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@ DUBLANGHY, E,: Dictionaire de Theologie Catholique, T, IX, col, 2339,

"La maternité divine étant le principe de toutes les
grandeurs de Marie, doit étre le primier objet de notre étude,
Pour en avoir un concept exact, ‘nous devons 1tetudier telle qu'il
a plu a Dieu de 1la realiser, c'est a dire, avec le privilege de
la virginite 1ntegrallement conservee dans la conception et lten-
fantement de Jesus." ‘

La division de l'artlcle est la sulvante:

I. La maternite
A, La Sainte Ecriture
B, La Tradition

II. La Virginite -
A, SS N
B. Tradxtlo

IIT., Br1v1leoes secondalres. etc,

(?D . LEPICIER, A.M.: Tractatus de Beatissima Virgine Maria Matre Dei,

Ltauteur ne donne pas la rapport entre le traite sur
La Sainte Vierge et la Theologie, mais dans son "Proemium! il dit:

"Cum igipur theolggi partes sint ea quae ad Deum spec=-
tant speciali studio prosequi, sub ea formali ratione qua divinae
revelationis lumine nobis manifestata traduntur, hinc apparet nullo
censu praetermitti debere tractationem de Beatissima Virgine Maria,
utpote quam, Deo manifestante, novimus ad tam sublimen dignitatem
fuisse elevatam, ut vere et proprle esset Unlgenltl Filii Dei Mater,

Neqult enim perfecte cognosci Filius, nisi cognoscatur et Mater,
et vicissim omnis quae de Matre 1nst1tu1tur gueestio, ad Filium
quadam ratione pertinet;...." (p. 1)

D'auteur divise son traité comme suit: -
De B,V. considerata per respectum Ad Deum '
De iis quae praecedunt divinam maternitatem,
De Convenientia
De praedéstinatione in Matrem Dei
De Vaticiniis
De Annuntiatione
De Divina Maternitate '
De Consequentibus. (Dignitas, Officiem, Relatlo ad S. Trin. )
De B,V, considerata per Respectum ad Seipsam,
De perfectionibus Animae (De Immac, Concep., non habuit fom-
item, de impeccab,, de la et 2a sanctificatione, de Virt,)
De Qualitatibus corporabibus
De Virginitate et Matrimonio '
De Relationibus B. M, V. ad Homines.(Mater, Mediatrix, Corredemtrlﬁ




-

Co Friethoff, O, P,: De Alma Socia Christi Mediatoris

Dans une introduction génerale, llauteur donne quelques remarques
sur la notion de science, et.de 1a Théologie, en disant que "Sacrae
Doctrinae objectum cum sit scibile in. credito, causa est et ratio
quare theologia cum aliis scientiis in quibusdam concordare, in
aliis vero ab iliis discrepare videatur.,.,, Commune ergo est omnibus

priur hujus doctrinae, eo quod principis hujus doctrinae per revel-
ationem habenturs, ., - ‘

En parlant de "unus et mediator Dei et hominum, homo Christus
Jésus", il pose quelques questions apropos de la médiation du
Christ, et il ajoute: "Et tanto magis urgent responsiones, quanto
firmius quis inhherere desiderat doctrinae de MARIA MEDIATRICE,
Videntur enim prima facie perfecte incompatibilia, Christum esse
unum mediatorem, et tamen Mariam esse mediatricem, ™

Aprés ‘avoir traitd de la notion de "mediator®, il divise son
ouvrage dans la mannidre suivante: .
I. De Causa Universali Nostrae Salutis
1. De Socia Christi mediatoris,
n 1

2, " satisfacientis,
3., n " u merentis,

Lo M " " redimentis,

5, 1 " n sacrificantis,
b, 1 " " triumphantis,

II. De Applicatione Causae Universalis, (De Distributione fructuum, )
1, De Socia Christi regnantis,
2,60 " L interpellantis,

BOVER, JOSEPH M, > S.J.: Deiparae ¥irginis Gonsensus --— Corredemp- -

tionis ac Mediationis Fundamentum,

L'auteur commence son ouvrage avec ces mots: "Dolendum sane
B. Virginis verba 'Fiat mihi secundum verbum tuum® (Le, 1, 38)

hodie catholicos inter theologos tantopere agitatur, Opportunum

itaque fuerit eorum Virginis verborum Sensum, quam accuratissime

poterit, exquirere ac definire, Communibus hermeneuticae principiis

5 ? . o e

stafnimug, “’“’i‘*ﬁ’égiag%%%eE%%%Tuéioﬁgé}e’é‘uS‘éri‘%dX‘*E’é’%%i&%T%at”“em
©I0 postmodum 1%bro colligemus, " -




La division de l'ouvrage est la suivante:

I. Documenta Consensionis virgineae

1. Testimponium Lucae - .. : '

2, Traditionis testimonia (191 llateur c1te llO auteura -
des Peres, des Papes, des Docteurs, des orateurs, etc.
Il cite aussi les Liturgies.)

II. Interpretatio Documentorum

1, Theologicae notiones, documentorum interpretationi applicandae,

2. Virgineae consensionis efficacitas salutaris generaliter concepta,

3. Virgineae consensionis actio salutaris specifice considerata,

4. Fundamentalia principia, quibus salutifera virginis opera explicatur,

PEGUES, 0.P,: Commentaire de la Somme Theologigue, Tome XVI

Apres avoir donné l'ordre que donne St-Thomas 3 partir de
Q.XXVII, 1l'autefr ajoute: "Remarquons seulement, toute de sulte:
que nous sommes igi, avec ces deux articles; au point precis ou,
dans la Domme Theologique, devrait se poser la question de
L' Immaculee Conception.” (p. 3).

BILLUART: Summa S. Thomae, Tome VI, Disser, I, Intro,

Avant son commentaire sur IIla, q. 27, L'auteur donne cette
petite introduction: "Expendemus itaque primo .ea quae pertinent
ad ingressum ejus in mundum;.... Et quia beatissima ejus Mater
pertinett ad ingressum ipsius in mundum, ideo sit ..... Diss, I etgg"

BILLOT, L., S.J.: De Verbo Incarnato -— Commentarius in Tertiam Pértem.

L'auteur donne la méme division que donne Saint Thomas depuis la
question XXVII jusqu'a la question LIX inclusivement,.Puis il dit:
"Visum est praemitter huic disputationi generale quoddam compendium praerogati-
varum Virginis, prout luculenter elucet in ipso Scripturae post-
liminio, cum primum hominibus lapsis Salvator promittebatur, Tum °
postea, ad singula descend3re quae tractat S. Thomas' in praesenti:...."

3 * * *
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HUGON, E., O.P.: Tractatus_de B. Virgine Deipara (in: Tractatus .-
Dogmatici, Volumen . alterum)

"Incarnatio attento praesenti Dei decreto. absque maternitate
divina con concipitur, ut ex dicendis plenius constabit, Quocirca




tractatum de Verbo Incarnato et Redemptore ldgice subsequitur et
complet tractatus de Maria Deigenitrice, Sicut autem in Christolo-
gia id quod totum tractatum regit, est unio hypostatica, ex qua
derivantur dotes gratiae et gloriae, ac diversa munia quge Christo
competunt, fita in Mariologia id quod primatum tenet est maternitas
divina, quae radix et origo et causa est omnium gratiarum in B,
Virgine ejusque officiorum erga homines ac demum officiorum nostrorum
erga ipsam, ‘ ‘ ,
Quapropter tractatus praesens in his praecipuis contrahitur:
I. De Meternitate divina, :
II, De sanctitate et gratiis B, V. M. Deiparae.
III. De officiis B.M, Virginis Deiparae erga homines.,
IV. De cultu qui B. M, Virgini Deiparae debetur.

MERKELBACH, B. H., O.P.: Mariologia: Tractatus de B, V. M, Katre Dei
atque Deum inter et Homines Mediatrice.

nl, MAriologia est pars.scientiae theologicae, ex principiis
revelatis disserens de Matre Dei-Redemptoris qua tali, et de omnibus
aliis ad eam pertinentibus. Dicitur:

1°, Pars scientiae theologicae. Scientia enim illa, quae
agit de Deo, consequenter agit necessario de matre Dei, si quaedam
sit; unde mariologia non est scientia ab omnibus aliis perfecte
distincta, nam omnia quae ex principiis revelatis nota sunt, sub
un ratione considerantur, in quantum sunt divinitus revelata, in
ordine ad Deum. v
o 2° Ex principiis revelatis disserens., De matre Dei,
supernaturalibus utpote dignitate, missione ac privilegiis dotata,
non habemus sufficientem cognitionem, nisi revelatione ipsius Dei.
Pertinet ergo. mariologia ad scientiam theologicam, quae principiis
revelatis innititur et ex iis hauritur; et quidem ad tertiam partem
theologiae, scil, ad doctrinam de Verbo Incarnato et HRedemptore,
cum qua intime connectitur et ad quam immediate sequitur, Hinec
mariolobia est pars organica Dogmaticae, ut videre est apud S. Thomam
Sum. Th., III, q. 27, et seq. , S -

39 De Matre Dei prae cise gqua tali, Theologia enim omnia
considerat in ordine ad Deum; hoc autem quod B. Virgo sit mater Dei,
est relatio ad Deum ipsi Virgini propria et specifica, qua ab omnibus
aliis distinguitur; porro dicitur Dei-Redemptoris, quia, in ordine
praesenti, Deus Filius humanam naturam a matre non assujpsit, nisi
in carne passibili et mortali ad nos redimendos., Hoc ergo quod
Maria est mater Dei-Redemptoris, est ratio, fundamentum et radix
omnium aliarum ejus ad Deum revelationem, et omnium ejus supernatural-
ium praerogativarum ac relationeum ad nOSieese

vv..tota doctrina mariana et omnia privilegia Mariae sufficien-
ter indicantur sub hac pmaecise ratione qua in scientla sacra veniunt
consideranda, Est ergo mariologia: scientia de matre Dei, et quidem
in ordine praesenti, Dei-Redemptoris. ‘

3 3 3*
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o KEUPPENS, I.: Mariologiae Compendium.

nT, Connexio Mariologiae cum tota Theologia,

1. Theologia, cum sit scientia fidei, merito dicitur a Deo
doceri, Deum docere et ad Deum ducere, Ideo quaerendum est quomodo
scientia mariologica has conditiones verificet:

1) A Beo docetur: quatenus in Scriptura, sed praesertim
in Venerabili Traditione multae veritates circa Deiparam reconduntur,
2) Deum docet: Prppter relationes inter Deum et B. V.
4) Relation creaturae ad Creatorem........
b) B. V. toti Trinitati unitur propter relationes consan-
guinitatis et affinitatis,....

, 3) Ad Deum ducit: a.v. B, V. Maria etiam Deo jungitur,
tamquam causae finali., Etenim sicut Christolgia ad Theologiam per-
tinet, quia Christus est via ad Deum, ita et Mariologia, cum Maria
non possit non esse via ad Chrstum et consequenter ad ipsum Deum, "

GARRIGOU-LAGRANGE, R., O.P.: De Christo Salvatore (Commen in IITam P.)

Llauteur divise le traité de L'Incarnation selon les divisions
de Saint Thomas, Puis, il ajoute cette note: "Ad brevis procendendum
in hac IIa parte, sub titilo De Mysterio Redemptionis, tractabimus de
Passione, etc..... Denique erit compendium Mariologiae." (p. 3)

Dans ltarticle I du "Compendium®, il dit: "Ad hanc maternitatem
divinam, prius prasedestinata est B, Maria Vrigo et deinde per modum
consequentiae ad plenitudinem gloriae et gratiae, ut_sit digna Dei
Mater. Hoc satis clare constat ex bulla Ineffabilis Deus..,.

Id est: aeternum Incarnationis decretum fertur, non circa Incer-
nationem quasi in abstracto, sed circa Incarnationem hic et nunc
producenddam seu velut individuatam, scil. circa Incarnationem Filii
Dei ex Maria Virgine, ut dicitur in Symbolo Nicaeno~Constant.

Eodem igitur aeterno decreto Christus ut homo praedestinatus
est ad Filiationem divinam naturalem, et B, Maria V., ad maternitatem
divinam, Hoc autem decretum antecedit decretum praedestinationis
hominum ex meritis Christi salvandorum, et cujuslibet aliarum per-
sonarum humanarum ad gloriam et gratiam., B, Maria V., igitur prius
praedestinata est ad maternitatem divinam, tamquam ad quid principale,
quam ad gloriam, sicut Christus prius praedestinatus est ad filiationem
divinam naturalem, tamquam ad quid principale, quam ad gloriam, Id -
enim ad quod prius aliquis praedestinatur habet rationem finis et.
est quid altius quam alia ad quae deind@ praedestinatur ille, Ex
hoc jam apparet maternitatem divinam esse altiorem plenitudine gloriae
et gratiae, quae eam sequitur, ut B, Maria V. sit digna Dei Mater."

Division du traité:
I. De eminenti dignitate Maternitatis divinae
II. De Immaculata Conceptione ' :
III, Ab omni culpa actuali, etiam veniali praeservata est.,
IV. De perfectione initialis plenitudinis gratiae,
V. De augmento gratiae,
VI. De Finali plenitudine,
VII. De Mediatione, '
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@GARRIGOU-LAGRANGE, R., O.P,: -Mariologie: La Mere du Sauveur et Notre

Vie .Interieur.

I¢i, l'gubteur ne dit rien au'sujet de la rapport entre la
Mariologie et les autres parties de la Théologie. Dans ce livre
se trouve le passage oy Pere Garrigou-Lagrange se met en faveur
de la theorie que Saint Thomds a affirmé le privilege de L!Immaculée
Conception non seulement au debut de son carriere theéologique
(voir: I Sent., d, 44, q. 1, a. 3, ad 3)p mais aussi a la fin de
sa vie quand, apres mire reflexion, il est revenu & 1'affirmation

originale, (voir: Expositio super salutatione angelica,: "Ipsa

enim purissima fuit et quantum ad culpam, quia nec originale, nec

mortale, nec veniale peccatum incurrit,."),
La divsion de cet ouvrage est semblable a celle du précédent.
R

JANSSENS, L.: Tractatus De Deo~-Homine —- sive De Verbo Incarnato,
(Tome V)

Dans son prologue, &tauteur dit: "Iam in comtemplandis mysteriis
Christi pergamms, iuxta sequentia Symboli verba: !Incarnatus est de
Spiritu Sancto ex Maria Virgine, etc.® Ab ipsa enim mirabili concep~
tione Jesu de Virgine Matre exordimur.expositionem, quae usque ad
Christi triumphum pertingit....

At, ducibus simul Symbolo et Aquinate, in hac tractatione
Matrem a-Filio nullatenus sejungendam putamus., Unde Mariologiae
alterum veluti secugdarium huic volumini titulum addimus, ...

Etsi non uno loco, praecipue tamen de Beatissima Virgine dicemus
in initio Sectionis primae, juxta ipsam indolem argumenti, et a d
normam ordinis quem tenet Angelicus,

Ltauteur divise le traité selon l'ordre des questions de la Somme,

%* * . %

POHLE-PREUSS: Mariology.

Dans 1l'introduction, LVautemr dit: "Mariology is that part of
Dogmatic Theology which treats of the Blessed Virgin Mary, the mother
of our divine Redeemer, L y e '

Margyology is closely related to both Christology and Soteriology.
Mary is tryly 'Deipara' because Christ is truly Godman., As His

mother she is the mother of our Redeemer, and thus intimately bound

~up with the atonement.

The chief prerogative of the Vlessed Virgin Mary is her divine
motherhood, From it faow# all her other prerogatives., Hence, :
Mariology naturally falls into two main divisions: (1) the divine
motherhood of Mary considered as the source of all her prerogatives, .
and (2) these peerogatives considered in themselves." . ==

Ltauteur parle de ces prerogatives dans llordre suivant:

1. Immaculate Conceptiong 2-Sinlessness; 3-Perpetual Virginity;
L~-Assumption; 5-Mediatorship; 5-Cult of BBV.M. o '




(vbl?- 2)*

V»/: TANQUEREY AD..VSynop51s Theologiae Dogmatlcae.

Sous 1e tltre "De Consectarlls Utrlusque Mysterll" (i'é.;:Incar—
nation et Redemptlon) ltauteur dit: "Post ea quae diximus circa.
Incarnationis et Redemptionis’ mysterla, remanet’ ut quaedam’ consec-
taria ex hoc dupdici mysterio. fluéentia exponsamus: de cultu S3.

Cordis Jesus; de B, Maria Vlrglne, matre Ghrlstl, tam intime ei - -
connexa; necnon de Sanctis, qui cum eo . regnant in caelo.eee .

Expletis iis quae Christum spectant; ingratum non-erit de eJus
Matre agere, cum Ecclesia in-sua liturgia Matrem a Filio non separet
Dicemus de B; Virgine 1° in se spectata (de maternltate, ‘sanctitate,
Assumptione, v1rg¢n1ta$é), 20 in suis relationibus cum hominibus
(mater spiritualis, cooperatrix, regina, mediatrix unlversalls),
3° de devotione (erga pur1531mum Cor Marlae) o

3¥* 3
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Roschini, G, M., OSM:. Compendlum Marlologlae.'

"Ratio Quaestionis, 601ent1a unlusquusque rei a deflnltlone
proprii subjecti incipit. Videndum igitur est, ante omnia, quaenam
sit definitio nominalis et.quaenam definitio realls Mariologiae,

Attamen, animadvertendum statim est questionem de definitione
Marlologlae subordinari necessario’ quaestlonl de primo, ut aiunt, s
principio Mariologiae, cum hoc primum principium, -in.unaguaque scien~ .°°
tia, ideam claram et plenam exhibeat objecti proprii scientiae de
qua agitur, et in 1pso, velut supra flrmam petram, unlversa tractatlo
funde'bul"..‘of. " - .,.r. 2

C. .Zimara...tenet possibile esst quod Marlologla allquo supremo
principio careat, et monet auctores ut ad hanc -possibilitatem atten-
dant, ad hoc ut excessus systhematlzqtlonls vitentur, " 'PJ" Bonnefoy,

O. F M., asserit varia tentamina ad primum aliquod Mariologiae.
principium stabiliendum vana esse, eo quod mariologia. non: est 501ent1a
quaedam sui iuris, neque:scientia quaedam subalternata Theologlae ‘

aut Revelationg, sed est pars integrans Theologlae quae, prout declarat
S. Thomas, est scientia una, MarlolOgla 1g1tur non habe t.et-non . .
potest habere alia pr1n01p1a a principiis ipsius. Theologiae dlversa,
quibus adiungendae erunt primae conclusiones ex ppsis deductae,

Dubitationes et negationes istae oriri videntur. ex negatione Lo
indolis scientificae Marlologlae. Attamen, videtur: hoc sustineri non
posse, Mariologia enim, est utique pars integralis Theologiae (non -
vero scientia autonoma aut subalternata), Cum tamen. Theologla sit .
vere prOprleque sc1ent1a etiam Mariologia, quae est pars ejus 1ntegrans,
vere prOprleque sc1ent1a dicenda est, et ideo, sicut quaelibet alia
501ent1a, primum aliquod principium habere debet quod essentlam ;psam
proprii objecti exprimat., (p. 4-5) - 8

eee(pe 12) Definitio nominalis et realis Marlologlae.», .

Mariologia, iuxta vim nominis, nihil aliud est nisi sermo seu
scientia de Maria, Matre Dei et Socia Mediatoris, .

Realiter verg, Mariologia hoc modo definiri potest Pars scien~.
tiae theologicae quae pertractat de Matre Dei et Socia Mediatoris.

Dicitur: 1) pars scientiae theologicae, Mariologia enim se
habet ad Theologlam non sicut species .ad genus, sed ut pars ad :
totum, Non enim secundum objectum formale quo:(revelatio sive formalis
sive virtualis), sed tantum secundum Objectum materiale Mariologia ab .
omnibus -aliis theologicis 501ent113 discrepeteses T i '
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HUME, DAVID: A Treatisc of Human Nature, Book.I, l'art I, Sec, III:
Book I, Part III, Secse V—VII
FREUD: Conllected Fapers, Vol. II, Paper XXX: Fausse reconraissance
(déja raconte) in Isycho—Analytlc Treatment

~=~==3 The FPgycho-Fathology of Every Dey Life, Chs. I-VII

LK

ALBERTUS MAGNUS: Varii Tractatug Parvi de Sensu ed Sersato. de
M:moris et Reminiscentia

HZLEBRANCHE, N.: Treatise Concerning tha Search After Truth,
Book Two

—: Traité de 1'imaginetion

HiRTLEY, D.VID: Observations &n Man

VOLT:LIRE: “Imﬂgination" in 4 Yhilosophical Dictionary

BROWN, THOMAS: The Thilosophy of the Humar Mind, Vol II, Lecturo XLI
(PP 354=405)

COLERIDGY, SaMUEL T.YLOK: Biogrnphia Literarie, Ch. XIII

HUNT, J. H.: Imeginetion and Fancy .

INMILTON, SIR WM.s Lectures on Metaphysics and Logl y Metsphysics,
Lectures XXX-XXXIII

REID, THOMLS: Essays_on_the Ihtellectual Fowers of Man, Essay III

. TAIVE, H.: On Intclligence

ROMIEES, G. J.: Hental Evolution in finimals

MILL, JAMES: fnalvsis of the Fhenomena of the Human Mind, Chs. VII, X

SPENCER, HERBERT: Frinciples of .Fsychology

BAIN, Aet [Iho-Senseg and thg In‘belic\'zc;b

FBBINGHAUS: Memory: & Contribution to Experimental Psychology

GALTOK, F.: Inguiries into Human Faculty and its Development, (Mental
Imagery, hssociations, I'sychomstric Experiments, inti-
Chamber of Consciousness, Visionaries, Number Forms)

HODGSON, K,: Metaphysics of Fxpsrience




MEMORY AND IMAGINATION

KULPE, OSWALD: Qutlines of Psychology, Part I, Sec. I, Ch, IV

RIBOT, TH.: Essai sur 1l'imagination créative

L Y A
——————— + Les maladies de la memoire

WONDT, W.: Qutlines of Psychology

RIVERS, W.H.: Gonflict and Dream

SULLY, J.: The Human Mind

BRADIEY, F,k.: Collectcd Essays, Vol. I, Essay XIII: Why Do We Remembei
Forewards and Not Backwards?; Essay XVIII: On the Failure
of Movement in Dreams

s====-=-%----; Dssays on Truth and Realtiy, Chs, ITI, XII, XIII

WARR, HEMRY J.: Common Sense of Dreams

TITCHENER, E.B,: Lectures on the Ixperimental Psychology of the Thought-
Processes '

BERGSON, HENRI: Dreams

.............. s Matter and Memory

- s = e - Mind-Energy, Chs. IV’ v

SANTAYANA, GEORGE: Soliloguies in England and Later Soliloguies, Ch, XXIX;-
Imagination

----------------- : Scepticism and Animal Feith, Ch, 17

WOODWORTH, ROBERT S.: Pgychological Issuesg, Chs. IV, VII

RUSSELL, BERTRAND: The Analysis of Mind, Lectures 8, 9

BROAD, C,D.: The Mind and Its Place in Nature, Sec, B, Ch, V

RICHARDS, I.A,: Coleridge on Imagination




S ‘yﬁCM%L.'
W CyrfﬂlS Oue//d
Teleological nechanlisms

Ne “lener, We.SeMcCulloch

The purpore of the articles by wiener and Mcculloch is to
establish the possibllity of understending '"purposeful!" behave
ior in human beings in terms of control mechaniims found in
in:struments of communication. The general principle: exemplified
in such mechanisms is the control of effective input by the de-
#ired output. This control is establiched, first of all, by a
closed circuit, or one in vhich there is the poswnibility of
mutuel influence of the ihput and output stages. Secondly,
there mu:.t exist a "feedback", vhich is a trensfer of power from
the output :tage to the input stage. The feedback-mill be nega~
tive, vhich means that it cuts down effective input., Tt will
vary in intensity vwith the poier received by the outpup stage.

As 1nput varies, so the feedbuck varies. By this‘meané, the
effective input, or that actually receiveé by the seétion leading
directly to the output, is stabilized, and the desired output
achlieved,

‘his principle is éppli@dlto man and his actions. wiener
writes; "peedback is vital to &ll voluntary activity. when I
pich up an object I never know what muscular contraction will
effect my end., How do I regulate my motion and why does it suc-

ceed? In each stege, I regulate my motion by the smount by which

~my task is not yet accomplished. I monitor the extent to-.vhich

T.h~.ve completed my task in part visually, but also, to a con-
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siderable extent, kinisthetically. There are, in each muscle,
sensory end-organs like strain guages which report to the ner-
vous system the stretch or rate of stretch to which the muscle
1s subjected." In thils example offered by v iener, the sensory
end-organs v.ould correspond to the output stage. Pover 1s tap~-
ped off them and fed back to the nervous system, which would be
the input stage.. The nervous system then mainteins, increases or
decres:es the pover relayed to the muscles doing the work. Thus
the desired output is effectuated.
supplementing the notion of feedbaék taken from the field
of communication is the fPactor of discfimination found in cal-
culating instruments. contingent upon the mes-age received by
the calculator, various circuilbs of the mechanism will be brought
into operation. As applied to the human being, this factor of
dibcriminafion accounts for the versatbllity to—petieon apparent
in his sction and lacking in simple instruments of communication.
In keeping with the similsarities p05itéd betvween the human
being and the instruments of comrmnication and calculation, the
responses of the human being.to external stimrii (to the messages
received in ips "eoupling" with the world of perception) are held
to be determined. rFurther, as in the case of the instruments, the
rules of human action are, allowing for the originél structure of
the hum:n organism, held to be 1lmposed upon man from without,
through the medium of {ense experience., This will be seen shortly.
of course, the apbarent differences bstween such instruments

and the human belng are admitted. The most striking concerns free=-

dom of action, seemingly manifest in the case of man and Wtterly




lacking in the caze of the maechine. on this score, wlener virltes:
nThe artificial machine 1s generally presented to us with all the
rules of 1ts operation explicitly stated,,whereas the machine of
the human being is very gréatly conditioned by its own past exper-
ience and is known to us only as a class of machines rather than
as a certeln specific machine. Tt may seém, therefore, that
logicel theory leaves the human m-chine freser than the aftificial
m-chine, =0 th:t while the artificial machins has one fixed logic
of itz own, man may wander through all loglics. I think this view
is false. The human machine_in any particular case and in any
particular situation, has a determined logic, but we do not know
precisely what it is,"

wiener makes mention of the conditiqning of present behavior
by past experience. Here, we have a second extremely ilmportant
difference bejween the human being and the machine., The principles
of human behavior‘(the "loglcs" of wiener) vary, but those of the
machine do not, The process involving change of principles is
learning, and it is limited to man. In connection with the rela-
tion between the variety of the.principles of bshavior and freédom
of action, an analysis of the process of learning is ﬁecessary.
wiener limited himself to the expression of disbelief in the le-
gitinacy of the leap from learning to freedom. MeCulloch offers
an interesting hypothesis in support of this disbelief.'

Mcculloch writes: "Now let us turn back to gajol's theory
of learning and suppose that, in the growing nervous system, cells

used together become associated in structure. In our initially

somewhat chaotic nervous system, almost everything might be con-




4
nected to almost everything else, Clearly, there must be compe-
tition between nervous cells for footspace on their followers.
There, at'least, priority in time might determine which would
succead and be perpetuated, but it -is to be faced that thls 1is no@
enough. confronfed with a new problem, behavior may be initially
randon, but once sugcess 1s achieved, the successful mode of Dbe-
havior becomes phefpreféfred mode, and ultimately the fixed mode,
of behavior, This, in substance, 1s Thorndykets law of effect.

Tiie question 1s simply how this can be accounted for in terms

of what would fix the connectlons of cells., Must ve invoke im-
pulses from some remote structure whose sctivity corresponds to

its sense of satisfaction, or casn we look locally to the relations
of one cell to another., I believe the latter is the case, although
as yet I see no way to prove it., We will invoke what may be cal=-
led a setting-in process. It will be recalled that, if an exter=-
nal magnetic fleld 1s applied to a lump of iron, the little mag-
nets scattered within in are compelled to assume new positions

and, if they are subjected to a series of such forces, the strength
end duration of these force§ will, to a certain extent, determine
thielr organization. The most significant thing by far will, how-
ever, be that force which lastiput a given magnet into position
before the force disappeared. our setting~-in process is similar

to this. The activity itself disappears when the problem is solved,
and 1t leaves the cells to continued groﬁing aioﬁg the lést pat-
tern enforced by the activity."

Thus the lmpress of an activity determined by the logic of

the situation and the logic of the human machine remains, and




the machine is left to'respond to a related situation in a some-

what diverse but equally determined fashion. Perhaps, by a happy -

development in the growth of the cells, new ldeas may arise and,

by & repetition of the "setting-ln" process, lead to endless

progeny.
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There 1s a capltal disyinction to be made between
'logical form' and 'artificial form.' The former was
possibly one of the nuances of 'logos.!

To point out this distinction wé may refer to
St.Paul's definition of Falth in Bebr.xi,l. Itmskes
one wonder,for it appears. to be a.bad flefinition,but
it is not: # substantia rerum sperandarum,argumentum
non apparentium." Now Faith is a quality,not a substance,
and should be rgther considered,defined,as an habitus,

a virtus;moreover argumentum refers rather to reason.

But St.Thomas explains,in de Verit.,q.lu,g.Z:"Videtur autem
potius esse dlcendum quod haec fidel notificatiom sit
completissima ejus definitio: non ita quod sit secundum
debltam formam definitionis tradita,sed quia in ea mnRficiemimrs
sufificienter Xxradwmiwre tanguntur omnia quae exiguuntur ad
fidel definitionem. Quandoque enim imiks ipsis philosophis
sufficit tangere principia syllogismorum et definitionum,
quibus habitis,non est difficile in forma: reducere secundum
artis doctrinam..." In other words,that définition lacks only
somathing purely 'accidenttal'The artificial form mx=m
merely.explicitates what 1s contained in the definition.

In IIa IXae,q.l4,8.1,c.,St.Thomas says about that same
definition of faith:"licet quidam dicant praedicta Apostoli
verba non esse fidel definitionem,tamen,si quis recte |

consideret,omnia ex quibus fides potest definiri in praedicta

descriptione tanguntur,licef verba non ordinentur sub forma

Alydosanligh 3o pounadag

definitionls: sicut etiam apud philosophos

QU ‘anmgp 2oNg

amRgp axjoNg ja Apssanung




i

prastermissa syllogistica forma syllogismorum principia
tanguntur." |

St.Thomas himself,following Aristotle,will often put the
minor premiss of a syllogism before the major premiss. He

could,in such a case,convert i1t into an artificlal form,

that is,put it in an order that is really 'accidentdl.! Still,

though he does not do this,he retains a logical form,but

one that differs from the articial form. In Ad Bebreaos,

c.ll.lect.l,he remarks'"Deffnitionam fideili ponlt complete

quidem, sed obscure."

Next we may oppose artifacts such as words and tables,

to the work whose form 1s prperly logical. This 'opus! differs»l

_,almost,beyond recognition from the former cases.

It is at this stage that we are faced with the familiar
distinction between grammar and loglec. Both are concerned
with the word,yet from totally distinct angles. Grammar
considers the word inasmuch as it flows from man's'practical
intellett,viz. qua artificial sign.(Cf.de Vefit.,q.u,a.l)

This is the formal subject of grammar. Hence it 1s that

grammatical definitions should be constructed in terms of ‘'art,'!

for the mode of defining depends on the very subject. Grammar
will not define the word gua sign. It will say that the noun,

for instance,signifies per modum substantiae:for though'colour!

does not signify a substance,it signifies colour in the mode
of a substance; similarly the adjective is what signifiles

per modum accidentis,namely for the grammarisn. But to the

logician,'rational',though'érammatically an adjective,
signifies essential,intrinsic,difference of the very substance
itself.

Now,words signify concepts,which is the reason logic

18 concerned with words. For there is an "ordo quem ratio




faclt in proprio actu,puta cum ordinat conceptus suos <Ez)
adinvicem,et signa conceptuum,quia sunt voces significativae.”
(In I Ethécor.,lect.l,n.2) Accordingly logic needs those

artificial,external forms: words and then their exterior

dlsposition,as it were.
At this juncture we are faced with a danger,and this
is to mEwmiwm resolve into artificial forms in the way the
grammarian does,such as to be satisfied with a certain
apacial disposition,such as figures,modes etc. Thea& artificilal
of grammar
forms/are meant to dispose us with a view to the properly

logical formjwhereas the resolution that is proper to logilc

i1s one that bears upon,or rather analyses,mx divides or reduces

to logical intentions,and not to the purelyAartigia} form.
The logician should be able to perceive within the order

of wdrds an order that does not concern the grammarisn and

that rightly escapes.him: this order is invisible to gram%@?r
because far more intelligible. Thus St.Thomas says that
ﬁqannﬁxmxxnﬁx "quaedam invisibilia sunt,quorum quidditas

et natura perfecte exprimitur ex quidditatibus rerum sensibilium
notls,et de talibus intelllgibilibus possumus scire quid est,
sed mediate,sicut ex hoc quod scitur quid est homo et quid

est animal,sufficienter innotescit habitudo unius ad alterum,

et ex hoc scltur quid est genus et quid est species."(De Fimx

Trin.,q.6,a.330r lect.ii,ii,a.3 ?%) These 'intelligibiliator

tinvisibilia' are gﬁﬂ’of course second intentions.

Referring now to the distinctions made in De Trin.,q.6,
a.2,we start"ex appehensioné sensas.8ed terminus cognitionis
non semper est uniformiter(meaning:it is not always the same):
quandoque eﬁim est in sensu,quandoque in imaginatione,quandoque

in solo intellectu." It is this latter term that logic shares

with metaphysics. Hence,to! judge! according to sense or
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imagination in logic is all wrong. "Deduci autem ad
aliquid‘est ad aliud terminare",and error would ensue
if we were to "deducdmm ad sensum" in logic,as we should
do in philosophy of nature. |
Similarly there 1s a danger mfidzdmetzadxsepxum?
inximgte of "deduel ad formam articialem" ih‘logic,that is,
to judge according to thé external form. In thils case the
defiﬁ$ion~of Falth given by St.Paul would be mis judged:we
¥k would betray a wrong understanding of that intentional
thing: definition. The danger is very real since the two

forms,artificial and loglcal,are in fact closely intertwined.

So long as oulminds have not surmounted that peril by dint
of a certain type of abstraction that makes logic so
difficult,so long as we have not learned to deduce into
logical intentions,we are unable to understand what logic
is gbout and how 1t proceeds.

Nor should we e&er resort to "deduci ad ipsum nomen."

There are examples of this confusion in the case of relative

names(Vd.Ia,q.13,a.7),1in that of the word 'genus!'. These

must be viewed in their contexts. Genus 1s seen as a predicable

in the lsagoge and as a predicate in the Xmmxix Toplcs,and

250,
these are different second intentions.4fhe word 'subject!

et i e

in the Perihermeneias,ﬂhich 1s there sometimes considered
in relation to predicate,sometimes in relation to_propria

passio; then again in the Priora. In other words,different
S—DET *

acts of reason offer totally distinct second intentions,
so that knowledge of these requires knowledge of those.
Two iImportant texts relating to this subject are:

Meta.V,lect.7,n.88; and Ia,q.l6,2.6.(Cajetgan all wrong here).

Logic apparently participates in the three modes




of De Trin.,q.é,a'.‘j,',thbugh pfinciball:;y in that of *“‘etaph.:
'intelligibiliter."Logichélwa&é goes to the 'quid! and it
enjoys more certitude than metaphysics Iinsofar as it possible
to reach,in logic,such a guid . More certitude too than
philsophy of nature because the second intention 1s something
necessary and immutable. It further participates in the mode
of phgilosophy of nature inasmuch as the second intentions

can be reached only via those sensible signs,words.But these

are only principles,not termsl




1. Cum de Trihitate~é%quimurn, cum cautela e$ modedtia -
est agendum.(Is,31,2,c.) De analogia in phil. et in S.Boctrina.

‘ 2. Tractatus in tres partesglwidilan:

I. De 1is quae se habent ut praecognita et praesupposita
ad distinctionem personarum. QQ.27 & 28.

(a) De processionibus tamquam fundamenta relationum
ad intra,in quibus Del perfecta foecunditas
manifestatur.(Q.27) '

Primo,de processlone quae in Deo Inveniril potest,
scil.secundum emanationem intelligibilem,utpote
verbl intelligibilis a dicente,quod verbum manet
in agente.(a.l.-Cf. In Joann.i; C.G.IV,11)

Secundo,de processione quae est generatio in quarto

modo dicendi per se. (Gabrmeatio ut nathvitas,quae
0&dﬁﬂ; primo natura), Inde foezunditas.)(a.2.)
Tertio,alia processio amoris,secundum quam smatum
est in amante,imxmmkix prius similitudine et pondere,
deinde ut possessum per modum inhaesionis appetitus
in bono. Et ad 1stam terminatur processio ad intra
secundum intelligibilem emaépionem.(a.B)

Quarto: processio amorls non est generatio,quia

‘ non completur in ipsa similitudine,quae se habert
per modum principll processionis quae est per
modum impflusionis et impllentis.(Non habet specziale
nomen. Tamen 'Spiratio'ik"tamquam advenientis spiritus
vehementis.) (a.l)

Quinto: Del perfecta foecunditas manifestatur uno
verbo et uno amore-~secundum duas operationes immanentes,
quae solae Deo convenire possunt.

3# (b) De ipsis relationibus divinis,quae secundum processiones
“ accipiuntur,et reales sunt. Q.28. :

Primo: 'Relatio! diversimode accipitur,et est terminus
analogus. Relationes quae fundantur in processionibus
ipsae reales sunt.(a.l)

N.B. Sunt quatuor oppositiones. Sola oppositio relatic

aliquid per modum negationis--ut jam patet in relatio- |
nibus paternitatis et fillationis. Et quia talis oppo-
sitio non facit divisio?em ?n esse sed 1n respectu,
in Deo inveniri potest.(a.2 onhinidilin, aihd 4
) whote 41«,-:2{2”9:4},?1’!’& wMuZ)WM"wZ’w)M mucimm:r
Ao o SEEHAdO: et sunt reales ‘et distinctae,qula quamvis |
/Qﬁﬁ“ non fundentur super extremg secundum se distincta,sed
i super 1llud quod distinctionem facit,scil.origo Ek seu
' processio, quae extrema et respectus producit. Origo aute
est communicativa naturae,non divisiva.
(N.B. A.V.,1n God,there can beﬁﬁistinct terms prior
to the relations,between which terms the relation would
occur. For whatever,ln God,precedes relationship, is [
eabsgolute,not distinct,and wholly one. Hence it is’




that only procession and originiation can found

real relations that do not require extremes distinct

and prior to these relations,whereas these in fact

give rise to the extremes that are found in God. |
. (The relations,in effect,are substantial,not acciddntaly

(a.3)

Quartos there are four such relations in God.

o<

II. De Ipsis Personis secundum se.

(a)»Id quod est cormmune omnibus personis.

Primo: quid sit persona.(Q.29)

Secundo:divisio seu pluralitas Bersonarum(q.30). Gt
Tertio: ea quae pluralitatem consequuntur et
quomodo circa istam nominibus utendumfd.3l).

Quarto: cognoscibilitas Personarum,et consequenter
earum nominatio et discretio,quod fif per
notiones (q.32).

(b) De singulis Personis.
Primo: de Persona Patris (q.33).

Secundof de Persona Filili quantum ad rationem et
' munus Verbi (q.3l).

Tertio: de Filio ut Imago (g.35).

Quarto: De Persona Spiritus Sancti quantum a rationem
- n i Spiritus (q.3:
Quinto: tum sumedo 'spiritum! ut dicit impulsum

et efficaclam voluntatis procedentem a Patre

et Filio spirantibusjtum ut dilectio seu amor

Spiritus (q.37).

Sexto: de S.Spiritu inquambum est donum procedens et
emissum a donante (q.38).

ITI. Quinque comparationes Personamrum.

Primo:in ordine ad essentliam quae illis terminatur, v
~ et ad nomina essentialia quibus significatur(q.39)!

Secundo: Comparantur Personae ad relatibnes,quibus
7 ut formis personalibus constituuntur Bersonae(g.lO)

Tertio:comparantur ad actus notionales secundum quos
A ——————

originantur Personae,vel pruducunt(qg.ll).

. Quarto: Comparantur Personae inter se quantum ad

aequalitatem,magnitudinem,coseternitytem et
similia (q.42). , .

Quinto,comparantur quoad creaturas ad quas mittuntur ;
ersonae pro opere allquo sanctificationds,in .

t
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PLAN OF THE TREATISE
DE TRINITATE

1, Cum de Trinitat4loquimurs cum cautela et modestia

est agendum. (Ia,31,2,c.

De analogia In phil, et in S.Doctrina,

24 Tr%?atun in tres partes dividitur:

I. De iis quae se habent ut prascognita et praesupposita
ad distinctionem personarum. QQ. 27 & 28,

(a) De processionibus tamquam fundamenta relationum

ad intra, in quibus Dei perfecta foecunditas
manifestatur., (Q.27) '

Primo, de processione quae in Deo inveniri potest,
scll, secundum emanationem intelligibilem, utpote
verbl intelligibilis a dicente, quod verbum menet
in Rganteo (a.I.-Cf- In Joann.I; G.G.'IV, 11)

Secundo, de précessioﬁe quae est generatio in quarto
modo dlcendl per se. (Generatio ut nativitas, quae
primo natura dicitur, Inde foecunditas,) (a.2)

Tertio, alia processio amoris, secundum quam amatum
est in amante prius similitudine et pondere,

deinde ut possessum per modum inhaesionis appetitus
in bono., Et ad lstam terminatur processio ad intra
secundum intelligibilem emanationem. (a.3)

Quarto, processio amoris non est generatio, quia

non completur in ipsa similitudine, quae se habet

per modum princlipll processionis quae est per

modunm impulsionis et impellentis. (non habet speciale
nomene Tamen !'Spiratio! -« "Tamquam advenientis spiritus
vehementis™,) (a.l) : :

Quinto, Del perfecta foecunditas manifestatur uno
verbo et uno amore -- secundum duas operationes immanentes,
quae 80lae Deo convenire possunt,

(b)De ipsis relationibus divinis, quae secundum processiones

accipiuntur, et realea sunt. Q. 28.

Primos 'Relatio! diversimode acecipitur, et est terminus
analoguse. Relationes quae fundantur in procesalonibus
ipsae reales sunt, (a.l)"

N.B. Sunt quator oppositiones. Sola oppositio relationis
‘In Deo salvari potest, eo quod termini ejus non tollunt
aliquid per modum negationis == ut jam patet in relatio=
nibus paternitatis.et filiationis. Et quia talis oppo=~
sitlo non faclt divisionem in esse sed in respectu, -

in Deo inveniri poteast. (a.2)

Secundo: relatio in Deo idem est, cum sua essentia, (eo
modo proporticnaliter, actio est idem cum motu),

Tertio: et sunt reales et distinctase, gquia quamvis

non fundentur super extrema secundum se distincta, sed ;
super illud quod distinetionem faeit, scil, origo seu !
processio, quae extrema et respectus producit. Origo autem _
est communicatliva naturae, non divisiva,

N .Be Aev. in God, there can be no distinct terms prior
to the relatigns, between which terms the relatiom
would occur. “or whatever, ln God, precedes relationship
i1s absolute, not distinct, and wholly one. H ence it is
that only procession and origination can found

real relations that do not require extremes distinect
and prior to theae relations, whereas these in fact

ive rise to the extremes that are found in God.

The relations, in effedt, ere sursiantial, not
accidental. (a.3).




—a-
Plan of the Treatise

Do Trinitate

Quarto: There are no suchrelations in God.

II. De Ipsis Personis secundum se.

(a)

(b)

Id quod est commune omnibus perasonis,
Primo: Quid est persona, (Q.29)
SecundotDivislio seu pluralitas Personarum (Q.30).

Tertlot ea quae pluralitatem consequuntur et
quamodo circa istam nominibus utendum sit. (Q.31)

Quarto: cognoscibilitas Personarum, et consequenter
earum nominatlio et discretio, quod fit per
notionies. (Q.32)

De Singulls Personis,
Erimo: De Person a Patris (Q.33)

Secundo: de Persona Filil guantum ad rationem et
munus Verbi (Q.3lL)

Tertic: de Fillo ut Imago (Q.35).

Suarto: Do Perscna Spiritus Sancti qﬁenfum a
rationem Spiritus (Q.36).

Quinte: Tum sumendo !Spinitum! ut dleit impulaum
et efficariam voluntatis procedentem a Patre
et Fillo spirantibus; tum ut dilectio sen amor
Spiritus (Q.37)

Sex%0: de S. Spiritu inquantum est donum procedens et
emissum a donante (Q.38). .

III., Quingus comparationes Personarum.

Frimo: in ordine ad essentiam quae illis terminatur
ev ad nimina essentialia quibus significantur (Q.39)

Sscundot Comparantur Personae ad relationes, quibus
ut formis personalibus constituuntur Personae (Q.40).

Dertio: comparantﬁr ad actus notionales secundum quos
originantur Personas, vel producunt (q.4l)

narto: Comparantur Personae inter se quantum ad
aequalitatem, magnitudinem, cometernitatem, et
similia (Q.42)

02 comparantur quoad creaturas ad quas mittuntur
Personae pro opere asliquo sanctificationis, in
quo vel visibiliter apparent personae, vel
invisibiliter habitant in anima per sanct%riﬁafignam
Q.43) .
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