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A serious study of the Louvain group would surely
have to take Into account the relationships between Mercier's
subordination of (the psychological state of ?) certitude to
the natural tendency of the human intellect to unify its con-
cepts and Van Steenberghents relegating certitude to 2 secon-
dary place in his theory of knowledgs.

ThOIlnaI‘d’ _o_p_. Cit., p. 940'

T
r
~.

Salvatoris Tongiori, Institutiones Philosovhicae, Goemaere,

Bruxellis, ed.-3a, 1864, Vol. I, Logica.
The title Ingt;tutlones Lovlcae for this first volume

appears on p. 16.

Ay
~

)

Miormae vorro recta judicandi in duplici differentia sunt
aliae enin necessariae sunt ub rationis operationes recna
sint in se ipsis, aliaze ut rationis cogznitiones sint verae.
Illze =D ipsa operatiomm inteilectualium natura,‘istae =b
objectis exsurzunt. Sic logicae tractatio in duas vartves

~
(RN

.

7 .dispesci jan solet, quarmm prima logica IormaTis, vel singli-
citer Dialectica, aitera 70"1c1 maverialis, seu meliuc Criti-
ca vocarl potest. Logicam formalem Aristoteles ommim dHrinus
Jethodice tradidi t, et scientiae diznitate donavit, eanmgue a-
deo perfecit, ut el wlterius psriiciendas vix aut ne viz qui-
dem locum »osteris religuerit. Logica materialis recentiori-
bus dedstur, quanquan doctrinas quas in eam hé digesserunt,
veteres quoque nagna ex parte traderent, sparsinm tanmen et in
multis obiter; guia pleniorem tractationem eormm temporm ne-
cessitates non postulabenit. Vicissin recentiorss mmlta =x his,
de guibus in logica veterss disputabant, ad ontologiau rsjece-
runt." — Tonzioriy ¢n. cit., op. 18—¢9. Cf. ibid., p. 239.

(7) Ibid., pp. 265-2%5, #417.

(2) cCf., for example: RI1l est donc indispensable de distinguer em-
tre la certituds du genre humsin et la certitude philososhique,
bien qu'd vrai dire on ne comprenne pas trov ce que pourrait
valoir une certitude humaine en lutte avec la certitude du
genre humain,® — on. cit., p. 25. °

”“ouch Balaes seems to be more. interested in empha-
gizing the point that reflection is in no sense the basis of
our natural certitudes and that these have a perfsctly legiti-
mate existence entirely anterior to any reflection, and despite
the fact that he talks a great deal of the obscurity of the
knowledge we have of the causes of this natural certitude, it
is 8till possibls to point to such statements as thiss ¥....
Mals rien de tel n'a lieu; donc, point dtactes réfléchis; ce
qui prouve que ltenfant n'a que des perceptions accompagnées
de la certitude intime de ces perceptions; tout cela dtune fa-
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gon confuse, Instinctive, sans rien qui rappelle ce que nous
nommons réflexion philosophigue. " — 1ibid., p. 27.

Oullivan goys that the theory of the three fundamental truths
vas originelly set forth by Tonglori. As evidence of this, he
says that Mercler attributes it to Tonglori z2nd that the lotter
refers it to no other source. Cf. James B. Sullivan, First
Frinciplss in Thought and Being,The Catholic University of
Americe Press, Washington, 1939, p.43.

Tbough Sulliven uses the third, rather than the ei-
ghth edition of Mercierts Critérioclogie and may, therefore, be
correct with respect to what that edition says, in the eizhth
eGition, =. 1035, Mercisr spcals explicitly of' the theor: of 3al-

aes. He says tiat he will consider Torglorits presentation
of it for purposes of simd ification, since Tonziori holds
that the three truths are uniiary, so that if one of then is
denied the foundations of certiitude are destroyed.

0dcly enough, Tonslori noi only refers ic Balues for
the theory, but leavsz the imsression thot Baines gupzovis his
Pos3ition that ali three trutiw ~ust be teaken together. CF. oD,
Cit., we 271 and £, nt, L. This geens 4o contridict Merciarts
stavenent directly. Tonglori would appear to be right oere,
since Dalmes ocays: W,,..70uz trois sout nécessaires, chicun
dans son espsce, et er cu licu, Nul dlentre eus nlest er-
tidrement inddpendant. Zn détruire w1, cleast bouleverser
l1tintelligence." (oo, cit., n. 214)

This is, however, a rather small point and 3t should
not be token to be a derozntion of Sullivan's very excellen
work, which is perhaps ths best defanse of the theory of the
wires primitive truths in Inglish.

05, cib., p. 276, #i3h.

1oid., pp. 277-278, #.36. In this comnection it iz interest-
ing to notice that Balnmes, despite his eriticism of Descartas,
refers to him as "1f1llustro penseur® (op. elt., p. 111). If -
wis is taken to be ironic, the same thing camnot be said of
ais spirited defense of lalebranche ageinst Cousints ealling
tee latterthe Christian Spinoza® (cf, ibid., p. 308).

Dominicus Palmieri, 5.J., Institutiones Philosonhicae, Cuggiani,
Santini, et Zee., Romes, 1374, Vol, Im, Logica-Ontologia.

Op. cit., p. vi.

Ibid., pp. vii-viii. This is, of course, fundamentally the
same division of material and formaml logic as that which Ton-
giori gives. €f, supra, ft. nt, 6, It is also the division
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which is followed by almost all the modern Scholastics. For
the correct division, ef. Bermard if. Flynn, "The Notion of
Forzal Logic® in Lavnl Théolozique et Philosophique, Vol. I1,
Num. 1, 1946, pp. 181-183.

The sympathetic attitude toward the modstms “eems to
be o very imgortant thing from the differsnt referencss which
cre uwade to it by mzny of the aodern Scholastics., It seems,
indeed, to cheracterize what Thonnard calls the APrcgressive
Current®. Thus: "Dans cette phags, nous n'assistons plus seu—

lement & la restoration des anciennes doctrines thomistes
o n
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mais & un vigoureuz afi'ort pour aszimiler tout ce 7w
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‘de *tactigque, dlentrer en contact plus intime avec le subjecti-

visme dans l'espoir de 1s zdduire & merci en le battant sur

son provre terrain....Toutefois on peut dire sans. exagérer,

que la reforme a produit, parmi les tenants de la scolastijue,

un trouble facheux de langage et de pensdes....¥ — T, Tu Roua-

seux, "Le Néo-Domatiome™ in Rewvie Héo-Scolastique de Thilo-
11

sophie, Institut Supdrieunr de Philosophie, Louvein, 1911, 5.
537
7 .

Op. ¢it., po. viii-iz.

r.l

Cf. ibid.,

.
rizeng renten

Reieslogica est norma seientifice provosita di-
claran et certsm notitiem rerm agpequendan M
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On 5.2 of the same work, Palmieri lists the Categories,

the Prior Analytics, the Posterisz Analytics, the Perihermeneias,
and the de Sophisticis Elenchis as the Aristotelian works which
belong to Dialectics. It would appear to be such a divis%on as
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this that Zigliars exsaristes. 30 he says: "Dialecticam cum (

Sopkiica confundere i—pe~:tis Sum8 est..,," — Cf. Thomas Ma-
Tia Cardinalis Zigliars, 0.° gma Philosophica, Beauchesne,
o3 (N

Paris, ed. lia, 1905, Val.i., <& et Ontologia, p.6, #VII.

1

17) Oo. git., p. 120-121.

(18) Ibid., p.121.

(13) Pal=‘==i holds that e dipwl s oF certitudebnto three spacies,
2etazysical, physical, and M is 1r'1correct and that the cor-
: swoithetical certitude. Thus:

-

oo

TeCTU division iz sbsslute aa Lo
oS zuisn hanc distimgtismen S8 non raiicimus, sed negaius
plurss ssge snscies cortifudinis. $tQue unmm statuinus: qua
ol Dicizzte, concedimas guie W32 h{:beri eam, guae analozice
coaivas certitudo, de gua inolod wzesis loculd sumus; sed

a=d . ¢2 certitudinea, Hane porro

Azga=us alian vers N bl X
ekl . At o -3 ajuede= ratians
seriitudinen cppellamus o ot MWoicam, quia ejusdex rationis
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Absolute and hypotheti sl certitude is directly rela-
ted Ty these men to absolabe ant wrothetical nacess:Lt:{*, It is,
Berelors, Suarezian in its orladde FoT a masterly cn‘-:.i;-le‘of
this caomcept of nscassity, cfs arles De Xonminck, M"Le Probleme

. : .42 Canadienne Saint-Thomes dtA-

-2

3a - =2 . - - [y 1.9
=2 fizgsverniniamen in Lticn L
. 82 1 3 olian 3
ession, Oct. 1935, Ty:s LtAction Catholigue, Québec,

ya df the intellectinl assent,

ionzg ILogicales, Purs I
Friourgi 3risgeovias, 13888,

1l
"

- 4
~3iw L.
Jiin, oz 2

2337, 3o £5-159, esp. po. 100 e

(20 Cf. Van Steenmberghen, op. ohbes !'* 18, where he says of the date
of the mitlication of Mercier!® g,ylt-amolon;. e: "...0Parue en
autogragais dés 1834, imprimse WY la Prem:.ére fois en 18?9, ;
souvent rééditde depuis, la (rllutiolodie du cardinal Mercier..® i

|
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Op. cit., p. 0.
Ibid., p. 106. Cf. also po. 37; Y03 259; 430.

Ibid., v. 39. Cf. also p. 17.

Ivid., p. U0.

k3

Ibid., p. 123. Cf. also pp. 106, 113.

Ibid., pp. 120-321. Cf. also pp. 1il; 127-12L. It should be
noted here that, thoush ilercier speaks of a universal dourt
in these passages, it is a doubt ¥hich conceras only the abll-

ity of the cosnitive facultiss t9 kmow the truth. This dces

 Distinguer pour Unir ou Les Degres Du Savoir, Desclde de Brou-

(a7)

not seem to be smough to justify saving 4hat we holds a uni-
rarsal douws wigualifiedly end 1t would scem tuat neglect of
the distinctions Mercier makes has led to serious ulsunderst-

ancing or his posicion. The consequencs or this is, of cou=

rse, a lack of precision in the critigue direccted ag.inst alm
aund & failiare to recoznize the i-morfance whilci the two o=

wistic definivions of certitude have for his theory. 0. in=
ire, no. 5+ if. for 2 ciscussion of these pulnes and cf. J.

de roaquedec, La Critique de la {onnaigsancs, leauchegne, Po-
1is, 1929, p. 441 ff. for en sxemcle of an excellent criticism
of wercier, which is, however, in some xessure wealzened Ly a
lisregard of these distinctisne. De Tonjuedsc waizes liberal
use of the arvicie of Du Roussaux referraed to aveve (cf. fi.
ate 1Y% and Jaritain guotes both of thew (Cf. Jacques saritain

wsr, faris, de ed., 1946, op. L85 £f. Ia the English trans.
The Degrees of Knowledge, trang. by Bernard Wall, Scrituerg,
iilew Yorz, 1938, these references may be fouud on pe &5 1. ) so
tiiav the all three shars this same basic dafecte.

It shouwld be nnderatood, however, that the criticism
of Mercier's theory of truth seems to be the principal concern
of Du Roussaux anc this aspect of Tis position has not been
tcuched at all here, except for quotation below in ft. nt.
(29) of Chan. I.

Qv. cit., p.115. R. Jeannidre, S.J., Criteriologia vel Criti-
ca Cognitionis Certae, Beauchesne, Parils, 1912, p.103 qutes
this whole Dagsasge as an oxcelleas resuuwe of his thesls that:
"!Datal problematis critici sunt ex una parte certitudires
svontaneae, de quinus gquaeritur num sint objectivae, et ex al-
terd parte facultas quam habet homo in eas reflectendi.® (i-
bid., p. 98).
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(36)
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The basis of this statement is the extent to which, as obser-
ved in ft. nt. (26), suora, both de Tonguedec and Maritain de-

pend uron it.

oY)
Cf. supra, ft. nt., for reference to Du Roussaux's article. It
runs froa pp. 537-563.

On p. 538, Du Roussaux raises five questions. The last, which
he calls "the protlem of the objectivity of knowledge", he
treats under the first of the four main headings referred to

here.

Art. cit., pp. 54u-5U5,

Ibid., ». 557. Zodem loco, ft. nt. 1, he refers this to De
Veritate, q.10. art.1l2, ad 7ua end quotes the last part of it.
fhat St. “homss says here isi "Ad septizmum dicendwa, quod co-
gitarl aliquid non esse, potest intelligi dupliciter. Uno mo-
¢o ut haec duo ziuml in spprenensione cadant; et sic aikil
prohibet quod quis cogitet se non esse, sicut cogitat se ali-

uando non fulsse. Sic auten non potest simul in apprenensio-
e cadere aliquid esse tobwa et winus prepria parte, quia unum
eoruz excludit alterun. Alio modo ita quod huic apprerensioni
assensus adhibeatur; et sic nullus potest cogitare se non esse
cum assensu! in hoc enim quod cogitat aliquid percipit se es-

se. W

-It should be observed that this is another metter

again than the universal negative doubt of the capacity of
the faculties of mowledze to know the truth and that this is,
therefore, another lack of precision in the criticism which is
made of iercier.

At. clb., p. 558.

Ibid., p. 559.

L. Noel, "Le Thomisme et le Point de Vue Critigque!, in Revue
de Philosovhie, Rividre & Cie., Paris, Jan.-Fév., 191G, pp.
3d-R1, ‘

A_v_I::'\:o Oito’ De 35.

The text from Descartes is the following: "Nihil utilius quae-
ri potest, quam quid sit humana cognitio et quousque extends~
tur. Ideoque nunc hoc ipsum unica quaestione complectimmr,
quam ommium primam per regulas jam ante traditas examinandsm
esse censeumus; ldque sewel in vita ab unoqueque en iis qui

)
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tantillum amant veritatem, esse faclendum, quoniam ix illius
investigatione vera instrumenta scisndl et tota methodus
continentur. Nihil autem mihi videtur ineptius, quem de

-raturae arcanis, coelorum in hasc inferiora virtute, rerum fu-

turamm praedictione et similibus, ut multi faclunt, audacter
disputare et ne quidem tamen umquam, utrum ad illa invenienda
humana ratio sufficiat, quaesivisse. Neque res ardua aut dif-
flcilis viderl debet, ejus quod in nobis ipsis sentimus inge-
nil linites definire, cum saepe de 1llis etiam, quae extra
nos sunt et valde aliena, non dubiterms judicare. Neque im-
mensus est opus, res omnes in hac universitate contentas co-
zitatione velle complecti, ut quomodo sinsulae mentis nosirae
exaninl subjectae sint agnoscaimus; nihil enim tzm wmultiplex
esse potest aut dispersum quod per illam, ds qua egimus, emu-~
werationew certis liaitibus circuuscribi atqus in aliguot ca-
vita disronl non nossit.* Noel refers this passage to Descar- -

(38)
(39)
(Lo)

‘X, p.398.

test Beculaze é&‘airnvtioneu inrenii,, ed . Adan et mannary, T. '

The following are the “asoa%es which he quotes fram“”’
the Preface to the first edition of Xant's Critigque of Fure '~
Reagon: MH....I%t iy, in fact, a call to reason, agzin T to un-
dertace the most laborious of sll tasks -- that of self-sxami-
nation, and to establish a tribunal, which way secure it in
1ts well-gzrounded clalms, whils it pronounces against all
baseless assuuptions and pretensions, not in an arbitrary wan-
ner, but according to its own eternal and unchangeasble laws.
This tribunal 1s nothing less timn the Critical Investization
of Pure Reason.... Metaphysics, as here representsd, is the -
only science which admits of completion -- and with little la-
bor, if it is united, in a short time; so that nothing will be
left to future generations except the task of illustrating and
epplying it didacticallve. For this science is nothing more
than the inventory of all that is given us by pure reason,
systematically arranged. Nothing can escape our notice; for
what reason produces from itself cannot lie concealed, dbut
must be brought to the light by reason itself, so soon as we
have discovered the common principle of the ideas we seek...!
Imuanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, trans. by J.k.D.
ve1kle)ohn Willey. New York, 1900, pp. xv and xix.

A-.Ift- gi_gﬁl p. )')'Ovo
Ibido. Ve 38-

Ibid.. Ppo u'o*u'l.
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(k2)

(143)
(Lh)
(45)
(L6)
(u7)
(148)

(49)

(50)
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Ibido. p'Dv )4-1-141!-.

Tbid., pp. Wl=U5. The famous text isi *....allae sclentlase
considerant particulariter de veritate: unde et particulari-
ter ad eas pertinet circa singulas veritates dvbitare: sed is-
ta sclentia sicut hebet universalem considerationem de verita-~
te ita etism ad esm pertinet universalis dubitatlo de verita-
te: et ideo non varticulariter, sed giml wmiversalem dubita-
tionem prosequitur." -- In III letaphys., lect. 1, #3u3.

Wnen it is said that St. Thomas "following Arigto-
tle%, mentions wniversal doubt, this represents yoel's state-
ent: "....Ef lorsm'on met en question, dtune fagon radicale
et universells, la vérité, on ztteint vraiment toute science
par son fond. Saiant Thomas le pensalt et i1 1tz dit, 2 la
suite d'Aristote..." {art. ci%., . L), Cf. infra, pp. 52
#£. fhe render shomld be careful to notice-that, in this
whole section, atsridbutions are mede to St. Thomas in the sone
way and should, therefore, be on his guard a=zainst acceptirg
them ag trulr representing St. Thomas! rosiilon.

Ibid., p. .
Ibid., D« U7.

I Suma Contra Gert., c. fa, "Amplinse...."; cf. infra, p./3%

Art. cit., Do U7,
Ibid—o. pp. 5‘)-510

At the beginning of the chanter entitled "Le 3éelisme COriti-
que", supra. cit., ft. nt. 26, starting on p. 137. 1In the
Epelish edition, it is the second chepter, and begins on p.
86. Maritain here spvears to hold a middle position. He is
generally in favor of the 0ld Dozmatists, but he holds also
that Thomism is a criticel realism, against Gilson, who seems
to says that it is a "naive" realism.

9_-0.0 Cit., (S‘upr?., fto nto 3 [} pp. 17-18a

Ivid., pp. 19-20. Note also Van Steenberghen's statement on
p. | of the same work: *....Parmi les penseurs contemporains
dont nous nous sommes irspirds de préférence, il nous est agré-
able de citer Mge L. No#l, notre ancien maitre, dont les tra-
vaux seront souvent cités et utilisés.”

The quotation from Balmes following this one from
Van Steenberghen in the text is on p. 151, #2U6 of his Philo-

gophie Fondamentale (cf. supra, ft. nt. 2).

7N

3
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II. Chapter Ones

(1) The authority for this statowent 13 L.-i. Regis, O.P., L'Ovinion
selon Aristote, Inst. D'Etudes Uddidvales, Qttawa, 1935, p. 190.
~In fte nt. 7, ibid., he says: "Il ne se trouve ras non plus
chez Potce nl chex Isidore; Du Cange, dans son Glossarium nadias
et infirae latinitatis (ed. de 1738) nous donne biem 1'abstrait
certitas, neds non le terme certitudo., Forcellini, dans son
Lexicon totius latinitatis (zd. 1858=-1870) a les deux abstraits
certitudo 2t certitas.
Witn the exception of these two references o Du Can-
ge and Forcellini, all Resi3' gources in this matter have been
carefully checksd here and the doing = reveals a nore couplete
correspondence between Aristotla's use of aK pdfeca and ¥illianm
of Moerbeicels translation of it by "certitudo” than Ragis! fi;ures

indicate. Cf. infra, o. 32 ard ft. nt. 9, i\?onetheless.rtbe credit

.ot swgs,:e,s,‘.:ingfthiu;:ae-thed——belfan;zs*enttrel*;ft o Regls, even thoush
it does not seem at all possibla to agree with him in thke zpoli-
catlons which ne wakos of it. He claimg that tho word had for
Aristotls an entirely objective weaning and that with St. Thorag
it took on & subjocctive Tefarence, while with the moderns the
objective bvearin: is entirely lost and orly the subjective retained.
The difficulty here scems %o be in the meaningz which i3 to be ag-
signed to "subjective". EHe goens to take it to mean that the
will i3 the-subjsct of certitude in the proper sense. This o-
pinion does not seem at 21l defensible (cf. infra, p. 125¢7.). It
could bLe sustained, 1f "subjective" wers taken in a causal sen-
g6. The whole uztter of applying the term "subjectived to know-
ladge 15 ons which adzht well be examined fully. It should be
noted that Johnm of St. Thomas thus speaks of formal truth with -
constant refersnce to the object (cf. Cursus Theolozicus, Tore II,
disp. 22, art. l-4, Vives, pp. 589-638)» though he also digtin- .
Zulghes the intellectuel virtuss from the objective ratlones
forrales sub qua and attaches then, as would be expected, to the
intellect itself in Cursus Treologicus, Tome VII, disp. 1, a2rt. 1,
Vives, p. 8, II £f., acong other places.

(2) Regis, op. sit., is the authority for this date, though he re-
refers to EZrnoust et leillet, who do not geem to set any.
Perhzps, however, he intends higs reference for the first part

of the paragraph.
Cf. A. Ernouat et A. Heillet, Dictionnaire Etymolo-

gique de la Lancue Latine, Lih, C. Klincksieck, Paris, 1932,
PP 172-173: RA la racine da cernd, se rattachent m certain
- nombre de formes en COr- oU &n Crée:: o
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"certuy .... Certus s'emploie au comparatif dans certioren fa-
cére.....de 1la le latin Juridique a tiré certidrd, certdritus.
Oa trouve aussi dang la 1. de L'iglise certifics, B3, et les
aostraits tres tardifs certitidd et certitds, ..

"Une racine de forme ®krei- 'separer!, inconnue &
1tiado-europden oriental, se trouve em grec, italique, celtique,
et germanique,

"Elle sert & indiquer l'idde de ‘eribler!. Toutefois
ce sens n'existe pas dans les formes verbales grecques en grande
partie influencdes par le prdsent TPV es(ion.~att, Rpevw
lesb. «pc’vvw ), et n'apparait gudre dans les formes verbales la-
tines: pres. cero de Zgring.!

(3) ¢f. supra, fn. nt. 2.

i (4) of. #mile Boisacy, Victionnaire Etymologique gf_ iz Langue
Grscqua, 2e ed., Paris, 1923, p. 518 'mder Kpivw  Cf. Regis,
Ove cife, D. 180,

(5) 1Ivid., pp. 36=39, under d..ﬁ(pc,BHE . He says here: "i’i(ﬁd,gHS 'ex-
80t, sol.meus; dipefos Akpifieow taire exactement'.......... .. .
examdnant avec acuitd par haplologie, et apnar-
tieazent & la ulue base que Kpfvw  Vexaminer, Juger!,, . ®

(6) =onitz, Index Aristctalicus (Prussian Academy), Berlin, 1370,
PP. 27bU3<2504,

(7) ™e assaummtion here made is that the translations are all Loer-
tele's. In any case, the statement applies to the Latin ver-
sions of Aristotle which appear in the texts listed in ths 3ib-

liozraphy.

(8) Cf. In II ¥eta., #336: M....dicens quod 'acrivologia' idest
diligens et certa ratio, sicut est in mathematicis, non debet
requiri in ommibug rebus, de quibus sunt scientiaas...H

(9) Cf. Rezis, on. cit., p. 186 " ...,.Sur trente-et-wne confron-
tations qu'il nous a ét4 donné de fairs, 27 fois, les termes
csriug et geog dériv_’és certitudo, certitudinaliter sont leg -
quivalents du grec &« peBes,dupibsce, BipeFds . Il y a done
12 pour 1e traducteur, et par congé quent pour les lating de son
temps, une identitd rdelle ds signification.® A full 1ist of
the occurrencss of the word in Aristotle can be found in the
4ppendix attached below, p. 277 ,

(10) It has been thought worth while to include the Oxford English
equivalents for the Greek & xpc#ss and they can be found in the
Appendix mentioned in the note immediately above.
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Op. cit., p. 189.

-
~

a LIi Sent., d. 23, g.2, art.Z2, s.3 (p. 723, #158).

n III Seant., d. 26, q.2, art.lt (p.8u2, #134).

It uight be possicle to see in Pesch, op. cit., p. 568, #l76,
an understanding of the first of these definitions as the na-
terial definition of certitude, wrile the second would be the
formal definition. It is not clear, however, that this is what

he mesans.
QQ. Cito' pO L):‘K..

Ibid., p. 8; ctf. 2130 p. 15,

Ci. surra, p. 12.
et

Cf. suprae, pp. 10-12.

ibid.

Up. cit., p.ubl, Cf. also ibid., pp. LUS-ilE: "En effet, il

re faut pas identifier réfléchi et volontairei-il y a des ré-
rlexions spontandes, indslibersest rgfldehi sloppose & direct

et non & volontaire. La réflexion est le retour du sujet sar.
lui-méue, sur son action personnelle, sur les osuvres gu'il a
accomplies. Les actes directs sont ceux qui stappliquent a un
ovjet distinct du connaissant. Zn outre,de ceux-ci mém~s la
conscience, c'est-&-dire la perception de soi, réflexion eme
bryonnsire, n'est pas absent. En saisigsant ltobjet, Je me

sens moi-mBme en train de le saisir. Seulsment, b ce stade,

les deux él4ments s'entre-pdnstrent: le second, la conscience,
ne se développe pas; il n'est pas 1l'objet principal de l'attea-
tion. Il est 1a ndanmoins, au second plan, corme un accompagne-.
uent sourd de l'acte principal, qui est ltacte direct. En- ‘

. sulte, une anaiyse trés facile, tros simple, toute naturslle,

le dégagers nettexent, le mettra & part: cela peut se falre

de fagon instantande, dés le premier acte de conscience rdfld-
chie. Ainsi, bien avant d'avoir congu distinctement et formé
volontairerent le drojet d'une critique générale de ses con-
naissances, l'houme posséde ddjh des certitudes réfldchies,
contrdlées: une réflexion nmouvells seralt, de tout point, pareil-
ls & la premidre, et n'y ajouterait rien d'essentiel.®
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Cf. In VI Metaphys., 1.4, #1236; In III De Anima, 1. 8, 718;
Le Verit., Q-ls 87%.9; .24, art.2; Iz III Sent., d4.23, q.1, art.2.

7. I., disp. 2, art. 9 VII (VI p. 291b). Cf. also Curs. Fhil.,
Log., II Pars, q. 23, art. 2 (pc. 74lb=-7U6D); Phil. Nat. IV Pars,
qe. lo. art. )4 (Pp- 322b'332&) an.d. a-rto 5 (pp. 333b‘3383).

Cf. supra., p. 0.

Sullivan, however, makes ti:is poirnt very ciear. Cf. infra,
P- 14'30

Oo. eit., p. 90. Cf. supra, p. i1.
Ibid., pp. 112-113.
Ibid., pp. -15-116; cf. also p. 435,

4+ should be rscognized, however, that this is not the only
criticism he makes of the Zxaggerated Doguatists. Fe algo
charges tkhea with a serious confusion of the real and ideal
orders. Thus, in his criticism of the notion that the aeffir-
masion of the existence of the thinking gubject is a primitive
sruca, he says: "Llaffirmation de l'existence du sujet pen-
sant est 3 la base des véritds dlordre rdel, mais la virit$
des propositicas d'ordrs idsal est inddpendante de l'sxistence
ies aires consingzents, indépendante de lL'existence du moi aussi
bien que celle du monde exidrisur; par conséquent ltaffir=
wwation de l'existonce du mol n'est pas une v4rité fondamentale,
‘primitive! au sens absolu du rot, clest-a-dire en ce sens
qu'slls serait un des fondemwents nécessaires de toute certi-
tuds.? -- ibid., pp. 106-107. Cf. aiso: #L'aptitude & con-
naftre la vérite est une des conditions réelles, ressortissant
% 1'ordre ountoloziqus,de la science certaine. La chose
stentend d'elie-meme. Pour gu'un sffet se produise, il faus
que sa causs sxists. IL'effet, ici, clest la connaissance
certaine de la vérité....Mais le savant professeur du eol-
1bze Romain ¢transporte dans ll'ordrs logigue ce qui n'est
accordd que pour l'ordre ontologigue." -- ibid., pp. 11l-1l2,

On this point, Du Roussaux says: *Le ndo-dogmatisme
a défiguré cette formle (, i.e., adaequatio rei et intellec-
tus) au point de la rendre méconnaigsable. -

"rrouvant qu'elle ne pouvait servir en critique, &
causs qu'ells implique i'ordre réel lsquel est le point en
litige avec ls subjectivisme, on l'a interprétée et appropride
de manibra 3 la rendre acceptable méme aux adversaires. 4 cet
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effet, on en retranche -- provisoirement -- le rdel (res), qui
d'ailleurs ae rentre pas, d'aprds leur v, dans 1'horizon in-

- tuitif de l'intselligence puisque c9lle-ci, comre ils disent,

ne juge pes directement de la chose en soi.

"in gabstituant 3 12 chose en soi la chose en idée,
on aurait pu obteair la définition suivante: la vdritd ob jec-
tive est la conformité de la chose mentals (trianzle) avec le
concept (irilatdral), tandis que la véritéd logique aurait $t4
la onformisd du jugement avec la chose (triangle en idda).
Dut cela eut 33 accoptable comwe novion d= la virits daas
i'ordre pureuent abstrait. Seulement, le réel en idde était
encore trop, puisqu'il préjuge la cognoseibilitd de la chose
sn sole Il a dozc falin 1'3lininer aussi et dire: la véritd
objective est la conformitd de l'objet mental avec ses predi-
cats; la vérité liogique, la conformité de 1'énonciation avsc
l1'unité de l'objet mental. Cette fols tout vestige du rdel a

bel ot bisn disparu.” -- art. ¢ii., pp. 5Y6-547. i R

(30)

(31)

It will ve clear to the reader that these quotacions
are addaced here primarily to warn him that the criticism which
dercier makss of the 014 Dogratists is not limited to whnat he
3878 aboat their assuwiing the adbility of she cognitive facul-
ties to know the truth and, therefore, to place this criticism
of Hgrcier in its proper perspective. There is, of course, no
intention of engaging here in an examination o? dercier's the-
ory of truth. :

- gibe, pp. 45-U6. The way he aimself gets around this dif-
Ticulty is well expressed in the following passaze: "Hence
wnile one should not dismiss the objections of %he skeptics
without a hearing (and even the soc-called lexaggerated dogma-
tists! do not do this, as Coffey admits), one is neverthelaess
bound #illy-nilly to aduit -- even at the ouset of all epise
temological investigation =- that the commitive faculties can
ovtain objective truth. But 1is not this a petitio principii,
Presupposing the wain thesis which epistewology is to dewon-
strate, at least iadirsctly? No; for the purpose of episte-
mwlozy cannot be to answer the question 'Can I know}! If I do
not know at the start whether I caa, nothing epistewology has
0 8ay can coavince me. I%s purpose iz to show yhy and how

I can know; in showing this it goes over the cognitive proces-
es and their motives by reflecticn and examination, and confi-
rz8 the spontaneous mowledge already acquirede...” = ibid.,
p.47. Cf. gsupra, pp. 3 and 5 to see the conformity between
this attitude and that of Tonciori and Palmieri.

cf. SEI‘&, p.‘ 38 and ff.
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(39)
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(41)

(k2)

(43)

(4k)
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¢f. suwora, pp. 11-12.
On. cit., pp. 80; 106-U26.
Ibvid., p. Y36.

Jartrand Russell, Human Xnowledge, Its Scope and Limits, Al
len ond Unwin, London, 194G.

Ibld., p. 527. (Italics ours.)

Emile Meyerson, Identitd et Béalité, Alcan, Paris, 1932, p. xiv.

¢f. Joha Dewsy, Lozic, The Theory of Inquiry, Henri Holt, New
York, 1928, p. 11. Of. ibid., P. 16

Ibid., p. 1ii.

I»id., p. 21. Cf. also his attack on ¥Intellectus Purus”, p.

™is does not by smy means indicate a conscious borrowingz.
Devey is very explicit in indicating his dependence upon C. S.
Peirce: cf. op. cit., pp. iii; ivy ft. nt. 1, p. 9. Jeannibdre,
on. cit., p. 273, calls Peirce the father of Pragmatism.

In this sense, it would appear that there is a great deal more
philosophical insight in the French writers than in Dewey.

The reference is to J. de Tongquedec, La Notion de Vérité danms
la "Philosophie Houvelle®, Bsauchesne, Paris, 1908, p. 15.
This book is & handy little swmary of the main points of

the differsnces vetween the Scholastic position and that of the
"New FPhilosophy! in the watter of truth, which is, according
to Le Roy, the main poiant of their disagreement.

This statement is in no senss in contradiction with the argu-
ment given below {cf. ». 104 £f.), which intends to show that
there i3 a real doubt implicit in Mercierts theory. V¥hat is
intended here is simply to indiecate the consequences of what
Mercierts actual forrmlas mean. Thus, on the one hand, he
appears to recede from ths sceptical position entirely, so that
his does not seen to have any special advantage over arxy other
theory, though he believes it does; and, on the other, it is
completely sceptical, or at least seems to be so.

Cf. supra, p. 9 ff.



(L5)
(46)
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(48)

(k9)

(51)
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Cf. In I Phys., Lect. 10, #5: "....Quod quidem licet vere po-
- nereat, non tamen quasi ab aliqua ratione moti hoc ponebant,
sed sicut ab ipsa veritate coactieces.”

Du Houssaux, as already noted, has pointed out the care which
must be taken to avoid beinz deceived by the new sense given
to old words by Mercier and others of his school.

Cf.: "Ante inquisitionem criticam, non est praesupponenda tan-
quer justifieata ea certitudo quam homines naturaliter Mabent
de #ptitudine suae mentis ad objscta cognoscenda (I); dubi-
tatio autem universalis, non positiva quidem sed negativa, tan-
quam methodus recte adhibetur (II)." -- op. cit., p. 103. This

18 one of his theses. In connection with the proof of the sec-

ord part of it, he says: "Dubitatio debet esse: I. Realis. Nam
a) relate ad objectivitatem certitudinis nequit homo in du-
as personas ¢ividi, quarum nna ovjectivitatem inquirat dum al-

(50)

tera eam pro certa teneat....b) adsunt motiva non spernenda
certitudines ex2nmini critico subjiciendi, sc. errores et contra-
dictiones hominum, etc.” -- ibid., p. 113 and cf. ft. nt. (1),
saine page. OCOf. also: "Le doute critique est universel. Il re-
met en question 1l'objectivitd de toutes les certitudes sans ex-
cention. De plus il est rdel. Ce n'est pas un essale loyal
nalis irrdalisable, une tentative consciencieuses mais nécessai-
renent avortds, comme s'expriment quelques auteurs. Non, Je
fals plus gu'essayer, je remets effectivement en question tou-
tes les certitudes que j'ai conscisncse de posséder; et j'entends
bisn ne faire grice & aucune. Il faudra que quelqus chose
survienne pour me faire gortir du doute universel. G'est donc
qe j'y aurals §td," -~ ibid., p. 118. For de Tonquedec's cri-
tlcism of this, cf. La Critique de la Connaissancs, p. Lu2ff.

Cf. ov. cit., pp. A8-72, whaere he explains the difference be- -
twesn real and methodical doudbt, =nd pp. 72-73, where he de-
fends the methodical doubt as necessary for scientific pro-
gress. Note especially: ",...0r, llesprit du philosophe, qui
ne doute que par méthods, n'est pes rdellement dans le doute.
¥als sl le doute appeld msthodique n'est pas wn doute rdel de
1'esprit, 11 y a done bel et bien opposition entre le doute rdel
et le doute méthodique.” -- ibid., ft. nt., Pe 724 ‘

Cf. supra, ft. nts. (47) and (U48); alse (U3).
¢f. supra, p. 13.

Cf. op. eit., p. 39 ff.




(52)
(53)
(54)
(55)
(58)
(57)
(58)
(59)
(€0)
(61)
(62)
(63)

(64)
(65)
(66)
(67)

(%8)
(69)

196
He first states 1t on p. 40 (Cf. supra, p. 11, first quotation).
Op. cit., p. 115,
Ibid., p., 115,
Ivid., pp. 115-116.

Inid., pp. 116-119,

.

Ivic., po. 119-123,
Cr. puira, p. 42.
Q0. cit., . 0.
Idid., pop. 1lo=1l17.
LIbid., po. 118-:19.
Ibid., p. 113.

<. It ic interesting to nobice Lere pis agpeal to
T contradiciion, even Wougd he d3a3 nod es-
velidity until a gocd deal later; ¥....il st en~
es termes eutrdues d'uns :roposition se-ciont
dlune complexis: infinie: personne ne soutiendre ure erieur
aussi manifests.¥ Ze also nmares reference to ile 203, Anal,
anc to the coumuentaries of St. Thomas and Cajcien in supsort
of this point,

. cit.y p. 120,
Cf. suprz, . 12.
Cfw 2p. 2il., p. 120 and supre, ft. nt. (&),

9. git., pp. 7 and 35. It is aotable that ke does zot even
mention suspicicn in either place.,

Cf, sapra, 0. 49.

In I De Anima, I=2ct. 8, #£111. Cf, also: ",...si oportet de ali-
qua parte animas dicere guid est, scilicet quid est intsllee—
tivun, aut sensitivum, aut vegetativum, prius oportet dicere

de actibus, scilicet quid sit intelligere, et quid sentirs,

Bt hoc ideo, quia secundum rationem definitivam, actus et o-
perationes sunt priores potentiis, Potentis enin, secundum

hoc ipsum quod est, importat habitudinem quandaz ad actum: est
enim principimm quoddam agendi vel patiendi....® — In IT De

Anima, lect. 6, #304.
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» eity, pe 1215 cof. supra, p. 12.

5

Cf. P, Coffey, Evistemology, or tho Thoory of Yrowledge, Pater
Smidly, New Torik, 1938, Vol. I, De 104.

Ibid., pp. 106-107.

ATt, cit., D. 4.

=, 2it., p. 114. Cf, Van Steenberzhen!s statement: "Lz mdtio—
de critique ou la wéiaode du doute 'est dfun usage constant

a5 la scolagtique. Blle se concrétise notanment dans lo ede
léore menhode du ‘tsic et nont, ODDOSlulO"l du 'pourt et du fcon-
Trat, nar aql 2lle les penseurs du moyen dge m.:ag\man‘c woutes
laurs discussions et sresque tous leurs etposas. Dans son
somentsize sur ia M3taoh, ‘:-11 que o. Aristote, saint Thorws expo—
se la rdle du douhe ou de la critique corme DI‘:‘:.:.IU'L_B de ia

(75)
{76)
(77)

Iz III Mete., lect. 1, #343.

'szisdce et il requiert an Seuil de la science de Lt3tre uns
'J:_..vmsc.l:_a dubitatio de veritatal." — oo, cn.., Ve 53, Van
s2abargiiza Tnaaks of tae doubting al_‘.. tlle arfimasions of
~Jz:u'm. seazad or the stonvanaous convietions of coudcicusness

i3 ~3on:-:tit;1t:}_;1,': tae criticul metuod in eplstenclo, and
doas so in the parazragh next foliowing the cue J";- 5
bat ocne. Nonethe .LSQS nis refersance to St. Thoma3 herx
Wie in the doubu of 211 aspontanecus conviciions - .Lm
J.ewo explicitly, and certainly not so directly as doss J:anni-
irs,’ Ca“"ey 13 sor.xa'x’:.,u more explicit tlan Van Stecnberjien,
::hou:,u a0t gquite so explicit as Jaam 'z_l.é:'= ‘m._suo"ul T3COoLTIeN -
@5 Wids wsthod of procsdurs a3 the commencament of the Third
Boox of his Metavhysics. In ordar to reach a definite solu-
tion of any zuestion, he says, we should commence by doubt—
mz, by inqmmg into all the difficuliies involved iz i%,
the WrcpcaLs the pros and cons of the gquestion. And nob only
does he use tuis procedure in resc.rd to particular truths in
ine speclal sciences. He also recormiende us to use it in re~
Zard to truthk in general when we are concerned, as we ar2 in
cilosopny, wita truld in zemeral.® — op. a,-t., Pe 102
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- 0o, cit., p. 437,

deta., B (III) 995a24-3950.
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(84)
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(92)

- (92)
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CI. La Critigue, etc., 5. 439. Cf. Zigliara: "Aliud enin est
tavdam povere circa aliqusn peculilarsa veritaten, ut Scholas—
vici faciunt, alizd cirez ommes 3iwwl 2% 2iren {antes ipsos
ande nobis cosnitionas orovenilunt: ung enim veribate dudias
suscesta, aliae praesto sunt ad ipsam tuendam; ced sl ommas
fanditus et simal evertantur, quo fundamento niti potest mens
ad auccitandum aedificiua seientificum?? — gp. cii., p. 201.

De Tonquedse, La Qritiiie, etc., 2. 440.
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ihe gquotation iX Ivoxm Ia IIT lista., lz2cb, 1, 342, It s here

i)

Givan axacily as Sullivwn aouss 1. Joo Wid Wi.ole texs, cf.,

S v = la
o ":1 Lt

3 .- ~sn AN . Poapie * que  ? e 4 F R HY SR
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vae org Jivon above in Db. nd. (73).

Cs. gupra, Tt. nt. (73).

-

In IIT Meta., lect. X, #342.

. . s
T P RN -y as -
uI, . J ,.:--., :1'_ . -j" Ce

:-§a"6a., 3 (III)) 9951‘)3‘-'#0

Cf. Le cardinal D. J. Mercier, Logique, Institut Supérieur de
Philosophie, Louvain, 7e ed., 1922, p. 31: "En résuns, ltes-
orit part 78 lfobservation de la r3alitd. La Phrsigue giné- 3
rale est lewr complenment philosophique. La 2hysique est repré- |
sentse aujouwrd'imi par la Cosmologle, par ls Psychologie, par

ir Thdodicde. 4 la Psychologie se ratiachent laz Critdriologie

et les thises fondamentales de 1'Ethique ou scieuce des moceurs,®

For his ganeral attitude toward certitude, cf. supra, p. 2.
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(95)

(97)
(98)
(99)
(1c0)

- (101)

(103)
(104)

(105)

(107)
(108)

(109)

(102) ¢
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Oo. cit., . 18.

Thid., 2. 2C.

Inid.,

pPp. 23-243; 50; 220, ‘
Ibid., p. 25. |
|

Ibid., p. 15, |

n

20-221.

Iric., 7p.

ey

"Potest etiszn ot olia =2cne ratio; quia dubitabilia, quze tan-
¢it, sunt principaliter ills, de quibus philosophi zliter o-
oingti sunt. dcn auten ordine ip~e procedit ad ingui-
sitionem veritotis, sicut et alii philosophi. Ipce enim in-
cipit 2 gensibilibus ot nenifestis, et procedit ad separale,
ut patet infra iz septinmo. Alid vero intelligibilia et ab-

P}
eocdex

sensipilibus avplicars. Uade, guia on 20—
us, quo ordine processerunt alil phi-

stracte voluer:at
den ordine determinat
quorim opinionibus dubitationes sequurtur; 1deo

lozephi, o

nraeslezit prizo ponere dubitationss oznes seorsum, =t Jostea
«10 ordine dubitatiocnes determinare.t — In III Meta., lect. I,
#2107 '

/."j‘**"

>

Gf., for sxample, In I Bhys., lact. 1, #orf. : |

. sicen, Tt. nt. (100)

"\

]

£, sora, £4. nt. {100).
In III Meta., lect. 1, #338.
In IT Meta., lect. 1, #273.

«orPoinmo proponit iﬁtentv:h diceus, qubd t theorial, ldest

consideratio vel speculatio de veritate guodamsodo est facills,
ot quodarmodo diffieilis." — In II Heta., lect. 1, #274.

Meta., @ (II), 993b2. B
lect. 1, #275. : L

n

upra., Ps <0If.
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In additicn to the works juot:d above, ef., for example Julien
Peghaire, C. D.Sﬁ., Regards sur le Connaltre, Fides, Montrial,
1940 for a retnsr popular exolanation.

"A moins de comaettre une patition de principe, nous ne pou-
v1oqs dene poser l'existence du monde extérieur, y rattacher
la réalité objective des pridicats de nos jugements, tant que
nous n'avions pas assurd la veleur objective universelle des
;nclfes iddaux, en particulisr cells du pr1nclpe de cau~
o&.L.J.te" — Cnlu-’ Pe «4-:-0.

nLtdpistimoloiis doit camporter avant tout ime a"aljse ies
données immeciates de le conscience, une description des $1d-
aents constitutifs de la conscience (Spistémolozie analvt;gie
2u deseriptive). Sur la base de cetie description, on pour-—
ra tenter une critigue de 1la CO“”&lbbaﬂbu, visant & fablir
~a nature et ies possipilités du savoir humain (Spist-molo-wie
critigue). vette analyse et cetle critiaue posent ltebj=t
dtune tr01ula:e ulgc1pl 2, Jul alapplique 5 déterniner les
loiz g-nerales aes Ltactivite discursive de l'osprit (Joists-
molozie ;oﬁiqgg).... ~— 9p. cit., p. 50. Chapter Two af

his work, pp. 51-14%, is occupied with analytical or ceserios-
tive epistemolozy and Chapter Three, pp. 143-17&, is given
over to critical egistemclogy.

Meta.,A (II), 993b.—

In IZ lets., lect. 1, #277. Cf. Ia IV dete., loct, 6,

ert—— ———

#5798 and #605.
Ir

n I Meta., lsct. 1, #232.

Cf.SllDI'&, p. 7'70 CJ—. SO, In II liata., #285.
In II Meta., lect. 1, #232.
In II HMeta., lect. 1, #235.

"Dicendum est ergo, quod sensus impeditur a cognitione alicu-
jus sensibilis dupliciter. Uno modo per corruptionsm organi
ab excellenti sensibili; et hoc locum non habet in intellece
tu. Alio modo ex defectu procortionis ipsius virtutis sensi-

fvze ad oojectunm, Pctantlaa enin animee non sunt ejusdem vir-
‘“-‘~ in ommibus anizelibus; sed sicuti homini hoc in sua
specie convenit, quod habeat pessimm olefactum, ita mycti-
coraci, quod habeat debilem visum, quia non habet proportionen
ad claritatem diei cognoscendam® — In II Meta., #284.
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(120) Meta., = (II) 993b8-12.

121) It is not clear fron the text that this is a different arou-
; g2t
ment, theough 1t geens to dbe.

A3

(122) Sompendiun Theolozies, I, c. 25, (ed. Mondonnst, T.II, po. 43—

(123) ....Hon enin necessarium est, quod quicquid aliguis dicit,
hooc mente sugelpizt vel seinetur." — In IV Meta., lsct. 6,
#&ll '

(124) m....don izitur coatingzit sliquem eirca haee interius mentiri

et miod ssinotur shnd iden esse et non esseM — In IV leia.,

lect. &, #403.

(126) In IV Heta., Llact. 5, #5497, o

cl‘
8
-
:l
\V;)
3
.

(127) Iz IT7 ifeta., oo

(128) cf. Critdriologiz, po. 109-110; Z42-4L5,

129) Cf. swora, 2. 38.

(30) In ome ploce, ifeveiir spocks of certitude as Li.e matericl obe
ject of criteriolo i: *oxo nous an tu.c.l ong -au mot Critdrio-
lozia, =%, cupsidei- er_u.t, & la dvb.:."r.m.t’ on impriecise Trai-
ie de la certituds; s:.snut“on imprécise, en mlet csr elle
nfindique qus l'oD*e* matéiriel de la Critériclogie.f — Cri-~
tériologie, . 2. In anoiher, he calls criteriology the sci- o
ence or certituds:y Fl. Critiriologie stant la science de a :

(29402

certitude..,." = ibid., p. 5.

(131) In VI eta., lsct. 1, #1151; cf. ibid., Lib. IX, lect. 7y
Lbid ’ ‘
2250 2nd Io I Poster., lect, 2, #3Lf. : P

(132) This geems to be a charactsristic of all the writers of the
Louvain school, practically without exception.

s
- i
<2

(133) of. supra, ft. nt. (48) of Ch“n. I.

(134) of. Gritdriolozis, mo. 73-T4.

(135) Ivid., p. 71.




(136)
(137)
(138)
(139)
(248)
(23)
142
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Ccf. supra, pp. 53=54.
Cf. quotation, supra, p. 1Z.

Cf. Critdriologie, p. 40; Loglque, p. 83.

La Critique de la Comnaissance, pp. 445-446.

Critérioloiz, p. 73.

Ihid * ’ i) - ’;":‘~ .

G°. ibide, oo 71 For deseription of real deubt ag laciinag de-
. N T . . N ~—~ 4 s - . e
tormincd adnesion and p. 70 for expiawatlion of redl ululud &8

s

not deoeadeat upon the will.
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O IIX. Chap%ar Two:

(1) of: mpra; pe 5.
P

(2) ©f. spra, pe b o ‘
(3) In III Sent., &. 03, g. 2, qa« 2 (p. 772, #132).

|
|

(4) ZIn III Sent., d. 25, 3. 2, 2r8. u (p. 840, #F129).
(5) 0f. Ila Ilas, q. 18, ast. 1.

(6) In III Sent., de 264 g 24 ATHe 4, COTD. (pe 342, #134).

(7) ".....Responalo. Dicaadum cuod quidan dizermt quod spes non
nabet elicw certitudiicn aisl a fidu; gad 1n hoc differuub uod
sartitudo Ftdei 2s3 ia untversall, sicus quod quilipet bonus
TmoauL b 7ivam avterdaa; surtitudy aulcd spel 8t la cerhiculi. -

s e zA, sicub quod d3te, 34 wene facls, hadebld vitan aeternan.

Tt iisc corsitudo ridei sst uaiverseils ‘&b avsolude, cextizudo

autnn gpei particularis ost. et coudl tionaia. :
. 13ed Toe uoa Toiast szl qule wiversale ut ~wtlcdare
non ¢lversificent essentimn meque habitmume Unde secundun hoc
apes a {'ids non M fl20a% secwdme il e, u=que io aille po.En-
ti2 eanet: quod omnizne sgi falsuw.

994 ideo aliter esd dicendium quod gcertitudo prooris dici-
tur “4=citna adhsesfonis vistuils commitives in suum cosnosci-
ilCa e L0ides (Dre Sul-uh2, ## 135=134J. ‘

(8)  Cf. STy Pe 37

(9) “Deteminatur autem latellectus ad wnu triciicitere....In fids
verc ez rcc quod volumtas intelloctul Liperat. =- In III Sent.,
de 23, Qo 2, aFte 2, sole 3 (pe 728, #155).

(10) In III Zent., de 264 ge &4 8TE 4, ad 1 (p. 3L2,#133).

(11} Ila Ilne, qe 18, ars. b

(12) 9;(3_" Cit'o' Pe 1930

(13) Ibid.

(14) In III Sent., ¢ 23, Qe 2, arte 3, ga. l: "Videtur quod fides
sit in voluntats slcut in subjecto.” {p. 729,# L62).




(15

(18)

(17

(18)

(19)

(20)
(21)

(22)

204

“ula verc non tenderet deteruinate in finem guum nisi ab
aliqua cognitions praecedsute in ipswa ordinaretur, inde est
quod opus naturas est simile operi artis, inquantum per
determinata media tendit in swum finem. Xt hoc habet ex
deteruinatione divinse Sanientiae instituentis naturan.¥ =
In III Sent., d. 25, q. 2, art. 4, corp. (p. 8142.# 134).
ofe 2102 !

*Ad nonum dicendun, quod virtus dicitur esss certior ommi
arta, certitudine inclinationis ad umum, non autem certitu-
dine cognitionis; virtus anim, ut dicit Tullius (1ib. II de
Invantions), inclinat ad unum per wodum cujusdam naturas;
naturs autem certius et dirsctius percingdt ad unum finem
quaa ars; et per hmunc modum dieitur quod virtus est certior
arte, non ut certius aliquis in se percipiat virtutem, quam
artem. ! we 9-?. Verit-, Qe 13. art. lJ. ad 90

Yeoesotnda vatet quod naturs nihil eat aliud quan ratio cute
usdaz artls, scilicet divinae, indita recus, qua ipsas res
m7andur ad flaeu deterainatiesso? == (n Il rhays., lect. 1i,
58.

De Ente et :ssentia, c. 1, ca. {iu. In Laurent's edition of
Cajotaals Commentary, 1t covears on p. 29a.

D._a.varitcg qe t;p art. 30

of. Henri Jicaetie, "Considérations sur gquelques principas
fondamentaux de la doetrine du gpsculatif et du pratique® in
aval Thiologicus et Ihilosophinue, Zditions de 1'Univarsitd
Laval. Québec. Yol. I. 19“50 Hulde 1. PR 52"70. 88De DT 58‘63.

Ia, q. 15, art. 1, ad 3.

Cf., for example: M,...causae autem dicuntur ex quibus aliqua

dependent secundum suum esss vel fierd; wnde stiam quas sunt

sxtra rew, vel quas sunt in re ex quibus non componitur res

»rimo, possunt diei cause, non .amén elemonta.? e— in I ¥hys.,

leet. 1, 5, and: "3clendum ast autem, gquod priacipium et cau-

sa iicet siat idem subjecto, differunt tauen rations. Nam hoc Co
nouen ¥rinelpiun ordinem quaudam importat; hoc vero nowen Cau- o
sa, importat influxum quexdas ad €930 Causatic..." = Iny ;
yﬁta.. lact. 1..‘5 7510

ctf. &Verit., q. 1. art. 2: _I_s. Qe 16. art. 1; ..o-.o Bt
hoc 1deo, quia esse rel est causa verae existimationis quam
mens habet de re. Verum eaim et falsum non est in rebus, sed
In menteeee == -I.F. _I_I_ Heta., lect. 2.@88. o

L
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Cf. Dc Yerit., q. &4 art. G: Iz, g 37, art. 3; Curs. Theol.
To II. digp. ?—2. art. l. rfzo . -

*Iico sectndo: 51 zttendarms ad fundaentum sen firmdtatem
veritatls, et condiclones ejus, potest admulttere latitudinenm,
at »rincipalins seu purfsctiis potest ilnveniri in uno, quaa
in alio. 3% aliquae condicionus ex istis principaliug iave~
ajuntur in intellsctu, sliace principalius 1a rebus; et juxta
toe sententiae relatae conciliantur inter se, et ox ommibus
11lis resauliat resolutio. Haec eoaclusio consiablt, enumer-
ando lstas condiciones zeu respectus, et fonmalitates verita-
*43. Tt orimo, considsrari potest ratio {iraltatls, seu ii
autabllisatis et certisudinize...” -- Jurs. ‘Theol., 7. II,
disp. 22, art. 2, $61.

“espondetir, quod gquando veriizs diecitur mesna parfectio in-

-tellectugs—aat “stiaa- wlilon, -non-debet-sud-pro-sela-relatiow - oo

ne adragquationiz, sed »ro ejus fwmdauenio, ot zro csirtliuniae
atque evidentia qua atiingiiur veriitas....Veritas suten cua
Gleltur esse tam magna perfectio, non sumifur »ro sola reia-
tione adsequatlonli, sed pro ipsa cuai suo fundz.ento canifsg-
tationis ut conomavilis rebus in ge. — ibid., #23.

*Ipsa auten certitudo fomalis, id est, ut certificans nog,
seu ut asserta el wmanifestata in nobis, primaric et per se in-
venltir L1 {otellectue . siuarte condicio priio et per se lu-
venltur in intell:ectu: gqula veritas, ut wsnifestans se nodis

- a3t certificans 20s, non szt alsl intra intelisetu, ubl est

uznifestatio et apprehengio seu agsertlo veritatis; et talis -

veritos dicitur formalls, formlitates scilicet wmanifestationis

et cartitudinis. 3t secundum hanc rationem veritas sic sumpta
noa-inveuitur in rebus, nisi uenominativa et analozdcoe.e® ==
iJid.. ﬁne. o

Cf. also: "Regpondeo dicendum, quod in 1llis quae
Heountur per prius et posterius de mlils, non seugper oportet
quod 1d quod per pring recipit praedicaticnem commnis, sit ut
causa allorum, sed illud in quo primo ratio i1llius commmis
completa {avenltur; sicut sanum per prius diciiur de auimall,
in quo prino psrfecta ratio sanitatls invenitur, quamvis we-
cicina dicatur sana ut effectiva ganitatis. 2t ideo, cwa ve-
rouz dicatwr de pluribus per prius et posterius, oportet quod
de 1llo per prius dicatuwr in gquo invenitur perfecta ratio ve-
ritatls... " -- Do Verlt., q. 1, art. 2; cf. De Verit., q. 2,
art. 1ll.

e b ke
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(29)

(30)
(31)
(32)
(33)
(34
(35)

(36)
(37)

(38)
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Cf. In I deta., lect. 1, ##g-3.

Cfe la I Postur., lect. l,f’;h.

It woula, indeed, be possibls to indicate several authors, in
addition to Hercisr and Pesch, who mention Loth definitions.
But there does not appear to one of them who sives any expla-
nation of why the second is the definition to be preferred.
Thers are, of course, a great wany #ho do not -rive the first.

Cf. supra, pe. 130,

L

=

. . Fi4
III Sento. de 20' Qe 2, art. u" ad 2 (pc Sug' Tl}g)o

|

CJe sumra, ». 134,

A4
iIL Seuv., d. 23, g. 2, art. 2, sol. 1 (v. 725, ¥173),

15

n V1 dthic., iect. 7,7 11L5; cf. ipid., lect. 5, #1175,

Lo}

"Iternal” in the sense thaf they are not subject to variztion,
Jut are imrmtabie ard necessary. Cf. In II teta., lect. 5,
326 for iwwbility as cause of certitude.

(7. sunre,-v.e 129,

Tesessintellectus auten conformitatem sui ad rem intelli-ibi-
iew co noscere potest; sed tzmen non apprshendit eam, secundum
quod coguoscit de aligue quod quid est. Sed quando Jjudlcat
reu 1ta ge habere sicut est fornm quam de re spprehendit, tumec
primo cognoscit et dicit verume 4t hoc facit componendo et
diﬁdendo...." - Z_a.. G_' 16. B.l‘t- 2.

YYespondeo dicendum, quod sicut verum per prius invenitur in
intellectu quam in rebus, ita etizm per prius invenitur in sc-
tu intellectus componentis et 34 videntis quan in actu intel-
lectus quidditates rerum formantis. Verd eniw ratio consis-
tit in adaequatione rei et intellactus; idem autem non adas~
qaatur sibi ipsi, sed aequalitas diversorum est; uade ibi pri~
wo invenitur ratio veritatis in intellectu ubi primo intel-
lectus Incipit aliquid proprium hsebere quod res extra animam
non habet, sed aliquid el correspondens, inter quae adasquatio
attendi potest. Intellectus autem formans quidditates, non
habet nisi similitudinen rei existentis extra aniuam, siecut

et sensus in quantum accipit speciem rei sensibilis; sed qua
rdo incipit judicare de re apprehensa, tune ipsum Jjudieciwmm
intellectus est quoddam proprium e, quod non invenitur exira
111 re...-.“ - P_g Verit-. q. 1. art. 3.




(52)
(53)
{54
(£5)
(56)

(57
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cf. Ia, q. 16, art. L.
Ia, q. 16, art. 2.
De Verit., q. 1, art. 1ll.
Ivid.
Cf. supra, p. 2C.
I Contra Gent., c. 55, "asplius.....”.
Cf. suora, p: 138.

cf. 23. ‘!erit.. Qe 1. &T%Ve 9.

Cle-In-1L-2e- .mima ~lecte-13,-13854- D8 Vari:t.,.,,,,q,.ul,,,,,ént,.,,ll.,,,,',,,,, -

De Yerit., q. 1, art. 9.
Ibid.
Cf. In II De Antua, lact. 13, g38h.

of. In III De anima, lect. 11, 24745, 761-763; In IX #8ta.,
lect. 11, 51901-1509.

‘I-E ;—IL Sent-._ d. 2{}| q. 2. art.h. ad 2 (P. 82“2. #139)0
¢f. suora, p. 130.

Cf. Curs. Theol., disp. 22, art. 1, #2 and art. 2.
P_G. Veri't.. Qe l. érto e

A eoeedotug autan coznltivas virtutis terualnatur ad animam:
opertet enim ut cogaltum sit in eognoscente per modwa coznos-
centiseses® == ibid. H....Veritas izitur potest esse in sen~
su vel in intellectu cogunoscante quod quid est, ut in quadai
re vera, non sutem ut cognitum in cognoscente! guod 1mportat
nowen verle.." - Ia. g. 16, art. 2.

"eveeesola putem et nuda relatio veritatis non est ipsa per-
fectio intallsctus, sed quid congecutum ad ipsam. Et hujus
manifestum signum est: quia veritag et falsitas, pro sola re-
lations, fortuito et casualiter possunt convenire judicio, et
mtari ipso etlam ignorants et non sdvertente: ut si quis for-




(58)
(59)
(50)

(61)
(62)
{53)

(61)
(65)
(66)
(e7)
(68)
(69)
(70
(70
(12)
(73)
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¥mat Moe Judicilwa ‘Petrus loguitur!, et ipso nesciente ces-

gat loqui, veritas wutatur in falsitatem; et sic in reliquis
contingentibus, quia etiam sine propria advertentia potest
objectun mutari, et tamen actus, qul antea erat, contimuari;

et hoe ipso desinit esse verus; ergo hoc prasclse non est mag-
na perfectio, si sumatwr solum pro relatione adasquationis vel
inadaequationig." -- Curs. Theol., 7. II, disp. 22, art. 2, #28.

;_'é. Qe 16’ art. 2.

In VI data., lect. L, #1234,

Le Veriz., q. i, art. 1; cf. In I Seat., d./ 29, q« 5, art. 1
ctf. SUDTI&, Do 126.

¢f. infrs, v. 151.

£f. suora, pe. 139ff. The text which indicates that truth can
be said to de properly in the sense is: *.....unde et in sen-
su proprie veritas ot falsitas diclitur secundum hoc quod ,ju-
dieat de sensibilibus; sed secundum hue quod sensidile appre-

hendit, non est ibl veritas et falsitas proprie..." — Le Ve-
_1:_"1_1_',_., Qe -1. art. 11.

¢f. Ia lIae, q. 51, art. l.
Curs. Theol., T. VI, disp. 16, art. 2,35.

In 111 Sent., d. 23, q. 2, art. 2 (p. 125,#7138).
Cf. supra, p. 135.

Cf. supra, pp. 126-127.

In III De Anima, -leckts 6, ¥661.

2_3.’ Ge 85. art. 6; cf. also E Vﬁriﬁ., qe. 1, art. 11.
In II De Anira, lect. 12, #3743 ef. ibid., 373.

Cf. La-_ IIae, q. 57. art. 5. ad 3.

In III Sent., d. 27, G 1, art. 2 (p. 862, #43).




(76
(77)
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jaH

1

L

>ioeab. Biso. D2 Anlzma, art. 15, o

6F, Pioree Roussalod, MAnsir Zxsituel eb Synthdus Aparcep-
tive®, in Revus de Philososhis, Rinér e, Paris, V¥oi. XVI, 22.
..25-"”‘ aad "LVTiTe 3t LiZsorith, Auld., on. D0L-574.
B,,..Ltanour ntavewile quten domant de nouveaux
yaux, Il ne £4% sas ‘uzir t Sauww dtobjets vma dtebord dans
un Lzmidre limpide; il colore la lumisrs su ltatmoa:zhdre
28 dans lannelle aa volt Jdas objats, I fait axtralre, o
ue natureilemant, un nouvead verne de conaalsgance. Je uie
F243, om fazmia zeolasdil.rs, qutil susciis npe nonvells fronld:s
dlabgtrairs 2b oreseril au sujot connsigsant an nouvel obist
yT-3l. 46 cALL3 conblsaation 4t me sarvareion aenidznislle
da 1z comnzissance cermet de tdeux cosprendre ¢e que clest que
tomett i Atahstraival o ce a2 otsud gt todjet forwell .t —
P .

3

Aour Spiritual, etuc. 3 e 220,

’.Fri.i-.twu thare 1o o8 Toal
Souasolot wuld 3ees o bave peen 1
Joh of Y, Thasmage "huzrs fcaadia o

Jectus potest duplicex conslderstionan halers,
% .13:;.‘.10,, s2, A% alizi ~eanting :
38 habet efiectdve, st mecutive in ¢
aze, acllicad oar modme asplicaniis s
apnlicat 5ibi ob;:cm::, et i.&_ud un..t, e’& inviscerszt sibi per
panda frodsionss, ot piaci commadaralitatas, et sroporiionz
cun tali sbjecto, st quasl experiiur 1llud experdsadia alec-
biva, daxia 1llud Paal. :;:::iii’: Gistata, ot viiate, Tt 3dc
affoctus transit in conditionem osjscti, juaterms ex tall ex-
sariiniia alfactiva .re.‘wi’m. acjietan »agla eonfozme, 20 ro-
portlonatm et taa l;Jz*s::nae, aigue nagis corva:u.ena, et sic
Sartre insallectus ia illad, ui axerianm, et contractus sibi,
st hoc acdo se habed amor ut prsecise novens in genere

asuaag objaetivas, quatenus par tale experinentun diversinode
sroportionatur, ot cooveniens redaliur objectum.® — Zurs,
‘31_.; T, qI, ‘35.5:3‘ ..‘.3’ 2 . -'&., iﬂwi

Ome should a’sc read Zuaes. Jisp. De uu.t.. s in
yrmnt, act, 4, for the arh which pradance J,.a,s in %as »ro-
sortioning of the {ndividuel will to the individual good.

Zoaszelatts OCL‘GE'J\‘, which depends entirely upon the

ratural determination of the wili appears, in the 1ldght of
suen taxts ag the opes mentioned, exirenely s*npgust, to say
nottiz*g of the errors which it involves.

L_lgﬂg Aniuﬁ’ lact, 4 a, #63‘0.
Do Vgr"t., q. 24 art. 9; cf. Ia, g. 84, art, 2.

¢




e

(32)
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1}‘? ?.!’?i,ta, T 2' m- 20

&

Curi, Tos le, T Iiy (iops 20y orbe I, #.5, Cf. nldo Pg Varit.,
Ge 29 art. 2 and Iz, 9. 84, art. 2.

cf, In, a. 39, art. 1 for the explonation of the necessity of
nerue krowisdte o5 baged wpon ihe fach that otherwize franan
‘movwledse would be extrasely confused.

%,,...De rationa suten hujus naturee est quod in aliseo indi-
idvn peigkad ool ned edb atsgie uetesia corporall; sicut de

[ S A S i ddnd | Sleasea o Sis

—~tiang novirne lapidis est guoed sit in e laride; et 29 re~

tiara nokoriz 230l ast o 3iboin Boc oquo, 3T sice do 2lils,
Tade natura lapidis, vel cuinscunque matominiis rei, eoinoscl
s potost 2zmaiav: ab T, rigi secundud quod cognoseisur

in particilari esdotende..® - 12, 1. 24, srts 7.
n..,..Intellectas autan Mmmanus medis a1z hehady st cun
394 astod olicuius orgeni; ced tomon 85t Tamadan viTTUo aniise,

juae ast forma AOTOT13. 00 e o3t idao sro-Tlim oIS a3t 02 38—
sera famiay imosaleria qiides corgorsad loadvidieiiver aioten
yau, non touen prowt est in +ald cateria...® — 1o, 4
5e Lo

T, ... Tovelososus aubun humand, i est conjunctus COTOTL,
Tropriua objscetia est giidditas sive natre in neteria coTo-
2ii CUEITIaB.eee? = LIy 1e Jhy BT e

f.,...In Tobus auben sansibilibus multun est ds naturaz indini-
t1 sive indeterminati, guia in eis est materis, quee quantm

aot 43 2c nom datorainster ad unua, sed est in potentia ad
Ziltas foruagy ot est in els natura entis almiliter ut dixdrms,
ridaidest Toad asse Terua sensibilium noa est deterninataz,

sad ad diversa 3e habens. Unde non est mirum ei non deteraina~
eam comiiionan ingerit sansibua, sed mmdc gic, et alteri
1111‘«81‘;‘ — L‘_X_;_V_"feta., lec‘t. 12, #‘681.

ml; aorild oty Lgwever, cause one to lose gizht of
the fact +hat certain acd determined lnowledge even of material
tainx3 can ba atizined by e intaliect, Cf,, for ezample:
"Mnde cum res cognoscantur per suan forman pagig guam per 8-
teringm, non est dicendud guou ron possit haberi de rebus ali-
gua deterainata w&“itio...' - ini 'Y ) #&2 and M.sees Eb
quamvis concedatur eis guod wotus secundws quentitatem sii con-
timms in rehus, ot quod cznla hoc motu {nsensibiliter ovean-
tar, tasen secundum qizlitatem vel for==n non sportet quod sro-
ptor hoc semper cznia noveantur. Et ita poterit haberl cogri-
tio de retus deterninata; quia res magis cognoscuntur psr susm
specien gquam per Suam quantitaten.* — In IV Heta., lect, 13,
§688, Cf. In YL Eibic., lect. 1, #1123; Iz, Q. 86, sxt. 3.




(85)

(s7)

(92)

(93) I‘D:’.d.,

(924)

- 2ellareat shilosophical sysbtous. Perhaps it is incorzect to c

<11
ct. L&m’ﬂet&., lact, le’ #11&"33; La_, Je 85’ a-rt. l,
i

. - . .
8 & ;
Coni v p

Cf. In VII Moba., lect. 10, #1476.

Cfy In IT Meta., lect, 5, #336 for relation botween imronili-
Yy ond certitude, Though the relationshi; iz there uade ax-
pilcitly Qfor immeterial baings, it would soem to be perfsctly

‘capable of zaneral apslicutiom, In fact, the way in which the ‘ '

reason for dhe certitude of immateriel beings is stated ™y
St. Thomas has iie appearanca of bein; a particilar instance
20 2 wmiversal principle: #lnraterisliz wera secundus salosa
suny cewrbissiza, qoia sunt inmobilia.®

fevsealognitio aniz zentds huncnae ferti zd -es maturalcs pri- _ S

20 secundun foruan, ¢t secundario ad matericm srout habet ha-
bitudizes ed forman. Sicut astem cunis forum, quantus est de

-89, .85t universails, iia haebitudo ad-forzes non . facit comoge o

cera materian =isi cognitions umiversali....Gicub anin Jsme

universaiis cuclit in comuitione: materias universalis... t —
De Verit., 4. 10, art, 6,

€L+ Bernzrd I. Mullaly, C.S.0., Thooism and Hatherstical P-vrs-

icz, Laval University Doctoral Dissertation, 1943, oo. G67ir.

oy

The exception for Pelmieri has alrcady besn notsd in 7t. nt.
(19) of the Introduction.

3Dtaztres fuio encore, on dicouvre chez certaing penseurs des
srioccupations qulon pourrait aspsler esthétd uess «=u moyen
.:e, par excmple, les clasgifications des sciences a!inspirent
volonuiers de la dignitd de leurs objets respectifs, ou

du degr: de certltude qu'elles atisignent..es" — op. cit.,

2. 1i. This statewent occurs in comnection with hia explana~
tion of the different principlss upon which have been based

say what this noidon irat certitude 1s an aesthetic principle }
batrays unfaniliarity with the Aristotelian and Thomistic texts.
IV would seea to indicate rather a misconception of the nature
of certitude itseif, :

Cf. In I Poster., lect. 10, #i.

Cf. Ds Yerit., q. 10, art. 6, ad 2.

J—
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n~ictz esh enin supsrius in septimo et in octavo, quod in sub=
stantiio simplicibus iden est rea et quod a2id est ejus. Slc

: ker cum substentiz sizplex 8is ipsum qued gid est, idex
juadicium est de eognitions substantiae simplicis, et de cogni-
tione sjus quod gid est..." - I3 IX lata., lact, 11, #1707.
It i3, of course, s lack of composition 1n ainple subswancas
hiah sieristas sha Lo:3ibiliiy ol srror with ragard to toan

~nd which aven siiminatas the possibiiity of accidental dicat-
tian na srising froa conposad ossencas. Coe ibids, HLICI-.7,

¢7. In YIT :ota., luck. 11, #1533,

s v e A

3% duplicen otentiaz, lan srima mriden uaterde est 1 totan-

tio vacnecta forae, ot Jorna oot cctus ejug; ot iterum ratira
songtituta ex materia et fomma, est ub sotentin Tespecta li-
sing 3s.e, in quantun est 5usCantiv: 81liS.ees" — JuRCS. i3 .

Pt} animttanlitus Crastoris, art. 1.

" Tnds ia —ebus compositis ast conslderare daplicen actiiy

Iz 'De Iots 2t Dscential, c. vi, 1. 15,
. In, 1. 85, art. 5.

Ia I Poster., lect. 10, # .

In I Doster., lect. 2, £3.

Tho cortitude of the practical intellect ls uot, of cxrse,
Jgmopstrative cartituds, and it cannot, becuune of the nattar
Sith whick it 43 engaged, be infallible. This is, however,
no Tesson Tor neglecting the ;robable cartiiuds which can be
nid in proctical knowled:set Mee...In sotitus enim humanls,
mper uibas constd twmbar judicia, et exiqmtur testimonia,
-9 >otest haberi ecertitudo deonctrativa, eo quod sund circa
sansiczentia et variaviliaj et ideo gufficit probebilis
sertitudo, quae ut in plurdbus ve 1 tates athingsh, otal iz
xucioritus o veritate daficiate.....H2¢ tazen quia non potast
tn taldibus infallibilis certitudo haberi, debet neglicl cer-
sitade quas probabiliter haberi poteSteses® ~ Iz IIa8, 3. 70,
art. 2z and ad 1. '

(103) °f. supra, P 153.
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nem {zi eaiz applicentur ad atlud, non fervalltir CINIOnLNUia,
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Cfo ;‘2’3_};‘ QQ‘.‘.‘.C., lact, l, #1123.
In VI Bthic., lect. 3, #1152,

In IZ Metz., Loct. &, #2530

-

In Ia IIse, Qe 57, art. 5, #.

Tha jscd, in the casa of arb, is of coumrse, the good of uiid
thinz. Tor thae close relationahin betwsen the gocd and the
“eautiful, of. S%. Thomas! Zzsooitlo Juzow Dipryradimm, Do 2t~
nis, Jomindbus, ¢. iv, lsct. 5 to lect. T Tor an exanmle

of .3 clona connaction there cun vs Lelwesu the beeutd ul
and the end for witich the objoct iu deaigmed, or thie use

to which it is -ut, cf.: M....neque Lteru est (Deug) pulciier

Auanto a8 wnm st non quantis ad aliad, zlcoudt contizils
N - 4 3 E

3% . e - P] R R - ES o
ammibins guas sunt ordinste ad wpun delarmiinauin USt: VoL L=

amde moc sulchritiado) ...t — ibid., loct. 5., Thewa 23 nover
ary such jucation in speculitive sclance as 3uche.

In III Somt., J. 23, 4. 2, art 2, sol. 1 (ope 724~725, #132).
D8 Ygriltes 1« Liy arte L.

Cf. lst quotation, sugra, o» 18l

¢, IIa ITz2e, 1. 4y oT5. S

Miormally®, in order to ole care of the cage in which the

hapit of sciencs is generated in a single act, Cf. Gurs. Theal.,
?' VI, dispn 13’ &:'tg 8(

o1rs. Theol., T. VI, disp. 1%, ast 1, vhich iz devoted .
to nome zemaral principleo: ehout the dighinction of the inteli-
1 sctnal viwbies and to the habit of first principles.

A

Pprico ergo supponendim eol, Tuod tam in intellectu, wuen Iin
voluntaie virtutea, muise in 11145 sunt conveniant in hoc qued
debent parficers illas poteniizd non quecaodocungue, sed in or-
dins ad operationem perfectan, ot consurmatan, guia de sua es-
sentiall ratione virtus est perfacta qualites sentlis, et ast
nltimm potentize. Unde ron dleitur aliquis virtucse sgere
nenag opera lmperfactz, et dofectuosa, sed censs parfecta ot

oz in oo genere in quo opeTaEtulsese — ipid., #l.

".....2e3 tazen differt modus perficiandi in nirague virtute

intallectus, et volunitatis guod virtus intellectus, cua versa-
tur eirca verm cognoscandm perfectio sjus consistit In cer-
titudine, quia tanc perfecte cognoscit, et judica’a/ intallectus

u

J U S ——
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R commoccat firmitar, et carte, ita quod 113a cognltio
_aficere non nobost, tunc ania perracte axcludit sium opRosi-
L, ot conirariua qu s falswn, in quo congistlt defec-
218 intellectuSese® = 2

= O
o U

5
(o R

(227)  "3Secunus notanduwa esty irtates Jerficientis parien spetula~
. 3%

¥
+ivam, non esse 3Iolun svacies intelligiblzs, supersdditas ir-
rellectul, juos 33lam ropre.cantativzo ount, ot vicariae 20—
ioctomam, quorua viee sotestisn inlsroent. Hebitus wabem Ine
-allactivi non sunt gualiweies o .proeadantanton, 2¢ loco b=
taotl mibstitutas, sed Jwav 1alitotes dantosintellectid
saoilitatad, seu faculisbam utesdi 11015 sgeciebus ordinale
arl 2y moacend: iy eh eni fagtonden veritaten. - Unde vaemnuirm
ioman intellectuc, nean juicat laen quo objectuar ipsin Tadia~
s illuminati:, 4 sToportloratis _ommoscl, 2ed suo potan-
zia ipsa acsustur, et peviicowur od determinatim objoevm
P

PR a3 -~ PR . o o
co mascendime ..t — Ihide, Fou Cre Zoid., #8 Tor nscescity
a2 ol et ket ELI TV MRS
92 acyiisition oi hablius.

(213) Izid., #l4e
(120) ISidi, #18; cf. alse Te VI, disse 13, arh. 2, #20.

s Lo "x‘\‘.;:\ T e

(1z1) Zorentaria in Praedi-a-anta ipictotails, ed. Ia rent, Sngoe-
ticun, ‘omaa, 1939, 32 2

s L™ _w

(120) <», In Ilze, q. 57, 370 <.

(123) Cf. Cyzps Thecl., T. VI, di3p. 18, art. 2. o most lopeTiaat
of the placas to which ha refers in Aristotls for the foundation
ol this opinion ia Ppster. Aual., Bi. II, 37B15-100b15,

(124) o7, zumm, 2. 149

(1:8) To..l.quia sndnetia eot consaguenila, eb digcuTsus 0ol NCSH—
ssTing, neque sCoicr, sed fais 9i1i0..eedt vero veritas
smimorz principiomm es% sur 58 uota, eb sogentitar 1274 ine
seliectus msjori certiladine, st evidseniia quaa coacluaioni
laonatratas, .o — Cuzs. Theol., T VI, disp. 16, ard.2. #7.

(126) %.....et est manifestus, quia inductio parat viaa ad cognos-
cendun universala ut universals est, sl quidex ex emureratio-
ne singalarium colligzit illud, Non poles? autex pumersre oo
ais singularia; ergo non potest ex 1lla mrierations sufiici-
enter et ylens coliigers universals....ed (intellectus) ss~
sentitar 1114 tanquan propositiont universali, ut cum dicit
xms totun est zajus sua partes quodlibet est, vel non gst;
erzo oportet quod in assensu talis propositionis universalis
sit certisr intellsctus, quam ex inductiane prascize certi-
ficari potsst. Quare ¢ Aristoteles prima principia ex ine-

N




(229)
(230)

L‘}.IT ’9“‘3-4'3'7’ vy lect ‘r\a, ?}j’d

e e e =
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"""’n*tiﬂm gencrari dieit, non sunit inductionsn pro ratione
srmall aanensus prineipiorua neque per nodum vm:seqael.t as,
% e en‘bi, mio 1lia principiz certificentir nobdic cam ri-

vz principium dafiniastur b Aristotele I posterioma,

XF: Tued 2it provositias medium vecens, id eat medis orobativo;
nec enin acci it suan certitudinom per probatloncm, sed eox co
soyminis ipeis redditur notz. Inductis argo dleitur ob Ar- '
1ztotele es 8 id 2% g20 geonorsuor notitia principloruin gian-

tm ad ald :‘4.1, Sodim, seu condit

1’

t
tenen o LLS.L"'“", seilicat ot |
-3

accisian a%ar aodo aniver sald, o Iz rw":‘-c.m mtallzetn i
Fomenl s acginitor ex :i::“a_a,a"ims arius "7:*‘ wis ey e, ~
'Z:ndo ~ro 23 onote un uotitia srinclpdorun supnonit smeci:
accestas ex nensibus, etizn av wndverociivor 13 mmnd Ly SToe~-
~~f~:1* slnoiimy singalarius nodtidtlos Inoseasilmis wolepii,
nt o "*J.:‘. s sinmpioribug soooe Intolloetm Jormems © moene
- '

s
L " P
ol i eraalise e — Lid,

T, ab

Tindz liced yused nodum cognoncendi, et Lornandi conce
'miversr&le: srocrsgaizetur Wdipuorus 3in glarim aobiiia, wud
nuzaratio, juiac wniversal abstraiitur a -J.lt”* ot 230w

in raliia, t*“a-z ratis formalis co moccendl 1::*:.c veritata:

gs® necessaria 11ls, 3t L:z*ed* ata connexis terainorun, juas

Loe *.3.)0 quod gymoret, 9% constal gsse necedsariam, etlirl 13- |
nifeglstar o32e t:n.ve"""’e:, qrla T..od nsecassariug est, i |
Tio esnvenid, a9 savsor. Tnere Tuod Induetio f‘acere aa o~

taost gedlicet omia s‘—n..ama perarrare, et o 4lils inrer-

r3 osaw meacsgarian osnzeguentism umiversale, munplet i-sa o

titia ‘ermincrum, quas nscescariasm connexdonan lovenit intor

il,hcf'_: talis ovin necossaria connexio universsiitaten firuad.®

e iéo, #ll-

¢, In ; ?azte‘:., lect. 7, ST 7?7 58’

&

Cf.e: ",,,.,In inducticone aubten conclnditur universsle ex sin-
-l:yibud, mce b zandifetie ad senzmm M —- 1o T Posthan,,

L et

Tack, 1, #.‘_d_.

::'..'.'.... sde igiter universelium mt,.d. onel accipimus ax
"iz:’”.:l"”im, cencludit menifestun esce quod necesse est pri-
za wmiversalis principis cognoscere per inductionem. Sic e- ,;
niz, sciliest per vizn inductionds, sug faclt universals !

4-.4.»-, -

intug in gnlss in quanm conaldersntur ooniz singularia,® — :
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(132) "Fundanentm hujus ex eo su:itur, gula oznia principla si
cximaia, et notisalus, sive perticulare pro diversis scien-
tils conveniint in una ratione formali cognoscondi; ergs aon
cosount diversos spocie hablitos consihliucre.e..Betio auto.
Jomaalis coguoscendi suxnitur ex medio, seu motivo. Ul orge
omnsas propositlanss vacant zedis, vacent diverso wodo,

a% selua conveniunt in unica ratione, namps ut per se Ipss,

at ax toroinds dicantur aota. It liced tradantur ista prine
cipiz ciren diversa objecta, gquae diversas habent lwateriall-
tasas, ob intelligivilitaten, tauen hoc I1pso Tiwd ax torsiniaz,
at size allo medlo sunt notz, sandan difliciitatet vincenda:
habent, nec unan iio diversan evidentiaa specie diastincitan
fzcit, juia por so, .t ex terminis sunt ovidentla, ot nota, ot
sclun erit diffsrentia ncterdaliter, ot proegup;ouilis, 2o s
termini faciliua, aut difficz ius, magis vel ainua commumitor
axslizantur. Constat autea, 1uod habi®as digtin i mant r spe-
ci> seansg diversas ratiosuves foraalas ordinstas ad vince.:dss
Jivyereng dAfficult-tass sic enls imdijeuct diverso lumine, ot
oAbz ® e Zurg, Ihasl., T. VI, déisp. 1., art. 2. J27.

(133) Ioid., "30.

(134) ®.,ee.vizio, proprie loguendo, est actus sensus vious,

"3ed propter nohilitaten istius sensus translatu
as% nomen visionis ad actus aliarmunm potentiarum cognoselii-
varia seeuncus simdlitedines ad sensim visus.

1Potast 3rze ebtandl sindilitwuds gusntan ad gomus cos-
aizicnls tantun. It sic large aodo et iuproprie ocomis co mul-
20 visio diceturs.e.® — In IIT Sent., do 24, art. 2, sol. 1
(2. 703y ## 45-4T).

(135) ®...e.Ilia autes videri dicuntur quas per seipsa novent ine
sellzctum nostmm vel senmm ad sui cognlitiontmesss® — Illz
II&@, Ge l, art. 4-

(:.:‘) Cae _I;V_’-_-I_L.I_S-ﬂﬂt.’ d, u, art. 2, gol. 4 (?6 65, ##AS-BC).
Perhisps it sheuld be noted that 3t. Thomas hiaselfl
2lso uges the torn Mevidsres®. Thuas ¥id secundwa dicendnm
quod scientia et intelloctus habent certitudinen per id quod
sd comitionam pertinet, scilicet ewidentian ajus cul assei—
AR AV IR P .]_:E.I_zl; Santu’ g, 23, Qe 2’ art., 3’ 801 1’ ad

(13'7) Cf. &11‘8. Ef’ilc’ _-gl’ II P&I‘B- q. 26’ &Z't. 4 (E}o 8%&2).
This article 1s a concise cormentary on the two Themistic de-
finitions of certitude. Though it refers only to the first
definition directly, it also includes a reference to the sece
ond in that it defines certitude in tems of boih detemiinat-
ion and adhesion of the intellect to cas thinge PCertitudos..




(141)
(142)

(143)

N7

rron ash aliud quaa deterzinatio seu ad!*esio intellectuyn ad
wim. " (D. B03BR0-24). On the bssis af St. Thoaast trontuent
o1 the first definition, Joim of 3t. Thooas aere divides cer-
titude into caused,
tag and “c'zuo:.n:,“ certitude., thae latter he su..:c.:.vz,do.;, acco=
7*d.m" ‘ wqatxer the cause ig ex parts obioctl or ox sarte

: dotarainction of e lntellact which 15 exusmed v
i1 when the opjact itsslf ig incapable of deternining

31 - . “ % - . - ~saz
C-I-. CuI:‘S. ’J'”.l_‘.- AJOT-, II 20, q. ;.3 sm -? (-44. -.-_.b‘/*J -.g;a/‘),
- - R R4
e 30 SO Aerahw e

=3

veeslinalibet sronoulitic, cuiws proedicatwa est in mtw‘-
suvjecti, est i nediate ot -er se nole, ';
In I Poster., lzct., § #7. MAd Lo au‘ba-x od aliguid sit
PRINF ’

2er se notw:y  mihil wiiud-requiritur nisi- utf—or"ad_ afm it
ds rtions mbjocticeer ® — Do Verdid,, 3. 10, art., 12,

"Ad hoe z2uten raad 22t er se uotixn, oportet Juod nobis git
cogmita ratlio subjecti in qua comcluditur preedicatiie.. —
ihid. Cf. also In I Poster., loct., 5, #§5-3 for divisions of
Imnediate l31*3.nc:‘1.;\;!.a, aspecial’y: ®Quaedan vero propositiones
sunt immediatze, morca termini nom sunt atud ozmes no-

ti. Unds, licet nrasdicatu 3lv de raticns sublscti, te:; 1
ruda definitic maciaetl non sot omnlbus nota, non est necaz-
sarium giuosd elos _:rc ositiones 2b amibus cancedan ‘"'"."

1 (9. 445-446) .

utan zullo modo potest elsvari ad cognoscen-
quag sunt ifne

n III Sent., d. 1li, art. 2, 3cl.

¥, seesf2r haase &
dun quidditates lmmateriallium substantiarun,

3roﬂo*'tmnatae istis substantiis zensibilibus, Unde imgossi-’

bils est gquod anime lnmasae hujusmodi corpori unita, zppre-
herdat substaniiss sesaratas cognoscends de sis quod q*nd
G?.'J'bc — _:= I L‘:.(eta.’ &ec‘bo ~g #ﬁi&asq

Cf. II Sumne Contra Gent., c. 93 'Intedectas suten nostor,
quia incimum gradus ta.,et in substantiis lectualibus,
ades perticulztas sinilitudines requirit quoo‘. unicuique cog-
noscibili proprio osportet rsspondere propriam sinilitudines
in ipso; undexr »er sinilitudinen animalis non cognoseit re-
tionale, et por comsequens n2¢ hominem, nisi secundun quid.®

£, I3, q. 89, art. 1, ca, fin,

Ozanan Q rpl e':ﬂ,, I’ Ce 105. )
Cf. G P}il-’ Log., II Pars. 4. 27’ art. 1 (‘33?- De 8232

V=32

or formal certitude, which is ox sarte zc—

Tha sccand zember of this division rf?i’ez*s, of' cour-

antixa 25t in \..8. —




2132
The reader should be apprized of the fact that, fron a phi-
losophical point of view, the following chart is of scarcely any value.
It is essentially nothing more than a footnote on a rather ninor point.
It may be of some help in understanding the consistency with which
Moerbeke translates the various forus of @ K/?c'ﬂéodaby ®certitudo®, or
its variants, At the same time, it indicates the regularity with which

these sane words underlie the English translation.

The 115t %5 based on Bonitz! Tndex Aristotelicus, which does

not pretend to give a complete listing of all the occurrences of these
words in Apistoiles, but only to show their different usages. Thus, "Bo®
neans that the cmse instanced is derived from Bonitz! list alons, In
some few places, incidentally to other work, these references have been
checked with other sources, Wherse that hes happenad, the additional
text has Deen narked by ®Be®, for Bekkar!s text; by "Ha%, for the text
in the Loeb Classicel Library; and by "Ro", for Ross! edition of the
text of the Physics. _

Tha Oxford English translations.have bean used for the moct
part, and this 1s indicated by "0x%. When, for reason which thers is
no need of explaining here, the translation in the Loeb Classical Library
has been used, ®*Ha® makes that fact clear.

Finally, the colums titled "Used of® intend to show of what
the word itself is predicated or in what connection it is used. This
veries fram text to translation in many cases, So thal the designations

are arbitrary in a high degree.
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