See III 3 3

Notes on Integration -

The Meaning of Possibility

The determination of the meaning of possibility
begins from the casual am conjunction of concepts.
Hens cluck and frogs croak. But could hens croak and
could frogs cluck? It 1s not the answers to these
questions but their classification that concerns us.
Croaking hens are negatively possibia if there is no
internal contradiction in the two concepts. Clucking
frogs are posiiively possible if not merely contraldetion
is absent but positive coh.rence 1s present.

Still, the relevant positive cohorence must” be
from an absolute viewpoint. The series of sclentific
hypotheses, each antiquated by its immedigte successor,
1s a serles of positive possibilities. For a hypohtesis
presents not merely an absence of contradiction but also
an internal coherence. It 1s one thing to understand;
it 1s another to understand rightly. Again, there 1s
an Internal coherence to the porsonal God of Jewilsh
and Mohammedan belief;/but in fact there are thiee
persons in God, and thore could not be fewer, for God
is immutable. Hence one must sub-divide positive possibility
eoherense into abstract and concrete. Abstract possibility
offers internal cohorence from some finite viecwpoint
but not from an absolute viewpoint. Concrete possibility
offers internal cohurence from an absolute viewpoint.

A further distinction must be drawn. Nethirng
Everything possible must be compatible with divine
wisdom and goodness [I 25 5 1m]. But wisdom is the
principle of order-and integration; sapientis est
ordinares hence everything possible must also be ordered.
Besldes Internal coherence; then, there is also the )

requirement of external coherence, that relates beings

to a world order and world orders to their first cause
and last end. Accordingly, concrete possibility must

be sub-divided into partial and compl.te. Partial i
posslbillity exhibits interhal coherence from an absolute
view point but 1t does not include external coherence.
Complute possibility exhibits both internal and external
cohereunce, and it exhibits both from an absolute view-
point,

There 1is a final distinction. A posse ad esse non
valet 1llatlo. But it is also true that there is no

necessary inference from posse to futurum fulsse. The
possibility of cooperation under m rely sufficient grace

1s positive, concrete, and complete; but in no world order
1s there the conjunction of merely sufficlent grace and
actual cooperavion. The possaibility of non-cooperation
under efficaclous grace 18 again positive, concrete, and
complete; but in no world order is th.ore the conjunction

of efficaclious grace with actual non-cooperation. The
posse exists for man remains free; but under the given
conditions kha actual cooperatlion or actual non-cooperation
never occur. Hence complete possibility must be sub-
divided 1Into fruitful and unfruitful. Unfruitful possibility
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admits the transition from objective to subjective potency;
but in no world order does the further transition from
sub jective potency to act occur. On the other hand,

that at least In  fruiltful possibility 1is the complete possibllity/would

some world order/ Dbe reallzed not merely as potency to act but as act.

Certain observations are in order, and the first
is thut the divisions are cumulutive. Positive possibility
adds to negative; concrete adds to positive; complete
adds to concrete; and fruitful adds to complete.

A second obseryation is logical. One can argue
from the more inclusive to the less, but not from the
less ,to the more. To proye fruitful possibility is
to prove complete, concrete, and positive possibility. ‘
Inversely, to prove positive possibility is not to prove
concrete possibility, and so forth.

A third observation iIntroduces the distinction
between notIonal and real possibility. The dividing
line is the presence or absence of compatibility with
divine wisdom. What is compatible with divine wisdom
is redally possible. What satisfles one of the defined
meanings of possibility yet 1is incompatible with divine
wisdom is a merely notional possibility. Hence,
complete possibility, whethor fruitful or unfruitful,

. 1s real possibility. On the other hand, pert4diy
im&w
negative, merely positive, abstract, merely concrete,
and partial possibilities are notional. .
In the fourth place it is to be noted that in
discussions of possibility the principle of non-contra-
g diction fulfils two distinct functions.  The absence
of contradictlon between concepts gives only a notional
possibility. On the other hand, there 1s to be established
general theorem that makes non-contradiction in an
,fdé& tological context not merely a necessary but also
a sufficient criterion of real and fruitful possibility.

A&Wff“8 Auqu This twofold use of non-contradiction is one of the
auﬁ‘” fundamental ambiguities in the general issue.
W . ) -
ﬁb/“”f Finally, this account of the meaning of possibility

1s aprlied to the statement, "God could create intellectual
f beings without equipping them for the beatific vision or
d: bﬁyﬂﬁ; destining them to 1t." Clearly. ¥ affirms a possibility.

» 4 Abstractly 1t might be taken to mean a merely notional
possibility, a real but unfruitful possibility, or a
fruitful possibility. On the first meauning, grace would
not be gratuitous. On the second meaning, grace would
be gratuitous but there would be no implication of the
possib.lity of some order containing intellectual beings
and not containing grace. On the third meaning, grace
would again be gratuitous and thore would be affirmed’
the realXx possibility of a world order qulite distinct

. from the present in which there were intellectual beings
none/ C»“" Re%/of which received grace or was destined to glory.
It seems plain that theameerins of the relevant passage
fruitful possibilitfin the encyclical, Humani generis, was to affirm a realx and/
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Alwctioxs
Theenam’kon Possibility

The basic theorem on possibility is that anything
is possible and nothing impossible.

The theorem 1s self-evident iIn a metaphysics worked
out in terms of an accurate notion of being. Generally,
however, it is more convincing to argue from divine
omnipotence and, among theologlans, it is more compelling
to take as one's premise the article of the creed: "Credo
in Deum Patrem omnipotentem." -

Because God 1s omnipotent, he can do anything; there-
fore anything 1s possilbe and nothing impossitile. As the

ultimate premise admits peither qualification nor restriction,

the conclusion must be unjualified and unrestricted.
Unlimited power hus a necessary correlative of umiiwibed
possibility, and unconditioned power has a necessary
correlative mm of wasendiiloned- possibilitya. But God's

b—otb-is poasIDs Y 2 3—¥ g .

Next, what 1s meant by denying limits m» and conditlouns
to possibility? Obviously, possibility is not unlimited
and unconditioned in the same sense as omnipotence 1s,
for it is grounded upon omnlipotence and is derived from
it. The absence of limits to possibility is simply the
fact that the impossible is nothing. The absence of
conditions to possibility 1s simply the faect that the -
impossible supposvs a condition, namely, self-eemntradietiony
the contradiction of being, and that the absemne of such
contradiction sufficds for possibility.

Hence, as St. Thomas wrote: "Quascumque igitur
contradictionem non implicant, sub illis possibilibus
contingentur, respectu quorum Deus dicitur omnipotens.

Ea vero quae contraidctionem implicant, sub divina omni-
potentlia non continentur, quia non possunt habere possi-
bilium rationem."™ I 25 3.

tary to the basic .theorem is its—applicaiion
/Qeg?bility. ~ /tr

~

tion of divine omnipotence hag-as
he absencg0f 1limits-and condibions to

he can mdke it .
impossih ity su radiction

uitfu%&/pégzial, and negative
rounded dpon some<tontradiction. This
Implication should be verified.
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Complemuntary to the baslc theorem 1s its application
to the meanings of possibility.

Now, when one affirms divine omnlpotence, one means
that God can muke anything not only real in paxra potency
but also real in act. Hence it is fruitful possibility
that is without limius or conditions. It follows that
types of possibility th.t fall short of fruitful possibility
and in thut respect are impossible must involve some
contradiction. It further follows that these types arise
inasmuch as they involve contradiction in some respect
while in oth.r respects they do nut involve contradiction
dud so are named possible.

‘ Thus, unfruitful possibility is unfruitful because
it Involves a contradiction of actuallityx though not
of subjective potency. %Rhms It would be contradictory
for grace to be merely sufficient yet cooperation to be
actual, or for grace to be efficucious and non-cooperation
acvual. On the other hand, since grace does not desbroy
liberty, the possibility of both cooperation and non-cooperatior
is real.

Agalin, partial possibility.is a possibility inasmukh
as Iinternally it is In accord with divine wisdom, and 1t
1s an impossibility inasmuch as externally it is not in
accord with divine wisdom. ‘ '

Finally, merely negative and merely abstract possibility

of a finite mind;/ are possibilities in the notional order/ but they are
impossibilities in the real order because they are in
conflict with the absolute viewpoint of divine wisdom.

mains to , vt le in ' detall,
ion of the basiIc theorem ls t tob

g 1s possible.
of divine freedom

e necessarily intends
solute goodness, that
8 falls infixitely short of its tr
so all/fini{6 goodness share in t
Compared with absol

instances of/

8 any finite end betause of ¥
"On the other hand/ any being whatever

Xy necessity for the
s 01 88, Bu - ents
aXe met being 4



Ordar 1z

Now, let us teab In mind fthat the divine will is
immutable ard efficacious; what God chooses=, he ¢hooses
etgrnally; wraet he wills, cannct ba urdsne. LThen, on
the suppdsition frat Uod galscts ons worid order and rejects
all otltnars, 1t follmws tha*t tla sa’esated ordar 1s necrtaary
ar.d tlazt the rel=2ctel ordars are iryossinlo. Thes, from

firite being/ the ansecedsnt cituation In whish anybhirg 1s poszsiule
nonn/ arsd eentingeat, me-tking 15 necassary, and nothivg imposalnle,
ore pasgsas to the consequent situation in whish ranhéng
1s possibvle or contingent, one world order 1ls necessary,
ars &4ll the <¢thera are imposallles.

Suenh i2 the hasis Thomist -division, and its-haracteristic
ig thet 1t 1s troronshly conarate, God 1s eonerate. The
total ranze of world orders the% ave pm sntecedertly posaidle
areg concrete, Thre emniricrl woirld crder thet is nescessary
ex aup:co3ltions lg concrate. The hypotietical wirld orders
that ax_surpositicre are Impossibls zre concrete,

~Bub thare 1a quife anathdr and more fandfliar meaning
OE,ESESSS%ﬁﬁﬂhnd zdhfingunce. It ;ﬂ”ltmﬁrﬁct. % %s
relotlve -tc the fiatures of Cinite belnge, ant ne-finiks
,ﬁataﬁaJ{; vpty Linise nature 45 reg2ly daictlnet irem
ita existencd® and ic¥ oparatdting

But there l1a guibe arcother ard more fanlliar nmeaning
of necesslty and conzinzerce. It 2 kkax not the necessity
by ahlen Ged muct he. 1If 'a nok f=n nennaaity By which
everythling God wills must be., 1t 28 an abshract recessity
wita a corregapording ebstract conbingsnae. It L1 affirmed
abaslin-aly ot rot cumeretaly, for It Iz polative to Bk
netures of “hings; ard-rasuwres-pve-rss-tee-wisis-of-any

€11/ ' Favito-soing and/firlte thirra are composite, Top tlhey
ineluco aof, only nature kot aliao exlvterce armi nol only
potzney but alsc opersticr (I 84 1-3). It ls thi
phatract orleay of maraaslty en? contfranne ¥k Qlvire
will transcends. For wshiie 1t ls t»ne that any rcreture
mast hawa 133 Irecaveresble sroperities and tra satisfactlon

ot woht/ o©f 1ts axifences, 1t 1a elen hroafmbab 2hia pa o ponert
BE & can be mat In 2 ¥x3E variety cf manners,srdfbisb-werely
- ReehlRg~Ekip-roaguiroment-d598-08b-238<1t-48-8-00K6PobE--

eddar. and Lhabt any partlicualar wmas- ani concrete nanner
iz sontlingernt.

Io put the polint more sy-~Semnticelly, the first ol
cgi3egafxk lg ths end which moves the sxent Lo sglect a
nature 14 su.tabla metter., But-the-snd-of-ak '

But the ultlirste ond, whieh is nbsolute goodness, is nut
somathing to be produced., It transcends finits being
utterly. IY flzes no determin-te crder. Only finits

entsd demand deterninate means in a determirate apraggenent.
But finite snis are an urbestricted "anythirg!" for anythirg
15 posslbla and %od 1= free. It 1z only relutive to

firlte ends that natwxés-ave-snldested-in-a-bke-divire
avsisan-~-solasta-notrres-4in-wordd-ondera divine wisdom
oradarg Asburas-and essances that 2013 exlst and orerstions

that C?'Jld oCour., P Y =ivIa SWruc +
tha-wrives - gy -fFugo—ahoing—es Sod—no[EE3
. L3350 H ey e s 5 1O .



Qrier 1z

Ths whole ol the existing world ¢pisr, -hen, ls
antacedantly cortingsnt and sorzeyuently nocassary.
Obvicusly 15 Is In qulte a differert sense of necessi*
srd cortingence that one affi-ms some funite 2 rects
to ba necsszary and others contirpont., Nor fs it difflcuit
to determire wha%t tinat Qifferent sense ls. For the
necezsity and contingance witiin world orders ia shstracty
it iz relatlve 5o the Patures of thrings; and no Ihn; e

&"m ’-i“t“"'I'#O em*"”“‘rrﬂ' mu-e-r-r %wwm,.aﬂ'&l, “Thi
LS e dvic: Srag B R s Ir- pSSEHGSBTAYE
o _xae :%ﬂﬁte*Egggnggjisfgfgfiqgttﬁpem its., -

I}_

'.‘h

..-"' = -
3 > P

being songlsts solely of naturg, for evsry finito

nut .re s dlstingt hoth from 1ts existanca gnd its
operations {I 54 1-3), It is this ebstract neressity
and this abstract continagonee thst 23 trenscended by
divine {reedom
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Tris exnaisitely halanced pocition is rot withoat

18 nrelevarce *to "y wrov_om 9F Intespztlon. Hep-Auuninas
taa-nn-existing-aaavepse~qu-a-mntvar of-faet-.--Ts
T3 counter emanationism with divi-e frasdiom neg to
dvsist thet the existing miverse 13 slmvly & motteor ¢f
fact. To csumter volunkarism wlth divire wizdom was to

Fl8t thnt everytiing In =t~ axitting miveorse hae the
inssizi “ibse-grcund ex-innaticn,.  The Thomlst tec'mmiave
of aff*”ﬂiru rasaons fovT everythirg by makling the right
sip; osificns abnut the fzo% of Jivine Lree cholce has 1t
exast rarallel in the latenr ac-entific tachn.que 3f
vurifyiryg hrvnokhesea by ax ealinp te matters of Tact,
For Aduings b'a rimordial fact was diare Tree cFolga;
it Lo thiz life Anulnes 44 nob irsrect Qlvinae will;
ha Ins;eatad thqa miverss and four? thub there ware
ultlplicity ard Incguality, arterial ard Laretsrind
erzaturss, n9cagsary and sontingent ¢anses, and he nsde 1%
hiz aim to srennnt for 8ho order cf %he un.ryerse by
workdrz oun the correct exslaration ol “wa ‘acta.
Finally, the correet sxplanntlon was-ne-mere-than
WA 1) pretoance Lo anzeivta rnooessdby.  IL conll ret,
For ther one woald e wvack witn tihe emagnationlsts who
413 pretand to ds2duce the order of the universe rom
an inl.lael Cne or an Inlktdal Nececsary delne. Glaariy,
e correct exr-laratlcn that makes no clalm excert confopmity
with the facts 13 a-verifisd-kypsthkaaiass the t 33 of
ermelingion Kaat later waz namzd o warifiiad aypontraeris,
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