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BFJEFR (Bernard Lonergan, 1904-1984) ([d%Z,“Insight) 5+ HEE (P
FEEFER ) (Elements of Metaphysics ) - (€255 —Ei 25 =8 &a 7 7H
EHY " ERE Potency ; ~ TP Form, - TEH “Act, - "f# ~Species

" Genus | FRfy 0 HESVUET TR GEm AL " V8RR AR i Potency &
Limitation | AYz%RE" - (Lonergan, 1957: 442-444 > 1997 : 467-469)

FFR#&] Limitation ;—@&% > #4382+ T S limitation, limitationis, limen > gt »
=ZiEE "R, Threshold ; ~ " 548 “Boundary ; - " [EIiF ~Restriction | =
B S E TR RN H A

Rt S - ERIEIREACHE S
SRR &%ﬁ*%ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁé@?@ﬂi .

B > o2/ D a8 s 1%
Aomas Aquinas, 1225-1274 ) & 2211

ism) EF ', BRI T

7 i {%ﬁﬁﬁim (Pauson )
YA 5 5225 (Hermes) 7{({% (Arlstotle ) —DIEER - (Aristotle,1984é: 1048232 ;
Avistotle,1984b: 1050220 )
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B3P o THE- S0 M J\E , (Secondary Matter) LLPAHY T T
» DL By FW@@@EJ (PurePotency) R

(JF#E ¥Rl Pgime Matter )
" PRI EWI: PR ey < Z .:rﬁﬁfﬁ g BAR T
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2 giE RN T e, (A LEWMYEEYN TRE Bl TrE & TWE
%s&%e%@% r%ﬁu ( Substantial Form) gy TER o (RME TRE ) 'R
WEAN TER N TER, ) - "ol MBS AR TEE ) NERE
oo JELE B ¢ ARHE %ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂﬂﬂ%{ﬁ BI{EE ] YR - SIEAN T8 | (#
ORe > P R MGRY T2, (Accidental Form) T - bz sd T A M)

(Accidental Change ) : ZATI &AM #EKAE R bNGE - BEREARRY TER , 81 " XE | £
/Ji}%qj%}if B TER M TIE ) FTEUR - A SERER IR TS - YR

S EBIRZ M > BEAVEZETE ~ BB T orE ) (AR - BREEYARD
Mg passdEh | (Substantial Change ) HY{{$5 - Aristotle ( 1948a,1948b ) #E—251Y5 1)
2:RsCopleston (1946) -



114 (El(CSEEIE) S=FVUHH (20174 &)

B HGHTREE T oa R R TR - TPt o T Bk FTEIR - T
e " VBRE L FFRAT (Aquinas, 1968) ﬁilﬁﬁ%lFH)\EI’ﬂ%E%D%?EW’EWU?%??@
IeEmEL - MAE (FHERRZ) la, Q.85, a. TCFUR

EAGRBAREN AR AR HES G L EOEEE o e o

FOATIE AP A HE LG LF LR - X g T oot Y

- AwRa R T UHFRREE o FEMEGE > o AT 2 G R

S T o 2 i A FRER AT S RS TR B
#5"  (Aquinas,1968: 83-85)

g, ~ T, - TEHE,

A REENEE SR

e - HAyREEERNR - AT MERE

3 “No act is found to be limited except through the potency which receives it; thus we find

forms limited according to the potency of matter.” ( Aquinas,1962) - FzE 7 #¥ HReith
(1962:106) -

4 one man can understand the same thing better than another in so far as he has a greater
capacity for understanding (as, similarly, one who has greater strength and better vision
can, in terms of corporeal sight, see things better. ) ...... the better disposed a body is the
better soul it will have: ...... The reason is that forms and actualities are received in matter
according to its capacity...... ” (Aquinas,1968 ) » BLEE R 5 P.T. DurbinzZ 7 : Aquinas

(1968:83-85) -
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TEF | TRR, HRF A,
AR HRE TEE
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> “For act corresponds to judgment, form to insight, and potency to experience of the
empirical residue. But the ‘Yes’ of judgment is restricted to the formulation it affirms; and
this formulation results from an insight that is restricted to the pattern of the data to be
understood. Accordingly, as judgment is limited by insight, and insight by data, so act is
limited by form, and form is limited by potency. ” ( Lonergan,1957: 442 )
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» BRI R ERY ZE AR 4R

6 HMEEE M E (Joseph Maréchal, 1878-1944 ) Fr5 | FIMaréchal (1926:124) - fij
RSB E YA R E Aquinas (1968) - iF4iy 5 [/ 2 ERH K $ (2000: 104) -
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% (I3

H— TEmA Bt > e - =K
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IR RHEE SRR
H= CRiEE E S Ay BN > Bl el PR /K2 R/ KEE A
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fe Clg2) B+ HEEVUEATRT - " EEBRRER ) AVRHERT A LT RO

7 2RHEE6 - (Lonergan, 1997: 442)
8 Lonergan (1997:25-26) - ik (1991: 36-41, 2011: 35-41) -
% “The empirical residue consists in individuality, the continuum, particular place and time,
and the non-systematic divergence from theoretically grounded anticipations.”
(Lonergan,1997: 443 )
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2R - 25 IR E R TEEERFEA T, (Proportionate Being) Y " A%
T AclRES TIRS) ) o BRI E R TEEREEE W T B, -
{EENEMRFrACEMRALE—Y) T EERIFA® ) AVa 7o T PRAEE - BIEM
TR — B R g F & MVAIREGA & A0S R TRRER(K
RIEY e p YL EBH&' YRR T AT

®

ﬁ— » e @JE%%F?

PR A E BRSNS BRIE S SR VEERE - F40 - AY)4HE
PR A T e BE2 - PR - AlmSE H 48RS -

HT o iy 2 w2

BRI ERENRE T s R SRR Y B SR BT
ERE o BlU - ZREYHEBEYI TR RERT -

UOTHERGEAE ) BHEEHES %DE@ "Eb# , (Proportion) ~ C(EIZ "4y, ~ TH
i~ THIET ) TMIEEAIEEY -« proportionate being may be defined as whatever
is to be known by human experience, intelligent grasp, and reasonable affirmation.”
(Lonergan,1997: 391)

“Each higher genus is limited by the preceding lower genus. On the one hand, it must not
interfere with the autonomy of the lower order for, if it were to do so, it would destroy its
own foundation. On the other hand, the higher genus is a higher systematization of
manifolds that would be coincidental on the lower level; and a higher systematization is
limited by the manifolds which it systematizes. > ( Lonergan,1997: 442)
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13 “Since each higher genus is limited by the preceding lower genus, it follows that the lowest
genus provides a principle of limitation for the whole domain of proportionate being. ”
(Lonergan, 1997: 442)
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14

“Moreover, this universal principle of limitation resides in the potency of the lowest
genus....Accordingly, as judgment is limited by insight, and insight by data, so act is
limited by form, and form is limited by potency. It will be convenient to introduce the
name, prime potency, to denote the potency of the lowest level that provides the principle
of limitation for the whole range of proportionate being.” ( Lonergan, 1997: 442 )
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16 2B9%310 ; Lonergan (1997:443) -
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(Chlorophyll) #(F35 ke Vi fTimAT AE BN 6 - BB T R R
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9 ARV TR Inertia | - SGAEANELATATEE 5 [HEIEHTIE Y T Mass |
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17 «“An investigation of the notion of energy lies outside the scope of the present inquiry, but
it may not be amiss to put a few leading questions.” ( Lonergan, 1997: 443)
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E - ERTES | “ o TR 5 M LR 2 -
e
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oy » o - BFHEBLTEER U 0
=LA By

AL jﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ ’
BB B AR BN L T T A O

EHERNERIP L5 B AR BE A T B R —— o L AR S
BT > MR RERER " FHIVEEE ~Prime Potency | ~ L H ARG IRFIGER ' oT
M /Prime Matter ; = "H ~ gELG R, (E=mc?) HyTREAUCE R Ml EE I H

19 “Again, there is an inertia of energy and there is an equation relating mass and energy. Is
one to relate the inertial coefficient of mass to the prime potency it informs, ...... 77
(Lonergan, 1997: 444)

20 “Finally, there has been suggested a correlation between the expanding universe and the
emergence of additional energy.” (Lonergan, 1997: 444 )

2L “What would seem desirable is a single coherent answer to all questions such that prime
potency would be conceived as a ground of quantitative limitation and general heuristic
considerations would relate quantitative limitation to the properties that science verifies
in the quantity it names energy.” ( Lonergan, 1997: 444)
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...... with ‘prime matter’ an expression, it may be noted, which is very rare in
Aristotle, though his followers have rightly regarded it as one of the most important
implications of his system.” ( Ross, 1959: 165 )

B it is the primary underlying matter of things which have in the ) mselves a principle

of motion or change.”BL 22 S £ H Aristotle (1984:330)  #ZIEE{pHHEACES -
“One might also approach prime matter from this point of view. Take any material
substance and think away all its definite characteristics, all that it possesses in common
with other substances——colour, shape, etc. You are ultimately left with a substratum
that is absolutely formless, characterless, that cannot exist by itself, but is logically to be
presupposed. This is prime matter.” W. D. Ross, Aristotle, pp. 165-166, ‘“Prime matter
nowhere exists apart. It is only an element in the nature of individual things concrete of
matter and form. ” ( Copleston, Chapter 29, §7, note 35)
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% “The old naturalists had concluded, not only from beds and tables to an underlying subject,

wood, but also from wood and bones to an element, earth, and from gold and bronze
(they could be melted ) to an element, water.” ( Lonergan,1968: 143 )

27 “Aristotle accepted the principle of such analysis: any change is defined for thought by
stating the underlying subject and the variable determination or form; ...But while he
accepted the principle, he corrected the conclusion. The ultimate subject of change in the
older philosophies had always been some sensible body; that was the stuff of the
universe;...... Against this materialism Aristotle argued that every assignable object was
subject to change;...... he concluded that the ultimate subject of change could not be an
assignable object; it could be neither quid nor quantum nor quale nor any other
determinate type of reality; it could not, of itself, be knowable; its nature could be stated
only by recourse to analogy. ” ( Lonergan,1968: 143)

28 “What, then, is the ground of the individuality of the thing itself? The Aristotelian solution
to this problem would be to posit a prime matter that stands to the intelligible unity or
form of the thing,...... prime matter is conceived as a constituent of reality that is
presupposed by form and so, of itself, is not a thing...... ” (Lonergan,1957: 249 )
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B prime matter is conceived as a constituent of reality that is presupposed by form and

so, of itself, is not a thing nor a quantity nor a quality nor a relation nor a place nor a time
nor any other positively conceivable object.” ( Lonergan,1957: 249 )

“In its limit it defines prime matter which is proportionate to substantial form. And as
prime matter of itself is not knowable, so substantial form has the complementary
distinction of being knowable by intellect alone.” ( Lonergan,1968: 143 )

31 |t eliminates the materialism of the old naturalists for whom the real was the sensible.”

(Lonergan,1968: 144 )
32«1t corrects the misguided intellectualism of Plato for whom the intelligible was real but
not of this world.” ( Lonergan,1968: 144 )
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33 “One might even say that by anticipation it puts in its proper place and perspective, that
of prime matter, what Kant thought was the thing-in-itself.” ( Lonergan,1968: 144 )
ol it places in the most material of assignable material things an intelligible component
known by our intellects and identifiable in our knowledge; that intelligible component,
form, species, quiddity, has as much title to being named ‘cause’ and ‘nature’ as has matter

itselfs...... ” (Lonergan,1968: 144)

“Conversely, it is only because Aristotle’s real thing is not the materialists’ real thing that
Avristotle was able to satisfy his own epistemological law: unless particulars are identical,
at least inadequately, with their quiddities, then the former cannot be objects of scientific
knowledge and the latter cannot be realities.” ( Lonergan,1968: 144 )

35



TEREBRG —BREMR CHZ) B+ A EHIUETRER13S

BRIEMRSE TR (FZE) -1 g Ui E EE e » (BES T
ANEFHZ ZHif Al « th#AFA#E (Proportionate Being ) I &/ E] A
MRS EE > BRI IRBEAR T EEEYN S - DEnE TwEH
(Materiality ) ; HLik/Z55 » m&ffﬁ%(@ﬁkﬁ>%u%A%ﬁﬁmrﬁ
UIBRE ) ERE » DIBCE TRWIERE ) e TovE ) -

BRIEFRBELL T RWI7EEE | F0 T T8 ) R ffam - MRS AR R
ﬁEJ%@%EFﬁ@&%J%W Lt o fECLE T ~ BRI SEHE =D
W& AE DL Y = e

RS ;"' I o w2 RIREIRE T IR

e, e Ao ) un?ﬁfﬁ%¢ﬁ%ﬁ i
HItEE T | ' B | A SR -

H= o M JE) 15
Eii%@%wﬂ TUE RED TRE - BEAREESEIA]
A f%“_ NES -

gt g :'Jﬁﬂjééﬁﬁﬁg%J@

'%Eﬁyﬁggf%—m“
= | R A TR

EMRG > T N RE TR téA*H% Ry "
H= HEEEHE "tk SRR
HREE TTE ) IERENEILAFE > ERE T RE ) (IERIREND

TUE ) EEES TE ) RN T ER o AN T OTE ) B

EYHA AT SRR - AR Z i ~ DR PR R A

3% “Now the metaphysical equivalent of the empirical residue has been found to be prime
potency. But since the empirical residue is the ground of materiality, prime potency also
is prime matter.” ( Lonergan,1957: 516-517 )

37 “As yet, however, we cannot attempt to say what possible meaning could be assigned the
phrase, ‘constituent of reality. > ...As has been seen, when there is no possibility of
observation, there is no possibility of a verifiable image; for the imagined as imagined
can be verified only when what is imagined also can be sensed. Accordingly, there are no
verifiable images for subatomic elements....... ”  (Lonergan,1957: 249-250 )



136 (Ef{—REMsT) H=-1U (20174 &)

ERRAREK TS | o B TRRAIAEHE  WE AL, EER 5
S R AATACE o T T IS | R AR | RS -
B TSI | R AR S ST g -

SIS » BEES TTE ) BIENE TR, o RIS EEYIS - BRA
HE  EERPTR (B BER SR - 5/ BT AR RS
5 S A FEAE ASEMIL - B bR RS R B -
5 R S R PR (LR A RIS » AR S B T AR R -
SIS » TRECE T KR - RAAE B AR © (IR LS - EDER
S 4 L BSE TR TTMMA R [ IrHRMHEES ( Lonergan, 1957:
388) ; FRMERBEN (TH ) ZIETHROAE S IR - TR
FHEAEE  SOBIER AR » TR S LSS -

>

4he
Gl 7 5 Qi R RS
B e Vol s W s AT TR R

T T e




TEREEARH —RREMR CF%) B+ hEss IR 137

SHEURR

Bk (1991) - (BHAEIRAVERFIEG @ CHEZE) &—8%) » F—M- =L
BAEH I

Bk (2011) - (BAEMRAVRIRIEG @ COFZ) G—8E) » F M- 216 &
BUAEH I -

Bizkth (2000) - (Hisem () :arttEs) - =16 Amg e

Aquinas, T. (1962 ) . Compendium Theologiae, ch.18, par.35 cf. Herman Reith, The
Metaphysics of St. Thomas Aquinas, 2" printing. Milwaukee: The Bruce Publishing Co.

Aquinas, T. (1968) . Summa Theologiae, la, Q.85, a.7c. Cf. St. Thomas Aquinas, Summa
Theologiae, vol.12: Human Intelligence ( la. 84-89 ) , Blackfriars Editiion, in

%
1B

I

don: Eyre & Spottiswoode.

Aristotle ( 19858YLMétaohysi 1048"32Metaphysics, 1X, 8, 1050a20. Cf. Jonathan
eC ,bq:tlevol.z (pp.1656-1658 ) . New Jersey:

Aristotle vol. -sey Prlnceton Unlver5|ty Press.

Barnes, J. (1984c) . The Complete Works of Aristotle vol1&2. New Jersey: Princeton
University Pres

Copleston, F. §
Press. \

Lonergan, Berhar 8957) .
Philosophical Library.

Lonergan, Bernard (1968 ) . Verbum: Word and Idea in Aquians. London: Darton,
Longman & Todd.

Lonergan, Bernard (1980 ) . Understanding and Being:on Introduction and Companion to
Insight. New York & Toronto: The Edwin Mellen Press.

Lonergan, Bernard (1997) . Insight: A Study of Human Understanding , in Collected
Works of Bernard Lonergan, Vol3. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.

Maréchal, Joseph (1926) . Le point de départ de la métaphysique, Cahier V. Louvain &

Paris: Desclee de Brouwer.



138 (EH{—SR#MIIT) H=11Uil] (20174 &)

Reith, Herman (1962 ) . The Metaphysics of St. Thomas Aquinas. Milwaukee: The Bruce
Publishing Co., 2" print.

Ross, W.D. (?) Aristotle: a Complete Exposition of His Works and Thnought. Cleveland
and New York: Meridian Books.

Whitehaed, Alfred North  (1971) . Process and Reality Corrected Edition. New York: Free
Press.




TEREBRG—BREMR CHZ) B+ A EHIUETREZR139

Potency and Limitation-A Commentary on Lonergan’s
Insight, Chapter15, Section4

Carlo KWAN Wing-Chung
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Abstract

With regard to the thesis on potency and limitation, Lonergan manages to
connect the Scholastic metaphysical viewpoint with the contemporary scientific
hypothesis concerning.gnergy.

ories on “hylomorphism” and “potency and
ges the ontological structure of being

_,-:"synt
fm-act” #it harmony with the threefold pattern of

within the cognitional structure. He

introduces tfe Hewd tefim ;‘prime “'ten W comparing it with the Scholastic
concept of “prime matter™, attemptihg to modernize the classical term in the light of
the contemporary scientific thgory of energy. As a principle of limitation, potency
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