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':::'.,. IU"101-Yleclge is not 8J1 accident 01' tlle soul. 
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en va:.:>ious1y 

of the 

cted by t}:is ass 

lICosnition is an 

1. 

t; itis it? iie 

is, in Ti1ctl1, an accident oelol1E.:inS to 

predicam.en·c But this d involve a 

sta.-cement of conclusion \>.Jhich ,,(·re to prove ua­
'" 

pe2"). The , as a fiI'st st arriving at this conc ion, 

let us our terms, knowle and accident, e 

-'-~;'Vl'~<~'S seems never to e ctly 

as such. 

st" 

tIle closest ach to a de1'i11i tion of l;:n01''''' 

ledge to fOl.:t:.'1d in his folloH 

rro 'LFldersta.nd is a movel11e~,-t that is an act 
of sOr.1ething ir,lperfect passin£; fro;-Q OIle to 8110 r, 

.Ll'1'~ ~,_,:-"_I·f_ -i'~-nbut an act exist v_~~ "'-G<::;L L· _ v.:) , of 
some ue1'fect. 1 

" 

But:: l";1.3.de in l)as sing statements simi to that 

above i.l;]'ve been used as a basis :Lor de by many 

• 0 e his t i l1!e • 8 ially t;{leSe de tions say that 

Im.m-.r1e is the iHllna'i:;el' ssession of one -that of the 

obje --by aDother .foI'm- such a 1/T8.y that 

ne 1) of tl'l6 se fOJ:)ilS ses its m·[n ~nis possess 

301'i03d as an ass ion, all. informat 

as such it constitutes an intel~nal 

subject. The object l;:n01Tn is in no 

ation of its to 'che knOlvins 

ll:..:nanent ac'c, ace. 8.1, :lOrl':la1ly 

e 

http:l";1.3.de
http:LFldersta.nd


• consists 

tiality, 
a .form, 
actuation of' 

J 

that is, 
a 

as 
but 

2. 

the sec intellect. 3 Two of the be el' 

f'ol101-jing : 

is essentiall'J the consciousness 
an object, i.e' J 01' any thinG, fact, o:r' 

ical, Tllental OJ:' Tlet 
in any manner be reached 

pT'inc 

in tnis, 
terially, 
or in the 1'act 

not ci):mposa clly , 
the subjo§t, 

i.e., objectively. 

of 

80111e­

thin[~ ac t i ve :c~ than passive as I.light be ass'lUned 

cons l"')GCL object is received L"lto the subject. 

ess object. In !moL·.ile dee the inte ct a 

.,comes '"CLle 0'0 jectk110Hn, it is the OIJ j ec 'c 

L­
see2~1s inconsistent with 'vne stat'sment t; sense 

act are potency with respect to objects 

oi' 1<Thich Thopas malces else-v.rhare. su 

so 

an ope:c'atlve pOHer, 

ltse .. it IG'101;{ing 1'011131" is ]?8.ssive, on 

nanCL, because It is C1101"1138c1 by the l"8ception 01' ject 

ob ject i -:';8e :u; not Ch21'..ged b~i bec 

c can be resolved. 

to a 

ject, because tl'le opel'at5... on remains 


itse as its l')ass , Jcl::'2.t is, it is en J 
v 
.. 


r:;:hus it is t a Imo"V-iing pO"vJer C ail. be said to he act 




and passive ~·rit.h01J.t contl~adiction. 

A me'l"e contacJc bet"Vreen the l-<::nmlai)le and tl"le l~""loHer is not 

Go su.fl'icieD.t condition for lmm·ilecLg3. l'hel~e l;ms t !Je a union of 

the forr,1s of the ID."loHer and the kIloHn, out in such o. 1;J8::;- tha·c, 

as ~.Ja8 saicJ. aoo"ve, each of tl'lese l'e-cCJ.iJlS its O~Tn :ld:-:'ll.tit~re 

tel'med an e(1uation of the ~nin( to tl"le 
'­

FOH let us pass on ·co discuss the e;;:is·cencH of l::l"loHledce. 

Does i·e ezis t? If so, hOH doe s rc 5:.::i8 t, HLICJ.G type of exis tence 

cloos h2.ve? In "\'J 
" 
lla "C·

, He ~8.Ve said above, the ZL'"l­

swe~ to the first question is evident, but to that He can each 

cl1estion. T11e second qu.e sti0n, hOHeve:,:' , Hhich deals 1,1ith the 

clode of existence of this 

las tic teacl'lill[; -Co tl~e 

C2.se of "nan, this existence is J.ccic~ent2..1. Let it suffice he:,:'e 

to second 

,
flas 

The 2illm:el.... s iD1l')1-::r 

• tr.!.ct-L, -;:;[2..8 l1Ja_te~ci2..J_ reQllt:l; C;i-v8D ill sense 
con:3C :LouSneS:3, r,n".st, in 01'(I.e1" to bc app:,:'ehende d l)y 
the intellect, DO ~aae present to the intellect, and 
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OI' 

,
LJ-. 

must, as thus :pl"'eSellt GO the ill'CelJ.8Gt, be Gonf'orm.8cL 

to the iT@laterial or spiritual lilode of' being of the 

intellect: accord2Ln.c; to '~he lwinciple th2t 1,Tha.-cever 

is thus in, 01' pl"esent to, a ;.-n01~ine; subject must 

ass"""o> ':-"heV.:._ "-'lnC"el 0-'" 1-, -1.-L 0'<> L ._ l CI.....d--'-~'-, •_ .LI....., '-'e-;'l r ;, J. ~J'l·.c. u... Ul.l........ J. __ ub.l ( 


This iTn.;--,lCJ.tel'ial or spil-,i tuc;.l 11:ocle of' beins Hhich the ob j ec t l'1as 

. -'­istenne, intentional 8XlS weIJ.ce, sensible species in the case of 

lectual lcnoHlecE8. 'J:his ~ co~\ni tmil, as it h:i also c:=1.11eo., is 

a~prehends, grasps; an0. 

kn.o'Hs Hhat it consic:1el"s the :eealit:T to be as it is in itself, 

::-,:,:: 

f'l'om the SUbject. Bu·t this mode of be inc is no·t a medium in the 

it anc. f'~eor,l this }mo~;18cl.Ge 


passes on to -eLle knm..dedge of the tIline; il!. reJ.lity. 


be 2. f01'm of' ide alism, for tl".!J0 y·eo.lity 1,fOl].1d. not be k-.n.Ol-il1 cUrec­

tly 2.nd as such but only as it eziste d in the kl10Hins :901·;er oJ' 


TllUS i'e can be seen thJ.;c for 'che scholastics this 

ject represents a reality existinz independently of. the subject 

2.no. 1.') 1"i01' to the int811tion2.1 8xistence ~'Jhich is rece:i..vecl. in the 

knm'Jine subject as a. pal"t of 'cl'le co£nition.:;.l process. Thu,s T'ie 

see that the 82]":18 object ex:;.stinC 2.11 1'''eality also receives a 

r,1811t;::,l existence uhel1 it is kno";·:n by some knm'IeY' a.nd thus it has 

. . 
a double mode 0:L' existence: 1:1e11t ,,1.1 in the l:n Ol"T l11g s'l:!.bject, and 

pb:ysical in reality. In addition to 'elle thin.:::; ImoHn, the };:ll.Oi-Jer 
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also e.:s:ists in a t<;,;ofolc1 mam.10P. 

lcnQi;·;er s its natural l;lO(e of being itself, 
but alf: 0 the thins b:no;'in is the 1·,::nm·rer and iden­
ti1'ieo. Hi knm'JeI' acco to ano 01' 
be 

ine; t 
ano. 

itself according 
no it is also th:LnS 

node beins', called int 

bei:r1£::: • 


t both knOHer and the 1:;::nm·m 

haV8 a double mode e:;~istence, one 1c2.1 the 111en­

01' intentional. l'lave o SGen t this intentional ex­

istence of' the object is the 111e b~T -'.Thich it is knm·m to 

subject. ::: question is, existence which is proper 

to kn01..J'ledg8 or is it mel'ely type of' existence which ob­

ject as This stion we hope to answer a Sll.OI't 

An ion 

~.I.
8 point. 	 h.3.S"- .... 8 

ti011S matter, w~ich is the ~ork of 
011ect, recept in Ol:!:..'" l..mde1"';"· 

work of possible intel­

tellicib 

\.f!~ich is the 

• 1'01" us actually to t811Q somethinc, 
aj.l 	that is nee d is tl18 formation of actually in­

ecies through 8tract f 20::1 1"'J.a t t 61" 

Bi..'..t object, if it n.ot o:cic;inally subject, must in 

sane 1:.Jay 1.1J1i t,e d to -tl"l0 ject made one ,.Jith it, by. an 

ass ion of the l-o.10\.)e:..'" to this union 

oJ. the k110'/.'8r to the the sense becomes the sarne 8..S the 

thine sens into ct in act becornes thetl1.ing l..1.ncler­



/
0, 

in act; but it must be noted that this dOGS not t 

in a sUbst;:;mtial m.C?cnneI', :LO:' on1~:r in stC:ll1­

CBS ::nU\'Jer and the l::nm'ln ide11ti,fi8d. cosni­

tive :Lacult~T l'll.U3t be considered as 

• • potential tOHaI'ds 2.11 
it is not ac tually ]mo-vTing :;30!11e 
to kl1O"cl somethins act;ually'J 
specil':'iet in act by being 
ble or sensible s~;ecies o:t t!18 

must:. 
r.ormec~ 

objec 

Imol)Jer potentially cOl1side:;:::ci. does 

onl;y- irJhen the 1'OI'1i1 of' the received object 

and actl1..alizes is it made an e.C 8 or sense. 

___ 'oe·j '10'']';,'1'"'-_0 iib".; ..1-1 0 t objects the 

sense becomes all t;hin,Ss sensible, ellect all things 

;;".'-,:"lll· (?-'hl -:0 illl_.:.-",V\.J_ .;...;.J... __ -'-c:; IS The form, , kno,,;·;n is the me­

clh:.lI1 by "/.ihich the 8. I'} 6 ted o The form o.:L 

1 .'. it The lmm1er is 

?otentially what the is 

the thine Imo1'Tl1 makes _lJ ac 

, since it c~~ receive the 

:J but 

t i."1 ins.: Imo~·Jl1 i:rl.:fO::tilS 

the 1::l1011Tsr a116. s , 
but, as was pointed out ave, not in a substantial mann81'. 

-cr.!.is 1·:jay 

sense lmowJ.eclge and i\}l-' intellec 

J:::n.01·!le u.ge • 

The l"'e is thi'?! ne.::·:t tiling to be cons 

n lilsan? Har:co·,Tly taken, ureal n means 

tl::.at Hhich is ac ieal1y existant; viewed as 



as ~Je 

be real since it s s fro~ re2l principles. 

~ossiblG objects of tellect, since they 118 

ct .C'> 
O.L :eezLlit:r 611.8 :!..s CO~(lsis ~ent 

side tIle ed. 

i (';' +. 
-...: one t11?~t :J..as or v 

C'
'-' tter~ c.efinit s 

l:y~ EtS ;:>.11 object of <1.10ne,t 

el~S 1"4 at iOll.is, s ell il'1clucle 

s 

all 

. object 0S .LoI'merly SCI' ~Jd, 
, because 

~1c>n-L :::-t'.I,._v . 

could 
11.0t ~~: e 1'211 0 I: 
the 

G 

: vi its 
it SOj~;h3 

8J:; str,--:'c ·cio:l~.s , l1.ctE.: 
:i.lU~)03£'c1 ccrt(:l ti<:~)::1 s u .......... 12 


.; el1ect is 

the ob­

ject? ject is a physically 8t being eitheI' in 

-centiality, ~~a~ is, it 

, 0.,.' llJ c01..~IC. ~)os;:dbl::,T re being no con{i­

d prevent its b8C 

Ll .... e ct O.L 'erle , 



C'," • 

o~f e~ns 1~8~t2.0nj_8 ;;Ll-l0.. 
-.... -----_. 
that ens rationis does ve some as=,8e of----'-­

re SO I<")2,-]~' 2~8 it lS a ·Cl1.81iOTleIlOJJ. 

re 1)1101J..3.1 i ­

1"ationi8 has o beon as an 

c or:.e. e ive II 'bel to a titious 

1-iithout, h1.lt only s aspect of reality is 

f01.md tho S llilili re:;?I'8 sentinG 

objec'c be 2. real beins, a ss beins, or only an ens r::ttio­

th ?t even in Case 

e113 1") tionis a cert aspect of re i ~·!hich 

.elemen-::; of reality, 

ob j ee t of ImOlil­

s not really t i:o sense 

of i2av any possi8ility of 

eve:p bee a l l -;;- tan:i:; • ""'-" '-'- tl 

all cases. 

-chus rather t clliJ.:;;r C.0113 d 01)..r first : 

t us now go on to a eonsidaration of Otl181' 

t be saiJ to ,constl 

elude 

as a S',),O joe t of SiOJ1 1t Ii; is 

1:; J.n accid,ent !l c::. sub jec t: cmd,1 

I 

say tLl;'l,t it Hinheres n 2. sl..lbject. eXl11"lessions 



to exist in 

kl10Hledse 

considered in relatiol} 

\·{hich tells 

knOVI81'\i: and 

come 

It, can 

does 

a 
.I • 

tence 1ilhich ma},::es an accident "["That it , that is, a 

type of existen.ce that is t on the existence some­

thing else its Ohlll existence. 'J:his IIsoms e e II is the 

sub j ect of sion, a s~Ibstance. 

Ac said of a spec s as 
that Hhich belongs spec s 
to the s. 1m accident 
a characteristic that can come to be or disappear 

cont 
individuals of' that 

VTithout truction of the eies in Hhich it 
fonn(1. example, l:1njhi te II .. said of man as an 
accident. color white does not necessiariiy 
chara.ctel1ize maL, nor is it a11.-.rays in man, nor 
does it bel onl;;r to m2.n. 

accidental does not give absolute existence to its 8ub­

ject, 'for its ject is an alpe acci­

dental form mere rl10difies the su.bject in some v·ray, it 

~ .such, or so Sre 01" in such a conGl. 

If 1·J8 C olTlpare idea of knol'Jle 

above Hith that accident He may s see things more clear 

d 

about ace s was that their essence 

r. In looking over our cons ion 

it will be seen that in eve case knOT,rledge 

to some s"..1bject, somethinG must 

This is consistent .,.} our OHn personal 

us knmJleclge is in '= ome subject, 

not st of and itse C811 

and go as anyone 1;.Tho has to tc-:.ke a test, 

test presence non presence of 

not any 1oJa;y- the essence of the subject, 



10. 


it cloe s not ma.~-:e hh;" more o}..., lss S 3. :man by its presenee 01"' 8.b­

senee. Although no es :,:entia.l chal1E:.;e t:':l.kes place in a l"J.an Hho 

has C2.inec1 or' lost JmoTtTlec~ge, neV81'theless, ch2.nge t2.lres p12.ce. 

This Ch81'lge is en-ciI'sly G.i:f:fe~"'c;nt :frO!.:1 all physical processes, 

:fOl'" the JmoHin[~ subject, Hithout appe2.ring to c~l:a.nse the object, 

or to su:fi'er SOl",lS physical 'change"! itself, tc'.lres or 1"'eceiv'O)s the 

object kno,m. t~'le2'e\,:as 8. spe­

cia1 kind of interchange t[la-C "(Jas not physical chaD[,;e Clnd could 

110+- "e -"'e C.'1 1 c e c~ .,~ 0 ·"'a·l- 1:>-..-'; -1 ·c'-. --, -;-1S f'o-r"'''''l 0] ''-lo C,;'l n16_ u lJ ..L ...... _ \..; ..ul vv __ ct .1.c...1 __ .lLC.l.J _~. . The 1~e2_son i'o1'" 

This 

change modifies the k_1101:'Jir;g subject in that he gains some form 

that he did not previously ha.ve; this is called lIintentional 

inc1"'e2.8e. II Thus -vIe see th2.t kn01'Jledge seems to fulf'ill 2.11 the 

qualifications of al1 acci6,ent '('Thich. He h8.ve outlire d above in 

OU1' trecd~lilent of accidents.' '[rJi';:;h these consic]_eratio:--:!S in r:linc1, 

let us nm-I eive a proof' fc:;." our contention that kn01rJledge is an 

accident. 

The potenc7 i'ulfilled by 8,n 8.C t lnus t be in the s ruTle ge111.:'.s 

as the act f'ulf'illins th2.t )otenc",T, C).Del conve1"'ssly, the ac t .ful­

HhiCL'l it i'ul:rills, siDce these tHO, potency a..Yld act, aCCOJ7clin2,; 

.'- f\Uv the sC~l()l3.~ -tic 

?nu.s -vJhen ;;. potency is :not in the ~:::enus of' subst8nce, its co1"'­

B1..l_t the intel ­

lect is a pO'csncy i'Jhicil is net in the cenus of substance J fop if 
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11. 


it I'lere, t'Then it lfas activated by its OHn pl"Cpel~ Cl.Ct, it ,',ould 

exist as intellect, that is, intellect "vJOll..ld e.:;;:ist in 2. s1..1b­

m...stantial 1~18nneI', as a substance; it t.·JQulrl be a sui)stance. J.lllS 

is obviously false, for the only case in which intallect exists 

as intellect is that of' God, in 1tlhom all thinGs a~L'e identified, 

and even ther'e no poten.cy is involved. I~nowled.ge, therefol'e, 

the pl'oper act of the intellect, is not in the C£enus of sub­

stance. 1'h08e things th;3.t al~e not in the genus of substance 

r:mst of necessity fall in the genus of accidents, since these 

another: 

.,.. ., Ithat is, having it: s e:;:is Jcence onl;y- in anot11.e1', -;:;nlS lS aCClc,en'C· 

--and nego.tion--not being in ano thEn', th2.t is, not having its 

a-l.o.!...lla-~ ",,"'t·he'." l·.!... 	 ..!....:._'-.,.;_1 s e J'·-1s-'-e''-''-'e..... V .!~\........ lOll_ '-J. v__ v.l bu.!... .let, ... __ h~vin')-... _cl - 0 v pel'> ........::::...'se> t 1.,,· c: sub­_ 	 u 

stance--contain all beings really 	or possibly existins. Know­

0 
:>Ie dse, tilerefoI'e, is in the genus .L accidents, sinde, as 1··.,8.S 

shm-jn above, it is not in the f,enus of subs-ca.ll.ce. Dut those 

thinGS that are in the Ge~lus of accic1entsaj:'2 acc.idents. 'I'h.ere­

for:: knovJledge, in all beings except. God, is an accident. 

In genel'al it seems that the Aristotelian-'lrno:mistic school 

of lJhilosoplly fr-om t~ri stotl·3 and St. Thorilas right on c10-;·,;n have 

taught t!:-l8.t knoHlec1ce is an accident to the ]~no\·.!ine; subject. 

ilTb":31'e C3.n be no doubt, thersf'ore, that A:cistotle l"egapdsc1 the 

propel' sensibles as qy.. alities of tile sentient subject,1I1 7 and 

thel"efo:r'e, as accidents, since Al"is'cotle tausl1t t~lat qu~lities 

were accidents and in fact were orts of the nine genera of acci­
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nOT.-C,-n1 ~J v 

:n18ntiol1ed 

seens 

accident 

12. 

dent; [). 3t. God I S kn01,j16 dge, s , 
em int·:=:: species in tellect that o r than the 

intellect's essence has an acc al heinL, is i;hy our 
-, ,.., 

:moil.rlea.ge accidents. lI.LU uses 

mo rn philo;:; s this school 2::...'e equall:r as de­

"hihatever i2 lmoHl1 is, as Jmo~'!11,2~n acc of the 

C.S.B., consi~ered 

de;::;, has, 

'Co t118 

c 

2.C 0 .l"" 

an acci·=-:'ent 8 

H20 
~ • 

stG.te}i:ents as 

of trl.is 

,J is 

:in or 

to 

In ;,:.08 teas es) tds ace 

'ove that 

in man. ck a s',Jec:ific 

" .s subject '(;l.'l2,(; 

no l.ln<: 
.L 
G. 

11 

t as ct rl1aj or 

only thI'ouSh s 

" .
"G!1:L S S anD in this 

dered so obyf6us as not to 

s !l1S JosBnh Gredt, 

authorities to be 

isr;l -co t God un­

essence. He does not bo r to pI'ove 

s 5. on he shoT" s it Has consi­

require proof. 

accide~tality of rally held and, s 8 



t<:'mce 

intent; 

13. 

never sen 2t 

.r..:nece S fJity a def 8, c1et ed t:ee 01. There ~lave, 

~'lQi.T'2Ver, been some ob jec tions od asalns~ the accidentali 

~·/i:J.ich -;"e ~;ilJ. nmJ give tr-:JT to a.l1s·,·.yeJ:'. 

the ,O-VJex' , 


SY'eermes s of 3. 


If 

, t.c,he ~':IWl,.jeI' c-:'oe 8 not becOIne 3r'8en 

ImoitJinc -enG ss Eno~llo , 
, Oll.t TrillS t exist sorne t those 

e:i~is t, tl1.at is, tl1.e il~ 

mus ·c· be in the OY'clel~ of re 

il , . :/21• }moHle , ; entional oelng. 


therefore be s to oJ:' of be called 


order. It semus, therefore, that lcnmile is 


not an acc ie-cent of j'llan. 


s ob jection, l-:e must 


kno~·Jing the greenness or.... a l-rall, es rJeC 0l11e 


i3, 1s not co­

10:o:'ec1 green in such a map..ner the.t 

to s own senses or to those of any a k:JQi..JeI' , but 

colored in an 'ltJay only. The 


11888 of Hall by abstracti.ns the fOHil of enn8SS, that is, 


inlTIla tel") i 0:[' essence "ehe 88· 

........ ,..... .!­:from the J.l.Lct V of that is, 


the Zreermess. since the p~ocess of knowledge eri ­
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ality is al)8 ted. , a thins as 

e, theref'oi"e, the thin;3• 

a.lly by the subject it C2.11 no-(:; ct luatter of' the 

\:no~Tin0 su1) j 8C t such a way as to make it co 

tllus sense :I.'C tible to the knovleI' himse or to other knmling 

subject. , as vIas said above, in blOT-Ting 

tIle gre·31111ess 0.1: a , do~s, in a certain , come green. 

And thus it is t Thomas echoes )l.pisto that 

the mind is in a c l'iay 8,11 thill.gS) f'or it becomes, in a 

certain Hay, lVhatev81'" From l·rha t He t said, it 

is clecn~ thctt the c0l1clu8 that knoVTledge c be 1"e is 

invalid accordins to 

In ansHel"'ing second part of' the objection it nmst be 

noted that the intent order is taken as b~ sition 

to the real order, ~ is, the two o~ders are t as n.utually 

exclu::::i.ve. se two designations are used to d tin­

t s the :<"Ylm-Jing sub j ect-

re opder--and a thing in t28 lCIlmdng subject 

intentional order-­ sense they do ap)ear to 

lllutual exclusive. b1Qi,;ring sub 5e c t those things 

exist according to the mode of' being, r,lUst 

have some aspect of' I'eali t~T so far as they do exist, 

stated above in our trea: reali ty of k1101-11e clge. 

two orders, although ar> to be mutually exclll­

s , actually are not. The ion, l"eforB, that Kl1O>'J­
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lede;e is not an aceic.ent of m.8.n does not validly fO=UOlI from til. e 

pl'e:misGs v.Then, as pointed out here, the 1'e8.1 and intentional 

i\.fjain St. Augustine has said th;::O.t knoHledg8 and love are 

~? T "­not in the soul as accidents o. subject.-- -v 

:['ol'e, that knm'Jledge is not an accident or man. 

In ansHeT·ing this objection it s11oD.l6. be 110ted that in this 

refers to is the soul 

i{l10"li}1 or loved, and not .the soul kn01'Ting and lovin~:. It is true 

that the }{:::1O-v;n 01' loved soul is not the slllJject of the ;:'ccts of 

kl1oHinc; or Iovine:; as bein.s the subject of' acc.idents for if' it 

;;;e1"'e, then the accidents OI~ ImoHinc; and Iovine; l,Thicn. a1'e propel' 

to the knO,'Tel:"' and the lovel' i,-JOuld tj.'2.Ilscend the ir m,·:n sub j 8C t, 

which is clearly false. The cor'clusion, theI'efol"'e, that lmm;­

ledt:;e is not on acc ici.er!t of man doe s :(Jot :follo~'T frolT2. 'che state­

i11-::nt of St. AUGustine T:18ntioned above, since the objector took 

the ,,'JOy'd soul to YO.Gan the soul O.L the one ImoHins ano. Iovine in 

place of' the r1lec.illin2: Hhich Augustine Save it, the soul of 

~-"r~~' n11 C 1,... ........ 0"_,} ~,Y'>O' 10"Ten'
u_-'-G '_. 'J J:u/ eL. C:LU. v _•• 

AGain the proof' :for the acc id::;ntC1.1ity of 1~1"'0,,;l8 dse based on 

~otency and act given in this paper does not se~m to be valid 

for Father Gl'80t says thatehe kno\oJel'" in the act of kJ-;o;,rine 

in -ens of a potency- beil'lC actucctec1 

• ~Jut is like a perfect thing,; an ac t H~:.ic~l pos­

s e sse s an ac t . il 23 

http:s11oD.l6


1 ·", .~ 
In anSHel" jection it must be d it is a 

e ot scholastic :philosophy 

other- as 

lJotel1cy to act. is not inconsistent, iTeP., 1vith the ide a 

of.' pote:i.1.cy or act a thin3 be in pot ,:·mo. in at 

ovi d is no·i..; conte stec;. t the thin;:::; is 

in act in relation to same thins in the 

Sal,le vJay S ClIne t ir(1.e • at one D.l1e1. the same 

tir~e be l~elat to one ·ching 8.S 2. 

ac·t, \·Ti thout 2..ny contre.dic cion. 

statement ave 

to be 1 S3eSSlll2; 8.rl act. e tne :~nOlTel'" is COTil­

act possessin.g; but thi 

it possesses, for, 

to ;che -(:;1:0 could notac 

becoFle Ol1e 

8.8 possesses and posses-

an ac~; but it ~s related to act possesse& as a 

teney to ::ll} act. 

act. is e 

is in poten.cy in 1"81a-'· 

ssess act is cb..anged 

ve ssess:Lon 01' the act J::')oss·essed, paSS:Lllg 21'0[11 

to ac ~)08se8siol19 The a.ct S8ess is also ch:~.nged h;T 

act ssesEed in that in a cs it becomes the act ~os-

.,
sessed. the conclusio:n pI"'oof fOl.-") "Gfl8 acci 

.. 
J. 
..,knowledge based on act given in this n 

http:poten.cy


is inval does OlJ from the statement Quoted :from Fathep 

Gredt :1 2.S Has out ove,t;he act possessir::.S is in 

re a possessed. 
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