €inJh€X€rai to
fidXXov Kol r/rrov ro yap hmXdatov ov Xdymu
fidXXov Kal iJttov 3i7rAa<7toi', ovhi rwv roiovrwv
ovhev.

riai^a 8c Ta npos n trpd^ dvrurrp€^vra Acycroi,
l^ 8 otov 6 hovXog hecmorov hovXo^ A/ycrcu Koi 6

• pf^' ScoTTOTTys' 8oi;Aoi; 8c<77rorT;5, #fat rd SttrAooior

'qp,la€os hiirXdaiov koI rd rjpMrv hmXaatov rjfuav,
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whatsoever. A habit is a habit of something, know-
ledge is knowledge of something, position position

of something. We speak, then, of relative terms,

when a thing's being such as it is is explained by a
genitive following or else by some phrase or expres-
sion designed to bring out the relation. For instance,

we call a hill ' large,' meaning large as compared
with another. By such a comparison only it is that

a hill is called ' large.' So we call a thing ' similar,'
' like '—

* like * or * similar ' to something else. It is

thus with all terms of that nature. This also we notice

in passing : while lying and standing and sitting are

really specific positions, position itself is a relative.

To lie and to stand and to sit, these are not them-
selves really positions ; their names are, however,
derived from the attitudes just now referred to.

Relatives sometimes have contraries. Virtue is

contrary to vice, either term itself being a relative ;

knowledge to ignorance also. By no means all

relative terms can, however, be said to have con-

traries. * Double ' and * triple ' have none, nor,

indeed, any terms of that sort.

Relatives also, it seems, may admit of degrees in

some cases, as * like,* * unlike,' * equal,' * unequal,*

which all may have * more ' or * less ' added, while

each is a relative term. For by * like ' we mean like

something else and by ' unlike ' unlike something
else. It is not the case, nevertheless, that all relatives

admit of degrees. We do not say ' more ' or ' less

double,' and so with all terms of that kind.

All relatives have their correlatives. ' Slave

'

means the slave of a master, and * master,' in turn,

implies slave. * Double ' means double its half, just

as * half ' means the half of its double. By ' greater,'
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Kai TO /z€tJov cAarrovoy fictfoi' Koi t6 Aorrpr

^el^ovos eXarrov. cjcravrati 8^ «fol Aft T&r

oAAcuv, 77X171^ T^ rrrwcc L cViore Siourci Kard n^
86 Xi^iv, olov 7] inLcrrqfn) itrianjTov Xiy€rai cirt-

(rrqixrj kcu to iTnamjrov e-TTiorry/jijy entaTTjrotf, koa

1} ataOrjais aloOr^rov aloBrjai^ kcu to alaBfjrdi^

alodrio€(. aladr^Tov.

firj OLKCLcos TTpos o XiyerojL dnobodfj, dAAa &•

afidpTTj 6 dnobiBovs, otou ro nrtpov i^ aaroSoSfj

opvido^, ovK dvriaTp€<f>€i opvij -rmpoO. oi5 ydp

oIkcIws to TTpwTov aTToScSoTai irrtpov opviBoi' ov

7 a yap ij opvis, ravrj) to nrcpov avrov A/ytT04, oAA*

^ TrrepcjTov iari' noXXwv yap icot oAAcui' impd
iariVf d ovk €lalv 6pvi$€^. wart ^cat dnx)^o0j

oLKcUos, Kal dinicrTp€<f>€i, otov r6 trrtpov frrtpurroC

TTTepOV Kal TO 7TT€p<xtT6v TTTipW TTTtpurrOV.

6 *^vLor€ he Kal ovojiaTonoitw lauts dvayKoZo^,

idv fiTj KCLjicvov tJ dvofia vpo4 S ouctiwf ay d/wo'

hodcLT), otov TO TTT^Sa^K. 'TO*; nXotov eav dinioBfl,

OVK oLKcia 7j dTToboGis ytt'CTttf ov yap f irXoioy,

10 ravTT) avTov to rrqhdXtov Xlyerax' tart yap vXoia

cjv OVK earI nrjBdXia. 8to ovk dyrurrpet^f to

yap ttXoXov ov Xeyerai mjSaXiov irXoiov, oAA*

ureas OLKciorepa dv 17 dndhoais etrf, el ovrm vca^

aTTohodeiT), ro 7rr]hdXiov TrqhaXutrrov irqhdXiov, §
oTTCjaovv dXXws' ovofia yap ov icelrai. Kai <ivn-

15 arpe<f>ei ye, eav oiKelws dnoSoS^- to yap ir^Sci*
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again, we mean greater than this or that thing which
is less, by * less ' less than that which is greater.

So it is with all relative terms. On occasions, how-
ever, the case or grammatical inflexion will differ.

Knowledge is thus of the knowable ; the knowable
is knowable hy knowledge. Perception is of the per-

ceptible, which is perceived hy perception.

At times the correlation, however, will not mani-
festly appear—namely, when a mistake has been
made and the correlate itself wrongly stated. If you
call a wing wing of a bird, then will no correlation

appear ; wing and bird are, I mean, not correlative.

TTie wrong term was used at the outset in calling it

mng of a bird. For the wing is the wing of a bird,

when considered as winged, not as bird. Many other
things, not birds, are vnnged. When, however, the
right terms are used, the correlation will forthwith

appear, as when, for example, we say that a wing is

a wing of the winged and the \vinged thing is winged
by a wing. Wing belongs to the winged of necessity.

At times there is no word in Greek that A\ill rightly

bring out the correlation. Then, I think, we must
coin a new word. Let us take, for example, a rudder.

We may say this belongs to a boat. * To a boat ' is,

however, inappropriate and fails to bring out the
correlation. Not, indeed, to the boat viewed as boat
does the rudder belong of necessity. Are there not
boats without rudders ? Thus rudder and boat are

not reciprocal. ' Boat * is not * boat of a rudder,' as

rudder is rudder of a boat. Since no proper term now
exists, we must coin one to suit the occasion and speak
with more accuracy thus—the rudder is rudder of
* the ruddered.' And, if we express ourselves thus,

then at least will the terms be reciprocal. That is to
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Xiorrov TTrjhaXCa) TnrjhaXiarrov. uHravrat^ W ttal

cVt Tcov oAAoiv, otov rf K€<f>aXri ohc€uyr4po»9 ^
amohoOeiri K€<f>aXayrov ^ t,u>ov ano&iSofUyfi' cd

yap
fj

fojoi/, K€<f>aXriv cxet- ttoXXol yap r&¥ {^JMIT

K€^aXr]v ovK 6X«. ovroi 5^ pqxrra Sm Xouk tic

20 Xd^oL oU firj fcftrat oyo/iara, ci aTr^ tcui' npcaraan^

/cat Tot? TT/^os aiVd dvTiaTp€<f>ovui Ti^cii] tq <W-
fiara, a)G^€p IttI rutv irfMUprnuvutv OM^ roO

TTTcpov TO TTTcpwrov #coi dwo ro<? nrfiaXiav wi

^^ Tn^SoAtCOTOl'. f

Ilai^a ovv rd npos Tt, idv n€p ohc€iws <i<W-

BtScDrat, rrpos din-iarp€<l>ovra Xiytrtu, ht€i idv y€

26 TTpos TO Tu;(ov dtTohthurrox KoX fitj npof avro S

AcycTat, OVK dvri,aTp4if>€i. Xiyw hk cm oM^ rukf

ofioj^yovfievai^ irpd^ dyriarp€<f>ovra Xeyofi^vtM^,

Kal ovofiaTajv avrols K€Lfi€vcjv, ovSiv dyrurrp^^i,

idv npos Tt TcDv avfiPcPrjKorcjv dnoht&ufrai tcai

firj npos avrd o AcycTat, otov 6 havXoq i^ fnii

80 ScCTTTOTOU dTToSodfj dXX* dvOpcJTTOV TJ StiroSo? ^
OTOVOVV TWV TOIOUTIOV, OVK dvTLGrp€^>€t,' Ol5 yOp
OLKcla r) dTToSoais €<mv. €Tt 8* cor fici' rt ouccuof

aTToSeSojU-cVov tJ tt^oj o AcycTcu, ircuToi*' irc^-

;^-)'^|
I

aipovficvwy twv oXXcjjv o<ra avfiPfPrjKora 7<m,

KaToXcLTTOfievov 8c fJLovov rouTOV Trpo^ o d'n'€h6$rj

85 ot/c€ta>9, act TTpos" aiVro prjO-qcreToi, otov 6 hovXos

eav TTpog hcGTTOTTjv Xcyrp-ai, ntptaipovfjUvwy roir

dXXwv diravTOiv oaa au/i/St/SryKOTa cori rci fit-

It
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say, what is ruddered is ruddered by means of its

rudder. So also in all other cases. A head will be
better defined as correlative of that which is ' headed,'

not, loosely, as head of an animal. Animals, simply
as animals, do not have heads of necessity. Many,
indeed, have no heads. We may thus, I think, best
understand to what this or that thing is related, where
no name at present exists, ifwe take the thing having
a name and then, coining another name from it,

apply it to the former's correlative just as we coined
* winged ' and * ruddered ' above from the names
* wing ' and ' rudder.'

Thus all relatives are referred to their correlates,

provided they are rightly defined. I must add this

proviso because, if the correlate happens to be stated

in casual, inaccurate fashion, the terms cannot well

be reciprocal. Let me explain what Imean. Even
\shere the right names do exist and the things are

admittedly correlates, no correlation appears, when
we give one of these tM^o a name that in no way brings

out the relation and has some irrelevant meaning.
Let ' slave * be defined in relation to ' man ' or to
* biped ' or what not, instead of its being defined (as

it should be) by reference to * master,' then no cor-

relation appears, for the reference is really inaccurate.

Again, let us grant that two things are correlative

one with another and that the correct term is used
for the purpose of stating the second. Although we
remove all its other—I mean, its irrelevant—attri-

butes, leaving that only in virtue of which it was
called the correlative, then will the said correlation

be, none the less, found to exist. The correlative of
' slave,' for example, is properly said to be * master.*

Suppose we remove all his other—I mean, his irre-
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aiTOTT), otov TO SiTToSt ctvai Koi TO iirumjfirjt o€»

KTiKO) Kal TO avdpdmu), KaraXciiro^^vov 0€ liAvtMt

rod hcGTTOTqv ctvai, del 6 BovXo^ npof adn
7 b p-qdrjaerar 6 yap SovXos SeoTTorov hoCXos A/ytnu.

'Eav Sc ye fir) olKiiws ano^dfj npos o wor€

Xdycrat,, Trepiaipovfiivwv fi€v rd»v aXXat¥, MttTft*

XeiTTOfidvov Be fxovov rov npo^ o <tirco<wi|, ov

pr)dria€TaL irpos avro. dwoScSoo^ai y^ ® hoCXof

dvdpcjTTOv Kal TO TTTcpov opviSo^, Kol ntfuffpn^tf^tt

5 Tot; dvdpwTTOV TO heoTTorriv avrov cfi'Oi* od y^.
€Tt d hovXos irpos dvOpwnov prjdi^€rai' /*i^ yap
ovros ScoTTOTou ovSe SouAd; €<mv, aKrau/ra»( irai

rov opvidos 7r€pir)pi^G6o) to imporrt^ ttvax' oiJ ydi^

Iti eorat to irrepov rutv irpos ri' /ii^ yap orrof

TTTCpaJTOV OuSc TTTCpOV loTai. TIVO^,

10 "'HoTC §61 /i€i' a7ro3i3d>'ai trpd; o irorc ouctloMf

AeycTai. /cav />i€v ovofia ^ KtifL€VO¥, ptfhla i}

aTrdSoorts' ytVcTcu* /ii^ ovtoj 8^ ovayfroZoi' tcjcaif

dvoftaTOTrotctv. otrrco 8c dirohv^yiivatv ^avtp^
OTL irdvra rd Ttpos ri npos dyriarpti^in'a Xtytnu.

16 Aofcct Be rd npos n a/xa rfj <j>va€i ttvai, koX

€7rl /xcv tcDj' TrXeiarojv dXrjOes iorw, dfui yap
SLTrXdaLov re eon Kal rjfiuTv, Kal rifiiaeai ovrot
hiTrXdaLov eari- koX BeoTTorov ovro^ BovX6^ iar%t

^
Kal BovXov om-os Beanorrj^ eariv ofioiw^ Be ro^

,^ so TOLS Kal rd dXXa. Kal awavaiffet B^ ravra dXXrjXa*.
^

fiTj ydp ovro^ BinXaalov ovk earw rjfuav, koI
'qfiiaeos firj ovros ovk eari Bi'irXdaiov cjoavrw^ 8i
Ifat €7rl rcov aXXojv ocra rouLura, ovk im ircu^cuv

Be rwv TTpos Tt dXrjOes BoKel ro dfia rg ^vaei
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levant—attributes, such as his being ' two-footed/

'receptive of knowledge ' or 'human,' and leave but

his being ' a master,' then * slave ' will be still the

correlative, ' slave ' meaning slave of a master.

On the other hand, let us suppose one correlative

named incorrectly. Then, if we strip off its attri-

butes, saving that only in virtue of which it was called

a correlative, all correlation will vanish. Let ' a

slave * be defined as ' a man's '
; let ' a wing ' be

defined as * a bird's.' Take the attribute * master*

from ' man '
: then, indeed, the correlation subsisting

between ' man ' and * slave ' will have vanished. No
master, in short, then no slave. Take the attribute
* winged ' from ' the bird.' Then the wing will no

more be a relative : nought will there now be a wing
of, the bird being no longer winged.

And so, to sum up, we must state all correlative

terms with exactness. If a name is already to hand,

then the statement will prove to be easy. If no
name already exists, then I think it our duty to

coin one. It is clear, when the names are correct,

that all relative terms are correlative.

Correlatives are commonly held to come into exist-

ence together, and this for the most part is true, as,

for instance, of double and half. That a half exists

means that the double of which it is half must exist.

The existence of a master involves the existence also

of a slave. If a slave exists, then must a master.

And so in all similar cases. Moreover, this holds of

them also : to cancel one cancels the other. For
instance, no double, no half, and, per contra, no half,

then no double : and so with all similar terms.

However, the view that correlatives come into being

together does not appear true at all times, for it
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etvai' TO yap €7n(mjr6v irpartpov op SofcM r^
€'niarrnir)s ^Ivai. w^ yap hrl ro mM vpoihr-

25 apxovrwv ratv irpaypLdrijjv ray entarrifAai Aofk'

Pavop,€V' in oXlycjv yap av tf cV* ovStv^ tW
Tis av dfjia Tip cmoTTyTcp rffv iirum^firjv ytvofUnp^

"Ert, TO fi€v €7nar7iT6v avq^Oiv avyaafaip€i r^
€7TL(JT'qp,rjv , Tj 8c eTTiarrjfiTj to iirurrtfTW OQ ovv
avaipcL' iTTLcmjTov pL€v yap fi^ ovto^ ovk 1<ttw €»»•

RO crrrip.7) (ovhevos yap coreu cwMmJ/xij), tvumjfkffg

he fir) ovoTjs ov8€V kwXu€i iiriarrfT^ cZmu, oHm'

Kal 6 rov kvkXov rerpaymviafio^ <ty€ lUrriy 4nt'

GTTjTov, iiTLcrn^pLrj p,€V avrov ovk tarw odS/wcu^

auTo? hk €7narrjr6v €<rrw. ct* C^v §i€¥ <Ir»

aLpedevTos ovk carat inurrqfiTi, rwv 8* htumfrOm
77oAAa cVSc^fTat clmi.

8* 'Ofxoiojs Sc Toifrotj #f<u rd ^i t^ ouT^i^cor

€X€t. TO yap alaBtfTov nporepov rrj/s alcS^/gtnf^

So/cel elvai. ro p,€v yap aloBrjTOtf OfVipfMv

crvvavaLpel rrjv alaOrjaiv, tj 8c ataOrfaii to aZu^ifwW
ou owai^atpct. at ydp aicr^Tjacij ircf>i autfia koX

iv acjiiaTL etaiv, aladrp-ov Si ayoipidhrros <i»*<u-

B a peiTat /cat to acjpxi (tojv yap aloBriTwv to ou^/ia),

awfiaros 8c /X17 oio-oy dt'at/Htrat #cat 1} oiotfi^aif,

ei5oT€ OT;yai/aipct to aladrjrov rriv aloBfiaw, 1)

Se ye aladrjmg to aloBrjrov ov avyavaiptV it^cni

yap avaipedivTos aXaOr^ais p-ev avaLptlrai, aiaOrjro^

6 Se corai, otov autfia, Oepfiov, yXvKV, nixpov, koI

ToAAa TTciiTa ooa cort*' aiaBrjrd,
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seems that the object of knowledge is prior to, exists

before, knowledge. We gain knowledge, commonly
speaking, of things that already exist, for in very

few cases or none can our knowledge have come into

being along with its own proper object.

Should the object of knowledge be removed,

then the knowledge itself will be cancelled. The
converse of this is not true. If the object no
longer exists, there can no longer be any knowledge,

there being now nothing to know. If, however, of

this or that object no knowledge has yet been
acquired, yet that object itself may exist. Take
the squaring of the circle, for instance, if that can

be called such an object. Although it exists as

an object, the knowledge does not yet exist. If all

animals ceased to exist, there would then be no know-
ledge at all, though there might in that case, not-

withstanding, be still many objects of knowledge.

The same may be said of perception. The obj ect , I

mean,would appear to be prior to the act ofperception.

Suppose that you cancel the perceptible ;
you cancel

the perception as well. Take away or remove the per-

ception, the perceptible still may exist. For the act

of perception implies or involves, first, a body per-

ceived, then a body in which it takes place. Therefore,

if you remove the perceptible,body itself is removed,
for the body itself is perceptible. And, body not

being existent, perception must cease to exist. Take
away the perceptible, then, and you take away also

perception. But the taking away of perception does

not take such objects away. If the animal itself is

destroyed, then perception is also destroyed. But per-

ceptibles yet will remain, such as body, heat, sweetness

and bitterness and everything else that is sensible.
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a/xa yap rco l^uto) ylycrou Kal atoBrjotf' to 8/ ^
atcrOrjrov iari kqX rrpo rov l^wov rj aia0rfaw c&oi*

TTvp yap Kal vbwp koI ra roiaOra, i( iLv kojL to

10 Iwov avvloTarai, cart koI irp6 rov {<jiior Zku^

elvai 7} ataOrjaiv, uxrrt npartpov w rif^ ttZaOi^wf

TO alaOrjrov ^Xvai ho^iuv.

"E^^t §€ anopiay Trortpov ovS^fUa ovoia, r<i¥

16 TTpos Ti AfycTai, KaSdirtp Sokci, rj rovro ii'hix*^^^

Kara rii^a? r(ov hfirripotv ovauov, iwl fuv y^
Tcov TTpwriov oifouov aXrjd4^ iariv aCrt yip tA

oAa ovT€ ra p-^prj npos n ArycTOi. 6 ydp rtf

dvdpwTTos ov Acy^Tcu Tivoy Tiy opBpanros, ovS^ 6

Tts j8ou9 TWOS Tt9 /3ou9. cooavTcoy 5^ Koi TO /i/jpl}*

80 77 yap TLS xclp ov ArycTttt riv6^ Tiy )f€tp oAAci

Tiyo? x^^P» '^^^
'J

'''^ K€ff>aXrj o»J A/yrroi tu^ Tiy

K€^aAi7 oAAa Tti'oy K€^>aXrj. coaourcu^ S^ iroi ^4
Toiv hcvrcpwv ovaujjv, ini yc Ta>»' 7rX€urru}V, otow

6 avBpoyrros ov Acycrai Ttvoy dvBpatno^, ovSi 6

PoVS TLVOS pOVS, OuSc TO (vXoV TIVO^ (vXoV, oAAcI

25 Ttvos KrrjpLa AcycTCu. cVi /xcv oi^ twi' roiovTOiv

<l>av€p6v ort ou/c lore tCjv rrpo^ rf en* ofUov &€

rwv SevTcpiov ovauov €X€i apuf>iaprJTrj<7iv, otov 1}

K€(l>aXr) TLVOS XeyeraL K€<f>aXri kcu 1} x^^P np69
XcycTox ;^€tp Kal €Kacrrov rtov roiovrtjv, uxrrt

ravra ra>v -rrpos Tt Sofetev av €tvax. Ci /i€v o^
80 t/carcDs o Tcoj' Trpdj Tt opiapLOS aTroScSoTOi, ^ Ta»»
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Perception, further, comes into being along with
the subject perceiving—that is, with the live thing
itself. The perceptible, however, is prior to the
animal and to perception. For sucli things as water
and fire, out of which are composed living beings,

exist before any such beings and prior to all acts

of perception. The perceptible, so we conclude,
would appear to be prior to perception.

The view that no substance is relative—a view that
is commonly held—would appear to be open to
question. Exception, perhaps, should be made in

the case of some secondary substances. Doubtless,
the view we refer to holds good of the primary sub-
stance, for neither the wholes nor the parts of first

substances ever are relative. This man or that ox,
for example, is never defined with a reference to
something beyond or outside. And the same also

holds of their parts. Thus a certain hand or head is

not said to be a certain hand of someone or other, a
certain head of someone or other. We call them
the hand and the head of this specified person or that.

So, too, with the secondary substances, at least with
the vast generality. Species, like ' man,' ' ox ' and so

forth, are never defined with a reference to something
beyond or outside them. Neither is * wood ' so
defined, and, if wood is regarded as relative, then is

it so as a. property, belonging to someone or other, and
not in its character of wood. It is evident, then, in

such cases that substance can hardly be relative.

Opinions, however, may differ in the case of some
secondary substances. Thus we define ' head ' and
* hand ' in the light of the wholes they belong to,

and so these might seem to be relative. Indeed, it

would prove very hard, not to say an impossible task,
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'rrdw xo^«^<^»' V ™*' o^vvdrwv iari ro Scifat c&r

ovSefila ovaia rwv irpos ri Acycrcu* cl 54 |l4

ucavws^ oAA' coTt ra npos Tt ofj to <&«« TwMv
€OTt Toi Trpos Ti 7ra>y ^X**^"* "''^ ^ fv^^ ^
trpos avrd. 6 Sc Trporc/XK opio/i^ naptueoXofM

85 /icv Traori Toij Trpoy ti, ov ^1171' toiJt<Jv yrf^n t4»

Trpos Tt ayTotj ^ti/at to aura dntp itrrht Mput¥

XiyeoBai.

*Eif hk rovTCJv brjX6v iarw ori idv m ttif^ n
wpiGfievcjs rwv -npos ri, iccUrctyo wpot S Xfyrrtu

WpLGfldviOS €U7€Tai. ^Oi^pOV fUv o6¥ ffol If OlM^
iarlv. €1 yap ofS^ T19 toSc n Sri /on rwv vp6s

8 b Tt, €OTt h€ TO clj'Ot TOtJ WpOJ TI TOVTOV Ty Wp^
Tt TTws cx^ti', Ka#(ctK> oIS< vpo^ o rovTO ntot fytf^

€t yap ovK otBev oXcJS irpo^ o roOr6 wca^ fyf^t oW*

€t npos ri TTCJS e^** cmtctou. icot tnl rwv $ca0^

c/caoTa 8c S^Aov to TotoDroi', oloi' toSc T4 Ci olSi

ft d<f>oipiap,ivix)s ori €art, StnAootov, koX orov 5m
TrAaortdv ioTiv €vSvs aifKoptafUvwi o25cv* c/ yip

p,r)h€v6s rwv d<f>wpi<7fi€vwv otS^v avro BiirXiiatov,

ouS' €t StTrAao-tov coriv oAa>$ o23cv. (uaaimuf 34

Kat ToSe Tt et ol8€v ori koXXiov ion, ireu orov

KGiAAtoi' iariv €v$vs Qjf>wpuTpL€vws dvayKOMV c»-

10 Sevat 8td ravra. ovk dopiaru>s 84 cujcnu ^fi

TOVTO coTt xclpovos KoXXiov UTToAiH^tf ydip Tii

* There seems to be something wrong here with the tacL
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thus to show that no substance is relative, if we
correctly defined what was meant by a relative term.

On the other hand, if we were wrong, if those things

are true relatives only, whose very existence con-

sists in their being in some way or other related to

some other object, then something, I think, might be
said. The former definition apphes to all relatives

beyond any doubt ; but the fact that a thing is

explained by a reference to something outside it is

not the same thing as to say that it is of necessity

relative."

From what we have said this is plain : if a relative

is definitely known, that to which it is relative also

will then be as definitely known. What is more, we
may call this self-evident. Provided, that is, that

you know a particular thing to be relative, relatives

being those objects whose very existence consists in

their being in some way or other related to some other

thing, then you know what that other thing is to

which that thing itself is related. For if you did not

know at all that to which it is somehow related, you
could not so much as know whether it was or it

was not a relative. Take some particular instances ;

then will the point be quite clear. For suppose that

you definitely know a particular thing to be ' double '

;

then at once will you definitely know also that thing

of which it is double. You cannot know that it is

double without knowing that it is double of something
specific and definite. Again, if you definitely know
a particular thing is more beautiful, at once must
you definitely know that than which it is reckoned
more beautiful. Thus you will not vaguely know that

particular thing has more beauty than something
possessing less beauty. For that would be mere
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TOiovro yiveraL, ovk €'7ri<m^firj' ot) yap Krt atepipwf

ctaerai otl iarl \€ipovos koXXiov, €1 yap ovrwf

€Tvx€v, ovhiv icni \ilpov avroO. wart ^av*pO¥

OTL avayKalov ioTLV, o av €lSfj ns rCtv npof n
15 a(j>wpi.a^iiva)s» KaK€iyo npo^ o Atyrroi a^otpt'

<7/xeVa>9 ciScVai.

Ti7r he y€ K€<f>aXriv Kal rfiv X^^P^ '^ ^ieeurni9

rojv roLouTCJv, a elaiv ovaiai, avro fikv Offtp iartt^

wpLCTfievco^ €(mv ciScVai, irpo^ o hk Xlytnu, owe

avayKalov. tIvos yap avrrj rf kc^oAi^ rj Wm>$ iJ

20;^€tp, OVK €cmv ciScVai wpia^€vw^. oHrr^ odfc om

€11] ravra rCyv trpo^ n. ct 5c /x^ ian ravm rui^

npos Tt, dXrjOcs ajv €117 Aryctv ori o^SffUa oMa
tCjv TTpos Tt ioTiv. tacos 5^ x*^*"^*' ^^P "JW
TOLOVTCJV a(f>o8pd>s anoifialptadat, fitf woXXdxi^ iw
caKCfifjievov to /xcWoi 'Sirj7ropr)K€vai i^* iicdarov

airrcjv ovk axprqarov iartv.

25 VIII. UoLorriTa he Xeyw koB* ^ iroiol ramf
elvai XeyoiTai. €cm 8c 17 iroioTrj^ rwv 7rAc2piX(of

Xeyofjidvcjv. ev p,kv ovv ctSo; rroiOTTjros cfij icoi

BLcideais Xeycadwaav. Buu^p€i 5c €^19 5ca^^9f<tff

Toi TToAu ;^poyi<j6T6poi' cft^ai Kai tAOVifJLwrtpo^,

Toiavrai 8e at re iTncrrfjfxai /ecu at QiKrat' rj rt

80 yap €TnGrrip,rj Sofcct rail' 'napafiovifiwv ttvai icoi

SucrxrivT^TOii^, edy Kat ficrpUos Tt? inum^fiTjv Xafiji,

idv 7T€p fjLTj p.€ydXr] fieraPoXri yevrfTai vno poaov

^ dXsXov TLvog rotovrov (haavrws Sc Koi tf dp€nj,

olov T) SiKaLocnjvT] Kal tj aoxf>poav%rq koI (Kaarov

85 TWV TOLOVTCDV, OVK eVKlVTJTOV SoK€L ttvOl oW*
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supposition and not really knowledge at all
; you

would no longer certainly know that a thing was pos-

sessed of more beauty than something possessed of

less beauty. For, indeed, it might happen that

nothing existed possessing less beauty. From all

this, I think, it is plain that a definite knowledge of

relatives means a like knowledge of those things

whereto they stand in a relation.

Yet a head or a hand is a substance, and men can
have definite knowledge what such things essentially

are, though without of necessity knowing to what
they are also related. For whose is this head or this

hand, that they cannot determinately know. But,

if so, we are forced to conclude that these things

and their like are not relatives, and, this being so, it

would be true to affirm that no substance is relative.

I think it is no easy matter to dogmatize over such

problems without more exhaustive inquiry. To bring

up the points in detail is, however, not itself wholly

useless.

VIII. To quality let us turn next. By ' quality ' I

mean that in virtue of which men are called such

and such. The word * quahty * has many senses.

Let habits and dispositions here constitute one kind

of quality. The former are unlike the latter in

being more lasting and stable. Comprised among
what we call * habits ' are virtues and all kinds of

knowledge. For knowledge is considered as lasting

and hard to displace from the mind, though a man
may, in fact, have acquired it in only a moderate
measure, unless some great change should come over

him, thanks to disease or the like. And the same
will hold good of the virtues—for instance, of tem-
perance, justice. For these are allowed on all hands
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cvfierdPoXov. huxdiatis S< X^yovrax a iarw «^
KLvrjTa /cat Ta^y /x€Taj3aAAoiTO, otov BtpfiArtff Kol

Karatjw^is koX voaos Kal vyUta xal ocra dXXa

Toiavra' StaKCircu fi€v yap ircus Kara ' rauTas 6

dvdpcDTToSt raxy hk /xcra/^oAAci Ik dtpfiov ^fvxp^

9 a y€v6fi€vo9 Kal €K rod \ryiaiy€i» mU to voatu^,

thaavrojs hk Kal inl rcov aXXotv, ci fn{ nf Kfd

auTcDj' rovTCJV nryxdiPoi hip, \p6vov nXifiot ^^ly

7rc<l)vaLwp,€inr) koI dvCaros ^ irdyv BvaKivrfrof o^oa,

rjv dv Tiy taoi? €^w rj&rj irpoaayop€voi. ^avtp^

6 hk ort ravra jSouAovrai cf£1$" X4y€iv, ci ion iroAw-

XpovicoTCpa Kal bv(7KivTjr6r€pa' rov^ yelp roiv Art*

crrqpiwv p,r) ndw Kard^ovras dXX* €VKun^rovt AfW
ou <^a(7tv i^iv €X€W» Kairoi hidK€urrai yi truti «rard

TTjv €7Tt,(m^p,rjv rj x^^P^^ ^ P€Xriov. war€ biOi^pfi

€$19 SiadeGccDS rw rfjv fikv €VKLvrjrov ttvai, t^ M
10 TToXvxpovLOjripav r€ Kal BvGKivrjrordpav, CMn W

at fikv e^cLs koI Biadeotis, al 5< Sia^^act; oiiic

cf dvay/c7^9 cfetj* ot fi^ yap c^cc; €X0t^T€9 Kial

Sia/cetvrat yc ttw? icar' auras', oi hk SuucccfUWM

ou TravTcos /cat cftv ^xovaiv,

"Ercpov Sc yo'Off noLorrfros Ka6* o TrvKrucovs ^
16 SpojJLiKovs ri vyL€Lvov9 ri voaioSti^ XlyopAv, koX

drrXiDS ocra Kara hvvafiiv ^vaiKr)v i} dhwa^ila»

Acycrat. ov yap ra> $ta/c€U7^at y€ nuts €Katm¥
rojv roiovTCjjv ttoiov Acycrat, oAAd r<p hvvafuv

20 €X€IV <I>VGIK7IV Tf dBwaflCof TOU TTOliJGal Tt plfBujOf
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to be hard to dislodge or' displace. Dispositions,

however, are qualities easy to move or to change,
such as heat, cold, disease, health and so on. A man
is disposed in some manner according to all such con-

ditions but rapidly undergoes change. Being warm,
he may soon become cold ; being well, he may soon
become sick. So it is with all other dispositions,

unless one should chance to become second nature
through long lapse of time, proving either inveterate

or else, at the least, very hard to displace, when we
might, I think, call it a habit.

Those qualities, then, it is clear, men incHne to

denominate * habits,' which are by their nature more
lasting and are the more hard to displace. Those
who cannot at all master knowledge and are of a
changeable temper are scarcely described nowadays
as possessing the * habit ' of knowing, although we
may say that their minds, when regarded from that

point of view, are disposed in a way towards know-
ledge—I mean, in a better or worse. Thus is habit

unlike disposition ; the former is lasting and stable,

the latter soon undergoes change. Habits are also

dispositions ; dispositions are not always habits.

While those who have habits are disposed in some
manner or other in consequence, those who are some
way disposed have by no means in each case a habit.

By the next kind of quality I mean that which
leads us to speak of good boxers, good runners, the

healthy or sickly. Indeed, it will cover all terms
that denote any natural capacity, any innate in-

capacity. Not from their being disposed or con-

ditioned in this or that manner, but rather from having
a power, which is natural, innate or inborn, or, it may
be, the lack of such power to achieve this or that

c2 65
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*
rj fjL-qSev Traaxctr, olov nvKrixol rj hpofiucol o^ itp

20 8taff€t(T^at TTCu? X^yovrai oAAa rtp hvra^iw ^w
<f>vaLKr)v Tov TToirjaai Ti paBuvi, uytttvoi 8^ \dyoitnu

TO) hvvayiLv tx^t-v <f>vaiKrjv tov firfikv va/rx€W ini

rwv rvxovrwv p<fSuos, voow^a 5< rtp a5vKifiiay

ex^t-v <l>vGiKr)v tov fxr^Shf fraax^w pf^iuti \m6 rd^

25 TVXOVTOiV . 6\kolui^ 0€ TOVTOi% KoX TO <TfcXflp6v

/cat TO fiaXaKov €X«t* to ftcv yap anXi^pov Xdyrrtu

TO) SvvafJLLV ^X^^V TOV fJL^ p<fhUoS SiOtpcIodcU, T^ 5^

fiaXaKov Toi dBvvafiiav cx^cv tow aiVrou Toimw.

Tptroi' b€ y€vog noiSrrjro^ iraBi^ruciu liroi^nyTff

Kol nddr]. €OTc he Ta ToiaS* ofbi' yXvKVTTjs T€ koI

80 TTlKpOTTjS Kol OTpV^VOTT)^ Kol TTOVTa Ttt TOI/rOif

avyyevT), Itl §€ dcpfxoTTjS fcai tjfvxporr^s kqX Acv-

k6t7]s Kdl fJLcXavia. on pAv oi5v oi^tou iroi6rrir4s

elm, <f>av€p6v' to, yap SfSfy/xo^ ai^rd froia X/yrrcu

/car* auraj, ofoi' to /xcAi T<p yXvKvrjfra h€^xl^
yXvKv XeycTaL koI to awpa XtvKov Tip Acuicon/ra

85 hehixQar caaavTUJS Sc Kai eni tCw aXXufV €Xfi'

Iladrp-LKal Sc noioTrjT€s Xtyot^rai o^ Tcp avrA

9 bra ScSey/icVa Ta? Troton/Tay neTTOvOduai ti* oirrt

yap to /xcAt t<J> rrciTovBevai ti Xcyerai yXvKv, aSr€

Tcbv aXXwV TWV TOlOVTO}V OvSfV. 6pUolu9^ &€ TOW-

Tots Kol Tj deppoTTjs Kai rj ilwxporrfs traBTjTucai

6 TTOLOTTjTes AcyoKTat ov Tip aurd Ta h€h€ypuha

TTCTTovdcvai Tt, Tcp he Kara tos ata&qa€is tKoarrfv

Tcuv €Lp7]p€vojv ttolottJtojv ttolOovs eh^u voirp-uajv

iraB-qTiKoX TroLOTTjTes Xeyoirrcw rj t€ yap yXvtarnff
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thing mth ease or avoid a defeat of some kind, do we
say men possess such a quality. We call men good
boxers or runners not in virtue of some disposition

but owing to a natural capacity to do this or that

thing with ease. When we speak of the healthy, we
mean that such people have powers of resistance,

ready, innate, constitutional, against all the com-
moner ills ; when we speak of the sickly, we mean
those who seem to possess no such powers. It is

lhus, too, with hardness and softness. We predicate

hardness of that which resists ready disintegration

and softness of that which does not.

To continue, the third class contains passive

qualities and also affections. Examples are sweet-

ness and bitterness, sourness and all things akin to

them ; such, too, are coldness and warmth ; such

are whiteness and blackness and so on. It is evident

all these are qualities, seeing that the things that

possess them are in consequence called such and
such. Just as honey itself contains sweetness and,

therefore, is said to be sweet, so the body itself con-

tains whiteness and, therefore, is said to be white.

So it is in all similar cases.

The qualities that we call passive are not, indeed,

given that name to denote that the things which
possess them are thereby in some way affected or

undergo change in themselves. Thus we call honey
sweet, as we said ; but we do not imply that the
honey itself is in some way affected. And so with
all similar cases. Again, if we take heat and cold,

though we call all such qualities passive, we do not

imply that the things which admit or possess them
are passive. We mean that the qualities mentioned
can, one and all, cause a sensation. The sense, for
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* * nddos Ti Kara Tqv y€vaiv ifinoui Koi 1} B4ppu6m^

Kara rrjv o^r^. oyuolu}^ hk koX al SiXXai.

10 AevKonjs 8c /cat /icAovux koX al oXAoi XP<^ <wJ

rov ainov rponov rots €iprjfi€voi9 vaBrfTueai

TToionjrcs Xcyovrai, oAAd r<^ o^ay atr^ wdWovf

ycyoveVat. ort /icv oi5v yirovrou Sid iro^of iroAXoi

^erapoXal xpwaaTwv, hrjXov alaxwB€l% y^ n^

ipvdpos €y€V€ro Kal if>o^d€U wxP^\^^ ttcaar^

16 T<Sv roiovTCJV war€ koI €4 T19 ^va€i rCjv rocot^ruir

Tt nadtov 7T€7rovd€v €K rwwv ^uaucdtv avuirrw

fidrcjv, rrfv ofiolav ;(poidv €1x6^ iarw fy€i¥ aiMr*

tJtis yap vvv iv ra> aurxwBrjvai Sid^cotf raw irtpi

TO Gcofia iyevero, koi Kara ^volktiv avaraoxv 1}

aifrr] yivoir dv, war€ <l>va€i koI rrfV )^poidv dfUMoy

•0 ylyvcadai. oaa fiev odv rutv roiovrufv avfiima"

fidrcDV dno rivwv Tiadcov SvaKimjrcav Koi vrapa'

IJU)VLfjLwv rrjv dpxr)v €iXr)<^, tTa&rjrucal noiorrjrts

Xiyovrai. citc yap ev rfj Kara ^vcrw gurr^on
<hxp6r7)s fj ficXavia ycycvrp-ai, novorrfrt^ Xdyo^nu

(iToiol yap Kara ravras Xcyofieda), ctrc Sid v6ao¥

^7-'' i5 fJiaKpdv rj Sid tcavjia ro avro rovro avfifi€Pr)K€v

wxpor7)s rj p.€Xavia, Kal firj pq&ia>s anoKaOiaravrtu

ri Kal Sid piov napaficvovat, noiorrjrc^ koI avraX

Xeyovrai' opLoiws yap ttoioi Kara ravras Xey6fJL€0a»

^r
, "Oaa Sc ciTro paBUus hiaXvopJvaiv kcu ra^u dtro*

V KadLorajievwv yiVcroi, nddri Aeyercu, noiorrjrtf S^

90 ov* ov yap Xeyovrat. noiol riv€s Kara ravraf,
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example, of taste is affected by sweetness or sourness,

by coldness or warmth that of touch. So it is with

all qualities like them.
All colours, as whiteness or blackness, are quaUties

also and passive, but not in the same sense, however,

as those we have hitherto mentioned. We give them
that name from the fact that they spring from affec-

tions or passions. There are numerous changes of

colour that clearly arise from affections. When men
are ashamed, then they blush ; when alarmed, they

turn pale and so on. So much is this really the case

that, I think, when a man is by nature disposed

towards shame or alarm as arising from a certain con-

comitance of bodily elements in him, we may not

unfairly conclude that he takes on the corrrespond-

ing colour. For that state of the bodily elements

which for the moment accompanied the feeling of

shame or alarm might very well also result from
his physical organization, and thus a like colour

might also arise in the process of nature. All

states of this kind may be, therefore, included

among passive quahties, seeing their source can be
found in some constant and lasting affection. For
whether their source can be found in the bodily

organization or in long disease or sunburn, when
they cannot be lightly removed and may even

endure throughout life, yet a pale and a dusky com-
plexion are always called quahties by us, because we
are called such and such from our having that pallor

or duskiness.

Conditions, however, arising from causes soon

rendered inoperative, if not entirely removed, will

be known as affections, not qualities, seeing that no
one is called such and such on account of those con-
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^ j

ovre yap 6 €pvdpia)v bia to aurxyvBrjvai ipu$0a$

Aeycrat, ovrc o wxpicitv 8id to <f»oPrj$rjvai wypiag,

oAAa /LtoAAoV TT€7TOv6€Vai Tl. oJoTC ITO^ fMV Ttt

Toiavra Aeycrat, TroionTTfy §€ ou.

'0/XOUO9 8€ TovTOiy KOA KaTO T17V ^X^** WO:.

35 drp-LKal TTOkOTrjrcs teal Trddr) A/ycrai. ooo y^
ev ttJ yeveaci €v6v9 d7r6 rivoiv fraOdw hvoKWtfTwv

y€y€V7]TaL, TTOLorqres Xiyovrai, oXov ^ rt fiavur^

10 a eKaraoLs xal -q dpyrj koI to touivto* tt/hoI yap

Kara ravras Xeyovrai, 6pr^}^i rt #(04 /iovuco/.

ojJiOLcas 8c Kal octcu c^ccrraaccj fti^ ^vaiKol, iAA'

OTrd TLvojv dXXiov avp.iTra}fidTwv y€yi%r/pmu Swottir-

,,^r-^'* 'SAAa/CTot ^ fcat oAa»9 djcUnjrpi, iroiArrfTt^ teal ri

TotafJra* ttoioi yap Kara ravras AryoJTCu. ^(ro

he OLTTO raxu aTTOKadiara^Uvtjjv yiytrok, nd^
AcycTttt, olov el Xv7Tovfi€v6s T49 opyiXurrtfids tartp,

ovhe yap Xeyerai, opyiXos 6 €V rw roiovro} ndBti

opyiXcorepos o}v^ oAAci fiaXXov neirovOiyai n,
10 ware Trddr] fi€v Xdyerai rd rouivra, noidrrjrts 5' ov,

„. Teraprov he yevos TTOLorTp-os oryrjua t€ tcai i}

^ I TTcpt eKaarov imdp\ovaa puop^, eriot trpof row-

I / ,
Tot? ev6vrr]£ Kal ica/xTTvAonyy, #cat ft ti TotrroAf

'i' ofjLOLov eariv. KaO* eKaarov yap rovrcav noidv n
'^ 16 Xeyerai' roi* yap rplyoivov ^ rerpdywvov c2mu

TTOLov ri Xeyerai, Kal rco^ evBv t) KafinvXov, mu
Kara rm' fJiop<f)'qv 8e eKa(rrov notov ri AcycTcu.

to 8c fiavov Kal ro twkvov koI to Tpa;^ iroA to

» TAB.
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ditions. He who blushes from shame is not, therefore,

regarded as naturally ruddy, nor he who becomes
pale from fear as one having a pallid complexion.

We say * So-and-so was affected.' Such states are

affections, not qualities.

Likewise, there are in the soul passive quaUties

and also affections. When a man has a temper from

birth and its source is in certain affections not easy

to change or remove, then we give it the name of a

quality. Madness and irascibility and so on are cases

in point. For it is on account of such things that we
call a man mad or irascible. Likewise, distractions

of mind, which, although not innate in themselves,

yet arise from a certain concomitance of some other

elements in him and seem to be either enduring or

at least very hard to remove, are denominated
qualities also. For people are called such and such

on account of conditions like these. On the contrary,

those which arise from some source that is readily

healed we shall call by the name of affections, such

as being somewhat angry, when vexed. For a

man is not known as bad-tempered from being,

when vexed, somewhat angry. We say ' Such a

man is affected.* Such states are affections, not

qualities.

Of quality the fourth kind consists of the forms

and the figures of things ; add to these also crooked-

ness, straightness and all other qualities like them.

For things are defined by these also as being of such

and such nature. And things have a definite nature

by being ' triangular,' * quadrangular,' by being
* straight,' * crooked ' and so on. In virtue, indeed,

of its figure or shape is each thing qualified. Rare

and dense, rough and smooth, while appearing at
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XcLov Sofctc fikv av noi6v n ar^yuai^tp, louu hk

oAAorpta ra roiavra €Xv<u t^ irtpi r^ voi^
Wio hiaipia€0}S' Oiovv yap fidXXov riva ^cuKcroi Twr

fjLopiwv eKOLTcpov hrjXovv. irvKv6v fikv yap r<p tA

fjLopLa crvvcyyvs etvai oAA^Aoiy, fuxpov Sf t<J* Sc-

eardvai dn* oAATjAoii'* Kal X€iov /x€v t<Ji
^' €v$€Uis

^ TTCos ra /xdpca K€laB(u, rpaxy 8^ T<ji to fU^^vwtp*

erav TO Sc iXXeiTrtw.

25 ^(7Ct>? ft€V OUV /cat oAAoS" OV Tt9 ^Ow/lJ T^M^fTOf

TTOLOTTjros, oAA' 04 y€ /ioAtoTa Acyoficvoi ojffWr

oi^Tot €tmv.

IlotoTTTTcy /xfi' o^ ciati' cu ilprjp^^vai, iroicl W
Ttt icaTtt Tain-aj napwvvfux}^ Xey6fi€va ^ oircuao<¥

80 aAAa>9 aTT* avToii'. ctti /a€v o^i' Tcuf nXiurra^

Kol ax^^ov iirl ndvrcjv irapwvvpM}^ Xtytrai, olo¥

aTTo rrjs Acuacott/toj XevKos Ktu dno rrjf ypo^'
pLaTLKTJs ypafifiariKos koI diro rij^ btscauxrvyfji

Si/coto?, waavTOJS §€ #f<u ini rdv dXXotv,

^^. 'Ett' ivLCJV he 8ia to ^tj K€lo6ai raZs notcrrfow

ovo/iara ovk €vhj^^f;pat napwvvfut}^ an* aimSr
86 XeyeaOai otov hpofiiKo^ ^ TrvtcriKog 6 Kara Swtzfuv

io h (f)vaLK7)v Acyo/xcvoj (xtt* ot^Sc/ua; noiorqros nap'

wvufJLOJS Acycrat* ou ydp icctTcu oyopLara Totj 5u-

vd/icot /ca^* a? ourot Troiot Aeyoin'cu, wairtp nu^
e-marrniais Kad* as ttukti/coi tj naXaurrpiKol fcaTa

Sia^coii' AcyovTat* TWKTiKrf yap Xeycrai cVujttJ/iij

6 /cat TroAatoTptKtJ, Trotot 8* airo toutwv irapcjvvLUi>9

ol SiaKclfjLevoi. Xeyovrai. €vlor€ S^ Koi 6v6fiaro^

KCLfievov ov Acycrat trapwvvpxos to ^caT* airr^
TTOiov Xeyofievov, olov dno rrjs dp€rij^ 6 airov

7a



CATEGORIES, viii

first sight to indicate quality, are foreign, in fact,

from that class. They will rather be found to denote
a particular position of the parts. Thus we call a

thing dense, when the parts that compose it are

closely compacted, but rare, when those parts have
interstices ; rough, when some parts are projecting,

but smooth, when the surface is smooth, upon which,

so to speak, lie those parts.

These are the four kinds of quality. Others there

possibly may be, but these are those strictly so called.

Qualities, then, are those mentioned. The things

that derive their names from them or depend in some
other way on them are said to be things qualified

in some definite manner or other. In most—indeed,

nearly all—cases the names of the qualified things

are derived from the names of the qualities. From
* whiteness,' from * grammar,' from * justice,' we have
* white,' * grammatical,' * just.' So with all other

similar cases.

Sometimes, however, the qualities having no names
of their own, no derivative names can exist. Thus
the name of the runner or boxer, so called from an
innate capacity, cannot be derived from a quality.

That is to say, such capacities have no particular

names, as the sciences have, with a reference to

which we call one man a boxer, another a wrestler

and so on. By a science we mean a disposition ; each
science, too, has its own name, such as boxing, for

instance, or wrestling. And those who are that way
disposed get their name from the name of the science.

Sometimes, moreover, the quality possesses a well-

defined name, but the thing that partakes of its

nature does not also take its name from it. For
instance, a good man is good from possessing the
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Salos' to) yap dperriv €X^^^ (mov^aio^ Acycroi, oAA

ov 7rapcjvvfiw9 oltto rij^ dp€Tfj^, oi5#c circ noAAair

10 8c TO TOLOVTOV ioTlV.

riotd roivuv Acycrai ra TroLpwi'VfJuoi dno rum

€lprjiJL€vcov TTouyrqTOJV Acyoftcva ^ oiroKJoiH' oAAoif

an avTCJV.

'YTrapxcL 8c /coi ivavriorris Kara t6 notav, alov

SiKaioavvrj dSiKUf, ivainrlov Kol AcuKonyj licAon^

15 Kal ToXXa be cjoavrats, tcai to xar ourar noia

Acyo/xcva, oloi' to aZu<ov T<ft hucau^ Koi to Acuirov

rw fxeXavi. ovk irri navrwv &€ to rotovro' rip

yap TTvppw t) wxPV V '''^^^ roiavrai^ XP*^*^^ ow&€v

ivavriov ttoloIs ovaw,
"Etc he, idv rwv IvavrUov Bdrepov f noiov, tcaX

TO XoiTTov coral noiov. roOro Si SrjXov tr^xj^

20 x^t^P^^2B^^^ '^^^ oXAay Karrjyopia^t olov ci /onv
I] 'Stfcotoowr^ T^ d8(K('^ evavriov, rroiov hi i}

bLKaioavvrj, rroiov dpa Kal rj aBu<ui' ovSe^ia yap

rCiv oAAoiv Karrjyopiwv €<f>apiAoa€i TJ dBuci^'

ovre yap ro ttogov ovrt ro irpos ri ovrt nov ovo

oXcjs TL ra>v roiovTCjv ovSev, oAA* ^ noiov. wa»
25 airrcus" he Kal inl rwv aXXwv rwv Kara to noiov

evavrlwv.

^EtniBex^raL 8c to fiaXXov Kol ro ^frrov ra votd.

XevKov yap fiaXXov Kal "^rrov €r€pov trtpov

AcycTat, Kal hiKaiov mpov iripov fiaXXov. fcal

jjf^^ avro he iirihocriv Aa/xjScti'Cf Xcvkov yap ov hn
cvhex^rai XevKorepov yeveadai. ov ndyra hi,

80 oAAd rd TrXcLcrra. hiKaLoavvrj yap hiKatoovvtff €l

AcycTat fiaiXXov Kal "^rrov, dirop^aeuv dv ng*
ofiolws he Kal inl rwv dXXwv hiadlaewv. ivvoi

yap hiafx<f)LGpTjrov<n Trcpl rwv roiourwv Sucoio-
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quality, virtue. We do not, however, derive the
term, * good,' from the other term, ' virtue.' Yet
this is seldom the case.

Thus those things have a definite quality which
have derived their name from it or in some other way
depend on it.

Qualities admit contrariety—not in all cases, how-
ever. Justice and injustice are contraries, blackness

and whiteness and so on. The things that are called

such and such on account of their having these

qualities also fall into this class. For the just and the

unjust are contraries, the black and the white thing

and so on. But this is not so in all cases. Red,
yellow and similar colours are qualities that have no
contraries.

If one of two contraries is a quality, the other is also

a quality. This will be clear to whoever examines the

rest of the categories. Inj ustice is contrary to j ustice,

and justice itself is a quality : so, then, is also in-

justice. For no other category fits it, not quantity,

neither relation, nor place, nor, in short, any other.

This holds in the case of all contraries that we
denominate quaUties.

Qualities admit of degrees. For one thing is more
white than another ; another, again, is less white.

And one thing is more just than another. And a

thing may get more of a quality ; for things

that are white may get whiter. This rule, while

it holds in most cases, is subject to certain

exceptions. For if justice could be more or less

justice, certain problems might thereon arise, as

is also the case with all quaUties which we may call

dispositions. And some go so far as to say that these

cannot admit of degrees. Health and justice them-
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crvvrjv fi€v yap hiKaiocrvmrj^ ot) ndw ^<iai Stftr

XcyeadaL fiaXXov Kal iprrov, ovSi vyiiuuf vyulof,

35 -^TTOv ficm-oL €X€LV €r€pov Mpov iyUuiv, iroi

11 a hiKaixtcruvTiv €T€pov mpov, ojoavrw^ W mu yp<^i'

fjLaTLKTjv Kal ras oAAay hiaBiati^. oAA* ol>v t«£

ye Kara ravras X€y6fi€va dyafi^iaPTjTi^to^ /rri-

Scx^Tat TO fxdXXov Kal ro ^jrrov ypafifuirucanfpo^

yap €T€pos €T€pov Arycrai kqI vyi€iv6T€pos tcai

b SLKaLorepos t koi im twv oXXljv waauruff,

Tplywvov he koI rerpdywvov oit 5o«rci t6 fiSX»

Xov iniSex^adai, ovSe ratv aXXtov a^fi^fiaroiv ov&^.
Ta fi€v yap iniSexofieva rov rov rpiywvov X6yo¥

71 rov rov kvkXov ndvS* ofioto}^ rpLywva ^ icvicXot

ctVt, rG)v hk firj iTTiBcxofievcjv ovbev fJLaXXo¥ irtpoif

10 irepov prjOrjaerai' ovSev yap fiaXXov r6 rrrpdyutifm'
rod ercpofi-qKovg kvkXo^ iariv od^rtpov yap hn-
Sexcrdt, rov rov kvkXov Xoyov. anXatf W, 4^
117) €7n8€xrp-ai dfji<f)6r€pa r6v rov npoKetpi/ifOV

Xoyov, ov p7]d'qa€rai, ro erepov rov trepov ^laXXov.

ov Trdvra ovv rd ttoui €7rtS€;(€Tat to p^iXXov Koi

ro T^TTOV.

16 Toil' p,€V ovv €Lp7)fJL€V(x}V Ou5cV ThlOV ITOlOTrpXtf,

ofiouL be Kal dvofioLa Kara pudvas rds Troidrrpus

Xeyerai' ofioiov yap erepov irepw ovk €ari kot*
aXXo ovhev t} Kad* o ttoiov iarnv. oKrrc ISiov af
€L7} rijs TTOLorTiros rd dpuoiov kox dvopowv XdyeaOai
Kor avTTiv.

so Ov Set 8c rapdrreadai, p,'q rig rjfidg 4v^ xmtp
TToiorrfos rfjv npoOeaiv irovr^aapAvovg iroXXd rGmf

rrpds ri mjyKarapiB\ieiadai' rag yap c^ciy kox
oiadeacLs rcov npos ri etvat. iX€yopL€V, ax^hdv ydp
CTTL TTavrcjv rwv roiovrcjv rd yevrj npds ri Xeyerai,
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selves, they contend, are not subject to such varia-

tions, but people in varying degrees are possessed of

health, justice and so on. The same with gram-

matical knowledge and all dispositions soever. And
certainly none can deny that the things that are

marked by such quahties have them in more or less

measure. This man will know more about granmiar,

be healthier or juster than that.

Terms that express a thing's figure
—

' triangular,*
* rectangular ' and so on—can hardly admit ofdegrees.

For the objects to which the definition applies of

triangle or circle are equally triangular or circular.

Others, to which the definition of neither of these

things applies, cannot differ themselves in degree.

For the square is no more of a circle than is—let us

say—the rectangle. To neither of these the definition

we give of a circle applies. So, unless, in a word,

the definition ofthe thing or the term thus in question

is appropriate to both of the objects, they cannot at

all be compared. Not all qualities, then, have degrees.

The aforementioned characteristics are no way
peculiar to quality. What is peculiar is this, that we
predicate * like ' and * unUke ' with a reference to

quality only. For one thing is like to another in

respect of some quaUty only. So this is distinctive of

quaUty.

It must not cause us trouble, however, if someone
objects to our statements that, quality being our

theme, we include in that category also a good
many relative terms. For both habits and dis-

positions we admitted to be relative terms. Now,
at least in most cases, it happens that the genera,
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TcSv 8c KaB* €Kacrra ovhtv. ij fUv yap €num^fi,rj,

yivos oZaa, avro oncp iarlv trtpov Xiytrai (nvoy

tbyap i7TL(mjfJLr) Xeyerai), rdv 5c Koff €Kaonx odSh^

avro o7T€p iarlv Iripov Acycrai, otov ij ypofifUf

TLKrj ov Xdycrai tivos ypafxparucfj ovS* 17 /iouour^

TWOS fU)vcrLKij. oAA* €t opa, Kara ro yivos kox

adrai rwv npos ri Acyoi^ot, otov 17 y/>a/i^rur^

80 AcycTttt rivos €7nGn]p.rj, ov Tivoy ypofifiaruci/j, Kol

t) fiovaitcrj rwog €7n€rrjfirj X^ytrai, ov rwof ftav'

aiK-q.

*QoT€ at KaS* €Katrra o^k tltrl rojv np6^ n.
Acyo/xc^a hk ttoloI rais KaB* cfccurra* ravray ya/)

Kac €xofi€V' €'m<rrqp^v€9 yap Aeyd/xc^a rcji ^x*^
85 rwv Kad* €Kaara €7TiarT)fux>v rivd, war€ a^cu om

/cat TToiorrjrcs etT^orav, cu ica^' tKaara, KaB* as

nor€ Kal noiol Acyd/xc^a* o^at 8^ ou#f Cicri Tci>r

Trpd? Tt. ert ct rvyxdi'oi ro avro 7rp6s ri Koi

TToiov ov, ovbkv dronov €v dfuftordpotg rais ytvtow

avro KaraptdfielaBai.

11 b IX. 'ETriSexcTOi Sc KOi ro trouiv Kol ro Trdax^u^

;^/^ ; evavrLorrjra koI ro fidXXov koI ro iJttov t6 y^
B€pp,alv€iv rw ilnjx^tv evavriov kox ro B€pfjLaiv€a6an

rCo i/jvx^c^BaL Kal ro -qScaOat. rw Xv7T€LaBai, wart
6 CTTtSc^erat ivavriorrfra. Kal ro fiaXXov 8^ koI

'fjrrov OcpfiaCveiv yap p,dXXov Koi ^jfrrov lart, teal

BepjialvcadaL fiaXXov Kal ^rrov, irriS^x^''^^ o^ ri

fidXXov Kal ro ^rrov ro rroiclv Kal ro irda)(€iy.

'Yttcp fiev odv rovrwv roaavra Aeycrai- ct^i/rot

10 8c Kol V7T€p rod KctaBax €v rols npos rt, on
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doubtless, are relative ; not so the individuals.

Knowledge, the genus, we define by a reference to

something beyond it, for knowledge is knowledge
ofsomething. Particular branches, however, ofknow-
ledge are not thus explained. For example, we
do not define by a reference to something external

a knowledge of grammar or music. For these, if in

some sense relations, can only be taken for such in

respect of their genus or knowledge. That is to say,

we call grammar the knowledge, not grammar, of

something, and music we call, in like manner, the

knowledge, not music, of something.

Thus particular branches of knowledge are not to be
classed among relatives. People are called such and
such from possessing these branches of knowledge.
These are the things they possess, being, therefore,

called * knowing ' or * expert,' and never the genus
or knowledge. And, therefore, those branches of

knowledge, in virtue of which we are sometimes de-

scribed as of such and such nature, themselves must
come under the category of quality, not of relation.

Moreover, if anything happened to be both relation

and quality, then it were nowise absurd to include

it in both of these categories.

IX. Action and affection (or passion) have con-

traries and also degrees. That is, heating is contrary

to cooling, as also being cooled to being heated or,

again, being pleased to being pained. Thus it is

they admit contrariety. Moreover, they allow of

degrees ; for you can heat or be heated more or less.

Hence it follows that both action and affection may
admit of variations of degree.

Of these categories so much is stated. Posture

or position we spoke of, when dealing before with
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TrapwinjfUi}^ ano rdv dla€<av A/ycnu. vnkp W t<j^

XoiTTwv, rod T€ irork koX rov noO koI toO ^X^tv,

.^- 8ta TO 7rpo<l>avri cft^at ouScv virip avrCtv aXXo

^ Acyerat -^ oaa €V apxfj ipfUBr), on, to €x<iv /i^
<rqp,alv€i, TO inroSebecrBai, to amXiadai, to S^ iroO

oloi' €1^ AvKcCw, Kol ra oAAa S^ oaa i/]r<p ovtom^

ippddrj.

15 X. Tttcp /x€v oi^ Tcuv 'nportOhmjw ywaiu orcu^

Ta etprfpJva' n€pl 8^ Toii' dvTiKtifUvwi^, trogqj^ciuy

euodev dvTLKelaOai, prjT€ov. X^nu 5tf rrtpom

ircpoj avTiKelaOai, r€rpaxu)^t ^ <o9 Ta frp^ Tt, ^
,
^^ l^^ cis" Ta evavTia, r) ct>9 ar^prjaiq koI Ifi^, ^ coy

JO Kard<l>aais Koi an6<fxuTi9' dyrltctirtu M €teaaro¥

]^i//r ratv Toiovraw (Its rvnia €l'ntlv w^ fih^ ra npof ti,

olbv TO StTrAaatoi' r<p 'qfiia€i, w^ hk to ivayrla^

olov TO KaKov rw ayadt^, ws 8^ Ta icaTcl OT^pnrfag^

KOL €^Lv, otov Tv<f>X6rrjs Kal 6*l/is, <o9 8^ KaTOi^aatf

KOL d7T6<f>aaLS, otov KaBryran.—ov KaOrp'tu.

ifi ''Oo-a fi€v ovv cuj Ta npos ri dvTu<€iTai, oui)rd

aTTtp coTt TcDi' ayriKtipJviov AcycTcu ^ oncjaoOi^

dXXcJS TTpos avrd, olov to 8(7rAcu7u>i', oi^to oircp

coTtV, ircpov SiirXdaiov AcycTai* Tivoy yap 84-

TrAaaiov. icat 17 irrianjfjLTj 8c toj iirumjrtp coy Ta
Trpoff Tt duTtVctTai, icai AtycTai yc -^ ^C4m}/ii|

auTO OTrep ccrrt rov inurrrfrov. Koi to hna 1 ifi <W
80 8c az^TO OTrep cort Trpoj dvriK€ipL€vov A/yrrai, ti^v

€7TLcm^p,r)V' TO yap einanjrov TW'i Acyrrat ^-
QTrfTov, rfj €7ncmjp,rj, oaa oSv orrucciTai cuy rd

• The chapters that follow arc commonly regarded by
scholars as spurious.
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relation. We said that such terms get their names
from the attitudes corresponding to them. The
rest, that is, time, place and state, are so clear

that I need say no more than I said at the very

beginning—that a state is intended by terms such

as being * shod,* * armed ' and the like, whereas
place is intended by phrases like * in the Lyceum *

and so forth."

X. We have now said enough on the subject of the

categories that we proposed, and with opposites next

we must deal and the various senses of the word.

For we call things opposed in four ways—first of

all, as correlatives are, either term of each pair to

the other ; in the next place, as contraries are ; in

the third place, as privatives to positives ; lastly, as

affirmatives to negatives. Speaking in outline, I

mean that correlatives that are opposed are expres-

sions like * double * and ' half,' while of contraries

that are opposed we may take * good ' and * bad ' for

examples. Of privative and positive terms we may
here mention * blindness ' and ' sight,' * he is sitting'

and ' he is not sitting ' in the case of affirmatives and
negatives.

Opposites, when relatives also, our custom it is

to explain by referring the one to the other and
using the genitive case or some other grammatical

construction. Thus * double,' a relative term, is

explained as the double of something. And know-
ledge, a relative term, is opposed to the thing that is

known and explained by a reference to it. The
thing that is known is explained by a reference to

its opposite, to knowledge : for the thing that is

known will be known by a something—more pre-

cisely, by knowledge. All opposites, then, are
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npos Ti, atVra dncp iarlv €T€pwv A/ymu i;

St/ttotc npos dXXrjXa Acy^rai.

w Td Sc 6t»? rd ivam-ia, avra fiiv dmi
icrrlv ovSafjuos rrpos oAArjAa ArycTOi, ivovrta,

fjLcvroi aXXrjXcov Acyeraf oin-c ydf> to aya^o*' rod

KaKov Acyerat dya^di', dAA* ivavrtov, ovrt to

Aeu/cot' Tou fieXavos XevKov, dAA' tvavrlov, wart
ht,axf>€povaiv avrai al di^idc<T€i; oAAnAoir. Saa M

12 a rd)»' ivavrioiv roiaOrd ianv uKrrt cv off V€^UK€
ylvcadai ^ wv KaTTjYopfiTai ovayKcuov wMtl^
Odrepov vnap^civ, tovtwv ovS^v iartv ava fUao¥»

cSv Sc y€ /X17 dvay^fatbv Odrtpov vndp)(€f», rovret^

€cm Tt dvd p.€(Tov ndvrwg, olov vdaos teal ^y^ui
6 €v aco/Ltart {cjou 7r€<l>vK€ ylv€a6ai, Koi dvayKaZS*^

y€ ddrcpov vndpx^iv r<^ rov ^(ftov awfiari, ^
VOCTOV ^ VyUiaV. KOU 'IT€piTTOV hk kqx dpTUM^

dptdpLov KaTtjyopclrai, Kal dt^yKoUv y€ Banpoif

TO) dpiOfiw vTrdpx^tv, ^ Tr^pirrov ^ dprtov, koa

oifK ecrri y€ tovtwv ovS^v dvd fUaov, otrn vdaov

10 Kal vyietas" ovt€ ncpiTTov koI dprlov. Jtv S4 yt

p,7j dvayKOLov Bdripov irndLp^tiv, tovtwv €cm Tt

dvd ficaov, olov fieXav Kal X€Vk6v ev {ratfian

7r€<f)VK€ ylvcadai, Kal ovk dvayKoXov yc Odrtpov

avTiov imdpx^f'V tw awjuiTi' ov yap trdv fJToi

\ XevKov ^ fxeXav €gtIv, Kal (f>avXov 8c Kol anouSaSov
V \* 16 KaTTjyopeLTai, fi€v koI /car* dvdpumov kqI iccrrd

dAAcuv TToXXwv, OVK dvayKalov 8c ddT€pov ai)r<tfir

xmdpX'eiv €K€ivot.s wv dv KaTTfyoprJTOi' ov yap
TrdvTa tJtol ^auAa 7) (nrovSald €<rrw, k€u €(m
ye Tt tovtwv dvd fieaov, olov tov fiev XofKOu tcmi
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explained by referring the one to the other and
using the genitive ease or some other grammati-
cal construction, when these are correlatives also.

Opposites are no way dependent, when xiontraries,

the one upon the other but are contrary one to

the other. The good is not called, for example,
the good of the bad but its contrary. Similarly,

white is not kno^vn as the white of the black but
its contrary. Thus these two kinds of opposition

are entirely distinct from one another. But con-

traries such that the subjects in which they are

naturally found or of which they can be predicated
must needs contain the one or the other—these never
can have intermediates. When there is no such
necessity, then the reverse is the case, and they
always will have an intermediate. For example,
both health and disease may be said to be naturally

present in the bodies of all living things, and in

consequence one or the other must be present
in animal bodies. We predicate both odd and even
in similar manner of number ; in consequence, one
or the other must always be present in number.
Now, health and disease, odd and even, have no inter-

mediate between them. But where there is no such
necessity, then the reverse is the case. For example,
both blackness and whiteness are naturally present
in body, but neither need be in a body. For not
every body existing must either be black or be white.

Then we predicate goodness and badness of man, as

of many things else. Neither goodness nor badness,

however, although they are predicated of them, is

present of necessity in them. Not all things are good
or are bad. Now, such contraries have intermediates.

Between black and white, for example, are sallow and
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fidXavos TO ^(uov KQx ro wxpov koI oaa d[XAa

20 )^pwfjLaTa, rod hk <f>avXov koI airovoaiov to oirri

<t>av\ov ovT€ GTTovSaZov. in* Ivioiv fiiv o9v M*
fiara /cctrat rols ava fUoov, otov XdVKoO Ktd

fUXavog TO <f>ai6u Koi to wxpov Koi oaa oAAa

XpcjfjLara' in* ivUnv ht 6v6^rt /i€v ovk cilPiropor

TO dm iiiaov ttTToSowtu, t^ 5' iicaripov T«3f

CLKpajv ano<l>dG€L to dva lUaov opHtrai, cXov to

25 Otrr€ dyadoiT 0VT€ KOKOV KoX 0VT€ hu(tUO¥ OVT€

dSlKOV.

1n-€pr]GL£ he Kol cfis A/ycTOi fUv v€pl radi^

Tt, olov 17 oipis Kol -q rw^Xorrfs irtpl i^Bak^k&ir

KadoXov ht €ln€iP, iv 4* V *f*f fr4^t€€ y^prnfOoa^

w€pi rovro Xiycrau €Kdr€pov a^hufv, iartpijeSak

Sc TOT€ Xiyo^ev €Kaarov rdv rrj^ cfccm 5c«rrucciiK^

so oTiiv hf 4» n€^vK€v vnapx^ty toi Srt W<^vMipF

€X€W fnjhaficjs vndpxtl' vfj^v rt yap Xiyoptw oi

TO firj €xov ohovras, koI rxt^Xov ov r6 fii^ ixp'i^

oiftiv, oAAa TO fx^ €xov oT€ 7ri^vK€V Ix^w TtwA

yap iK y€V€Tris ovt€ wffw €X€i ovrt dhdvraig^ ffiik

ov Xiyerai ovr€ vwSd ovt€ rwftXoL,
•

•6 To 8c i<TT€prJG6ai koI r6 rfiv €(w c^fcu' oiJ#f Iot»

arip-qms koX cfiy. cftj yxv yap iarw ij &fm,
ariprjGLS Sc rf rwfiXonjs' to 8c ex^f-v Trpf o^cy o^
coTiv 0^49, ovSk TO Tv^X^ €tvai rv^Xonf^

ariprjais yap ris rj rwftXdrrj^ iartv, to hk rv^X^
€tvai iareprjoda^,, ov ariprjols iorw. en €^ ^ ^

84



CATEGORIES, x

grey and so forth, while between good and bad we
have that which is neither the one nor the other.

And some intermediate quaUties have their own re-

cognized names. We may take as examples again
grey and sallow and similar colours, intermediate
between white and black. In some of the cases,

however, to name them were no easy matter. We
then must define the intermediate as that which is

neither extreme
—

' neither good nor yet bad,' for

example, * neither just nor unjust,' and so forth.

What are called * privatives ' and * positives ' refer

to identical subjects, as blindness and sight to the
eye. It is ever the case with such pairs that we
predicate one or the other, wherever the particular
* positive ' is naturally found or produced. Thus we
say that what may have a faculty then is deprived of

that faculty, when it is totally absent and yet should

be naturally present and present also at that time.

Not what is without teeth or sight do we, therefore,

call toothless or blind. But we rather use those

terms of that which has not but should have teeth

or sight and should have teeth or sight at that time.

For, indeed, certain creatures there are which from
birth have no teeth or no sight but are not known as

toothless or bhnd.
To possess and to be without faculties cannot be

considered the same with the corresponding * posi-

tives ' and * privatives.* ' Sight ' is, for instance, a
' positive,' * bhndness,' its opposite, a * privative.*
* Sight ' and * to have sight,' however, must not be
considered identical. So * to be bUnd * is not * bhnd-
ness.' For * blindness,* we said, is a * privative,' but
* to be bhnd ' signifies a condition ofwant or privation.
* To be blind * is itself not a * privative.* This may,
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40 rv(t>X6r7)s ravTOV rw rw^kov tlvat., tcartiYoptiro mM

dfJL(t>6T€pa Kara rod avrou' oAAa rv^k^f fi^

12 hXdyerai, 6 avBpotTTo^, rv<f>X6rrj^ 8c o^SafUMtf Xfyfrm.

6 dvdpUJTTOS.

*AvriKetadai, 8c Koi ravra BoK€i, to iartfnjoBiU

/cat TO TTjv €iiv €X^Ly» '^ <rr€fniais teal tfij* 6 yap

rpoTTOs rrjs dvrid€atwq 6 avros' wf yap ff rv^kirrfi

TTJ otpci dvTuc€irai, ovroi Ktu r6 rv^iMv c&«u t^
6 o^iv ix^iv diniKCLTai.

OvK earn B€ ovSi. to vno rriv dno^amy kqI

KaTd<t>aaw ciTro^aai; koI Kard^aais' ^ fih^ yop

Kard<f>aais Xoyos core Kara^riKos tcax ^ air6^amt

\ Xoyos dTTo^TiKos, tCjv 8^ iJwp TT)v Kard^aiM iroi

10 d'n6<f>aaiv ovhiv iari Aoyoy. A/ycroi 8^ Koi raOra

dvTLKeLGdaL dXXrjXois ws Kard^aais koX dir6^atng'

Koi yap cVt rovratv 6 rpono^ r^ dtrridtata^f 6

avTos. ws ydp ttotc iJ KaTo^aaif irpoi rrpf aW-
<l>aaLv ovrt/ccirat, olov ro KaBrjrai rtp oi) KoBifrtu,

16 ovTO) Kol TO v<f>* €Kdr€pov wpdyfia dvTlK€irtu, to

Kadrjadai rep fj.rj Kadijadai.

"Oti 8c rj Gr€pr)ais koI ij cfly ot5#c cu^ucciTOA ws
rd 'Hpos Tt, <f>av€p6v ov ydp AcycTcu ouro &n€p

iari rod dvTLKeifidvov. t) ydp o0iy ovk cort rv^Xd*

rrp-os oj/fi9, oi)8* dXXcjs ovhapxos frpo^ avro Acycro*.

(haavTCJS 8c ou8€ ly tu^Aott^j AcyoiT* ov rv^Xir^
10 6ilj€ajs, oAAct arepTjais /xcv otlf€<jjs 17 rv^XSrrji

AcycTat, TV<l>X6n]s 8c oipcws ov AcycTtu. cTi Ttt

Trpos Ti TT-anra tt/)©? dvriaTp€<f>ovra Xlytrai, apart

KOX r) rv<f>X6Trjs €vn€p ^v rwv npos ti, dyrdarpt^a^
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moreover, be noted, that, if * to be blind ' could be
rightly considered the same thing with * blindness,*

then should we predicate both, without doubt, of

identical things. This, however, is never the case. A
man may be said to be blind ; yet a man is not said

to be blindness.

As * positives ' and * privatives ' are opposites, so

are possessing a faculty and being in a state of priva-

tion. We have the same sort of antithesis. For to be
blind and have sight are opposed just as blindness

and sight.

What is affirmed in a statement is not of itself

affirmation nor what is denied a denial. * Affirmation
*

means * affirmative statement,' * denial ' means * a

negative statement.' But what is affirmed or denied

in a statement is matter of fact, not a statement,

proposition, assertion. It, nevertheless, is the case

that the things we affirm and deny are called oppo-

sites in the same sense. For we have the same sort

of antithesis. Just as the affirmative statement and
the negative themselves are opposed—take the two
propositions, for instance, * he sits ' and * he is not

sitting '—so, too, are the facts thus expressed or his

sitting, that is, and not sitting.

* Positives ' and ' privatives ' clearly are not in the

same sense opposed as are relatives one to the other.

We do not explain them, I mean, by referring the

one to the other. We do not call sight sight of blind-

ness, nor use any other form of statement that serves

to bring out a relation. And blindness, in similar

manner, we do not call blindness of sight, but we
call it privation of sight. Again, relative terms

are reciprocal. Therefore, were bhndness a relative,
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12 b

ay KOKclvo npos o Xeycrai. oAA* oiJif ivrurrp^^i

26 ov yap Acycrat 1} oipis rw^Xomjros o^»f

.

"Ort 8^ oi58' ci? TO ivavria eU^wfciTtu tA irard

areprjaiv koI e^iv Acyo/xcva, €#f tcov&c &^Aoy. rw9

fi€v yap ivavTLwv, wv firfSiv iariv dya fUaow^

oj'ayKalov, iv a> irtifnjKt yivtoBai ^ cut' «rar*

80 rjyopcLTai, ddrcpov avrwv vnapx^w ocr rovTW¥

yap ovScv '^v am fitaov, aiv Odr^pov ^ ^vai)MiraSbr

r<p ScicTiKO) vnapxtiv, otov inl yooov Mol vyulas

Kox TrepLTTov Koi dpriov, Jrv bt €<m n ovd fiJo^i^

ovScTTore dvaytcr) navrl vnapx^^ Bdrtpov ovfM

yap \€vk6v ri pJXav avdytcrj vdv ftvai t6 htKTucdt^g

ovT€ depyiov ovrf. ijfvxpdv' rovratv yap dvi fUaoif

85 ri ovSfv Ka}Xv€i xmdpx€w» lh% bi teal tovtuw
4f^

Ti dvd fieaov, cjv firj dyayKoZov ddrtpov undpxtuf

tJv tw heKTLKcpf €t /i*^ oU ^v<T€i r6 ^ wnifiXf^B

^
otov r<p TTvpl TO depfjup cfvoi #co4 rrj ;(m^ ri

40 XevKTJ. inl 8^ Tot^ro^f d^a>pu7/x€va>; dvayKoZov

ddrepov imdpx^w, teal ovx dndrtpav enrx€V' ov

yap evSc^cTcu to irvp tfaxpov €hai ovS^ rffv x*^i«

18 a fjLcXaivav. coore Traarri /icv ovk dpdytcr) r€p 8€irrue^

ddrepov avrdv vnapx^iv, aXXd fiovov ots ^uaci t^
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blindness and sight would reciprocate. This is,

however, not so. For we do not call sight sight of

blindness.

That * positives ' and * privatives,' moreover, are

not in the same sense opposed as are contraries one
to the other seems perfectly clear from the following.

When contraries have no intermediate, we saw that

the one or the other must ever be present in the

subject in which they are naturally found or of

which they will serve as the predicates. Where
this necessity obtained, then the terms could have
no intermediates. Health and disease, odd and
even, were mentioned above as examples. But
where contraries have an intermediate, no such
necessity obtains. It was not every subject that

may be receptive of black and of white that must,
therefore, he black or he white. And the same,
too, with coldness and heat. That is, something
or other intermediate between black and white
may be present, between hot and cold and the like.

(Moreover, we have already seen that those con-

traries had an intermediate, where it was not a
necessity that one of the two should be inherent in

everything capable of receiving them.) An excep-

tion must, however, be made where one contrary

naturally inheres. To be hot is the nature of fire,

and the nature of snow to be white. In such cases,

then, one of the contraries needs must be definitely

present, not one or the other, in things. It is out of

the question that fire should be cold or that snow
should be black. Hence it follows that one of the
contraries need not be present in all things that may
be receptive of such. It is present of necessity only

in the subjects in which it inheres. And, moreover,
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ovx oTTorcpov €rvx€v.

'Etti 8c tt\s crT€priai.aiS Kal rff^ c(ca>; ovhirtpov

b rcjv €lpr)pL€vu)v aXr^des' ovrt^ yap dci T<ji t*terucip

avayKolov ddrcpov avratv vrrdpxtw t6 yAp fg^jnm

7T€(f)VK6s OxfjLV eXfl-V OVT€ TV^XoV Otht &l^ /)fC»'

Aeycrai, c5crr€ ovk av €lrj ravra r<jjv roiovruiv

ivavTiwv cjv ovhiv iariv ova fi^aov. dXX* <M
(Lv TL €cmv ova fieaov dvayKoZov yap wort watf^

10 TO) SfKTLKw Bdrepov airrwv vndpx^u^' Stop yd^i

tJSt] 'n€<f>vK6s i oifnv cxciv, rdrrt ^ rv^Xov ^ SifHtf

€Xov prjOTJaerai, koX rovruiv ovk w^piafjUift$t

ddrepov, oAA* oirojcpov^ Irvx^' ^^ Y^ catayKiAm

rj TV<t>X6v rj €Xov oijfiv cti'ou, oAA* onortpov ifvyjl^X

€171 0€ rojv €i'avTLCJVf iov €<m Tt aro fUaov, ov

TTore dvayKoiov ^v irayrl Bdrtpov vndpxtu^, ^'^^
15 Ttat, Kol rovTOLS wjxjjpiOfidvtjs TO €v, wart 8if<Wlif

oTt Kar ovh€T€pov rwv rpdmatv an ra ^vavrld

^^ dvrlKCLrat. rd Kara ar^pr^aiv koi €£iv dvTuc€ifA€va.

"FiTi, iirl fi€v Twv IvavrUov, vndpxQvros rod

20 Sc/cTtKou, hvvarov €ls aXXr)Xa ^rapoXrfv yiy€€r$ait

€t fjii] TLVL (fivaei to €v V7rdpx€i, olov rip irvpl t^

OcpfjLOf €tvai' Kol yap ro vyialvov Bwarov voarjatti

Kal TO XcvKov fidXav yevioBai koX to ifn/XP^
^Vl depfwVf Kal iK OTTovSaiov ye <^vXov koI i»c ^av-

\ Xov cmovhalov huvarov y€V€o6ai, 6 yap ^aSX^s
els peXrlovs StqT^t^dj dyo/ievos koI Xdyov^ K^

» ovSi B.
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in cases like this it is definitely one or the other, not
either the one or the other, which is of necessity
present.

Neither of the foregoing statements holds good of
our * positives ' and * privatives.' Subjects receptive
of such are not bound to have one or the other. For
what is not yet at the stage when it naturally ought
to have sight is not called either seeing or sightless.

And * positives ' and * privatives,' therefore, are not
to be classed with those contraries where there is no
intermediate. Neither, again, should we class them
with contraries having intermediates. For one or the
other at times must form part ofeach possible subject.

^Vhen a thing should by nature have sight, we shall

say that it sees or is blind, indeterminately and not
of necessity but whichever it happens to be. It has
not of necessity sight ; it is not of necessity blind ;

it must be in one state or the other. But have we not
already seen that of contraries having intermediates
neither the one nor the other need be found in each
possible subject but definitely one of the pair must
be present in some of those subjects ? That * posi-

tives * and * privatives,' therefore, are not opposed
one to the other in either of the same ways as con-
traries will be evident from the foregoing.

Of contraries this, too, holds good, that, the subject

remaining identical, either may change to the other,

unless, indeed, one of those contraries constitutes

part of that subject, as heat constitutes part of fire.

What is healthy may well become sick, what is white
may in time become black, what is cold may in turn
become hot. And the good bec9mes bad, the bad
good. For the bad man, when once introduced to

new modes both of living and thinking, may improve,
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2J fJLLKpOV yi Tt €TTlSpirj €LS TO /ScAtUiM' c2mU. €09

8c dira^ Kov yuKpav eiriSoaiv Xdfif), <^av€p6v &n ^
rcXecDS dv /xcrajSoAoi tj trdw woXX^p hrCioam

AajSof del yap €VKi%rqr6r€po^ trp^^ dp€rriy vu^rrou,

Kav rjm-tvovv i-nlhocnv €iXT)<f>ojs i( ^xfj^ u* <*»oriV

/cat ttXclcj €lk6s iniBoaiv avrov Xafipaytiy, tad

sorovro del yiv6pL€vov rcAcioi^ ctV rrw hrnvrlop Ifir

dTTOKadlarrjmv, idv iT€p firi XP^^V «f<feKyro«. M
84 y€ T^9 €^€U}S Kol Tjrs <rr€prHj€ivi aowofrov cif

dXXrjXa fji€TaPoXr)v ytviaBai. dno fiiv yof t^ ^€it>s

cm TTjv (rrlp7)Giv yiverax yu€rQ^oXri,dft6 3< ttSj OTcpn*

85 aca>9 €7rt r^v cfii* o^uvarov. ovrt yap rv^Xot y€l4-

\ \ p,ev6g Tis 7^<IAt^' dvc/SAc^cj', oirrc ^q^jaxpof aW WAd^
KOfirjTTjs iyevero, oure vcjho^ wv oSoKrof i4*fOW,

''Oaa 8c o); fcara^a<n9 koI aTro^cun; ayr^Vfvnu,

lSb<^av€po»^ ort icar* oi)8cva rail' €iprjpL4vtai^ rp6mt¥
dvTtVciTat* CTTi yap fxovwv rovrwv avaytciuoi^ dfl

TO /xcv oAry^cj TO 8^ tl/€vSo^ auTiov c&oi. ovr*

yd/) cTTt Tcuv ivavTLwv drayKcuov del dartpov

dX-qdes etvai ddrepov 8^ 0ct>8o;, otrrc ^rri tcui' ir/)^

6 Tt, oirrc C77"t T^9 €^€(jjs Kol TTJs <rr€prja€a>s» otatf ij

uyteta /cat 17 voaos €vavrla, kqX oihirtpdv yc olht

aXrjOcs ovT€ t[/€vS6s icmv. waavrtas W #fai r6
8t7rAdortoi' /cat to •:7/xtov cis Td tt/h)? ti dt^ucciTOi, ic«i2

ou/c coTtv ai)Ta>v ovSercpov out€ dXr]d€S otrrc ilf€vSos,

ovbi y€ rd Kara ordprjoiv Koi i^iv, olov tj 0^15 Koi

10 17 tv<I)X6t7)s* oXws 8€ rcov Kara firfSefuay (rvfinXo'

KTjv Xeyofievcav ovSev ovt€ dXrjdes out€ t/KV^os €€rr%w

rrdvra he rd ci/n^/xcVa dv€V avfiTrXotc^ A/ycTOi. ^

Ov firjv aXXd /xdAioTa dv 8d^ctc ro roioxrro avfi,^

* See what was said in c 4 upon uncombined wordlj
truth and falsity.
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be it ever so little. And should such a man once

improve, even though it be only a little, he might,

it is clear, make great progress or even, indeed, change
completely. For ever more easily moved and inclined

is a man towards virtue, although in the very first

instance he made very little improvement. We
naturally, therefore, conclude he will make ever

greater advance. And, if so, as the process continues,

it will at length change him entirely, provided that

time is allowed.

As for * positives ' and * privatives,' however, there

cannot be change in both ways. From possession

you may pass to privation but not from the latter

to the former. A man who has once become blind

never finds that his sight is restored, as a man who
has once become bald never after recovers his hair

and a man who has once lost his teeth never after

can grow a new set.

Affirmations and negations are opposed, it is patent,

in none of those ways upon which we have already

touched. It is here, and here only, indeed, that one

opposite needs must be true, while the other must
always be false. In the case of other opposites

—

contraries, correlatives, positives and privatives—this

\vill in no wise hold good. Thus of health and
disease, which are contraries, neither is true, neither

false. Take correlatives, * double ' and * half.*

Again, neither is true, neither false. So also with
' positives ' and * privatives,' such as are blindness

and sight. To sum up, unless words are combined,
* true ' and * false ' can have no application. And
all the afore-mentioned opposites are but mere un-

combined words.**

However, when words that are contraries consti-
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palv€LV inl r&v Kara avyL-nXoKr^v ivayritM^^ Aty9«

fi€va)V' TO yap vytalytaf 'Lcatcparqr ry woatip

16 ^cjKoaTnv ivavTiov €<7Ttv. oXa ovo cni TovrtMHf

dvayKcuov ael ddrepov fUv aXij$€S Odrtpoy Si

tlf€vSo9 €tvai. OVTOS ft<V yop HctflCfMkTOVS MTCU r6

fi€v dXr)dh TO be ipev^t M om-o^ 54 d^i^drtpa

tpcvhij' ovT€ yap to poa€tv TfOJKpdrrjv ovrt t6

vyiaw€iv iariv aXrjdes avroO firf ovrog SXutf rov

TtCUKparovS'

so *Emi be rijs arepijaews koX rrjf iftwf iitj StfTOt

T€ oXcjs o^^r€pov aXrjB^^, otrro^ rt ad*r M
Bdrepov aXrfiks Odrepov hk i/KvSos' r^ y4/> &filf

€X€W YtWKpdrr^v rip rv<f>X6v ttvai ^LuMcpdrrpf ovrl*

K€irai u)S areprjdis #ccu €(is, $ccl otrros rf oJ«

dvayKalov ddrepov dX-qdts etyai ^ ^vSof (^nt y^
i5/ii/7ra> 'iT€<f>VK€v €\€w, dfuf>6r€pa ^fKvi/rj^, /ti) Smof

T€ 6Xu}£ rov ^ZcjKpdrov^, Koi ovrw ^^(V^ o^i^-

r€pa, Kox ro o^iv €X€iv kqX to rv^Xov cuMtf c2mu.

'Ettc §£ y€ T779 Karatf>da€<M}s Kal rrjf oMO^dtrnttt
del, idv re

fj
ectv re firj ^, r6 erepov etrrai ifKvSoi

Kol ro erepov 0X17^€9. ro yap voGelv Xcjtcpanm

80 Kal ro fiT) vooelv ^IwKpdrqv, oin-of re avrov ^OPff*

pov on ro erepov aurwv dXrjOei rj tfi€vSo9, icai ftfi^

ovros ofjLotws' ro p,ev yap voaew /i^ ovrof ifteifiog,

ro be fiTj voaetv dXrjO^s. loare hrl fiovtov r^yana^

tStov dv elr\ ro del Bdrepov avrcjv dXrjBes rj ^vSas
85 ehai, oara coy Kardff>aat.s koX dno^aais oKruccircu*
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tute parts of those statements opposed as affirmative

and negative, these would especially seem to lay-

claim to this characteristic. The statement that
' Socrates is ill

* is the contrary of ' Socrates is well.'

Yet we cannot maintain even here that one state-

ment must always be true and the other must always

be false. For, if Socrates really exists, one is true

and the other is false. But if Socrates does not

exist, both the one and the other are false. To say
* he is ill ' will be false, and to say * he is well ' will

be false, if no Socrates so much as exists.

As for * positives ' and * privatives,' however, if the

subject is not in existence, then neither proposition

is true. If the subject exists, even then one will not

be true always, one false. That * Socrates has sight,*

for example, is the opposite of ' Socrates is blind ' in

the sense in which ' opposite * was used as applied to

privation and possession. Now, if Socrates really

exists, it is not of necessity the case that one state-

ment is true and one false. For he may not as yet

have arrived at the stage when a man acquires sight,

so that both of the statements are false, as they are,

if he does not exist.

To return to affirmation and negation. Of these

we may say in all cases that one must be false and

one true, be the subject existent or not. For, if

Socrates really exists, ' he is ill ' or ' not ill ' must be

true ;
* he is ill ' or * not ill ' must be false. And the

same, if he does not exist. For, provided he does not

exist, it is false to pronounce * he is ill ' ;
* he is not

ill,' however, is true. Thus that one of the two must
be true and the other be false in all cases will hold of

those opposites only which are in the same sense

opposed as affirmative and negative statements.
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XI. "EvavTLov 8^ €arw €$ avaytnjf iyoB^ fih

KaKov rovro he SrjXov rjj Kad €K€iartj¥ itmyt v̂B^

14 a olov vyicla voaos koI diBpelq, SccA/a, 6iiOUiis cw

Kal irrl rwv dXXvjv. /ca*c<p 8c ari fUy ayoB^
ivavTLov, ore Sc kokov rjj yap iv^uf, kok^ ctm
T) vireppoXr) ivavrlov Kaxov ov 6^u>iWf &4 Koi ij

6 fieaonjs €vavria €KaT^pw, oiaa ayo06¥, in

oXlyojv 8* dv TO toioOtov tBot, riy, ^irj 5^ nfir

TrXcLcrrcDV del rw KaKw ro dyaBov ivavriov iarm*

"Ert cVt Twv evavTiaiv ovk m^ayKoZov, iiof Wtt*
pov fjt Kal TO Xoinov ehat. vytoMf^vrtMft^ fihf yif>

aTTdm-tuv vyUui fiev corrat, yoaos Bi ov* dfioutti

be Kal XevKwv ovrwv dndyrvjv Acvicon^ fUv l<mu,

fieXavla he ov, en el ro ^AMiKpdrrjv vyuiu^u^ r^*

10 XwKpaTTjv vooelv evavriov eari, firf ^v^^^rnu 5^

dfia dfjL<l)6Tepa rut avrcp vndpxew, ovk atf /v*

hexoLTO rov erepov rutv hfoyruoy ovrof ttal t6

XoiTTov etvaf ovro^ yap rov ^iWKpdnp^ vytadttv

OVK dv eirj ro vocretv ^coKpdrrjv.

ArjAov he OTi Kal Trepl ravrov ^ eiSci ^ y6"Ct

15 7Te<f)VKe yiveoBai rd evavrUk. voao^ fi€V yap Koi

vyieia ev owfiari ^(pov ire^vKe yiveoSai, Xivtcdrrfs

he Kal fieXavCa dvXws ev awfian, Bucaioavt^ H
Kal dhiKia ev ^vxfj dvBpwmov,

20 ^AvdyKj] he navra rd evavria ^ ev rw adr<p ylrci

etvai rf ev rots evavriois yeveaw, ^ avrd yirrj

etvai. XevKov fxev ydp koX /leAov iv r<p avrtp

yevei (xpcofia ydp avratv ro yevos), SacaioorwTj Be

Kal dhiKta ev roty evavrlois yevecnv (rov /i€v yap
dperri, rov he KaKia ro yevos)' dyaddv hk Kol
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XI. The contrary of good must be evil, and this

can be proved by induction. The contrary of health
is disease, that of courage is cowardice and so on.

Of an evil, however, the contrary is either a good or
an evil. For instance, defect is an evil ; its con-
trary, excess, is an evil. But the mean, which is

contrary to either in an equal degree, is a good.
You, however, find few such exceptions, and, gener-
ally speaking, it is true that the contrary of evil is

good.

It does not of necessity follow that, if one of the
contraries exists, then the other must also exist.

For suppose that all things became healthy. There
then would be health, not disease. Or suppose that
all things became white. There would then be white
only, not black. Inasmuch, too, as Socrates ill is

the contrary of Socrates well and both contraries

cannot exist at one time in the same individual, if

one of the contraries existed, the other could not
then exist. For, provided he was well was the fact,

he was ill could not also be fact.

This point will be evident also : the subjects of

contrary qualities must have the same species or

genus. For health and disease have for subject the
body ofsome living creature, and whiteness and black-

ness a body which need not be specified further.

And justice, likewise, and injustice arise in the souls

of mankind.
In addition, two contrary quaUties always belong

to one genus or else to the contrary genera, when
they are not themselves genera. White, for example,
and black will belong to the same genus, colour.

Justice, again, and injustice fall under two contrary

genera, those we call virtue and vice. Good and evil
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14 a

26 KaKov ovK €arw iv Y4v€i dAA' avra rvyx^f^ Y^
rivwv ovra.

XII. Ufi6T£pov €T€pov lr€pov Xlymu rtrpaY&tl

Trpwrov ixkv koI Kvpiwrara tcara Xp6vc¥, tcaa o

. 7Tp€a^vr€pov €T€pov €r€pov Koi naXoi^tpoy Xfyt*

J rar Tip yap rov -xpovov vXiUa €tifai koX frpta-

Pvrepov Kol TToXaiorcpov AcycTCU.

80 A€vr€pov Bk TO /iij avTiarp€^v irard rrw toC

cfvat aKoXovOriaiv , otov to tv rwv 8w) irportooi-

Svolv fiev^yap ovtwv oKoXovQtl €vBvi to iv €wai,

dvos 3€ otnos OVK opayKalov 5u> (2mi, okitc odx

avrurrp€<t>€i dno rov €v6s ij dKoXovBtfOis rov cImu

^ TO XoiTTov, irporcpov hk hoKti ro rotodrov €li^aAt

85 d^* o^ firj dyriarp€<t>€i rj rov cti^cu ouraAov^noif• * .;

Tplrov 8c Kara riva rd(w r6 np6r€pov XiytfUMi

Y^icadd7T€p cVi rwv eniarrjfuxtv koI row X6yaf¥, §0

A~^ T€ yap rais d7ToS€LKriKais ^icm/jfuus ^ndpxt* t6
^ TTpoTcpov KoX ro voTfpov rij rdfti (tA yap <rn)€)ff£d

14 b 7rp6r€pa rcov hiaypapnidrwv rfj rd(€i, teal inl rfk

ypaiMfiariKTJs rd otoixcmi ftportpa rCHv av^Xafioti^,

. » inl re rwv Xdywv ofioiws' ro yap npooip*0¥ r^
V^ hvrjryrioews irporcpov r^ Tofci iariv.

' T7y»-irapa ra €iprjfi€va ro piAnov ircu to tc^uoi*

T€pov Tiporepov etvai rg ^vati 5o«C€4. CMu^oun &^

6 KoX ol noXXol rov9 ivrtfiorepovs Koi p^iXXov dya*
TTco/xeVou? VTT* avrwv nportpovs ^KxaKtw vap* avnH$
ctvai. iari fi€v hrq Koi ax^^v dXXorpujraroi rCtv

rpoTTwv ovros.

• ii ypannariiHi, a much wider tenn in tlie Greek than te
* grammar * in English. Here it maj rerj well i%lliiy
reading or \*Titing or both.
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belong to no genera, being themselves actual genera,
having subordinate species.

XII. There are four different senses in which we
may call one thing ' prior ' to another. Whenever
we use the term ' prior ' in its proper and primary-

sense, it is time that we have in our minds. It is thus

that we call a thing * older,' * more ancient ' than
some other thing, signifying that its time has been
longer.

Secondly, ' prior ' may be used, when the order

of being is fixed and incapable of being reversed.
* One ' is prior, among numbers, to * two.' For pro-

vided, that is, * two ' exists, then it follows that * one
*

must exist. The existence of * one,' on the contrary,

does not imply that of * two.' And the order of

being, in consequence, cannot be changed and re-

versed. Thus of two things we call that one ' prior
*

which precedes in irreversible sequence.

Thirdly, we use the term * prior ' in regard to any
order whatever. And this is the case in the sciences,

as it is also with speeches. In sciences using de-

monstration we have what is prior in its order and
what is, per contra, posterior. Take geometrical

science : the elements—points, hnes and so on—are

prior to propositions or problems. And, likewise, in

what we call * grammar ' * the letters are prior to the
syllables. So in the case of a speech will the proem
be prior to the narrative.

Besides the three senses aforesaid whatsoever is

better, more honourable, is said to be naturally prior.

Thus the common folk, speaking of those whom they
hold in esteem or affection, describe them as coming
first with them or having prior place in their hearts.

But this use seems the strangest of all.
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10 Ot fJL€V ovv XcyofjLfvot rponoi rov nporipov ax^^O¥

TocrovTol ctaiv. S6^€L€ S* av napa rovf tlftrifuvovf

Kal €T€pos ctvai nporlpov rpono^' rufv yap <ivri»

^ (^ aTp€<f>6vr(x)v Kara rrjv rov fti'cu aKoXoi^&rjaw rS

\ y atrLov onojaovv daripay rov €lvfu trpirtpov thcSruMt^

rij <t)va€i AcyotT* op. on 8' cori to^ rouivra,

hr\Xov ro yap cfvoi avBpwirov dyrurrpd^i icara

16 rr)v rov ctvai oKoXovOrfauf irpo^ rov aXrfiyi V€fX

avrov Xoyov. €l yap torw avBpotno^, dXtfB^ 6

Aoyos" (^ X€yop.€v on tonv dvBpconof, leai ai^n-

Grp€<f>€i y€' €1 yap aXriB^ 6 X6yo9 <S X4yofiey on
ianv av0pw7TOS, cortv avBpojiro^. €<m Si 6 pkiv

dXr^dr)s Xoyos ovSapujJS atrtos roG c&ou r6 irpdyua,

so TO p.€vroi irpdyfia <f>aLV€ral ttco; airiov rov cuxu

dXr)6rj rov Xoyov rat yap €lvai ro irpdyfui rj fArj

dXrjOrjs 6 Xoyos rj ilf€V&r}S Xiytrax, cuorc «rara

ir€vr€ rpoTTOvs irportpov Irtpov €rtpov Arycroi*
j

XIII. "Afia hi X€y€rax anXw^ pMv koa tcvptti*

rara, J}V rj y^€aU corcv €v rut avrtp j(P^^'
ovBercpov yap nporcpov ovSi var€p6v iorw ai)ndr.

a/Lta he Kara rov \p6vov ravra Xeyerai. ^vatt Sk

dfia, oaa avri(jrp€<l>€i fi€v Kara n^v roC ttvai (Leo*

Xovdrjoiv, fnjhafiats hi alriov ddrepov 6ar€pa» roO

etvai iariv, olov inl rov hiirXaxjlov koI rov T^fxuitoi'

80 dvrLGrp€<t>€i, fxcv yap ravra (hinXaaiov yap ovros

corlv rjp.i<7v koI rffiurco^ ovros hinXdaiov iarw),

ovhcrepov he ovherepw alnov rod etvai iarw,
Kat rd eK rov avrov he yevovs dprthvQpmjiUim

S5 aXX'qXois dfxa rfj ^u<7€i Xeyerai. dvrthijjpijaBai H
Xeyerai aXX'qXois rd Kard rijv avrqv Suiijpcoil^
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CATEGORIES, xii-xiii

These, I think, are the four distinct senses in which
we may use the term * prior.' Yet another might
seem to exist beyond those we have already men-
tioned. For where in the case of two things the
existence of either implies or necessitates that of the
other, that thing which is somehow the cause may,
in consequence, fairly be considered as naturally

prior to the other. Such cases can clearly be found.

The existence of a man, for example, necessitates the
truth ofthe statement whereinwe assert his existence.

The converse is also the case. For if he exists, then
the statement asserting that fact will be true. If

the statement, conversely, is true, then the man
referred to must exist. The true statement, however,
is nowise the cause of the man's thus existing ; and
3'et his existence would seem in some manner or

other the cause of the truth of the true proposition.

For the latter is called * true ' or * false,' as the man
thus exists or does not. So it seems that we use the
term * prior ' in as many as five different senses.

XIII. * Simultaneous ' we use in its primary and
most correct meaning of things that have come into

being together. For neither in that case is prior, nor
is either posterior to the other. We mean * simul-

taneous in time.* * Simultaneous ' in nature we apply
to those things where the being of either necessitates

that of the other but neither is cause of the other.

For instance, take * double ' and * half,' for these two
have reciprocal dependence. If a double exists, then
a half; if a half exists, also a double. And neither

of these is the cause of the other's existence or being.

Species marked off and opposed under one genus
each to the others are called * simultaneous ' in

nature. I mean those marked off or divided by
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otov TO irrqvov r<^ w<"{tt' '"** '''^ MHiptft* ^raSra

yap aXXrjXoL^ dvriSirffyqrai ^k rov avroO yivovi*

TO yap f<J>ov 5tai/>€tTai cty Tavro, €« tc to wnpir
Kal TO 'jT€^6v /cat TO €wSpov, Koi o^p yt Toifpwr

TTporcpov "q varepov iarw, oAA* ofia rg <^va€i tA

15 a TouLura SoKcl cfrai. Siaip€d€irf h* ay Kol €Kaaro¥

rCiv roLovTCJV els ct^Tj naXw, olov to itc^of xoi r6

TTTqVOV Kal TO €w6pOV, COTOi OlV JCfiUccu^a OfM
Tg <f>va€i, oaa cV tou ovrou ytvovs tcara t^

6 a»)rJ7P hmip€aw iariv. ra 8^ y«^ t^ ciScwr <ul

TTporepa' ov yap dyTiaTp€<f>€i Kara rijv rov clwu

OKoXovOT^aiv, otov ivvSpov pukv oiToy hm (ojOI^,

(oiou §€ ovros ovK dvdyKfj iw^pov ctrai.

*A/xa oiV T^ <f>v(r€i AcycTcu, ooo dyrurrp/^
p.€v Kara t^v rov etvai dxoXovdrfaiv, ^rjSofUjkts ^

10 (UTiov TO €r€pov Tot Mpip ToO etyoi tan, koa ra
€K rov avTov yevov^ aMTiBijipfffUva aAA^Ao«v

olttXcus 5c dfuif <5v T) y^€ais €v rd» avriff XP^H*-
» vv XIV. Kiirrja€ws 8/ ^OTiv cSty cf , y/i^OK* ^^opd

.

v\ av^ais, neUoms. dXXoiwm^, ij icoTa rcJtrov firro-

r^^ i3oA|

16 At p,€v ovv oAAai /cu^<7€49 ^av€p6v Sri crtpat

dXXrjXojv elalv' ov yap iarw rj yivtais ^Bopd ovM
y€ tj av^Tjais fuutxns ovSt i} ncaTci Toiroi' /Acra-

^A-^, waavrois 8c Kal cu oAAat' M 8c rrjs oA-
Xoui)a€(DS €;^ct Tiva dnopiav, firj irort dyayKoioy

fo tJ
TO oAAotou/xcvop #caTa Ttva tcuv Aoiiroii' jciv^octtir

oAAotoucr^at. toOto 8c ovk dXrjSt^ €arf ox«S3r
yap Kara iravra ra nddr) rj rd nXetara dXXiHoda$ai
(TVfipePrjKcv ripMf ot)8c/ita; raw dXXa/v Kunffatom
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CATEGORIES, xiii-xiv

identical modes of division. That is to say, the
* winged ' species is called ' simultaneous ' in nature

with both the ' aquatic ' and ' terrestrial.' All are

marked off and opposed under one genus each to the

others. For into these species is * animal,' the genus,-

marked off by division. And none will be prior or

posterior ; all are in nature * simultaneous.' Each
of these species is further marked off into certain sub-

species, which also are called * simultaneous * in

nature for just the same reasons. The genus is prior

to the species. That is to say that the order of being
cannot be reversed. If the species * aquatic ' exists,

then does also the genus or ' animal '

; but granted
the genus exists, there is not of necessity the species.

Thus we call * simultaneous ' in nature those

things where the being of either necessitates that of

the other but neither is cause of the other, and also

those species marked off and opposed under one
genus only. We use * simultaneous,' too, in its first

and unqualified sense of those things that have come
into being at one and the same time together.

XIV. There are six kinds of what we call motion

—

generation, that is, and destruction, increase, diminu-

tion, alteration and, finally, changes of place. With
a single exception it is plain that all these are distinct

from each other. Destruction is not generation, and
increase is not diminution, nor yet does it mean
change of place. And so also it is with the rest. In

the case of alteration, however, it may be objected

by some that a subject, when altered, is altered by
one of the other five motions. And yet this is not

really so. For by all or, at least, most affections

alterations are brought about in us that have nought
in common whatever ^vith those other motions we
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KOivojvovaw ovr€ yap av^taSai ovayKoZov r6 Kara

nddos Ki,Povfi€vov ovT€ fi^iovadai, waavruts 04 mu

25 im rcjv oAAcuv, ohtB* Irlpa op ctiy irapd Toy oXAos

KwrjG€is 7) oAAouomj- €1 yap ^v i} curnj, I8€i 'TO

oAAotou/xcvov €i5^uj Kai avftoBai ij fUtovaOai ij

Ttva rcDi' aAAa>v dicoAou^co' #fii'i}<T€ttir* <SAA* owl

dvayKT). waavTCJS 8c fo* t^ av(av6fAtva¥ ijf T0«l

oAAt^v Kwriaiv KivovfJL€Vov aXXoiovaOai cSct* oAA

80 eoTt riva av^aroficva a ovk oAAototrroi, oloi^ to

TCTpdycjvov yvwfJLOVOS 7r€piT€d€VTOs iyiJfi/T04 fiaf«

oAAotoTcpov' 8£ ov8^ ycyanrp-ai- a>aavTa>9 W *fol

€7rt roil' oAAcuv raif roiovrcav. wa^ crr/xu ai*

etT^aav at Kivqo€LS dXXi^Xwv.

16 b "EoTi Sc a7rAa>5 /X€v Kiyrja€i rjpej^ ivavria, raXs

Sc Kad* €KaGTa at ica^' cKaora, ytviati fx€v ^Bopd,

au^Tjact Sc fi€Ujt)<n9, rfj §€ icard TOtroi' fitrafioXj i}

Kara Toiroy rjp€fiia. /xoAiora 8' cowccv orrucctoAii

6 17 Trpd? Tov €vavriov rdnov fjL€raPoXrj, o(a¥ rfj

Karcodev rj dvto, r^ 8c dvwdev -ff kotcu. t]^ 84
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mentioned. For that which is thereby affected need
not be increased or diminished or undergo any such
process. It follows that alteration is different from
all other species of motion. For, were it the same
with some other, the object, when altered, would
straightwaybe also increased or diminished or undergo
some other motion. But that is not so of necessity.

Moreover, whatever was increased or was subject to

some other motion would be of necessity altered.

And yet there are things that increase and are not
thereby altered as well. For example, if a gnomon
is added, a square is increased in its size but does not
undergo alteration, remaining a square as before."

So it is with all similar forms. Alteration and increase,

it follows, are two distinct species of motion.
Rest is, broadly, the contrary of motion. But

particular species of motion have each their par-

ticular contraries. Thus change in place may
be said to have rest in a place for its contrary,

increase will have diminution, generation destruction

or corruption. But as for the first of those mentioned,
a change to the contrary place would appear in the
strictest sense contrary—that is, ascent to descent
and descent to ascent and the like. But as for the

" The accompanying figure illustrates what is meant
about the square and the Gnomon.
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XoiTrfj rcjv dTroSodcuraw Kunjatajv oiJ pfUim <lw>-

Sowat Tt 7TOTC ioTLV ivavTiov, €OiJC€ 8i oi^h^ fUtu

avTjj ivavrlov, el fi-q rig koI inl TavTrfs t^»' Kara

TO TTOLov rjp€filav dpririOelrj ^ rrfv cfe t^ ivayrlctf

10 rod TTOLOV /i€Ta)3oA^i', Kadarrtp Kfu M rrf^ Kor^

roTTov fierapoXrj^ rrjv Kar^ r6nov -fjptftiay ^
r7)v els rov ivavrlov ronov fierafioXriv Icrri yoip ij

dXXoLwais /A€Taj3oAi7 /card to rroto»'. wart atrn^

Kclaerai. rij Kara ro iroiov »riin)<7«i 17 frard tA

TTotov TjpffjLLa rj rj €1^ ro h^avrtov roO notoO /ATra*

16 jSoAtJ, olov ro XevKOv ylv€a6ai rip fUXav y6^c7AaD^

oAAotoOrat yap eiy ra tvavria, rov nowO M^TO^
poXijg yLvofievrfs.

XV. To §€ ^X^^v Kara irXeiova^ rponov^ Xfytratu

7] yap (Lg €^lv koX hidB^atv ri aXXriv riva noiorrjra*

so Xeyofxeda yap Kal i7ncm^p.rjv rivd €;(«•' icai dpcnjr.

rj ws noGov, olov o rvyxoyfi ris cxtu*' fUytOof^

XeyeraL yap rpiirrjxv fieycOo^ ^^^*' V 'r€rpdn7p(V»

fj CL>? ra 7T€pi ro awfia, otov Ifidriov fj ;(ir€tfMl.

Tj (Ls €v
f
iopiw , otov iv

x^'-P*' ^xrvXiov. ^ji^i^^
fJL€po9, otov x^^P^ V '''oba. rj utg €v awfutf. otov

15 o ficSLfjLvos rovs Twpovs Tj TO K€pdfJuov rov otvoi^'

otvov yap c^fiv ro Kcpdpnov Xeyerai, koI 6 fUSifiVOi

irupovs' ravr ovv navra €X€iv Xiytrai w^ hf

dyycCcp. rj to? Krijiia' €X€iv yap ouclav ^ dypc¥

Xcyofxeda.

Aeyofieda Sc icat yvvaiKa ex^iv koI rj ywri

80 dvSpa' €OLK€ 8c aAAoTpccaTaTos" o yvv pri$€is rpdnrof
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motion remaining of those we have mentioned above,

it were no easy matter to say what its contrary

actually is. And, in fact, it appears to have none or,

here too, it is * rest in its quality ' or ' change to the

contrary quality,' just as we said change of place had
for contrary rest in a place or a change to a contrary

place. Alteration means change of a quality. There-

fore, to qualitative motion we oppose either rest in

its quality or change to a contrary quality. Thus
black and white will be contraries ; therefore,

becoming the one will be contrary to becoming the

other. There is change of a quality here, which

implies alteration, in consequence, into a contrary

quality.

XV. ' To have ' has a good many meanings. We
use it of habits, dispositions and also of all other

qualities. Thus we are said to ' have ' virtue, to
* have ' this or that piece of knowledge. And then

it is used of a quantity, such as the height a man has.

So it is that we say that a man * has ' a stature of

three or four cubits. Again, it is used of apparel

;

a man * has ' a cloak or a tunic. Moreover, we use

it of things that we * have ' on some part of the body,

a ring on the finger, for instance. We employ it of

parts of the body ; a man ' has ' a hand or a foot.

It is used in the case of a vessel : a jar will be said

to ' have ' wine and a corn-measure said to ' have °
*

wheat. And in cases like these we are thinking

of what is contained in the vessel. Once more, we
use * have ' of a property, men * having ' houses or

fields.

People say that a man * has ' a wife and a wife,

in like manner, a husband. This meaning is very

* In English, of course, we say * hold.'
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15 k

ToO €X€w ovSev yap oAAo ra> f^** yinmifa arjfuuvo'

/x€v t) ori crvvoiK€l. '*

KaTrjpCOixrjvrai.
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far-fetched. When we say that a man has a wife,

then we mean that he Hves 'svith her merely.

There may be more senses of ' have.' But the

customary meanings, I think, are set forth in the

foregoing summary.
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