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PROPOSITIONS

There is but orne time.

The method of Limits is an attempt to approach divine
knowledge.,

The external sensibles are rightly divided into proper, common
and per accéidens.

The ultimate end of man is felicity,

We may proceed to a knowledge of truth in two ways, by means of
resolution and by means of composition.
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FOREWORD

It has been said that if the problem of time could
hlolmmMthaMnmwmhmapm&
In faot, meny of the problems which torment the mind of xan are more
or less involwed with time, to oite but cos exaaple s the problem of
ma's free will and God's knowledge of fubure coutingent events. It
méutﬂuﬁowww'awamm ot ¥ine, would
shed a ray of light on this knotty problam.

Widls 48 1s true that time is bdetter known to us than
otarnity, yet the most fundwmntal problems to which time gives rise
osn be solved anly by a study of eteraity., ZTime is better known only
bocause it is the duration in which and to which we are present, mot
only as to o being but as to our owm kaowledge of it. This however
does not mean tiat time is in itself soxething quite clear. Anm object
is intelligible only insofar as i% is in ast. Upon investigation
however tine proves to be more potential than actual. The past is o
longer, the future is not jet, and the ouly sotuality, the presest,
1s not tine beoause it has no ucoession of bafors and after which is
of the very essenco of time. Thus tinme, which is very olose to pure
potentiality, can shed but 1ittle light uwpon ouwr many problems, which
viowsd in the light of eternity may seem leas contradictory and im-
pessible. |




Bacause of the realigation that only from a daéper
penetration of this mystery could we ever hope to see tho problems
&mmmmrmmmugmwmmummma

~study of eternity for which we used Joln off 5¢. Thomes' commentary
‘en 5b, Thomas' treatise on eternity. To mahw this besutiful and

profound commntery better kuown by making 1t available to & greater
mzber of resders we have iranglated it inte English. We here present
the translation end some cousidersticns or ruflections to which the




By inslating upon the true netue of mossure Jokn of
8t. Thoams not anly answwied concluaively the arguments of thoss who
dented that sternity is measue but he alao {ilwsizabed tha notien of
staruity by tasisting upon what 1s absolutely forml %o steralty, ite
indivisibility.

mmngommm-manmwutom;mua
mmm:mwm«xmmdmmmenymmu
notione of measure and ebernity, Sone theologiang had denied the
coexistence of eternity and orested duraticus; others, adnitting the
cosxistence, denied that oternity mwasures opeated durstions; aming
Chose who aduitted both the cosxistence snd the messure thore existed
.mwmmummmammwmm
created being end the kind of being it weemues, Jalm of St. Thomas
restates tho position of St. Thomas, solving esoh probles from the fact
that eternity is msamse end intivisible. 8iuoe eternity is indivisible
uummnwmmmm.mmmg.uum~
tansous with ewery instant of time.

mum.mmumwmmo:uu
meammmummarmm,unmm
mmmmaﬂnmnersum.mmmmm
moet wifom. 48 Holm of 8¢, Thmmmthpmwngm.
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that whioh 1s the £iret and movt sizple in & clase in tha measure of
all the athor necbers of that class, That eternity is the measure of

‘ell oreated beings ia proved ¢ven more canclusiwely Srun the fact that

the meagute of woreatod durabicn messures the sotlon by which God
WMMW,WH“WMMW
mﬁmitmthfwﬁhmtpmﬂhﬂntmmh
mmdanﬂm&%hom

In the solution of the first oo difffouities wo sew that

fron Ahe confusicn and cbecurity which hd resulted after soveral
centurics of santroversy. In the solutdon of the third problen hs again
malos the wholo point turn oo the indivisibility of eternity, which is
capletely indivisible shether considersd ga it memuws ite own dura~

tion or a8 18 meesures beings which ia tiwuselves endurs me«niulw 4

smummmctummermmmmwmw~
ﬁmﬁuwmmﬁawﬁvm

Gracbed that sternity messured erested baing, s the thing
measured in its belng as koo by God, o &g 4% 18 in ita potemtial
being, or 1s the thing measured by storaidy in ite real, phystesl being ?
Since sternity is real noamre it would soen that the thing should be
Wm;um:mum.m;Wtymmﬁhmnm
to stornity and in regard to the neasured thing. A to sternity - it
mut msegure in en Lmutable mode, possessing and conteining Lremtebly

S S



thinge which in {heovolves mre mteble and suscessive. Thus, posssss-
ing them imzutebly, it conteins them and moamses them even befure they
are i themsolvez, or alter they have cended to be. 23 to the thing «
how, bolore 18 is culaelde 1te cavess oan 1% be teegured plusioally sad
kow can It couxiot with oternlty when 4% hos not yot been produced 12
flgelf T Why are things as mecely posslbls not measared wsd how are
thay rendersd physloally ueammed merely by the divine will without
any production ad extra t

Concaaning this difficulty thoere {8 & twofold opinion.
The Thomisto hold b all ovested things sre renlly presernt to sternity,
s’o Indivieldly thadl they coexist with the whole d’Mt@r. While it
iz trus thot camng themaslives mm.ummmtk@wamm
aimulitanecus, $t31l they are sirulfansoualy presount to eternity. The
othar opinicn is Hhut of Scotus, Aureclus, Dursndup, ond others, who
hold that things, after thoy are in st in their temporel duwraticn are
progent absolutely and adoquately o sturnity, sud sinoe eternity is
indivisidble, pressut to all eteraitys dub beforw they are in ect in
their durstion they are futuzw with respect to starnity, although obe
Jectively present to the divine mind,

Pacmime of certain passazes in St. Thowas in which he
talks of objective presence, sxw of his early disoiples thought that
bhe hald that tMngs coefxist with eternity only objoctively, insofar
wt@mmmmuﬁgum:



ket ia now wes 30 Bo, befors &b wwa, beoauss 1ts fulure
lay in ite couBe.ces Bub the first cause 18 alone oternul.”
(I, He m. e ?" «d &)

“iog before such truth oxisted, 1t wes not true to soy S
thet such & truth did exist, exoept by resson of the , R
divine intellect, wherein aloms truth iz eternal.” e
g (e Qo 16, & 7, sd ¢) |
‘ -  "Alihough creatures hawe uot existed frem eternity, except i
R . in Sod, et bosauge they deve Leen ia b from eterulty, e
j ' God hop lmown then steruslly in thelir proper natures.” EEE
: (% qo 80, & 8, 02 B) | i

"thooe things that sre not in themselves, exist with
God, quwm-mmwmm

by Hua” o .
. (I~1Z, Qo 91, & I, ud 1)

= yanely, in divine forelmwledze mnd in created cwuses,”
(De Vaste, Qe 12, %o 8) g o
These passazes influsnce meny to deny in God any pressuce other then
cognitive o objective presance, But the opinion of sy Thomists is
that things not cnly have cbjective snd cogmitive presence but a real
prosenco with respact to sternity, sinos they are messured {murtably
by eternity. mmﬁwummﬁamwmm
tion 18 existooce mnd existence is physionl, Nence, sinte eternity is ;
mumwmummyummarmm’w therelfore of :
physical existence. | | oY

Thct 5t. Thomas recognised this real, durative preseace &8 i
evident fros tho fast that he uses 16 to prowe that God sees intuitively (l
future contingent thiags in thanesives beowise they are present to Him p
in sternity. i

- o —— ———y .




!
.
¥
1

_”ﬁm\

" "hences 831 demorel things are present to God from
obernity, nob only in the »wumes that Ze has the ldeas
wazwanwamuumawgmme
glanos 18 onrrled from sterpity over wll things, sg they
gro in thely presentimlity.” (1, g« 24 & 13)

Tera 56, Thovas shoes thet tidacn m‘pm to Cod
odiectively becsuse No sme them in thelr presentisitty, Thus ‘the
presentiality ig samething other tham chjective prasence, otherwice
St, Thomss would Do proving ohjuctive presaace by abjective presense.
mwwﬁuwﬁmwsﬁnmmwmzmyama
Mmmmmwmutmmmmm
future things erc imown by Cod becanss thoy ere present lmut that thoy
noted perhape &bt oould arise i o St Thomas® seaning, Wit an -
mxinstion of a mrbsr of others leaves na doubt. In the pessage

mratover exista in sy part of time, is cosxlstent with
the obernal as though preseut to 4%, although in relation
to engther pard of time 16 miy be pressnt or future. Now

& thing csuorat be present to, end cosxisteut with, the
ghernal, exvept with e obermal, sinoe this has mo
necemaive duration, Therelure shatemsr Lappece
the whicle sourse of dime is soou a8 profant by the divie
intollsct in its edeenity.” (1 Cootra Gentes, o. €6,m.8-7)

St. Thomas oleorly proves that God sees things in theceelvas (whioh is
to be present to [im objectively) bocauss they sre presest to lim in s
eternity. If ho were speaking of obiective presence alone he would bo
proving objective ptesence fraz cbjeotive presence. 7The follawing
passages loave no oo for doubt g



"Future contingentsd are under the divine copnition enly
bocause it sess then in thexmolves sinve thwy are present
to it by recson of its oternity.™ (IIX Contra Gentes, o. 154)

mmmym,wpmmt,udiunaWumf Because they are
present to God's ctornity. Zisre indeed 838, Thomes oloarly proves
cognitive presence fron presonse in etermity. Thersfore prosence in
sternity must be samething other than cognitive presence; othorwise
8%s Thomas would b~ guilty of & viotous eircle.

EN

Could 5t. Thomes express hineelf more clearly than he has

i 9;-

done in the following t

~ "Since God is etarnal, it is mecessary that His
have the mods of etarnity, which is to b simuliensously-
whole, without succession, Honce Just a8 His eteranity, oo
and the sume and indivisible, is presant to all tioes as
they now stand, although tine is sucoessive, o alsgo lits
knows intuitively &}l temporsl dhings, although
they sucosed thermelves, a8 reosent to 1t, and no one of
thao ia future with respest ta ft." (I Sent., d.as,ab.s?.
Wie Be

E
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In the paassged quotad 8t. Thooms proves objective [row
sence frum the fuch that thilngs are preseut 4n God's etarnity whish
inoludes all time, But oteraity is e neasure of real durstion, o it
is of that that 5t. Thouas 48 spesking. Otherwise he would bo proving
cognitive preseace from copnitive preswnom.

There 16 another opinion sdvenged bo solve the difficultdes,
but 1t , too, muot he rejectod as not 4a heoping with the nind of St.
Thomas. It is thet explanation whish holds that God knows things seoord-
ing to the time in whioch they will de, and this tine is present to divine
inmowledge objectivoly, as things are evident froo afer off to oue gasing
from e high place of observation, This opinien osnnot be advanced as
botng in ecoord with the mind of 5%. Thomss, since he says thot thinge
are ssen by divine coguition in the messute whick exlwaces a)l time.,
This measure wiiah azbraces all tine is 1% tise Dub eteraity, 5o 8%,
Thomss does not say that Cod sess things in the timy when they sre
Wmﬁn%mﬁﬁirpﬁwumuﬁhﬂwmum
would suggest. Zharefore it iz to be rejsoted,

Bor can 1% be seid that By weans of eteruity God will cosxist
with time whea thingt will bs placed in timo, sod thad therefors by meens
of 1t God seos things preseat, thet is, in themselves according to their
time, Accarding to this, things are Sot present to sternity, but future.
But 8¢, Thoras says thase future things are pressat md they are Imom
by God as presant heceuse e sees them intuitively. How 1t is af the




vory nature of imtuitive vicion that that which it sees bo really eod
physiondly progent, Therefare, if God seop things ss physioslly present
without their being physically present His knowledge would not be true.

Shode paasages are indloative of St. Thomss' positiom. Hob
mlydoﬂa;'ammmmdtmmt&thamthmmm
things ere knom by God becwuse they sre pressut (and not vise verse) larb
thet things ere indivisibly ond shmltersausly present to God‘s eternity
becauge of the very rode in which eternity otmtains and possesses that

: Xfﬁam‘rhmtwamwnowxymtmum-
gsges, does he not express himsolf just as clearly _m'thi passages olted
Bymapmmmmmuuﬁwmuumaqumm
Mthiaglm'mmwmlyumt To understand those passages
we should know wty they are given by 5. Thomes, from what context they
ure takon. Mareover, it mat be understaod that while we are claiming
that St. Thams posited resl duration we do et by that very fact clain
that be denied cognitive pressnce. Do we sdnit thet these paassges
prove cognitive prosence, Dub Ste Thama' saceptance of cognitive pire-
sence does uct 1080 fasto lead %o & dexial of real presence; be places
the emplasis on cOMitive presense in these pasesges beosuse ush &
presence 18 sufficiant to prove the point vhich he wants to mske in the
places cited. r«m.ﬁmmmwmwmupm
that truth 18 etarzal in the divine intelleot. (I, go 16, 4. 7). So
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Juigment 18 ebormed excopt in the divine mind, fere cospitive prosence
is qufficlont ¢o wove Wis paind, Jow the fwruth o or iz not present
to etornity 5t. Thooay does not say hers hozsuse he i taliing ebout
mwmummmummmmmmeom
1odge.

In {2 zecond place hw sffirmm fiat creatures hows mot
bosn froz 811 ebarnisy except in Cod. Rel ta does not axy how they
were o God from all ctarnity, Prom the ufffrmation that they exiss
mlymeoéitemntmmmtﬂuymmmdinmlymw,
um@rw%.ﬁm'mmmmmuwmmnm
mmm;mmmmwmmmmammm
ordination, For his purposs, thad s, to prove thet lmw is eternal it
mmicm:whm%wmittsaemﬂwm:mm Rt agein
mmmwmw'mmmMthMa
presence according to the measure of eteraity, Ia the fourth place
Lw..q.m.ma)sﬁ.nmammmtmmmmm
two things. L does not, however, say it they do not also exist in
M‘By.mch!uafﬁmiaMW Here lw does uot atate
m-.mhumemmﬂnamwmrmm
knowledpge of Ged. SGhmww'omgﬁmwmm&
imprinted from Bis oternity it from His lnawledze.

Do not the sany pansagse olted prove oomolusively thet 54,
Thoeas posited roal prasonce in oternity amd womld reject thst spluticn



which posits only chieotive prosence 1

| rnmwmmwmmam.wmaemor

. 5t. Thoms noted that the coexistonoe of Hhw bemporsl thing with eternity
rey be mderstood in twn ways 1 = that the temporal thing, exiating in
its mwmmmmmmmuthﬂomﬁm o, = not
bymﬁt&mmm@vhuﬁbymamewnudmm
zm.wmuummmm.wmtm
mwwmmgutnn.mmmmmmmu

mmwumwmw. ‘The £4rst of thess two ways, that of

.mummwm,um-ﬁMhmormmm,?w
1% 1s of feith that nothing created has existed from all eternity. The
seoond possibility (that things coexist with etarnity, mot in their
mmmwmuwwmmummwof
mw)uymm&mmummcgmmymf
adequately sad wholly, undsr every aapect and under svery correspandsnce,
wwmymwm,mu.mwﬂuyum; it
{8 1n this wey thet we explain the presence of things in eternity.

Te have quoted at length fress 5%, Thowums, Lot us see what
mhmwmmm'm_n'wmﬂw-mmuu Since soce
of the quotations which have boen advenced frem them have been inter-
wmdmamwmﬁnw«nmaﬁwmm |
cammot be interpreted in this sense dut widah clearly refer to presance




in etornity. And we find in St. Augustice (XI Confessions, C. 11),

"o ghall hold tho heart...end gee that a long tine
mb-mm save fron the sany moticns that

Hore he openly speaks of oternity iz relefion to sroatures, who, ho
says in oternity hove no past tubt are present. Again we find in 56,
Augustine (Fwalm 103, 25, a. 10),

;
%
)
;
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And 3%, Bernord saym,

|
i

*he succeasion of tims runs ita course bensath It but
nor for it. For it dues not Jogk forwerd to & future,
, not does. 4% refloct beck upon past tiue, and 4t doos
‘ nwmmmmm'(smeommms.)

Joles of Sts mmmmmmwmfam“
m:wxmmwugummrenmm:

Bternity, howerer, a8 it is an attridute distinot from
mmmmmmmwmmm
contoing them ecoording to fndivisibility and supreme
wmifmrnity of duration which pertains to the resl
of durction.” (0D Cites D IX: 84 &5 Do 67, 2. 14
i From these passsges, zmoreover, be cosoludes that the Chruch Fathers are
speaking not only of the negation of intrinsie suscesaion im eternity,
bt also of extwinals succession, for Whey sey thet not only 1s eternity
tmurtable in iteelf, tut thoss things which with us are successive and
matadle, remain fixed in eternity and do 2ot pass smmy. This position
uwwwmmmuwgmn,ms),
*Eternity, which 1s in full possession of iteelf must of nascessity be
ever present to iteelf aud keep the infinlty of mowable time always
j  pressat.”

Jobm of St. Thoewms malmbaing that it s the opinicn of the
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Church Fathers ond of St. Thomas that things are really present to
Pternity, 8o indivisibly that there fs nwithsp intrimsic nor extrineic
sucoossion, AL, oven the oppononts, graut that eternity is the real
and trus measure of created durstion, st Jeast when things exist in

, their proper duration and messure. Put 4 wheraity messures at any

time, wnd (boomuse of its neture snd mods of peaswring) it camot meew
sure sucsoessively. then it wmust messure alwoys. The opponents tale
iasue on this soare, They adnit thed eternity is indiviaible ond in-
mutable in itaelf, intrinsically, Wit Lt camnot coexist indivisibly
with sucosssive things extrineis to 1¢, not from suy defect on the
part of eternity but because of the defwct on the part of the meesured
things which pass under oteimity and in passing coexist with it, with
no mutability on the part of eternity tu® enly on the pert of tho suo-
cessive thing., Thus etornity is wwriadls sxtrimsioally, not intyine

sionlly,

In reply Jolm of St Thomss says that eternity is indivi-
sible not caly entitatively but alse in (ts mode of measuring and cone
taining, Tharefors not cnly are intrinsis succession and dvisibility
incompatible with I8, but extrinsic ss wall. That eternity is indi-
visidle in meesuring is proved from the wery definitios of eternity, -
the simultanecusiywwhole and perfect possession. Thus whatever 1t
measures and containe, although extrinsis to i%, 1t measures and con~
tains so perfoctly that it possesses it all at omoe. If the mecsure of



w 2] =

etarnity were epplied to tho meagured thing sucoesnively, or,
oternity remmining £izsd, 1€ the mossured thing wers spplisd to it,
sternity could not de sald to possess &1l At enos. 5o whether ths
sucosssion ia takon on the part of the meatwre or of the meansurued,
the possesaton would not be similtensouslyehols and perfect, end
cansequently, vhotier iatrinsie or extrinsio would not be fitting
to sternity, _ o

muummmtmmwmothtm@mn

fdwmw@wmmnwmwmymmg
wmatmm‘abyauinghw&hmmmhm

uwxmwm&bamumbyamwpmw
poumian. nat by o mode of enumerstion and of repested spplication
of the messure to the meamuwed. In thim is seen the perfection of this
nuuurwmﬂhermmmmqmﬂty#mm
thing by a single moasure and in & node of ${mmtable uaity and poge
session, Therefare eternity, indivisible and Smmitedls not ealy in
itself but alao in measuring, mesurss by & mode of integral and
perfoct possession, IR neod not emait the cosxistence and mstabls
duration of the created thing, but messuring At once, it messures it
slvays by posseseing 4% immtebly snd indivisiNiy.

When oternity is viewsd thus in its formality of measuring
ﬁuamt;ntmmabmm%pmiumcmmm
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anthropemerphio couseption of ctornity, for 4% Sa olear that they
all arise frm?&étm that eteratty s comsidured %0 Do & messure
in the sonse that time 1s convolived to be & weasure. Bub ns Johm of
S%. Thomas sivoases agpin and again eternity, becsuse of its in.
divieibllity, measures es & simdtaneous potsessicn of everything
mansured by 5.%&3.?.. Hencs it 13 repusnant to its nmode of nessuring
that 1t owalt the transition and succossicn of the temporal thing in
crdor to moaswrs it,




TER SUBJECT P THE ARV

In his mauuanetemtyst. Mmamm
mmmmufmum. There 1s the durstion of the belng that
ummmmumg,mmmmmumcrmm@ma
meuwmnmwwmgmmm
these duraticns there is the duration of tbe immaterial substances whose
being does not undergo any change but who hawe chazge Joined to them

the wecond by time and tho $hird by the aowms, It is the opinion of
many Scholastios that there is but ane mevum, just o8 there is but one
time, but oven amgng those who azres that there iz but one sewm a dif-
forencs of opinion arises as to the subject ix which 1% 1s found. Crante
ﬁ&tmmmm@mmw&;t&ﬂhﬁmmf“
in him would be found the greatest unifernity and simplicity. But in
view of his fall o difficulty srises: doo he remaln the sovum 7 I%
doss nst sean Ditting thxt the operations of he other angels bo mea-
sured by Mz asd, o8 16 were, subjeoted to ktn in his fallem state, yet
are we Justitied in denying the sovum %o Mn since 16 delenzed bo hin
bymm,mt&;w.wsmwmofmﬁm‘matm
satural perfoctions (1) bub retained all that he had before 7 Did he

(1) De Div, Hom., 1V, 28.

e T ——
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not then retain the sovun which belonged o him by reascn of greuter
tramtability wnd wiiformity of durstion ¥ ’

Besause of the strength of this srpament soos do ned £ind
1t requlaive 6o think that Luoifer reoained the sewm even in his fallen
atats, Othars rejoct this reply end say thot the sevun almplioiter is
in the moul of Clwist, Naserius held this opinion bscsuse he thought
that the sewr was only fuchoatively coustiluted by natural perfechicna
but had to be completed through grace. 7hus the grester the gift of
grace the more uwniform the duration, Sinoe the grace of Christ cxcecded
thet of all others lie would huve the grextest uniformity ond therefore
wonld be the esevin,

Yaither of thees cpinicos ia in keeping with the mind of
8¢, Thomas. The covuz {8 8 netural meesurs, oessuring thinge of the
atural order, Thile 18 i true thad Chrint's soul exceedsd all otlers
in gracs, still in the ustupel order, “Thou hast meds [fn & little lower
then the wngml.” (1) The sparations of Chrit in the satursl order
mmazmmmmmmm«mmu. As
a comssquence thn sgvum camal be found i Eim btecsuse the sevun meee
sures maturel duraticne which are not affscted substantially by their
slevation to the supernatural, which is scoldental.

(1) Heb. 31 ?. e










sooks at overy turn te tiwmrt the will of God. He might be likomed to

t&muzmdtﬁmmmmiwutm‘ Unfellingly pointing to
ﬁummuuummmagummmum-m., through
8w dofect, lose its flmtion it becoses s dangerous guide iodeed. So
Luoiter, mmmmmh.mmmwmmwmam..
mmmmmwmummvmmm,
mmmmm‘mmmammmtmnm
_itammdaaiaﬁumymﬁmmtbpundphorm
~ operations. mmmuuummmx«mmmm
,muwupomm,mn(mmmwmmwmmyw
bm.ummm@uwmmﬁm,mmmwm
mmmmmmumwmum Thus he not only
lost grace but slso that simplicity aad wmc} of operaticn which
Mmuwmﬁuum '

- Hed e remained {n the #tate of metural perfeotion and not
-mmmmnmmwwmwwmmcu
mmmwmmmummm»mmuum
-mwmwwwmwmmwm muamm
turned from his troe, last end which was coe and indivisible in drewing
all things te itsole,

mmmawm forpally the ssme,

changed sudbjectively frm Lucifer to the angel that retained the gruﬁut

uniformity in his operaticns.




DEUS MOVET CRRATURAM 3PIRITUALEM
FER TEMPUS

This section presents an attept to set in reliet the
function of disorete time in sngelie illwsination, It was suggested
by & brief pessage in John of S8t. Thowms' Cursus Theologlous, T. 11,
Qisp. 10, = 5, P 98, ne & 1 Before we disouss this passsge we must
MforhhcmginWmMpuimmuﬁmlpm

question.

The Aswvam 1s the measure of the dureticn of & being in-
corruptidle according to fte substance, yot variadble in its operationg.
mmemammyme&myammmrmmn
aftbmgnx,mmctothmotwmﬂwtuchmm.wubh
and invariable, numely the Maowledge snd love of himeelf. The angel'a
MMWMWWW%WMM“MW%M!&
He imows other beings as welly and while he knows them in knowing hime
self, this lmowledge {8 confused and quite inadequate, as 5t, Thomas
polat out o

mmmimmmmwnmmwm

TR TPt AT St BITEILL irtute eperativ,




proprias copaltionen de rebus ceanibuss non autes angelus,
#sd colsm comwmmem.” (1, q. 55, a, I, sd 8)
It is for this reason that, mmmmanumuy. he needs
sdded 1xtelligible specise, ts St. Thomas ims shows in the body of the
onre artiols ’

| ‘memmsermmmma%.mmgmm_to
ohwemmmummwmwmumm@xmmm-

WMWM&W,MW&WM%Mmls '

toilec
dnverd tur, Unde oportet quod es quae Deus oo $ per
WWWMMWM:»‘N&:'L
farior fusrit, :
summmmpmmuw.m




Obwicusly the wniverawdity of these intellipivle species
1s not Just universality secording to predication, us the universality
of animal which is predicable both of man sd of brute. 7o kiow mes
menlme.htoMﬁmWﬁy. Distinet imowe
; Ww&&m@ooiﬁmdﬁt&ﬂﬂwwm“ummnd
; mewhh&nggw,irmammm%hmamw.
mmwhmmwwmmam.mmuww
xirtuts. mnq;mumugzmmmuo:msmammm,
€.53, is to the poins 4

SERR. . .

P o

auben in intsllectu husano, qui ad e
indelligibile indiget apecis intelligibide propria ot
ol coneguats,

Hon o8t igitur per formas ualversaliores agud sub
stantias superiores inmporfeoticy cognitic, sicut apud
! . oS, TFer aimilitudinesm enin 13, per quam cognoscie
i ms aliguid in genere tantun, 1 loren copnitionem

W!ﬁ% Wmuwu:mg. ']

unde per e Wdinem snimile thgiimi
pe® m%%uhlmea »

Mtndo suten $utellizd SUee est in smbetantia sape.

(x)muionsm..a.a.q.s.u.mmv«. Qe 8 & 10; 1 Contra
oo 50ek; 1, Ga M4, . 85 q s & ;docmh,loet.ﬁ.




Mowmmwmtquiudemtbm«rmotﬁusmm
substances, the number of intelligible species tends toward equality
with the musbor of objects known, 8o thet the mwans by whish the Jowss
mmmunmmmmwmmwmm
higher angel peaches it. mmwmmuw_
greater but inferior in valus. A Yulging posket of copper cotns sy

b worth less than & single pleoe of silver, Although the higher knows
may $hings by o emller musber of species, he kuows thea nors dlstinorly
mwmmmmupnenywmm:mwmm
ing division of his view impliss coufusion in his knowledge.

mmpehmunmmumm'mmzh
Plieity of intellizible spacies gives rise 4o & radically new kind of

mmxmmnymammxymu.rmymwmm_
mn'mw':nu‘slaghmqm. This nesns that in ordey to tour
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o cbady

ur gscundum quod sunt wuxs 1o toso: et 810 simul ot una

operations oognoscuntur ten per senmma quax per intelleoc~
tun, dum totun condimmm consideratuy, ut dicitwe in 111

de Animm, BEG sio etiam intellsowus noster simul intellte
€ o5 presdicatun, proud sunt purtes unius proe-
positionis; et due comparats, seoundms quod sonvenmiuad iz
une otmparatione. Fx quo pated quod malte, seoundun quod
surt distinota, non possunt simal intelligi; eed sscundum
g:lmwnmmm intelligibild, sio siml intelliyzune

Uninquodque suten sst intelligitile in notu, seoume
dun quod elus eindlitudo ost in intellestu. Quasowaque
igitar per unem speoien intelligihilem cognosol ponsund.
copnoscuntar ut Wk intelligibile; o4 idec simul cognose
amtar, Quas verv per diverscs speoies intellizibiles
tognossuntur, ut diverse intelligibilia espiuntur,

: Amuiaha-umﬁmwe:gaemﬁmm
Vartan camis oognossunt une intelligibill apecis, quae est
casantia divin, ot ideo quandem wd Salem cognitiones,
cmnis siml cognosounts sicut et in patris pon erunt volue
biles nostyss oegitationes, ab aliis in alia eunte

sopncscunt i’ﬁi’ cpoeia omnia
illa simul posswrt intelligers, quae una speuie cogmosoune
tisry non autes 111a quas diversis. (1, q. 88, o, 2, <) (1)

mummmmyummwwummwmm
that sucoessive duration whioh is oalled discrete %ime. It i3 oalled
time beosuse of the sucosesion. This 16 has in comom with tine as
oppossd both o sbornity and eviternity. It s cellsd disorets Mecsuse
of the sbeence af contimity, by which it &iffers from cosmic tine,
mnmsummmumrmmmmtmmvu
formally Quantitstive and hence inpllies matter,

(1)3”‘1‘0%11.4-3"»’._‘. 3..‘311’*‘0“.‘;.;“’0‘}
de Vi os Ga g’ Be u} mbo. ?" R Sﬂcm Em’ 8. “l 1' L
& 105 g. B8, a. 4. - .
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Yot, az John of St, Thoums pointe out, the absence of
mtm;tydoeenaemthmﬁndmtlmatw“ud}amh
species must be equated with an indivisibls instant of cosmio time (1).
While any singlo cousideraticn Le indivisible, 1t my be releted o
a grest apan of our time. Like the Lndivisidility of both sternity
and the sevum, the lnatant of discrste time differs widely from that
of cosnic bime, mmmmwsmam@i@mm.
one which bespeaks porfesticn, asmely {ndiviethility s sppossd o the
meummmmmammwm.mm,
mmwmmwurmxmmwmum ‘m
spiritual beings, the indivisibility of thair duration sxoludes ouzy
© the paneity of the coswio Lratasrb.

RS ot fridy vem kg AARL

§ B ; Ztunhuw‘mnviwmm:mm, that
' mmmwamcmhmmwwm.mmm
the tour of his intelligible universe than doss the higher angel. Wheress
the higher angel in contemplating a mnifold of objects may rest in one
-mzu.ﬂnlmungoluwu.wtbm'mmnmtm
nbmtniem,mmfmmmemumm. Mmia
one single consideration, the vision af the higher aagel endures more
mmuym«mmamwﬂammmaw’m.

Deonate we oamnot couneive SupFe-cosmis duretion exsep’
mmu@mwmitm mu%twum
to us mymwm@uu-mﬁmmormmm
mﬂmdMMd%ﬁnmmaMhW
o L Cursus Theoloegicus T.on, disp. o, a3, M.
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ouly in succscaicr, ligw Just ss the eviternal duration of ons axyel
iz more reguln:ﬂwn'tshwnrmm. lc‘tmthammmzpafﬁnm
of sa Latelligibls zpecion (whwlher this pernanence be wilfally pro-
tracted or triel) will Luve grestar walfarzity in ene angel than in
Wam:mmmwmh"dewofpmmm

mmmgmnmmxmugemtwmtsm
umumsnawhmpﬂmlphammumwu
contained within that gomn, doth ﬂlmu)nd dolms of Saint Thow

s (3)mmmtmmmmmmy.mwhmm

(1). Baltiplicatic suten temporis discretl in pluribus angelis sut iv
eddan, fudicis mso, ot cet recessaria nisi materialites; Pansen
mmm emzqamqm nesiva menswEantur, atorinliter

Langurantue
nis oparatic Iiiusmedi sinplisission cperetione sou sinplicissing

oa uee in prim Separaliter loveniturs quem constat
858 WuUpreTIEY angelun, mm.utum.mmmm By
quia operaticnes in W st saturaliter prisres o 8

intellectn primt snpeld auwnmm
wgwﬁm&memmlm { Comm,
Qe Ay &

(s) Ww ase dlr:m\m;mﬁumww.
mq»mu':. mm’m o8t in motu ooeld, (Cps_odt,,
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ﬁthﬂatofmhis!mtml. Fo might add by way of corollary that
(Just a8 1n the case of the sewum) thts 15 wholly to the sdvantage of
the lower sagels, for 1% ueens thet the lower engel oan introduce a
more perfect order and rhythn in his thoughts and astions and tims
participats in & higher mode of 1ife. "

The gucceeslion and discretsnoss of angelio opsraticns dife
fer not caly ascording to muerioal multdplicity but more profoundly
mem«rmzng. It is precisely from this mode tiat

,,mmum Hnnmwlmwmmww

mlwwmummcm.mnw&wo{m
Wﬁm&am.moﬁmnguiwi‘byermmﬁmntm

A A% this point we must exaaine more closely the nssure of

this regularity. Te must distingulsh two types of rlguhrityx a mtcrm

or mechanical oune, mhntinugd&ﬂtyefumumum.orm
mhuama-ommestmm.«‘
clocky but there is also & formal or virtusl regularity, such as the
hoWWﬁ&'atuﬁMMywwcmimmM
mnmmw’ﬁmummwumwm
forner and vice versa, The persasnce and sucosssion of discrwte time
sre abriocusly of the lakter type. It is tharefore quite compatible with
& great deal of froedom,

mmm*m‘umwmwmmm




further presision, Lot us cunsider the verious ways$ in which the dipe
era‘ﬁctimepﬁr&ti&mofﬂmmmhmymwadfm. In the first
placs, the sngelic inbollect 48 s §t were loose und fres from Lts
varicus speclssy it iz aot fived or rectricted to cus apeclos. The
a&wmwmamuwummmmmwmmw
given gpecies. This freedom Pinds it wpression inﬂu aocessive
transltion from one sot to the asxk, in other werds, the peoduction
wmme&nummmummmmam
muomzmmwmm-mt«mmm

mm.mmmwm howewrer nany,
oan De mwmuymuwtbmamm. It wuld
segm, lilmuwiss, %ﬁtaagiﬁnﬁmom#mhluumamm
oould be nommnsurcte with their possibilities. It sewms fitting, there-
fore, Mmmthmmmm«mmhmmm
dm“wmmumum conaiderasion,
which give rise to differeut slante upan: his Intelligidle universe.

mmmwmﬁamlymmmm
mnmmmmmmmmunwmmwmmcm
wmum,maamlmqm“uw,mumu
this gquestion, now that, mzmwmwx,umammw
cation to purely prastical methes, raises s difficalty. For in whet
mwmmﬁm“bmwmm.hm
regular and uniforn ? mcmmmumwmuw
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w@zel are the price nonsure sl diaérm tine of the operations of a1l
tw lowor engels, how can the repuired resularity be reconsiled with
sush froedom ! Jokn of St Thoons expresses the latter 445 ouldy in
the follewing terw

‘ . ;_.*-v‘ .F_-.,~.
tiomm spiritualium ad alie
qUaR summan unifornitetes operends, Boo auten explioca~
ri nom potest in quo conaiuted: pressertin quia, oum igtas
tum ad uniforsitetem: si quiden potest Angalus superior
hebere modo plures, nodo peuclores, dun hadbet tun~
tom unsm, vel s contra; mw@ommwmm
ratio rensurae nazls in quaz in oltera” (Op. ott,,
disp, 10, &. 8, p, 56, n. § e
Tl answer %o this difficulty is that the wiformity which

m’mamwwmmmmgdmmormmm

chiosen length of o single considerstion, nar from the parbioulsr order
of suocession he chooses o follow, but from the regulsrity with whiah
bmrommwmhwtm. tWtmeuﬁinth.

perfaction of the 3ode in whieh de thinks or wills whatever he Shinks

or wills, mmmmumn,mmfwnwum operation

or series of oparaticas. It is tds mode, inunubhbuwmu

badent fixum vel stabils quane = |




introduce greever regulsrity in those of the lower, by comparing the
mhﬁmwmmmmwmmuhmmwnm
the listener, lwio {8 an imitation of thw passions as expressed dy
the intonations of the human voloe. By Listening and applying himself
o the more orderly and retionmal expression of the noweent of a givem
pession, ummmwmumrummwarmmpmam
peeglon of joy or of sorrow. The musie thus acosmplishas what Aristotls
called a catherais. (Folities, Bk. 8, o. 7, 1341b80; Posties, o. 6,
1449ba8) The lomr sngel, too, by ordering his thought and setim in
confornity with e higher regularity is purzod as it ware of the relative
sonfuston which would be his wers he to confine hinself to the nate

unifornity of his opmrations,

The seoond chjestion againgt the unity of disorete sime
umrmﬁwdmthltt}ufrnwﬁmormm@ﬂhm
to ancther only 4f the former wishes to mabs it known, Rere is how Joim
of Bt. Thumas stetes this dAfficulty |

“seoquin actiones 1iderss Anzell supsrioris mea sunt
coguitae inferiord, nseque » conwerso, st quantum
mgsmmmtmmuupmmmm
mmusura, ques debet esse rotior neasurate. 5i autem
mnummmmmmmmmm
rmmm’mwuw.mub
quando soled mensurari tempove nostro, siout motus
cosld est effectus operstionis Angell, et tamem
mumwm.muum'w

To this objection he answers ;

"..quod operationes 1iderss ingeli smuperioris, 15cet
in quantum liberse sint ccoultss, siout etian opers~
ticnes 1liderss Angeli inferioris: st tanen manifeste-
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biles, ot de facto manifestantur multes per $1luminge
tiones, looutictes et aliss sotisnes hierarchioas, qui-
is nanifestatuy modus ipse Angelli superie-
ris megis unitus et simplex, Et quin aunguan deest

- aliquis influxus & superioribtus in infericres in cesw
losts ;;.ntr::,“ quia fluainis 8 leatifiont civite-
tery Ded O IRINQURS e 0; GUAS OOENOBSA
1o Influxa supsrforum sd inferiores, ubi relucet ratio
teporis disoretd. (ibid., p. 99, 6 : '

’f

This reply lsaves many difficulties unsolved. It would ssem to taply
mtmmmmmmﬁmammmwm

. which is manifost to all the lower angels, Tims we might ask 10 dn

order to bo tho discrets time the transient opersticns of the highest
angel mist wisomsingly be mazifested to the lower. If such is the case,
then the highest angel must always have sooe thought or acticn manifeste
od to the lowse without any interruption, Yot #ince oven the highest
angel canaot similtaneously use twe specics, it sesmg that the necessity
of sa uninterrupted mensuration of the inferiors would destroy his
freedam %o keep his thought or will to himself,

Jolm of 5t. Tharms does not mentica this diffiouity, |
Witutm‘m“mummm. Yot vhatsver the ressom
wh,%%ﬁtjhsﬁ“h&m“%plmllm
Superiorss. How it 18 quite true that "mumpuam deest aliquis influmus
nwmmwzwhmmmhhf (ibvid., n. 6), Wt since
we 1dentify discrete tine, teken formally, with the uniformity nok of
Mwh&g&rmz.butorthmlﬂmowummmm
mrmtmuplydmmtmmmmv.




B tLe supposition that our difffoulty {s reescuowblo

(we are not st al: cortein thet it ix) we alght appromeh & selution

by suggesting further guestione. This ventire could have et least the
marit of offerin; a clue to s own miauwsderstanding, Sluce even the
highest angel osn use bul cue speoies at & time, doss he cosse to ile
lunizate other =xgels whan he speske to & partioular soe t And osasing
to 1llumirate then does he cease to messrw them ¢ Or, in regard to the
lower angels, if they comverse with en angel other then the highest, and
henoe are not sttending to the thought of the highest angel,do thay cesse
%o be measured by it ¢

Ve have alresdy pointed out thet 16 is becsume of the
unifornity of the mode in which the supsrior sugel proceeds in his thoughts
and aotions, end not precisely because of the objeot that he considers,
That he measures the operutions of the infaricr angels. A possibie so-
lution to the difficulty may ile ix the fact that the inferior angel can
kuow the mode according to which the Mgher processds without knowiag
or attending to the content of his thought. Indeed, in opder to be the
messure of ell the variadble opsrmtiocns of al) the inferior sngeis the
higher must sver bs their messure. Yot doss this require the sapress
and unoeneing sttention of thees inferiors 1 The regularity is siweys
there, but doss 1% have to be always aad inosseaxtly considered, in actu
signato ss 16 were 7 It seer® not, for while we liwe By the olock and
tius introducs an order in eur aoticns of the day, we do not have
keep our eyes fixed upon the cloek. In fact, if the lower angel Rad te




@

attend to the noesure in such o fashion, only the operation of the
highsst engel could svor be the mein objeot of his attention.

Mmmh&mtv%m&nmﬁuﬂo{t}dsmm

suggestod by ths fellowing pessege (which 1s from & reply to au obe
M!m)%%ohr&mmm-tﬁ»kgmm;

"lntae aztem major rogularites sttenditur in eperatios

nitnt superioris Angeli: tuwm quia simus waltipldcantur
cperationes Angeli superioris, st qusslidet serum potast

plus nostri temporis conmzmre st el oorrespondere; ubi 0
- sxten ert miner multipliclies, est major uniformitas,

quin difformitus et oconfusic nasoitur ox multitudine mie
s ordinata, mm;m:wnmmmm
mxmupwmumomﬁmdm_ddﬁ
wo odjoecto ad alind; oun exin Angelus supevrior plures
rationes pereipiat in quolibet cbjleots, mimus confuse
0 proowdit, et oum major ordine ot unifoemitats da ip-
8o transit ad allod: Angelup sudem inferior cm mineri
ordine et uniformitate procedit, quis ooafusing intelli-
glt cirem 1{11s objecta 1 ot mits mgis Angell wmely, gut
miaus ordinate prooedunt in his quas mmt ad finem. Unde
Dy Thoeme {12 11, 1, 2, q. 1, & RB) docet ex Momyalo,
quod superiores Angeli purgsnt inferiores s confusions
&% neaclontia, quatem:s per luren superius Oluninantnr sd

superiores Angeli. B¢ liset dun fpsi hadent unem apere~
Honem, loferiores Angali hedoant pluress quis tanen uni-
o3 oparatio pertinot ad sensursn temporis discres! tame
quan pars illiue, sic retions 11lius cum ordine ad alism
uensurat; gisut in nostro tempors partes ous non sunt
pracsentes nisi ratiooe instantis, et sio istes nenamret
iz ordine ed Lfllas. (mS zgw.-, 100, cfte, N §) :

As we have alrosdy pointed ok, the multiplicity of ine

telligible apeciss and the dispersion of tls rwang ef inowing ke for a
cortain confusion and lack of farmml regularity. To this soattering ef

i sl Pk B N e oy © e AR : X .




mmmotmmgm&mmmmszmxmorwtmm»mw
the exprescion uged by 8t. Thoas Lo the setlole relerrad to0 by Johu
"dissimilitudints oomfusio”, &» the latter ghows in the sbove quotasian,
the lower engel ray be purged of this cowfusicn in being morsured hy

the greater wniformity of the opevation of the higher, and thus proceed
nore ‘ordinate’ ia his thoughts, mmwmmwmmew
lmhﬂmwnmumrwl(mmdwuawmmmm)
wmt}mwmaaimcrmnﬁm%mm%mmlm
Mnnmmmweomwmﬁm In this particulssr cess
& suonession corrgeponds to an Indivisible pTARINCe. The latter uses
sures the former, auunm'muwmnmwmm
drawe the measured to Ltsslf snd reduses to greater wnity wimterss male
upuazﬁgthmamybamthaw‘acrmm. In what coss this
unity sousists ? [he miltipliofity of the spsoies und of tha scts is ok
reduced. EmmﬁnwhyemthMmuhapommmw.
mwmmwwwwmmumwm The suscession
imitates the unity wd uniforsity of the newsurs by proeceeding acoarding
hauMMmelmmemgtmmm
quasi-dynasio s riyytitmic ueity of suocosssion the indiviaible snd wniform
pernanence of tim bigher ncde of speration. e suy "quasi-dynesie” since
wmumtammmw;mnmwmum
iumtﬁhpueanmlumtrumwwtum%uwuu
fornal unity in the ‘Wy series of the trangitions, this orderly whole
ummmummmwwmm. It sem then
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that the rapture of the operation of the lower angel by the formsl

ngulwityotﬂuWth&c&mm. The unifornity of
the higher indivisible comosutration is initated by a particular tempo,
blafing and ordering the manifold steps inbo walscn. Thers 1s 2o novelly
on the part of the lmown, the imevation consiste entirely in the mode

of reaching the #bjeetl.

'swtmmmlagplyhmmmmorww

of the lowsr angel when it imitates the mare imtense and erderly =

succession of cperations of the higher, The lower will be emrsptured
bymmwmwo:mmmmmmmumm.
mwaduMﬁMMlmuhtbmmwﬁtﬁ
unifies in desosnding and asoending movesst the varisble operaticas of
the entire angelic order. Itfmuttmnmmwmwl

inpetus (qui) lastificat clvitaten Dei. 1)

The finite imtellect, w&muzhmnﬁdmot
lmowing, can sohieve crester psrfestion of variable Shought omly by
& unification of ite succession under s higher measure. Y%e belisve that
w&hummtitiamtwm-hcmiwmmmemimol‘
the intellect's operaticns as the means of bringing witidn its resch the
fulness of its intelligible wiverss and of sxsroisisg it Shought to the
lhit.AThwoW-imkmw The mode of the suoccession is

(1) Psalnm &5 & &,




Lrosder crasp and the more Peustruting Sotenaity caa be achisved not
merely through an increase ol sucosssion, but by the initation of
higher mode in the suooexwicn, Mthumdccmnﬁmmspunly
xatorial regaletion and rhythn, bt in « forral, heterogensocus unifornity
which wo belisve to be skpressed suffietently by ths. word tsapo,

Thap « fhauinty inpetus lastificat civitaten Dol « the

unceesing activity of God'a Shought is like thnsoum of the river from
which flows the augelio partisipation, Inte this ooﬁﬁmt flow 48 ine
troduced & rhytlhn us the inferior anpels initate and follow the more
uniform regalarity of the higher sngels. % s to this rhytm and tengs
that 8¢, Augugtine (I)Mmmmmmmcmmm-gmm

(1) VIII de Cenest ad ltteram, o, 20, a, 39; pL 3¢, 338,




