CHAPTER THREE
Witk the praszent cheptsr we enter into the eritical
sralysis of the tenete of meterislisms. The order to be pursusd
here is es follows. FPiret, we shall briefly restete the particules
position to be disputed., Ve shell them present the opposing

Arigtotelien doctrine, 4nd finelly, in the. 18ght of this dactrine,
vo shell treat of the specific errors coomitted by the materislista,

The firet prineiple of matorislism is tlwt the vltimate
material constituents of naturel things Mure ‘thmmnt &l aasam
o8 subsisting entities. This is perbapa the most suiteble vay of
formulating the posited reduction of the nstural thimg to its mattew,
And 1t is this effirmstion whick lesds to the denisel of & substantial
forzal prineiple of things, Por, ae subeleting entities, the slements
can be the subject only of forms which actuslize then in & 1imited
feshion, | |

Fow, vhatever the finel géama for these prior belisfs, they
do posms &R appearance of validity., That natwesl f.hinga ere composed
of mtaﬁal elements is not m be dended. 4nd without further amlyseis,
in view of this fact slone it would asem that such composite wholes gre
thoir elements. Joined to this existence of the elevents im the whole
ars the equally mﬁoubtaé truths that thiné;s come from end are corrupled
Into these seme elements. Therefore, =0 it is reasoned, compesite wholes

- sre but the gum of their ultimate parts = which is simply the squivelemt
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In logicel support of this reduction thore is the spparent
Impossibility of attributing substantiel bwemi?ng s:gd existence to
the composite wholea, Such an atipdlation clearly involves the
negetion of the elerments! contimed &:d.stme. For it is impossible
that on the one hand & whole should exist subamntielly ag such and
that 1ts elemente should on tie other contimue t& posses: their own
substantis]l belng, Thus one sust be reduced to the other, and thereby
megated. But if the elements sre negeted, the result, 1t fs held,
vould be univamal ‘nothingness, For if thece, the very=-bullding-tlooks
e,f all existence, sre destroyred, all becoming and existense is cortra-
dietory. It would be ga 4f one were to hold thet the conatiruotion of
e house, say,e nta.ned,.a;a a prior condition, the amsihnaﬁm of the wood
end stons whth which £t is tallt, BHew, it is cortain thet both the
construetion and the am:ihilatian are impoasible., And yet, the hﬁuu
does come to be. Therefore, the wood end the stone must endure, end
the house amat, in substence, be these materiela. How easy 1t 48 to

.extend this argusent to metursl thinge necd mot be stressed.

 Of course, this argusont depemis wpon the truth of the
assertion that the matter, as so defined, 1s both the wltimate snd
sole prinoiple of paturel things. Assume this, and sbiolute becoming
18 indoed o logicml impossibility. But this, preqﬂsely, is what we do
not masuse, The doetrine to be exposed in thie chapter 12 the ens
secording to which nstural things ers conpoged of twe substentis)
prineiples, naither of them being & substence by itself. Omo of thege
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1g enlled prime mstter, smd it 42 a reality which hee no existence

of its own, no metuelity vhetecever, but is, rether, being anlj in
retoncy. The other i the principle of sotuelity, from which ia
derived the sbsolite existence of the materisl whole., These .
prineiples correspond in the sxder of substantis]l exfsience w, say,.
the metel, end the shape or form of the srtificisl thing, Mattep

end fors ere thné the mateplal snd formel cmusee of neturel subge
tances, es the Lronse end the fiswre are tha waterisl end formal

couges of the status, The eompoeition in subetsmces g termed
"hylomorrhic®, which 4s o composite work gdgnifying this union of

Qm #morphous matter with s fors whioh sctualizes 4t in the abacinte
sense. Unlike thesmients, ve do distinguish 4t from tha ccmposition
in srtificial things, or, mere gemersl lyy in eny sceldontsl wholg.

?cr in the accidental whole (the tronse es the subject of s determinate
shepe ia agéin gn spt exmmple), the matetdin) couse 3z {teelf an aotuslly
sxisting whole, and in thia order the formsl principle gives bedng
only 1n & relstive sense. This distinetion and ite foundation will

be agtablished mnd&vmloped in vhat follows,

Cur knowledge of the constitutive principles of patursl
thinga fe firet derived from an s#alyaia of eoningeto~be, 1In this
conneotion ve distinguish three prineiplssy two of which, the satter
en¢ the forx, sro csuses, the other, privation, being only a prineipls,
mot 2 cause. As St. Thomss writes:
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In order that thers be generation, three thinga

( ' are requireds namely, being in potenmcy, or matter;

. sdmple nonwoxistence, or privation; and that through

vhieh the thing becomes actusl, which is form. Far

- exnmple; vhen a ptatue comes to be from copper, the
o : - eopper vhich 12 in poteney to the forn of statue,

_ _ 1e matter. Thiz natter's lack of figure or deterw
e . mination 1s privaticn. And the fipure in secorsenmce

with which it 48 eslled » stetue, s form. (1)

|f" L : - The first principle noted by 5t, Thomes is the matier, or

[ the meterisl cause, In order to simplify our epproach, to 1t, we

’ ﬂ | ehall for the present ignore 1ts status of potentiality, snd simply

[i | return to the deftnition of it given in the firet ehapter, }

The neterial canse is dafinod ss "that _fmm which scmething
comos when 1t is in thet thing", The first pert of this definition

refors to the meiter ss somchow preceding the existense of that vhick
becomes. Under this considerstien, the matier is vol seen as s couse,
but only ae & principle, eince 1t is oimply stated to be that with L[
- which the becoming bagina. Howaver, Joinsd to this 1s that which |
éiatﬁﬂguisﬁaﬁ the matter fvom what is only a prineiple emd not & | 3
vcmzs«n nemely, its exfstence "in® the thing that comes to be. For the satter ’;

is that in vhich the bacoming %s subjacted, end thue thet which remaing

throughout ths change invclved In the decoming, Iut since such

_ reraistence wes the prineipel point of diacussion in owr trestment
L of the materialists! contention, we msy coneldsy thi.s aspect of the
!m  aaterfal ceuse %6 bo sufficiontly determined.

Becomin, also involves twe principles other then the metter.
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: We eall them form end privetion. The form 1s, with the zetter, the

- co=prineiple of thet which comes te be, It is, for e:ﬁr:ampm, the

. o form of the statue vhich, in giving thepe to the lronze or copper,

\'  causes the stetus to exiat, The wey in which it i5 & cause zay be

seen from this, thet 1t ia the fora which determines the tronze or

| coppaxr to the mode of existence af-& stetue. Thus the form fg the

- pringirle of Mbtwiit}', or thet “bf which® the tﬁkﬁ'rzg exists en &
particuler kind of thing.

. The third primeiple, privation, is the simple nwm.ag

L fron which 81l eam._iagﬁmm~ must begin, In the osss of the status,
it %8 the negstion in the copper of thet form which 1% (the copper)
ic apt to receive. This negation elsarl; cannct anﬁur'c thmug%m:z'
the mww—ba of the stetus from the copper, for, by definition,
the form snd the pegation of the form are mubually exolusive. It is

thorefore & principle alone, eince it does not oater isto the
axtstence of tbsrt vhich becomea.

Our tesk is novw to relate these prineiples to meturel

things. Before doing this, however, we must firgt teke note of sn

essentlsl and sll=importsnt chereetoristic of the material csuse.

- This 48 4ts status of "being in potency,®

_ The matter is, &3 ve hsve seen, .t.hat which is preaupmseé

: ihr&ug!mﬂ the process of becoming. I% is, first of 2ll, that from |
!
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' which the beeoming begins, 1In thig originnl stete, 1% 4r the

subject of the pr&va.tian and of what :Lg called the contrary form.
The eoppsr, for exsmple, before it baurj:ms 8 sfattw, is deyrived
of the form of stetue; it has soms other sipe. and, precisely,
inssmuch as 1t csn soquire shape other then' the cne 41 new lm:,‘
the copper is reletively formless, hile aluayé lmving m
pertioniar almpa, it esn Teally have other shapes as well. Put,
in being in potency to then only, this mesns thst at preseat these
other shapes are negations in the copper. They ere tot, it is to
bo noted, Just any kind of negation, but megrtions 4n & subjeot
really 4eapab1e. of recelving then, For the ecpper, conaldered
sclely s the materfsl csuse of the statue, 1Aa entirely passive

and receptive. It submits indifferemtly to eny fors that the
srtist ey seck to fmpose upon 1t; 4t 4s receptive of all poastble
forns. And sop in $taelf, the matter is the gubject of no gsartieuisé
fors. The copper, as to whet it iz, 40 .‘mzt_!m' the subjeet of this

pertioular shape nor of that, but is {ndifferent to either. The only

ingvitable thing 4s that it nust always heve either one or the othor.
And whatever 1t may have et this momgnt, it 1s thapeless with wreepeot
to ono thet 1t smfght hava_.

 Now, it 1a because ther is 1ot a maaééﬁ'ry canneéts.on
betueen the copper and the dipe §t now has, or betwsen the copper
end eny other shape It may have, that the eopper 4s indiflerent o
eny partioular shaps. It 42 afmp)- that which "oan® receive the
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or velative extstonce is menifested du the way in which ve speak of the

w i -

form of & atatue, snd vhich "can® receive amy of e munber of forms.
The corellary of this potency with reapect to any given forn 1o that,
5 me, the matter iz without the being thet comes to it wpomr

reception of form. If this were not {he case, and if the eopper, 88Y)
posoessed, by virtue of ite own nature, the existence of o gtatue, the
sstabliched Lngifference and potency would be megeted. Thus the
soncluaion ve must drav is that, se to its own maturs, the mattey i

only being in potency. Of course, iu the exanmple given ths artifsot

slvays retalins ite own deterninats nsture, But, ss we shsll see, In
the order of subntanss the meterisl cause is also potency ~ and potency J
eimplys rather then in the limited wenver found in such things as ve |

have time far ﬁisenaa@dQ

In analysing éireotly the materis] end formal prineiples of
neturel things, e tust first distinguish between secidentel ans subs~
taptiel sxigtenco. This dlstinetion is found in 3t. Thome g¥introduetion

to his opuscule Do F

Exigtonce is tuocfold: pamely, cssentisl, 1,8,

the substanticl existense of a thing, as vhen &

men exigtep and this is existence ia the ebeolute

gense. There 1s, in sddition, sccidentel existente,

as when & man exiats 'ag! & white thing) end thie is
exdstance in 8 relstive senge, (2} )

Thig difference botween substantisl or ebsclute and sccidentsl

tuwo sodes. For example, we eay that men exisies, without quelifying the |

1
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statensnt. On the other hend, ve signify sccidental sxistence by
speaking of a gubstence as being this or thety for axaﬁxﬁe, e
spssk of & men ss being vhite or tall or sgile. Consistont with
this, we predieste substence of nothing, while predieating socidents
of gubstance, Thereby do we exzress owr recopnition of thet faet
thet; vhile the substence exists in itself, an eccident sxists 1in -
substance as an edded mode of being of that in which 3t 4s subjscted.

In attriduting absolute existence te a composite vhole such
&8 & wun, we gre feeed with the erux of the question undar discusadon.
Such existence the materislist must dony on pringiple, or else ascept
the paredoxiosl consequences which dorive from the mssertion thet the
uatter 15 the sole principle of thinge. But whatever doubts the
advoecate of thie reductionisa must entertain, ve must scknowledge
the vaildity of the affirmation that man exists 1-13 the nbémlute senaa.
For the being wve know bost ae & gubstentisl one snd with great certie

- tude is our ovn., The humen person 15 conszefous of the fmot that his

extatence s both his own end onog end not elmply & woddfleation of

the belng of enothor or of othere. Awereness of this s immmedistely

followed by the esrtitude thet other zen possess the mode of beinmg
possessed by himgelf, And, indsa} ftwould esem to be as necossary to
sttribute such existencs %o 811 1iving hirgs. Concerning inanimste
thi_nga,- there could always be rooum for doubt Af one desired this, end
80 we will let that question pess. '

Thus we will sseume ithat neture provides irstances of

a7
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existence in the ab&élute sense, above and b eyondd that of the
elements, D Tha evidence to t:ig effect ig entirely ccereive.
And that euch thinge come to bo s ont other mesunption ve will
meke; for, here too, expsriencek directly teatifies to this foct,
&nd go ve are left vith that other uestioms do such things oome
to be from sowething? That this 1o indeed the esso {s pofnted out
by Aristotle in Book I of the Fiyelcst |
But that subslsroes too, end anything else thet
ean be said 'to be! without qualification, come
- to be from sosme substratum will appesar on exasi~
mtion. For we find in every case someth'ng that
waderifes from which procceds thet which comes to
bej for inglatce, snlsels snd plamte from seeds.(3)
We sae, then, thet whet comes to be in the absolute geuse

comes to be from something. But, clesrly, when &;hto'hle atales thet

‘the animal cotes to be from secd, ha does mot mesn that the seod s the

reterial cmuse of the animel, This s impossible becsuse the sesd does

. ot enter into the enimal as & part of it, while existonce "in® the thing

is escentisl to the materiel ssuse, Thus, if the animal comes from the
gaed, 1t is in the mmr in which the statue, pay, comos from s ocube

- of coppar« As is spperent in thls case, the oube of eopper (whieh is

1taelf an scolidental whole comrosed of subjeot end shape) does not,

en such, survive the becoming of the status. Rather, it iz the matter
of this nop~permanent subieot of beming which thus emdurcs. It 1a
vhat 4z comsen to both composite wholes (the ome corrupted and the one
genorated; thet {a the permoment subjcet of the becoming, and, by that
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fact, the msterie]l couse of that vhich becomes, In the case of

the statue ,‘ the peraspent cubjeot is the copper; end therefore

3 u&mr the mrm is the materinl onmso of the status, In

viev of this, 1% 18 evident that we must posit s matter or

subjeot comnon to both the sced end the snimel. It s this

that allovs us to effirs that the antzel comes from the ssed, for vhet
ve mean is thet the metier in the seed becomes the zatter in the animal.
Like the cuba of copper, the seed, as such, 18 really the nonspernsnent .
subject of becomtng; 1% provides the substratus, the satter, of that
vhich becomes, but is itself mot this substratum.

Thus do we arrive et the knovledge of the truly ultimete
™ terdsl principle of matursl things, 4nd, ns.wi shall seo, the
nsture of thie coxmon metiter mskes possidle the coningetante of.
subatences without the resultast persdoxss thet plagued the materialiasts,
Hovever, determinstion of the precise mature of this substentisl materdsl

frinciple must aweit considerstion of the substentisl formal rrineiple,

Nov, since, beyond all doubt, maturel sudbstances "are" gome~
thing, it is oqually cortsin thet they *become™ scrpthing. And, ag in
the cmee of seoidentsl wholes, that 51:5' which® thoy have come to o |
somothing f¢ called the fors, which is the term og generation, There
ie, hovever, e redicsl difference between the ter:n of aceldontel
besomdng and thet of sbselute heconing, scoording as they relate
to the different modes of existence found in smch fnstance. Thie
éifference is establiched es followss
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A3 everything thet existe in potency can be
. ealled mattar, &0 everything by whieh it haa
sone being, whatever thet being might be,
vhether subsientis! or scoidents), camn be
called foruesind becausae fora brings existence
to act, ¢ ia therefore esid thst form s set.
Tt vhich mskes substontisl being sctusl ig
called substantisl form, snd thst which makes
aocldontel being actusl is eslled accicents]
form. 4nd becsuse generstion is & movement
towerd forn, @ twofold generstion corresponds A — ek p. il
to substantiel form, end relative generstion to <)
acoidentel foram. For vhen sudstsatisl foram
is introduced, 1t is mot seid that something
becomes sbgolutely, but relatively., For
example, wvhon & ran becomes white, 1t ie not
sald thet zen becemse or is gemerated simply,
but thet he beecwes or is ssde to be white(4),

The tera of the generation of subsismoe is that which
renéai'a substantial being sctual, Aénd since gubstances "sre® in
the absolute semse, this formal principls brings absolute being
to sot. Thus 1% 48 ofposed to scoidental form as absulﬁ;e being

is opposed to relative belng, For aceidentsl forw csuses s thing
to exist only in s eertain respect, and is but an edded determin-

ation of thet which possesses substantisl boing. Substantisl form,

on the other hsmi, cauzes the thing tc be aim;ﬁly and withowt

quslificetion. It is not somcthing supervening wpor s prior
sotuality; it iz, sg St. Thomas impliss, the very sot of thet
which 5 the subject of both absolute‘;ﬁi relative exdstence,

We are now in & position to depermine the neture of the
ultimate materisl ceuss of mtural things. As il be recalled, % .
wap previously eststlished thet the setter of mcoidentsl cmpagiéma
isy in effect, a potency correlati-e to the actuslity of the socidental
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form. The matter is merely that whieh can receive the actuality;
of itself, it 1s only in privetion end in potency o such aotwalsity.
Kow, in view of the neceesery correspo dence between sccldental mnd

~ substentiel form, ve mey say that the matter of substance is a potency

correletive to the setuality of substentisl form. Weo sre thus lad

to agsert that, in itself, tha subject of substantial form is without
the existence thst acorues to it upon possessicn of this form. 4md
since substentisl fora, unlike accidentsl form, motuslises dzply, _
the matier of substentisl wbélea magt bey sscundum se, devcid of such
setuality, A&s the subjeet of accidentsl form is being in potemcy in
& relative sense, the subject of mawntaal fora 4 being in potency
in the sbsolute sonse. Thue, ge to its very aa.tik'e, it & edmply being
in potenty, It 48 the subject of substantisl form and, in virtue of
that fast, it hes no existence of its own conaldered in sbstraction |
from for:. 4And es the mubject of substantisl form, 1t is vhet ia

onlled "prime setter®. Opn this poimd, St. Thomas writem

It should be noted that cartsin metier heg the
composition of fors » bronss, for ememple, whon
- 4% is the matter of a stetus, for the Lronze
itself is composed of matter and form, And
therefore 44 is not cslled prime matter, .
bscanse it hes form. That matter, however,
undoratood without eny form znd privation
gt 8ll, 1a oslied prime metter, for the resson
that before it there is no other metter; and
it is cslled 'hyle' in the Greek, i.e,, chacs
or confusion, (5)

There are thres: mesns of establishing the principle that
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rrime metter i1s simply being in potency, The first is the ome we

have developed above:r 1t concerns the matter es the subject of
that which eetuelima in the absclute sengse. The second 15t prinme
mttor 15 that which is common to different substantial foras ahﬂ
thus to different substances. Ope exsmple of this, prewiously
cited, ia that of the mstter which je comon to :both the seed ahd
the enimsl, 7The third, and 1a the present context the mest impope
tant, proof 4s t!mt prime matter enters fnto the very substznee ef
the natm*el things. ('i‘:r;}ia weg elpo Wh@d in our trestuent of
the permanent and noneperzenent subjects of becoming.) For, if
the seknovledged unity and absolute being of the roturel thing ia
to be retionally justified, ite meterdel prineiple eammot be a
subsisting entity. only 4f 1t iz being n potemcy oan 1% be that
from vhieh something ceéaa to be per-se. and under cuch & condition,
thers 18 no necassity of socepting the dilesns proposed by the

raterisiists, vhich rested on the sssuaption thet the sublect of

bacoming sust be elther ma-ﬁeiw in aot or being in set. Ve know
that their view of the "reime matter® ai‘ things forced ths materielists
.to’ viow these slternntives as exbsustive, and, eg ¢ consequence, to
deny the reality of sbaclute becoming end to hold that the thing whioch
comes te be 1g, in subsience, the meterial prineiples that compome it.
Hovgver, vhen the metter is s potential priéciplq slone, rather than
something vhich exists in iteelf, thess aifffeulties sre surmounted.
Thanks to 4ts union with substentisl form {which 45 then the sole
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subjoct of sbaolute existence, 4&nd since this « the sboolute being
of the cempositc vhole » s the easteblished foet, the nature of the
materis]l prinoiple wast be what we hivm.mm it 1s, (6)

In esteblishing the deotrine of hylomorphism, cur final
eonelusion vas thet the emiuta being and anbs&axﬁ‘aﬁél ucity of the
conposite natursl vhole meant thnt $ta materlal csuse could be s
potentisl principle only, ind prior to this, it was shovn that the
node of existence rossessed by matursl things demsnded recognition
of & eubstgntiai formel prineiple. In pewing the maess:iiy of these
two mrineliples « prime matter and substantisl fors ~ we effest $-0ly
refuted the materislistic position. We should now like to point out
that the substontiel unity of the metwal ¥bole offers an fmediate
refutztion of this position., For, sg ve have previcusly noted, the
firat principle of materieliss s that the meterial principles of
thinzs endure se such throughouwt all chemge, ineluding that whose

. tarn 18 & nev netursl substence. Dut if wve soknowledge ~ as we rust =

the unity of thenew substance, the imposs/ility of such a persistensce
on the pert of the elemwtz 4o monifest. For, Af thie new substence

48 oney it cammol be meny) if &b pcssessss & substentis) umity, it

canrot be an #g@maute = ap vould be the case were its elememts to
endure In substance., Accordingly, emﬁmry to the thesis of materinlism,
we must hold thet the elemente sre, in some wey, reducsd to the being

of the nev subistenca.




[ [

/S Y

TR R T B e D T T e L T T e

I

- 5w

It 1a true thet the reduotion of th‘ elemunts to the |
substonce which they compose mmst be altogether irretiomsl from
the point of view of the materisliste, This, for the pimpls resson.
thet the elemsnts sre belisved to be to the very source, the very
ngtuff?, of all existence, And so, vhatever sbsurdities vey arise -

" from the consistent epplication of the principle that the clanents

persist vhile composing other things, this prineiple is nover
relinguished. The mogt siriking of sueh ﬁhmims 1ay of courss,

the hegstion of the absolute being of the composite ‘natnz-el vhole

Yot, thét the materislist is mot enbtirely xnumigiw to this particulsr
abaupdity may be geen from R.W, Sellers' erticle "Reformed tﬁmﬂau&n‘.

In thds article, Sellers pute the initlel essertion of the
meterisliat rhilosephy wery aptly. He writes: %As I sec 1t, genmerstiom
amﬁié,ﬂ t the composite snd the integrated and presupposvs the endurance
of the stuff which is integrated.® (7) MEow, tide statement mesns that

. Zellers must deny the true unity end being of the "composin® and ‘

“integrated® viole. For, most certsinly, sush unity ia incompatible
with the yosited endurance of the matter. Hovever, when directly
confronted with the task he 1 epperemtly losth to effirm the implied
reduction in 8 manner free fron anbigulty. For, first of ell, he bas
got 1t s hin perticular task to "refora® tha cld-fashionod retarislism,
in ﬁhigza thahrganimtim uhich leads to the comprite wholes wvas
tpietortalized in billiardebsll terms.® and in opposition to the.
oexruder approach of hie predecsasors, Selim?a procants an interpretstion
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of guch vholes ifhich is more in keepdng with simple and ovident
H experience. Thus: "Hecognitden is given to intermsl roletions,
to lmmanent ceusslity, towmergonce end Jocsl wholenvss.® (8)

T

‘ But this leet effivmation leads to sericus difrficultles,
’ If he .&ekmwlaﬁg&a such things as "internel reletions” snd "loeal
- | mlemw"; does this oot meen thet it is the new being which

L“; - operly wsﬁag rother than the "atuff whick 4s 1ntamtéd’*?

] ~ Purther, If there be relations which eo s0dify the slements (these
relaticns sre, after all, "internsl®) that a "locel wholensss®
encrges; have not the elementsn, ae it wore, "given themsolvee®

to the new vhole? [ow, theny is 1t posetble thet the "stuff® of
thisgs should endure?

Needless to say, Sellere could oot hold to such an intere
pretrtion of his words. Indeed, we may credit ha with & nserly-
explicit rejection of the shove view, For he writest

The wise hardling of relations) end funetiomel
togethernss: which svolds the atonien of come
pletely externel relations; on the cone hand,
and the systicel repdition of the phrase that
the wiole 1s more then the mum of {ts perts,
on the other, ias the dosiderctus, ()

We will not diapute Sellers? statenent thot ths shove
répmmte the "deslderctus® from the perepsctive of mterisliss.
Thet 1t does precisely thet, 4s rot to be dmzbt;e:i'ﬁ- But the cuestion
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} | must ardse whother such o position « onc which would percit the
!( persistence of the sstter and yet not entail the somrlete negstlon
of ths composite whole = is possihle. Wo vould hold thet 4t 3z e
i fact, end any ®loos] wholeness® of that which they compose i

‘ 41lusory, But this Sellers denien: On the other handy 1 the

vkoleness or unity of the new being is the fact, two thinga follow.

o First, the whole is more then the sum of ita perts; peconmily, the

. "} : endurance of the meterisl elemonte {s clearly impossible. But these
[ ~ ccnsequencesy too, sre denfed by Sellers. Actuslly, then, his efferts
[CRRE . .

o constitute s tacit admisaicn that s true materfsliss « reformed or
[ otheruise « iz wholly imdeguate to a.eéauat for the miwre of things,
~ &nd the qusliffcation reforacd® vhich he attackes to his version of

this philosoply would sesm to indicets his {nitdel 'méemas of that
 truth,

In eezztr#.st to Sellers! seoount of the relatfon betwesn the
. materisl elemenis and the whole whick they compose .ia- that which is
rendered 'pn#a:tbls by the dostyine of matter end form. He have noted
throughout that the unity of the vhole entelled the reduction of the
slemcnts to tiw vbeing of the vhole, How, by this 1z meent that the
olemients sre camp/taé and thoir ﬁﬂhétmm = thedr matter - brought
into the substance of the nov being, That is to say, he matter in

. | .
| ( ‘ the elements iz ccuverted inte the matier of the substance which ccoss
to be. Or sgilmi  the smatoriel element 4s stripped of its proper suboe

e tantial form and receives the subsiantdal form of the mev subslarnce.
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Such sn explanation 48, of course, vimply an applimtioﬁ of hylo~-
mrphim' to this perticular case. But 1t is equally true thet in
B0 other wvay cen the faot of the reduction of the elements to the
wlole be rationelized. For if the elements &4d not recelve the
subgtentizl form of the vhole, & plurality of befngs would be the
reqult. £&nd 1f they wers not first corrupted, such & reception
of fors would be imposcible, But, nesdless to say, it is mot the
cazema&s'ss such vhich recoive the new form; rether, £t ig thelr
matier = or thet into vhich they sre corrurted. Finally, only if
this metler were being 1n rotensy aimply could 1t be the subject
of the nov substantisl forwj othervise # comld sot receive that
which setualises in the absolute sense. (10)

'mare is 2 sense, howover, in which the elements do remain
in the whole which they compose. They resain “virtually® rether than
ectunlly » that 18 to say, their qualfties are retained in the new

_ composite vhole, In explaining the prooise mode of their persistence,

St. Thomes relatos this peraistence to the disposition in the matter
which is requived for the raception of a new forms

casthe olemonta remain in the mined body,
not sctually tut wirtuslly, For ths pro=
per qualitics of the elements resain,
thrugh modified; and in them is the pover
of the elemeptel forme. This quality of
the mixture {s the proper disposition for
the substantisl form of the mdiwed bedy;
for exsmple, the form of a stons, or any.
sort of soul, (11)
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The yirtusl® endurense of the satorinl prinesples of
things uill‘ be of lmportswucs in the secund part of thia work,
There vo wAll lears that certain of the elemental quelitdes leod
to a!wr&cﬁéristws of the whols which ere eithey b@;ﬁm or eantreyy -
to the Intention of mature. It is cdersoteristics suck es these
which we stiritute to & "'maaa-aity_ fyom the matter®,

One lsat conslderation of the materisliet position im
relaticn to the dootrine of hylosorphiem s called for. It sconcorns

- thely rejection of mmmial form. As wo previcusly moted, the

negetion of & substantisl forwel prinoiple derived from the bLalief
thet the matter wes the sole csuse of natwrel thimgs. Thus Bupedocles

stated:

thing is that hes e mtm.
t only nixing end perting of the mﬁxe&,
m& sature i but & e given thes by zan,
This viev waa presented by Aristotle im the Metephyufos. As he pointed
outy since the sncients believed that matter wae the substance of thinmgs,
8l) change vss held to comsist in purely sceidental modiffications
of setter. But, true as this may be, it is also the case thet
mtariaiim ney be vieved ss derdving from & prior negetion of
gubstantial foram. This is brought out Yy ét. Themas in Susgticnes
His thepis is ﬂmt the pature of husan

knowledge led the ancients to deny the reality of all Mut sccidental

forss and, gs a consguuence, to hold that the mefter of things wie

i
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- thelr one substentisl principle, He writess

-

In thelr considerstfon of things, the enclent
philozophera procesded secording to the order

lodge begins with the sonses end then arrives
at the intelligible, the encients were ocoupled
with! pensible thinge, snd georoely touched
upon the intellig'le, 4nd beceuse scoidenmtal °
forng are in theuselves sensible, not, however,
subatentiel foree, therefore the first philoso=
rhors beld thet all forms were scofdental, and
thet only matter wae substance. (12)

An fdentical interpretetion of the erdgin of the snciemts!
conception of reality ie prosented by Aristotle in Dg Animas, Concarning
Democritus' opindon of the nature of the humen intellect, he writes:

Daméritun roundly identifies scul and mind,

for he identifies viat appears with what ig
true = that 13 why ho comends Homer for the
phrase ‘Hector lay with thought distraught'y..(13)

Novy one might hold %o such en interpretation of the sncients!
position without pecepting it so applicable to the moderns, For ing-
tam,' it i3 by no means certein thst Merxism can thus be acgounted for,
“g ehsll not, thorefore, insist thst sensis~ alons leads to materialisam,
Howvever, it 43 the view of ome campatent writsr that at least some of
the moderns are inelined to deny the reality of the formal prineirie
of things bechuse of thei:- radical empridaeian, In an article entitled
"techanistie Repleceuent of Furpose in Blology®, C.G. Bell waritess

sinde cosenge sxauined from cne polnt of
view can glvays be dissolved inte relstione

 ship, and the act of this dissolution =
~ ¥hich is the genersel emlyuming sot of etience =
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# asomg at first to explain the epesence of
transcending cause (for as ve move touwsrd
it the nevly envissged relaticnship may .
apresyr to replzos and to render unnsctasary
the mataphyaieal whole), therefore in every
neicnes and with esch new discovery of
materiel determining agents, there will be
g period of enthuslasm whon real sxplarstion
and cause seem to be revealed, (14}

Thus, exclusive relisnce upon the senses as i’ha touchstons
of reslity zmay quite essily lead ome to espsuse the materialistie
reductionisa, Since the formal prineiple of things fa zot open to

, 'wientificﬁ investigation, its existence is denied. And since the

anslytice) aprrosch employed yields only the materisl parts of the

‘substantial vhole, thesa perts sre thonght to exhsunat the reality

of the vhole., Such is the "eatoh™ one aust draw when the "net of
the empiricist® 1a slone used.




M CHAPTSR FOUR

Our task in this chapter is to subject to criticsl anzlyasls
the materielistic conceptics of the sotiva causes in the generstion of
J naturs] thinge., Az will be reocslled, beth the snciemt end modern
mpemntx or materialism view composite wholea as being solely tée
product of the inter-astion of the elememtal rhysicel egents. The
ansientst formuletion of the coming-toebe of natursl things was
{11uatrated in & text previously eited, Their position on the
development of snimale vas described as followst "They sey, for
exanple, that the vater contained in the body vauses by its currents
the forantien of the stomach end the other receptacles of food or of
sxorstion, and that the bwreath by its pessage Imaka open the outlets

of tha nostrils,” (1)

The particulsr sspect under vhich we ere going te stuly the
materialistie notion of the efficient csuss is found in two passsges |
from Ko Sellers' article "Reforsed Materialisa". He writes therej ' | l
muttor 1 take to be sstive, dymmic, reletioml and selforganizing’.

He then develops the implicstions of this essortion: "The hylomorphiss
of materislism, ss we have noted, mskes the united end organized
¢holensss of an existent (s compoesite whole) ihe expression of an
integrative causality, so thst the higher riges from the lower,® (2)
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It is precisely the thesis that the higher is brought into
ﬂ being by the sgeney of the lower forns of existence, which ve here
propose to dispute. However, we must soknowledge thot it is sugean-
tible of two radieslly different intespretations. Onme would be baged
.oa the mterialistic mnwgtﬁon of the toras "higher” end"lower® ap

C)

epplied to matursl thin s. In the 1ight of the rreceding chepters,

J

it 1o necesssry thet, whon the weterislist essserty thet the higher

{

arises from the lower, he can only mean that the elenents unite in

E . ' an extrinsie manner to fora s vhole or wholes of greater metertal

F ] conplexity, 4 confirustion of this view is found in Bsllerts dentel
o that the vhole is greater than the sun of itas materisl perts. In
[ v} l thie interpratstion, the import of the materislist's position is,

. ~of osuree, greatly weskenedj for mo trily higher being {2 eotuslly
IJ held to bs brought fato extstense.

U The other possitls view of the ssssrtion 1s thet which

o vould be hesed on the racognition of §aaent1&1 dix‘fmgeee among
U mptural things. Within this comtext, the etstement thet "the higher
D - rises from the lower® vould mean that s being of grester sctuality
1 hed as its produstive ceuse & lower form of existence, Thie 1s the
U - only truly significent meaning thst the pbaitian mder study eculd

;J 31§ve. However ~ and it is our wurpose to whow this = such s generation

of the higher from the lower i@l&as & contradicotion The prineiplex
of ceupslity which vould be viclsted by sueh an cocurance fg thot
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every affoct must ba proportionate to ite causs., But before prosents
ing and Justifying thie prineiple, let usz first cazééiéer the reesons

for positing the efficient cause in the coming=to~be of natural things.

The reasons for the megessity of tis ceuse are presented in
g Fringipils Heturse. Baving considered the intrinsie principles of _
things, St. Thomse writes:

From what hes been eald, it is aprevent that the
principles of neture sre three: mamsly, matter,
fors end privetion. DBut those do not sufrice for
goneretion, For vhat is in potency cennot reduce
itself to act; for ewsuple, copper, whick is 4n

. potency %o belng & stetve, but needs an cagent in
erder that the form of statue come forth from
potency to aet. Nor can the form drav itself |
from potenay to act. And the fora of the thing |
gorereted 1 here meant, which we say 1a the ters ]
9f generation, because the form exists enly in
that vhich bag been made to be. Noveover, vhat s o
wede 48 4n the state of becoming sa long =8 the !
thing is coming to be. Thaorefore, 1% is neceszary
thet bosides the matter and the fora thare bo some
principle vwhich acts. This is called the efficient,
‘moving oF ageut eause, or that by which there 43 &
prineiple of motiom. (3) S

, Bacause there is S.h nature ¢ comingeto-te of thinge » or ‘
a redugtion of the potential prineiple, L.e., prime matter, to
actuality = 4t {3 apperent that there must elso be an efficient
cause in this reelm, 4n instance of this s man generating men.

& a8 we see from this example and from ﬁho text of Da Princiniis
HBaturae, the agent cause 1s such imeamuch se it gives, by meansz of
its sction, existence or sotuality to ammther, This ve find ix the




.

3

o bb -

To aet, indeed, is mothing other than te
conmunicete thet through which the gpent
15 in acteee(4) : A

Ve 2lso find implied in this definition of setion the
principle of cruselity reférred to sbove. Fory einco the agent
octounicates that by reasen of which 1t fteelf iz in act, 1t 18
ovident that it cennot commumnieste s actuelity mot possessed by
ftself., Therefure, the setuslity of the effect cemnot excaod

that of its ceuss. -And thus there smuet slueys be & preportion
hetusen the csuse ard its effect. In thie connection, &t, Thouas
writen: | — |

fvorything sets aocording as 4t 1s in sot,

Aetion, therefore, follows the mcie of

gotuslity of the sgent, It is thus —
.. {mrosaible that the effect, which iz eduted

© through the action of the sgent, possess &

more perfectbsing then thet of the agent.(5)

This truth s also implied in the dfctum “omne egens sgit
sibi aimile®, whioh may be roughly trenalsted ss "liks produces 1ixe®.
an cxample of this is sgein found in sen gemereting mem. The simflarity
votween the cause end ite effect follews from the feot that the fora of
the agent i3 the principle of its actuslity., Thus the form 4s thet by
vhich the syent acts, end thet which it communicstes in scting.

The similitude of the effect to tﬁs cause is
derived sccording to the form of the effect
vhich pre~exinie in the agent; for every

ggent producea its like with respsct to the
fors secording to which it scta., (6)
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It 1ay of course, the necessity of e proportion between

the ceuse snd its effect that invelidstes the position of the

materislisté in this regerd. Por 3t is impossible that the elam:t
forse of being should, by means of their ectlen or inter-asetiem,
tranesit o node of being « of sctuslity » that they themselves

do not possess in st least the sase degree. And that they sre mot
the efTicient ceuces of natural things is proved by the faat thet
mtura provéden instences of medes of existence higher than those

cf the elsnents. ‘mnmfm, whatover the interpretetion placed

upen the easertion of the mpterialinte mmarm,ng the setive causes

in msturel gemerstion, this assertion is proved to bc false. For

if the interpretation in teged on their dendsl of %hs formal Mmiple
of natura) things, the sssertion iy Lmmedintely invalidated by thde

denial. And if the interpretation is releted to the truti: that naturel

thinge differ in essence, the assertiocn im seen to be falss bescuse
of the principle that the effect csnnot exosed 1ts csuse.

e thus find that the posited dominance of the meterisl
principies a8 productive causes of nstural things is 4Ansdnlcaable.
However, 4t must not bo thougit that the sssertion presently undor
élscussion is one wade in prineiple alone. There avey indesd, many
naturel phbronene which _a;}mééntlg Juptify this recuctionisms In
gupport of his contemtion, the msterielist might cite verious

phyatologios) processes as alearly imvolving factors whichy although
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not wholly elementel, osn be termed materisl - end which st. the
very loast sre lover in the scele of belng then thedir effscte.
For example, e vital proceases of dige:étion sndl posdndletion
{agencration) wiuld be held tc illustrate the coueslity of the

vehami@al end physicel as such. A more striking example with
retipect to the point Yeing mede la that found in the generstion

_ of living boings. In the flrst place, it 48 certein that the

sesmnn of the mwale ie ¢ causal fuetor in generetion. Sacondly,

that is ds @ luwf form of Wing then the suimel thst 1a gemoreted,

4p beyond dispute. Therefore, so the materialist's srgusent would
run, in view of ebvicus fscts ocush as these, how is ove to Justify
the rosited necessity of a proportion betwees the agent seuse and

its effect? ind he =ight call sttention to the faet thut, glven -

but one exception to the principle of a maeessery proportion butusen
causs and effogt, the principle is invalidated. OUnte the excoption

1 granted, the way 1s open to e reinstatenent of the emtire materdels
istic position. It would follew that, ly & proceas of evelution, the
naterisl elementa could vunlie snd by their own agenty generste werious
higher forme of oxistence.

The logical fores of ihie argument is not to be denfed,
However, the suppossd focts wpon which it Initially vests have been
subjected to gross misinterpeetstion. Fo&,_the vericns chemiosl
and physicel sgents of nutrition, snd the gemen In reproduction,
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4 are aetually but the instruments of the living beings ooncerned. (7)
U o ind ap lnstrusentes, they set through the pomer of the forma of these
princirel agents, to whichk, thereforo, the effectz must be properly

|
—J

‘attributed. Indesd, the very noticn of the instrusentsl csuse demands
thet 1t produse sn effect more perfect than 1tssif = but precisely

3

in its role an the Instrusent of & guperice csuse. As. St, Thomez
writes in Da Poteptig

r _.
e )

The order of effects de secording te the order of
causes, which 4 neooasery beceuse of the similfe
tude betweer eause end eBfoot. For Is the second
(the instrumentsl) csuso shle to being forth the
effeot through its owvm powsr, although it is the
instrument of the first csuse with respect to this
effect, For tho jnstruncnt ie & covse of the
effect, not throvgh its own fom or pover, Wt
iresmuch es 4% participetes somoe of the pover
of the prineipel ceuse in being moved by it. For

—

)

c

o R e

M
] exemple, the exe is not the ceuse of tho artifect
N through 1ts own power, but through the powver of
] the srtlzan; by whom it 16 moved and in whom 1%
L participstes 4n some zormer, (8)
L
E |

He may; therefors, conalder the suprosed refutation prosented

¥y the materialist to be sutcessiully countered. &nd how theroughly
iradequate i the gonersl materislistie pogition es regsrds the meture

of tha effisient, mey to seon from enother donsiderstion. Thus far in

this chapi:er we have spoken caly of univoca’ sgents, which produce or
gonerate thinzs eimilar in speeies to themsolves, ss vhen s men gensretes

3

man. Nouevar, thus stat«d, the assertion thet 1t 13 man that generstes
men,; is im@ate. While 4t 45 true thwd this Ixlivicunl men s o .

mincdipal ceuse of the other, & second and universs) esuse iz slse
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necessardily invelved in such p gemsration, 3y e univorssl csuse

‘we mean one vhooe csmsality estends to sore than one effect,

The setion of such e cause wae oxpressed In the dlotum that "men
snd the sun generste nan®, The pertisular instence ér the "mun®
45 not the reslly mﬁam fsotor; whether this fanction is setuwslly
perforaed by t?se Fum, or by amother natursl sgent, some universal

agert 1s necosusry, as wa ghall see,

The resson for ropiting such & ocause is found in the tuom
fold napect of eny particular gemsration, The firet thing to be
connidered 18 that an individual of & given specles is énaamteﬂ.
But on the other hand « snd this 1s apt to ke over~lecked » ve mupt A
glso account for the producticn of thet by reseon of #hie:h thie
individual is, aay,'a wan. In other vords, the generation of the
Jndividual 4ey in&éed, & man, just ag his gencretor is a man, Row,
1f this perticuler man vere the ceuse of that l:gx reason o vhich a
ma 18 & meny he would, in faet, be the caure of himself. That is
to say, soume .’gnﬁividml zan vould havs to be the csuse of the vez?
sﬁecias of which he himself i3 only & menbor. This is Mrought out
by St, Thomes in the Coptrn Gemtdles | |

Yo perticular unlvoosl apent can, absolutely
gpeaking, bo the cense of the specles. For
exeaple, this zen ce-mot be the csuse of the.
hunan spsoles, oor he would then be the weuse
of all =en, and, inconsequense , the cause of
himzelf, which in impoasible. (9)

. Fornulated somowhst ¢4fferently, we find the Identical

-




—
—

F ",
inilosiiniial

N S 4

i

T
— U

C

——y
| E—

w 7]l -

theele presented in the Syom

Bow 1t 1s cloar thet of two things in the seme
spocien, one cannot directly cavss the other's
form as such, ince it would then be the csuse
of fte own form, which iy essentislly the ssme sp
the forn of the other. (10)

In the chapter of the Loptes Gatiles alread: 'rei‘ermé to,
gt. Thomas develope the precise extent end limitations of the

causelity of the univocel sgent.

However, this perticular men is, ebsolutely
apenking, ths cewse of that wan., For this
man fe that beenuse of which that other per~
tiouler human netwre ie 4in metter; which 4s
the principle of individuation. Thus this
zan is not the ceuse of o man except insofar
a8 thet human form comes to be in that matter.
It follows, therefore, thst meither thds =an,
nor any other agent of ¢ mature wnivocally
the same, 1s the ceuse excopt of the gensrzticn
of this or that thing, (11) : :

Yot t&m sust be & por-sg cause of the specios as sucht

K It is nccossary, hovever, that there be sons
I8y g agent cause of the husan speciess, sas
this composition shows, and se vell, the
order of parts, which ia the some in ell,
- unlose 1t 1o impeded aceldéntally...4ns this
cause is God, sither wedistely or immediately,(12)

In the 1ight of the abavé, ve csh pee thet the univenmal
asgent is iteelf st once & principle éaum and dn instrumentsl ceuse,

It 18 & prinoiple cause insofer se it 1g the csuse of 2 perticulsr
- forn boing 4n z partieviar matter, and en inatruz=nial ceuse fnsofey
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an 1t evoperates in the produstion of the species ss such. It must
ot be thongh‘é, howsver, that aisy of these afmrmtiém& run countey
to the prineiple ';em agens sgit sidl simile®, for it extends even
to umiverasl sgents. As St Thomas seys.t ®In the uiivooal czuse
there is s sizmilitude of the same form s its effect; but, in an
equivocal (universsl) esuse, this mﬁm is found more perfectly,
as heat In the sun possssces & form higher and more perfoet then in

- fire,” (13) Ant, ee regsrds the univocal sgent es such, the rrinciple

appliss inagmuch ss f;hia agent ia‘ the cauvga of the ﬁbemihg" sf the
offeet to which it fs similar in species, Thus 9t, Thomse writes
concerning the univocal sgent, who is the ceuse of this form besy

1n this nsttert "And this is to be the ceuse of 'beeoming', s e vhen
usn begets men, end Fire couses fire, Thus vhensver s nstmi sffeot
is suck that 1t kaw an sptitude to recelve from 1ie ective cause an
fmpression speeifieally the soms es in thst active csuse, then ihe

"heceuing! of the effest, tut mot its 'being', depends on the agont." (14)

The effect of the zhove dootrine upon the msterialistie
pesition is quite apparent, and need not he d&wlém ext-maiwiy-
Far from it being poselible that o lower form of enlstonce be ths
effisient csuse of @ higher form, in the f4insl apalysic no agent
ai:a&.l&r in form to ite effect can be th& preper osuge of the; foys:
of this effect. Howsver, ve would like to close this a»ha%pﬁe-‘r with
the fellowing observation. There are those, who, while holding to &
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necessary proportion betwoen the wnivocal cause and ite effect,

might 4gnore, dispute or reject the necessity of m vaiversal couse,
end believe themselves free from the redustionisn of msterialimm,
This, however, cennot be the osse. For, as we have seen, if any

true spscies is to come inte being, the universs) oavse ig eltogether
necessary. Accordingly, if one denles aueh & tguse, one must, to b9
consistent, deny the reelity of any given epecies) fory such e
pesition renders its eoﬁing-ﬁw-bé imposaible, Having once denied

the Teality of the species, ome is &leo i‘wﬁ t¢ scoept the principal |

tenet of matorislism. This tenet is that the only reality is nature
48 the one posssssed by the material elemente., How; vhile this
redustion of things msy bs sffirzed s priord by the materielists,

4t is slso s simple consequonce of the megation of the formal prineiple

of the nsturel thing. 4nd this, as we have poimted out, is, in turm,

s simple consequence of the pegation of the universal ceuse,




