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The pooular interpretation of ierxiskm is that it is a collectivist
theory alone. This is disproved by a consideration of the notion
of the generic being of man which Mard borrowed from Ludwig Feure~
bach. VWhen this is understood one cannot say the themunists advo-
cate that the individual lose his —mersonality and freedom in col-

He |

lectivism - on the contrary they give absolute dignity ot the human
person; it is an excasssive personalism.

x

’ )

We will presént this notion as Harx did. “on't try to find out vre-
7.

Marx:

i s e
i.Cc Oy /19750 ~De2
*Political history can be read as a progressive emanci
himself - Marxist communism can be seen as the end
process away from Aristotle. c ) :
According to Aristotle, 2]l men are in bondage due to the contrariety

ation of man by

P
product of this

of reason and sense.. Communism is the logical outcome of the long
revolt against this natural bondage.

- Tt is the primacy of the practical intellect over the speculative. is

in the 17th century presentation of the Hatural Law, tie appeal was
~ to the human mind - the practical intellect - made everything opsr-
zble by it.

With Marx it is the production of things that makes man the sutiior of

himself. HMan produces the means of his ovn subsistence - this make
him author of his own history and even his life., Work is what dis-
tinguishes man from the brutes. Men can be distinguished from brute
by religion, politics or anything vou like, says Marx, but they be-
gin to distinguish themselves when they begin to oroduce their means
of being. By producing their means of subsisting they are aftually
producing their own substantial life, Hen define themgelves by what

they produce and how they produce.

Marx: in working on inorganic mature man proves that he is a cause, a

generic being - relates himself to the species as to his own oroper
. being or to himself as a generic being.. Animals also produde but on

1y for their own needs - they produce unilaterally; man nroduces

universally, not only for his own species. Han produces even when

free from physical need and he can be sadd tad produce freel only
when free from need. Han can dominate his production.

211 of this,specifies men. Work unites huzan pature and the-whole
of nature.’ R . .
it is true that men is distinguished from animels by the fact that he

. o

en if man is seduced into thinking that there is a spirit who
verns the universe, he is alienited from nis generic being.

1. .

[ 3
produces
J
(o]

©
£
=)

If we grant this notion of the generic being we can see all history as

ap abstraction or alienation of man-from his generic being.

July 11, 1950

This notion of the generic being is not fully explained in Harx, He

borrowed it from Feurebach. There is much irrationality in Marx, but
there is more rationality in him than in Feurebach. It is quite -
difficult to take thése men seriously because tiey are so-tonfusing,
irrational and -superficial - yet they are significant in there effect.
(s}

cisely what it means for him, for it is very co fusing in theory.
start with a men conceived as a conscious generic beilng. A1l
history as read in the light of historical materialism has dmmm a
progressive alienation of man from his zeneric being due to a fund-
amental contradiction: between human thought and matter. This has
produce various alienations: a) religion b} »hil. and morals 10)
solitics or the state. To rid man of these alienations,and return
him to himself as an individual generic being is to strike at the
andamental conflict between thought and matter. The 1st thing to
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be destroyed must be religion and ohilsosophy ( for by them man is
wmenmwwa in an abstract way which is the worst way); politics and
economics are also alienating but thev are material exterioration as
opposed to abstract. Private property, e.g., mans being is exterio-
rated by material.

Abstract: Religion and philos phy.
Aléénation

Material: Politcs and economics: take place in the WMWH
order, exteriorations.

Private property and state are defended by setting up the common good as
prior to the individual good. This of course alienates man from
his generic being. © . -

In the last phase of the social evolution ti:is contradiction will be re-
solved - the individual good will become the common good. .

then man-has been proclaimed god there are still contradictions; poli-
tics, economics, etc. The next step is to show the identity of
the individual good and the. cormon good. )

Feurebach did not consider this notion of the generic being as new - he
rezarded it as the logical outcome of Aristotle and St. Thomas.
Both Feunerebach and Marx despise crude miterialism: They are materialist
loooking backward, not forward. Ahead they see finer and finer

developements in materialism. .

iZarx: Generic being - man, unlike other animals, produces his own means

of subsistence. With Feurepabch +the notion was theoretical only,

he vroclaimed tiat man's intellect was infinite: to Harx this was
another alienation. For Marx it all had meaning in relation %o
production. i

Man is distinguished from brute according %o his i
meking things. - not shackled to producing merely fo

ligence in
2. ) is
( this sounds like Aristotle)

ovn species

From Das Kapital: 7ork - man controls matter. In transforming ©.e

neture outside of him man is changing his own nature in the process.
Before working he is not yet a man, he becomes a man only be work -~

PRy

and not mere animal work - specifically hhman work ( Marx says even

spiders spin like weavers and bees build like architects) Man diffes
in that he has the idea in his head beforehe begins to work. The
work realized first in head and then in matter. HMan realizes him-
slef in nature. Humenism is perfectly achieved in nature as natura-
lism is perfectly ahhieved in hunanism. (Aristotle see nature as

» substitute intellect - for God) Iarx has.man impregnating nature
with his intellect - For Marx man holds the place in the universe
that belongs ot God. :

wvolution: Man evolved from the monkey by learning to speak. iis hand
was his first tool. BMNade tools other thanihis own limbs and made
his stamp on nature - all this thabks to the hand. Concommitantly
with his hand his braing was developing: one sans the other is
useless. By domestication and breeding, man has radically changed
animate nature too. He turns all to his owmn end. -~
Work or labor is the principle of all history. History begins with man.

 C

oo
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Selon Marxz, buman work is the princinle of all history. History begins
 with man and men begins when he first begins to work and pruduce his

‘oun means of subsistence - due to his intellect mwan can create and in-
finite number of needs.and means vhich results in an infinite division
of wark. C :

Contradiction: the fecundity of the intellect in producing all this
work deludes man into thinking that the intellect is primary-- the
primordial reality., Intellect separates him fron the brutes, but in-
fellect must be the servant of production. “hen it is separated,

civilization is on the way to ccrruption and death.

.

'4‘

The alienation of man begins with the division of work into (a) intel-
lectual andbmanual. In this primary division is found the cause of
a1l further alienations: ligion, etc. " Consciousness can flatter
itself that it is sonmethi other than consciousness ordered to work."

~.. -from German Ideologies. N

The course of history is determined by forms of ‘humen production. For
the mind to suppose that it is independent of production is folly and
alienation - only in the servies of odroduction is it specifically hu-
man.

re
Sy
o

From the division into intellectual and maual labor rises the economic
system of exploited and exploiter classes.’ Intellectuals will invent
all sorts of reasons entirely exvraneous to what they are defending
in order to stay in parer. They will say that the existing social
order will be justified in some hereafter.

Those who hold the meeans of production also control ideas, for othersare
denmendent on those means., The ruling class itslef becomes divided into

thinlkers who perpetuate the systen oy H@mﬁmmwmﬂWmmoﬂw<mUmmmemst
passively acceot the ideas eand rule. v -

Rulers defend.themselves by various immutable principles of theology or
the like.. The ruling class can manage to keep somme seriblance of their
generic being - the voor exploited are really lost. This dilemma is
resohved in the subordination of the intellect %o material production.

Tt is in the state that we find the last alienation of man:from his
generic being - religion being gone, the last emancipation will be Irom
the state. How the state tries to rubout the distinctions betieen men,
211 are considered egual before the-law, all can vote, etc. The state
is a sort of political emancipation, yet it is not absolute for they
can exist in it some who are religious, some ophilosophers and other
crack-pots. Although politically emancipated, these poor people are
still aléenated. And the state in abstracting from property differences
seems to imply that these differences are in themselves OTW&. And as
fhe state is extraneous to the individual, it can not completely eman-
cipate him, ) ,

In THE JZJISE QUISTION lierx speaks of man's émancipation from reli
and goes on to smeak of other emancipations. In a country of pol
emancivation there can still be found religion - the two seem %o
dommdwwd. Therefore both must go, if orly for that Howmoﬁ. Political
emancipation from religion is only to-the degree that those that nmake
up the state emancivate themselves from rel. Zven in an atheistic state
man is an atheist by detour - through ¢he intermediary of the svate.

As men gave all their divingy to Christ, so they have given all their
hunanity to the state : L )

_The perfect state is the generic being of man. To live in a state merel;”
mw mc%mwﬂ and Hoom ob.o&ﬂmeJOBWM as means and be Hoonm,ow.UWYOchHm,

s no goo . ] 2
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HISTORICAL MATERTALISH: +the deveddperment of humanity by reason of its
T

own proper cause - defines itslef by

man and brute. Man by his intellect produces his own nea

sistence - dsomzomm hiw own specific
man is man.
From the point of visw o

o e 3 -~
SoorTica

£ hi czl
Marx means when he says that man caus

DIALSCTICAL MATSERIALISH: all developexe
tak

almost imediately alienates himself,

intellect mJQm him in becoming himse

reason orf the diff

ally human life.

2s himself,

erence bvetieen

o

n ns of sub-
The origin of

materiglism ve can see what

nt whether natural or human

es place because of contradiction - man producés himself but

ed Contradiction arising fam the
fact that demHHmod puts itself in contradiction to matter. The
fecundity of the intellect deludes man-into thinking that because

1f, it is primarys

Results

into division of omoﬁwmcw<m and = uﬁWJ ‘work. The generic being

must be returned to itslef

Dizlectical Materiglism embraces oo
1. all realig \ rooted in matter - distinct
twixe inte

merely the superior product of

these are the first given things.

osychical forces - ﬂWmmu are a

2. mww prozress in mture or in human affiars reali
nw. .

fundamental ideas:
r_

nia

2 on in historical materal.
intellect and matter? but intellect is just a superior kind
7 matter. The sole moviang force is material needs.

talin: historical amcmwhmwwml sees Jmcclm as it is.

wU'.i._.a.m t is

matter. Habtterm nature, being-

muwwwcu conscious and the

among the sscong given cwHuow.

=3

zed by whay of

contradiction.
Steli contrary to netavhysics, the dialesctic tells that all
apply a oodﬂiamwndwou“ chanze and the like are examples
."is. Dizlectic studies the struggle of these ooscwwﬂwmm
are contained in the very essences of things.. Rev.
natural and inevitable wwo capitalism to socialism to
ancination of the ﬂo ers is something that can't be
ed by slow change, Uﬂw by 1m<owﬁcwob. In politics e
e revolubionists, not reformers. Put the contradictions
apitalism into nlay, excite them - bring about the finel
Ho compromise - revolution!
Communists sa rat the final phase wlll be perfect. They cannot, how-
ever, explain-whet will becone ol Tl inlerent cond agocJOdm in things

ind yet their whole view is bassd on tais.
History: containg all scrts of contradiction -~ violant overthrows that
happen nmcchHH% - these cimmecJO m and emencipations are leading

dmdcwnwww and inevitably to the la wwnmm.

Bubt wibh his mmmmwwo being

man has mere material power - he on: oroduce and infinity of food, drih

and housing.

Man is god. A1l hitherto divine attributes can be

Thus man is a universal cause - he Is

a chmUch4 infinity that is related to matter.
god that he is-- ;Hcﬁ his intellect subordinated
he cna w&o@ﬁnm uuoacom“ produce. Rah, ﬁn:.

mz&wu Emancipation:

predicated of man.

infinite. But this infinity is

Man is the kind of
to his material needs

thr., Toe

The state is the last form of alienation - man mﬁmﬁowwmdmﬁ but thru
nces, d

an JJth,m)..m.aokl. HM cres differexnce

loesn't destory

total human emancipat ion must do mway with private property. This

s mqmu ndomw1 to Bm: than’ God and %

he state - ext mwwojmﬂwou.

uﬁw%AHf . . - . . ?m/w\w - page 6

The toal human emancipation must do avay with private propverty, for it is
closer as an alienation than God or the state -~ it is a material exterio-
ration, It is a real material mNdemmJou of human power. But becaused

. Smaterial property is looked on as moJmﬂqum to be possessed it alienates.

Ais for atheism, commuriism ‘doesn't need it. Atheism is mmmmdw<m, communisn
is affirmative: it affirms God, for man “is god. Feuerbach, in a ‘blashpe-
mous similitude proves Emwam Q4<wad4 by using Christ as an mxvﬂummuow

of it.
»Hﬂroﬁm: atheism is essential to Marxism, it Hm not enough. Atheism is sat-
isfied with a negation of God, but it doens't affirm man as god. The -

final stage no longer needs wm intermediary of atheism - the affirmation

of man as god 2MHH suffice.
ENHN pﬁ vowkeko ECOHOMLCS AND PHTLOSOPHY: just as atheism ( the suppres-
sion of wmA*mw n) is no longer necessary in the final stage, so neither
~is communism, which is the mpvvﬂmmmJOJ of private oropertvy, necessary.
The real Hwhmu the ijmwpo bein:s of men not based on these negations
which are suppressions of alienation will be had. Religion and private
property will be self-evident as exteriorations - no suppredsion will be

necessary.

hmdud.HudmesmHmqumdwwbmcmmm n% o-ocmmw<wamcrammmwacwmmun
fundanmental rules’of woowmﬂq will pass very rapidly into a state of
habitutde, Which is a vague enough s% stement.,

-these mﬁ@dﬂmmmJOdmm and negations are necessary in the interim. Commu-
ism is not the goal, not the real form of human moopmd\ - Emwm4< 2 means.
The final, human mesowdmrJOd isn't ©o de looked for in sommwunism - the
form of moowwdd is tHis. state of habitudel ucuxmvu where man Smm become
a generic being, Narx is vague, but he is sharvened by the fact _that
the final phase will.come when :duw isn'i
end { of procuring the needs of humen 1i
THZ FIRST HEED OF LIFE. t is by this ¢
is defined.

P
t considered as a means ﬁo an

£2) but where YORK ITSLEF BECOIE
oncaption that the final phase

‘What's work? It is Tsually for the sake of the first needs of life. Here
it transcends human needs - man is his oim need. Man is divine - he
needs 50dbwmm. Generic being consists in this attitude on work. This

a
conception of work seems, qwmcmww enough, to be ddm final phase.

A relevant ﬁ but uOd umommmmww4% chmwwwmwuwmv point: in the final phase
society won't be placed vis-a-vis the individual as now - an alienation,
abstraction. Man is a social animal selon Marx, but mefmyre common good
put before individual good. In final wummm there will be no._society
as we know it, but the private good of every individual will be absolu-
tely identical with the common nooa. Society will be a conglomeration
of individual wholes.

This whole tremendous german quqomOGWAOmA buildup dmdmwm ocd Hdecrm ﬁHNJﬂ
little zowwwum man :owxgwq with kdmuu%. -

" ‘When man sees dwmd all dwm things that have been taken from him are WHEI
self he sees WHBmme as a qmwmwwa vm

o Man to swm.ﬂmqmw degree &m.m an pdmaﬁ.mcmw - no matter if E.m wmwﬂwoswwﬁwcw
is the thing that makes him an_ individual - is all the more the totality.

He feels and thinks .this mmbm o beingfor its owm sake.




Private property has warped us,
sess it. .
them., Whether I think all this ( consciousness of

1ive and work it...

Final phase: the appropriation of
pecome alienated.

-in a wvay, it is hard to see why the suppression of
is necessary for emancipation.
- the property of

(( July 15))

The first step
alienated.
Phenomenolszy,
isting empiricism

In thought -

welath and property

Religion,
these exterioratiorns.

of man alienated into
these spiritual things - products of the abstract
ments of criticism are found in the Phemonolg
men as alienated even though he emphasized spirit.

says that Hegel saw man as 2 real gemeric being.

With Hegel this appropriation is
all these things are himself alienated.
cerried out in the realm of pure spirit. Ma
religion (extraneous mob<mﬂmﬁm5ﬂv, destroys
material world in its place,

o
Py

g
sciousness of s2lf,

o:
Tadwig alone made true discoveries,
negation as vhilosophy contradiciting itself.

According to Marx Feuerbach did this:

- gherefore to be condemned equally with it.

s Farx: the forms of things pave no existence in a
& S might be supposed, that is in an exemplary
E tive inte
primary reality. T K
reality ( got this irom Hegel) But then
[ and all that he
o .denies to the human mind.
by ‘asserting the spirit.-"
But little old Ludwig saw

Things exist as they are

He brings religion i

Sdentifies the entitative with the intentional.

the substantial forces of man which ha

are different exterior forces of the sonsciousness of self,

first in the conscious.
But this appropriation is
Hegel begins with-
it, puts the concrete
supporesses that and reinstates reli-
~ion because tne concrete world is essentially spirit - the con-

: Feuerbach broughtabout the comple appropriation of human powvers.
for he saw Hegel's negation of a

this as a negation of
he denies it and reasserts toe primacy of material rea

kc Coy = mem.w,

S we think something ours only when we pos-
But things are nothing - what counts is that one has produced
generic being) or

private property

of the appropriation o6f human forces that have been :
conscious. Marx attributes this to Hegel's
1 decomposition of philosophy and reinstatement of ex-
1 is latent in the work of Hegel says Marx. :

spirit., All ele-
says Marx. Hegel saw
A1l these things
Marx

Man sees that

Marx:

1. Said philosophy equals religion put into thought and is

2. TFounded materialism on real science.
'3, ¥an a negation of a negation which returns to the positive
absolute. Feuerbach opposes affirmation and manifestation
of self. : . ‘ ‘

creative intellect as
fasnion in the crea-
11éct, for that makes such a creabive intellect the
- ‘that is their full
Hegel denies "all this
denied in respect to the primary reality he =
nto philosophy

"a negation, SO
1ity. e

ve

N

the final stage will be neither private nor communal.

are merely the reality of the objectification
The appropriation of ".. -

- Whersas Feurebath asserts
r

But

.- We can know this white

Man is what he knows. The soul
nekes nan all things
all things. (selon iri
The nature of man is sz
.- from the 1s

2

“the =en
che g e

2o

dentification
so man is

.
nar;.

is in

P

hand has fou

nagn
sansitive.

=
1

activity.

The Zsssnce of Christianit::

 Mar differs from the brute by the fact that he has religion iy
. ,%omm wa.wm<m religion? DBecause ks is conscious of xwmwmdw” :mw thi
is consclousness in the strict sense, nommowonmbmmm of his mmma4d$mﬂm
R dmwﬁmw wwm.mﬁmowmm is an object of tihousht - he is a WSMMmemA(-m| h
gereric being. mwwwmm aren't aware of themselvas as a mumo¢mmw ian
mmm science ( whi h is a Imovledge of s»acizs) - onlyr a being that
knows his ovm species can trose of otiers. ) ) =
. . .

universal, to the statement
science sossible for

our knowlelze of other
ers indirectly thru lnowing

Mmsmﬂam h goes from wran's ability to gras: &
that man sees hinmself as a universsl, maling
But how does self-awareness di “

s e
The implicavion is that man knows

do we lmow dur ovm soul? S%. Thozas tells us trat we Imow we live
mwmw we have a soul quite ce 1y - man bovh Ty he nas a scul
that its onersiion . 1. 3Bub it Is not an objsct of -

1, art.2 + I-II) o one nereeives
exnerience of ourselves as

ect

gxiserience.
1 =T

inks excedt

((July 17th))

Marx uses the term Sener
his own existénce.
complete exnlenaticn of the term:

g
s

O H =

1]

ct o o

mema mwoﬂ brutes by relizicn and men has religion becuase ke
ious of himself as a species, whick>Ei:e necessary ground for
Religion is consciousness of the infinite: man is conscious

Pinity of his own species. Briefly that is Ludwig's thesis.
P

i
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ication of (a) knowledge
mmomquoscuwdmwmmwm.

L
=]
e

s confusing by the identif
es and (b) the fact that =
at ne knows thru ¥no hinself.

scul indirectly thru ot..ers. Han knows himsel
species but as belong

i

1

sel
2vs, nan knows wa
man only knoiws hi
reflectively, and does not see himself as a

a

wo

£
ing

S, to one. . N

..... g, and we can know that we know this wiit
These are two different ex=eriences: in the latiter the o¢umoﬂ is
indirectly. The same is true Of the knowlsdge we have of ourselv
any sa2lf-conscious activity. To know oursslves knowing something
sometning must be otlier than oursslves. Tha exnarience of I
selves inowing a universal has the act of Whoﬂwwmv not the universal
as object. - oer- - . ’ . ; ’

ning

oG: @

o g =




Man doesn't know himself as a universal but as belonging to one. HMan'is

not Sortes and Sortes kaows it. .do being composed of matter and form can
. be its owm svpecies. ( meta. VI, #1520 |mv Universals are taken from

individusls. Universal man is not & cwrnowd e of ex Hmﬂmwom nor a oﬁdmcmdo.

Our knowledge of man thru tie universal, mdwumwu is quite confused. " That

which is common to many is not sonething besi am these many excent Hovwoml

Tl .:

¢cf. Contra zentes I, cap.26:
3 £

pniversale in ocraedicando ( a re) - saide of many and is in meny in
. . essendo. -

cﬁd<mwm 12 in ceusando { in re) - not in many, but its pover ‘extends
- - to many. : . . .

Amond otker taings, Feurebach confused these twd types of universal.’ ‘-
(cf. meta VI, lec.3, ™ 1207- 9) Universale in causando = universale in
re and not a re.

Man czn produce amny, many things. He is a universal cause, but not a
ProOper one. Ee can wumﬁom Sort es, jr., but not the universal ran -
he could he roﬁwm be dWm cuase of himself. .

“In tie order of causaliby: the more ¢5quﬂmm4 is the more mmdoHBwucm and
distinct.

In the order of »redication: the more universal is less pmemsawamcm and
more confused. :

Man® ard brute are subjective parts of animal., Animal, in tie HOlgomH order
is as form to them. Plato confusad chmm universals, too. He zave his

universal a separate existence and individuals were only weal partici-
pations of ths rqumpmmH. Thus Plato rensdered rsal the universale in
praedicand which is only an instrument’ of lmowledge.

Feusrbach gives the single raterial individual n.nosmsmdm universality.
_Mizn awere of VJAmm44 as a universzl."® And F., makes this single ma-
terizl individual 2 univ. in causando. =ﬁma= can becondasdered a N
univ. in causando as the formal cause’ of singular material individua als

But =xmd= bmmb.d concrete existence.

.:Eims: S D

 The first confusiom in F, is between univ.’ “in dwmmmdnmuao et in causando. -

He tried to meke man the latter: men knovs he vaouOm to species mﬁn is
not in se the species, however.

Univ, in cﬂammwomaao et esssndo has no reality outside of the many Hd
which it is. Univ. in causando: power +tends o0 many effects and it
is- uod owdommp to MJu)SHmHJc4 as 1is ‘the Tfirst.

s %o ublv Hﬂ d1 ma.u mmwm of many

species) - S S . R
- univ. in czusando: the formal principle of sing. e cisgence.

i}
|J;
13

10

low what is Ludwig!s reason for making the materizl = uler individual
" a universale in causando? He is Interested in reversing tns ralation
o per and common being. ' St. Thomas of course named God as the -
universsie in causando, for He is the most determinate wum u1oamﬂ
wuo this Hm :bmc rﬁa:»m viould make man. .

As we proceed from the proper to th .

he T he amon , 3
Heterninesion the oI D , _common, we @m so by means of speciic

. Animal can't bs without the differences rational or
irra wHoumw. ooamJMmmmm in -their very universality speciiic natures
‘can have things added to them, and because they
™ h can r i '

be.lst in causando. . ’ soetve they can't
h;dﬁwm Wsp:H takes cwmd which receives the last addition as the most propexr

Hm@ e maies W@pw<wazmw man a universale in causando ad rem
2nd he identifies the proper being of God with the proper being of man.

A

N "
* Proyper om«um o God: nothing can be added.
Proper being- of man: the most proper and determinate of material
things. :

1 .

The common or univ rersal can't te witlout some addition: e.g. animal +
rational and irrational. e :

e P o - . Py Y - '

The idea of proper being must be amalogical. In the order of imposition,

Smb m i mw oWWWuD wmmumwﬂovw50m no%m knowm: quoad nos. BUT 45 & FPROFER
X BEIN ‘ww CCHNTAINS SOLETEING COIMICH, i.e. animal; he is vproper lst in
HSuomwcH n, but not in reality. awm corzion has no existence outside

of mzmewix® singular amcm1nxwmﬂwomm.

' X3rd Ludwig says that the
essence of man consists
Religion is, t..e
ovn infinitwr.
"The forn w: which man exists is th an tl 1 ich I

T gect which man ex 18- sare as that by which he knows
all things." . (cf. I, q. wu mwn. 5)

we of man is formally infinitd. T
n ﬂuw consciousness of his owm infinte self.?
ion of ums.m self-consciousness of s
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: . it . . Mc Coy ,
ready " © . . 9th & 10th
Already seen that dmﬁmw,umop rmm confused the I giass

. ,Eﬁ.dmm,mmw in predicendo with crm uni fw:mmt HJ omﬁmmdpo.

ao.cﬂpm. we not only have to predi ondm Oﬁ man the things said of God
. - t

} . ) - A .owe must predicate 0| God the things said of man
Q : His next mdm.mn ,med. cause :.bwow is 1st in predicends nd ¢ - A BN A i
.J) - I, P i hakied - N 3 =3 2
ﬁmmoo ﬁw to St. Thomas=Cod) man is tle most proper and deterzinate o . T _hen_corron gemus s st111 said of men as existing outside of any
mm mo.., uaorumpn? he canndot have addition or multiplication to memL. genus and species. ﬁmrn:omns ouplete confusion and varadoi. ) -
om .me mMOﬁanz to his species exists without further multiplication o :,Hﬂm . . ’
2. < n. .. . . o ° MF . oL R -
. : 1.) The being iwhi ivides into zenerz. the being
- 5 > - K) = IS 0 0] ) .
Feuerbach) and then-he derpoH(nmwdw . is added, foreveryihi contained uncer a jgenus 1s. COmY
. T : Y Aty AN DD aan s Ay Y D
) by abstocction. Thus, in the owhxmw of and of the differemc ich, added to the zenus, males
erentiation is found in the animal. Thus makes them differ in ng. :
abstraction of universality cannot be =~ .- - : ) -
s L5 - P ey s i
- B ) e 2.) The being which 15 uwmmao hle of all things. (being in general)
s with rdw‘mw alth QMW,Wm be the most determin- said to have nothing acded to it in- the m 2nse dwmc it does not recuire
PR . . N - e 3 = “a
nm mwa wwoamﬂ dmwuﬂ“ Hm mOc strictly mummWHam the nost determinate mﬁa e E nrw md4wﬁme should bs added to it. is for exauple: ©ae essence of an-
proper for he contains this common genus W th other species. o N Hﬂm is without reszson and does not recuire that anything be added %o
e ides of nrover being s T L. . IR it yet H,mwmop ar ided. This has sOAMDrH existence as such avzert from
. Lheriees 0 Droper Gmmsc must be andlogical. 1 proper bIing {En res- 7 . the specific navur it is oredicated. If one wishes to con nsid-
p2 he inposition of the neme) has something in comu n; it is that - . it having tself if is by negati i
Mbmd.wo cum irmposition of the neme) has thing i ommon} it is that er it as havin el £ is by m <0m..n ve m,.Gmcu.n.or on,
omcmva.mu eny gerus and speciss. mumqu here not first in the navure e m .~
of reclity, as The last deberminste being in some-comion genus (znalogy ‘3. V The being of God. said mwmo to have ﬁOd:Hsm zdded to it in dWm
in Te). ] o - sense that it's essence vrecludes any addition. Because being and essen
L o ce are in God the seme, the Being of aop is said to have nothing added
| ken peing csmu {to Feuerbach) the most proper being should then be to it b ut the Being vhich divides into genera has. being and essence trhat
the infinite, The perfection of that being proper must contain the per- are not the ame for all members in & gemus differ in their Zeing.
fection of all gemera {agein intentionzl conius ed with the mdﬂlﬁmﬂ ve) ~ o, :
cf. Bk Hu chap. 25,20. C
uoqmn ous! kmom of the mewuwﬂw of ora's nature iz the obdject of his i
consciousness. e form toerefore by which he exists is the form by : Being predicable distinction
ﬁmwob um knows =211 else (alwiays based heavily on St. Thomes) c¢i. Iz, Q. E of 211 things. The b2 w,wwwn @Homdﬂ
54, ert. 2. . . o atteched to “ridite en (af Feusrbach)
o ) ~ - o A _he is interesbed in d as u..dw own
Man's act of understanding ck remeining in the egents Fazmz=-gsing, - : - essence and existing
denotes the zgent's very deAU. The being af man is rational. 37 extend L ' . :
ing :o the true, convertible with 1. being, man has a naturse of scre nature - . Feuerbach doesn't sa7 +that Bod is the common being or pred. Being,
of ~ . - . but men is God.
Feuerbach mwoﬂm that man's Jmcrhm jtgelf is infinity. - *. St. Thomas owﬂwﬁm +he mistake of meny- "some rezlising that thsre is
: : : Di Mmm Being t© MMnD sowWHmm is added say that %@.mAMmdm as ﬂWm com~
n being of mJH things, but fail to see thzt to this common being some-—

i St. Jrom.nwu 1311 man's acts of sﬁamSmcmdedm hzs resos
sbsclute; it is not restricted o his nature, since that b
jcted to one in geaus and species.”

[l fd

o uWo relation of wman's inbe llect t0 dbm nost_conmon dmwdx

_ Feuerbach is imter rested in omdmoHJmWHSE the point that man is uwniv- " 7" The labter is she lst object of human mind; so a. certain w@mp at-

ersal in czusando. ﬂmn conscious of hinself as infinite and theredby R . -ion between most confused and universal with mants intellect. . T

knowing all things. it this point he rejecus the fact tnat a uwaiversal | ) It Jm :m most purely dodoJcHNA concent (no actuality apart from con-
of specific nztures) which best dmwwmocm the ouras chmd:HnHI

O
Homc UDH|moc HbchHJQanmm. . i . o

exists aparv from any determination. If that cause in universando is
- the most proper and amcmﬂnws.mdm cause, how can it exist ez :cept to be
nede individual. . " .

- ﬂmﬁmddmor_m Irony: %o take that which is the least in JJcmHJmncnmd

kwmdmdom mha owozu it as :rw WHMWmmc of wd:mppmo:ﬁmw existence.

eing, mmﬁm1dnoﬁ will. nake use of the,
enus and svecies, a czuss absolut-
T pprwwdm kuozwmmmm.

A4S moSt proper ‘end ponmduw ate

(V14
other notion of God, cbﬂmmdwworo
gly first. He knows all mDucm 2nd

R If the .nnmc of W awwﬁ somcwm of genera is cﬂouou dmwtm, how is ¥
-+ proper w = going to Tise mdo<m the genera and species except that its
.ucmHHund¢>e pover om,smnoozl zed mm a universal onsmm of dﬁm genara and
mwmapmm. -
 .Since the being in
- tellect in the process
oall mmdmwm mbn mdmnwwm

Cod; he dsm licates

te, and conscious of

“hat Feuwerbzch does:
s2id of God. Absolute, .
- o T pure community is the 1st object of the human in-

ion of hagen. ‘humen knowledge, since ‘removed HHoB
dmcimocwow Acwosvw doc ex Hmﬁwtu .




cluded and therefore

e UmPSMmV since the hamen being

the hunan HscmHAmnc then is

g vihere arocmmc Jm identified with being.

—'hat belongs to man's o@m&mwwon

knowing this lst knows all
the plen-~

Feuerbach: ilan's nature- power of 7ing, therefore immanent operat:z
Ry - = - - .
ion of knowiedze. "Science is z eognizance of ndture etc." 3uss Brute

a simple
to man's species.
5%. Thonas (guoted by WmSmwdewv Ia, g. 1k, art. L.

"fe must note that knowin
or
or

It I

tr
ns. That is why the Philosopher says the soul contains all’

Feuervach says two things:
. fith men it is by his owm species by wh
. That is so because the species of man 1

™

snd men a twoFfold life (iuner and outer) Inner life-relation

g beings are- a;mdwzmd shed from non-inowing
he latter have only their owm ome“ mno the former can have other

things.

There en the infinite and cognative power for
Feuerbach s has smqm1maom in ®me manner to universal forms.

1 caternillar does not exsend itself biyond its narrow domazin. The
1irit of the T irit of its consciousness. Contraction of
= form comes throush metter. Sognition comes from dezrees of immateri-
aligy.

gL, art.l.

The eve does not become colorsd from seeing color.

Teuerbacn: It is one thing to have some ¥nowladge of an infinite
being and gznother to know one's own speciss.
caterpiller 1. not to know an Mwmwwwrw being.
man 2. has a knovledsz m OF an infinite ompdmu o
generic being 3. consciousness of himself as an infinite being.
Peuerbach says "the caterpillar has no zdumbration ﬁ.m¢dﬁ Hmmwﬁowmﬁva
57 an inTinite desm» but man has consciousness of himsell as suc
2 being." Really the caterpillar hasn't an zdunbration and that is
ng." Reall
21l man has. .

((Jury NSE )

The relatio

Ludwi

1 between infinity mdn cog

nit

Emﬁ.wm infinte because he can know universals, knows sslf as

a universal species.

knows his own nature.

Fan ex

presses himself fully when he

How,

o

b) and tk Hmu vmomcnm his species is iaf

a) man knows everything thru his own spe
i
Akd his reasoning, F. is avowedly making use of

The example of man and the mmdedMHHmH"
lan can know all things and can thereforsbe all www
The degree of immateriality is the nmmwmm of cog Y

can amdcwmwww receives the forms of other dbwt and drc navure of
non-knowing peings is Jo&m restricted and 1

o limited. he' contraction
of form comes thru mat ~ Iudwig says that man, because he can
. Wﬁo the universal, is pwm&mﬂ. Humokmw as I Hﬁm exe more irmaterial
B they aporoach Hdkwawdw. The immateriality of a2 thing is what is
- knowable. .

Species can be Wmoww<mm without metter selon three degréds:

Tatural and intentional irmutation: the latter is not a substantial
chenge. Vhen I see cdolor, the eye doesn't actually receive the
uowa of color, doesn't become green, Color is recsived in a corn-

2l organ bs w not according to a corporeal qualification. )
The A4<vum thin ng operztes thru a corvoreal organ but not with corp-
oreal vualification - this is the loest phrmcmwwmwwc%. )

Ludwig: nmdm1 illar has neither an adumbration nor a2 consciousness of an
a at
=] ac S

infinite peings h2 imslicaticn is, you ~ust have an infinte
nature wdowm er to Xknow one. -
Cne sOdmm ch Hmnaw médwmﬁch of Feur mdmowa dmsuwhowom% leter on
he says that no being is to itslef limited. " The leai on which
tne caterpillar lives is for it an infinte space." But & Finite
being can't have even an adumbration of infinity? If wou know

the »BHHﬂ:c. you are infinte.

is true ﬁzmc only & beipg that can know the s
thi i The sense-knoiileds
.m

(=Y
ct

X4
things can know infinity.
is limited to individual forms as existing

i i
he can't possibly have knowledge of the infinite. Its
Ky - <
dmdﬂwdmﬂwp by nowwowmmw matter.

.wcﬁ in man, says Ludwig, there is no such contraction of the matier. Be-

cause unrestricted by matter, man can know the’ Hﬂnpb;dm universal

St. Thomas: me power of the intellect has infinity wdwowrcmdﬂ wien con-
vared to sense-knowledge - can extend to all beings. The intell-
ect is infinite in power, but onlv votentially. A material infi-
nite. . - :

I, q.86, art.2: can our

Jd\.
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Ho matter . - o : o -

Tntellizible matter

‘e -
. Qommon matier

M e e

sense-knowledze

- a form not contracted by any matter, nor in any species would be pure
intellect, absolutely infinite: God. . would make man.this.

~but man can know his own form only by regarding it s knowing soume hing
else. Can't lmow himself thru himself. ’

. v = - - -
)

to be able to be knowm)

“. to be able o know -,
both due to immateriality.

The forms of natural things arsn't subsistent - they are coantracted by
matter in varying degrees. (contra gentes 1, cap.kly) The vhole of
nature is a partifipation of intelligence. :

If the forms(of natural things were ‘subsistent:
\

1) they.would be actually intelliginle. . ..
2) would be their own formal principle.

({ July 21st))

Essence of Chr&stisnity by Ludwig Feurebach.

pafs one: The essence of man. ,
A1l thincs that were formerly predicated of God can be pro-

perly predicated of man. God is man.

tThat is specifically buman is properly divine ( the opposite
of one) F. hails gross, ssnsuous qualities as proper to God.

Te doesn't want an infinite Cod, Dut a finite, sensuous,
material god. Human attributes are divine. :

part two: The essence of religion.
- i1

Reczpitulation .
1. F. confuses the being of cormon predicability ( the being of pure
community) with the being of God. . . .
2. Since the mind first knows peing of pure community, F. identifies
it with that plenitude of being where thought = being. oL . :
3, Hig identity of the being of pure community with the proper being of
God was not accomplished by those who gave the Muoogﬂcbwomoww names
to wood and stonnes; ¥, sees that God is universale in causando, not
universale inpraedicando - so he makes man the univ. in caus. which

is CGod.

//r\\ R
" Ludwig doesn't scruple to exploit the indeterminateness of the being of
- oure community If it = God and it is ¢l irs hing k e o
pure gomm y. If it = God end it is the irst -thing knovm by the
intellect and man is God then man is the lst universale in causando

. . - . B ) . - *

cF Iy

: - L .
v He mmmm chﬂc@&wm peing of pure community has no formal berm except as
attached ©o individual nagures t is infini o vhen se
vi 1 tures. I niinite only when sarat
from formal termination. : nly when searated
eﬂmwm.ﬂmampum 50&%Mﬁmv.med. but determinate natures and man has the
most proper being; he .is absolutely infinite because he can know
all thinzs. But men's infinity is tied to individual things
1 things.

If the formal infinite (God) is unknowable in se, so 2lso material infi-

S = 1, - PPN 2 S
nity is unknowable in se - infinite only when freed from termination.
So mom Hm.ﬁﬁﬁbmﬂmwwmu But material infinity is knowable do_ocw intellect
ommmcmm of our intellect's infinity. But this material infinity is
~ only mmdmmmwmw in things - has no actual existence. The formal
infinity of God becomes more indeterminate. ’

‘lan oww demadwmevaﬁ W tie infinige, This infinity depeilds on dur
mﬁosHmDMm. Formal wumwswﬂ% is caused by man. fthe wedding of
the real and intentional orders.) , -

ion of gross, sensuous gualities of God. (cf, I-TI, q. 22
Selon Ludwig the more active a thi osre passive it is. ind the
s te - . a, . = - oo <
sensitive is more Jassive than tae intellect - hence hizher, Pas
- T Y - o =~ . \ .. s e
sion is tie epitome of nerfection - Hoth the sufferin- of pain an
of pleasure. . R

s

7
Generic being -of man:
1. Tudwigs: SSHSIBLE PLSSIVITY = UHIVE

U
2. Marx: disagrees with Tudwiz - for h
o

L 2:8SIOH.

the stress was on nen
o contenplative..

as an agent. .Cells Ludwig ©
That which is more active by the »potency of man - men's divinity i
- At oy . - ~p oo - a7ina 3 L P
wc-mercmpow” pure &ct is really wiat 1s o3t povential -~ intells
Iio, the sensible aope e is even more passive. Intensity denends

Ty
entc.

i tit i
on both the power of the agent and the passivity of pati
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wmoswﬂm de dJHHomObwwm

cours dlete - 1950

universite laval - |«

.,;H.om,,Ho O _ : -1-

emb wmeHoyﬁuzem

emuam for the no:Hmm"
|omumdmu "Commentaria de Prédicamentis Aristotelis.
-John of St. Thomas "Cursus Philosophicus" tome 1, part 2, g. 13-20
-St. Albert "Opera Omnia" tome 1, book 2 Liber Predicamentis

" .

{use of omuwcmu wwpamwpg%v mwmo comparison of other authors)

First ooﬁmemamﬂJon. ’ )
hmm nature, ocumod and division of Logic. A brief o nsideration of
the first operation and mHmo woiunw%<~m =mHmawomemm=.

Nabure of Togic. - ‘
Cf, St. Thomas momw pumH%dJom Bk, 1, les. 1, wm&mmumcs.w.

Logic is an art. gms lives by reason and art. mmuomv there éxists
a riumber of arts to direct reason. Art-is the ordering of wmmmos by whica

acts can be directed to their ends.
For man to proceed easily and without error in his own Hmmmsbwbm =Logic

‘St. Thomas also calls Homwo a science; scientia rationis.

Cf. J. of St. Thomas, "irs Logica" thome 1, part 2, 2. 1, art. 2

Scientia=habitus EWHoS is HmadHHmm and applies demonstration.
Logic is a mo;mﬁam and an ard A%mc liberal). Logic has demonstrative acts
so it is a scientifig-habitus. e.g. provin by ch 1st nrinciple that a

thing is either true or not true.
There is a great di fficulty here; i.e. in being an art and a Science
Since logic is an art directing the intellect it can be said to be ouJM

an instrument of science.

J. of St. Thomas answers: it is "objective, not formaliter® an instrum

ent of science. - -
Object of logic-theinstrument for which we have science. Formally a

science which comes from demonstration by Eoou of science. ewm two are
formally aJmcHsQﬁ mﬁn PwpmastHon.

‘Cf. Bthics, aw..mu les. 3, no. 143. .

Tntellectual virtue=that by which the soul @s said. to be true.

“L. art 2. prudence 3. science 4. wisdom 5. cbbmdmﬁmmawum (of Uﬂwbommwmmv

mwmodwonw <v1c¢m|mwd and prudence; speculabtive 4Jﬂd¢muzwmmoa. znamamcu
anding and science.

Logic seems to have d:o habitus. One usmocpomA and the other specul-
ative, If this were true it woul uld mmmdio< romwo.

It must be an art of mﬁor a umccwm as to still be a monSnm An art

.which is still a habitus of tae Speculative intellzsct.

The liberal art (opposed to servile art) is oodmmwbmm with the m@wol

¢Hmdwﬁm intellect. Art-recta ratio factibilium.
So, logzic as H;dmﬂmg art is Oﬁwd art according to analogy.




Cf. TIa Ilze, q.

t. Thomas; Art=a
reason makes thing,
operation of the mind
though, which is servile art. . - e .

" Logic, %hen, is primarily a science and not opposed to art. To Know
its nature it isnecessary vo e :

The Object & Logi

47, art. 2 2d 3

- _The formal object o
ouo the material subject i

2nd intentions.

Gl St; Albert: Argume

whether it produces vhat

metaphor.

Anything used in the m
so also the simple comprehen

Ye must study these in'a
for apprehension, judgment
mind are pertaining to the

The formality concerned
gic (unknovm becomss known). End=to direct the mind

ily and

om the end of ILo

ck -y

——=3

€.5e enunciationipman is” rationa
-zubject=nan;
lwwmawomdmnwmdwobmww dif

These are not real relations affecting man's existence but they come
from our mode of knowing. - .

{major) Since logi
{minor) 4nd reason ma
‘ﬁﬂoﬁow.v True knovledg

i,e, either demonstrative, dl

v
~hat it accuires knowledge eas

Because of its imperfection,
apparatus of relatlons in reger
to the intelligence of an

ation to things made. Because the speculative
cism and propositions etc. (the immanent

) it is a speculative art. Not "primo et per se!

xamine its object.

c. (sciences are specified by their ohjects)-

pposed to the material subject. (It is the "1ight"
s studied. The cuod, the ratio quae attingitur.

ntation is the subject of Logié. The end of Jlogic

4o make lknown what was previously unimovil. Arzumentation: any discourse
is certain, probable, or only seemingly true,

alectic, induction, enthymene, example or

ske-up of argumentation is included in logic,
sion and judgment. . -
different aspect than the natural Philosopher
and and drgumentation as operations of the ™
De Anima.m T s

in the owmwmﬂwommow the mind must be deduced

human
4 to the ohjects of knowledge. (as opoosed

pecies
¢ is the art of

kes relations as to objects of knovwledge.
e follows tae-correct use of these relations.

This conclusion is based on Ethics

To order belongs to the
For certein, then ¥
order which reason Goe
y already exist. .
% reason introduces in the act of conmsideration, in

1.

natural things; the
2. the order tha
the act of knowing.
3, the order that reaso

* L. theorder that reason introdu

s

cause. €.g8. arvificdal

"Tise man.
isdom can order these. Four kinds of order: .
sntt maeke but only considers. €.§5. oraer oz

n introduces in the operation of the will.

There i1l be as many habitus;

the mounwcmmou.

to consider
The order that re

Rational Philosoph

N -

1 (judgment here]

=

k. 1, les 1, no 1-3

ces in thethings of which it is the

sci
he

©
a

o pakes in its own act of kmowing,
on né

writhout error.
reason, the mind, must use an

erence of species.

directing reason %O truth-

I7 sensitive power con know things

ences, as there are orders.
narts of discourse in respect SO-

"'. one to another and to the conclusions.”

7~ Mo know is to become the

of mobmwamwwam. This orgder is not the same as theorder in the things
or the order in the will or .artifical things. ' S

v - eswm owmmWrMm well described by St. Thomas. "it is the order of the
. . concepts one to another." - Wit is the order of the parts of discourse

) . . her through representation. The apprehen-
sion is done in a concept. ‘The concept represents the thing knowm.
The judgment is the affirmation or négation of = mzwumom end nred-
jcate in a uniting fashion (of two or more concerts). -
Argumentation-syllogistic discourse. )

" This represenkation must follow a certain pattern, order, This happe
‘ens by the making of relations by reasoning. ) i - ;
. These relations order the pepresentation of the object, not the ob-
jects themselves. These are fictions; they are not real. They are not
arbitrary; they are somewhat based on reality.’ -

;Lerdﬁm material subject is the operations of the mind, the formal
object, the ratio quae attingitur=the relations which reason foran of
the objects knovn as knowm. : : o

of. Prior Analytics bk.1, les. 20, no. 5.

oosﬁms.wwwﬁo%@HWm in HMetaphysits-being, its parts and passions. In logic
all this with the intentions or reason which contazins everything.

‘The object & logic-those fntentions of reason which concern every-
thing. Inteantion= Th-tendere) the term of the act of knowing. 3o any
representation of the objeét is called an intenticn. -

“Yet St. Thomzs does not ascribe all intentions i® the object of Logi
.i¢c Only those that -concern everything.

Tntention can represent an object in two different ways:

+ is-in igself. R
ovn, already represented. -
e.g. man-represents this man (non-lozical intantion)
other intentions represent the objecéts as knovm, as already
' _ represented. Species under a genus.

1
k

=

Logic will consider those intentions vhich concern everythigg. They
order the objects, the lst intentions. . . :
- (another ezample of 2nd intentions) subject and predicate.

-

This text supported the previous text, i.e. the Ethics.

To order thezact of knowing is t order the representations that
reason makes of the real objects. .
© Since it is an ordering by reason, it will be »& an ordering by
. further pepresenta tion; intentions. ‘They extend to many objects implied

.~.by the lst intentions and will necessar ily be by means of relations.

Another text: Meta. bk. k, les. k, no. 57k.

Hetaphysics considers common things in a @mﬁoumﬂwmdw<msm%.mﬁmwo

there is cetitudes Being of reality. )
~ ' Dialectizn fr same things has only probability. Ens rationks; proper




subject of logic-extends to everything to which real being is predicated

t reason discovers in the
things but found in the

hwm object of logic : tio
uwocw considered. Mot found in the nature o
mwmmwpdwow itseli. -

Since logic is the liberal art-which directs themind in'.its operation
to atbain the truth, apprehension, judgment mwn argumentation will ton-
cern the logic me osc from another aspect as th mmdcﬂmw Philosopher.
¥at. Phil, treats them as peerations and parts 04 the ul.

These will concern tae gomwo an only as they are artifically ordered
by the mind itself in order to obtain the rstJ This cen be deduced
from the end of logic. Artificial=made by reason.

-3rd day-

Tt is necessary to know the object of Logic to cwﬁom the wwmmwomﬂmbcm.
They are not 2nd intentions but still are contained in H01Ho by aristotle.

- ———————— —————— —————— N

Logzic=the order that reason makes in its owm act of knowing (3t. Thomas)
4 -

John of St. onnwm
thome 1, part 2,
g. 21, msﬁ H.z.

Ee is precise in defining 2nd intentions. Thej
signify certain relations :pwnw do not affect the
ohjects as such byt follow the consideration of
reason. - :

These relations are not real, but o:m their existence to reason itself
and are properly called "Ens ra tionis." .

wds: real bdins and being of reason. Being of reason
depends somewhat on the reason. This dependence mey
e :m%m.

1, as an mm%wo from its czuse, either efficient or material cause
= 2 g Tahdt
e.g. vhe artificial thing writh reason as the efficient cause; nasivus,
act of the mind, science, with rsason as the material cause.

2. as 401 its owm nature of OWumoﬂ so that it hes no being outside of
rezson that forms them. This bsing is called most orownerly fTen pationis’.
as ouwommo to rezl being: This is of two kinds: (De Veritate, q. 21, artl)

=. necations and privatioss as its make-up. .

b. made up Of relatcions.. Relation 1s an moohmmhcu this accident
in order to be one of reason nrust exist only in the appre-
hension of the ocumocm and not in the objects dﬁommmd<mm.
ﬁummm relations are of two kinds:

. 1.) some relationms, although completely made up by reason
and corresponding to nothing real in the ocuoac are
yet applied to the object as object. . N
God s creator of creaitures. (The causing of
relations are in the first place due to our
nnumﬁnmocwom in the way o- Imowing. )

m.fnu.u

2.) aonlied ©0 the object lknovm as knovn. Since ﬂumww ord-"

er the representavions of objects, these take the
name logical relations of reason.

N m.ﬂ. man .-m e MUWOHmmu Hwog
3ince the word :Mﬁﬂmu:403= mumquwmm ths term of the act ol lm :iumu
eny representation of the object by the mind is called intentlon.

P

i
4itself or as we conceive it bo be in itse

. 5
- s s . - :

These are of two kinds, called lst or 2nd intentions according to
posteriority in the act of knowing, representing. :
the t as it is in

1st intentlon=any intention represent objec
5 e. m God as creator.

n
1

H, 0[;

. 2nd Hﬁcmsdwowxmn% intention wmuwmmm:cwﬁm the object as wﬂo:du pre-
nwmmw% as knovn. This is to show & second, vosterior step in knowing.
S0, it is omwwwm m.HomHomH relation of rezson, for they mAODm are
formed over intentions.

So, mHmo 2nd intentions can be ordered by other second intentionsl
Je oroceed "modo logico."

Hence, the defintion of 2nd intentions: 4 relation of reason based
on the object knuwn as known.¥ - (J. of St. Thomas)

Therefore, Logic= the liberal art which considers 2nd inténtioms.

liberal art=habit of “the mumocwwrp<mu and so a science vhich considers
2nd intentions; the end specifying this science .

2

on mNdeJJm the ful
M

i and object of Logic. The
ons vere given not s

1 e
gnifying the fuld nature.

This definiti
other definiti

% The Division of Logic:

T Since the zct of knowing is terminated in the 1lst intentions and
ond intentions ae relstions of reason based on lst intentions; acc-~
ording as there can be @Jmcpﬁmcwmbma in the 1lst intentions & andﬂwﬂ
and a form,, e shell distinguish two groups or 2nd intentions which
shgll zccordingly be studied in ﬂ: different vares of Logic.

liaterial Logic; Formal Logic.
Second intentions -(Haterial and formal logic)
First wuﬂmwwwodm (tatter and form ) ;
Mo - e e e e e e e e e e e i . m = = e =
I

The first division of Logic correspands to the division of the
material subject of Logic. eJm second intentions shall be divided acc-
ordinz to the acts of knowing themselves.

1. simple apvrehension
2. 4¢@mmmbd So-Logic of crm Jmcv 2nd and 3rd
3. mHnﬁBmsadeod oumsmdwoﬁm of the mind.

To know is to become the other by dwdﬁnmmsdmcwos. This means that
objects in simple apprehension are pepresented by concepts. In the mum.
operation the ‘connection or disconnection of ooznmwﬂm are represensed

v the ooncomwcwow and division that the mind mekes of the Quaomunml ’
done with the copula M"is". The co-existence of real objects is repres-
ented by cﬁm inferential’ Bodmamdc of mwxGWmdﬁdeod. . -

Hndrmiuerbm mwmﬁwwwm& as signified
form=the Hmd1mmmbcmc,ow“ signification

In all operations of dww mind there will be two sets of 2nd intent
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. ions. Some: based on objects signified as siznified; others: based

.on the mode of signification through which the object is signified.

- -Form-- ‘Matter--»
1st operation: signification ~object signified as signified
2nd operation: enunciation -proposivlon
3rd. operation: syllogism ~demonstration

¢f. Lavel Theologie & Philosophie. Vol II, mo.l,
"Hotion of Formal Logic" by Bernmard Flynn (St

e.g. material logic-the logical universal, species
formal logic-noun, pradicate.

Logic of the third operation is divided further into four parts.
For the act of argumentation may take place in dafferent matter, i.e.
necessary {anzlytics), probable (dialectics) true-seeming {rhetoric
and poetics) and false (sophisticis elenchis}.

1. Demonstration-science-dem. syllosism

2. Dialectics-opinion-dial. syllogisn

3. Rhetoric-persuasion-enthymenes and examdle.

K. Poetics-metaphor, minima doctrina. -

l,. ‘Sophistic refutations: although reason is directed to truth, fal-

: sehood is passible-the will enters in with reason. the Soph-
ist=intention to appear to be trus regardless of where the
truth lies.
Togic must in sesrching for truth know how to avoid and

refute error.

's Books:

Distribution and Classification of iristotle . -
1. Logic of 1st operation: Predicaments (Porphyry's "Predicables”)
. Both material logic.

2. Logic of the 2nd oper.: Perihermenaias -
) . T Formal Logic.

ormal-ctoior snalvtics (syliogism) -
aterial-rosterior inalytics (demonstration)
mowﬂwom.meﬂowHoWmewmoﬁHom.

bt

3. Logic of the 3rd oper.:

o

v
[
e

l.. Sophistic Refutations.

As far as Yordo prodedendifis concerned, logic as in anyother
science must begin by that which is nore knowm to us as well as that
which is more general so as not to repeat ourselves constantly.

(cf. Bk. 1, Physics) -v -

+ is clear then that logic of lst operation precedes the 2nd, and
that the 3rd. It is clear also thab formal precedes the material.

* Question: does one proceed by the formal part of each operation
‘and then material; or by each operagioen 1n which is formal

the ist course-followed by J. of St. Thomas (Ars Logica) as well as

by most manuels. PR . : : < Taran
v the 2nd course-advocated by Sb. ilbert from the end of Logic. "Lib-

~er mﬂnmwnwdwwwwﬂmn ies 1, pp. 5-

The function of 16gic to deternmine the principles by which that
. unknown may become kn “Things $hat reason knows are oonHmm,wwp

."

incomplex; the complex are make up of incomplex aﬁMﬁ@w.

.eWm.ﬂbnmwmﬁmbmwwm of incomplex things is terminated in the definition
ﬁwwns pives ﬂum.dmﬂsamu quod quid est, quiddity..So, logic must direct
this understanding with the art of defintion. The Predicables and Pred-
icaments are part of this art of definition. Now, thiz belongs to mater-
igl logic as the ordering of the defintion gives the parts of the nature.

wd@cd the noawwmx things: a complex thing is nothing more than two or
more incompdex things put together by reason. Reazson knows an sunt not
cuzse sunt. In this way differing from the first overaztion it 1s then sdid
to be true or false insofar as it signifies "what is® or "what is not”

.

lLogic must determine the rules which determins these compositions of

the mind, first insofar as-the interpretations of these are concerned-it
does so in the Perihermeneias. Secondly, as far as the justifiication of

“ those compositions and divisions as used in the syllogism-logic will reg-

ulate first the form (Prior Anal.) and then matbir of argumentation { in
the remaining books). .

In the 2nd operation; form-enunciation, matter-propesition. This gives
us rules for the attianment ¢ truth. It seems that regulating from the

 forn will in the 3rd operation be the only source of rules for truth be-

cause the justification of the judgment follows the third overation. So
it seems that there is no book for the formel part of the 2nd operation.

3t. Albert's division suggests that we must study each operation in
rder and vhat is formall in each. If no fopmal bool, then we bezin with
he bool of metirial ic. in exemple and sign of this: it is izpossible

E lozic.
cudv the Prior Anal. (formel part) without the study of the Fredic-

logic).

The only logical book of lst-intentions-the Fredicaments (mat.
e n £ arist.

v
ced of the Prédicables for an understanding o
Should these two be preceeded by a book of forial logic of the 1st
overation? John of St. Thomas seems to think so; the first part of "Ars
Logica' is presented as an introduction- the "Surmulae~ three parts.
Second. intentions which mncern the fisst operation-the definition of
the term, definition and division of the sign, the divisions of the term,
poun and verb. It is clear that the noun and wverb are 2nd inténtions whic
regard the first operation; they are symbols of .things. :
9igns-generic notions by which we define each of the three. As the
first operation can be considered in itself, or accidentally, in relation
%o another operation, so the 2nd intentions can concern these likewise.
Ta the latter case, those second intentions must be studied in relation
to theother operations in view of which they are of themselves formed °
in the first place. If not, in a special book of the lst operation. How,
to decide in which book of logic we shall study the second intentions-

noun, verb, and sign.

e.z. subject and predicate. If the concepts ars not composed or div-
ided in the mind, noun and verb concern the 1s% overstion but only in
relation to interpretation or enunciation of which they are composSing
perts. Hence, the Perihermeneia {cT. bk 1, les. 1, no. 3} as it belongs
fo any sciente studing hECPErts. : ) » O 20 6 DOones




J ] .
! o

T o | N,

| : - i ) . . . R . ~ ~0-
i Term-major and minor of arzuméntation-nust be studied as parts of ] Thi erine 4 .
the syllogism in Prior inalytics. So, the term, uoE.: and verd cannot E.M owwww 4w.m is wowo ww W0 ways: :
T in ol ¢ i ¥ k . & O+ 1orms which %o order things
be considered in the lst operation but in Lobmmm other books. ) . i % 11 to order things (treats of i 1
A) . ity and predicebilicy). : zs (t universal
- _Consideration of how the 1lst opsration is capable of direction and . 2, ordering of things according to those forms (predicements).

reculation at 3ll.

’ M.wno,oﬁ.&.u.m therefore to St. Albert the Predicaments H\.oﬁ.o.a,w the pred-
czjeten "Introduction to Fredican ments" mekes some consideration of a icables and does not precede it as says Cajetan. A
the intention, division, utilivy, ordsr, place and mode of procesding . . : o
of the Dbook. , 1t is clear then that Logic of the st operation must direct, i.e
. give rules and principles by which the mind can obtairn nerfect Ynoti-
TIntention must be taken fron &:u seneral intention of logic of which ledge of incomplex and indivisible things {as both Jejetan and St.
ch it it a part. Logic=to make operation of reason correct, easy and . Albert sav). M .
prompt (main ubcwuioﬁv\ The function of any art, as a virtue-to . L .
Sectify the operation, as a habitus-to render it easy and ProEpt. - _ There exists perfect knowledge of things when the mind obtains ons
Tt is rather difficult to'see haw the first op2 retion can be dir- ily'and promptly the trush. But since thers 35 no con position nom il
ectad ir regulated at all singe sizple undersvanding doesn't involve . ision in thelst operation; no question of truth, ﬂgmH. fore no_regulat
srutk or falsehood and truth-is ths proper Perfadtion of the mind. © ing mm 2ll is possible. Ir there is to be any dir 5
The operstion of the mind will be rectified, correct, when trus . from cw.w part of the object known to render undgr
I it he 7 to true only in » faras seriaining ©o cxzcr in m.mm...\..uu.x.' mmo«mwﬁr (in relation to cu.ccbv it will b
2nd and 2rd ns, then no »roner dirscbing or rvegulating. It is art of definition. .
difficult © the Predicements oo&b do just so. o ] . )
’ . Cajetan was inexact in his dirsction »sr se and ser accidens, i.s.
Cajetan mﬂmnmmcw and ansver: if per se understanding of objects he was Bm.w,.wwu\. in error in his division per se and per accidens 7 the
neads no- reulation or direction since there is not dommu.ou,u.u.r... of err 1st operation. E

vet there can be & Q._H.oocwum and regulating on the vart of the ob

or hare z > . o o ..
et ,_.G.Du..smcoop sothat their w mmwmcmd{rsﬁ be nede easy and pronpt. - #.B. St. Thomas, Heta. bk.9, les.ll, wo.)\owvu.@ow
= zjetan this Mm ezctly what the Prddica aments do. The ) R - } v
Bjec ated by ths senses to the intellsct in a confused : 5t. Thomas shows i
B s oy % - N 4 v T4 er PRGN :.J\n. o
73 12s5ify then under ddstinct zer nere their wassions eiC . d.ﬂwmw@:omw.lwv m,m m g
ir cbmu.mcmhn, .um will be made sv and pronpt. N when 1% obtaips Lm 14
Jo, by accicent, in relation mDmomn.r operation, the mmwoqux -
erztion shall be mﬁwnﬁm@ b7 Th of definition, of which the
boolr of the s & par

hi in 1
csdes the art of the definition. L X ) . 4
Tos ubility is teken in view o ths art of definiv tionand demon- But the coodness of a de
. 3

me plzce of this book in logic is tingg sizpliciver". It pre-

strztion. s ’ (55. Thomas) end everythin
Tts mode of orodeeding is inductive rather than demonsitrative. - longs to the First ovsaration
ding i ! : to o
’ That which would beong

Jonn of 3t. Thomas in the Ars 3rd operation.
G

ajetan's authority.

N.B. The act of understanding (1st oper
n o

= z the "De Anima"
5t. Albert-Liber Pred. cha i as cwp-m cmm i .uoiB.s of the possidble i "infellizible
He differs from omumﬁms T S mwmmnom?uh ﬂ..omw- mm%wmwdum the object. .
Incomplen-knowledze of the EJ..BQB by defi Ot -1..m H..?mxtu.o..rc le snecizs is forzmed by one" intellsct
ooruu.mc.._,w,oau_.mpsm of the unknovm by demonstration. . us agentis on the phantesm. This simp “_.4.* neans % H._lu.mn bl
: spacies is formed by the universalizatio 5 zation of the
1st act=ordering of things one ©0 snother. . . phantasz by the mcqmw& intellect.
2nd act=composing ! w woon w . : : The object is still sensible in the pi
o 1 1 1
d act=reasoning " w . e ) N ) ‘

3 . ) A To understend, or defins 2 thing is nothing bumt to order things in
1ct sct-simple understending, act of reason which orders wamm.m one their irmaterislity and universalitry. CF. St. Albert; to understand=
- t5 mnother. It is perfectsd first by forms capable of Deing : tc order thing one to another. : .

omderad. In the Predicemenis e Zust ordsr all things capabl O . : . -
able of predication.
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The Wmmswmwwow of lozic of this order will follow those two steps:

1. must determine the forms or relations of universality (Predicahles)

2. logic must tonsider the objects themselves under the relations of .
yniversality. :

411 this is per se- it directs the ordering of understanding itself.
So the art of definition does per se and in itself direct the lst oper-
ation.

The first operation in relation to the 2nd and 3rd operation can be
regulated by accident. e.g. since the proper passion of universglity is
predicability, in relation to the 2nd oper. it is accidental. Logical

1

e hre]

aniversal in the 2nd operation=predicad
- i July 18

s the rightness of the

- its definition. Logic
it attains good defintion.

derstanding. ’

Logic rengders act of mind =n
mind. To Xmow a thing is't
rezulates the oneration o
And it is necessary to or

2

X
P

asr

The intelligible srecies are drawa from the ohantasms - 2 universilisa-
tion.
" We must know:
1. +he forms by which tiings are understood: determination of
the intentions of universalivy.
2. then we determine things according to these. intentions.

To be more couplete, the vook cencerned wit: the lst operation should
include a work on defintion - for & full understanding. For logic
orders the understanding so that we know a thing cohnletely abd
fully. To kmnow a stone merely as & hard pbject, is not complete
knowledge of it, and is indeed notentially false, in the minor

wdowomwdwouomm amﬁommdwmdwosvwowwwmdmuomvwﬁ could lead to

error

Full and compuwete and correct definitions are esssntial to deronstration.’
Definitions are quoddamodo veritas. If they are false, conclusions
will be false

To define a thing is nothing else but the ordering of something in its

proper degree of universalization. The definition is made up of the

genus and specific difference.

Tn order to arrive at what the stone is the ordering of logic is neces-
sery. The subject of e booi: of the Predicables is made up» of those
things by which the ordering is done. Porvhyry studies these uni-
versals as predicables ( ordered to the 2nd operation) and deduces
the rules of predication that follow the use of these.

The book of the Predicaments ig not concerned with 2nd intentions as
such, but with real things - 10 categories. However, the considera-
tion remeins comvletely Jorical, for it studies real things only in

SO _far £s_uhey are ordered DY the reletions or reason {oredicables).

The aspect of the categories that interest us is the fact that they are
supreme genera. And when. e talr of 1lst and 2nd substance will

4

mmwwmm dsma.wu terms om,wwmmwomwawd% ( in a subject and not predicated
of a subject). So that that the ratio quae atbingitur (i the formal
object: quod) is always the ordiniabilitas of things - hence rexains

Jozical. .

The Predicanments, then, follow the Predicables and nrecede tihe non-ex-
istent book on definition. These 3 books heleong per se to the lst
operation because they enable us to dddf A4/ use our understandir
comple tely and correctiy.

Predicables: -
relations of universality, ~fhat is the notion of universal? ( Ars
logica, vart 2, article 3): the concept "universal” signifies a re-
lation to many and is opposed to the sinzular which is nhot communica-
ple o many. This notion is realized in three kinds of universal:
i a) universale in significando - the sign which siznifies the
universal itslef - e.g. man.
b) universale in causando - the cause by »irtumxmiiwhich a
virtue extends to many ethics - e.g.God
¢) universale in essendo seu’ praedicando - had a«relation to
 many in which it is and of which it is said.
Ts defined: unum in multis eh de multis.’ -
amun = subject of universality. Tkis uniby is
necessary, must be distinct/and separate
. from many. . i
in multis = term of the relation.
de multis = proper passion; opradicability follows
universality as its proper passion.

That which is s in many is a nature. Hence the name, metanhysi-
cal universal a ~ure abstracted from the singulars zné having
consequently an aptitude of communicability to those singulars.

In the metaphysical universal the universalitr is only a condition

T following its state of being imswn by the mind.  The -

. ralation of universality founded on a nature rmown as known is nothi-

nz but a lozical universal. Metaphysical universal has a relation

to many. -
he pebaphysical universal

in a state of abstracti

B oo
©

l..
o
B

Q

O I+
-

is nay nagture
on Fronm -singula
o h

s i
scel universal is that

g :
n

state follows our way ol knowing e
because of which a nature is said to be ‘the state.of universality-
the efficient cause of this is our way o: ¥nowing. De Bnie, cap h:
Hature found in three states or donditions: )
1. That of a nature in se vhen considered only what egssentially
" constitutes this nature without its accidental predicdtes - 2
sbate of indifference to universality or singularity.
2. HWature existing as singalaer. .
3. As existing in mind : metaphysical universal. Wei ther sing.
of univ. are essential predicates of the nature itself.

ly j=e

g e (e

o
=l

Any relstion that happens ©O the nature from the fact that it is

i
Lnown is necessarily a relation of resson. e€.3. lozical universal
= nature as movn.

Tyo spects of the same thing: ) L
a) metaphysical uaniversal: the nature in se obJjecv. o
b) logical umiversal: ordered to the 2nd operaivlon.

being ordersd by predicables.
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<um:m5 mezwu.ao maomwnmwm excent it is a logical universal, but
not mmﬂwocww. HHN e.g., "a man' = universal nature, it ammm.mo
according %o a mode of individuation which doesn't realize full

the in multis of the notion of universality. - h v

Indi

REoui i i
Equivocal (man in many) and analogical aren't strictly sovealkine univers
S = -=ils -

als either.

aequivocans (canis)
aequivocum

e . aequivocata ( that which is signified)

The znalogical is & gnif
in,

another: e.g. be

wwm Dartly under one reason and partly under

i
g substance and accidehts.

o wmﬁcwmm vihich are one in many in
i Those many univocally. Happens
oS ie

Logical universals are signified by

Logical universals are restricted ©
such a way that they are said o
in five ways ( oredicables).
the name: PREDICABLE

The division of the logical universals into five will be good if ig
proceeds by immediate members onvosad by contradiction. -

St 3 . N . . -, gl s e N
. bvaHc.meUWWmmHamawnﬂHm“ cap.9: that which is in many and siad of
Mwuwdmmw .m So elther according to something suvstantial in the thi
L W AN i gkl t© il ide 1 ) N T
of 15 said or according to something accidental.
. o
July 19
1 .. . o s s . . .
St. Albert: (contd) 1. iy it HMdm@HmnWme in many things and szaid
. of many things according to somethi
PR 1 3 . s P g N o aing m,ﬂdl
mwnﬁﬂwmwv.dbm.wwmmwomdm gives elitvher the whole mmmMSOm Amsmowmmw or part
of it (potential part=genus; actual part=spec. difference). )

Huommmﬂmwmwmmﬁmﬂmamawnﬂmur. .... .
.| <-0FDmQH<H ﬁ ; ua.
that o o o tpocdzabe member the ision of z:w<wpmmwm” L<wH\ﬂWwwm

3t 1S vher suostanvial or uaz¥ses accidental. It is either as
principium (act) or principiatum (whole) the ‘effects ¢ wvrinciples, the
composition of mobile being. , ) Y

2. moEdeMdm in Bmdw.ﬂwwan and said of many things as accidental: it
QWW*MMJMm WomwmmddQOM MnmAOMBBon nature (that which is not substance) or
accident of e individual (predicabls accident, common acci v i

£ 1 (3 el d ciden id-

ental predicate). . B e, socid

Accident as opposed to substance= a being.

Accident as in a substance= a mode of being.

S0, there are five predicables.

CF. ISAGOGE (Introduction) to Pradicaments.

ons of each predicable, gives their

Porphyry gives definiti
ication.

it
and deduces rulss of pred

s Tettem e e,

.\ -
B
SRS S | o /4xw T 13-

As to the definitions of the 5 predicables many things must be
takén intdb consideration-remember therefore:

"7.°The logical universals are relations of reason. 3ince being of
reason is conceived in the manner of real being it has a certain nat-
ure or essence whihc can be eipressed in a definihion in the same way
- as for the real beings. Conseguently it must be defined by a genus and
E specific difference or that which takes its place.

2. That being a relation it is anf accident, but accordingly are not
defined the samé way as substances. Cf. ieta.- (Only substances defined
pramo et per se; the accidents, since their essence consists in being’
in a ‘subject, there is necessary that there enter into the fefinition
of accident something not of the essence of accident). Copsequently, .
the ‘metaphysical universal shall enter into the def. of the logical un-
iversal since it is the spbject in which it is found. Wow, the subject
of an accident may enter into the def. in 2 ways: h

S ~-in the capacity of genus if we define the accident "in concreto!

o e.g. a body which is white. )
' ~-in the capacity of difference if w
stracto® e.3. & color in a body.’

3. That the predicable is a relation; rslation is an accident of

. special nature for it consists in being "ad alterum". The whole being
is "ad alterun” so that the term of a rsletion must enter into the def.
as to that which is taken the difference. . R
L. It is impossible to assign a common genus %o the five predicables
L and conseciuently impossible to assign a specifi ¢ difference to each one
- So a strict def. is impossible and the best we can do is to proceed by
description.

e

define the .accident "in ab-
. _

St. ilbert- The notion of universal is realized primarily by zenus
and enzlogically by ths rest. .
Descriptiod includes that which is analogically common inst&ad of a
£ differences.

genus and properties instead of specific

¢f. Meta. bk.7, les.k, no.1352,53.
De inima, bk.2, les.l, no.213.
Suzma, pert 3, 9.77, art.l, ad 2.
Perinerm. b:.l, les.t, mnoi2. * -
Post. Anal., bz.l, 1es.l0, no.2,3,%,
mﬁ.wwcmﬂﬂvﬁwo.nmwwmnwomdeMdSmn

..
tract. tert., chav.3.
, 2 -

Porphyry has many descriptions

mmm@wum al 1 this in mind we see that ¥, ny d
e alone can signify the whole

“
h
For each predicable. For no one descri

tion
nature of apredicablée. It is necessary for him to bring forth many pror
_erties sinoe by these owww.ao e @MMdHumﬁwmw then. . - P
Each description includes a subject as genus (relation in concreto)

% property and the term of the relation defined.
Cf. Porphyry's text. - ,

CGenus: est universale respiciens plura specie distintta in quid. That

4 - yhich (subject) is predicated (rnetaphysical zbw<m%mwwv of many

.. differing in species (term) in enswer to “what is it?". (provert.

: To define it in abstration-Genus is that relation of predicability etc.




Species: est =bw¢mwmmwm.dmmwwowmum

'Difference: est ﬁbp<mwmmwm pespiciens plura specie distincta in nﬁmHm.

- 2. The thigg which is mmdozwbmcma man is Qmmoswwwﬁmn EﬁH:m..

- ent Wﬂﬂ not in cru sare :wm.

A P T T

ALY 1

Es

vgcwm ‘mumero distincta in

X

Property: est ﬁlv<mwmmwm quod habet respectum de pluribus in msmHm monJ
o “ dentaliter et necessaris. It is what .is accidental to sone
one mdmopmm do mww those in it and at all times. Convertible

uooJmed. est =bw<mhmmwm nﬁon zdest aut abest sine subiecti corruptione’
it is what ‘becomes and passes away without the destruction of
the subject : ) -

mameva,MHMmerHm.m‘woow of ‘the Predicaments, "Three partsk-

uzwmdimadomemwdm m Pr @Mommmbdm proper 3. Postpredicaments.

Antioredicaments- dsmom things Ewwo: are anommmmiﬁ to know in drder to
understand the predicaments, a kind of introduction. He first define
the equivocal, univocal and denominative. Secondly gives the divis- "™
ions of tkat things which are end things which aresaid -"ea quae sunt
et dicuntur.® »5@ “thirdly “ two rules of vwwmponduob. ) . i

Loﬁ;doomH dwwdlm mnsp<oo¢B mrcmnmm to tvio dw45qm,.mudrmw to the name
signifying different things (equivoca moﬁJ<oomev that causing. Or,
the many different things mwmuhpwma by the name (equivoca mncwdoon

2ta). Since we are mwmﬂWHbu of incomplex things we Eﬁmﬁ define the
things not the nanes.

Therefore, those things ar e called mocugonmA of which the nme
alone is no_ on, the mcomchcamH reason signified by this name being
different in each caseé, e.5. man and pictured man.

Diversity of ressons here nust be understood as any diversity, w
whether simpliciter or secundum guid, whether toal or partial. The
definition extends to things both equivocal and analogical (2 con-

silio). oo

s I 1 - . A
Univocal cwwwlm" dromo things called so which the name is common and

the substantial reason being the seme in each case signified by dwm

name. m.v. aniaml of man and brute. . T -

Dendominative thines

their name from somethir m
e.g. whiteness and white.

: those things arecalled denominative which receive
rom which they differ by the case only.

ot

b

-}
H

= .

gsmegmcﬁémdfdg.

nmumdmd mﬂdwﬂgnm in any Qo at
teness-~-form from which cﬁwuum mHm

i
1. The form which m<:oEHdmdmm. wh
called white. :

n
M

3. The dénominatives-or the de roUMﬁmdwqm forms which signify ooawnm
- from the form stow a<: inztes white. Awmomu<mm cwmww nﬂamﬁwwoﬁ
mouwcswnn ﬁrwo: dif . “

“hite mwm :wwccﬁmmm signif
tha case er c(-ﬁwmmﬂJo:u mwnw

Nl 15

5 exm.OOJoﬂmcu accident m*qu%wwmm the moopamucmw Torm @wmaAmQA% in
powaJaﬁ the subject is which it !
‘des it ‘as a nature differing from t

M\ . An accident therefors is called
concreto by af name which is obtai

ile the abstract accident signif-
subject in which it is.

. nominative when it is siznifisd in
tained by changing the ending, case, of

_‘the neme which signifies the same accident form put im abstracto,

L0E

Denominative predicat

“a mﬁdumnﬁ.

. #dan% ording tothe mﬁWmﬁWﬁom
. vdmmHOdem of a substancs
wise there .oﬁHp be ident

-
5
i

i
on

ic

3oy g)

.H HSHaqm said mwm sdid in either a
~ 2.-Théngs that are are said of a subject without being in a subject, as
. ‘a universal substance. T
7 «Cr are not mmHn of a subject without being in a subject; vanticula

‘substance.

xowmmwaou, mﬁoumod mdm
*And, mwo,mMRM\m not said

...~ accident.

of

“Two rules of predicationk

" 1. ‘Then something is predicated-of ng
as the spperior of the inferior, anything sa
also be said of the subject. €.3. an =3
‘2. The species and differsnces of n

mHm also pJe erse. -

The Hmnmoﬂ Aristotle makes this i
thiges in as mueh as ﬂﬁmw are ordsrs

and predicability in view

things must be divided SOd as ﬂwm% ar

since our understanding
necessary that this div

But the relation o

otle has to define the ecu

d% which all the things

n..nl

of the reg

Denominative predication then is the mode of predication of the ace-
iccidental form as a nature- cannot be
Mﬂ.@.:a rS. e.3. man is waiteness. Other-
cation of

&s the mode of mredicating aa accident of

Tud natures.

~ N

comple:x or incomplex way.

somethin

imal, m
iiverse and not suvalbernsted geners

. e d e s [
ars ws a subject; universal accident.
£ a subject, but in a subject; werticular

e as of a subject, i.ea.
é of the predicate nmust

ngroduction; he proposes to treat the
& by the ralations of universality
lztion of the lst opsration. If the
e ir se but a Lumm%mcoop by us, and

s
1@ 1 nother, it is

s vhy Arist-
n“*m the node
drwomczmv

|.|.

‘The 'univocal anm of zredication is the mode by wvhich mHH things are

Y

22

L me denominative node, since it i
" reduced to substance as

heir one su

. mdeWHpmsma under the 10 supreme @mﬁmim.

s
b

_ .
mm c% ﬂwwodemmoawmmﬂdmmdm

+h

cne
umoﬁ.




“Next step:

Aristotle enumerat

es ten predicaments or supreme geners

|Hmt

ow.dWMwmmxmswmdnuomu quantity, quelity, relation, action, passion, vos- -
ition, place, time and possession. N .
- . o ) . , ’ P l;
. He studies four (lst) in detail; the remaning six are discusssd in a ‘ -
single chapter. They are known enough. - !
For substance, gquantity, quality and relation:
1st, he defines, divides them and gives their properties.

Definitions are

by

. His divisions:
of cuality etec.

logical,

2 as such: rela
hich we are said such, ant
only ist mum 2ad msumﬁnbom.

uan

n consists ad alterum,
doesni define,

divides them as benera in species.

quelity is thet
and substance defines

S et CtemA Y

kinds

e.g.

Properties: there are many given for each, but they are not always o o
pronerties in the strict sense, real waoum1d%.

“fe see that h :lm Eomm of procéeeding is not rezlly scientific but that is
due to the fact © the supreme geners cannot be defined sice one can't
assign any genus wma spec. difference. They must be defined as "Being".
differing from others by properties. ) -

The dir-
in which ﬂﬁwdmm must be dis-
%o relations of universality as known by us. The mode

koHHo? this intention. I we treat of mﬁdmdfhom etc.
in logzic 1% is not as thz Metaphysicizn does whose intention isto find
out what those things are in themselves. iny definition of those things
must express the "gquid rei therefore substancesens per se subsistens.
Homwnwna on cwmoomuﬂn%< is satisfied to give the "quid nominis"-his int-
mdﬂJOm merely to form definitions, :mAw understand things.

The intention of this HongnNA book is that of a-logical woop.
ection of the lst operation reguires a book
tributed according
of procedding must

Helpful to resad the ooBBmﬂﬂwww of Cajetan. : . ) .

o,
St.

the explanetion of Being into 10 predicaments. Cajetén and John of
Thomas- . :

Albert's given: chap 7

"4A1l Snpqm1me and »narticular substance and de ﬁﬁps. and wmid maoJan
ents are reduced.to 10 supreme genera.

There are certain dwadmm not reduced, i. e. ens, unum, alivd, Hmmnﬁo&

mwwmu genera u¢c said of all %en, mJWAOmHomH .

Other thing ngs found in many or all predicaments-prius, nosterius, simul

an Boczm. :

Uileqor. anything univocally predicable of a mﬁdumod is mvaoH a
substance or an accident. (per se or in aliud) .
1. The per se being which is predicable of a mﬁdumnc is mﬁvmdmuo

1st genus and principle of evérything.
N. A1l not per se is necessarily mnowgow:. in mnowamdc wmcdmdm ﬁo a
ubject either secundum inesse or secondum conparationen. '
an accident hapoens to a substance according to an mdmodﬁdm
inesse this accident is in the subject either as matter or form:
1.) according to matter in UOcmun% to @J<Hmwowwwd4| :wwacH

dﬁm

fact that
"secundum

2.)

according to form which perfects dsm Bmddmw to act in
ovmwmcwownnsmwwrm v

b. If on the contrary an accident happens to the mcouwoﬂ on the

1.)

2.)

the substance Hm taken in'relation to something m;mm
comparationem.m (this happens in tiro zmwmv :
The accident is caused either by the coBﬁnHJmoq of msvl
stance to something else, i.e.
a.) simpde comparison=position. , .
b.) comparison of parts to the whole: S
-from the part of form=action. .
2- woom oow " omajter=passion. T ... -
3- % m W the whole as whole=relaktion.
or an accident cause by a comparison to something estrin
sic to substance. T !
a.) if the extrinsic is
is mwﬁrmﬂk.
1-with movement=time.
2-without movement=nlace. - :
b.) if the extrinsic is vudH 2d to the mﬁoumoc ﬁbu
accident resulting is possession. :

adjacent only to substance it




