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BOOK THREE

[The fourfold division]

122 In the previous book, which was the second one of this treatise, O brother 1a20-1b9
Theodore, the discussion of an inquiry into the goal of the whole logical craft
has been set out. At its end, I turned to those terms which Aristotle provided
before his teaching on the ten primary genera that are called “categories”. In
this book, which is the third one of the same treatise, we are about to discuss
those things that the Philosopher wrote after that in his treatise on the ten
universal genera.

123 Now, those who are eager to chase the true understanding of this man
ought to know, O brother, that before the general division of those ten primary
categories, this Philosopher established another division of them which is more
universal than this one and divided all of them into four parts that encompass
the ten. So, ultimately, this fourfold division also includes the other one, for the
tenfold one is born out of it, producing a perfect teaching on the nature of each
one of the ten primary genera'”.

124 So, this is what he says!7* about the first division which is set out in a
fourfold manner: Of all things that exist in any way some are substances and
others accidents, and again, some of them are spoken of universally and some
particularly. Thus, six pairings may be generated from this!’: the first one is
that of substance and accident; another one is that of universal and particular;

173 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 24.22-25.4; Philoponus, In Cat. 28.3-9. Both Ammonius and Philo-
ponus speculate on the value of applying numbers from one to ten in this case. Sergius con-
fines himself here to a short remark about the “perfect teaching”, but comes to the issues of
numbers based on the Pythagorean teachings later on in a separate section (see §§129-134,
below).

174 Sergius does not quote Aristotle’s text here, but rather presents the following teachings as
a correct interpretation of chapter 2 of the Categories. While Ammonius stresses (Ammonius,
In Cat. 25.14-15; cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 29.1) that the terms he uses (substance, accident,
universal, particular) are not applied by Aristotle, Sergius does not make such a remark, but
uses the same terms as if they actually derive from Aristotle.

175 Sergius’ text is very close to the commentary of Ammonius, In Cat. 25.5-7: €07l 8¢ 1|
Slaipeotg abtn: @V 6vTwv Ta P€V E0TL KABOAOL TA 8€ peEPLKA, Kal TAAWY TGV GVTWY TA UEV E0TLV
ovaiat T 8¢ ouupefnkota- yivovtal toivuv oufuyiat €€ (cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 28.17-20).
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the third one is that of substance and universal; the fourth one is that of
accident and particular; also the fifth one is that of accident and universal; and
the last sixth one is that of substance and particular. You learn them clearly
from the table below.

However, we ought to know that two pairings from these six, namely the
first and the second one, may not come to be, for it is impossible both for the
same thing to be a substance and an accident, and for the same thing to be in
the same way universal and particular. Hence, only four pairings remain as in
every way possible in this division, as we said. These are: universal substance,
e.g. humanity as a whole; particular accident, e.g. whiteness in only one dress;
particular substance, e.g. Socrates alone; and universal accident, e.g. whiteness
as a whole!”.

Of these four pairings the Philosopher put first that of universal substance,
for he considered it more honorable in both of its (elements), i.e. both because
of substance and universality, than the other three. For substance is much more
honorable than accident, because it is sufficient for its own subsistence, while
an accident has no way to exist unless there is substance. And universal is
honored much more among philosophers than particular, because they always
leave particulars behind and seek after universals that provide a profound
knowledge of things'”".

176 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 25.7-12: v ai §bo dvun6otatol, ai 8¢ Aoutal téocapeg, enui 81 Tdg
e UMaAMjAoug Kal Tag Slaywviovg, ouveotdow. eiol 8¢ adtar TV GvTwv Ta PEv KaBoAov
ovolal té 8¢ uepkd ouuPePnkdta, kai Ta pév kaboAou cuuPePnkota Ta 8¢ pepikal ovaial, olov
GvBpwmog kal T0 TL AEUKOV i TIG £MIOTHKN Kal AeUKOV Kal Tig (vOpwmog (see also Philoponus, In
Cat. 28.20-23). This passage in Ammonius (and Philoponus) is followed by a diagram, repre-
senting the afore-mentioned six combinations, which is nearly identical to the one found in
Sergius. In all extant mss. of Sergius’ Commentary, it appears after §126.

177 See Ammonius, In Cat. 26.16-20: xal ToUTOLG TOIG OVOUATL KEXPNUEVOS EkTiBeTal TaG Téo-
oapag ouluylag, Kat TpwTnV TV KaBOAoL 006iay, GG TILWTEPAY, ETELTA TO AVTIKEIUEVOV, AEYWL
81 10 pepkOv cLPBEPNKAG, elta TpoeTiunoe T kKaboAou oUUPEPNKOC THS HEPLKRG ovaiag, S1OTL
nepl TV KaBOAOL 101G PLA0TOQOLS 6 Adyog (cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 31.19-26).
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particular accident

After this pairing, it might be appropriate to place that of particular
substance, since, as we have said, substance is more honorable than accident.
But because every opposite is comprehended from what it is opposed to — for
instance, if a man learns about whiteness or sweetness, he immediately gets the
idea of blackness and bitterness — because of this, he placed after the pairing
of universal substance the one which is opposite to its both (elements), namely
particular accident!’. That accident is the opposite of substance and also that
universal is the opposite of particular, I have no need to demonstrate.

Moreover, after that, he placed the third pairing, i.e. that of particular
substance, since it is more valuable — because of the substance which is part of
it — than another fourth one, which is that of universal and accident. Thus, it is
in this orderly way that the Philosopher arranged them, although not many
have comprehended this. So, let us turn to the reason of this fourfold division

178 See Philoponus, In Cat. 31.22-24: émerta Sevtépav TiONGL TNV AVTIKEWEVNY TAUTY, £0TL 8¢
T0 UEPLKOV CLUPEPNKOG vTikelTtal yap Tf) uév ovaid 0 cuuPefnkog 16 8¢ kKaBOAoL TO UePLKOV
(cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 26.28-31).
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and discuss why he has established it as first, before the overall division of the
ten genera.

[Pythagoras on numbers]'”?

Now, Pythagoras, who was a man renowned for the practice and
knowledge of philosophy, transmitted like a kind of mystery to his disciples that
all powers and causes of everything that came to be and exists in the whole
world derive from numbers and constitute things, while every knowledge and
philosophy about the latter has its origin and reason in calculations and figures
(oyuata) which come forth by means of numbers.

So, he stated that the beginning of all numbers is called the one. It is a copy
of the Creator who brings order to everything in that, similar to it, he is also
single’® and indivisible. And number two, which is born when the primary
number doubles itself, serves also as a model (t0mog) for the universal
substance of all bodies, which they call matter (0An), and for the nature that is
singularly active in bodies, the one which they also call material (UAu6g) form
(¢180¢). These two principles — i.e. form and matter, one of which is efficacious
and the other effected, one is active and the other passive — are primary,
according to Aristotle, after the Creator of the universe. From them at first the
four customary elements (otolyela) are formed — i.e. the hot and the cold, the
wet and the dry — from which in turn the adornment and constitution of the
universe takes place.

Thus, they say that the second number contains the mystery of matter and
form, which, as we have said, Aristotle sets as primary principles and causes of

179 Cf. §123, above. In the corresponding passage, Ammonius makes a brief note on the appli-
cation of numbers by Aristotle, without mentioning the name of Pythagoras. The prolegomena
treatises by David, Elias, and Olympiodorus frequently refer to the Pythagorean arithmology.
Cf, e.g., Lectures 16-17 of David’s Introduction to Philosophy (49.7-54.26), where he describes
the following established tradition of Aristotle’s commentators: “Since we have earlier on
given an arithmetical explanation <..>, the commentators take their starting point from this
and proceed to discuss the numbers up to the decad” (Gertz 2018: 133; the Greek text: émeldn|
év 10ig mpolafolow eiprikapev apOunTKv aitiav detkvoovoav <..> €vtedBev Aapovieg ol
ggnyntal agopunv épyovtat kat Stadaupdavovot mepl T@V ApOu®Y TdV dvtwv dxpL Tiig
8ekddog).

180 Syr. ihidaya, here probably corresponding to Gr. povayog. Sergius applies the same Syriac
term in the meaning “particular, individual”, cf,, e.g., §168.
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everything. For just like the singular and primary number which is similar to
the Creator doubled itself and thus gave birth to this second number, in the
same way, when the Creator in the beginning!8! applied some sort of doubling
which derived from the affinity between his creative activity and the creation,
he first of all established matter and form that are necessary for the subsistence
of all beings.

And just as from matter and form, as we said above, the four elements are
primarily constituted, which are the secondary principles of beings, so also the
number four is born from a doubling of the second number, for when the latter
doubles itself it brings forth the subsistence of the former. And since also the
number four originates from the primary number and makes the latter
fourfold, it is clear that it gives birth to the ten. For one, two, three, and four
together make ten.

That is why the number ten that is perfect in every respect is also a model
(tomog) for all things and beings of this world, which was made as a whole by
the Creator. For just as the fourfold number gives birth to the number ten,
which is perfect, as we have said, being the limit of all numbers, because there
is no other number higher than it but there are those ones that are infinitely
composed from themselves, in the same way from the four elements — i.e. fire,
air, earth, and water — also this whole world was composed as an entity, and
those things that are delivered into it and come to be remain the same, while
not a single thing is ever created in it.

181 Syr. b-risit. The same word appears in the Syriac translation of Gen. 1:1, i.e. opens the
creation story.
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So now, after this, it is time to look clearly at the cause for the fourfold
division which we earlier presented above!®2 Thus, I say that just as the
fourfold number gives birth from its composition to the number ten which
serves as a perfect model for the universe that is composed from the four
elements, so too Aristotle first encompassed the ten genera in a fourfold
division which resembles the elements and after that introduced another,
tenfold, division of these genera which is in itself a model of the universe. For,
just as the number ten is complete, comprising all the numbers, so also the
universe is complete, containing all the natures. In the same way, also the
division of the ten genera of the categories is complete and perfect, encom-
passing all things that are in the world, for no one is ever able to find anything
that would not fall under and be contained in one of these genera.

[Definition of accident]

Since, as it seems to me, these things have been clearly explained, let us
further proceed to those ones that are after them, which is in this way also
necessary for teaching them. That there are those things that are said univer-
sally and those whose subsistence is particular!®, is clear to everyone and there
is no need for any definitions or long demonstrations. However, a definition of
substance or accident themselves from the four pairings which have been
previously set out above requires not a few inquiries as well as demonstrations
that support it. Because these two terms, i.e. substance and accident, designate
something that is unfamiliar to many from ordinary usage, and also what each

182 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 24.22-25.4; Philoponus, In Cat. 28.3-9.
183 Sergius speaks in one case in terms of predication (“said”) and in the other in terms of
existence (“subsistence”). Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 26.21-24; Philoponus, In Cat. 31.9-15.
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one of them signifies is not apparent and comprehensible save for a few
alone’s4,

Therefore, an inquiry should be made into both of them, so that nothing
will be missing in the interpretation of other things in this treatise. However,
concerning substance we will make a proper inquiry into its meaning and
definition later on, where it will completely correspond to Aristotle’s account of
it in the book Categories. Of accident, conversely, we will speak now, starting
with a definition which the Philosopher gave for it. Thus, we require no small
investigation about those things which we are about to discuss below.

Now, Aristotle states that accident is “that which is in something else not as
a part of it, it being impossible to exist without that thing which it is in*85. This
is a defining account of accident given to us by the Philosopher in the treatise
on the ten genera. Thus, an accident is what exists in something else, while it is
in it not as its part, and its subsistence is never possible by itself, apart from
what it is in.

Now, it is necessary to know that there are altogether eleven ways of speak-
ing about being-in-something'®6. These are: as in a time; or as in a place; or as in
a container; or as parts in what they are parts of; or as a whole in its parts; or as

184 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 31.29-32: éneldn fjoBeto £avTod 0 PIAOCOPOG YWVATG TLOL XPNoa-
Hévou ayvwaoTolg UV ék Tiig ouvnBeiag, T® te kad’ Vmokelpévou Kal oL kab’ LTToKeLUEVOL Kal
év UToKelUéVw Kal OUK €v UTOKelévw, BovAetal Aoutdv 884gat nudg mept avt®v. Thus,
Philoponus refers to the actual expressions used by Aristotle, while Sergius substitutes them
with “substance” and “accident”.

185 See Cat. 1a24-25: & £&v Twi piy OG pépog LTIdpYov aduvatov ywpig etvat Tod &v @ £oTiv.
Aristotle thus defines the expression “in a subject” (¢v Umokelévw) which is associated by
Sergius with the term “accident”.

186 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 26.32-27.2 (cf. 29.5-23) and Philoponus, In Cat. 32.7-26. Both lists
contain 11 types that are equivalent to Sergius’ list, but differ from one another in their se-
quence. Also Sergius’ sequence does not fully correspond to either of them. These lists
ultimately go back to Phys. 210a14-24, where Aristotle suggests eight ways of being-in-
something.
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species in a genus; or as a genus in species (¢{6n); or as forms (g{8n) in matter;
or as the governing of those who are under someone’s rule is in the person who
governs them; or as in an end; or as an accident in a substance'®’. However,
since these are probably not clearly comprehensible for the readers, let us
further turn to them and suggest examples to each one from what is known by
everyone.

1. So, we say that something is in a time, e.g. when we state about the War
of Ilion!88 that it occurred in the time of Alexander Paris, or when we say that
any other particular thing was in the year of such-and-such (a ruler) or in the
day of so-and-so. Everything like this is said to have happened or to be happen-
ing in some time.

2. Further, we say that something is in a place, just as each one of us is
inside the limits of air that surrounds our bodies from outside, or when we say
about water or wine that they are inside the inner limits of an earthen vessel or
anything else that contains them.

3. Also, we say that something is in a container, as water in a pitcher, or as
wine in a wineskin, or as any kind of body that is inside another body. This type
differs from the previous one in that place has only two dimensions, namely
length and breadth, while a container always has three dimensions, namely
length, breadth, and depth. Hence, place is such a limit of a body that encloses
in its interior part what is placed into it. A container, on the other hand, is a

187 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 26.32-27.2: AéyeTal yap T0 €v TVL EvEeKay @G, €V XpOVw €v TOTW &V
ayyeiw OG uépog &v HAw Mg AoV £V T0TG uépeoty MG e180G &v YEVeL Mg YEvog év iSel (g T TGOV
APYOUEVWY €V T ApYovTL MG el80¢ &V DAN MG £V TEAEL (G £V UTTOKELEVW 0loV TO GLUPEPNKOG &V
ovaiq.

188 Il.e. the Trojan War. The same example appears by Ammonius, In Cat. 29.5-6 and Philo-
ponus, In Cat. 32.17-18.
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body itself which possesses two limits, the interior one which contains what is
in it and, as we said, is called its place, and the exterior one which is seen to
everyone from outside. Provided this is so, then it is obvious that the way how
something is in a place differs from the way of being in a container in that the
former is the inner limit of a body, as we said, while the latter is itself a body!8°.

4. But we also say that things are (in something) as parts in what they are
parts of, for example a hand, or a leg, or any other member of human body. For
these are in a body as its parts.

5. Also, it is said that the whole human body is in its parts, i.e. in the head,
in the belly, in the hands and legs, and in all other members of it. In this way, as
we said, we state that a whole is in its parts.

6. Things are said to be in something as species in a genus, when we see
that they derive from one and the same genus and say that they are in their
common genus. E.g., we say that a horse, a dog, and a bull are in the genus of
animal, while a vine, an olive tree, and a cedar are in the genus of plant.

7. But a thing is also said to be in something as a genus in species, e.g. when
one says that animal is in the species of dog, horse, and any other animal, o,
further, plant is in fig-tree, plane-tree, and all the species of plant.

8. A thing is also said to be in something as form (¢180¢) in matter (bAn), e.g.
when one says that the image of a statue (av8ptag) is in bronze, or the shape

189 In points 2 and 3, Sergius suggest a different kind of explanation than what we find in
Ammonius, In Cat. 29.6-10 and Philoponus, In Cat. 32.18-22.
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(oxfjua) of a chair is in wood, or something else like that!®,

9. But we also say sometimes that one thing is in another as the govern-
ment of those who are governed is in the governor, as we have a custom to say
that the government of a house is in the power of the master of the house, or
that the government of a city lies in the one who rules over the city'.

10. Also, as in an end, we say that the construction of a house is in its
conclusion, that the design of a ship is in its completion, and everything else
like this!®2,

11. Also, as an accident in a substance, we say that whiteness is in milk,
blackness in a rock, sweetness in honey, and everything else like that!%,

So, Aristotle writes that accident is “what is in something else not as a part
of it” and thus distinguishes accident from all those things that are in
something that they are in as parts. He also adds that “it can never have subsist-
ence all by itself without that thing which it is in”, in order to distinguish it
from all other cases of how a thing is said to be in something. Because all of
them, even if they are not said to be in something as a part of it, can however
have subsistence without it. An accident, on the contrary, is neither in
something as its part, nor can it ever exist without it.

As for the other ten types, some of them are said to be in something as part
of it, while others can subsist by themselves without it. And since an accident is

190 See Philoponus, In Cat. 32.22: if &g £(80¢ &v VAN, )G T0 T0T Av8pLavTog 180G &v TG YOAKD.
Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 29.15-16: 0)g €l8og &v DAN ®G TO GvBpwmvov €ldog v Tij VAR i TO
TPlywvov ij TETPAYWwVOV GXFUa £V TG XOAKER.

191 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 29.13-15: ®)¢ Td TGV APXOUEVWV €V TH dpxovTL (Aéyopev yap 8Tt
708¢ TO Mpdypa év T®de T® Gpyovti €é0Tv) (see also Philoponus, In Cat. 32.22-24).

192 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 29.16-17 and Philoponus, In Cat. 32.24-25.

193 Ammonius and Philoponus speak in the last case of being “as in a subject”, see Ammo-
nius, In Cat. 29.17: g év VTOKEWEVW MG TO cLUPEPNKOS €V oVaiq (= Philoponus, In Cat. 32.25—
26). Since Sergius completely abstains from using the terms applied by Aristotle himself, he
modifies this point accordingly.
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in something like the other ten types, the Philosopher added that it is in
something not as its part, in order to distinguish it from those things that are (in
something) as a part of it. And he further added that it can never have subsist-
ence by itself without that what it is in, in order to distinguish it from all other
cases which can exist without that thing which they are in, even if they are not
in it as a part!®4.

For example, whiteness is an accident. It has subsistence either in milk, or
in white lead, or in any other kind of body. It is in the body that is receptive of it
not as its part. Neither can it have subsistence outside the body in which it is,
for it will perish at that very moment when it is separated from it.

[Criticism of Aristotle’s definition]

Now, it is necessary, as it seems to me, to discuss some enquiries ({ntruata)
and objections which one may hear just after this defining account of accident
from those who are judging things without precision. For, since, as we said, any
definition of a particular thing ought to suit only this thing which is made
known by it, also the defining account of accident must serve for expressing it
alone. Thus, there are two ways of making a mistake in a definition: either by
enlarging it so that it will comprise not the whole nature of what is defined, or
by reducing it and thus including in it other things that are outside of what is
defined!®. For a balanced and accurate definition of a particular thing is the
one which serves for signification of this thing alone, separating and differenti-
ating it from everything else.

194 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 27.2-8 and Philoponus, In Cat. 32.26-32.

195 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 33.6-10: xaki{ovol 8¢ tveg TOV Oplouov todtov, ol uév €x tod
TAe0VACeLY ol 8¢ €x ToD EAAelmery: abTn yap kakia 6pLopos T0 pr) avTloTpéPey mpog T0 OPLOTOV
AN || mAelova meplappavewy fj Adttova. kal ol uév mAeovalewy Aéyovtég gaot pn péva ta
ouuBePnKOTA TEP ABAVELY TOV OPLOPOY GAAA Kal Td owuata. See also Ammonius, In Cat.
27.9-13. Ammonius characterizes the first kind of criticism (i.e. for being superfluous, cf. ¢k
700 mMAeovddewv by Philoponus) as katd T0 Unepaipely kal UepPAUALEWY.
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What I mean is this. A correct definition of man that defines only the
human nature and separates it from everything else is “rational mortal
animal”. So everyone who is a man is a rational mortal animal, and also every
rational mortal animal is a man. For a correct interpretation of definitions
implies that they are convertible with what they define'. If, however, someone
reduces this definition and says only “rational animal”, it is obvious that togeth-
er with the nature of man he will encompass with this expression also other
natures, namely angels and demons, for all of them are also rational animals. If,
on the contrary, one enlarges this definition and says that man is “rational
mortal animal rhetor”, then he will reduce the nature that is made known by
the definition, because this expression will encompass not the whole nature of
men, but only the rhetors.

So, these are the two ways of corrupting the teaching of definitions which
someone may bring forth as accusations after the defining account of accident.
First of all, one might say that it defines and encompasses not only accidents,
but also other things that pertain to substance and not to accidents. For, if
accident matches the description proposed above, i.e. “what is in something not
as a part of it, while it cannot have subsistence without it”, since also Socrates
and each one of us are in a place, while not being part of the place, and while
neither of us, further, is able to exist without place, hence, according to the
meaning of that description, we too are accidents. But since it is evident that

196 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 27.13-15: olov GvBpwmdg 0Tt {Pov Aoykov BvnTov vol Kal mi-
otRUNG dexktkdév- tolto avtiotpépel kal yap el Tt {Hov Aoykov Bvntov vod kal £meTiung
8ekTkdv, To0T0 GvBpwTOG.
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each one of us is also a substance, substance appears to be at the same time
substance and accident, which is impossible!?’.

To this we reply, then, that, even if each one of us is in a place while not
being a part of the place we are in, it is still possible for our nature to be
thought of outside place, because place is not completive of our nature but is
attached to us as a concomitant, like a shadow to a body. But what is receptive
of an accident is completive of its nature, since (an accident) may never subsist
without it, as we have said above. Now, if this is how things stand, it is evident
that the definition of accident which is given above does not encompass
anything else save it alone!®,

Further, one might say that the defining account of accident does not
encompass its nature on the whole but suits only those accidents which cannot
be separated at all from what they are in. For, behold, the fragrance of apples or
any kind of spices (&pwpa), which is an accident, may nevertheless be
separated from what it is in, for even when these things are moved far away
their fragrance reaches us. So, if an accident is something that cannot subsist
without what it is in, while fragrances which are said to be accidents may be
separated from what they are in and reach us, it is evident that the account
quoted above does not define all accidents!®.

What we shall first of all say to this is that it is not stated in this definition
that it is completely impossible for an accident to exist for some time apart
from what it is in, but that it may not exist at the present moment apart from

197 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 27.15-21: @aciv o0V oi pgv TOV aro8e8opuévov OpLopdv Ui Téot Toig
ouupepnkooty €papuolewy, ol 8¢ kal €tépolg Tiol mapd Ta ovpPePnrdtar Aéyovat yap OTL O
LwKPATNG &V TOMW OV &v TWi €0TL Kal ovy wg pépog €v 6Aw (U yap uépog éoti T00 TOTOVL) Kal
a8vvatov ywpig adTov eval 1o &v @ oty (A8Vvatov yap xwpig elval tomov), Hote Katd
70070V TOV Adyov 0 ZwKpdatng cuuPepnkog vmdpyel, dnep dromnov (see also Philoponus, In Cat.
33.10-12).

198 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 27.21-30; Philoponus, In Cat. 33.12-20.

199 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 28.8-12; Philoponus, In Cat. 35.10-21.
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what it is in?%, So, even if every fragrance of spices can be separated from them
and reach our nostrils, it still cannot reach us without another substance which
they are in. For even if it is separated from the spices, it is nonetheless in the air
as in a certain body which is receptive of it and without which it cannot
subsist?0L

Also, from what follows we shall comprehend that fragrances do not reach
our nostrils without certain substance. For, behold, if somebody places an apple
in a house for many days it will shrivel and shrink, and from this it is clear that
together with its fragrance, a certain substance wastes away and disperses
from it. Also, when a man puts some vessel over his nostrils, even if there were
spices, he will not sense their fragrance because he will breath clear air. This
too makes apparent that when fragrances come into contact with a substance
that is much denser than air, they are not perceived any more. So, it has become
clear now that fragrances may never exist without some substance which they
are in. Consequently, they also fit the above-mentioned account that defines
universally the whole nature of accident?2,

Others, among whom was also Porphyry, since they saw in the definition of
accident proposed by Aristotle a certain contradiction with his teaching, sought
to formulate it clearly and comprehensibly. Thus, they said that accident is
“what comes to be in something and is separable from it without destroying
it”203, However, there are quite a few contradictions also in this definition
proposed by them. For of accidents some may be separated from what they

200 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 28.12-13: Tp&HTOV P&V BTL OUK €lTTEV 0 APLOTOTEANG £V O N, (AN &v
® £otw, “first of all, Aristotle did not say ‘in which it was’, but “in which it is’.” (= Philoponus, In
Cat. 35.22-23). Thus, Ammonius stresses the present tense in Aristotle’s words.

201 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 28.11-15; Philoponus, In Cat. 35.21-24.

202 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 28.16-29.4; Philoponus, In Cat. 35.24-36.13, Simplicius, In Cat.
49.10-14.

203 Porphyry, Isag. 12.24-25: cuuBefnkog 8¢ éotwv O ylveratl kal armoyivetal Ywplg Tig To0
VTIOKELUEVOL PBOPES.
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occur in and destroyed by being replaced by another ones, while others may
never be separated from what they occur in.

For instance, the blackness which occurs in the body of a man who has
remained for a long time in the sun and which becomes his accident may be
separated and removed from him after he has spent a considerable time
washing himself in water and staying in the shade. But the blackness of an
Ethiopian?* or a raven which is also their accident may never be separated and
removed from the Ethiopian’s skin or from raven’s feathers. Thus, one may say
that the definition formulated by Porphyry — i.e. that accident is “what comes
to be in something and is separable from it without destroying it” — does not
encompass all the accidents, but only those which may be separated and
removed from what they are in, because the other ones, as we have said, are
not separable from whose accidents they are20.

However, instead of this we shall rather bring forth the following
argument. Even if those accidents which may not be removed from what they
occur in, such as the blackness of an Ethiopian and also of a raven, are in
actuality not separable from those bodies which they occur in, they neverthe-
less can be separated from them in speech and in thought without causing any
destruction of them. For it is possible to imagine both an Ethiopian and a raven
as white without bringing any harm to the substance of any of them?%. Hence,
they are also encompassed by the descriptive account that has been quoted
above just now.

It is also possible for someone to say against what is stated in this defini-
tion — i.e. that accident is “separable from what it is in without destroying

204 Syr. “the Cushite”.

205 Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 111.7-18.

206 Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 111.11-15: eimopev 8¢ {dn 6L el kal P kat évépyelav anoyiverat,
G obv tfj émwoig 6 kOpaE kal 6 AiBioy Agukdg, Tod 8¢ avBpwiov TO {Hov 008 Tij émvoia
xwplioat uvatdv: dua yap ¢ vofjoat avBpwiov i etvat {pov @Beipopey adTdv, EMVOKoaVTES
8¢ TOv kOpaka iy elvat pérava f tov Aibioma ov @Beipopev avtod TV ovoiav Mg KOpakog iy
avBpwmov.
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it” — the following2"”. Fever is a sort of accident too, but it certainly destroys
the body in which it occurs. Also, baldness happens to hair, and it destroys the
substrate in which it occurs. Further, one may say about these things the follow-
ing. Just as the strings of a lyre (kt8dpa), when they are stretched either more
tightly or more loosely than is required, destroy the harmony (Gpuovia) and the
coherence of the melody, without however destroying the lyre, so also fever
does not destroy the body but the coherent harmony of its constitution. And
only when the constitution itself is destroyed, is the body necessarily destroyed
with it too. So, even here the accident does not destroy the substrate in which it
occurs. For baldness does not exist in the hair which it destroys but its nature
occurs to the skull, so that even from this case it may be seen that an accident
does not destroy the substrate in which it occurs.

So, speaking concisely, everything that is in the world most of all desires
the subsistence of it essence?® and flees always from its destruction. Thus, if
none of the accidents can come to be without the substrate in which it occurs, it
is obvious that there are no accidents that would destroy the thing to which
they occur unless it would bring itself to destruction. What (has been said)
about accident is sufficient for hearers.

[Universals and particulars]?%

Since the universal and the particular were also included in the fourfold
division above, we shall also speak briefly about them, although they are
evident to everyone. We ought to know that in substance, quantity and other
genera we have certain genera that are primary and principal, which are the

207 The following arguments and examples illustrating them are found in Ammonius, In Isag.
111.18-113.28. Cf. also Elias, In Isag. 91.5-93.8.

208 Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 112.12: £&kaotov yap tod eivat épietat

209 For the description of the hierarchical structure of genera, species, and particulars
known as the “Tree of Porphyry”, see Porphyry, Isag. 4.1-8.6; Ammonius, In Isag. 70.5-71.11
and 77.15-79.14; Elias, In Isag. 63.6-34. The image of a tree appears in the treatise On Genus,
Species, and Individuality that is ascribed to Sergius in the only manuscript in which it is pre-
served and in all likelihood indeed goes back to him. In this treatise, the division of the most
generic genera into further genera, species, and particulars is presented in the image of a tree
that has large boughs divided into branches and further into twigs and shoots, cf. Furlani
1925.

1b10-24
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ten categories. There are also other ones that are subordinated to them, and
still other ones that are subsumed below the latter ones, and all the way down
until the last species and the separate individuals?! that are encompassed by
all lower species. In order to explain this to readers, let us take substance and
quantity as examples.

Now, substance is a certain genus, for there are multiple things that are
subsumed beneath it. It is divided primarily into two differentiae, i.e. into body
and incorporeal. Body in turn is further divided into other differentiae that are
beneath it, namely into animate and inanimate body and into percipient and
deprived of perception. In the same way, also animate body is divided into
other differentiae, namely into living body and lifeless body and into moving
and deprived of motion. Now, living and moving body is further divided into
other differentiae which are below it, namely into rational and non-rational
and into man and animal. As for man, it is divided only into individuals that are
separate and confined by one nature, namely into Plato, Alcibiades, and any
other single person?!,

Now, we ought to know, since each one of those differentiae that are said to
be positioned between man below and universal substance above subsumes
under itself multiple things that differ from one another either through the
division of individuals or through species, that those differentiae that stand
higher than others are also called more universal because each one of them

210 Syr. gnome.

211 Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 77.16-78.4: Tijg ovaotag T0 pév £€o0TL odpa TO 8¢ dowpartov, Kat Tod
oWuUaTtog T0 PV €0ty Eupuyov 10 8¢ dpuyov, kal oD EPPoyou TO PEV LoV TO 8€ YUTOV TO 8¢
{woYLTOV <...> TAAW 8¢ T0D {WOL TO UEV £0TL AOYLKOV TO 8¢ dAoyov, kal ToT Aoytkod T0 puév Beodg
70 8¢ (vBpwmog, TAAWY 8¢ 10T avBpwmov T0 uév Zwkpdtng T0 8¢ IIAATWY Kal ol Katd pépo.



P40v

10

C141r | L32v

15

D79v

B95r

25

200 — Edition

N0 MAY. D DM L ¥aH @A AR e m sa\m&a «0mi=
@1 dwedila I ,o\mls_\ mlaa

~ra<a ,mada KIriad <uis  KAm Kl el A S
<At <raio liam Im <as ab XA AT (IR Ao
R 1 101 Olass KNAAD o0dd comla 1201 W\ > <iodh=
P Sy L\ > | smoduesn dio i e i <rins
o e ariaal p\ldads o lamim dwdd pasy D
120y A\ > isadn a1 <aw ~maray ood ama | ~xic)
A aaals s ol i R X1y ;s olo a1 ~uizal
A\ > :mus 0 mmmar 0 sad cam) Sauo iras axa
003 Ml Al FHADIMIS Cuel (LIRS Fussa Kuis axh
AN\ ab <o\ om A LA <1 ra) sad <mara\a
= «0I® AFa eaamia smalrias comlala s adl ;madasd
1 o Rhaw A <riis A vel 1\ <iodm muaa
A\ > . comadue Ka\n Rimar A ~Kmra\ Ax <ha s
e0muaa > com) caomea hedls ariaa Lamla eaxass
(YIS0 Kausa ira) Ksara\ 0 ~maral\ <amar | <iodn
<AAD0 (K adD o amadury Dis riad . addm _q\m_\:m
s N o=l t‘@&‘:’ A dwdly Laid s ook

o) Ldhidh ariaa Jamla il 1 wddumas
adn &l L Laad comam sy Laadr e
~lrasa ymadian <aw ) ~nis A LAid widy “m=ars
s <o ~usor A ,madu ~Kuiio sy Aa e o) ~uwara
.0m A3y am <L mar<y Al sadh <a ,F(A\J_S.JJ <A L YAy

eF T . Lomadurd (< <amad W\ adm  <ouba Kakay hard

11 muaay <dha=umis BCDL, Epit: mbanumis P 13 ,madawd] + o~ BC, D in marg.
14 (...1] om.L 15 a~!LP, Epit: a~aBCD | a~ ~=sraz]om.B | a~?LP, Epit.: a~aCD
16 dwsdla] + L ama= BCD, Epit. 24 Aa] om.D

168

169



168

169

Book Three == 201

contains all those that are lower than it and shares with them both its name
and its nature??,

What I mean is this. Man is a differentia and a species of living body, as we
have said. Thus, this man is called universal, since he encompasses every
particular individual from all the human beings. And individuals are called
particular?s3, because there is nothing else that they subsume under themselves
and they are not further divided into parts and species. Also, living body is said
to be universal, since it encompasses universal man and animal — which differ
from one another not only in number but also in species — and shares with
them also its name and its nature, for both man and animal are said to be living
due to their partaking in its name. Further, also animate body is said to be
universal, since it subsumes under itself living being and all its parts, and they
partake in its name, for both man and animal are called living. In the same way,
body and substance are universals, since they encompass all differentiae below
and make them partakers in their name. For body, animate body, animal, and
man, as well as other differentiae that are in substance and particular individu-
als below that are not divided into anything else, are all called substances.

To sum this up: All lower differentiae partake in the name of those above
them, while the higher ones are not called by the name of the lower ones. So,
every man is living, animate, and substance. But not every living being is a
man, e.g. animals, neither is every animate being living, e.g. plants. And further,
not everything that is substance is animate, e.g. stones and wood, for they are

212 Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 78.5-15.
213 Syr. ihidaya, “single”, here probably reflecting the Gr. dtopog (cf. Porphyry, Isag. 6.13),
since Sergius stresses that particulars may not be further divided into parts.
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substances but they are not called animate. Similarly, every living being is
called animate and substance, and everything animate is also designated as
substance. But not everything that is substance is necessarily body, or animate,
or living, or man. Hence, what was stated has become clear, i.e. that all genera
that are higher than others share their name and their nature with the lower
species all the way down to particular individuals which are not further
divided, while the lower ones never provide with their name or with their
nature either those which are immediately above them or those which are
further elevated and remote from them.

In the same way we also speak about the genus of quantity. For it too is
originally divided into two differentiae, i.e. into the one which is continuous
and contains no portions and another one which is discrete and divisible. Also,
the one which is continuous and has no portions is further divided into line
which is comprehended only through length, into surface whose subsistence is
through length and breadth, and also into body whose nature exists in three
dimensions, i.e. in length, breadth, and depth. As for the other differentia of
quantity which is discrete and divisible, it is further divided into number and
time. Each one of them is subdivided into other parts contained in it which are
called particulars.

Now, all the higher differentiae which the genus of quantity has are also
said universally, since they encompass each one of those things that are
beneath them, i.e. either their parts that are particulars or other differentiae
which differ from each other in species. Particulars, then, are all the lower
parts of the species which differ from each other only in number. Universals, on
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the other hand, are called all those species and genera which encompass not
only particulars that are beneath them, but also other differentiae that encom-
pass the latter.

So, what (has been said) thus far should be sufficient for anyone in order to
understand what is called universal and what exists particularly*4. We ought to
know, however, that although four terms have been applied in the table
(above) — namely substance, accident, universal, and particular — from which
four combinations derive, up to this point we have sufficiently spoken about
accident, about universal, and about particular. Thus, from now on let us speak,
according to our ability, about substance which is established as the head of the
ten genera in the book Categories?S.

[On substance]?16

First of all, we shall investigate in how many ways substance is spoken of,
for the teaching of this book is not about every kind of substance. So, we say
that of substances some are simple and others composite. The simple ones are
either superior to the composite ones or inferior to them?’. The simple
substances which are superior to the composite ones are subjects of the whole
science that is called theology (BeoAoyia), which means “on the divine”. It is
concerning these simple substances that are exalted above the composite ones
and, being remote from matter and corruption, abide always in the beatitude
which does not pass away that the word is (directed) to everyone who desires to
ascend in his knowledge above the visible natures and to be taught what is
exalted above many?.

214 Sergius leaves Chapter 4 of the Categories (1b25-2a10) out of his Commentary, since he
has already suggested an overview of the ten categories in §§95ff. as one of the subject matters
among the prolegomena.

215 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 35.12-13: mpwtnv Td&W €yeL i} ovoia év talg katnyoplalg kal St
70070 eikOTWG TAV GAAWV ATV TTpoéTagev (see also Philoponus, In Cat. 49.8-9).

216 Ms. L has the subtitle “On substance”. Mss. BCD: “On substance and in what ways it is
said”. Ammonius notes (In Cat. 66.14-19) that the version of Aristotle’s Categories which he
used contained two subtitles, “On substance” and “On relatives”. It is thus possible that Sergius
himself included this rubric in the text of his Commentary. On the rubrics, see further Philopo-
nus, In Cat. 133.21-23 and Simplicius, In Cat. 207.27-208.21.

217 See Ammonius, In Cat. 35.18-19: tfig 6¢ oVaolag 1| pév €0ty anAij N 8¢ ovvbetog, Kat Tfig
QARG 1} u€V KpeltTtwv Tfig ouvbEétou 1y 8¢ xelpwv (cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 49.23-24).

218 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 49.25-29: amAij 8¢ xal Kpelttwv Tig oUVOETOL 1| AyyeAkr| Kal 1y
Yoy kat at toladtat <...> SlaAéyetal 8¢ évtalba 0 AplotoTéAng olte mepl Tiig AmAlg Kal
kpelTTovog Tiig cuVBETOU (0U Yap TTPOKELTAL VTR BeoloyEly).

2al1-34
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Now, the simple substances of another kind, namely those which are
inferior to the composite ones, are matter (0An) and material form (évuiov
€180¢)?19, when each of them is considered separately by itself, while their
combination generates composite substance. It is this substance (composed) of
matter and natural form that all of natural philosophy deals with. All those
who, like Aristotle, were zealous in this part (of philosophy), wrote books on
natures and studied those of them that fall under perception. It was matter and
natural form as well as those things which appear from them that they took
pains to inquire into?2,

So, the composite substance, which is, as we have said, between the simple
divine one that is superior to it and the simple natural one that is inferior to it,
forms the subject of discussion for all those who apply the discipline of logic.
And since this is how these things are established in all the writings on the
rules (xavovec) of logic, it was this (substance) that was placed in the teaching
as primary among the ten genera of the Categories.

Thus, O brother, it was not the intention of the Philosopher to speak in this
book about the simple substance which is superior to the composite one, for it
shall be the concern of someone who teaches about the divine. Neither is he
writing here about the other simple (substance) which is inferior and lower
then the composite one, for he speaks about it, as we have said, in the treatises
on natures. Instead, his goal here is to teach about the composite substance

219 For &vulov £i8og, cf. Dexippus, In Cat. 40.30.
220 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 35.21-22: arAf 8¢ kai xelpwv Tiig cuvBEToL 1 VAN 1| TPWTN Kal To
€180¢ Tadta yap Tdv ouvOETwY Eveka Tapaaupavovtal.
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which we make use of in the whole discipline of logic, making it comprehensive
and clear for those who have recently approached this kind of sciences?2.

We also ought to investigate why we teach about substance before the
other nine genera, i.e. before quantity, quality and others. We shall say that this
is because those nine genera require substance in order to subsist, while the
latter does not require any of them in order to exist. Thus, the account of
substance is esteemed as prior also because, if it were taken away from the
nine other genera, they will disappear as well, but if they vanish, then
substance will not cease to exist. So, everything is destroyed together with it,
but it is not destroyed by anything??,

Now, substance is classified in (Aristotle’s) teaching (as follows): some of it
are primary and others secondary. He called primary substance each one of the
particular individuals and parts which have been discussed above and with
which the divisions of species end, e.g., when one speaks of Socrates alone, or
separately of Plato, or of any other thing, animate or inanimate, which has
individual subsistence?. All things like that the Philosopher designates in his
treatise on the ten genera as primary substances. What he calls secondary
substances, on the other hand, are their species and genera, namely universal
man and universal horse, and also the genus of the latter, e.g. when one says,
“what is living and animate”.

221 See Ammonius, In Cat. 35.27-36.2: Slahégetal 8¢ évtalba 6 AplototéAng oL mepl Tiig
amAfg xal kpeittovog Tiig cuvBéTov (tolto yap Beoroylag) ovsE mepl Tig QmAfg kal xelpovog
Tii¢ ouVBETOU (T0DTO Yap Yualoloyiag), dAAG Ttepl Tiig cLVBETOL Kal oxeTikig (cf. Philoponus, In
Cat. 49.27-50.1).

222 See Ammonius, In Cat. 35.12-18: mpwtnv Td€w €xel 1 ovaoia év Talg katnyopialg kat St
70070 €lk0TWg TOV GAAWV avTV mpoétagev: abTtn yap ouvelo@épetal U&v Talg Aoumaig
katnyopiatg, ob ouvelopépel 8¢ avTdg, kal ouvatpel Yev avtdg, ov cuvatpeital 8¢ VI’ avTOY,
0Tt abTn avbumdaTatog Eotw, év autii 8¢ ai EAAaL katnyopiat o gival &xovow: ovaoiag yap
obong ovk avaykn tag GAAag elvat katnyopiag, tavtng 8¢ wi odong ob Suvatov Tag AAag
vnootijvat (cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 49.5-22).

223 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 36.2—4; Philoponus, In Cat. 50.1-3.
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So, in a nutshell, primary substances are all particular things which have
self-subsistence, while all their species and genera are called secondary
substances. Here arises not a small problem of how substance is divided into
primary and secondary. But before we proceed with this question properly, we
shall first outline all possible ways in which division of any kind becomes
possible.

[Types of division]??*

Now, everything that is divided is divided either as (a whole) into its parts,
or as a genus into species, or as an ambiguous word into different objects
(signified by it)?5. Also, when something is divided as (a whole) into its parts,
sometimes it is divided into parts that are similar to one another, and
sometimes into such ones that are dissimilar. What I mean is this. Bone, wood,
bronze, and everything else like that are divided into similar parts, since the
parts into which each thing of this kind is divided are in every way similar to
each other, save for their large or small size only. Everything that is composed
of objects that are not similar is divided into dissimilar parts. E.g., man’s and
animal’s body is divided into head, breast, arms, belly, and legs, i.e. into parts
that are dissimilar both to the whole and to one another?%.

Now, a genus is divided into species, as we usually divide substance into
body and incorporeal, and further into animate body, living being, plants, and
all other species like that. Also, an ambiguous word may be divided into
different objects that are signified by it, just as we said above that the name

224 The same classification appears in Ammonius, In Isag. 81.17-82.4; idem, In Cat. 38.1-2;
Philoponus, In Cat. 53.19-22.

225 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 38.1-2: T®Vv yap SLapoupévwy T UEV WG yévog €ig (8N Stalpettat,
Ta 8¢ OG 6AOV €l uépn, T 8& WG WV OUWVLUOG £ig Stdwopa onuavopeva. The Syriac adjec-
tive $hima, “dusky”, is an uncommon rendering for ouwvupog, “ambiguous (or homonymous)”,
and Sergius probably applies it here in order to explicate the meaning of the Greek term.

226 See Ammonius, In Isag. 81.17-23: ..} ©¢G dAov eig pépn, kal todto SirTdv, || yap eig
Opolopuepii Statpettal iy eig avopolouepii (kai eig Opolopepd pev Satpodvtat EAEReS, aptnplal,
001d, Tadta yap Slatpovpeva Exel Ta uépn kal AAAfAoLg duola kai ¢ 6Aw, €ig avopolouepii 8¢,
¢ dtav eimwpeyv, 4TL T00 COUATOG TO UEV EOTL KEPAAN TO 8¢ Xelp TO 8¢ TTOVG)...
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“dog” is divided into the astral, the terrestrial, and the marine one, and finally
into a painted or carved image of it?’. These are all things that differ from one
another in their nature, while the word signifying them is the same.

Thus, since everything that admits of division is divided by means of one of
those three types, and it is impossible to find anything divisible that will not fall
beneath one of them, it is therefore worth considering which of these types is
applied in the division of substance into primary and secondary. Now, I state
that (substance) is divided not as (a whole) into parts, neither into those that
are similar nor into those that are dissimilar. For otherwise, it would be
necessary that there should be another substance that would be divided into
them as into its parts, and it would be proper that our teaching about it would
be prior to them?2,

Neither is substance divided here into the primary and secondary one as a
genus into species. For among species that derive from the same genus there
are no such ones that are prior or posterior, but one may make their division
starting from where one wishes, since all species are related (to a certain
genus) without any notion of prior and posterior. Therefore, if some substance
is primary and another secondary, it is obvious that this division may not be
established like that of (a genus into) species?.

Neither is it possible to state that the division of substance is like that of an
ambiguous word into objects whose natures are not similar to one another. For
substances are not only similar to one another in name, but their definition and
their nature is also the same in every respect??.

227 See §118. Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 81.23-82.1: ij GG OUWVUUOG YWVN €ig SLaopa anuaLvo-
peva, wg dtav einwpeyv, To0 Kuvog 0 pév 0Tt xepaalog 6 8¢ BaAATTIOq O 8¢ AaTPHOG.

228 Thus, Sergius states that primary and secondary substance may not be considered as
parts of other entity which would equally be called substance and be prior to them. Cf. a
rather different argument in Ammonius, In Cat. 38.7-10 and Philoponus, In Cat. 54.9-14.

229 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 38.2-7; Philoponus, In Cat. 53.24-54.9. Just as in the previous para-
graph, Sergius’ argumentation differs considerably from what we find in Ammonius and
Philoponus.

230 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 38.15-22; Philoponus, In Cat. 54.25-31.
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Thus, since it is neither as (a whole) into parts, nor as a genus into species,
nor as an (ambiguous) word into different objects (signified by it) that
substance is divided into primary and secondary, it seems that the problem
remains to a large extent without solution. Therefore we shall say that it is not
a division of substance that Aristotle makes when he says that one of it is
primary and another secondary, but only suggests an order (tdgtg) of what
comes first and what comes second in it?*., For numerical order differs from
division made of a universal thing that is consequently divided into particulars.

[Primary and secondary substances]

However, after this, it is time to raise the following puzzle: Why, in fact, if
universal things are more honored everywhere among the philosophers than
the particulars, does the Philosopher place here particular substance first and
after that at the second place write about the universal one? One may answer to
this that those things that are primary by nature are posterior to us, while those
ones that are posterior by nature are primary to us?2. Thus, he calls particular
substance primary not because this is what it naturally is but because it is
primary to our senses. For this is what we see first and thus proceed to inquire
into the universal ones which are naturally primary. He also calls particular
substance primary because, since his account here is addressed to those who
have recently started education, it is obvious that it is primary for those who
have not yet learned to comprehend anything beyond their senses?3.

Now, after he has made the composite substances subject to his talk here
and has shown that some of them are primary and particular and some are
secondary and universal, he further gives praise (kaA®¢) to the primary

231 See Ammonius, In Cat. 38.21-22: @apév o0v 8Tt TaEw mapadidwotv avtig, ovkETL 8¢ kal
Siaipeawv (cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 55.1).

232 Cf. Aristotle, Phys. 11, 184a10-b14 and An. Post. 12, 71b32-72a5. Cf. also §20 of Porphyry’s
treatise On Principles and Matter preserved in Syriac (Arzhanov 2021: 90-91).

233 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 36.10-13: &nel o0v 6 A6yog abT® w¢ TPOG eloayouévoug, Toig 8¢
eloayopévolg oapéotepa T TPooeyi, EKOTWG TV UEPIKV TTPATNV €UV &V TQ) TapdvTL amd
yap T@v uepk®v avayopeda ent ta kaboov (cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 50.1-14).

2a34-2b6
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substance as to something that is more honorable than everything else?. For
he says that the other nine genera of the categories are all its accidents that
acquire subsistence in it and may never come to be apart from it, because if it is
taken away from them they will also disappear and perish. Thus, since it is the
reason for their subsistence, it is obvious that it is more honorable than they.
For if there were no individuals or bodies which may be seen and grasped and
which pertain to the primary substance, how would any quantity or qualifica-
tion and quality?®* appear, e.g., the size of one or two cubits, or any kind of
number and measure, or white and red colour, or hot and cold, or any other
accident at all, since all of them and everything like them acquire their subsist-
ence in particular bodies, which are primary substances, and may never exist
without them. That is why the primary substance is more honorable than all
accidents, for it is set for them as a certain nature in which they subsist.
Moreover, he says that the primary substance is also greater than the secondary
one, since if the former did not exist than there would be nothing that might be
predicated of it2%,

Now, secondary substance, as we have said above, is further divided into
species and genera. And he demonstrates to us many times that genera are
predicated of species, while species in turn (are predicated) of particular
individuals that are subsumed beneath each one of them. E.g, we are
accustomed to say that Socrates is a man, just as Plato and each one of us, and
also that every man is a living being, while every living being is an animate
body. Thus we consider Socrates to be a particular individual and a primary

234 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 40.23-25; Philoponus, In Cat. 55.26-29. Philoponus states that
Aristotle wishes “to sing praise (¢€upvijoay) to primary substance and to demonstrate that it is
properly (kaA®q) said to be substance primarily”.

235 Cf. §§91, 354-355, and 365, where Sergius discusses various Syriac terms for quality.
Here, he applies both zna and muzzaga as synonyms.

236 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 40.23-41.17; Philoponus, In Cat. 55.26-56.12. Ammonius stresses
(In Cat. 41.16-17) that, while Aristotle makes primary substance more honorable than both
universals and accidents, the philosopher makes a distinction between them, applying the
expression “to be said of” to universals and “to subsist in” to accidents (kaA®g €tagev €v pév
701¢ kaBoAovL 10 Aéyetal, év 8¢ Tolg oupuPePnkoot T0 £oty). Since in the whole Book III Sergius
does not comment on these expressions which appear in the text of the Categories, but speaks
instead of universals, particulars, accidents etc., he does not focus on the distinction between
predication and subsistence.

2b7-28
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substance and predicate a general species of him, i.e. that he is a man, and
further predicate a general genus of the general species, i.e. that a man is a
living being or that a man is animate??’,

Thus, as we have said, genera are predicated of species, while species (are
predicated) of particular individuals which are primary substances. The
secondary substances, on the other hand, are genera and species that are
predicated of primary substances. This makes it apparent to everyone that, if
there were no primary substance, then there would be nothing of which
secondary substance might be predicated. That is why Aristotle states that
primary substance is greater than all accidents, and also greater than second-
ary substances, which are genera and species. It is greater than accidents, on
the one hand, since they have their subsistence in it, and it is greater than the
secondary substances, on the other, since, even though they are universals, they
are predicated of the primary (substances), and if the latter did not exist, there
would be nothing that they might be predicated of, so that they would remain
as if non-existent?.

So, after he has praised primary substance as superior to everything, he
says that, since secondary substance is divided into species and genera, we
ought to know that something that exists as a species is in turn greater than
what exists as a genus. Though it is inferior to primary (substance), since it is
proximate to it, it is superior to the one which is remote from it>®.

237 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 41.26—42.4; Philoponus, In Cat. 57.24-25.
238 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 58.7-13.
239 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 42.10-20; Philoponus, In Cat. 59.5-17.
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That species stands closer to primary substance than genus is evident to
everyone. For if someone is asked what is Socrates, he will naturally answer
that he is a man. If, in turn, he is asked what is man, then he will give an
answer that it is animated and rational living being. Thus, for the first question
he will take a species in order to characterize Socrates, who is a primary
substance, while for the second one he will make use of a certain genus. This
makes apparent that species are closer to primary substance than genera, and
because of this he stated that the former are greater than the latter?0, Further,
he said that (species) are greater than (genera) due to the fact that genera
require species of which they are predicated, while species do not require
genera, for they are not predicated of the latter but are only encompassed by
them.

[Accidents are not tertiary substances]

So after that, one may be inclined to turn back to what (Aristotle) has stated
before and perhaps raise the following puzzle: If particular individuals are
primary substances, while species and genera are secondary substances, why
are accidents not also called tertiary substances? He resolves this puzzle in an
indirect and obscure manner?!. However, as we have expounded above, we
shall not simply repeat without understanding what has been written by him,
but shall try to interpret it with the power of our intellect by means of reason-
able demonstrations, so that what is written might become clear to everyone.

Now, the puzzle which we just mentioned may be solved in two ways which
make apparent that it is not proper to call accidents substances. One way of
solving this puzzle is the following. Species and genera are naturally predicated

240 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 59.21-25.

241 Aristotle does not explicitly mention this puzzle. However, as is explained in the commen-
taries of Ammonius and Philoponus, its solution may be deduced from the philosopher’s
words. For the solution’s two approaches, the one from the relation of accidents to primary
substances and the other from analogy, cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 43.16-44.4 and Philoponus, In
Cat. 61.20-63.9. Sergius’ account turns out in some details to be closer to Philoponus rather
than to Ammonius.

2b29-3a6
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of substances, which are primary in the proper and principal sense, and they
resolve questions about them by signifying them, but accidents never work like
that. What I mean is this. Socrates, Alcibiades, and others like them are particu-
lar individuals and they are called primary substances. So, when someone asks
what Socrates or Alcibiades is, the immediate answer would be that each one of
them is a man, and also living and animate. Thus, it is by means of species and
genera, which are secondary substances, that you pose questions about
primary substances and by means of them you signify them?42,

But if to that person who asked what is Socrates or what is Alcibiades an
answer were given that he is white, or black, or bald, or tall, or any of those
things that are concomitant (for them) accidentally and not by nature, then it
will be apparent that it does not signify what the person is about whom the
question was raised. So it has become evident by now that species and genera
signify by nature particular individuals that are primary substances, while
accidents never work like that. That is why the Philosopher has properly
established species and genera as secondary substances, but he does not call
accidents substances, since, as we have said, they are naturally unable to
signify for us what is found in species and genera, when we ask about a
primary substance?%,

242 See Philoponus, In Cat. 61.20-26: viv v aitiav Aéyet 8U fjv & pév yévn xal T €i8n
8evtepat ovaial AéyovTal, oUKETL 8¢ Tpitag ovaiag Aéyel T cuupePnkoTa. ToUTO 8¢ TAAWY KaTa-
OKeVLALeL SLx®G, £k Te TAG OX€0ews TG TPOS TAG TPWTAG 0vaiag Kal €K TG avaroyiag. kal amo
pév TG oxéoewg, 8TL Tag MPWTAG ovolag anodi8ovTeg oikeiwg amodwaoopev S pévov Tod
yévoug 1j o0 eifoug anodi8ovteg TOv yap Zwkpdtnv dvBpwmov eipnkoteg i (Hov oikeiwg
drmodwoopev Kat yvwpluwtepov... (cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 43.16-20).

243 See Philoponus, In Cat. 61.26-29: ...£av 8¢ OTL AeUKOG | TPEXEL I} TL ToLoDTOV €lmwpey,
aA0TPiwg Kal ayvwotwg anodwoopey. eikdTwg o0V T uév eidn kai ta yévn Seutépag ovaiag
Aéyouev dte pova onpaivovta tag mpwrag ovoiag, Ta 8¢ cuuPefnkota dAwG o Yauev ovaiag
dite un SnAodvta v mpw Vv ovoiav (cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 43.20-22).
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Another way, then, to solve this puzzle is the following. Particular individu-
als are called principle and primary substances, because, as he states, they are
subjects for species and genera which are always attached to them, since, if
there is a particular individual of any kind, then genera and species are always
attached to it. For instance, if there is Plato or Aristophanes, it is obvious that
there is also man, living being, and animate, which are species and genera.
Thus, particular individuals serve as subjects for species and genera through
which they are made known and which are predicated of them. Also, species
and genera, which are secondary substances, are subjects for accidents which
occur to them. Accidents, on the other hand, do not appear to be subjects of
anything else that would occur to them or be known through them?44.

So, from this, it becomes apparent that, while particular individuals are
called primary and principle substances, since they are subjects to species and
genera which subsist in them, and further species and genera are called
secondary substances, since they are naturally predicated of primary
substances and since they serve as subjects for accidents which subsist in them
and are made known through them, accidents, on the other hand, are subjects
for nothing else that would subsist in them but they themselves always require
substances in order to subsist in them, — it is reasonable, then, that species and
genera are called secondary substances after the primary ones, while accidents
are not considered to be tertiary substances and not even mentioned in the
order (td&Lg) of substance?,

[Definition of substance]

Now, having established the order of substance, having explained which
kind of it is primary and which one is secondary, and having demonstrated

244 See Philoponus, In Cat. 62.3-10: oto 10 Se0Tepov Emyeipnua o €x Tfig dvaoyiag. not
8¢ 8TL 6V Tpomov ai mp@Tal oveial LdkewTat TolL Toig map’ avTAS, oUTwWG Kal at Sevtepat TOlg
ovpBePnkocLy: (omep yap AEyouev ZwKpATNY QAG60poV, 00Tw 8¢ kal GvOpwmov PL0coYov
Aéyouev kai {Hov euhdcoov. Hote kal ai SevTepal ovaiatl HiokewTaL TOTG cUUPERNKOAL, Kal Ta
OoLUBEPNKOTA KAT AVTMY KATNYOPETTAL, QAN TTPONYOUUEVWG UEV TOV ATOUWY KATNYOPETTAL, (IG
onot kat 6 Mopeuplog, katd SevTepov §& Adyov Kal T@V eid®V kal TOV yevdv. Ta 8¢ cuupepn-
KOTa 008EMoTE TalG ovolag UmokewTal (cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 43.24-44.4).

245 Cf. a more elaborated version of the same argument in Philoponus, In Cat. 62.10-63.9. See
particularly Philoponus’ conclusion in 63.6-9: eik6twg oUv &pa ovk ékAfiOnoav Tpital ovoiat
0 ovpPePnkdta Gre pn Umokeluevd Twi mpog UVmap€l, @AM kal dtav ovola kATl
oupBePNKITOG KaTNyopRTaL, Tapd @UOLY <@apgv> etvat Ty ToladTny Katnyopiav.

3a7



B101v

10

15

P47v

20

226 — Edition

a0 Mot ~Lih Kmal s edhiIhT e KD edu Khursd
azasd alm hs oo ~amar 1=\ eiohs < ar =ray
A=) wasia \or m odas als dulsy <im <awaes
1>y L sdu <am <haaloy chunar hatuny any M\ =
eBma smals il our P am A\ Jdabs hasan p
b omla (0 duim m=asd 1ak 18 duwid smaasdy
RAJads Loms iy swdis

»wal 1 Al am A ared m <mal s liam mo
So<an ml medin olas ama | <amad A andasy s
@0 eodas ~miy( A Ay poms =ded camlar W\ > A
~<masdh 1onsl e o Ay e s hordra < cam)
| A 3aads <o ol desdunt amar s S id
< Hmaasumir i Ko\ B @) sars |~ amiy
.mnandi

~AAs.I @i\ PIAT no KAsd camlar W\ am o
Sals asry ralal yp s n  Lomdiodira Lomsiar eanms
A 1ma ) <uars masd < A ihasar @miy am=)
oo dals Idur i i\ dul <award (=0 sy liam
R itz Kmand & Ay ;e <l dsdur win @ia
e o\ cals. amsl @) duls s s sl wade v
.Easdhy mhwhr ;madsrs

@) ham ~a od ~<haralsy whaaian LM\ = Mliam i
<&\l ax < may a\Jdaa s ey adl\a Ve

1 <3 BDP: idal | @asasaoDLP: caley <=anB 2 casnasd BDP: canassda L
3 wasia\ o1 L asiay o1 P asia <\ on Bl csia\ m\, o3 D 7 suedien BDL:
awdiwaP 9 olasBL: (aihisDP 15 LamlayBDL: wmlasP 17 camay BDL: casarn A P
~<=awd LP: caznawd BD 18 ,cas] + @B 19 <=0 LP: ssax= BD 20 madi= BDL: madin=

P 21 méoo~dir BDL: whorde P 23 cul) ol o) B: caal\ L oaa i Li casden e o)
D: cadalyaly i P | 3¢5 BDP: 38> (L

198

199

200



198

199

200

Book Three == 227

clearly that the primary one is principal and the secondary one is second in the
order in its subsistence, while accidents may in no way be called substances, —
after that, the Philosopher wishes to give a definition of the substance about
which he teaches in the treatise Categories*. For the proper sequence of this
teaching requires that one first makes divisions of that issue which he wants to
speak about and after that precisely defines it by carefully drawing its limits
based on everything that was firmly established in the divisions*’.

This is also the order in which he proceeds, for he first teaches on
substance by way of division and in so doing he always consequently defines it.
But since every definition that is correctly made always sets a genus as its
principle and foundation, it is obvious that one is not able to provide a proper
definition of substance, which is not only a genus but a most generic genus, for
it is impossible for a man to find another genus that might be set as a principle
of its definition?4®.

For if, as we have said, every definition takes genera of things as its
beginning and foundation, it is apparent for everyone that in that case where
no genus of a thing may be taken, it becomes impossible to make a definition
either. And because there is no other genus above substance which may be
predicated of it, since it is a most generic genus, it is obvious that a man is
never able to provide its proper definition, as he does not have another genus
which he might take and make a foundation of the definition.

What then? Since the sequence of teaching required that Aristotle provide
after the division of substance also a defining account of it, but we have just

246 See Ammonius, In Cat. 44.6-8: Slehwv TV ovolav €lg Te TV TPWTNV Kal v Sevtépav kat
napaodwv avTag mPog AAARAAg, ViV €UTAKTWG MOV TOV OpLOWOV ThG ovaiag amodolval
BovAetal (cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 63.12-14).

247 Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 35.10-13. While commenting on Isag. 1.5, Ammonius talks about
four methods of reasoning: division, definition, demonstration, and analysis/synthesis.

248 See Philoponus, In Cat. 63.14-17: &AXN’ €neldn 1) ovoia Yévog €0Tl YEVIKWTATOV, OPLOUOV
avtii¢ oV Svvatat amododval Sti 0 ToLG OPLoPOVE £k YeEVAY Kal Stapopiv AapPdveabal, Tig 8¢
amAfjg ovoiag oUk £0TL yévog gUpelv Sta T, wg eipnTal, yévog eivat avthyv yevikwtatov (cf.
Ammonius, In Cat. 44.8-10). Sergius does not mention differentiae here, but does below, in
§513.
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shown that it is impossible to carry out a definition of substance, has his
teaching about it become crippled and obstructed, or has the order of his
account that requires that one always provide a definition after a division
become confused? Not at all. But since he truly grasped that no definition of
substance is possible, he reasonably refrained from giving a definition — which
is, as we have said, always composed of genus and of other things which are
concomitant to it?*? — and turned to the property?? of substance which serves
here in the function of a definition.,

And this is what he did not by chance but with great skill, since property in
its nature more than anything else resembles definition. For a definition, as we
have already said above??, does not exist unless it is convertible with what it
defines. For instance, everything that is a man is a mortal rational animal, and
everything that is a mortal rational animal is a man. In the same way as defini-
tion a property always converts with that whose property it is?3. We will
explain this by means of examples shortly afterwards.

Thus, since property, as we have said, always resembles a definition, the
Philosopher gives the property of substance instead of its definition in his
whole teaching on it. In so doing, he provides us with a general rule (kavwv),
that every time when we are compelled to give a definition of something but
are unable to do it, we shall refrain from a defining account and turn to the
property of things, which will in case of insufficiency perform sufficient
service. But since we mentioned property but have not until now explained at
all what it is, it is necessary for us not to pass by hastily but to dwell on it, lest
the order (td&Lq) of the exposition of the teaching be confused.

249 The last expression by Sergius refers to the constitutive differentia. Cf. the quotation from
Philoponus in the previous footnote.

250 Or a distinctive feature, Gr. 70 {Stov, Lat. proprium.

251 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 44.10-11; Philoponus, In Cat. 63.17-18.

252 See §154.

253 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 44.10-15; Philoponus, In Cat. 63.17-24.
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[Property[?5*

So, let us now bring our account of substance to a halt, going briefly
beyond it, and turn to the division of the property, also explaining clearly what
it is, how many types of it are defined, and when and where it comes to be, so
that, after we have explained in general the whole notion of it, then we will
apply it without fear, since we will properly understand it. It appears not only
in the teaching on substance, but also in all other treatises and writings
produced by the Philosopher, as well as by certain other authors. Thus, as soon
as we learn what property is in general and of what kind it is, we may
obviously make concrete use of it, while nothing will hinder us in understand-
ing it, since general knowledge is easily and without obstacle combined with
particular cases.

Now, we find in the writings of the ancients that types of property are
altogether four?5. However, only one of them is fully and precisely property,
while the other three are used in a secondary and more common sense
everywhere without distinction. So, the first kind of property is what occurs to
one species alone as a whole, while it turns out not to exist actually in every
particular individual that is encompassed by it. For instance, knowledge of
medicine, philosophy, geometry, and any other particular discipline occurs only
to the whole species of men, although it does not pertain to every person but
only to those who have received particular education. Thus, it is called a

254 After §203, mss. BD have the subtitle: “On what property is and how many types of it
exist, which one is called (property) in the strict sense and which one figuratively.”

255 See Porphyry, Isag. 12.13-22 as commented by Ammonius, In Isag. 108.22-110.6 and Elias,
In Isag. 89.4-90.28. Sergius’ account follows closely what we find in the commentary on the
Isagoge ascribed to Ammonius.
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property of the human species, because it belongs to it alone and does not
occur to any other species?®.

Further, the second kind of property is what occurs to all individuals that
are in a species, while it pertains not only to them but also to some other
species. For instance, man is biped and this is what occurs to all men. Thus, we
say that this is proper to them for it belongs to all of them, although there are
many birds that are biped as well?57.

Further, the third kind of property is what occurs to the whole species and
also to individuals in it, although it occurs to them not always but at a certain
time only, for instance turning grey in old age. For this is what occurs to the
species of men alone and to all of them, although not always but during old age,
as we have said. Hence, this is also proper to men alone, for it does not occur to
any other species save for it

So, the fourth kind of property, which is truly property in the strict sense,
contains all of it at once, i.e. it occurs to the whole species and to all individuals
in it, and also not sometimes but always, while it is not attributed to any other
species or individual except those ones that it is spoken of. For example,
laughing for men, neighing for horses, barking for dogs, and other things like
that occur to one species alone and to all individuals in this species, and it
occurs to them not sometimes but always. For even if a man is not actually

256 See Porphyry, Isag. 12.13-14. Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 109.13-15: xai £oTv &v uév onpawo-
pevov kal TpdToV 0 UOVW TWL CUUPEPNKEY, 00 avtl 8¢, WG T AvBpWTE TO laTPEVEW TO
QL0COPETY TO AGTPOVOUEY TO YEWUETPEWY | TL TGV TOLOVTWV.

257 See Porphyry, Isag. 12.14-15. Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 109.15-17: 8gUtepov 8¢ 6 mavTL pév,
00 U6V 8¢, 1¢ avBpwmw To elvat §{modL Tavti yap avlpwmw Umdpyel, oV povw 8¢ kal yap kai
TETEWOTG LTTAPXEL TO SiToowy etval.

258 See Porphyry, Isag. 12.16-17. Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 109.17-19: Tpitov 8¢ 6 kal pévw Kat
TavTi, 00K (el 8¢ AAAA TTOTE, WG AVOPWTW TO €v Yipa moAlTabat uovew yap kat mavti, AN ovk
el memoAiwTat, GAXN €v yripd.
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laughing, he is nevertheless called capable of laughter, since he has this ability
potentially and any time he wants can make it actual?®.

Thus, we say that the first kind of property is the one which occurs to one
particular species but not to all of it. For instance, sciences belong to the nature
of human beings, even if not all of them learn them. The second kind is the one
which occurs to all of a species but not only to it, as being a biped belongs to
human beings. For although this is characteristic of all human beings, it occurs
also to birds. Furthermore, the third kind is the one that occurs to one species
alone and to all of it, however not always but at a certain time, as turning grey
in old age. For this is characteristic of the species of man alone and also of all of
the species, though it occurs to them not always but when they grow old. The
fourth kind, which is the property in the strict sense, is the one which occurs to
one species only, and to all of it, and always, as when we speak of human beings
being capable of laughter or of horses being capable of neighing. For each one
of these occurs to one species alone, to all of a species, and always2®,

So, for the sake of learning and training in words, let us put it also as
follows. The first kind of property is what occurs to one species but not to all of
it. The second one is what occurs to all of a species but not to it alone. Further,
the third one is what belongs to one species and to all of it but not always. And
property in the strict sense is the fourth one, in which all these things coincide,
namely that it occurs to one species alone, and to all of it, and not at a certain
time but always. So, this is the property strictly and truly?.

259 See Porphyry, Isag. 12.17-20. Cf. Ammonius, In Isag. 109.19-23: tétaptov 8¢ £¢’ ob
ouvdedpdunke kai T0 uovy kai mavti kai dei, olov ¢ AvOpLTW TO YEAAOTIKOV Kal T¢) Uy T0
XPEUETIOTIKOV Kal KUVL TO VAGKTIKOV. TOUTWV 8¢ €kaotov Aéyetal katd Svvauw, ov kat
évépyelav: o0 yap kabo yeAd i xpeuetiCel, YeAAoTIKOV AEyeTaL 1] XPEUETLOTIKOV, GAAA KaBO
TEQUKE.

260 In this paragraph, Sergius’ summary of the four kinds of property is particularly close to
Ammonius, In Isag. 109.19-23, quoted above.

261 Cf. the schematic division suggested by Ammonius in In Isag. 109.9-12.
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Similar to definition, property always converts in the figure (oxfjua) of
speech with what it relates to%? For every human being is capable of laughter,
and all that is capable of laughter is a human being. Similarly, all that is capable
of neighing is a horse, and everything that is a horse is capable of neighing. And
in all other cases like that properties are in the same way reciprocally related to
what they belong?é. But (the figures of speech of) three other kinds of property
do not reciprocate in themselves like that, and thus they should be called
properties not in the true and strict sense like this one, but rather figuratively.
And that these figures of speech do not reciprocate will be clear from what
follows.

So, the first (kind of property) is what belongs to one species but not to all
of it, as sciences to human nature, and it does not reciprocate. For everyone
who has knowledge of sciences is a human being, but not every human being
has knowledge of sciences, since there are many who have not learned them.
Likewise, the second (kind) which belongs to all of a species but not to it alone,
as when a man is called a biped: all that is man is designated as biped, but not
every biped is a man. And similarly also with the third kind which belongs to
one species and to all of it at a certain time, for all that turns grey is a man but
not every man necessarily turns grey.

Hence, as we have said, none of these kinds converts in itself and because
of this they are called properties in a loose sense. The fourth one, on the other
hand, since it converts in itself, as we have shown, is truly property. It is in
every respect similar to the nature of definitions because it pertains exclusively

262 Cf. Ammonius and David on definitions: Ammonius, In Isag. 88.22-26; David, Prolego-
mena 15.27. In his commentary on Isag. 12.13-22, Ammonius does not go into the question
how properties may be applied for definitions. However, Elias dwells on this issue in Elias, In
Isag. 89.9-11: Oplopdv yap piueital kal Lroypaeny Td AvTioTpéPey, Kal €meLsr OpLouOV
ULuETTaL, oVOLSES, Emeldn 8¢ LIoypaEY, EnelcodLidSes 1} yap LToypan &k cuUPePNKOTWY.
263 See Porphyry, Isag. 12.20-22. Elias in his commentary on this passage again elaborates
the question of the application of properties in definitions, since it is both characteristic of
definitions and of some of the properties that they reciprocate with what they are related to,
see Elias, In Isag. 90.14-28.
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to one species, to all of it, and always, as it is also the case with definitions, and
further, it is always convertible in the figure of speech, as they do too%. Hence,
since nothing else appears as akin to the nature of definitions as the property in
the strict sense, Aristotle instructs us that every time when we are compelled to
give definitions but are unable to do this we ought to apply this kind of
property instead of defining method?®. For it is what he applies here for the
first time, in the teaching on substance, making use of it in the whole account
instead of a definition and by means of it defining and establishing the concept
of substance.

[Properties of substance]

Now that we have explained why it was necessary that Aristotle made use
of the properties of substance instead of defining it, we shall return to the order
of the exposition. So, the first property?% which Aristotle sets out is the follow-
ing: substance is what is not in something else but everything is in it*’. Further,
its nature does not need to be subsistent in something else, but all other things,
which are generally speaking accidents and speaking particularly are nine
other genera of the categories, have subsistence in it. For substance is truly
subject for everything else whose nature is beyond it and it is receptive to all
accidents, while nothing else is a subject for it (as something) in which its
nature might subsist, but it is sufficient for its own subsistence, and hence there
are also things that may have subsistence in it.

However, someone critically examining what has been said may polemic-
ally suggest a counter-argument by saying®: “Look, the secondary substances,
which are genera and species, have subsistence of their nature in the primary

264 See Philoponus, In Cat. 63.17-21: 81& Todt0 Tolvuv 10 (8lov avtiig anodiSwotyv- éotke yap
T0UTO OPLOUE: (HOTEP YA 0 OPLOUOG LoV Kal TavTl VTIdpyeL, 00 £0TWV 0pLoudg, Kai mpog To
0pLoTOV AvTloTpéPel, 0UTWG Kal 7O i8lov pévw kal mavti Vmapye, o éotwv (8lov, xal
QVTIOTPEPOLGL TTPOG GAANAQ. SLd TadTNV 00V TNV aitiav iStov Tfig ovaiag amoSodvat BovAeTat
(cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 44.10-15).

265 Cf. §§200-201, above.

266 Aristotle is speaking of what is “common” (kowov) to all substances, admitting later on
(see Cat. 3a21) that this characteristic is also shared by differentiae. Ammonius suggests, how-
ever, that there is no contradiction here, since what Aristotle meant at this point was “belong-
ing to all substances” (In Cat. 44.19-21, cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 63.24-31). Sergius apparently
accepts Ammonius’ interpretation of this passage.

267 Sergius paraphrases Cat. 3a7-8: Kowov 82 katd dong ovoiag T pr £v VToKEEVY Elvar.
268 Aristotle himself anticipates the counter-argument mentioned by Sergius in Cat. 2a21-28,
suggesting a distinction be made between the substance and the differentia (Stagopd). In so
doing, according to Ammonius, Aristotle states that differentiae are not accidents but
substances (see Ammonius, In Cat. 45.7-46.19; Philoponus, In Cat. 64.9-68.9).

3a7-21

3a21-28
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substances, which are particular individuals. Do not we assume from this that
the nature of the secondary substances has subsistence in the primary ones,
which brings to nought the statement which has been made that substance
does not subsist in anything else but is self-sufficient for its own subsistence?”26°

In response to this we shall say the following. If secondary substances have
their own subsistence in the primary ones, it becomes necessary to take also
accidents into account, thus (assuming that Aristotle) intended to say in this
passage also how they subsist. But this is clearly wrong, for it is obvious to
everyone that, when species and genera are predicated of a primary substance,
they share with it their names and definitions. Accidents, however, are never
able to have this effect, but some of them do not even share their name with the
substance which they are predicated of. And even if there are among them such
ones that sometimes provide (a substance) with their name, no accident is ever
able to share the definition of its nature with the substance which it is predic-
ated of.

What I mean is this. Universal man, which is a species, and also animate,
which is the genus of this species, are predicated of Socrates, who is a particu-
lar individual and a particular substance, and they provide him with their
name and their definition, for Socrates is called man and animate, and also the
definitions of man and animate are said of Socrates. Whiteness or blackness, on
the other hand, or any other accident sometimes do not even provide the
substance of which they are predicated with their names, neither do they ever
provide it with their definitions. For even if a body is called white or black due
to some whiteness or blackness in it, the definition of each one of these colours

269 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 46.21-25; Philoponus, In Cat. 68.13-16.
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is different from that of the thing which they are predicated of, and it is never
possible that the definition of one of these qualities will fit the substance it is
predicated of. For otherwise, substance and accident will prove to be one and
the same thing, which cannot be.

Thus, another property concomitant of substance is?’, as we have just said,
that it shares its name and its definition with everything it is predicated of?".
This is characteristic, namely, of none of the other nine genera, save for
substance alone. For quantity, quality, and the rest of them sometimes do not
even provide with their names what they are predicated of, and sometimes,
even if they do provide it with their names — for instance, the body containing
whiteness is called white or the one containing sweetness is called sweet — still
they never share their definitions with what is receptive of them. Substance, on
the other hand, makes everything it is predicated of a partaker in both its name
and its definition?’2. Thus, universal man that is predicated of Socrates makes
him a partaker in both its name and definition, for Socrates is called a man, and
the definition of man fits him. And in the same way every substance that is
predicated of something provides it with its name and its definition.

However, this property does not seem to pertain to all substances, but only
to the secondary ones, namely species and genera, for they are predicated of
primary substances, which are particular individuals. The latter, however, have
nothing else beneath them of which they might be predicated. For Socrates and
Plato are not predicated of anything else, while universal man that is a species,

270 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 69.22-23: ¢ni SevTepov mapaxorovbnua petapaivel tig ovoiag
Katayvoug Tol Tpotépou (see also Ammonius, In Cat. 47.19).

271 In the corresponding passage, Aristotle says that it is a characteristic of both substances
and differentiae that things predicated of them are called synonymously (cuvwviuwg). Sergius
neither applies this term in his commentary nor mentions the differentiae, but stresses
instead that the property in question is exclusively characteristic of substance. Ammonius and
Philoponus are eager to stress that differentiae here should be understood as substances too
and not as accidents, so it is natural that Sergius apparently subsumes them under the
category of substance and does not mention them explicitly.

272 See Cat. 2a20. Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 70.27-28: to0t0 yap UMdpxeL TOlG 0VOLWSEKG
KATNYopouUéVoLg TO Kal T00 0vopaTog petadidovat Tolg Umokeluévolg kal Tod oplopod. See also
§120 where Sergius speaks of synonyms as things which share both name and definition.

3a33-3b9
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living being and animate that are genera and species, and on up until substance
that is a universal genus are predicated of them and of each other?”. That is
why we shall put it as follows: it is a characteristic of every substance which is
predicated of something that it provides the latter with its name and its defini-
tion. In this way, our account will become correct and it will be universal.

After this?’4, Aristotle solves a certain problem which someone might wish
to raise against him, when he says that we should not be confused by the fact
that the parts of substance are in substance. One might state that, since
accidents are in substance and also the parts of substance are in substance, the
parts of substance are therefore accidents as well. But, although substance is
composed of parts, substance would thus become one of the accidents, which is
impossible?’.

Now, let us recall what we have defined above when we stated that one
says that a thing can be in something else in eleven ways, and one of them was
as parts of something in the whole, while another one was as accidents in
substance?’s, Thus, even though parts of substance are in substance and also
accidents have subsistence in substance, nevertheless the mode (of being in
something) as parts and the one (of being in something) as accidents differ from
one another. For parts are something through what and from what is consti-
tuted the nature of substance in which they are. Accidents, on the other hand,
are not completive of the substance they are in, but on the contrary, they are
completed by the substance and have their subsistence in it?”".

However, it should be known that some parts of substance are intelligible
and some are perceptible?’8. The perceptible parts of primary substance are
what become subject to sense. For instance, the feet, the thighs, the belly, the

273 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 47.26-48.11; Philoponus, In Cat. 70.3-22.

274 In the transmitted text of the Categories, this argument preceeds the characteristic of sub-
stance discussed by Sergius in §§217-218. Philoponus, however, notes that “some of the com-
mentators” suggest that this passage of the Categories should be placed before 3a21-28, where
Aristotle makes a distinction between substance and differentia (Philoponus, In Cat. 68.23-29).
Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 47.5-13 and Simplicius, In Cat. 97.2-23. Both Ammonius and Simplicius
reject this suggestion and defend the order of Aristotle’s text. However, their notes make it
possible that Sergius’ remark is based on an alternative commentary tradition.

275 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 46.25-47.24 and Philoponus, In Cat. 68.16-69.19.

276 See §§138-149, above.

277 Cf. Philoponus on substances, differentiae, and accidents: 61t §¢ ovoiat eiotv 6poroyov-
pévwg at Stagopai, SFA0V pev €k T0D CUUTANPWTIKAG AVTAG elval THV ei8®VY Kai 0V0IWEHE KaT
avT®v katnyopelabat ei yap ovuminpodol Tag ovaiag, kai ovaial giol SnAovotL ol yap ouy-
TANpol TV ovaiav ta cupBepnkdta (In Cat. 66.13-16).

278 See Ammonius, In Cat. 45.17: @auév 0 6TL TGV 0VoLGV ai pév eiol vontal ai 8¢ aiodnrai.

3a29-32
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breast, the hands, and the head are such parts of the body. The intelligible parts
of both a particular and universal man, on the other hand, are being reason-
able, living, and animate. For both a particular and universal man is composed
of them and they are his parts which are completive of the subsistence of his
nature. Thus, while both intelligible and perceptible parts are in substance,
they are not in the same way in it as accidents are, but in a different one, as we
have said shortly before?”.

Further, another property concomitant of substance is, as the Philosopher
says, that it “signifies a particular this”?80, It is an expression of pointing out, as
if one would point with a finger at something which has individual subsist-
ence?l. So, “a particular this” points out an individual which falls under our
senses and is clearly perceived?? But this is not characteristic of accidents,
since they are comprehended and differentiated from substance by means of
intellect only and not by means of senses. But neither does it seem to be a
concomitant of every substance, since secondary substance, which is, as has
been shown, species and genera, does not fall under sensation, and it does not
signify one thing either, since it is multiple things that a species encompass, (to
say nothing of) a genus (which encompasses) many more than it. Thus, it turns
out that this property too is a concomitant not of every substance, but only of
the primary, which is particular individuals, as we have demonstrated
earliers3,

After this, he sets out another property as a concomitant of substance,
when he says that it seems that “it is also characteristic of substance that there
is nothing contrary to it”2%. No substance, indeed, has a contrary. For what

279 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 45.17-46.10.

280 Cat. 3b10: T68¢ Tt onuaivew. The quotation by Sergius does not correspond to the early
anonymous Syriac translation of the Categories (which is generally the case with Sergius’ text),
but matches exactly with the version that George bishop of the Arabs produced in the early
8th century, which makes possible that George was familiar with Sergius’ Commentary.

281 See Ammonius, In Cat. 48.15-16: xal £0TL uév obv 10 T08¢ Thig Seifews onuavtikdy, o 8¢ Ti
Tfi¢ Katd 10 LToKeipevov ovaiag. Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 71.18-19.

282 See Ammonius, In Cat. 49.1-2: 10 yap T08¢e TL Aéyetat énl Tijg Katd T0 LTIOKElpEVOY ovaiag,
7007 €0TL Ti{g dTouov Tii§ Patvopévng. Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 71.20-21.

283 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 49.3-9; Philoponus, In Cat. 72.1-4.

284 See Cat. 3b24-25: vmapyet 8¢ Taig ovoialg kal 0 undév avtaig évavtiov eivat. The quota-
tion by Sergius again does not match fully with the early anonymous Syriac translation of the
Categories, although both versions apply here the term dalqubla as an equivalent to the Gr.
évavtiog, “contrary”. In §419, where Sergius makes a distinction between opposition and
contrariety, he applies this term as a translation of the Gr. avtikeloBat, “being opposite”, with
the term saqqublay for évavtiog. However, both here and in what follows (see §304) Sergius
makes use of the term dalqubla in the sense of contrary, which reflects the same tradition that
is found in the anonymous Syriac translation.

3b10-23

3b24-32
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might someone think of as contrary to Socrates in that he is Socrates, or
contrary to Aristotle in that he is Aristotle, or in general contrary to man in that
it is man? For it is not as hotness is contrary to coldness, or as whiteness to
blackness, or as sweetness to bitterness that a man is contrary to a man in that
he is man, or to any other particular thing. Neither is anything else contrary to
him in that he is man. For every contrariety and opposition?> exists among
qualities, i.e. among colours, tastes, and other things like that, while substance
is receptive of all them. Thus, nothing is contrary to it and it is not contrary to
anything?ss,

224 However, this too seems to be characteristic not of substance alone, but of
quantity as well, since there is nothing contrary to it either, unless someone
says that large is contrary to small, or that the number fifteen is contrary to the
number ten because the former is bigger than the latter. For, as the Philosopher
demonstrates later on, these things are not contrary to each other but belong to
the genus of relatives, since each one of them is said in this way due to their
relation to something else, and they do not have any subsistence as contraries.
Thus, since they are not contraries either, as we are going to demonstrate in the
account of them, it is obvious that, as we have said, not only do contraries not
pertain to substance, but neither (do they pertain) to quantity?®’.

225 Further, he states that it is a concomitant of substance that it is not said to 3b33-4a9
be more and less?8, It follows from the previous one, because, if there is
nothing contrary to substance, than it is obvious that neither does it admit of a

285 Syriac dalqublayuta w-saqqublayuta. Sergius applies these Syriac terms the other way
around in §419, while defining contrariety as one of the types of opposition.

286 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 74.13-27.

287 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 49.13-21; Philoponus, In Cat. 74.27-75.10.

288 Cf. Cat. 3b33-34: 80kel 8¢ 1y ovoia ovk £miSéxeabal TO udAAOV Kal TO RTTOV.
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more and a less. For it is always through the lessening of one of the contraries
that another one becomes more?®, For instance, every time that black changes
into white or bitter into sweet, it is through the lessening of blackness that the
increase of whiteness happens, and also it is through the lessening of bitterness
that the increase of sweetness happens. And likewise, the lessening of
whiteness and sweetness leads to the enlargement and increase of bitterness
and blackness. Hence, what is sweet or white admits of more and less even
without what is contrary to them. For it is said of one and the same thing that it
is white and that it became more white, and also that it is sweet and became
more sweet, and in the same way of every quality. It becomes obvious from this
that more and less appear where there is opposition?%.

But this is not the case for substance. For Socrates is never said to be more
or less Socrates or to be more or less a man. Neither is Plato said to be more a
man than Socrates or that Socrates is less than Plato, since each one of them is a
man. However, it is possible to say that one and the same man is sometimes
greater in virtue, wisdom and any other qualities and sometimes not. And in
the same way, it is possible to say about different things that one of them is
more or less than the other. But about being a man, one may never apply a
more and a less speaking of himself, neither may this be said of another person.
Hence it becomes clear that substance does not admit of a more and a less?™.

Though, as he says, it is not the case that one substance is not greater than
the other — since he established the primary substance as greater and more

289 See Ammonius, In Cat. 50.10-13: £&v oig yap 1 évavtidtng, &v ToUToLg TO UdAA0V Kai ATToV,
Kal v olg T0 udMov kai o fTToV, £V ToVTOLG Kal £vavTiotng veéoet yap tol évavtiov tiktetal
70 payduevov. Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 75.14-17.

290 Philoponus (In Cat. 75.17-30) specifies that not all contraries admit of a more and a less,
but only “those which are naturally able to be mixed with one another” (doa T@v évavtinv
TEQUKE pPiyvuadal AAARAOLG).

291 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 50.18-51.3; Philoponus, In Cat. 76.2—77.9.
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principle than the secondary one — still it becomes apparent that in relation to
itself the same substance is never said to be more and less. However, I suppose
that this too is not a property of substance only, but of quantity as well. For
number ten too does not admit of a more and a less in that it is number ten. But
if one adds to it or subtracts from it, it will become another number and not
remain the same number ten which becomes more or less?%.

The last of all properties which he sets out as an attendant of substance is
the fact that “what is one and the same is receptive of contraries”?®, Substance
is indeed receptive of all contraries but not simultaneously. For it is not possible
that one and the same substance be receptive of whiteness and blackness or
sweetness and bitterness simultaneously, but rather (it may be receptive) at
some time of one thing and at another time of the other. And it will be receptive
of them not in the same way as qualities, for qualities are not receptive of one
another, but when one of them perishes the other one comes to be. For instance,
blackness is not receptive of whiteness, but when the former perishes the latter
comes to be. Similarly, hotness too is not receptive of coldness, but the dissolu-
tion of the former results in the appearance of the latter.

This, however, is not the case for substance. Rather, while its nature by
itself remains without change+, it receives all the contraries, as we have said,
though not simultaneously but one at a time. Thus, Socrates, who always
remains one and the same, is able to be sometimes white and sometimes black,
sometimes warm and sometimes cold, sometimes foolish and sometimes wise,
and similarly with everything else. Hence, it is an attendant feature of
substance only that, while it is the same and one, it may be receptive of contrar-
ies?%s,

292 Cf. Philoponus, In Cat. 77.10-24.

293 See Cat. 4a10-11: T0 TavTOV Kal &v ApOUG 6V TGOV évavtiwy eival SekTikov. As was previ-
ously the case, the quotation does not match with the early anonymous Syriac translation of
the Categories. It has no equivalent for the word apBu®, and it is thus likely that the quotation
derives from the Greek commentary which Sergius utilized for his work, cf. the omission of
apOu® by Ammonius in In Cat. 52.12.

294 Literally: “without corruption”. Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 51.6-7: TaTOV 8¢ (va ur) ueTaBaiin
ka0’ vmdotactv (= Philoponus, In Cat. 79.9-10).

295 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 51.5-13; Philoponus, In Cat. 79.9-80.12.

4a10-21
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230 Here, however, one might object that this is not only attendant on 4a22-27
substance, but also on any statement uttered by means of words and also of a
belief?®S, For when someone states that Socrates is sitting or believes it about
him, if the latter happens to be sitting then the statement and the belief about it
will be true, but if he happens not to be sitting then both of them will be false.

Hence both a statement and a belief, while each one of them remains the same
and one, are receptive of contraries, namely of truth and falsity?”’.

231 However, it is not in the same way that substance is receptive of contraries 4a28-4b19
and that one speaks here of a statement and a belief. For substance remains by
itself when it receives contraries?%, as we have said, but this does not hold at all
for statements and beliefs. A statement, namely, perishes in the same moment
when it is uttered, and also a belief has no independent existence at all. That is
why they are not receptive of contraries either, but each one of them becomes
associated with the truth and falsity of real things, because if the thing really is
as a statement or a belief say then they are true, but if it is not then they are
false?*.

[Conclusion]

232 Now, with all that has been said thus far, the Philosopher fulfilled the need
for a definition of substance, as we have said above. So, since it proves
impossible for a person to provide its definition, because it is a primary genus,
he ought to turn to the properties attendant on it through which he should

296 Aristotle himself anticipates this objection, so that Sergius’ text looks as a paraphrasis of
the corresponding passage of the Cat. 4a22-23: ei pq 11 éviotaito Tov Adyov kai Tiv 86Zav
PAOKWY TMV TOLOVTWY elval.

297 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 52.16-53.6; Philoponus, In Cat. 80.24-81.9.

298 Sergius again paraphrases Aristotle’s text, see Cat. 4a29-30: TQ pé&v yap £mt T@v 00OV
aVTA UETABAANOVTA SEKTIKA TMV EvavTiwy E0TIv.

299 Cf. Ammonius, In Cat. 53.20-24; Philoponus, In Cat. 81.22-82.23.
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teach about it according to his ability. For it is distinctive property, as we have
shown in this book3%, that is more similar to definition than anything else.

Also, you shall always remember that our teaching here pertains not to all
substances which exist but to those ones which are composite and visible, and
it skilfully contributes to the knowledge of those who have recently started
their education3.

End of Book Three.

Further; the divisions of Book Three
First division

Everything that is in something else is said:
— either as in a time,

— orasina place,

— or asina container,

— oras parts in a whole,

— or as a whole in its parts,

— Or as species in a genus,

— Or asagenus in species,

— or as forms in matter,

— or as the governing in the governor,
— orasinanend,

— or as an accident in a substance.

300 Ie.in BookIII of the Commentary.

301 See §§173-176, where Sergius explains in detail the types of substances and specifies
which ones among them are the subject of the Categories. Cf. also Ammonius, In Cat. 45.17—
46.10, where Ammonius explains why Aristotle made no mention of differentiae in the Cate-
gories.
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Second division

Of substances:
— some are simple:
— either superior to the composite ones, i.e. divine substances,
— or inferior to them, i.e. matter and form as considered separately by
themselves;
— and some are composite:
— particular individuals, e.g. Plato and Socrates,
— genera and species, e.g. universal man, living, animate.

Third division

Everything is divided:
— either as an ambiguous word into different objects, e.g., into the terrestrial,
the marine, and the astral dog, and the one which is painted or carved;
— or as a genus into species, e.g. animal into man and all other animals;
— or as (a whole) is divided into parts:
— either into parts that are similar to one another, like bone, wood, and
other things like this;
— or such ones that are dissimilar to one another, like feet, hands, head,
and so on.
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Fourth division

Property:

either occurs to one species but not to all of it, as all sciences;

or to all of a species but not only to it, as being biped;

or to one species and to all of it but not always, as turning gray in old age;
or to one species, to all of it and always, as man being capable of laughter
or horse being capable of neighing; this is property in the strict sense.

Fifth division

Properties that are attendant on substance are:

that it is not in something else but everything else is in it;

that it provides everything it is predicated of with its name and its defini-
tion;

that it clearly signifies a particular this;

that nothing is contrary to it;

that it does not admit of a more and a less;

that, being the same and one, it is receptive of contraries.



