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geeing, No doubt, that is an easy doctrine, easily taught,
ea.s8lly belleved, and easlly followed; but it has no other

merit. The flyst step in any 'acience or in philosophy is

& conversion of the subject from the world of sense to the
as

universe of being. It took an extraordinarily intelligent

person as St, Aumustlne years to accomplish that step
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seeing, It leg a disastrous pollcy. The first atep towards a
gound philosophy is & transformation of the subject, and that
firgt step ls not essy. It took an Augustine years to accomplish
it; per se, 1t takes lesser men longer; and if anyone 1s not
fully comnsclous of having accompilshed it, if anyone has any
doubt ebout the exact nature of the ®E accomplishment, then he
need have no doubt whatever that he has not achleved 1t.

doubt about the nature and impllcatlons of the accomphiplishment,
if anyone 18 in clined to suppose that I am merely repeating

8 platitude that has no relevance to people brought up in the
Scholastle txradition, then I do not think he should have any

doubt that he has never experlenced the transformation
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peelng. It is a disasirous policy. The flrst step towsrds

a sound philosophy 18 a transformation of the subject: as long
a8 he remains fundamentally an animal in a habltat, he 1s
fundamentally incapable of grasping what phllosophy 1s about
or what the better phiiosophers are attempting to communlcate.

Quidguid recipitur, ad modum reciplentis recipltur. When

one's basic inspiration is a perverse, obscurantist, and
*xm inadequate analogy, one's mode of r receptlon 1s perverse,

obscurantlst, and inadequate.
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This coptradictibn lies in the relationship afflrmed
end denled to exist betweem (1) knowing the conformity of |
a pariilcular act of intellect to its object and (2) knowing
that Lt 15 the nature of intellect to conform to things.

-Accorddng to Dr, Fay, in the ordsr of‘ our knowing

Accordling to Dr, Fay we gee the conformlty in pertlculer cames
end from the particular cases we Alnfer the general truth

that regards the naturs of Intellect., According to Bt. Thomas
we could not know the conformity in particular cases unlees by

reflectlon vwe arrived at the general truth
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This contradicltzion arises in the relationshlp botween
varticular and general, between knowming the conformity of &

articular act of intellect to the thing and, on thex other hand,

knowing that 1t is the nature of lntellect to conform to things.
Dr. Fay holds that ontologically the cause lies in the nature
of intellect %o comform to things and the effects are to be

Dr. Fay distingulshes the causa e¢sgendl and the causa cognoscendl:

in the order of being the cause 1a the nature of intellsct

to conform, and the consequent or effect lles in the particular
acts In which in fact Intellect does conform; but in the order
of our knowing this relatlonshlp 1s inverted; becauss we

g88e the conformlty of particuler acts to particular things,

ws are able to 1lnvoke a general principle and infer that it is
the nature of Intellect to conform to thinge. Obviously,

this lnterpretatlon ls sound empiricism: we know partlculars;
we Infer general laws. But, 1t happens, that St. Thonas

states precisely the oppositive vlews the mind knows the
proportion of 1ts act to the thing; but it camot do that

R unless 1t knows the nature of the act; and 1t cannot know the
nature of the act unless it knows the nature of the active
principte, which is the intsllect itself, whose naturs it 1a

to conform to things
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