Chapter Four

FINAL CAUSALITY IN NATURE

Te- I8 KNOWLEDGE OF THE ESSENCE OF FINAL CAUSALITY?

We have alroadybquoted(l) Le Von Bertalanffy as
‘seyings

Those who followed long oustom and oalled thia

organigation of 1life (systeom=rforming character

©f vitel phenomena) 'purposive’ were wont to

“toos - - -askowhat end or function en organ has. In their
' notion of purposas, however, they seemed to cone

ceive of a will and an aiming et & goal, and

this is a way of thinking of which the natursl

solentist is rightly out of sympathy.,

N,

Despite evidence to the contrary, many modérn
scientists would prefer to deay purposive aotivity in
nature ond maintain & mschanistie interpgretation rather
than to acknowledge sn inherent will or intelligence in

natural beings. And we could sympsthize with them if

of knowledge and deliberation, Still.lsa we have Been,
there are those who eare willing to zo to that extreme

and postulate consciousness in plents rasther than ocontrae
diot the ovidence for finality,.

The diffioulty, I think, is quite eclear. We are

1) See above, p, 80,

purposs in neture meant thet a roek or geranium is capable
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faeced with an antinomy, nt least an apparent one, If we
admit that nature doos not possess intellisence, 1%t seems
we must deny final causelity in her 0perétionsg.if we
hold for finality, it seems we nust attribute intellie
gence to her, Yot.the facts are contrary to both cone
clusions.

This dirficglty is not & new one, nor is it

insoluble, Aristotls both recognizeéd 1% and proposed an

quis opinari potest qued natura non aget proptér aliquid,
quie non deliberat." (2)

Aristotle's solution has been interpretsd to
nean that fherekic indeed activity for «n end in nature,
but that activity is to be attributed preperly to a Divine
Ordering Ceuse who direets natural beings to their respecs
tive ends, and not to the n#tural egents themselvea, Suaw-
res notwithstanding, this is not Aristotle's answer to the
diffioulty. His solution is & simple denial that deliber-
ative knowledge 1is necessary in order that & natural sgent
nay act ror.an end,
| It is abéurd to suppose that purpose is not pre=

sent because wa do not observe the agent delidbere

ating, Art does not deliberstes. If the shipe
bulldin: art were in the wood, it would produce

2) In II Phys., leot. 14, n. &.

°xplaaation, "Exoludit (Philosophus) tertium ex quo alie
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the same results by naturs. If, thereiore,
purpocse is presexnt in art, it is present mxlso
in nature. (3)
4 fall comprehension of this reply requires an
understanding of the Aristotelisn notion of final ocsussale

ity, and its peculiar application to nature,

Le FINAL CAUSALITY -« METAPHORICAL ¥OTION =

The end is essentially good.'and possesses &
and last in the order of execution. Exlsting in inten-
tional "esse”, the end or good initistes the casugality
of the other c@uaaa, and these will have as their term
or result the physiocal "esse” of the oend, Otherwise ata=-
ted, the orrio;ont causs (the will in veluntary sctions)
is the first ceuse in the execution of the set which terne
inates in what 1s.desired. but it ia the intention of the
end thet ceuses the efficient cause to exerolise its effi~
cienecy. The end is both the beginning andlthe term, al-

though in two different orders, (%)

8) Phys. II, che 8, 19802630,

) "Est igltur efficiens ocausse finis, finis autem gaussa
efficientis, Efficlens est osuss finis quaentum ad es~
se guidem, qula movendo perducit efficlens ec hoe, gquod.
6it finis, Finls autem est ceuse effioclentis non quUAn=
tum ad esse, sed quantum ed rationem ceusalitatis., Nam
effiolens est causs ingquantum 6glt: non autem agit nisi
causa finis." -- In V Hetaph., lect., 2, n, 775; see
elso Q8. de Pot., g. 5, a.l; De Prinecipiis Haturae
(ed. Priburg), che 5.

twofold aspects it ig rirqt,igdth9 9g§9gAgfwégtggtigp,,MANW,,ﬁ
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John or St. Thomas explains 1t thuss
Agens non operatur nisi ut determinatum ed alie
quid, quod operetur, alias & casu et per acole
dens operabitur. Deterninatur sutem a fine,
qui est terminus, in quem tendit agens. Ergo,
motio finis ita debet respicere amctiones et
effectus ut rem causandam, quod etiam respie
olet tamquam mobile, quod determinat, ut
operstur. (5)

The partiocular aspect of the end ms the term of
the aotion was sufficiently discussed when demonstreting
that nature mcts for an end., We are now interested in
© "the end as the cause initieting the sotlon, How does the
end csuse? 'Precicely what is finel causality, or "motion
of the end"™, as John of §t. Thomas refers to it?

It may strike us as paredoxicel that in explaine
ing final causality, we must first deny that it 4s any
motion at all, except netaphorically spetking.<6) Becnuse
the effieiogt cause is most famillar to us, and its cause
elity consists in aotion, we are prone to identify causal-
ity with sxotion, T?ie tendency 1s made use of to elucidate

the notion orf "causality from the end", whlch we say is

something-like~a-motion, & metaphorical motion. In truth,

5) JQS‘T.’ Curs., phil.. T, II,'p. 2T6b=27Ta.

8) "The =ctive power 15 & 'cause' in the sense of that
from whioh the process originatess but the end, for the
seke of whioch it takes place, 18 not 'motive'., (That is
why health is not 'uetive', except metaphorically.)® =e
De den. et Cor., I, ch. 7, 324514«16. Cf, J.8.T., op.
¢it., pp. 276277, ,
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"there is no motion involved; the end causes simply by
attraeting the appetitive faculty, "Siout influere
o:usac-efficiontis ett agzere, ita influers causgae fine
8118 est appeti et desiderari,."(7) The end influences
the éppotcnb to deaire it Sy, as it wore, 'breathing"(a)
its yoodness upon 1t'without any real aotion being
entailed,

John of 8t, Thomas has summed up well the dooce

trine of final cmusslity in this single statement: "Heta- _ _ .

pPhorica motio, qua finis dicitur ceusare secundum verite-

tem, est primus amor finis ut passive pendens &b appeti=

7) QDo de Ver., 9« 22, 8. 2; "Dicendum quod omne ezens a-
8it propter finem aliquemes.. Finis autenm est bonum do=-
sideratum et amatunm uniocuique. Unde menifestum est
quod omne agens, quodounque sit, agit quancuaques sctio=
nem ex aliquo amore.” -- Ia, IIae, Qe 28, a. 6, Cf.
J-S--To, Ap Oit.. pe 278,

8) The subtle neture of final ceusality presents termino=
logiocsl diffioulties. It is not & true motion, yet it
csuses real motion, so we 82y it is a metaphorical no-
tion. But it is very nard to find the exact terms to
describe the ceusality of the end more precisely. The
Sohoolmen felt this diffioulty, and at times had recoure
88 to metsphors, sueh as the verbs 'to weigh' (pondere);
'to breathe' (spirare). This is shown also by the nume
ber of nouns they employed, some of the more common be~
ing 'love' (amor), immutation, proportion, incline=
tion, 'impulsus', 'pondus’, 'coaptatio’', 'impressio’.
These terms are not in every way synonomous. Some, lie-
ke immutetion, are usged with exoclusive referencs to the
intellectunl appetite, However, as regards our purpose,
they may be employed interchangeably for the post pert.
Cf. Ia Ilae, q. 26-28; Contra Gentiles, IV, ch. 19;
J.S.T" Curs., thQOIQ. T. Iv, de KII, 8.7, nn. l1-14,
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bili, non ut sctive elicitus a volunt@to."(g)

The goodness of the end in prospect ig given
intentional existence by the intelleot, and is then
presented to the will. A oongequent immutation ig brought
about in the will, not by a transitive motion, but by
gint of an attraction. By virtue of this immutation the
will is inolined to the good and elicits an act of love
of the good.(IO) The goodness of tho‘énd ‘weighs', so
%o speak, in the will, thus attracting it to ellicit an
a0t of love. As & point of fact, the ocausality of the
end is %dontieal in re with this act of love; nonetheless

we distinguish two formalities in it. The elicited act .,

9) JQS.TI. Curs. philo,‘ro II‘. Po 2734, It 15 well to
renark that when treating of the will and of its eot
of 'love', we are doing so for the sake of showing
that there is appetite, and §0, finpnelity in nature,
We are thus making use of sonething we know well,
namely, our own saotions for an end, to help us to
understand something obscure, the purposive setivity
of naturel agents. Ye nust be on our guard, however,
to keep well apurt the two levels of appetite, the
intellectual and the natural,

10) "Appetibile enim movet appetitum, feolens se quodammo-
do in elus intentione; et appetitus tendit in appeti-
blle realiter consequendum, ut sit ibi finis motus,
ubl ruit principium. Prima ergo immutatio sppotitus
eb eppetidbili vocatur amor, gui nihil est aliud guan
complacentia appetibilis; et ex hac conplacentia se~
quitur motus in appetibile... Sioc srzo, cum amor con-
sistat in quadanm immutaticne appetitus appetibili, =ma-
nifestum est quod awor est passio.” == Ia l1lae, q. 286,
a, 23 efs Jo8.Ts (op. cit, pPps 278-283) for the pre=
sonce of final causality and its first effect in the
one physioal act of love.
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of the will itsels is the first effect of the final cauaej
but the immutation of the will whereby it is inelined to
the good is finel casusality itseif, and we call it »
metephorionl motion. Agein, the will's act of love is
physieslly one and is called final causality inasmuch ms
it is pessively dependent on the drawing power of the
appetible objest; 4t is oslled the first effeot of the

finel cause inasmuch as it is an clicitéd get of the will.,

It is in being loved and desired by the will that the end

csuses; it exerts an attrection upon the will by virtue
of 1ts own goodness, without eny trangitive action,

This first and sketechy pfoaantation of final
causality limits the causality of the end and its first
effeot to the love of the end or zood. Xo mention was
mede of intelleoct, For, though an intellectual manifes-
tation of the zgood is obviously a “conditio sine gua non"
of final osusslity, it 1s nevertheless not of its essence,
Therefore, 1f we can show that the contribution which the
1ntellcot nakes oan be supplied by sométhing slse, the

faoct that neturel agents lack intelligence will not in

itselfl do away with final ceuselity in thelr actions.

B-. ROLE OF HIXD =

¥hat resson does is manifest the goodness of
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the prospective dosidoratum.‘ll) Ho azent cotz'in £6n=-
eral but always for a Pertioular term. Yet there must

be sonmething that determines it to mot for this end for

no other, That something is the g0odness whioch this term
%ill bestow on the azent, and whioh 'welghs' on the Rppe-
tite inducing 4t to dosire and to take ﬁp the proper mesns
to obtein tﬁe end. But only the mind knows the universeal
reason of zoodness in comparison with whieh particular
€Q94§,g&n,hn=e&alun¢ad1**GﬁIy“ff”ékﬁ°Jﬁégé of the suitee
bility of the tentative end for the agent, snd of the
relationship between the end and the means to secure it.(IZ)
Knowledge of this sort requires somparisor and reflection,
end this only an immeterial cognitive r&cultyAc;n do,

Reason pronounces Judgment on the §004 &und presents it

to the will with the result thnt; 1r the attraotivensss

of the good object is strong enough, it will cause the

will to elicit an aet of love of it 1P it 13 not sgo

11) cr. Cajetan, Comment., In Iam Ilse, qe 1, 2.1, nn. 8-
11; J.8.T., Curs. phil., T. II, pp, 270a=278a,

12) "Diocendun quod omne quod sonsequitur aliquen Iinen,
oportet gquod fuerit determing tum @liquo modo ad finem
illum; alies non megis in hune finem quen in slium
perveniret. 1Ille suten determinetio oportet gquod pro=-
veunlet ex intentione finis... Intendere auter finis
impossibile est, nisi cognosecatur finls sub rations
finem, et proportio eorum quae sunt st finem in rinen
ipsum " -« In IIX ent., d, 27, Qe 1, ®e23 of., Ia
Ilee, q« 1, &,2; JeSeTe, Cursus Thsologious, T. .V,
(B4, Vivesj In Iam Ilae, Dispe I, as2, nn, 22=-27.
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attraotive the will will reject it.(ls)' The role of
mind in final causelity then 1s to bring into lizht the

suitability of the good objsct,

C~ ITS FUNCTIOX SUPPLIVED BY NATURE -

Now in irrational beings this particuler fune-
, tion iz obviated (in the sense that it is supplied) by

thelir very nature:i 8t. Thomas brings this to our stten=

tion very peintedly in commenting on Aristotle's reply to

the obJjection we are considering.. It is there that the
Angello Doctor gives & second definition of nature comple=

mentery to, indeed the preciss reason of, the one already

presentad.

In nullo enim alio neturs ab arte videtur dif-
fere, nisi quia natura est prineipium intrinse=-
cum, et ars est principlum extrinsecum. 5% eninm
ars factiva navis esset intrinseca ligno, facts
fuisset nevis & nature, sicut mode fit ab arte.
Et hoc maxime menifestum est in arte quae est

in eo quod movetur, licet per acoidens, sicut

de medico qui medicatur se ipsums huic arti enim
maxine sassimilatur natura. Unde patet gueod
natura nihil est wliud quam retio cuiusdsm ere
tis, scilicet divinae, indita rebus, qua ipsse
res moventur ad filnem determinetums sicut si

13) "Si auten consideretur motus voluntatis ex parte ob=
Jocti deterninantis astum voluntstis ad hoc vel 1llud
volendum, considersandum est, gquod objectum movens vo-
luntaten est bonum conveniens epprehensum; unde si &=
‘liquod bonum proponatur gquod apprehendatur in retlone
boni, non eutem in retione convenientis, non movebit
voluntatem.” -- Q.D. de Xalo, g. 6, a.un.




artifex rmector nevis posset lignis tribuere,
quod ex se ipsis moverentur ad nevis formen
inducendam. (14)

In our analysis of the derfinition o nature in

Chapes I, we observed that nature is said both of ths so-

tive principle, which is the form, and of the passive
prineipls, wnioch i3 metter. Consequently, we must also
say thet the active prineiple, &8s well as the passive
principle, is & “ratio indita", a determination from the
Pivine Iatelligence in virtus of which each prineiple
is intrinsically and poéitively ordered to & definite
ond.(ls) By thelr nature irrational azente are deterw

mined to one end rather then to enother, love one object

18)

14) In II Phys., leect. 14, ne 8 (I have underlined that

portion which is regarded as a second deifinition of
nature,) "Et ipss naturs uniuscuiusque est guaedam
inclinatio indite ei primo movente, ordinans ipsam in
debitum finem. Et ex hoc patet, quod res nutureles
agunt propter finen, licet inem non cognoscant, quis
& prizo intellijgente assequuntur inclinmtionsen in fi-

" nem." == In XII Hetaph,, lect. 12, n. 2634,

"Solendum est enim gquod omne quod appetit aliquid,

vel cognoscit ipsum et se ordinat in illud; vel ten-
dit in ipeum ex ordinations et directione mlicuius
cognoascentis, sicut sagitta tendit in determinatum si-
gnurz ex directione et ordinatione sagittentis, Mihil
o8t tglitur eliud appetitus neturalis guem ordlinatio
sliguorur seocundun propriem naturan in suum finem. Son
solum mutem sliquid ens in setu per virtutem smotivem
ordinstur in suum finem, sed etiem materia ssoundum
quod est in potentin; nam forme est finis meaterise.
Nihil igitur est aliud materiam mppetere formam quen
eem ordireri ad formem, ut potentie ed ectum,” -~ In

I Phys.,.lect. 15, n. 83 cf., la II&.B, 3« 8§, a.l; 2.0
de Pot., Qe 4, ‘..1, ed 2.
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more then another. They do not know why tho partioculsr
end whieh they love and for'wh}ch thoy aect is good for
them; they simply tend toward it out of an innste love,
It is the Author of their nature who determines what 1s
good. for them, end gives them, as pert of their being, s
tendency for a particular end,

‘We have somewhat of a parallel to_tﬁiu in the
oduoatioﬁ of ehildren whish is osscntiaily & proocess of
_8oquiring habits., Before the child is able to understend |
the reasons of thing;, his purents slmply tell him what
to do, inducing him to repeat the aotion until it becomes
habiﬁual. Oniy‘tho parents know the reason for the action,
the good it will confer to their ohild. Thc'habit once
soquired, the shild pursues good instinctivély in virtue
of the mind of his parents. It is not without reason that
we refer to s habit as a secqnd nature,

These reflections answer ths objeotion that a
-want of mind prevents activity for an end in nature, The
peculiar function exercised by the resson in final causale
ity is rendered unnecessary in natural operations since
nature 1is a.partiéipation of the Divine Intellect. The
Author of nature hae determined for natursl things what
1s good for them end directs them to that presoribed end

by giving them, a3z their nasture, & tendeney for it. The
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natural agent does not need to know the reason why this
object is suitable %o it, nor the relationship between
the end and the means. These nre aecessary when an agent
has to determine itselr to some one gosl in order that
1t may aot, But the naturel agont is determined by its
nature, in whieh sre ziven the inolination and the propsr
neans to & definits end. Yet it remainsg frue that knowe
ledge of the 'ratio' of the end is neceéaary for final

causality, alﬁhough in the instance of natural operations

this knowledge is not in the tagent who operstes, but in

the Author of the nature of that agont.(le)

"Ile= INFLUENCE OF FINAL CAUSE ON HATURAL AGENT

A « ANALYSIS OF PINAL CAUSALITY -

Another difficulty immediately presents itself.
Granted that there is sactivity for en end iz nature; grented
thet the natural sgent does not need intellectual knowledge
in order to aot purposively, owing to the faet that its
nature is a sharing in the Divine Intelligence; still, where
is the influence of the rinal ocause in such cases? How

does the énd exert & resl causality on the natural being,

16) Cf. Ia IIae, g 27, 8.2, ad 3; Q.D. de Ver., g. 22,
‘. 1. ‘d 2‘
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drawing that being ¢o itself?! That dollar on the ground
before me really attracts my will, causing it to isszue
& command to my bodily members, resulting in my stooping
to pick it up. Supposing that it is & good for. fire,
does a high place, for example, draw the fire to itselfl?
If the fire tends toward & high place through an innate
ordination, or detsrmination, it seems that if the inrluence
of the final ceuse is enywhere, it should be in the one
who gave fire its nature. And indeed, 3t. Thomes socaems
to agree here, since he assorts:

Quod autem pullam notitiam finis habet, etsi

in eo eit prinocipium sotionies vel motus; non

tamen elius quod est.agere vel moveri propter

- finem est prineipium in ipso, sed in slio, a

quo ei imprimitur principium sume motionis in

finem. Unde huiusmodi non dicuntur movere

seipsa, sed ab aliieg moveri, Quae vero habent

notitiam finis, dicuntur seipse movers: quin

in eis est prinocipium non solum ut agant, sed

etiam ut agant propter finem. (17)

A satisfying solution to this difficulty requires

& further examinatlion of final causality, slthough we may
concede immediately that the causelity o the end, as it
is found in nsture, will not have the full influencse it
exerts in intellectual sgents. Commenting on thie passage

of St, Thomas, Cajetan keynotes this for us in distinguishe

ing a double zort of prineiple by which agents operate

17) Ia IIBG, Qo 6, 8., l.
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purposively:

+++ Scito quod hoc quod est sgere propter finem,
potest habere principium duplicis ordinis: ale
terum scilicet proprii ordinis; alterum subore-
dinati., Proprii quidem ordinis principium est
gquod propris virtute hoc facit: subordinati vero,
quod superioris virtutis participstione solunm
hoo facite Et quoniem agere propter finem col-
latlioner quandem eius quod est ad finem, ad ip=
sum finem, manifeste importet; conferri auten
in finem sbsque ecognitione, etsi finzendi detur
licentia, intslli;l nequit: oportet ut de rati-
one prineipli proprie virtute activi propter
finem, 8it cognitio. Ac per hoc, principium
propria virtute agens propter finem, constat
necessario ex gradu ocognosclitive, Et conse~-

"~ quenter si quid non cognosoitivum agit propter
finem, etsl hmbeat principium agendi propter
finem, non habet principium nisi subordineti
ordinis, gquod scilicet ex hoc est impreesio
quaedam & ocognoscitivo, principiat propter finem.

Et hoo modo naturslia egunt propter finem. (18)

8inoce the causality oy the final cause lies in
the attraction of its goodnese, the sgent is properly
finalized only when he can see 1is attraotivezess by ap-
prehending 1¢t., But not sny apprehension will do. The
_ sttractiveness of the good 1s ite suiteability for the
agent, and its suitabllity with respect to the msans.(lg)
To know the sultability of & good thing in this way, means
knowing it through an intellectusl apprehension, because
to know it thus entails comparison and reflection., 45 a

consequence, finel éausality is to be found properly only

18) Cajetan, Comment. In Iam Ilae, q, 6, 8. 1, n. B,
19) ¢f. Is Ilne, g« 6, 8¢2; Qele de Malo, qe. 8, a,. un,
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in intelligent agents, whose efficient principle of opere
ation 1s an intellectuml appetite, a will, Inasmuch as
ﬁatural agents lack intellectual xnowledge and depend on
their Author to determine what object is fittin; for them,
and thus to supply what the mind contributes to telic
activify,>they must bq gaid to mcot for an end through a
subordinate power, the 'impressio' they receive from that
Author. That 'impressio' is the key word in this passage,

that the comsequent remarks will bring out.

Our next step should be prediotable. We must
g0 to the root of fiﬁal causelity as found in volunt&ry
agents, and thon see if this i1s had in natural agents.
This iz but the continued use or our prineciple of proceed-
ing from what we know best to what is less obvious to us.
Ve know from our own actions what it means to be ettracted
by some good, to desire it, and to move to secure it, I
we wish to know further whether or not irrstidnal beings
are drawn by some end in s proportionate way, it is reason=
able Cir;t to find whet 1s essential to [inal causality by
an analysis of our own purposive actions, and then to see
if what we have found is present in natural aﬁtivity.

Unlike the cognitive faculties which bring their
obJects to themselves in intentionsl existence, the will

15 drawn by its objeot, and tends toward & union with it
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in its physical"oace'.(zo) The will is & faculty that
tends to some dbjeot as to & term suiteble and propor=-
tioned to it. Fow since every relation of fittingness

or proportion ought to bo raciprocal, the will itself
should be proportioned (ocoaptari) to the object, that is,
it should love it.(8l) It g0 happens that the intellec~
tuel appetite is an indifferent and determinable faculty.
Though when 1t aots 1t must alweys be for some zood, none-
theless the will of itself is indifferent to any parti=

sular good, and must be determined to this zood rather

than that.(zz) And decause it 1is indifferent, no finite

20) "Nos enim cognitionem intellectivam a rebus exterioce
ribus aceipinmus; per voluntatem vero nostram in alie=
quid exterius tendimus temgquan in finerm. Et ideo ine
telligere nostrum est secundum motum e rebug in sanie
memi velle vero securdum riotum &b anime #d res... Est
ergo tam in nobis quax in Deo circulatio guaedan in
operibus intellectus et voluntatis; nam voluntes re-
dit in id & guo fuit principiunm intelligendi; sed in
nobis concluditur circulus &d 1d quod est extra, dum
bonum exterius movet intellectum nostrum, et intellso=
tus movet voluntatem, et voluntas tendit per eppeti~
tum et amorem in exterius bonumj sed in DeCess" o=
QeDs de Pot., qe 9, 093 of¢ Q+Ds de Ealo, g. 8, a.un,
ad 13; Ia IImse, q. 28, 8¢ lc and ad 2,

21) Cf+ Je5.T7s, Curs. theol., T. IV, In Iam, Disp. XII,
2.7, nn. l=l4; for this entire question of the influen=-
ce of the finel cause on the intellectuml eppetite.

22) "+ee« Porma intellecte est universalis sub qua multa
possunt comprehendi; unde cuw sctus sint in singulari-
bus, ian quibus nullum st quod adaequet potentism uni-
versalis, remanet inclinstico voluntatis indeterminsaste
s habens ad multa... Cunm omnie moveat (Deus) secun=
dum retionem mobilium, ut levia sursum et gravis deor=~
sun, etiem voluntatem movet secundum eius conditionem,
non ut ex necessitate, sed ut indeteorminate se haben-
ter ad multe.,” =« Q.D0s de Welo, g 8, a. un,




g0od oen ever necegsitete the will, The will must freely
determ;ne itself, and this 1t does under the attraoctive
force oé an approhended object, wnich ceuses the will to
elicit an aet of love of it.

The good as apprehended, exists only in the
apprehension, and ss such will never determine the intele
ieetual appetite to the exclusion of other posalible goods,

It must come to be in some manner within the will 1taelf.(23)

It is therefore necessery to place in the appetite a deter-

| min;f;ip;§§;}tion or suitability to that object, which,
on the one hand, will be to the thing oxisfing in 'esse
physioco' what the intellizible species is to the concrete
material substance; and on the other kand, 1t will be to
the will what the intelligible species i1s to the intelleoct.
And it is this proportion, 'coaptatio', to & particulsr
term that determines the will £d unum, inelines it toward
that term, and not to asnother,

At the same time this proportion is a special

act of the will, freely elicited by it.(24) Previous to

28) "Sio igitur quod smatur non solum est in intellectu
amantis, sed etiam in voluntate ipsium: aliter tamen
et aliter., In intellectu enin est secundur asimilitu-
dinem suse speciel: in voluntete sutem amantis est si-
cut torminus motus ir principio motivo proportionato
per convenientian et proportionem juam habet ad ip=
sum." «« Contrs Gentiles, IV, ch. 19,

24) Crfe Q:Ds de Ver., Qe 22, 8.83 end JQS.T., Ope cit., ne 5o
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being proportioned, and thus inclined to one, the will
is simply in potency and indeterminate with respect to
many objects. To pass frorx indetercination to determie
nation, ls to pass 'ex actu primo ad mctum secundum?,
from mere power to act to sotual operation. But as this
operation is in the order of efficieney, the volitive
fabulty nust be determined by an efficlent prinsciple,
This cannot be the apprehended good, besause the good as
apprehended is in the order a{ g;§;§n§§§7;9r§§14p§psalr -
It 48, in :aot, the will 1tsell, which hus dominion over
its aots, and is the first principle in the order of
e:_ricion’t oauses(28) Thnis means that the will ftself is
responslble for its own determinstion, that is, the:
‘coaptatio! of the will to & particular objsot is en ect
proceeding from the will as freely elicited by it. In
other words, it is the love itself of the intellectual
appetite rof the good object or end. |

To receaplitulatet the end causes the will to

elicit an act of love of it, not ag the end exists 4in the

- 2B) "Si ergo consideremus motum potentierum animae ex pare
te objectl specificantis sctum, primum prinecipium mo=
tionls est ex intelleotut hoc enim modo bonum intel-
lectunm movet etlaum ifpsam voluntatem, 81 autem consi-
deremus motus potentiarum animae ex parte exercitii
actus, sic principium motionis sst ex voluntate." ==
GeD. de HMelo, go 6, &8s uny of, Cajetan, Comment., In
Ian Ilae, q« 2, ¢. 1,




apprehension, but as it is within the volitive faculty
itself, And, as we said, it is in the will as the "impul-
lsus’ inclining the will to itself as to a fitting term.
Yot, thgt proportion is actually an opgration of the will,
an sect of love proceeding from, and freely alic;ted by,
it. In other words, the very aot of love of the will for
; particular good, is et one end the same time the cause
whereby the will eliocits it, end the effect of that elici~
‘tatlon., What is one in physical existence, has & double
formality arising from & twofold dependence. As proceed-
ing from the will, it is an asction depandént upon the will
es any elicited aet on the elieiting agent. At the same
time it depends upon the object, which 'weighs' on the
will, inolines the will to itself, and as such, is a pas=
sion received in the will. Pu% in snother way, the one
existential net of love has an ictiva end & passive forme
ality. Considered passively, it is the attractive force
iteelf of the object impressing on the will an inclination
to itself. Regarded motively, it is ar ection elicited
by the will proportioning itsell to the objeoct under the
drawing influence of that object. Lov; pacsively is thus
the ocsrusal influence of the end, =-- what we oall finel
causslity; while love actively is the e{fect of that rfinal

causes, And, slthough we heve final causelity and its first
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effeot fdentified Iin the one not of love, nevertheless
slince ‘they are formally distinct, love as formally pasge-
sive enjoys & priority or causality, and in that messure
precedes love as formally aotive.(zs)

One last precision mey be made befors oconsidere
ing this same problex with special reference to natursl

agenta, John of St, Thomas has eptly expressed it:
Bt cum dicitur quos iste impulsus, seu impres-
8io, aut pondus voluntatis non est principium,
et vis impellens, qedrgq;m;qufrggppn@gﬁgrﬁgnodh,H,,
"~ ¢1le impulsue eat tercinus soctionis voluntatis
ut spiritivae et ut vitaliter se ineclinantis 4in
objectum, sed iterum est retio et vie ponderens
ut sontinuetur anor, vel itsrunm elicimtur, aut
ut orescat, prout efficecius aut tenscius inhse-
serit volunteti ista impressioc de objecto cognito, .
siocut impellens sagittam, aut lapidem prius motu
suo tangit lapidem, imprimens $114 iopulsunm, et
ex teli impulsu continuatur motus lapidis, et
elicitur usque ad looum destinatum. (27)

That aot of lovse, or luapression of the object
on the will, whiech, as passively derived from %he appetidble
objaot is final causality, does not ocease %o exert itg
sausal influence onoe 1t is elicited., It oontinues to
attract the intellectual fappetite until the will is Joined
with the object in its physicel being, The 'proportio’,
'ooaptatio! of the will to the s00d, which iz elicited by

the will as passively dependent upon that zood, is really

26) Cf. JuS.T., Curs. phil., T. II, p. 280-283,
2?) JCSITI‘ CQI’So thBOIQ, Ti Iv‘ In Iam. Diap. XII’ a. 7.
h+ Y 110




=123~

the zood as it exists within the will itself. As long
as it thus exists in the will, 1t ocontinues to inoline
that appetitive faculty to itself, or, in other words,
it will continue to exercise its csusality as & final
cause. “Amatum in voluntate existit ut inclinans et
quodammodo impellens intrinsecus amanten in ipsar rem

a:mata.m." (28)

B « APPLIED TO NATURAL OPERATICNS

l.- In Generel ~ Nature defined in terms of finelity -
Coming to see in what manner the cesusality from
the end obtains in natural agents, it is readily nckéowlod-
ged that, since natural beinges shere unsquelly in nsture,
in the 'ratio indita' of the Divine Artist, if the final
cause affects them et all, it will do so in varyiang degrees.
Nevertheless, some general observations ocan first be nade.
Final osusality, as found in voluntary asgents,
consists in a proportion, a ‘'coaptatio' of the appetite
to & particular good, an impression 'breathed' on the
appetite bf the apprehended good. XKoreover, the propor-

tion ih virtue of whioh the will is determined to one

28) Contre Gentiles, IV, ch. 19.
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s00d, is actually elicited Ly the will itself, snd is
its wet of love of the determined end. The will must
prodﬁoe this act, otherwise it would remsin ihdaterminate,
and never sot. Natural agents, on the other hand, are
determined by thelr very nmture to & particulsr end.
Jiven in thelr nature i1tself is an inclination to & zood
‘thet 1is fitting for them.(zg) They do not have to propor-
tion themselves to a suitable object by « determinating
aoty they are slready proportioned in their nature, which
i§ iﬁi;1ﬁéré§§id';:ar'fati§7indit;;rgifenwthogrgé ;;é' |
Institutor of nature, |

But thias proportion to = definite good is what
we heve discovered to be rinal cauaélity. Before the
appetible can exercise its causality =zs e Iinal csuse,
it must bs in the agent in some way. 4And it does not
suffice that 1t be thore as spprehended; it must be in
the appetitive fasulty so that that feoculty is propore
tioned to 1t, Only when thus existing in the appetite
does the end csause, and its onugality consiste in that
proportion or inclination, which may be otherwiase called
an acet of iové. V"Ohniﬁ sutem motus in aliquid, vel quies
in aliquo ex aliqum connaturalitate vel coaptatione proce-

dit; guia pertinet ad rutionem amoris." (30)

29) Cf. Contra Gentiles, locs cit.
- 30) Ia IIse, q. 27, 84} ofe B3,
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Nature is 1tself then a love for & determined
suitable good, and in that love resides the causality
of the end. Thus, matter (nature as a passive principle)
is proportioned to the form which is the end of operation,
The end is seid 'to be in' the matter as form in its core
responding potency; and it is in it ag a finel cause drew-
iig the matter to a real union with 1t, (S1) Form (nature
a8 aotive prinoiple) is that whereby matter is proportioned
to the end of operation, since meatter is in potency te form
7r1: fo”;ﬁrénd by the form that now actuslizes it. This
actuelizing form is the very (oﬁ of inclipetion, or propore
tion to tggt o#d; in which mect of love is finel eauszlw
ity.(sz) ¥hen we further reflect that 'love' is the prine

ciple of & motion tendin: toward the thing lovod(ss), we

51) "Omne quo appetit aliquid, appetit illum in guantum
habet rliquam similitudinem cum ipsoeses, Se¢d heaeo simi-
litudo attenditur dupliciter... Alic modo ex hoe gquod
forme unius est in alio incomplete, id est in potene
tie; et dic, seocundum quod #liquid hebet in se formanm
finis et boni in potentia, tendit in bonum vel in fi=
nem, et appetit ipsum. Et secundum hunc modum matee
rie dieitur mppetere formem, in gquantum est in ee fore
e in potentia." «= (.D: de Ver., Qs 22, &, 1l; ad 3j
af. Ia II&O. e 27,.Go 3a ‘

52) “Ex hoo autem oritur inclinstio neturalis, quod res
neturalis hadet effinitatem et convenientiam secundum
formem, quam diximus esse inolinationis principium,
cum 60 ad quod movetur, siout srave oum loco inferioce
ri." «= Contrs Gcntilel, IV, ceh, 19,

33) “In unoquogue mutem horum appetituum, smor dicitur ile
lud quod est principium motus tendentis in finem amna=-
tum. In appetitu sutem natureli, prineipium huiusmodi
motug est connaturalitas eppetentis md id in quod ten-
dit, quee dioi potest smor neturulis.” -- Ia Ilse,

Qe 26. zge.l.
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realize that nature, sinoce it iz a principle of motion
tendiﬁg toward a derfinite torm, is defined in terms or
finelity,

But the 'coaptatio' of irrutional agents to a
definite end, whioh is precisely the causality of the end,
dees not follow upon asan intellectunml knowledge in thoge
aéonts} i% 18 sa 'improssio' received from the Author of
neture, That s why Cajetan speaks of n;tural agonts

ecting for an end through a sabordinate powsr, and why

St, Thomas often states that such agzents are dirested to

&en end,

Considerandum est quod aliquid sus sotione vel
motu tendit ad rfinem dupliciter: uno aedo, si-
cut seipsum ad finenm movens, ut homo; alio modo,
siout ad alio motum ad finem, sicut sagitta tene
dit ad determinatum ex hoao quod movetur & sagite
tante, qui suam actionenm dirigit 4n finem, 1Ile
la ergo quae rationen habent, seipse movent ad
finems quia habent dominium suorum actuun per
liderum sarbitrium, quod est facultas voluntutis
et rationis, 1Illa vero ques ratione carent,
tendunt in finen per naturalem inclinstionem,
quesi ab alio mota, non autem a seipsis: cum

non coznoscant rationem finis, et ideo nihil

in finem ordinare possunt, sed solum in finem

eb alio ordinentur. (34)

2+= 8pecifio Application =
Hanner in whioh agents are moved,

We may well wonder now whether there is not an

34) Ie Ilae, qe 1, 8.2,
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opposition between the emphagis on 'impressio' or subore
dinate power through which natural agents aot for ends,

and the feot that they are sald to be directed to their

ends. In faet, it is claimed that the explanntioﬁ of St,
Thomes Just ziven means that natural beings do not truly

sot for an end, but are nerely directed to fitting goods.(ss)
Henes, it 1es well to oconsider how things ere moved or

are directed, to s definite goal. S§t. Thonas hus discuse

sed this at length in the De Veritate, I B .

In rebus enim gquae moventur vel aliquid agunt,
haeo invenitur differentia: quod qusedam prine
oipium sul motus vel operationis in soipeis
habent; quaedam vero sxtra 89, siout ex quse
per violentiam moventur, in quibus principium
est extra nil conferente vim passo. (36)

Quanto enim alique naturas est Deo propinguior,
tanto expressior in ea divinae dignitatis sini-
litudo invenitur. Hoc sutem ad divinam digni=
taten pertinet ut omnia movect et inclinet et
dirigat, ipse e nullo alic motus vel inelinetur
vel directus. Unde, guanto &ligue nature est
vieinior, tentoc minus ab elio lunclinantur et
magis nata est seipsen inolinare. (37)

35) This olaim of Susrez will be discussed at the end of
the present chapter.,

56) QeDs de Ver., Qe 243, a4l

37) QeDe de Ver., g. 22, a. 43 0fs Qe 23, 2e 1. In this
treetnent on the manner in which different beings are
moved, we must bear in mind that the word 'move' has
& different sense when epplied to the immaterial opoe
rations of intellsctusl mgents than when said of the
sctions of naturel agents. Only material belngs are
moved in the striot sense of motion asg sn imperfect
act. But, as wo have ssen already, motion mey be u-
sed in the sonse of a perfect aot, and it 4s this
latter meaning we intend when we speak of voluntary
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Among beings that move or ard there is & zrade-
tion at one extreme of which we find something that moves
itself absolutely without to the anzllest dezree beling
moved by another, and at the other, something which is
absolutely moved.by enother, itsels contrihuting in no .
wise to the movement. Act or form, which is aoct, is tﬁa
active prinociple of oéeration, 80 that the more in ect s
being is, the more is it a ‘movens', Pbtonoy, or matter,
is & passive pr?nqiglergf ope:&t}op,rand'it_iprprgpgg to. .
Vif to bérﬁored; sonsequerntly, the mors passivity a beling
has, the more material 1t will be and the more will its
motion depend on enother., The power of a being toAmove
itself then, will be in dirsct proportion to its actuality,
ané in inverse proportion to its potentiality, or mater-
islity. God 1is Puie Aot, and He is the Prinmunm ¥ovens,
noving Hinself entirely wi£hout any dependencs on another.
An artifaet, qua artifact (or anything subjest to violen=-
se), has no form or movenent properly its ownjy even its

passivity will be itz own que netural thing and not que

agonts as moving and deiny moved. Thus, we may
speak of the 'motion' of the will or of the intel~
leot. For this reason we oen say thst God moves
Himself, even though He 18 the Primum ¥ovens Immo-
bile. For, He knows Himself end loves Himself,
and the sctions of knowing end willing may be eale
led 'motions'. Cf, In, g 18, a.3, ad 1,




e
-7
4

~129-

urtifaot.(ss) Therefore 1ts motion is wholly from ane
other; it is sonpletely direocted to a definite term by

another,
8) Voluntary agents -

Betwoen these two extremes we find beings which
re composed of poteney and wct, or of matter and form;

and so in some way they have in themsoivos the principle

,ofjtheir‘motqqgnﬁg All o(rﬁhesgiw§11,b9 moved to some
deérc&, since they are partly passive., Amon; these we
may distinguish swgents whose movement is in their own’
power 1n such a faeshion fhat they uay determine the dirsce
tion or‘tho term of thelr movement, These are the volune
ta;y esents es distingulshed from nonevoluntery, whose
dominion over their aets does not extend to the selection
of their own ends.

A voluntary or intellectual szent ﬁas dominion

over its aots beoause of its inmateriality. It is so

58) A netural efrect uay follow from an artifiecial thing;
yet the offeot is reduced to the artifiocial thing,
not inasmuch ag it is erticriciel, but insorar as it
is catural, thet is, insofar es 4t i3 composed of one
or more moterial subastances that heve & nature, 4 mpe
ohine mey explods, uLut the explosion is osused by the
action of the natural elements that make up the machie
ne (steel, g&s, etc.,) and not by the mechine qua sartie
fioiel product, Cf, IIa IIse, q. 96, a.2, ad 2; Quaes~
tiones QGuodlibetales, Qdl. 12, qe 9, &, 2,
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renoved from the restrictive potency of matter (although
not entirely from the realm or potentinlity) thet 1t i,
&ble to have within itselsf in e universal way the rforms
of things existing outeide of it, Now singe form 18 the
principle of aotion or oporatioh, for every formn an agent
possesses a consequent inclination and operation is poage
sible. The intelligible forms in voluntary sgents are,
however, universal in nature, comprehending e multiplieity
of thinalx.honpg;.gax inelination flowing from them must
likewise be universal, It is in this sense that we say
the proper objeoct of the intelleotual appetite is & unie
versal end or good.
eee In homine invenitur Torma intellectivsa, et
inclinetio voluntatis Sonsequens formam appre=
-‘hensem, ex quibus sequitur exterior setioy ...
forme intelleota est universalis sub qua nulte
possunt ocomprehendi; unde eum actus sint in
sinuleribus, in quidus nullus o8t quod adeequet
potentiax universalis, recanet inclinstio volun-
tetis ixndeternminate se habens ad nulta. (39)

Unless the voluntary agent determines iteselsf to
aot, to move in pursuit of some end, it will rest indeter-
ninate with rezurd to many particular goods. Such an
agent determines 1tew1t‘by‘jUdging the partioular zoods,
welghing their fittingness to 1tself. If it Judges one

to be of spevial value it will move itself to obtain it

85) QeDy de Malo, g. 6, a. ua.




»13lw ‘

by eliciting an act of love, while remaining dependent
.on the object's appetidbility.

Yot, the Judgment on the suitability of the
partioulsr zood is also indeterzinate. "Cum ergo volun-
tas se oconsilio moveat, consilium autem est inquisitio
quasdam non domonatrntiva; sed ad opposits viam habens,
non ex necessitate voluntes seipsanm habet.'(*O) Ir it
were not indeterminate, neither could the will be indeter=
minate, beceuse the will determines itself by its judgment,
If %ho Judgﬁeﬁt i;ra alread&réoﬁermined and necessary,
the appetite of the will following on the Judgment would
be determined and necessary, with the result th@t the
voluntary agent would not have dominion over its escts.

The voluntary bein; suoceeds in determining
itself by Judzing its judgmont. Because of the immatere
iality of its cognifive faculty, the voluntury agent can
reflect upon its aots and know the relationships that

exlst among tke things of which and by whiech it Judges.

40) Q.D. de ¥alo, q¢ 6, 2+ une. Remember we are speeking
now of grested voluntary agents, which meeans angels
are included., This citation however applies stristly
to human wills, because in them elone do we find
'‘counsel', Nevertheless, the perfection implied, o
'free Judgment', is shared in by sngels; we have only
to remember that the latter do not meke that Judgnent
after deliberation., CI, Ia, g. 59, 2.3, ad 1 and 2.
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Judioium autem est in potestate Jucicantis
seoundum quod potest de suo Judicio jJudicares

de eo enim quod est in nostre potestate, pos=
sunus Jjudicare, Judiocare autem de Judicilo

suo est solius rationis, quae super actum

suunm reflectitur, et cognoscit habitudines

rerum de quibus Judicat, et per ques judicat.(41)

The voluntery agent through its intelleotual
power ocan xnow by ocomparison snd reflection the suitabi-
1lity of the end and of the means, and the relationship
of end to means, This knowledge enables it to Judge its
Jud gmenta; therein lies ite freedou, its dominion over
its aots. Becuuse it gan Judge its Judgments, it is the
cause of its judzment,

Homo vero per virtutem rationis Judlicans de
agendis, potest de suo arbitrio Judicare, in
quantum cognoscit retionem finis et eius quod
est ad finem, ot habitudinem et ordinenm unius
ad alterums et ideo non eat solum ocausa sui
ipsius in movendo, ased in Judiocendo; et idso
est liberl arbitrii, ac si diceretur liberi
arbitrii de agendo vel non agende, (42)

The degree of ectuality that the ocreated volune

tary agent possesses ralses it above the plane of the

material and enables it to remain'indifferens ed nulta,
indeterninate in relstion to meny partioular goods. In
eonsequence, not only does it move itself ia common with
all animated vbeings, to the execution of its motiun, and

like all cognitive beings, ©to the asoquisition of forms

41) QeDe de VOPC, qe 24, . 2,
42) Q+Ds de VOPQ, qe 22, 2. 1,
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whioh are the prineiples of motion, but it also mof.o
itself to 1ts own assiguned ends.(45) And, owing to this
latter privilege, it enjoys free dominion over its acts.
Still the created voluntary ngent has some admixture of
poteney, und to the extent this is true, it must be moved
by another. Although it 1s indifrferent to partioular
ends, it is not indeterminate with respect to its ultimate
end, the universal zood, The sppointment of this end-
does not come under its power, but is assigned by anothers.
honce, 1t nust be moved fo it by that other, To this
extent the voluntary agent is detsrmined ad unume
" Sed quamvis intellestus noster ad aligua se

sgat, tamen aligua suat ei preestituta & nate

ura; sicut sunt prima principia, cirocs queae

non potest aliter s¢ hebere, et ultimus finis,

quem non potest non vella., Unde, liocet guane

tum ‘ad eliquid moveat se, tamen oportet quod

gquantum ed slique &b alio moveatur. (44)

Further, in regard to the very exercise of its
act of willing, the voluntary agent must be. first moved
by another. The will is a deterninable faculty that
passes from potentielly willing to aoctually willing, ex

sotu primo ad asotum secundum. Once 1t wills something

in act, it oan move itselr to willing something else in

uct; but unless we admit ean infinite regress, we have

43) Cf. Ia, q. 18, a, 3,
44) 18. q0 18’ a’ 5.
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to say thet the will has to be moved to its firet aot
of willing by something exterior. 1In this way also it

is sald to be directed.

Cum ergo voluntes se consilio moveat, oonsie
lium euten est inquisitio quaedam non demone
strativa, sod ad opposita viam habexns, non ex
necessitats voluntes seipsam movet, Sed oun
voluntss non semper voluarit consiliari, ne-
oesse est quod ab sliquo moveatur ad hee guod
vellit consiliari; et si gquidem a s3ipsa, necesse
est iterusm quod motum voluntatis praecedat cone
8ilium, et consilium prascedat actus vyoluntatis;
et oum hoe¢ in infinitum procedere non poasit,
necesse est ponere, gquod quod quantum ad primun
“motumn~voluntatis moveatur voluntas cuiuscumque
non gemper actu volentis ab aliquo exteriori,
culus instinectu voluntas velle inocipiat. (45)

b) Non-voluntary szents «

Hon=voluntary, or irrational, agents heve so
muech potentiality that they are immersed in mattér. ale
though to varying degrees. gan, the lowest in the scale
of voluntaéy agenta, rises above the plane of materiality,
but not ooipletoly, for he ;a extrinsisally dependent
upon meterial phentasme for his intellsotual operations,
He represents, as 1t were, & limit whieh irrational beings
approach in their veryiny; actuality: The greater the

' actuality of the irrational agent, the higher the form

45) Q+Ds de Ealo, gq. 6, s.un; Cf. Ia, g« 683, a.5, where
is expleined that angels also are moved to their
first set of willing; edso Cajetan's Comment,
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that 44 has, the 1§aa will 4t be subject to the rcafric-
tive determinations of matter, and the closer will it
néproaah inmateriality. For thi: reason we oan speak of
some noneintellectual agents as being more immaterial
than others.(#8) 7o the degrse that they are immaterial,
- their movements will be 1méuted to their dominion. Con=
vﬁrsoly, they will be moved, directed by another to the

extent that they are nmeterial,
1) Iprational animals =

Brute animals, who are next to men in the
hierarchy of being, «nd highest in the scale of irrati-
onal agents, are fer enough rem;vod from the somplete
dé&ermination of matter as to.bo abls to receive into
themsslves the forms of'othor.things. Acobrdingly, e
plurality of inelinetions and motions toward definite
ends are possible to them, so that we can sey that in a
reai sense they are &d multa, ﬁaving apprehended through
his senses aomo‘particular good, say, & bone, a dog ins-
tinctively desires thet good and moves himself to secure
it. "Quaedam bruta vero ulterius movent seipea, non
habito respectn.ad executionexn motus, sed etiam guantun

ad formem quee est principium motus, quam per se

46) Cf. Q+Ds de Ver., q. 23, as 1l
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acquirunt.'(‘7)

Unlike the intelligible forms of voluntary
agents, however, which are universal and immaterial, the
apprehended forms of brutes are singuler and naterial,
Hence, an inolination to-one thing only can follow upon
each form.,

Nam forma apprshensa per sensum est individu-
alis, siout et forma rei naturalis; et ideo ex
ea sequitur inolinatio ad unum actum siocut in
rebus naturalibus, sed tamen non semper eadem
forma recipitur in sensu siout est rebus natur-
‘#libus, quia ignis est semper ocalidus, sed nune
une, nune alia, puta nunc forma delectabilis,
nuno tristisy; unde nunc figut, nuns prose~
quitur. (48)

This inelination to, or appetite for, the pare
tioular Zeod differs from that of voluatary agents in
thet the aet of love by which the intellectual mppetite
is proportioned to the end is the result of 1ts own free
judgment, whereas that of that animal appetite flows from
& natural judgment, or instinot given it by the Author of
1ts nature. Both these agents receive the forms of things
existing outside themselves, dbut the voluntary agent,

since he knows the universal ressons of things, oan judge

of the rittingneas or unfittingness of partiocular joods

47) Ia, qe 18, Be33 of ¢ JeS.Ts, Curs. theol., T. VvV, In
Ism IIae, Disp. I, a.2, nn. 34-36,
48) Q«De do u“lo. Ge 6, &, un.
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for him. He can seo the relation of means to ends, judge
- his own judgment and essign to himself certain ends. The
aninal knows the sensible and singular only, and its
waterial mode of cognition, inadequate to the tasks of
esonparison and reflection, does not allow any Judgment
on the proportion between it and the apprehended zood.
This must be done for it by another, namely, the Creator,
who places in brute animals a qnaai-dudicetive power, e=
a kind of ngturalrprQQenpq, by which the animal knows
immedistely end instinotively whether or not the thing
apprehended is & good for it. Aoting upon this judgment,
the animal elicits an appetitive sot either for the thing
1tself, if it is & §ood, or for flight eway frox it, &¢
it is en evil. 1This partiocular Judgment of the animal
is 8 neocessery one, determined in its very naturej and
the appetite following it is alsc determined,

Bruta auten habent sliquam similitudinem ratie

onis, in quantum partieipant quendanm prudentianm

nsturslem, secundum quod naturs inferior attine

git aliqueliter ad 1d quod est naturae superi-

oris. Quae quidem similitude est secundum quod

habent judicium ordinatum de aligquibus. Seo hoc

Judioium est eis ex neturamli saestimstione, non

ex aliqua ocollatione, cum rationem sul judieid

ignorent; propter quod huiusmodi Judlcium non

se extendit ad omnie, sicut judicium retionis,

sed 8d qusedam determinatsa.,

Sed quia Jjudicium eorum est deterainatun &d ununm,
per consequensg et appetitus et eectio ad unum
detercminatur. (49)

49) QD de Ver., qs 24, 8.,2; of, JGSBT', OpDe Cit., ne 38,
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The intelleotual appetite previous to willing,
i3 indeterminate with respect to many particulear s00ds .,
It needs a special aoct of love elioited by 1it, through
which it 1g proportioned and determined to one thing,

The same 1s trus of the enimal appetite.
Potentia motiva brutorum saoundum ge considew
rete nor mezis inolinetur ad unum oppositorun
quen ad alteruw; et sio dieitup quod possunt
moverl et non moveri. Sed Judicium que appli=
oatur potentim motiva ad alterunm oppositorun,
est deterninatum; et sio non sunt liberi are
‘bitrii. (50) , :

Although it is necessitated by a natural Judg=
meat in eliciting its appetitive act the actuel eliciting
i1e from the motive pevwer of the animal itselr, by which
it moves from potentially desiring this end to aotuslly
desiring it. This the animal appetite can do, because
it was previouszly in sot 6f desiring something else. So
azain, lest we hold the possidllity of an infinf{te rezress,
e must acknowledge that the animal in its first appeti-

tive aot has to be moved by another rfrom £irst act to

second act.(ﬁl)
2) Plants =

Vegoetative beings ocoupy the next runi in the

50) Q.D. ds Ver., 9+ 24, &, 2, ad 2, :
51) ¢r, Cojetan, Comment, In de Anima (ed. Angelicunm),
nn, l2-25, ’
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ladder of irrational sgents., Scarcely rising above
the absolute determination of matter, they are so remote
from imzateriality that they are incapable of'taking
bther things into thomselves in the immaterial manner
of cognition; they must absorb material things materially
by receivin; them ss nutriment and changing them into
their own substancs, Both the form by which they act,
and the end toward which their operations tend are deter-
mined by their very nature,rand te this extent they are
moved by their Maker. Only the mctual exerciss of their
operations comes under their power, so thet they move
themselves to the exsoution of their motion,
Inveniuntur izitur queedax, quae movent geipsa,
non habito respeotu ad formem vel finem, quae .
ipest eis & natura, sed golum quantum ad exscu=-
tionen motus: sed forma per quen ezunt, et finis
Ct propter guem mgunt, determinstur eis a nstura.,
Et huiusmodi sunt plantae, quae secundum formanm
inditam eis 2 nsturs, movernt seipsas secundum
augmentum et decrementum, (52)

In his commentary on the De Anime, St. Thomas
points out that plants have a certain indeterminstion
inasmuch a8 their proper operations are in some way ad
multa. "Natura non movet ad contraris loocats notus autem

eugnentl et deorementi est secundum contrarias loca.

Augentur enim vegetabilis omnie, non solum sursum ot

52) I&, Qe 18, 8..3} ¢cf. J.S.rl. Gl » Cito. n, &4.




=140~

deorsum, sed utroque modo.'(55) Plants are capable of
growiﬁk in contrary directions, stems ascending, roots
descending, branches sxtendin:. 4Alszo, if an obstacle
1s placed in the peth orf its growth, the plant may work
itself arcund, sbove, or over it, This shows a eertain
spontaneity in vegetative aotions.(54)

In addition, the motor faculty of vegetal
beings, like that of voluntary agents end animals, nay
be 1n a state of mere power to act.(ss) Hanoe they too
muat ba moved to the aetusl operation of their first aot

by the Creator.
3) Inorganic beings =~

Finally, we descend to the lowest of irrational
efents, inanimate beings. Thsse sre so potentisl thet
they are completely coniined by the cornditions of mﬁtter.
Everything is determined for them by their nature. Like
plants, inorgenic beings have but the one form of their

substantial being, and a consequent inclinstion to one

53) In II de Anima, lect. 3, m. 257,

54) In this we can recognize an antiofipation of the li-
berty found in voluntary egents, which anticipation
becomes more and more prominent es we rise through
the different levels of animal 1life. In the playful
antios of higher wnimals, such as monkeys and cats,
we find thie antieipstion rfull olown. Cfe QeDe de
Ver., g« 24, &, 2c and sd 3,

55) Cf, Cajetan, Comment. In de Anime, nn, 12=25,
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end, but unlike thenr, they have no semblance of sponta~
neity in achievin_ that end; they ure sbsolutely deter-
mined in their ¢perations,

Intellsctus eaim rit iy sctu per formam intele

ligibilen inguantun est intelliens, szicut res

naturelis it eotu in ease natureli per pro=

prian formam. Res suten naturelis per formam

que perfioitur in sue specle, habet inelinatia

onex in proprias operstiones et propriun finem,

quen per operetiones ¢onsequitur: gquele enin

est yaumquodque, talia o eratur, et in gidil

convenientia tendit. (56§

In inorganie beings even the execution of their -
proper operations cennot he mttributed to them, since
they are in o0 wise indetqrminate with respect to operew
tion. Never do they pass fron ability to operate to
rctual operation; they are alwaye ia sscond act, so0 that,
provided they receive no interference from exterior agents,
they will clweys attein their proper end., In this way we
nay compere them to the [irst sect of «1l1l other agents,
both voluntary end eninate, whioch must elso be moved to
\

ectual operation by the Divine Artist. But whereas these
latter have a certain indeterminantion, a certain freedon,
left to them, which they can resolve in virtue of this
first movement, inanimntes beings are completely cetermined

to one, &nd heve no further act Lo whiceh they can rmove

therselves. Hence, in every way the inorgenic beinyg ie

56) Contre Gentiles, IV, ch. 18,




~l42~

noved, is directed by nnother.(57)

This does not inmply, howoever, that the opera;
tion or motion of the inanimste being does not properly
belong to it, for its motib# flows from its Very essence.,
Just ss the first act of the voluntary ugontiis still
its own, oven though it hed to be moved to it, 80 the

motion of the inenimete agent is its own.(ss)
d¢= Summary

This perspective of the secals of boing serves
& dusl purposes it shows how the ‘impression' in virtue
of which neturel egents are 5ubjécted to final ecamusality,
and subsequent to whiok they mbve to their respective onds,
ls variously pértioipated in by differsnt natural a;enfs;
end it points out, in view of resolving & forthcoming
objeotlion, what St, Thomas means when hLs says that natural

agents are directed to their ends. Since some sonfusion

57) "Potest (voluntas) eniz exire in wctum volendl rese
peotu cuiuslibet, et non exirs. Quod in rebus natura-
libus non contingiti grave eninm semper descendit deore-
sum in actu, nisi eliquid prohibeat., Quod exinde con=
tingit, guod res insenimatee non sunt motae a soipseis,
ged ab aliis; unde non sst in eis moverl vel non moe
werl." «- Q.. de Ver., g 22, &. 6. "Quod (vie,,
sese movere) quidem in rebus pure corporalibus esse
non potest; quia formae serum nen possunt esse movenw
tes, quanvis possint esse motus prinecipium, ut quo a=
liquid moventur." -« Ibid., ®«3; of., ibids, Q. 23, a.l.

58) Cf, Q«D. de Vel‘., s 22, el
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méy have resulted from the ramificetions through whieh
our survey led use, we had best undersoore in the form
of & recepitulation our first point, before taking up
the objeotion. \

First of all, it is immediately resliged that
naturel sgents have this '"impression’' to the extent that
they are moved, or insofar as they are nstural ngsgts.
for the Creator moves them by giving them s determimed
nature., This is to say, that where their motion cemses
to §amo undsr fhoir pevwer and springs from ¢ determinge
tion ad unum pleced in their nature by the Divine 4irtist,
there do they begin to aoct through their 'inpression®, |
?or the 'impression' is nothing other than & natural
determination in virtue of which the natural azent is
proportioned to a particular end or gEood, It is distine
gulshed from the free detorminetion of voluntary agents,
who proportion themselves to an end of their own seleétion.
Thus ipaninmate bsings, since they are in every way moved,
are in‘overy way natural, and in their very essencs they
are inqlined to some one ond.(sg)

Although plants have & certain indetermination
LS
in their operations, and s0 in some wa&y move themselves,

nevertheless in regard to the point under conglderation

59) See reference 32,




“l4dw

they dirfer 1ittle from inaninmste agents. For that reason
they may be classeq with thewm, ss St., Thoumss doesy

Batura igitur insensibilis, quee retione suae

materialitatis est maxine a Deo remota, inoclie

natur quidem in aliquen finem, non tamen est

in ea aliquid inclinens, sed solummodo inclinae

tionis prineipium, (80)

Animalsg, &pproaching closest to the unattaineble

limit of the free deterrination in zmen, can be said to be
rertly responsible for their own determination or propore

tion, inasmuch as they égve themzelves to the apprehension

¢f forms, from whioh follow inclinstions to the regpective

apprehanded 5ooda.(61) But the animal appetite is actually

moved to elieit those inclinatione by a natural Judgment,
S0 its proportion to a fiﬁting good is a determination of
nature, &an 'impression’ received from the Artisen of ng=
ture. 4nd just me the intellectusl eppstits needs a spe~
cial act ffcoly ellicited by itsell rfor every end it seeks,
80 the enimal appetite requires a specisal 'impreseion' ror

every good it pursues,

60) QeDe de VOI'Q. qe 24. ae 4,

61) "Inclinatio appetitus sensitivi partim est ab appew
tente, inquantum sequitur spprehensionenm appetibilis,
unde dieit Augustinus quod animelia moventupr visis;
partim abd objecto, inguantum deest cognitio ordinis
in finem, et ideo oportet quod ab alio cognoscents
finem, expoedientie eig provideantur. Unde ad 88 nae=
turaelil ineclinatione moventur. Et propter hos non one=
nine habent libertatem, sed perticipent aliquid 14
bﬁ!‘tatis." == In I1I Seut., d, 27. Qe 1' e 24
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in conolusion, since fizel causality has been

shown to consist in the very proportion, inoclination,
'cosptatio' of the agent to the appetible, there can be
no doubt that the influence or the final cause conmes into
Play in natural operations. Natursl agentas not as natural
agents precisely when they act through such & proportion,
or inclinetion, to a determined end. The end is in the
naturel agent exerting its csusal intluénoe in virtue of
that agent's innate determination to it. This does not
imply that intellience is not regquired for finel ocausale
ity. It still is, But for natural agents the intellec~
tual knowledge is supplied by the Author of nature.

Appetitus enim non respioit de necessitate esse

spirituale siout cognitio. Unde potest esse

naturalis appetitus, sed non cognitio,

Nec tamen hoe prohibetur per hoo quod sppetitus

in universalibus cognitionen sequiturs gquia in

rebus naturalibusz sequitur apprehensionemt non

temen ipsorum appetestium, sed 1llius qui ea in
finem ordinat, (62)

4.~ Appendix -

We may add here a note(es) we promisedxin our
first ochapter. It concerns the ordered imposition of the
term nature, We will rocall that one order of imposition

traced the progress of our knowledge from its first confused

62) Q.D+ de Ver., Qe 22, 8, 1, ad 2.
83) See Chap, 1, rfootnote 33,
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state to its final distinction and olarity. At the end
of this process we formulated the proper definition of
nature and gave another order of imposition. This second
order raeflected an éttempt to apply our definition of
nature to various natural beings to find the different
ways in which the defipition 18 realized. It is thi;
second order of imposition we ar# now in a position to
aocount for, |

S8ince nature 1s the intrinsic prinoiple of
motion and rest in virtue of whioh things act for e
determined end, an agent will be said to be more natural,
the more its operations are determined by ite nature.
Inorganic beings, as we have just ssen, are fully detere
mined in their activity, end therefore, 'nature! is rfirst
sald of them; indeed 'nmatural being' most often has
exolusive reference to them. Axnd 6ince plants show a
rinor degree of indetermination, inasmuch as their growthe

'movemont is ad contraria looa, nature is said next of them,

Yet, as has t#lready been indicated, they are often classed
with inorggnic beings, because they approximate so closely
the compléto determination of these latter. Thus, the
phrase "natural appetite™ is used to express the inclina-
tion to an end in both inanimeate end vegetal beings, as

opposed to the sensible eppetite of animal nature,(5%)

64) Cf. In III Sent,, do 27, qo 1, a. 2.
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Animels display a gragter anrount of indetermination, while
8till failing to reech the liberty of intelleotual nuture,
and 8¢ nature is ssid less strictly, though properly, orf
them. Even &mon; animals themselves though, zome merit
more than others the appellation 'neture'. Brutes share
unequally in the Powers of sensitivity; some enjoy only
the fundamental sense af touch, whereas others. have nore,
and some all, of the sense faoulties. And it follows that

the better the animal's power or sonsation, the more pere

fect will be itg knowledze, since it will be able to receive

the cognitionsl forne of mors things into itselr, This,
in turn, will sllow it more indeterminstion with regard
to action, and socordingly it will aot less from nature,
Here, and in the foregoing discussions, we have
congidered the different natural beings with raspeoct to
their proper determinations, that 18, the naturel determie-
natione peculiar to them in acocordance with the degree of
being they represent, Thus, animels were discussed with
reference to sense life, and we saw how aotions on the

sensitive level were determined by nature; plants, with

reference to vegetative life, etc. It must not be thought,

however, that this is the only manner in which these agants

share in nature, Bvery natural agent partiocipates also in

the determinations ¢f the natures bslow ite The neture of

e
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the animal, besides comprising a determinaetion to oﬂoh
senzible good followin: a sensible apprehended form,
includes as well the determinations to vegetative oper=
ations proper to vogetati;e life, and the determinations
proper to incrganic noture. The reason for this igs that
the animal soul, which is the substantial form and {ntrine
§ic prineiple of operstions of enimels, contains in e

more perfect way the perfections of thé substantial rforms
of beiqgs hqlpy'it, &8 overy higher form containz eminently
the perfectiona of lower forms. This elso applies %o
man.(ss) Although we cannot speak oi the intellectual

and voluntsary operautions of man as proceeding from his

soul as fron naﬁure, in the sense that nature is undere
stood here, we can nevertheiess speak of his other activity
r8 belng naturel, and Lhererfore determined by nature, His
soul has eminently the perfections of all lower natures.
Becauie he has a body, he has & natural datermipation to
Tall; becsuse his is an animsted body, he is neturally

determined te growth, and generation; because his is a

65) "Sed naturs rationalis, quee o8t Deo vicinissime, non
solum habet inclinationem in eliquid siout hebent ince
nimets, nee solum movens hano inclinstionem quasi a=
liunde eis determinateam, sicut nature sensibllis; sed
ultra hoo habet in potestate ipssx inelinetionem, ut
non sit el necessarium inclinari ad appetitibile ap-
prehensum, sed poesit inolinari vel non ineclinari, £t
sic ipsa inclinatio non determinssur ab @lio, ged a
selpsa.” == Q.D. de Ver., g. 22, a. 4,
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sensitive living beody, he has natursl inetinots to seek
particular soods, or flee particulsar evils,

But, regardless of these observations epropos
of certain irdeterminmtions in some neturel igents, all
of their motions remsin naturel. Hgowever indeterninate
sore nay be with regard to certain aspects of their opere-
etions, nome of thex &re indeterminste with respect to
the end of their activity, All of them; we have sgesn,
are inolinud by nature to thelir end; in truth, their
neture is an inclinetion to & definite end. And if the
tern of the motion is deternined, so mpust the motion ite
8elf be. Thus the notion of natural agents, and the mo-
tions of humen sazents when acting es natural agents, ere

all natural,

Cum eninm snimal movetur deorsum, quidem est
motus ejus naturelis et toti animali et eOrpo=
rl, eo guod in corpore snimalls elementunm gra=
ve praedominatur. Cum autem animal movetur
sursum, est quidem naturalis motus animell,
quia est a prineipilo intrinseco ipsius, quod
est anime; non tamen est neturale corpord
gravi, unde et magls fatigatur enimel in hoe
motu. MNotus autern secundum locum in snimali-
bus causatur ex appetitu et apprehensione sen-
sitive vel intellective, ut Aristoteles docet
in II1I de Anima, In aliis quidem animalibus
totus processus motus naturalis est; natura-
liter enim et hirundo facit nidum et arenea

telam, (66)

66) Opusoculum Minus, De Motu Cordis {(ed, Lethiellsux),
Te I, n, 4,
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C - CONTENTION WITH SUAREZ -

As a conoluding note to this discussion of
finel ocausality in n#ture, Wo muy consider what Francis
SGuarez, 8.J., has to say on the subjeot. The dialeectioc
of objection and response will elways remain the most
efficacious way of throwing the truth inte relier, and
8 glanoce at Suare: oan thus be turned to jenuine and
constructive sdvarntage. |

In his "Disputationes Yetaphysione™ Suarer has
devoted a seotion to the study of finsl causality in
natural ezents. HNig solution of the problem is summed
up in this statement:

Eihilominus proprius modus loquendi hso matse
ria est, actiones horum agentium naturslium
@886 propler finem, et esse sffeota cRuUSES fle
nelis. Bon tamen ut praecise egrediuntur abd

, ipsls naturalibus apentibusz, sed ut gimul sunt
& primc egents, quod in omnibue et per onnia
operatur. Vel e converso (et fers in idem
redit) prout ipsa proxima agentia substant die
rectioni et intentione superioris sgentis, Et
ideo ipsa azentia naturalis non tan dicuntur

operari propter finem, quam dirigi in finem a
supsriori szente. (67)

This position is not offered ag an anti-Aristotelian gole-
ution, On the contrary, Suarez insists it is the thought

of Aristotle and St. Thomas.(®8) In ghowing that he nas

87) Francis Suare:, SeJs, Disputationes Metaphysicae (Pa-
rigt Vives, 1856), Disp,. 23, seo. 10, n, 6. (Undere
lining mine,)

68) Cf. Suarer, loc. oit.




