" intréduction to his commentary on ﬁsw mmu.u.:musmsﬁ.mm where E.m purpose -

_then adds ; S S

‘operation necessarily presuppose s the mmoowm and ﬁvm second the first.

.owmdmdu.osm wo nmmpmsmdm their order to one- another is to determine the

u.sm.._.omﬁmm .Sum o&nﬁ. of d:o books -

7. - Order of Procedure in Togic.

Once the wmﬂém of logic have cmms mmdmuaﬁumm the nmunn step is
gm mmdmﬁuﬁum&woa of the proper order +.o ,cm H.oﬂ.osmn in their consideration,
The principle governing this order mist be ..mocms.a in the parts themselves.

oSt raﬁogm.mm&mdﬁ.mrmm ‘the order mwa its necessity in his

3
ll'l,'ll

is to fix the place of the mmapmasmampmm msoum ._uwm .uoowm of gm Organon.

.To nﬁ_,m mua he first H:&Pomdmm the three oﬁmwmﬁwoum oh the reason and

"Harum wﬁdms ouﬂ.md“_.obﬁn primz ordinatur-ad- secundum, quia
non potest esse compositio et divisio, nisi simplicium ap-
prehensorum, Securida vero orcinatur ad’ tertiam : quia vide-
licet oportet quod ex aliquo vero cognito, cui intellectus
assentiab, procedatur ad certitudinem accipiendam de ali-
quibus .._mwoﬂ.m: (1

The order here indicated 45 & natural oH.&m.H..ow dependence : the third

m¢ awoemm next designates the books of the Organon concerned

w mmoﬁ o% these ommn.mdu.odm - ‘the Predicaments with the first, the

mmu.u.bmgmmmwmm Sd.q the second, the Prior Analytics and all that follow
(2)

with &:m .Ed.ud. wmomc.mm these books are each concerned with one of the

oHde. in Eﬁnw the odmu.mdﬁouu are to be considered. St. Thomas &w&m

__m,.d u.mmo secundum vn.mm&.o.wma ordinem E.HE operationum, liber
Praedi camentorum ordinatur ad Iibrum wmupwmwdmbmu.mmu qui or-

dinator ad 3brom Priorum et sequentes™. (37,

MWW - InT wmwubnws s proemium, n. 1,
-~ Tpid. - - :

3) - Hm.u..m.
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The order of consideration of +he parts, then, is determined by the natural

order of the operations themselves.

By way of elaboration of the necessity of this order, it may

!

be. pointed out that the subject of the science of logic is second
intentions. | But, since the first operation is presupposed to the others s
the second intentions .attached to the simple concepts are retained in

all ooabomn._.ﬁ._.onm. and govern those compositions; for this reason a distinct
knowledge of; the second-and third operations is not possiblé without a
distinct knowledge of the first. Similarly, relations of reason attached
to the second govern the third. Accordingly, a distinct Imowledge of
the third is| dependent on that of the second. For this reason the order
or procedure|in the science of logic is mmﬁouqﬁ.dmm by the natural order

of operations.

H:m H,ou.u.osu.dm chapters will be oobnrHﬁom with each of the

R

three wmu..wm wH “_.omu.ov mm.an..uHu.mEH Swo subject of cach part and considering

certain oﬁmm#_.oum m.qomowmm to mmow as it constitutes a separate part of

|

logic. 1In w&m case of the first two o@mu.md“._.osm“ it is necessary to show

|

how each of.these involves in itself some composition of the reason, or

work made by [the reason, for which-a particular direction is required,
entirely different from the direction given to argumentation as such.

.




' m,ﬂu aside as u.,awwwm<mb.w. 9

CHAPTER ITI.

THE FIRST OPERATION OF THE REASON,

(1. - Subject of this part of logic.

@ * - For John of St. Thomas the subject of the formal logic of the
first operation is the term, of the material logic o.m. the same operation

the subject is the disposition of .nrm za<mu.mmu.m mooownubm to the

HuHm&.omchm and Predicaments. A detailed criticism of the term as subject

of this part of logic will be given later in the owmwdmu: here it is

mcmwwowmb&,&o.dmnmﬂ. that John of st. Thomas mH.Hu.<mm at this subject by

a resolution of the form.of argumentation into u..nm elements rather than

by a consideration of the object of this operation and the determined

means by which the reason attains this object. With H.ommud to the

Predicables and W.m&omamddmu he is right in mgmowpsm these ﬁo the first

operation, but in so far as wm considers them only in the measure that a

.knoviledge of ﬁ.ﬁa is H.moE.mHnw for the formation of per se propositions,

he Hm,._.”_.m to amuahmmd adequately their role in the &.Hmoﬁon of the

H.mm.mod.
M ’ In amﬁmw.au.ﬁzm the subject of this part of logic, it is

mmmmwﬁum“_. that all question of the matter and form of mwwgmgmﬁ,bu be

m&m ,aou_w of logic is to &Hmod the Teason in
the attainment of its ogmod rmgm the @ﬁmm&wozm to be answered with

respect to the first operation are ; what is its object ? and,what ig

the instrument through the formation of which the re

c
It is the instrument to te formed that constitutes the subject

of this .bm&.w of logic,

ason attains that
object ?

\Gsrm,gmu. the logic that considers it should be
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called formal or material can be determined afterwards by an inspection

of the natures of the second intentions involved in its formation.

3 >§m og.maﬁ of the first operation is the simple unknown, the

ignotum Hsooawu.muea of mﬁ .B.,cmué Such an. unknown- is lmown when the ..
_

. is it 2
reason has attained its mmmmuom and can ansyer the question : what is it

%ﬁn_.m can be m_ ffected only through definition; we know what an object is

J

.Sﬁmﬁ.ﬁm can define it. mUmwwnmﬁnwoF therefore, is the-principal instrument

of the H.“._.H.m.m operation of the reason, “and d.rm principal subject of this
part om.Hom'.wo , Which must, m.ooou&bmw%f teach what the definition is,
the kinds owa. definition, the second intentions upon which the formation

of definitions depends, and how .w.o define..

Y A& complete knowledge of the art of definition is extremely
difficult to|attain because, as has been mentioned; there is no extant
work of Aristotle, St. ‘Albert, or m.a Thomas on this mw,c.u.mo&. Conse-
quently much|of the doctrine about .amwwﬁ.ﬁ.oﬁ must be wm.wmmu.ma‘muoe
scattered passages in the works of St. Thomas and St. Albert and the
sum of these|in no sense forms ‘m.,.‘noaw”_.mdm.&wmm&sms.«. ..s.amd is :wommmmn.u..
here, however, is only to manifest more v&m.ﬁ.u..soﬁ% that the first
operation in|itself constitutes a mmw,m,wm..a,m. me..ﬂ& of the subject .om legic
and for this|all that is requisite is to show that the attainment of
knowledge of E‘.Hm essences of things through definition involves an
advance from|the wu%d to the gwuosb that is moqmwsma by second

intentions proper to itself,

PHILOSGPHERS LiznaRy
JESUIT HOUSE 9F STUDIES
SPRING HiLL. LA,




2.+- Real and Nominal Definition.

Definition is a kind of discourse which m&%ﬁowwww and

perfectly states what the essence of the ob

- ) . Q)

object from all other things.  In this definition of
@) (3) .

word discourse (oratio) is the genus

Ject is, distinguishing the
definition the

‘and it signifies a compositien

of ¥ .
rords w&mmw.ma by .w.rm reason.’ That -the definition must be such folloys

.H.u.oa. “.E.m.. .m.bm,u as this is signifieq By the difference - vhich states s&wa
a mu.,d.mw w&u.mo& is. By this is meant that the definition signifies the
whole mmwmznm“ so that there is nothing wvmu.amw&bm to it which is not
included in the amwwﬁ.rdwos.u nor anything in the definition which uomm.

not pertain to the essence; since the definition so

)

the s
essence, it u.m.mu,.mo called m.ﬁmué. Such 2 perfect manifestation

delimits (de-finire )

(1) - "Est autem Wmu.nm. " . 40, qu .
st s sive diffinitio, quaedam orati ~
WMPMMMM&MM&MMMHMH&mmd@odmuﬁ.mm et Mwodzm quid mmmMMdeHu...de.
Ver est esse rei diffinit i
fectum esse sit demonstr ; i panoa Per
5 ans, et totum secundum parts
MM&OMMMMMamMQQMWMHEnEm u&mnmn.w respectu ‘omnium vwmmmuomnmm.mu..:s
me . i
o Trach. 13, . ntum" (St Albert, In T Topi.corum,
MWMmWMMHM%SMMM mMMMMM“ mwmmmmwwsm. a composition of words
r : i, 15 aifficult to translate i
English. The word discourse will be used dsﬁwsmwwwwo

irom discourse which is a translation of discursus and

signifies an ag S
. o | e vance of the reason from the lmovm to the
= Or at least quasi- ince .
S genus, since oratio is rat]
Mwwu swwd.aonml._. as said of defini¥ion and, wwwr”mmmswww,wo:m
B wn..mu.lrnum.mmv since g.m latter is perfect with Hmmcmnd,wo
gnif: on, while the former, because it I
state that anything is or is not is not mo.m.owmwgw.a

Arv - _...Q.QHPERHO ideo dicitur ﬂmHEu_hm quia uhuOu.EQu.w GOGN.UIHI
ter H@Em ita MOHHD.OQU& QG.OQ. nihil rei est extra Q.@..mu.ﬁu.l

tionem i 113 ' i
5 Cul scilicet definitio non conveniat; nec aliquid

mm.wu.hm.u.m mmmwsu..&woswaoﬁ.. ..
u ... .
AHmemE. erm., lect. |, n..mwww”._.omﬁ nmwu.np.ﬂo conveniat!
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of the whole| essence demands that the definition .,um,,.nosuomma of names
which represent the principles of the odwmnd and which represent them

as they are Amo*amuu.uﬁ ordered to one another in the object according to

that which is potential and that which is as ultimate act. This cannot

|

be moooswwu..mwmm by one word, ,.oc..u only by a ooEwom”._mwuwos of words; from
its end, gmrm.moumv the defimition is a discourse. The manifestation
of those- wSLmbwwog that govern the composition of concepts (and there-
fore of the “a.qond.m that signify them). dwom.mmmu,ua to effect definition

will be the principle work of this chapter.

|

It must be noted that definition as just described is
Qmwu.bn._.&wou mr%uu..ou.nmw. Because it is a nu...mooﬁ.mo which succeeds in
Emb..ﬁ.m.md%uh Tum pﬁ.r.m rei it is called real mmﬁwﬁ.awou. But there is
another wu..nm of . definition .aE..n.w is definition in a secondary, or

‘

ﬁmﬂ&%ou@m&m@ sense. This is nominal definition which manifests not the

essence of L real object but the essence of a name; it gives, in other

(1) - "Dicit ergo primo, quod omnis 'definitio est quaedam ra-
tio “__ idest quasdam compositio nominum per rationem ordi-
nata. Unum enim nomen non potest esse definitio, quia
definitio oportet quod distincte notificet principia re-
run _ac.mm concurrunt ad essentiam rei constituendem, alias
autem definitio non sufficienter manifestaret essentiam
H.m“_...u. Et propter hoc dicitur -in primo Physicorum, quod
definitio dividit ‘definitum in singuiare,' idest expri-
mit |distincte singula principia definiti. Hoc autem non
potest fieri nisi per plures dictiones : unde unaz dictio
non _wOﬁmm& esse definitio, sed potest esse manifestativa
eo modo, quo nomen minus notum manifestatur per magis -
“potum. Omnis sutem ratio partes habet, quia est quaedam
oumﬁo composita, et non simplex nomen" (In VII Metaph.,
lect. 9, n. 1460). - .

., |Necessarium esse omnem definitivam rationem esse ex

E.Em.dﬁm nominibus. Ille enim qui definit, non faciet

=oﬂm.u..omdm5:ms reil ponendo urmm nomen tantum; quia si po-

neret unum tantum nomen, adhuc definitum remanebit nobis

w.mbw.q&u: (Ibid., lect. 15, n. 161hL). .

”
4
|
A




.-mm-.

words, not the quid rei but the quid nominis. A name is a sign of an

object mown, but a sign Wm a relation and relations are defined by

their correlatives. The correlative of a name is that which it mu..msﬁ,wmm.

and for this reason any discourse, or even a single word, that indicates

what a given word signifies, that is > Which attaches the sign to the
thing signified, gives the quid of that
@

definition. Tt is clear, therefore,

name, and is a nominal

that the notion of nominal.
%H.u._.ﬁ.wmoz.wm not adequately explained if it is limited to the clarifica-
tion of the meaning of a word by a better known word or.through its
etymology. Rather, muw, discourse that manifests the meaning of a word,

and this includes 211 that do not manifest the essence of a real object,

is a nominal definition. mw.‘eﬁoswm provides a striking example of the

restricted meaning of real definition and the m.hﬁuw.nsmm of nominal

definition when he points out that anyone who knows a remote op proximate

genus of the object: signified by & name, L...omm&wmn.. with certain of its
accidents, kmows only what the name
(2)

- A discourse, therefore, which signifies this

means, and does not possess the
definition of the thing

(1) - v...sicut quid rei est quidditas v
quidditas nominis 5 nomen aviem cum
earum quae sunt objective in anima

€l, ita guid nominis -est
essentialiter sit nota

signum alicuius rei intellectae seu cogitatae : signum au-

¢+ ‘unde cognoscers -

cognoscere ad quod tale
nomen habet relationem, ut signum ad signatum® Aomu.mdmbv

De Ente et Essentia, q. I, [edit. De Maria], p. 19).
"Oportet emim scientem hominem esse, et quaerentem quid
est homo, per diffinitionem scire quid hoc nomen homo gi--
gnificat. Nec hoe esset aliquo modo nisi aliquam rem con-
ciperet, quam scit esse » Quamvis nescit ejug diffinitionem.
Concipit enim hominem Secundum cognitionem alicuf
ris proximi vel remoti, et aliquorum accidentium quae ex-
tra apparent de ipso" (In De Trinitate, [edit. Marietti],
lect. 2, q. 2, a. 3, resp. ). . .

2) -

M o
knowledge, “4.5 spite of its containing omH...nB.b essential and accidental

|

‘notes of g.m og.mow signified, remains a nominal definition; it does

|

Ano.n manifest the quid rei. Cajetan is in complete accord with this

|

doctrine when he holds that knowledge of the meaning of*-the name, as
m“._,m.nwamﬁ.rmrm_& against knowledge of the essence of the thing (which can
be attained| only through the proper principles of the object ), can be
acquired through aceidents of the oduwmwv or even its essentials,
through common mvn.u.bc“._.@u,mm.ow gestures; therefore any discourses
expressing such knowledge are nominal definitions only. St. Albert

opposes -to real definition (definitiones propriae) , Which perfectly

manifests -the essence of the object, ,,_m“ﬁ_.nm.wuwm aliud quod diffinitionem

imitatur incomplexi aliqua declaratione ," - and gives as the various
kinds of -the latter definition through material and efficient cause

and definition through accidents, whether common or proper, and all

|

other mNngmdwo:m through a word sr expression better known than the

(3)
name .
..@H om the mg.uiw observations on real and nominal definition

. t initi T the two per modum
it is clear |that mow.a of St. Thomas! definition o D

. s ) . . . 3 s 0 m Oﬁ—mww:
unius ("oratio naturam rei aut termini mu.muu..mu.omﬁ.oums XD )

is a bad one, The two kinds of definition differ essentially, since

AHV-:...oomgmnm,H,mpcwn umﬁw.ﬁ.m E”.H.pu..u. mm.a. w“_u..ﬂ.a quan. oombommmw@
- ad ofom tale nomen habet H.mu.mdu.ou.ﬁu.f ub signum m@ mmmwww.. .
Talis autem cognitio potest acquiri per accidentia u..n MM..
,.mwmmmﬁ._.u. per commnia, wmu..mm.mmw.m.u.wuu.mu. per swdzmu w.w V@
busvis aliis modis" (Z¢ Ente ef Bssemtia, q..I, p. .
De Praedicabilibus, Tract. I, oh. 0. . .

@) - _
(3) - A -
@) -

Togica, I'P. Summl. L. IIT, ch. 3, p. 19.




the one manifests th i oc i :
v e ncw.n of a real oduwoﬁ iﬁwn .*&.m. other explains

only the quid of a word. The two, therefore
- H

. mst not only be defineq
separately, but ‘treated separately. .

. Here real definition, which is definition in the proper senss
3

will ,o.m ﬁuwmﬁm first. 1In its regard it may first be pointed out that in

&wm. .<mHu..o=m sciences &r,m possibility of real mmww:“_..ﬁ.woa. is mu.m.m;oH%
Eﬁma‘. H,oﬂ. such a&»ﬁﬁ.os presupposes, obviously, -an-object whose

essence is www.mmoﬂ.% x.HoimS,m to us. In his. commentary on the

De H&wﬁww&m ow Boethius, St. Thomas points out that because the human
intellect is dependent on the phantasm, such objects are of two kinds.

H.J”.E,m..F, &Uo,mm whose essences can be known imrediately are limited to

.Epomm .ow E.ﬁow there are phantasms, namely, sensible things, to the
sxclusion om.u..asm..wmuu..m“_.. Secondly, the essencesof certain immaterial

objects can be knowm mediately, that is, through the mediation of sen-

si] i ] !
bles, in those cases where their essences are sufficiently expressed

by sensible things. St. Thomas gives as an example of the latter the
()

second intentions which form the subject of logic. When the essence

(L) - w,, Ma wmmm est essentialis differentia inter quid nominis
et e.uu.m rel, scilicet quod quid nominis est relatio nominis
mﬁ.w signatum : quid vero rei relatse seu significatae essen-
tia, et ex hac differentia sequuntur omnes aliae, quae &.M.
solent; E.wdm quod quid nominis sit non entium omscu.mxogp
«+. relatio enim vocis potest terminari ad som entia in re-

2) - Tum wwﬁmw.w»mmwmaouommwmxm. co Am&mﬁmmu loc. cit. ). :

1 od de re aliqu al i

- ewon intellectus noster wmumdcﬁpwm MM.m.MME wmmzm.mmmwmmmwogmd

sive mmmmwﬁwma vel immediate vel mediantibus aliquibus "
nzm.m mzhmu..onrmu.nmw eius quidditatem demonstrant. @Haam.&w.m&m
WMMMBMMmMMWmMMM vowu..mmw u.bﬁmwu_.mndﬁm noster secundum statum

ae i : am divinam et alias separatas essenti
Mﬁm Ewmpmwm extenditur ad wwmadmmamgu ad pﬁmmswwwiwm”n.m:
ur sicut visus ad colorem.,. &t sic immediate potest con

is not knowsble| to us, either immediately. or mediately, then only a
nominal definition of one kind or another can be given; for this reason
it pertains to ithe H,omu..o of the first operation to provide certain rules

governing nominal definition.

With regard to knowledge through real definition of essences

“that the human reason can know immediately, namely, the quids of sensible

4 .

things (the objects of Huﬁ._.u..om.‘ou%..v.1 of mature and m._mgmsmﬁ..om ), a question

immediately arises regarding logic. that is, whether the direction of

logic is possible and necessary with respect to knowledge of such essences.

. The answer to the question would szem to be .:mmmdu._.qm“ for the role of

logic is to direct operations of the reason so that the object may be

attained without error; but here the-cbject in question is the proper

. object of the human mind, and no faculty can err per se with respect to

its proper object without ceasing to be a faculty. Hence it appears that
in respect to knowledge of the essences of sensible things, the direction

of logic is neither necessary nor possible.

A comparison with the external senses.makes this problem clear.
The proper object of the sight, for instance, is color, and the eye
cannot fail to|see the color which is presented to it, except accidentally,

that is, because of a defect in this or that particular eye. There is no

cipere!intellectus quidditatem rei sensibilem, non autem
alicuius rei intellectualis... .
. mm&on.cmmmms invisibilia sunt, quorum-quidditas et natura

perfecte exprimitur ex quidditatibus rerum sensibilium no-
+is et|de talibus intellizibilibus possumus scire quid est,

sed mediate, sicut ex hoc quod scitur quid ést homo et quid
est animal, sufficienter innotescit habitudo unius. ad -alte-
rum, et ex hoc scitur quid-est genus et quid est species®
(In De| Trinitabe, lect. 2, g. 2, a. 3, resp.).




-Proposes that this operation can be considered in two ways : "
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question of the operation of the eye Umu.um perfected by an art. Similarly
3

since the proper object of the human reason is the:essence of mmumu..gm

objects, it would seem to hold true that in respect to such objects there

muist be perfect determination, such that on the presence of the sensible

image Hu the phantasm, the intellect is determined to a- mu.mmﬁ of its

quid. eo answer this &wm“_.osu&%“

it is necessary to consider the nature
of the first operation of the Teason, comparing Epm. intelligence with the
senses from the Huogd of view of thse ﬁmu...mmnﬁu.ob of the proportion of

these wmoﬁ.ﬁpmm to theéir proper objects. ?m coﬁ.ma& solution of the

wH.o.ona is of the mwmmdmm.a importance for Eam zammwmdmu&.um of sE\ the

logic of the first act constitutes in itself a division of logic and of

the nature of the direction providsd to this operation by the Predicables

.om Porphyry and the Predicaments of Aristotle.

3. - Position of Cajetan,

Cajetan, faced with this problem, holds to the rerfect determi-

nation of the intellect, such that the proportion of the sense and the

intellect to their proper objects is the same. In determining .gm.H.ou,m

of Aristotle's Predicaments in the direction of the first- operation, he

: ... uno modo

per se, idest in sua puritate 5 alio modo per accidens, idest ut admiscetur
1)
ei aliquid alterum, puta compositio vel applicatio.® Here are opposed

the first act considered in u..dmm“_.m and the first act considered ub con~

Junction with certain compositions which are moou.nmmdm.,_. to it.

G.v - In W.mm&.nmamam Aristotelis, Huﬁ.o@moﬁo

R (edit. Laurent ),
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mmm arded according to the mmooua nodmu.mmu.mwu.os here proposed,
that is, as it maopnmi.mﬁq implies oo%omw&pos - for instance, as the
whole or part of the amwwsﬂﬂ_.o: is predicated of the thing amﬂ.u.,bma or as
the parts of arm definition are oo_@omma with one mb&&mu.pnv dww. Pirst

operation requires direction. This must assume the form of a treatise

about. definition which :Em.n determine "what the definition is, -and of

|

what and what kind oH. wus neiples it is constituted,  and its properties

(2)

and subjective parts." Such a S.mm..wu.mm Hm nmommmmu.% because the

admits of the possibility of error. What is .om importance is that such
error is ooﬁnmﬁﬂ@ by omuwwm.b.mm mmu..dm accidental tothe first act itself,
since the ooamo.mwus..oﬁ implied in .Sg.m definition is so conceived.
Therefore the treatise on.definition is out of place at the beginning of
logic, since Homu.,ovaamd begin with the direction of the first act itself.
According to |Cajetan, this treatise should immediately precede the study
of &mwmowu..ny ordered to this de mm it deals with problems about

(3)

definition.

As a corollary to this position, it follows for Cajetan

that gmwm is no Smmm to study the Predicables before the Predicaments

|

dmomsmm &m &owsmw. mHm ordered to the art of definition whereas the

A W

- latter “_.oow to @.m direction of the first act "in its purity."

|

!

: (1) - “...tripliciter errare. contingat diffiniendo, scilicet appli-

| s oo
‘catione partium diffinitionis ad diff finitum, et in coniunctione

partium diffinitionis inter se, mﬁ in applicatione &oﬂbm dif-
H..,_.E.&,Hosu.m ad diffinitum® AH_uu.a 7.

(2) - nsi autem loquamur de prima operatione intellectus per accidens,
sic mmm&.m eget, et eius regula est ars diffinitiva, sicut re-

gula Bsset autem illius artis

determinare quid sit diffinitio et ex quibus constat, et quali-
bus, et de passionibus eius, et partibus subisctivis" (Ibid. ).
(3) -~ ., ..md ante librum Topicorum hasc ars locum habet quum regulati-

va mm} intellectus ad notitiam incomplexi; dialectica vero re-

wE.mw ad notitiam complexorum problematum! (Ibid. ).
(L) --v... Et quid...diffiniri genus, speciem, etc., diffinitivae
’ artis opus est, ideo liber iste (Praedicamenta) naturaliter

prascedit librum Porphyrii® (Ibid:

A

|

A

- composition implied in definition, or in the predication of the definition,
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question of composition is for Cajetan, then; accidental
3

to the HurNMﬂ act ODS.WH&.DHmQ. in u.ﬂmmul.m ~ "in its HV.E.N.U.ﬁw. Yet bHu.MﬁOﬂ el
3 1 S

OOBMPQ@HQQ‘ mmomﬂ with the HVHOUHQE of Q@GQH.SPH—PDW the role of _..L.._u.m wor.
.Wu

Cejetan isti ion i
2 makes a distinction in the kinds of direction which b
i ay be

considered in respect to the fi in i

on the part of the CEQH.‘ t 0 ﬂmmunm and th t on the P b of 1 e ob
ation i 3 a ar h
.umO..ﬂ.
D. Vu.nu_ﬂ H..—u..w Q.u:m Anc unOﬁu he H.PSQM U.mﬁ.ﬁ 1 Q.PH. |
An 1 c ] 4 " ) &U@H‘. e 15 no need for QOGPOS

on the part of the operation

ngs

vwwwwomﬁp.maﬁ. de prima operatione intelle
Sl Ul regula non eget dants el recti
Jectum absque errore pertingat, quo

cbus per se, sic ex
ectitudinem qua ad ob-
. ni intead
primam operationem aut totum ant i Hwhmwwwaﬁmogm secundum
S error ) e
currendo, etc. 11 componendo vel dividendo vel dis-
erroris' (1),

Since, th
s> vherefore, the fir .
st act in its o e
elf is free fro
* m error,

i ttaini
either the whole or nothing thaining
2

) e the direction wwoﬁamm by the Predicaments
S a direction on the part of the object only .

"Bget tamer
facilit - Iogula ex parte objecti

nﬂou.ﬁ.rm » confuse dispersum et

1 simplex puta albedg DPraesen-

foret, quum

; 2 ura cum figuris, cum quantita-

o i e T -one mixta est. Modo autem dis-

etis Tum L S, et adunatis cuius ini
quibnogen o1 bl que ordinis rebus B

3 facile et s
. romp
incomplexum &cedems intellsctus ma%mﬁ WH&M%MM. owmﬂw:onozsnﬂm

The need for
a rule, therefore, for the first operation "in sua puritate"
. —_ 272 puritate

is . founded ibili
ed not on the possibility of érror, but only on "ease ang
. an

(1) - Ibid.; p. 2
@)- HEa. T

promptitude.”

the side.of t

|.mw -

Tts work is merely the dissipation of the confusion on

ne o,cu.m,o.am so that the intellect can get at each essence.

Tf whiteness alone is presented to the intellect, there is perfect

determination

Caj

with regard to its quid.

etan's distinction between the rule on the part of the act

and that on the part of the object is itself impossible, since all

direction of
But the more

intellect in

the acts-of the mind by logic consists in ordering objects.

fundamental point in his doctrine is his view of the

its first act as being so proportioned to its object that

it needs wo or.&mu. direction than the isolation of that object. In other :

words, for Cajetan the ,Hm.dm”_..._.maw is as determined with respect to the

|

quid m.m are the senses with respect to the proper sensibles. This opinion,

and the view

of composition as accidental ﬂo&wm first act in sua puritate.

and the conclusion H..o“_.u.os...wmm.wwoa these .aoﬁoﬁhm the.role of the

Predicables and Predicaments mist be examined u..m the light of certain

# -

considerations from St. Thomas.

to the pr owm.

. - Doctrine of St. Thomas.

First, for St. Thomas , exclusion of all deception with respect

H.. object belongs to the very definition of ao.mdomowﬁw_uqm

|

faculty as such :

", ..ad v‘Hhom.uwca objectum unaguaeque potentia ordinatur secun-

dum quod

ipsa; quae autem sunt huiusmodi, semper eodem modo

se habent. Unde ,.manente potentia, non deficit eius judicium
circa @H.rwﬁ.be objectum. Objectum autem proprium intellectus
est quidditas rei' (1).

(1) - Ia?®., q. 85, a. 5, c.
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i
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4nd -the reason for thig . n

: e

mE...m quod quid est egt Proprium objectunm

intellectust (2 ).

Mm.&.. in spite of this insistence on the per se i
zwdwmm\,.wboubgm the intellect, with re

m.«.. Thomas nevertheless admits the

) E H. nfallibility
ac

: Spect to their proper
objects, ,
° - 1 possibility of deception with
r
espect to Fm. .mmmmunmm of sensible things. For instance
"...Unde ci iddi i .
non” ode Mwwwmmmwpmmﬂ.wwwﬁmm rei, Per se loguendo > intellectus
quidditatem wzdmﬁmogm wo&MMMm 11, e @

aliud, vel componendo, vel dividendo

. u.su.m.onmooacomwd.
uia i S L5; non ex parte i
Mogomwwwwwwodmm non est virtus utens ou.m.mbom.U sed Mwmmwpm
fimitio .:m Ha.mmgmnwmudu.m circa definitionem dum Wmuu,. M
unius rei est falsa de ali A H e
‘de trian . : . 18, sicut definitio cj i
cans oq m:wn.wm.d.mw dun aligua definitio egt in se fal gireuli
"posibionem impossibiliygt 3) Sa impli-

a1 . .
HHHO f mmUOOQ.. wwm.uc m.muﬂm,mHA 2:05. EHO Q.D\HPHHP*.UI_OS. 15 expr m. ssed n EHQ Second

act of the ming- for instance > aceerding to S, .ewosmm_
definition Mm.wﬂw&omﬁmn of something whose definition

Since every definition i

5 example, if the
it is not. -~

. S Egm,ﬁ.% an enuntiation, any definition which
(1) - mn 11T De Ani . 5

(). BRI Anima, Ject, 11, _”mnu..d. Marietti], p, 763.

3)~ 1@ P., g. 85, a, 6, c. ’
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misrepresents thé essence of the thing defined will thus become a source

of falsity - |for example m definition of knowledge as a kind of actio, or

of a triangle as a kind of quality. The other possibility mentioned by

St. Thomas is that where the falsehood is manifest within the definition

|

itself, in the case where the notes composed are mutually repugnant.
The point of |importance is that no matter how the error manifests itself,

in either case it implies an intellect which is m.u..awu_.w deceived as to
: _
the essence of one or the other of its proper objects : "contingit intel-

|

lectum decipi circa quod quid est. !

Yet St. Thomas adheres to the principle of the per se infalli-

|

bility of 21l faculties with respect to their proper objects by pointing

out that the error, when it occurs, ‘occurs per accidens. If here the

Zeaning of per accidens is not quite so evident as it is in the case of

the accidental error in the external senses, where it indicates a defect
in a particnlar organ, there is nevertheless an analogy between the two

cases.

When it is said that the intellect cannot err per se, that
means it oELo& err as intellect. Per accidens therefore refers to some-
thing that Q.o_mm not pertain to the nature-of intellect as.such, and

5t. Thomas indiceates thatthis is the “composition which intervenes

|

regarding .ﬂj definition. " It is the import of these words that must be

_ .
prcbed more deeply to errive at an understanding of the proportion

|

existing between the intellect and its proper object ,» in which proportion

|

‘lies the root of the possibility of error.

The definition here in question is the definition of sensible

|

objects. It was pointed out at the beginning of this chapter that every
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real definition, that ig which mani

o its princi
mist be m.&woozumm » and the definition of #he discourse. there .mwe.Mu .aHu.mm_
H.H.ow_ St. Thomas? definition. of discourse given in the zmdwvwwmwam u..m, )
composition of words ordered by the reason. . Words mHm. signs of nn“nom.. Mm
Mbn an ordering- of. words: is-the sign of an ordering of the .mu..sm..._.u.&&mw v
he mind, therefore, in defining, mst order -its Treépresentations to .one

ano WHHGH. 3 b . . =
5 Decause-of its EOH.H.@O&HOS it OmHnDO.ﬁu as ﬂomm ..duu.@ ang u.u-
- it (Ge D elic in

tellect j A
: >. adequately Tepresent :its object by one simple act and theref
it cannot ade i i . “ o
adequately manifest it by a single word. When St .E.Hosmm s
. 2. ) ) B ) m
that this composition of words required in definiti i . ’
n, Te mst dm, taken as opposed to i > 50 that attai t
s o : nmen
of wuowau.mmmm of the esseénce involves gz ooaﬁ.vom.u..ﬁ.. : .

I Llon whose princi i
| | ple is
reason and which, accordingly,

is not determined +o one,

That reason
.mmoa must here be taken in this sense is made perfectly

Ou.mmH Uw. St. HWOEM Es.mwuu GHQNWU.BW of the UO&muuFu..mlH char acter of the

42@.5 which proceeds from the humen mind, he teach
s es

n ~
. n.w....zna cun J.BHo concipere ratione
a u.wm.m.a ratiocinando pervenizm
wando ergo sic ratioc ]
. : atiocirando, 3 i
hac ataque illac, nec dum H.owa, Jerfoate g Lactatur

ips i ; 4 atio perfecta e P54
DSam Hm«.uonms Tel perfecte conceperit. . n mwn nisi gquando

m lapidis, oportet qued

mmu.w. ww. explicitly makes use of the

opera WHOU. b; y wh. ch the mind arrive t ts UH‘OHUQH. ob ect d t e eXpla-
1 S av i J s an h 1
b4 Doy . . . . PR . . .
navion of Cmuu.m ﬂmu»OBukwm. RPOE. is fo und in Cwum. T I OHI._IO WS : ‘the mind 1s in
- .

e
MOHB u.nu.cOH.cmm a vwmmmmm ..«.H.OB the »gOEU. to the C.nHEHOENH n «iulﬁmu the in-

tellect is moved ﬁmu..m way and that." Such a passage from potency to act
through a movement implying interdetermination is-an operation of reason

as such, and not of intellect as such.

: The same doctrine is contained in another passage in which,

;ooud&mmdu.bm.dﬁm., human mode of knowing with the angelic, he explicitly
] ’

speaks of the|act of apprehension as an act of reason :

"Aliquando vero ‘ad intima non pervenitur nisi per circumposita
quasi per quaedam ostia, et hic est modus apprehendendi in
hominibus, qui ex effectibus et proprietatibus procedunt ad
oomﬁﬂworms essentize rei. Et quia in hoc oportet esse quem-
dam- &.mc“szEP ideo hominis apprehensio ratio dicitur, quam-
vis ad intellectum terminetur in hoc-gued inquisitio ad essen-

tiam rei| perducit" (1).°

Knowledge of the essence involves a kind of discourse beginning from

properties and effects known to the senses, and terminating in the

| .

apprehension of the essence; the simple mwwwmrmdmwou.. therefore, is a

|

movement from the knowvn to the unknowvn and merits the name reason.

From the oowmwmmwmwwou of these itexts emerges the meaning of

the expression per mmowmmsm when it is said that the intellect can be

deceived accidentally with respect to its proper object. 4&s intellect it
cannot be a.mnmu..a.mP ,o..cd even in its first operation the human mind is a
"reason and as such it is mobile, indetermined, and subject to error, and

in need, consequently, of the direction of logic.

From the Gonsideration taat , with respect to knowledge of the
essence, the |intellect as such cannot err, yet as reason it can err, the

question arises : to what kind of knowledge of its proper object is the

_intellect determined by nature,- and for what kind of knowledge is the

; ] .. L . . . . .
(1) - In IIT Sent., dist. 35, a..2, a. 2, sol. 1.

A.

4
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pers
oper ﬁu.0~ﬂ of the reason as such I mﬂ.ﬂu.m“_.. Fm admit wu.ﬂ.m as it Q.Omm the
3 A ]

wommu.vu.uu..a% of mH.H.oH. 2

The HAQMWOH—MO to wwﬁ.m DG.QMGHOS emerges HHOB the OOEMPQ.OHNGFONH
g h

of OwH ﬂm.uh..— RWunﬂ_m OH mﬂ HEOEWM. MHHMW in his OOE.E@E.GS on the De Tri ul
u.a

ﬂm.ﬂm of womﬂm.—urﬁm he TOH.H..;.\M Oﬁn Sum.ﬂ ﬂ:O Eﬁ@m of ~QHQEHOQ.W® of the essence

can be disti
ubmﬁwmwma. - perfact knowledge and confused .Soﬁ.mnw
e - and

states that
m. oo&dmma EHQquamm of gm object must nece
vmu.wmo& . : ssarily precede

"Est ﬁm..am
n sciendum
s quod de rmll
nisi quoquo modo sciatur- de oa a re potest sciri an est,

fect quid est

. ..owma4mwmmwwwms cognitione confusa, w&oMMHmMMMMP w“_.onm meu
Oportet mEuwzwnmeMb b M&mmoo 1ita partibus amﬁpswﬁ.wwwmowgm
homo, per definiti M fhominem esse, et quaerentem, quid

cat" (1), +orem, scire quod hoc nomen soaoummmau.wwmd

The quest o knov i
ow what something is by definition necessarily presu
pposes

some WHNQEHQQW@ of vhat the thin, s - t le st enough to enable us to
& 123 a & g 2l

. : .
a name to thi thin g3 unless we ha some kno le QW i wh, t
ttach the t e ve W e o wna the

name me
ans, we cannot ask gm nummdpo:m i

- : is Hw..vmnm &um& is it ?
wledge
ge of the mﬁ.n that precedes the mm_n_.nm of" these questi
the confus . —
ed goﬂHQOm mentioned by St. .H_roamm in the dmxd that
at attained

by the definition is the perfect knowledge

waﬁ the obj ect to Um QmHu-uwmnm is FwOSHu Uc OOZHEMQQ. WSOSH@ e
J a Q.W

g .
mvHUvOH to u..ﬂm Q.@..MH.EHWPONH is tau ht also uh.u the MEuEW _..:HQOHOWU.QW t.
m HE.OENM»

g
w.smﬂwHu.ﬁ ﬂuu@ OUM_QOGFOZ. &wﬂm.ﬂ SHO par ﬁPOﬁu’mﬂ is HQHOSNH WO us pr Jor to the

universal, because dsm
thing mm%psmm is 1
ess universal than the
Humuém of

the QQM.P:PWD-OH— but W~:E~— or to t. em oint ut that art can be
3 pri r h y D S O a p:

@) - Eu lect. 2, q. 2,743, 7 v
: 3 . . .o T . R
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considered in two ways ; first, absolutely, or in itself, and in this’
way ‘there is no reason s&%.dﬁm part cannot be lmown prior to the whole;

secondly, as part.of some particular whole, and in this way it is ne-

ommmmuu.ue, knovm H_omﬁmuﬁow“&ﬂ to the :w&.m. He exemplifies this by pointing

|

oc.a that a house is §o§ as a certain ooaﬁmmm .,.&on hefore all its |

wmuzom are &Hm.w”_bmﬁ.mrma He then applies this common doctrine to the

case of ammm,a&wo? pointing out that the E.ubou.wu.mm that define the

object, oosmwamam@ shsolutely, mst be known prior to the objest defined,
otherwise .me% could not be principles of Ynowledge of it. But what is
most u.acoH.Lmbd for the vu.mmmm& problem is what follows : St. Thomas
concedes L&& the o,cumo.w defined is ¥movm prior to the parts of its
definition} stating that ‘the former is known confusedly before a distinct
xnowledge of it is w.mdmu..smﬂ by definition : ".. .prius enim cognoscims

" hominem o.swmma gonfusa cognitions, quam sciamus distinguere omnia quae

()

sunt de roaﬂn.w ratione.”

Similarly, in his commentary on Aristotle's Physics, he

remarks that the object defined stands to the principles that define it

as an Mu&m‘_mumu.. whole to the parts that are actually in it. Although it

is the object amH..“.Emm. that is signified by the name, it does not follow

|

I - - 4
(1) - "Pars eliqua %@Hwﬂ.‘&mﬂ Uodmmﬁ cognosci : - uno modo absolute,
secundum quod.in se est: et sic nihil prohibs® prius cognoscere "
wm,n&mm quam totum, ut lapides quam domum. - Alio modo, secun-

ﬁE quod sunt partes huius totius, et sic necesse est quod

~ prius cognoscamus totum guam partes. Prius enim cognoscims !
mmacs quadam confusa cognitione, quam distinguamis singulas
wm.ﬂ&mm ipsius. Sic igitur dicendum est quod definientia abso ,
1ute considerata sunt prius nota quam definitum, alioquin non |
5,o&u.mu.nmu.m+\ﬁ. definitum per ea; sed secundum pﬁom sunt partes
definitionis, sic sunt posterius nota. Prius enim cognoscimis

Hominem quadam confusa cognitione, quam sciamus distinguere

omnia quae sunt de hominis ratione® (Ia P., q. 85, a. 3, ad 3).
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Swm.w anyone who appr mﬁmznwm the Hﬁmmﬁuhum of the name mb.nw.ﬂ.mm.. m. Epmw. H,HD.B.
= 3 e,

m -
pprehends the principles that define-the object; for the use of d:v .
s of the

name, he um,mm L j :
s kmow the object only as a confused whole. Then when he

acquires the mm.H.ME..ﬂou he knows the

(1)

e ot whole distinctly by being in
possession of its parts.

Since:t inme £ i e
e the attaimment of 5 distinct knowledge of the essence

Hmﬂ_hu.H.mm an m.nwcm.som fr om ﬂﬁm HAHuO_a..S to the C.NHEHOS.HH ._Uw the oper t: on of e
atyl th

reason, it i Ly b : ; :
5 1s only to a confused knowledge of its proper object that
. ; . = m

natur i s i 6 6 no err
e determines ,H..&m intellect so that no error is @ommm.,c.u.m

m ; o . . [
y ﬁm..w of ammowpwﬁuou of this confused knowladge w.w may b
adge, e

said th i
at by it man knows that the object is Something of a det
etermined

nature, di i f. :
» differing from other objects, although this nature is t
. : m.m %.m

Eﬂ—ﬂ.—omﬂu. It Numnmmmm..nulu PHHOHEme the note of _Umu.uum. It ils a
S EHOEHWQ.WW

Enm.—u enables ntan t le st to desi nate the ob, ect si nif ed _Uw the name;

a a g J g B8 3
an at m% t to for Tlate it in to a def inition will usually involve some
sensible acciden ts of the OUU ect

.
.
S.vm.w Gmum.ﬁ s Num.ﬂckm.ulw_nv EwOES. is su.m Huk st pr uhuOu.ﬁu-m of ml.._.“_. NO@EWPWFOU

Shi gl

5 puta hominem aut circulum;

of new knowledge; hence the confused knowledge provides the first,

:mﬂn

@)

_ principles from which must begin the advance of thé reason to the atqui-

|
|
sition of |distinet knowledge through definition. These first principles

are the notions of being, one, good, and the like, which are the first
oosomvﬁm.. £ the intellect and serve as certain rationes seminales from
(2)

which all|other knowledge follows :

",..similiter in intellectu insunt nobis etiam naturaliter
quaedam conceptiones omnibus notae, ut entis, unius, boni,

et wrm._ﬂmao&d a quibus eodem modo procedit intellectus ad co

, . 3as X X . .
gnoscendamn quidditatem uniuscuiusque rei, per quem procedit

a principiis per se notis ad cognoscendas conclusiones”(3).
Since the| more common is always the principle of goﬁu.mmmm of the less
(L) ,
common, the natural order of procedure of the reason is to begin from

the most lcommon, naturally knomm, notion of being, and %o proceed through

the less |common to the particular.

" From these considerations the error of Cajetan becomes

mﬁﬁmﬂoz..n. Unlike the external senses, the intellect is by no means

perfectly proportioned o its proper object, but for a distinct §.9.a.mmmm

(1) - "alium igitur regulas et principia dare est logicl ad in-

complexi cognitionem, per quae a principiis per se cognitis
%53@5& et deveniat in cognitionem eorum quae quaeruntur :
non enim omnia possunt esse incognita : quia sic quaerendo
procederetur in infinitum, Principia enim prima sunt quasi
semina per naturam cognitioni hominis inserta, ex quibus
quasi seminibus magni oriuntur fructus scientiarum de his
quae cognoscuntur per ipsa" (St. Albert, De Praedicabilibus,
Tract. I, ch. 6). : s

(2) - ﬂmu.aﬁﬁ.dmw etiam dicendum est de scientiae acquisitione,

quod preexistunt in nobis quaedam scientiarum semina, scili-

cet primae conceptiones intellectus, quae statim lumine in-

tellectus agentis cognoscuntur per species a sensibilibus

sbstractas, sive sint complexa, ut dignitates, sive incom-

WHmNmu sicut ratio entis, et unius et huiusmodi, quae statim
wu«mu.u.mndzm aporehendit. Ex istis autem principiis univer-
,mm',_...&sm omnia principia sequuntur, sicut ex quibusdam ra-

: pionibus seminalibus" (. D. De Veritate, q. 11, a. 1, c.).
(3) - Quaeéstiones Quodlibetalss, g. B, ‘a. L.

(h)- . 1a?P., g. 85, a. 3, c.




* : théreof. it

mst.advance by its own activity from knowledge wuoimmn,,c%

" “nature.;. :

. UVisug -
sus' ~enim’ corporalis non' est vis ooL.m.S.d.mu ut ex quibus=

MMMwMzMMMM Mwummﬁowéuﬂ._u. in alia proveniat; sed omnia sua ob-
S1bllla, quam cito ad i

Sed potentia Hndmhu_.moﬁqm. La e tatur

- dam in alia deveniat, unde non s

" intelligibilia nonmummam:amh

cum sit collativa, ex quibus=

Qm smwmmd aequaliter ad omnia

Sed stavim quaedam videt, u

MMMM MMMMHMMH, se nota, in.quibus implicite - ooﬁ.ﬁbmﬂ&ﬁ. mwpm
gere non potest nisi per officium ratiomis e

guae ‘in @H.“Eotuwm oozdwdmsgﬁ. munmupomb@m: 1). . *

H.n is .zu.m mmm@ ow an m%mbnm mH.oB .§m smﬁﬁumH_.u« wdosa &o the ;awsoss

1.
per om ficium H.mdu.oﬁ.m_. within the apprehension itself that Cajetan

“fail PR cha -
ailed to see. Once.it:is seen, it is evident.that -composition is es-

sential and not accidental to.+the first operation in-sua puritate, and
Ly 3

that, consequently, although the possibility of error is per -accidens

—_——

with respect to the intellect.as stch, it is per se with respect to

the r mm.moz \ﬁwukuww mist in ﬁ@H vene HOh m.OD CU.MH. tion of distinct _Quoqq”_-mﬂ,mm .

The;
. re pmw gmu.m..mowm hmma ow a rule do guide the wu.u.m.c oﬁmumﬁos itself;

for as soon as .wwm Ezn Hmm.dmm the cu.mbm om. bmchL. demgmﬂ.oa and

wuonmmmm ,Sw its ovm m.oﬁu.ﬁd% to §oﬁn_.mmmm of the E%zosd“ it has per se

ne i
ed of &Hmoﬁou. a_pm UH.oS.mHou of cE.m &Hmadpou is the work of the

W.m&nm_uumm nb@. wwm&omgmzﬁm ﬁa sclence ow &.ﬁ% on,

and the science
of mmwwa.wwou.

(L) - u De <.mH.H«m.amu q. .11, a. 1, mm 12,

5. - The|Predicables, Predicaments and Science of Division.

Every definition is formed by a certain composition of concepts.

‘The reason, however, cannot compose its concepts so as to know the

sssence cu.”_.mmm it H.H.mﬁ..osmu,% knows the concepts that are constitutive
of that essence. Because of this, the first work of logic must be the

manifestation of the principles that define things.

_St. Albert provides a brief summary of the steps by which
logic effects the manifestation of these principles :

.. .ad |diffinitionem habendam necessarium fult praemittere
diffinibilivm et diffinientium inventionem et acceptionem :
“ad quod necessarium fuit ponere ea secundum guorum rationem
praedicabiliz reducuntur ad ordinem, et secundo .fuit neces-
sarium [ponere gqualiter ipsa ﬁumm&nvowuhm ordinata sunt, et
‘tertio |qualiter ex divisionsz colligitur cujuslibet u.dooauwon
i diffinitio" (1):

The manifestation of the prascognita of definitions is effected in three
steps, First, .nmcm.smm in order to define, the concepts mst be disposed

according to a omuémub demﬁsubmn order or relation to ore another, the

intentions according to which the concepts Cemu.m called praedicabilia
for a reason wwmw will be explzined below) must be ordered, must be
determined. mmocs&.%u the principles themsélves must be ordered

according % k,..wnmm ubdmnﬂoum. The first of .E,_mmm steps is the subject

of Porphyry!s Predicables, the second that of Aristotle's Predicaments.
Thirdly, from the knowledge provided by these two works, the reason mst
proceed by the method of division %o the discovery of the proper principles

of particullar objects; this procedure is directed by the science of

(1) - In [T Periherm., Tract. I, ch. .l.
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division..

The first work of logic is the mmdmu.su.umﬁwob of the intentions
moooH&bm to which the concepts must be Bdmumm to amsﬁ.mm.« the essences
of things. In view %o the discovery of gmmm Hnﬁmuﬁposm u& Ew% first
be H.mam.H.Wmn that the reason knows by wwm&.nmﬁwoz gmﬁ is, 5‘ mmﬁbm
one of another, or denying one of muowzmu.. E.ﬁroc.qr in &Um nmmwsv.wu.ou
itself there u..m. no predication, yet the def pnu.,«u.on can be said of the
object mw%mnmm.», and, s.owmodmmw the m.Hmamn.n.m that compose the definition

are forms that ,omz be .mmu..m of that object. For this reason, predicability,

.or the relation- mﬁ&m%m& to dwm mu.swu,m oosom@.nm 55.05 permits their

ﬁu.m&.om.wpo? is ﬁu.mmnwuomm@ to all composition of .SHm reason and must

be the first mm,cumow ow oommymmwm.ﬁ.on of the Hom,_ cien. A form, however,

is dm.m&.nmd”_.m oH. o.nwmu.m odH..% because it is in them, or because it is

)
comruni. omE.m to dﬁmEu dwmd is;  because it is 'a universal. Hence the

. forms gmﬁ @mﬁpﬁm mzm which Hpm.w te ordered by logic , are universals.

jam pndmbwwoum moa.mgubm the almwcm“_.wpou of the universals, or

@Hm&omdwmmv mst zmommmm.dﬁ_,% "be their ratio universalitatis or ratio

(1) - “...ratio qua fit ordinatio primm in Porphyrio tradita
est. Ordinatio sutem.prout est in ordinatis, traditur
in scientia libri Predicamentorum, et in scientia sex
principiorum,. et in scientia Eﬁmwosﬂa__ (St. B&m&d
Um Sex wﬁzo%ﬁm Tract. I, ch. 1),

(2) - T.51 ratio praedicabilis am aliis secundum veritatem
mﬁmmam&ﬁ.“ proprie et vere praedicari de alio non potest,
nisi‘quod inest.il1i de-quo praedicatur. .. Bt per hoc
quod inest sequitur de necessitate quod commimicabile
sit omnibus quibus inesse significatur. Commnicabile
ergo miltis est secundum aptitudinem et in multis et de -
mltis. Omne autem quod sic inest, et hac ipsa de causa
praedicabilis est. Ratio ergo et causa praedicabilis

est, quod sit universale! (St, Albert, De Huu.mm&omuwwu.dﬁm
Tract. II, ch., 1).
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predicabilitatis, that is, .—.&mﬁ. mode .of being in and of dmwsm said of
)

their inferiors. There are five modes of universality. Of these, "three

- genus, species and difference - are modes of being in and of being

ly

said of essentialdity; two - H.H.ovoi.._% and moou.amz.a - -are modes of dmpnm
o (@)

in and being| said of accidentally. These five modes are the intentions

according to| which the universals are ordered.

" The order mo.ooum”..bm: to which the universals are’disposed is

contained u..w uoﬁu.;..odw of .nrm predicables &:msmmuamm. For genus, by

mmmn_.su..nu.oau is :.nwmd under which the - mwmou.mm is placed by direct and
(3)
immediate mﬁromwdu..on., #  and species, in turn, is .nrm.w vhich is placed
(L)
under a mm.wm_ﬁa..dmm genus. The diverse species must be ordered under

|

the genus, from vhich they are dravm by Odwomu.&m essential differences,
which are mn_mma. Prom the side for the determination and contraction oH,

Amv

the genus.!

The notions of genus and species are fulfilled most properly

|

in only one genus, the supreme genus, which, because it has no genus

|

(1) - m.. ‘oc.a ergo prirms actus rationis (qui scientiam ignoti
investiget per notum)-sit ordinatio wwmmmu.owg.uu.,@v.oﬂﬁ.r:
nwd”.ao autem praedicabilium cognosci sou.voammdu nisi scia-
tur Aﬁmu ozms. rztionem praedicabile sit id quod praedicatur;
azmm ratio sumitur ex hoc, quod praedicabile est..." (Ibid.).

(2) - For lthe sufficiency of the five wu.m&omz.mm. see ibid.

3) - ...Ammncm est cui supponitur species directa et imediata
ngomu.dwoum__ (St. Albert, De Praedicabilibus, Tract. III,

L) - mﬂn.mwogmsb mﬂdms intentionem quae est apud Philosophos
dicimus speciem describentes, quae est posita positione
ordinis naturae et participationis sub assignato mmﬁmﬂm:
(Ibild., Tract. IV, ch. 1). ) ]

(5) - "W differentia.. .m&ﬁnmu.ﬁﬁ. lateraliter ad generis deter-

minationem et contractionsm" (Ibid., ch. 2).
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superior to it, is only genus ﬁCmua i ] .
2 , one species, the ultimabe species,

which is only species  and in no way
3)

Y.  The disposition of the universals

a’'genus,being said of a multity
. . | de
which differ: only numericall:

dummunﬂm with one MCﬁH.mEm genus and ends wit) :.“_.ﬁuhum.wm
1= h a Hu“_.dl.n.m.u.u-.ﬁwn of

peciles, P
speciles The QQMOOH..H H.HOE the supreme - to Eﬂm ﬁu-wuudm.ﬂm munde.._ﬁmm ._Uwu zm%

of division % i if
. hrough opposite differences gives rise to and basses thr
certain int i i -
a cmm.sm&.m.nm». or subalternate genera, which are species with
- ‘ !
respect to the gener : .
b e mmbm&.m, above them and genera with respect to the species

. S P
. a 3 s B Tl
UQHOS them MG.DW— Q.QWOWEF ther eLore 1vVes se to qum dis 081 ﬂu.OZ. of

predicabls .y i
[ es OH” aﬁ_.o.w .Epm wo...@wﬁu.mn tree in the genus of substance i
s
the familiar example. v .

ﬂ.—. . : 3 ry )
& disposition of the unlversals according to this order

conduces $o definitios
i PR
tionh because the definition of the species is attained

()

by the division of
differences.

the genus proximate to it by the

= Jis] ¥ h h pProxima g
The proper Speciiic nﬁ_l.mHmHm:Om composed Tit) e (e) te enus results

in the definiti £ i
efinition of .c.wm Speciles; only by universals said according t

these intenti r . o
Se intentions can perfect definition be achieved. The not
] ' notions of
property and accident must be

| g ,
“novm because thers are universals said

(1) - Cf. ibid. B
@)~ or. g o 3
(3) - ThiaT—

utilis es i i p ;
t ad &ﬁmHoﬁmm es ad &H.HME&PDSmm quia’ secun
5 p -

& .
mMMmMMHEWMMmadem quae faciunt alind, divisiones Ffaciunt
St mﬁmowmm..n et secundum easdem et per mmmmu.g
ot 4mummoMMMdeopmusE mmmu.,mamuﬁﬁ. s €0 guod &wasmﬁwo»
Teacte g o genere et talibus &H&m&mz&ﬂw: (Tbid.,

. according to these intentions and care must be taken that no genus be

ey Co
divided mo_uou&..um to anything so said.

"It is clear thab knowledgze of the intentions themselves

A

according to which the universals must be disposed in no way provides

adequate direction to the reason seeking knowledge of the quid. This
is no more than a first.step, the essential werk of logic is the dispo-

sition of ithe universals themselves according to these intentions :

|

WSequitur nuncé determinare de his quae secundum rationem

-l Lo X .
preemissam ad se invicem ordinanda secundum genera, specles,

. | . . N . .
differentias, propria, et. accidentia : hoc enim solum est

in quo perficitur rationis ordinatio"(2).

This B..m@o_m“._..wwros is the work of Aristotle's Predicaments. Since it
carinot be leffected unless the intentions governing it are first known,

the consideration of the Predicables must precede thabt of the Predicamen’s;

Cajetan, therefore, is in error in maintaining that logic begins with

the Predicaments, and that the place of the Predicables is immediately

prior to ..:.5 Topics.

It is, ow course, impossible that any work of logic order all

the universals from supreme genus to species specialissimee within each

of the om.g,ommoﬁmm. Such a complete disposition can be effected only

| - .
through the progress of the various sciences. The work of the

W.m&omam_wm is to menifest the unmiversals only to the extent that

|

A

(1) - "Est autem (1iber Praedicabilium) necessarium et utile ad
: diffinitionum assignationem : quae omnes prout praedicabiles
sinb, ex genere et differentias constituuntur, in quibus
cavere oportet ne aliquod accidentale ponatur. Non enim
. lo&omd vitari malum nisi cognitum" (Ibid., Tract. II, ch. 1).
) - mw: Albert, De Praedicamentis, Tract. I, ch. 1.
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knowledge of them is necessary for the various sciences, but cannot be

acquired through their omn proper light.

For the manifestation.of the work of the:Predicaments , it must

first be recalled.that in the ‘confused kmowledge of the object to which

nature ‘determines the mind, the object is grasped.in the. immediate

common an - i ‘bei
and analogous-notion of being. From thig the reason must advance

7
o knowledge of the th,pﬁ.zm principles through division.of the supreme

gemus of . the ogmod as ”_bnﬁom,wm& dbove. Bub knowledge of the supreme

genera, which no:mﬁ.ﬂdmdm ‘the @H.U.Em.fuw &.S.m“_.ou of .Epm confused notion

of being, is mod m“_.4mz by um&ﬁ.m. it must be momﬁHmm. This knowledge

is provided .3 .n:m wum%.omsgdm ....Eor determine the rrimary division

@)

£
0! dmubm ”_b.no .nWm mﬂwu.msm genera of substance and the nine moo”_.mmu.nm

In addition to determining the primary division, Aristotle
proceeds. to certain further divisions within certain of the supreme

eners, P s s
genera. Substance, for instance, is divided into first and second, know-

,_
ledge of .iﬁor division is mmmmsﬁ.w._. because, although it is first subs-

tance dwmﬂ is @

mﬁ.owmu.“_.ua mba @Hymou.dm,._.ﬁw and especially msdmﬁmbnm n

is only mmooua mﬁdmdmuom Sﬁd can be a genus

it
Discrete and oouﬁ._bcozm

quantity are &,ﬁ..mmm into :Eh&mw mbn mwnmow. line, surface and body.

ozmH_.ﬂH is divided “_.Esm&mdmu.% Hz.no four m@mopmm wmcp.n and &.mwomurdwob.

nat;
atural potency or Eﬁo&mzoﬁ ﬁmmmpo: or passive quality; form or constant

A

G.v - Ob -the ad
ow he adequacy of this division, see St Albert, ibid., x\,/%mww%

mmv = ",,.substantia quae w&oﬁwpn

et principaliter et
wumw.,wwm modo substantia dici tur, est pmmm nec de MHMMM MMUP
cto subjecto in quo sit per naturam et intellectum prae-

dicatur, ne
o ¢ est in subjecio aliquo (Ibid., - Tract. 11,

2 o
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figure. Provision of knowledge of these divisions is a necessary work

of logic, jbecause they cammot be known by the light of the various

inferior sciences themselves, yet are essential for resolution of the
definition into the naturally known; without lmowledge of these primary
divisions, in other words, knowledge of the quid of the subject is

impossible prior to the study of metaphysics.

The geometrician, for instance, by the light of his own

science, may discover the genus of triangle as figure and so proceed to

the mmmw:\“_.&u..owv& triangle from its proper principles, thus distinguishing

|

it from/the circle and the rect ..bu”_.u and putting himself in possession

of the [principle of xﬁoﬂ.m&mm i%s properties)

A .

studied in the science are continuvous quantities, which are simply

But the subjects

accepted. | Hence, in the ammm.ﬁu.m that the light of the science cannot
tell E.l E‘_md MM%ﬁm and oomdu.bﬁocm quantity are, he cannot know what

his subject, the wwwm&mwm u.m wnoow&um”_..%“ to wsoq._‘ the quid of the
triangle; |or to H..mmouam his definition in the naturally known, he must
depend upen logic to provide knowledge of dsomm. genera superior to figure.
Similarly) the moralist can éefine virtue as a habit, but he needs the
light of logic to define habit as a quality. St. Thomas gives an
excellent| example of defining according to the predicamental order in

arriving at the definition of grace : after determining that grace

places moHASﬁEbm in the soul, ne then asks whether grace is a quality
(1)
and then whether it is a habit. Similariy, -in determining the species

of motion, Aristotle and St. Thomas proceed by the light of logic in

examining| each of the categories in turn to discover in which motion is

(1) - Cf. Iallae, g. 110, aa. 1-3.
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to be found. Within the category of substance s no division into -

subalternate genera, such as those given in pz.P.E..w%u quantity, and ag
3

aliguid is necessary, since by the light of his own scisnce the

philosopher of nature can divide corporeal substance into living and

non-living, .Poaow&smwﬁ the divisions supplied by Aristotle are

complete and adequate so far as the proper work of logic is concerned

‘In additionm.to establishing the .amu supreme genera as

substance and the nine accidents , and wu.oﬁ.&.um the necessary divisions

Aristotle notifies the principal ones*

quality, °

3

- substance, quantity, relation,
action and passion - by certain of their properties. These
serve as a muwmm to the definer in the. initial step of placing his
subject in the proper category.

As Wmsdemm by St. Albert in the &&9 cited above from his

commentary on the Perihermencias , for the formation of amwwswﬂonm the

knowledge provided by the Predicables and

Predicaments must be ooswu.m-

mented by the science of Q.Hﬁ.m“_.on.

. Two kinds of division would seem to be prerequisite to the
formation of definitions .@mrb;md of

whole into its componsnt parts. As

these is division of an integral
ordered to the ‘knowledge of the

mmmm.aomm of things, this kind of division makes known the proper material

principles of the object to be defined. Thus, H;ow instance, in the
bl

—_—

1)- of. InvV Physicorum.

- . _ - | S =TT

Perihermeneias the resolution of the enuntiation into the noun and the

<mwc4wwmmmmmm ‘the definition of the enmuntiation, and is a principle of
knowledge of|the mmﬁB..S..o: since it is the verb, as the sign of
ooaﬁomwﬂonw that makes the enuntiation a discourse in which there is

the true or gm.ﬂmpmm‘. This mode of procedure - division into material

parts prior to definition - is followed by Aristotle also in the Prior

|

Analytics with respect to the syllogism, ‘in the Posterior inalytics with
| . N

respect to @,maonm.cwmﬁwo? and in the wwwmu..om with respect to —cbile

being.

2) .
_Epmpvmoosm kind is immediately ordered to defirition, since

it de.HEbm..Lm in ,EHm manifestation of the formal principles of the object

|

itself to ,cm defined; in Sﬁ..m way it a..m..nmﬁ..nr.v1 and immediztely provides

the wwmmoomsw&m ‘c% the composition of which the definition is effected.

This is divi

|

wholes which are kmovm distinctly by their division into their subjsctive

|

parts. Thus,

sion of a genus into its species. Universals are confused

‘the mﬁu.n_msm genera are knovm then they have been divided

by their differences to the species mwmow issimae, as has been mentioned

above. The amHHB.um @H.u.dowwn_.mm of these species are nmaw&nub(n by the

division of &wm proximate genus .c% mdmn ific BH»mH.mbomm.
S There is a third kind of division vhich also seems to be
ordered to the knowledge of essences of things, but in a more remote :

way than the two kinds just mentioned. This is a division of a word

into its meanings. This kind of division can serve as & principle of

|

knowledge of things in so far as a better known meaning of a word can

.- ,5,0

serve as a mwubo”_%u.m of wuqswmaum of an ghno.au Bmmbubwu which “_.m the

a.mwu.a.ﬁu.ou nH., the object to be defined. HE.mu Hb,.&cu.u.. wm.vomm”?u.m in




Predicaments mbm science of a.._.ﬁmu.os has been considered
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the measure.that the same name is wa@omma on different objects according
‘as ‘they are known in a certain relation to one another. Thus, for -

instance, St. Albert divides the latin word genus into certain of its

meanings of which the first (in English, ﬁ.l.mv is a principls of knowledge

of the last; which is the second intention mwm:&ﬂmm by the word genus.

Besides these dwn.m.m ﬁb&m of Q.Mﬁ._.m.u..oP St. Albert mentions
three o.Sum&m ~ E.ﬁmu.ou of m mﬁgmo.a into moou.mmn.am of an accident into
subjects, mb& of an accident into monu..nms.wmmn_.v A1 have in common that
they are modes of passing from the known to the unknown in so far as
they provide a distinct knowledge of what was previously known as a
confused whole by distributing that whole into its parts. The ensemble
of the six kinds would.seem.to constitute the subject of the science of
division, which should provide .H.ﬁwmm governing the procedure in each.

@)
Such rules ar¢ provided by Boethius ir his ldiber De Divisione.

It must be bowmn wdmd while the notion of universal and the

disposition of the EUZEH.mPHm in S.auH owdmmo&u.mm d% the Predicables,

thus far as

they are o&nma.ma to mmwwnwﬂu..owv that is, to knowledge of the ignotum

incomplexum, they are also wummﬁ%omm& to the attainment of knowledge

of the ignotum complexum by mmaoumﬁwm‘nwos.., This will be

explained in

. o#.mvdmw Five.

In adcition to the disposition of the universals according
I M

to the uwm&nm.eg.nm..._. order ;* the mo.wmzomm.om division, the art of

(1) - De W.mm&omwu.wu.dﬁmu Tract. II, ch. 1. .
(2) - Boethius, Liber De Divisione, in Patrologiae Cursus Completus s

mmuu.mm Prima (ed. &Hmsmvu mmn.u.mu 1647, Tome 8L, cols. 8778~
.No.. i '

: 1)
@mmwawpmu..u&m& ww.oi.nm.uﬁu,.mm governing real definition, definition of

]

. mﬁd.mﬁm.wmm .w:mnow accidents, and ncminal definitions. . But what has been

mentioned suffices to indicate ‘that there is an advance from dwmyﬂoqs
Ado ‘the .%%B “iﬁgﬁ the .H..u.Hmw o@mﬂmﬁwowu and that this advance makes

use ow mu Hum.«u.csmd.w proper to itself ‘governed by certain second

|

intentions proper to.itself, The direction provided by logic to the

reason knowing the quid is in no way reducible to that provided to the

1 : itutes a separate division
reason knowing the true, .mu.m .SamH.mH,o.H,m oosmsﬂs‘ e e

.of logic.

,m&os A&Wm ,.noum“._.mmu.mdwoum madé in this chapter, it is clear

|

mwmﬁ the term 'simple "mwwmm:msﬂou_ applied to the first operation can

be amHmm&zm. The m.wwu.m;mumm_..on of the quid is a simple operation in

|

the sense that by it the mind knows but one object; in the first act

there ..u._..m 50%0@%0&.&%05 of diverse objects through predication as there
is in the m.;moosmm there is no truth or falsity in the proper sense in

the first operation. But the simrlicity of the epprehension in no wey
mu.nnH.smmm an advance from the naturally krown to distinct knowledge :nH.

the .wmwdu.,ocu.m.d.ﬁbm of ooEmomw.ﬁ.r.om that this advance requires.

6l - The Term as Subject of this Part of Logic.

In brief, the wmuén as uowﬂ._ of St. Thomas defines it, camnot

be - the mﬁdb_moﬁ of the ‘part of u.omu.o .wsm.a considers the simple apprehension

4 -
because this operation terminates in either a ooﬁsmma or distinct know

4

ledge of the object; such wﬁqﬁ.mmmm is mu..mB.mem either by the name of

) - - For such rules, see St. Albert, De Praedicabilibus, Tract. I,
. 05_. 6. . L
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the thing, or by .m.nmwwnu...nwoav either real or nosubmu. “fence the subject

here is definition. «?mb John of St. Thomas names the term as the

subject of the logic of the first operabion by his formula "primum appre-
hendo terminos," he is Qm.ﬂwuﬁ._.i.bm the wﬂdumo&. m.ooou.&.sm to mosmﬁﬁ.wm
accidental to the first operation as .msnw. that is, that the sign of

what is known by it be a part of a further composition of the reason.

In arriving at his definition of the term, John of St. Thomas
points out that logic, as a science , Proceeds H.mmo”_.cﬁ..EmH%. It is

necessary that there be some simple element in which the H.mmo“_bdwon
effected by the wnwm.zom of u..omu..o ﬂmu.au..mmwmm. m”.EomM then, that which

is last in the order of H,mm,o”_.zﬁ.os is first in the order of composition,
then this same last element in vhich &11 logical composites are resolved,

will be the same from which all ave composed. The composites mentioned

by John of St. Thomas as vmwbm resolved du‘. logic are the emuntiation
(resolved into noun and verb) and the proposition (resolved into subject

therefore, is a common elsment susceptible

of o.ncﬂ_mo&ou to the noun and verb, and the subject and Uum&omﬁmu and

is accordingly defined as "id ex quo simplex conficitur proposito.!

Because

the term is first in the order of composition, it is the first

subject of the consideration of logic,

Here John of St. Thomas' error is apparent. It is true, of

course, that logic is a speculative science and resolves its subjects

into their integral parts. . Hd,w.mu&mubm , however, to the logic of the

second operation to resolve the enuntiation into the noun and the verb

and to gm ooumwamumﬁ_.oa of the syllogism to H.mmou.qm .wrm

into mc,cumnﬁ and wu.m&.nm.nm.

H...H.owomu.dvos

Hence, John of St. Thomas, in mvmmwubm of

.«Sm .amu.sm of|

Swm Homu.n o..m
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these resolutions, is already considering the subjects of

the second and third operations, The logic .om. the first

owmu.mdu.ou H.mmo“_.e.mm the definition into its integral parts in so far as

|
|

mwmoﬁmwn &mewmnom .

Hw &mmow.mm ._.Bmd .Spm mmH.u.E.du.on mst be ooavomma. of proximate genus and

Lastly, ‘there is no .such second intention as the term as

John of St.

Thomas conceives it. The resolution of the enuntiation ends

s..m.dw dro noun mbm gm <mu.d dmomc.mm it is these kinds of words that must

be ooavommm ,S\ .SE reason to mu.mbuh% ddm true; the dHocomeu.os is

H.mmou.e.mn ub.a
mﬂhmn&m %m
of d,ﬂm ,.H.mm.mo
intention in

and which is

Wi

Predicaments

logic of the
But they are
into formal

disposition

) mﬁdumo.n mﬁ& @Hma.._.omrm .omomﬁmm u.ﬁ is Hun.mnlomﬂ.ou that
muﬁHromu..m.«u.xo oodmmﬁﬁmbam.. wc.uo the Hmmou.ﬁ.nwos of these works
n &mdﬁbm&mm su.dw dﬁmmm intentions; ﬁ.._mu.m is no mwoosa

to which noun mbm <mH.,c mﬁdumnﬁ and prediczate can .cm resolved

mﬂ.ﬂmomwd&ou..m of ood.ﬂ..mod“.ros to all of then.

th respect to his consideration of the Prsdicsbles and

, dohmn of St. Thomas is right in assignirz these to the

first operation and to the resolution ex parte materiae.
badly placed in his logic. His initial civision of logic
and Em.wmu.“._.ﬁ. forces him to consider the umiversal and the

of the universals , Which should be the first considerations

of logle, only after the enuntiation and the syllogism. This order, as

will be pointed out in Chapter Five, entails certain disastrous

consequences

itself.

with respect to the gmmwmam:&ldm of the syllogistic form




mgom the wosdu. of a definition to manifest the essence of
o

an
o,cumoﬁ is md&p%mu% %Umaagd upon what Hm contained in it ang :
and in ng
way hin,
ay mmm on the form ?oin_.sm can ,um said of &:Hm other than g t
at it
mist wm
some oo:ﬁomu..wpos o“m :oH.mm v R ﬂ:o “_.omu.o o& the first operati
Hos. is

Nuumwuﬂu;w« OE@Q Em.ﬂmH.HE. u.Omu-O Eu.m Hmu.m.ﬁu.ON.»m of Hmm.mouu Eu.ﬁwu EFU.OE .E.HQ

mH—w OM Q@&ENH&POB H.m concerned - genus, mmumOu.mm“ Q.uHH-QH.QB.Om g&. S0
3 on

are al ! . i y ve
1 founded on-what is represented by: the similitudes and ha

nothing to do with its form.

? .
e logic of S»m wpwmw o@mu.mﬁu on mu&&momm all the &Hwogob

necess £ .
ary or the reason in its m&dmwsbmnd ow §9_i.mmmm ow the H,Hh.m&

Wuhu&. of Eu.mnwwogu Fwwm u-meO ﬁE.: u.HuDONHmuu.munEﬁ The I mudmh:uu.u..—m par ts of 1o, ic
g

pr ovide the E@OFPOS Hmﬂc.u-m“_.ﬂm for the NWWWPN.E._,QHHG of the EHQEHWQ e of .
ge o

the ¢
ruth or falsity of the 8:808.,30: or Qu.S.mu.oa om the E.zm

It
remains to mm&muapwm the mcgmo.nm of .ﬁﬁmm ﬂ.«o Humu.nm

T
EES

CHAPTER 1V.

.| THE SECOND OPERATION OF THE REASON.

1. - Subject of This Part of Logic.

“The .mmno.da. operation of the reason vhich, like the firsb,

pertains to|it as it is a omwwmw.w intellect, is to compose and divide.

In its oogumw&wos the intellect s0 E....,u...&wm its concepts with one another
that it apprehends what is represented by those concepts as being one in
the other, or as identical -one with the other. Thus in the composition

signified by homo est animal, animal is m@ﬁwmwmnnmm,mm being in man, or

chended as identical witl habens animalitatem. In its division

man is appy

7 ne another so. that it apprehends objects as
. , @)
diverse, as stone and living, in lapis non est vivens.

|

The m@muo,w\m,m so apprehended by the second operation of the in-

it orders its concepts to o

tellect is ”.rdmm“_.w either conformed with Hm.mh_u.w.n% or not, that is, either

true or false. ?m u.u.nmu.u.mo& Sosmiwu. s ,c% the fact that it apprehends

one as in Fs.m ouowmu. or as mm@mﬂm&mm from it, is not yet true or false,

but still mbmﬁ.wmwmb& to either. But it has the power to know its own
(1) - m"..si considerems ea @nmm sunt ‘circa intellectum secundum
mmA semper est compositio ubi est veritas et falsitas; quae
numguam invenitur in intellectu, nisi per hoc quod intellec -
Em “comparat unum simplicem conceptum alteri. Sed si refe-
ratur ad rem, guandoque &.ou..SH ooévom....g_ﬂ_,oh quandoque dici-
tur divisio. .

AA Compositio quidem, quando intellectus comparat unum
conceptum alteri, quasi apprehendens coniunctionem aut iden-
ﬁpﬁmﬂma rerum, quarum sunt conceptiones; divisio autem
@ﬁmbm.o sic ooawmu.m& unum conceptum alteri, ut apprehendat
H.mm esse diversas" (In I Periherm., lect. 3, m. 26).

cf. Ia Py Q. 85, a.’5, ad 3.
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. . AHV
conformity with reality

(2)

principle of knowledge, such as sense data
3

upon this the intellect applies its concept to reality, mmmmmﬁam to

what is represented .as being 50 In reality, affirming that it is so in

reality as represented by its concept, so that the composition or division

! j iy i4;
ecomes a judgment of .H.mm.uu.ﬁw.. Hﬁmdu depending upon whether the Species

is conformed with re

3)

ality or not, the intellect is formally either
true or false. . o

wmnm:.mm man is a sccial and-political animal, he has need

to make known to- others the concepts of his reason. This he does by

means of words, which- are sounds of voice which signify the concepts

Yo oon 4 3
(D] Est autem considerandum quod quamvis sensus proprii ob-

umm.ﬂ.. sit verus, non tamen cognoscit hoc esse verum. Non
enim potest cognoscere habitudinem conformitatis mc,m._m ad

rem, mmm.mowm.s rem appreheidit; intellectus autem potest

Eﬁﬁmﬁ.u&, wm.cw.nﬁ&,ga confermitatis cognoscere; et ideo

mowsm Hﬂd.mwwmndsm .wo&mmd cognoscere <mwn.r.nmdm5=~ (Ibid., n. 31)
. ..Hz&o“:ﬁ non dependet tantum a receptione m@monHu sed .

mH.w@om quod’ ea de quibus iudicatur, examinantur ad m.Hu. u.

mMum.wh.u.va‘ oomaﬂﬂ..oam sicut de conclusionibus Hﬁ&nmammm

o uwsmww.wwwﬂ.ﬁwwm Hmmo,..rdmbmo:. Q. D. de Veritate > q. 12,

(3) - __mowwomomwm wﬁdma praedictam conformitatis habitudinem

nihil est eliud quam iudicare ita esse in re vel non esse

quod mm.m componere et dividere; et ideo Hsﬂm“_...hmogm.sos i
cognoscit veritatem, nisi componendo vel’ dividends ‘per

suum ludicium. Quod quidem iudicium, si consonet rebus

€st verum, puta cum intellectis indicat rem esse quod mm&
vel non esse quod non est. Falsum. autem gquando dissonat ’
a re; puta cum iudicat non esse quod est, vel esse uod
memmwww amamu.r E&mw quod Veritas st falsitas siout in co-

e e cente n isi ci i3 one

Givisionon' (In T Perinerm., locs. 3. o g o Lomem ot

. For this it must compare the species with sopg

or 2 middle term.  Consequent

(1) : :
conventionally. - Words, since they presuppose concepts, are compared
: (2)

_ to them as second to first, as signs to the objects signified, _and,

as effects to exempl. cause. Since the sign must be conformed to the

thing signified, and the effect to the cause, then, because there are

certain concepts of the intellect in which the true and the false are

|

not found, namely simple apprehensions, and others in which the true

|

and the false are found, that is, compositions and divisions, there are

some words which signify without the true or the false and odrmﬂm which

3)
signify with| the true-and the false: The subject of this part is that

(1) - "Et si quidem homo esset Ewdﬁ.m.._.u..dmu animal solitarium,
sufficerent sibi animae passiones, . quibus ipsis rebus con-
formaretur, ut eerum notitiam in se haberet; sed quia
homo| est animal naturaliter politicum et sociale,
necesse fuit quod conceptioneés unius hominis innotescunt
aliis; quod fit per vocem; et.ideo necesse fuit esse

voces significativas, ad hoc quod homines ad invicem con

viverent" (Ibid., lect. 1, n. 12). On the conventional
signification of words, see ibid., nn. 18-19.

(2y - v, .Wﬁog.a primorum, idest quarim passionum primarum, hae,
mou..u.ﬁwom voces, sunt notae, idest signa; comparantur enim
ummmmgmm animae ad voces, sicut primum ad secundum -
voces enim non proferuntur, nisi ad exprimendum animae
passiones..." (Ibid., n. 19): .

3) - __oﬁ._._,m vero conceptiones intellectus praezmpulae sunt or—
dine naturae vocibus, quae ad eas exprimendas proferuntur,
ideo ex similitudine differentize, quae est. circa intel-
Hm&g» assignat differentiam, quae est circa significa-
tiones vocum : ut scilicet haec manifestatio non solum
sit|ex simili, sed etiam ex causa quam.imitantur effectus.

Est ergo considerandum quod, sicut in principio dic-
tum |est, duplex est operatio intellectus,ut traditur in
II1|{De Anima; in quarum una non invenitur verum et falsum;
in altera autem invenitur. Eb hoc est quod dicit quod
in anima aliquoties est intellectus sine vero et falso,
mH._.&doS..mm autem ex necessitate habet alterum horum.

Et quia voces significativae formantur ad-exprimendas
conceptiones intellectus, ideo ad hoc quod signum confor-

| o N . «ps N
metur signato, necesse est quod etiam vocum significati-

varum similiter quaedam significent sine vero et falso,
quaedam autem cum vero et -also" (Ibid., lect. 3, nn. 23-

2k)




5 mﬁwnmﬁwﬁ sound of voice which is the sien of an “._.zﬁmﬁmm& that com.

ies with the true or the

false; this is:the enuntiation. The enuntiation can be the .mu..mu of a

no .. PP .
mposition or division that is merely apprehensive, or of. a composition

or division that contains a Judgment that it is so w_.sn.mmﬁg..
3

its
material principles find ti i
@) ks » definition, and properties are the same in both
‘cases; -
{1) - ",..De his vero quae pertinent

e m@. secundam operationem,

c affirmat i

w.ubmw H..E.“_.omowuzm in libro Wmﬁbmwuﬂwdwwmwmmwwwwu QMMMMI

i.u.sm. 2). .rh.AoH. St. Hﬂoamm the word H:ﬁmwvn.mdmﬁm_.omu H.a.oi.
hich the. :“_.L.n“._.m Perihermeneias is taken, mum:u..mwmm the
mwM_m as wnsa.?u.m.mu..ou (ct. ibid.). For St. Albert roﬁm¢mu
inwerpretation is broader Than enuntiation m“._.mwwm. iny '

word or composition of words that .muewﬁ.smvwmmﬁd%wu &

scilicet de enuntiatione

7 - . .
@) _Mw.w 1 Periherm., Tract. I, ch. 1).
*.,wb..wmwg&wmd«o apprehensiva representat quidem <mH.E= vel
télsum, et significat illud, hoc est i i
2 i 1 rem illam sic o -
sitam per praedicatum et subs s oo
I subjectum, super quam
per ; t potest ca-
MM&mﬁHﬁM.PoHﬁun wmﬁH.mmm.s.an.u. etiam potest ipsum iudicium
.nﬁmn o] “_.Mgmlu.dmw Consummatur veritas, quatenus intellec-
tu H.mmwm oow m.n. comparat rem compositam ad id quod est
et <md.c cwwwmmspmu. mNmMomch ista comparatio et mensuratio
, dicendo "Ita est in re.n i
. ta est ;" potest unico con-
Mwmdg de u.%.mmw c.S.Eﬂ.ﬁm significari et representari in
mmwmammsswﬁpmﬂozm , dicendo "Hoc est illud," v.g. "Homo
oot deww WM.H.MW: mMHEu copulando praedicatum subjecto,
mando : ita quod 1y est non sol
gbsolute per modum co ioni comaratie
T pulationis, sed eti i
opula 3 lam comparative
wmw modum ooaﬁmumcm,mwpoﬁm ad id quod est in Ha_m : quod
som Mmﬁ:@m cmﬁﬁmu.,q_u_.mmmwm comparztive sive mensurative
copulative' (John of St., Thomas, G 1
c cor . ursus -
gicus, In Primam Partem, Disp. 22, a. 3, mEuHm ﬂ.ﬁ&.o

the enunti

..-}2. - End of the Study of the Epuntiation

St. Albert points out a double end of the consideration of

ation. The principal and proximate end is to teach the

@)

formation of a discourse which interprets reality, stating what is

or is not;

of an instrument apt for the

the.proximate end, in other words, is o teach the formation

signification of the true.

points out
of the uni
with respe
one hand,

knowledge

The remote end is _muo....m_.mmmm of the mﬁ-._.omu..msmmv St. ‘Albert
.m certain mEHmHM&%.o.H..HmHmﬁHOUm between the nﬁwvomwrﬁu..oa
versals in d&mw.‘.n‘o.mwmmowu..mm, and the division of the genera
¢t to knowledge of the mgwm.ﬁm&o«ﬁ. by mmwwaﬁu..oa, on the
mbn...gm consideration of the m::uw.u..wﬁow with Hmm@mod to’

of the composite unknown on the other. As definition pre-

mﬁﬁﬁommm&wm disposition of the universals in ‘their categories, so

|

3)

enuntiation is Wuwmﬁw@ommm to argvmentation, for HBQéHmmmm of the

true can t

L)

e obtained only from truths enmuntiated. The reason, there-

.H.ou.mu mast know how to enuntiate the true if it is to argue, and, since

()

enuntiations are the remote matter of syllogisms, a knowledge of the

|

1) - __ZmebacE est e.u.om substantialis vwwuou..vmﬁ.m hujus scien-
tiae finis est constituere orationem interpretativam de

|

re sub sermone veram interpretationem et perfectam perfir

ciente..." (In I Periherm., Tract. I, ch. 2). .
2) - :_.A,.. .Ulterius auteém habet finem : quia ordinatur ad syllo-

|
|

P

1

gismum per quem scitur ignotum per notum in oratione in-
terpretativa® (Ibid. ). :

) - In I Periherm., Tract. I, ch. 1.
)

ed enuntiativa oratio.praesentis considerationis est.

Cuius ratio est, quia consideratio huius libri directe

ordinatur ad scientiam demonstrativam, in qua animus ho-

minis per rationem inducitur ad consentiendum vero ex

‘his quae sunt propria rei; et ideo demonstrator non uti-

thr ad suum finem nisi enuntiativis orationibus, signifi-

ovndwcﬁm res secundum quod .earum veritas est in anima"
(In I Periherm., lect. 7, n. 87). )

(5) - U"EL ideo materialiter et finaliter ordinatur ad syllogis-

| . e . . . -
mum interpretatio. Dico autem materialiter non ut materia
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essence and properties of the emuntiation is a necessary prerequisite to

a distinct knowledge of argumentation.

The kind of discourse whith is the subject of this part of
H.omu..n is not that signified by the word proposition. The enuntiation ig
the remote matter from which syllogisms are formed, and it is possibls

to enuntiate without syllogizing. The proposition is the proximate

matter into which the syllogism is first resolved and there is no
proposition outside the Amﬁa._,omwma. The relation ooﬂmdﬁﬁgg the
enuntiation is that of sign to thing signified; the relation .H.owambe.
constitutive of the proposition is that of mwwzon._.ﬁw.m ..,ﬁ._..n: respect to

_ .,. (-
something else that is concluded from it. In this part of logic the

emuntiation is Emm.wd as it is in itself, independently of all mem.dmnom

to the syllogism; the proposition is a second intention encountered

when the syllogism is resolved into its mgterial parts in the consideration

of the third operation: it is itself resolived i

s pe . . . J . . . . ,
different from those into which the enuntiation is resolved, it is defined

propingua vel necessaria (sic enim ad syllogismum se habet
propositio), sed sicub materia remota potens. esse sub for-
ma m“.E.“_,omu..mﬁ.T Finaliter eutem ordinatur .Bﬁ._.m quaeritur
. propver syllogismum, in quo posita elicit ignoti notitiam"
. _mm.a. Albert, In I Periherm., Tract. I, ch. 2).
) - ---enuntiabio secundum esse enuntiationis et secundum ra-
dwoama nominis refertur ad rem designatam et interpreta~
tam per enuntiationem, propositio autem dicit orationem

indicativam non ad rem designatam relatam, sed pro altero B&Et

(quod per ipsam probatur ) posi i i
I i positam, secut praemissa virtu-
. ﬁmé..m.m u.m.wu..oams habet principii comparata ad conclusio-
@ nem" (St. Albert, In T Prior. Anal., Tract. I, ch. 3).
vnmmmm?bHcmH.FHbH wmu.u.smwa.ueu.mo&.ﬁor.u..

M.n.uvb. of St. Thomas admits this difference betwesn enun-
. tlation and proposition, but treats the subject of the
_second wmw.w‘o.w‘,. logic under the name proposition.

l
%3

differently frc

than the -enun

The

The simple enur

for a knowledg
of its Wﬂ.owmﬁ&
enuntiation .d.g
is divided int
of it. After

u..no“_.n&.bm. moda

As S
strictly that
notion of art

how 1o make oz

3. - The Nowr
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m the \mzﬁuﬁmﬁobu and it is subject of different relations

tiation:

Hgmu..am.wmﬁoz o.w ﬁwm enuntiation proceeds ,.mowmu&wmwnwﬁ%.
uw.u..mau.ton u.m oos&.nm.wmm first., The mode of science calls
w‘.o.._h.. the .mﬁdum.o& in its own nature ,w.hwo& to demonstration
ies; Emsom ‘the .H.U.Hm.n steps are the resolution of the

to its vwmwg ém.ﬁmﬁu..nu. parts and its definition, then it

o its subjective paris and u...umv,wnowm&.wu..mm are demonstrated
the simple enuntiation, the oowmwﬂzmbnmmu.ow enuntiations,
1 enuntiations, remain to ,o.m oobmu..nmu.mnm )

t. .E.,cmwuo wou..»z..m out, although the mode of procedure is

of mo“._.m.w.uom.v m.«ﬂn._. this part of logic fulfills the common
in the smmmd..ﬁ.m that in knowing the enuntiation, it teaches

)

" generate an enuntiztion.

4 and the Verb and the Definition of the Enuntiation.

In
prior to the

of the essenc

every science the essence of the subject must be determined

(3)

demonstration of the properties of d.Sm.w subject. Knowledge

e

, however, requires the determination of those elements

" that compose the subject as its proper materigl principles. Accordingly.

|

‘the oonm“.ramu.m&won of the enuntiation must begin by the determination of

1) - For & sumary of the mode ¢f procedure in the consideration
of the simple emuntiation, see St. Albert, In I Periherm.,
Tract. I, ch. 3. . , —

(2) - YPotest etiam dici, quod hic mos artis est : quia ars sst

1

ou...nomﬂ generationes rerum per artem constitutarum : hic antem

principia dantur et praecepta gquibus constituitur interpre-

tatio sive enuntiatio® (Ibid., ch. 2).

(3) -. Cf. In I Post. Anal., leci: 2.
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its material parts. These essential parts of the enuntiation are the

- noun and the verb; .Em% are the first principles of a distinct knowledge

of the emmbiation and bhis
(2)

considération. These two inte

part of logic muist begin with their

ntions must be defined and the aptitude

of wmmmm., composition with one another to signify an intellect in which

&mm.w,&ﬁm or the false is found, together with the impossibility of

muﬂuﬁn.wwob except through ‘their composition, st be manifested.

) Hs the second o@mwmhs..os of dwm..ummmon objects are so composed
that os.m is wdo«B:.n.Q be in or not o be in the other. This oonﬂomwﬂoa
can be mu..muu.h;n.rmm.. ou“_..% by wu.m&..om.nwnm .moamgwbm of something else.
These considerations are- the principles of the “_.omwou..ms_.m definition

of the noun and the verb > @5 distinct from the grammarian's ; the former

considers the noun in.so far as something can be me&omdm@ of it,

and the verb as it &&R be predicated of something else, and defines

3)
both accordingly. .

Both the noun and the verb are moc,bam. ow.dowom which signi

The specific

difference which distinguishes the two is that the noun signifies without

(1) - "...Bt quia omnis scientia praemittit ea quae de principiis
sunt; partes autem compositorum sunt eorum principia, ideo

oportet intendenti de enurtistions praemittere de partibus
eius" (In I Periherm., lect. 1, n. ). :
"...Ad Tractandum ergo de enuntiatione. oportet primum cons -
tituere, quid sit nomen, et quid sit verbum, secundum accep-
tionem logicam quia compositum non cognoscitur nisi scia-
tur ex quot et qualibus est : quia principia esse compositi
_sunt componentia. Et quia sunt principia in esse, sunt
etiam principia sciendi rem illam, cujus ista sunt princi-
pia" (St. Alvert, Tn I Periherm., Tract. I, ch. 3).
(3) - "...Nomen autem prout hic statuitur, statuitur secundum fop-
W) mam qua de ipso aliquid potest enuntiari! (Ibid. ).

1

()

In T Periberm., lectiones hand 5.

. _ 'y ) P . 3 . ° H.
" fime émuwmm.?ﬁm verb signifies with time, and is mu.im<.m the sign o
e S e T —-

|

_H_Sm. mocb ..u.ﬁn the verb are considered in their relation to the

|

intellect, that is, as they are signs of the concepts of the intellect.
3

|

. o ined
Seen thus, the noun (nomen) is a word that signifies some determin

@)

&..owamm.

. i i i ture.
nature known r. some individual possessing a determined na

i in so far
Because -d san.o in itself is not measured by time, but only in s

as it is subject 1o aodm.amc.F ‘the noun signifies its object, so to

, i i b t: since it is movement
speak, in m.m_dm.wm of rest, or without movement; ) -

o e . is
‘that is EmmLHmm by time, the noun signifies without time.

ject tiation;
because of this that the noun is apt to be the subject of an emuntia 3

P o AP ine clse and
" since this mﬁpumof as the subject of inherence of something else

of UH.mQ.u-O tio st be tself some thing st ble and perm ent, it mus t
& n, ImL L g al =3 ax s
= 3 H
be mn_.mﬁ.u.HUvOQ. b y a wor d that does no t connote movemen t or time that is

(3)

-by the noun as defined.

Tt is the reference to signification with time that formally

distinguishes the verb from the noun. Verbs, in so far as they signify
. a | i wi t the

‘some determined action or passion, have in common with nouns tha Y

ignify some| nature or substance. What is proper to the verb, dividing
si. ure

ave

ut-homo; “aut- personam mm&mu.su..wm.dmwvmg VWHWMoBmWM awcwrﬁdﬂwBMm N
¢ roinatum, ut Sortes! (In I Periherm., by n.
(2) - mam m.mwm.amdgm altem secundum 56 considerata, prout signi

o, AP P i turam determinatam,
(1) - ™...Omne enim nomen significat aliquam na

ey

i habet in quantum huiusmo-
ica T nomen et pronomen, non L uiue
Mw.omwcwm.mmowm mensuretur, sed solum secundum quod subiicitur
e .Hmu...n; n. k2). . - ) .
w_h__ojwm.u.huoo habet nomen, quod est enuntiationis MSMWMMMMMH..N
a.E”..W. sic habet esse stans et fixum, m&.smﬂmnm Mm. ibstal
Mb Wmu..wmm. de qua aliquid potest m:db.mu.mu.w gquod insi
(St| Albert, In I Periherm., Tract. II, ow. W.WW&BSE w
3) - ‘n Amﬁ.o.mv._umu. hoc ergo quod nomen significatb s

e.wm..mdcb.ﬂmg.d quod emuntiatur, omoH&H._.& nomen significare
rem| sine tempore® " (St. Albert, Ibid.).




JET

PR
ce

it from .Swm.ﬂogu is that it is the kind of word used by the reason
O

wawmm of action or passion,

. It is for this reason

signify mo.ﬂ,on or passion according to the
that is, as it proceeds from the mﬁdmwmbom

@m& the verb consignifies time, because motion is measured by time

-. 3 M
known to us in time, and gignified by us with .ﬁ.s:mm )

2

In the definition of the verb a second note is added, namely
that it is always the sign of predication, by which is indicated that
= ’
whereas the noun can be found on the side either of the mswwmod or

predicate, the verb, as such, is always mb.mnma on the side of the

(3)

predicate, but never on the side of the subject

()

is that it pertains to action as such to inhere; but it is the-

The reason for this

inherence that is expressed by the
(53 -

in that is said of; the sign of predication, therefore, must be a word
that signifies something as proceeding from and inhering in moEdesm.
else. HA... must, therefore, be a word that oonmwma..ynwmm time, hence the
formzl predicate is always a verb end a verb, m.m defined, can be only
predicate. Consequently the use of a verb is essential to express the

omposition or division of the mind : "...in omni predicatione oportet
¢) g

(1) - "...Potest t i
ceoe autem actus significari triplici ali
HUMH. modum actionis ut scilicet mmm mmwmwamemﬁd ﬁo Mn..aov
et inhasrens ei ut subj ic si or vorh
: subjecto, et sic significat "
@) me T Periherm., lect. 5, n 56). # sun per verba
%megomWOdMMw.m m oMM.m“_.ﬁ verbum significans actionem, consi-
; puS, quia proprium est motus te i
actiones autem nobis not in P ctum oot
ae sunt in tempor Di :
tem supra quod consignifi ot o3 e o
m Sup T nsignificare tempus est signifi i
quid in tempore mensuratum' (Ibid., n. 58) gniticare ali-

(3) - ",..verbum...se i
-..Semper ponitur ex parte praedicati
autem ex parte subiecti, nisi st e, inisn
o MHU“E,J L5 : » nisi mcbmdﬁ.. in' vi nominis.!
‘= W...verbum significat actionem i
. s per mod i
__cuius ratione est ut inhasreat" AHE.M wa modu.o,ﬁ_.mh o
(5) - "n...Inesse autem in eo 152

; quod inest, causa est praedicationi
de altero' (St. ATbert, In I Peribernm,, Teach IiT wwwpompvm
2 . .

predicate, since it is that which is’

IWWI

esse verbum, eo quod verbum importat compositionem, qua praedicatum com-

)

wos..w.uoﬁ. subiecto.! It is impossible to form a perfect instrument for

ﬁmm mwmsﬁ%omﬂoz of the true other than by the composition of a noun

: ﬁmv
and a verb.
Although in any enuntiabion a noun is always subject and the
formal @H.m_&om.wm always a verb, the terms noun and subject and verb and

predicate m.H,m not synonymous and the question answered by the noun and

the «mu.o cannot be answered by subject and predicate. The noun and verb

are mmw.wL& sbove; the subject is that. sbout which something is said and

|-

the Huum,& ate is that which is said dbout something else. The pﬁmmwwoa

A.

answered by the noun and the verb is : of what kinds of words is the

magdwmwwﬁz composed as of its proper material parts ? As the component

elements.| these words must be prior by nature to_that which is_composed

e ——

of them. | The noun and the verb, as defined, zre so prior, but subject

and predicate are posterior in nature fo the emuntiation, since they
. . 3)

presuppose an enunbtiation already formed in shich they can be designated.

(1) - 1In I Periherm., lect. 5, n. 59.

(2) -. Jomn of S%. Thomes treats the noun and the verb in the part

N m,n. his logic that deals with. the first operation, considering
.Euma as certain contractions of the notion of term. This is

an error since the noun and verb enter into the consideration

of logic only shen it analyzes the enuntiation. )

3) - _A_dmﬁmgu.bmbdmm ergo de verbo secundum logici intentionem et
de nomine, non vocams ea subjectum et praedicatum : quamvis
ﬂomams pomen sit subjectum de quo alterum est, et verbum prae-
ﬁwnmﬁﬁp quod est de altero : quia subjectum in ratione sub-
jecti.non est nisi prout est in enuntiatione et stat sub
w..ou.ém emunbiationis : et similiter est de praedicato si in
_H.muS..os.m praedicati accipitur : et hoc modo notitia subjecti
et praedicati pendet ex notitia enuntiationis : et sic sub-

i _u.moeg et preedicatum sunt posteriora in ratione gquam enun-
tiatio et non priora. GCum-ergo hic’quaerebammus elementa
lemintiationis quae in raticne priora sunt_composito, deter-
minabimus ista elementa sub ratione nominis et verbi, et
non sub ratione prasdicati-et subjecti" (St. Albert, In I.
Periherm., Tract. I, ch. 3). .
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2o S uow.dm
The propo. uvﬁu.ch—u on the other wwmbﬁwv is H.WWOHCQ&. into mc..U.umOﬂ and pred;
,Umnum.d.wm 1t 1s pr di & he MQH“_:O stic conse
t edication E‘Hﬂﬂ is the cause of t gL . uen;
q ce

m.ﬁd._mo
t and @H@&ON&GM mu..ﬂU.OcWH— HuOM.ﬁOH;H.OH. in H,Hm..ﬂ.GH.m to the mﬂuﬂﬁ—.ﬁu.m..ﬁ
. ' lon

as . .
such, are prior in nature to the proposition as such

te

etermination of the inte princivles of the

enuntiation, its formal principles must be determined

enuntiation must be :
a composit: 3 s
1) 2 © D ¢ expression. its genus is the discourse

(oratio ).

Since the

- . -
g 0L Sp £ S Vids
For the under S ﬂm'.:&ﬂ of the ecific differ ence Eum.ﬂ di es
a b ] -
the 0~uﬂ~wﬁuvm._uu10nw from 11 o ther kinds of dis course. it r mst be noted
a’ =

hat QU-WOOGH.MQ is the instrument b, which the reason Emﬁmm‘ﬁm its
t 1] i 18 con.
cep ts s but the Tirst UH.PNHQHﬁ“_-Q or LHOSHWQ.W@ of any ins trunent is its

> S 3 and mOn.uQH.Qu.—.NHW“_-vN instrumen ar sl
end or it use ts e def ed fr om EMOFH end,

The p
proper use, or .mnm“ of the emuntiation is the manifestation of the
I 0!

% .
rue or the false, and therefore the enuntiation is
(@)

. 4s to the mode in which the true or

a discourse in which

there is the true or the false

th i d 9 is
e false are in the wnﬁdcu.m.d”._.obn damn as St. Thomas points out
X : * 5 d

according i i
ng to the way the thing signified is in the sign ; "dicitur autem

signo intellectus veri

et falsi; sed sicut in subiecto est ve )

in emuntiatione esse verun vel falsum sicut in
3
rum vel falsum in mente."

3 In T Periherm., lect. 6. - :
B_,mmwmswnmwwwmcﬁwmﬁwsoa mwmdu.,n.r. quamvis non sit instru-
rt i Hmdwoaw is amdsamww..nmw operantis, est tamen
dotimims oy natond e Cmne -autem instrumentum oportet
orationis, sicut et MEMMM wawmwwnﬂw.ﬁﬁuﬂmbg ot gt
orat i ; > gmificativee ost signifi-

Hsﬁmwmmmmmwgmwmwa intellectus. .n@c.mm autem sunt o@mum.wmww%wm

ton 1 mu.u.m m:dmnw.m.cs cwm non invenitur veritas et falsi-

oootian & mncn.n.ma. Hg.mam,.ﬁ. verum vel falsum. Et ideo
forag om e iativam mme_.E..d ex significatione veri et
B ns quod non omnis oratio.est eruntiativa, sed

* in qua ver I
(3) - um <mu,.wm.PmE,= est" (In I Periherm., Isct. 7, n.83).

Tbid., n. 8.

.
3

P L

"+ . the demonstration of its proper

true or the £

.amvummmb&m@m whether the-subject: is &
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Once the essence of the emntiation is kmowm, a complete know-

for its division into the various linds of enuntiations,

i

ledge of it calls

ties (oppositicn), and the consideration
of the oosmm@ﬁAmdomm of enuntiations, inclnding modal-enuntiations.

that of the second

Unlike the logic of the first operation,

mst be called formal logic. Ibs: subject is a form which contains the

A

se as the sign.of an intellect in which there is the true

" or the false.| This form remains .the same independently of the matter

ubstance, quentity, quality, or

_Au dicaments, for instance, and whether the predicate

any other of fthe pre

is in it Smam_mmmuu..u.% ot accidentally, the .ooawomm..wwon of a2 noun and a

verb is required and suffices to say the true or the false.

To manifast the necessity of following the proper order in
logic for a distinct knowledge of sach part, the dependence of a distinct

‘knowledge of |the enuntiation on a knowledge of the universal, and then’

that of.amr understanding of &s.m syllogism on the knowledge of the

enuntiation may be indicated.

From the consideration of the universals it is known that
En..rdmu.mmur..r.h% u..m. the cause of predicability; it is because a nature is
in Emb%. and oouannﬁo.m,cu.m to many that it can ,cm,wu.m&om.ama of them.
For this reason the sign of the predicate must be a word that signifies
eing i therefore it uBm.n. be that kind of word which signifies action

or passion as it proceeds. from and inheres in the subject; it must,
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consequently, be a word that consignifies time, that is, a verb.
The importance of the knowledge provided by the study of the
mdmuﬁ.u.;m.,nu..os for a distinct _Boi.mmwm of ‘the syllogism can be manifested

by examples of second intentions proper to the enuntiation which

determine

e _nature and properties of syllogisms. The relations of

opposition according to contradiction and contrariety, for instance
et : ?

P R .
found d#m@\@\o.m oowqmu.mwonwﬁmwodompdwo:m_..§”._.ow“_.ms/mmHmde..:onHmm

of the conseguence of

erfect syllogisms. Similerly, it is in the

consideration of the second operation that the qualities and quantities

of enuntiations are kmowm, and these found the modes of the various

figures of the syllogism; the rules for syllogisms that destroy each

other are founded on the opposition of the various kinds (according to

quality and guantity) of emuntiations. Again, the contradictory opposition

of mwwmkém.nwoa .m:a. negation is a Eowﬁw.m of knowledge of the dialectical
.,mu.owomwdu..osv as ovwommm ‘to the m,msoumﬁumﬁ.rqm.. for while the demonstrator
accepts csm. or the waﬁm..nm mmwmaanmﬂm@. .dmn.wnmm he has evidsnce of the
truth, the &m.Hmoﬂ.owmn accepts either u..umd.lwwm&maﬁ.uﬁ Lastly, the same

proparty of contradictory opposition founds the syllogism ad impossibils.

(1) - "Interpretatio (quae de re sicut est vel non est interpre-

tatur ) non potest fieri solo nomine, sed oportet quod ver-
- bum mmu_._bmm.nﬁ, : quia verbum per hoc quod WMWEH.“._.mmd agere
dwm”_. pati quod.est substantize nominis proprium, significat
id quod inest nomini. -Inesse autem in eo quod u..ummw

causa est praedicationis de altero, sicut in mowmnwu..um
-Universalium dictum est : et ideo interpretatio de esse
vel non esse rei non nisi per verbum fieri potest!
(St. #lbert, In I Periherm., Tract. ITI, ch. 1).

as its subject

|

logic, however

li. - Togic's Consideration of Words.

Both the definition and the emuntiation are defined as discourse

(oratio), which is a composition of words ordered by the reason; the same

is true of the

syllogism. . .Pooou.&.bmu.,us in each of its ,va&m logic has

a _certain ooﬁ@omwﬁ..o.s oméouam.ewmwouamu.mﬁdumodow

themselves, ar
they signify c
on the other h

the formal suk

, is second intentions. Words, however, considered in

e not second intentions. Words are sensible and, since
onventionally, artificial and contingent; second intentions,
and, are spiritual, natural, and necessary. If, therefore,

ject -of logic is second intentions, then the necessity of

its consideration of words to arrive ab a knowledge of second intentions,

and the-precise aspect under which it-considers words, must be manifested.

This question
more forcefull

that of the £

@)

arises at the ,omm..gE..bm.ow Jogic, but it suggests “.Sf.mmu..m
]y in the consideration of the second operation than in

irst because the enuntiation is manifested by kinds of words,

the noun and the verb, and Aristotle ,cm.mu.bm the Perihermeneias with the

determination

of the signification of words.

The necessity of logic's consideration of words is thus

indicated by

", ,.quia

St. Thomas :

Logica ordinatur ad cognitionem de rebus sumendam, )

significatio vocum, quae est immediata ipsis conceptionibus

. intellect

Logic is orde

us, pertinet ad principalem considerationem ipsius" (2).

red to the attainment of knowledge of things; since this

involves an ordering of concepts, the subject of logic is the relations

(1) - St. Albert, me. instance, considers this question in .
De Praedicsbilibus, Tract. I, ch. 3, and De Praedicamentis,

- Tract. I, ch. L.
(2) - In I|Peribérm., lect. 2, n. 13:




AT el A e

il

n STt

that i v ' W ve:
mooud.m..no things as they are in the HE..SQA ) oudm. howe
. . . ) > T, si nify .
H &
.EEm&.mw.mH .w.rm concepts of the mind, or things as they are i
b . th e in the mip,

and through iati )

. .m‘ ..gm w_mmﬁm,wu..on of the concepts s things themselves ® B u

s el . SCause

wards. H« considers words,

attainment of kno

the o,nznmm&m themselves are spiritual, 1o
) bl

through their mmmm“.:uu,m signs;,
i N 2

3)

dispositions of words constitute an in

consideration of words when he poirts out that

St.. Alb i _
ert provides .an example of the necessity of logic's

gic can treat of them ou.“_.%
&rmwmmowmu ,mw they mst be ordered for the

N ¢ nstrument for the attai
such knowledge. ) . o : rment, of

the disposition of w:m

universals in their UH.@&ON..Emz_..\m can be ﬂOOOE@HHm..:.QQ. 0:“_.% Uﬂ OHQ.WHP.B.
g

@ -

@) -

G) -

(L) -

1 T
...notum (per guod i i sci .
X o} gnoti scientis ipd
oot nod a accipitur icit
oo moowwwﬁc wnHHHomd prout est res extra Enwﬂrmww roerons
t1o aco Mm.mc. wuo_..pd est notio quaedam in anima swomomzx
u..muo. lmm& im m.M.Wthomﬁgm est et illativa eius QMMMHT
tu +-+ HoOC ergo modo voces signifi ‘rerum
ooumg . s significativ
omd.wm.mam.n logicus et non aliter? (St. Albe Mﬁ_.qmm raeds
ilibus, Tract. I, ch. 4). . = T 2 Freeds

1
...secundum Phil

T Philosophum, . -voces sunt signa intellectuum

samwmn.._lwmﬂﬂbmmmmﬁmwnuwﬁmd u

et intellectus sunt rer
quod vocs fe i i
ot Mu Mmmugé,mn res signiticandas medianite con-
peptd t ,.wo,wzm. Secundum igitur quod aliquid
s ognosci potest, sic a nobis inart (12 P g
uia zutem logica i 4
. : s omnia 'l t
sive in Sepel o8 0 considerat prout sunt in znmima

gnificante ad i " i

mu.mnwm Sty MHv.moHacE (St. Eb.mu.f De Praedicabilibus,

wmu.mamwwmwm pwmmswompocm ad se m.«,mm alterum utitur sermone

P eocadara s b T s.numw. mmf“ quia sine sermone designativo

s :mo“_.ﬁ test ad no.cwdn_.ma ejus quod ignotum est

I e 0 Mm autem logicus sermone utitur prout est
ntl, per quod solum fides fit de u..uoomzu..mo

cum notitia ipsius 1t
mentit (Ibid. ). ex noto arguitur per Complexionem argu-

potest nominari"(Ia P.,q.13

s n Jus, dui quaerit . venir
o] ! tu : @ Tlt per notum sibi ire
vlam 1gnovl : gratia horum-considerat ammwww.UMM °

3

a.l,c).

it can order the n.onomwdm only g.o&amw.. -
: ing

W mﬂ‘ mA O the Eumnsofau or in so far as ‘cer tain de
; - &OHH.E. ed

the words

logic to b
points oub

.in the Pre

universals. ar

|

A
4

signify them,

of the ob;

without the: true or the £al.

|

|

dicaments from the

e ordered

; however, the mode of consider

@)

which signify universals; similarly, it

reat of ens verum except through its vocal sizn.
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is impossibile for

As St. Albert

ation of words is very different

mode in the Perihermeneias. In the former,

in their genera by ordering the words that .

.wﬁ what are manifested are the natures and properties

jects: signified by the

subjects rma..mmm&m

]

(2)

.. The reason

words; in the second. h

. the ki ...L,om words themselves, or their mode of signif

or without time

for this is that the instrument for

of a certain kind of

]
enuntiating the true.is nroduced by a composition

words;; and is in no way . dependent

A

=

@) -

@) -

‘ch.

In

voce,
pretatio. .
tione, quae accidunt e

1).

I Per

praedicsbile designari.
tis ubi non possumus, &
nec.praesentes ;et ideo sii
Propter quod praedicabilia o
quod vocibus significantur® (

WQuia autem jam in antececentibus ad

tate quo

iherm., Tract:

npiffert :autem modus Sl
+is et hic.

sive inquirat :apud alium per sermonem ext
sequitur de necessi
test determinari,

upon the nature of the things signified.

logicam probatum est,

quod ad scientiam incogniti per cognitum non devenitur,

_E..mH per dispositum sermols
inquirat apud seipsum per int

m ad significandum, sive homo
erius dispositum sermonem,

erius prolatum,

d ordo praedicabiiium non po-—
nisi secundum quod sub voce nsbet

Rebus enim inquisitive incogni-
o quod nec finitae sunt nobis

ignis et vocibus uti oportet.
portet considerare secundum
De Praedicamentis, Tract. I,

gnificandi in voce in Presedicamen-

T securdum rerum proprietat
Hic autem in scientia de interpretatione
pretatio f£it. per .sermonem )
et terminatur in rem :

e

In Praedicamentis enim est inchoztio signi-
Ficationis a re, ev verminatur in voce.
| Praedicamentorum de decem

ficantibus, e

.Est eminm liber

vocibus prima principia signi-

es non vocum.
(eo quod inber-

est inchoatio a sermone sive
quia aliter non esset inter-
Et propter hoc mlta dicuntur de interpreta-

i in quantum est in voce" (St. Albert,

I, ch. 2). -
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H.omd...au as Mﬁ&.omﬁmmu considers words in s6.far as their oQ._T
position forms “..Sﬂf.udsmndm for passing from the ‘known to the unknown
Such oo@owwdwozm ”om words are the definition énd ‘syllogism and, as .w
prerequisite to the syllogism, the enuntiation. But these kinds of dis-
course can Ew‘ @m&gmuﬁm for advancing from the known ..ao the unknown
only if they owzwmws the second intentions governing this advance. -

To ¥now an mmmmﬁom s for instance, the reason must compose concepts
ordered to one arother as genus and specific difference ; the definition

A > s
therefore can manifest an essence ‘only in so far as these relations are
contained in the .ﬁ.vwam that compose the definition. Similarly, logic
in its consideration of the second operation orders kinds of words mo“.
as to form a discourse which contains the true or the false. Thus

. s

in sum i i i :
: L.omu..n considers the kinds of discourss in so far as they contain

% . .
he second intentions ; the second intentions are known through the

consideration of the &mo%&mmm that contain them. What remains to be

discovered, then, is the precise mode of being in mooow&sm to which

second intentions are. contained in words.

St. Thomas indicates two moments than can be ‘distinguished in

the relation of words to the reason. In the first, the virtus interpre
— e

tativa

hich | . Lo
s Which is the practical reason as it forms significative sounds

of voice : in
voice, makes use of natural instrumsnts (lungs , tongue, teeth lips)
A A J 3 £
for the formation of articulate sounds. The

1)

and the discourse is the reason,  and not the natural instruments
x . - ’

principal cause of the word

u’ - 1 3 - . - 03 .
1) E&mﬁm.m Mw.w.wwo Mmd Mu.mEHHomS.HP non sicut instrumentum
. ] B 41cet naturalis : quia instrumenta f i
virtutis interpretativae sunt m0, G e
X guttur et pulmo, quib ~
matur vox, et lingua et dentes et labia, @:wwmm@ﬁﬁﬂwﬁwmw

- 101 -

the reason that m”_..<.mm 10 the sounds ‘of voice their meaning,

docuhie

because it is

- ‘gender, a.mo”_.mam“._.o?. conjugation, and the like, and which determines how

words are ﬂdo“...dm modified and composed So:as to"form the various kinds
of noawomw..wm .wue.ummmu..oﬁm - the interrogation, command, statement, and

so on. ° Consiflered thus in their first moment, as they proceed as

artificial effects from the practical reason, the meanings and forms

of simple mba.A mon.%oww_.ﬁm sounds of voice are contingent and are the

|

subject of grammar. R

The second moment .wwmmﬁﬁuommm the first. Once knowledge of the

|

form of the discourse, as this is debermined by the practical intellect,

has been acquired, then the reason makes use of the various kinds of

EDBHE instruments for the production of omH&m....E effects

UIpsa autem ratio est, quae movet. virtutem corporalem motivam
ad opera|artificialia, quibus gtiam ut instrumentis.utitur
ratio : non sunt autem instrumenta alicuius virtutis corpora-
1is. Et|hoc-modo ratio potesi stiam uti oratione. et eius
@B..S..,cﬁmu..msmmu., instrumentis : quamvis non naturaliter signi-

ficant" | (1).

Thus, for “_..,smwmbomu the practical reason mskes use of the vocative dis-
course to g ‘u the attention of enother, of the interrogative to obtain

an answer, “mﬁ& of the imperative, deprecative, and optative to move
: . (2;

muodwmu_&o .n_ﬁm umuwowambomowmosmﬂouw..,?m mvmodu.m.wwqmﬂmmmona%.m
4

et mu_&woé soni distinguuntur : oratio autem et partes
eius Am:b& sicut effectus virtutis interpretativae per ins-
trumenta praedicta. Sicut enim virtus motiva utitur natu-
H.m.._u..._muﬁm instrumentis, sicut brachiis et manibus ad facien-
da opera artificialia, ita virtus interpretativa utitur
m&.&ﬁm et aliis instrumentis naturalibus ad faciendum ora-
tioném. Unde oratio et eius partes non sunt res naturales,
sed quidam artificiales effectus" (In I Periherm., lect. 6,
n. 81). o -

(1) - Toidl .

(2) - pid., lect. 7, n. 85.




the_intellicence of anotper

Neither of these forms of discoursg .

could 1 :
Serve as instruments for the production of these effects unless

they contained the second intentions, and it is recisely according i
. 0

the i i
mods_in which effects are in the instrumental cause that the secong

intentions are containe

d in the H.o.H.am, of discourse used by the speculative

reason. ife : in
Ieason. The maniféstation of certain notions pertaining to the causality

proper to instrumental cause and the application of these notions to

the word may serve to make this clear.

St. Thomas thus explains the ‘difference between principal and
instrumental cause : . -

n i i i

. Hdamwmm_w. ﬁ.EEm quod ,.mzw“._.mun wm& causa agens, principalis et ins-

Srum H.ou.Em.m.Qn. MHM.MUHMM..WmMHm quiden operatur per virtutem

2 avur effectus, sicut igni

Saae Torm : B cut ignis suo calore

el MMWH“mm momcmm“_.<mu.o instrumentalis non agit per virtutem

; Sed solum per motum quo mo i

suae , sed o movetur a principali

agente. Unde effectus non assimilztur me&wcbmw.no .mwm prin
s -

cipali i
hs agenti latur securi, sed arti,

: sicut lectus non assimi.
Quae est in mente artificig® (2) .

? 3 - Y .. 3
e difference is found in the principle of the activity of the agent

itselr. incipal’ i
self. The principal cause acts through a power which pertains to it

in vi T3 wm £¢ i
virtue of its owm form, by vhich is reant any form which inheres in

H - 3 . 3 . " .
(1) Mwwwwwmwwﬁmwwmwwwwmw ﬁomam&wz the speculative order is
T es : rding to the primary end of words
ﬁwaﬁs WM nmog4 ..umﬁ_.o? Yet, as' St. Albert points om._..
B cementis, Tract. I, ch. 1), acquisition of
o “_F u,\ﬁwwomw the E:mn_osdu vhether commnicated by another
1g, or attained by the efforts of ' ’
reason, requires the inst : i 5, om
(2) . 1o mwv e thwmdﬁﬁmmﬁmﬁ.ﬁ% of words.

it in the mammer of a complete nature, wh

" of itself or

ether. it possesses that form
‘ from another, whether through natural acceptance or through
xy; . - N

violence. A.Egm instrumental cause, 502m4mwv does not produce the effect

&:H.oﬁmr Lﬂ&.m i ,o.SQH... of any form possessed by the instrument, but only in

mm. .H.mw as it is moved d.w‘ the principal agent. Thus the movement by

which the instrument u...m moved by the agent is to the instrument as is

|

the ‘ooaw”_.mﬁm....mog to ‘the principal .cause; just as the form possessed is

|

" the ﬁﬁ.psowvwm of the-operation of the principal cause, so the movement

|

by the per.se agent: is the principle of the properly instrumental

| : .
operation-of the instrument.: - In explanation of ..«.E.m it may be pointed

|

out that two operations may be attributed to an instrument : a saw,

for example;:in virtue of its own form (hard, sharp-toothed) has the

_

Huo$mu to cut; the other is its properly Hﬂmdgaﬁmu.,owmwm&wobv which

is to make a cut that is straight and suitable for the goodness of the
object to b6 made. The latter transcends the m.uos.mu. of the saw itself
and has as “_.&m.v wH.u.bowm.va not the form of the saw, but its movement, or

e
B 2y L )
use, by the|principal agent; it is this that constitutes the instrument

1) "...ad aliquem effectum operatur aliquid dupliciter.
Uno modo sicut per se agens; et dicitur per se agere
quod agiv per eliquem formam sibi inhaerentem per modum
natirae completae, sive habet .illam formam a se, sive

ab alio, -aut naturaliter, aut violenter! (Q, D. da Veri-
ritate, q. 27, a. b, c.) ) .
(2) -. Tilio modo aliquid operatur ad effectum instrumentaliter :

pcﬁa quidem non operatur. ad effectum per formam sibi in-
haerentem, sed solum in quantum est motum a per se agente.

. est_insiru-
, Sicut se habet forma com-
»du.mﬂm ad per se agentem, ita se habet motus quo movetur a

principali agente, ad instrumentum, sicut serra operatur
. ad, vomanzh. Quamvis enim serra habeat aliquam actionem

quae sibi competit.secundum propriam formam, ut dividere,

ﬂmimw aliquem effectum habet qui:sibi non competit nisi
in guantum est mota ab. artifice, scilicet facere rectam

Py S sl




L L@
in its esse factivo. .

Since the instrument contributes to the effect only in so far

as it.is moved by the ber se agent, the effect is always assimilated to

the wu.wuou.@mur and never to.the instrumental cause.

()

The instrument,

- moreover, is indifferent to the effect producad

The determination of the precise mode in which the effect is in
the .wsm.dgmuwmu. cause follows from the principle of the wawggﬁﬂ.
omcmmﬁ..q of the instrument, which is the movement by which the instrument

is moved by the per se agent.  St. Thomas determines the mode in which

effects are in the instrumental cause when he answers %

he question

. . (3)
whether grace is contained in the sacraments. In response to this

wun,.wmwouma. et convenientem formam artis. Zt sic instru-
mentum habet duas operationes : upam Quae competit ei se-
memuw_mmogms propriam; aliam quae oou.mum&u..d el secundum
motum & per se agc ae t i irt
roprae popun & HMHE..Q. vwmczdm » quae transcendit virtutem
(1) - ﬂ.HsmdgugE siquidem duplicem haket actionem, scilicet
propriam et instrumentalem : ut scindere est Hum_oﬁu.u..m ope
Tavio serrae, facere vero sedem secando est ipsius opera-
tio instrumentalis... Et sicut instrumenti est ommu..mﬁ.o
mzwwmu.@ ita etiam est dquplex quo operatur : alterum sibi
proprium, ut dentatura ferrea et acuta Serrae, qua scin-
&dm.mﬁmwﬁa 2 principali agente participatum, quo ex-
tenditur et facere dicitur proprium effectum. Xt hoc
est Mowﬂm ipse quo instrumentum movetur a wm.wuowvmwu.
agente... Bt constituit eum in esse factivo! (Cajetan
In ierviem Partem, g. 13, a. 2, n, 5). . ’
__Emo &st principale in qualibet zctione a quo imponitun
dm.muﬂs._hpm et ratio ei quod fit 5 sicut patet in mw&wmd.oumu
H._.dﬁm“ p:n.a terminus vel ratio arcae vel domui non imo-
nitur ab instrumentis, sed ab ipsa arte., Nam instrumenta
se w,.mvmwd differenter ut cooperéntur ad hanc formam vel
quaniitatem, vel alizm. ‘Serra enim guantum est de se
mb,ww. est ad secandum ligmum, secundum quod competit m.m
ostio, et Scamno, et domui, et in oﬂmom.apﬁm quantitate;
sed guod sic secetur lignum, quod sit aptum ad talem for-
| Dam et ad talem quantitatem, est ex virtute artist
¢ “"(In IIT De Anima, lect. 8, n. 332), R
3) ~ ITia m..vup...lmu.. s aa. 3, bs 4. D. de Veritate, q. 27, a. 7.

. question, S

b. Thomas points out that grace is not in the sacraments as

)

-accidents are in their subjects, but as the similitude of the effect

is ooﬁ&&bmf in the cause. This can be according to various modes and

in amwmwawnwwm,wg. Huumo”.rm.m mode in which the similitude of the effect is
contained in the institment, St. Thomas teaches that it is not there
mA.voou.m.“.Em. .do a similitude o..H; ‘natural species , as, for instance, the
similitude of an effect is .oonﬁB..Wmm in an univocal cause, nor as the
likeness is possessed in a permanent way and in a state of rest, and so
that it is Wwowow.nwodm@ do..dﬁ...w. me..m_on.. as in the case of equivocal
causes mb.@ .oﬂ.ﬁmm. ‘that own.u.mwm. wnn.m..w&sm to a spiritual or intelligible
likeness of &:m.mmmm.w&. wmﬁﬁu stic likeness of the effect is in the
Hbmﬂ\.sambﬁ according to the mode aw dmu...um of the instrumental power as
mc.ow.f 2) But, ,mu..uom the Hﬁm&w&uﬁmn&mﬁ vowqmu. is not possessed by the ins-
trument as ja form inhering in itself, n.sd is there rather only in so
far as the {instrument is moved by the principal cause, its being is
not complete and perfect, but fluid, u..u%mun_,mod\.. Mavm,u.smum:ﬁ and

3) .
transient.| Accordingly, the similitude of the effect is in the instru-

(L).- IIia P., q. 62, a. 3, ad 1; Q. D. de Veritate, q. 27, a. 7.
(2) - Wl sacramentum novae legis est instrumentalis gratiae
om#mm. inde gratia est in sacramento novae :legis, non

n.su.,hms secundum similitudinem speciei, sicut effectus
mmA.ﬂ in ceusa univoca; neque etiam secundum aliquam for-
mam propriam et permanentem, et proportionatam ad talem
‘effectum, sicut sunt effectus in causis non univocis,
@E_.m res generatae in sole, sed secundum quamdam instru-

mentalem virtutem" (IIIa P., q. 62, a. 3, Cule
cf| Q. D. de Veritats, q. 27, a. 7.

(3) - “.).ponendo gquod sacramentum est instrumentalis causa
mu.w.ﬂmmu necesse est simml ponere quod in sacramento sit
pcmmnﬁn virtus instrumentalis ad inducendum sacramentalem
mwwmowcs. Et haec quidem virtus proportionatur instru-
mento. Unde comparatur ad virtutem absolutam et perfec-
tam alicujus rei, sicut comparatur instrumentum ad agens

wH.”._Fo“._,.ﬁmHm. Instrumentum enim...non operatur nisi in
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mental cause in a fluid fashion, in so far as the forms flow- from the

a
principal cause to the effect through the mediation of the instruments )

St. Thomas, in answering the objection that the sacraments can.

not cause grace because a corporeal being cannot ppssess a spiritual

pover, teaches that such a power can be in a corporeal thing instru-

mentally, and exemplifies this from the power of the spoken word to

effact- knowledge .
Y. .. virtus spiritualis non potest esse in re
modum virtutis permanentis et completae. ..
prohibet in corpore es
liter, in quantum scil.

corporea per
Nihil tamen
se virtutem spiritualem instrumenta~
icet corpus potest moveri ab aliqua
substantia spirituali ad aligqusm effectum spiritualem indu-
cendum; sicut in ipsa voce sensibili est quaedam vis spiri-
tualis ad excitandum intellectum hominis, in quantum pro-
cedit a conceptione mentis. Et hoc modo vis spiritualis
est in sacramentis, in quantum ordinatur a Deo ad effectum
spiritualem! (2), ’

Just as the power of the sacraments to produce grace is not possessed

by them in the manpner of an inherent H,oua_. but is there gmﬁgsmnﬁm.ﬂ%»

in so far as the mmnmwuHm signs are elevated by God to the production

of zrzce, so the power to produce knowledge is not possessed by words

as they are sensible sounds of voice, but is in them instrumentally,

quantum est motum a principali
operatur; et ideo virtus principalis agentis habet

permanens esse in natura; virtus autem instrumentalis
habet esse transiens ex uno in aljud, et incompletum"

- (IIIa P., q. 62, a. b, c.)

() - "Quar%o modo quando similitudo effectus non secundum
eamdem rationem, nec ut natura quaedam, nec ut quies-
cens, sed per modum cuiusdam defluxus est in causa;
sicut similitudines effectium sunt in instrumentis,
quibus mediantibus defluunt formae a causis principa-

libus in effectis® Q. D. de Veritate, q. 27, a..7).
(2) - IITa p., q. 62, a. ly, ad 77 ) :

agente, quod per se

" this example may

- H.O_ -
in sSo far as E._.Ow are moved U< the intelligence Ew...uuﬂwﬂ s the @H.u.ﬁﬁu.ﬁmu.
g 3

re, 1s 1n the words as
c imily e of the OH.HQOGV therefo 5
ause. The jsiml tude o

4t is in the instrumental cause.

Elsewhere muhHu“_-mu.Bﬂnm this same vau.Hw_uu Hum.wcmunw. that a meuu.nu.ﬁ:.m.u-
S€ s B

[,

power can be in a corporeal

... i stens
. _ i example "...sicut sermo audibilis, existe
cause, St. Thomas gives as an 3

e s . tmae. !
causd disciplinae...contined intentiones amm

thing according to the manner of instrumental

The elaboration of
nd i i in
e +to manifest how the second intentions ere
serv \
the discourse. ) o
ir own form, are sensible sounds of

“Words, according %o the

i is simply to strike the
oice and the effect proportioned to this form is simply
.< RN

Y ar as Eﬁmc
But they are the camse o1 “_-(mh.:uyﬂ.m A&MOFUHISN.V in so f
.

are used as_instr uments U< the intellects of oth e GQWOWOH. and the

;

. The teacher
learnsr

ear.

chooses and orders the words so as to form

ts for the co nicati of his knovris ge3 i
instruments THANLC tion oW oviiedge; the learner

=2 . fect @H.O&.ﬁ_.ﬂmm.
bstracts the Bﬂmu.ub-%.ﬁvu.m uhuﬂuu.nﬁu-OHum from them The ef
al

ibi esse per mo-
o ' completum; potest tamen i s e
e o eie ot £ in i entis motis ab arti
’ intentionis : sicut in instrum nbis : e
M.._.a HMMMSMMMWM artis, et sermo mﬁ&owuhm=mUAn_.HW&memMW¢
io0 ineb i i animae .,
iscipli + intentiones ma N
i “_. ow.u.éw.mm ad secundam quaestionem; _ MWmMMMMMEu )
. m“_rm&mkamm&dwﬁgm signis, quae in Mo&mwwwwm e Mgt
@ - bei ‘untur, intellectus accipiat intent s imte s
MMMHM» p&.,oMm utitur ad scientiam pbrmvou.wmo acier 2
m .
Q. D, de Veritate, q. 11, a. 1, ). g,
"l E.Eo.mumnmuwﬁm docens non %ﬁwﬁmwcuw,mwdwwwmp e
mmm est causa quodammodo speciei i e B
] roponit nobis quaedam signa ub.mHM mu_m.u.mam v
.,%.wuws quas intellectus noster ab. i11is Cix
i i 0 :
ok pecondit in seipso" (Tbid., ad 1L)

- P P! alis
AHV 1D e OOHUOHN“_I.—. non Ormwﬁ esse Vir tus s iritu

oS
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is science in the mind of the hearer, which effect is assimilated %o

: @ .
the principal cause, the science of the teacher, -and not to the sound
of woice. Science is knowledge of conclusions , which are known .gu.ocmr

a middle term, hence the second intentions governing science are an

essential part of the effect, and their similitude is conbained in the

Anstrumental cause, which is the discourse of the master, according to

the way that instruments contain the likeness of the effect. The words.

of the teacher must be disposed momo&&sm to a certain determined order

50 as to form an instrument for leading the intelligence of the learner
)

from the known to the unimomm; thus his discourse contains not only

the first intentions but the second as well, . otherwise it is an

inadequate instrument and can prodnce the effect only per accidens.

It u..maom&dmws kinds of discourse are instruments

of the speculative reason and accordingly contain the second intentions

that they fz21l under the ooﬁmwmmwmdwon of logic. The logician's

consideration of the norb and the verb, for instance, is very different
from the grammarian's ».H,oH. the former considers them only in so far as
they are the kinds of words that must be composed by the rezson for the

formation of a discourse that is an instrument for signifying the true.

" (1) - "...docens non dicitur transfundere scientiam in discipu-

. lum, quasi illa eadem numero scientia quae est in magis-
tro, in discipulo fiat; sed quia per doctrinam fit in
discipulo scientia similis ei quae est in magistro,
educta de potentia in actum! (Ibid., ad 6).

(2) - "...secundum hoc unus. alium docers dicitur, quod istum
discursum rationis, quem in se facit ratione naturali,
alteri exponit per signa et sic ratio naturalis disci-
puli, per huiusmodi sibi proposita, sicut per quaedam
instrumenta, pervenit in cognitionem ignotorum!

(Tbid., c.).
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As a final observation on the word as instrument it may be
pointed out |that words are u..umﬁwzsmzwm in m.m,moozmm.u.% H,m@mu. than in
the proper sense. For the WO..OMA.E o.w,.u.,mwﬁwmamuwm.u..omﬁm.m is fulfilled
perfectly only in the ﬁ..nm .ow..mwwwow.mmn.ﬁ .,woﬂ it is only efficient
cause that is properly movens motug. .ev.m word, however, like .gm
phantasm with respect .do W.Hm, mmmﬁ.w u...n&m.H_.mo.nu..Mw H..m.?ww mb mﬁdgmwo g

formegl cause.
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N : .. CHAPTER- V. = .. i

Hmm THIRD OPERATION OF amu.m m.m»moz.

1. - Subject of This Part of Logic.

According to St. Albert's division of Homu..o. into two wmn.dm
given in Chapter Two, the second part has for its subject argumentation
3

the means for attaining knowledge of the truth or falsity of an ignotum

complexum. As is indicated in the texts cited, this part studies the

syllogism, which St. Albert calls the proprium instrumentum for the

attainment of such knowledge, and the other kinds of argumentation.
The syllogism itself, because it is a composition of form and matter,
is the subject of several different considerations. Consequently the
subject of this part of logic is itself divided into several different

parts. St. Thomas, in his commentary on the Posterior Analytics explains

this multiplicity and identifies the various ldnds of argumentation.

S5t. Thomas speaks first of the third operation as the act by

vhich the reason discourses from one to another. The verb discurrere

here signifies an operation of the reason by which from a notum complexum

it proceeds to knowledge of an ignotum complexum :

"Tertius vero actus rationis est secundum id Iri
rtiu 0 2 r quod est propiri
rationis, scilicet discurrerz ab uno in aliud, ut per id Maoms
est notum deveniat in cognitionem ignoti" (1).
After thus distinguishing the third operation from the first two, he
proceeds to point out that there are several different kinds of discourse,

or processes of the reason from the known wo the unknown, the principle

distinguishing them being their pawer to produce certain knowledge.

(1) - In I Post. inal., proemium, n. k.
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|

boo.owawsw to this principle, discourse is divided into three kinds.

of gm,mo g_m, first concludes the true necessarily, producing the absolute

and unqualified assent proper to the intellectual virtue of science; -the
second ooLubaom sﬁ, true for the most part but not necessarily, and
moooH.&.umu.qu admits of doubt - sbout the truth concluded; the third fails

to ooa&.c&‘w the true because it involves the violation of some necessary

| M

principle governing reasoning.

After giving this .mu..u.ma &ﬁmu..obn. St. Thomas proceeds to a

|

brief. manifestation of each of these processes. The first is the

wmuwg&wcs of the act of reason, effecting an absolutely certain assent,

that is, an adherence of the intelligence to one part of a contradiction

with no fear of the possibility of the truth of the opposite. St.Thomas

|

denominates the part of ”_.o,mwo which is oo:omu..smn with this process

|

the Pars Tudicativa and Pars Resolutoria because the certain assent

proper to |science is consequent upon a judgment, and such a judgment

can be accomplished only ,cu» resolution into first principles :

|

"Pars subem Logicae, guae primo deservit processui, pars
Todicativa dicitur, eo quod iudicium est cum certitudine
_scientlae. Et guia iudicium certum de effectibus haberi
non potest nisi resolvendo in prima principia, ideo haec

pars| inalytica vocatur, idest H,.mmo”_.ﬁ&owu..m: 2).

L

A brief consideration of the notions here signified by the words judgmert

|

and resolution will serve to manifest the nature of. this process. sufficient-

| .
1y to distinguish it from the others.

The uﬁmpo&. intention here mwmﬁﬁ.wmn by the ﬁoﬂa@wm

‘an act of| comparison or measurement, by which some enuntiation is compared

Ibid., n. 5. _...
(2) - b3d., n. 6. .
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. with, examined against, or measured by, some wwwuowwu.m of knowledge
already possessed. It is through such a comparison, measurement, or
examination that ©vidence)is obtained for the truth or falsity of the

enuntiation, or, in other words, that the complexum i {seen) to be true.

Evidence is absolutely necessary for the intellectual virtues of intel-

lect and science : ",..certitudo quae est in scientia et intellectu est

. @)

ex 1psa evidentia eorum quae certa esse dicuntur.® So far as science
3

>

vihich is the habitus conclusiomm, is concerned, this evidence is

obtained when the truth of a composition or division is seen to be
contained necessarily in certain other truths ; Which are first principles s
evident of themselves.. When the composition is resolved into such

Principles it is seen to be true : "...ea qQuae in ista principia resol-

()
vere possums, dicuntur 6__ Vhen evidence is thus attained,

the composition is said to be judged, the assent of the intsllect is

m.”._,4m?. and the discourse rests.

It is the \muoommm:u% which this vision of the truth of an

enuntiztbion is seen to be contained in other truths that is here signified

by the word (resolution. Resolution presupposes that the enuntiation is

already known as a conclusion from premises; the resolution is then

vmxmsuumdu.b: the reason sees in the latter, which are first principles,
‘necessarily true and evident of themselves , the evidence for this

relation. Upon the attainment of this evidence the reason cannot fail

(1) - InIIT Semt., D. 23, q. 2, a. 2, sol, 441,

(2) - Ipid.; . 2L, a. 2, sol. i.
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to give its assent. Thus the movement of the reason in its judicative
ASHE 4 .
process, wo&g considered, is a movement from conclusions to vu.mskmm.m :
J'B..m judicii resolvendo redit ad prima principia, ad quae
V:

@)

inventa examinat."

.., rursus in

It is|because the first Wwoommm of the' reason thus judges

» through resolution that the part of legic which is concerned with it is

called ﬁmﬂm w.ﬁLHom&MEm and pars resolutoria. This part teaches those

"_or_resolve, or

second intentions.which must be knom in order to _Jjudge,

to_recognize L_ jrrefutable proof. Because these second intentions are

of two &.m,wu.bL kinds, this part of logic, as St. Thomas remarks, is
" divided into ﬁ.__a parts : '
- | . Y Py . me.vm&g
NCertitudo autem iudicii, guae per H.mmownw.._.mﬁma ;
est, <m“.._ ex ipsa forma syllogismi tantum, ev ad hoc ordina=
tur 1iber Priorum Analyticorum, qui est &m.mum_..._.omu.mso sim-
@Hu..&..wmu.w Yel etiam cum hoc ex materia, quia mEmEﬁ.nE. pro-
positiones per se et necessariss, et ad hoc ou&bm&.ﬁ.
liber mow&mwwoé Anzlyticoruwm, qui est de sylloglsmo de-
monstrativo” (2). -

To H.mmow_uﬂmh ﬁLm speculative scientist mst see that the form of his

reasoning is such that it calls for .mo,m inherence of the predicate of

the conclusion in the subject; for this he ssm&goﬁ.nWmm..E.HommesEo?
vhile not P._.,,,B_AQm effective of judgment, is still the only form of

reasoning om@mruwm ‘of producing a judgment. The simple syllogism, or the
syllogistic form,
Moreover, he PEmLa mmm. that the relstions existing between the objects
represented in his syllogism are such that what is represented in his

conclusion cannot be otherwise; for this he mist know the requisite

,q. 79, a 8, ¢c. . : . L
T Post. Anal., proemium, n. 6. - -

—
()
~
|
—
[
-

~
n

~—
1
]

_ therefore, is one of the subjects of the pars judicativa.
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,ooz&.ﬁwonm o.s the wmi. ow the matter - for “wsmdmuom that ‘the. propositions

.um _pecessary with a wmw S8 necessity. That kind of syllogism in which

the nmommmmHM oo:&ﬁ_.oa on the part of the matter hold good is the

demonstrative syllogism, the instrument of resolution; which forms the

" second subject of the :pars resolutoria.

—————————

H.w may here .am Hmomﬁrma that it is this part of logic, actually

which John of .St. Thomas

mw..mmodpénq mccmdn.rgﬁmm for the whole of logic in making his initial

one part of the Homu.o om gm “third oﬁmumﬂbuu

nu..ﬁ..m...woa. bmmEBbm d:u.m as .nwm whele mcgmo& he -then divides logic

according to the H.mmo“_.pdu.ou ex parte formae and the resolution ex parte

_—

materize,

As.the first: vm.lu of ddm Hom“_.n of the .Sz.pd operation is

omu.“_.mm Judicative because H& oonmu.mmum .gm act of ‘Judgment, the second

part is called inventive because it- has. for. its mﬁdumOd those processes

that are limited to the discovery of ooboHcmu.obm. of ﬁrmamqumm these

processes camnnot produce the assent of nmdﬂ.&ﬁﬂm dmomﬁmm dﬁmuﬁ ao not

Jjudge the conclusion discovered ;

n . 4

Securido autem processui - deservit alia pars H.om“_.omm quae
dicitur Inventiva. Nam “inventio. non semper est cum.cer-
titudineT Unde de his quae inventa sunt, iudicium re- .

n:uHu.&aH m& :oo quod certitudo habeatur! ).

In the processes called inventive, the movement of the’ reason differs

from gmd of resolutive wmmmoasm. In the H,m.a.nmu. this movement is from

ooso”_bmu.ozm to wwpnowd“_.mm in the seénse expl dined above; in the former

gm Teason passes only from premisses .wo conclusions, knowing the con-

clusions from the premisses; but the conclusions awalt resolution into

(1) - Ibid. o T
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principles| before the assent of scientific certitude can be given. In a
single passage in the Summa Theologica St. Thomas thus contrasts the two

movements |

t, . .discursus talis est procedentis de noto ad ignotum.
Unde| manifestun ‘est quod, guando cognoscitur primum, adhuc H
ignoratur secundum. Et sic secundum non cognoscitur in

ﬁ&.b_,‘o , mma ex HUHHao. Terminus vero discursus est, quando

et tunc cessat discursus® (1).
Inventive reasoning, therefore, includes all reasoning processes whose

nature is jas here described; it is not to be confused with indaction.

St. Thomas divides the ipyenlive processes of the reason into
three wu..um_m. This is a division into grades; the three processes being
distinguished by the proximity to certitude-of w:m knowledge they
effect mmv The most perfect of these is dialectical reasoning which,
becausé it .wuoommnm from wu.o,om.wu.m premises, produces opinion, which is
the total mmmmbd of the reason to one side of a contradiction, but with
fear of the truth of gm o@.ﬁomwdm. Such reasoning u.r.m the subject of
Aristotlefis E. The mmo,ona effects no more than suspicion, which
implies no assent, but merely a greater inclination of the reason to one

side of a omzuaﬂm&o.du..on than to the other. Such reasoning constitutes

the subject of Aristotle's Rhetoric., The last process produces a certain

(1) - Ia 5 9. 1, 2. 7, ¢.. For a discussion of resolutive and
ﬂ,?.msﬂdm discourse, see Edmund Dolan, F.S.C., "Resolution
and Composition in mMmoﬁm&v<m and Practical meooﬁ.mm‘__

Laval Théologique et Philosophique, VI (1950) 33-38.

(2) - TSicut zutem in rebus naturalibus, in his quae ut in pluri-
bus agunt, gradus quidem attenditur (quia quanto virtus
naturae est fortior, tanto rarius deficit a suo effectu),
u..ﬁ“.w et in processu rationis, qui non est cum omnimoda cer-

titudine, gradus aliquis invenitur, secundum quod magis et
aubﬁm ad wmnwmnﬁms certitudinem moom&.&&.: AHs I Post. Anal.,
. vu.omau.:ur n. 6). AP -

|
!
|
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estimation of one part of . is i j
% P a contradiction; this is the subject ‘of the

momﬁwnm .

The last wdonmmm of &wm reason, that svu.or is Hu.nu,u.nmu.omul._.%

incapable OH. mwmmo&HSm angﬁmam@n is mou:Pm.wHomH reasoning, égor is

2
the msgmow ow Emﬁ0ﬂHm. s de mouru.mdwowm mmeoE.mA v

m,oH. m& ﬁaoamm ,&m H.mmou.cd”?m maa. m“_P of .E._o Huwmudu.dm

vwoommmmm H.m.._.u. Eumow. gm S:H.Qmwmdpos oH Hom“_.o Awwﬁponﬂhm wwun._.omowwpmv

,cmowsmm mwow is an

3)

to another.-

owmamﬁpoa of dwm reason (ratio) advancing from one

This explanation may be - developed somewhat by pointing
out that each of these processes involves the construction by the

rea P AT S et s
son of aliguid in similitudinem operis, that is, of a certain form

of argumentation, or a certain kind of instrument, .proportioned to the

m...._.<mu.mm kinds of matter i i i ki
o s with which the verious ldnds of discourse are

nnbowﬂbmn. Thus the form of argumentation which is the instrument of

resolution is the demonstrative syllogism, that of dialectic is the

dialectical syllogism, that of rhetoric is the enthymems, and that of

poetry the metaphor. In the measure that the reason has need of
direction for the proper construction of all,  they all pertain to the

subject of logic. The Iast brocess, which makes use of the sophistical

(5)

syllogism, also pertains to the subject of logic, not because it is

(1) - 7bid.

(2) - - Toid.

(3) - Tomnia autem haec ad Rationalem WJPHomoUE.m.E pertinent ;

W Lupsom«.m enim ex uno in aliud rationis estt (Ibid.) )

"Hic tamen modus secundum materisam in qua ponitur, A.meu..m‘

.wﬁ._nmmoubmcs diversitatem materize in qua quaeritur scien-

) - wwm (St. Albert, De Praedicebilibus, Tract. I, ch. 7).

. "Tertio autem dwoommmﬁ. retionis nmmmgd pars Logicae
quae dicitur mocE.m.S.nm“ Ce qua zgit Aristoteles mw H._.w
bro Elenchorum? {(In T Post. Anal., proemium, n. 6).

1
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an instrument m,oH__ pasésing from the known to the unknown, but for a

_smsou.% that the scientist -may escape deception in the
@

use of dialectical and demonstrative reasoning. Accordingly, the va.«

nmmw.ﬁ_am H.mmmoa

of logic vhich treats of-the third operation, taken in all its: amplitude,

is divided into six parts. according to these six.subjects : the syllo-

gistic mogw. the |demonstrative: syllogism,. the dialectical syllogism, ‘the

rhetorical enthymeme, the poetical image. and .the sophistical .syllogism.

B.gocm& mﬁmsams.am.n._ on in mH_. u.ﬁm mhaun._.,wsmo is &gm the subject

of the logic of the .aEHQ Oﬁmwmﬁwou. dwmwm is 5m<mﬂ&wmwmwm a sense in

which this mc,cumr& can ,cm mB.m &o du gm mumu.omwm_u. As logic is considered

as the instrument of philosophy, Hﬁm mﬁdu_mo.w.m_.m those modes of knowing

|

used by the philosopher in his mnnﬂu.mu..ﬁ.oa.ow science.  But the only

forms of reasoning used-‘in mopmﬁou as md.ow are .55 mﬁ.Homu.mE and

induction and ubmc.ncu.ou as a woam is H,mmﬁnu.d”_.m to the syllogism.-

|

As logic is understoed, &ﬁmﬂmuou.m. as ,Spm ubme,Esmdﬁ of philosophy, the _,

syllogism is .gmu subject of this vm.dﬂ mba. u.ﬁm oozmu.amwmﬁ.os is divided
. Amv .

into four separate parts.’

aum D._Hmﬂ Eu..cSa.p%umgmmwﬁomwwﬁ_nnog%ummmoﬁsm
;

(1) = "Ne autem fiabt Qmomwdwo circa ea @ﬁmm m.._.oﬂm sunt, inventa
est mowmsdwm de sophisticis elenchis' Ama E.dmﬂd De Prae-
&.om&#ﬁ&ﬁm Tract. I, ch. 7)..

(2) - B%. amﬁ& holds -that logic may be ‘taken thus in a strict
sense mw that its mﬁounod is the mw.H_.omu.ms : ",..logica
comprehendit logicam stricte dictam, cujus una pars est
%.mu.modu.om : quia logica stricte dicta est de syllogismo
omni, thm simpliciter -accepto, -quam dialectico, quam demon-
m&u.mﬁ_.iu“ quam etiam sophisiico! (In.I Topicorum, Tract. iv,
ch. 2).| Opposed to this is logic in the wide sense, which
for St. Emﬁd u.ﬁo“_.nnmm the ﬂsowm &ﬂvﬁ.ﬁs and pﬁm&.vﬂbﬁ

(Tbid. )}




in itself, or the simple syllogism, resolving it into its proper material
parts, defining it, determining the principles that effect its. consequenca,

its figures and their useful modes, and its powers to conclude.. Moreover,
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this part considers those forms of reasoning which ate syllogistic in

an analogous sense; principal among these is inductd
not a syllogism, because{its term is first and 'immediate p

whereas it is essential

) @)

ch) :

to the syllogism .mrwd.w.mm conclusions follow

from a middle, is denominated syllogism in a secondary sense because

the matter of the induction can be reduced to syllogistic form

by such a reduction that the power of the induction to conclude is

3

.

L)

it is

‘manifested. Iike the syllogism, induction is a form of reasoning common

() -

@) -

B3) -

(L) -

For the reduction of other forms of reasoning (i.e.,
induction, example, deduction, instance, and enthymeme )
to the syllogism, see St. Albert, In II Prior. Anal.,
Tract. VII. Tt may be remarked that the metaphor, the
instrument of poetry, is not included among these forms.
"His autem sic habitis, de reductione alisrum argumenta-
tionum in syllogismum dicendum est. Primum sutem de in-
ductione : quia plus inter alias habet de forma argumen-
tationis. Omnia autem credimus fidem accipiendo, aut
per syllogismum, aut per inductionem : sub his enim duo-
bus comprehenditur exemplum et enthymema" (St. Albert,
In IT Prior. #nal., Tract. VII, ch. L),

"...2% quia inductio nullam habet necessitatem nisi a
syllogismo, ideo non habat specialem artem in qua deter-
minetur de ipsa sicut habet syllogismus" (Ibid. ).

"Differentia autem inductionis ad syllogismun {(quoad con-

clusiones ipsorum) est haec, quod inductio est proposi-
tionis primae et immediatae. Syllogismus autem est guoad
conclusionem propositionis mediatae : propositionum enim
quarum est medium syllogismus est talium propositionum
per medium illud quod habent : quarum autem propositionum
non est medium.sicut principiorum. est fides per induc-
tionem" (Tbid.).

"Dicendum quod inductio in syllogismm reducitur materia-
liter et non formaliter, ita quod forma inductionis re-
ducatur in formam syllogismi : sed quia materia nunc
existens sub forma inductionis reducitur ad acceptionem
formae syllogisticae. Syllogismo enim commniter dicto

.non opporitur inductio : quinimo sic sumendo syllogismum

est verum dicere, quod inductio est syllogismis , sed syl-
logismo. proprie dicto opponitur irductio® -(Fbid. ).

the method for terminating problems

form as it is found in

elements of the %Bo.sm

part dmomcmm. it is pr

The second part considers

!

@) ;

its terms. Demonstration is an e8S

Q)
both to mmaonm.au,mﬁ.ou and E.m“_.moﬁ..o.

mmsomm.ﬂ.mﬁwowv which is the syllogistic)

necessary mabter,

trative syllogism Amz,oumof.@Howmu,wmmmwouu ‘and
N ) 1 . s . ired among

Hﬁ.gowwwmv defining it, ard determining the relations require g
P . . < .o

operly the instrument of science.

ential part of the subject of this

amdmﬂmm.su.bm the proper material

The third part mmm“_.,m with dsm..n&m“rmo&..cmu..m%ﬁ.omwmu: elaborating

|

|

in any matter, vihether speculative

P sion th S g
or HNOFFON...—.. Posses oL e me thod consists in a wﬁnwoe«uumnw e of the

arts of the awmu.mo..ﬂ._.ow“_. syllogism, - (problem, proposition, predicates )
Hu . 7. ,. . e

g

ts.f inst probable
and of the loci, which are sources of arguments.for and against pr

it is none the less

the measure that it discovers

|
|

J

) -

@) -

5 . e in-
__E.\.nmuamdacs_ autem est E.ou.n“poa hic determinatur
ductione @H.Qﬂa oo%ﬁ.wmu sen

tratorem, in Toplcis autem L
MMMMMHMEH«:EN_ (Tbid. ). Induction can never cause mmpmnmw

propter p&.&w in_propter

e

abet ad dialecticum w&.@ml
prout se habet ad dialec-

. . . m
omu..ﬁ.orm .Eﬁwoﬁ_mw dizlectical reasoning can never produce science,
MH'OHv * . - .

the probably true in the order m.m universal,

resuvoposed ho

evidenge (See St. Thomas,

TT Post Anal., lect. 20)

T

duction 1S thus expressed

1

(v i gsuffiei
nem autem probabilem

ledze of, Tirst du....:lddmm. bhut ...ﬂLuOd

§ to: this. is, their ow. - -
T v dswwoMomoww. Mal., lect. 30; X
. The nature oI &mHmoﬂ%an in-
by St. . .Albert LN .>a.“5m=oﬂ.ou
4 de pluribus inductio, dum-
(fn IT Prior. Anal., Tract.

modo non videtur instantia®

VII. oh. L)l See also St. Albert; In i Topicorum, Tract.

11T, ch. L) .

juisit onstrative syllogism,
ditions requisite for. a mmBoHWde,m. L )
mwmdwmm_mw“u_ "The First Two Meanings of 'Rational Process

2

. - __
According tb the Expositio in Boethium de Trinitate,

(Faculty of| Philosophy, Laval Universivy, 1oL), P- %% If.

(Mimeogravhed. )

“3
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scientific reasoning. The accumulation of probable arguments in. favor
of one side of a contradiction can incline the reason to assent to that
. (1)

side, &m@o.mu.Em it to seek .Eg.m cause.

The last part considers the .mo@rwmwwomp.m%ﬁomu..mau. which is
the syllogistic form in matter that appears to be either dialectical op
demonstrative, but.is not; this part pertains to Ho.m“._.o because of the
negative reason mentioned above .Am.v,

These four parts have here been mwd.mw in the order in which
they are to be considered. The syllogism, as a'form common to the three
kinds of syllogism as genus to species, is a’principle of knowledge of
thenm m.ﬁn mist be known first. Then, although inventive reasoning
precedes resolutive in. the sciences s demonstration, as the perfection

of the act of reason, is prior by nature to dialectic and is to be:

3)

known prior to it.

1) - "Quandogue autem inguisitio rationis usque in ultimum
terminum non perducit, sed sistitur in ipsa inquisitione 5
quando scilicet inquirenti manet via ad utrumlibet; et
hoc contingit, quando per probabiles rationes proceditur,
quae natae sunt facere opinionem et fidem, non autem
scientiam, sic rationalis processus distinguitur contra
demonstrativum. Et hoc modo procedi potest rationabili-
ter in qualibet scientia, ut ex probzbilibus paretur via
ad necessarias conclusiones" (De Trinitate, lect, 2, g. 2,
ad 1). On the nature of dialectical Treasoning, see

 O'Flynn, op. tit., pp. 67, ff. .

(2) -~ For summaries of the diverse considerations of the syllogism,
see St. Albert, In I Prior. Anal., Tract. I; ch. 1; in I
Topicorum, TractT I, oh. 1; In T De Sophisticis Elenchis S

- TIract. I, ch. 1. - :

3)-~ «sqQuamvis inventio quoad nos prior sit resolutione , €0
quod non potest resolvi et Judicari nisi quod iam inven-
tum est, tamen quia omnis resolutio est ad priora secun-

. dum naturam, quia non resolvitur nisi vel posterius in
= prius, vel compositum in simplex, vel materiale in suum
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This division of .the logic of the third operation.has been

given because, as a sub-division of the third part named in Chapter Two,

M.a wmwwm...iﬁ .&o .ﬁ:.w .J_..S..m.u..ozm ow.&#mé&owmowubmw_.o.?m&.wwrmumo&
interest is the wam%ﬂu.hamﬂmm of all those subjects that must be

treated HH. logic wm.wo be wu.mmmmﬁw.nm instrument of v:ﬂ.omovrﬁ this

identificabion is impossible without this subdivision. In addition o

this &.ﬁmwon H.am.m“_.m“ another ogm.wamu,mﬂ..ob. relative to the third
operation m.”_.mo u..vwmwwm&w the divisions of’ logic; this is the manifes-

tation of the necessity of following the proper order in the study of
the gHmm om.mu.m.w,womm_. It Sm..m H.QE,HWmQ in .Epm .Hum_m.nm&.m_m .mwmm_wmu.m that
part ‘of the mo.um OH; ,_drm wwowom Hdw..n.wm“_. mu.ﬁmu..o.b is the mm,wmu.su..bm&u..oau
of the order ..._.k.o ,n.vm H;u.._.u.gqm”nu. .wun,ﬁﬁ.m mmdmu.. .u..m mmmms.ﬁ._..m.u.. for m,&.m.gnoﬂ
knoviledge ow;,«.r.m m.WHFWHmEM _..H,_am. Wm\nm.m.mu..w% of the E.o@mw ..oH..mmH.. may be
shom through the cohsideration af certain Tiotions portaiming bo the
sirmple mu«H_.o”mHmE and .QmBoMm.nHm..ﬂ._.o..? .*...r”.wn.% um.wMOSm cannot be understood
without a HuH.u..ow ms.aﬁ,wmmm.m o..w the u..u.nmnﬂwo.dm pertaining to the first
operation OH;.. .mvm. H..m@mou,. ,memm are “.. (1) the resolution of the simple
m%HHomHmE..u.“m.no wu.owomw&w.on and .wm.ﬁ_.r. Am.v Epm cause of the m.HH_.,owme..o

oommm@ﬁmuom s Smﬁmu,ua. the wﬁ_..dowwu.mm dici de omni et nullo, (3) the

mmmﬂmmmowamu.oﬁ.. sﬂ.nou\. gm&.a&mdmgv@v&wmaﬁmmwo&..gm
discovery of middle ‘.dmu..smv mum (5) gm.,mm,w.xwﬁmmbam of demonstration on

a knowledge of the predicamental order. .

A

formale cu.u..znwwu..g : et ideo ars resolvendi et Hﬁ&mmb&m
secundum rationem resolutionis est ante artem inveniendi"
(St. Albert,| In I-Prior. Anal., Tract. I, ch. 1).

See also In I Topicorum, -ract. I, ch. 1.




.2, =~ Resolution of the Syllogism into Proposition .and Term.

wubom the syllogismis a kind cm discourse Aoouﬁomu&wou of. words
owamu_ma. by the reason), the first mdmw “5 ,gm attainment of a distinet
wng.m.mmmm of u.d is its resolution u.u&o .gm maberial mm.pbou.wwmm which
are wwowmu. to it mbm to no other Ebm ow a.._,maoﬁ.mm. This resolution
is-twofold : the .mﬁu.omuma is Mu_sm&m.nmu.% H_mmou.<mm into the proposition;

dsg because dwm vao@ompﬁ.oa is u..wmmu.m a &.mooﬁ.mm AoH.mﬁHOV into the

1)

.&mgm sm.,ﬂw respect to drm Huu.ovomu,&u.os the H.mu.m.nu.os that distinguishes

“_& H.H.oE the ‘emmtiation has already been H.msmH.Wma in the preceding

onu.nmu,.. This difference of H.mHm&Hobm appears in the difference of

.gm amwpuu..wpoum of these two Hddmﬂ..wonm for the proposition is defined,

not by the signification of the k.&m or the ,ﬁ.m.._,mmh but by predication;

it is a discourse -in which something is m.mﬁ_k.amm or denied of something

)

else. As regards the term, by this ..qu.m is here meant those

ultimate mHnBHm elements into. which .n:m HuH.o.oomu.&Hoz is resolved and

(3)

with s&wos accordingly. the H.mmou_.ﬁ.nu.oz om ﬁﬁ muhu.omwma terminates

Since .s&md is formal to the proposition is du.m&nm.dvo: , the terms are

not gm noun and the verb, but that. ow ..mB.or something is said, and

(1) - ™...oportet de his in quae fit resolutio quae sunt pro-
positio ad quam f£it immediata- syllogismi resolutio.
Bt deinde oportet dicere quid termimus ad quem fit
secunda resolutio, quae est propositionis in terminos"
(St. Mbert, In I Prior. Anal., Tract. I, ch, 2).

(2) - wsic ergo mE_de propositione,. dicims @con propositio
est oratio affirmativa vel zmmmﬁsm alicuius de m.._:._b.po__
AH.UHQJ ch. 3).

(3) - “"TTTTEL deinde owogmd dicere oc.“&. ¢§¢m ad quem fit

mmogam _resolutio, quae-est propositionis in terminos.,
,Dsom etiam terminos et non nomen et verbum vocamis :
quia hic intendims de ipeis non secundum quod consti-
tuunt enuntiationem, sed potius secundum quod in ipsis,
sicut in wltimis indivisibilibus stat H,mmo“_b&u.o__
(Tbid., ch. 2).

(1)
that which is said of it, i.e. msgmo& and Em&omdmz

- With Hmmwmo_ﬁ to term and Uu.Om,‘omHS.odv two wowbﬁm are of

interest ﬁo ,gm mu.ﬁ.upobm oH. u.omu.n The first is dwm.n the intentions

|

mwma.ﬁ.mm 3\. .S,.mmo umsmm mu.m the elements intoé which the syllogism is

B

Hmm&&m& B.&. oOdmmmﬁmbdu.ﬁ owbbo& dm mﬁcumndm mmmpmsm@ to the first

- ;

and mmoob@ owmwmus.obm .H&m second is the mu%u.msm.g.ou of the resolution

-

of .5.6 m%ﬁ.ompms into wu.ocomu..au.oa and mcc,._oow mbp predicate as these

]

are a.m.m.wumm above, .gw.u.“._.m .?Hosmw mvn.mB.omS.ou.. for this explanation

ambw“mmmﬂm ¢pm ﬁmommmu..nuw of a %bo.,..,Hmamm of .ﬁam first operation of .25
I

Hﬁwmmod for.a &m&psod Wﬁoﬂ.u.momm of the syllogism. Predication is formal

1

to the ﬁuowomwﬁwos dmomc.om dH.mo.u.om&Ho: is the cause of the syllogistic

A

conseguence s dru.m may be Bm.mm Emﬁuhmmd ,o% a brief consideration of the

o@w&mdyos of gm H.Eubopvu.mm dici de omni end dici de nullo, and secondly

|

. of gm amms.._.smm of major, HBboH. and middle term. mm,owsmm an under-

|

standing of 'all of these notions is mm@muamq.n on a knowledge of the

universal, - the consideration of the first operation must precede that

of the third.

m.-esm.w.swa&ﬁmw@Nﬁ%.oaﬁwmaﬁuo.
Reflection on zniy emuntiation reveals that in it something is

said or denied of something else. What permits this is the relation of

universality attached to.what is predicated or mmuu..m&m. because w‘bm‘gwm

is conceived as being in, or participated by, many, it ﬂm.uﬂ.ﬁm said of

A
_

o in p os et subst i itionis non

1) - "...Proximae enim partés et mﬁcmdmw.mvmu.wm.vaowme. on
@ sunt nomen et de.,UEP quia propositio dicit aliquid de ali
quo s et H&mo pars ejus est mﬁdumog quod dicit id de quo

“aliduid dicitur sub ratione qua substat illi.quod dicitur de

“ipso : et ,«m_.HmE rationem non habet nomen, ut nomen est. 3

" similiter Huu.mm&.nm&cb dicit id qued de alio dicitur mEudH.m )
tione u.dw_mou.mamu. qua dicitur de subjecto, quod non dicit ver

bum in quantum verbum est! (Ibid., ch. 5
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‘them. When the distributive sign, all or every is atbached to the ‘sub-

ject of the predication, the universality of the predicate is extended
to 21l the subjective parts of that subject. It “._..m .Sﬁm mode of

predication that is signified: by the principle di u..,mm omni :

n, ..m.,Eb.E..m. praedicari dicitur de omni sive ﬁuu.u.\mwmmﬁ.dmu.
per ooammu.mﬂ.msws ad ea, quae continentur"sub subjecto,
Wwo enim &nwdﬁ aliquid de omni, ut habetur in libro
orum, quando nihil est sumere subjecti: ‘de . i-
catum non dicatur" (1), . Joeths o praed:

Similarly, something is ﬁu.m.&..nm.nm@ of none vhen the sign no (nulins) is

added to the subject; by this is. signified that .gmu.m. is no subjective

part of the subject of which the predicate is said.

In the first wwmﬁ.o of the syllogism the causality of this
principle JHEH H.mmvmcd to the consequerice is manifest. - In .E&..m figure
the middle term is subject of ‘the major premise’ and predicate of the
minor. In the major premise ow the ﬁ.wwugﬁwqm modes, -the predicate,
which is the ﬁum&,ow.wm,ow the omnnwﬁmwoz\. is said of all the middle;
by this it is signified that the wwm&om.ﬁm is in 411 the subjective
parts of the middle. The minor premise signifies that the subject of
the conclusion is among these subjective parts ; hence it follows ne-
nmmmwﬁ.ﬂ% that the predicate om ﬁp.m omﬁou.zmu.o.m is said of and is in
all of the subject. booo&.&.umu.ﬁ.wrm _mmwmmmu...nux of the consequence is

perfectly menifest in the first H.Mmc.wmm " in the case of the second and

(1) - In I Post. Anel., lect. 9, n. 78. See also, St. Albert,

in t Prior. Anal., Tract. T, ch. 7. . -
) Perfecti sunt igitur omnes hujus figurae m%u..”_.omu..mumd.dms
abu..qmﬁmw._.wm quam particulzres; et perficiuntur per ea
quee a principio istius libri dicta sunt, scilicet per
_ . dici de omni, et dici de rullo (St. Albert, In I Prior.
" Mnal:, Tract..II, ch. 5). . ol :

gistic. consequence

third it must be Emﬁ.mmm..amn by reducing them to the first.

|

. From this _ﬂonmwmmﬁmdwos it follows that it is the fact that

somathing is said or denied of something else. in.the propositions that

o

is operative in capnsing the consequence and making the syllogism; for

|

-this reason the proposition is defined through predication and resolved

|

in the subject and predicate. - Moreover, in thé measure that the syllo-
! .
A

gistic' consequence: nmwu..ﬁnm. ultimately from universality, as described

-.-above;-a-distinct- goﬁwmmmm of .the simple syllogism.is dependent on

knowledge of the:intentions attached to the simple concept in the first

|

.owa&m.wu.,osumm‘. consideration which . justifies-St..Albert's insistence that

_ @)

--the first ao&wonuﬁu._mmdma in logic must be the universal, and-marks

the mode of. procedure-of, John of St. Thomas as faulty. For the latter

holds -that the principles dici de omni et.nullo are causes of the syllo
(@) :
and that these principles are known from the very

(3)

notion of the umiversal.

I

to treat the syllogism, which pertains to formal logic, prior to the

universal, which Lwdmwﬁm to the resolution ex parte materiae. According-

His initial division, however, compels him

1y, if his mode of |procedure is followed, a distinct knowledge of the

syllogism Hm.wawo,mmwdpmw the intellect is held, as. it were, in suspense,

until the E<m~.mmu. is reached.

(1) - De Praedicsbilibus, Tract. II, ch. 1..
(2) - Tog. 1.P. Summul. Bk. IIT, ch. 10, p. 73+

(3) - TEL haec ww.“._ho.buu..m sunt per se nota, quia natura univer-

. v salis in lon consistit, quod dicatur mm omnibus, respectu
.+ quorum universalis est" (Tbid., p. 7h4).




- 126 -

L. - Meaning of major, minor and middle terms..

A point of doctrine oHomm“_.w. bound to the explanation of the
syllogistic consequence .mb@ mwﬁ%ﬂ.ﬁ% dependént ‘on the notion of univer-
sality, is the meaning of _.ﬂ_m.u.oﬁh. _H.r.n.,n.uw“ wﬁa middle terms. It was
mentioned in the first oumwwmu ?m& ...qog of" St.-Thomas identifies these
from their position in w&m mum_.“_,owwmsv the major and minor being those
which appear in drm. oosowcmwon mb@ the major and minor premises.
respectively, and wsm. middle gmd ﬁE.Aor appears in both premises but
not in the conclusion. ..a.,muow and &wbow. premises he u..am,:ﬂ.mu..mm only by
saying that the former Mm. wwwm& and the other mmoo:mM “_Lzo muﬁu_.mbwﬁ..oa
of this priority is given. But &E.m explanation reverses the order of
denomination. The major and minor premises are so called because
they contain dﬁm,amu.ou. and ninor dmw.sw respectively. The names major-
and umbo.a are imosed on &mm .me.aw mmomsmm they stand to the middle
in a relation of greater and less .,w\ This can be cl2arly seeen in the

HFirst figure.

(1) - Yog. I.P. Summl. Bk IIT, ch, L, p. 63.

(2) - T may here be noted that the id a quo nomen imponitur
on major, minor, and middle differs from the id a quo
nomen terminus imponitur on subject and predicate. The
latter are called terms because with them the resolution
of the syllogism terminates; the former aré called terms
because 'of a similarity of. the syllogistic discourse to
continuous quantity. St. Albert thus, explains this
imposition : ®...terminus in hac scientia metaphorice di-
citur a termino in quantitate...terminus in quantitate
nor est nisi principium, vel medium, vel finem... Cum
ergo transferentes secundum aliquen similitudinem trans -
ferunt, non potest esse terminus in syllogistica scien~
tia, nisi ut a quo est discursus syllogisticus, et hoc

est major extremitas : vel ad quod est discursus syllo-
gisticus, et hoc est minor extremitas quae ultimus sub
medio accipitur : et ulterius post ea nihil est de discur
su syllogistico nisi et medium per quod discurrit ratio
in &mvoﬁ.mﬁ syllogistico" (In I Prior. Anal., Tract. IT,
ch. 2). )

.. mE,uumo.d and predicate of the conclusion: mrﬂocmw the principle dici de
. Aﬂm.wmummuu..duﬂ of “the mi.ddle, which is contained under that of the predicate.

-. found the proper ‘notion oa., middle term; it is middle not only because

figure that this figure alone w.m.m.mﬁmmo.a.

1) - .. .medium est| @ﬁmn est inier extrema : quia illud in dis-
. cursu rationis| sub alio accipitur, et aliud accipitur sub
. - ipso® (Ibid.). o .

(2) - “3i quiS considerat rationem perfecti medii in syllogismis,
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In the affirmative. modes of the first figure the reason unites the

omni, showing &dmw.,,.gm subject, of the .conclusion is contained under

dﬁm Eﬁummﬁ.ﬂ% .n.v,._m the. predicate because contained under the

The middle. in o.nr.m.d words, is contaihed within the extension of one of

@)

the extremes, while containing the other a.“._...nwu.b. its own. In this is

A.

it unites the munnu.mn“m.my. ,c,c...a Ham womHE.oz with respect to universality
is middle .AmV.oum.:.oﬂ the mwaﬁéﬂ.mm is mwmwwmu (major) than the middle

and - contains UE.J. ‘.m,.EA_u..H,oH. .Sm.m H.m.m.mwa Hm om.u.u,.mn,dvm major extremity;
the other is less , Aau.uahﬂv &uwm ,A..&m su.nw&.w and contained within it , and

|

is accordingly denominated the minor extremity. The fulfillment of

this condition in each|of the three terms is essential that the proper

3)

notions of major, minor, and middle- be realized.in them. It is because

“they m.H.m wﬁﬁwﬂmm os“_._ux in the major, :m..o,m..._.m and minor of the first
i A . ) ) (L) .

|
L

medium ex duobus est medium, quorum si alterum defuerit,
nen habet memWndEp medii rationem. Duorum autem unum
.quod secundum brdinen praedicabilium in linea praedicamen-

ﬁmﬁwomwﬁwoﬁmmwﬂam&g..»Pﬁmg.mﬁ.ama.eﬁa mmd.gﬁﬂ-

vum et conjunctivum extremorum®™ (Tbid., ch. 6)..
(3) - "oco autem medium per metaphoram superius inductam, quod

R et ipsum in alio est-ut majori, et aliud in ipso est ut
minus : contentum enim secundum ambitum praedicationis
semper minus est quam continens; et totum est.in continen
te ; hoc enim in tali. figura etiam positionis ordine fit
medium, quia’ Hus.wm..n extrema secundum ambitum praedicationis

-constitutum. Extrema.vero voco hoc quod. et ipsum in alio
et aliud in u..ﬁmo est, hoc est, quorum unmum est in alio
contentum per praedicationis ambitum sicut minus extremum
est in medio, W& sicut #idjus extremum in quo est medium
secundum ambitum prasdicationis” (Ibid., ch. 2).

(L) - "Maior enim extremitas ambitu swae commnitatis extra
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Vhat is here of importance with Hmm.ﬁmo.n to the notions of
" major, minor, and middle terms is the dependence of a knowledge of them
on the notions of universality and of greater and lesser universality.
Because of this. dependence an understanding of the syllogism depends
on a prior knowledge of the &m.ﬁom.wdu..oum ‘of the cE.HmH..mm.Hm..mopst.mm

from the Predicsbles and Predicaments.

..obodWmH. .@B&“ww the mowmu.om..Aom. the m%ﬁom%ma in which the
mmwmummSO.m of a 5”&.“&@.@ ..ow ﬁ.ﬁmA W%H_.Hmmwmw on intentions knovm from the
.mgm% of the first ,%mamﬂ..oa u...m :Enu.,.hmmw » is the part which deals s._..&r
..Eum.. a.u..moo<m31 o.H; ,&w,w middle wmn.s The Hﬁ_.mm here given presuppose a
goﬁwmamm ow the u.,b.nmwﬁmum according .no 4&.“.55 the universals are oHdw.Hmn
and ddmmﬁ. application or use wummzm.u.wommm a knowledge of the predicamental

(1) -

order itself,

5. - The Predicamental order as Presupposed to Demonstration.

In the .Eﬁ_Ha wﬁm@.«mw the &Mwomwwwms of the universals in
their predicaments was no:.mwamwmm as o.H.mmH.ma to the simple apprehension
of the essences of dﬁ.ummu that u..m.,‘ to Qmwwﬁ.,.wu.bww or .n.o the first part
w.w St. Albert's division o.m logic H.udo two parts. But this disposition
is presupposed not only- to. the Haon.aﬁw.mdwrod of definitions, but also to
the second part of St. Albert's awﬁﬁwour sm“.rnw is argumentation.

medium est : secundum substantiam autem et intellectum et
diffinitionem est inter medium, et ad medium quasi conti-
-nuata; Medium autem ad se terminat fluxum majoris extre-
mitatis, et ex se dirigit in minorem : et ideo naturali
positione in prima figura sxtremitas major terminus major

- est, et medium naturali positione medium, et minor extre-

- -mitas naturali positione est terminus minor, " -

" Propter quod perfecta est haec figura" (Ibid. ).

(1) - see st. E.vmn&v,HzH“W.u..ou.bbmH.u.H,umo.w.ﬁ.
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St. Thomas indicates this in a passage in his commentary on the Meta-
physics. ¢ " M....ovouwm& sicut in demonstrationibus, ita .Mﬁ..@m&%&.ﬁoﬁdﬂm

esse ﬁwmmoommu...nm ea, ex quibus definitiones fiunt, quae sunt universa-
@) | e
lia."

Knowledge of the predicamental order is presupposed to demons-

tration because it is impossible to Hmmou.ﬁw without a Euoi.mnwm of ‘

‘this ordér. The necessity of the wmu.momwu.mm in mmsopmdﬁmﬁwou.mgﬁnwdmdu

or demonstration through the cause (propter quid), mist be evident in
the principles themselves. But propositions cen be necessary of them-
selves (per-se) in either of two d....mwmv that is, when either the predicate

is of the definition oi the ws,o.wmow ,@H.Husm modus dicendi per se), or

when the subjéct isiof the definition af .ﬁ#m.m.n.m&.nwﬁm (secundus modus
AMV : . : : - ] e . )
dicendi per se).. - Since-the prihciples of resolutive reasoning must

|

be mr%“ the demonstrator must know the definitions of the subject and

|

of the property he is demeonstrating of it; for gmmm, he must know the

predicamental ordar.

Eoumoﬁwu.uwbwm&&u..oaﬂogoﬁrmmmmomawmwum&nmamamwowamw
B . -

itself, familiarity with the entire art of definition is presupposed

to demonstration. ﬂmmu.bu..ﬁwou of the wu.owmw&%u for instance, supposes

a knowledge of the mode of definition proper to accidents, particularly

N | . St
1) - InT Metaphys., lect. 17, n. 268. For passages where St.
@ Albert speaks of the necessity of a Euo.ﬁ..mmmm of .«d.w
vﬂ.m&omsmﬁ&”m.._. order, see In I .De Sophisticis Elenchis,

Tract. I, ch. 1; De Przedicamentis, Tract. I, ch. H\ B

De Praedicebilibus, Tract. I, ch. 7. ... .
(2) - T T Post. inal., lects. 10, 1l. Sse also In V Vetaphys.,
Iect. 19, m. T054-55, and’0'Flynn, ow..mpd.. D. w,. .
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(1)

that they must be defined through their subjects. - Similarly, ..Eum

necessity of a knowledge of the art of definition .H.oHHoSmA.MH.ma the con-
mwnm.hmdwon that in.demonstrations it.is the definition of the .mag.mod

)
that is the middle term.

© 6. - Resume. - :

Once Homu..c.smm ‘been mmwwnma as .gm mH& gmﬁ &Hmndm the reason

"in its ‘advance from dﬁm _Bo..a .wo gm Emnso:u ﬁumb u..a =Em+. be au.ﬁ.amm
into its ﬁwH&m. _Hﬁm wwubou,w”_.a om. ﬁd.m &.ﬁ.mn_.ow mwoﬁ_.a Um H.ocun in what

is already known about the Oduwoﬁ .ao be &.S.Q.mn .gmd u.m ”_.ﬁm definition.

In the definition om u.omu.n mu.<oa mdo<m 5

thing in dnm line of H,oué mum matter iﬁor is to serve as principle of

A.&mum is no Hznu.om.du.os of any-

the division. wmﬁgw &ww Hou.ubopv._.m can .am found mn_.gmn. in the word

Teason, where St. Hﬁouﬁm kumm Hn or ub &Em .aond :EBQ.B where St.

Aibert finds it. m,oH. m.w ﬁuoamm mwoa the fact csm.w dwmu.m ere three

operations of the memod it *.oH_.oSm &Hmodu.w. that Homu.o “_.m do be divided
into three parts. The explanation of this division is found in the
consideration that logic is a science whose- mc.,cumnd is second intentions;
but mmoonn intentions are founded on t$he first and the natures of the
first are determined by the natures of -the operztions 3 hence the second

intentions are divided according .to the operations. "For St. Albert
v . s

there are two kinds of unknowns, the simple and the complex; the first

| {1) - In VIT Metaph
ys., lect. b mn. 1335-1338; 1.
rl[l’]ll
) In IX tetaphys., uHmo.w 1, n. 1768. 3 mmm
(2)- See I mswmu.oog Tlect.. 1,'n, 2.

| .. The reason for this Y
” h
! “that™in the principles of mmaonmﬁ.m&u.on the predicate must

"~ be said of the subject universal.
iter, or secundum quod ipsum
subjectum est. See In T Post. bsm“_... lectiones HH@ 12.
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of, which -is:known by the definition.and the second by mhmsﬁmswm&..osn

‘which are two ..Boawm of ]

knowing irreducible to one. mbo&#mﬂu. so that logic

hwuu.m‘wmﬂp two Humﬁ..,uﬂmw...om these the second is subdivided into .nme

|
|

- gonsideration of .the muﬁbw.wmﬁ._..os ‘and. that of the m%H_.om.Hm,E. aw._u..m )

division .ob..m#...ﬁuw&& manifests the three works produced by, or

|

instruments used by, the three. operations of the reason in the

for, the praper formabio

of logic.. . :

The first oper

|

speculative order;- since

e the reason has_.need of the direction of logic

n of all three,. these form the three subjects

‘ation is the simple apprehension, by which the

reason. simply:grasps something of the o.c.._..moﬁ. The attainment of distinct

apprehensions - involves:
a distinct. apprehensior

confused .__.Eo“_.mu...g‘ the

definition gquid rei, wh

the object is

the use-of two imstruments : division, by which
1 is. attained of what was formerly known as a
distribution.of that whole into its parts, and

ich is:a kind.of discourse which states what

,.Of these the principal is the def HB‘SoP both because

it is in itself. the means of. knowing the essence of objects and because

|

definition plays an.essential role in the mwﬁ.mm._.nums.w Aom m.owmzom through

|

the mmaosmd&m‘.nn._.d.m..‘mﬁu._.o.mu..mﬁ. Every definition is a kind of composition,

|

and since the reason.c

as to manifest the ess

disposition is the fir

.

annot compose the simple concepts in such a way
ence without first having ordered them, .dsu.m

st work of logic. It is effected in three steps.

The first of gmmm iﬁoﬁ is a:m work of moHoJE_m mu.m&.omdu.wmv is

|

the amwmgn.ﬁmduow of gomm ub.amn.ﬂ.oum maoouaubw do which .§w 5n.<wu.mmu.m

are ordered; the secon

is the aw.m,womm..ﬁ.ob of

m. mmwmo.nmm in dwm N.mmpnmumndm ow .E,pmﬂodwm

.?m Edmu.mm.,_.m w.ooou.muba to these Huﬁmuwu.osm.
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Thé “third is thé work of that part of the science of division which

teaches the division of gemus into Species.. Then, the art of definition

teaches how to form'definitions thomselves s Provides the rules for real
and for nominal definition, teaches how- to define accidents, and whatever

else mst be known in respect to definitions.- The &m,m.omwdwob of  the

universals in their categories is. an essentizl prerequisite not only

For definition but also for demonstration. Since the second intentions

governing definitions are all founded on what is represented by the
gimple apprehension, rather than on the form it assumes, thers is 5

strictly speaking, no formal logic of the first operation..

- The second operation is composition or division. Iogic:
arives at a knowledge of this operation by studying the instrument mw.
which.the spéculative H.mmmow signifies its compositions or ‘divisions,
mamely the énuntiation. Although not in itself an instrument for the
acquisition of new knowledge, the enuntiation falls under the consideration
af. the ‘16gician because the reason can pass to new gos.u.mgmm, of the true
anly by H.oH.ambm argumentations from truths enuntiated; hence it is
essential that the scientist.-know . how to emuntiate the true (by the
epmposition of a noun.and "a verb );- and that he know the kinds of
enuntiation and. its properties .umhm.w.m w%ﬁomwmmﬁm and before studying
the syllogism. . This part of logic is-entirely formal.

nﬂm dwu.ud owmﬁm.au.on is gm& which is called reason in gm
most Huu.owm& mmumm of the ﬁo&m, zm.am“_.% dwm mo\n by q&u.aw H.u.oa ‘some .S.ﬁ&

muqsu ﬁwm mind wmqmbomm to gaﬂ.mamm of a &H.E.& Hh,mﬁonmu.% ﬁuwsosu.

The msgmaﬁ ow. gm Vm&ﬁ ow. Homu.o sE.nr ﬂu.mm.«m ow ﬁu.m o@mu.m.au.on.pm ...gm

. . e Tl

H%H_.omu.mau mnm .Sn_.m part is a.da.mma. pwdo a H.oH.Bm.._. and a Bwﬁmu.u.m”_. part

- "dialectical syllogism)

The formal part looks o the syllogistic form of reasoning (the simple

|

ostensive mum_.u,.omu..mrpv.. bnd then those forms reducible to the syllogism,

principal among which is induction; the second, or material part, looks

to the mﬁpomwmﬁw_.n form, first as it is found in necessary matter (the

|

demonstrative syllogism), secondly, as it is in probable matter (the

|

and thirdly, as it is in matter which appears to
>

be either &mu.mo.ﬂ.cmw. or demonstrative, but is not (the sophistical

syllogism). For a distinct knowledge of the whole of logic the second
intentions pertaining [to each of the three operations of the reason

mst be considered according to the natural order of the operations.

IHWWA
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