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Chapter 2 
Forms of speech are either simple or composite. Examples of the latter 

are such expressions as ‘the man runs’, ‘the man wins’; of the former ‘man’, 
‘ox’, ‘runs’, ‘wins’. 

Of things themselves some are predicable of a subject, and are never 
present in a subject. Thus ‘man’ is predicable of the individual man, and is 
never present in a subject. 

By being ‘present in a subject’ I do not mean present as parts are present 
in a whole, but being incapable of existence apart from the said subject. 

Some things, again, are present in a subject, but are never predicable of a 
subject. For instance, a certain point of grammatical knowledge is present in 
the mind, but is not predicable of any subject; or again, a certain whiteness 
may be present in the body (for colour requires a material basis), yet it is 
never predicable of anything. 

Other things, again, are both predicable of a subject and present in a 
subject. Thus while knowledge is present in the human mind, it is predicable 
of grammar. 

There is, lastly, a class of things which are neither present in a subject nor 
predicable of a subject, such as the individual man or the individual horse. 
But, to speak more generally, that which is individual and has the character 
of a unit is never predicable of a subject. Yet in some cases there is nothing 
to prevent such being present in a subject. Thus a certain point of 
grammatical knowledge is present in a subject. 

Chapter 3 
When one thing is predicated of another, all that which is predicable of 

the predicate will be predicable also of the subject. Thus, ‘man’ is predicated 
of the individual man; but ‘animal’ is predicated of ‘man’; it will, therefore, 
be predicable of the individual man also: for the individual man is both 
‘man’ and ‘animal’. 

… 
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Chapter 4 
Expressions which are in no way composite signify substance, quantity, 

quality, relation, place, time, position, state, action, or affection. To sketch 
my meaning roughly, examples of substance are ‘man’ or ‘the horse’, of 
quantity, such terms as ‘two cubits long’ or ‘three cubits long’, of quality, 
such attributes as ‘white’, ‘grammatical’. ‘Double’, ‘half’, ‘greater’, fall 
under the category of relation; ‘in a the market place’, ‘in the Lyceum’, 
under that of place; ‘yesterday’, ‘last year’, under that of time. ‘Lying’, 
‘sitting’, are terms indicating position, ‘shod’, ‘armed’, state; ‘to lance’, ‘to 
cauterize’, action; ‘to be lanced’, ‘to be cauterized’, affection. 

No one of these terms, in and by itself, involves an affirmation; it is by 
the combination of such terms that positive or negative statements arise. For 
every assertion must, as is admitted, be either true or false, whereas 
expressions which are not in any way composite such as ‘man’, ‘white’, 
‘runs’, ‘wins’, cannot be either true or false. 

Chapter 5: Substance 
Substance, in the truest and primary and most definite sense of the word, 

is that which is neither predicable of a subject nor present in a subject; for 
instance, the individual man or horse. But in a secondary sense those things 
are called substances within which, as species, the primary substances are 
included; also those which, as genera, include the species. For instance, the 
individual man is included in the species ‘man’, and the genus to which the 
species belongs is ‘animal’; these, therefore-that is to say, the species ‘man’ 
and the genus ‘animal,-are termed secondary substances. 

It is plain from what has been said that both the name and the definition 
of the predicate must be predicable of the subject. For instance, ‘man’ is 
predicted of the individual man. Now in this case the name of the species 
man’ is applied to the individual, for we use the term ‘man’ in describing the 
individual; and the definition of ‘man’ will also be predicated of the 
individual man, for the individual man is both man and animal. Thus, both 
the name and the definition of the species are predicable of the individual. 

With regard, on the other hand, to those things which are present in a 
subject, it is generally the case that neither their name nor their definition is 
predicable of that in which they are present. Though, however, the definition 
is never predicable, there is nothing in certain cases to prevent the name 
being used. For instance, ‘white’ being present in a body is predicated of that 
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in which it is present, for a body is called white: the definition, however, of 
the colour white’ is never predicable of the body. 

Everything except primary substances is either predicable of a primary 
substance or present in a primary substance. … 

The most distinctive mark of substance appears to be that, while 
remaining numerically one and the same, it is capable of admitting contrary 
qualities. From among things other than substance, we should find ourselves 
unable to bring forward any which possessed this mark. Thus, one and the 
same colour cannot be white and black. Nor can the same one action be good 
and bad: this law holds good with everything that is not substance. But one 
and the selfsame substance, while retaining its identity, is yet capable of 
admitting contrary qualities. The same individual person is at one time 
white, at another black, at one time warm, at another cold, at one time good, 
at another bad. This capacity is found nowhere else, …. 

To sum up, it is a distinctive mark of substance, that, while remaining 
numerically one and the same, it is capable of admitting contrary qualities, 
the modification taking place through a change in the substance itself. 

Let these remarks suffice on the subject of substance. 
Chapter 6: Quantity 

Quantity is either discrete or continuous. Moreover, some quantities are 
such that each part of the whole has a relative position to the other parts: 
others have within them no such relation of part to part. 

Instances of discrete quantities are number and speech; of continuous, 
lines, surfaces, solids, and, besides these, time and place. 

… 
Quantities have no contraries. In the case of definite quantities this is 

obvious; thus, there is nothing that is the contrary of ‘two cubits long’ or of 
‘three cubits long’, or of a surface, or of any such quantities.… 

… 
Quantity does not, it appears, admit of variation of degree. One thing 

cannot be two cubits long in a greater degree than another. Similarly with 
regard to number: what is ‘three’ is not more truly three than what is ‘five’ is 
five; nor is one set of three more truly three than another set.… 

The most distinctive mark of quantity is that equality and inequality are 
predicated of it. Each of the aforesaid quantities is said to be equal or 
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unequal. For instance, one solid is said to be equal or unequal to another; 
number, too, and time can have these terms applied to them, indeed can all 
those kinds of quantity that have been mentioned. 

That which is not a quantity can by no means, it would seem, be termed 
equal or unequal to anything else. One particular disposition or one 
particular quality, such as whiteness, is by no means compared with another 
in terms of equality and inequality but rather in terms of similarity. Thus it is 
the distinctive mark of quantity that it can be called equal and unequal. 

Chapter 7: Relation 
Those things are called relative, which, being either said to be of 

something else or related to something else, are explained by reference to 
that other thing. For instance, the word ‘superior’ is explained by reference 
to something else, for it is superiority over something else that is meant. 
Similarly, the expression ‘double’ has this external reference, for it is the 
double of something else that is meant. So it is with everything else of this 
kind. There are, moreover, other relatives, e.g. habit, disposition, perception, 
knowledge, and attitude. The significance of all these is explained by a 
reference to something else and in no other way. Thus, a habit is a habit of 
something, knowledge is knowledge of something, attitude is the attitude of 
something. So it is with all other relatives that have been mentioned. Those 
terms, then, are called relative, the nature of which is explained by reference 
to something else, the preposition ‘of’ or some other preposition being used 
to indicate the relation. Thus, one mountain is called great in comparison 
with son with another; for the mountain claims this attribute by comparison 
with something. Again, that which is called similar must be similar to 
something else, and all other such attributes have this external reference. It is 
to be noted that lying and standing and sitting are particular attitudes, but 
attitude is itself a relative term. To lie, to stand, to be seated, are not 
themselves attitudes, but take their name from the aforesaid attitudes. 

It is possible for relatives to have contraries. Thus virtue has a contrary, 
vice, these both being relatives; knowledge, too, has a contrary, ignorance. 
But this is not the mark of all relatives; ‘double’ and ‘triple’ have no 
contrary, nor indeed has any such term. 

It also appears that relatives can admit of variation of degree. For ‘like’ 
and ‘unlike’, ‘equal’ and ‘unequal’, have the modifications ‘more’ and ‘less’ 
applied to them, and each of these is relative in character: for the terms ‘like’ 
and ‘unequal’ bear ‘unequal’ bear a reference to something external. Yet, 
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again, it is not every relative term that admits of variation of degree. No term 
such as ‘double’ admits of this modification.  

All relatives have correlatives: by the term ‘slave’ we mean the slave of a 
master, by the term ‘master’, the master of a slave; by ‘double’, the double 
of its hall; by ‘half’, the half of its double; by ‘greater’, greater than that 
which is less; by ‘less,’ less than that which is greater. 

So it is with every other relative term; but the case we use to express the 
correlation differs in some instances. Thus, by knowledge we mean 
knowledge the knowable; by the knowable, that which is to be apprehended 
by knowledge; by perception, perception of the perceptible; by the 
perceptible, that which is apprehended by perception. 

… 
Chapter 8 Quality 

By ‘quality’ I mean that in virtue of which people are said to be such and 
such. 

Quality is a term that is used in many senses. One sort of quality let us 
call ‘habit’ or ‘disposition’. Habit differs from disposition in being more 
lasting and more firmly established. The various kinds of knowledge and of 
virtue are habits, for knowledge, even when acquired only in a moderate 
degree, is, it is agreed, abiding in its character and difficult to displace, 
unless some great mental upheaval takes place, through disease or any such 
cause. The virtues, also, such as justice, self-restraint, and so on, are not 
easily dislodged or dismissed, so as to give place to vice. 

By a disposition, on the other hand, we mean a condition that is easily 
changed and quickly gives place to its opposite. Thus, heat, cold, disease, 
health, and so on are dispositions. For a man is disposed in one way or 
another with reference to these, but quickly changes, becoming cold instead 
of warm, ill instead of well. So it is with all other dispositions also, unless 
through lapse of time a disposition has itself become inveterate and almost 
impossible to dislodge: in which case we should perhaps go so far as to call 
it a habit. 

It is evident that men incline to call those conditions habits which are of a 
more or less permanent type and difficult to displace; for those who are not 
retentive of knowledge, but volatile, are not said to have such and such a 
‘habit’ as regards knowledge, yet they are disposed, we may say, either 
better or worse, towards knowledge. Thus habit differs from disposition in 
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this, that while the latter in ephemeral, the former is permanent and difficult 
to alter. 

Habits are at the same time dispositions, but dispositions are not 
necessarily habits. For those who have some specific habit may be said also, 
in virtue of that habit, to be thus or thus disposed; but those who are 
disposed in some specific way have not in all cases the corresponding habit. 

Another sort of quality is that in virtue of which, for example, we call 
men good boxers or runners, or healthy or sickly: in fact it includes all those 
terms which refer to inborn capacity or incapacity. Such things are not 
predicated of a person in virtue of his disposition, but in virtue of his inborn 
capacity or incapacity to do something with ease or to avoid defeat of any 
kind. Persons are called good boxers or good runners, not in virtue of such 
and such a disposition, but in virtue of an inborn capacity to accomplish 
something with ease. Men are called healthy in virtue of the inborn capacity 
of easy resistance to those unhealthy influences that may ordinarily arise; 
unhealthy, in virtue of the lack of this capacity. Similarly with regard to 
softness and hardness. Hardness is predicated of a thing because it has that 
capacity of resistance which enables it to withstand disintegration; softness, 
again, is predicated of a thing by reason of the lack of that capacity. 

A third class within this category is that of affective qualities and 
affections. Sweetness, bitterness, sourness, are examples of this sort of 
quality, together with all that is akin to these; heat, moreover, and cold, 
whiteness, and blackness are affective qualities. It is evident that these are 
qualities, for those things that possess them are themselves said to be such 
and such by reason of their presence. Honey is called sweet because it 
contains sweetness; the body is called white because it contains whiteness; 
and so in all other cases. 

… 
The fourth sort of quality is figure and the shape that belongs to a thing; 

and besides this, straightness and curvedness and any other qualities of this 
type; each of these defines a thing as being such and such. Because it is 
triangular or quadrangular a thing is said to have a specific character, or 
again because it is straight or curved; in fact a thing’s shape in every case 
gives rise to a qualification of it. 

Rarity and density, roughness and smoothness, seem to be terms 
indicating quality: yet these, it would appear, really belong to a class 
different from that of quality. For it is rather a certain relative position of the 
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parts composing the thing thus qualified which, it appears, is indicated by 
each of these terms. A thing is dense, owing to the fact that its parts are 
closely combined with one another; rare, because there are interstices 
between the parts; smooth, because its parts lie, so to speak, evenly; rough, 
because some parts project beyond others. 

There may be other sorts of quality, but those that are most properly so 
called have, we may safely say, been enumerated. 

… 
Chapter 9: Other Categories 

Action and affection both admit of contraries and also of variation of 
degree. Heating is the contrary of cooling, being heated of being cooled, 
being glad of being vexed. Thus they admit of contraries. They also admit of 
variation of degree: for it is possible to heat in a greater or less degree; also 
to be heated in a greater or less degree. Thus action and affection also admit 
of variation of degree. So much, then, is stated with regard to these 
categories. 

We spoke, moreover, of the category of position when we were dealing 
with that of relation, and stated that such terms derived their names from 
those of the corresponding attitudes. 

As for the rest, time, place, state, since they are easily intelligible, I say 
no more about them than was said at the beginning, that in the category of 
state are included such states as ‘shod’, ‘armed’, in that of place ‘in the 
Lyceum’ and so on, as was explained before. 


