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Genus 1s Taken from Matter, Difference from Form

To determine furbher. the r@lation-afvganus and diffe-
rence to the parts of ﬁhe'thing; 1t is necsssary to note that
tha parts of the definition aan'ba sald to slgnify the parts
of the thing only in so far as the parts of thé def;niticn:

ara talken from the parts of the thing. The concepis of ge=
nus and difference can be traced to certaln parts snd causes

of thse thing but they ars not thsse perts. Genus 18 reduced '

S
—

._MSN_Spabies ig redueed to form and a divaréiéy in the ultimate

l _ determination of form acoounts for the ﬁivaréity of differen-

. tte

. ee, Genus ha8 a esrialn proportion to matter es apecles has

wlto'form but neithar signifies'as guch matter or form. Spsoies
likewise is in a osrtaln propertion to the compogite of matter

end form, but it does not slgnify thls composite &s such but

rather the union of genus and difference {aliquid complestens

Tﬁa.yreﬁéfﬁiénality of genus and

aifference to matbter end form is sucelnotly explained by
Cajeten in the following lines: '

Si enim perfectio generica, quee formaliter lmporta-
tur per genus, a8t meterialls respeetu perfectionis dif-
ferantialis, quae Tormaliter importatur peyr differsntianm,
oportet quod sicut se hebst maberia respectu formae in
composito naturall, pute Sorte, ita genus respeotu dif-
ferentias in composito rationall, scillicet specle, ut

" siout maberla cat potentialis et perficitur ac sgpecifi-
gatur per formam, sile gensriea perfeatlo e¢st potentla-
1is perfectibilis et spacificsbllis per diffarantiam,29

to mabter; diversity of genus comes from dliversity of matter.
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Matter 18 the root cof potentiallity and dsterminabl-

1ity in the thing; form, the principle of sol and determina-

tion. Genus and difference, differing proportionataly as the

indeterminate and ths determinate and signlifying in sach case

| the sssencs, are most like the essential principles of matier
f '
| snd form. Genus is, therefors, tawen Irom mabter as from the
f'prapar principls of potentlality in the thing; difference is
' ?ﬂ taken proportlonabely from tie form, the prineiple 6f deter-
ji+minaﬁion.

To show mors olearly that genus and diffsrence cannot

signify matter snd fora respectively we should note again that

gonue and difference signify ths whole1 Sincse neither matier
N N i - i

nor form are wholes, L% follows that genus and dlfference do
not slgnify them as such., The species likewise Goes not si-
gnify the composlite of matter and form as.such gince ifs par:ss
~are properly the genus and differsnoe. Gajetan glves St. Thoa_
mas's proéf of’thié pmint'in sylloglatie form:

Materia eb fomas sunt partes sul totlus, sicut duae

- vep fortise rel; ganus et differantia non sunt partes sul
totius, scilicet specied, ut duae res tertias reli argo
genus 8% differsntia non sunt materia et forma speclel,
Major patet ex sa! homo enlm est alia reos a materla sua,
at alia a sua forma, . » » Minor vero &eglavratur hoo mcdo!
sl genus et differentia componerent spsclem, ut duae res
tertiam, tune homo essst compositus ex animall o¢ ratlo-
nall; hoo est falsum: ergo & dsstructlone conssquentis
genus et differsntlia non componunt speelem, ut duee res
tertism, cuod erat prcbandum,v0 o |

In giving an example %o exﬁlain the sbove point, 3%. Tho=-

mes gzoes on bto say thet man 1s compossd of rational snd of
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animal siout intellectus tertius ex duobusg intellaetlibus.

The ooncept of the species or of the definition is composed
of two eoneepts, the genug and the dirference. And 8o, be-
cauge the definition is constituted by several parts, ws can- ‘ 2
not say that it is the genus or the difference, But how is ;
this composition to be undsrstood? Should it be taken as a :
composition of concepts in‘tbe order of secondaintentions or |
of first 1ntentlons, o compositlion of that which is formally _ | i
signified by the terms or of the thlnr itseld ? There can be
no srgumeﬁt about the first case: the gecond intention of

definition or of :species, as & logieal relation, cannot be

composed of the second intentions of genus and dlfferenee,
Just as no relstion is composed of other relations., ”he

second intention of definition is a relatlon imposed by the

BT AR S Rl

mind on a definite concept formed in the first operation of

‘the mind and expiaining distinctly the genus and difference.

Nor is there any question of the things signlfles by the gs~- .

narlc, sp80lf¢c, or dlfferential neme s ef the first intentlon;

there 18 no compoqitian here glnce tae things signlfied are

L~

the seme in re for sach of ths terms.' The oompesition can
only exist in th@ line Qf‘bhglfggmal

copcepts (in the sense
wf

of the formale signifioatum) of these nemes, It cannot be
BLELL 856 nemes.

a domyositlon of concepts as gualitias inhering in the mind

since as such all of them are gimple qualities, not compossed

of parts. The composition 1s only according to that which
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is formally represented in each oonocept, a composition of the
objaotive concepts as such. In this sense we can speak of a f
. 31 Ry

S

Eﬁird,ooaoapt camposed«of‘tWQ qpher concepta,

Although genus and #ifference do not signify matter

and form they are, nonetheless, taken from them, How is the

genus, first of all, taken fécm matter? BEvidently it cannot

be taken simply from the pure potentiality of prime matter

since a genus signifies a certaln nature, a definite ametuality

although not fully determined., Pure pct entiality cannot as ' ﬁ

sﬁch be a prineciple of our knowledge., Genus muét therefore he

e T P,

taken frem matter according as matter i1s in some way intelli~

ble to us. Matter is knowable in two waysy {(a) by analogy :
N o Tomem—— i
or comparison with the Telation existing inm srtifielal things b

between the artificial form and what is matarial in raspect

to ity (b) by the form through which 1t is in act for

gverythiag is known only in so far as it is in act. ASB mat=

ter is known in thia way through form it affords a twofold

VS SR

basis for genaric &ivgrsity.

NSRS

o

| (a) ﬁstﬁar is first the SOUTCEO of a ﬂivarsity of ge-
nera as it &taads in divgrse propartjon 0 ferm. From this di=
vsras ralatien ta form we have the diver sity of tha firat genera

of things. This is the basis in reality ef the &1verss predica~

tion er ﬁle cat@gcries. 'That whieh 1s in the genus ef-substamee

18 compared to mapter asg &cxits géft. That whieh is in ths genus S ;:;

of yuanitity is compared to matter not as to its part but as the

measure of 1t; quality as its digposition; and through
. N

thege two the othér satagorlies ére compared Lo matter
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a part of substance, substance beoomes a subject to these

raccording to thelr respeotive proportions, Since metter is

N

i
i\aooidents.

{b) Katter is also thé prinoclple of diverse gsnera
withln a first genus. Within trhe genus of gubstancs matter
is the prinociple of genua zeceording to the diverss degrses in
which matter may be pexfected bj forms. Habter receives the

perfection of aot t0 differant degrees in diffarent things.

Sinece the more perfeat things pPOHSEeSs in a ¢ardain way the
perfsctiona of the less pepfect, samﬁthiag common c¢an be foun&

in various things which can be predicated univccally of all

\ but whish will be found more perfeotly in bne,Alass periseatly
1in the other., HMalter as actutbed in thig way to a certain 1l =
‘yol of perfeotion common to many forms will be the basis of

genus, Baeyond this lasvel specific forms will differ a8 having

or not havinghfur%her perfectionss Matter actuated to %he
‘level of a common sensitive nature osn thus bs the basis of
the genus "animel," which geaus is still material snd in po~
tency to a further pexfeation, ﬁxa@ianal,“,ar the impexrlegtion,
"on-rationel , # its pr%ifﬁgya sontrary., Since such a common
degree of aotuatien nay be fggnd &t various levels, {e,g,,
corporeal nature and senaitivé‘nature), there will be a di-
vorsity of genus drawn from mabter accarﬁing ag mabter ls
actuated to ﬁiverss common l@vels, The g@nara of body, plant,

and enimal 4iffer in this asy.ﬁa

s R N I
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{ Form 1s the prinaiple of diverslty asccording to spe- j
F} cies sinos 1t is by reason of formal qualitieé wh {oh matsrial
E things possess In addition to those whiech are the scause of their
(} genus, that the diffsrences oonstlituting spscies éra darived.

fi : The differsnce is derived from the perfection or imperfection
\', ’ '

aupe r-addsd to the common materlal élement of the genus. Thus
"sensible™ and “inaensible” are a8 differentias mdded to the

genus "animede."

,/' ' We can conoclude, then, that in things éommosed of mab-.

tar and form, all the sfaﬁes (or levels) of baing are taken

VY \fr@m the form, 3inve ths mattar as suah doag not cf itself

dwtarmine a grads but recaives and is Informsd by onae, ﬁatter

is, nonauualess, ramot@ly the pr;nclple of genus in such beings

[ inasmuc.’“ as it 1s the ;riﬂoi ple of all }otentiality It 1s

roximatQLy tn@ principle of genus only ian so far as it is

nformed by form @o a degres of bolng which is imperfect aad

wterial with respsct to specific baing.53

‘Physical Genus and Towlosl Gshus’

A b A A e

’ The question of the relation of genus to matbser has
further implicatlons ¢f essential impartanca In distingulahing

;heAway in which the logician and ths najural phi;oSopher define.

Although the material element from whioch the genus is taken
in composite things has both matter and form, the logicien

will consider only the formal element. O interest o him

R B P T B T AT e
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i8 only the common formality which is as such further dstar-

{] - minable. It iz this whieh pertains par S8 to genus in itsslf

and not to genus as found in this or that nature, The logiocal

intention cf genusg is constituted by this relation of univer-

{j’ Bality with regard to inferiors differing in species.®% The
Intention of genus oan be found in various natures., Some of

([ these sre eompaséd of matter and form; son® are purely forms

although dependent on matter, like acecidents; others ars pure

subsiatant forms. OSlnce the loglolsn econsiders the intentlons

“ebsolutely, he may pla¢s in one gonus things which will differ

in genus as far as the natural philcsophar is concerned, énly
' the legloian -can put material and lmuaterial oreated substan~
¢ss in the ons genus, subgtsnee; or corruptible and insorrup-

tibla meverial gubstances in one ganns»»bédy. The dafinitions

" of the logloien will thus be called formel,

.-

. The natural philosopher and the ptephysiclen, who con=
%%sidar the ssseness of things preg¢isely as thsy have axisﬁﬁn&a_
i in things, nust eonsider all the principles of thé thinge«
‘both form and mabter. The paturalis or physious must i@eki

beyond a common ratic for -a common matier in order to placa

things in one genus. Where this community of matter 1s not
founa'th@re will neesssarily be a diverse mode of pqteﬁey and

act. Where tha letter ls diverse the mode of héixxg will liks=

wise ba diverse and consequently also the genera; Garrupti~'

billity In things sprihgs from the madter, If there exlst

matarial substances which are incorruptible, this will pertain ,i
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necessarily to them and will imply necessarily a different

|
|
kind of matter, a different kind of poteney, and therefore |
|

also of physleal genus., It is evident thet material and

el .:‘:..__J* _ . l.__._Jw )

Immaterisl orsated substaness do not have a common mabtier.

For the natural philosopher genus is preperly taken

from matter, Gonus, phygigs logusndo, sumitur a materia.

i
) For the loglcian the genus 1s taken from what i8 pateriasl

{potentiel) but not properly from the mabter. For the

S - paturslls the sentence, genus sumitur a materia, implies

58

| gbove all a common mabtter., This matter is not iteslf the

ganus, We shall still designate as genus "oorruptible bédy,

plant, ete.™ but with this further fastor that the naburs on

which they ars based implies a common matter. Only then can

1o

—— o sy ey s oy o oo e <oyt v et g e s
e NN s S s e v iz e i

wa spééx of & physiecal genus,

St. Thomas also remarks that paturaliter loguendo

- the éiffsrencss dividing the spsciss must be oppozed aaiaona

g
)

trarlss. For the loglelan, on the other hand, any kind of

S

appositién-af differences sufflices, as 1s evident in the case

of the speclss of number end of separate substances., HNatural

P s

differentias must be eontraries since mabter on which genus
ig founded is in potenay to contrary forms. Substantlsl forms

. sense
will be contrariss cnly in the broad/of a contrariety of

privation. Matter actuated by one substantial form is op-

posed to all othsr substantlal formg end is in privetion of

tham,EG Becauss of this privation of all other substantial
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forms, a privation that impliss a basio potancy to racalve

‘them, ws can spaal of a genaratio ad invicem which, understood

in s broad saﬁs& follows hers on the community of matterqsv

Vo shgll not extend the present study to the quesgtion of the

relatlon of physiorl genus to the genus subjleotunm of accl-

~dantg, a point which demands a lengbthy discussion of the sbo-

vea two quastions-~those of gontrariety end of goneretio sd

inviaen,

the Definsbillty of Beparate Substances

The questicn of the relation of the parts of the de-
finition to the perta of the thing définsa takes\én a new
aspect in the caess of the definition of a sapafate gubstance,

Since a ssparate substance is a simple form, iwplying no conm-

position of zatter and form, thers is nojGomposition in the

essence itself from whioh genus and difference cen be taken.

To what do ganus and differance sorrespond in tha seﬁarata
substance; from vhat are thay taken? It will be necasgary
for us to sstablish £iret whobher thesa gubstences are de-
finabls bafore deterﬁining how they aré defineble. | |
Yherever the quiddity of anything is not the sams as
ite sxistence (ggss), that thing esn be ordarsd withln the
categoriss. Where the exisé@npe,of e thing is not ifs es-

genca this exlstence must neoegsarily be limited, and 1imi-
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ted to exlistence In some genus, To have an existence not

limited to any genus is to have an unlimited existence-~to

be per se subsisteng., It is clear that separate substances

have a quiddity which is distinet from their egse. DBecause

of thls, ssch of them must have genus, species, and diffe-

rence, although thelir proper differentise remsin uwnknown to

‘us, We know the faot that they have differsntiae sven though

‘what they are remsins hidden to us. In the case of senaible

substences, the essential differences as such ars unknown
te ua, hut thsy asre algnifisd by acoidental differences which

arise from the essential ones. Through the affect we know

the cause. But even the proper sccldents of separate subse
tancss ars uaxnogﬁ to us so that we cannot signify their
diffargntias QfAtﬁemselves or through ageldental differentias.
Although only thé speciss is théd which is properly defined
it is not neéeSEary that éveryrépaeias be dafinabls by us,

[

The speoiss of immeterial substsnces ave knowa t0 us not by

definitlon bnt'only, eg 8%, Thomss notes, par cudidan noga-
tlones vel notifieationes,® -

@enus and difference are, howsver, taken in & Aif- o
ferent way in senslblie subatanaés and in imsaterial substances.

Since lmmeterial substances ars pure forms, uncomposed, bobh

‘genus sud differenca must be taken in thew from the whels

sssence not only formally but aiso radiceslly. FEach, howaver,

is taeken from the whole ¢gsence in a different way., The genus
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is taken from the whols sssence according as by it one separate
pubstance 1s essantially like anothar, \Tha diffsrence 1s taksn
from the whole essence in so far as by it one differs substan-
tially from anothar. Thaey differ in this way by a certain for-
rel degrse of parfection by which one intellsct is more PRI
faot than enothsr according as it epproaches closer to the
'ﬁure aot of the aivine psrfeotion, In this way what pertains
per se.to ganus end diffareﬁse iz presarved alao_in separate
gubstances~--that menus signify a csrialn nature fo&mally as
determinsble and that the diffarence sxpreoss the determinate (.
substantial perfection of this belng., What is per-accideﬁs is
not found--that they be %aken properly from matiter and form,o9
The latter {8 proper to genus and differance as found in ocon-
posed substénees. |

A1) simple substenoes will be’abntaihed in on® ganus,

whieh will be cne of immsteriality, intellsstuallty or the

1ike in which all egres, Since their perfestion is not Saken
fram'a gsories of differsnces perfeoting a gsnus, those substan~
ceg heve no subaliernats genua.éo The éiffaréncgs whioch dls~
tiaguish them will Tfollow on thelr heving a greater or iagsa?

perfection as coxparsd %o thé primum egen ,_guod oporiel esss

perfectigslimum, and not as comparad to mebter, since they do

not have matter. Only in sangible substences becauxe of the

prcgfessiwe perfectibility of a common prims‘matter can we

‘have a series of gensera and differsnces, of grades of psrfec-

tion, based on diverse natures where one nature ls determinable
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by anothar nature more parfect bthan itself.él

The Composite Nature of Things as Reflected

in Qupy Way of'Knowing

if we.stop now to considsr the whols structure of our
mods of knowledge in the first operation of ﬁhe‘mipd, a pro- -
‘cegs whiloh terminstes in the knowlsdgs of essences through
LEeNUs and spscific dllf@t@nce, there becomss evlident a re-
narkable correspondence of it to the composite nature of the
things kncwn., Our way of bhnowing Ehrougl ganeravahd diffe~-
rences follows neeesaafily on 6he kind cof intelleoct which man
nag and is proportionsé to the composita'nature of the proper
object of thz humen intelleth~the guiddity of sensible subéé
tanczs. A parallsl osa be drawn bstwesn the %ay in which
prime mat%er is-poteney to an infinity of substangial forms,

by which i gan ba actuated only successively and graduslly,

of all things and ia moved f“om.yotancy %o act by the inﬁelu
ligible forms of Lnings. The intellect cannot know all by
one form but must be actusted graduelly by é succegslon of
foxms. This analogv of 1ﬁt331aetual Knom&ad&e to naﬁuJaL

T S et s e e e At ST VY e T T o

)ven;ratlon can be aavaTQpcd 2t much greater length.

A ISR et WAV
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A point of partloulasr irtersst in the study of our way .

off knowlng by definition is the fact that tke intellect be-

and the weay the humsn intellaot ia in petency to tha xnuﬁladgs
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ceuse of its potenoy must be actusted graduslly in the firet

AR
eV Nar it

fioperation ¢f tke adnd, This process sterts with the =nost
universal erd ilmpsrfect conespts end works down to & mors
lend more ceberainats knowledge of tle specifie natures. The

first form by which it 18 actuated is belng, ths primum

gg;nitum,~whioh migt be known in s certaln concreticn 0 ma-
terial being. Having no specles eontained uander 1it, this
notion is not gensrie, nor is it snelogous, It is simply &

PRSI el
univoeosl eoncept. From this we deseend through the highar

gensra $ill we attaln the netures in their spsecific diffsrsnces,

the proper objest of the mind (not the adequate objeet waiich
is baing). Sinoe the genug ls taken from matter and the dif-

{ ferance from the‘farm, the definition represents the compo~

site character of the sensible qulddity.

| . |
<Such knowledgze 18 proportloned to the cowposits naturs of

- ' The fact that we must know sensible, materizl quiddi-

i{es in this way follews from the very fact that our intellect

tha faculty of a soul which is reselived in matter, Its par-

. .

e

‘tieipation in the divine lumen is so imperfect es to maike 1%

dependent on the things in nature in the ganeration Qf lts

knbwla&ge. It depends ultimataly on the material singular for

- 1o

its actﬁﬁtion. Beoausa of this imperfection, it does nol

possess the universals ;n rapragentando of angelie knowledge,

wheraby several things cen bs known at onece in their distinc-

| tion es in Gheir ceuse, In order to mow several things at
\ ¥

3= T e e T e ST
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onoce the human intellect must resort to a universal which is

a potential whole, s depend on things as they gaxiat in their
material individuality for our knowlsdge. ‘We must ébstraet é

from them with the help of the aegent intellsct ta a unlversal

{Lé | whioch contains its inferiors only in potendy.
Although the process of knowing by genus and difference

is in this way most pfaporﬁicneﬁ to our knowledge of ucmpoa

ey st I R p e S
s arpgpoi Kt Sm e o, RO

WA S gL

site, mgperia;mqgida;tiagiﬂﬁg must ocarry it over 1ikewlse to

any knowledge of immaterisl qulddities, simple forms, which

Lﬁé would ma“a ‘properly ba known by intuitiaﬂ bacause of tgeir

¢ simplicity, This way of knowing by whioch we must start from
that which is most genersl is observed likewise in the order

of determination in all Bur gpeculative soclences,

| Thers remsin several other important questioﬁs oone
sidered by Aristotle in tbe latter part of the tanth and in the

olavanth chapter of the sseventh book which we shall ha?a %o

omit in 4this brief study baeamae of the langthy treatment
which they demend, The first af thase is the quaation of mhat

mﬁﬁtar is'par% of the specles and thus entsra the definition,

This problem demands a study of the distinotion of individuel

- matbter and commen matter bath in natural substances and in
methematica, for only common matber enters a definition. 1%

should likewlsa bs esxplained how the ratio of anyfhing musd

be taken principally from the form, and that only those parts
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of matter are Inoluded in which the foru 1s principally found.
The latter point brings us already to another complex question,
that of the priority, simultanelty, and postericrity of parts |
to the specles., A full explanation of the diversity of paris
ghould accompeny this quastion, e.g., the distinction of the

parts of the species Beoundun gat%pném and secundum ramoéz'

Tt




CHAPTIR IV
THE UNITY OF THE DEIIVITION

#@ shall go on lmmsdlatsly to a question which Arige
totle oonsiders in the twélfth chapter--the unity of the dew~
finition. Tha-queation'oam@s up likewlse in the sixth chap=.

ter of the elighth book,. How can the dsfinition which consists

.- of many paris be onej how can it signify that which is one,

the guod culd est? The objection which he ralses is directed

- against the unity of ths composite of gsnus and diffarenca.

For genus and differsnce to be one, it would seem that the
ganus would Eave to participate in differsences whioh are cone
trariss; but this ssems impessibie. Moreover, if seversl dif-
ferences are usgsd in %ha same é@finition, how—can they conghl-

tute one raﬁio?

In snswering these qusstions Aristoﬁla limits the dis-

 cussios, to trus definitions and to the definition of subéﬁanae,

whieh is of importanoazhare. Suoh ﬁafinit;cns are givan through

" - the dlvision of a genug by true dlffersences. They oan always

be resolved into a firss gonug and some differsnces, If any

intermsdiate genug ia uged in defining, it is guoh asg  to em»'r

brace ths first ganua and the differences whiech conatitute

the subalternate genus., Thug Lf "enimal" 1s used as the

mediabe genus of man, 1t is squivalent to "substance™ together

149
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with the differencges "animate ™ and "sensible,” In any dafié
nition thurs may be morelbut there must be at least two meom-
bors, & genus and a Gifferance. o |

The definition hes ite unlty, by whilch 1t is ons-ggggg
signifying one nature or ossencs, precisely from its differen-
0o, The whole esggencse of the definition is somehow comprehen-
ded in the éifference. The genus cannot be spard fyrom its
specles since the forms of the spesoles, which are the differen-
ceg, are not other forms than that.of the genus, dbut are the

forms of tha genus with their dsterminations, Animal is found

' only es man, horse, oow, ete. The Aifference is not added to

the Zenus &s a diverse essence but es lmplicitly contained
in the genus, as determinate in the tndsterminate, as "white®

in "colored," 44

The division must progeed by propef ana PeYr e &ifferén«

‘ces to the,ultimate'diff@raaee., If the éiffersnces ars gll

teken per se end not peg gcoldens, then the whole substance

_of the thing ond the whole definition i sonstituted by the

ultimate differanas, Tﬁé ultiﬁate differance inolundss in

itself all ﬁhefpréaeding parta of the definition.' It includes

' tha genus since tha genus ceannot be wl thout the speocles. If

it 414 not includs the preceding diffevrences thers would be

needless repetition (nugatio) in definition, ~ Thus atwo-footed, "

which constitutes the difference of man as an integral whole,

contains "having-feet." 45

rj

.
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If, howsver, the differences are only accldental, then

1

[ . : one differsnce will not contain the others., There will be as |
. many ultimate differences as there are divisions, They will
Lé bs one only in sublegbo, whlch does not surffice for the unity

( of the definition, The srguments against the unity of the

dafinition are based on such differsnties,
i‘- | , ~ The ultimate reasson thet genus and difference are united ' vﬁ
té constitute one gatlo ls, then, thet onz part 1s as mattsr,
the other as form. Just as form comss to matter so as to
constituts a trua-unity, 80 differsnce comes $0 genus, The

mere materiel jolaing of several tems without interruption - }

ig in no way sufficisnt, 40
The menner in which difference is added to genus will

explain likewise the common dietum: definitio exp

nitum 8 prima potantia usque ad q;timu@mggtum. Any indivi-

dual m&daa eéaenca is digtinet from its existence can have
several aaﬁantial“preﬁieat&s which spprosch mors or lsss glo-
saly to the existence of this thing., The z’,'i’fs_t genus is a |
precicate wheraby this sssence is mést pbt@ntial and most
removaed fronm ita.éxiaﬁanae. ﬁha differanca is taken, hgﬁaver,

i
\

nﬁégb-from the whole essence according as 1t 1s closest to 1ts

propsy being. It constitutes the gpecies in 1ts degres of

’baing and thus gives'tp the essence its ultimate intrinsic

: coggig§§gg_§o-th&t it cen recelive the baing of sctusl existencs.

f The genus explaing the essence as most determinable send removed

»
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S

rom exlgtence; ths ultimate differencs explaina it as per-

L]

factad by the vltimaete sct determining it so that it.may ' |

recelve sxlstence., Interrediate differences are teken from ,

intermedi ate perfactionsL In this way the definition explains

the essance,ffom its first potency to the ultimete act which

J—
_de&grmines it in ordsr t0 the being of actusl exlstence. Genus

end difference absiract from sctual existence, but they look

e :-]

to 1t es a foundation recepiive of‘baingauﬂha formsr a remota

foundation, the latter a proximate one.%’

Beceuse of this relatlon to the esse exls

can see why gsnug and 4iffsrence ocan be found in separsie

substances, material substances, and accidents. Only God
lacks genus and difference, Sinee His quiddity is His asotual
sxistence, it ocannot be conceived es more remote of more proxi-

mnate %0 this existence, CGod is not in a genus bscause He is

- - Bis gggg.éa
A question which might be raised iz why ans and the
other transﬁemdemtalé tOgeiher‘with n@gativé pr@&iaatas.da '
not enter definitions., ALl quldditative predieates enter
the nature considered in itself and should, thersfore, be
econtained in a complete definition of this nature. But
’ transcendantal and negative predlicatss eslso ssem to be quiddi-~

tative predlcatess Why are they not required for the completion

of the dsfinition?
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Tke principle that a definition is oomplaﬁa when it
axplains all the gredes of béing of a thing from its first
potancy to the ultimate intfinsie aatle&n b2 applisd hsre in
rasolving this question, If a definition'must expléin only
all the ssgentlal grades 6f being in a thing, it must include

cnly those essential predicates which express these gradss,

Trensocendental pradicates,bhowsver, do not express any grade or
nature othar than the gensriec or specific nature to which they

are applied. They do not alter the nature as such, They me-

vely oxpress this nature in diverse modes: as ons, true, good,
8L, Tﬁéy are not proper to any given nature ebsolutely
aonsiderad, but are common 0o naturs @onsids?éé in any way:

in the mind, in 1nd1viduals, or abaeluﬁsly. They are substen-
tial predicates but not In the same wa&was the predieaﬁes whieh
enter the definition., JEps and unum are not related to the ca-

tegories as.gahera since this would im@lﬁ-as relation of matbsr

£o aifferaaees,WEiah would determine %hem. Sush a ralation is )

' ﬁsgcri@s anﬁ nat by any addition,

ﬁagatives prediaatas, eeﬂsia@red.fermally, are likawiaa

sxoludsd from the nature absolutely aansiﬁerad and from the

 dafinition., If we eensid@r these pradieaﬁes formally, they ars

attributed to0 the nature only by the intellesct for negatlons

are only beings of reason., Considered fundaementally acoording

as nsgation 1s based on affirmatian, they are nothing but the
affirmazive pradiaa &8 and can thus be gonsidered essential

predicatss.ég
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liters , + « Dlcoendum quod quia 88t psr moedium secidantals
‘potest haberl abb gquid est, ut dietum est: sed g2i qula est
probetur peor mediuw essentiale, hoo non erit diffinitio, et
ratlio quia sab et quid et simul meisnturs et hos expresse
dlieit Commentator. IF% tuno cum seitur per medium essentliala,
fune etiam non simul alliquo modo: qula non geque immsdiate
sequitur utrumgue ex demonstratione: quia non sequitur ex
demongirations tall Inmsdliater e% tunc cognoscendo sl est
per essentislia, poreipliur et colligitur diffinitio ipsius.” %
Vol, II, 41 Post. Anal., p. 181, _ : j
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25, S, Albartus, ibid., p. 179.
86. Cajetanus, In Il Post, Anal., cap. 6, p. 581,

27. Ibid., p. 562,

88, Ths latler psrt of ohapter seven, beginning with "Si ergo
dafinlens demonstrat . . " is Iinterprsted in different ways
by various cosmentators. Their opinions are olted by the
adltors of the Leonine text in their Tootnotes, Vol., I, p. 348,
n, 'd', 'The explanations given by St. Albert and Cajetan were
found partioculsrly helpful. S. Albartue, Vol, II, II Yosb.

Al s pp. 180-82, Cajetanus, fIn IT Poat, Anal., cap. 6,

pg 9. ’

29, In 11 .Posg'a Anala, lact, 6. ne 10.

30. For exampls, J.¥., Le RBlond treéts the guestion only in terms
of ths logleal sylloglsm of the esssnce, Of. Iozigue at Mébho~
ds chez Aristots, (Peris: &, Vrin, 1939), pp. 156-68,

31, Gf. alse 8. Thomas, fin I Post, Anal,, lsct. 26, n. 2,

32, S, Thomas, In ITI Sent., 4ilst. 23, qg. 2, a. 1, &l 8,

'350'80 ThOL"iaS, ;_n 1 POS‘baé{lnalJ, l@ét. .16", Na éc

34, S, Thomas, In II Senk,, dist. 9, q. 1, en 1, ad 1.
35, S, Albertus, Vol, II, II Post, Anal., p. 483,
36. Cajetanus, In II Post, Anal,, cap. 7, p. 591,

57, Libe VII, lect. 17, nn, 1657~58, Cf. also the Leonine btext

of -8, Thomas, In II Post, Anal,, ps 358, n. 'z,

38, 5. Albertus, Vol. IX, II Post, Anal., p. 190: "%t si dlcitur
quod formalis (diffinitio) subjectl logloa esb vana ad demong-
trationem, dlcendum quod vena 88t ed passionem demonstrandam,
-88d¢ non ad demonstrandum diffinitionem materialem.™ Cf, also

S¢ Thomes, In IV Sent., dist, 3, a, 1, ad l. :

39, Post. Anal., Lid. II, cap. 8, 93 ab.

40, S, Albertus, Vel. II, II Fost. Anal.,, pp. 182-84,

4, In II Post, Aﬂal., leat, 7, e 3
# ,
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42, This argument apprceches the second explenaticn of the
patitio in the third chapter of the second book of the

ostorior Anslyvtice.

43, C, above, p. 46.

44. In Il rost, Anal., cap, 7, p. 501,
43, Cajetanus, In IT Post, Ansal,, cap. 7, p. 593,

46. ihid., p. 583.

4%, Gf, Gajetanus, ibid.,, p. D96, The following passage also
includss two sxamples of such knowladge: "Secundum accidens
nikil aliud sonat, in proposifo, quam secundum aliud:; ealiud
gutem hioc dicitur, non solum sxtransum scgidens, sed passio
croprial et non solum utrunque horum, sed etlam prasdicatum
substantiale communs, etoe., unde ita sumitur acoeldens, sicut
et sumitur in elenchis accidans, a quo dieltur fallasia acel-
dentis, eto. Socirs srgo qula o8t sacunftum accidens, est solre
ram 388, non nisi gula indult alliquod aliud a se nmodo exposi-~
to1 verbi gratia, solre lIntellligentiss esse, qula motores
orbiun sunt, est sgire qula sscundwa accidens, quonlam ex hoo’ ‘
non aliter soluntur, quam ut habent rationem movendi: st sl ]
militer soire sas ease quia substantise Ipmateriales sunt, est ’
solire eas ssse seocundum accldens, guoniam ex hoc nesclinus talss
rag in speocies eses, sod in comuunil, in eo quod immaterialss
sunt, ete. &olrs autem vers, quias agt, est cognoscers qucd
ipsum seoundum proprium st essentialem oonceptum Sit, eto.”

e e e TR e 4 1 s

48. S. Thomss, In II Post. Anal., 1eot. 7, n. 7.

49. ln Il Postn %algg ea?’ 2?’ p' 5970

50, Sylvester MHaurus, In II Pogt, Anal., oap. 5 « 73 sl
fusrit inventa hase retio 6y hce medium, quod ait propria
causa rel, tum par illud,asgnmssimus et dsmunstramus, et quod
passlo eanvenlt subjseto, ed propter ¢uid convenlt, % atiam
possumus @lieeya, quid sit passio, quee eon?anib."

51, 3., Thomes, JMn Il Post. Anal., lect. B, Ne 8.

52, Aristotle's summary (93 b1l5-20) as given by St. Thomaes in
paregraph nire of the seventh lesson seems to apply only to i
the demonstrative method. 'The outline given by St. Thomes 1n ]
paragraph four determinss its positicn to be such. Fe likewlse
indicates that it is in elaber&tiﬂg this particular e thod

thet the objsctlons of lesson six cre answered, a point to which
we shall again meke referenge, OSylvester Meurus, however, in-
terprets this passaze as a summary of both msthodsa, Cf. Sylves~

ter Maurus, In II Post., Ansal., c¢ap. 5, n. 8.
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§3. Post, Anal,, Lib, II, ceps 8, 93 b20-28.
7} 54, Vol, II, IL Poat, Anal., P 187,

}ﬁ 55. Ibid., p. 188, | .

bl 86, Ibid., pe. 189: ", ., . si loguimur de potissime et prin-
(ﬁ} cipalissima demonstretions, illa sst in qua demonstratur

e passio de subjJecto psr dlffinitlionem vasslonls, quas dlolt at
quid et propter quid, et in qua esdem ratione diffinitio pas-
glonis demonstratur quae Alcitv quid sicut dsmonstratur at

ipsa passioy™

- 57. Ibid.,

| 56, Ibid.
I 59. Ibid.

| 60. Ibid., p. 190.

6L, uf. Arisyoteles, Post, Anal., Lib. II, cap. 8, 93 b20,

n 82, Cf, S. Thomes In II Fost., Anal., leot. 8, n. 4. The fol-
lowing part of the text is vary diffioult to intasrpret: "I
siout illa quorum non ast alia causa, ita etiam illla ques
possunt habere medium, et quorum est altera ocausa, potest
manifestarl gquod quid est: ita tamsn quod non dsmonstretur
ipsum quod quid e&st, sed magls medium demongtrablonis ut quod
quid est acoiplatur." There geems to be soms omisslon from
the text. The passage a3 1t stands epparently establishes a
gommunity between those thlngs whish have an altera causa and
those whloh do nobt. BReoth guidditias would be manifssted through

 demonstration, a fashor whish up to this polnt has served %o.
distinzuish them, Cajetan shows olearly thab manifestation
of the guod quid est through demonsiratien refers only to
those things with an altera osuss--passions. The exposltion
given by Dominigus. a Flendela does not resolve thls question.
(Gf. Opera Omnis 5, Thomas, ed. Lesonina, Vol. I, pe 357, n.

- tg?) “The simple use of a ¢uiddity es medium does not univey~ .

His sxpositlion appeals agaln %o the logloal syllogism ol the
. @sgence, A :
V63, ", . b quia in omnibus gensribus causarum debat perveniri
ad primes causas; erge etlam in ganere quidditatum; ergo dan-
tur quasdam guiddlitetes, quarunm in t2ll zensre non est altere
causa) erzo tales quidditates non sognoscuntur per demonstratio-
' nem, sed accipluntur et supponuntur ut prima principla de-
mongbrationum." Sylvester Maurus, In IT Post, Anal., c8p.5, n.9.

sally warrent the expression, manifestation through demonstration.

B e e T Tt Tt e e e WP TR I T- o ttaae i e
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84, Cajetanus, In II Post, Angi., ceap. 7, p. 800,

65. Loid.

86, Cf. cajebtan, ibid., pp. 8¥7 f. &. Albertus, Vol. 11,
;;‘l }QS‘L’;. Aﬂaln, p. 0184—'0_ .

67, In II rost. Anal., lect. &, n. D

68, Vol, II, II Fost, Anal., p. 190,

69, The vromder interprstetion in question is the omne given
above according to the four genera of causes,

70, The followlng are some of the more important references in
the works of St. Thomas to the definition as a demongtratio
positiona differens! '
' In 11 Sent., dist. 9, ¢ 1, & 1, ad l,
Tn IV Sent., Gist. 3, &, 1, 9. 1, 1, corp; ibid.,3
corps, and also ad 4,
“In. I Physic. lecte 1, ne 5,

in 1 Post, Anal., lect, 18, nn, 4-5; ibid., leot. 26, n.3.

In 11 Ds Anima, leot. 1, n. 2123; ibid., lecb, 3, n., 247,
71, Lib. 1I, lect. 19, n. 4, -
72. Liba I, lsact. 8, Ne Do

73, Libe. II, -lscb.. 1, n. 9; of. also Lib. 1I, leoct. 7, n. 81

", . , ipsum medium ostendsns propter quid, est ratio deflnl-
tiva priml termini, ldest maioris eztremitatis. {Sed si opor-
test accipere allguod eliud medium ed hoo demonstrandum, hoo
assusstur ex rellguis rationibus, id est ex definitions mino-
ric extremitatis, et allerum ceusarum extrinsscerum.} OCum enim
sublsctun sit causa pasgionis, pecesse est quod definitlio pas-
sionis denmonmstretur per definlticnem sublecti.”

74. Cajeten, In II Post. Anal., eaph 7, p. 607,

95, Ibid., p. 608. Tor a discussion of whether this definition
is a definitien guid rel or guid nominis of the passion aonfer
Cajetan, In I Post, Anal,, cap. l, PD. 27475 : :

76. Opera Omnia, Vol. II, In II Post, Anal., p. 190-93.
77, Ibid., p. 191, |

78, The specific differenoce as wall as the genus oan be callad
an essential or guidditative prsdlcate lnasmuch as it is en
intrinsic part of the guod guld est. Ths genus, howsver, 13
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atrictly predlcated in quid, whaersas the differencé is predi-

cated oniy ir juals cold, U0, Joer. o Stc Troung, Jurs. ihil,,
I, p. 387, Cajstanus, In II Fost., Anal., cap. 1C, p. 042-43,

79, Gf, '3, Thoﬁaa, In VII Meteph., leot. 12; In VIII Meteph,,
lect. 2, n. 1696, | |

&. CT. S, Thomas, Is, q. 1€, a. €, corp.; ibld., ¢. 13, a. &,
ad 2; In 1I Sent., aist. 35, q. 2, 8. 2, sol. L.

6l., S, Thomes, In VIII Metaph,, lect. 2, Cf. also Joan, &

" $tc Thoma, Qurs, shil., I, p. 463, col. 1L, 1l. 1~10,

82, S, Thomas, la, Q. 87, 8. 1 and 2.

83, In II Yost, Anel., lects 13, n. 7.

&4, In I Le Anime, lsct, 1, n. 15, %he followlng texts gre .
likewise of interest: S. Thomas, In II Sent., diste. &, g+ 1,
a, &, corp; ibid., dlst. 85, q. 1, a. &, ad 5; In VII Eobtaph.,
lact., 12, n. 1552; Q.U, De Anima, a. 12, ad 8. #hile the
texts given below enunciaste thLe seme principle as the previous
onag, the references in them to definitlon by propsr accldants
must be interpreted in the light of what wes sald sbove;.

S. Thomas, Ia, q. 20, 8. 1, 8d 3; Q. D. Do Spiritualibus
Creaturis, 8, 1l, af 3, also ad 14. G. Albsrtue, Vol. I,

Pe Prasdicabilibus, p. L8, cel. 2, 1l. 29-35; ibld., p.- 14,
o1, 1, L1, 5b-46; Vol. LI, 1I ¥ost. final., ps 166, col. i,

11, §-17, :

85, Cf, G, Thomas, In II Pest, Anal., lact, 14, nn. 2-3. Caje~
tanus, In II Fost, Anal., cap. 10, p. 640, Oylvester Maurus,
In II Post, Anal., cap. 8, nn, 4«6« :

86, Aristotelss, Pogt, Anal., Iib. II, csp. 12, 96 D15:
"Congruum suten est cum tobtum aliguod aliquis negotletur,
gepartiri genus in atoma gpesle prima . o "

87, Cajetenus, In II Post. Anals, Gap. 10, P. 636,

88, Of. Aristoteles, Peri., eap. 10, 20 bl.

89, Cajetanus, In II1 Fost. Anal., cape. 10, p. 642: ". . » Op~
posita esse lumsdiata, seu quidus ninil intarest, est intel-
limendum hon solum de immediatione inter se, sed etlam de
imme diatbione inter ipsa 2t divisum: oportet slquidem opprosi-
ta in quas fit divisio, et esss immedliata inter se, ita quod
nihil inter ea cadat msdlum: aliter édivisum non nagesserio
avacuarstur per talia opposita, ut patet in divisiona coloris

per album 2% nigrum.”
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90. 5. Thowas, In X MelYeph., 1sot. 9, n. 2106-10,

91, Cf, Joan., a Sto Thoma, Curs, Fhil., I, p. 450, ¢f. also,

$. Thomes, In VLI Motaph., lect. 12, in connsotion with which
tnis soint will bo further developed. The objeotion that all
differentias must be opposed as convraries is enswered in the
following passase from the Q.D, De Anima, of 5%, Thomas, 8. 7,
ad 18: "Diocendum guod naturaliter logusndo de gonsrs 6% diffe=
rentia, oportet differentias esse contrarias) nam materia, supsr
quan fundatur natura generls, est pusceptiva contrariarum for-
marum. Secundum aubtem considerationem,logloam, suffiolt qualis-
oumque oppositie in diffeventiis; siocut pated in differentiis
numgrorum, in quibus non esd sontrérietas; et similiter ast in
spiritualibus substantiis.” Thus for the purpose of definition
an opposition of striet contrarliety in the differentiass is not
necessary in all cases. - ' ‘

92, Of, 9. Thomas, In Degen Libr*q,ﬁthiomrum Aristoteles Expo-
gitlo, ed. Pirotta, (Turin: Harlettd, 1934), lg IT Ethic.,
lect. 5, n. 289, '

93, S. Thomas, In III Physic., leot. 1, n. 5.

9¢. Aristoteles, Physica, Iib. I, cap. 1. S. Theuas, In I Me-
teph., leot. 2, ns 45, :

95, Cajetanus, In IZ Post, Anal., cap. 10, P. 643.

86, Ibiﬁv, p.'%%éo

97, Fostoe An&ls) Lib, II; CEPo 12, a7 bl5;250
98, in I da Anima, Proocemlum, n. s |

99, In II Pogt, Ansl., cap, 10, D. 646.
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PART III:
1. Cf. S. Thomas, In VI letaph., leot, 1, n, 1156,

2. . . + 3% hujusmodi, seilicet ens rationls, est proprie
gsubjesrum logicae. Hujusmodl asutem intentiones intelllglblles,
entibus ssquipserantur, eo guod onnia entia natures sub gonsl-
aerations rationis cadunt. 7% ideo subjectum loglcae ad omnia
ss extendit, de quibus eng natures prasdleatur. Unds conclu-
qit guod subjectum logicas asqulparatur subjecto philosophlse,
quod eab ens naturas . » " S. Thomas, In IV Metaph., leot. 4,
n. 574, Cf. elso Aristoteles, Metaphysica, Lib, VII, cap. 4,
1089 - vl1%, S, Thomms, In 1 Post. Anal., lect. 203 In VII Me~- -
taph., lect. 3, n, 1808; Cpuseula Omnie S, Thomas, ed. Man-
gonnet, (5-vols.] Peris: lethislleux, 1967) 1ii, Jin Bostium

g Trinitate, g. 8, 8. L. , , ,

Of, 8. Thomas, In VII Mebtaph., leoct., 3, nn. 1308, 1315, 1316}

G
In VIII Metaph,, lect. 1, nn, 1681, 1683,
4,

Chaps. 10 and 11,
5, Chap. 12,
6., Chaps, 13 - 16,
7. In VII Metaph., lects. 17, n. 1648,

&. In VIII ¥staph., lect. 1, n. 1681,

9., Ibid., n. 1686,

10, ®Est autem dafinitic oratlo, ques significat quid ree sit,"
iristoteles, Toplca, Lib. I, eap. 5, 101 b38., St. Thomes like-
wisa rafers t0 the definition in similer terms, Deaides {hs
pumerous texts in hls commentery on the Ketaphysiecs, ¢f. In I
Seng., dist. 33, q. 1, & ), ed 1} Contra Gentes, Liv. 1I, cap, 93.

r'd
11, A48 St. Thozes explalnss "It quod id quod quld erat esse,
non sit nisi ejus quod 28t aliquid, ex hoo pateds qued gquidem
quid erat ssse, ost guod allquld srat esse, Esse snim quld,
significat esse aliguid, Unde illa quas non significant sliquiq,
non habent quod quid erat esse. Sed quando aliquid de allquo
gisitur, ut accidens de subjeeto, non est hoe aliguld: sicut
eum &ico, hois est albus, non slgniflcatur quod sit hoo aliquid,
sad quod sit gquale. Tsse enlm koo aliquid oonvenit sclis sub-
staritils. It ita pabtet, quod album et similia non posgunt
habors quod guld erat asse.® In VII Metaoh., lsct, 3, n. 1323,

f
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12. "In his autem in quibus aliguid est perfectissimum, noman

‘gomiune generis appropriatur his quas deficiunt a perfectissimo,

ipel aubem perfectiesino adeptatur aliud speciele nomen, ut
vatel in logicis, Nam in genere convertibillium illud gquod signi-
fiocat quod quid est, speciell nomine dafinitioc vooatur; quae
sutem ab Loc dsficlunt convertibllia existentir nomen commune
gibl retinent, sciliocet quod propris dicuntur.” 2. Thonasg,
iln-lT86, q. 9, 8. 2, GOTD, '

15, Cf, Joannes a 8to Thomes, Curs, Fhil., T (Reiger), p. 371
"katio autem huius non est difficilis, quia 1llud constitutum
ex acolidente et sublecto constab ox rebus dlversorum pras-
dicamegntorws, sicllcet substantlia et sccldents. FEasc autem
non possunt convenire in unam guidditeatem et definitionem,
quia definitio ot quidditas oconstant ex gen=te et differentia.
Ubil asutem sunt plura prasdicaments, sunt plura genera; preag-
dilcamentum snim est seriss generun st specierum et diversa
prasdlosmenta diversa genera et differeniliss hebent et conse-
quentfer diversas speclss seu guidditatss. Trgo ex rebus
diversorum presdicampntorur non componitur una quidditas et
unum definibile constans ex uno genors st diffsrentia; ergo
est per acocidens,” S

14, In VII Motaph., lvot. 4, n. 1334,

15. Gajetanus, In Ds Znte 3t Hasentia, cap. 7, (od. Laurent)

n. 135, p,., 818: ", , , quasoumque diffiniuntur necessario .

par aliquod quod est extra eorum essantlan, habsnt diffinitvlo-
nem incompletam, diffinitio enim talium non completur per
intrinseca zod aget extrinasco sdditamento; sed accldentla
diffiniuntur nsoosssario per aliquod, quod ast extra sorum ,
essantiam, oportet siquidem in eorum diffinitions poni subjec-
tum, ut dicitur VII Mobtaph.t exgo accidentla habent diffinitio-

nem incompls bam."

16. Cf, S, Thomes, In II Senk., alsp. 35, q. 1, 6. 2, ad 1,

Josn, & Sto Thoms, Qurg, Fhil., I, p. 374,

17, Gfe S, Thomas, In VII Hetaph., lect. 4, nn‘. 1839-41; algo
o Ver., q. 16, a: 1, &d 8: "hHomo albus non potest definiri

Gefinitione propria, qualis est definitio substantierum qusas

signifiosnt unum per se; sed potest definlri definitlone quadam

secundum quid, in quentum ex subjecto et amccldente fit ununm
ssoundum quid; et tellis unltas sufflcit ed hoc quod unum nomen

possit imponi.t

1&. Of. Cajetenus, In De Ente et Eesentla, cap. 7, n. 152,
pp. 241l-44, where the suthor Glscusses In what way this sta-

, temsnt must be understood in order to be true. In gensral,
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‘note at this point that a form cen be defined in relatlon to a
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sYery accident has a propesr asubject in the sense of a gubjact
uﬁioh rmsraaks a basle aptitude to receive and sustaln that
aceldont end not in the ssnse of a subjeot which isg always

In act with r=speot to ths ascident,

19s Gf. Joan. a 8to Thomas, Curs, Fhil., I, p. 397,

20, "Acclidens cupliciter potest accipl, TUno modo abetracto;
et slc conslderatur seoundum proprism raticnem; sic enim
asslgnenmus in acoldentibus genus et spsclem; et hoc modo
subjectum nen ponitur in definitions acoidsntium ut genus,

sed ut differsntla, ut cum dleitur, Simitas ést curvitas nasi,
Alic-modo pesgunt asccipl In concorzto; et slc acoipluntur ss-
cunaum guod sunt unum per accidsns oum subjlecto; unde sic non
asalgnantur els nec genus nse speales, ot ita verum est quod
subjeotum ponitur in definltions acolidentis ut genus." S. Tho-
ma%, De Ver,, g, 3, & 7, &d 2,

'« » o conecreta accldentium non dsfiniuntur quiddita-
tive nisl rations sul formaelis, cul ogsentlelia sunt prasdi-
guta, cuee in definitiones ponuntur. OConcersbum sutem ut cone
fiatum ex subiecto et accidente soium definitur definitione
guid nominis, ut cum dico: 'Album est habens albedinem'.®

~Joan. & Svo Thoma, Curs, rhil., I, p. 502, Cf, alsc ibid.,

I, p. 397 b40 - 398 820,

In cormenting on the Posterior Anulytles, Cajotbean
explains very well how the diffsprencs in the mode of signi-
fication can affect the manner of ésfining. Only the defini-
tion of the accldent as signified in sbstrasto is a definition
of an scoident goountum exigaptiam suas naturse slmpliciter,
In the definition of the accidents in gonorsto, the subjsot 1s
placed in the definition in recto, whersas the subject, sinos
it ig something extra essentism, should stricetly speaking be
pleced ut esdditum In the definition, l.e., in obliguo. In I
Post. Anel., cap. 4, p. 512, .

2l. Curs, Phil., I, p. 875, Of, elso ibid., I, p. 102.

22, In V Metsph., leet, 22 _ﬂn, ll?l 27. OCf, also S. Thonmas,
.Iﬁ I 1’81‘103 l&ét. 4, nn 50 . . .

23, Cf. 8, Thomas, In VII Metaph., lect. @, n, 1477, JCajetanus,
In Pe Unte et TWsgentla, cap. 7, n. 135, p. 218; cap. B, n. 24,
D, 48, 8, Thomae in LIl De Anime, leot. 1, n. 213. We spould

gubleatun formatum or a gubjectun Informastum. When the soul
is dofinsd as the act of an organic body, the lattsr is as a
gubjectunm formatum. CF. 5. Thomas, Q.D, De Anima, a. 1, ad ;5.
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24, Cf. 5. Thomes, De Inte ot %ssentis, oap. 1} In V Metsph.,
lect, 10. Ths unity of tihis naturs as considarad absolutely
in 1%self which is the basis of the unity of the definition
is desoritnd as a pogatlive Pformal unity. It is a unlty
"guantum ad negetionem dlvisionis per prinoipls formallia,®
FPoeluive unlty oomes to the nature only as it exiats in the
individual or ir. ths intelleot., Cf. Joan. a Sto Thomas,
Gurg. :hit., I, p, 323, p. 3351, Cajetenus, In De Ente et
fosentia, cap, 4, n., 61, L. %4.

25, Cf, Cejotanus, In De “nte et Essentia, cep., 3, n. 40, p. 8l,

£, 3, Thowes, In 1 Sent., disp. 25, q. 1, a. 1, ad& 2, <Cf.
elso 5, Thomes, Dg Inte et Pssentla, cap. Z, snd Cajlstanus
in _looo, (ed. Lavrent), nn. 4L-45, pp. 63-865, St., Thones,
in Vi1i ¥etaph., lsot. 12, n, 1548,

27. "Pro intallectu horum ncta gued significatum formals .no-
minis ad prassens est perfectic ssu forma deferminate et S
primo expllicata par illud nomen. HMHaterisle vero egt 14 guod
sub nominis significations cedit non primo.” Oajestanus, In Ds
Euts 8t Zssentiag, cap. 3, n. 45, p. 67, ' '

88, 8, Thomeas, In IJII Metaph., lect. &, n, 435: "Simillter
etiam nec genus per &8 sumptum, potest preediceri de dlffs-
renbia prsedicaticne per se. Noa enim genus ponitur in de-
finitiona differenties, qula differentla non paritleipat ganus,
ut dieitur in quarto Topleorum, Neo edlam diffarsntia ponitur
in definitions gereris: exrgzo nullp modo per se genus praedi-
catur de differentia.?® CFf. alse Cajetanus, In Te "nte s%

Zssentia, ocap. 3, n. 45, D 68,

29. In Ds Hnts et Fssentla, cap. 3, n. 46, p. 69,

30. J.bidc, P 70,

3l. Thus Uajetan oan say: "Homo ergo secundum suum formalem
intellectun seu conceptum acceptus non est snlma) neque ratlo-
nale, sed ex aninmali st rationall, ¥t slcut dictum est de
homine, gul est specles, ita dleltc de animalltglod sst 4iffl-
‘nitio: animsl enim rationals secundum suum formalsm concepbum,
non est saimal neque ratlionels sed ex sninell et rationsellt
differt namgus formalls conceptus anlmalls ratlonalis a con-
geptu formall animalls ot a conceptu rationalis sicut totum

a partibus.”
32, 3. Thomaz, In Bootlum De Trinitate, g. &, &. 2, p. 83

“Aliquid igitur invenitur commune in utrque similitudine,
quod in uns substernltur impsrfectionl, et in alla perfeetioni,

ST tie . e
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glout materis substernitur actul et privationi, et ldeo materia
simul acoepta cum hoe comnuni, est adhuoc materialls respsoetu
rerfectionis, et imperfsaotionis prasdiotas, ot ex hoo metsriall
sumltur genus, differentia vero ex pesrfectione et lmperfections
rreedicta. Slcut ex hec comwmunl meteriali, quod est habers
vitem, sumitur hoc genus guod est animabtum sorpus: ex perfece
ticns vero supereddita, hasoc differsntia, sensibils; ex imper-
festione verc, hmec differsntia insensibile; et sic Aiversitas
talium materialium inducit diversi ‘tatsm paneris, sicut ani=-
malle a planta. &t propver noc d4iditur mstaria esse prinelipium
éiversiﬁptis_secundum EONUBs o o

Sds Of, Joean., a Sto Thoms, Curs, ¥hii., I, p. 402, S. Thomas,
Cels Lo Spirit, Crssb., a, 1, sd 24, : :

34, Joan., a Sto. Thoma, Curs, Phil., I, p. 388: "Genus est
universale resplclans zvel aptum resploers, sl fundamentaliter
tradatur) plura specle distineta in quid.”

©3. S. TQomes, In Ie Trin., g. 4, a:; 2: “Sclendum temen quod
cum 1llu¢ materials, unds sumitur genus, hebsat in se formam
«t materiem, lcglcus considerat genus_solum ex perte sjus cucad
formala gck, unds ejus definitliones dicuntur formslas, sed na-
turalls considerat genus ex parte utriusgue. ¥F 1d60 contingit
quandoqgue qued elicuid cormunicat in pgsnere sscundum logioum,
qued non communiest sgeundom neturslem, GontGingit 6Nl Guane
doque qued 1llud de similitudine primi actus quod consequitur
res &lloua in meterle tali, aliud sonsequitur sins materia,
aliud in elia meteris omnino diversa., Sicut patet qued lapis
in materia quee est seoundum potentiam ad esse, pertingit ad
rhee quod subslstab, ad quod idem pertinglt sol secundéum materiam,
acuae o8t in potentiam ad ubi, et non ad esse, et angelus omni
materie osrens, Unde loglous joveniens in hisg omnibus illud
l|@x quo genus sumebef, ponlt omnis hase in ung gsnere substanties,
Neturalis vero €% metaphysious qui considerant principia reérum,
crnia non invenientes opavenisntia in meterias, dicunt ea dif-

-~

ferre geners, sscundum hoe quod dleitur Z Metapbysi., quod

i%

'%carruptibils et lneorruptlbile differunt gerere, quorum est

materia una % generatlo ed invicem,? :

ibid., q. 6, a. 3: "Loglous enim considerat sbsoluts
intentliones, secundum quas nikil prokibet convenire imraterialla
materialibus, et ilncorruptibvilie corruptibilibus. Sed naturalls

et phlloscphus primus consldsrant essentiss, secundum guod habent'

esse ln rebus, et ldeo ubl inveniuniy diversum modum potentiae
et actus et per hoe diversum wmodum essendi, &iount esgse di-
versa g2u6rag.

S. Thomas, In X Metaph., lect. 12, n. 2142; "Genus autem,
physice lequendo, a meteria sumitur, Unds supra dictum est, quod
'sa quae non communicent in materis, sunt genere diversa, Logloe
antem loguendo, nihil proklbet quod convenlant in gensre, in-
quantum conveniunt in una communl ratlone, vel substantlse, vel
qualitatis, vel alicujus hujusmodi.®
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~ testatur, eo qued perfactio esrum ex pluribus sonjunctionibus

‘omnes immediste sub uno genera ocontinsbuntur; et sle gsnus
-earum, 8l veris differentiis ad illas descendsre debst, opore

| 42, COf, alao‘Afistdteles, Mataphysica, Lib. V, ocap, 24-27,
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6. Q.D, Le Anima, e, 7, ad 18; In A Hetaph., lect, 10,

nne 2120-23; In V Metaph., leot. 22, nn, 1121-23, Where one

of the differences Is a privative term {e.g., irrational) it
departs nscsssarlly from the perfection of a true difference

ag defined by CajJeten from Arlstotles ", ., . verss dlfferentiae
eppellontur dlfferentias positivae non extraneae contrariase
Inter se convertiblles cum his quorum sunt differsntiae,”
Cajetan, In Le Znte et Isgentia, cap, 6, n, 133, p. 215,

37. In Post, De Trin., q. 4, a. 2; Q.D, De Anima, a. 7, ad 17,

38. Q.0 De Anima, a., 7, ad 16; De %Ints et issentla, vap. 6;

- In VIII #eteph., leet. 3, n. 1720} In Ii Sent., disp. 3, g« 1,

8. 55 Opusoulum Da Natura Generis, cap. 5, (Gpusouls Omnia,

ed. Mandonnet), Vol, 5, p. 289: "lllas ergo substantlae 5im-
plices nullum genus subalternum hebent: et ideo unioca diffs-
rentia sulficit earum perfectioni, guia non colligitur sarum
rerfectic sx mulsis ot diversis dlvisionibus gsnerum et con-
Junctionlbus differsntlarum:. et . tento perfestior est earum na-
tura, quanto plura unlts 8t in uno simplici habat,n

]

59, Of. Cajetenus, In De Tnte ot Pesentis, q. 6, n, 131, pp.
209-11, s -

40, Ibid., n, 133, p. 215: "Oum enim intelllgentise carsant |
genere subalterno, ut S. Thomas in trastatu de natura generis : |

differentliarum non consurglt, alcut perfsotio spscisrum in istls
inferioribus, quibus non suffieit genus communs et Gifferentia,

tet multimembrem fieri divisionem nobis ignotam: quod si bi-
partlite divisione contrahendum srit, aslteram simpliciter nsges-
se egt essa non veram, qula privatlvam; alteram propter debil-
litatem intellectus nostri ad nullsm propriam esrum differentiam
sgcendere potsntls, nsossge quogue est esss non veram,

4. Cf, 5. Thomas, {.D. De Anima, a, 7, corp, and ad 17;
Qussst, Quodlib., I, a. 6; ibid,., IX; a. &, ad 3.

43, Cf. 5,Thomes In VII Meteph., lect. 12, nn. 1537-44,

44, Ibid., n., 1549,

45, Ibid., nn., 1556~58, Cajetan explains in whet ssnse thers
is not a pugatio when the superior parts constituting the dif-
Terance of man a8 en essentlal whole are given: 7, . . gqula in
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diffinitione oportet explicite ponere superiora omnia uaque ad
ultimam differentiem, et tamen posteriorem implicite quodam-
modo olaudere priorem (ut patst, cum dicitur, animal est subsge
tantla animata sensibilis) ideo in diffinitions universalis
explicavit de omni, ot psr se. Nec ob hoo sequitur nugatio,
quia ad nugationsm non sufficit qualiscunqus inelusio unius.
in altero, sed exlgltur, quod unum includatur formaliter, et
intrinsece in conceptu formall aslterius. Unde dloers animal
rationale non sst, nugatio, quia animal ubt additum in conceptu
rationalis cadit et aimiliter dicers nasus simus ot similia.®
in I Fost. Ansml., cap. 5, p. 326, '

46, Cf. 3, Thomas, In VIII Mstaph., leot. 5; In I Feri., lset. 8,

nn, 10=11,

47. Cf. Cajetenus, In De Znte et Essentia, cep. 6, n. 131,
PPe 212-13. .

48, Ibid., p. 213. Of. also Joen. a Sto Thomas, CQurs, Phil.,

'vl’ pt 5051

49, Cf. S, Thomas, ln VILI Metaph., lect. 5, n, 1763. Caja-

Ptk

tenus, In Do Bnte e% Pssentia, oap. 4, n, 56, pp. B85-80,
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