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PHysics, III. IV.

occupying it everywhere, for in things eternal there is no distinction between possibility
and actuality?®

But the consideration of this ‘unlimited’ presents us with a genuine problem; for not
only by asserting but also by denying its reality we seem to be landed in a number of
untenable positions. And then we have to ask whether it is a substantively existing
‘something’; or an attribute, necessarily pertaining to some substantively existent thing
in nature; or neither, though none the less unlimited, whether in its unity or its
multiplicity.” But the physicist's chief concern is to inquire whether there is such a thing
as an unlimited ‘sensible’ magnitude.

Let us begin, then, by inquiring in how many senses we use the term. If by saying

that a thing has ‘no limit’ you mean ‘no boundary,” then you mean that its nature is such
that it would be nonsense to speak of “passing through it from side to side,” just in the
same way that a sound is ‘invisible.” But you might also mean that, though it is of such
nature that you can traverse it, it does not admit (whether you are speaking absolutely
or practically) of your getting “through’ it so as to come out beyond it. Or again you may
mean that its nature would allow it to have a boundary such as to make it passable-
through, but that in this case it has not.

Again, the ‘absence of limit’ may mean capacity for being multiplied indefinitely, or

for being divided indefinitely, or both.

227

Harvard University Press

© 2025 President and Fellows of Harvard College

Access brought to you by: National and Kapodistrian University of Athens

https://www.loebclassics.com/view/aristotle-physics/1934/pb_LCL

10/9/2025, 11:12 £



