‘ hyslceasl sovVesment is mevensut Ar the reul senee of -
“whe word, 1% is thet which teles plsee betwseb coentrarise (B5), §
and L9 sszantially the wot of that shish i@ in potsnoy, thet is,
of sueatiing lupswfsoet (38), Foy thad shich moves from one ¢on-

pRS et LT
AR

trary o anciher pemaing LR polency until £t has achisved ita

tapm (V). | Sensatlon, oa the other head, 1s movemsal whish i
e mod of a porfeet badlbg. 1% is the operaticn of v senss fo-
én;ty, which srepaiicd is possible only eftey this fgé&lﬁy has
besn astusliized by the spscles, 1.8, DY ths form or zimilituds

of the ssruibls cbioes., Thus, 1% is the «4¢ of a beling which

e

1T R TRt A ST T T A Sy i

i st

Y 18 nct, s8d not of s boelog whiell S8 in poiteney (868). Fron
thiis w9 sk @8 that soussticsn 1s dletlnot from the acilon of

the sensible objeot om the sense fuduliy, Osnsutlon s subse-

L’;‘:fm?jnk’ﬁwamm‘gsmfgm
[ hyr i i Nl o

suent to such s¢tion,

(B85) -~ In JIX be sndzam, lzed, 12, no, 780, ~- *,,, Qﬁiﬁ}&ﬂgﬁﬂ,
.%ui g5t 9 rebus gurporalibua, ost d4a contrario is con-
%ﬁxﬁliﬁﬂ - < R S . .

{88) » IBide o= 54319 enis motus o5t sotus existentis $n paten
tia, ..., 1430 1110 zotua ot aotus izpsrfectli®.

{67) ~ Ibid, »~ ﬁaa&a vidallesd recedans &b gno ecnirsrio,
guandiu povelur noh attinglt sllerum contrarium, qucd
gzt tersicus Rotus, @9d est 1o potentla, BV oula cmune,
susd 258 ia polentia gusnium bulussedi, ezt lapope
featusm, Ldoo 111@ maéaa ast agtua amyerfa¢t1° {er.

reiztotle, zzx Fhgsie., 0. ), and V Zhysie., ¢o. B),

(88) -~ Iwid., -+ “u0d lote mobus (sentire) «s% sotus poerfeoil
est ealn oporatio senaus lam faetl in w0, poT suss

apaoien, Hom snim seniirve comvenit senaui nisi in seta
axiztently a8 1dso laste moWs simplisiter est slter a

mot phyaiso®. (“)g.




To sny %hst senasstion is a “juoddom patl”, them, la

to say tha¥ 4%t 4s & “possio” in the sense of jpure receyptivity.
I% 13 not & "pessio”, if we :ean by that & chenge oF alteraticn
of tha rhaysloel opdeP. The sonse facully and tha seceible ob-
Jact mye not 48 contrariea of whioh cno actae on the oth-r by
spenaforaing 4% physically, Tha sonsibleo odjaed warely redugas
the fogully from potuncey S0 ot by uohialleing 4% (89), The
pratecessors of apistodls belioved that the soul waa cspebls

of zsnaaiicn preoisaly Boc=0se 1% was composed of el) senaible
things., To zafute $hias opinicn, Aristotls falt gonstraired

o show that cenaldle things are extrinslie 3o the zcul snd net

on 1% by informing or sotuallizing it (90).

Impsssibilen ereo oporiet 2550

o st 56% 1029 2ight of the oot thal we ara manl-
feasting Ho éa%ﬁra of the inlallect thraugh whet has alresdy
hean satabliched rogevding tho zenses, Ue have, therelere, re-
anlled heve e views of sristotle on pengation 80 that we moy
spply thsm %o intellesiion. Hence, w9 ¢an Row say that since

{89) - In 1II Be iaima, leod, 12, mo, 7858 -~ “lion onim ale egit
sensibile 18 sensun sjout sontrarium in contrerium ud
elijuid &b co adjiclat transsutasnde, et sliersndo ipsus;
sa6d solus redusit suam de potentis in asotum., EV hoo est
sucd subdit, quod sensitivum ne us patitur neiue alters-
tur & seasidile paesicne et slierstl e proprie sccertls,
sssundnm seilicet quod eat X contrarlo in contrerium”.

(60) - Curs. rail,, % 8, p. 111. b
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pensation 18 not 8 "pugsio” in the strict ssnse, but cnly o
"supddem potl™, nelither will intelleoticn be a real “passlo-,

bt oaly & "guoddom pa ‘1"

¢

suptapkivyn suten @dsﬁia;

In kaowledge, e objest ac¢is on the khuwing fseuldtiy
by sotuslizing sod poerfogting 4% by zeann of %hs islantional
spaeiss (81), Ihe xaowing faeuly, %ha%afwa&, pried o ¥ cud
of kywewlesdga, 1s in potsnsy 40 recelve this apecles. It 13 pre-~
eisaly this raceptividy, 1.0, this potendy o rscsive the form
o the object, which constitutes the pesaivity of knowledge.

It 18 oot a rzal pagais. 1% la 8 jucddenm pati,l.9, 1% haa

some vesemblanmea $o resl passis. Thus, although gemsation and

intelloation ars sod ﬁ passioc strietly sﬁaaking, ﬁg?arﬁhalaéa,

they have sow@ Pesdmblasse %0 psgsio in this thad the sense fa-
galiles aye in potonsy %O racelve the ssnsible aspeslies, amd

gﬁassqaaaﬁly, ko ia@amagsa i: &n paz@nay Lo ?ezss?a the 1n$@1s

e

iigidvle g?@éi§§;=-~~. s

o receivs & form ia common $0 kmowing and to non-
¥nowing things (63). Bug thers ls a vast differonce in the way

(61) - ae page

{62) -~ Curas, Fhil., 2. 8, p, 108 == 7,,, reeipors formss es%
gempine goznoasenti ot non segnoseantin,




o 50 -

both receive thia form, KHon-knowing things have only thelr

own proper form. Kunowing beings, in sddiiion to thsir own
form, =y slso hava the form of saother thing (63). It s

20 b0 noted thet wa do aaf say of koewsing beings that they ro-
colve gnothey foim, but rather, the fom of enothar thing. This

distiration 1s extromely significant, Yhen e thing regsives
into {iself somd extrinsie peyfection ox fowm, 1% recelves

pnother form, 1.9, » forzm diatined from 1tself., Bud 4% doua sod

roceive the form of suother thing, for Ain reseiving ea exiriosle

form, this foym baoomoes 133 oA propey foxd and cwissguontly, it
18 no lorger the fors of sceotdling else. Enowing balngs, on the
other hond, veceive ihe fomm of enother $hing as other, Thsy
a7® hot saly what Loy are in iamaslvea) thay slas besose the
othay thing (24).

{63) « Ia, 4. 34, a&. ), cogp, -~ “Hon cognoncentls nihil habed
ntad auem forman, gopnoscantla asutem possunt habare
atian forzam vel alterius™,

{24) - Cors, Phil., ¥, 8, p. 103 -~ "Ham Pormam sliaram poteat
habers quaslEsile 193, suse reeiplt in 89 perfecticnia
alizuam vel fomwm ab extrl nseoo provenientem. Hem illa
forma est alisva, id o5t 4istlno%s a @ et &b 9xtrinse®
proveniens, sed non eat elierius, gula hoo 1pso, quoed
in sa r%t&gaﬁ%y, Fit sua, {1ta qnoed non pewtinet sd alts-
fam, 594 89 68,4, Coznoscentia auten ih hoe devantay

supey non eogmoaesatia, jula id, gued eat alterius, ut
sltering, sen prout menet distipetum in altero, possunt
in 89 reeipere, i%a qucd nop solum sunt id juad I z@
gung, sed atiom possunt flerd mlla & 8",
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et potentia tele, sed nom hog

Une thing caushot bavcme another, ss other, scoording

to the natsrial or entitadive sxistence of that other. 1t is

ansrestarisiis of maiter %0 roudrled end limit ré?g, hexaby

rendering 1% ineomemunisables to encthey subjeos, Thus, the vo-

S2d 1n an fmmateyis) wey (88),.

“he zungleats, bowvevey, balisved thet tha form of per-

feotion of the thing knows is in the Xnower scocording $o its

natursl existence (83},

intentionsl «nd ths material mode of existencd wmhiod & thing
may have (87), 43 a Fasuls, they ccngludsd thas if ehs sould
knows all things, (% contains wishim itsolf the prinssiples of
811l $hipga, in 2 material may (48), ¥ fid Empedosles, o

{68)

{68)
(87)
{g8)

3

]

Lo Wi%t’,»%t a’ E‘x 3, ém.’
IQ; 'Ql g" 8, 1;_ %ws; .

Da Veritete, 1bid,

in I Do snima, lso%, 4, n. 43.

Isid., leod, 18, A, 199 = "yuorum positio fuit quod
anime osunoatsret res ¢mnes, gquis gognitio LAt por sse
sinilaticnen, cusal Roo a longs divinantas, dicshant
anlmanm, nd koo quod omnia ocgnosoerst, esge conpoaltan
ax cmnidua; of quod similitudo rerum omnium esset ia
anise pefundum propriua modws essendi, seilicst corypo-
ralem, Unde, cum res conasteny ox alsmenties, dLtosbant
quod snima arald og sita ex omnibus elementis, us
santiat of QogNosest cumla guas suntY,

Q ,

saption of e ferm of soothay thing must necsssarily be aifee~

They failad to distingulsh betwesn the

:

1

i
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:
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axauple, mmintsining thet the sensitive scul kKnows 11 ssnaidle

things, because 1% is ecuposed of all asnsible shings (69).

Bat AT whils wore so, Wien the soul 18 all consible
things in a68. Conpoquently, the sense faeulsisa should be
sopable of sensailon of themsalves; for thet whieh is sensible
in et 18 able to b9 ssnsed. Purtheroore, B0 songe faoulty
ghould be capable of sebsation 11 the aboenod of sebsibls ob-
Jonta, Neliilwy of these sonssquences, howasver, 18 true to Lagd.
The sense f20ulty can volther zenss of Ltself) nor can 4t ssnce
ﬁzaép% in the physleal presancs of axiernal considle objocts {70),
Manifestly, then, to use the words of iristotle, ihe ssnasitive
zoul 13 nod the sensidle objoots in acs, dus im potensy on-

1y {(71).

et ia Yrue of the zensitive soul will b proportice
ataly true else of the intellsetive scul, The sepaltive scul
13 no% the senslble ebjeut in sos, bud ia poltenoy crly. ainda
larly, the iatelleotive soul ia nod the indedligidle odjocs in

(69) - 1In IT De Animas, leot, 10, no, 253,
{?0) = 1Ibid., mO. 3358,

{71) « 1I Do inimea, 0. B, 417a8-7 = “Msnifeatus fgitur est,
sued seneltivum non est setu, sod potentls tsniwa, up-
48 Dol sentit, sicut combustibiles rnoa eowburiiwr ipsua
& asipso, sloe combustive.”
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~ a0, Wt in potemsy caly,

2t almtllior so hobot siouy senaitivum sd senatbilis, sie fn-
Sellootivum ad Iatellizttilla, ' | de.

in recsplinlation, iniellssilon and senssticn sre

@like ln thig that both are praocedsd by 8 quoddenm patl, In

unlihar oase, 13 this a ?@a;'§g§§§gs In si%her esnze, thare

' 12 somo resazblancs 3o real rapsio to the sxtant ihat %ne:?éaﬂ'
peoiive faguldles sro resapiive of semething whileh perfects
$hem.  This racaption, in bégﬁ cases, 18 the rscsption of the
form or spaeies of the obieot, Ln ap Lumsterial ¥ay, which sg«-
tualizes snd informs the faculties, The fasulties, thea, are

in potsncy with respect to thess objoots, Thus, the intsllces
%111l have tho 2:sw rolstion wish raapest to the inselligidle

SRR PS A

objeed 23 the sense fasuliles have %o o zensible objeats.
T™is reletlonship ocnsists in $his thas bodh ars in potaney %o
reseive thalr X@sﬁéeti#u'e§éa@%s {72). 4 |

P

(78). ~ In IXX Do spima, logs, 7, no. 478. -+ "Et sle oportes,
gnod sloud so Radet soneitivum ad sansibilis, siwiliter
&9 hebest intellssdivun ad intelligidilin; guia utrum-
gqlie ait in potentin od suum obicotum, ef ent sussapii-
vum eluan,




o chieh]

S. - 1te Imtellect 1s Incorporsel.
] Taxy i
i
Eogaang 08§ is:ue, quonien qmnia intelli

4%, Jsalzium sase, Bleub aft inaSesorem, !
ub ixposres. Hog nutsm est, Gt ﬂqggmaea%ﬁ

g epparans snim prohitebld extreneus,

9% obstiues. .Mave nanus Ipsius fece baty- y
IAR BecUS Wium, nial hhag gucd pessibilis |
1%, Tosiuis L% e fnisia fnfellasing,
ahgo sutea intelloctim, cus splaatur ol ib- |
talliglt enina, nibil a5 agtu sorumn clog ,
gund, snte inlsiliecara (73), J

1

Utilizing the various points of dmllarity thet exiss
botzeson the {ntellsot snd {ho szonszes se atapping stones,

~rlstotls has led us to the point whore ®e eaonnot fuil % re-
segnlzp the intellset aa & pussive potsney whied is racaptive

¥ B P ey =
ISy

of intslligible syseies, Eo fools that w0 =rs now praparad
s2d Batier disposed o appraelsts an inalzht into o nature

]
P

of aueh a potsnoy, fTherefore, he unfolds ths teplicationg of
a pagalve poleney which 1s receptive of intelligible speoioa,

Suonism omnle intallisiy -

that the soul knows all things i1s & fact that is evi-
dent from exporience. Docsuse of this f8¢%, the pradecessors

{(73) -« III Ds .nima, 0. 4, 419218-417a23.




of sristotle ware divided in thelr oplnion as to the neture of
tha (ntellset. fThere ware two sshools of theught on this ques-
tien. The Pirst held that Af the intellsat kuows all things,
1% miet nocessarily Do gckponed of all things, This =rs the
opieinn of Hwpddoelss, as ®e heve seen (74). The second school

suintsined a 41 samgtrisslly opposite opinfon, Liooording %o 3his

senoel, 4if the {nisllses kncws all fhings, 4% sus¢ necosesrily

ba somsthing sinmpls, and sonsauEntly ¢an gcontain no edmixturs

of way of the things that 1% can kaow (78).

f8voass st i%acue ima rium esse, pleut a4t Ansxsgores, us
ﬁ;-ﬂwawat‘ )

irlatosls follows the spinicn of the 224ond seheel of
thought, wilch was hoaded Dy inevsgoras. ihazegoras woa ens
of 3hose, among ¢he ég@%sﬁts, o soughd the natuve of ths zoul
in the ﬁg&é@ ér movenens, S9lf-movonment was for zg@ae émﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁ
ang of t&a %o ahﬁfﬁ&%@?&at&@s whiok distiaguiah ﬁﬁimﬁtﬁ belngs
from the fnaninatd, 1% mas e common Deliaf ad that time thas
nothing woves en@%ﬁ@? wzeapt 1% 1ts0lf b» moved by aaethsr.
Binge it is e socul hat moves suimate boings, 1% fells within
the olassa of &hinga whioh ars moved (¥4), | T

(74) = Jee puge
(78) -~ In lIX Do inima, leot. 7, n. 677.
(78) = 1 e snima, 6. B, 403B30-32,




i s

Ca this peint inexagerss 4id not follow common ¢pinion. He
w88 ln agreomant that the scul moves sll thicgs., But he 4aid
act agren that whatever woves another mast Ltself be woved by
agptier. Fop him, there wxlated an 18201)ead - saparsted snd
uslzed ~- ahich povea all things, but whioh L1tself 1a not
wo7ad by cnything., .ad he wmainteined that e soul is of the
88yl natirg 23 this iatellest. (99)

fiovsver, he sos rather vagie ond 1DRASFARIte -- end
svon oonirudlatory -~ Lin his refarsnces %o tho soul, ¢ tiasa,
ha {deatirfies the soul with the in%alless, .t other timca, he
saye that ihey ere not the seme, But in seo f6T a8 he sxpresuly
ataten that the scul moves all things, and that the intslless
meves all dhings, % thet axtens, al lsast, he ia Saking thenm
%o b2 ons and the sume thing (78), |

sne¥egeras sheracterizes the intallset as "gimnle”,
waplred”, snd"puxe”, By “ummixed”, he msans thad iV is nod
ccapbasd of miked with other things (79). 8ines 1% ts the prin.
eiple of all movemens, gverything that moves 13 moved under

the imperium of the intellsos, Hut if the {ntellsct wers

{(77) = In De indma, lse%. 3, n. 28,

(78) = I Do ;mime, @, B, 4&6&13~16g _
in I Ds anime, loot. B, n., 87,
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| O
mixad with or composed of corporesl oo bures, L¢ could nct move

#ll things under 1ts impariunm, for 1% would then bs datermined
24 urum (80).

Boo suben opd, ut sosnoscat

4rist0%1a 12 nod sonverncd here with the intellead
shleh 5gves 1) things. His comosyn is with e iatelleat =4
shich the svnl kaows, that 19, an indellost whaieh hncwa all
things, ind 30, jas¥ s inexagoras held et the imbelleot
miat és gggéggg if‘it is to exsyaolse ita izparium over all mo-
vamgﬁt,lin a sizilsr zay, ﬁ?i&ﬁ@t&ﬂ latends %o show %ﬁﬁt the in-
telleot rust b unhmized 12 1% 43 $o know ell thinga (B1).

én 80t of kmowledge 8 proceded by the reeeption on
the part of the knowing froulty of the form or spesies of the
~objoot hnowm. Tho knowlng feculty, $hus, is in poteney o re-
wiwa this form, ﬁgma, prioy to this racepiion, the faculiy
in no way eaﬂgaiaa within Lta8lf the nature of this fomm.

(80) = In IXI Do snima, loot. 9, a. 678,
(81) - Ibid., n 679,




dince the intellsot can kacs @ll_%hlnga, its recep-
tive potsntiaslity oxtends to the apgcies of a1l thinmgs. Con-
ssquently, befors it is aotualizad by the ggeolies, Me intsl-
1368 doss not eontain within iteslf the determinets nnoturs of
chy of the things that 1% osn know, Foy the prosencs within
A kuowing fosully of the Jotermisetion of any m‘mre wounld by
that very foob detersing $he nasturs of the faoulty ftsold o4
doum, et is, e nature of thoknowing Tam ity mould bo deten-
mined sod rosirictsd by the nature of the obleot L% contained
(82}, Po iilustrsts this Frinelple, 8%, Thomas showa {ts
a?plieatxﬁg in the caze of the szsnee of algdt and the zensze of

taste,

Tha pupll of the oye, he rointa ou%, 18 in potenay
with raspeot to ooloP, 224018 ressptive of the spesies of goluw,
Fop this rosson, 4% L%eslf i eesssarily vold of all selop.
I% it wevs in shy wey esl@%g&, it would perceive only thed oo-
loxr and neo 9&?@{;’_ ihe Mﬁ&m&a&t& preésence 1b the sye of one
soler would §§a§§§§4$§§ #ﬁéé&p%ica.et eny but that color (83).

t

(82) - 1Ia, q. 75, 8, B, corp. -~ ",ucd sutes potest cognoseere
alique, opar tot at nidil eorus habess ip sua Bsture;
auia 11lud quod incsset el savuraliter, impediret QOG-
niticunen aliosum.

(63) - IB iII .ﬁﬂ Jm' }gﬁtt ?[ n. 6&9‘
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O4milerly, when the tongue is Lufscted by fever or

dlsease wih bitternoss,lt 1s incapable of dlstingulshing bet-

soal bltter and sweod, The infooticn has tho efleot of pro-~
Tenting the payoepsion of eny othar teste but Bitter, 5o some
plate is thedstermimation of the sense fasulty that what is
eweed In 1tself sotually tsales bitiar (04),

Agyzgigé e same priveiple to he tntellsos, Saing
Thomaa stetes thet 4f De intellest sontalzed #ithin 182010 a

cotermirets asture, that pature would be conmatural to 4t and

woulé prevent 1ta kuowing other natures (88), 4nd 1% is §ré-
elsely for thia resson that iriatolls says of the intalleat,
Zioetus Rposreny snim prohibebly exts snIuA 8% obatruet”. This
"infua 8prerens”, s O%. Themas explains, s sobsthing intrinsie
and connetuzal Yo the indellseet, which pravents 1% from Envwing

othar thinga (88).

Tie text of irlatotle gonstitutes an unequivoosl
sffimation of the apiritunlisy of the intelleod, Spirituality
ia hers oppostd to gserporeality. 0 sy thet acmathing is

(84) - Ia $II De inime, lec$, 7, n. 600.

(88) = Ibid. -~ "Sic e%iam intellootus sl haberet olicues £mtu-
rem detorminatam, Llle peturs sonzsturslis aibl praohibe-
o8 swn & cogniticne ellerum neturarum,.

(88) - Ibsd.

O
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spirituel 13 %0 zay Wial 1% 13 not coxporsal. hien v g8y
that thay intaslleet dogs nod soptelin the édeotayminmti-m of any

poturs, we oxeluds from L% all gorporeslity. The iantelieoet

e T

e
Lo vy
". NV

gsn kKnoew 8ll corpovesl pelures., IL L6 1t9eif posssssed B gopr-
porssl nature, 1% would beo intrianslioslly dalermdned Dy thset
natare, whieh wenld prevant i3 koowlng otbhery corporenl nawmres,
og, 1% 1s Lupossinle ihst the indallset e covposealy (w

?f5 overything ec¥porenl has a Joterminate naiure (47).

Ia sompendiog on £%, Thomae 13 this sonneclion, lajle-
\
tsn formulates the following & pricrl proofl for the inserjd-
reality of the ilntsllesilive scul,
™ot shlel ¢an know all scrporsal radurza
4oas no¥ 132919 pdossas 4Ry Iporasl psturey

Bug the. intellactlv? soul can kiow all sor-
poranl Batures)

;%gﬁmm, #isintelisotive soul 15 Lmeorpo-

™Sa minor, 2o noles,is evidend, Ts kpow {rol Qe
rignce that ﬁga.éaakkaaa 1l gnzporeal natuvea. The mejer is
bssad oo the sxiom : gommosct $ivem sliguoFun b
i in sus metura, 4.9, that whioh is B potemey o know dues not

1i)l sopum habed

{87) - 1Ie, g. 76, &, 2, ec¥p. ~~ "31 fglitur priceiplum intel-
loectusle gaher@t in 20 aatuxam glicuina corporis, non
ggasat asmia S0¥pOLa ¢ognoscere. Gnne &nﬁa& ecrpes ha-

t alisuss patursy deterainatam, Impossibdile st 1gl-
tur quod prineliplun jutellectusle sit corpuar, (
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gontain within {tsalf the nature of eny of the things Lt can <i>
wnow, this &gsin we know from experiencs, when we consider the

aensg of Stzoate (88),

Cajoten then goes on t0 snelyzd ihe axiom gognessiti-
var alicuorum nihil serws habad in sue zmatura o show fhat 1ta

olenents way 9 undersiovd in alfferent sensea.

ot tivem aliquotun, 4 koowing feculdy ¢sa ¥o elther in

susentis)l potensy to know scesthing, or in sgeldanilal potensy.

\ . |
lMabere in eda nstbira,  Fhen we spoak of a knowing faculyy con-

teining an cbject within {tself, we must disWngulsh belvseh
tho patursl exiastencs of that objeod and its intenilonel sxist-

BUGCH,

In naturm ana., Hers too @a 2sn distingaish 3o mfa in whieh
the fsenléy mey condain an objeot within Ldzelf 1 inbesively,
a8 foras 579 ,mma;ﬁ@a ia,s@a?ﬁess op intringleally, a8 ae&;&aMt
parts eve comtaiged in ihe scxposite) sad ia gsneral those
things shich ape intrinsie %0 e sszence ol & thing ove Eaiﬂ‘

%o be ¢cgtainsd in the nature of that thing (89).

g%) - Iﬁ Iﬂﬁ, Qi f’a’ a. 2, {}&r. sy
{89) - Ibid,, par. 4.




Buving msde thsee distliustiona, Cajetan expleins thet
whon applied to the intellective soul, this axicm is to De tsken
in this sense 1 gogposeitivun in potentis egesntiell slicuorum
pon habet in sv intrinsses obisotum secundum netuzals osgee iliius,
snd he adds that this i3 & por ee nota proposition, slocs the
intalloed sauned both o and not b2 in esgentisl potenay at ong

snd the snas e, If 1% ccntained within $%s0lf the natura of

K2

b

the objeet setuslly, 1% would then be in seeidentel or hebiiual
yotﬁéay to know 1%, snd no$ in cssaniiel poteney {¢0).

stated thus, githout furiher cusliflontion, this pro-
yost tion inmediatoly glves rise %o a seris of difficulties.
%@ shall sohaiday 8oue of these 4iffienlides, becnuss L4 elll
2nabls ua % betisy undarstand the agope and application of

the ezl om.

ipgording to the axiom, that which {3 in cszential
potesey o know dots nold iatrinsionlly contein within 13salf

| a5y o8 the %ﬁiﬁéc 1% cen know aseording %o thelr natural exist-
ence., Bus whon zo dcrsider the oasze of the intellset Ltsalfl,

wg Fiod that {3 1s 1z casential poteney %o know Ltseif. - nd

($0) - Ia Iam, g, 78, a. 3, par. 4.
(91) - miﬁ-g PR2X. 8.
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we also find that the baturs of the intellect s within the
intellect intrinsically znd sceordlng %o its mt:nml axistence,

How are we %0 oxplain this oppositien ($1),

a3 soludion, of scurso, 13 found iii tha fact thad
the axiom applies only whare thers is c’;&r’eat'kmm@dgm it
1s no? applisable in the ou29 of ipdirsot op reflsx koowladge.
Tha reason for this is bsesuse thad whieh lakmown L8 vosoived
soropding os 4% 48 1n {teoll (sseundum o9) op scooprding 0 i%e
ézzaéiﬁa. iz 13 oot irus in the ¢sge of reflsx knowledgs (92),

The goul i not in essentlal potsnsy to know $tsslf,
direodly. I% is in poisnsy to know direotly things other than

Ci%self. The intellsed esn qu 1%s9lf saly by caaidering an

gt of kmowlsdge. FHence, 1V koows itself enly Shrough the
pricy Enowledgs of oihsy things (%3),

Then, there 1a s simtlap éifﬁaa;éy of reacongiling
the $ruth of the axicm with the fast hat the humen soul is i
ssgontiel potensy %9 kuow being and substence, vheress 4% in-
trinsleslly oontalns within 1ts0lf the neture of being or of
substencs (94), )

{91) ~ In Ism, g. 7B, 8. 2, par, B,

(92) - Cajesen, In Ism, u, 75, a. 2, psr. 8,
(93) - Ivid.
(84) - Ibid,, par. O, )
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1o g merai, wo ey 28y that this axiom epprlies unly

snere ware is swusticn of a kBoweble nsture whioh Uajetsa
0alla gontxecied ond which isno% determinedls by ancther nate

ura (§B)., 5%, Thomas calls #hla kind of mature a deterninate

nature.

Cajetan distinguishes botusen dolorminsla nature =nd

gouion salure,

A geleyminate nature, he saya, 43 on0 whish 13 nod

daterminable by e natuve of othey objfests of a knowing nate

ugd.  Thus, aﬁé spocles 1s a0t determiuedle Ly ancilay upasies

of the same oyder, aa for oxemple, white =ith rospsct 20 othar

aolora (88).

A pumeon natups le one whish whila 4% is a neaturs ia

1ta3sll cen severthalsss Lo determined By e zature of othwop

objaots whioh gem be kuewn by the same fasulty. Thus, frsnspa-

renoy is detarminable by eolo?, 30 %00 Lis the sense of sizht (92)

(95) -
{58) -

(97) -

in Z&a,"a. 8, 9, B, pap, 0 <~ *iS9liua sutem o¥F univar o
salivs dialituw qued propesitic 1lla intelligitur Santus
&giaaﬁara e0gnoaoilbily eontrootae 8t indeterninsdily op
e 530 ’

ibid,, pay, 7 »= “3od detersincts naturs vecatur, quse
indsterminabilis sat per natiras celororus obisetorum
1llius engnosoltivee nasarati qualis eat zpeoies guselis
bet rospectu allerius spoclel olusiem ordinis, at aldeds
respecin aliorum oolayun,

Ibld., «-~ Communls voro vosstur quse, lice$ in sa asturs
yaseden edd, detersinarl neds o4t por relimuorum nsturas
soghoeoibilium sb {1la potentle; ut dlophuneites respsotu
golorun ot sensus visus,




()

The gommon nefyra is not an chataele %o knowledgs of

cthsy neturas. Rethay, it favors sush koowlsdgs., The trans-
parsney of the faouliy of sighs, for exanple, dods not prevent
the oye Troa @ﬂaiﬁg ééﬁar golors, aven %nwu§n $h3 trangparend
i3 one of ths odbjsatas of sizhs. Ehitensas, howsver, or blsek-
ngss wlll dafinitely prove %0 b8 2a chaluals %o the parcspilon
of smy other gelow (§8), A

In reply, than, %o the 4iffieuliy a3 %o how %6 racope
oile the sxicn which stetes te¥ o fasulty shich is in essential
potensy to kuow oannot contain within ftaslif the natare of any
of the things that it osn know wish the faet that tha humesn
scul 4 1&.9@%%2@3 to know being and sﬁhataﬁss while 1% $3ealf
is being and substance, we poiay cut that the scul is & gomon
hoiure, ¢had is, cne that is detersinables by other natuzea;
for subsianes snd belng are aé@istaély &3 burnlnable natures,
the axiom, S$hevefore, doss not apply %0 the pature of the swul,
singe, as @ Rave sesn, 1% sppllea only whero there is guestion
_ inate aature (99), ,

e position of bosh iristofls apd S8, Thomes, Yhen,
15 that if the humen intellest contaised within itself any

($8) - csjetsn, In lsm, q. 73, 8, 2, var, 7.

l
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gorporeal nature, it eould not know other corporeal Lstures,
bascauss thet corporasl nature would eo dstormine the nnmture

of the intallect that 1% would be an obslaole to ite knowlsdge
of ofhar natures (11la nsfura fnterius e¢xiatens preqitboret ap-
pereve extransa). 0%, Thomes goes & step further and oo aldars
the angslle Intellsst also, In freating the questicn ag ¢o
whoiher sngels Wnow o9 snother, Do rulsws the following dif-
Pleulty. With rospsod o kuonledge of Lmmatorial) things, the
zagelis intelledt ehould cooupy the zome relative pesitlcn as
does the husan intelleet with respect to knowledge of corpo-
reasl things, and sinee the sngelle inislleet has s dolarminate
nature, 1t would soam thad the prineiple intus apverens pro-
Shatrusy presludes kncwledge of one anzeld

I3 poply to this A1fTieuliy, 5%, Thomas notas thad
tho only differsace eamong sosols 4a i the degree of perfeg-
tlon of coeh. There is, thus, sn affinity betwesn the pature
6 obe angal end §aat of snother, Decuuse of this sffinity,
ihe nsture of one angel 1a no obstsale %o hia Mnowing othep
sngelie matures (101},

(100) - IS| Ql >$6’ Q. 8' C’bjc 11
{101) - Ibid., ad 1,




O

This reply of $%. Thomas, odserves b letan, doeas nog
geci 0 Do a setisfnotory enswer o ths obhjeotion rajsed, I
ssens to oonslat in en excopilon, se 4P s3s%ing that & knowing
fapulty nay contein mithia 1%aelf sctunlly e nature of acee
of the thinga (8§ knews, provided that tha natuye of the fsoully
Ros 80 APPAnity with sthap natures, and provided acme ordspy of

perfection dlstingulshes shem (102).

Cajatan thon Brings forth thres aiffiaaltie& wniah

%, Thomas' vaply ralses ¢ (103).

Flrat, he racallas the ocamantary of sverroes on
3ﬁa Da inime wherain iverroes 588 ﬁnﬁt the prineiple thut the
?eea;v@r miet b8 void of $the neture of e thing received is
to be u&wérs S00d a8 spplying %0 %he proximats gsnus of the
whings received, This prinsiple, Cajotan goes on o s34, s
sven more applicstle whers en intrinsie nature has en affinity
with othey aa%ur@s cax Bo# qucd natura intransa habes affinita-
tam oun eztmaeu, mgig e&wﬁas prnmiﬂoh His wamuaa
tha$ tha gag@la ara 811 Qf the sane pr@&i&esa gaﬁaa ha bngea
on the tact that 83. Thomas does not sdudt of any snbslturnuta
gomin with respeet % ﬁha aingels. '

(102) = In Ism, g. B8, a. 2, pup, 2.
{103} - Ibgd.




Seoondly, this reply of 5%, Thowmas weuld dastroy the
posltlon of sristotls, For 1% would 2an that the scul sap
¢ontoln astaally the sature of ecuw of the things ha% L% knows.
1% would alac mean thal this would ot B2 oa obdatesle o the
sGul's knowing othsp sBlaata, sincs YWwiwsan the intallest axnd
Gthek obleots there is as obvims erder in degyian of porfegw
tlen, snd atros the intellest hes N affindgy witd thess othep
chlseta 9y reason of ivezimity in the ordey of being op in the
orier of priseipls {propser prozimitatem in oasendo sut prin-
elplando),

hirdly, %o have affinity with another, end %o 4iffey
from another by virtue of o esptala oprdep, doss 2o% o)l ininaty
the couce shy the presence of one natare withinm another i3 sn
ohatsale %o thia ofdwr's reseiving stl)) sacilier nature. Yhe
tausd, of ccurse, 1108 in Hhe fass et nhatover 1s deteralined
30 cne natuze senpot Yo detsrmined to snothay nsture, Nor gem
that natare to whied stmsihing heg alrsady been Gatsrmined be !
datersined 30 snother naters. IS L for this reasca, oxplains ;.
Cajetzn, that 48 his comsntary on e Fliysies, asvervces notes
that 1f prive malter hed & fom of ita omn, 1% could not re-
¢oive all forms; neither oculd it ra¢aive all potency, i{f i
posssssed some poteney. If, then, we conatder the fsat thad

1% Lo the sommon propersy of 8Very actiul and spesific noture
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that the ulitimate Gifferense of one sannot be determined by ths
ultimate differsnce of anoiler, ve will uncerstand that $hia
osua8 48 Lressnt eveR Ln those hstures whisk huve 0 affinity
with sach other amd shieh G1ffer fyeum gach othar $n dogress of
aarféation._ Loretves, ¥a experishes the fust st whan ono of
Our bensds 1a affested Ly 2 sonsible objest, 43 is preventsd

e

feon pepselving othop whjests by reassn of thed wherein zhaaa
0B lsuty difree.

?ﬁeﬁe are real d4iffioultles whleh atem from the Grg-
unent 85 statod by 5. Thomss, Dut diffioulsies sre not indlc-
ative of aryor. Cajlstan realizas %bat ong deesnet rsadily im-
pate sxror to 5%, Thomss, He 18 cwmvinoed that these d1ff1ioul~
ties are dus, yather, to fallure %o got at the presiss acd yyo-
per uadsratandlng of his in%end, 4nd sinse ihas oaly oomng 99
ReV3 of kaowing tho mind of cacther s thrmgh wvords snd pxisy-
neld aigne, Cajotan sesks fo re@alvn theoe 4irficultica by a
21089 sezudingy of ke aaaaxﬁg % the sords of as, %ksaaa.

Ina greya?&%ary way, bhe firet polnta aat the roos
35us0 a3 to zUy the presence of one naturs within enothey (s
sn cbatasls to %the na*ap%&eﬁ o snother nature (quaye ;n%aa
8xistens prohided sx%rassaa}. e proper ressor for this, ha
says, ia baceuse the one nature is not determinable by tha
oter, By way of a¥anplifying s detarminable ﬁazure; he sug-

b Y nis

i Ziany b s o
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gants that if prime mathr possessed a form that is deternin- \
ables by all forms, this form would be no cbstasle to prise
mattor's reoeiving a)l forms, In a aiuilayp way, the human in-
tollsad, if 1% poosossaes an intslligidle maturs whish {3 coltep-
aimable by all intellisibls natursas, will not o pravented from
dncwing all intelligidle natures, Likewlse, the fongua whish
ie lafeoted with Ditlerases -« 4P 1% wore dolermizable by swoot-
2823, the bliternsss would b2 no ohstasls o Oy taating the
9208, The oaly comolusicn to be drswn from this 45 that thias

axlom fning sxistsns brohibst sxiransum 4o9s not apply to thoase
natures of whieh cne ia doterminebls by ths other, dus only

to thoss whore ons cunpod b3 the determinstion of anothey,

In other words, e axiom manifestly doces not 2pply to aaturas
shich aye rolated 1o sach othey aa potonsy end agt (104).

Then, ha ohows thad the axiea {mius oxlsisns prohibs
gRtrensun cdmite of 2 twolold epplisation cod iaterpretstion,
Tsis exica Bas %0 49 with knowabls materss, 1.0, natives that
are objeet of & knowing faculty, But thers i3 a iwofold order
of knowable things, fume aye %aawagga enly, as are corporeal
iog natares, Hare

naturas. Othars are both Epcuable and knowip,
8 distinotion Lawads Detwssn naturss whish sre both inomable

(194) - In 23&, - I 5@; a, 8, Pad, 3.
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and knawing -er se snd thosa'shiah 4r9 knowelle end mowing

B scoldens,  snimals ave Enoweble snd knowing nstures.  In

tieom, however, the knowing end $he known 889 2o% idensios) san
Bsseunge. For this reesa, anlpals 518 s21d to ba natures which
are gnowsble snd incwing pep speidens, The sepsrated substane
e#s, on WD other hand, are boih Eaowadle spd knowize ver ae,
in thea, the luowing =nd e koown ars ldsntiesl in sssence
(1¢em sst seoundum s sognoscens ef cognltum sofu) {108),

Havibg made %ﬁ@aa observations, w8 are now in Lattop
position € couwe t0 prips with our problem, &t firat‘élanéé,
the argumsnt of 5%, Thomas se8m:s $0 ssy that whers we have
natures of the samd gonus, bul disforing from osch eihey ohly
by reancn of sow® speeifle ordsr, the intrlnsie prasones of
0ne nature a&il BO% bo en chatesle to 1%s renolving other nate
4ras.  The ressoning hers 18 apparsntly bossd on the a0t that
Knowledge %&ﬁaa gz&ﬁa by assiﬁilatisa, end insasued 63 natures
o 3he sane miire __:ai_t‘zjaiﬁg’,ﬁ%;s e nu 5% ha an chata-
¢la to tha kﬁswiaéas of the others. spd sinse aagsl&c natursa
ave of thia kied, 4.6, of the 2am8 goua ahd henee similer, ono
aagal should 50t Ye es on chstasle to hils knowing cthey sngzels.
This interpretstlion visws taturss as <19 2200 ’
lidity is intended ﬁo &pply to spirtitusi aaé sorporesl natmrsa

(l{}g) - xn m; §l 56' a, 3, %’; 6.

-
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alike (108),

Expevience, howgvar, rales out thia interpretation.
Colors and $sates ape all of e nszs respestive gonua, 4difer-
ing only in spociss. And yo8, we know from experience that
g ¢olor 13 an obstaola $0 Xagwledee of othep solora, Yhe
a1 13 aluo iene of tastes (307}, ‘Tals intazrpretaticon, aorm-
fera, La unitonadle, and thus %o mgt atudy the meaning of g%,
Thomns aitil) ﬁ:&.r%?wr.

o0 elogsr seruiiny, 1t would ssam that cna snd the
gan@ prinoiple gennot %e apnlisd wizh #gual vslmwy to corpo-
real naturss (objeats of the {ntellagt &re such) 2nd to spiey-
tual nslures slike. The rensca fop Wis 19 Yt spliritesl nae
tures have an af¥inity sith sach oller aviaing fyom the faos
that ey Aiffer only sacording o o cerdain spaeifio ordap,
e angelis iatslless, schasquently, doos Dot oesupy the saue
relative positlen with respeet %o spiriinal muluves as does
e huzan 18%11¢4% with vespeoy i corporesl matures (108),
‘3 ¥111 Bo vesalled that tils wes ths reason given in it obeo-
tion reised by 3%, Thomes to shew that sngels 40 not know eseh

(108) - In Zem, 4+ £8, a, &, pap, 8,
{107) = Idam
{168) - Ibiﬁ,, pur,. 8,
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otheyr (109),

¢ ean havs sXfinity of naturaa whera thers 13 :uegw
tlon of things which aye gggﬁﬁgégﬂgggx. 1.9, corporenl notures,
In thia ease, ons nature 1a an thstnele o kuowlsdie of the
¢ihez. %o can alzo have affinity where tha naturss sre both

g;_ snble ool Enowing (ser ss), Ia thia asza, 240 noture ig noy

%0 obstaols Wit 24 ald % knowledgs of aﬁe$ha? {110).

$§§hia ﬁagﬁ?a 12 ot 28 ohstaale %o Enowlsdge, hoooves
thers 13 na W?ﬁdiﬁg eaues 10 pravent this knew)aﬁga‘ The im-
reding ¢s2use, es wo have ssen {111), ts tha indaterwinabilicy
of ong nsture by auncthop, Egt & knowipp aa%aza ia one whish
ia necessarily aétaraia§bls, If the nature of gelor, for szam.
ple, wers suoh thad 1t aonld 292 82 well 83 be msen, 1t would
Gl oweessity Bo dsterminshla b7 all eclors, just ss tha faeulty
of alzh¥ La so dﬂﬁ%?ﬁiﬁ%hl&; and na sugh, 1% wsuld not e an
luwpadlisg cause, %nt Eﬁ@aaﬁa golar is ggg;é;gmwmmg it 1a aot
determizadle ﬁy &11 solors; emd as sueh, 1t 18 2n impeding
esuze (11z),

R

(108) 388 puse |

(110) -« Cajsten, In Ism, q. 88, a. 8, par. §.
{111)
(112) - Cslotan, 1bi4,

¥
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- knowing end knoweblo naturs is sn aid to knowledge,
baoause Rnowlodgs tekss olsee by seeizilation. The greetsr ihe
sffinity of notures, the gzresier the asalalletion «f one by

the othar (118),

Cnjotsn 1e now certuin thet he hes floelly unsuversd
the true meaning of 5%, Thones' worda. 1% L8 spiritusl sub-
2ToRces that exe both ingellsgiiva eng dateliiuibla in sed,

I% s in spivitel mubstences thet afTinity of radure ls'na o3> 3

ztacle o :nuwledsa, uerefors, 4% 1o the sffinity of splivrd-
tuel rstures (e8 oupossd %o tha ifinl ty of corporesl nestures)
thet L%, Themss has in oind when hs gives effinity &3 she
resson why ons angel cen know snothar (114).

LUNER BE 2R ipsius e6% natursm necua unem

¥ havd besn considering &hp sgopd and applicatien of
‘ritotle’s intus sppareng prohibedit of gbstruss, whioh, we
have asid, 18 o8 sffizetion of We spirituality ound jnoerpo. |
raality of the intsllsed. Bs have shown that Decauss it s in
poetaney to knew all corpereel patures, the latsllaot gsnpot 1%~
s8lf be gsovporsel @?@éi&@ly beoause ilntus annarens profidbedis
et chatruat,

-

e

(113} - Cajetan, In fon, q, 58, a, 2, par, 6.
(114) ~ Ibi4.
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. Tooaiving snother nature, then the lusellset, ivistotle oG-

L

O

If the nature of the intelleet is such that the pro-

sance within 1% of & deteradnats nature is an obatascls o 1ta

sludes, possessos no speciel Aeteraimstion {quare noguae ipsius
5840 nabural nsque umam)., But Lf this be trae, il the intel-
leet hes no determination, then %he inference zs9ms $0 bs thad

1% 19 nothing a¥% all, (his isference ssems to fiud support in

TR Ty e a2

the fzod that the intellset 13 in potensy %o know universal |
, 4
baing., Hud since 1% canzol softteln within 1tzelf the nature o ‘
eny of tha things 1% cen know, them 4t follows that it has no
being whatsoovar. ‘ ?
3%, Thomse ramoves this 4iffieulty shen ho tells us %
. . 1

thud in the duse of %&@ée fagmlties which have a universsl ob-
Juet, 1% 1» not alveys trus %0 zey thed they have o be totally
7ol of o form of thélz odjoes (L18). Ho cites the lutellest,
the sense of fough, and the appetite ns capss in poins. The
intalless, he polnts out, having quiddities for 1%s objeat, is
itseld a quiddisy. HZus atill, &% must be vold of the forma whieh
it recelves (1B). '

(118} - Do Veritate, g. 22, a, 1, 84 8 == *In aprrehsnsivis
potantiis pon sonpor hoo ost verum quod potentis deny-
detur $o%aliter e specie sul obiseti, Hhoo snla fellit
in {11ls potentiis juse hebent oblectum ukiversale®,

(118) - Ibid, -- “Glout {ntollestus ouius obleotur est quiddi~ |
. tas, cum temon hebent quidditstem; oportet tamen quod i
it dezudaisa a Tormis 111is zuas reoiplis®, (fwi:
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Bisi hano ii0d nosalbilis 81%.

9 caznot, therefore, infer that the intellect has
4o doteraination im the entitative ordsr. It hes a quiddity,
88 &8, Themna gays, I% 4a aot, howavar, a soensibls auiddity,
~ad a8 srigtotlo tesovhes, 1% is tlmt;mrt of the aoul by whish
the scul knows snd judgos. 23 20 its patars, 1%.has ne othay
nstures thaa to be in polensy with Fespecd to all Zhings. .nd
1% tu prasclsoly for 9a ressom thad i3 13 ealled the poesible
intelleck, ¥e say thad it hae no nature proper %o L%, to the
sxtent that the intellset is in poleiiay, For %0 the extent
that 1t L8 an ascoldent, 1.0. a wuality shish determines the
substznoe which ia L0s sudjoot, 1% 45 slso ia aed (117), I
13 quite posaiis for something to De pure potemey in the arder
of lematerisl thinga, and yed be in aef in tha orday of natg-
#ial %aings, Pupe poltansy in the intailigible order doos nod
Boan pure polency slmpliaitor in the entifative orday. {118) i

PR ; - ' o

{117) = 1In Ism, q. &7, a, 1, pav., 8 = *,,,, quie subateniia
snlmed eotus os%, ud {n 11 De snima dleitur : o i
intellestus quouue, sl potentis ¢at, in ipes substan- ‘
= est ut mabisotov,

{118) ~ Ibid. per. 10 «e ",,,. poteat guod stat aliquid saas
pura;m gotontienm in genere Lmmtarislium et tenmsn pétun
in gansye sepaidilium, Unde zZeolua deceptus ast, 20
ai pure potentie in gonere intelligibill ssset pars ,
potentis sluplielzer in geners eatium, ﬁ
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$81ligible, In %hn eazg of the angelie in%slleos, thias potenay

~ 87 -

@

The humen {ntalleoot {z in Pure poteney in the intalligible
crder (119). ind yet, it 15 a part of a soul whieh is the sot

of a eorporeal sudatanos {120),

o e ..»;-'»-qu e TR e b §

uva~*ua itsoua aniaﬂa ABtellostus, nihil est setu corum quze

he sognosoltlve nature ia gonsvel requirss thad tha
kncwsr be the thing kncen., The iatsllsotive naturs in partioy-
ru® requlrss that 2ho intellest pos be limlited to this or that
@ﬁﬁna of baing, bu$ thst It heve universsl baing as its objactw.
ﬁéaa@, if the intsllect can kpow all things, 4% must be all
things elthsr in a6t or in poteney or ih 26R8 may both 4{n po-
teney &nd i3 set (1£l), Cunly the bivine Intellect is purs zat
Fith roapeet %o umlversel being, for sll things pre~exist in
God as theiy firzt “au@e. Every ar&ated intsllacy, ﬁaﬂz@'u$§$~~
ly. is vecassarily in potensy with respest to that whielh is in-

TR R Mty

is one thad is e?%? ya?raaasé ar 568, 1.&. i% is never withous
1%3 aet, In %ha aaﬁa of the humsn 1aﬁalleat, 1% is no% always

o ]

(31%) ~ In Xsm, 4. 87, a. 1, par. 7 -« "Intsllectus nogtop
¢t purs polont¥ia i{n gensre intalligibiiir,

(120) - Ipfd. par, 10 -~ "anima snis est motus eorporis sensi-
bills, est suten potentis pare intelligibsiis~,

{l21) - In Iaa, Q¢ 99, a, 2, pap, 23,

TSimesgeEET e o L




1o =0t but passss Y0 ot From pelsuey (12}, In the bagizLing,\
the lotelisot is a8 a blank tablet {tebule reze; on whieh noth-
ing huo yet boen written (123)., This L8 the reason why iristce
tla says the$ befors thinking, the intelleoct §8 not in oot eny
of the things ¢hat sxist, Tnis, an s%. Thomas, wentiona 1s cone
brvry to what the . nsients held. Top thoy mainteiusd that in
ey 0 Enow all things, the intellec’ susd be eouposad of all
things (124), Du% 1f $his wore co, he points oud, ths intolleod
would 2luays B9 in éet and Lever in potsiiey, Just se the zansze
faculties, if they wore compossd of sensible objects, would de
capsble of sensstica even ehen the ssn=ibls ¢bleets ware not ox-

tericrally praseay (128).

dieg mutex intellootum, cuc vpimstup ot intolligft aniwa,

That were might be no misunderstending s to what b
meshs ¥HeR 19 seym that the 1&%@&1@%#, bafore thinking, is in
potaney with reapest to tho tWinga thed 18 can kpow, iristotle
saphesizes the 720t that he ia here apsaking of the. intelset

(122) - 18, q. 99, 8. 2, sorp.

(123} - 11X Do snima, 6. 4, 4302},

(124) In 11T I#» &nips, lset, 7, n. 852,
(1z5) - Ibid.
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— by which the soul knows aend Judgea., By these words, he defini-

tely excludes the Livime Intellect, Whioh ia pure act (126),

4. - The Intellses ia Inovganie,

Tax

Antardan

Unda é@j&ﬁ@ fﬁi?@ﬁ_}'&,ﬂ @,sﬁi {a%wmi}iim irsun
sovpord. nusils enim sliquis, 1tisus ot 23-
©e¥, sut gslafncius nab r:??ggﬁu at 6t
orgenud slisuod, siout sssfau}goL Inne sui-
ton zzmlu:a sa% il_,‘?). '

Z% bens lem dicentes aaa%; sainen 9589 10«
gus aweiemﬁ;. nisl ouod nen tots, med in-
tellestiva) pequs sota, sed polentis, Bpa~

zias (128).

Thae fzot that the inlsllsoy (; kncwing Lfsouldy which
{3 in assontial potoncy 0 raoalw 3 Jé‘as af intelligidble
%mmﬁ izplieca, as ¥o havd s3en, Ast %ﬁa imtalleot be en inoup-
poresl fae 15¥. T 5o #a issorperesl faculty sontains, 1n 1%a
turn, other lmplications whish sffeod the very pature of the
intellset. 1% La shese implieaticns wileh iristotle uow unco-
YErS.

(188) - In IIT Do sidms, leo¥. 7, n. 683,
{(127) = III1 De Anims, o, 4, 4508585-27.
(128} - 1Ibid,, 4£9258-29, |
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Ynda necus miscere, ost rsiloensbile, ipsum corpord.

If the intellect is to know sll corjoresal natures,
1% caunot contein wiihin 1tself the Jdeterminate neture of any-
ghing e.rporenl. In brief, #he intellsot in inoaporeal in
1€s srsence, T ls le shnt -ristotle has Just ocneluied proving,
why, then, the rForstitious afstenant hera o the effect thsd
“the intallset (en imcorporsal foounliy) =ust b9 unmixed #iih a

gopporgal thing" ?

The repeiition is only eppsvsnd, The statersnt mould
indead L ropetiticus, if heo vere referring %o the sasence of

the {ntellsct. But from his ensulng romerks, 6@ know thst it

18 the oreratian snd nod the p2s0n69 of the iatallect ihat
Apiantodle has in mind hore, Theresns hae has Just ounaluded
proving that the intellsst is nol corpgreal 28 %0 essence, he
i3 now golng %o show that relthey is L% corporeal as to opg~
Peilon, thad ie, that the in%elleod doss ot exerolise 1ts oo~
raticn through the medium of & corporesl crgad, The latter, he
ohsorves, 13 a iégi@al songequence (22t retionabile) of the

Loraer.

suelis soim allsuls, uti.ue b essed.

2%, Themas in noting that no corpoaresl orgsn oan re-

colve the determinstion of anything corporesl, adds thst svery
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( ) carporesl organ has & gorporesl nz«:@fa of scxe kind (129),

- Timg, 1f the {ntslleot wvere an organio fagulty, L% would ne-
sesasRlly "o mized” with something covporeal, This “sonsthing
sorporeal” weuld be e sensidle cuslitiss ’ fﬁmék ars delornle-
astions of {he orgsn through whioh he intells ebive faoully
would exerolse 4o opsystion, The i1stellest bolng seaizd ia
$he ozgen woald likewlse o effectsd by those same gensible

gualities {139),

(% ealsfagiug sus frisidus

£

& faenlty of the weul wileh is the aa‘t of an orzmn
maed be proportioned o thas orgam, Just sa eny set is propor-
tlondd o tho potency shioh receives 48 (151), For whatever is

#éeaiv@é, is éﬁ@ai%ﬁ, gozoriing o the mods of the resceiver,
And e femulty s veosoived by ﬁza s&gan, singe 4% 15 a psx;&x%y

(129) - ﬁaa&st, blap., De inise, gu,. 1, sz, 14, BOTPe ~w
_ "3en saia poass$ lavepiri aliquod arganun @ar?ﬁnle
qucd 2280y yecoptivum omnium nsturarum sensidi iumj
prassertin quia yseipiena dobet 9850 denudatuo a naty -~
P8 roosphl, sloud izz 11la esrsd oolore. Ormse auten
orgemia corporals hebet naturam alicuem sensl bilem”,

'(3:50) = I8 IIX De :inimn, leot. 7, n. 354, |
(131) = Ibid, ~ “Manifestam sat enim quod potentis sninee,

quo a8t 20t allcuius orgsni, conformatur L1l SPERNO,
8lcut actus suscsptibilis~, '
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or a potency of the organ. The sensible gqualities which deter-
mine a corporeal organ are qualities like hot and cold. The
intellective faculty, therefore, 1f it wers an organic faeulty,
would be in some way "mixed" with hot or cold, These determina-

tions, then, could not be perceived by sugh a facul ty.

St. Thomas goss on to eénlarge a bit on this point of
Aristotle's doctrine, Speaking of ths operation of a faculty,
he remarks that it makes little difference whether it be the
faculty itself which has this determinate sensible quali ty, or
whether it be the organ. fThe fact 1s that it is the act not of
the faculty alone but of the faculty and ths organ taken toge-
ther as acomposite (132). It is in this way, he points out, that
the eye -- the organ of aight -- would be incapable of sight
if the faculty of sight ware determinately colored,

8% ori¥ orgenum aliquod, sicut sensitivo

AriatpﬁlgﬁgpquQrawa the conclusion which we have
antioipated above.;'If the intellect is an inoorpdreal facul-
ty, it cannot receive oorporsal determinations. As a nacessary
consequence, neither ¢an it be an organio faculty, as is the

case sith the sensitive part of the soul,

(132) - In III De Anima, lect. 7, n, 688,

1]
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wara organie, Ia st seed, the epecies would be recelved act

- For? ezample, 1% 15 nst the feliy of sight alone ehioh receives

»33-.
9
Bung autem nulium eat,
In other woyds, svery sense facully 1s on organie fag- %
ulty. DBut the intellect is inopgania, 5

EY bana ias Alcentes sund, apimen asag locum miwoiernn

In vis9 of tho feot as tne intelleat s not sn or-
anie fsoulty, srdstotls firds that he can approve of the
opinien mainteining that e soul 1s “the plaes for spesies™,
5%, Thomes, Yorrowing Avicenna's expraseion, refors to 1% ea
"the repository for spmeiest (133). K explaine that tals 1a
a flgurs of spesch signifying thed the speeies are yecalived

1a% ihe soul ag ;a%é thoir roper subjleot (124),

2481, 2508 non Jota, sed insellsstiva

Tals weuld 2103 bo true if evary Pasulty of the soud
13%6_%33 a@&i.%%gi 5% 9 soul end @ @rgad sonjoinkly,

e rigible spsetlas, s apazies ia received By the ay9 =a well.

(133) - oumea Contrs Ceniiles i1, ¢. 74 o= 7,,, aqued {ntsllea-
s possidills ast loous gpsclerum,qucd nihil alind
Ozt diesre quam ipsum esse theseurus intslligidilium
speeiesum, Ut vorbis iviceannss sy,

{l&&) had In i:ﬂ 5,39 é}‘m, kﬁtt ?, R;, %’% e ”l'. Quﬁﬁ &ﬁim 93#
- leeus speelerum ;1 guod Por simflitudines diettur, sc
gued esd aposierua Fadapiiva,.”
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Hoace,we do not say thet tha entire soul is "the place fur
8pecles”, Wit that psrt of the soul which is inocrganie, thet
is, the intellsstive scul {138),

£o4we sotu, 234 potsnila, svesiss

For 4o w9 gay et % in%ellsgdive soul 13 tha pa-
Fository fog speclen as iP 1% eondaloed thene spesiss in aot,
Ruthaw, 1% 12 in polsncy %0 recelve tlea (138), ohias, then,
is snothay toxd indfsating shat the fasellset is in engontinl
yotengy with ma;@@i t0 intelilzible apsoiea, It is likawiae
snothar indisation of that saaontinl dAfforsnce existing bhe-

woen the intellset and the other Tacultiss of the soul. Thus,

1% 2sanot e suid that ivlatetle is the autbher of the thear y
of innate Ldesa, nor of the Wsory of an intellse$ which 1is
impupsonsl $o nmen (139),

,.,,
Fi

(188) ~ 1Ibid,
(138} = Im IXX Be Aniza, leos, 7, A, 858,

(137) = cautin, LtIntalligence solon Aristote, lawval Thésle~
gique #% Fhilesophisue, 1‘%45. Vel. IV, n. 2, p, 288,
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8. - Ihe lmpasaidility of the Intellset.

Tax% 1

B

suod putem mo is 214 w’g&m;bu;mg
senaltivi ‘é’%’“ln Yeativi, Eanifestun osd

Wew ‘o
st

HX CTEanis 6% wu;q. Songas Onim heR Do~
taat senlirs ex velde rerslbill, ab : aonum

a;% mlg&}?&f anis za laagﬁfﬁgﬁﬁa ggwﬁ’ma .
golapibiug, npoena viders, no SRUTETS .,

W {ntsileo g w%?@%‘hiiﬁgﬁﬁ;&%i val-
i"i‘gpﬂa, nea pdeng intellinds ia-

’ 3. Ceraislvm enim nom -

'mfeaiag & 8ig By @g’ GBRa -~

In cupr cogelderation of tha similerity thet exists
beiwasn sensation apd intslleotion, we sew thst both are alils
in thls thet the faeultles fream whioh they emansts ave f;ssai?a_
potenslise, not in € semse of rsal gaaagﬂ%y, wiioh implies
a.wmp'&ﬁ:%, shangy of t&a'&shsfeat. but 1a ha gonsze of rosep-
$ivity, whieh Lmplies porfeosion of the subleed, Iince thers
ia 80 32l passivity in elther oase, 1% is true %o say that
both the sanse faculiies and the Iutallect ore impawsible,

2% intel-

ixlatotle finds that through the medium of their im-
pussibility, ko {a now in positicn % show another peint of dig~

(138) ~ IXI Do snima, o. 4, 429a50-439L6,

.

~—
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aizmilarity betwesn the sanses aRd the intellses. I[n other
#ords, through c28 end $he suwe wedivg, he can manifest both
the aimilarisy asd diatuilarisy of the sase faoultisa, =
bamediataly suspedt, o refors, thet it is under diffarent sg-
Peets thet e sonses and the fndellect 830 inpasaible, Giher-
wlge, w9 would be sonfrontad with a @ontysdiaotion,

modloatum oal ox cfganis ot senm ,

That they ave impessidls undayr different aspocts will

by gvidentd, 1f v but gonelder $wo fucta, Firat, that tho sen-

508 are orgenio fucultise; whoress the intalleogs s inorgante,
ind seoondly, %hat excazsive atizmuletlon by their respeetive
obJasts Laverealy affeet the sensd faculties and the intelloed
28 rogurds thelr capscity o essrelag Holr cparaticn,

4%, Thomsa, i3 ecsmsuling on thls paysioular paacege,
“Daerves that although there 18 no real pessio in asnsatba,
a0verhaless, the somse facultles are suboot of & resl paseto
par zseldons (m). 848 & real passio impliaes s sormiptive
¢hange of the mbjscs, and thera 4s no sued ehengs, eithar per
89 oF per aseeldsns, appsrent in semsalion, 34, Thomes 8xplaing

o d

(138) « Ia XXX De snima, lsot, 7, n. 887 - “Sengus enim liost
ool patiatar s sansibill, passicne Proprie accepta,
yatitar tamen pey ageldana®,

A P e s T T e«
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that this per écoidans pasalo conslsts 1o 8 rupturs of the
propor$ien of the senze ovgan, whish rupture 1s produced by
the setion of chiseds of azxosesive aenpibility on vhe sense
faculty (140): on varicus aoessiong, Doth srlstotle znd e,
Thomes apeak of the eorruptive affeet which highly zsnaeibls ob-

B0ts heve ob A9 “proporilion” of the sonss fasulilss {141),

¥re they e setlon rararred ¢ is an agtlon of th» retuzal op

of e intontions) order 1s sod oleew, Y John of &8, Thoses

gubnita sonvinelng spgusenis indieating tha b 5%, Tomes has ve-

| fersace $o sn sotion of $he intsnsional ordap, that ia, e ag-
tion by whioh the intenticnal simoles are trsnamitisd to the
feculdy, a2a opposed 10 8 natural astion, which implies a phy-
sleal altsyation (142),

‘;a 219 sevetd book of hls De éaim. Aristodle explsins
his proportion, eand how i's ia destroysd, op sorruptad, *i%aﬁm,
racalls thad %m aa?se faculiles receive their speoies loma-
Zarially, xsm@s &a m; wa;aet ttmy éo 3&9‘3 difter Trom m

. RS v(, Teia

c ~£ h i';;-. B

{140) - In XII ne mm, l#0%, 7, B, 667 =~ *,,, patitur temen
per ocoldens, ingquentum orgeni proportio sorrumpitug
&b ex:mﬁ.ami mamzav A

111 Eamim e. B aaaasc |
in II Do niaa J.eet. 24, n. 538,
In X1l De r-&im, less, 3, n. 599.

(lﬁa} - m. i’hilt; g. 8, pp. 183-128, .
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intellect, and %o preclude tho possible aiseonstruing thet the
pense faoulldles ars loorgunie, he attributss orgens to

them (143).

Hizxe, %, Thomas explains thad the senss orgen $0gg-
ther with the poteney are oné in sudlevs bud other in esua,
sinea the dafiniilon (pFasio) of e potesncy s2d4 e dcsfiniticn
of body #¥9 Dol tho szmd (144). The orgsa is heore ldentified,
in & way, with the body whish the soul informs, L9 soul, =0
kuow, i the aol of a physlesl body having 1ife in potsney.

Yy algo know that every c:rg&nie body, 8 body whioh hes a diver-
618y of owgans, is & physisal bedy having life in potsnsy (143),
Conagpusatly, %o sense potoneies -- thigh are facultiss of

she soul whisgh mfﬁ% s opganis Budy ~e arye, as it wsvo, thy
fora of thely organs (148),

(144) = T8 IX U@ luims, leo%, 24, B, 838 ~= "Crgenwa arim
sonams, S pobentia ipad, utpote coulus, osd iden

subloato, sed duoe alind a8, quia resione diffesrd
potentia 3 gorpope”,

(148) « In II Do inima, lset, 1, 0, 830 <= ™., anims ssd
agtuie e@'z‘fﬁm; phyaicel haobendle vitem {n potentia,

etiom 4ield, quod %ale oot ozng o gz organioua,
8¢ 4ol dur govpus crgonleun gucd habet Alversitaiem

o¥ganstun,

{148) -~ 1Ibid4., lact, B4, n. 530 -« "sorentla enim est gueal
fonsa opganle.
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The sense polengies sre, then, received Laté theip <:>
“rgans -- whioh «vistotle deslgbaiss as megritudo -~ s form is
reseived Into maiter., The definitica {(radle) of mugnituds is
2ot the soms 8 $he definition of senss potensy, Just sa the

definitlon of Yorm 13 no% idesntigal with %aat of matter, 48 B

astter of fael, %the sense poleney aonsists in this st i3 is

g esrtala propoviion, it 1s a Qoxa end a power of that maanisas

a8 {147), 1.9, of the orga.

In vlew of this, we gon poW soe vhy 4% 1a that o high-

ly =B ible obleot will sorxups the sehize organs.  Ia order %o
have sensation, there must necezsarily be a sartain gproporticon

in the zense orgens, If the setiocm of & sensible objset is im
a&aasa of the sapagidy of the cxgan %o guatein 13, this prepor-
sicn will be baroksn, and $ho ssnse potency is thus sorrupled (149)

{147) =

{148) -

In IX D9 Agles, l39%, 3, B, 208 «» *It 1deo subdit
qued "meanitudo® 18sa% orzamm soyporsdm es% “guocd
senids patitur® 1deat quod ¢a% susseptivun sunsus,
aleud malerla formse, Hon Tamen oa% sadem ratid gne
guitudials of sensitivl sivo sonsus, ed sensus o2%
ghasdan patle, ldash proportio of forma ot polontia
1124uvs, soilicet magaidudinias®,

Ibid., o, 588 «= ",,, guod senifestuam eat ox przedles
tila, propler quid axsellsotia sensibiliwm ecriuspat
oxgsia sensuuR. Cpar (¥ epnim in ovganle sentisrpds,
ad heo gued zendlatup, sesd “cusmdam Patlomm® idest
proporticnem. S5 ergo motus senaiblillis fuerit fortiorx
guam orgenum datum 8it patd, selvitur preportic, et
eorruzpitur sonsua, yui oonsisti ¢ in yuedam prepor-
$icne orgsnl®,
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»$. Thomass employs the oxsmple of & mmaeloal instrusent to i1-
lustrats his mesning.. 4 wusigsl iunstrusment (a pileano, for SRR~
pla} oonatsts in a cerdeln woportion (of sounds). If the ohorda
of the lagtyuent {the kaye, in tho agso of Sw Pleno) o9 sdrusk
Yoo forcefully, the tome quality s distorsed (149).

#OAMS anlm non potoast sesbire ex ?%é§§m§§%££2$l&hJ&&éﬂﬁgﬂa4@5

EBaple echla neud Torfidus ndiribus, o¥ soloribna; p9oue vids-
28, Rguug odorsos,

sishough the sotus) sorrupidon of this provorticn is
2o% swwthing s can s¢8, 1% 18, nonethelass, evidend {n 1i%s
effasta, Fur the sotion of an 8xe0s8ively ecnslble object has
For 118 offeod %0 intapecitots the ozoroise of thy sonse faeul-
by (180), =eo know from pevscoal sxperisnes that brilliant colova,
lcad noless, powerful oders, all have & daterioreting, {f bu
temporary, sffest on cup tapacity %o see, to lser, or Lo sx8)l,
kvan our mammer of apsaking takes sognimshoe of this rhenonenon,
For ve spook of blinding lights, dasfeniog scunds, dosanaltining
sdoya, ota, Couile Ty AR |

(149) ~ Ia II Do anims, isot, £4, n, 084 -~ "Et est sizile, si-
out cum aliquis fortiter persutlt chordes selvdtur BFRe
ph@ﬁ%gaif Poxus izatrumenit, qui i cusdem propoy tions
0.:8% ¢ .

(180) = 1In III Le snima, lest. 7, n. 663
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sed intollegius cup z ﬁ@lliﬁﬁﬁ alisuod velde lntallﬁkgmﬁleLmnoa
mirug Ln&aliggiz i1 o0d ot mocls.

in the ozse of the inltellest, ¥ notice tiot the ro-
verse 1s irua, If the sshso faculiles Bre sudjeet of & real
pazalc por scoldsts, the intsileat enjoys shsoluts lupaseibility,
It 1a subjsot of no real passio shatacever, slthar per s oF pop
acoldens, i3 8 rosuls, grester xatgliigibxliﬁy pathor than in-
peding ths opegation of 3Hhe intoellcet is & a%iaal&ﬁieﬁ toguven
greater sativity. Unlike the sense fucultles with respect So
sensihle cblscts, the intellset ocun rs fronm gb.}mts of high
Cibtelligibiliity to obhjests of lowep ia%aliigi;ility without suf-
fering sny diminution in ita cperative ompaeily, In fuct, thia
eapueily 18 ameliorated zaider then deteriosuted (181),

Sonsliivis solm pon atne mrpors gsi.

The cense famliles, us &%, ?héﬁaa_aaﬁas, would slzo
anjoy a%&glu%a‘sap&agibiliﬁy, if thay wore nst ee~$§héeé%aﬁ'#i%k
a eorperesl orgen (188) through the Eadiun of whleh ey undeygo
o kird of eorzupitiva. 3But i&a sanee faonltles ars organio fa-
oulties. A& sugh, 3loy ere subjsot % the coryupiive influsnce
of the setion of lyrersensible ohjeata,

{181) ~ 1Im IIXI da :nime, lset, 7, n. 688,
{188) ~ Ibia.
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shtallootug sutsm seporatuz.

The intelloos, howsver, 15 en incrgenis foeuldy. Ite
Lupaasivllity 1o absoluts, sinve 19 haa 1o dorporsal orgea upon
wiidh 29 setion of & knoweble odjoet may exersise i%s sorrupiive
influence, Ioverthelesa, the intellsat can be impaded in iia

epgraticn,

In humen koowladse, 13 i3 patural fop mall $0 procesd
to intelligibls thinga thzough the redius of the ssnses (153),
Unlike the angelie intellsod, e busmen sind 18 not infusesd with
apocles from the =someat of 1% oreation, bud st ebetrsgt them
from material things es thoesd ere reprdsented in the ilmaginsion
and the semses. Thue, e iatellestuel knowledge of zan prosupe
poses prior sanso kpowledge. In fsoet, without the senses, humun
intelleotual kuowledge would bo imposnidle,

(183) -~ In I Ssnt., dlat. 17, g. 1, 8, 4, se). <= "Za Quse pey
: 2589 Zund 10 malaria,cuantun 18 39 e5%, sua8 maxiee zo-

ta) sed guoad moa sund Aifftolliiime od eognoscendung
propter gucd dlatd rhil., (I1 Heta.) gquod inisllecius
noatar 59 hebeld a4 panifostissims neturee, sloul ogmlua
vaapprtilionis ad lussa s0lis. Cuius Fatlo ast quia
suty indelleetus coster potentianlis sit in potentia nd
ciiia intelligibills, e% ante latelligore ncn pis in
st aliguod sopum; ad hoo quod intelliget acty, opor-
to% quod rodusadur 44 getum par apesiss acespiss § sone
8iltae {1luaireatas lumine intellectus agentls: guia st-
wut Phil., (IIX Do inima) dlais, sicut se habens colo-
res od visum, 1tz se hebent phantuseata &d intelleotum
potentislem, Unde cum natirals ait nobia procsder ex
sahsibus ad intelligivilia, ex effeesibus in gausss, ex
pesteriopidbus in priore, sscundum statum viae,als”
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Sinee unothing enters the {utelleot exeept it first
pAss through the aaaa&a. any dateet in oy injury to the sanse
oFgans will poeossssrily be reflcoted in the operation of the
intellses (184), In the Sumam, 5%, Thomes notes that a defoge
tive corporenl orgad sould nos impede the creration of the
intelledy = an iﬁargﬁﬁze faoulsy -~ if the opsraticn of the
intellest wors mod dopenteny 8 40 operedion of an oFgenie
foeulty. 4nd he 2dds that e =60898 and the iﬁ&giﬁgéian,%§
zich Tagultlea (1538). led uas no%e well Beve Hhet 1% is not the
intelleat But the senee faeuliies that are dirsetly sfissied hy
organlo defeots. Tho sffsat on Whe iatelleod i» indizest.

Ths {ntellsas Q&ﬁﬁ@$‘b9 ﬁff@&%@é"by ergande dafscta, bsosuss
1% hza no grzans, iristetle a::gmsséla thia reasen in the words

inialleatus sutem senevsiug.

{184) « IR III Do Anima, 169%. 7, 5. 888 = “Dedilitetur fae ;
e2ah latellootun ax lasaione slisulus crpgand scrpora- _
iia lndirsate, imunuentem a4 sivg ¢paraldicnom requiri.
e oparatio sshsua®, - _

{158} = éaizq. 84, a, 7, eorp, -~*rrime guidsn quin, ous in-

1: 3 N

8gtus sit via guesdam ne uishs ear?araii orgena,
mllo wodo fmpediretur in sud sety per lsesionesm ali-

pslus corporalis orgoni, si non reguireretur ad ofus
zetum sofus alisulus potontieo uientds oYESBO CLYROw
rall., Uluntar sitem orgsno oorpernll ssosus o4 lmge
g?ﬂaﬁio et alliee vires partinsntes sd partes ssnpi-
g ?*‘33”* ’
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8 - The Intellect 18 not a veperated Lubstense,

«verreos and his followsrs have in some peoculisr wmsy
disterisd isvistotle’s dooirine 30 as to aftpribuie to him the
basis for their thoory thed the intellsot 48 a subatance szxlssing
serarntely from the body,after tho mapnoy of the separated suba-

tangos,

5%, Thomas prepsiad 8 ahovial dreatise -« the Do Uniiae-
te Intslleoctua -» dirsetad raptioularly cgeinst Siger de Braband
end dosigned 20 refuls this tssehing of sverrvoism. In the prog-
sivm to this work, <%, Thomes declsres that the theory upholds
the false dootping that the peossibdle intallact 1s act unitsd to
the body as 1% form, but la & substance exlating separately :
frcm the boedy; apd that thers is Wut o9 intsllest for all zem. |
I8 notos thad this dcstring is sontrary 0 Falill, for 1% lesds .
0 the inevitable ¢omelusion thoes sfter doath nothing remeina f
of Bumen gouls exoop¥ bis single intellsotas) substanes., This
gomdliota with Chvlotish Resting whiclk holds o2 sn ertiols of
faith thet thare ore varylng degrees of punishuens end revard
in the heresfier (108).

I T T I R T e —

Becsuse the 4cotrine ef iverroism had a gireect bdesrlng

(158) - Lo gnitﬁm Intallecius oontra ~verroistas (44. Keeler),
p. 4. ,
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on Tuhdasental truthe of Catholie faith and philosophy, 4i¢ had
inourred tﬁb offiolnl ecomissnation of the Clugreh on thres cg-
easlons. It 18 no surprise, thean, that scholastio phillozophers
directed tholy zttasks agsinst 1%, The shlef sverroists againad
whiom 3%, Themaa wrote wero Bornler of Hivelles, Buothlus of Daw

gin, mpd cigey 4o Drsben% (1567),

=iger de Braband wss the Road of Latin iverrelem a$
the University of raris from aboul 1380 $o 1377, For tan ysava
ga,lgﬂ the Toress of a violand apd deagsyous vevselt., Rafuted bj
ut. Tﬁemas end condomsed by slephen Tewpler, Blshop of raris, he
esntinuod hia opposision to the mesters snd %o the Church, DLante
azeeks of him Ir the paradiso, where he deplots &%, Thomss as

pointing out Slgey de Flore, rencwnsd 1ia dislaectica (188),

In the Conzsantary ob tha Do inima, and sgala in ihe

Lasesilones ﬁiﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁa Lo sninma, 4% Thomes depls with $he on- §
pora of svervoliss with ropsated and aeatiangavgmsistaaeo. Ia
the Do Unitete Iatellsatus, e 1s severs end usrelentisng (159).

i SO TR Y -

He romsris that the false dostrine msy be refutsd cn the Dbasls
of its éspariure from the Iruth aa xoown by faith, bat ke will i

(167) - Brennem, The Trisity and the Unisisy of the Intellset,
44, by Herder Book Co. (1848} p. 203,

(lﬁ'e} - Ebiao F- &%’
(166} - Ibid. p. 209,

O
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deal with 1% on a8 philosophiosl basis (180).

Progasding dy pstionsl srgumsnts from .vistotle’'s
dovtring of the seonl, 434 & textual oxpoaltion of sristotle’s
tiud deetrine, 4t, Theoss sonfropds 3iger 49 Brabent with svi-
dsn0e of his intricsie fallsoles, ond polnts oud ghe diffioul-
tias that wenld be gronded by thw eseceptance of his falss dog-
trinza, ot cnly s the thoory unitensble, dud 5. Thomss pro-
Yea by passsges first from tho Orosk, then from the spabian
rhtlosophess Weunselves thet neither sristoutle nop the Peripe~
t9810 uohool had held &%,  Thus he disproved 9 theory from
the very souress wpon which the iverroists had drasn for support

of 1i%.

Hith the mrmn Avarress, 4%, Themaas casm doal wish
potlont ond churltsdle restraind, I {o evidans, he writes,
that Averroes incorracily prasented the ¢piuions of Thewlswus
apd of Theophrasiug ocmperaing both the peseille and tho astive
'm%enwt._ Wearelore, e have rigiily tallad his the pervertes
of Feripatedie philosophy. Honce, 4t 18 asaping that ssrtain
mon, aflap seaing only the occementery of Averrces, piosuze
dedare, on Bia authority, thas all the philosophers -- Oroek and
srablians, exgepting only the Latins -- Nol4 this opinien as cer-

toin (161},

{160) - De Unitate Intollectus, p. B.
{lsl) i Xﬁiﬁ-, ?t ?3.
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But ns regsrd ulger do Brabens, &%, Thomms is burned
up with rightoous zoal for the truth. clger $8 & Christisn, he
is, tborefors, swverely denownced Pur sazusing that in ak&&ﬁeﬁ-
ing sha Wruth of Lalth, ho could by resson arrive ot snoihay
trudh, sha glosing pabagraph of B9 D9 Unitate Intallectus is
dediseted 30 the deorunvintion of this sttiieda, The gravity ued
suverity of i%s ftond, werrants 118 ropyoluetios heve ia full,

"Howsver, 43 la & matltor of much grestsr surprise, oy
rather oven of lndignatlcn, thst ohe whe profscses $o %3 o Chri-
stian should dars €0 spoek a0 Lrreversnily za’rﬁgafd Yo Chris-
tien felth. Thia ho dees shon ho says thad the iatins 4o net
aggapt thls dootrine among their priceiples {pamely, that thers
i tud onis isté&leet) Veosuas perhaps the lew of héir faith is
in &gﬁ@r&&iasian to {4,

"Row, in this there sre two ovils : firss, dacsuss he
doubis whether Shis tonching 1s sgeina® faifd] secomdly, bscsuse
49 izplies that ko himgelf 1s ewzapd fycm $his iaw, and bessuso
he later ssys 1 *%ﬁis 13 the rosson why Cetliolics sesm 0 hold
this opinion's Hers he oalls an articls of faith only sa "opl-
nica". Mor 18 &% lass presumptucus thad later he dares $o 8s-
sert that Cod sould not erents msay intellsets Deceuse fils im-

plies 8 ¢ontradicetion,

“Bowgver, what ho ssys &&baeqaantlx i3 oven more re-
that %ha za~< )

prehensible 1 “By reason I smeluda of




“ 150 -

opposlta By Seith”. Thus, ho Judgos thet faith 18 ccncerned
with doetrinez of which one cen concluée the contrury of geces~
33y, Pat slnce wist I conslude of newesally ouh be only whes
48 nevosenrily 4rug -« Whe opposites of whigh 1a fulse and im-
easibip - 1% follovs the$ fudith muat bo densnded in shat ia
fol59 azd Inpoasible & $hing Yhat nod oven Cod could o,

Zud the asys of »on sho Nave Pfelith ganuot endurs such words,

"In his groat femerity, murcover, he has ot hesitated
to dlspute even russtiona that a0t only 40 Bot pertain to phi-
losophy, bWl that are mattsre of pure faith ¢+ for ezumple that
the soul auffers from tho fire of holl, and that the Sudguent of
the doctors on this polnt shonld b disesrded., Hith o un)l rea-
sen one wight entar late philosophlanl dispute sbhou$ the Trianity
or the Inszrxmetion end oidar sladlar quesiions, concorning whish
pons bus the idle pratiler mould spesk.

"hese, them, ero the argpumdats vhich wo have gathored
@ dsatroy the aforemedtiondd syroy, not through the testismcny
of faith, bt Droungh the ressoning exd woprds of philoaophsra.
If any psstdo-golantissd hwa apypithing %é say in ¢contredistion %
vhat we have et foxih, lodt him apeak not ob streed corners, nor
vefore ehildrsn who ave izeapabls of paassing judgzent oa Q1ffi-
cult matters; byt let him, if he dere, submit in writing his re-




O

ply %o vhat wo havs sot down herein He will find not only e,
who an the loast, but many others who know spd promote the
brath, ropared %o poalst his error and to disszipate hias igno-
range.” (188), |

ha text inisllestus sutes sepsratus wigh whioh arls-

105l9 9lsue9 Bla sorsidaratlon of the mature of the ponsible in-
9llsot has beoen solued upen by the sverrelsts e Just encther
affirmation that the latalleot exlsts separately from the Body.
%&. Thowns 16 ad & loss 36 upderatand how spyone oould posaibly
aprlve at sudh a conslusion, in viow of s sbundsnt evidence
to the contrary. smnug other evidense thad this 1s not Arisdc-
| tla’s yagiéiga, he sofers o the fuot thst at the vory Yeglming
of hls treatise on e intelleelive soul, Aristolle expressly
atates that he 1is undesiaking the etudy of a peyed of ¢

wrraa%%r. 13 is 3nad pard of the sdéul by shich 3hs sev

and fudees. ©Thus, the intellective operation for rriatoue is
ag oparation 608 of & sepsraled subetente, W of the soul whaiod
1s the form of the body (183), -

By the shove toxs Aristotle intended %o convey no more
then the aimple feat that the in#allwat, unlike the sense fuoul-

{182) - De Unitete Iatellectus, p. 78-8l.
{183) = In IXI De :pima, leet. 7, nos. 8§68, 698,

O
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ties, la sepapsted from oorpoyssl orgzns, 1.0, that it is LnérQ
ganle. Iasnuting from the humsa siul -- & fomn whese perfeetion
is push mt 1% 18 not coupletely luswrced Ain metier as sre
othur forme -~ L% L3 capable of ipmaterial ¢perstlons. In oxder
50 axeralss tnse opovations, 1t has aan lmmstexrial and inopgaesnie
faculsy. 1% ig in this sonse that ~riusloslo speaks of zn Lalel-
leotus sepevatas (184).

Hot »nly i tho thay of & separated intelle st oo trae
¥¥ 30 %he sapresced tezehing of ‘wistotle 53d of other philoso-
phaws, Doth Greek snd rab, bus 4% is lapcssidle that 1% be true,
Por AP the intsllcot is that part of the seul dy whleh the soul
k¥aows ead jhedges, then obvicualy L% Lo the formal prinoizle by
whieh man thinks, ) for the forsal prineipls of opersiloen 0
axisy eppevetaly from thod ullah so%a i3 2n Lsposalbilidy, T
aobive primpiple rey oexisd soparataly, dbus mvﬁ the fomsl,
Thad whish adia formally conatitudan tut one belng in set wtth
that Sarough whiah 16 aste. snd in order thet WO things camsiy-
0 ohe bsing in oo9, 1% is inposatble thae %!ua* #xisd sepers-
toly. Congegusnily, i tho iatallstt exiatsd separately, 1%
operation sould met be attributed to this or that perslowler mam.
Thinking would not be a2n operation of =2sn. 48 & raszuls, w8 oculd

pro

{164} - Ia IIX Do inima, laet. ¥, 8. 899,
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not rightly spesk of “cuy thoughts”, “our thirking~, eto. (168).,

The proponents of the sepsrated intellect thesry reco-
gnizing thils as a real problam found 1% negessery %o explain how
the tpsration of the int@llaat ia tho fuod of man., The aoluticn
of AYorross wes thet the prineiple of intellsétual operaticn ia

| 0% tha soul or Pasully of the acul, axospt eguivesally. Thia
ag@ra%iﬁa, waleh bvelongs %o the sepurstsd sudslance, 1s =y a§@~
ration oF yours bedanss ¥w poesible intelloct is united to mo
oF $0 Feu through the phaniasms whlod sre in us. e intelligl~ -
ble speefes, whieh Yecomus one with the possible igtellest sirce
1t L8 its form and %8 wet, has two subjects 1 the yhuntssa :
and the pessihla intellact, Thus, e 9§s@1§1@ intellact ia E
united with ua through ite form, the phentosis soting as {nter- J
nediaries. In this way, 8 opaveilion of the posaidle intalloed
1o s34 %o ke our” cpsraiion (144). |

5%, Thomas elssaifies Whe errer i ivarycss! reasocning

_ 48 2seldantia. She iantellilsidle spooises is not one

with the gssaihle intelle2$ until it has gotualized the intallsct,
%hile in the phantesm, $he spscles is intalligidle (n poteney.

¥ actuslize the lnotellect, 1t must firet become intelligible in

(188} - Guzest, Eisp¢ De :nima, q. 1, ars, 23
In 11T De inime, leot., 7, n. 8903
Le Usnitate Ia%allaetua, p. 28,

(198) ~ Do Unitste Intalleotua, p. 42,
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208, This 15 effected by the sction of thw eyent intellect
abyireoting the speoiss from the phentesm. Thus, whils the
spoeies 19 in tho phandssm, Lt is 6ol yet in thae poseible ine
tollsed; when 4in the intelloed, it is uo loagsr in ths phontasm,
The golution of sveryces, then, feils %o estadlish & unlon bet-
wion e intellsct ard the men who oXurolisea intellestual cperas

Tven greating that ong and the samw numsrionl gpdelua
ziuld be the form of 4o posaidle lntelladt snd &t the semm time
Y2 in the phontesms, thias atill %ﬂuld_ﬁet cuffiso ¥ axplain
now & porticular men would shink (188), & knowing msture is
songiitmtsd sueh not Loceuse L% possussss & knowable speeias,
Wit basouse 4t hes a Enowing foenlty. ﬁéﬁsaqaeﬁ%ly, the marse
prassnon of the indellizidle spsoles in ¢he pbhasniazm would nol
seEs mel intelligent, o the kuwing foouldy, whish ia the
possible i{ntelleet, sould oxist seporstely from him (169).

Tarough tha intelligibls spseles thare 1s something
to be known. through the possidle intellest man knowa thod
- Shing, ihe 9haaeasﬁavhava the some reletion %o 3ba possible

(lﬁ? } - QM%S'. Di@p » Bg ﬁ-m&; qu 1 ' a. 8 .
‘lﬁg) - L“@Btt 1313}7- f}ﬁ -f:‘m, q. l, ‘o aﬂ




irtellect as golor has Lo ihe Faculty of sight. ’s'.hc. proposed
unlon of the ﬁoaeit&la intellect With & wan Ravizg in uis m§1~
netl on phantesss whose intslligibls spselies resice in the pos-
2ible istallecs would be compsarsdle %o %bs ualen of & acloured
#all with she oy in shich $he speclies of he s8ler would ysal-
49, Juat o5 the wsll 4593 209 529 « MUY 1%2 golor 1s soenm ~ 29
50, =84 33,51 zod kmow, bud e phesissss that are lls would
be kncen by the iatellses (190).

(170) - In IIX De inima, 1ec%. 7, B, 804;
Do Unitste Intsllectus, p. 42,




7. - Recapitulation.

The intellect 1is that part of the soul by which the
soul knowa and judges., Knowladge and.judgmsnt ara found ia
sansation as well as in intellestlon, Intellsootual kunowledge,
however, is not thé game as sonse knowledge, although some phi-
losoPhara,'bafore and after Aristotle, hava confused the two,
Sensation i3 common to all animals; intellection is the prero-
gative of but a few., Il they werg the sams, all animals would
be capable of sensation and of inteldsction. Experisnce teach~

eg us that sush 1s not the case.

The operation of intellsction 1s in itself mare known
than sensation. Neverthsless, it is through knowlsdge of zen-
sation that we come %o know intellsasction, ihsﬁ havé a ccmmon
ground of similarity in so far as %hey are as two speciss of
ona and the sams thing - knowledge. Both imply receptivity on
the part of the knowing subject. In either case, there is a
passage from potency %0 ast sffacted by the ascticn of tha
knowable objeet on the knowing faculty. This faculty, im both
sengation and intellection, is passive with respect to its

objeet. Intellsction and sensation are a quoddam pati.

The potentiality of the intellect extends to all things
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I%s ndeunts objead 18 baing in a1l 1%s wiversnlity. .ince
the precencs within 1% ¢f the determinets nature of one thing
ia en obatsols %o ita raceiving other determinetions, the in-
telleat qenno$ poecessd the determination of eryithing whetsoever,
It 13 pure potentiality in the intelligidle crder Just sz Ls
;rize metisr 48 the meterlal order. Copsesusntly, the intel-
leed is ag inecrporsal, an lugeteris) fecumliy. If L3 ware oope
porasl, 1% would have & sorpareal determinetion and thus éwul&
zod kaow siher oovporeal natursa., 1% thea would not$ be in po-

?eaey"with re8pe9% %0 ull things,

Bacautze the intellect is inaﬁrﬁcre&l, 1t rust neces-
serily be zn iﬁ@égaﬁie faonlsy., Orpgsnle fasultles are deter~
rined by the naturs of the organ through whieh thay exsrolse
their opsratlon. ouoh » detersimation in the (R361ls0t would
ronder 1% cosporenl, Intellsetaal eparation takes placs wiih-
vdd the awdiuz of corpozenl organs.

Tas 18%01l00% 6nd the 20680 facultics exe impaseibls,
But bacsuse the senses are organle, the inselleat inarganie,
this impassibility 1s not of the sams perfestion. The impes-
sibllity of the intelliget is abaaiuta; that of the ssnses ia
not, 1he eetion of hypersensidle objoats szceeds the cepacity

of the senzorial organ % sustein 18, This destroys the propor-




tich exissing Lu tue vegen =50 blus lmpedes Wi operation of

thae fagulty, o adghly lntsiligible cbjeeb, ¢l the sither lLend,
pruiso tas yathor shab lejaves lelellaestual operatlon. Ihis ia
4ue 6 the Xaot thad the fntellsod has a0 crgan whosd propession
gati L9 corzupiad., iho intelladd fa seporuied (yeia all <rgans,

It La ivozssuig,

Tw futellset, thevefosa, has Lo othsy neturs than
thet of being in pure poispay in the intelligidle ordsr. In the
boglenieg, 1t L3 63 & bleuk tabled cn whieh nething hss &5 jet

been writisn.,

The intallsct iz separated {rox corpoursal organs,
1% 13 mo%, however, 5 substense sxlsting separately {rom the
seul, whioh is the form of the body., %the iveryolsl theowy of
a separnled intsllest ig eountwraxy Yo Paith and %o rsaam. Ib
i3 eontrary to the itsaching of iviatotle end of other philose-
phers, Groek apd apabd, 4ia %o thoso who nocept the authordty ef
Averrces, we led 3¢, Thomad apeak i

“Pheralfecre, 1 wonder Irom whieh of %hs }%ripa totics
any may grgadly 2laiz %o hsve deprived thely eyxoy; ugleoss, per-
haps, 1% be bacauss those wsho hold 4% prefer %o &rr in company
ei&h.ﬁvarrees,raaﬂar than to be pight in thelr thinking in
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enEpaRy with othar reripatatica, asverrces wes8 not eo mush a

foripatstie as a corrupter of reripatetle philosophy (171).

ntallectus, p. 33,

-
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