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Introduction

Man is placed "on the confines of gpiritual and corporeal
creatures and therefore the potencies of both meet in the soul,"
"Men cen acguire universal and perfect goodness beécause he can
acquire beatitude; and, therefore, the human soul requires many

various operations," (Summs Theol, 1,77,3) In thisg treatise we

would like to Inguire hOW'these various operstions ere exerciged
by the soul, The soul is the principle of motion and action of
man, rtor it ls hig subsltantial act, ,

¥en hes & very complex neture, With his iﬁtellect he
reaches to the contemplation of Truth, In the lower functions
of life, however, he is very similar to a plent, Between these
two extremes--intellection and vegetation--his sense knowledge
holds a unligue postion., Ve want to inguire Infto this sense
knowledge of man, which, although the lowest form of cognition,
is nonethelesgs esegential in our process for acquiring truth,
gsince the human intellect naturelly depends on sence for its da-
ta, Because sense life lies between vegetation and intellec-
tion, it shares something of each, . Like vegetation, it ig a

life depending essentially on matier, It is material, Like

2}

Intellection, it shares more or less in the immaterial and po

k] o)

geg a certain kind of splrituality,

s}

€

m

-

From sensetion of external ithings our mind builds up all

nd judgmente about the nalure of the physical uni-

0

ite ideas
verge and, in fact, 21l being. EBut before these ideas and judg-

ments are formed, the dsta recelved by the external senses need

~
<
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to be eleborated and organized into purely mental, though still

He

sensible, representations or images of the external objectis,

T e - _

need to study separately, though not in detall, the five inter-

nal senges that perform this functicon,
We shall see that the nature of the intellectual cognosci-
tive Taculty, the possible intelleét, which i1g primarily a pas-
clve potvency, requires an informaitlion and actuatlion by the in-
telligible species, which the internal senses prepare, Here we
WAy ﬁo see how this speclies 18 obtained through the proeess of
pLatraction by the joint causality of the egent intellect and
the vhantasm.

ﬁan’é intellect has three orinciple operations: simple ap-
;?ehensién {(or concevtion), judgment, and reasoning, The latter
two follow tine first, since by them we manipulate the ldeas
which we attalined in the sct of conception, in our last sectlon,
art V, we.want to see in Just what the act of conception con-
and how it is related to the gsensory overations which we
nave just studied,
A treatment of such a wide subject as the intellect will
cake more than thi@}%y pages, of course, hut I hope that this
ig can be a beckbone for s more intense s@udy[ 2ince the
thesig is planned to give OLly the main pointes of our knowing.
srocess, thils should e a heln to see the total process without

bdditional considerstions in & gquick perussl,

(S|
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11, External Senseg and Eencatlon

sation, or as St., Thomas

'O

A1l man's knowledge begine with

"

put it in hig Summa Contra CGentileg, "Mihil est in inteéllectu

quod prius non fuerlit in sengu,“lor even yet in & more poetic

structure, "Wihil est in intellectu niei prius in seneu,'" 2

But just what is sensory knowledge? ''Sensory knowledge may be
considered es an act of the one knowing and as such leg the or-
canic perception which makes one aware of a malerial object pre-
sented by the exterqal genses (gight, hearing, smell, taste,
touch), or recalled by the sense memory or reproduced by the im-
ceginstion, It is alwaye the percepiion of a definite, particu-
lar concrete object." 3 There are five Glstinct formalities of
the world of these material objects which we commonly experience
célor, Emound, odor, teste, hardnessx and softness,, “ﬁese rTorm
the formal objects of the external senses, Scholastic priloso-
phers digtinguish five external senses: eignht, hearing, smell,
taste, and toueh: but it should be noted that the metaphysicg of
man cares little whether there be five or fifty distinet sense
feculties--question i1g whether they provide -us with data neces-
gary for intellectual knowledge of essences,

Just why do we need sense knowledge? If the object is not

" -

ofiginally in the subject, 1t must be united with it, and made
one with-1t, This union 1s brought about, in St, Thomas's ex-
pressgion, by the aSSLm.lation of the knower to the oBject known,{
By assimilation the thing which knows ig made one with the thing

known--the sense, for example, becomes the thing understood in

yiy




act, 5 This does not mean that the very substance of the know-
er becomees the thing known, for only in God is the substance of
knower and the known thing identicel, 6
FPhyvsical movement in the sense organs, and the subseguent

movements wnich they ceuge in ke nervous system and brain, are
not sengetions, hut they are the necessary physicological condi-
ﬁions of gsensations, Ve have sensations vwhen »hysical causes in
the world around us act upon our sense organs and, through the

n us conscl-

i

rhyelcal changes produced in them, somehow produce
ous sensory apprehenglion of the thing in the world around us. 7
Our mind huilds up all ite ideas and jJudgments about the

nat f the physical iverge fron se gensat £ evier-
nature of the phy 1 universe fr these ns onsof exter

ts

fele

¢, end therefore ls connected to the intellect zs

sourse of deta, Credt mentlions this very concisely:

o]

fon vero intendimus excludere oblectivan dependentlan,
guee in eo conslistit, guod (pro praesenti statu coniunc-
tionis animee cum corpore) intellectus intdl“cctionum
suarum materiam seu oblectz sus ex sensill cognitione
Gesumit, ac proinde obiective a sensibus et o corpore
dependet, 8

i

The intellect is sz2id to De objectively dependent on the phan-
tesm for its ideas (the phantasms are sensible representations

which are formed by the imagination, as will be explained later)

It ig only Tair that these two, the knower and the thing known,

Py

should be proportionate in their modes of existence, since the

.

intellect ig found in a material being, O

Experience e the egss prcof of tie dependence of the in-

tellect in its thinking Pprocess on the external senses and the
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brain, Exhzustion of brain power accompanies the work of think-

1ing. "The fact that the exercise of imagination or of external

sense forme a 'condition sine gqua non' of intellectual activity,

accountg for such congumpitlion of %{ebral energy.” 10

It 1s Talse to say that the brain thinks, or even thai the
mind thinks with the brain as its organ, although we may allow
the phrase thet it sees by the instrumentality of the eye or
rears by that of the ear, "So, too, the intellect understands,

apart from sensible matter, a2 line existing in sensible mattier,

although it can also understand it with sensible matter," 11

IIT, Internal Senses

Before idess and Jjudgments are formed, the data received by
the external sense - are elaborated and orgenized into Durely
mental, though still sensible, representatlions or lamages of the
external objects, Thig part of the work of knowing is done by
the internal sencges, Gredt defines an internal sense as such;

Cognitio ewim sensuum internorum In eo consistit, quod
aliguid iam cognoscitive apprehensus ulterius elaborant.
Obiecta autem sensuvum internorum non sunt ollecta pure
externa, cum his senegus semper referantur ad aligquid in-
tentionaliter in cognoscente lam aceptum, 12

St. Thomas, following Aristotle, attributes to man four lin-
ternsl senses, They are so called because they have no external
organs receptive of direct impressions from the external world,

hut instead receive their data from the external senses and

through the organs of these latter. The internal senses are
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connon -sense, -imagination, cogitative sense, and memory, 13

-~ The first of these is the gensus communis, According to

Eenard, the common sense 1ls “that operative potency which termi-
netes the mutation of all the external senses,"” 14 Our external

senses give us only their proper objects--colors, sounds, odors,

tastes, tangible gualities, Through these we perceive also cer-

tein. common objects like shape, size, distance, movement and
time; We percelive these latter through the speclal senses, but
by thé common senge, This is the reason thig operative potency
ig called "common': it is "the common root and principle of the
external senses," 15 The external senses cannot combine or in-
teg?%ate into unifled objects the various impressiong which they

recelve, because each sense receiveg only Zts own gpecieal kind

of impression and not that received by the other senses, This

[}

cation o

j-to

[Sa il senses cnables us, not merely to receive the

proper sensiblee, but to distinguish between the different sen-

sibles which affect the game sense, 16

The second of the internal senses is the imagination, which

ig "the facvlty of forming mental inmages or representations of
naterial objects apart from the presense of the latter," 17 The
reason for the need of such 2 preparation is that in external
senses the specles 1s caused by the object here and now, and
cannot be retained unlese the agent be presgent, 18 There 1s a
need of the imagination which preserves specles from the exter-
n2l sensges, which are digtinet from the lwmeagination, We plcture

in our mind things which we have previously percelved, although

7
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at the moment when we picture them they are not acting upon
of our external sense orgens, This means that we heve a po

or Taculty Tor preserving the sencory impressions produced

Y

o

our consciousness and of representing, in their absence, th
objecte walich proauced these impressions, We may imagine a

thing as we actually perceived it, or we may combine in one

ol

regentation sense impressions which were not actually perc

i

together, thus constructing "imaginary" objects. These men

representdions which we form by this power are called phant

The imaginetion and common sense are closely connected,

the imegination completes the operation of the compon ganhge
& L L

L

The common sense can ¥now and Teel whalt the external senses

any
wer
in

e

re—
elved

tal

asme,

for

feel, but only when they feel, "The common sense does not per-

ceive the object unlesg it receives the term of the mutation

which caused hy the Droper ser 1sible in external sens

bt
[}

magination retains, presgerveg, recalls, and, sometimes, Tr
the data received, creates new phantasms, new precentions, '

rgination is, then, only a continuation of ithe common

The
on

19

The third internal sense 1s the cogitative (vis cogitati-

Ih

we perceive things not merely as ob

8]
ch

va), It is a fact tha

\

having certain sensible gualities, but also as being good o

L]

I3 Es
jects

I

bad, des*rable or repellent, usefuyi or harmful, &t. Thomasg

uges his fTavorite illustration of a laumb fleeling Irom the @
without heving to be taught., 20 This "harmfulness' is not

sensible guality which eny external sense organ can perceiv

olf
a

e,

g
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St. Thomas uses "insensate intention'" (species insensatae) for

estimative impressions, meaning those obJects of knowledge not

experienced by external senses, 21 Gredt defines the '"vig

o

[0}

)
i

timative, "

as it is called in animals, as such:

Vis aestimatia est sensus internus, guo animal .in re

externa per sensus externos apprehensa percipit "in-
tentiones imsensatas" seu 1d, quod neque sensibus ex-
ternis negue sensu communi aut phantesie percipitur, 22

o~ . . s
ATter he gives his explan ation of the "vig zestimativa," he
N .

to sey that men is an animal withlthe same power only
not as necegsary for his operation that is called the "cogitati-
va" power, Essentially this power is the same in animals and in
men, but its actual exercise in men ig superior hecause in them
it operates in subordination to end under the influenoe of rea-
son, Animals abéolutely need to perceive such intentions that
the external senses do not perceive,

These insensate intentions may be deflined as aspecits of in-
dividual sensible bodies not perceivable by any external sense,

yet grasped by the sentient subject in the total perceptive act,

|™is power is dependent on the senses, and, therefore, is like

the intellect which also depends on the senses, St. Thomas says

this in the Summa Theologica:

Although the operation of the intellect has its origin
in senses, yet, in the things apprehended through the
senses, the intellect knowd many things which. the sen-
ses cannol perceive, In like manner cdoes the estimative
potency, though in a less perfect way," 23

The difference between the estimative sense of brute ani-
mals and the cogitative power of man is not in sensille forms,

for they are sgimilarly moved by external senses, The difference

\O
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lies in the intentions, for brute animals perceive these Iinten-
tions only by some sort of natural ianstinect, whereas man per-
ceives thewm also by means of & certain comparisocn, "Therefore
it is also called the particular reason,,.for it compares indi-
viduval intentionsg, just ss the intellectual reason compares uni-
versal intentions,' 24

The last of the internal senses ls memory, It is similar to
and yet different from imagination, The functions of memory
and imagination are identical so far as the original experience,
retention, and revival &are concerned, 25 But in the case of
memory there is a definite recognition of a quality of '"past-
ness" in the image which 1s present to consciousnegs that the
imagination does not have, It is true that the imaginetlion-ie-
treasure house for sense verception, but it does not succeed  in
epprehending =zll the aspects of sensibles; the useful or thé>

26

hermful escape its graeo

:

The phanteasms or images produced by the imagination are
constructed out of the data received by the external senses and

integrated by the central sense, the sensus communis, Such ima-

a

es represent or remember‘a picture as the subject actually ex-
3? lenced Lt on & definite past occasion, so tinalt the occasion
i
B

2

i...!\

d the experience are as much a part of memory as 1s & partic-
1§r objeet with ite color, size, and chape. "The sensitive mem-
|
ory, in men as well as in brute animals, reguires two distinct
I
|
2

cultieg: the “maginetion, which retains the 'sensate' inten-

|
tions: and th oo 1 Free 1 neatet ! imac i
Ti0ig:y &an e memorative which kee Ps imsens Lse/ In imagin-

10




ation we merely represent to ourselves some object as it appears
vo the external senses suplemented by common senge; in memory
we revresent the object and recognize it for whet it was in our
experience of it, This enables a man to become "exverienced!
and to acquire different skills,

1ike the coglitative sense, memory ig esseantially the same
Power in enimals and men,. but the actual operation ls superior
because of the influence of the intellect to which it is Jolined
ana subordinated, "Sense memory does not abstract from singular

conditions, it doeg not belong to the intellective part of the

soul, which is cognizant of universzle," 28

1V. The Intellect

The intellect 1lg a supra-organic faculty which knows things
in en essential non-materiel way; a supra-centient, spiritual
Taculty, being a capacity or power for vital activity. Credt

lefines the the intellect as the power for apprehending the es-

N

sences of things,

L

Nomine intellectus potentiam cognoscitivam significanus,
guae essentlas rerum epprehendit, ac proinde conceptus
formulat universales, abstractos a notis individuentibus;
distinguendo i1d, guod necessario seu essentialiter rel
convenit ab 1ls, guee accidenialiter et contingenter in-
gsunt, 29

. o . K} . » o t o T
The word "intellect" itself is related to "intelligence, and,

according to St. Thomas, the only difference in the two words 1is

’

AN

that "intelligence" is the ability to think and "intellect" is

the exercige of ability; 30 Both words come from the two latin

11
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words "intus-lemere''--to read within, to penetrate benesth outer

apperences of things, or 1n s philosophical sense, to apprehend
the essences of things,

The human soul is not, strictly spesking, an intellect. But

e}

ngtead the intellect is a power of the soul, which imparts a

1=

degree of verfection to the soul, This power of the soul is a
pDassive power Pecause by the mere fect that the intellect 1is

created it is in potency.to all intelligible reality, 31 Cod,

)

bn the other hand, the highest degree of an intellectual nature,.

("

telng.consists in

ey

has an intellect whose relation to universal
belng the very act of being taken in ite totality. The Divine
intellect is absolutely without wmotency. Last in the order of

intellects, 'and as fer removed as vossible from the Divine in-

tellect, the human intellect g in potency to act, since it must
receive an ectuation 1o acquire this new knowledge, 32

The intellect operates as a complete whole in Torming 1deas
or concepts, and acts according to its own particuler nature and

nd posscessing thege concepts, as will be

W

function in producing

s dependent on the whole system

;.J-

ect

E‘i

ntel

}...‘u

shown later, DBut the
of external senses, since the prover object of the intellect
whereby it reaches intelligiblesg ig material objects, that which

is knovwn first and per se, i.e., not under the aspect of another

object, "The proper object of the human intellect is the quid-
i1ty or nature existing in corporeal matter," 3 We need a pow-

i

er to go beygﬁﬁd the deata of sense, The human intellect does
.

this, for man understands essences of things; still these essen-

[

-
Ny
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ces are in matter, they are material, Hence our knowledge of
immaterial things is analogical and imperfect., It can be at-
tained énly by reflection upon the cessences of meteriel things--
by using the data recelved from thege things, 0Out of the proper
Concepts of material things we congiruct our knowledge of imma-
terial realities, "It is through these natures of visible

chat the human intellect rises to a certain knowladge of

ct
ooy
fott
o
®
w
CL

things invisible, " 34 Gredt ealls the intellect the root of all
immeterial knowledge whereby we have a certain "eminence' over

matter, 35 We can go beyond to the invisible In our improper
concepts of invisible things we retalin the material viewpoint of
our concepts of material being., The gqulddity in matver 1s the
proper object of our intéllect. "1t is proper to the human in-
tellect to know a form existing individually in corporeal matter
....We must needs say that our intellect understands material

things, ' 36

Spirituality of the Intellect

The intellect is a Ffaculty of men, but it belongs to man's
spiritual soul, having no bodily faculty or organ, not even the
the body and its sense organs the soul
would be cult off from 211 intelliigibie natures, and could never
formulate &n idea. ‘Hence, the intellect has a body in order
that through the sense organg of that body its intellective pow-

er mey attain to ite intelligible object, 37 Using the senses

the intellect ig able to carry out its spiritusl operetion of

13
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vhings in an abstrect and universal way, for
retion is superior to the mode of sense oper-

Intellectus cognoscit essentiam abetractanm universalem,
Atqul potentia organica non Potest cognoscere essentiam
ebstractam universalem, 38

We can go beyond the senses in knowing things in an essential
way, i,e,, we can know 2 tree in general--know the essence of
tree, The scholastics implied that this is a funetion of the
mind alone; that unlike sentiency it is not exerted by means of
any organ, "The soul was found to be in potentiality to intel-

things, a&s the senses are to sensible things."

T
-

5]
[ antd
s}

also formulates St. Thomas' thought,

Asserimus intellectum in esse el agere non esse depen—
dentem ab organo, ac proinde esse
ita haret motentiam intellectivam, quae inegst in sola
anima, et guae in esse et agere est Iindependens a cor-

pore, " 40

Divigion of the Intelleet: Active Intellect

Hothing can be moved from potentiality to actuality in any

respect except by seomething which is already in act, Therefore,

the form in the shantasm cen be made actually intelligible only

by some agent which is 1tself actually intelligent, This agent
is the intellect itself which, being an imaterial form, is ac-

tually intelligible, Consequently, the intellect itsgelf makes

o
the forim embodied in the phantasm actually intellizible before

it receives that form into itgelf, Following Aristotle, there-

shes two intellects or two distiact

fore, St. Thomas distingul

3¢  Gredt

separatun &8 matveria,.,,.

pore, quae proinde resultat ex anima, non prout informatl
corpus, sed prout est spiritualis seu independens & cor-

14
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gvecifie nature apart from the individuati

to the conditions of "the intelligible spec

|
vhereby & particular thing is individuated,

For the most concige, but complete def

i

intellect, Gredt's 1s the best.
o VAR S 1 1 . L - ey ESE I Ty
Potentia anorganica abstractiva

possibili speclem Luprecsan, Jua h
orimo intelligens, 42

Thisjaetive intellect is a ray of spi
upon the Dﬂ ntasm, which 1s the sgensible r
corporealsobject, elevates 1t, transforms
meéntality produces in the vossible intelle
specieg by which the possible intellect is

is celled a light because just as a corpor

light mekes quiddity from the phantasm to
intellect., It ig czlled "abgstract! hecaus
%o have en act of intelleetion in the

the body, some means of union of the phant

their form from its material conditions in

corporeal things to seem L npear visible,

rowere of the human intellecl, namely, the active or agent in-

tellect which mekes things actually intelligible by freeing

the intelligible ob-

ject by rece eiving Lho lO rm or specles abStTQCbed by the agent

- e e o A T

atellect. ""he intellect's uaderstending of the generic or

ng principles is due

o

ies received into it,

for the species is immaterialized by the agent intellect

through being absbtracted from matter and material conditions

41

inition of the zgent

tentum, non formaliter
intellectiva, quae produclt ex phantasmate In inteleciu

iecongtituatur in actu

iritual light felling
epregentation of the
it, and by its Iinstru-
¢t the intelligible
actuated, This agent
eal light it makes

so th is spiritual

appear wo the possible

¢ 1L produces an in-

telligible species, abstracting it from individual conditions,

state of union with

agm is required by

15
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which the intellect might abstract its own object,
Fhentasma per se solum non sufficere ad actum intellec-
tus explicendun, sed requlri praeterea alilam causam, in-
tellectunm agentem, 43

Without the agent Intellect the phantasm connot be a cause in

b

producing the impressed species in the possible intellect., One
must remember that the —~hantasm is corporeal, while the intel-
lect is itself spirituel.
Corporeum non mwotest agere in tellectum nisli cum eo
1

in
concurrat altera csusa spiritualls seu potentia anorgan-
ica. Atqui phanteens corporfum, 44

1
i

Something corporeal cannot produce something spiritual unless it
oceurs with another spiritual cause at the same time, otherwise
the effect would exceed the cause, Our krowledge, then, depends
on the azent Intellect as its firet principle,

Ls for the function of this power, we Lknow thet the forms
+o be found in matter are themselves evidently not intelligibles
in themselves, since it is immaterialnesgs that confers intellig-
ibility, The forms which our intellecﬁ(knows in sensible taings
must be rendered intelligible in act, Only a being in aet can

ceuse something to pass from potency to act, There must be at-

ributed to the intellect an active viriue or power which ren-.
ders the ‘ntellisible, contained votentislly in sensible realitly,

actually intelligible, Aristotle in his physics says that, be-

,'IS

te of essential potentialitly

jte}

fore learning, & man is In a ste
with respect to lknowledge and therefore needs & mover to bring

him to & state of actual lmowledge, but, wnen he has already
H

;.—;

leerned he needs no mover essentially so called, Therefore, the

16
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influx of the agent Intellect s necessary." 45 The function,

then, of the agent intellect in regard tc the intelligible spe-

1.

cies is simply "to render them fit vehicles for the possible in-

LY,

tellect's understanding." 46 The agent intellect renders the

.

gbec!

!

es actually intelligible, not that they may serve as a
%eans of understanding on Ite part; on the conitrary, it is that
the vossible intellect may understand by these‘species which the
agent intellect has made sctually intelligible,

The agent intellect is prowortionate Lo the possible intel-
lect, and so it will not be & separate su.sgtance since tne pos-

x 'y

sible intellect iz a part of the soul, Also, the agent intel-
lect is always acting, but the phentasms are not always meie ac-
tually intelligible, 47 It has a tronsient action, producing

e Gy

its effects outside itself, not formally understanding.
‘ i

Passive Intellect

The human intellect, lest in intellecte end Tar remo?ed
from the Divine intellect, is in potency to all intelligibles,
not only in the sense that it is passive when receiving them,
but also n the sense of being deprived of them. Ag Aristotle

seid, to start with the soul is like a "tebula rasa" without any

writing on it. 48 It follows necessarily that the intelligibles

must selt this intellect in motlon to render knowledsge possible.
The j i intel in light of thi 1g defined by Gredt as:
The possible intellect, in light of s, 1Is fix K :

Potentla anorganice Tormaliter intellectiva, quee, Der
speciem inmpressam constituta in actu primo, ¢licit in-

tellectionem, 49

17
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In other words, it is the intellectual power that actually un-
derstends and produces the act of cognition once constituted in

actu primo by the impressed gpecie

624

When the possible intellect 1eg actualized and deternined by
the intelligible species, it is fully disposed to perform itsg
own operations, The first of ithese isg the s mple apprehension

or understanding of the nature of some external thing, The in-

&

il
o

tellect in apprehending, like the sense in lmegining, produces a

mental representation of its object, This is what we commonly
call the concepnt or idea, It 1s not the intelligible gpecies

informing the intellect, any more than the phantaesm ig the sen-
gible gpeciee informing the gsense; 1t 1s a conscious inﬁelligi-

ble llkeness of the thing apvrehended, Tt is the actualized in-

tellect's exprecsion of itsgelf, and as such it cannot e any-

er than the likeness of the thing whose form the intel-

b
-

lect has received; because at the moment when the intellect pro-
duces this expresslon it is one with the thing by whose form 1t
ig determined,

"Phantasms are to the possible intellect what sensibles are
to the senses,'" 50 The universal form or species abstracted
Trom the vhantasm by the active intellect 1e received into or
impressed upon the pogesible intellect in a way analogous to the
impression of gensible species upon the sense powers, The in-
telligible species found in the posgible intellect are derived
from ﬂhe phentasms, Tntelligible species even of contraries are

not contrary in the lintellect, so there isg nothing contrary in

the vossible intellect that could prevent it from receiving all

o
1o



inteiligible species, St, Thomas says that these intelligible
species received into the possible intellect functlions as the
thing by which one understands, and not as that which is under-
stood, 51

As stated abové, the active intellect means the capaclity of
the intellect to absiract the essence from the phantasm, like-
wige, the term "passive intellect" means that the intellect isg
capable of being actuated, It must be noted that there is no
real dlistinction between thege two powers, nor is there
vielons or.parits of the one intellect, for the intellect is &
power or faculty of the goul which cannot be divided or exten--
ded, 52

The passive intellect becomes the intellect in act‘and ig
made at the same time and by the same token the intelligible
thing in act, "Sensibile in actu est sensus in actu, et intel-
1igibie in actu est intellectus in aciu," 53 For the intellect
is the &dctuality of the intelligibility of the object and the

intelliigence of the subject once informed by the species, Prior

'.Ir

vo thig, the intellect is a power or votency for knowing, and

e

the thing is & potency Ffor being known,  Informed by the species
the intellect is & new reality in which are actualized both
these pnotencies; hence, the intellect ig both of them at once--

the intellectum in actu and the intellectus in actu,

‘The passive intellect, then, holds, possesces, understends,
interprets, and modifies that knowledge wh ch the "active intel-

lect” presents, and thus, having been actualized, moves the will]
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Speculative and Practical Intellect & Intellectusl Habits

The intellect in iteelf is always speculatlive because ge-
cunduvm se 1t existy in pure contemplation, but by extension it
becomes Dpractical, 54 To be extended in this sense 1s for the
faculty to operate outside of itself, ESpeculative Iintellect
contemplates truth, and the practical intellect directs to oper-

tion, Buch a distinction, because 1t pertains to the end, is
only accidental to the object of the intellect--namely being,
These two intellectg are not two distinct facultlies, but two
functions. of tb e. same. Taculty,
Quare memoria intellectiva, facultas iudicandi, ratio
seu facultas rationcinandi, intellectus speculativus,
%ntellectus practicus non sunt poltentiae ab intellecbu
stinctae, sed sunt unus Idemgue intellecius secundum
01veyp@ munera consideratus, 55

When.jdined vo another péwer for opervation, the intellect
ig called practical, It hag the act of prudence when Jjoined to
the will in oxder to determine acts according to the morsl law:
the beautiful arts when joined to the ‘maginetion in order to
determine the conception of a beautiful thing: and the habits of
the mechanical arts when joined %to the external powerg in order
to determine their operstion, 56 These intellectuzl habiis are
necescary, for just as the possible ntellect could never elicit
the act of understanding, of iteelf, without the date of the
senses, likewise, in order to make the act of the understanding
more easy, 1t 1s necegsary thet the specieg be retalned in the

intellect as dispositions for future actlions, Han needsg the

speculative habits necessary for the contemplation of itruth as
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well ag the practical virtues for directing his menifold ac-
tions., Habits ere needed because the faculties of man, his op-
erative potencies, are not able to perform the actions needed ‘
for development and perfection, constantly, easily, and ﬁéth

pleasure, unless they zre Iinformed and determined by acquired

I

ispostions which prepare them for actusltion and actlion, Han
slways operateg for perfection of hig operational ablility, In-
tellectual habits perfect the intellect itsgelf so that they

help the intelleét to judge through proper causes, and to check

its knowledge logically and surely.

Part V, Tunction of the Intellect

Sinple Apprehension

¢

The senses perceive their resgpectlive objects as material,
concrete, individual things, The sense-findings are retained in
the inner sense oalléd imaginatlion, are subject to the action of
thé actlive intellect, and are rendered intelligible or under-
standable by stripping away their individuating marks and mater-
1al conditions; laying bare the understandable essence as such,
This understandable essence is called "the intelligible species"

" The poesi-

an abstracted essence, the:"the impresced species,
ble intellect reacts to the ‘mpress on, laying hold of the im-
pressed specles, Th's possessive grasp of the possible intel-
lect is said to "express" the understood essence, and the .intel-

ligibtle species is now the "expressed spec.ies,'" the idea or con-

cept; Ideas are the fundamental elements of intellectual know-

ledge. of judming, and of ressoning,
20
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In’#"definitioq form, simple aprrehension or understending
ig the act whereby the intellect grasps and represents to itselfl
the nature or essence of some object, The object may e a thing,
a quality, & relation, an action, or any kXind of being whatso-
ever, 57 Gredt defines it thus:

Actus, quo intellectus allguam essentiam cognocit, guin
guidguanm de ea affirmet Vel neget; dgue cognitione pro-
ducitur conceptus, Simplicil enim apprehensione intel-
lectualiter concipimus rem, 58
The purpose of this act of the intellect 1s the formstion of
concepts or ideas, In other works, the_intellect perceives re-
ality, end makes ideazs conform to that reality, Tt forms within
itself a true revresentation or likeness of the real ty which
exist outside itselfl,

The intellect in formiﬁgAan idea or expressing a sﬁecies
apprehends an essence, knows it intellectually, It malkes no af-
firmation or denial about the essence, but grasps it "simply,!
Hence, tﬁe.action of the intellect in forming the ides or ex-

"simple apprehending, "

pressed intelligible species 1s celled
and the idea itself, which is the fruit of this simple apprehen-
ding, is called "simple apprehension,'" 59 |

Simple. epprehension 1g the act by which we know what some-
thing is: for example, what a circle or man or beauty is. It is
not merely the act of p@éceiving a clircle or & man or something

beavtiful~-any of these things cen be perceived w thoubt the per-

cipient knowing what they are, To apprehend something intellec-

tually, that is, to understand 1t, we have to form in our mind

an idea or concept of it--an idea which represents, not how the

21
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thing looks or fefls, but what it is (quod_guid est), This rep-

resentation of the "what it is," or quiddity, of something is

ey

whet we csll an idea or concept, This idea isg different Trom an
imege or phantesm, The content of the latter is sensible and
concrete, represeniing how a particular thing appears; the con-
tent of the former ig intelligible and abstract, repvresenting
what & thing 1s, The essential difference between the image and
the idea becomes clear in cases where we perceive somebthing withk
out at all understanding what it I1s:; we can percelve and imagine
the object clearly, but we "heve no idea what it is," Our intel-
lect has not yet probed beneath the ﬁvgceptible aspects of the.
thing to ite intelligible esscence, Ideas are unlversal while
the images gre particular, These universal, immaterial concepts
are Tormed by the inteliect from psrticulsr, material phantasms,

Tdese immediate (conceptusg primitivi) sunt eae, quae

simplici apprehensione imedliate a phantasmate, 1,e, ex

accidentibus sensibilibus abstrahi prossunt, 60
Also, as has been stated above, before the representation of a
material object can enter the intellect, the phantasm or cogni-
tional revresentation of the objéct first must be modified by
the intellect, for the latter is.a spiritual substance, "The
sensitive powers are unable to know universals: they oaﬁnot re-
ceive an immateriasl form, since whetever is recelved by them is
always received in & corporeal organ,' 61

Simple apprehension cannot err in respect to that which ig

its proper objdct--sssence or gulddity, Hence, it can never be
P

Telse in regpect Lo & sinple or incomnliex eggence, as, for ex-

ample, being. It can, however, accidently err in respect to
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complex essences, .The reason why it cannot err in respect Lo

B E)

gimple essences is the fact that 1t ig wholly determined in its
act by the form which it cannot fail to epprehend the nature of
which thet form is the likeness; therefore, it elther apprehends
an incoumplex essence rightly or not at ali, But it can acciden-

tally be in error concerning a comblex essence, since it may

[

combine in one conception simple essences which are not, in

fact, fTound together in nature,

Reflection

unquestionably true that corporeal thizgs can have no

i
ot
e
0

3

upon, the sgpiritual,

s}
cht

rect contact with, and make no impressio

Lde

a
but the reverse is not true, ', e,, a spirit cen move the body as
in the éése of the union of the body and soul, What exasctliy ig
the process by which the intellect getis at the singular? Wwhat
did 8t.. Thomas mean when he said, "as 1t were by a kind of re-
flécﬁion” and "the intellect needs to turn to the phantasm'"? 62
St. Thomes maintaims that sinoe.the intellect does not know the
singulars by means of a concept which communicates a nature as
individuaslized, it Goes not directly know the singular, "but in-
directly, and as it were, by a kind of reflection: because, even
after abstracting the intelliglible specles, the intellect, in

order to understand actually, needg to turn to the phantasms in

which 1t understands the speclieg, Therefore, it understands the

universal directly through the intellgiible gpecies, and indi-

rectly the singular represented by the phentasm, And thus forms

23
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the proposition: Socrates s a man," 63
From the phantasm our intellect abstracis the universal

EAN

ideas, thus getting direct knowledge of the universal, 2ut by
reflecting upon its own act of abstraction the intellect comes
to 2 congideration of the phantasm whence 1t drew the intelligi-
ble species, and from the phantasm it is led to an indirect or
reflex grasp of the individual thing whence the phantasm was
formed, Hence, while we know universal natures directly in in-
tellectual knowledge; we algo know singulars indiregtly.by'?e~
flection on the phantesm from which we abstract the universal,
credt explains the process of reflegiion ags the human in-
tellect knowing a singular body, not guiditatively, but only im-
perfectly by diverse individual notes, which egsentially do not
colstitute a numerical difference, but are contingently Joined,
R ‘ :
Since singular materiel is less perfect than the intellect, it
is not khown immediately by the intellect, Therefore, the in-
tellect cannot know singular material things except mediately by
means of its own medlient formal object, going beyond the "con-
cept, " since spiritually t is contained In the cognition of the
universal essence, This mediant knowledge .g called reflection

because 1t comes from the intellect by retreating to the prin-
ciple whence intellection began, i.e,, to the phantsam, a4

We also experience by our reflection that we know abstract-
1y the knowing subject, 65 The intellect must also be subjected
to reason's critical reflection; only by knowing its own nature

as the principle of its operation can the intellect become abso-
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g attention upon

does conly one thi

e thing, that is,

its own operationsg, it very quickly sees that

ing, wants only one thing,

its hold upon truth, When the intellect turns

A,

and cen do only

to put itself in conformity with reality,

therefore, the soul can reflect, The term

rom the Latin

=)

is

"back," and flecto "1 bend," The soul can bend back upon

self, T exercises this function by its int

bo

elle The mind

C'!
4

know 1tself knowing; car think of its thinking; cen make it-

1f and ite processes the obhject of its own study.

Judgment

. Blmple apprenending begets the ide e; Judg
t

Judement, n formi

ng the idea, the intellec

asrs it simply as vresented and expressesg it

f, making no pronouncement about its

ing begets the
grasps an egsence,

simply within it-

relation to any other

the intellect takes ideazs already formed,

are the fundamental proces

compares one with another, notices agreement or disapgreenment,

. Tdeas are the elements of knowl-

ses of thought,

Judgment, and not, str ckly speaking, in the idesz, ig digcer-

P
S\M n‘ gr
' self i
idea, m judgling,
end oronounces 1its
edge, but judgments
n 3
ned iruth or falsit
The act of jud
sions," 66 Or asg
n affirmat
Tert in
- vanti
) iudicii, 67

gment is the "act by which

the identity or diversity of the objects of two sgimple &

Gredt expresses Lli:

the mind

“eceives

!

cnen-

o
&d .
%

ione vel nagatione seu in sententia,~quam

ntellectus pergpiciendo convenientiam vel digcre-

am duorum concepltum inter se, consistit essentia
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or disagreement of the predicate with the subject, Last comes
the act of judgment--the affirming or denying of the agreement
or digagreement of the predicate and subject, In comparing the
subject and predicate, both are known separately, though at

once ahd a2 new idea which is nelither of them arises in the in-
tellect, This is the.simple apprehension of the relation be-
tween the two, To judge that anything is or is not anything elsg
the single knowing agent must know the two things at once and
distinctly and see in the two taken togelher a third thing which
ig neither of them, namely their identity or non-identity,

In the zct of simple apprehension, the intellect knows only
the universal essénce, or material quiddity of =a thing‘since
thet is #%s proper object, The intellect does not know this
egsence inaémuch as it attains to 1t in seeking the medium of
its own cognition-~the intelligible species, 69

There are two different ways in which the agreement be-
tween the subject and predicate ls known--immediately and medi-
ately, Immediate:ly we know this agreement fron expérienoe and
from the terﬁs themselves which connote each other, The mediate
way is by using a third term in a syllogism or from the author-
ity of faith, 70

. Truth, the correspondence between the intellect and the
thing, and falsity, the lack of correspondence between the in-
tellect and the thing, are properties of judgment, which are im-
mediately derived from the essence of judgment, Both of these

are in the act of Judgment, though not in the simple apprehen-

=14




siolt Py which the relation between two things is presented, The
simple apprehension does not know the correspondernce between the
mind and the thing in simple apprehension, although there 1is
likenese between the intellect and reality,
In simplicl apprenhensione meng est adaeguata rel, sed
suam adaeguationem non cognosclt ac proinde negue enun-
tiat rem esse sicut revera est, 71 ‘
7ut the intellect, on its part, has the likeness of the thing
understood according as it conceives the natures of incomplex
thinge, yet it composee or dlvides. Hince Jjudgment knows the
correspondence between the intellect and reality, truth or fTal-
sity is proper to Jjudgment, An exterral sense cannot be de~-.
ceived about its own proper object because the only power any

to spprehend the proper sensible sppearance pre-

N
w

sense has
sented to it, so falsity ie elimirated from them also. "But al-

though in sensitive cognition there can be a likeness of th

o

thing known, yet to know the reason for this likenese does not
pertain to the sense, but only to the intellect," 72

7t must be admitted that the will and the inteilect act and
react upon each other in the most ‘niimete manner., While the
will 1s moved to desire through the &apprehension of motiveg by

the intellect, the intellect ig ltselfl moved to observation and

m

tudy by the effort of the will, 1In many ects of judgment it is

N

ention

faa

the Taculty of volition which direeclts and concentrates at

upon the attribute or relation that is the matter of the judic-
|

= ‘ - L] » ‘ - r -

iel act, If the truth is evident, the will is powerless; but if

it ig not evident, the will may largely influence assent, either

¢ l
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by withdrewing attention from the consgiderations 1in favor of
N

one gide and focus%ing it upon those which favour the other, or
L

by directly impelling the nind to assent and embrace an opinion

Jostr

while the evidence is felt 1o bhe insufficlent, It 1ls in this
way that the will is often the cause of error, 73

?ngugh this judgment of the intellect is freely made, it
is nevertheless a necessary condition for the will's act of
choosing. The intellect moves the will by specifying its act;
that is, the intellect ‘s formal cause relative to the will-act,
The will always chooses sccording to & leost practicel judgment
of the intellect, (By a prac.ical judrment is meant an order
from reason to act or not act, to do this or that,) This choice
is made with true freedom of indifference because this judgment
was made freely: the intellect without having had to make the’
judgment. made 1t, becauvse it made it only as moved by the will,
which did not have to méve it., Prectical judgments concerns in-
dividusl acts actually exercised by the person meking the judg-
ment, They are not merely sveculative judgments about the char-

ecter of some action, but gre directives of reason determining

1

what is actually to be done, They do not teke the form, "lhig

A

is right to co:" but the form, "Do this.," They are acts of the

intellect @eﬁeymiﬁing what is to be willed,
|
|

Reagoning |

Often the intellect is wnable to render judgment by making

2 simple comparison of ideazs, For the two ideas compared may




thelr implicetions,

and so there

o

not be clear and distinct; the intellect may net know them in

g not sufflicient evidence in
the ideas as known to warrsnt judgment,

In this

cage the
lect must reach judgment by a round-about process,

It

judgment,

K]

Wi~

Thus through a median

t reaches the evidence required for
or middle

Ploys in two preliminary Jjudgments or premises, the intellect is

idea which it em-
enabled to reach the judgment org’'nally sought, and sets this
forth as & "conclusion," Th's process is called "mediate
n . . S & = 3
ence’ or simply "reasoning,
Feagoning ls called
med lum,

Reasoning is always "mediate" inference,

Reosoni
cess of

asoning

singula

finectio

curgive

elf-evident judgments exerci-
ses "immediate inference"” because no medium 1s required or used,

The act of the intellect in pessing from swmething known to
unkrown

something as yet unknown, and inferring or concluding about that

it, T4
~g, being an exercise of judgment,

1

[ A
analyeis and synthesis, dévisionis ¢t comwmogitlionis, Re-
ikke Jjudgment,

is concerned with singular bo
re are known by the intellect,
noof judging

infer-
The intellect 1

meking

o

mediete inference because
"
S

d

it uses a

thing is the zct of reasoning,
Ratiocinum est actus mentis,

mens allam veritatem cognoscity

guo ex veritatibus cognitis,
is &

more complex Dro-

A3

ules,'These
which carries out its
and reasonling, 75 FEFeason is called & ¢ig-
feculty, A pure spirit apprehends truth absolutely with
no need of advancing from one thing to another, but reason im-~
30

intel-
on a third idea which l1s known in relation to the orginal tvo,
Anmm,
and through this median

calls up-
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e,

pPlies passing from potency to act Feasoning 1s not a faculty

distinet from the wosesible intellect,

When compared to the possession and contemplation of truth
which 1g rest, reasoning is like z movement, & becoming, All
movement proceeds from something mmovable and ends in something
at rest, else there would exist no being, no reality, FKeasoning
which is a "becoming” is no exception, Consequently, in the
order of discovery or inqulry, reasoning proceeds from the Tirst
Principles which are absolutely immovable, and in the order of
Judgment, reasoning returne by enalysis to first principles, 1in
the lignht of which it exemines what it has Tfound,

Sometimes the intellect reaches Judgment by working from
in¢ividual instances or singuler data to a general conclusion,

cese works on the principle, "What is true

o©

A%

Thevintellect in this
or felse of the individual members of a class, is true or false
of the class as a whole,'" Tndividual data enables the mind to

reach a universal conclusion about the whole class which is con-
tained in the individual data., The Latin for "led Iin" is induc=

tus, and this method of reason’'ng ls called "induction," Induc-

tion is the method of reasoning emnloyed by all the laboratory
sclences,

The second method of reasoning is called "deduction," a
name which ig derived from the Latin de-ducius oriﬁled from, "

"drawn from," 76 Deduction worke on the principle, "wWhat is

T

~ ,,a - - ) BN o b
true or false of whole class is true or false of the members of

t

the class," An example of deduction i

6]

the Tollowing:

31



£11 the known metals are heavier than water,
Zinc e a known metal,
Therefore, zinc ig heavier than waiter,
m the reasoning process, the intellect graduvally evolves

teelf, passing from Imperfect Lo perfect, Tirst khowing a

et

greater universal before the legser universal, HNore universal
knowledge is imperfect in regards to less universal knowledge,
For example, it is more perfect to know man than to know animal,
nor can man be known without knowing ainmal, 77

When we pass from a single judgment to another one contain-

f

el in it, the act is styled an "immediate inference,'" Thus,

from the proposition, "All men are mortal,”" we "mmediately"
conclude, '"Some mortal things are men,” When we proceed from
two or more judgments, to a new Jjudgment following from thelr
combined force, we have '"mediaté inference,'" This is the mental
act by which from the comparison of two ideas with a third we
ascertain their agreement or disagreement, 78

Feasoning, in sdditlon to enalysis and synthesis involved

et

in all judgmentis, includes "identification," or "the explicilt

Perception of an element mpliciit in the previously known rela-

tisns. " 79 The synthesis 1n the conclusion s the evolving of

this implicit relation into concilousness. This vpercention of
ey

the conseguence is expresseé.by the words "therefore, since,

because, " etec, In tuls consist the essence of reasoning,

Fart VI. ESumnmary of Scholastic Teaching

-

n summary, the scholasctic teaching relative to tlhe opera-
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tion of the intellect is asg follows: an object produceg an im-
Pression on & sengitive faculty. This resgults in & sensuous
Phantasm in the imaginat . on, and here the work of the sensuous
faculties of cognition have thelr source in & soul also endowed
with intellectual eptitudes, the laitter now Issue Into actlion,
The presence of the bhantasm forms the condition of rat:.onal sc-
tivity, and the intellceect abstracts the essence; thalt is, by its
o active and passgive capabilitieg generates the concept which
expresses in the abstract the essence of the object, By a fur-
ther reflective act it views this absiract concept as capable of
repregenting any member of the class, and thus constitutes it a
formally universal idea.

The main function of the Intelliect is thought, which takes
place througn the medium of three processes: (k) the formation
of the concept or .idea; (2) judgment, the discerning of the |
identity or diversiiy of two concepts or ideas; (3) reasoning,

the affirmation between them and a third concedwu,

AN
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Theﬁﬁhe@ws w111 be undertakenwas,ékstudygof the

s P — )

external morpholog1ca1 changes of _the .chick embryo (Gallus

domesticus) from the day the egg is laid up.to, and
inclﬁdingé the seventh _day.. The eggs will be. incubated

and the development will be recorded. for various stages.
Charts and photographs will be used. to illustrate the
embryological changes that have. taken place. . Specimens

will bempreserved.and‘depoSited”inmtheHembryology,céllection

of the Biology Department of St. Meinrad Seminary.
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