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x° Sad Contra est quod Philosophus dicit, 3

Theologica V. q. 79 a. 4, Utrum intellectus agens
EamITyIY” OQ SOOIy S

3 d= Anima, quod neces-
cet intellectum possibi-

sz est in anima2 has essz differantias, sc
- lem, et agentem. & 2° Summa Contra Gentiles, § cap, LXXVill.

Quod non fuit sententia Aristotslis quod int=llectus agsns sit sub-

stantia szaparata, wwm magis quod sit aliquid animase X — X « %~ § —
K 1 X+ substantla separata VE 40 4 aliguid animae VER0 LT
NTEHBYR VK AHEGVEUR UREOIVYET & xfﬁaf

Lséuxﬁf&,éo Bt K Tx—x «%vd—hnxEE

Koe— Ko Ko H— YK AUHES R N

Bubammﬁ.,wwbﬁgm.ﬁﬁom G.
5 ibid, B 413b9, b 18.
(55D Plato, Resp,, 503 c.

2 ibid., 508 e. [Wu ¢ VBN w7 R
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Q) E #zOinEe
(&) Joan. 1, 1, 5.
F) KBS KRS x K UM SUVRERE | KK
HUMNT YRENOMPARCEQSR»020Q HEARE e RE QK
5 (veritas) WOV QY R:0° L 2RL%E 120 Q BEMEE 0 Q1
W%vwv@‘mé?@%&"“’@ PEHE” QRLASIEHOEQRYHOVEYLR
@g m@%Qwﬂ#J 5° 0HONT WMANINNA | RORNE
U202 0 QEENFELL OV L0 LR
QIXE QR U 7 0 veritas MR SV |
iziel *‘fn 0° Augustinus, Confess., Xl ¢..25. 35 De Civi-
7 De Trinitate, XIl £ . .
@D, N*’*S\Jﬁ’ "‘Eif@ EOPERRAYTRONT N n KL
B LW 50° Sed secundum Platonem et Augustinum, intellectus
agens est Deus, quamvis ipsi non utantur isto vocabulo ‘intellectus
agentis’ sed nomine ‘lucis’, vocando ipsum ‘lumen’. Gonsalvus His-
panus, Quaestiones Disputatae et de Quodlibet, cura P. L. Aswmords,
C(1935) D258 RAREECR DR A K RE
0 Thomas Agquinas, Summsa Theologica.

502 Q7 M RAFQTINNP e

HPRs SR80 E

V q. 79 a. 3 Respondeo

dicendum quod, secundum opinionem Platonis, nulla necessitas erat

ponere intellectum agentem ad faciendum intelligibilia;--- Posuit enim
Plato formas rerum naturalium sine materia subsistere, et per con-
sequens eas intelligibiles esse; .87 BRAL —~w2Q | v il xa=
= (BEEG) SN =N P N QEHIRED i:" NN AT N [N PEEN
Koo R D KR 02 Qw2 R0% Y $0° Prima est Platonis ne-
gantis ipsum. Ratio, quia ponebat ydeas per se intelligibiles. ete.
ibid., S. 85. :

‘(&) Thomas Aquinas, De Unitate Intellectus contra Averroistas, Opu-
scula Omnia par P, Mandonnet, Tom. ! (1977) p-68. #N° p.57 Y
- Aristoteles, qui ponit intellectum agentem esse aliquid in_anima,
unde comparat ipsum lumini. Plato autem, ponens intellectum unum
separatum, comparavit ipsum soli, ut Themistios dicit: est enim
unus 'sol, sed plura lumina diffusa a sole ad videndum. &£ Summa
Theologica, V.q. 79 2.4 Respondeo Y- sol ~ lumen QBERRAY O
oV 500

$2) Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica, Vq. 79.2.4 QWY QN LW

dk
K

S
'L\ \J 0 °

:‘\3 FHaiwx <> Z5l] » De Bona Fortuna

(BY) M Y N RANQEBENA R AR I K QBB Sk kIO VHIA
RULQUR0T oy JP (L. Spengel, Uber die unter dem
Namen des Aristotsles erhaltenen Ethischen Schriften. Abhandlungen
der philos.-philol. Classe der K. Bayer. Akademie der Wissenchaften
oL 3 (1843)) =KK™ M e m:w\\'<~JV']’K\ EYRONT N D Ax N —HIEE
fE G ERECoONED ¥R QRYINGR L YRV OUR(0E
Y S s\v@-<©’ﬂ\‘ﬂ ﬁ:iluu»\;_)’ RN K =K Q Ra K =R D
NEHAEYT (@ ~odize® MY Uha =k dQEMQR Ip
AKX = KR Y H— RS0 X QEEYS LV [ HAV S8 L0 dne’
S48 ’m&hm”;xﬁu@w—xgojv ARAR =K %Y H—
RS 1K ALEQUE U~ oEe2Qugd Y SN RRIVE 5
a A A QBN 2 R S S ““‘“'}\p S Sf\’?”‘ N N e
LSOV H WX @v PR S Y RTY QSR Y T QBRI 2
£Q0E (sc. ke Xk dN) QHEwE»If vE N2V L ek
g (se. e X)) B ENEEEHFAVEFEROVY 5050 Lo
LY Q0 | (ibid, 8.5.) 2 ,g’ NAINKRN—QUAEAL ¢
BE L SHHOE° SHE07 XOREERYHOVY Tk &
N NN NS @#QV#@A\M%\MR JEYRQOR0Y SNO N OV R
x0° P. von der Miihil, De Aristotelis Ethicorum Eudemiorum. Auc-
toritate. (1809), E. Kapp, Das Verhiltnis der-eudemischen zur niko-
machischen Ethik (1912) W. Jaeger. Aristoteles, Grundlegung einer

eschichte seiner Entwickiung (1923).

(%) Arist, Eth. Eudem. H 1048 a24. &3 EHE R0 BRI
HET T P OIEEONK NEMRDY &~ Q motus principium
in anima. Palam, quemadmoedum in toto Deus, et omne illud: mo-
vet enim aliquo modo omnia gued in nobis divinum. Rationis autem
principium non ratio, sed aliquid mk,hua, quid igitur utique erit
melius et scientia et intellectu nisi deus? Th. Deman, Le ,Liber
de bona fortuna” dans la théologie d. S. Thomas d’ - Aquin. Revue
des sciences philosophiques et théologiques (1923) )

(R) #e” PHahw K EFE] VELEHASNVEN L0 | FR B ¢
5 g-:qm;gw o 6eog % vods doTiv H sm:ce:ué Tt vob Arist., Fr.
49. (Rose).
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(R) W. Jaeger, Aristoteles. (1923), 8. 241. ~H —R—%" K=K~ K
K QEHHEBOREUN O QHEVEROY 50° &8 [Rhes 3N
xh* IR] EREREERNN - NBEQHFE KB Tiahe xEH &)

PoeRNN- NEHOER BN Ty n xEEHH] Lo T

P\:\\—Ii\lK QHrR°

) REKLRIKQAPIUIPIHIME @ w 2° Aegidius Romanus

Johannes de Janduno Y5 QO VEEM S L= ON° b X ( QNMBUD S

PR NG p NBEE (G DD RE°

(3) Y2 —QEFUYSLAE ZHEANAMEVOVEREDIY LN TSR

#J) Q¥ KR8 v Q De Bona Fortuna kr&%@*ﬂkﬁ“ kst

TR HEHQLEST Foon v 0 xEHH] BRSO BPHY L
BT EAORKEVY Qe Al Pelzer, Les versions latins des ouv-
rages de morale conservées sous le nom d’ Aristotle en usage au

Xlile siécle. Revus Néoscelastique de Philesophie (1921).

(8> Gonsalvus Hispanus, Quaestiones Disputatae et de Quodlibet,
cura P. L. Amords. (1935), Quaestio Xl Utrum potentia qua lau-
datur Deus imentaliter sit eadem potentia cum intellectu agente.
P.245—277. JQAKRY X RS RO IVEBKEL 4D v HEC=IRE

Y OBHE IR S v Re ol CHE] VER0 Q2= U0l

(&) Gonsalvus, Quasst. Disp., p. 256,

(%) ibid., p.262.

R (=K e H— R Y 0 K EEORER)

(—) #&=EEE )V BOMANE KRS &7 KENRwL0® Quod non
videtur. p.245 £. Contra, p.246 ff. Solutio. 254 ff L E MY O W E&Kw
ROGEE" p.254-264 8" Grabmann ¥4+ P UM QAN Kk kN
12 4 4 ° Mittelalterliche Deutung und Umbildung der aristotelischen
Lehre vom vobe rmotptTeric (1936) S.57 ff. (i ERCDRED

(«) Gonsalvus, Quaest Disp. p. 254. Circa primum sciendum quod
omnes concordant in necessitate ponendi intellectum possxbﬂem
et agentem, sed differunt in modo penendi. »

(=) ibid., p. 255. Patet ergo necessitas ponendi istas virtufes, et in
hoc omnes concordant. Sed discordant Din modo ponendi eos esse
intrinsecos vel extrinsecos animae ﬁos‘trae; —et @quantum ad

numerum eorum; —et ®etiam quantum ad identitatem et diver-
sitatem eorum ut sunt aliquid animae. X = 3 & BHFEOEEO N
£ Q°

(+) ibid., p.255—6. Quantum autem ad primum, scilicet intraneitatem
vel extraneitatem ipsi animae nortrae, sunt tres opiniones. ®Una
est quod uterque est potentia naturalis et intrinseca ipsi animae
nostrae. ‘> Alia est opinio contraria, quamvis erronea, quod
uterque est potentia extrinseca animae nostrae, ita quod neuter
sit forma hominis @ Alia est media, quod intellectus possibilis
sit potentia intrinseca et naturalis animae nostrae, et quod intellec-
tus agens non, sed extrinsecus et substantia separata. § 2 = I &

BELQBEIN2Q°

(0) RES &N AEEEEEHVE VR 0Q PEET BEaalb B0
(subst. sep. citra Deum) ~40° MRUIKIT NmaduRhsh KRS

KERFEHEHULoHETE LSRR BNV uiade® ibid, p.258
ﬁIM‘i (R Dhee

(\o) TNARID NMEN N IR K FEYRC I TR 2R REEV Y07
MRBOEHOH I N I‘,}%J% RO (BE TH R e x @&
De Bona Fortuna]] #4#08° #&” Unde quod nos vocamus intellec-
tum agentem. Plato et Augustinus vocaverunt lucem incorpoream
et aeternam, quae Deus est. ibid., p 259) HEmyY = ERE Y -

PoCH R DT ERQ EEamIIve w2 500 of ibid, p.259.

(~) E. Gilson, Pourquoi saint Thomas a critiqué saint Augustin. Ar-
ch. d’ Hist. Doct. et Litter. du Moy. Age. (1926) Vi 2” Les
Sources Gréco-Arabes de I’ Augustinisme Avicennisant. Arch. &’
Hist. Doct. et Litter. du Moy. Age. (1930) VEREW R 4°  wu” g.
Gilson, La Phllosophle au Moyen Age (1952) chap. VU1 1. L’influen-
ce gréco-arabe Vo HMau gl $0° SR AN-RNE N NENUY QR
EaKEOIY 5e° M. Grabmann. Mittelalterliche Deutung und Um-
bildung der aristotelischen Lehre vom vod¢ moeyTerde (1936) S. 15,
59, Qi -0" BEEYRSYT DRIANQHEEYONAO

() Gonsalvus, Quaest. Disp., p.25%

(o) ibid,, p.26%

() waEdw=s R EEY 58 <y HE CRESD” Nofo i IR
(QREEY RHT &ARNERSN KRS K (REED QB H e

(=) Thomas Aquinas, Summa Contra Gentiles. I &~ 2%”
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HAYO LW
cap. LXXV! Quod intellcctus agens non sit substantia separata, sed
aliquid animae.

ng:ﬂuqbp

cap. LXX Quod intellectus possibilis hominis non est substantla se-

parata.

cap. LXXIll Quob intellectus possibilis non est unus in omnibus
hominibus. ) ‘

cap. LXXV Selutio rationum quibus videtur probari unitas intellec-

tus possibilis.
HRYIY
cap. LXXVIl Quod non fuit sententia Aristotelis quod intellectus .
agens sit substantia separata, sed magis quod sit aliquid animae.
cap. LXII Contra opinionem Alexandri de intellectu possibili.

Bl G = 2HOHE)

e TN K = K

N Do

(~—) Themistios, In libros Aristotelis De Anima Paraphrasis, ed. R. Hein-
ze- (1899) 108, 19--21, K K EXINKN RN N X =K Q#Hes
ROV SEL° hw X RS kR XARD K E RN KD SR =4k CAEE
HANEOY 2Ty a A K B2 ] Qi U OV 500 Hicks,
Aristotle De Anima. (1907) Appendix #ExS” vQ Fr.12

(0) +NEBYEGw L NEEYE intellectus agens ~ intellectus possi-
bﬂlS C _,lm%(\“" RN UPEREYIY 500

co o
22—28,

() £ Priscianus, Lydi quae extant (Métaphrasis in Theophrastum),
ed. Bywater (1886) 29. 15, Hicks Fr.6. Y § rtv@v vols ~ Lo E%
Rr0°

() Reeh 3 X EES SIWRT 807 244 7@@@%{ 'R

HEY EHS2QUER KR %@@@%4\# ct. De Caelo, A 282 aJo

(o) B Q RENRES

(v) Them., 107, 31—32, 35—108. 1, Hicks, Fr. 1.

() dika T6 Ewlev Foa oby bc émtbeTov, dAX b Sy TT modTh revé-
aet auyneptla/zﬁauéueﬁw feTéov.

(0D Thomas Aquinas, De Unit. Int. cont. Averr.,
Mandonnet, Tom. 1 (1927) p. 48.

Opus. Omn. p. P.

HKHARE
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(o) ibid, p. 49.

(2) cf. Thomas Aquinas, Summa Contra Gentiles, 1l cap. LXXXVL

(=) weB” <LEQ forma substantialis ¥ Q=" RFRFHM FE
RN FEELSERVD Y 20

() cf. Thomas Aguinas, Summa Contra Gentiles, ll, cap. LXXXVIL

() cf. ibid, cap. LXXXULLXXXIV.

(I N= K& 9~ x (Aristoxenos)
HSE#RS4EEREL000° cf. Cic Tusc.

NS R KR X (D1ka1arcnos) 154

. 10, 22,

RAAR N R K e RN BIRT AN

(9 Alex. Aphr, De Anima cum Mantissa. Praeter Commentaria Scri-
pta Minora, ed. I. Bruns (1887) n 24" Alexandri De Anima (mepl
gorFe &) S.1—100 ~ Alexandri De.Anima Libri Mantissa (mepé
(pu/vzc 2) 9. 101—186 g2 5re°

(&P De Anima Mantissa, 106, 18—113, 24, nepi 0B EU LY LS00 M
£” De Anima ¢ (80, [6—91. 6) x — X REORY $0°

(%z) P.G. Théry, Autour du décret de 1210: IT Alexandre d’ Aphrodise.
Apercu sur I’ influence de sa nostique (1926) mh NEERES™ il =~
DNRNUEAVY s he—QUEREFY (P 74—32) »rr’mﬁ‘-o#iV)

(B) Km—TERY” RAAR 3% 0 K Q- IEEK 1 nEE"
KE B LR EREO Y 50° ‘

(®) Alex. Aphr., De Anima cum Mantissa, 106. 19. Nobs éote KOT o
AptoToTély TELTTAS,

() 6 uév T§p téc ot vodle dateée. (ibid) "AAdoc 0€ Eetey & %6y vo-

Sy ral L&ty ¥ywy 0% voelv rTA. (ibid, 107.21) tTefroc ¢ éoTe vobe:
n&pz‘z Tobe mpoecoyuéveve 0to & moryTerde, (ibid., 107.29) £ 87 voTe
kol Bety 0 L0EEREY mepl vob GECEDRED S U LORHML WA E
HaAt T BG. 5.

(3D ibid, 81. 23. 107. 33.

() ibid, 81. 26,

Q) ibid, 84 75 néve€ Erpagog cf Arist.,, De Anima, I' 4303.1

&) ibid, 2 S rvap Sdvapte kal v efdoc Td Emtytvipevor Th Ka-
Ta TOY m(syae Aoy rpdoet TGy copdTwy guyh, cf. 24. 3, 26, 26.

) ibid, 90, 14 edy (sc. dpbuptos) 6 drowefpevic Te ral dAtwds (sc.
vo®B:) (Brefvoc pdy rop, odv TH Gvxd, ic oTt Obvauts, ¢bBetpouény,
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glefpeTat, & gletpopbyed cru/wﬁo/pouo 3% lcal % Bt Te kol
nee kal TeletdTys adToD),
(§) ibid, 82. 1
(5D ibid., 108.
ptov wal SHwapfc Tle THe YueTépac gpv;mg, GAX BEwlev ytvdpevoc v

% Obva-

<

22 0bpatéy ot Aéyopeves volr & motqTlEsc, oDk Ly pmb-

Yufv, K3AA N K QREL” BEEEX - Ky substar»txa separata
VI hi’ggm— Y ahquldammae wimm‘”\«" BE n s A K
QRENL IV BUMEERS® D407 m”“i:m (NN NP N N

ARNRY kXK QEER” FEER—~ X IRHSEELEH Ve A" K
AAB N K QRESER L 8080 .

(&) ibid., 89. 9. ¥te, ¢ 6 TotoDroc vob: TO memTOY a¥ttoy, b alréa kal
dpxht Tob elvac miot Tofc HAdoce, e¥y Bv xal TabTy moepTerdc, § ab-
Toc alTeoc ToD efvar mEor Toic voovuérorc. 39, 16, dralhc O By wol
un peprypévoc By Teve kal Eeboprdc SoTiy, Evéprera By kul eFfoc
rwptc dovdpeds Te kol BAye. TocoDTov J% By §éfetxvar vn’ ’AptaToTé-
Aovs TO mpBToy afTiov, O ral kvptwc €oT} velc B 6 mpBToc vobc
P20 Alex. Aphr., In Aristotelis Metaphysica commentaria
ed. M. Hayduck (I1891) 699. 22, )

(&) intelligentia agens (E(HDNED & intelligentiae separatae QY
EQP Qv M- QHEVREYEWNOEEY Qe w2 <EQH
*U“Ew e R0 Mwm&£@°%%ff%éh%mmjfh

DE L od 20 R
A&j @&
&> WO B0 U uE” ®

) J Argg AORFEY R x«@j @ @ :52 X o— X (mtellectus materlahs)
P " HEE x — < (intellectus passivus) P Q0° HEE K — K
HEBHLA QUL DA LEQRENO K — X & [REYKEN B
HEALOQH] .Us\@,g,\q e [\.4\1‘1 D HKQWMEBEHERNINS N K QW
RAVREOVY SR RERIRIRRYA OV 500

(m) Thomas Aquinas, Summa Comr'v Gentiles, II cap. LXIL Contra
opinionem Alexandri de intellectu possibili.

H) HROT R0 KON R AEYE” HR)URLNEIYUSO Y’
intellectus in habitu ¥ intellectus qui intelligit et habset habitum
ut intelligit v 5.0 20° ‘

(RY "N uNEVE” x—x4 ‘agl ~ 5027 intellectus, intelligentia Q i
RUHL° UOHRENA MBEYROLR20° ERONEENUA® b1

BANMLE (Nanv<E0HY ‘agl MEES~ shegel YaQaQM%

rb

AEE X — X ha shegel hapi‘al WA 0e® 2yow” VORNECAWRE
QHEA” M Qx— X" intelligentia ~EED” intellectus  ~ B R4~ 10 M
WY HONL YR L. Massignon, Notes sur le texte original
arabe du Intellectu d’ Alfarabi. Arch. @’ Hist. Doct. et Litér. du
Moyen Age (1930) Appendice, I p. 158, &% cf. Thomas Aquinas,
Summa Theologica, I. q.79. ¢. 10 Q¥ Y £ 2 ¥° Hoc nomen intel-
ligentia proprie significat ipsum actum intellectus, qui est intellige-
re. In quibusdam tamen libris de arabice translatis -substantiae
separatae, quas nos angelos dicimus, intslligentiae vocantur, forte
pr or)ter hoc, qued hujusmodi substantiae semper actu intelligunt.

(m) F. Gilson, Les Sources Gréco-Arabes de I’ Augustinisme Avicen-
nisant, Arch. @ Hist et Litér. du Moyen Age (1930) p. 14 p.21.

(D intellectus adeptus ™ N A ah 3= §
WL REAN SOV pole dmeeTyrde 87 KRR « NhmyQ mtel-
lectus adeptus VB QW

0 K Q wolc EmekTyTdc Q

N BN YN K

L) Plotinos Enneades IV. 7. Y [ #RN®hx J 12140 Filig®
QRERE” HU R - CEERERL2 QYT N1 — b -
JPE«‘A RV SHLFELXUMAINS QUL S’
=) K= N»Ll;\Axi\iH.i.’d' BREG rEEYHEviehooi :’:‘_J:@Z
RE~ O P R0 (5 EREIRED®
(%> F. Heinemann, Plotin, Erforschung iiber die plotinische Frage,
Plotins Entwicklung und Sein System (19z21) s. 6. 1 Q Hes
FOELEBRBYV P oEEEYL>" #PU” vn MY 5000w
@,ﬁ,r@ (e zE der Alexandrinismus »\Jw“;—“\?@ SNB"
A Ko RNEBRENN - YT K o= K
QM E
() BERNN=23EQAR= KoK AX K Y- m(mmn
AAOR0° ARBT K—X e %X H KT .’thowp(\@ X — X QEdi
HUQsmi- Q= E v E e substantia separata i d 40

N KR Y e X

(3D Themistics, In libros Aristotelis De Anima Paraphrasis, ed. R.
Heinze (1399) 99. 18.



&) ibid, 98, 23.

() ibid, 99. 15, dvgberar 8o ©@ Jovduet v§ & mworpTerde. 99. 17.
obTw rap kai 6 ket 2vépretar vob: TP Ovvduce v@ mpocyevdueyes
elc Te rrveTae per’ ubToD Ev ydp TO 2E BAye kel eZlov:.

T ibid, 100. 18. érd udv 6 ocvrrsfuevor wobs 2x ToD Juvdpst ral
70D dveprefg

(%) ibid, 99. 24.

() ibid, 100, 19,

(%) Thomas Aquiuas, De Unit. Int. contr. Averr,,
Mandonnet, Tom. I (1927) p. 43.

Opus. Omn. p. P.
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&t*“” MOERET AN aw@%%wﬂkQ”ﬁegF< we” ””m)
KVt P\<.@{-l—;~ YaEYHLVELRT o dRNEHE 0 LD
h<@RngUMRQxOK d%+ﬂhhmlm%mwh‘
RS RO MEAT D Ww&Jpr;muw#&00°%mu%
B A RLNEIY HRAVEEY RS AN OBENVS L 2N RE
M Thn o "BBR]E (T RE ) | KKiEaER

(A‘) A\Jw?ljp + "-JLEH\II\\U\— h‘:‘w’g #“KF’_X\?

(») sive de Morte Aristotelis HIEHE® oK =k DX E” NN =
I~ N] F0Aaank X QHME rg® Ne KRN KB Y~
REMBRPAOVEROEEIKRY O SWYESS %”%0$£@%%§$
QM HERW MY £0° HEULEI 04" FELLIY 200°
FEEQH] vb B oRRP W0’

(=) £ Gilson, La Philesophie au Moyen Age (1952) p. 345.

o
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> QHE

R e NINTYT

(n) ~ Die sogenannte Theologie des Aristoteles arabisch. ed. Fr. Die-
terici (1382)

(e) NAMBEUIVPIALTELOWY S & 5° #MAKKQ»Q° Die philo-
sophischen Abhandlungen des Ja ‘Qub ben Ishag Alkindi, ed. A.
Nagy (1897) Beitrige zur Gesch. d. Ph. d. Mitteralters. II V. ™K »

CHKRIEER

4”20~ Johannes Hispalensis ¥ &1 NERHE QW 5000
Einleitung xv. 87 K2 & MK ONFHOK g—:&“ b0 Q8"
0 QEER” Jﬁﬁmh\%MJPVQS MRORT HA Y= -%
Y7 BlEngy 500 Va0

(~) ihid., s.1. Intellexi quod quaeris [scilicet) scribi tibi sermornem
breum de intellectu (et intellecto], secundum sententiam Platonis
et Aristotelis. sed sententia eorum est, quod intellectus est secun-
dum quatuor species. &£ ERQAKHY »" hae igitur sunt Partes
in quas primi sapientes diuiserunt. (8. 9) wim 57 N~ 3" K =

T

AR D KUSOMUNBEIY L0° EXMCERRA-%YE” RINH N
Av ksl QRE wﬂ%h&«®«>*'?§%UMHWM%$§’K

R MRS BEBEBONSHIY 2RI 0 QPEH LT Al
W 400 (Einleitung) < —2 87 HRYT Euyd amn CHEQRE VL
VW 50° T. J. de Boer, Geschichte der Philosophie im Islam, (1901)
S. 95, 92, 70.

(o). Die philos. Abh. d. Al-kindi S.9. . Gilson, Les Sources Gréco-
Arabes ds I’ Augustinisme avicennisant, p. 23, 26.

() £. Gilson, ibid, p. 23.

(2) Die philos. Abh. d. Alkindi, 5. 5, 7.

(=) ibid, 8. 5

() N2 e & NKRY Q intellectus adeptus A7 KRAXNE N=1 K Q  vobg |
ArekTYTéC RN U 2T WRET KNAINEN=a K QK NEUL
Q20 intellectus adeptus B ENG SR &0 U QAN K NEY 06p0-
fev » adeptus VEION QW2 QY R0AOTYRe® EH TNINH N=
nox HI 0w Qg ijﬁ\m”’

i

R e NS

€D E. Gilson, Les Sources Gréco-Arabes de I’ Augustinisme Avicen-
nisant. Appendice I. Le text Latin Médieval du de Intellectu & Al-
farabi.

(T) 20" KN e NP RO T MR AIA D K Q0 R~ Q
Wi 500 ibid, L 29 $EQEHQ0NGEKOTE" IR g
LEiEe .S VY7 Quintus est intellectus de quo loquitur Aristoteles
in libro de anima. Sextus est intelligencia quam ponit in libro de
metaphysica. HR~%" Quintus intellectus QERY /0°

) NR e DdRYQ7 >&ﬂwtwsv@0M EREEHS A VORY S0
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K=K +%vH~hvwn XxEHIstHEHE L
YRE=YY N2« &+ 0RY @7 ’Z‘%‘ifé"ﬂuﬂ””'@%”a&r@ﬂm@ AR

=7 intellectus adeptus animae ab intelligencia &4~ mtellectus in
effecty, intellectus adeptus ~v OV EER W L0 1) U 4850°

(2) ibid., L83 ff. A wREEVET EX Y ‘agl bi'l gtwah, ‘aqgl bil fil,
‘agl mustafd, ‘aql fa“dl PR0° MR” %= N KX~ X Q110 Q Bkt
intellectus, inteligencia ¥ O SV 87 EEiE(R DA

) ibid, 1179, fh. ‘

(%) ibid, 1.207—213. Sed intellectus adeptus est quasi subjectum
illis (sc. formis) et intellectus adeptus est quasi forma intellectui
in effecty; intellectus uero in effectu est quasi materia et subjec-
tum intellectui adepto et intellectus in effectu est quasi forma illi
essencie (sc. intellectui in potencia), illa uero essencia est similis
materie, et hinc incipiunt forme descendere usque ad formam cor-
poralem vlealem et hinc incipiunt elevari quosque separentur a
materils paulatim cum modis separacionis superantis se.

(2 ibid, 1. 214—233. Ex quorum ordinibus primus est ordo intellig-
encie agentis MUY ELAUT T O RIAD XFHET Nab o P RA N
#YQEES IR RN $0° '

(]) EE9seYNLvYH” ibid, ]

(3D ibid, 1. 279—283. ‘

() ibid, 1 ’)84 Cum autem ipsa penetrat intelligendo materi-

' am prlmam et ceteras materlas dat eis formas in effectu que erant
in seipsa.

N #E(ED9 Sextus intellectus ¥Rw®

3D ibid, 1 326367,

() ibid, L. 390—394.

substanciatur motor primi celi est unum ex omnibus partibus ne-

239—266.

set principium quod est |principium par quod

cessario, nec potest aliquid esse perfeccius eo, nec est el princi-
pium. Ipsum igitur est principium cmnium principiorum et princi-
pium primi eorum que sunt, et hoc est intelligecia quam' ponit
Aristoteles in littera in libro de metaphysica. 3
BN e RR N UARE KRk D K AORN ALY Q0 1 QI adHin
KRNBREVY2EUHL80° EQLREVESVSHEVER o vQkR
8 YT U gggaw ibid., L. 395. ‘ille est intelligenia prima

et primum quod est et uverum primum et unum primum. ~ Mk =

o | QB% QR

AR e M QEET N uARENRO ([RR x>
I QRHOBHT R J‘-CC’)‘N’) RTOARY RSV E—BUER
SN A wﬁfﬁUD———P\inhF\w\A@ SO SER Y MURE w2V L
48 5°
8D ibid 1. 393.
(5D cf. E. Gilson. les Sources Gréco-Arabes de ! Augustinisme Avi-

. cenmsant, p- 29.

RSN N

(83) Opera Omnia, (1495, 1508, 1545) &7 1Y 8~ Brentano, Psycho

logie des Aristoteles ~ Gilson, Les Sources Gré-"o-Arabes de I
Augustinism° Avicennisant Q Z‘L“J»%J{K\\“ Anr 0 8 R 48 A QO NC

=l

(@) BIMBECORE

<h) gﬁL %07 intellectus possibilis HE< @éﬁ HONANYRENR
intellectus agens BHE Y | D P Le°

(=) Avicenna, Lib. Naturalium, VI p.5 c.5

R ibid,, c.2. Id de quo nulla est dubitatio hoc est, quod in homine
est aliqua substantia, quae apprehendit intelligibilia recipiendo. Di-
cemus ergo, quod substantia, quae est in subjectum intelligibilium,
non est corpus neque habens esse propter corpus ullo modo, eo
quod est virtus in eo aut fera ejus.

(R) ibid, c. 4 EDLER" SILLFUELBY Ae°

). BEIERQ BRVEEZVURR0T D47 BEYY BE
EERAEY ,\\}\lk\—'—‘i‘ XY aAQe°

@A) ibid, IV. p. L c.5. .

(8) N2 e nmuWg” intelligentia agens WA VYT T MK AN 22X
HRWRAMY SR RET &ENAOEQREVYE” 3R E MRS h o KN

EAIRPBERRLN 500°

Gr) SN ECECR R ES

(R #EROEENE®

(&) ibid, IV. p.1. c.5. tunc vocatur intellectus materialis, ad simili-
tudinem aptitudinis materiae primae, quae ex se non habet ahquam
formarum, sed est subjectum omnium formarum.

(2) Thomas Aquinas, De Unitate Intellectus. Opus. Omn. p. P. Man-
donnet. Tom I p.33. #WO" MQEELBRDHY o d X YEe® (N
B XBRDY ANKQEENEROL) wL” Summa Contra Genti-

YRR 8

FEYHLSOVY LR DY R0°

= fie
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les, IL cap. LXXIII, LXXIV, LXXV. ¥ " intellectus materialis
intellectus: possibilis v D) M {EN4ndnQ Y §0°
(¥) Fr. Brentano, Die Psychologie des Aristoteles, (1867) S.12. w8

N H K

ICORERESES 0\~ intellectus agens » intellectus possibllis »HEY | O
P R0
(D) EEXDTHRESEAVR0oN YN 5V E” ,wmw Averr. De
Anima, I, L.t c. 12, (BESs W DBYL2EBLRET RAY &N A Q<
CTANEHT MUY NANAN—QBEHEVERP 0B ASL NN

¥) ibid, M4 t. c. 20, Bt per istum intellectum(quem vocat Aristote-
les passibilem) differt homo ab aliis animalibus. ; intellectus passi-
bilis 8" N= X~k A K @ vobs mafyTerés (De Anima, I' 430a 24) ¥
R0 e’ Vad” FREAVIMOWY 50° 887 «F K o NAY A K
NDH 0 X QUAEN DI BV 5 0° Summa Contra Genti-
les, II, cap. LX Quod homo non sortitur spe»lﬂm per intellectum
passivum, sed per intellectum possibilem.

2 ibid, I t. ¢.20 Dicitur enim de intellectu materiali et de 1ntellec-
tu, qui est in habity, et de intellectu agente et virtute imaginativa.
Nof o X" EERADEY intellectus passibilis wv virtus ima-
ginativa humana vz QY 50° D7 428" BQEEY intellectus
passibilis 4 virtus cogitativa v 550° 8 QRE”T Ho HEMMBRY
EAE N

R EBHAES AY 24D Ko "Jr\*%il\* — i R QU»}%@UA}L (A
©° ibid, L t. c.7. Virtus cogitativa est de genere virtutum sen-
sibilium. ﬁ&’U@%Qﬁ&%h'%ERN%&%@VKA%KV@%@
QP R0°

() BRVEEOSNNQIYT uRlmy” phanta51a YO SVARMS RS 4
COHERT APY IO e Na KR R Y 2% BEBIREQ S

APyt mwm@mLHOP phantasma RAR0° L AR K F QoY

Hoy e K.%Eféﬁﬁ#@wJP”"QﬁJP Sw@@*r@rw WAV AEREd

BN AOR00 00 EHEHVESAOHER

-%wh$HnHKLN0V”U§N Eww éO:mwngv )
KY QBRBEKMv SOV 0P R0 NQHE RoP HKERA

BAXQEBEAOECEOIYORT KOFEVE” KRBT AMALRD K

R REG 2 ZE

2UE LY 550° Qs RAY KAAYET N R
SRY N e RaI3KADNQ (BR ™ 232 DEOEBABLEBSU

=%

PR A NRKIPE BHOVoRENRLER OIS 0FE R YA
BH LS MR NaY n KPR U NRK P NEEDT R4 mN
FIBEAL 0N NI IYE” BEHES LML 8 L° ';‘f“wr\—\'ﬂeg;

EIQIBERANNYAAARGS

LY Owse=s” DESS 1] 0 Q subjectum w2 0 LE VRS ibid., Lt.c5
) ibid, Dicamus ergo nos, manifestum esse, ipsum hominum non

esse actu intelligens nisi propterea, quod copulatur cum eo intellec-
tus in actu.

(R) 1ibid, Ex hoc dicto nos possumus opinari intellectum materiam

esse unicum in cunctis individuis.

GRY bid, 5.t 36 RhY o KYHRH AACEEUREoONEY”

AQERKHLRD K AR I KPR v 0° Dest. dest. Id. TIT Ari-
stotelis doctrina est summa veritas, quoniam eius intellectus fuit
finis humani intellectus.

@D szMEx‘ha'~msxgﬂ0v#E§§©@wUMgosvﬁ’

'.u:(ﬁ‘ )1&\ :

{0 Dante, Inferno, canto IV. 144,
(XD Thomas Aquinas, De Unit. Int. Op. Omn. p. P. Mandonnet, Tom.

L p. 50. qui (sc. Averroes) non tam fuit Peripateticus quam
Peripatericae philosophiae depravator.

63




 
 
    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     範囲: 全てのページ
     トリム: 同サイズ 6.496 x 10.118 インチ / 165.0 x 257.0 mm
     シフト: 無し
     ノーマライズ（オプション）: 'オリジナル'
      

        
     32
            
       D:20080111175318
       728.5039
       北大・4
       Blank
       467.7165
          

     Tall
     1
     0
     No
     511
     265
     None
     Up
     0.0000
     0.0000
            
                
         Both
         24
         AllDoc
         25
              

       CurrentAVDoc
          

     Uniform
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus2
     QI+ 2.1a
     QI+ 2
     1
      

        
     21
     22
     21
     22
      

   1
  

    
   HistoryItem_V1
   TrimAndShift
        
     範囲: 全てのページ
     トリム: 同サイズ 6.496 x 10.118 インチ / 165.0 x 257.0 mm
     シフト: 無し
     ノーマライズ（オプション）: 'オリジナル'
      

        
     32
            
       D:20080111175318
       728.5039
       北大・4
       Blank
       467.7165
          

     Tall
     1
     0
     No
     511
     265
    
     None
     Up
     0.0000
     0.0000
            
                
         Both
         24
         AllDoc
         25
              

       CurrentAVDoc
          

     Uniform
     0.0000
     Top
      

        
     QITE_QuiteImposingPlus2
     QI+ 2.1a
     QI+ 2
     1
      

        
     21
     22
     21
     22
      

   1
  

 HistoryList_V1
 qi2base



