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AN

An Bmsinaticn of M'a '
Definiticn of "Sature” (113)

1) Divisicn of Treatins ¢
1) The soarch for the definttion of "nature”, (108b8-21)

a) Division of things that exist into those whioh
exist by "nature” and thowe whioh exist by

2) The definiticn of "mature". (L28)
3) Explanstion of the definitices, (LB4~328)

4) That is meent by “to have a satue” and “to be
acoording to mture” (LE3-89)

B) The indemcustredility of "mature®. (198e2-8)
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I1) Dootrinal Expceition
1) The search for tho dofinition of "nature” .

a) Division of thingp that exish s
Toxt @

*of things thet exist, soe exist by naturs, scoe fyom
othey oauged. .
patiure the animals and thaly parts exist, and the
“slaz mmmum(m,fm.m.m)-
“fwwwﬂmtﬁmwﬁ%l&hcﬁn'bymm" (114)
mmmmwmmmdcmuw
follows tho pattern of the second Postorior Auslytics (118), wherein
12 contained the mothod of Snveetigating o definition through the
ediun of division. This method is Righly recormendod by Aristotls
for two rossong. The firot reascn ig because e elemonts thab
constitute the definition con only be reschod by division, (116) the

gsoctnd, becauss “divisicn is the cnly possidle method of evoiding the

114, IX mm. 16858-11,

115. II Fosterior Analytics, ¢ xiid, SGbIE-OTVS.

118, “For if every defiable thing counsists of two elomnts and
Sontmal-tame forms o wnity, and again out of and the
#puthar differentin man (or whatever else is the unity
“undor construstion) is oongtituted, then the elements we

neasuma have nocessarily boen reached by division.” 1bdd
Wo ’

»
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cnission of any slement of the essentisl mature.” (117) The method

as applisd here in the second book of the Fhymios is directed to the
discovery of ths definition of ons of the differences that are divisive
of s genus, namely the definition of the differemce "nature®, which in
conjunotion with other differences; "other causes™; divides “things
that exist.”

"0f things that exist":

The gerus that s divided is the olass of sensidle
substances.

"Scoe exist by mature, some from other causes.”

"Huture” and "other causes" are the differences that
divide the genus "things thet exist.® They are the causes of the
existonce of existing things. Ihe positive identification of ome of
thess osuses of existing things an "naturs” is bused cn the indleput-
eble faot of sxperiense. Aristotle's scoeptance of the suffiolenay
of this fact of experisnce to warrant the statement thet "nature” is
s causs of some th&ng:thltm. is sxplieitly stated Ly hia when
ou & later cocasion he condemns those who would attempt to demonstrate
the "an sit” of "mature”. (118)

117, ivid, b36-386,
118. II FPhysios, 19%a2-9,
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e mmwmwwmumum,mm%M%
0, alr, water) - v suy Weo ,
it . g

So oartain is the fast of "nature” as o cause that there
1 little or o difficulty iu recopnising the things that owe their
existence to it, m:amsumaw.mwammm.
under the genue "things that exist”, Thay arc the things ecrwtitubed
by the difference “noture™. This identification of the speales;
"andmals and their parts, end the planta and sluple bodles (oar‘bh.
fire, alr, water)”; is of prime importance in the developement of
the definition of the differende constitutive of the ¢lnoe, for, es
wo ebull see, Aristotls il poek &n the epeciss tho formality by
which he will define “reture”.

: mmm&m;&mmmmmmym
things which are insluded in the oloss of things which owe thedr
existacce to "oature”, 1s not merely srbiteery. Dather it is based
oo the dagree to which they menifost that obarccteristic that is
proper to the class to shich they belong. ALl sntzals, plarts ad
sinple bodless menifost this property (as yet uwamounoed) tub not

in the same Gegree. Anirmls show forth the property mare porfoctly

than plante, and plents more perfootly than elmple bodiss.

Pub vhat ero theso "other causes” whioh, like "sature®,
e cauges of oxisting things ! In weny places, for instance in the




T | Nz 01 -

uetapynice (338, pogterior Avalytiod (280), Fhysios {121}, wwn he
hes e mmw.wwmmwew.umum
Wuemmmﬁ&“mm“. This world lsad ome %0

smwmmmnmm"mwﬂmwdm
moppoatmu”mm'. But this aerbitioation would not be in
uwmwwﬂmmmzmu.mummmmm

MﬂM&WpMWM&O,WW
mmMWwa.thﬁM,m

" mmwmwmmm,m
mmummww).wsmnuumwuu.
”wwummmmmumw By ohante, o the
"otiey .meh&ngmtoufwmmﬂ.'nmt.m!..

12). “swmzwmmmmot.mmm.w
“myaigmmuxtfmmmmwmm.mmw
Npgen cauced by secething jnoidenteally.” 11 Fhysies, ovi,

128, ibid, ¢ i, 182bl2-21.
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this socond oatogory, at the products of eri alane. (123)

This restricticn of "other causos™ 10 wet alone, so
that thare are mentionsd here only two couses of things, "nature” and
art, ie peculiar in the fave of the muber of cauvess spolmn of Yy
Aristotls in the places qw ebove. Yet, dospite its peoulisrity,
this rostriotion o fully justified, for il cuission of ohance axd
thoe casunl morve the purpose which Aristotle bad in mind, botter than
thoir inclusion. Vet he intended o do was Yo bring out clearly the
coutert of the ‘primm datum' of experience, 'mature’ & cause of things
existing. To do this effectively he sought to cwstrast the olsas of
things exieting by "nature” with o olass of things whose caues was not
"nature® By anelysiog the differvace betwoen the two he would be able
to grasp the propsr aad distinotive oharuotoristios of each and
theough thez coms to a kmowledge of the differsnces themaelwes, 1.e.
the oauses constitutive of the classes, But what class of things
should he select o8 the terz to Yo contrested with the olass of thinge
caveed by "matare™ 1 Th&nmmﬂmibhnlwﬁm. Be oould
nave chossn the oloss of the srtificial, 1.0. the ocopoaits of the geous
"things that exist” and the difference ‘art', or the olass of the casuml,
1.0, tho oxposits of the sane gonus snd tha difference ‘ohamoe!, for
‘both art and chance are causes of things existing. C&hawuldm

125, Op. oit., Cihpt.dv, p. 071 "En fuit la ccepornison osb limitée
mm&auai'm,mmwmmmm
*0a, sens qu'Aristots en domns 1a ralam.™
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selected both alasses, Actually, ss the text revoals, hw selocted
the clazs of the artificial., The reason for his ohcive shows its
wisdon and ite Justifiontion, Why 41d the artificlal serve better
his purposs than the camml or the coabimtion of bokh ? Thers me
two answers to this quostion.

In the first sditdon of his Introdustion Mansion gives
the following resson why the srtificial was better suited %o Aristotls!
s purposs, “As ohance gexwrelly presents itself undey the form of
sxvepticn fn the series of matwel and artificisl productions, it is
oppossd 4o both nature snd art only in & ssoondary fushion; and so i
oan be iznored whan one wishes to deternioe approximatsly the notion
of mature,” (134) Ascording to this expianstion the cadssion of the
casual and the chodos of the artificial e the fastor in deteraining
the content of the 'prixus datum' of experisnce was dus to the faot
that at this polat Aristotle wisled to dederaine only approxisately
the definition of "nature”. QMWMGNM'&&:&WW
opposed 10 soohother in & primry faghion (125), while the casunl is
opposed only in & secondsry mesmer (186), his cholce foll upen the

124, Lansion, 0pe cits, Pe 421 "Come le hasard se priseute géolre~
"iement sous forme d'suseption dang ls sirie des productions
'mmnmmm.uuoﬁwfumwmm
"secondaire & ls nature et & 1'arts ainsl on peut le niglipw,
"quand on veut déterminer la notion do nature sulvant us pre-
*aldre spproximation.” (1dre Bditiom, 1618).

125. Art snd naturo ore per 8¢ dauses in their own owders, .6, in
the order of the matural and the artificial,

186. Chance is o "ceusa per acoidens™ in the order of the natural
and artifiociald.

C



ertifiolal, which, beenuss of the typo of oppoeition existing Lotwsen
1% and mbure, could bo of greater servioe in the wrk of tringing to
light ¢ definiticn of natwrw, suwh as ho dessired to define it, L.e.

approxtsatoly,

The other ressot for the cholce of the artificisl is as
follows, Gince Aristotle intended to define "matiure® by contrasting
ths natuwral thing or class with & class whose caupe was not nature, it
we neoceksary for him to sesk out & class of things that was botter
known than the zatwrel. (187) For wore it uot better known than e
matural, how ocould it funoticn as a mediun of manifesting the other,
sinoe what s wimown s not sade lovwn through soother wilowwn, OF
the two classes which might possibly bo used to manifest the foesml
principle of the natural, one 1s known in its formal prinoiple, the
othsr winown. The cagunl, sincy its formal primoiple is chance, an
indeterninate causs, is unknown. Bub everyune knows what orb s, and
art is the ccustitutive prinoiple of the artificial. The ohoice, then,
oftha&rﬂﬁoiﬂuthwmdim;farmkmgw,wm&,
what nature 1s, was foroed upen Aristotle by reason of the fast thet
it was & known thing, Fod he inoluded the casual in this work of
contirast, ho would have complicated his problem. ln plade of ote ine
knows, quantity he would have hsd to deal with two, nature and chanoe.

1287, By bettaor known is meant from the point of view of it formal
oonatl et
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exict wo digcover the presence of s differense betwern tiwm, 4o ab-
tridute that is fourd 4n ons but not Lo the othw,

*A1l the things mentiomed” i

That s, the animals snd their parts, plonts snd stmple
bodien. These three typos of beings are exwples of o olaas of teings
whosy exiztonco 19 on cbviom fast. Nanoa they are ot iatonded o
béiWMuWaManuyﬁneMMmoi@;w;
uasm*unmwmmmuwwmmtm@

' The character of the fwotinw is not mentioned here, only
ﬁmmmntumzmmgmw'an@mmm'.
mmmw&mmmummwermemm
owes its constitution to mature, ia suffisiantly indicated Ly the
phrese = "in which they Aiffer from things which sre not congbituted
by neture” =. Through his exsmination Aristotle has sotually his won
a differente so propor o m'mwa‘ie“m&" woaidered &
proporty of tho cavse, mature. I%a constant pressuce in the beings
which exist by sature, and at the same tise ite noticsablo abesnos
awog the things not caused by pature justifies the conclusion that
we have here the diptinotive and proyer charsateristic of nature.




7o prove that whis iteinelc principis of motion and
of staticoariness is the exclusive propsrty of things osused Yy

TMEW%MMWWﬁ%mﬁM
wmmmwwmmwmemwmmm.
m.aMMam.WMammmﬂmmrcu
thay sxe produsts of art="t 2uis dipbinotion is doportat since, o8
w%um.WnWmmwwﬁﬁhﬁnimU&ww@hw
AoVt &m,wammmummum@phumm
siich supports 46 in ite elevaied position, is reowsl, To recisely
\&mwwwﬁuMaﬂuwwme,w

Lo dotarnined 1. :

”mmmmw to_obage”
mmmmmmwmm
1ts principle in sawihing extringie 50 the ertdficial quo artificlal. j
I
xtummmm:m,mmum,mmw :
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I
‘ artdot, (131) Art, the onuws of the srtificdal, %o subjected in the
intelloct and the irxtellcot moves the artilfislal) thing by direction

end comand. Thie movement of directing end comnending is mxbsrnal

to Hiw thing so directed and ocezaanded. (152) Furthomore, the form
WWMUAMMWMWGE.W.M
"sinos it is ispresssd by Wiw directicn of the intelleot through ars,
1t oaawt, by fores of wuoh & principle, have the intrinsis formality
of pature end priaciple of movwmout Yecause no intelleot, save the
divine, is produstive of matupe through tho mediua of idea ond wrt."(138)

Fron what bag Just been said of srt and the form of e
artifisia) thing, m con obteln en ides of art's strength and walkeses.
'mrmwt'minﬂ.m.gmﬂndiﬂm. 1e produotive of xatlipe
throuch the mediun of Ldee sud art", expowos to we the woeinoss ixnherent

181, "piffert autenm arg & naturs, qule are est prinsindum sgendd in
*alio, naturc eutes est priveipium motionis et motus in eo in
e 2ot St Thomms, Comm in Heta., 1ider XYI, lect 8, n. BA44,

182, 45 n &, gm’ cw: Phil-, T. II. De mm t “m ﬁm
"sgt {n intellsgtu, intellectus sutem non movet nmatureliter #b
*intringese, sod dirigendo ¢t Lrparendc, qui est motus axtrine .
"seous ipel rel irperatos ot directes."

138, J. » 8, Thomm, ibsd, ps 180aB«18: "quia oun sit iwprevsa & di-
: "roctione fvtelleotus per artem, non polest ox vi tulis prine
Yaipld hptere intrinecor rationem retirss ot pripeipll sotus,
Yoo quod intellectus non opt feotivie ratures pay idena ot e

“tem, nisi intellectus dvinue.*




4 b, Eoccuso 3t couot produce Bturo, art muet alvoys toke TARE
s 50 1. ':mmapwwmwemmwmmmpmww
ugmmwmmm.wnfmmms,mum
pellonbie, while the cthor sro. Ihie nonranllsablenoss of iron, 48
wnummmquw«mmm.u.mmm
wu»:m.m«»wmmmww. This is
m';mu.mmmmm. (n the cther bend, the
MW@%W&MM&MW&nMW&W“W
manifunte 1ts Smpogrinhablenoss« In itsedf (qua artigitic) it s
mmwchw‘ WWWW.'mmmmw

within itsslf a prinsiple of alnnige. mwmﬁotmmmw
wmmwm&m.ﬂwmwhmﬂ to change

mummumwmmnmwwymw. A bed o o kxAle
mnmmytnfmwwﬁ‘ ztwma.m,mtwmm
ahout the ertificisl pot having & {ptermni principle of povanent 6

inccerent.

metmunnhummm
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artificial, Aristotls seises upon it as sn addsd weaf of bis een-
tantion that the produst of art qua product of srt has no internal
principls of change. e wastes little tine over thw feot of the
mmotmmuwwmmmum,mwm
madistoly to the resson tehind the faet. The work of art, sinve wt
{4self 1s powerless to produce the matter upon whish it must aot,
contains, in sddition to the artificial form, the subject of this form.
* This latter ix a produst of natage. It i# this msturel subject which
explaiza the tupulse t0 change toab is found in thw artiffeisd, and
not the artificlsl form. The bed snd thw Inife tend to fall teo the
ground, not beosuss one is o bed, the other e knife, it Lessuse one
s wood snd the obher ik irom,

"and dust 4o that exbeut® o

Baving truoed this impulse to change to ite [rinoipls, the
subjoot of the ertistio form, Aristotle veiteretes his originmal
positicn. The artistio qua srtistis hes not within Steelf & prinoiple
of movecent and of rest, sincs ite principles, srb sod the artistis
fora, sre both externel privoiples. The itoste tendenty to move
thet is found {n the artistio belougs to it in virtus of that which
is of natrae, the subject, .

An Oojeetion 1

mmmmumm«nmnmmmmm
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artificial the impulse to clange is dus oaly to the fagt that 10 ia
‘" Wo&'t&n@lﬁhwmlﬁm“m“. ®.g. the stone
or sarth, is not juatified. Wndle ib s trve that sush artefasta o8
the bed end the knife treos their ispulse to move in s dowaeard
Cashion %0 She wuodk or iron which is their mtter, tiere sre alse
oartain srtafuote snd arts which ave imberzal prinoiples ef moveeat.
rwmm.amxmmmmmmwmu
is olrculsr, Were it sguare or rectangular in shepe, the esse snd
Wﬁoﬁmﬂmﬁmbhmﬁhb. This otroularity is s
form tuposed by ert. Hende one mist coooeds thab such an artefuotun
28 & whesl, has sz fabernel principle of motion. With regard to ert,
aﬁmumwmm”uautm«mm&mw
mmmp.vm«mxmmwmwww
dener and the harpist. Therefare it is not true to say that the
mmmmmmmmnmmm;wnwu
ooveeasrt.,

MW“M’WM“M&..W
amwummarnmmwwmm Yor,
ﬂlth”ﬁht%mmmmwmm
wmmmpm'ormm. 1% foliows, then, tiat tiw
fosture "intrinsie prinoiple of movement end of statiomarioess”, hi%
mWW&nwxﬁnﬂyw%hWMhmﬁm.
1s not in fact the distinctive possession of that class. Congequortly

.




seummammmmumamu. With this in
mind, Mmmwmdlftiwlw.

Firat, The Guestion af Certain Artefests.

mmmwamm:u.mmswmmmm-
« - I distingaish » .




circularity is & principle of timt movewent. dlmce St contribusion
is marely the removal of ctatecles to the movenent's swiftuees and
mmq, 4% is only » par socidens prinadple of tilw movesant. I6
is & principls per scoidens ex purts effectus, lwowuse it alffects
the of'foet of the {ntrinsio principle, Dmaely moveseud, By recoving
the Lrpodiments to thw swiftness and facility of the novemsut. (138)
. Thorefore the sréifioial qua srtificlsl law not within itself & per
8¢ principis of movessns.

Second, Art sa 8 Prinsiple of Mevenent.

That cartain arle, mnuwormm.murmmwp.
sre intrisaic prineiples of moverwt - I afstinguish o

Are prinsiples of the noveswat ftsolf ~ « « I deny.

Ave principlne of ths akilifulness of the
VeIl » & » = » o » ] 0onONdS.

: ummam
wgdmmmmwm and the harplat.
&w%&mﬁht&&wtkmyoﬁ&mﬁwdcﬁm:
over wrekillfulnoes and It is art thad confers this ekillfulnass,. But
this ednission doss not at )l mocesaitabe our seeing art ag the
mmhwmmmmm'nm what it does Zoroe
wwmtummmmmmnazm mnmpmma.
The faot that a dance o & mizical rouital osn te slithes skillful or
m.mmmtmmmmmnﬁuumw
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158, "Solendum suten est, quod aliquid potest diel causa per e
“dens slberius ﬁaim.muwudoapnm.tm;
mmmtummmewmammmmm
ao0oidit el quod est affootus per ss.  Juod quidem potest ssse
“ripiiaiter, Uno modo, qnummwmu

“3axs:® 8% Thooas, V lgte., leot. 8, u.'vss.




unskilliful perforaanoe. the truth of tho matter is that the movezmbs
thsmolmpromdtnnnpﬂndphmmpmwwzwm
froz mant's vital peinoipis. Art merely refines these moveenis. Is
umuwmmmhwmwmmmwu
mmzwuwwmhwmmmma, i.0. sx parto

effectus

| I8 s at this point in the developement of the defin-
1bion of Dature that St Thoms intyoduces is his ccomentary sa
objection whish serves aduirably both in bringing out the camplete
mwm'mwmtywcrmwmm.&
mmuumumuww

| In opposition to e conclusfon reached by Aristetle,
that netursl things hewe within themseives & primiple of moweent
and repege, whils mrtifieini things dopend fer wovemsnt cu @ prinoiple
that is sxbernal, Bt Thosss offers the following cbjeotiocn. |

:MMMMmW, nanely that $a my

136, ”s«aﬂmmommmmodu«mq\mmﬁm-
“idonmn rerus naturalium, principlwe metus sit L1 @0 quod mo-
: y %mmiphnm:ﬁ!:w } nbm
oOpOTUS, ' s !
"agento: puts oA aqua calefit, vel aer in ipgnen convertitur,
tuz matationis est ab exteriori egante.” II Flys.,

PRTITPS SUUROI

WY e AR -
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The objection tends to destroy Aristotls's conslusion
by pointing out that thers are some exses of ehangs &n whioh the
nabural thing is sinilsr to the artifieial, z.u.mwmim¢

 ite movement is extrinsic. Take the case of an slterstion, whish

Arigtotls freiste procesds Ircm an imbermal principle. (157) 'hen
water becomss hot, 1% is not the water that ia the principle of W
hoat, rathes soxs sxterssl prinoiple Like Pive. Again, in the case
of the penersticn of the elmwots. The moyszent of generation is s
passsge Tros nensbeing €0 being, sbeolubsly spesking, for it involves
the paseing sy of oue subwtance and the coming to be of & new
substanos. Surely o ous oan olalm that the prinoiple of this change
is in the thing ohanged. These two novenents, both of them proper

| o notural things, hawe as their prisoiple somwthing extrinsie to Uw

thing changed. This definitely destroys the universality of Aristotle’
s assortion thet sll matural things hawe within theoselves a prinoiple
of movenent. lore importantly, as e result of this, the distinctiom
between the artificial and the nsturel is invalid,

To Justify Arlstoble's cousept of the distinction detween
the maturel and the artificisl, 8¢ Thoues offers two soluticn o the
cbjectien. The first be borraws frem others whon he identifies merely

187, 11 Wm. ¢ i, 192b18.



a8 "oortain ones”. (138), the second is his own. The first starts
with the assumption that "principle” as used Wy Aristotle baa only
an sotive sense., With this as & prenise it adtempts 4o soe in the
- patursl being that undergoes an alteration or s substential olange,
the presence of sn active prineiple of these movoments

“agent., For thay say that there ia in xatter & certain
“begimning of form, whish tiwy sy is privtion, wideh
"is the third prinsiple of nmature; and from this in-
*“trinsie principle gerstions and alterations of
“sizple bodiss sre sald to be matural.” (139)

The texh from 56 Thams clearly indicates that the
.mﬁt&ﬁhmhﬂ&tﬁrﬁdﬂﬁ(ﬁmﬁumm
Aristotls spoke of an “irdrinsic prinsiple” of novenmat, e hed in
uind en active principle. This forced thes to endow privation with
8 character that is in oppositica to its real self. Ry identifying
this "begivning of form” with privetion they distorted the proper

signifisnoe of privation, making it sppear as something posstive,

139. "Dicunt srgo quidsm quod etdam in hjusmodi matationidas,
"rinoipton aotivom motus ost in eo quod movetur; non quidem
"porfectars, sed Lmperfectum, quod ccadiuvet actionsm exterioris
“sgontis, Dicunt eulz quod in aberia esb qusedas inchostie
“Tormas, quam dicunt esse privetiorsm, ques est tertiun prine
“olplien natures; ot ab hoo prinsiplo intrinseco gensratioues
"t alterationes corporun simpliciuc naturales disuntue. “ibid,




wharess in reslity 1t is scowthing negative. (340) Aotually this
3 voegimiing of fora® 1s nothing more than the appetite of mtiter te
| possess a fovn of which 1t 1s deprived. (JA1) IV is true tint the
oxisbenoe of this appetite of matter for form nsosssarily invelves
the presence of privetion (M2), yet privetion recalns s mgation.
thumuammmwhammm
form, is imputed to 16 in virtoe of patber’s capscity to be inform~
ed., Privetion contribubes ouly the negebion of fama's presende in
mabber. fhwt&na@tawtboﬂnﬁ&nﬁwhlnguh&ahhﬂhwﬂw

140,

J. a S, Thoma, Curs. il., T, IL, p. 7701423 "Suppousislon
veat privationsm in cesxmund 3aquendo importere csrentisn ali-
*oulus farmee in subjeoto spto swi oapacl formas. for quod
sgigtinguiter & sinpliod megatione, quae dloit carentisnm
*rormse absolube kine capasitate subjeeti ad ipsen, simut
*lapis hebet megstionem visus, nou priwstiones, animal auten
togeoyn dieitur habere privetionw visus.®

*Hihil dgitur est aliud meterien sppeters foFmen, QUAR e8n
nopdinari sf formam ut poteutis od sotum.” 5t Thomes, I Phy.,
leot. 15.&10‘

The inseperabls conneotion betwesn petter's appetite and
privetion is overlocimd by many modetn saholastion, They
sre inclined &0 atiribute, without distinstion, a purely
m«mmwmmmuagmupu in the order

of “oase®., Actually priwetion is ssseztial to the constdw
sation of ‘ens mobile' both in the order of “"esse” and
uoiari®, 5C Albert (Conm, in lidwos Mhysicorum, Lib. I, )
points out thet it is duo to privation's pressive in mat-
ter that the latter is s ocmstitutive prinsipls of mobile
being: "privatic est quesdam ratic meteriss per quan subiol-
tur motul.”, and "gratis illius privationia quas {omixta est
materine quod meteris subicitur motul et mutationt.” ( X
Wa. 1id. I. ) - M)‘
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peonrated, an sotive prinoiple through the rediun of privetion, is
docoed to failure, Whst 18 called the "bezianing of forn” is nothing
othor then matber's sppebite and nothing that pertaina %o matber ia
asxtive,

8% Thomas manifoats the imsufficiensy of this sttepd
in anotler way, Uithout golng ints the diseussicn of the contradiotion
inplied in abtrituting o positive ebarascter to privation, hs merely
" ahows that, even sooepting the cleds of those who pub forth this
aolguca. 1t still oannot be conosived as au active primoiple. The
abgolutely Decessary condition for n active prinsiple is that it be
in sot. (143) The “beginaing of form", since it is nothing more than
mwmmmumm_mmm,mmumlnm
~ sebive principle. (144) gt Thomms' agproach in eriticising this
aomm;immmmmuwwmm.mw
observation relstive to the character of the “principle” under dis-
cussion. Decwuse of the importence of this developesent we will quote
the text first. |

"ind morecover, oven if it were s ocomplete foem, 1%

*would not ect on its o Mwumm
Wmtmmmm it the omposite; which

us. q&.mn&ln@tmimcmwnﬂzmm 1z
PW.,M hmﬁ,pﬂ‘.l

14¢. “prasdiota inchontio formee, cum non sit actus, sed aptitudo
“sd aotam, non potest esse principium setiwvum.” ibid.




w 9} =

"Wamtmummmmmumm.
%one which ia the altering aud the ather the altered. ¥ (248)

swhmmmtw"ngzmarmm'mm
tio necossery qualificstions for scting as au antive prineiple. I
mwmwmmmmawmmmw
‘erinotple’ in a purely sotive sews. Granting thet this “beginning
of forw® im sn aotive principls, 1% eould not sot on % o subject
by altering it. Yorn s not s prisoiples which sots dut & prinoiple
wmm-mmmm. u.mmutomwm.
4t will be necusssry that the mubject sgt. It is bare he shows st
m“mm'mmh'mtmiwwm.m
w111 b 1o use defaniing or sesking to sstablish the [revence of &s
sotive prioeipls in ratural beings. Iaving deternined that it is the
mmi%whﬂhmmﬂthalﬂuﬂm-wmwmwm
0o need for s corresponding passive prineipls in the subject, if
chis labter s to change. The composite is going %o sob upon Ateslf,
Bob this is possible only by distingutshing in the coxposite twe
m.mmnwmmmwwuw.mmmm
umw-hmmmua:mh.'::mznmpmm
principle, it is imposstble thet the eonpouite charge, since there 18

145, *m;m«.mumrmmm nm ageret in
veur: subjeotm alterande fpsusy quia forme pan oglt sad oo

"oositum; quod non petest seipma slterare, nisi sint 4o eo

Sduns partes, qmmutamauuum'sm.




nothing in 48 6o Do ohenged, Since Arfistetle, when apeeking of
maturnl things, meintained thet they had an intornal pri.miph;f)#»
ol rovenent sod rost, sod sinos witheut an internal pescive, tiese
retursl beings could not ohengs, one mast éonclude thet the prinoiple
for Aristotle lmd both sensee, aptive and passive,

Paving proven the errer of sttenpting to desigmate the
"pegloning of forn” o an estive principle of change end having shows
tiumﬂmyofzmwmgwwmiphmmmwuwm,
senwummwmgmmmmmwwwm
(148) 1% 1s this 1 4in certain charges the priociple of the change i
sxtrineio.
"and henos I8 muwt be asid that the prineiple of novw-
Ynt ip in nataral things acoordivg te the mode in
Rghich movenont 18 propor to thom, In those to which
"4t in proper to move, there is &n sutive prinviple of
Rasvomerty in those to whioh 4% 4a proper to be moved,
"tero 18 w passive prinoipls, which is setter.” (147)
In virtue of what he het Juod sstahlished sbout the

noed of & pasaive principle in the changeadbls doing, A% Thomas now
1s in poswossion of She trus moluticm of the diffioulty. Acsording

T

1«66. Sog Pe

147, Tt ideo dloendm eat quod in retms maturalibus eo mido
"sgt prigoiplun sotus, quo sis motus comvenit. Qulibua erge
*somrenit movere; est in eis prinsipiur sotivue motusy quie
Mug suben sonwenit moveri, est in els principiun passivum,
Youcd est nateris.™ IXI Fhys., lest, 1, n 4.




o Aristotle's idea {t s necessary that the principle of movenent be
intrinsle, 1f moversnt in to be ratural. Bt this does not Sorce us
to inslst that both ths sotive axnd the passive principle be internal.
A1 that {s required iz that st lonst ous principls be intrinsie.
This is sufficiexntly svident from the following. IS is proper %o some
€0 nove, o some o Do moved. In either case the absolute requirement
for natursl mowsent i the presenss of an interral priosipls which
corresponds to the type of moyesemt proper to the thing. If the being
is cndowsd with a enpacity to be moved, without having any aptitude
%o nove, then one Canmot expect any sther principls than a pessive
one, If the being hes sn aptitude to move, there mut be pressnt ia
16 an astive priceiple. In the light of this the movesuts which are
alteration and gensration do procewd from an interuml pessive prinaipls,
thouzh the acbive rinsiple of the movecents is extrinsie. In this
way the distinotion batywen the naturul and tbe artifioisl is saved.

Having ssoaped the danger of confusing the natursl with
the srtificial, 8¢ Thomes mist Dow svold the danger of making the
artificial sppesr matural., To escape the first danger he indicated
that the presence of & passive principls of change within the being
sufficed to eatablish the naturelness of the movement. Mt it is
[Peoiaely this Fesson which tends to confuse the artificlsl with the
natural., If the presence of a passive orincipls of change werrants
celling & movement metaral, then the artificial's movenent is matursl.




mmxy the sotive principle of the artificial 4s exterasl. But
the pessive principle is not. It is intrinsio to the matter or
subject of art. Unless thore was in the mattor or subjeet of art a
pussive principle of movement, there would be no work of ar¥. (148)
How, sinve all that {s required for a matural moverant and oansequent-
1y for a metural thing (metursl movement s sn indisputeble sign of
ths vatural thing), 1s the presendge of en intersal prineiple of
novesant, aotive or pessive, then the eriifiocial is natural.

In response to this 8¢ Thomes undertales %o explain
under what sonditions an intrinsis priveiple (pessive) can be calle
od the principle of a natursl movemend.

“hish principls (cattar) in so far as 4t has & netural
“sotensy to such & form end movement, makes the movemsnt
* patural. And becsupe of this the making of artificial
“things s not naturel: beowuge, though there is &
"naterial principle 4n thot which is mede, it (this
"meterial principle) does not have a natursl potency te

148, “Oportet maque in sateris gmlided esse aptitudines ad fore
Pommt,  Non endm quodlibet artificistun potest fieri ex qua~
"1itet matoria, sed ex determimata. Sisut ssrve non £1t ex
"lans, sed ox Perro. Ipsa ergo aptituds ad formmm srdifi-
"oiati; ques est in materis, ism est aliqua pars srtiffoisti,
"quse ost in meteris; quis sine aptitudine artificatum esse
“non potest. Sieut serra non potest esse sine duritie, per
"quan ferruc est ordinetun ad formem ewrree,” Bt Thosms, VII
MQ' dect, 8’ n. IAS7. )




"suoch & form." (149)

That & passive prinoiple be the principle of & aatural movement, 1% is
not only necsssary thed it be intrimeic, Wit also that 4t have &
natural potency or aptitude to such & furm and movenent. IV is lete
that the natter of the artificisl falls. It es no mwbursl potensy
s sptitude to the artifisial forw or movemat, To fully understend
this we must first consider the meening of the phwase 'mstural petensy
or sptitude', It should be quite elear from all $hat has Desn sald
about natural things end the prineiple of their movement thet the
word 'ostural! signifies intrinsie. Fence & natursl patency or apt-
ftude i ove that is {ntrinsio, L.e. 1% is o fitossa which i» the
result of internal prineiples. 5¢ Thoawas defines it as foliows s °
‘notural sppetite i nothing mare than an ordinmation of certals things
to their end mcocrding %o their mature®, (150) With this xotien in
nind we can exaning the matter of the srtificial and sss if there is
Mm%ﬂm.hwwarﬁnmm.wﬁum

We must conceds that wood or irem or miy shher matier

140, "Guod quides prineipiua, inguantus habet potentian neture-
e ad alem formm ot motum, facit esse nmotum meturelenm.
2% propter hao factionet rerus artificisliuz non sunt
*saturales: quis licet principtun reterisle si% in eo quod
“£i4, non temwen habet potemtisn raturslen sd talen formmn.
15 Fhiys., lest, i, 0 &

160, 'mmnmwmmmmommmm
Ysecundun proprism naturan in smswm finem.® I Phys., leot,18,1.10.

O



wsod Yy the srtiet doss posssss u sertain fitness for artificial
foros. Otharwise, s the objection states, there would be no such
thing o the artificinl, Howewer, this fitnoss for tbe artifiotal
fors is not satural 4o A wood, oF the irem or the other mutter, for
thare (s not found in the netter an intrinede ordimtdon to the art-
itiotal forn. The matter of wood (151) has & mabarsl sptitude to
subsbantial forme other then that of wood, Its nature s potenay and
is ordered to thess other substantial forxe se potenay to eot. By
rosson of its formal constitutive principle, the form of wood, the
sempontte bas & atursl tendancy to move dowmmed. It to neitter of
these prineiples osn there be treced an intrinsie fituess for thab
purely acoldental form which is artifiofal, It camwt ds traced to
the materisl substactial principle, for thls, being substantial, hes
&n order to thoss forrs whiok ore substantial. XNor can 1% Vs traced
to the formsl mubdetantial priroiple, for were there such & matural
ordinetion to the srtificlal form on the purt of the ustural form of
wood, ths composite would be sble o be moved by itself %o produce
guch & form, (158) Plaialy this {8 not the esss. Therefore, winos

151, Ve use the exanple of wood as representative of the class of
e elrtotal i _ _

158, “Sed pars dupliciter iovenitur in materis. Cuandoque quidenm

*soggit moveri nsteris o formnm doeue,® 8. Thoms, VII Hetm.,
leoat. 8, n, 1488,




AR - -

this Fitoess of mettor for the artifietel form is not redunible to
the mature of zatier, it 1a nod & nataural fitoess or aptituds. The
natter of the artifisinl, tham, is not the iatrinsic jessiwe privet-
pls of tho movement by which the srdifioial thing is produced aod
sansequently the artificisd is not matural. Actually the patcany e
aptitude of sertain smbter for artificisl forws erises from the
presinoe of scme quality in the matter, auch as hardness, i.e. &
suffisiont firoowes which makes a matter & suiteble bass for the
artist to work on. It 45 u quality of this sort timb maikes wood and
othar such things apt for ertifielial farwas. As BS Thonas ssys 1 "Jush
a3 & ssw cannot be without harduess, sosurdingly iren is orderod to
the form of sew®. (153)

N

i ppered.
VAR

After expisining the sussoutial featurs of that in-
trinele passive prinoiple which is s primeipls of meturs] movemcut,
8% Thonas now provesds to show cartulin eonsequencos of the fact that
pringipls has both so aotive n.qd & pasaive sense.

e aaaT, sehngh 15 16 Sroa . sopareted nowr, 8.

"so far an there is in the eslestisl body iteelf s
"matural potency Yo such & mrvement.” (154)

"3ioat sorra non potest esse eioe duritie, per quss ferrum
et ordiratun ad Ffomms serrves.” ibid, n. 1497,

"zt ais wbimn motus looalis corporun osalestiux est maturalis,
¥iioet 8it & motore ssparsto, mumwmmu
Rest potantis saturalis od tales motm.* IX Fhye., 1; nd.




Sinos the cslestial body, thanis to the presecos in it of & peasive
prinoiple, hes a nutural potensy to looal movement, the fisld of
natural things mat be brosdeved o A o inolude suoh things in the
study of naturel things. We £ind this sawe dootrine in the Swem
Contea Gentiles, where 50 Thones explicitly traces the right of the
coleatial body o the designation of naturel %o the fresence of &
mmwmmwmm«mmtwymuwmm
wash movenent. (166) This pesition of B¢ Thums en the naturalness
of the mvanent of the heavealy bodles, though we find in thew enly
s passive principle, is an importent buy to the problem of evelutien.

. Pyt tdw distinotion Delween the uctive and pessive ssnde
of the principle of movesend nod ouly bhromiens G £ie1d of staly o
timt it concludes the study of the celestial budiss and the gemeration
of sixple bodies, a fast sxplioltly medioned by 56 Thoes in the
Coutre Gentiles. (188) By reason of the distineticn one sust also

166, "Hou temen st negandum motus easlestea esse maturelem. DPloitur
"enin esss notus aliquis saturalis, non solwm propter astivm
*erinoipium sod etise propler pasativem: slout patet in zeneFs~
"sionms simplicium corporum, =w-8ia erge motus onelestis corpo-
"pig, quartiva ad aotivam principivm, non et seturalia, ngu

 “soluterivg et intelloctuslis: quantw: sd peincipixs passivnm
"aut nefralis, nem corpus oteleats habat naturalem aptitudinem
"ed talem motuan,® III Contrs Gentilen, « 28.

158. “istoud pated in generatione sispliciua ourpanm. Juse Quidem
"san potest diel meturalis retioms rinoipil setivis nover
“ondm 14 naturalitor & principio sotive euius prinoipiun aotde
"sam ost Autra, nstura suim ost principium motus 4o eo in quo
“est; principicm saubem estivas in genorstions simplioluz cor«
Sporimn oat extew,  Bon est izitur naturalis ratioal prinaipii
“aotivi sed sohxs retiomm prinoipii passivi quod est aateria, -
"oul insat raturelis sppstitus sl formsn maturalem.® III Cootes
Gentilos, o 23 (par. 8)




tile into account ¢w upmard and downwapd movemeut of bodies. Thwse
movencnts lilkewiss sre natural since sush bdodies have an intrinsio
sptitude lor thoss typos of movecent. Hoxmwe thoy have within thes.

solves an iotermal peinciple.

*In the heavy and light bodiss thave is slso a forwal
“opinoipls of their moveewnd (bub & fovwal prinsiple
. "af this sort oamnot be called ao astive potenoy %o

aonspguently
"slace: not that the natural form is the motor btut the
“motor s the penwrator which gives such & form upon
“which follows such & motion.” (187)
The body whioh is heavy or light moves sither dowmmerd or vpwerd in
virtus of f{ts substantial foem, for place and motion to place are,
1i%e all cooidants, oconssquences of the substamtial form. Bince
this 1s s0, it follows that tho heavy and the light bave within theme
solves o formal prinoiple of thair motion wnd so ae matural things, |

167, "In corporidus verc gravibus et levilue est principius fare
*mle sul motus (sed huius prinoipium formale non potest
"4i0s potentia active, ad quan pertinet motus iste, sed

"non eat prinoipium ut moveat, sed magis ut moveatur)s quia
*gicut alia cooidentin ocnsequumtier formn substantinlen,
*ite ot locus, et per oonsequens noveri ad losim pon tenen
"{ta quod forus naturalis sit motor, sed motor est generans,
"quod dat talem fowmem, wd quais tulis wotus consequitur.” St
Thomas, Il Phys., lect. 1, n. &,




Is the formal peinoiple cfm;.w m;’t it bodies an aobive or
pasalve prinofple ¥

There o & reriown Aiffioulty with rogard to the forsal
pricoiple in virtus of which the beavy and light bodies move. In the
Faysios 5% Thoues tells us that this formal prinoipls cansot be called
an active prisoiple but mush b placed in the estegory of passive
principle. (186) Thds sowns to contradlot waat he saye of thig prinsie
ple in the Contrn Jontilos, Thers he slates thut "the matare Shexalore
of the heawy ani tho Light body is the astive priceiple of thedr motian."
(189) Cortainly the desigmetica of one and the geme reimoiple ey the
mﬁwa&m&iwpﬂmtphﬁmwtummuum
diotion, ’ | |

Fere 5t Thomas roally ssylng that undes the sare eapoct
the intrisgio prinoiplo of the movumont of the heavy and the light
bodies wes an cotive and o passive prineipls of the movement, then
definitely w would be facs to face with & sontradiotion. Bub this
1o far fron belng true. 5t Taoas sever olaimed such & contradlotory

. charsctor for the prinsiple under disouseion. Mwt he doos soy is

188, “In curporitus vore grevibus of lovibug eat principdun forw
"zale sul motus (sed hulusiodd principiuc formals men potest
Ydiod potentia wotiva, ad quaa pertinet motus isbe, ced o
”mmw sub pam Mﬂ“') I3 m'; loct, 1. n. 4.

189, "Hatwa igitur corparis gravis ot levis est prizoipius aotivum
"aotus eltw: patura vero carporis caplestis est motus ipeive
"peapivim prinoipius.” III Contrw Centiles, o 23.
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that the prluciple iz wn active one wider e napeot, wnd u pessive
e wnder anciier aspoot,. Take Hw statewut io the Contrw Centiles
that "thw nature of tie heavy wad Jight body Wweredme is the activwe
principle of Gwir movements:s" The swwe of the wurds "astive privgie
pla” here is wob efficiency or an efficlet principle. He psoifically
denies muy wifSolensy to thls intalusioc Pormel principle, For in the
very sams obapter (180) 8% Thomem stetes that “hesvy xod light todies
are moved by the gonerator and by tw cne renoving epedinemsts, as is
proved in VILII Poysicsr fur 4t cmmnot be that the fors in thes be
ving and the matter moved, for nothing is moved save o body.” (151)
Its woaning, then, must Lo saething other than efficient principle.
its preoolss signification is essily doternined by & etudy of the
context, 5t Thamas calls the formal intrinsio prinaiple of haevy
and light bodies an sotive prinsiple in opposition to the internal
winciplo of tho cslestinl body, whioh 4 called pessive. Aud the
reascs behiind these desipnaticns serves % L:press vpon us the meaning
whioh he atteched to the words eotive and pasgive hers in this chapter.
These are his wirde »

"For anything is noved and suffers sooording as St is

%in potewy, L6 aots and moves acooeding & 1t is in
"aot. The celestinl body, however, acoarding to its

160 III Countra Gentiles, o 23,

6l, "Carpors grevia of lovie moventur o geoersite ob romovents proe
"hibers, ut probetur in VIIX {come nim oudm potest osve
“quod forme 83t in els movens of materia pote, nikil sudn no-
“vetur nisl corpus.” 1bid, (pers 4)



:sub«tmm, is as In potousy, hawing itsell indifferaide
wmﬂww.muwmmumwm

"43 bas beon said. It 3 ctlwr-however, wth the hawvy

"and light body, whioh, oconsidored in timir ow: maturs,

S T R
Ednow sificiousy 1o ruled oub, the question of thw opposition between
the principle of e bexry and the 1lght and e oelestiad body is nes
e of e20lolency versvs wm-officdensy. Hetber 1% Lo & qweticn of
tolng indebersdinate varsus being dotorsimad. This o what 5t Thouss
meens Wien be telle us thet the calestisl bedy by rensen of its nature
iz prely lndotorminats or potential to plece, wharsss the light end
hoavy body ere dotermined to place. Douce when he oalls the form of
the latior an aotive prinoiple, bho acans o debmmizad prisciple. *han
be calls the principle of the colostial body o passive one, ho moans
et 4% is undetorzdzed., Tharefore m foem of tho Mght end heavy
body is aetive, net in ¥w eemwe of being Uw efficlent prinaipls of
the movenent, but merely in the sense of being 6 debmmined pricoiple
as opposed to an indetermined cae.

i

is2, %e&wmnmmmmmmmm
pawm,naﬂmwmnwﬁmw&mqmmmw Cog~
 "oup autes canlasnte, secundun suam substortisnm coneiderstus,
"Umenitta ut in poterdis indifforenter se habens od quode
“libet ubi, sicut meteris rrime sd cueelibet furmest, sicut
“remediotum est. Aliter auton eat de nerpors gravi et levi
°m,mmmmmimm.mmmmw
mm,ndmmmmmﬂmtmmw
Yuibi locus.” ibdd, (par. ¢




when in the Physics (163) 6% Therms speaks of this privete
ple of the movemant of thw heavy and the lizht body as & passive princi~
ple, be 35 uking those words in s sanse foreign to that whith we have
Just exposed. let us consult the Notephysios (164) where 8¢ Thomos is
more expliolt then he is in the Physiom.

S ey

- formal yrinoipls
‘r':“um.wummtwm
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11 m'm. lect. 1, 1. 4. .
106, V Yebe., lect. 16,
186,

*allquid movet seipsun nisd per partes, inquantas pars efus

"movet alism, ut prodbatur in VIII Fhysicorus, Potentia ergo
“seoundim quod est principiuz motus in @0 in quo est, non
"somprebanditur sud potentia sotiva sed megis sub passiva,
“Cravitas in terra non ust prinoipium vt moveat sed oagis ub
"moveatur. Potentia igitur aotive motus oportet quod sit in
®alio ab o0 guod movebtur, siowt aedificative potestas non est
"in sedifionto sed magis 4o andificante.” ibid, n. 005,

N




se. The sotivo potency is not within the thing moved Lt outside 1,

mMMnmthMphwbimumM
afmlw%phdmmb.hmmtm&wwm
vmumammzmammxmwwmmm
ctaractor ta the movenant. m&uws‘bmmmﬁmw
Mmmmmdmwwuw,mwmm.m
oved eithey up or dowm. But the faot Uab this principle is mﬁ-
ehingmd.umummuwﬂﬁtﬁumtmwunww~

teoause whatever 1z m«i,um‘awmmmm:mu.ﬂv
w.meummwuumepu. tmwupw«dmm
cotegory of the passive. mwummmmsmzmwwmu
duigminu"mmuwgmf 1g that it moves the movesbls. There
mmmm,mn.tmw.mﬁwwwumnmemm
cipznai‘mvm% ﬁwtﬁnrmmrwmlmr@ﬁwfomlpﬂm
pwwmmtmmﬁm;ofmﬁwmmuuumm.ww
mﬂmmmm.uummmmmph.m
uﬂmhslnbmtowwmwi&hmd mmm
mlmngttmmumafwdnmumnilam
effiolent prinsiple of movsoent, mmumwmmuﬂw
and passive potencies as used in this sext, is (not)the cpposition be-
Mnspﬁmiphmﬂnswﬁﬂnhtwiwmwdumiph
socording to which a thing is moved. the intrineicosss of thw princds
phhmﬂyammuwnqviﬁw, pince vhabever is moved, ig moved
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roctdon. (188) On the other hand, those prinwiples which are not active
in the sonse of dedermdnmbs, cwmob sulfer violenos. Deing indeterninate
thoy bave a netural sptitule ¢ ocutrary moversuts. Hoto that w wve
hare spesking of contyery Bovenents, not coutrediotory novemante. The
difference is twmportant. A contrary movemsut 4s betwosn a0 positive
tornind, mutually exclunive, #.ge W axd down. A contradiotory sovemsnt
is botwoen a pomitive terminmue and its sisple mezaticn, vis delng and
non-teing. An example of & body which doss mob possess & matwral
aptitude to contrery movements is the heavy body., Because ite forual
principle s determined, At is detersined to move dowmsrd. Leaking

a vatural poteatislity 4o the contynry wovesmat, 1.0. the movemsnt up-
ward, by resscn of the determined oherncter of ite form, it can enly
be moved in an upward direotion viclently, On the otiwy hand, the

156, Bt Thomas seena to hold the opposite, for speaking of the
sptitude of the hoswy body hw sxye 3 “There is present in the
mmnmmummwmmmm

mng;a& v::mw’r;‘;t(m amtim. ¢ &3,
AT Dle Thomas proposing & position op-
d to ouwrs. he esys that the heswy and the lizhd
have & nmotural gptitude o o coutesry s
mosns that sinoe these bodies are determimod in one direetian
by reascu of thedr intrinsic form, thoy tlone aduit & novenoud
that is oppossd to twir notural movenort. For wrs they pure~
Iy indotorminate with regard to tho movesont's direction,
tiwre oould be no netural sptitude which would ko & move-
mnt coutrary te their iotringic tvndencys This is not e
s s saying that such beings huve & mefaurel eptituds
woreby they move matazally ia ey direction siatever.




colsotial body, becsuss St ia pirely indelorainate to plase, bas &
natiral aptitude to any plece, and heose Sn 14a movemont fycn plase
to placse deos in no way sulffer violenos.

Hous axl the ‘Sewreh for the Definition of Eature'.

| Before leaving this seotiom, it woald be well to ¢all
attention t6 & resark made bty Ross anon$ Fhywios 182b9«21, (187) Ia
usmmwmmmmmumww.

"Somo things, says Aristotle, ere by amturs, cthevs se
wm«wa&mm(m.w
“and o8 7. 36,8 sogrw). To expect kim

“ﬁmﬂmwmnteMOdwm”m
* pelsg to pature, in distinetion from ¢tbors whish owe
"thelir being to other causes. But he dows not in faot
*de this, That lw mtclanchuofw.rgnﬁuab
"m.mwuuwmmummm.

"an intepnal principle (blS+14), whils others do not
Towstheiyr moversnt and rest to suwoh & prisciple W, it
“izimglieﬁ.toamnnipkwwmmw
"rogting thing (bi8«18)« To thia extent the first words
%of the chaptor are misloading: bub Aristotls, dooe
festablish & distinotion hetween two olasses of things,
Fone comigting of widoh ag suoh hewe an intoroel
'pctnndphnfm .00 andzoals and twir parts,
fnlants, and the fowr sivple bodles espth, wmter, oir,
*Mre), the other things suoh as beds and elothss which
“as much have no Anternsl pedinoiple, though 4n virtue
"of the simple bodlies of whioh they are mede thuy have
"guch o prisoiple (b1720).% (1668) :

167, These nmsnmmﬂatnhmmwum“m
for the definition of pature.”

188, Op. oit., Comxmntery (Bk 11, oh, 1) pe 405500,




Roas' ataterant~"To this extent tho first words of the chapter are
mieloading® = i» Daged on two things. The firet is that Aristotle
fails %o do what was sapested of hin, namely to peint out & olass of
things which ows twiyr being to oatupre in distinotien from which cwe
twir being to other causes:s The seoond In thnt instesd of doing what
was sxpected, he poaints cut a olass of beings that owe, not their being
but their moveasnt aad rest, to en ioternal peinoiple.

Ag sxmsination of the text of Aristobls shows that thess
two reasons are an insufficisat basis for Ross' oplalzt about the
misleading charaocter of the first wirds of the ohapter. Let us first
sxanine the chargs that Apistotls fallsd o do what be led ve %o
beliove ho would do. Ross tells us that in ocnsequonce of the divisica
of things that exiat into thinge which exiat Ly nature and things thet
exist by other causes, ong is paturslly led to expoct that Aplstotle
would point oub the thinge that beloug to both olaseos. "But ho does
M&Mﬁe%.‘ (ne wondasrs what exnotly Ross expocted of Apige
totle. A reading of the Yext sbows that Aristotle explicitly polnted

out those that balong to the olass of things caused by sature and in
obliquo those whish delong 0 ths class of things not cswsed by natiwe
(those latter are later idontified in B17), for immediately upen noting
the divigion of things, the Stagirite mentions the things whioh are due
to nature: "By natwre the anivals and their parts exist, end the plants,
and the simple bodies (esrth, fire, nir, Wter) « for we say that theee




end the 1ike oxist Yy natwe," (188) IV appesrs logical to suppoes
thet Noss expected to find in this plese not msrely & meuntion of
ocurtain beings as caused by nature tut & proof that ell swoh beings
were caused by nature. 5o other interpretation of Ross! sissppolinte
ment with Apistotls is dafensibls, (170) Now if Ross smotumlly waxpeoct-
o3 Arigtotls S0 prove thet such things as wilmels wnd thelr parts,
yum.miwhbodmmmwdhymm.ﬁnnummw
feve with a curicus situstion. Homs iy expocting Aristotde to prove
something that is per se ovident, for, es Aristotls tells us, "1t s
Mwmsmmmmarmmf(xmsmw'
osused hy nature., (ne wonders how Ross oculd have expocted the
Stegirite to prove that nature is the cause of aninals and their parts,
m..mwmwm.mmm *That pabure exists, it
would be sbaurd to tey to prove;" (178) Certainly if Ross wos mislod
wwrmsumorwuc:w,mmmmmw.mm.
Apistotls never hed axy intenticn of attergpiing to prove the obwicus.

The other causs of Hoss' diseppointment is that in place

186. II Phyios, © &, 192bowil,

170. Thers is no justification for Ross' rermrk if coe assuues it
to mean that Ardstotle failed 4o naze naturel thinge. This
iz patently contredicted by the text.

am, 1t m‘i“‘ ¢ 1' 19%a4 .

178. 4hi4,; b,




N

of a olass of thinge which cus their being to nature, Arictotls pointe
out a clase of things which owe thmir mowewnt and rest to an interml
privoipls. This caplaint is o consequence of the fullure of whieh
Ross ocouges Avistotie. Naturslly, Sf Aristotle fatlsd to polnt eus,
the things cuused by nature, thon all tab con de said of (e follow
fag lues (W13-14) La that Ariatctls is indicating o olass which owes
1tes novement aid rest to an lnberoal prineiple. Simce thw premise wpon
which this Soberpretation of lines LIS«)4 is Losed, is fulee, ca w
haw siready shown, then R®w irterpratation 1 likewige false. In
truth, as the text shows, (178) Aristotle is not poluting out a olnes
of belngs whose movesent and rest depsad o an intervel principle.
Bother o is indionting that the olams of belngs ceswed by nature poss~
ose o vory distihotive feature with regoed to moversut and rost. Es
informs we that "All tho things mentdonsd” (this can only refor to
the thiags already mentiomeds snimls and thelr parts, plants, eto.,
which bo has stated are caussd by natupe) possess an $nterael princie
pls of movenent and rest. %o s in "Alls things mentioned” an une
naxed group is &t varisnoe with the taxt. Likewise, 0 see in "All
things menticoed” s group distinguishadle only by the presence of an
Wwwph.ummuwwm.mwm
is also distinguished Dy tiw foot that 1t has raturs e ite cause, 1f

178. 4bid, 183b13-14.




coe wors to eccept Hosa' interpretation of bl3-l4, he would not be
able to Justify Aristotle's use of the interml principls of movemend
and rest as the element by whioh nature is defined. Thers iz nothing,
aocording to this interpretation, to prove that the things whioh poes-
oss this prinoipls are caused by nature.

2) The Definition of Eaturs.
Jexts N
“.'-which saens to indicate that nature is a principle amd
“a csuse of being moved and of beling at reat in that
- "4o whioch it belongs primarily, in virtue of mcu' :
"and not in virtus of a coneomitaut sttridute.” (17¢)
Through his exasinstion of the twu species of ex-
isting things, the natursl end the artiffofal, Aristotle has dis-
govered in the matural a charscter peculimrly diatinotive to it.
Confidant thet he has attained to a true proyerty o passion of the
natural, he 13 now ready to defins nature, the difference that

constitutes the slsss of the mitural.

'f*!:baf nature is s principle and & cause ete.”

This is the classio definiticn of nature. The matursl

174. 1II Physios, oi, 102033, In rendering this text into English,
we have departed from the translation found in the Ross Edition
of the Phywics, where the Oreek '/A-‘ ' is given the sense of
fart, Following 5¢ Thomes we prefer the eopulstive sense of
‘and'., This is more in conformity with the notion of nature

in coexmuni.




differs from the artificlal in thds that 1% has within Iteelf tke

prineiple of movsnont axd rest. This difference is so distinctively
ropsr e tho paturnl that 4% Ls 1te proper pesslism. Heroe we con
daflom matups, the cawe, thrcugh this rasslon. Therefare soturs is

and-

uamwnmﬂ%ﬁgmm#mﬁwh‘ww

which 1% belooes pelmarily, in virtus : of ituelf and not in virtus of
o mw nmw-

B) She Explanationef the Definition of Asture.

Toxd

L

"xw'mmﬁmw;mmm.m'.h-
. mm(mmm)amwu dootor might cuwre
*hizgelf. HSevertheless it is nob in so far em e S8 &
wmm»mam art of medioinms it puree
1y has happened that the anrw man is doctcr and patient-
"mﬁ that is Wy thems aliribubtes are oot alwys found
¢ S0 1t 1s with ull other ertifiolal produnts.
*mwmmmiwwwmwmmm
“duotion. mectnmm(mmm

Tof a concomitant atteibute-i mmwmn?
"selwes (but not in virtue of what they sve). (178)

Boomwe tho definition of natare is s0 vital %0 the

problom of seleoting tho nmothod of desonetyration for the seisnce of

natwal things, Aristotle, wishing tw zake sure that it meaning is

176. 4bid, 192b24-3R.




properly understood, explaing the definitisn, As will be seen, in
mwumamhommmmmmmmmmm
of the phrese "not in virtue of & ocnoomitant abtridute”. The remninde
or of the definition lw leaves without ocswnt, The oxtrens care with
mwmwvmm.mmwwm:mmtm
amlmmﬂﬂtglm-tc‘hmwmm.imothvm
to b intrinato principles of movesent. This similarity he werted o
ehow, was superficial, Those arte, o.g. medioine, were as unlilke

- pature an the art of dullding, whioh is cortainly an external prinmcie
ple of movenwnt, mmwmtmwmmo:m'
w&mummwmmmmmmuwmw
prosented no diffieulty. Howsver, in the lntersst of making sure
tiat this very inportant instrwmsnt is clearly end fully wnderstood,
we will eapose the entire definiticn,

'mmu;mvzguaa&':

Mmm..ustmmumw
tery, (176) who were dissatisfiod with Aristotles definition of
nature a8 & principle. They sought %0 give nAture & more abeolute
value by replooing the notion of principle with that of power, ay«
ing that noture wee & "vis {nstte in rebuas®. This definition of

178, Comsntorius in Lilwos Physicorws, Liber II, leot. 1, n. 6.
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nabare nerits fros 56 Thooas s souroful dismissal. e says Ulat
mmmmwwmm-wuuthmm (arr)
mmtmwmmmumwmmmuu
’mm&ttinrm‘hhuwwu%mhhmuﬁu.
Wature is & ccnnotative term, L.e. it suggest or indlestes souething
olew which 1s esseatial to its mesning. Delng such, it oemct be
sxprested as sasething ebsolate, for Gw sheolute signifisa fresdom
from & relation 4o sosething else. To define mture, then, an & vis
mmueammymwwtomm,mmmmwmu
mmmwmm._‘mmﬂumamwm
mm«mm'mwummamw
ubyssmw'mwmm“wmc:mm
taaturet in its origin. The word 'mature’ s dovived from the verd
romgol! which ceans to be bora. fut enly those wre said to be born,
%hh‘m%&ahybﬂnsjuﬂm&with%mﬂmwiwm. Eance
tnature’ signifies the principle of generstion. {178)

ey
i

Wature, then, is to be defined ss & prinoiple. o wiy

177. "Unds deridendi sunt ¢ui wvolentes Sefinitionen Aristotelis
*sorrigers, raturas per siiguid absolatun definire oormti
"gunt, dicentes quod naturs est vis insite retus wl ali-
"auld baiuempdi,® idid, (per. 2)

178. “ronitur sutes in definitione neturse principlum, quasi gera,

()

i

i




does Aristotls emplay the words, "and a M". {n the definition ?
Why his double nomenclaturs t Iff mature 1s & oxuse, and (179) every

osuse iz & prinaiple, why not onit say mention of 4t being e prinsiple t

momyaumumofmmuan:aﬁnu fmplicitly contain the
aseertion thet 5t in slso & principle. There are variocus ressoms
offerred to explain the use of the phrass "principle and ceuse”. Jolm
of 5% Thooss lsts four of them.

1. For purposes of being move explicit. (150)
8. %o exolude priwtion from Deing called natrure, (ZEI)

$. u order to distinguish €w two senses in whieh e~
tire 1s to ds acosphed. (152)

4. For the porpose of eaphasising the feot that the dew
finition of nature §5 & definition of wubstantial
mture. (188) i

179, “(cwuses are spoken of in an egual wusber of seuses; for all
“‘oauses are begimmings. )" Heta. 1015al8,

160. J. & 8. Thom, Curs. Fatl., 7. II, G IX, Avb. 1, p. 17182128
"sliqui solwa maloris explioationis gretis.”

181,  1bi4, BER-RG: “alif quod saddidit causen ad Pesovendum prive-
*“tionen quae oet principhm motus, ot non est nature, quia
"non st seuvss. '

188, b4d, B28-50¢ "D.Thommy, 3 Fhys., lset. 3, dialt peal prinoie’
"piun ot ceusan sl deaipmandua, quod in aligquitus nature ost
:gims.pmnmim, in alils activum ot hoo desiguatur per

183, 1bid, BAL-33: “Fossunus addore quod quis intendebet Philodo-
plus dafinire natuvan substantialen, '




Ty shall sxening eagh of thoao explssatious and coe whether thay
satinfuctorily Justify the inssorporstion of the words “prineisle und
cruse™ fnbo the definition of rstawe.

1) For parposes of belne more explicld.

This sxplaoation sppesrs to be sn extreasly wwak
Justification of the words "prinoiple and osuss®. If Arfistotls want-
eé%%wlﬁoiﬂ%fmﬁ%&mmwsm&im%w
word "prinsiple” slone would have bees sply sufficiemt. This word
olearly manifests the conmotative oharsoter of nature in so far se
$t definms 1t in terms of & beginoing, The additieon of the word
Yoaume”, than, would be nothine more than an sttempt to make obwious
the obvious. :

Again if the wards "grisciple aad couse” ere eoployed

. %o enphesise “hmt mature 15 slther & principls ov & cuuse, then two
swanings oan be satEsched to the words. Either couse is used merely
for the purposs of making explicid the olarsoter of mature &g princi-
plo, or principle is utilised to unieriioe the oaussl sharscber of
ssture. This explanetion fo #till lnedequate. The use of the word
“asums® to pele explicit the notion of msture sg & prinoiple, or, on
the other hwnd, tho use of the word "principle” o nake clonr tiw
notien of mature as & cauen, m_wamwmzm. In both cnsed




the wards used for purposss of slerifiosbion dring wub & somxe Hat
1z a0t 'ad yex', The use of the word “cmwe" does not wnle axplield
the character of principle, since "cause” introduoes & nots thet is
outeide the notion sf prinsipls (a oxuss implise & csrtein influx in-
©o the heing of the thing csuset). (188) Bo %00 in the use of the
word "prineiple” w0 make the rnesning of cuuass sows explisit. Tie
moblen of prinaiple losves unbouched and henos wiclerified the
peonliar noticm: of causs (prinoinle sizmifies the Yeginning in an
order but not the very definite arder of esuselity. (185)

In viow of what has hean ssid, tais firwt explanation
s 0o way explains the use of the words "prinoiple end cause®.

2) In cader to exclude privation firam baias oxlled nature.

This explavmtion revsals 2 ressan far the Lmdrodustion
of the ward "osune™ frto 4he definition, Yere 1t 2ob for the fsat
that privation, like sstter and ferm, is & prinoiple of movement,
there would be no Deed for defining mature as & "principls and oeuse”.
;tmnmmmmwwmmu; principls. But
privation 1e 8 prineiple of novsamas, Unlibe the other two prinote

186, "bac wero & nopon csuss, impardet iaflumen quemdem ad osse
"aausati.® 50 Tiuoas, ¥ Neta., loet, 1, n. 961.

185, “Ham hoo nowen Prineiphum ordioes quaedsn importet.” ibid.




ples, hwever, it 1s not & per se omme of noversnt, (1068) Teew erw

to define nature, then, rerely ss & prinaiple, 1% would load to the

sspunption thet privetion was also nature, Flainly it 1 moh, sinoe

netire 15 & per se scuse., Thorelforw the word "csse” in used By Arise
totle to sxclude the notiom of privetion ss asture.

This opinion dows put forth a good sape for the use of
e word “esuse™ in the definition. But therw is aomething thad ia
laft unxeplaived. It i this. If Aristotle by the use of oss
woprds was intent on the sxolusion of privation, why 413 he not omit
the word “peinciple” and onll rmture merely s owuse ¥ Sual un~
doubtedly is what he cansidsred usture to be. ite failure, then, e
sxplain the use of "principls” uaine this wxplecation unseRisfectory,

%o have Jut eogn tiwt the seocond reason cartainly

188, “wgomjmarmmmumwstmw
':?-m:;mmemmmﬂmrm I Phye., lest.
. Be

et axka 1B cuvneldavere fpma sabjectum, sued sat sliguid
"positive, sw quo £it liquid por se st uon per sovidens, ut
”mq@usmeﬁmaﬁuﬁiﬁmmmm
"sooidit #%, sollicet contrwrietetes st privatiooss, ut im-
‘ausious ef INfiZratANL ~wwioed privatis i sontrerium est
"wigni'yhn Wr souliens, iopaertas eooidit sadjectie;” 1hid,
Be @

187. Deowuse the fourth explametion mekws up for the defect found
mmm,nwmmuwmah«m
the third opinion to the laat,

O
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offers u good explanstion for the use of the word “oeuse” in the
defixition of nature. Bt 4t falls to offer any fuetifioskisn for
the word "peinoiple”. In facb it propusss an excelisct reason for
the calssim of that word wnd henoe lesves us with our originmd
problen. Thia bringe ws to the presest opinton, which is John of
St Thoems' own.  Boomuss he angwers the question of the use of the
words “prineiple end ceuss” 5o woll, we think thes it is werth quote
fog the text. Here is the reason Jeim of St Thomas gives for the
double nomencleture, "prisciple and coues”.
Ve oan also adld that beosuse the Philosopher intendsd
"%o define subetentisl nsture, ss will be establisded
*mm.mwmuh,ummwywnm»
“that it wes a prinoiple of movessnt, not in azy fashion
"shatever, tut the first aod radioal and pesitively or-

"dored to mowenent, hemoo he di4 not posit ouly princie
"ph, beoaise this apress also with peivetion, ner ceuse

"1t be understood that it must be u positive principle
“eausing movement, not & & potenoy or instrument of
“operating, tut s s prinoiple, which s the roos.”(188)

188, Curs., Phil., T. II, p. 171880-172a%: “Adders stisa posswmus,
'mmmmemmmmmnmmm
*lma, ut ex quarts partionla constebit, oportuit significare,
"quod esset prinoipium motus non quomcdomiague, sed pelsam
*swu radiesle et poaitive ordineium ad motus, ideo neo poeult

 “solum prinoipium, quia hoo atism convenit privetiont, nos
"solia caugm, quis hoo etimn convenit wirtuti ssu potentise
“motives, s sst accidens, sed eondunxit, ut inw
“tolliparetur, quod debet sese prissipium povitivum cousens
"motum, non tamquan potentis seu imstrucentivs opsrsndi, quod
“est virtus, ssd temquen principium, qusd est radix. "
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This roason doea adwaroe sn wieguate explanation for
e presence of "pricoiple snd cause® in the definition of neture
for it 45 in lormony with cortaln easily osteblished foota. The

. Sirat e Yt Aristotls infended S0 define subwtantial nntire, or

nature in the order of the subgtanbisl. This $a verified ot anly
by the fourth pertlcls of the defintbion, to whish Joim of Bt Thomas
appoals, but alpo by the role Aristotls ssaigns to this oature which
be 48 sttonpting %o define. Of 1¢ 2o says :  “Of thinge Unt exist,
some exist by notwrw,®. lonoe his concopt of meture is that it is
s onuse of things that exist. Bush things ere substasoss, for only
the sulstanoe is sald 40 exist. &Etuoe nature is thoir oeuce, 4% too
st bo subatenticl for there must bs a propor$iosn Detween tiw effecb~
things timt exist.and the cause-nature~. The socond feot is that
iristotle wmated to exolude privation from being considered an nature.
This too is vorified by tho roie e assigue to vature in tie first
lites of the seoind book., Yature there fs called s ceuse end eince
privation is not & ssuse, it was his ixtention to sxolude i% from
his notlon of mature. ’

Mﬁummnmummmnwmmu
very readily shown. mmmmwmmm*mmmu
mnymmmuummmmwum, Bovever
this word sloxe would not gosrantes Umt oature would be uxierstood
in & substactial senss. If nature wre. defized merely ea & cause,



then one would avt be wrang in understanding 1t es an svoldentsl
eause of novement, (186) Such & desoriptica fits the motive potwnoy
which {2 in the order of tie eecidestel. Bimve Qe word "seuse”
used by itoelf hae ths emdiguity, Aristotls 0180 mekes use of the
wird "prinoiple®. For it was his intemticn to define mature in the
WMW%W!&W!QMWM#MMM”
wabntantial,

This sxplasation by Jobn of 56 Thomss revosls the
necsasity for defining peture in the way Aristotle docs. Yo defive
1% admply o8 & couse o 88 & prioofple will result in the sdninsion |
of sertain things which Aristutle most definitely wished nob to be
sduitted, privation and the potsnciss of opersticd. I Shess are
adnitted, the comsequsnces will be far reaching. If privation is | !
sdnitted, then ous nust eall into Tuestlsn ths Lwudiste sbviouse
ness of nature's esusality. If, on the otiwr hand, the motive
pmmyuwmwumm.wnmmmmmum
mmmﬂm%m'mmmgmu
desanded, |

SRR
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3 This $s o explanetion piven by &b Thones i his
{ commeutery on the 11 Physies. (190) After exposing the ressen for

dofiniry mmture es » principle, h» calls sttsation to the fsat af
the double nocwnolature snd axplaing it in the following senner,

e s AR m———— s
AR LTI T SRR~ A RTATIL, rs

"1t is, hossver, onlled & prisciple sod & cauze, i2
“arder to polnt oat Uwmb natupw 15 not in tiw sswe
“way the prinoiple of il woveawat in thet whioh ia
"aoved, Wt in diverse weys. ™ {183%)

The implications comtulned in the introductsry words
of the chapher wery quite obvicus €0 5t Thoums. Honoe he passes i
over tio explenations of “prineiple sad eauss” bassd en the ea- i
elusicn of privatics, the substantial charsater of nature, and cooe ‘5]
sentratos on o totally differect ons. BSiace cmbure i both an
active principls as welil 20 & peusaiwe peineipie of moveseat, 1% was 3

noosssury that Aristolls find aucs way of exzeessiag thio twolold
sapect in his definition. This wss ssoompiisbed by uelng "prinoiple"
<o dencte the scbive ssuce of taturs, anxi “oauoe® e aigodfy WUm

100. I1 Phys., lseb. 1, a. 8.

193, “Disitur sutes prinoipium ot omusa, st designandos ad
Pomnivs motwss mebure est ocden modo principium in 00 guod
'wvgtw, s9d diwersinede, ut dlobem ewt.™ II M., lect. ),
Be ¥+




peasive sexwe of osture. (162)

There can be no doubk that St Thoums' explaneticn is
Wmmm-mwmaw. Toe isportsnce of his
memmﬂmtphm“mwﬁmmm
consequences that fullow upen the distinetion of meture &b &0 asbive
sod & passiw prinoipls of movessn®. thunks ta the distinction of
the active and [assive sexees of nature as « priscipls, the stady of
rataral things is brosdened #G a8 to faslude the oslewtinl bodias,
the hosvy and light bodiss, bukh of which have within Shecselves & .

m@atmmmmwtmmmwm
srintotle rakes & vory definite stxbsuect about the prescuos of ma

The idertificatiom of "primviple” as neture in the actiwe
tanse end “osuse™ an nabire in the passive sense 15 besed en
sertain prasapes fros 5t Thowas® ccawmatary on the Fysics.
In 1 Physios, lect. 1, n. 8 8t Thoans definitely Sdentifies
Vidobur inteliivere saams mowstes ot specben (honriactits
detur osuse ageates, i B~
i attenditer crde processus outusden; "or Gw use of
“cause®™ an signifying the passive sense of nature we have,
firet, the ldeatifiostion of tiwm farmal emuse with “oause® as
distinguished from “prineiple™: “par causeas auten videtur ihe
tollicere cuuses formales ot fimdes, e quibus maxizo depen~
dent ros secundun suus esse et fMerid” {1 Fhys., leo%, 3, 8.
6), sxd, second, tho clugeification of the fevusl dwue as
& cassiw potenoy of movecent: "ln corporitus wewre graviiue
"ot lovibus est principium formale sul motus (sed Muiusmodt
‘prineipius formule non potest dicl potentis sotiwva, & guam
“partinet motus iete, sad conprehenditur sud potentia poas-
“ivns )Y (X1 Hye., last. 1, n. 4.

182,




interml prinsiple of movemwnt in the thing that is eltered. (198)
How there 18 00 doubt thet the active prineiple of such & type of
Muﬁmzmumummmwmmnm
thing outaide of &t. Bis unsquivooal fnsistence on this pressnce of
&z {otrineic prinoipls of alteration esa ouly be defended en the
MMMWWMhmmwmmiwwmb
ple of movenent.

GF the four possible explammtiocns of the use of "grinei.
Pl and osuse™ in the definition of mature, Wwo of tham, that of Ot
Thomaa and that of Joln of 6% Thoems, offer sdequabe Yessons for
their use. There is no uead of choosing Detwoen the two, for both
are mecessary for the owmplete understanding of the meaning of “prine
olple and cnuse” in tw definition of mature. Beth ring to lizht
fmpordont notions, as we have pointed oub., The differsnces of the
two explesations oan perhaps be scoocunbed for by e faot thst in
oach cuso the author of the saplamtion direoted his sttestion towards
& partiouler prevalling errer, Why did 5% Thowas snd John of 54
Thouss teke 8o 1inited & view and give us enly s pertial glispee of
the trus meaning of "prinoiple and csuse” ¥ In the gase of Joan of

o

183. 'M&Mh:ﬂ%ih&npﬂmiphwmm
“of stationariness (in respect of plece, or of growth szd de-
"oroase or by way of slterstien).” i1 Fhye., o 1, 108bis,




mmatmnwxymtmmmum@mnmmm
with one meening of the words. With 8% Thorws 1% wos e Question of
refutiing en {nterpredation of aature thns did not take imto account
m,.m&mumwmtummzwmim The
urgest nesd for correcting thet nisvepressutetion of nature's
oharaster drow his attention sway fre: the point which occasionsd
Jolm of 5% Thomes' sxplanation, This Jatter lecked tiw uwrgency of
mmr«am,.mmw,«mm&«wu
mwaemammwmwwmm; If this be
%0, one might ask why Johs of St Thomas bothwred at all sboat bring-
MMWMM@MG&GWMWMM'M
eiple™ ? Vihy was he not coutest to allow the toxt to spesk for ite
self, 8 5% Thouas did t I Believe thet 5¢ Thouas® silence on this
paintmmciulyﬂnmonﬂahmponmdehnot%meo
consider 1%, The fact that 5t Thouss speaks of caly cue mesning for
the phrese night well lead others to wuppose that “primoiple end cause®
has but one explasation, nanely ‘sotive and peseive, Ihis could result
in the errors whick were trewted above: (194) the conosplien of
_mmmuum.mammﬂumyuum.

“of being moved and of teine at rost”

14, cofy. <




Hature is s principle end & csuse of the novorsn® and
e rest of nuturel things. The fmportance of this partiols of tho
dofinition of neture to the soiencs of nubure hsu sireedy besn noted.
(1v8) There ssens to be no specisl Aiffionity La definiug nebare as
& prineiple of novemont, for tie netuval thing, whose principle neture
1%, s marieed by movenent. Change {s {ts nost ahsructeristis trais.
mummuwmpuormmm.mmnmwmu—
proper Lo designate Lt also us the prinedple of rest ¢ These two,
movecwat and rest, are cpposed ¢o esadothur. In 30 far we & thing
ummm.uwuwmmmmm.umtw
%8 a thing 45 at rest, 1% cencot de iu moveswud, lHow osa zsture De
culled the principls aod suise of oppoeites ¥

The rest, of which Aristotle onlls muture the prined.
Ple, does ast signifly atmply & pure lack of novesens, tab & laok of
moveaent by resson of the poswsssion of & term. (196) In other words,
Wmmciwnﬂémmt:&gnﬂy;ﬁ%mgxﬁwwmt
mwmmocmm,wm.mummh. There
umwwmmmmgmummudm

186. Cfr Chapter IXI, "Sature and Zns Xobile, a Substitution”,
b4 '

188, J. a 8, m e, Emcg %. I3 Qs !K, Art, 1’ P 17204245,
“Heming varo '‘quietis' noa intelligitur purs carentis notus, sed
"earentia 11lius eun possessione terming,*




ol of posseasive rest, for though there is a cartain sense of
contradictory opposition bobwoen tho twy (uovewmsnt and rost samnob
be prediected af the seme Bubjout, st the sane time eod uoder tiw
aae sepovt), (his oppoeition of contrediction does mot £lgurish be-
Twsan Lhen whea considured by thesselves. ‘hen we oomare xoveceat
and possessive rest Ly thuselves, the opposition found 15 4wt whioh
wriats betwoen the ‘via ad terminua’ wod the ‘tersirust. This is in
nowise an opposition of smtmﬂicﬁioa. Buoh ea oppositiocn no wore
exoludes the G from having the s prisolple, Hmn the opposition
Patween mesng and end excludes thoss lattar fras being the objeots -
oi‘(j&hamm.

a&m-ﬁmlasmhm-uswmimw%
of mowmsnt st rest, glves as the roeason for this double appella-
ﬁmmmmw.wmmmwn@awpm,m
sinllar moomer or even more nebwrally rect 1a place.” (157) The im-
MMW@!%“@M“M.M%M”,MW
is moro & prizoiple of rest than of movemnt. fafare sxesdming his
resgan for such & conslusion, ot us ke it oleer that, for 5¢
Theoms, matare recaing & principle of bdoth, The rossoa why 8¢ Thooms
Viemsd rest as move matursl than movesent sod therefure nature is

197. “"guis o8 quses maturaliter movenbur ad lnetm, sinilitee vl
“ragls maturaliter in loco quiesoust:® IT Fhys., Ject. ), n.

B,




more the principle of the latter than the former, is found in his
De Foteotia. (188) There, discussing the gusstion of the perpetulty
of the novwnent of the heuvens, he a8 1

"Since nature always tands deterwimmtaly %o ocae thing,
"not heving itaelf to many, it is lupossidble that any
“zature inoline towmrds movemsnt fur itsell; beonuse
"of this that there is s cortain difformity in sny
mmmmmummuw.mm
*auve fteelf in the same switer; uaiformity of the
"mobile is in trath contywry to the reatio of movenmad.
*Hence caturs tsver inoliznes towads movecwnt on
*sooount of movement, but for scmeihing determined
Wehmnmmatg.hnuwnnm:teh
mmm:mmmwm;m«n-

it inollines towards the movament whioch is
"W,Mngu:euwmmmupm
wm:m (399)

Agwin, in this ssaw srtiols he reanrks further

"For movement, by reason of its ven ratioc, rebels
"againat being pleced as an ed, Looceuss of this that
oeuren e tending to semething other; henos it does
"mot ponsese the fornality of end, ut rather of that
Ywhich is to the end. The fuct that movement is an
*imperloot aot, ss is said in III de Aniom (oomm. 54
“and 1II Fhysiocs, comm. 45) attests alao to this, The

198, "Cum onim petura seoper 4n waen Sendat detarminabe, oo 8w
“habens ad multa, impossibile est quod aligus naturs inoli
‘ot ad actun secundus se ipsum; €0 quod in Guolibet motu dif»
':mzuwmuwmmmmnmm
"quod mowtur; unifornitas verc nobilis est contre motus ra-
“tionesm. Unde maburs ouniusa inolinat ad sotum propiter sovers,
“aed propter aliguid debernioatus quod ex motu conseauitur; si-
"out maturs gravis inclincat sd quiete fn medio, of per conse~
qmmummmwmmuammmmm
“motu in telan looum perwenitur.® op. oit.
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“sxd, however, is the ultimbe pearfection.” (200)

hese two arguments sre smple Justificatien for 5t Thaows' positiem.
Noture (not 4 the senme of being merely a prinoiple of movement bub
in the sense of being the casance ordained to eperation) is deterndoate-
1y oow thing by resson of its formsl priscipls. IS ia necessery,
Mmtemunmmmamm.smw
tend %o scmething defintts, far the aperstion of a thing sust be in
eooord with 1t zamner of being, sinoe the lutier le¢ tho root of the
forner, Consequently, ne seture, i.¢. esssnco, can lave for its end
movecent iteslf, sinos movessnt is, by resson of its very being, fme
definite, {ndeterminate. From this it Xwwise follows that meitber
cas pature in the ssuse of being & principle of movement snd of ress,
for both natures are identioal quoad rem. The sscond argusent
sstablishen the saoe conclusios by menifesting the sbeolute repugnence
contaired in the idea of movenant sy ax end, Such an fdes is repug-
mant beesuse movesent is an imperfect eot, alemys tending o the
perfoct act. To xbteupt to ulothe 1t with the formality of esd
mumanmmmm«,.mmumummapmwv

200. “uotos onin ox ipes sul ratione repugret ne possit peni fints,
"6c qued potue oot in aliud tendens; unde non habst retionen
“fints, sed pegis eing quod oot ad Pinmm, Cul stbestotur, quod
"ost uotus feperfovtus, ub dioitur in III De Animm (coum. 54,
Yeb III Puw., comm. 48). Finis subom est ultime perfsotio,”

op. it




movenent iy ixperfection tending toward perfeotion,

mmnewwmmhmmqmspuwm
than of prveant is of greet Lmportenoe with regerd %o the philosuphy
of change. The sxponents of absolute aebilies, by tiwir insistesce
ou novessnt for Ghe selkw of movement, talks wy She very foundetion
of & philosoply of changns. Ry lnslisting en change for change sake,
they redute nature to sowthing as indeterminate as uowcent itself,
Faw, if change is the end, Uma e xatuve which tends towards such
a3 end mist 1lkowise be as indeternduate ss that end, the relstion of
snd, oparetion, and essence being what it in. The result of such a
metmh,&‘mdam«m.;m
mmnmme.wmaampmmmsm&w
sble being, becoses on indutorminate thing, Ouly by eaplssizing the
fact that peture regsrds mowaent &8 & moans and hence is mae the
m@uwmtihaﬁmm.wmmw:ww
of shange.

Before lexving the exposition of uature as & prineiple

and osuge of moveent snd rest, theaw is the quesstion of the extent

of that doubls desigmation. Is "nature as the principle and csuss of
movenent ed of rest” to be underwtood of sll tiings thet heve "nature™?
In othor words, esach tine wo suy that mbure 49 o privoipls end couse
of movereut, must we adult at the ssoe time thad it is also the prineie
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plo and couse of rexh ¥ To fnsist om teldng ncdhure sg, everywhale
and in evary fvstenoe, the feinsiple and ocisge of movensod end of
mmmugamuasmmeynmmwmmmm.
whish, in iAristotle's epinion, wore vontimumlly {n motdon. Hor oan
cne sacupe frou the dAffielty by postuleting sncther serce to mature
in the cane of the heevenly bodies. Ouch e postulute oaly succseds
in oresting owen greater problemd. Such a peetulate militutes stronge
1y sgainst Aristotle's motion of the universality of his definition
of nature end lilkewize ageinst the charactar of Ve leiau &
geoiial trostise whitch serves a3 tie iotrodocotion 4o all the natural
warks. To esoupo such d1fficuities we sre forded to hold ¥at neture
18 not always the prinotple of bLoth movemsnt snd rest.

Bub whils thiz persits us to aveid such 4effisultine,
it pregents ug with saother. If the delisnitlon i3 not to Lo vader.
stond in the panss of Meinz always and sverwhare the prinsipls el
osuse of movemait and of rest, why did Aristotls use $io conjuncbicn
“ang® (qu-)t‘WMMMm%ﬁ! 5t Thoxas gives s adeguate
| mmwﬂumﬂmmm‘.

o ™uvertheless 1t o not be wlerstood that in
gvarrthing 4hat {a moved, nature 18 alee the prine
Yedple of 1t reating; Vecause ihe calselinl body

*is indecd moved maturally. bt dose nub csme Lo
"rect maturally; Wt this is stated Just for thi,

on deor e gat ey 8. oM b T
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m%wm.n?ﬁm‘ mju;r tha principle of wncvement

wmmsmﬁmmumwmm
eiple of movermnt axd of rest iz the came thing, Sonotinss nature is
mly the source of movesend, o8 bagpacs in the scss of the celestial
bodies. Deapite this, he insists on the Justise of tio uss of the
sonfunotion “sad®. For nature, ¢d defioed in this pleoe by Aristctle,
18 nob rature ag foast In this o i thing, but neture in comwand.
Ginos mature §3 sovstizes the priscipls of woveserd wolonively, sonm~
tines the prinoliple of both moveswod sod rest, 1% is Setifisble to
designate rature in comatini se prineiple of Moth, In line with this
citation from 8¢ Thomas sod besause it briuge ot wery explioitly the
neaning of 8t Theems, it will be well to osll attention to the disting.
tion made by John of 6t Thooms on this point. (20%) lo tells us timt

201, “Ioa temon istolligesdu: est quod fn quelidet qucd movetur nae
“kraliter, mature it ebism principiun quiesosndi; quia cOrpus
"sadleste nsturalites quidem aovetur, sed Aeu saburaliter quie
"asolits sed hoo pro taxth disitur, quis non solum notus, sed e~
"tlas quistis prinelplics #o%.* 1T Phge., lests 1, 5. B.

202. Cuwre.PHil., 7. 15, €. IX, Art. }, p. A7EaYeBS: “Ills suten copu~

"la Yot non intelligitnr copulatin, its quod, ut aligutd ais mae
"turs, oportost utriusqus esse prinoipdum, ssd intelligitur dise
"Gritutive dizstritutions wocorenda. In eliquidue eala saturs est
"principiue motus, In elils quietis, in slils utriusqus; solius
"motus, ut in vivertidus, in quibue, £1 cenis motus owssat, osd-
“get vita, eoliun quietis, ut iz coelo onp:tes et in toto terrse
*globe, qui perpetus quisseit, wtriusque, ut grevia ot lsvis,
“quee aliguendo jusscunt, sliquandc noventur, o8 Quod in sis uoum
"ordinatar od sliugd, soillost motus ad gudetem., Guare tots mature
in coxanl st prinoipiun motus ot culetis distributive. Hon
"auten ponitue disfunctive motus wel quietis, me daretar iubele
*ligl, quod ad maturss in commami ssu od tates ccllevtionem oe-
“turas sufficoret altarun, soilioet sola quies wel salus motus.
SDum sutem wtraoque distritutiwe intellizitur, cania {n tots
"colleotione neturss repsriri significetar.*




the word “and” L acb o be walerstood 10 s oqaletive seuse, 4.6,
wins'ever tkbire {o Ghe prinoiple of acvoment, thoere it iy slpe the
prinoiple of rest. lor ou Wl acocunt sre we to gubstitute & cone
Junotion which sigellics s disfiwobicn botwwen the m. sush &5 the
word "o, To take'uature, the principle of sovement, of rest’, .
sither sopulatively o dlsjunotively i to destrzy tie wniversality
of the defintticn. If mutwro is %he prisclple of wovenend and of
rest Lo owidy cude, then She definitlon Lw Hot a;;:.zimz.e o nature
a8 found in the leaveuly bocies. 12, howpver, nsture 4o wadorabacd
e the principle of eittwr mavesdt o rest, St mature wiich in the
prineiple of beth soveneot &l Yoo, .5 tho nature of the hosvy end
tw ight, doss ot full under this convept and the definition fa mo
onger ootmon, The only way to ssfeguard the uniwesal ohareoter of
the delinition of matwre Is o exploy the woed "aal in o dlstributive
sense, by accommaisted distribabion. Sature {» sommad, a2 rerresents
ative of the Sotel collegtion of rature, is defioed ms he principle
of mowcent and of rest. This'definition ia sooommodsted %o the wri-
ous spooies of nature in go far as & eponilied type of mature is the
ﬁ&%pl@ of either ooe or the ol or of both. “And", walorstood
1n thin sewe, guardaboss b wiiversality of nsture's definitden,
e uwnliversalily met be it sbarester, 3 ono is to contluse t9
treat tia fhyeles sa e penwral iotrodustlon e the meturel waks

of Arisiotls.
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"in that to which 1t bel dmarily, s

This @ualifying plrase, denoting as 1t does the subject
of oxture, shows that mmture is wn intriunsic principle snd & raiical
e, By signifylng it fotrinsicslity the phwase difforeatistes me-
tare from both art and vialence, Thess latter sre bdoth exterasl prine
efplea, srt being subjected in the artist aod oot in the produst of
nt, violente belng subjectsd in the agent and not in tiw thing that
undergoss the viclense., They differ, bowsver, from sschother in so
far as violence is opposed to the nstural sppetite of the thing which
suffers, while ert is not opposed o the natural appetite in this
serwe that there existy in the satier of the srtificfial thing a certain
sptitode for the srtificial fowm. (203) The fact that oature iz e
prinoipls in that to whish 4t telonges prinerily distinguisims it (rom
gther seoondery principlss of movement. NHere it ia %o be taien in the
sense of root or ultizabe principls. The exmple, given by 8t Thomas
on this point (204), helps bring out the signifisation of tie word

208. “opartet mxque 4n mmteris Gualidet esss sptitudines i Dormmn.
"Hoo enin quadlibet srtiffciatun potest £iori ex qualitet ume
"Seria, ssd ex deterninata. = « « Ipsn aptitudo erge ad foruam
"artifictetl quse est in oateris, iam sst aligus pars ertifi-~
Pointl quas eat {n materis; quia sine sptitudioe artificistum
"epse non patest.” 9% Thousy, VIX 0%a., lect. 8, n. 1437, For
a discussion on wiy this sptitude is not truly & "netuael
passive principls” by reagon of whioh the artificial might
be demveinated a work of neture, #0e Py

204, mmmmm, mmmmmmmu
o8t anizml, sed ex maturs dominmitis elecents,®
1t Phys., leot. 1, n. 8.

NS




"primerily”. An anirml tends to move dowrmwmrd bub the prisery reason
formutypaormummmmaqummx.m
ﬁnmmnwmwwmmrmnm. In other wards,
mmmmw‘mum.mx:mmnumm. but be-
ciise 1t {8 & heavy thing. .

%in virtus of 1tself and not 4in virtos of s consonitand etiridute™;
Mm“mmmmm

ummummmwﬁnmgmmw
tiis sestion on 'ZThe Bplanation of Wi dafinttion of mturs’ this
rresent partiole of thw definities is the ouly one which Aristotle
folt called upon to explain, The mwed for ita saposition arose {rom
mmmtmmw“mmehlmmmmrww
they appesr to be internal m'imiph; of movemsnt, Aristotle explicit-
13 eites tre case of the dootor healing hinself. (206) To distinguih
guch arts from neture, Aristotls points out thet, though the prinoiple
.armn-eofmaaummder-mnzmwuwmu, 1%s con-
Wﬁwmww@mmum;ymm. $.0,
iuomcumhmvmattom&tmtsww. {208) The
reletion betwsen 8 doctar and his healing himeelf ie eeaidm‘h&l' ta ‘*Bl.u

208, 'xm'mmmwﬁmtmtammw, toceuss a
"man who is & dootor might cure hinaelf.™ II Fhysies, 198u2¢.

€0G. " thoss which zay causs & ehsnge 1z thecwslves in virtus of
“a concpmitant attribute-it lles in the things thensslves (but
"not in virtus of what they are).® II Fhys., 192650,




mrvenant of heullsg, Doowiss 1t 1o sof in virtue of betng « dostor
thut he healzr hMmself ThH in virtue of beling sick xad tho eunnsotion
botwosn Yeing olek and being e doctor is paroly scoldentel. 4is BS
Tharas expresses it, the tao, being siok snd bedng » doctor, cen be
divided fro esohother; otlwdwise sveryone who in siok would alse
bave to be a dootar, Since this i not the cese, it follows Vimb
e order betwosn ¢hw tos 15 acoldented, 16 is aifforemt $n the
rattar of nature whare the fact of befng mowed snd the fact of belng
the prinsipls of sovement sare imasepareble; the movessut 48 in vietue
of the priscipls of movenent which {8 nature. The crdar hetwsen them
is per se.

DifPioul A  azsinet Aristotle of introduoing £luous
5L WMOMWMM

Doss nmwm&m@@mw«awmm

as & princdple in thet in which it is "primrily, in virtue of 1teelf”?

The two wre nothing more thes a fepstition of the saue ides. If e
thing is firet or the '‘primm principiwa’, 1t follows of weosesity
et Lt 18 not purely sosidental, and consemently must be per ee. (207)

The fdentity of signifioxtion detwwsn the words fprinme

207. 4. m 8, Thoms, Curs. Fhil., T, II, p. 178eAT-80: “Hem si eet
*prims prineipius, hoo ipsc mon est acoldentoliter ooajuncaum,
"ot consojuenber et por se.”




erily! and '4n virtus of itself' fs only sp epparent ote. Actually
the twe ore not syntegns, £oF one explaing whet (¥ laft unexplained
by the otlwe. Bhile the word ‘prioarily’ denctes the rwdleal
charsoter of the prinoiple which &8 meture, 1t leswes insuffiolently
expinired vhat 8 to be the redioal principle. {208) Ihis irdefintte~
tuee i8 rencved by the use of the particle-"in virtus of 1teelf®-.
Theough this phrese, ss oppoesd to the words « "in virtus of & con~
scaitort stteibute” -~ Ariaztotle manifosts very olearly €wt beiong the
prinoiple of movenent snd of rest pertains to the thing, which possesse
es pature, by vesscn of its vory essence. {309)

&) Wmt 1t vewn "o beve o sature” sad “to be eccording to matmre”.

Having defined pature, Arlstotle noe introduces two
expresaions sesceinted with notuve, "o have a nabuoe” axd "to e
ascording to meture”. The resson why he axplains mrm:epmn is
to underline thia notion i mture s nst theat shich is absolutely
Wt & principle 'guo'. Nsturs 1a bot that whioh is woved, tub Hhet
from wideh novesst proocssds.

208, m«m, bzs—sox “Ad asmnxum aioimr, et tm particala ‘pris
“momt denotat, quad principium debet ease intringecum redicals.
"Sed guia oon avtis explicaebur quld eit g radliveie rincie
"pium, adnibetur ille partioula ‘per set,”

208, 1bid, bEO-34: “Bis enis inteliistame, gquod nan solun esd peison
“reapeota operationis et motus, mmmmnmmm
"ost primpm Semguam per se 1111 oconvenions.”
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t!’btmwmahmhﬁlﬁmmmiﬁnrmm.mmqw

0 pERse 'eooaitng to nsture’, whem applied to #abstense wnd Sy

the atiribotes 2 substance, MMMMy%%am meaniogy,
Coud mmémmtnmﬂsm. wummmmwmm

m:whmmmmmm mwmmﬁuua
the sttributes, mznplwthtmmthwwmm
mmmwm.

wmmuwmumtwamw

X .mmmmmrtc*mm‘m
tirituty coventiels o0f sudetenaes mériteat Jes uses ot
“les hMmdumwihmm;
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ple. naumwwmmmwmmmmmnua

dlt‘romm:ntoevm'. Itmmm,mmmmu
mmmmmmm,mmtqumwmuw
its cunpe, m;mm@mumﬁmuw‘umuum

WmmmmmmmmmwMMu
mbure.

WMMMWQMMM“M
mwmspuwm'mmunmua. That whioh 5 “wo-
m&mmm*wwm'ummwnm.m.u

folloms upon naturety inolinstion. Now it hmpyens that at loast o

the fezale, mmmmm'wumm*w
#imply “natural®, Mnmumpmmttutmmu |
axtesedent to that whioh is "socording to rature”, aod implinitldy,
uummothMm.:mﬁnumImﬁW!w
memu'mmsamm‘. ztmwmumw

=i g,




&8 anteosdent :

) X mmtmma*ummgumm'u-mmn

+8. &8 ‘ ‘
amthing that presuproses nature, Aristotls Feuoves the coomns

of such an errop, (211) -

8) The mmmb:ng of "m&”.
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S e s dne ) - A0S,

uxmmmmmuw-.mmmwm his
Yordiot is fully Justified, ummmmazu;mme
thmmwﬁmnymmmmmmmmtm—ﬂ:mum
wmm.mmmumhmn.mmmmw
mmﬁmwummnm. mwummo&m
is nsmxymwmemmmaummm iper s
mmvmmtmum'mu'mm.um.pmm
In tho sentences thet inmediately follow, {213) Aristotle ineists
mm.-mumumummmrmm Os oites the
mher%mmum.mmvmm;bmodm. Certain-
btmammﬁngmm“nlwmam. Being blind from birth,
mmmmhmmma'«memmnmmrmmmm
mt&MwabmtﬁdchhcmW. (213) 7rom this Aris.
totle drim & conolusion relative to the attenpted demonstration of
nature, Mucunbwnblmughtrmwawmum.
oot aa things, mmmmm-ammmwmmemmu.
mmymmhi:cm,mhxnomhuw;m
mmu&mmnwsmwbymm. (m)ﬂihmopoim

2. "(his stete of ming $s olearly pomsibie. A zan b1ind from
“birth Foagan about ocolours. - )% 1T Fhys., 193a7.

23, “unde sseol natd qniummmeﬂm 200 possunt
”anqzxti de oloritus intelligeres b Toomer*h Phys., lest.

24, *&Wmmmhmmmuw
*mwtmmhmpm.)’ II Fays., 1539,




m:ammbommm. i‘hnbummmmtmtmim.

&8 1f 1 were knows {oolar), while the other insiste on considering
e known 68 unlmom, (mature), (£35) 7his differeuce, however, has
1uoxgstmtam;mrmmam, & ooncers with words and not
with the things s1gnificd by the wards, |

Though Aristotle exprecses hineelf as coavinoed about
the existoncs o teture, hansion appeers to baw soce doubty with
Fegerd To the proving valus o0 ‘ristotle's proedue in estadlishing
mature's existonce, (218) e srofesses to find in 1t o esrtaln wenke
ro4s whish affeots t&emeqmneswmmbyﬂn Stagirite,
o saye + "It nanethwlegs mwﬂntun“hiohhsvﬂz add, in the
fallowing, t2 his theory of natuwre, wily Perticipate {n the wenkness
Of the becimiag end, to eay all, will bave, a8 1ts ultisete Poundintion,
nothing other than the axmiymmmzym of daily exporience
mofor&imlsw." (217) Vhat 15 this wesiness 1 Zansion had

215. "ot sio 'uhmun- Don netis quasl sotds, & 8 converss aooldit
“his qui volunt dezonstrare nsturan eR98: quis utuntur notiy
"ut non motig,* 11 Fhye., lsot, 1, a 8§,

218. Op. eft,, ¢ iv, p. 102,

217. o, eft., p. 104 (2130 2aition) "I nten reste Pos moing que
:Mmqu’unjmma,dmahmiu.lnt& de la

et e




memmwum. 1a his wrguwns asalnmt the Elsetics’
wuwmmmmummmwmm
mmwwmmmummmmmwm
Mmmwuwmhwmmm {218) Manaion
W%m&l&:uw,m&nnu,mmm
mnmm«hmhwam (218) Le olatns, however,
Mmhumﬁummmuﬂwammﬂm
and sxperionce. D6 Saym & "here thu thesis goss far beyond aud boars
mmmmwammumwzuwﬁ(m)

mmmthﬂmmuwmwim.mtmmamw
oxparisnce. thig Wersoendanios of the reineiple, nature, over X
mrmummmmMamzm procedure, a link that mast

mummmmmmmmmmwmwm‘
thecry of natay,

fa1s. %p&u iolsts, on the othey hans wart taks for zranted that
"y :;-m which exist i:yimm'm. ﬁm sll «"mﬁw
T thys., o 14, 185al0,

£19. *:{i;;n 14, ea affet, ume constetatien qui &*impomas® ibia, P

20, "waty fol 1a thise wa plus lotn ot porte suwr 1'existence 4'un
“privcipe en soee trangoendsnt & Llexpleience.? ibid.
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langion's Judgeaoat about the wosksess imrest in i
Aristotlinte meaasaawedmamsinmpmmﬁmarnimm
etamingofﬁwmmﬁumumobjaworu;mm. The phrese
«mmmwmmuawlwwmmpmh
talnz 1o two ways, mmwammmtmmmzm
WWMMMMuomg,%» OF we sen tala it t0 mean
that experience eatablishes the exletoros of nature, not es Somtiing
glesrly kmown $a $taslf but ely s distinculsteble from other primci-
Pplea, oﬁm‘wmmmm'mm'mmnmorum
‘m@cwxymmxmmwmmummmtm

nare ea manifested by the definitian. a1l thet is dessnded to
wTive st s kmowledpe of the exictence of nature 8o deseribed is

gt wbout Arietotlets tonoept of nature as soaething not clearly
o, otarwise it would be diffioult to eaplsin the lengthy pusssge
Wich treata of the ‘quid sit! of patuse, (221) on the other hand

821, IT Physics, o 4, 192511-31,




uskmmm‘ M«mwhdmﬁﬂutmtwmmm
ummawm 'm%'uu&w-hﬂiwm. in contivmatisn




If wo rocall tho dardor in whioh Aristotle Wrrances the quosticng whieh
must be angwerod 10 ane ig o kaow sclontificnlly, (228) wo beoane
Wmntlyamm%fanimmionof that order hore in the Fysics. Age
Oarding to the I3 Pogtoriop Amalytics the Guostion ‘an ait' 1, pricy
to that of 'quid s14v, mwmmwnmﬂmmm.
unloas 1t has bogn first egtablishad that there ig #Gnothing to be
explaired. In the text of the Fystos under cousideration, howsvay,
the questicn ‘quld 8i% natupnt talws proocvdence over the quesstion ‘gn
81t aatural, for 1t 1s culy atter e has defined nature, doos Aristotls
take up the q@otion of ity existence, (224) Clearly this ig in

At irst clance the oiarpe appoars to have eucw foundation,
Toe vory words uged by Ariototls to zerk the end of the sootion on

233. iX Mu Wi“' L4 i’ 8%2:‘:’ -9 ii’ 90&9-

4. "hat tature is, then, ang e mouning of the torce 'by pom
"hret ang 'acocording to matwre', has been stated, ihat oo
"f:ufq géxggfs, it would bo abourg o try to prove;" 17 Piyre.,
o “p &t -3







