Unit [Il. Epistemology
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Chapter |. Introduction to Epistemology

1. Intellect in Itself

Epistemologyfrom Gk.epistemesee

Glossary) is the study of how we know and come|
know things. As human beings we have many

ways to know things: We can know things in

Sight, or in hidden Imagination, or by learning an

being told about them, or by experience from

actuallydoingthem. We will study all these kinds
of knowledge. However, as human beings, we al
special ad different from all other animals in that | |
we possess a true, rational Intellect. Consequen
the main focus of this unit in Epistemology will be
the study of how the human Intellect comes to

know things.

Even though many people do not recogniz
it, Intellect is one of the most fundamental things

Proper Vocabulary Use

- Mind vs. Intelleci Synonyms
- Intellect(ual) vs. Reason
(rational)i These two terms are
often incorrectly bééved t% be

bro synonyms R
[T T 1 amEn
However ntettecttratri
they do ;
have a Willfyl Ul |
difference
n this texibo

refers to the top layer of humar
nature (opposed to sensate an
physical), whe
refers to the downward flow of
Truth, which is opposed to Will

* Nnte* \/ertical ie-->

our world. Words permeate our world. The sound
of a bird is a kind of word (though it lacks linguistic content), the sound of a thaleger
is a kind of word; even physical things (such as plants, anthés) and humans) are in

themselves 6é6wordsd (
their creator. Il nde
creator, who i s some

in a thoroughly rational / intellectual world.

of a sobe$peaklioet t &
ed, I ntell ect i's so
ridmes Hdlfevsentihatweilial | e

Its Horizontal Dimension

What is Intellect and the speaking of
words? Intellect is the processionAaft from
Acd, of a word from its speaker. The speakg

Proper Vocabulary Use:
Aflntell ectod comes
intellegerefit o umded sta
gives us two very similar forms:
intellectumandintellectus Intellectum

is in Act (by existing, and the speaker
produces something that, by being predicatg
(or said), comes to be also in Act, proceedin
from and then existing separately from the
speaker. Thus once he/stesisaid
something, it can never be taken back; it ma
be qualified, contextualized, explained,
revised, hidden, or modified, but in itself it

(objective) means sontkingd some
idead that is understoodntellectus
(subjective) 1is
understanding.
intellectusto undestand arintellectum
Consequently fAlnt
either to the faculty of understanding

(o]
T

to the knowledgeontent, itself.

has come to be as a nefjatt, and its

substance can never be removed. As Act, it has come to be as a tpeeraadent
representation of what the mind of the speaker briefly was, when his/her mind was also in
Act and produced those word, at that point in time.
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Comment [LS1]:  Ask the students what sorts 0
truths they bespeak: [Ans: Truths about who thei
creator is (cf. Rom. 1:18).] In this way of looking
things,everythings a word.

[Comment [LS2]: Rom. 1:18.

Comment [LS3]: The reason we live in a
rational/intellectual world is that the worldétf is a
word, a word spoken by God the Father to God tt
Son. By being 6spoken
been created in God the Son, who Himself is kno
either as fithe Eternal
capitalization) in the divine Trinity. Bm this
perspective of looking at thingverythingcan be
considered a word (or, in other words, nothing is
empty and in vain).

Comment [LS4]:  You may desire to have the
students recite the Nicene creed and find the
sentence or phrase that best describes the event
Act proceeding from Ac
Light.o]

Comment [D5]:
Acts.

Here we are talking about' 1 }

Comment [LS6]:
made act &

A fact (from Lat.factun) a s
The fAfo sound




What sort of Act is this?
Fundamentally, it is a fornWVhen another
person hea\rthis reportedvord, the word 0
causes that person to enter into Act as well, irf

Speaker 6
Mind

an either identical or similar way to the I Word i an off
speakerodos act Thus 2o hoat ofthe a
barks, the wave compressions in the air 0 speaker.
mol ecules model the Wby of the d

vocal cords. When theoundwave arrives at
the |istener 6s-dremis ,
vibrated in an identical way, which is then
translated into nerve impulseaves heading
to the brain. Throughout all of this, we see
several distinct media (voeabrd tissue, air,
eardum tissue, nerveell voltages), and these
media are different kinds of matter. However, *Turn this diagram 90to the left to make
in addition to the matter, there is also presenta t he fihorizontalo
definite and recognizabfermthat travels, without loss of data, from Diagram 3.1
the source to the terminus. Along the vitayay bétranslated,
encoded, decompiled, scramﬁ;ledd recompiled as it passes through different kinds of
matter, but in all of these it is the same formal knowledge and truth that is present. Thu
the knowledge travels horizontally (cf. Diagram)3rbm speaker to hearer, even though
it is itself something vertical (i.e.
Thus a wor dinisue Bhage or patteof the Aet that it is in. As long
as something possesses this form, it i&éh and more precisely taking part in the Act of
the one who spoke it. However when this form depausually because it dies out or
getsmuffled f r om t he rec «{Dri poseessﬁjmhenaha gecear is sodonger
in that Act, but merely backiipotency, or in some other Act. This then is a key
characteristic of knowledge: Knowledge is fundamenfadism (not Matter), and this
formal knowledge isn Actas long as the receiver is aware of and actively considering it.

H“D)N@infoﬁmed ear
Listener
A speakerds wort

as a form from his mind; it then
informsthe mind of the listener.

0

Its Vertical Dimension

Diagram 3.2 Z

Comment [D7]:  Point out to the students that i
Diagram 3.1, what is r
vertical, and what is really vertical is drawn as

horizontal. Thus, in the diagram, the transmissio
the complete word or message vocally to anothel

person is a 6horizonta
downwad i n the diagram s
edge, 6 rotated 90 degr
the word is still bein

mind or expressed and spoken into lower matter
into lower sensate or physical realms), it is then
gowing only by a o6vertic
(toward the left in the diagram) so as to impact lo
levels or degrees of Being.

Comment [D8]:  Translations and encodings ar
justmodificationsof the form (as if the form has
something put downrotop of it), not removals of
the form.

| ower

Comment [D9]:  There can be madyindeed
infinted s hapes or patterns
has a differentsourdat t er n t han
word that is the Gettysburg Address has a differe
content (matter) and organizatiarf-ideas (vertical
form) than the word that is the Declaration of
Independence.

Comment [LS10]: Many times a receiver will
not be directly thinking about something, but will
still o6pick it upd6 sub
then recallt again later, if necessary.

=

Comment [LS11]: You can think
data itselfo (as oppos
machine or medium in which the data appears).

Besides its horizontal dimension, Intellect also has a vertical
dimension based on the sublimity of its ideasc@rcepts Some t
ideas are more sublime than others. Gahean idea is more i
sublime the simpler, more abstract, more universal, more applicabée
to many things, more unchanging, and more eternal it is. Such ideas
(e.g. Life, Being, Oneness, Justice, etc.) are unchanging and eternal
in comparison to lower ides (e.g. fun, jokes, political positions, ¥ this dia

. . . . . gram
fashion fads, particular laws, industrial procedures, etc.) which are 9 to the right to
transitory and the expression of just a particular moment in time.  makeit match the
Thus just as different elements naturally separate out (fire on top, diagram above it.
then ai, then water, then earth), so the various truths naturally separate out with the
sublimer ones existing higher than the lower ones. Consequently we draw them in this
way (see Diagram 3.2).
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However this is not all there is to the vertical dimensidfe find in nature that
higher ideas nearly alwayscludelower ideas. Thus the idea of Justice includes

distributive justice and commutative justice and rectifying justice, etc.; however Justice

itself is included in the idea of Virtue, and the ide&fue includes hundreds of other

virtues (s i_n ce ﬁ_\/i r ée.@éoura:ga,brl SDiég?armB.

temperance, or modestyin different situations). At the highest

level, the idea of Being includes absolutely everything! TheTree o
When we chart these relatitips, we see that the Porphyry:

patterns of inclusion form a kind 6ft t, levawa classically as

theTree of Porphyry Beginning simply

t\/h top
then repeatedly splits and divides into many different categorles of Be/Q é)\

which themselve then split again and repeatedly divide into more an
more sukcategories and eventually arrive at all the various |nd|V|dua
species of Being: cat, dog, olive, etc. We can diagram this in differen /\

ways, depending on how many concepts we include itrear(see Diagram 3.3), but the

i fferent

Comment [D12]: Diagram 3.3 will look more
like a tree, if you turn it upside down. @iso
diagrams 1.13 (upsiggown) and 1.18 (righside up,
except for the human tree which is still upside
down).

fundamentals hold the same, namely, that there is an objective ordering to the ideas in the

universe, with the lower ideas coming from and included in the higher ideas.
We might ask ourselves why Being splits and disitilee Diagram 3.4
this. The answer is that this is how God Himself knows things, piagram .
when He creates thenfirst God knows the Essential
simplest ideas, and then He knows complexer Definition

ideas as special kinds of those simple ideas:
QEYIng _
_V/ “
ation

First He knows Being; and then He knows
* Note: Vertical is->

that Beingwhich is substantial
(substance); and then He knows that Being
which is Substantial and living (life); and then
He knows that Being which is substantial, and
is living, and issensatgetc.

Thus too when we fully define a thing,
we have to reverse dicgon and proceed as Mands essenti al
high up into its source as we possibly can, until formula that expresses his essence
we eventually arivedt he wor d At hTmg. o

Of course sometimes a higher idea will generate a ~;:
lower idea that though included in the higher Diagram 3.5
idea at first (as when the person is fafating it
in his/her mindy yet soon comes to exist by
itself and not be included within the higher. F
instance, when an architect produces a set of
plans, he eventually forgets about them, but t
plans continue to exist in themseldes.g. in a
filing cabinet somewhere, or even in the Thé two ways that thfe higher can
physical structure that he leaves behind. The 4,,se the lower ard when an idea
same thing happens when someone speaks:
word he/she produces exits from his/her mind
and exists by itself in the world. Thus there is
second way that the lower camoe from the
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Comment[D13]: Goddés knowl ed
When Heknowsyou, that creates you. Now God
knows you (from all eternity) by kndmg your
name Thus the essential name for something wc
be the reverse of its essential definition: Thus the
essenti al name f olivingfi ma
sensatgationatone 0 (i . e. Di ag
Her e t B the Hypostasid were the
transcendental of Unity is reacl@edan be
substituted by any rea

AiMar k. o) However, si
usually be taken for granted, we often summarize
whole string with just

and tlus names are best visualized at the bottom
an essence (cf. Diagram 1.10); however if there
should ever be any ambiguity about what we me¢
by a certain name, we can always have recourse
enumerating the full string of characteristics. Afte
all, pastng downward through the Tree of Porphy
and designating one thing, as opposed to anothe
essentially what we are doing when we name (cf.
Diagram 3.20).

Comment [D14]:  We can debate the finer poin
of precisely what ordering to picklhe ordering of
characteristics chosen here is one that seems to
follow the course of evolution. However, it is
entirely possible that since God may have create
planned, and foreknown angels and man long be
the rest of the world (cf. Rom. 11:2, aiso Acts
15:18), that fArational

Comment[D15]: A Thingo is th
(essence) of Being (existence).




higher

By generatlion or 6speaking f

Questions:

1. The fact that a word is an Act from an Act enables it to be what
quality? An s : True (A true refldawad i
at the moment that he spoke it).

still

speaker was at that point in time either making a mistake or. lying
3. Is the horizontal aspect something metaphysical or spatiat?Spatial.
4. Is the vertical aspect metaphysical or spatiél®s: Metaphysical.

If the speaker made a mistake, or even intentionally lied, was the word
6t r ukng Yes!f It whag s8ll trumiofriheé fact that the

or

on

Comment [D16]:  On the left half of Diagram

3.5, demonstrate to th
matterends[draw a horizontal circle around the lin
separating blue from p
matter then beginseparatelyf r om t he b
matter [draw another horizontal circle around the
baseline at the bottom of the purple]. Corttthis
with the right half of Diagram 3.5, in which the
conceivero6s matter [Dr
the base of the blue] continues to include and
of fspringdés matter [Dr
just around the base of the purpiesideof the
blueds circle]

5. Which dimension is the dimension of communication and networking?

Ans: Horizontal (Anetworkis i ke a hori

6. Which dimension is the dimension of programming, categorizing, and (
(A computer program is like a hierarchy {

ordering? Ans: Vertical.
of commands in which some take precedence over others.)
7. What are the two ways thisie lower can come to exist from the

higher? Ans: By generation/begetting/speaking, and conceiving.
8. Analyze: What differences can you note between the generation of

words and the conception of ideas? Use Diagram 3.5 in your
answer.Ans: Generon occurs as Act from Act; conception
as Potency within Potency. Generation is trans@ownward
(the begotten is lower than the begetter), and all atdotitat is,
the offspringbés Act i s
it exits the bgetter. Conception however occurs immanently,

upwardly, and gradually, as the

al ready{

6from the ground up, 6 with |

elements can be built, all the while supplying and nourishing the
Act with circulaing potency around it. Thus generation is vertical

and formal, whereas conception laasadded horizontal
component that circuladesupplying material and energy.

9. Do you note any similarities between the causing of ideas and the

reproduction of liing organisms? What is the unique relationship
between these two realms in this respect (i.e. mere coincidence /

symbolism / indirect causality / direct causality)@s: The two
ways of reproducing (male/femaﬁm)atcﬂ\the two ways of

generating ideaslndeed, it is eminently fitting, and thhkely\

zont al

6web

Comment[D17]: i . e. from t he]

Comment[D18]: i .e. from the
matter.

Comment[D19]: This is why w
to man (Gen. 2.18): Whereas man concerns him
only with the vertical component of begetting the
child, the woman provides both the vertical
component (in that she supplies her own DNA, a:
well) and the further operation of horizontally
furnishing material and potency to the offspring (i
nourishment, and vete removal), thus allowing the
man to go and concern himself with other things
(e.g. work, campaigning, defense, hunting, etc.).

Comment [D20]:  The left half of Diagram 3.5 it
unique male, and the right half is uniquely female

of
oW

Comment [D21]:  Alternatively, it could just be
the mere fact that the two ways of production (ins
or outside the creature) are the only two ways
possible (no matter wh
would be a mere coincidence that the physicdhre
mirrors the spiritual in this respect. However, eve
if this is the case, it is still true, that the an
because of his biological rdestill tends to take the
lead in the production and articulation of ideas
within the family. God seems to honor tais best
for each of the sexes, as shown by the fact that n
are ordained to preach
the authordés opinion t
or OMhietssione@f the | ower
an indirect causality, wherglthe lower level is
meant to facilitate the higher (i.e. in accord with tl
principle that fAgrace

that that the two ways of creating idétectly caused

Godds choice or somehow t

evolutionary unfolding of life) the two ways of reproducing living

organisms.
10. Surmise: Ihas often been saftlat men and women think

differently. What difference(s) would you note (beginning with

that shown in Diagram 3.5)2ns: Women tend to formulate their

ideas immanently, within themselves; men tend to formtitesie

ideas by speaking them forth, and then seeing how they sound.
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Comment [D22]: Bl. Anne Catherine Emmeric
writes that reproduction in the garden of Eden
woul ddéve been tencoutse, buybyp
the spoken wor@Anne Catherine Emmerichife of
Christ and Biblical Revelationsol. 1, 89). Thus
there is a way in which the physical realm of
creation reflects the spiritual realm of ideas/minds
etc.

Comment [D23]:  For instance, St. Edith Stein,
as a philosopher, explored extensively the differe
ways that men and women think, and drew from 1
an idea of the slightly different qualities within
mendés and womends soul
personalities.




2. The Intellectual Realm

The Intellect is composed of two main elements: LearningDiagram 3.6
(to be replaced by Understanding) and Truth. These two elements
formasitwer e a Oboxwi bphi 0swhiceh knowl edge
(Truth) can exist. When Truth is learned and then internal -~~~
to Learning (existing inside t hq_eaFnﬁﬁg"‘WS
of his/her Intellect. This Truth is then known as an Act e-J
insideoft he Act of the spvehankerﬁs\ mi nd.
Truth is purely outside of s os |
able to be accessed and learned by the Intellect. In this Nmpqﬁ(%ﬁ(%
situation it is itself in Act (since it is an unalterable fact),
but it is not yet known and so it is orgptentiallyintheke ar ner 6 s mi nd.
As stated earlier, Truth is the true correspondence or belonging of something
lowerd an image or wordl to something higher which spoke it, and of which it is a
reflection. The higher and lower forms might be a speaker and his senteasepbject

~

n

mi nd)

/However,

tell e

Comment[LS24]: Thus tibegeti s
kind of 6speakingd of
from God, Light from Light, true God from True

Godo (cf. Comment on 0
the previous sectionods
Di mensiono), we fentl ow
fibegotten not made. 0

Act coming from Act, wad at least in this cade
also an act obegetting

Comment [LS25]:  Cf. Diagram 3.1. This word
is a true separation or offshoot of his form becau
always reflects what the state of his mimals when
he spoke/generated it.

Because it is a separation of form from forr
(rather than a separation of matter from matter), i
speaking does not decrease or remove part of the
speakerds form. Af ter
and so onf matter can suffer loss. It is justias
were a o6copyo6 or o6repl
but not a lost part.

Comment [LS26]: When God speaks His Worc
however, that Word is fully equal in substance,
dignity, and divinity to himself (cf. the enumeratio
of equaities in the Athanasian Creed, a.k.a. the
AQui cumgque Creed. 0)

bot

Comment [LS27]: It is fundamental because w
cannot learn anything unless dvat least
contingently believe it. Even when someone is
telingusabald aced | i e, we s
sound of their voicethe significations of their

words, and that the fa
theydre saying. We ju
of what theydre saying

reality, which they are representing it as correspc
to, but only ingead to a hypothetical or false realit'
concocted within their own mind. Thus we believ
the circumstances, but not the substance.

and its predicate, da man and his oﬁsprithII of these are forms of Truth, because
what the lower says/is can (and must) truly reflect the higher. When the speaker speak
this thing, he/she produces it award, which is an extension offshoot of part of his
[Forrﬁ(i.e. as a product of his own formal cause, be it a product of his mind or a product
of his body), so that it stands by itself, in its own individual aspect, as separate from its
cause. We see then that wordsiaeallyless than the one who produces them, and in
no way detract or decrease the speaker 6
Emmorcan be characterized as a serff@nce|\ir
truly apply or belong to the su ct [( a
Therefore Trth is when the predicate does correctly correspond, bel T
or O6be suitable tod the subiect wheriea
somehow does not correspond or belong to the subject. The| Error is a deviation,
Truth and Error are properties of predications; hencefoetishvall| disconnect, or non
draw them as moving in the same direction as the direction o] correspondence in th
predication (here, right to left). *Note Vertical-is truth of what is aid
Learning is the reception and imbibing
of such truth. In L n i | Inbelieving, you accepth e ¢
all of these spokeforms all at once, and |_truth upon truthrather
comprehend them as well as their connéctio than needing to fully
in a single act of recognition.
One special kind of Learnidgindeed
thefundamentakind of all Learning is
Believing When we believe.something, befor, Diaaram
we imbibe it, we first (or dleast 7
simultaneously) speak a word from oursedves -
a word ofasserd over top of it, pre
confirming its truth in our mind. Then when | | | | |
we i mbitbe it, it is |{ ead [ [ |nd{

Comment [D28]:  We will study assent/consent
more in Section 4.5.2.
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our mind. This could seem a little presumptive, unfounded, andkgr risowever,

even believing can be reasonable when we consider the criteria, or basis, for believing.

What are the criteria for believing? To believe, you must trust that the one revealing to

you isknowledgeabléabout the matter), artcustworthy(in his/her speaking, that he/she

would only speak to you words that are true). In believing then, because you trust your

teacher, his/her own wetluilt understanding (gray in diagram) substitutes for your own

lack of understanding, and you simply acceptdider in which the material is presented

to you. Thus you grow in knowledge and arrive at conclusionseydast rate

Once something has been learned, it then existst@asciure(see gray area) in

the mind. At the point it becomest just Act (as words are Act from Act), but also part

Potency (or Power). It is potent because at any moment, an

learned truth can either indicate or (if it was already Iearnfd-)—l—‘ Dlagram

recall to mind truths that are lower than it, that is, truths

thatfollow logically from it. The word for being able |

to figure out the lower from the higher isitder. | |

Thus if you are a mechanic who studied only on | \\l | |

domestic cars, then you would still probably be

able to figure out h r

engine fundbns, even if you had never seen i

before. Why? Because in knowing the higher, A person who' knows higher truths
can o6figure outo
lower truths. Here, blue arrows sho

more general truths about engine design, you
what logically follows fromwhat.

[
a or

could be able to infer how a particular new
example functions. Thus higher truths can re
generate those lower truths that logic#ollow from them.

Questions:
1. How are truths produced®ns: By speaking (a word) that correctly
corresponds to some higher reality.
What is Truth packaged in, and/or how does it arrive at the héarer?
In/as aword (or message)
. What is a wordAns: It is a separation or extension or offshoot of part
of oneds own form out from
. What are the two things necessary for Beliéf%s: One must believe
that the revealer is (1) knowledgable g@ytrustworthy. The first is
in regard to what is higher (i
arguing to); and the second is in regard to what is lower (i.e. the
reliability of what has already been said, both in itself as trueasnd
relevantly supporting higher conclusions).
. Circle one: The (higher/lower) follows from the (higher/lower), and so
we can infer the (higher/lower) from the (higher/lower). In Diagram
3.7 above, drawn aarrow showing this direction of logical flow.
Ans: The lower follows from the higher; and so we can infer the lower
from the higher. The arrow drawn should point downward, as shown
in Diagram 3.8
In diagrams 3.7 and 3.®&hat does a single brick represem{fs:
Some particular fact, statement, or principle of knowledge.

2.

6.
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Comment [D29]: In the diagranabove, ask the
students how you might
knowledgableness and trustworthiness. [Ans: Hi:
knowl edgability is abo
going6, and so that ca
arrow above the stack of bricks leading to eaypal.
His trustworthiness, is trustworthiness that he
woul dnoét | ay a brick w
structure to crash down, and so that can be visug
as either a scaffold on either side holding the bric
up, or as the quality itself of the bkicalong the
way, or as a kind of promise that this stack of bric
will lean against and be buttressed up and solidly
supported by other stacks of bricks (and the hole
can be filled in later).]

{

Comment [LS30]:  Notice how the stack of brict
is much higher than the pyrad.

Comment[D31]: We call it a
which the higher truths are resting upon lower tru
because often when higher truths are not certain
only hypothetical, a higher truth will be supported
nothing other than the few lowistances in which
we have tangible evidence of it. For instance, we
might theorize a major fold deep within the Nerth
American plate, based on seeing similar rock
outcroppings on either side of the fold. If greenst
is found 50 miles from the folaén either side, and
coal is found 30 miles from the fold on either side
etc., then the higher theory that the fold exists (i.€
the top brick), is supported by the facts of each o
lower bricks (i.e. that greenstone straddles, that c
straddles, etg.

onesel

f

wh €



7. Discuss: To learn a science well, do you need to know and have
memorized everything about it®ns: It helps to have learned and seen
everything at | east once.
need to perfectly know everything about it. So long as you remember
just the higher, more important truths. From these you can later recall
and-figureet f or yourselfd all the r
good understanding of the general nature and structure of a science is
much more important than knowing every single fact.

8. Looking forward: Read Section 4.3.1 on the two kinds of Gasine
Connect the two requirements of belief here to the two kinds of
Goodness there. How are they related? If necessary, diagram your
answerAns: Knowledgability is a kind dProportio; Trustworthiness is
a kind ofIntegritas The fomer two are external qualities of the
situatiord of oneself relative to something else (ad extra); the latter two
are internal qualities within oneself (ad intra)

9. Further Study: Research the Correspondence Theory of Truth as well
asanotter theory of truth Write a paragraph listing and assessing
the relative merits and/or weaknesses of these theories.

3. The Entering of Intellect into Lower Realms

When we humans visualize, we manipulate an image in our Imagination. For
humas (and ani mals too, though they dono
values implicit within them. Thus | may have a certain amount of fencing and be
manipulating the possible dimensions of a field in my .
mind. | can go from a long, thin fieto a moreand Diagram 3.9 V U U
more square field. At a certain stage the dimensions K

become such that the f act3 ".r-J-s-e-s'a";!!'t-'.ﬁat t
. . A Wie - = —= e e S Lo
suddenly 6big enoughoé to plantall my s
6b-engughn ess6 doesndt really fowintotseedén, f r om
visualized situation. Ani mals would npo

but humans are aware. Why are humans aware of this? Because when they feel it, th
cansayit, and then a simple check of the mind will eitpeove it true or false.
Why does the mere altering of an accident (e.g. dimensional

Diagram 3.10 size) affect something as great as the presence or absence of an
entire intell eeboughrlesson)ceptT e
Captur goes bac_k to the fact that the \_Ndnydwhich things are created is
Charge! at one with the vyord(s) by which we knpw them. Thus by
Mud ’ altering the thingds statu's
fielddbs di mensions), yo

tsh?grzjec;]ng giagsh;n%g status as known. At some point the matter

roce%s using sin ge becomes disposed ainew form and that new
proces 9 SINGI€ form automatically, subtly, aridstantaneously
tokerrimages.

enters/infuses into the situation.

Rainm
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However, :

est @

Comment [D32]:  Examples of other theories o
Truth would be the Coherence Theory of Truth, t
Deflationary Theory of Truth, and the Identity
Theory of Truth.

Comment [D33]:  Using Diagram 3.9, ask the
students, fAnMhwe rfeordm eso
[Ans: Everything in Diagram 3.9 is horizontal,
having to do with matt
come from anywhere within Diagram 3.9. Rather
comes from some higher dimension outside of th
picture, and in the order of BeingHerhaps have th
students draw a blue cascéde flow of Being
coming from above and entering into only the pin
area. They might even want to label horizontal al
vertical axes to make it absolutely clear that the it
of the B-enoughgn eosfemis fromg
somewhere else, somewhere outside.

Comment [D34]:  Size is a kind of quantity,
which is one of the nine categories of accidents
(recall Section 1.5.5).

Comment [D35]:  In the diagram, this new form
is represented in Diagm 3.9 by pinkness.

Comment [D36]: It might seem that first a thin
would have to be created, before you could know
After all, this is indeed how our eyes work: You
cannot see something unless it first exists. Howe
this is not the ase when it comes to knowledge.
Whereas sighbllows existence in the orders of tim
and causality, knowledgerecedegor at least
simultaneously accompanies) existence: God cre
things by knowing them; we create ideas by knov
them. Since knowtige precedes (or accompanies
existence, the moment that a new situation is cre
and 6takes hold, 6 we a
at the moment that the last step was about to tak:
hold, we had probably already imagined what tha
last step would band therefore prereated it in our
own mind. This happens in a moment of realizati
a moment of e p-m@rer)mhen(
its new status of existence arises as an
epiphenomenon over top of the accidental
circumstances and parts from which itswaade.




to happen for the best outcome to occur. Thus in hopindopns
and concentrate on your ultimate goal just as you focused on your
unfinished action, when acting.

6. Pick two of the pairs of analogs from Diagram 3.11, and for each
explain the difference between just the sensate one occurring, and
how it happas when the rational one enters into and combines
with the sensate onéins: When Knowledge enters into Sight,
you dondét just | ook but | ook
enters into I maginati on, one
a random atter, but imagines things in a logical order traveling
up andalongthe frameworks of what one understands.

When Will enters into Instinct, one trains oneself not just to

€
d

rationally-bendicial tasks. When Hope enters into Action, one
acts not spontaneously and passionately (with simyheled
tunnetvision), but controlledly and cognizantly because one is
aware of the greater situation and other surrounding concerns
(e.g. what need® be done next or simultaneously, and how to
cooperate or make a smooth transition to win the larger battle).

quickly react in order to survive, but to quickly perform other [

Chapter Il. Coming to Know from
Sensedata

The overlapping of Reason into the sensate and physical realms has an importa
consequence fordman beings, namely, thall rational knowledge comes to humans
through the sensed/Ne will now consider how this rational knowledge arises within us,
and to do this, we will first study abstraction.

1. Abstraction: | |

Abstraction means in Lat i rDiagt®342 d
a method by which a person can travel backwards to th
source of what has been seen.

Abstraction is an activity of tHerain and optic
nervesand/or Intellect (lue in diagram)not the heart
When you abstracyou wipe away or eraghe image
that you had in front of your ey&@swhether it had been
put there by physical Sight or by Imaginafioand you
replace it by a newly imagined one that fills the same
generascope and shape, but has fewer determinations
(i.e. less detail). In this way you might abstract, for
example, from a seen image to just its bare, essential,
geometrical outline.

6t akes
A 1%taked which is
erased and then a
2nd take (more genera
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Comment [D37]:  For instance, one may pass
from imagining a duck to fuzzily imagining just an
generic animal (not concerned for which one).

Comment [D38]:  For instance, one may pass
from imagining a duck to imagining a goose.

one act (and goal) to another, whereas animals ¢

Comment [D39]:  This is why humans can orde
only focus on one actieto-be-performed at a time.

Comment [D40]:
and ask
nor mal |y
are going
reversebo

Point to Diagram 3.13 below
t he st ud eeslintsllect
flow?o [ Ans:

to discover
a n dtoward thesright e a

Comment [D41]:  Thus abstraction would be a
function primarily of the fadty of Knowledge and
Sight, and since Sight shines through Imaginatior
then abstraction can also seem to occur in
Imagination, as well.

Comment [D42]:  Try to abstract willfully (i.e.
by means of Imagination, which is willful), and yo

wilfind that you just cart
a controlled 6backing
not a joyous O6shooting

Comment [LS43]:  Mental Exercise to model
abstractiori Abstraction occurs when you cease
thinking about someth@nin one lower (physical)
way and instead merely think about it in a higher
way. Itis like turning off an overlay in a
planetarium. | can be thinking of imagined image
over stars, but then when | cease to think of them
and just think of the straighikes and angles
connecting the stars,
physical/sensate to the rational.

As long as | was thinking about the constellatiol
as flesheebut images | was using my rationality
AND my sensate faculty of Imagination (looking
through Sigt in the physical mindset). When |
abstract, | cease looking at them with my
Imagination, and instead look at them only with
Reason (technically, still through Sight as well,
though). Here Sight is like the sensate analog or
Opl-aecleder 6 of Reason.




Examples of Abstraction:

PCRERN

Seen _ iy . lts geo
object \L--.Pmetrical

outline

ust its
. ‘color

J
Animal Thing
mal Thing
— ‘,» Its
7 genus

* Note: Vertical is-->
Diagram 3.13

N
'

Seen
object

A
specie

inasmuch as Sight shines through and
|l magination, one

controll edly

uestions

upon it just its bare outlinghape, you would
be abstracting: You would be abstractfram
color. Thus abstraction and Imagination are inverse to one anot
One shoulchote however, that abstraction can, at times, seem to| the opposite, of
occur in or by means of Imagination. Why is this? Because

can
aid-by-which and an environmestithin-which to
O0model 6

Normally, when you abstract you
this is not always the case. For instance, you
could abstract from a seen imaggust its
color (purpleness), which is accidental to it,
and not essential at all. Thus the only reason
we often abstract to more essential things is
simply becausiit is usefu] and we choose to.
Abstraction is really the direct
opposite of Imagining. If you were to take a
real, uncolored outline and visually fill it with
color, you would be imagining: You would
be imagining colors
within its outline.
Conwersely, if you were
to go from a really
colorful thing and
mentally superimpose

Imagination*

is an integral part of _ _
UBidgrath™3814 " e pneigli nat

abstracting.

1. Using vocabulary: If Force in the physical realrfﬁqaivalent to

Sighti n t he

physical realm?A n s :

real
back,

sensat e
Hol d

m,

and don

2. Give an example of how you might abstract in the rational reéim:
Stop thinking about something, and start thinking about what is

more general in it.

For instance, if you go from thinking about a

Comment [LS44]:  In the examples at left, ask

the students which one(s) of them are abstractmr
what is more essentiéllather than just accidental)

[Ans: Definitely the last, and maybe the first as w
(This is debatabi it would seem that geometry is
of the essereof physical matter, so that math is a
higher science than physics).]

Comment [D45]:  We often want to figure out
what is essential to something in order to figure o
alternative possibilities and ways of doing it.

i on a

h ow mil Comment[D46]:

That Force is like Sight, see
Diagram 5.2.

thingobése®s ®bt o
abstracted in the rational realm.

3. In Diagram 3.13 above, decide which abstractions occur in the sensate

-peskenywihmvedt hi ng

level, and which occur in the rational levéins: The first two

(coming from a

ifseen objecto)

one (going from idea to idea) occurs in the rational level.
4. How has the human eye evolved over time to facilitate abstraction?
Ans: It has evolved the ability to-fecus, either faaway or up

close.

5. Think. What are some other kinds oftaéstion (you may use the word
ffabstract iAns dbsttadiogsren uging?wo, three, or
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five senses in interacting with somebody to only using one

important sense; abstracting from uncertainties back to what you

know is sure. Physical levabstraction in which you reduce your

force |/ intens

ity. Abstract

deliberately restraining it from its inclinations.

6. What are the two faculties in which

something representing tleefaculties at the tips of the blue cones

abstraction can occur? Draw

in Diagram 3.13.Ans: Sight and Knowledge. Perhaps draw an

eye (at the start of the top two) and a thought bubble (around the

bottom one).

7. Can animals abstract? If so, give an examples: Yes they cara

sheep dog can come up with one course of action in the event of
many scattering sheep. The sheleg does this by ceasing to look

at them as individual sheep, and instead looking at them as a herd.
8. Think: Does abstraction enable you to leavelgact and arrive at just
the idea of it?Ans: No. Abstraction occurs entirely within one

faculty (by th

at faculty

abstraction does not enable )kOLpass entirely from one faculty
(Sight) and realm (sensate}a anothé(lntellect/ rational).

2. Transition to human rationality: the Agent Intellect

Animals can abstract sensate ideas, but

Diagram 3.15

AAgent o

cannot abstract all the way into the rational realm
only humans can do this. The passing of willful
abstractionfom the sensate realm into the
intellectual realm was such an unusual occurreng
that philosophers gave it a special nathe:Agent
Intellect call ed @ Aggemt ot (of
because it woul d iseastom

(backing up)

%

A
4
|

bactivel yd

come from senseditigs or sensed situations. In
reality, the Agent Intellect is not an actual faculty; |
the sensate component of a dual senssdtenal image

iﬂT/ theeffectof leaving behind

|

The Agent Intellect is realljst a result

Proper Vocabulary UseThe

of the fact that Intellect is in the physical world
is more fundamental than sensate or physical
things, and so tends to remain when these oth
things are dissolved or removed. Intellect is

i P

t h

opposite of the Agent Intellect, is the

which is what we normally mean by

otential/ Passi

e term ftibaalled n

cau

deteminate formulae (e.g. the DNA for an
organism, or the blueprints for a building, or th
map of the constellations, etc.). When Sight
sees something, Sight acts according to the

-passive/potential because it has the| —

potential and capacity to be passive|
filled withd and stord knowledge
and information. Agent and Patient

are then the two parts of the Intelleg

directions and incl.

Di agram 4. 14 Jitis bottational and sedsgtand g the rational
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Comment [D47]:  We will consider how to do ir

the next section.

Comment [LS48]:  The fact that it is only the
difference, rather than an actual faculty can be se
in the fact that when you abstract, it takes ghsli
moment to pause and reflect on what you abstrac
from and what you abstracted to, to make sure th
the former is a true instance of the latter. This br
intellectual o6mental c
abstraction to be certain and sure, and thetlfiatt
you need to perform such an intellectual thought
connect higher and lower points of what should b
purely willful, proves that the abstraction in itself
really involves two separate willful acts.

Comment [D49]: In Diagram 3.15 at righask
the students which of the blue arrows represents
more specific knowledge, and which represents r
abstract, general knowledge. [Ans: Specific
knowledge is represented by the long, darker arrt
general knowledge is represented by the shorter,
hazer arrow.]

Comment [LS50]:  Everything was made at son
time, and so whenever it was made, the one who
made it must have been aware of and acted
according to some determinate formula in making
Even electrons and forces such as gravity act
according to determinaterfoulas. The fact that
nothing is irrational
exist (at least not in the shaerm).

{

Comment [LS51]:
this aspect

(and vegetative too, though
of it isnbd




Learning that arises as a result of sestsmuli is interpreted as needing a cause, which is
termed 6the Agent ISpitteahnbteame froflesh Hhene ealle r

Comment [D52]:  cf. John 3:68. (also | Cor. }

isnospecialdcul ty that does this; rather, mai®%

a purely rational mode. Thus the intellectuality of the world results from the fact that

intellectual values have been not ospokerinto bud by significantactivityd infused {Commeny [LS53]: fASignificant o}
andbuilt into the very Being of physical matter, which provides them a temporary to signifyo or omaking

location and/or object in which to exist.

The need for an Agent Intellect is then obviated by a completely natural process
that goes on silently all the time, evenemhwe are not looking: Signification. We will
study signification as the correlate to naming in the next chapter.

Questions:

1. What is the difference between abstraction and the Agent Intellect?
Ans: Abstraction occurs entirely within a levelhélfAgent
Intellect passes entirely from the sensate (and physical) to the
rational. Also agent intellect happens rather unconsciously and
passively, whereas abstraction is intentional, and takes an act of
Will.

2. Between abstraction, Agent Intelleat,both, which do animals
possessAns: Only abstraction.

3. Classify the following as either abstraction or the Agent intellect:

a. A botani st soeexcssatha s and t hink
b. A child looks at a cloud and imagines it to beastle.
Ans: Both abstraction and an agent intellect; the child must
abstract to stop focusing on all the clotdbtails, and
instead look at just the shape; however, in knowingd as
castle rather than just a general billow, the child is
performingan operation of the Agent Intellect.
c¢. An air traffic controller studies two dots on a screen and thinks
i U-b h .Aigs: Agent Intellect (The dots represent rational
values that are entirely different from their color/shape/etc.)
d. A hot air balloons silhouetted on the horizom\ns: Abstraction
e. A person senses the bitiingny that what he intended for Comment [D54]: Irony and jokes are good
another, happened to himns: Abstraction. One abstracts | Sampes of abstraction oceurring tofally within
from the details of the two situations, and instead notes the
cyclic nature ogeneral similarities between the two events.

4. Which is more beneficial to a person learning something from a teacher:
To see and experience a haodsexample, and then be informed
about what it was; or to first be told what it is, and then expegienc
a handson example.Ans: The latter; the former prevents one from
abstracting by oneself, because one has to wait until the rational
explanation is given; however, the latter permits one to begin
abstracting as soon as it is experienced. Thus it syaletter to
give commentary and instruction before and while the experience
is taking place, rather than afterwards.
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Chapter Ill. Naming and Signification

Naming and Signification form the real connection of Intellect to the lower
(sensate and physil) levels of nature. The ideas of naming and signification deal with

the fields of Semantics and Semiotics. Names and signs cause things to come to be in our

mind, and so consequently names can be used in language to stand for things. We will
see in he coming sections that names and signs are really the same thing, only differing
in thewayin which they are respectively used.

1. Communication

Some things stand for concepts naturally (e.g. sunlight signifies blessing and
goodness and truth; a teafall signifies majesty; a sudden, sharp pain signifies evil;
bright colorings signify warning). As the last example shows, even wild animals
recognize natural signs. On a slightly higher level savages, and societal outcasts, and
deaf people, who growp never having heard or said a word, still recognize concepts (i.e.
intellectual/spiritual being) in the natural events they encounter. Such individuals will
still have a regular, repeatkhbught or action or feelilh@r various objects, even if they
do not have a vocal word for it. At a still higher level, those who do not experience
regular discourse may have words for things, but they will taiigaon languages
Such languages are characterizehhb&ling bqtnouns, adjectives and occasional
pepositions Afork by mout h . . .
levels of language, naming and signification are already abundantly present. At higher
levels of language, speakers have names for practically everything that weeltbser
facilitate a complete description of human thought: verb tensesttetj conjunctions
keep thoughts rolling, multiple moods convey possibility and necessity, and adverbs
clarify justhow.

What we should take away from this i
that language pesfms a specific function in
our life: Itis a sensate phenomenon by whi
the quirks and intricacies of mental activity
are signified. In stating this, we should
note that such sig
way: 0 Lower | angu
higher thougt. Never does thought
signify language, nor in the remotest
way influence it: Two people can do a|
much thinking as they like up on the
rational leved even unto eternit@d but
unless one of them chooses to stoop
down and lay out his thoughts before
the dher, in time, using signs that the other understands, neither on®iagram 3.16
will ever know what the other was thinking. Consequently then,
language is a sensate phenomenon, but it is absolutely necessary for the meeting of
minds. Though human rationalityand meral activityd is not dependent upon language

that are naturally significative to the other.
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Comment [D55]: Names are used as the
terminus of an act of nany. Signs are used as thi
origin of an act of signification. If students want &
better explanation, refer them to Diagram 3.20
below.

Comment [D56]: It seems that when we devel
a concept, we often 6c¢c
instinctive eaction in ourselves to producing or
acting out something o
instance, | may decide in my heart that whenever
hear the word ficarnivo
6carnivorishd occurren
will imagine a carnivore eating meat, or | will brie:
pretend that | myself am a carnivore and am at tk
moment eating meat); or whenever | hear the wo
fangel o | will briefly
of an angel, that | remember from my childhood.
Thisfeeling wears away within a spbecond,
signaling that it has briefly engaged the Imaginati
and shorterm memory. In one sense then, the
Agent Intellect can be thought of as that brief
instinctive reaction that occurs in us as we hear tl
soundofhat conceptds ternm
reacting (or producing imaginatiyhantasmsin
various ways to various spoken words, we permil
those concepts to momentarily take possession ¢
nervoussystem for a brief moment and in that
millisecond beknownby the Intellect. Indeed the
Intellect can only 6kn
formally do, either within ourselves, or through
externallooking gaze and action of our eyes. The
reason we mumble a word when we see its letter
because the distinctive actmiimbling in ourselves
is something that can be consciously experiencet
and then reflected upon by the Intellect. Thus
Instinct forms the O6ri
red arrows (from the lower to the higher sublevel:
the sensate realm) in Diagraf46 and 3.17.

Comment [D57]:  Ask the students what this sc
of |l anguage is lacking
regular syntax or ordering of subjéctopulai
predicate.]




for its existence (as the savage individually proves), nevertheless language and signs are
the only tools we have by which to grasp and convey the depth of our mental experience
to one another. Community and mieyful interaction then depend upon the level of

oneds |

anguage,

and without good |

We might ask ourselves why this should be the case. Why should we need to
communicate physically, and not use someitsgirmeans, instead? The answer is that
the human mind has been forcibly and formalipedto a physical body. Consequently
it is naturally concentrated downward on the experiences that it has within this body,
including what can be perceived thrusenses. Thus we need languiagxperienced
sensatel§ to communicate our thoughts.

Questions:

1. Why does the human mind require sensate sigms? Because it is

2.

joined to a body
What i s 0 pAng €amguagt ia whirhuthegeler?eats of
grammar are lacking.

3. Is human mental activity exhausted by what can be conveyed by

language, or are some things indescribable? What can

we conclude from thisAns: Even though language could
perhaps theoretically convey and communicate all mentality,
in actual practice, mental activity is often complex (as when a

person performs an action for 13 separate, though related reasons),

and it would tak@oo long to perfectly explicdtm/ery aspect of
their thought, by language. Anybody who has@found spiritual
experience knows hoimtegratetand complex the experience is,
and thus that nbumanword(s) could possibly capture every
aspect of it.

4. Have you ever seen a person become totigdeand instead try to

6emot ed or thing withoutwsing &ords? oy
successful are theyRns: Their actions are only as successful as
the signvalue that they possess. Since most people are usually
more focused on expressitigemselveat this end) rather than on
how it is ultimatelyperceived (at the other end), they usually fail to
fully convey the full measure of what they intend to communicate.
However, people such as mimes can be very successful, because
they do it intentionally, and because they practice at it.

5. What happns when you say something to somebody, and they do not

speak your languagemdicate in Diagram 3.16 where the break
down / in communication occurdns: It occurs by the fact that

you have one sign for your concept, and they have a separate one.

6. Theorize: Why do people get into ran sentences and long traiofs

thought? What should they do insteafi?s: Because their
thoughtprocesses are greatly intertwined and tardlefien
forming closed loops (by indirect and accidental connections).

Instead, each thought should be separated out from the others, and

expressed as discreetly an succinctly as possible, and no more.
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anguage, |

Comment [D58]:  In particular, the human minc
is probaly joined to the nervous system of the bo
since rationality occu
sensation (recall the use of this term near the enc
Section 3.1.3).

Comment [D59]:
problem, when they try to convélyeir mind to
another: I't isndt tha
that they have too much to say, and that they mu
deci de what to forgo a
of time, and of keepin
such situation itis impoatnt t o j ust
essential sd and try to
meaning as possible in the shortest breath. This
means that every word must be perfectly aimed, .
have exactly the sense that one intends, neither
overshooting nor undershooting.

Mature adults have this

Comment [D60]:  That is, both selfntegrated
within itself, as a cohesive solid whole, and
integrated with other
experiences, so that it overflows into them as wel

Comment[D61): cf . Paul 6sl de
Cor. 12:2 of a person hearing words in tfih@aven
that no human may speak.




2. Terms and Concepts ‘ Diagram 3.17 /@
Ageneralnme f or a name or we¥ ———ao—fAt4t er

termis a word that signifies a concept. What is a concept?,

Conceptgor ideas) are substances at the rational level. Just

as sensate and physical obfjects hol t
6hol d t hei reedshbldtpee Jodgerdghamthei nd Term——

physical and sensate substances to which we are more
accustomed in our physical world. After all, ideas last Termssignify concepts,
forever, whereas matter soon wastes away. A concept holds
its shape as a si mpl e tastseerxce. Gt RdAre
a concept of fAa duc k-bitked, watesfowk and also antaminbal, i t
and a thing, as well. Noting that this is also the formula for an essence (recall Diagram
3.4), we can conclude that a concisptienticalto an essence, the only difference being
that the concept is as it exists in your ndinsubjectively whereas the essence is as it
exists objectively, in the mind of God (as well as in itself).

Because concepts exist both in the mind anderotiiside world (as essences),

we can have sentences that begiBirdrdesse m e
a funny way of [|ifeo has a sloelbjdearet t h a
chirping, 0 has a ofwmhigcheve havetalkondept.i Thus im one easel

it is the pure form that is the subject and the sentence exists purely on the rational level,
whereas in the other it is the matferm composite that is the subject and the sentence
would be drawn asverlapjing into the sensate and physical realms, as well. Just as we
can have concepts of physical things, we can also have concepts of sensate actions su
asf Runni ng, 6 fBoomi n gl Indhese Bhe intelléctual weaorid T a s t
concept enters inta sensate action and exists in it, as long as, or wherevdn(thg.

mi nd6és i )the gdtiam axists. oThus whenever booming occurs in reality or your
memory or your imagination, it is al way
onomaobpoeic sound. Of course, this is only true of humans (who have rational
Intellects), and not animals. Lastly, we can have concepts of purely rational things:
AfJustice, 0 Ashame, 0 Awanting, 0 etc. I
describs that action.

n

Questions:

1. What is the relationship between concepts and essences? Which is
subjective and which is objective®ns: They are identical, except
that concepts are subjective whereas essences are objective.

2. Correct the following t at e me nt iConclaspt s
ATerms refer to conceptso (cf
Diagram 3.17).

3. Do concepts arise from things that are just formal, or also from things
that contain Form and Matter®ns: From both!

4. Do concepts refer to things or do things refer to concepts? Both.

5. Think: What level do concepts exist at, and if so, then how can they be
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Comment [D62]: Remind the students that in
Diagram 3.17 at right, the top box represents the
rational level, and the lower box the sensate leve

heir

irmgti mama

i s a

ither
t is

thin

Comment [D63]:  We see then that part of the
process of Intellect entering into lower levels is th
intellectual substances (ideas) enter into physical
and/or sensate substances. See Diagram 3.18 t

Comment [D64]: A sign of the fact that wkave
intellectual (rational) concepts for these is that we
readily associate them with other rsensate, purel
intellectual concepts.
with écampaigning, 6 0b
6tastingd with fitngt e
defeato) .

Comment [D65]:  The fact that various concepi
dondt have to, but can
imagine (recall the feneleending experiment in
Section 3.1.4) tells
something subtler, finer than, adidtinct from his
Imagination. It is different in kind from his
Imagination, and so we can conclude that it cann
have arisen there naturally and organically; rathe
had to have been put there by God.

u

refer t

t he



60f & somet hi ng Aag Coaceptsiodcdr enrthe n t
rational level (cf. Diagram 3.17). Thegn be of something

physical or sensate, by means of overlapping/infusing: The
rational realm overlaps/infuses into the lower realms so that the
concept of greenness is there present in the greenness, but only in
rationaB not physical nor sensa@tevay.

3. Naming
Animal Naming

Animals can name physical or sensate things and situations. An animal will have
a determinate call for oO0tigerd6 and anot
use a common sound for a particular object or eventferod two reasonsnatureor
nurture. On the one hand they may both have similar DNA, and this may cause them to
instinctively feel about something in the same way, and this is nature. When this
happens, each ani mal i 5 ®Wnisourdt even thdugh adother e
member is making it. In the same way ants feel like they are one another, and thus the
whole ant colony has one big, suggo. On the other hand, two animals may have a
common word because of common nurture. Foriesen an ani mal may
certain sound simply because its mother made that sound in a certain situation. Thus
North American crows have different calls than European crows. Sometimes a sound ig
nurtured into an ani mwhedae animd is playfulld i r ect
mimicking another. In this latter wagyonkeys and parrotearn certain behaviors
and/or words bymaginingand then imitating humans, or one another. The first way
(nature) is a product of raw Instinct, and any soumddyced by ibre not truly namés
but just signs of how they feel; the second way (nurture) is a product of Imagination, an
in this, the sound produceddsame, of sorts

In general, even though animals can use names that naturally come to them, ye
they cannot invent names. This is because animals cannot delibleramb/
epiphenomené.e. new ideas), the way humans can.

Naming
Nominalism(from Lat.nomenfi n a me 0 )
How do terms come to be? In ' a philosophy rife in the % 16" centuries,
order to create a term, we must name ascribed to by William of Ockham, Martin
something in some way. #ameisa ' Luther, and others, and eventually

distinctive(i.e. distinct from all other blossoming intanodernPositivism(Hume,
names) sensabtionor sound or 3.S. Mill). It stated that all concepts and
symbol that is associated withsome nat ures and univers
object and thus aswe r e él’éinessﬁ) wer e not per
itsmatter6 ¢ o | @Gtinisamgday.  substances, (holding their shapes) but sim
The name is associated with the high' malleable names. Thus, Luther held that
concept to which it refers (knovas its ~ God could justifya sinner simply by calling
referen}. him figood, o
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Comment [D66]:  Monkeys and parrotsgbably
have a very strong Imagination, and take playful
enjoyment in effectively replicating a sound.

Comment [D67]:  Someone might wonder,
AWhy are sounds produc
intellectual (i.e. names, cf. Diagram 3.20), where:
soundpr oduced through I n
isndt | magination supp
Diagram 2.14) and Instinct intellectdai.e. justthe
opposit® o To answer this
students to Diagram 3.11 of the original (animal,
humar) configuration of the sensate level. In this
diagram we see that Imagination originally occurr
in the intellectual order, and Instinct in the willful
order. Imagination was a construct of various-tier
together and connected sensations, and Instiret
spontaneous outburst of willful activity toward
something good (or against something bad). See
this way, Instinct would have no interior intellectu
content (naamewithin it), but would just be a
O0blow of fdé of ed&andasagnn
ofd the current situation in which the animal foun
itself. Another ani ma
word into this sign, but it would not be intended b
the animal that had produced it. Conversely,
Imagination would be of something that the anim:
had already seen or otherwise experienced, and 1
Imagination would have an intellectual content
within it (i.e. whatever the animal had seen befort
Thus the Imagination whenever it was replayed,
would implicitly be anameor reference to thaind
of experience that the animal had once had: In a
ontological sense, it would directly flofomi and
be formally caused ldythat past event (imagin{

Comment [D68]:  The sound produced becaus
of I magination doesndt
it doesreferto the thing it is imitating. Eventually
(after 2 or 3 repetitions), an animal will forget aba
the thing it is referring to (usually its mother, but

maybe a bman being), and instead make the acti
its own, and now the activity has become engrair
within its own Instinct. Thus animals learn from

their parents by first playfully imitating, and th(" ]

Comment [D69]:  To create epiphenomena

(rather than just o6goi
do), you really need a
for this you need a rational level, which animals

lack.

Comment [D70]: Inawayoneds rep
part of oneds name, an
past or present actions. For instance, a trumpet |
that is always played

of his name since it distinguishes him as being

something great. Similly, customary usages suct
as fiYour majestyo or @
or even such things as a cadtarms or a timf-tﬁ

Comment [D71]:  The name rests upais
matter, because matter is indeterminate and
unchanging, and the name is arbitrarily placed ug
it, and upon all of it, usually by mere convention
(except in the case of onomatopoeia) rather than
because of some characteristic of its form. If the
nane rested upon its form, the name would be
dynamic and changidgas fast as its form cha(?

even | f {

Comment[D72): Here we donodt
physically coloring it, but mentally coloring it.




A name is the sensate Concept .
equivalent to the hypostasis  Qverlgping P Diagram
at the r.atlongl level. As projecting info Hypostdsis 3.18
stated in Unit |, the the sensate

hypostasis terminates some  (eaim.
essence, unifying it and

making it be what it is, and -
nomore. The name performs

the same function at a

lowerd sensatd | evel , tying together and summing up
characteristics into that single, determidateow audible or visiblé name. Thus the

name is the projection of the rational hypostasis into the sensate realm (cf. Diagram

3.18).

But what fundamentally is a
name? Anameis an intellectual
speaking of one thing rather than
another. Now this fundamentally istics, in order, until one
happens first of all from all eternity | ;rrives at it ostasis
in the mind of Gotl*ﬁoughwé’e S
knowledge is creative: When He preceding characteristics a
knowsyou, that creates youNow normally 6su
God knows you (from all eternity) Diaaram 3.19
by knowing youmame Thus the essential name for something Would_q—
be the reverse of its essential definitioh Diagram 3.% Thus if the essential definition % Comment [D73]:  In Diagram 3.4the thin little

Audible name

 (physical writing)

An act ofnamingis the
passing throug ofa
thingdbs esse

of man is fia rational theeesaealiliVvinage oo i o oo drecton
j ust t hethalipifgsensateationalo fie ! o H e d the hypbstasisii 0 n e would represent itessential name

were the transcendental of Unity is finally readhaxdn be substituted by any real name {Comment [D74: The word fith a}
(e.g. MNSocr at es 0 since thairddof tike.essdnce can Hsualhyebe taken [ the first, mostgeneral determination i Th i n
for granted, we often summarize the whole st

and thus names are best visualized at the very bottom of an essence (cf. Diagram 1.10).

However if there shouldver be any ambiguity about what we mean by a certain name

(e.g. either a living Aducko or the action 0

enumerate the full string of essential characteristics gairat least as much of it as is

necessary. Inssdoing so, it will be clarified just which branch of the Tree of Porphyry

we are mentally passing through, and therefore what kind of a being we are talking about
Comment [D75]:  Point out the red marker in

. . Diagram 3.18, and demonstrate to the students h
Kinds of Namlng to memorize something, one has to first fully acq
the concept of it (up at the rational level) and ther

. 2 . ~ . thinkit down into [move youhand downward dowr
Wh e n h we n&k a ¢aq3henoenpn’on, werthiereb§y name thex the blue cascade] something tangible at the sens

originally (if we invented the name), according to conventiofif the name is already ievel, either @ Cg(“p‘éi’:gg‘;' ‘\’,Vg"'y‘;/@;;%ge I

commonly used by others). There are two general ways in which we learn a name for | educated Eartrs mothed Mars3 jusis Jupite

ourselves, either by natural experience or by deliberate repetition. Iladchil Sy SEm 1E8 UGS e Mepims
. . L . R planet® P | u t osome)picture/diagram. Indee:
experience, nami ng 1 S facilitated not S| this is a major part of study and memorization,

exemplification of the word, in its presence. For instance, a parent may say a word withnamely, getting good a
newly experienced terms or drawings, etc. One

burst of emotion and so the child will associate that word with that em{soih good or should become good enough at this so that one
bad); if the parent then says it again and makes the child do something, the child will | knows exactly what one has todwhat thinking or

repetitive reciting process one has to go thréugh
order to memorize something.
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soon associate it with that action, as well. Thus one person can, by mere demonstration,
effectively6 n a\suméthing for somebody else. The secoag that a name can be Comment [D76]:  This is a major part of
acquired is by deliberate repetition. If a word bears no resemblance at all to its CONCEPL,| farrare s o waeaiiory oo st to orable e,
then it may still be learned by repeatedly exposing oneself to both simultaneously. This| think about the topic effectively. Christianity uses
is why recitation is so important in learning a laage or a set of new names. You must | g Wercs & Kitieaton isdempton. and
somehow make the words/ names Oyour 0 Wwn, |connotatonalitsown.
that thing in your own mind. Thus naming occurs by invention, experience, or
empatternment.

Naming can be direct or indirect. Ordgnsate phenomehaecognized word
sounds or lettepatternd occur ri ng ]most personhzteneciolesﬁess have
been named directly. Direct naming is the realm of mental imagery and spoken langua
as well as familiajfonts and scripksDirect naningi s whatever peopl <]

Comment[D77]: By fAmost pers
mean that which is closest to tlaional level, so
that there is nothing between it and the rational le

to6 in their mind, when they think of a
formally correct language used by the educated, but also any twang and slang that ma
in use, as well. Some direct namingynte common (e.g. common words and common
symbols used throughout the community), but much of it is personal, as when different

signs are often unknown to nemathematically

Comment [D78]: For instance mathematical
minded individuals.

men have different ment al i mages of the conc
physical substances through direct namirgy through the senses). When someone
points to a rock or a dog and says AThis is

physical has been indirectly namedddirect namingoccurs with regard to physical
substances, as well as signs that areintuitive and thus never first thought of, but still
known once they have been explained (e.g. th
indirectly, anything in the sensate or physical levels can be named.
The object of each name is some concefpivelthink of the signifiable concepts,
we notice that we can have a different name for each one of them, as long as they are
conceptually distincti.e. by adistinction of reasoncf. Diagram 3.39). Thus we can
have separate nameasl ,foorfivtehret echornacteep,tos fifparnii nma t
firational , 0 as wel | as a name for the conce
have separate concepts and names fegssen, teal, chartreuse, lime, etc. even though
they only differ slightly in shadena may even mix with each other in painting. Thus
beings only need to l®nceptually distindo be signifiable (i.e. namable), not Comment[D79: A Ani mal 6 and
necessarily really distinct. To understand how each name refers to its concept, we mu4 o S L R LR S
study the topic of significatigrwhich we will do next.

Questions:

1. What are the two ways that we can learn a new wém? By natural
experience, or by the brute force of deliberate repetition.
2. What are the two ways that an animal can learn a ward? By nature

or nurtue.
3. What does a name do, and what other metaphysical things is this like?
Ans: A name ties together or O0sums

characteristics, and unifies them. This is just like what an
hypostasis does, although the hypostasis is fully raltiovhereas
the name is sensate.

4. Think: How do you designate one thing rather than another when you
name? Use the Tree of Porphyry in your answers: When
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naming something, you pass down through its essence, from
general concepts to moreegjific ones, until you arrive right at the
individual. You designate this individual by taking branches of the
Tree of Porphyry that lead ig rather than to something else.

5. In Diagram 3.20, which blue arrows represent direct naming, and which
blue arrows represent indirect naming®s: Blue arrows that
come from above represent direct naming; blue arrows that arise
from another arrow represent indirect naming.

6. Explain: Why is it that you can have different names for an engine and
all theparts of the engineA n s : Because, even
physically distinct, yet they are conceptually distinct.

7. Theorize: What should one do to teach a student the name of . . .

a. something physicalAns: One has to let the student fully
experience the physical object (esp. with haads
activities) so as to acquire a complete concept of it.

b. something sensaté\ns: Now there are four sensate faculties,
and so this can vary slightly, depending on whether the
thing is a concept of sorieng instinctive, or imaginative,
or active, or sensory. In genevfakperiential and even self
performance activitiégjive concepts of a sensate thing.

c. something rationalAns: The concept must be demonstrated
fully. This involves fully exphining either its horizontal
extensiof what things it does/ do
verticalintension(what mental content it signifies), or both.

8. Think: What is the difference, if any between using words and naming?
Ans: The use of words in@ertain language occurs rapidly and by
convention, and so in ordinary
more general essential characteristics of something, and assume
that they understand which concept you mean simply by tisatg
word, instead bany others in the language which might sound
similar. In naming, you designate something for the very first
time, and thus you may have to make all these essential
characteristics a bit more explicit, listing them clearly, one by one.
However, in egeneral sense, when we use words, we are implicitly
6namingd (or designating) eac/h

4. Signs

A sign (or name) is something basic, yet having potent value to signify a higher
rational concept. Signs can signify things diseot indirectly. Direct signification
occurs only in the gqughanklteazydmmginatiomrdound, A p
known as ghantasnis the highest and closest sensate approximation that someone can
have to a concept. Consequently phantammsvhat most directly signify concepts. A
phantasm can be a sound, or the sound of a word or an imaginative image, or some

combination of these that best and most closely represents for someone the desired

t houg

For instance, often a student
wondét make the connect
imi teringo to angling
doesit in the shop (Action); orheavn 6t ma |
connection of some dynamic historical event to it
name unless he/she personally gets involved in it
the TV and imaginatively acts it out, as if he were
there (Il magination); o
rejection feels like unless he/shegmnally suffers it
(Sensation); or he won
reading and improvising music is, unless his/her
Instinct is trained to do it (Instinct).

Comment [D80]:

Comment [D81]: Each person has their own
particular set of images and soundd thest
represent for them the various concepts that they
know. Often the image is something common fro
their own language (e.g. the sounds of the numbe
A40 or the word famigo
image or a particular way of visualizing things,tthi
only they have.

Instead of candhlaiznygd itthi
help to describe the p
or filikeness. 0 The ke

almost never picturperfect (or only occasionally, i
peopl e whothagvwe phic me
haziness of the phantasm is important because it
causes our Intellect to be darkened, as well (a
consequence of the Fall, see Unit V. sections 5.3
and 5.1.4). Thus because our Imaginations are
vague, dark, and blurry, our &lect must think ovel
and over using single, simple predications rather
than constructing large, integrated understanding
Thus if our imaginations more perfectly resemble
real things in a crystallear way, we would be able
to reason about them muclora effectively.
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Comment [D82]:
phaino $oive) |,
same root
a patrticle of light.

Phantasm comes from Gk.
which means
from which

fi
w




concept Thus the

K __artlst oviaﬁa%lg_ esd his
nex abstract picture, and the mathematmara\I S

A

rapidly mumbles the numbers as he works ( Concepts ) I i
3]

out his calculation. In these situation the
phantasm is just an imperfect plaoaider,
that is being roughly moved about and
manipulated, not because it itself is
anythingspecial, but simply because there

Thinkgr
Ph

ihages) Wring [\l y

A\ 4
is a higher concept (which it signifies) ? 2
inside of it i P!gn
True rationality comes about not 0L "
when phantasms are pretty or aesthetically 9

completd as in photographic memasy

but when they effectively represent and get
at theheart of the desired concept. After
all, for humans, the phantasm is just a tool
in the service of rationality. In order to
communicate large numbers of phantasms

Naming i1 s a I ogi
aheadd in the o|r¢

Sounds stand for or signify images.

to other human beings, systems of indirect signification are used. For instance; a letter

Comment [D83]:  The concept enters into the
sign, as a consequence of the nestling: Thus the
rational concepénters intahe sensate or physical
substance. Consequently language on the sense
layer is a mere container for, or sensate analogut
higher mental processes.

pattern written on a page signifies a particular set of sounds to be mumbled by the reader;

these sounds then in turn signify the image in which he/she is accustomed to think that

concept. Thus we here haﬂmee sets of signs leading to the coriceath one

progressively higher: We have the original writing (on the page), the sound (on the lips

and the image (seen in the brain). All of these then signify the next one up, and
ultimately the concept. Thus signs signify concepts, and there can tiglerielels or

steps in the process. Since there are whole libraries constructed out of the same sets g
letters and their signified sounds, we see that the sensate clarity of the signification is not

necessary for being effectively rational.

Signscan signify something eitheaturally, or artificially When signs are
naturally related to what they signify, it is called a natural sign. If the natural sign
happens to be a word, it
is called a case of
onomatopoeia
(i.e. when words
sound like what
they signify, e.g.
fiboom, o
or fAwhir
However, in
most cases a sign
and the thing it
signifies are
completely
unrelated. In this
situation, the

INFUSING / OVERLAPPING MODEL Diagram 3.21

s ma Sﬁéps,,trg Wﬁon
) . ction of RNg

@;,

The Physical
Realm
(Infusing from
the Sensate
Layer)

o

* Nlnte: \ertical is-->

introduction of the sign must occur artificially, by deliberate Will. When you name it
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Comment [D84]:  Deep reading (equivalent to
the rightmost pink arrow in Diagram 3.20) occurs
when one bypasses all the intermediate tools whi
one is accustomed to use (i.e. vemamblings,
phantasms, etc.) and instéaldy the Light of the
Intellec6 6 seesd6 the various
letterpatterns written on the page.

Comment [D85]:  In the preceding pages, we
have seen much the same terms used in various
situations: Nami ng an
or Aindirect. o Signs
Names can be fAoriginal
Animald names can be fAby
All of these dichotomies are essentially the same
thing, and it doesnot
prefer to make use of (i.e. what is
Aidirect/natural/origin
Aindirect/ aritoinfail dibal /na

. .. from the Sensate Laye
The Phwvsical Realm



you then commit a portion of your Instinctive vigilance or sensitivity to listening for that
combination of sounds, and you also dedicate a portion of your Imagination to the
imagery in which exists the phantasm associated with it. Ever after that, the Instinct will
be triggered by that sign to produce the appropriate phantasm, and then the Intellect will
know it.

Language and Writing Proper Vocabulary shge

It is important that names, and concepts be
clearly distinguished from one another. When

Within the sensate layer,

there are two realms of signs (cf. t wo names signify the
Diagram 3.20). The higher, verbal | known assynonym¢ e. g. 6 Nei |
one which igelatively spiritué 6the first man on thd
(inasmuch as language and syntax | sounds fail to diffef r om one an o
dynamic and spirited), is the realm| calledhomophone$ e . g. fAbuyo 4
of oral language. The lowerrealmilt wo names 6 appear ance
more controlled and physicalandis| anot her , t hhemohymde.gktreo
the realm of visual letters and bird and the aeutckoh,

Comment [D86]:  The orderings of syntax and
inflection, as it differs from language to language
and dialect to dialect, has much more to do with
spirit than with concrete, substantial formulas. Tt
is why to really learn &anguage, you have to
develop an ear/tongue for it (language means
Aitongueod in Latin), an
textbook.

pictures. In human history it is
known that the earliest Egyptian pictagrs or hieroglyphs developed as shortﬁaag&s

to represent verbal souﬂ]dihus speech preceded and led to writing as human beings
began inventingvritten representatiorsf their voicesounds. This relationship holds

still in the present age when salsmame letters and letters signify sounds. Thus writing
is a lower derivative of language.

Simple Signification of Nouns and Verbs

Comment [D87]:  An exception to this rule is th
Chinese alphabet, which was developed more as
written pictures, andot so much as a spoken
language. Thus the Chinese character for
AENng! i shma npgointéddriangla p wa r
underneath of a vertical mast and crbas, with
four square sails in each of the quadrants) looks
the endon view of an English sailing ship.

Verbs (other than the word Aiso) si
The word @i so smncgBecomingiraplies Being, ang v@se . Si
indirectly signifies existengéut it may be an existence only in the mind (e.g. as in the
sentence AThe hefalump attacks. o).

The most ancient verbs are progressive tense constructions (is + the participle)

g

Comment [D88]: Possible Activity: If desired,
show the students a Hebrew alphabet. Have the
students look at the letters, and point out to them
how the way it is written often represents what yc
lips do as they produce that sound. *Beesto tell
the students that Hebrew is written from right to l¢
and so the start of the sound is represented by th
right half of the letter, and the end of the sound is
represented by the left half of the letter.

beause all of these are combined with tf
Becoming and the Being tismrnngd . path bhHi
the participle is like a verb because it expresses Becoming, but it is likstacanoun

Comment [D89]:  This is why
(present tense)
(present progressive tense).

the
can

ver
be

because it signifies somethiog-other (determined by who the subject is) that, though

Ai e n

changing, is still in need of the word
Becoming would come to be signified direétlyvithout the wordi i s, 0 and w

(

Comment [D90]:  Concepts are always simple.]

el ement of Being just taken for granted
becoming at the very moment of occurrence. We see then that adjectives (runny) becal
verbs (runs) by means of participles (running).

Higher Orders of Signification
We have already seen that woaiig;nify]simple concepks Thus Atr/ut

Averi toand® ad I]anpconjmaﬂae he same concept to arise in the mind of
the listener. Besides words, sentences (or really clauses) 8igrafpnger simple

Comment [D91]:  Some people argue that
concepts in different cultures have different
meanings and so the same
different languages will mean different things. Th
position is not held by this author. Although
different cultures may emphasize different aspec!
a concept, the concept is still substantially the sa
from cuture to culture, as long as it is defined
(relative to the same higher concepts) and functic
in approximately the same way. Thus a table anc
fimesao are approxi mate
both functionto hold up or elevate objects placed
top of trem even though one culture thinks of it
primarily as a wooden, fodegged platform, and th
other primarily as a solid, stone altar.
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concepts, b complex understandings, knownfasts The sentence AApri
bring may f | tbhefeetrorscausasive iglatiorfshipdfsril showers bringing

May fl ower s. The sent enc efaciithatlam (Infact, i.ea m
really!) hungry. Even though it takes an entire sentence, each fact is a single thing, a
single reality, a complete t \l’eccngn'gdd s Su‘Ch i e comment[D92]:  Thus the fluent speaker does

- P : : not have to break the sentence up to decipher it,
by the listener. Beyond clauses, compoustences can signify things such as conflict, |2 2 0 M ows it whol e

causation, or simultaneity, when two clauses are connected by conjunctions such as | speedeaders) even imbibe or apprehend entire

fial though, 06 Abecause, o or fAand. o On gl Paragraphs whole.

political principle or position. Thaithe amount of intellectual data that can be signified

is not limited to simple sentences, but can mount up to Eratenore complete ideass [COr_nment [D93]:  This is why books are divide:
the expressed thought grows to higher and higher levels of complexity. up ntoparagraphs, SCCTONS, CHapters, units, et

Questions:
1. Can naming be compé#dy silent? Ans: In the case of deaf people, yes.
2. Can naming be completely neansate?Ans: No. Even fully blind and
deaf people associate some other sensate feeling with each of the
words that they are thinking.
3. Circle the correct answersntellects / Senses) name, but (sensate signs
/ intellectual concepts) signifyAns: Intellects...sensate signs.
4. Circle the correct answers: In the relationship between spoken language
and written letters, sounds (signify / name) letters, anddetter
(signify / name) soundsAns: name . . . signify.
5. What is the closest sensate approximation that an animal can have to a
concept?Ans: A (roughandhazy)phantasm
6. How do humans use phantasms that is different from how animals use
them? Ans: For a human, the phantasm is that in which most
i mmedi ately is contained the thingo
\humans actively manipuléitlaeir phantasms on the basis of Comment [D94]:  Thus an imginative phantasn
their rational thought processes; however, animals only manipulate] 'S a o g (Srobe b 2 Cer vy
their phantams on the basis of instinctive drives and tendencies. | animal.
7. Where (in what layer) do unite?
a. synonyms Ans: In the rational layer.
b. homophoneéns: In the upper half of the sensate layer
c. homonymsAns: In the lower half of the ssate layer.

8. Describe how written languages evolvéds: First there was oral
language; then various hieroglyphs began to be used to represent
particular sounds in that oral language.

9. Consider: Did language arise as an epiphenomenwra(d)p or was it
bestowed from the tedown? What does this imply, or why is it
significant? Ans: Language was bestowed from the-daopvn.

This is significant, because it is evidence that the humandmind
which is the sole possessor and user of laggudid not evolve
from lower forms, is not physical, but caiaiéat—once from

abové and is spiritual Comment [D95]:  This is why the church teach
B . . — — — that in the case of every single human being the
10.Is the potential for what can be signified limited)(or unlimited ¢ )? rational soul isrifused allatonce by God (from
Ans: Unlimited above), and does not arise from natural gestation
: ) development (i.e. from the potency of the matter,
below).
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Chapter IV. Connections from the
Sensate to the Hahal

1. The Rational Word

Why do we have concepts? We have concepts because we have the ability to
producdrational wordb A rational word is any intellectudlata that you think to
yourself, as if you were saying it or taking note of it to yourself loud. There can be a
rational word of fcornd oWherihelrationa woodr
subsists and stays there in the same situation, it subsists there as a cimeept.
concept is a subsisting rational word. Convergalyonal words are the primary
constituents or elements of a concept, and so all concepts come from rational words. T

g

Comment[D96]: |t is here ca
wordo because it is Ii
audiblewords are the closest you can sensately g
it, cf. Diagrams 3.18 and 3.20), but it is not
vocalized. Itis too pure to be vocalized. As will
become clear below, it is a light.

only difference between a word and a concept is that the concept subsists (because it h
an extra element of Potency), whereas themat word soon disappears from the mind,
as new thoughts arise.

What is a rational word? Imagine that you are straining to remember & word
that it is right 0@ond tylee tyiop efanpoumut @
You certainlywouldkow it i f you heard it, but in
quite remember which sousmhttern goes with that special intellectual value that you
want to express. This is the essence of a rational wordaritiigtellectual valugpure
and simple initself. In the predicament here described, the person already kiwats
they want to say: They already have an intellectual value (something valuable to say).
Their only problem is one of associatioh hat t hey cand6t quite
verbal sainds or term to go with it. The intellectual wérdometimes called adead is
almost like a particular light of the mind, which takes different forms: different
brightnesses, different tonalities, and shades, and auras and eved shagfeparticular
form of it associated with (and indebdingidentical to) a particular immaterial concept.
Thus i f | see a green tree, | think to
treed | mean not the sight aorf titee.butBy
I make that idea of the tree actually existent in my mind, and it exists in the quality or
mode of whatever predicate follows and modifies it (i.e. green, rather than orange). Thy
the word fAiso def i nhetexisteece of thesubgeet exesting iothe g
manner specified by the predicate.

Why do humans have this ability to think rational words? The answer ‘Gduiat
has puinto their minds a rational light. Now this rational light has no connection to the
physical l ights of this world or to the
is a light that contains within itséfthough only generally and in a weak marmnetl
the forms of whatever kinds of Being can exist. How can it attain allfeucts?
Fundamentally it contains all these forms because it comes from God who is the source
of all Form and who gives it existence by permanently and continuously shining this
good light into it. Thus the light of the soul is like a much weaker lighteztion (cf.
Diagram 1.161.12),in which all things are implicitly contained, and able to be known
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Comment [D97]:  Tell the students not to get tc
hung up onhese definitions. Concepts and ration
words and ideas are essentially the same thing, ¢
all interchangeable.

rgU&d
t hos

remer

Comment [D98]:  This light has to come directl
from God (i.e. not even from angels), for it
comprehends qualities that are congebeyond
the scope of this world. For instance, the mind
comprehends holiness and justice and patriotism
eternity and mercy and honor and authority and r
and goodness. Doubtless many of these have se
anal ogi es and ehxopnroersos it
or O6natural justiced),
sensate doesnoO6t captur
fully understand such concepts, the concepts nee
be able to stand by themselves in our mind,
conceptually distinct from any phigal expressions
of them, and only then can they express their true
and total value, the value of ALL of what we mea
by them. When they stand by themselves in the
mind in this way, we always associate them to so
ideal reality: God, or country, or egetc. We can
deny these ideal realities, but the fact that we
nevertheless understand them and understand w
others mean by them proves that we have an inte
that is able to exist outside of the confines of this
physical world. Thus of all the amals, only human
beings have an immaterial rational light in their m
that enables them to think rational words and fror
then on to have concepts of them.

Comment [D99]: In this sense, God has given
Hi mself to us, bedtause
anythind any trutf® from coming to us.




Questions:

1. Explain: What is a rational word®ns: It is a single, unvocalized
thought; an intellectual value; a light that takes on ona far
quality, rather than another.

2. What is the difference between a rational word and a conééipt?
Use Diagram 3.5 to help yoAns: The rational word is
considered as it is, as being deliberately produced by the Intellect
(when you want toay or think something), i.e. from the tdpwn.
A concept is considered as it is, as-pxésting somewhere else,
and subsisting, and then being discovered and understood by the

Intellect, i.ejfrom the bottormd. Thus the one is as it is at Comment [D100]:  Speaking a word comes fro
: PP one who haa prioriknowledge. Constructing a
the monent of being produce_d, and the othe_r asitisin itself. concept comes from one who eposteriori
3. In contrast to huma#iswho can think about any kind of Beidigvhat knowledge. See these words, as welhdsction

anddeductionin the Glossary.

can animals think about2ns: Animals can only think about
things that are materially relevant to their material bodies (e.g
food) or situations (e.g. devotion to their master).

4. Looking forward: Does an unborn baby which cannot talk have the
ability to produce rational words? What would this impK@s:
Not being able to get to and communicate with the child in the
womb, we cannot know by natural means. Only God knows
whether or not He has put that rational light into their minds. Itis
distinctly likely that they can produce rational words, even before
the voice has developed. This would imply that the babywihas
eternal soul, and that if you were to abort the pregnancy, you
would be killing a rational being (i.e. a person).

2. The Outside and the Inside Worlds: the Ideal and the Real.

If we have rational words in our mind{ Proper Vocabulary Usage:
how then do those words entert into the The ReaLtB y I”IV eal , o tV‘{e
; " : fflactua y existin
PhySlcaI quld. . After all, we normally think would be supposed that Ideal things
in terms of interior concepts, notinterms of| 4 onst actually ex
outside objects. Now a concept canreplical exi st !) . Rat h ere-al
an outside object (¢ (fromLatresithingo): doball o),
the two are different in nature: Onddeal (it ;’;’]h'Ch has to do with tangible, touchabl
: ings
is a perfect sphere,_ no more and no less), | ..\ 4 B y fidealo we
whereas the other igal (has texture and Abesto as in 6She Gonie GG Bz i mean
2 - ~ . factua y existingo a
dents, and color, etc). L R ather, 61 d e-w-Hodvithm whereas these do). Rather, by real, we mesaah or
One area that deals in ideal substang ideas Thus plans and thoughts amy fi rf H na s (f r:les'-ﬁmblhti a;]t% ib )h : 6
i i i 6ideal 6 until t he which has to do with tangibléguchable things,
1S Ge_ometry' C_;eometry |s_a perfeCt science become 6real 6 whereas ideal has to do with ideas. Indeed, both
(e.g. it deals with perfect circles and perfect : Ideal and Real worlds
lines). Soret hi ng is o6perfectdéd not bec dwisce | tyou are defining oreal

no circle can ever be so absolutely free of at least some small imperfection or
irregularityd but because it is defined by a word which makegwhat it is, and no
more and no k&s. For instance, a circle is perfect not because it is drawn by a compass or
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because it is defined to be
a n fhasmucle as they epproxomitiisy s e

machine, as
point. o Compasses
real perfection which is something rational,
conceptual, and ideal.

If you went to a rodeo for your birthday, and
someone said O0the

horse jumping in a particular place and time dftgatti

The Exterior

Diagram
Physical World
hor s —u-mp-so

p youg—%zoul
e effects)

Connet
t heofT% ﬁ%nent at

manner and you woulsd he Q0
words, and it would all be drawn out in time, like an on N
going movie. However the intellectual value associated wi ST

this event would not be drawgut and busy or complex:
Rather it would be a single, pure, simple\,
and substantial, memory or conceptual ~--
impression of the entire evénthough perhaps
with certain internally stored details or other entirely
separate impressions associated with it: You would jus
think of it as'BifTheédRydeo
be under this title that you woutdmember it with all its - !
stored details for the rest of your life. This is the way it is (i the Mind)
with rational words: The rational word lacks all accidentat
modifications like time and place and position; or, if it contains these, it contains them a
simple aspetsor details within itself, rather than as overriding external modification and
mutationsseen in reatime. Thus theé"Biondhemtyofidy 5 he

-
—

O
(T}ie,/ simple  Vertical
~_--toncept)

4 Bfdntesio

Ideal Worl

N
N
N
N
N

Svoul d

horse jumpsoO © asingleided with b eonnecton of engre factualness

ordvhatnesé thatdesé t o t he r eal data and memor i
which it is now associated. When we r
yeah .. That!'o

We see then that when intellectual values enter into the physicil, they tell
uswhatsomething is, and nothing more. Since Timedsa part dthe intellectual value
](or only an implicit part), there is no ti|]1ilethe rational realm. On the contrary, all
activity in the realm of reason is contemporaneowsim et er n ad o n %\%3 0

However, just because intellectual values tell us directly viagram o.<.
nothing more than what a thing
manipulate them by means of manipulating those physical objects i
which they occur. After all, if a real objepresents somethiégeither
objectively ®thendisinobuepmwsettomahipulate that O
object as if it were identically the concept itself, which it contains. For
instance, knowing that a certai
manipulate the die in front of me, as if | were manipulating the concept
which the die represents. Or, | can rearrange little tiles with letters on
them to make entirely different sentences, as happens in a crossword
puzzle. | manipulate these physicahtys in front of me, trusting all
along that | will get the same result, as if | were to think it out
completely mentally. Thus in a certain manner, Reason can enter into the outside world
not just in its recognition and apprehensionvbitthings are, bt [also in its operatiorhs
in its commanding forcefulness, in its logical deductions (as we shall see when we

10!
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Comment [D102]: A compass only attempts tc
approximate perfection by holdireg perfectly as it
can to the same radius as it draws the circle. A
machine only attempts to approximate perfection
using a formula to know as precisely as possible
where to move its electronic pen.

a S ee

or o

Comment [D103]: For instance

consciously remember t

if you think about your memory, you may be able
conclude or guess that it did in fact occur at 3PM
Here the fact of 3PMess is internal to and part of
the fact of the eladifiyoue
could abstract 3PNess from the substance of the
event (that would be impossible because if you w
to imagine it at night

same event that you remember! At best, it would
a fantasy merely similar to the realent.).

Comment [D104]:  Only people with
photographic memory are able to recall 1@k

i magery as well, so as
thered again, at the v

Comment [D105]: You could have a concept
6t he ofnyd®orthday, 6 but
as a static event, not as somethinggoing and
changing in time. You
but only by jumping abruptly from one stark and
memorable stif r ame t o anot he
is a smodi, 26framespersecond movie playing in
your mind (except for very recent memories).

Comment [D106]: Intellect recalls something ¢
having occurred at a specific point in time; only tt
Imagination can help recall it as happening in an
ongoing way, as it was first experienced. For
instance, some memory might have a specific da
fioh yeah, that" h2@meine
However, it wouldndt b
something ongoing in redime, like a filmstrip. In
ordertorene mber somet hing |
recall all the details of what happened, and then i
what order each of the details happened, and the
youdd have to try to o
morph one recalled image into the next. Obvious|
here, the banging timecomponent is contributed b
Imagination, and not by Intellect. Rather, Intellec
only goes so far as rememberingathappened, in
the (topdown) order of importance; the Imaginatic
must be used to reconstruct it chronologically
(horizontaly).

Comment [D107]: After all every machine that
effectively does what we want it to do, is operatin
correctly merely because it follows the patterns tt
once existed in somebo




manipulate thredine syllogisms in Chapter 7), in its hypothetical uncertainty (as we shall
see when we do-hen syllogisms and conditionabtements), etc. In fact the whole
civilized world as we know it is a product of various minds. Thus since Intellect has
entered into the outside world, we are free to manipulate outside digatthey were

identically the concedlwithin our mind. Comment [D108]:  However we should noinhit
ourselves to just having concepts of what we see
the outside world; after all, there are many conce

S zuestions: of real principles that have no outward visible
[P ~ N manifestation. See the discussionRmsitivism in
1. a. What does tAmeExstogodlyas dnddea | 0 | e giossary.
b. If something is ideal, is it unreal®ns: No. Existence as an
idea is drue form of existence Comment [D109]:  The moment that a person
e A 7 A thinks up an idea, that idea exists, and will exist
c. Does 6id e al o m? an ot D e ? b .e &t V& forever. Many such ideas are found in nature, ar
example.An s : 6l deal 6 means O0si mp | Y thesehavetobe considered to have been thougt
= H Y by God (and/or His angels through whom He wor
| ess) : The . n .I d_ eal ) p1reo means NI after all since God forekows everything that will
essencef pie-ness, as it exists in the mind. ever come to be, in a certain sense all such ideas
. : - have already existed from all eternity, even the ol
2. In abstraction do you go from the ideal to thg rea}I, (va'sa’?. i hat e (Rink wedre 6B
Ans: No, you go from the real to something ideal: the universal create them inasmuch as we combine its compor
COI’ICEpt of concepts so as to come uplwit a 6 n e wod

o God always knew from all eternity that somebody
3. I n Diagram 3. 22, | abel one of couldthink up such a thing, that such a thing was

as Athe ideal ball.o  HoAus do | fesshlesen ecalhatposbiipoucn
The blue cirte would be the real ball; the clear circle would be the |i snét abthing) and seirl aycertain sense
ideal ball. The two relate to each other by a connection of we did not create i, but just discovered it
fithatnesso or Afwhatness, 0 namel vy, t
fthatf ki nd of thing], 0 referring to ¢ttt
4. Do intellectubvalues have place or time themselves, or only the real
world events which they represenths: No, they do not
themselves, but are eternal; however the thing of which they are an
intellectual value may have place, time, etc.
5. Does the sciencd Geometry exist fundamentally in the Imagination
or in rationality? Ans: In Rationality. That said, even though
Geometry is made perfect by the Reason, the materials that
Geometry has to work with (e.g. a 3D coordinate system) may be
imagined, espeally since they are given to usdy.e. inherent
parts 06 our physical universe. After all, there are other
conceivable coordinate systems (e.g. 5D coordinates or polar/
imaginary coordinates), which are rational and follow their own
laws. Thus theniputs/givens of Geometry may have something to
do with the physical universe and the 3D structure in which we
find ourselves.
6 . Give an example of how the Intellec
enter into the outside worldAns: In a stopsign, whch by its very
octagonal shape and red color signifies that one should stop, even
if the word itself isndt written on
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3. The Problem of Subjectivity

One major debate in philosophical history is how to explain the fact that the
senses can beedeiving. Different persons can have different ideas about the same event.
This has led some people (originally Rene Descartes) to pdisit@necbetween the
mind and the outer world, some saying that the only things that exist are outer, real,
materal things (the schools of MaterialisEpiricism, andPostivisi), and others saying
that the only things that possess true existence are inner, ideal things in the mind (the
schools of Idealism and Rationalism). The roots of this debate extend all thaekatp
the debate between Plato and Aristotle. Plato first proposed that the realm of the Forms
(known asPlatonic Formssee Glossary) was the only thing that existed, and that
physical reality was constantly changing, illusory, and thus unknowabistotte
tended, instead, to err on the side of matter, as if the only true forms that surely existed
were forms that now had or had once had some sort of material expression.

The problem of subjectivity can be solved by showing that

the Senses areiis fact reliable. Even when two individuals have Diagram 3.24
different ideas about something, both of them are _

each correct, at least in their own respects. If one l/" "~ Instinct
person sees a horse in a cloud, and another sees a \ \, wrapping
table, yet there is a real resemblance of the seen 7T TN :around. to
thing to horseness; and there is a different, but / Nature \ recognize
also real resemblance of the seen thing to table < Y ,/ something
ness. The fact that one person keys into one and ‘,-1 \, 2 In itself
another into the other only indicates what they aré\CthnS, Ve (i.e. from
each disposed to instinctively recognfizet or I ~\\ behind)
mog; it doesndt indicate?V t't¥ ¥hat is the onl

concept that can be drawn from (or apprehended [ﬁ] Us
in) the event. After all, multiple concepts can
exist in the same singAenathirng:i s 6tAM§ mal 6 an
6equined and 6fast o c pagtions| lfweexperiengeasi mul t aneo
the same horseThus each person instinctively | certain kind of action, then we ca
recognizes a real concept that is really there, andoe sure thasomething of that

each of their Instincts are corféatthat respect. | nature was there present. Comment[D110} One observer
horse; 06 another obseryv

i folded says fAthatods so

QUEStIOﬂSZ the last observer, who is vefar away and cannot

make out what it is sa

1. What is the problem of subjectivity®ns: The problem of subjectivity
is how to be objective, amibt get caught wrongly assuming that
oneds own | imited perspective is th

2. Between Senses and Instinct, which can be wrong, and which cannot be
wrong? What does this say about wkiatl of a mistake one can
make? Ans: Senses can be wrong, but Instinct cannot. Thus one
can be mistaken about the (materc@ifumstancege.g. was it
really there-aadmiwaoristt aldsumoloa) , =«
Senses; but one cannot be mistaken abowdubstancer nature
of theforms that were present, and these were recognized by the
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Instinct (i.e. thasomethingof that concept was there, cf. Diagram
3.24).

3. Given the following situations, explain how or in what sense the

erroneous person is really partially correct:

a. A person frowns, and another person, seeing this, mistakenly
thinks AOh, | of fended hi m,
frowning at someone far away, in the backgrouAds:

The mistaken person is really righatthere is a situation
of evil presat. The person is just mistaken about one of
the circumstances, that is, jugherethe evil lies.

b. Someone youbve never seen b
AiAre you Jill, from hAngh sc
The person was incorrect thaiware Jill, but was correct
that you somehow resemble Jill. Thus although the
personds guess was dandorrec
correcd for them to question you in the way they did,
since there wasnecsesrot @ihrelrye.s

c. A childjumps on the bed, joins his hands above his head and
bell ows filém the best bounc
sister walks into the An®mom
The child is the best in his/her mind, in which he is
pretending that either thveorld is really small, or
everybody else who is competing is pretty bad at bouncing
(at least, worse than him).

d. You go to a magic show, and a rabbit gets pulled out of a hat.
Ans: The rabbit coming out of the hat, really does look like
a rabbitcoming out of a hat. However the suggestion
implied by this fact, namely, that it must have been created
*poof* out of thinrair inside the hat, would be false.

4. Circle the correct answer: A person is infallibly right (that/how)

something is thease. Ans: A person is infallibly righthat
something is the case (at least in some respect), although the
respect or circumstances in which it is the case, may be
exceedingly closethinded and subjective.

5. Explain: If a person wants to dwell oresgy something in one

particular way, should you tel
you do something else instead?s: Nad because in the respect

o

t

D @
5 =

=)

wh e

me

o -

t

he

in which theydre seeing it, theyobre
should try to d&exmandnatkkee itrh ehmo raidzna n

although they are righin that respect, yet there are also other
respects or legitimate ways in which to see it, and maybe one of
them is even more objecti&emore comprehensive and
explanatorg than the way that they were accumtm to see it
before.
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Chapter V. The St Act of the Intellect:

Apprehension

There are three classical Acts of the Intellect: Apprehension, Judgment, and
Reasoning. The products of these three acts (concepts, propositions, and arguments)
respectiely give us the Logic of Terms, the Logic of Propositions,

and the Logic of Syllogisms.

Diagram 3.25

The F'Act of the Intellect:

The 2 Act of the Intellect:

Apprehension

-

To understand a concept.

Judgment

To predicate something
some concept.

Ma n

1)

N
of  To predicate somethi
of a particular instan
of that concept.

ng
Ce

Apprehension (understanding of a simple concept) can aris@irmhnee Ieve(s
Judgments occur in two levelational and sensgteand reasoning ars purely at the
rational level. In the next three chapters, we will study these three acts, culminating in
the act of reasoning which demonstrates intellectual activity at its finest.

It should be noted in this chapter that we will regularly usguage as a key
indicator of rational activity. Language itself is sensate (cf. Diagram 3.20); however,
each of its elements (subjecapula predicate) accompany (by overlapping) some

di screet act

of the

the Intellect is actually doing at that point, up at the higher rational level.

1. The Basis for Apprehension

animals. Although an animal mayémanne r
through its senses,klto esnot

of
aapapfactebhit enty @s aisensate situa]tioA

human being, however, recognizes a ttas@ fact with separate and internally united
Being, and this true apprehension occurs fully on the rational level, even though it uses

| nt e b htigsdotver leveinvehat s o

N

This process of recognizing an intellectual concept in a physical or sensate or
rational situation is known apprehesion Apprehension is the first of the three
classical acts of the Intellect. True apprehension is something that humans do, not

speaking

sensate data (Recall Sectio.2.on the Agent Intellect). Since apprehension is similar
to ]conceiving concedtsrve will first study conceiving concepts.

151

Comment [D111]:  We can apprehend a conce
in a physical thing, or in a sensate thing, or even
rational thing.

Similarly, plants, animals, and humans all
apprehend: Rhts apprehend sunlight, animals
apprehend senstimuli, and humans apprehend
concepts/ideasl/truths.

Comment [D112]: A human can make a

judgment (e.g. fAJoe is
make a judgment (e.g.
intruder]. [bark, bark,
Comment [D113]: The copul a i

which 6copul at es &termtothe
predicateterm.

Oapprehen

Comment [D114]: The difference between a
fact and a sensate situation is that the densa
situation is ongoing, whereas the fact is complete
itself, and doesndt ge
time. The fact is form; the sensate situation is als
matter.

Comment [D115]: Really, conceiving concepts
is the real first act of thentellect, since it is most
equivalent to the first act of the WallLove.




Conceiving Concepts Formto be N
Diagram 3.26 m\@d \

construc \
A concept is something that one conceives. The /

word fAconceiveod signifi e$J|rett|0nota@cml
things together, according to some essential likenessesilation of matten
parentsdé6 two gamete cell

childds DNA comes from tg

according to tht likeness of form (of DNA). In the

that they bear to one another. Naturally a woman can be

when the woman (ffeitwibmvighs

identical likeness or formal connection between her an@iiatt

same way, when we conceive a concept, we receive its life (its form) in connection with

said to Aconceiveo a chil d
her own life. At this latter moment, since some of the
it, and so it is able to attach to the wall of the uterus  the concept is had.

some matter (some issue) and we Ol et i
matter. Aconcepfitself is an accumulationfenatter® all part of a general forénin
regard to a thing, while preserving tha

lots of videos obheep frolicking, and how they sound, and their life cycle, and what they
do, and how \ kcanestarbto develspraeancept df what a sheep is. What is
it? Itisawoolpr od uc er , -erittis 4leggedgandftlismraadimal. Here, this is
not!alayeringofimagés so much as a |l ayering of id
wooliswh a t itos for; and what it i s, i's a
these are parts of the concept that get formally merged into one another, and thus tied
together.

How do we conceive? When one conceives an idea in oneself, one has a
0 ntat & aftén supplied by the sengeabout which one is concerned, and then one
n k saﬂﬁhatanattfemNhicrh somehow respects or regards that material. For
exampl e, one may think forms such as fu
. et c. One a lssne erid sr gatliat osenwantsitoradcémplish, o f
such as what ongould liketo think about it, or what one trughouldthink about it.
Desiring to accomplish this end, the Will often suggests fdrthat most conducer
6l ead to, 6 or 6grow intod that intended
that naturally and justly apply to the madtesiccording to the ordering of Trudtheven if

e or
tion
so at
e is
t st
t for

Comment [D116]: We regularly do this much
for our children when we read them stories about
sheep, and make sheep sounds, etc.

Comment [D117]: Layering of images happens
in the imagination, according to some visual form
likeness that each of the images have to one ano
Here, it is according to some known likeness that
they have to one another.

Comment [D118]: In Diagram 3.26, the
directionof thinking would be downward.
(However as one thinks more and more things
downward, they slowly accumulate upward, as
shown by the arrow)

it isndt the end or under st &avel iTutghas hat

Comment [D119]: Point out to the students thi
the top of Diagram 3.26 becomes slightly pink, th
colorof Will in this textbook. Thus the goal is the
preiimagined or pré&known form that one would like
the concept to end up as.

UImre  (

natural form(s) to think about every matter, and those who seek the truth, ultimately have

muchbette and more useful) concepts than t h{Comment[Dlzolr as in omore }
The conceiving of c o lweerpasoHl-li154.adl), fdu n cl.completedo and more ocge

thus goes on almost swonsciously. The lower reason isiasvere a lowdown, smal

scale thinking machine (probably assisted by brain activity) that constantly churns out

ideas in one6s mind as one i s muthellowerg over n

reason, oneftenpresents a variety of possible explanations for something (see Section | Comment [D121]:  Accardingly then, one often

3.8.2 on h ypot heses or theses ) ! s i mp | y \r/]v;esjustlcr(;attez forob:ains?orcm%gpturlponsegs.e ’

and simply pass away Ho weky, ér ,a nsdo me af

we regard as correct, and leayon the mattettherebytaking them for granted We
then proceed to think more thoughts about the matter, casting and attempting to mold
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Comment [D122]: When you leave a concept
Auponodo some matter, it
seeing that matter, and itlike you are viewing the
matter through roseolored glasses (with the rose
coloring being whatever you are thinking about it)




these new thoughts not just upon the matter but into #teerfiorm composite that now

describes the way we view the situation. Proceeding in this way we can construct a very

complex concept, involving many interrelated ideas.
Learning and Understanding

In the exact same manner as we conceive simple ptmaeee can .~~~
also learn complex truths and even whole sciences. Whereas in congegts _
the Intellecthrowsvarious words at the matter at hand, with some of,
them sticking and some of them not, so also in Learning the Intellect
casts various explanations(ione$ at some truth. For instance, if I/
know that caterpillars spin cocoons, | rﬂlsgat this entire sentence a$

Proper Vocabulary UsagéA ratio, ma]I 6 e an d see cocoon w
Why they do this. From here
translated from I will throw various building.
ffaccount, 0 Is t explanations at it until one or
that one seeks to give for something P i
Sseveral of tehel}agsaa 324 k

they stick, | have construct&chot a concept, béit anunderstandingf
the complex reasons behind caterpillar behavior. An understanding involves one entire
statement informing anot hwnter,...tHerefgre.. iCat
Caerpillars buil d c oc-wioteris theératio dleasomdor their e k i I
cocoonbuilding.
Now an understanding can become highreler as it incorporates more and more
relationships into its structure. If | know something, andéasonfor that, and the
reason fothat, and the reason fthat, my understanding becomes
a quite complex structure. It can also involve knowlédgiher
explicit or implicit (see gray arroWd) of other truths besides the one
that | am currently considering.ht@is an understanding can be as
great and as involved as there are things to know. lItis said that .-
fGodbés understand has no | i mit
Understanding reaches its final perfection in complete
sciences known by epistematic knowledge. This wveiltbvered

14

later in Section 3.8.1. Diagram 3.28
Questions:
1. Fill in the Chart:
Act of the Intellect | Product Kind of Logic
1. Apprehension 1. Concept 1. Logic of Terms
2. Judgment 2. Proposition | 2. Logic of Propositions
3. Reasoning 3. Argument | 3. Logic of Syllogsms

2. Explain: Why is understanding language a key element in
understanding the soul / Intellecths: Language mirrors or
signals what the Intellect is currently doing. There is an inherent
connection between the syntactical structures of laggu
(subjecd copulad predicate) and the spiritual structure of an
Intellect. The I ntellect doesnogreafed st
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Comment [D123]: Expl anation
We 6throwd the suppese
ward manner (see black doward arrow in Diagrar
3.27) so that the expl
i mposed upon the resul
can clearly 6see6thougmo
the explanation, then the explanation is at that
moment fsti cki nitthe resultand
fact, bound to it by a relationship of Truth.

Comment [D124]:  To treat it as matter, | fore
shorten or 6smushd it,
extended out vertically it is now flat and horizonta
We do the same thing when weke a participle:
Instead of thinking some statement extended out

vertically (e.g. #fAThe
thing into a flat adje
wal ki ng boyo) . The fa

shows us that our Intellecas treat any form as
matter.

Comment [D125]: Even though concepts are
technically of simple things (simple essences), ar
understandings are of complex statements (invol'
the word fAlso), nevert
fiunder s tresofted usadgnterctzangeably:
Someti mes a person wil
sorrowo (What they rwn
you have(or yourreasonf or ) sorr ow.
understand justice; o0 w
will say fplt hdv evhma ¢
candt conceive o
d s anglersfandv hdyo nydoau d

hol




in a Word and thus IS a word. Thus we have to understand
language before we can understand spiritual natundsp@r own
spiritual nature.

3. From which of the four Transcendentals do concepts came?Unity.

4. Give an example of a concept of awisible thing.
a. Can we see images in connection with this concept?
b. Are the images essential to tloemcept?
Ans: A concept of Truth, a concept of imaginary numbers, a
concept of Mercy, a concept of a government institution. Yes we
often convey various parts of the concept by images (e.g. the
guintessential O0trued afman r mat
speaking something fAitrueoo). H
assisted by these imageé e slepént updthese images.

5. Describe how one forms a concept about something: One has a
matterat-hand to think about, and one thinks form antil some
of them stick, and one continues to think forms anérging new
forms into those already pre#erit is almost like building a house,
in which one cannot build anything formal except what conforms
to the shape of the foundation (thatter).

6. Fill in the blanks: Just as is the conclusion of conceiving an
idea, is the conclusion of learniAgs: A concept,
an understanding.

7. What is the difference between the two things that you answered in
Question & Ans: Concepts are simple and so they involve only
terms; understandings are complex and thus involve statements.

2. Apprehension ltself Diagram 3.29
Apprehension is very similar to the conceiving concepts. In both, a
kind of passion occurs, inasmucl®ashile knowing something about the
matter at handl the word or form of the concept enters into you. In ,
conception, the form arises or is formulated within you by yourself, that i
by your own willful activity; in apprehension, something bearing the fof
is spoka to you (e.g. a word or a sign), causing the Whokdaerstoold _
word or concept of it to rnfuse (or bge-shined) intoyour mind allat |
once, without your willing it. I
The word fdappr ehenatiéprehendeses fr om the
whi ch means dro fMgraklke ato. o Whenl' YJoy lapp
you hear a word in your nervous system, and by means of this, the =4— =2 \‘
concept of that word then enters into you. The entering of the concepit ‘
into you occurs silently and spontaneously, and as it enters intda jzou,l .
as if the potency of your soul NERPIENE% <
rational grabbing occurs in a vertical manner (cf. Diagram 3.29) and¥s? Y gr a
completely spontaneous, but there is an analogous horizontal and concept tgey

t h gpead(gﬁi{Lé_o noé

N

sensate grabbing by which one musbals6 gr ab 6 at

Comment [D126]: It might be tempting to think
of God (and angels) as Intellects, much more
powerful than ours. Afteall this is what many
Greeks and Muslim philosophers described the fi
mover as being: an Intellect. Indeed God the Fat
may be thought of as an Intellect. However we a
not created and known so much in God the Féthe
the eternal Intelleét as in Gal the Son, who is the
Eternal Word. The fact that God the Son calls
hi mself the fAWordo sig
something about the nature of our reality that wor
and language are inherent in the very fabric and
underpinnings of our creation. JastChrist is the
AWord, 6 so anything cr
also. Thus we are not created just as a mind, bu
lesser word spoken forth within the Eternal Word
Since the very fabric of our reality is composed o
words, it is reasonable togect that anything any
intellectual activity can be described by words.
Since this is the case, we may use words (and
sentences) tmodelthe intellectual structure of the
mind, which we will do extensively in this Unit.

Comment [D127]:  After all, someone can oftel
describe something unfamiliar to you (e.g. a

quantum mechanical marvel), without using imag
and yet give you some sort of a general concept

even if you candot i mag
they def i ne ythihgwhemoirculates
repeatedl y. o Here, yo

potency, but you cannot foresee all the other kinc
potency which you might run into, and so the only
way to remember potency is by opended
definition, not by the particular iagination of
something potent.

Comment [D128]:  The whole assembly proce:
is probably quite similar to the biological assembl
of a protein, where the various secondary structu
(helixes and parallel strands and corrugated zigz:
bend and rarge in 3D space into a complex
structure.

Comment[D129]: The thing Ar
your soul is often not just something simple, but
something understood and complex (e.g. the whc
structure shown in Diagram 3.28). For instance,
someons ays to me the wor
not an economics profe
of a concept to shine into that word; however if | ¢
an economics professor talking with other
economists, then our use of this word will be fillec
with much morentellectual value and meaning.
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Comment [D130]:  This is why, when someone
is talking to us, we often look at their eyes or
movements, more than their mouth. The mouth
supplies the word, but the eyes and movements 1
bespeak the light of &ason.

Of course, if you have a slightly different (or
analogical) concept of the word than the person v
is using the word, then their use of the word shine
primarily your own understanding into your own
mind, not necessarily their understanding ¢éée
di scussion of fAequivoc
considering the context of when and how they us
you may be able to gauge how much or how little
their concept of the word is like your own concep
it.

The reshining of a form into yo occurs in an
essentially tomlown way, even though the wo[?




words, so as to imagine the appropriate phantasm that goes with each one of their words

(cf. Diagram 3.20). As any secofahguagdearner knows, you must do this horizontal

grabbindas fast as you possibly d;'Emordert o keep up with t-he
of-thought.

Of course this all presumes that there is a common understanding about what eg
word is to signify. Two word$s and thus the concepts they sigdifgan be spoken
univocally, analogically, or equivoltp. Two terms arainivocalwhen they signify

p

Comment [D131]: This horizon
and processingfaheir audible words is properly
sensate and occurs in the nervous system (i.e. in
brain). If the brain makes a mistake and associai
the wrong phantasiimage with the wrong word,

oneds rational concept
wayandonewilb seriously 6t
idea of what theyodre t

learn a new (foreign) word, it must be learned
perfectly, so that the associating of it to its phantz
(and concept) is instantaneous.

exactly the same thing (e.g. @Rlogcawhent he
their concepts are related to one anoth
Littl e Leag uaredyadvscaWshan thephave nacbneection whatsoever
(e.g. fARoast the duck, O and Alf therebd
You can also apprehend something uni
wor ds. I'n appr ehensi onmsyances insuch aveaythat ith e

enables the Acts of present concepts to enter into you. For instance, if someone has
something to say to you, they first get
them, in both a horizontal and a vertical seriBeen, once they have your attention, they
speak their mind into you. -thinkfonyousplfpr e h e
wordforwor d what theyoére saying (i e. you

s a w
nt end
surro

your

nsi on
donodt

Comment [D132]:  After all, words are often
exterior and superficial, and imperfect attempts a
conveying the interior of what a person is really
feeling.

Comment [D133]: Again, notice that the top of
Diagram 3.26 is slightly pink, because that is the
willed endfor how the person would like their own
idea to evolve.

mind), aéc') | i st en iofwhattisthat i causingahrera to say these things: the
heart of the matter, Mhat theyintendto conveﬂ/ Many times people can use
misleading language either because they are embarrassed to say what they actually-int
or because t he gbularyonadptopehcancept ofith kkis immprtant to
strive to apprehend the truth, despite

Higher order apprehension.

|(Johnness) Diagram 3.30

In addition to apprehending, ;

singe words, it is also possible to ’,’(Throwing-rye

apprehend entire complete ideas, all

at once, for example, in a sentence.‘\ /
The reason this is possible is because 3
of the way our language is N
structured. First there is spoken
the mostonstantly or
continuously applicab\la/ord,
usually the subject g. n
by the next most applicable word, the
more applicable than the verb because the sulgjeatapplies to both its&hd to the
verdbuttheverbdoeﬁnt apply to the subject Af t
on, but a certaipersondoing the action. Finally there comes what is the least applicable
word, here the predicate (Athe ball o).
infused simultaneously by the ideas of all three concepts (subject, verb, and predicate),
but its own concept infuses only itself
certainly not doing anything back to the subject). Thus the-awtdr in sentences
naturally proceeds froMne most general idea to the more specific\,ideai each word in
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Comment [D134]: In Diagram 3.30 at right,
point out to the students how the arrival of all thre
words is extended out in time, but the arrival of al
three concepts simultaneous It is the single fact
of John throwing the Ball.

Comment [D135]: This word is called the mos
continuously applicable because its concept appl
not just to itself, into which it will infuse, but will

apply also to the copula and predicate, into Wiitic
will infuse as well. When all three have infused ir

|

one another it willdl be
the ball .o
Comment[D136]: |t i snodt

jus}

throwinghere, but an idea dbhn throwing

(sin

Thus every word that you
and o6nar

Comment [D137]:
add to a sentencspecifies t
a little bit more.




the sentence narrows down gprecifie¥ the sentence, both for itself and for all the other
words that follow.

Questions:

1. What is the main difference betwesgprehension and conception?
Ans: Conception is something that you do youselttivelyd
through your own Will. Apprehension occurs spontane@dusly

\passivel because of some signs or words that are Comment [D138]:  This is why the Intellect is
communicated or o6shined06 i nt o |ZFposralkassenseanernan
2. Explain whahappens when you apprehend . . . Sectbn 3.2.2.
a. just the phsas¥Whédhgegobabhppoehend
ball , o they speak the English w
in both youroé6re mind and in the
of &keaslsldo si | e nhebkoyndiofnhfswade s | 0

nt
b. the sentence And oEhanthinghappens t he ba
as described in (a), but there is a further ordering to it.
Each word infuses into not only itself but also the words
that follow, so that the grand effechae the sentence is
completed is to create a complete idea that flows into the
Intellect of the listener.
3. Which of the two parts of Question 2 is higbeder apprehension?
Ans: Part (b).
4. ldentify the following concepts as Univocal (U), EquiMd&), or
Analogical (A):
a. 6 feet under ground; 12 inches in a fobhs: U.
b. A foot plus a yard; under my foofins: A (one is a length
which derives from the approximate size of the other).
¢. Under my foot; at the foot of the tabléns: A (both
have to do with what is at the bottom).
d. A foot long, at the foot of the tablé\ns: E (One is a length, the
other has to do with what is at the bottom).
5. Give at least two examples of . . .

a. univocalconceptsAns: o6 Geont @e OWasldi g he f i r
president of the United States. d
b. analogical conceptsA n s : Food is 6éhealthyod fo
a |little exposure to other peopl
6heal thyd for you Or a pound o
époundéDfClerency).rOraU.jbbiIIion6 and a
British 6billion. o Comment [D139]: A British Billion = a million
c. equivocal concepts n s : A 6 poun doé -of go | Erii(leJ;)ns(ldz). A U.S. Billion = a thousand million

catcherds o6épound. 6
6. Give an example of how it is more important to apprehend the truth of
what people intend to say, than whizey may actually be
saying. Ans: Answers may vary. For instance, if your child is
al ways saying fil donét feel good, O
depressed about something.
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3. Characteristics of Apprehension

It is now a good time to brg together what we know about apprehension and
restate it clearly in one place.

Through the senses

Apprehension nearly always occurs in conjunction with some stinseli from
the physical worl d. alMatora]&ngwieglariginally] i t i
comes through the senses. 0 Only rarely
means, as when a person receives infused knowledgmla'ynaturéineans (asina
locution orvisionorse al | ed OESPO) . | ns pouree directlyriraor e
the Intellect, or at least into the internal senses (Imagination, Instinct, etc.), while
skipping over the five external senses. However, under most circumstances all
knowledge comes first through the senses.

After all, the senséslike the Intellecd are capacities tceceive Even though
the eyes, by their parallel conjunction, are specially designed to focus out into the
external world and provide depth perception, yet it is still true that the acts of sensation
and datgprocessig themselves occimsidet he nervous systemds
the brain. Once this data is received
activity, it ishhen available to be engaged by the Instinct and Indellﬂtthereby known
for any intellectual value that it may contain.

Now the data itself which comes through the senses, is not just sensibldtdata
sensible speciésbut carries intellectual value, which may be recognized by the one
apprehending. In the case of animals,ahienal can apprehend many intelligible species
in the data (e.qg. threats, social situations, etc.). Moreover if the data includes words or
signs, humans can recognize entire concepts in the data. For instance, if | feel a burne
immediately recognize like animal® and sap likehumand A [ | t 6s] Hot ! o
Instinct recognizes and reacts to this, the Intellect speaks a wohthlels and
6fl eshes outd the I ntelli bandbirhsxeudmggévesiites
full intellectual value. This is all part of sensing consciously (as opposed to plants which
sense uitonsciously, and animals which sense-sabsciously). Thus we see that
apprehension depends upon bare seias®, but can be a much higher, fully rational
activity.

How then do we humans apprehend rational truths? When we apprehend some
value or truth or concept in something, we apprehend that candeglf, not as it exists
in the physical realm, but in some abstract dimension of the Intellect. Cartoonists often
draw the event as a lighulb turning on, not in the vicinity of the knower but in a
separate clou]d p above th (%S i.&k in some athér sliménsicm.dCertainly the
senseémagery is a necessary step of the process, but the step in which tleetntell
apprehends, occurs without time or place or any accompanying accidents. In
apprehension, we simply become aware of the concept (or complex Truth) and either
explicitly name the concept (or say a sentence that describes it), or just implicitly act
accading to the understanding that we now have of it.

Comment [D140]: This section is largely
review, and may be omitted, if so desired.

Comment [D141]: That is, all knowledge can t
traced in some way back to some fact that came
through the senses. Admittedly, we can often re¢
further, unsensed truths from sensed knowledge
If | see the man go into the room carrying a ladde
and then hear a cradhcan reason that he must ha
fallen.), but even here the premises from which w
are reasoning were once sensate (and intellectue
well). A better restatement of this saying would |
AAl I [ nat urisaotcisiorednrough teed
senses. 0

Comment [D142]: In cases of demonic

possession, the Devil
Instinct, but can neve
Intellect, for that wo

existence as a separate spiritual being. Conseqt
when ®mething is put directly into the Intellect,
without being elicited or requested on the part of
person, it can have been put there only by God:
Only God has the right of direct access to the sot
(Rev. Fr. LudovieMarie Barrielle,Rules for
Discerningthe Spirits fiSec ond
(Angelus Press, Kansas City: 1992), 42.).

Rul

Comment [D143]: This is because the Intellec
has been joined to this particular body, and no ot
Thus the sod of which the Intellect is the major
pard isthefir at i onal form of

A's

Comment [D144]: Thus we have sayings suck

as Al see what you mea
Knowl edge overlaps Sig
whyo (showing how clos

Understanding).

[Comment [D145]:

cf. diagrams 3.20 and 3.304]

Accurate apprehension is the goal of all language. When a person speaks a word

or sentence to you, their intention is that it should cause some sort of similar rational
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event to occur in your own mind’he reason it causes this is because it is just as if you
yourself had said it, to yourself. We saw in Chapter 4 that beyond the natural
signification that each thing bears to the concepts that created it and that helped
determine it, there can also bdeliberatelycaused, or artificial signification by which
conventional words or signs can signal various concepts to arise in a certain order in the

mind. If a person is very good at apprehending dhmd—concept clusters, the person
will pick up thelanguage very quickly. However if there is a titag between the

Comment [D146]: Here we donbd
intellectual word, but an audible, spoken word (in
some language).

hearing of the sound and the associating of it to its appropriate idea, the person will be
very slow to understand the language. Thus any linguistic underpinnings (at the sensat

)

level) must be completely spontaneous and nafiareipprehension (at the rational level)
to smoothly and efficiently occur.

uestions:

1. Explain: Does all knowledge come through the senses, or are there

Comment [D147]:  This is the true essence of
the Agent Intellect, that wheaudible language or
the natural language of existence are perfectly
spontaneous and natural, and perfectly accompa
apprehension then, by overlapping, what happen
the sensate level, naturally overflows into and cai
similar events in the rationavel.

alternatives to apprehensiorths: Under norma(natural)
circumstances (assuming natur a
comes through the senses. The only alternative to this is
supernatural infused knowledge, as when someone experiences a
locution or vision or just a sudden, silent awarenessmggruth.

I ESF

2. What is the position or role of sensation in the act of apprehension?
Ans: Itis necessary as a prerequisite or accompanying occurrence
or occasion, but is not itself identical to apprehension.

3. What does the Intellect do to timelligible species?Ans: It
6f | éisohte s 6

Comment [D148]: Referring to Diagram 2.25 i
necessary, point out to the students that just as tt
sensible species is a condensed, 2D, version of t
Dimensionally fleshedut body, so also an
intelligible species is an abrupt, condedispurely
practical version of the fuller, flesheulit
word/concept known by the Intellect.

4. Fill in the blanks: Animals apprehend intelligible species in a

1

Comment [D149]:
another dimensian 6

Al ternati vein
i itself. o .

way; whereas humans apprehend the intelligible species‘i
a wayAns: sensatefully-rational
5. What advice wdd you give someone, seeking to learn a new

Comment [D150]: i.e. termconcept clusters
(Herewé&re talking about
not rational words.).

language?Ans: Learn each word until you knowsipontaneously

4. The Logic of Terms

Comment [D151]: It is called the Logic of
Terms (rather than the Logic of Concepts) becau
even though we are dealing in concepts, yet it is
terms by which we deal with thenThus terms are
more immediate to us, and so the field of study
concerns principally them.

In the previous section we learned thard-concept clusterare the heart of any
language. The study of these siegpt apprehendable concepts, and what is involved in
apprehending them, gives us the L(igﬂd'erm$ The purpose of the Logic of Terms is
to establish some basic rules, upon which we will be able to build more involved levels ¢
logic, later. Itshoulh e noted that even though we/ c
proper material dlbgid), it is really concepts that we are dealing with.

Consequently, we must consider a few kinds of terms. Terms can be divided up in four
ways by quality and qumity. In terms of
quantity, some terms amdistributed and other
terms areundistributed A distributed term
applies to all of the class in question, but an
undistributed term applies to only some of the
cl ass. For instance,

Proper Vocabulary Usage:
Theguantifer in logic is the
word(s) that tells how many or
how much of something there is|

Comment [D152]:  Thus the terminus at either
end of oneds attention
specied be it sensate or intelligibfeis described a
something enfleshedut, conceivedand even
bodily. Thus it is clear that the concept/word play
the role of something bodily in the material realm
Logic may be either true or false, or even absolu
absurd. Many times the logician is concerned on
witht he exterior form of
care less what terms he is using, or whether or n(
they really exist (Logicians often use variables su
as AA, 0 Ae®,)o A xSioncoer |k
concerned with real truth or existence, it is free tc
use terms (sounds) as its matter. We however ai
doing philosophy, which is concerned with what
really is the case, and so we concern ourselves r
just with the bag terms but with the real concepts
that they stand for. Thus our logic will be very
similar to normal logic, except that we will be
thinking about the real concepts, rather than just
terms.
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rational , 0 the term fimeno refers to all
is distributed. Ho we v ¢ The distriputionfofeTermseim t e n
struggle and fall o t he |CemmonPlopositods: d ¢ e s n
men, but only to the men here that | am thinking of| A: All A (D) is B (U).

Thus in one usage my term is distributedeveas in | I: some A (U) is B (U).

the other my term is undistributed. To clarify E: No A (D) is B (D).

distribution, some people often use the quantifiers | O: some A (U) is not B (D).
fall 0 or fsome: 0O Thus THaTll meno 1s dis

me n ,
ce, 1]
6t ap
tribu

whereas fisome misoniistibbutedit hose menod
In terms ofquality, a term can either be gitive or negative. While it is obvious

Comment [D153]: In regard to the box at right
reassure the students that in the next chapter we

L. . . X ) |l earn what AA,0 AE, o0 0
what a positive term is, a thing can be negative in one of two ways. A term can be they shouldnét worry a
another termbés contrary, or dortrargisghmt be anot he

within a genus which is most opposite ttrer term. For instance in the genus of
driving, going forward and going backward would be contraries of one another. A

contradictoryis abimple denial of another teknFor instance, the contradictory of going
woul d be 6not goevgi §edHéyef héowood KBesi
contradiction is anuch stronger oppositichan contrariness.

Comment [D154]:  You can think of it as a
simple denial of the form of the other thing, almos
like taking the photographic negative of an image
Color and blackandwhite are contraries, but color
and its negative are contradictories.

Contradictories Contraries

Comment [D155]: E.g. There could be no
greater opposition than the opposition between
AChri st oChasyd fAnMtit hey
denials of one another.

rational andrrational happiness and sadness

B andnonB Aand Z

moral anda-moral

Comment[D156]: Addi ng t hefipi
the most standard and sure way of making a
contradictory.

Comment [D157]: fiAmor al 6 mean

Between themselves, contradictories exhaust the whole realm of Being. Thus anything| mor al 6 or otedowithmgrasno t( i
the whole world that is classifiable can be jpio at least onef any two contradictories. mojtinel ool Mol 90kl
. . . . . means o6against moralit

Thus i f two contradictori es napraicgianedst c a - —
. . Comment [D158]: Usually the thing classified

necessarily be true, and the other must necessarily be false. ) {Wi 10 fall 106e ibho et

Lastlyd and though this has to do more with judgments (th®iagram 3.31

next Chapted some terms are subjects and some terms are

predicates. Subjettrms always stand for substanaesd @ )

predicateterms usually stand for qualities within those substances,

although this is not always the case, as when the predicate is

al so a substance (e.g. tec irds ar

involves two substances, “W ds ar e

involves a gbstance and a quality).

Questions:

1. What is the relationship between terms and concepts? Terms
signify concepts. In particuléﬁeach term refers to only one

concept
2. Determine whether the following are contraries or contradictories:
a. Right and left.Ans: Contraries.

Comment [D159]:  To get even more precise,
two terms can refer to the same concept, but two
separate concepts cannot be signified by the san
term.

b. Moral and amoralAns: Contradictories.
c. Mortal and immortal Ans: Contradictories.
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d. Basque and neBasque.Ans: Contradictories.

e. Dorsal and ventrahns: Contraries.

f. Equal and unequalAns: Contradictories.

g. Patient and impatienAns: Contradictories.

h. Red and noned. Ans: Contradictories.

i. Positive and negativeAns: Contraries (zero is neither).

3. Explain in your own words: What is the purpose of distributedness?
Ans: To precisely define in our language exactly how much of the
concept (all or only some of it) the given term is really talking
about.

4. Given the following sentences, determine the distribution of the subject
term and also the distribution dfet predicatéerm.

a. AThose boys Aaxz@/Uhuman being
b. fiNobody | ovesinsnieD[is loving
c. fASome cats a&nseU/Mot Si amese]
d. AAlIl the AmWéWs stood up.o

5. Why do you think that contradictias a much stronger opposition than

contrariness2 n s : Because contradicti
Il i mited genus, but occurs i nfi
Note the O6spreading outdé in th

Chapter VI. The"™ Act of the Intellect:
the Judgment

The second classical act of the Intellect isjtitgment The judgment is a
[comple*(not simple) act of the Intellect. It requires that two separate concepts must firs
be individually known, and then thateghbe connected or separated in some way, usually
by the copula Alsod or fAls noto Judgme
through sensate, and audible words. Consequently the judgment is the expression of
reason projected down intbesea s at e | ev el However, as
knowledge (which we studied in section 3.4.1) is projected into the sensate and express
as a judgment, it nevertheless often holds much of the same structure as the act of
reason/knowledge from whenceéme. Consequently, we will carefully study the
grammar of various kinds of judgments in order to gain some understanding of the hidd
and silent structures of rational knowledge.

S. O

Comment [D160]: In other words none of this
clas® peopl® is among that classthose loving
me. The only way you can be sure that nohglsi
one of this class belongs to that class, and not a
single one of that class belongs to this class, is if
both groups are distributed.

Comment [D161]: After all, there may be othe
people standing up, besides the rowers. Technic
youwau | d phrase this @Al
those standing up. o

Comment [D162]: For a judgment to be simple¢
it would have to just be straight knowledge, that it
knowingone thing in another, @eeingone thing
in/through another. Knowledgen(the mind) is
equivalent to the judgment in words; however ow
to the clumsiness of words, the pure and simple,
flowing knowledge that we have (i.e. knowing

6 s u bappeeditatét sho), must b
individually expressed in three distinct fsafsubject
copula, and predicate). This is why judgments m
be complex.
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Comment [D163]: Recall from the Introductior
to Chapter 5 how Apprehension occurs at any of
three layers, the Judgment involves the top two
layers, and Reasoningviolves only the top layer.




1. Predication

In our timebound world, we can only create wordsaitimebound way. We
cannot speak instantaneously and effectively so as to change the inherent constituents of
our nature, as angels can. Thus, for us to speak an act of truth, it has to occur in a dual
rationatsensate way. This kind of mental aciwthich involves both levets one
audible and one silefitis known agpredicatioh When we predicate we use a spoken Comment[D164]: From the Lat
word, spoken either inside of our sensate brains, or spoken outside to the sensate WOrQ L . 1 aisate (noun in front of some subject o

Thus Aristotle says dlhatofii Sperkte@e Inteepx mesr | that henceforth that subject will be viewed throug
16a3 ) the context othat predicate.

However, predication is more than just audibly speaking a word. To predicate
means to speak fAin f pre)n Nowadrndallywhen wenspeakh e L a't
the words we speak coraéter the ones thatrpceded: Copula comes after subject, and
predicate is spoken after the copul a. Thus
meaning, and it does: Tayedicatemeans to speak in an existential wagyising or
modifyingwhat came before. Thisisther ue meani ng of #Ato speak i
the last thing we séythe predicat get s spoken 6in front ofd t he

subject cannot be imagined or conceived of by the hearer dmcepghthe context of Comment [D165]:  Itis as if looking at the
H H ; i ; : subject involves necessarily lookittgougha
t,hg predicate. As can beenAfronj diagrams 3.@fhd 3.323.33, this revisionist speaking | colored piece of glass (i.e. the predicate) in order
6in front ofd is best represent efiontofer t i|seei
ness, not a chronological (i.e. horizontal) kind efront-of-ness. Comment [D166]:  In diagrams 3.30 or 3.33

imagine that the saker is at the top, and the listel
. . ) at the bottom. Then as each concept gets produt
Animal predication lower and lower down, the listener has to view thi
prior concepts (higher in the diagrathjoughthe
later concepts (lower in the diagram).

Animals can audibly project sounds and feelings, but they cannot predicate (in its
full sense) because they hawxesense of complex significatiofPredication presupposes | Comment [D167):  In other words, animals do

that you know what each of the terms you are predicating sigaifgédow they R et
simultaneously relatéo one another. An animal has no such awareness, and so althoug| a formad infinitum(see diagrams 3.33 and 2.21,

: : P H A respectively).
an animal can produce sounds, the sounds dtexae r ¢ 6i n pieces, 0 Animals have no sense of signification because
together in any way. theydm6t have an instant
means that the three (or more) intelligible species

the separate words in a sentence (represented b
The wor d ANTo beo three vertical arrows in Diagram 3.30) never arriv
fisi multaneousl|l yo fortot
6stack upd concepts, |

When a person predicates, the first thimgety pr edi cat e is.s .Bedlr mg:
To predicate Being means that you grasp what it means to be, and to not be, and also to

come t dechoemeg&)o. 6 The word Ato bed i s unique
determinations of its subjects and pradiés without inhibiting or limiting them in any

way. Thus in the sentence fiThe light is, o0 t
as the word Alighto permits -beingéfoerdahlt w
being, d etc. ,60lb-bgehitogl § abbudimittthlee weo rdd fAdii gt
in this situation as an essence limits the existence that is filling it (cf. Diagram 1.10). In

the sentence AThe Iight is yellow,0 the word
valueasboththwor ds fil i ght o and Ayell owd permit it
ilightdet mgli gmtd then it is qualified to | uscs
sentences, the word Aiso is |imited from bot
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the sbojectwor d fiLi ght 0) and i n it swvotrer miyredd o(wiot) . g
Thus every word that you add to the word Ais

We see then that Being (indicated by the
malleable, and determiniabe . To have a word fibedo which 1is

all qualities and/or existents (right on up to the ultimate existent, God) means that Being

can beindeterminatebefore it has been specified just which being(s) we are talking

about. The jolof predication, then,&by means of thi sdtpower ful wc
determine the subjectods Being in some defini
more about it.
Predication in use
To predicate means to speak a predicate about somethinggsbjeet). Thus a
functional synonym for fApredicatingo is fisay
pronouncdenK CATEEr0eh you say some predidecate (t he
khet o) about a subject A st hael rweoarddy fisitsa,toe do rt
b e _[8dmsething] 0 We can say t hat prBdicating8ofi s 80 and
something or saying hédasdotaepliidea ©d ©BBat subjec
can say A8 is _ _ 0 anhngelde efthe numbeaBr e predi cat
It is important to note that the verb dAis
in math. In math, because of the Commutative Property of Equals, different sides of an
equation can be flfflopped without loss of truthaue (e.g. 5+3=8 is the same as
8=5+3) . However, the same cannot al ways be
ofteninherentlydirectional The predicate al ways ¢ 0 me[Comment[pis: Qualfiaton: Initsel, the
word fiso is usually n

before. If you switch subject and predicate yayractually have a slightly different
sentence than the one you started wi
wi || have any problem with the truth
statement might be false (e.qg. if thésels are blugays). Thus an essential part of a
sentence is the direction of predication: what is predicated of what (and notrsce.

N

t h.
of

When you predicate, you predicate the quality
(at left) of the subject (at right). Thus we show
predication as leftward, but implicitly referring
back to the subject.

it usually merely implies just the combination of
being with being. However, in the rare act of
categorzing (to be covered in Section@)when you
start with what should be the predicate and go
directly up its essence, ending with a solid, subst
that should be the subjéc{ e . g . s a yaren
birdso), you are affir
forcefulness that is not commonly used. Here the
word fiso definitely i
straight 6upd the esse
Conversely, to merelgredicate  you6d s
are birdish[ a quality], o and
non-directional (or loosely downwardly directional
The problem here is that categorization is a spec
use of predication, and many times it is thought tt
one is categorizing, when really one is just gener.
predicating: T h urso bp rnes
perfectly true as a general, abstract statement (si
some birdd perhapghesebirds!d really are
robins), but it would be false as a categorization.

entalBeing / exist >|:> i
encecoming from

. the conce R
O N h
N Theessence A Ha;bpiness)
appiness. * Note: Vertical is—->

Diagram 3.32
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Comment [D169]: This is one of the proofs the
predication is vertical, and not liwontal. If it were

commutable, it would function like matter and be
horizontal; but since it is inherently directional, the
only direction for it to go islown(or in the rare casi
of categorizationup).




In Diagram 3.33 we have
the lasetpointer/flashlight
signification model of
predication:ii Ma n . . o
rational-i agdébWhan
tal king ahboawtd? t
comes from humanness (the star

at the top) and%un:s
Wh a {gualityr a tt o nrt]eﬁelct 0

me n .
i Mano

are we talking about? The part
t Ie s e Ie n. I

es NmanaoT

that comes from its idea of
rationality (ts star) and also
infuses into
Thus the unity of substance
about which all three words

Diagram
j mﬂ@ /

are speaking, provides solid context, while the relative heights of signification (the pink

laserpointer beams), as relatémtone-another, provide micture. In this model, because
of the upward lights of signification that make it possible, the downward light of the
Intellect (faint blue) is then able to know the entire sentence in one simple act of
comprehension, superimposing copula upon predasadesubject upon copula.

Questions:

1. In the following examples, decisiéhat is predicated of what
a. A Mi ke AhssHappmegspiybeiog predicated of Mike.

b. ALittle boy Bhse bhiBWwWswhng
being predicated f A Li ttl e boy bl ue.
c. AA night oAns: Haviodio-dewatempucth g . 0

weeping is being predicated of a certain night.
d. i Gr een grAnw Gtowieg greanly ik leeisg 0
predicated of the rushes.

2. What is the first thing that @pson always predicates®hs: Being
either explicitly, or implicitly in some verb.

3. The word predicate means Oto
front of 86 occur horizontrsl | vy,
Vertically. Horizontallythe words in a sentence are spoken not
Ai n f r o afterthe grecetdingoonet However, considered
vertically, each words is a modification of what preceded, and so
predication itseb a s]s piie a k i n g diisrprogenyan t
vertical(not horizonal) act.

4. In whatorder (cf. suggestions from box in Section 1.3.3) would you say

that predication occurs2ns: In the order dﬁormal) causality /

Beingd
5. Fill in the bl ank: In predica
sthewod fAnss Each wordimits the word is.
6. Fill in the blank: In predication, the predicate s the subject.
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Comment [D170]:
the students draw arrows from each predicate ba
the thing predicated of. This arrow represents wt
is modifying/revising what, and so the students
mi ght even write the w
have done this, point out to the students thiat
arrow often goes in the direction opposite the flov
the sentence (i.e. from predicéi@ckto subject).

For further emphasisiave

speak

or vV e

(0]

Comment [D171]: If necessary, use Diagram
3.30 to explain to the
(orbeforen e s s ) i s n@iverticaf sensen t

Comment [D172]: It is in the order of causality
and, of the four types of causality, it is in the orde
formal causality: The form of the subjeserges
into the form of the predicate. Alternative answer
Intheorder of Being( The being of
concept gives a particular kind of contextual
existence to the being




modifies/revises/qualifies/limits.

7. Explain in your own words how
predication. Then generalize yoanswer to suggest how Being
(signified by the word AANSO0) s
Since the other terms in a sen
i s-ﬁ:-wemebxpandbnto whatever essence(s) the other
terms in the sentence perntit If there were no essences to limit
it, then the idea of Beingould expand indefinitely Thus the
Being (and the signification o
whatever essence is limiting it, and if there is no such essence, it
expands etertig. Thisisknowna$ he 6f ecunldi tyo

8. Why does a person someti mes ' 6h

Diagram 3.32)?Ans: Because one is trying to expand the concept
of Being being here used to its full, maximum extent possible, for
purposes of either categorization or extra emphasis. Thus one
emphasizes that the subject is connediezttly to the predicate.

2. Other Kinds of Predication

Categorization Diagram 3.34

It is important not to mistake predication for
categorization Somepeople may think that
categorization is just another kind of predication, but
really the two are very different. Predication is a
single, smooth, simple use of the Intellect, whereas
Categorization is actually an abstraction (a backing
up) and thus requés at least twdownward actef
intellectual knowing. In predication you predicate
some qualitythat you see in a subjeethereas in
categorization you say that the subject is some kine
somet hing el se. T hiussh 0s aoyri n g
fibtikdd or Abirdyo is predication, but
because what you are really saying is that rdbmengtd the class of birds or are
from/of the essence birds. The difference between the two is that categorizates
two nouns, whereas predication uses a noun and an adjective. Predication is merely
downward and just becomes more specific
quality of the thing, whereas categorization is upward and becomes moral gemer
requires that you first abstract bingss from robins and then attribute robins to it. Here,
the going from a species up to its genus is a generalization.

Because categorization exhausts the entire Being of the subject and then inserts
ofit into the predicate terumi wer saly dha
This means that not just the terms (the endpoints), but the categorization itself (the
connection between them) is of a universal nature. Consequently categoriaegions
solid, sure, and (if true) eternal.
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Comment [D173]:  In the same way, the
Intellect 6fleshes out

Section 3.5.3, ave).

Comment [D174]:  Theological Connection:
This is why God is a necessary Being. Sooner ol
later, there is bound to be a situation in which no
essences are present, and then any Being that is
present will expand and become an inérteing,
who is God. Thus if we can show by inductive
experience that the ex
necessarily precedes the existence of its attache:
Essence (i.e. as logically prior, and thus prior in tl
order of Being), then, by abstraction, we ganform
areductioin which essences are removed,-bye
one, until we arrive at nothing else except what S
Thomas ipsua subsistenS ess@ t ha't
itself, the fAl Am Who

Comment [D175]:  This can also be callatie
fifgenerosity of- Beingo
communicati veness of B
Pl at o6s i deiaf fod s it heen dis
(W. Norris ClarkePerson and Being>-11).

Comment [D176]:  These downward acts of
intellectual knowing ee symbolized by the blue
gradients in Diagram 3.34 (in which what is highe
known betted and is here represented as biuer
than what is lower). The first act begins from the
subject fArobins; o howe
greater class) cannot beesser characteristic of
robins, as normally happens in predication. Thus
need a second downward act of knowing to begir
from fAbirds, 6 amthbsetbitde n
Thus we have effective
in Section 3.6.5) aswitchel subject and predicate.

Comment [D177]: In predication, you start witl
a subject andl in predicating 6 zoom i n,
quality that is part of that subject. Conversely, in
categorization you start with a subject, and then
6z oom o u gréatetsaobjest @ genus), of
which it is a part.

Comment [D178]:  Belonging to is an essentia
relation (cf. the use
1.25), not existential
right word to use here. It would be [egtto say
Airobi ns bel on gnesshelongstod
birdness . o

Comment [D179]: It will be seen in the next
section that of the four kinds of propositions, that
which is most natural to categorization, and in wk
categorization mosttands out, is the -firoposition
(i.e. a universal af fi




When a lower species is categorized of a higher genus, we might
think that the genus thdrasthat specie® and it doesaccidentally

however, in a much more i mportant sense
the genus essential(gf. diagrams 1.9 and 1.25). Diagram 3.35
After all, just knowing_w%_a—[_a genus i s

know what its species are; but knowingpecies, you
would immediately know all its genera. Thus
6having; is a mainly es
relationship, althougit does have some accidental
forms. We will see in the example in the next
paragraph that when the having is accidental, it is al
existential, as well. We see then that as predication

follows and decl ares s oamgotizhtidfolpwsardo u t
decl ares somet hessegde @akegotizatior iditteen much mog 6 s

i(npt

The directiorqf
28ehiibe h2a
goesawayfrom
ége centefline.

e X i

a

t he

. you

stent

Comment [D180]: At least the first of the two
acts of knowing in Categorization. (cf. the comm:
three comments before this one).

substantial than Predication, because one can only predicate accidents, whereas one ¢

categorize according to a t hbsaooncépsitsefub st
came from).

Belonging and Having

ITopredi verlh) s t o state a predicate (t
[the thirfg predicated of]IS _[the predicate] . 0 Because the word

predication, most peoptlink that predication is an existential relation: a predication of
Being However, as shown by the reversed arrow, predicables are really reflections of
the predicate back upon its subject. I
orufigi ficationd or judgment back upon
Being in some way. Thus tlwententof the predication is really suggestivddgckward
and in reverse, even though tieectionof predication (the force of the sentence) is
forward.

Predications are mainbxistential(telling abouBeind i.e. what is [being] what),
but because they are existential, they are incidentally and to a Iessebtsdee!;entiél

Any Predication usi ng t helessepessgntid term®of c an
belongingandhaving _[Predicate] belongs to [subject] 6 a fSdbjeét] o hasfi
[predicate]. © Here we see—that whon a
substance (the subj e( Keydistinction cid
al so 6hasod that achei -Essentiahaving is essential. ) a g
direction of having shown in Diagram 3.36 -Accidentalhaving is existential.
above), and thus accidental having is existentrar

Saying that man o6hasé a rational qgualit
irational , 0 and t hus es s etsdxistential counterphit.c a t

Comment [D181]: Indirectly, categorization
al so speaks ab dhmoughtheh e
thingbés essence, but t
categorization has much more to do with the ess¢
of something, than with its existence. Thus
categorizations could be penfoed about imaginary
andnore X i stent essences |
6woozl|l esd cat engoosteiy asene
shall see when we study thgistential fallacy

Comment [D182]: A synonym for the verb to
predi cadlleod i s Naetl @iatonal
animal, man is called warnlooded, and man is
called risible.

f you
man: 0

Comment [D183]: Ask the stud
you know propositions
Because they have the

Comment [D184]:  Anywhere that you have
existences you will have an essences, as well.
However, the reverse is not true: Just because y
have essences doesnodt
(recall Section 1.2.1).

Comment [D185]: As an exercise have the
students mke up several sentences (using the wc

fii so) and t istateal thaexanplesh
terms of ¥iboe |anndg VihhgaoV i
y I S

ion i

Indeed, every sentence has a natural ordering: One that begins from a substance
as its subject, and concludes to a quality as its predicate. Any sentence that goes opposite

to this is fundamentally essential, rather thanterisal:
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Primarily
Essential Format
Red are the roses
flloei s my brother
Horses are animals

Primarily
Existential (standard) Format
The roses are red.
i My b risdcalled® Jde o
Horses ar@nimal (i.e. living)

o

Questions:

1. T/F: When we categorize, we reverse the direction of predication

Comment [D186]: It should be qualified that
these fiessential 0 sent
existential because in each case you are affirmini
that roses, a brother named Joe, and hateslly
exist However he force of the sentence is not to
focus on this existence. Rather it is to focus on ti
joining of essences.
spirit of these essential counterparts would almos
imply that you dondot r
actudly exist, almost as if you are in some other
worldly dimension where everything going on mic
be just hypothetical (not yet real).

horizontally. Ans: False. We reverse it vertically.

2. What is one way to horizontally reverse the direction of predication?
Ans: Change it into a statement of belorggi

3. Is categorization greater or less than predication? Wimg2 Greater.
Predication can be accidental, whereas categorization must always
be essential.

Comment [D187]: Here itis as if we are
viewing the entire object (the roses) through
red/rosecolored glassesind not concerning
ourselves with any of its other characteristics exc
its redness. Qualities are essences, and so such
focusing in on a particular qualdywhile
disregarding the beings themselyds
characteristically esseneeinded.

4. Rewrite the following predications in terms of belonging and having.

{Comment[DlSS]: He really e x}
(Hint: Donbt be afinaeisd ,too oaddnatk e so|ishéydJoert of way.
to change a quality back into the abstract noun that it comes from)| Comment [D189]: In other words, the name
a. fAThe mon lAesy The sonkenhpsphyppioness. We wil see in Secion g.g.fb:el:ws(oln?heef o
Happiness belongs to the monkey. ffexistential faltddawitno)
b. fAThe r o#ne $he mgeshave eedness. Redness essences, not existence.
belongs to the roses. {g{;’imﬂ";”tr[[’lgo}e aﬁtAh”‘ ";a'ef’ mﬁelﬂ
c. HAAIIl of usnsbAkdfus@avebeliefin yguo u . o —
.o Comment [D191]:  Here we are identifying the
Belief in you b6|0ﬂgS to all of us. essences of horses with the abstract essence of
d. ABat s a”Aesmamma V suUOrewrite animalness, not saying that adrses have recently
qual ity fimamamchangs itintha DSUAC U | b iumceted shuies Wesssanie.
noun Amammal ness. 0O Thu-s y 0 ﬁéf\gﬁ!i;:;\;;:ategorization is primarily essential,
ness. 0 -nfeMdamrball ongs to bat s—o 5
better answer, if you reverse the subject and predicate:
iMammal s have bats. o AfBats belo
5.Think: Why canét you do the same for the
a. fAYou alreen dnyman .goht
b. fifheedildent of the U.S. was Geor
Ans: Because the predication in question is necessarily
equal [or greater] to the subject and cannot bderiess.
O0Havingd bespeaks a relationship
accidental quality, and so these sentences can only use the
verb fAis,d and cannot wuse the ve

3. The Four Kinds of Propositions

There are four kinds of propositions, desiguaby the IetteﬂA, E, |, and @ Itis

Comment [D192]:  The following section is a
quick rundown of Logic. It would be desirakie
though not necessarythat students have already
practiced Logic irdepth, in an earlier course.

important to learn these propositions by heart because they are deeply significant for h

Comment [D193]:  Students must memorize

these.

we think about things.
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Standard Form Alternate Forms:

A:AllAisB A IS B! (categorization)

E:NoAisB All A is nof-B AlIS NOTB! (denial) | All Ais pot B

I: Some AisB Yeah Abs B (admitt a

O:SomeAisnotB A i sné6t al ways B Nooall AieB.t i on)
Tricky-O

The form in the outling-box above is known as Trick®. Tricky-O is tricky
because it can be understood either as an E proposition or as an O proposition (the other

two gray areas), depending upon how you take
proposition. Ifyows a All AiisnotBo it rearranges to fiNot all
of O. The mystery here is whebdbhéneghti igoth
predicate) orasancof-pl ace fAnotd (negat iFnigimprebhise, AAI | 0) .

andshould not be used, if at all possible. Instead use one of the two alternate gray forms.

Expl anati on: It is important to keep|l in min
things (cf. Diagram 3.59): It can negate the quantifier (All), the copB)adr the pred
icate (nom), with different results in each case. If it negates the predicate, it is obviogusly

anE proposition (All Ais norB ) . I f it negates the quanti fi

fi s 0 me indirecty segates the copula asw@otAL L A i s BO me a|n s Comment[pioal:  The reason it has two resul
not @.olitnegates the copula, it automaticallyareanges the whole proposition e e 0

in the foll owi-isgot-wa(yB-apDmd A\d M(#A Ai) rstEB . ( quantifier/subject you indirectly negate (or cast

disparagement upon) the being that flows from it.

Comment [D195]: Here fAiNoodo is
of . 0

The Square of Opposition

The four propositins form what is known as the Square of Opposition. The
square of propositions is useful because it enables you to infer some truths from
propositions already known.

A P Contraries :“E
AllAis B No Bis A
Diagram 3.36  Sup ~Ql Sup
Alternates o) Alternptes
some Ais B some Bis not A
| Y SubGCentraries »O

For example, if | know the truth of a universal (A or E), | can immediatédy that its
subalternate is true (I or O, respectively). Depending on whether a given proposition is
true or false, | immediately know that its contradictory is the opposite. Between
contraries, one will be true and one will be false; betweercentparies, at least one will

be true.
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uestions:

1. Label the following propositions as A, E, 1, or O:

a. fASome moosfes:ilhave horns. o

b. fANo cowsAnsaE.e horses. 0

c. ASome cadsoras®. not four

d. AAII memMnsakr e judged. 0O

e. fANot all meAns:arnclesOf ound guilty. o

f. AAIll ReptDelmocaras:Bardoe non

g. AAll truthAns Treky® not easy. 0

h . Al I t hese st vAdseb gnt TriskyG. not wor k

h. AAIl thbakbohedsabe non

i ATr ut hAniss: bAe a(ultnyp.lo e d : AAl Tl ... 0)

i - AFinanci Mmgsiis laaimpableel.. 0 i Some.
2. If you know the truth of one universal proposition, what will the truth of

its be?

a. contraryAns: False.
b. contradictory Ans: False.
C. subalternateAns: True.
3. If you know the truth of one particular proposition, what will the truth
of its be?
a. subcontrary Ans: False.
b. contradictoryAns: False.
c. subalternate Ans: Unkrown.
4. If you know the falsity of a particular proposition, what will the truth of
its be?
a. subcontrary Ans: True.
b. contradictoryAns: True.
C. subalternateAns: False.
5. If you know the falsity of a universal proposition, what wi# truth of
its be?
a. contraryAns: True.
b. contradictoryAns: True.
c. subalternate Ans: False.

4. Underlying Theory and Explanations

Affirmations Diaaram 3.37

In reasoning, the act of an affirmation occurs by the light of the
Intellectshining through one concept into another. For instance, if |
affirm that fASome camels are B@gan, 0 the
first through camehess and then into Bactrisress. The reason it
shines through in this order is because we mugtKivow that which
has fewer determinations, and only later know that which has morm
determinations. After all, a thing could theoretically have an infinfésl edary
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number of determinations, which shows that the light of the Intellect must begin at what

is simple(the only true

endpoint) and proceed fron| Proper Vocabulary Usage:

there to what is more The word Aquao ( ffrlomhl et

complex. common philosophical t e
When we know in It has to do greatly with qualities. For instance if |

this way, we know the first | know a marasyellow, | am knowing him by means of

(and simplerpsthe second | yellow (which is penetrating through and infusing him

(and more complex).

Phil osophers t e@umdo tas uisre ft Kkrqoaswvmg | Kiac bri ans

i KnowanmelgguaBact r i an s quais useflil Foemoving vedically within

one0s Isinceiecan alsago the other way: You can know rofpirasbirds or

birdsquarobins (although the latter is less common, since it is more natural to say you

know ft htltasag ebirrodbs ns. 0) . Si mi duabirdnegsgsoy ou can |

birdnesgyuarobinness (although here the former is less common). The use of the word

guathen signifies that you are abstractly concentrating on a particular fonvnkode

present in the thing, rather than the thing itself.

Denials Diagram 3.38

In reasoning, the act of a denial occurs by the light of the(ught of the
Intellect failing to illumine both of the concepts at the same time.
Thus ANo men are r hi nbengunable s u
to unite the twio Why can the two not be the same? Becausg
there is at least one specific quality associated with men (e.g.
two-legged or rational) which repels a specific quality
associated with rhinos (e.g. felegged or nosrational).

A deni al is really a pr#g ,(_::g of a thi
contradictory. I f 1 say ﬁmen IQh{host rhinos
really sayi ng hiisnofismedn ia red Bnoame nt naerree is
something about men which is necessarily-nom i n i g \
concept that is just a contradictalyo e s n 6t r e 3 ﬁ]fn%re ﬁo%irﬂ .ﬁ To ( Q
itself (i.e. you candét | magirae—t u can o
it hypothetically would be, i.e. the set of all things that are not rhinos; but th|s is |nf|n|te,
and so it iimable to be traverstsly the limited Imagination); it oglexists with
reference to a concept that does exist. However it does exist mentally in the Intellect, a
this is why we can name it.

Intellect
Pts)from my I nt

Comment [D196]: It is almost as if there is a
magnetic repulsion between the two.

-rhinorhino—

Comment [D197]: This phrase is classical. It
suggests that you can never get to the other side
that you can never get your arms/mind around it.

Distinctions

A common theme in this unit will be that denials do not positively predicate
existence: Theyonlyngat i vel y di st ihypahetica) dssemce. tTheee t K Comment[D198]:  In other words, even thoug|
are two ways that such a distinction can happen: | can either distinguish real things (an }cecsarily exist. delineate out
a fortiori their essences inside of them as yyelt | can distinguish two parts of the same c e -
. . .. . T . omment [D199]: (since their essences are
thing. The former is called a real distinction, the latteremtal distinctior( a . k . a . %inside of them) }
distinction of reasono). I n a ment al di stin
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