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Secondly, according to the Prima Pars what intellect knows
first is the quiddites rel materiailis [I 85 8; 87 3; 88 3].
On the other hand, there are frequent statements that whut
intellect first conselves 1s ens {1 4 8qla3c¢;1d19g 5 al em;
De Ente et Ess., proem.; BdeT q 6 a 4; ¢ 1 a 3 ob 3a; De Ver q lal;
Met 1 lect 2 §46; 4 lect 6f§605; Post Anal 1 lect 5 §7; 1 52 ¢,
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Now if conceptualiztion preceded conv.rsion to phantasm,

it would be necessary to affirm not merely that ens 1s the
first concept but also that ens is the first known; at least,
1t would be a rather tortuous Interpretation that afflrmed
ans to be conceived yet not known. On the other hand, 1f
Tnsight precedes conceptusliztion, then there is a first
known and understood, namely, the gquidditas rel materislis,
and later there 1s a first concept, namely, the natural
object of intellect (CG II ), which is ens, Finally,
it i1s quite compatlble with this view to say that ens 1s also
a first known inasmuch as a grasp of ens 1ls Included in any
apprechension of intellect [I-II 94 2 e).
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inner word. If one wonders why Aquinss was more temperate in

his affirmations, one has only to recall that the quldditas

rel materlalis is the proper, proportionate, and first object

of human intellect, that this ~uidditas is not enitrely ldentlcal
with the res ]JDe An 3 lect 8 §706)], and consequently that,

though the quldditas is known, there still remains the res

to be known through lthe inner word.

Fifthly, a varlety of puzzles can be constructed out
of the problemx of universals. Let us take one based upon
the Thomist text. Knowing the quidditas 1s knowing not the
singular but the universal I 86 1, But the inner word 1is
necessary to know the universal CG I 53 §3. Therefore the
inner word must be prior to knowing the quldditas, and so0
conceptualization must be prior to inaight. The first statement
ls frnx partly true. In knowing the gquiddity, the knowlng 1ls
universal; but the qulddity that happens to be known 1s
objective, concrete, and exlsting in a particular thing with
which it 1s really though not completely identlcal. Quote I 85 2 Zm.
The second statement also is partly true- Aquinas did stete
that the inner word is necessary to know "rem ut separatam
a conditionlbus materialibus,sine ~-ulbus In rerum natura non
existit" ¢G I 53 §3, But plainly this unlversal 1s not the
same as the former: if one knew the concr-te julddlty as
separated from 1ts material conditlons, one would olther be
in exrror or else/not/knowing the concrete quiddity; for it is :
not separated from its material conditlons. D

Let us, then, draw the obvious distinctions. First, there
13 the real thing composed of form and matter. Secondly, man

- by sense and imagination apprehends thls materlal thing.

Thirdly, man by insight xwexpaxkh grasps the quiddltas rei
materlalls quae sub sensu et Imaginatione cadit I 85 & 5 3m. :
This insight 1s "cognoscere formam in materla quidem corporall i
Individualiter exlstentem, non tamen prout est in tali materls. '
Cognoscsre vero id quod est in materla individuall, non prout

.8t int all materia, est abstruhere formam a materla individuell,
quam repraesentant phautaskata™ I 85 1 ¢ ef 12 4 ¢, Such
abstractlion may be termed apprehensive: 1t 1is parallel to

seeing the color of the apple without seeing 1lts smoothness nor
1ts sweetness; it does not involve or imply either an apple

or an idea of an apple that has neither smoothness nor sweetness
1851 1m; 2 2m; De An 3 lect 8 §717. Fourthly, there 1s the
formation of the inner word of definltlon; this definition
dellberately omlits Individual matter to express only the
quiddlty; it presents us wlth something separated from the
materlal conditions which are necessary for concrete exlstenee;
and without the inner word thers cannot be such a separation.
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