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TH E R E is good reason to hope tha t well-deserved and 
widespread appreciat ion o f A l b e r t u s Magnus w i l l be 

a las t ing result o f his being canonized and declared a Doc ­
to r o f the C h u r c h . H i s personal sancti ty and i ndomi t ab l e 
i n d u s t r y i n the cause o f learn ing should be a new inspira­
t i o n t o those w h o labor f o r the spread o f the t r u t h . I n 
par t icular , theologians and exegetes w i l l t u r n w i t h renewed 
zest to his con t r ibu t ions t o their subjects. Scientific men 
w i l l have their a t t en t ion called to his championsh ip o f 
observat ion and experiment d u r i n g the very age w h e n 
these ins t ruments o f knowledge were supposed to have 
been w o e f u l l y neglected. Phi losophers w i l l scan again his 
valuable commentaries w h i c h p layed so i m p o r t a n t a par t 
i n establishing A r i s t o t e l i a n t h o u g h t i n the West . 

A m o n g the ph i losophica l doctrines w h i c h A l b e r t t aught 

there is u n f o r t u n a t e l y one w h i c h has too l o n g kept many 
scholars i n the belief tha t he was less a phi losopher than 
a scientist. T h a t doctr ine has to do w i t h the p l u r a l i t y o f 
f o r m s . O n this v i t a l p o i n t his teaching has been con­
sidered ph i lo soph ica l ly unsound and to have contradicted 
the doctr ine o f his famous p u p i l St. T h o m a s . I t is to this 
quest ion tha t I w i s h to address myself i n the present article. 

O u r first i n q u i r y is: D i d A lbe r tu s Magnus really teach 
a p l u r a l i t y o f f o r m s i n any given na tura l body? A f r a n k 
denial stares at us f r o m m a n y pages o f his v/orks. He 
grants indeed tha t there may be m a n y substantial f o rms 
i n an ar t i f ic ia l body , as also i n w h a t we call a " m i x t u r e " 
( A l b e r t uses Ar i s to t l e ' s example o f wheat m i x e d w i t h 

b a r l e y ) , bu t he s tou t ly mainta ins i n repeated assertions 
tha t there can be o n l y one f o r m i n any true compound . 


