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BFJEFR (Bernard Lonergan, 1904-1984) ([d%Z,“Insight) 5+ HEE (P
RELEEZ) (Elements of Metaphysics ) » {5 —Ei 25 =8 Jetefiad THA
FHi T ERE Potency ; ~ TP Form, ~ TEH Act, - " “Species ;
"B Genus | FERfy 0 BESVUENIM B A AL T VB RE BEFR f  Potency &
Limitation | AYz%RE" - (Lonergan, 1957: 442-444 > 1997 : 467-469)

FFR#&] Limitation ;—@&% > #4382+ T S limitation, limitationis, limen > gt »
Zig#E "TF9PRE Threshold ; ~ T Hl4% “Boundary ; ~ "[EiF ~Restriction | &
B SRR R e

Rt s - ERIEAREACHE S
S o T R R A 48 A -

T - BRRBERE AR H I E SRR

EEPEARD TVBRE BRI  fER BNE 2 - 12/ D rl B Esi 4%
% ( Aristotle, 384-322B.C.) f1Z%¥EHr ( Thomas Aquinas, 1225-1274) 12 _E21y
—ERJRPT o ZZBS(EREREAI T ¢

— o BB ERERE R A

o SR ELE TP ERR ) (Hylomorphism) EIISYEHEY Y © 8
#)y, (Change, Becoming ) Zk&x T BREFAIR I | - 24 fE FH HAF—{=3% (Pauson )
e EEE B (Hermes ) /K5 (Avristotle ) —DA{EER#I - ( Aristotle,1984a: 1048232 ;
Aristotle,1984b: 1050°20 )

REZI R (R B LR E 2 i is R (=X Form) » 3B T ARHM (B
/Matter) - FEREBOEBIMIL E 2R &G (HH Act) -

AR  ARMER TERE ) - AR EERY TUBRE L o B TP
HREMORI IR AL "', -

wOHAER » ARy TERE A TRRE, (Limit) T TipEC ) BT E - B
Ui TRIRRE DBk AR T BRE L AR IRATA RE SR
WA IEMER L TRIRR AT -

b BRIESSHMERS - ARG [ H S R -
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VERL IR TP i TR i IREE TR, o BEREY)
NEEE T ) AR E T B > A0/ PR AR T R ) Rl ©
HAHREELMR > FI#E TEDRE

PR
— e D
e PR pe | T o | =
V
Ve VEiE
oo RHEH gy PR

BRI RS EE R T g3 EmE T R e EE R
Hgg s " ERAIHE , (Principle of Limitation ) ZEEEAT "Bk | /Y " 7BAE
Z o FYLL TR, {F TERIA , (Material Cause) - R TR A E R
&R - MBI RS — "8, (Secondary Matter ) DINHY " ITE |

(JR#E R Prime Matter ) > DL & T 4likg7%8E , (PurePotency) - ififg&r~
TPRAIEE | SR LL  IRFE—EYEEEEN TR TEER DR TE
By, %

SRR EERN T ER ) DR T e (YRTHEREE T BRERH]
B, - TERRGIE - 2R 0 T VBREBIRE] ) SR T A EEZH
JEF © C Al e A L SR EE) b - B WS BRI SR AR B -

= BESHTEOERE R

2 gES R TEE), (YRR LB TRE B T oeE & TWE
BEHUHAER TEF, (Substantial Form) 7y TERL, o (AKME TRE ) E2E
EARN TER, 8 TER, ) o TtE ) AIESEIESET— TER, EEE
o} o JEGE EA T o AR MR R R - B ) TR > BEORMY TRE )
Re > PR RSN TEF , (Accidental Form) Wit » kb2 sd TR MEEE)

(Accidental Change ) : ZATI &AM #EKAE R bNGE - BEREARRY TER , 81 " XE | £
SHETRHEREY DB Rl TIE ) BrEUR - RAE > EEREN AR RS - RIR
S EBIRZ M > BEAVEZETE ~ BB T orE ) (AR - BREEYARD

rgppmeE) | (Substantial Change ) FYf(cHE - Aristotle (1948a,1948b ) #E—195 [/}
2:RsCopleston (1946) -
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B HGHTREE T oa R R TR - TPt o T Bk FTEIR - T
e TVBRE L FFRAT (Aquinas, 1968) it HL5 | A ISR AR SR F ok ddE
IeEmEL - MAE (FHERAZ) la, Q.85, a TCHIK

BAOBEARLG A R s a HE R RS o R
FOAFIE A I A A JHR G LEAILR e - A g oot Y
— AaEA BT U AULIRE R o FERGE Y 0 Y L RS
FAE 1T o k2 ML > A HFRE R o B RS TR B8
PEE TN ¢ Ten e (Aquinas,1968: 83-85)

PRME > BAMFEZ IS ERRALEE) B R TR, - TR, - TEEL
=FAE TR, HUATER b bR -

B LAkEn | [REIE TR | RV A EEVEE S
AEEHREAER - 6K E A -

i CER | [RE1E TR AEEAVEE B EEEHEE A
P e VEAE ARk AT

FIFAET 88 > BRI ERAR - SERIHFIET - KRR R R Bl R e
i/ VT s > IR A B ARG - SRR DA R R (EREE - a i b T
B FAEZE > QAT R R HE 5 - BIEEHIETIERE - th R RIS
IME - HAyREEERN - 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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2 (TR, R e,
TR HEY TRR,
F;g&;; I HREF r..%‘;‘_:gﬁJ PR r“j;.%;‘pJka

e — T2, en TR (Yes) £AH 74 aeh Dt | #1405 @ i
"t EET - TRFR) o TiFR ) AT PRGOS EE
FATHIT o ot — ko B THET ) A TR R PR A T R
g Tgr i e Ft s TR B4k DA g A T

;T\:J XA '—}%E'sb N AL o

A H BRI SIS R F ey 5 AIRNeRERsE i A eI ;
PR © B REETT R A (TR S an NI 2 B 2 . 2 MY A

H— BFEiRAE " EREBRA | rystiE b P BT —E T =& —
Fpcszii

HZ o BREfREL TRRkshieg ) (FERAGEY TR, -

LLFRAIATT

— =B

P LA L SR — T NS TP R ) A TR
R SIS T EREBIEIER | AEK TUBREIRGIEE ) - FUEAT
KA T =4&—, (Triadic) fYHEFI5=0 (BIRL T84 ™7 ot ™ &
L, Hy5R) ACEHEREIEEYIRY T FA%ER,  (Ontological Structure) - 1ffj
JAHBN e e R TR - 52 Eﬂﬁiﬁiiy fEZ TR E LEETE
RAREE—20 FIE " AR, B0 T =6 (R EUEFEhRE
RIS EAEREEL - FELL LB AT QJ\)EE 5L ARFIHTT

= DRSS IAE T A4S

> “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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Qi ~ LISHTE AR T EMI&ERE ,  (Cognitional Structure ) #Y=&—
CBI Makssn , ~ TEfg, ~ THEr, ) HE0E > tDERA TUEE) ) AREFERK
B 2ay T ega) | &> PRSI HIEA TUEE) ) (ERfEEY T &), i—
{EFIFoRpEEmE, - FAFWHAFERERNE " elMsERs | LSl " IFA%SRE ) -
ME o ZIEHT DL TERAGERE | ARIE T IFRSERE i —(EEHIMNE - R
FE T RLAIAERE | B TR AAERE ) AR » R > BIEMRAIIAREESL T2
—3% DIBEEE _EER AT A em RS A o EIRE VI EE - 487 > BREfR
EERE VIRV > fEES Y T EUAIAERE ) B TR AAERE ) Ny T 2EEFET
(Isomorphism) » DAEGf¢ " 20R14EHE | N =&—F5] ( T&Ep, - THEIfE, -
T, ) LEESR THEAESRE =R Ol - 2= 'JED o 1E
N -

=1/ massrg | | KB [ PRE | s |PRED | HER

N S B i 8

Z v v v v
(| s || me B | st |[IRE ) e

BRERAVEESE © " RRHIGERE ) 2R RM T - B - HIET, 2R
srRERL b T AE A SR ) AR FIRE - TR AAER ) RSB R TR
o3 B ZHER - daRE | SRAIGERE | FrRL(E - B EARR - EARRE -
SALLEARER SR RE B RCE A BV S — A > H—AYE(F - RAFEH T AIEE -
A TEEHIBERERHIE & ) HISEE -

2 - EWIRFI RSO AR

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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BREAR B RTE 288 A SR ) B TR SRR - R - ERAA
e " REER ) fyETe e TRRA B TR 2 DEMHY T 2 IR —
(BT —E " ERAIGERE , By TR T E T EAESE ) /Y TIRE, -

o RS R TR T 2 A S TR
AR E S TR AR B T

(—) ~ERAERE RS E
PR A [ B et B By S 4 B
(Z) ~REFEGEHLEEE
PR R EE Se kit B B Y SR VB RE
(=)~ R07BReA B ermy— VR

LEERHRANT o
(—) 1ERFEERE 5 Em— R R FTot B 5 1 e Bk an

W Es) e U 2R TR, BEHEY T2 Yes | ZIRHY TH
fi#E 1y TR, (Formulation)  THEfE | 2[R T4&%Es , ¢ TR, FTEE
By TIEZR ) IR TR ) FriRtey "B, (Patternof Data) - JEFR%T
J&E PR AR AL EE) Y 72 MR B R 45 2 w48 By &8BaFlax ( Empirical Residue )o

7 CHZ) F—=nesst - T EERe, NEEa=""

H— CEmA Bt > e - E—HoK

IR RHEE SRR
H= CRiEE E S Ay BN > Bl el PR /K2 R/ KEE A

B -

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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H- 237 TR Individuality | ——55% 7 oo hE b F By
(Particular) @ E & (Concrete) ; &)4-: 38 =5 X o

- E i Tags Continuum , —A 5%y R3] - F@F 0 £
¥ = ; (Epochal Unitof Becoming) %> &£ 5 — & 7 422k ~ i 47 ~ % 2
B R blde sk a4 T o

H =z &4z T B wpFg Particular Place & Time | TR ARy
PRE SFACA R R B AT I TR b4 R
3R A B BB pE o

He 2 T & s 3459 F Non-Systematic Divergence from
Theoretically Grounded Anticipations | —— % £33 &£ 32 % ~ % B » i<
B=o Rk kA IR iR > HR e T A RF DA G IF R e bldo
Rz A R BB K G P ARIZIR S @ Jf A4 kg b ARER

A]'—‘:_f:-'— o

~

AR 0 OFZR) F—RBHE - IR EMRRRILE P © TR, /Y
TEHRACEREAME - BILRISERY(E R EAG RS |, - IR A ZE - e R
EEEFAEIRE BT SRR AR RS L RGBT - DIECE R AT A
R GTRAFRAVELR - AR R E AR - (87 A B R AR R AL SR
PR o HAEyRBELMR - 748 T ERE

el N TR EL G -
e [ R {Eéﬁ%&
ok TR —
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0 R E R AL LAERRRR - (Whitehead,1971: 35)
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£ T'EE ) BURTHE T > W TERAAERE 1Y TIRGIRE ) TIREES
T ERERTRIER o R T IR EAERE 09 T RS | shAUEH E B A T R AERE | -
(=) WHEALHE L EE—RH R R S 5 R R ) VE R

2R - 25 IR E R TEEERFEA T, (Proportionate Being) Y " A%
T AEET TIRG ) 2o M bR TEEREEE L A TR, -
{EENEMRFrAGEMRALE—T) T EERFEA® ) AVa o T PRAEE - RIEM
TR —(EE A R S 2% 8 BVERIRAE A & S ER TR E R(K
ERIEY > TTERE - BIIL o BREMRAYER AT BT -

1. SR — AR

RRIEMRER -

B - RBEEAT - RS o - 2 RBELE A F IR
M Rhp 2 BFRICEHEp e TRA T - 35 > RBFA- R
BAREIT S BRAARMAE G A 38 TR T UM LR

v @ - Rk SE E AR A7l A age § A o 12

NS & — Y T N = /N8 - H R R i S Y A — TE
(EAEEIFIR G « EPYT > =/ NEE el SRR T

H— s R s R

iR a =M= W e 2 N s A =l J=rt =il DA =i R R L
PR AT TR A L2 ~ BIESE - HIMREE B4R -

HT o iy 2 w2

BARFRFAEBBE T » 8BS 2SS FET Y - B iR B TS
EHES - (il - EETYIEBREY T ERETR -

UOTEEREAE ) B HERAR TEE% ) (Proportion) - (HMZ T4kEg, - 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)

12 «
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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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RREEAE T SUETIEIY | HIRER D T RAnashE , 0 IR (45R) - BTE T
B, TR CBE) o Bt TIRERE ST SRS
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A BREMRNDS A ZIEM 33 " R(REUERE , (Potency of the Lowest
Genus) Hi " F{KJE7EEE | (Potency of the Lowest Level ) —&¥ - i » feHE
PEESK » LRt HEAHER - BNRAE CHZ) 55/ EFE=MERE DUk
BTAEF—E2=61EF  FOHAW LIYBEESEY REEEFEEE - iy
HEEY R " RIFEF £, (Subatomic Element) fF £ 5 T #ERRRZE | -
firan

EFREYSHEE (Uranium) 2 " BAESEVEEE |
AR SR K TR B T R(NEEEE, -

BB ~ AR - R FIIREROTER - T2 TIRGIEEL | #y5E
MRy - FRGIE — USRS YS LA E  EER LR TAEE
TBRE ~ TP EEIR -

FERE > SEEAMIE A E e IR A Y —fiush -

‘Gt & (Material Aspect) —— —ZSEYJHVEAR K] -
=R (Formal Aspect) —— —SEYHi gy FLiE BE

T VEREE B T REBURRE ) BT RV BRI T
REVERE ) A B T REUERE , TErE - 1 TP, B T RV
FEER T REEERE ) TR BRI T REEEY, o i
Rt FEEHVERAZRENE - BRI ARGt R EEE B
RIEFSEYHERTTRNE » RS ZEILFENEY) > AR SHF IR

= — S A
o | L | PR
AR H «
| . AL
| ¥ I
HERSHIERE
PR TR A
iz
71N
BB
IR A

15 gy EREARAYEE4E - (Lonergan, 1997: 255, 256, 262)
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—UILERGFA B HGENRERE - 82 > TIRHIRE ) (7RG MR 2R
=& RE CREAIVERE ) o 2T ERS [ TRPORE |
(=) FO7BReA Sbalarny— YR

RRfEfReEsEsr -

T Bowe PR B AF S ARV AT RUE o My AR AL TR AT A 5 st
ERRATEN- 2 S ER PAR o S5 BSkRFIAEN o T
B w1+ (Individuality) -
i@ 4+ (the Continuum) -~
% 2k~ PR (Particular Place & Time) » 14 %
& & Suat sy ¥ % (Non-Systematic Divergence
From Theoretically Grounded Anticipations ) -
FERGSRPIF T L A 2 ht 5 5 f D A RLEE S
B B B ARAE T R i 16

MBS TR EEHIRIFREIR -
{E* * (EREHAIEEE B - BERIRY N IRAGLERTReR Ryt -
HZ - MFAEE EE - FEYHY TIRURVERE RELR -
FRIE - BRIEARIE A 1F—i4h - MR - EREFEPAYAHE T B
A SRR aRAY — UM -
ERERAVERERE « RSV BRI A B R g (L ARE
RE) - M AR EIHEYIHEER N ALE BRI aR (AR - DASEE SRRy — s
MR BOHAE LR OEREN » HAAVABERNR - w8 NEVRE

16 2B9%310 ; Lonergan (1997:443) -
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(—) REEZRBRE
IZEREARAVIE T (Lonergan,1997:443) - &5 FHEAATIEHY [ AER |
—AEH THH, (A
{ —AEH ", (Form)
——IMEsH " /88, (Potency)

l. BEEREHEH

—MERRAIEKE TRENER - SRS SR EEEY Z BF T8
=, Ve TeeE ) &S I TRZRE RS, > T#hE,  (Uranium)
AR T8 RS REEE B E. - A0stEsh VB SEYIn T se & ) 2 T VB IRAY
(Latent) B2 " H#ERY , (Potential ) - B/ " VERAY | - BISPHREE T AR E) |
T AR o BI—&ERl T EmE 0 RE T IREMARE » S E 5%
JRMR - HORE TRER ) ATREEE  DIBGSR TEIR, - TEIR ) BB
MM - IEBILAHEE > fhH— -
2. EEEAEHPA

BHE » R REA R E (Mechanics ) ~ 272 ( Thermodynamics) ~
EEhE (Electromagnetics ) ~ {2 (Chemistry ) ~ 4=#7E2& (Biology ) & U1K
WHEHAESwE i) - ERAEREVHREZAEE - BRI
BV IAFRER - B2 EAFETEYABERHIR - AR R IREE—
HAETHAVESEE BT SRR R P A ER AR - ShE T .

Lt EL S MRS EE A
3. BEEEiR e BhE

Bollt > TRER ) BIEN2BILREFAEE - B RYELEYHIEEIREHE -
ERaae FIHVERIMARE ~ B BIEE L A FrEA] » AT IE S IR 2 R
"VERE - MLH - WHZEREER - HEH T FYERE ) EUEAERE  HE=-
RRfEfREERE S s BB ARE L BRI E e B KB FEFE
FE i -
(Z) BEEZREY]
EREMECTLER T ERIE e 15585 T IRYVERE L - BRERE
AT EMEEREZE - B SR H A HE M1 R R e E DL
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H—> sEE BRIV Foils f 2 2 o BRI - TREE 1Y
b2 T 7yt Differentiating | ¥4 - @74 " ¥4 Integrating |
HRERE"  F5Em T HE , AP ER - B S AT S E i SR — R T
O Rz EFEE 8 0P BPTAIER—(E R BT ]G AR -
S M2E: TR 2 B eRTaE  DBIERE R T RYIVERE
A Py

HR - 5| FHEERHIME S AT B R 5 25 - BREC SER © MR ERIEI 2R T DA
KRR " RER ) T HZaE T R R A SE - (HE TRER ) IS
R AUSREE A A aVZen > FE IR — Lm A BRI R - AR 3K
TEERAILLER ? A e

& b TEIE ) ORI E AT
“ 0 LLTRER ) BB TIROVEAS ) AUTERE  BitehER  EER
] -

EREREBERE -

H= > FREASWEIFEE BN THRORIEIG SR - " 1
FEREE PEIAAE— M - FEHMPIER - 40« BUJER - B - (B2 - &
VIEFEMAIRLE - fIA0 : AERE(L AR BRI ¢ BE5h > BEGRR

(Chlorophyll) &£ HIEYRTTESN EEVA T - ElimhiEErEY TR
PIVERE ) Z R mEIRGIF A EARE ?

HIU - 8 ge Ry RSB REATE - 58 0 VHEBEAPEE TR
(T IEM: TEE Inertia - MEAEMILHYATHE ESHIE R TE R Mass |
1 "RER “Energy | F] G#AAY 2 © E=me” (RIREE=E & Y ) -

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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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)

24
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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 )

“It 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)

%5 “Conversely, it is only because Aristotle’s real thing is not the materialists’ real thing that
Aristotle 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 )
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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 )
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Potency and Limitation-A Commentary on Lonergan’s
Insight, Chapter15, Section4

Carlo KWAN Wing-Chung
Professor, Dept. of Philosophy, National Taiwan University
Adjunct Research Fellow, Fu Jen Academia Catholica

Abstract

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

The Aristolelian — Thomistic theories on “hylomorphism” and “potency and
act” are taken over by Lonergan who synthesizes the ontological structure of being
in a triple — pattern of “potency-form-act” in harmony with the threefold pattern of
“experience-understanding-judgment” within the cognitional structure. He
introduces the new term “prime potency” by comparing it with the Scholastic
concept of “prime matter”, attempting to modernize the classical term in the light of
the contemporary scientific theory of energy. As a principle of limitation, potency
conditions the being of form and act in an isomorphic manner analogical to
experience conditioning understanding and affirmation in our way to knowledge.

Keywords: Matter, Potency, Form, Act, Limitation
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