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The Relat ivity of Materisl Condit.ons,

Compars the two statements "Twice two 1s four" and "Fohn
iz here now." fThe former has the same meaning, no matter who
affirms it, or where he af' firms 1t, or when. The lattsr haas
a3 many meanings a&s there are persons named John and places
and times at which he c¢ould be present, Thus, the universal
and necessary proposition has x of 1tself a determinate mean.ung.
But the partleular and contingent proposition has of 1ltself
no determinate meaning and it can acqulre a determinate meaning
only 1n so far as a context 1s somehow massigned to it.

It 1s to be remarked that assigning a context for particuler
and contilngent propositions is a task that can be performed
neither by wniversal and necessary propositions nor by parti-
cular and contingent propositions. It cannot be done by uni-
versal and necessary propositions for they say nothlng of the
particular as particular and nothing of the contlngenta s con-
tiungent. It cannot be done by particular and contingent pro-
positions for none of them has a determinute mwaning without i
a context while a set of indeterminate meanlngs, no matter
how great, wlll never yleld a determinate mmzxzaamimgz context,
You may assemble all the genealogles and maps and c¢alendars
you please and make explic it all the particular end contingent 1
propositions they contalin, but you arrive at a determinate i
snsext context only when you lesave the {leld of proposlt.ons
and appeal to direct mensible kuowledge, only when you say
that this pe«rson in thds genealogy 1s the man you saw yesterday,
only when you say that thls plac¢e on this map 1s the place
where you sre now., only when you say that thls date on the
¢calendar ls the preasnt time.-

We have been argulng that 1) universals and necessary

propositions are of themselves determinate in meaning, 2)

particular and continment propositions are not of themselves

determinate iIn mcaning, 3) they become daterminate only when

a context 1s assigned, and 4) a context can bessssigned only
N by an appe&l {0 sense. A3 the reader no doubt has surmised,
these properties of propoesitions are fairly obvilous consequents
of the nature of human knowledge. Intellect knows b3k the
o : universal and necessary by abstracting from materisl conditions,
that 1s, from individusl matter, from determinate place, fram
determinate time, and so from the rossibiliby of concrete change.
Since intellect abstracts from material condlitions, what it 33
knows by abstraction will be in itself and in its statement '
independent of material comditions. Again, since intellect a
abstracts from material comditions, it followsthat the material i
G ¢onditlions are e sensible residue, known indeed by sense, but ;
left bsehind by intellect inasmeuh as it abstracts. Accordingly, ;

when intellsct ubters a particular and contingent proposition, :
MJ) 1t 1s appealing not to 1ts own direct knowledge but to sensible :
knowledge; bt the particular and contingent proposition of !

itself does not eonsbitute ~atate-the-senaib- reconstitute

the sensitive kiowledge btut only supposes it; heuce without b
this supposed lmowledge semsitive knowledge, the particuylar

and contingent proposition is indeterminate and meking 1t v

determinaete, giving it a context, can be done only by going - L

back to the suppnsed sensitive knowledge.
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