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- remote genus, whieh 1% move or lsss of the eroated
eAniverse, which iz But a more or lews of God who is
the maximum, Beoause @od and nvaatiagi&r@ one in
‘essence end nature, there is a universal gusdlibet
in guolibet: a1l vealiﬁ#'iﬁlaaqh'hg;ng agcording to
the mode of that being, Yet, this treatment is ra-
ther general in that we hawe not geen what partiocu-
lar géa@pm are contracted by what rarticular specles,

To do that we must examine the doetrine taught by

Buss in his work s ﬁggigéturggt for here he claims

10 give & more detailed outline of the various oreated

genera and species,
in De Conleoturis Cusa teaches that ell rea-

lity iz mind; that minﬁ pervades all being, iz in all
beingsy that each being is mind in some way or othep,

Yens ipsm, omniam in Se ambire, omaiague

lustrave, comprehendersgue supronens,

s8¢ ia omnibue, stgue omats in se taliter

concludst: ut extrs fpsum ac quod efua

ocbtutum aufugiat, nikil esse posse ef-

Tirnat. (D. 1, &, p,78) |
fut this world or reslity, shis universe or mind can
Be reduced to four basic unities: God, intelMgonecs,
“soul, and aensidble body. HNow, there iz & oomple te
intertwining hetwomen thege four unities as being and
ae nowledge. %ithout the least 4ifficulty Cusa passes
from the veing of Qod to men'y Knowledge of Gud; Crom

the Yedng of the pure intelligences to man's aots of
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intolleciual kiovedge; from soul as aubstantial
form to men's Knowiedge by resson and imaginationg
from asmaible'bmay $o man's sense knowledge. ?@é
.thia reason De Conlesturig in'a'nighzwarﬂ of enguish
for o resder accustomed to the preeision and forma-
1ty of St.Thomas. But for the preaeat we are in-
tergated in this work because of what Cuss says of
real belng, ‘

Omitiing all referende to the order of
knowledge, we can say that these four unities are
four kinds of reel beings God, intelligence, soul,
and genslble body, Intelligence 1s the immediste
contraction of Cod, soul id the contrastion of in-
telligencs, snd sensible body is the contraction or
souls Among these four unities thers 1s nu ordsr
of progression or of descent, s well &3 an order of
regression or of asceat. In the grder of descent
iﬁt@lligﬁnce iz the contramction of Cod, or the uaity
in otherness of God; soul im the unity in otherneas
of intelligénca; while sensible body iz the unity
in otherness of acul. In the order of ascent soul
is the unity of sensible bodyy intelligence the
uﬁity Qf-ﬁﬂﬁl, aud God the uwaity of intelligence.

Hence all thraé ergated unities are descents from

Gods they are slso asvents towards the wnity of God,




- 151 »

To illustrate this progression and regregw
sion of the creatures Cusa employs the example of two

Pyrondds whiah penetrate wach atl}er', In the one pyra-
mia the base is the light opr wiity of Gad while the
apex is derknesg or the otherness of nothingnesst in *‘
the second pyramid the base is the dsrkness of no- l
P thingness while the apex ia the unity of God,
| Facque pyramidem lugis in tenebras, et teus-
brarum pyramidem in lugem progreai, et omne
inguiaibile in figursm redigito, ut sensibili i
manuductione ad sreans, coniscturam conver- i
tere possis., £t ut in exemple alleveris, uni- 1
versum in eam figuram quae subsequitur oons- i,
pige redsetum, {C. I, 11, p.84)
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In the one pyremid is showa the descent of the three-
fold world af‘ amatzmem intelligence {the auprems k
world or third heaven), soul (the middle world or :
second heaven), and aensible body (the lowest world

or firet hea@n}; in the other 1s portrayed the as-~
eont di‘ thege game oreatures, With the deacent or
ccnﬁmamah of God, there iz a progrsasion from unity
to otherness, {rom indlvigibility to divisibility,

. from inecorruptibility to awrupub;zity, from lmmop-
tality to mortality, from inmmtability to mutadbility,
from form to formable, act to potency, whole to part,
from the universsl to the partieviar, With the aas-
eent trere is regression from othsrnesas to unity,

from divisivility to indivisibility, i‘rcm composi te

to the simple, f£rom moptal to imwmortal, potency to act.

Ham ratio unitetis est, indivisibilitas in
30 atque &b allo guolibet segregatio, unde
uni tatem dicimus pultis attributionibus
virtutis oius appeleri. Ham omne id, guod
guandam dicit iandiwiaibilitatem, diserotilo-
nem, atque connexionem, unitati comyvenit. '
Indivisibilitaten fgitur in divieibilitatem _
progredi, non est aliud, quam unitatem in i
alteritatem degoendersa: {ta de incorrupti- .
bilitate in corrwptibilitatem, immortalita- .
te in mortalitate, imsutabilitate in muta-~
pilitateam, lmmoblilitste in mohilitatem, et
ita de ceterim, E% ita peri retione de
forma in Tormebili, gquoniam forms est dise
cretiva, gusre uaitas, diaeretioc in disore-
tum seu continuum, specisle in sonfusum,

lux in teaebras, suvbtile in grossum, aple
ritus in corpus, et simllis horum conclpl-
to: sie actus in potentiam, totum in partem,
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? ' - universale in particulare, spocies in

' laddviduum, amor in awabile, ara in ap-
tifdcialé:: et gquidem wonseguenter, de
omipus coanectentibus mut complieanti-
bus, ad eomplicata, neo est possidile
opponlite reperiri guorwm unws non sit
ul unitas elterius respectyw, 81 igitur
ad tiguram gculum direxeris, videbis per
desgendum undtatis in alteritatem, et ro-
gressum alteritetis in unitatem, guomado
in supremo coelo ornia quas slteritatis.
existunt, in ipsam ualtatem pergunt. Di~
vislbiilites enim in indiviasibilitatem,
tensvrae in lucem, grossum in subtile,
compoaiiun in simplex, mortale in imgor-
tale, mutabile in fmmutablle, foeminedtas
in mageulinitatem, potentia in astnm,
imperfectum aut pars in totum, et ita
delneceps. Cdontrarium in iafime mundo,
ubl indivigibilitas in divisibilitaten
degensrat (unitas enim formae indiviai-
bilis sequitur nsturam divisibilem, ut
gualibet pars aguae £it agus, terrae
terra) stebilitas idi est ia ibstabilita-
tem, immortalitas in: mortalitate, sctua-
litas in potentialitate, mesculinitesz in
foeminitate, satque sio de aingulis. In
medlo vero munda, media est habitudo.
Gy I, 18, p.88) :

 Thus the entire world of reelity is a progression

from the abiolute unity of God toward the gtherness
of nothingness) it is aisa a regraaéian from othep=-
ness o the simple unlty which is God.

 In itself, each of these created unities
in otherness is & generic anity in otherness, a more
oy less, & copeordance in &ifference, of its superior,
These goneric worlds orf iutelliganun, aoul, and sen-
8ible bedy, are further contrasted inty various ge-

nerg, which in turn are contracted by different




species, Thus Ood is £iret contrasted by the uni-
verse which in turn is then vontrasted by the worla

of iatelligence, The world of intelligence i next

aontracted op limited by the highest genus in thia
reglon of intelligzence, This is sontracted by its
supreme species, which ie then progreassively con-
tracted by each species beneath 1t, Whea the lowest

speclies of the avupreme genus of intellizence is Gt

teined, we gtart & new genus in the wolld of intele
ligence, for the Highest specles of thig sscond ge-
nus eolincides with the lowest apecies of the gsupreme
genuvse The prosess ar'a@ntractianAxs repested againa
and again, until finally the acturlly lowest species
of the actually loweat genusg of latelligence coine
¢ides with the highest spesisg of the supreme genus
of' soul., With this coineidence the warld of soul
begina., The progressiocas are repeated azsin and
again until finslly the lowest species of the lowest
genus of aoul coincides with the highest genus of
the supreme genus of sensible body; with this coine~
cidence the world of sensibla body begins and the
progreasions are again repeated untll the lowest
specien of gensible ba§y>ia attained,

This showa that Cuss eonceives sach of the

three corented unities op worlds aa & ocllection of
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'1 - genars, the genera ag eallcaﬁ!ﬁna~of species, and
the specias as eolleotions of individunls. Z¥ach
species is but & unity in otherness, or a eoncore
? ‘dance in différ@naa, of a goneris &nity in otherw

ness which ;a turn i8 & unity in otharness of & rew
; ~ glonsl unity in otherness) the three regions ar
: worlds are but unities in otherness of absolute
unity which is God, There can be nowquestion here
of predicating one nature of many genera; of pragie
eating one genus of mny species; for, in Cusa, the
only nature which is one is the divine nsture; all
other 8o called antures are but identity in diffe-
CPange, or condordanae in difrspence, or unity in
otherness.

From the way in which fuss deseribes them
the sgeoiesAara &g & geries of whole numbers which
have theirp prineipla in vwnity, or God, and ghich PUOw
gress as far ag one desires, It is as though =aeh
of the progressing species or numbsrs pariicipated
in unity, or Geod, only through the medium of a1l
the nunbers or species whiah precede i, Each of
the numbers or species 1s but & more or less of a '
more or less, ete, Thus the species in the world
of aenaib}a body would We the more opr lesz of an

indefinite progresaion of more or lega, {




- 186w

8inoe thers ia but one unity, ome natyre,
one essencs involved in all the gericsye thade o n
¢ 4uelibet. ALl being is in
aach being aceording to the mode of that being: in
dy all is Gody 4n intelligence, intelligences in

univeraal

soul, aguly ang in pody, body.
Umnis autem in Deo Dews, in latelligentia
intellsctus, in anine anicze, in sorpore
BOTPUS s« (Bu I, B¢ poTH) -
ihus, in Ged, thers ig iatelligence, soul, and body,
but, in God, all ig Bod,
#t hoe absque sorupuloeitate intelligla,
i advertis absolutam unitatem lapidis,
nom' vase plus lapidls, guam son laplidia,
quodsungue omnditim uns est abeoluta und-
tas, quae est Daus. (0, I, 10, p.8s)
in intelligence there iu God, soul and body,; but here
‘all is intelligence,
8ic guidem in intellientitsa, affirmanus
sensibvilem naturam oceultari atque absor- .
bari in luce intellectunli,,,{(C. II, 10,p,208;
In soul there is God, iatellijence, sad body, but
here all is soul, L |
Unde vegetativua aﬁiritﬁﬁ,-in éﬁa'tensw
brositate, oceuliat intellectualem, et
elus guaedan signa spparent in ramis ad
gustentandum, foliis et cortice sd frug-
tum tutendume .. Gy 11, 10, p.lﬂﬁ)
thet is, 2ll reality is oither the maximum which is
God, or it is one of the rultitndinous states of the

more or less whick iz the greature; 1t is either
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absolute being, or one of the various degrees of
more or less ﬁeing:whiah is ihé éf&utnb&: it 1a

either abaolute mind'whiah.ta Gody or it is one
| of the different kinds of more or less mind shieh

is the creature; it is either abaolute stone which
iz God, or 1t 48 one of the éanzraétua.tyyas_of
stone which is the areature, Ali'#ealitx is either
in the subsistent state whish i de, or it is pro-
ceived in a subjmet which is the ereature; all rea-
11ty s either Gad in perfesticn or God with pri-
vation which is the ereatura; all re&iity is eithey
God in compliecation. ar dod in explieation, All reg-~
lity is each reality; each reslity is all reslity.

If we made a series of ehartas of Cusa's
notion of contraction we would have something like
the ollowing, | %
1) God |
God contrasted —- -Universe of creatures.

Universe CONtrastedememm—w—mpPpredi caments.,
Fredicaments sontracted-——w-goeners,

Genera 2ontragtedemes: Speales.,

dpecias oontraatode - Individuals,
8) God B |

God with privationee ~Universe,

Universe with privationeww—=Predicaments,
Predicaments with privation-Genera,
Genera with PRLYE LI 0N Pl od ,
Species with Privationeem—e=Indi viduals,

8) Abaolute unity
Unity in othernecsse Intelligence,
Unity in othernesas,
in otherness > ~Zoul .




|
|
|
i

» 388 &

Unity in otherness, .- .= .. =
in otherness, in otherneas--Body,

4) Maximum
- HODE O LOBB e mmmsistan manliniverae,

Hore or lese,of a more or lesse-Predicaments.,

lore or less, of a more or leas, . .. .
Of B MOYE OF 1OBSwwammismned OO PE

Bore or less, of & more or legs, - '
‘of & more or less,of a pore
O 188G wmaes s

Hore or less, of o more or leass,
of # more ar lees, of 8 more _
or less, of a more or lesa---Individual,

But the iﬁﬁdriant eaﬁs{qérétian here is that

-Bpecies,

We must ot regard these hisrarchies as though there were
a multitude of eégane&a each hﬁving a.;péper'place in
the hierarchy. For dusa}taaahea that there is only one
ratioe~the nivinity;~whick.ia pradieataaﬁéf the whole
of reality, The ratig predtodted of God is the same
rroper and fcrmal.gggggfthat-is péédieaﬁ&d of the area~
tures; the differencen hetwsen QGé_ané.the ereatures
do not some from any diff@:enc&'zn e@sence: they come
from the various modes in which thig ratio or gagence
is received, | | W

Dieeris forte usum berylii preesuppencre

easentlam recipere magis et minus; alio-

quin per maximum pariter o minimom non

videretur eiua principium,

fespondeo, quod, quamvis sssentia secundum

ge non videatur magis gt minus recipere, ta-
men sesundum domparationem ad esse et actus
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