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Thomas Aquinas was a
13th Century
Dominican Friar /
theologian /
philosopher.

He was born 1224/5 in
Roccasecca, Italy, near
the city of Aquino (from
which his family name £ %
was derived). o8
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Thoma-s%‘uinas's

Argument from motion
Argument from
efficient causality,
Argument from

r Thomas%\qumas
(12251274)

Aquinas began writing his | s
. . ST.THOMAS
Summa Theologiae in AQUINAS

MMA THEOLOGICA
1266. SUMMATHEOLOGC

Aquinas's Summa
Theologiae is his most
extensive work.

It was, however,
unfinished.

It was written as a
Teacher's Guide
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Complete English
i

It was written as an attempt e
to "set forth whatever is AQUINAS
included in this Sacred

Science as briefly and

clearly as the matter itself

may allow ... in such a way

as may tend to the

instruction of beginners."

[Summa Theologiae, from the Prologue. St. Thomas Aquinas Summa Theologica:
Complete English Edition in Five Volumes, translated by Fathers of the English
Dominican Province (Westminster, MD: Christian Classics, 1981]

Works Antecedent to
the Summa Theologiae
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On Being and Essence

Writings on the Sentences of Peter Lombard
Commentary on the De Trinitate of Boethius
Exposition of the 'On the Hebdomads' of Boethius
On the Principles of Nature

Truth

Summa Contra Gentiles

On the Power of God

o~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Eirst Part: God
Second Part: Man
Third Part: Christ




>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

First Part
Prima Pars; |; la
119 questions consisting of 584 articles
ssexistence and nature of God
sscreation
seman
ssdivine government

o~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

First Part of the Second Part
Prima Secundae; |-Il; la-lae
114 questions consisting of 619 articles
ssmorality
ssthe habits
selaw,
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>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Second Part of the Second Part
Secunda Secundae; IlI-1l; lia-liae
189 questions consisting of 917 articles
ssfaith
ssprudence and justice
ssfortitude and temperance

ssacts of certain men (prophecy; tongues;
contemplative life, etc.)

o~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Third Part
Tertia Pars; |IlI; Illa
90 questions consisting of 549 articles
s Christ
sssacraments (section on penance was
unfinished)

This makes a total of 512 questions with 2,669
articles (not counting the supplement).




>~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Supplement (written by Rainaldo da Piperno)

Suppl.; Suppl. lllae

99 questions consisting ofi 446 articles
sscompletion of section on penance
ssconfession
ssindulgences
ssmarriage
sseschatology.

o~ The Content of the Summa Theologiae <

Appendicies 1 and 2 (complied by Nicolai from
Aquinas's Commentary on the Sentences of Peter
Lombard)

sspurgatory

7/5/2024
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- The Plan of the Summa Theologiae <’

Question (e.g., The Existence of God)
First Article of the Question (e.g., Whether the Existence of God is Self-Evident)
Objections
first objection
second objection

"On the contrary" (usually a quote from an authority)
"l answer that" (unpacking of his owniarguments pertaining to the article)
Replies'to each of the objections

Next Article of the Question

[repeat until all the articles for this question are exhausted]
Next Question

[repeat until all 614 questions consisting of 3,125 articles questions are exhausted]

12
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¢ Thomas Aqumas
(1225- 1274)’{

f L

Both Reason in Terms of:

formal and material logic
actuality and potentiality

material, formal, efficient,
and final causes

the division of the sciences into the
theoretical, the practical,
and the productive

14



Both Distinguish:

sensation intellection

ﬁm@ﬁm@d@m@ﬂ

thelbodyifromithelsoul

“regardiintellectuallcontemplationfasithelsupreme
human striving
lookiuponifreeichoicerasithelsourcelof:
moral action

I groundallfr .,ﬁllattainle
external sen5|ble things, instead of on sensatlons |deas
or/language

th|ng known are one and the samelin the actuallty of the
cognition

7/5/2024
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nolmetaphysicalicategonylof
sexistencerasisuchi(onlysas
Ioglcal distinction)

is) to belalForm

through the samelnelectual act

o} ultimate)
realitylinimetaphysicsiand!
ultimatelreality/linireligion

7/5/2024

~ existence isithe actuality ofall

actualities and the perfection
of all perfections

highest elementin
metaphysics is existence

existence is distinct from
essence in sensible creatures

existence and essence are known

by different intellectual acts

God is ultimate reality

17
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(1225:1274)

18



7/5/2024

liruth is defined by
thelconformity of the
intellect and thing;
and hence to know 7
S conformlty IS o - ;
tknow truth. h & W

! Q e X <’
@mm Thl} giaenllil6: 2, trans. Fathers of the English Dominican Province

Thomas Aqumas
nipste HEhHI |st|an Classics, 1948) 90 -91] (1 225 1274)

Cornrespondence
Theory of Truth

proposition :> reality

iiea/consstinomind el @fgirealy

_ ey thingJinleality

Form in the intellect

“ Form in the sensible object

19
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Aquinas employs the same notions
of act'and potency as Aristotle.

EBy.non-existence we
understand not simply those
things which do not exist, but

those which are potential,
and not actual.”

[Stimmakiheologiaey 52} trans: Fathers of the English Dominican Province

(EStnseriehiistianiClassics, 1948), 12]

28y -‘;,*;, :
omas’/Aguinas
(1225:1274)
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@bserve that some things
ex:st though they do not
ex:st while other things do
ex:t Thatwhich can be is
sal] to exist in potency; that & \!
whichialready exists is said ¢
(o) oX=N/] ¢ I: [o1 A

i4
|
Pr/nc:les lofiNature}trans: Vernon J. Bourke in The Pocket Aquinas (New York: ;{ \‘. L 'r’!s._f! g 2

SqularePress 1960),61] 4 X Thomas AqUInaS
(12251274)

YAlthing is called absolutely

possible;rnot in relation to any
power, but from the sole
habitudelof the terms which are
notlirepugnant to each other; in
whichisense possible is opposedx‘

tolimpossible, as appears from ‘

thelPhilosopher [Metaph. v, ¢ ¥

g
3

text. 17]." ff\g =gy P
! Thomas Aqumas
(12251274)
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gNowfrom, the foregoing it is evident
thatiin created intellectual
substances there is composition of
actlandpotentiality. For in whatever
thinglwelfind two, one of which is the
complement of the other, the

7/5/2024

proportion of one of them to the .4’-: .

fher is as the proportion of
potentiality:to act; for nothing is
completed except by its proper act.”

sentilesill153;/§1-2, trans. James F. Anderson (University of Notre Dame f
iti 2P 551 Reprintof On. the Truth of the Catholic Faith (Garden City, NY:
House)]

The significance of Aquinas
employment of act and
potency

©
8
_*.,

P
f
ma.,:-kl & ”;
—~Thomas Aqumas

(1225:1274)
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Sensible things are not able to
ultimately account for the
actualization of their own

potentialities.

The act/ potency of sensible things
stands in stark contrast to God's
nature of being pure actuality.

24



Not surprisingly, Aquinas
follows Aristotle in the notions
of form and matter:

"Becd‘use the definition telling what a
ls signifies that by which a thing
[‘@ Io‘cated in its genus or species,
philosophers have substituted the
term gquiddity' for. the term ‘essence.’
The Rhilosopher [i.e., Aristotle]
frequentlyicallsithis ‘what something &
to be#[quod quid erat esse; 10 11 *

V) elvol(toitien einai)]; that is to say, ‘
WhICh makes a thing to be what it '\ &

/

”i”
'|s Itis also called 'form.™ !\Q T B P :

and.‘Essence 3845 trans: Armand! Maurer, 2nd revised ed. [Mediaeval Sources Th Omas thInaS
J‘,:(Io,ronto. Rontifical Institute ofi Mediaeval Studies, 1968), 31] (1 225 1 274)

7/5/2024
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mhe Rhilosopher [Aristotle]
frequently calls this
[essence] ‘what something
WeS to be [quod quid erat
esse; 1ol t nv elvor (to ti én

einai)]; that is to say, that ¢
which'makes a thing to be '

whatlit'is. It is also called '*t - 4
\Q W ¢ "“-J‘ N <)
Thomas Aqumas

and-Essence 13§45 trans. Armand Maurer, 2nd revised ed. [Mediaeval Sources (1 225 1274)
i TiensEfien 1]‘{(Toronto Pontifical  Institute of Mediaeval Studies, 1968), 31]

ZForm and matter are
found. in composite
substances, as for

example the soul and

body in man."

and.‘ééfsehce, 15§l trans . Maurer, 34]

homas Aqumas

(12251274)

7/5/2024
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"What-ness"

Wit tONS Ealim
withirespectiteritstoperationssd SuNatlre
with respecttorits'accidents: "Substance
With respect toran intellect: " " Quiddity

with respect to its existence: Essence

Matter is not a principle of
knowing but is a principle of
individuation:.

Matter is actualized by Form.

27
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Matter and Form together
constitute the essence of the
sensible (i.e., physical) object.

(1225:1274)

28
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therefore, that
essence [in
sensible creatures] £
embraces both ?
maitter and form." ?ﬁ e,

[ “Thomas Aqumas
[@nlBeihglandiEssencellllSibitrans. Maurer, 35 (1225 1274)

29
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Matter is not a principle of
knowing the sensible object, but
is a principle of individuation
of it.

In knowing a sensible object, the
intellect of the knower grasps
the Form of the sensible object.

30



&Therefore, the manner
of knowing a thing
confoerms to the state of

the knower, which A
receives the form in its £
own way. .

(12251274)

7/5/2024
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gEromi this it follows that
nothing prevents us
fromknowing material
things through forms
which'exist lmmatenallyf

m our minds."

ames /. McGlynn, vol. 2, (Indianapolis: H 19] * u’f’{
t xg =
Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

The significance of
Aquinas’s employment
of form and matter

32
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Thomas will argue that sensible
things, being composed of form
and matter, are not ultimately
able to account for their own
existence and thus will need a
First Cause as their grounding.

Thomas will unpack the
metaphysical attributes of God
demonstrating that the particular
aspects of the nature of God
stand in stark contrast to the
form and matter aspects of
sensible things.

33
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B Ul?"as » &
7 Schoas’rlc I?a,l‘

Uses ohe Term

'‘Realism"

34
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.

wRealism’Regardingithe
Existence of'External Reality

s Realism Regarding the
Nature ofiUniversals

35
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A realist in‘thelnenzphilosophical
sense of the term is one who
approaches anissue with common

e :
sense, usually devoid of

sentimentality and naivete.

s Realism Regaring the
Existence of'External Reality

36



Herelrealismimaintains that there is
a material reality external to us as
knowers andithat this material
external reality'exists whether we
are perceiving it or not.

This notiontoffrealismyis contrasted
with Idealism. Idealism (George
Berkeley) mainta&ns that there is no
external material reality.

7/5/2024

37



7/5/2024

Any view! oftknowingithat maintains
that there Is a reality external to us
as knowers is %form of realism.

Thus, John'EockeYisia realist even
though Locke's view on how we
know externe%reality is quite
different from Plato’s, Aristotle's and
Aquinas’s views.

38
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s Realism Regarding the
Nature ofiUniversals

g YN CENS ) e TS ELS
universals (e.qg., human-ness) are
real entities th%t have existence
apart from particulars. (Plato)

39
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This notion offrealismiis; contrasted

with anti-realism’like' conceptualism

(William of Ockham) or nominalism
(DavfgI'Hume).

An-Realiom

Plato Aristotle Aquinas Hume

Extreme Moderate Scholastic Conceptualism " Nominalism

Realism Realism Realism

\;é
-

':‘
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A Realiom

Plato Aristotle Aquinas

Extreme Moderate Scholastic Nominalism
Realism Realism Realism

L:

41
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NEO-SCHOLASTIC |
ESSAYS  EDWARD FESER

FROM THE AUTHOR OF
THE LAST
SUPERSTITION

2
Teleology: A Shopper’s Guide

L Introduction

The relos of a thing or process is the end or goal toward which it points
Te notions feature in current debates in philosophy
of biology, phi of action, philosophy of mind, and phil of re-
ligion. Naturalists generally hold that teleological descriptions of natural
phenomena are either false or. if true, are reducible to descriptions

leol terms. N |

st in
generally hold that at least some
natural phenomena exhibit irreducible teleology. For example, Intelligent
Design (D) theorists hold that certain biological phenomena cannot prop-
erly be understood except as the products of an intelligence which designed
them to carry out certain functions

Teleology’s controversial status in modern philosophy stems from
the mechanistic conception of the natural world, which carly modern
thinkers like Bacon, Galileo, Descartes, Hobbes, Boyle, and Locke put
in place of the Aristotelian philosophy of nature that featured in me-
dieval Scholasticism. Following Aristotle, the Scholastics took the view
that a complete understanding of a material substance required identi-
fying each of its “four causes.” Every such substance is, first of all, an
irreducible composite of substantial form and prime matter (irreducible
because on the Scholastic view, substantial form and prime matter can-
not themselves be understood apart from the substances they compose,
making the analysis holistic rather than reductionist). The substantial
form of a thing is its naturc or essence. the underlying metaphysical
basis of its properties and causal powers; it constitutes a thing’s formal
cause. Prime matter is the otherwise formless stuff that takes on a sub-
stantial form so as to instantiate it in a concrete object, and apart from
which the form would be a mere abstraction; it constitutes a thing's ma
terial cause. That which brings a thing into existence constitutes ils

Teleology: A Shopper’s Guide

“fficient cause. And the end or goal towards which a thing naturally
points is its final cause.!
As the last sentence indicates, the notion of a final cause is closely tied
1o that of a felos and thus to the notion of teleology. But the adverb “natu-
1ally™ is meant to indicate how the Aristotelian notion of final cause differs
tiom other conceptions of teleology. For Aristotle and for the Scholastics,
the end or goal of a material substance is inherent to it, something it has
precisely because of the kind of thing it is by nanure. It is therefore not to
I understood on the model of a human artifact like a watch. whose parts
lave no inherent tendency to perform the function of telling time, specifi-
.~ ally. and must be forced to do so by an outside designer. For example, that
+heart has the function of pumping blood is something true of it simply by
uiue of being the kind of material substance it is, and would remain true

w1t whether or not it has God as its ultimate cause

T'he thinkers who founded modern philosophy and modern science re-
jrted this picture of nature. In particular, they rejected the notions of sub-
tantial form, of matter as that which takes on such a form, and of a final
~wse as an inherent end o felos of a thing. OF Aristotle’s four causes, only
Hlcient cause was left in anything like a recognizable form (and even then
e notion was significantly altered, since, as we shall see, efficient causes

were regarded by the Scholastics as correlated with linal causes).” Material
Llyects were reconceived as comprised entirely of microscopic particles (un-
, corpuscularian, or plenum-theoretic lines)

Aetood along either atomisti
Aevoid of any inherent goal-directedness and interacting in terms of “push-
Jull” contact causation alone. This “mechanical philosophy” underwent var-
wurs transformations as modern philosophy and modern science developed.
the philosophical inadequacy of the contact model of causal interaction
won hecame evident in light of the critiques of occasionalists, Humeans,
: and in any event, the model could not survive the empirical

mil other

Ton a briel exposition and defense of Aristotelian-Scholastic metaphysics and phi-
Lesophy of nature, see chapter 2 of my Aquinas (Oxford: Oneworld Publications,
009 For a more detailed exposition and defense, see my The Last Superstition.
1 Refisation of the New Arheism (South Bend: St. Augustine’s Press. 2008). The
st thorough recent defense of Aristotelian-Scholastic metaphysics is David S
Oty Real Essentialism (1ondon: Routledge, 2007),

e Renneth Clatterbaugh, The Causation Debate in Modern Philosophy 1637
75 (L ondon: Rowtledgee, 1999) for a wseful overview of the history of the early

eders” pradual tanstormation of the notion of eflicient cause

Dy
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As with much of his
metaphysics (except, notably,
regarding existence) Aquinas

tracks Aristotle in his

understanding of causality.
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Aquinas makes much out of the
difference between an agent
being the cause of the existence
of a thing and the agent being
the cause of a change in a thing.

Aquinas makes much out of the
difference between an agent
being the cause of the existence
of a thing and the agent being
the cause of a change in a thing.

48



'S much out of the
tolbe’

) iTercrice vetwean an agent

of the existence
jtolbefalcertainjwayP* I the agent being

the cause of a change in a thing.

glNow:ithe act of being is the first
effect) and. this is evident by
reasonofithe universal presence
ofithis act. It follows that the
propercause of the act of being is
theXfirsttand universal agent, .
namelyrGod. Other agents, indeed, f \’
arelnotithe cause of the actof . & )
beingiasisuch; but of being this— ? - ;,;,:L"
lofibeinglaiman or being white, for | ‘,\‘ T o
example. - Thomas A_qumas
[Stmmatcontta Gentiles, 11y 21, trans. Maurer, Vol. 2, p. 61, emphasis in Maurer] (1 225=1 274)

7/5/2024
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One can see the significance of this
distinction for Aquinas' argument for the
existence of God in his Second Way: (i.e., his
second of the famous "Five Ways*) which
are five arguments for God's existence
given in his Summa Theologiae.

While causes as such account for the
existence of things being what they are,
Aquinas will maintain there is only one
cause that can account for that they are.

50
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While causes as such account for the
existence of things being what they are,
Aquinas will maintain there is only one
cause that can account for that they are.

While causes as such account for the
existence of things being what they are,
Aquinas will maintain there is only one
cause that can account for that they are.
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L\

Analogy of Attribution
anelogous use of hiealhy’

Health exists

George IS healthy intrinsically in George.
primary analogate

Term is'understood by virtue

: . ' of the relationship to the
Foodlisthealthy:" Georgels skin sty enelogaie.

iSthealthy: secondary analogates
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Analogy of Proportion

Analogy of Proper Proportionality Analogy of Improper Proportionality

\ ¥

plants ’ S 1’ This!is a fox.
\

predication exists
intrinsically and formally:

lif animals
« exists intrinsically in each h u manS . - .
% exists formally in each ~ Herod is a fox.

a n g e | S i : predication exists

intrinsically but not
formally (only
metapharically)

Azl of Progortior)

Analogy of Proper Proportionality: | Analogy of Improper Proportionality

" 4

—
plants iihe analogy: of:

. IMProper
- animals (metaphaorical)
I |fe proportionality’is

enerally regardin
«» exists intrinsically/in'each hu mans 9 ; y'reg 9
% exists formally in each as unimportant for

angels Thomistic

metaphysics.
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Analogia Entis: The Analogy of Being

God

essence is existence

human

substance; essence and existence are distinct

accidents

exist, but not as substances exist

universals

beings of reason; Form abstracted from thing

potencies

“real" capacities

su_bsm_;tent Roc
belng Itself essence is existence

CREATOR

human

substance; essence and existence are distinct

accidents

| | : :
created being i
universals

beings of reason; Form abstracted from thing

potencies

“real’ capacities

CREATION
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The essence / existence
distinction maintains that
there is a real difference in
a created thing between its
essence and its existence.
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Essence Existence
WHAT it is THAT itis
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Younressencetasiathumaniis
dlstmct from yourexistence
as a bemg

B Youressencelis!
SWHATRyou are:
| Your existence is
WA‘F you arer
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Essence / Ex:stence b
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Aquinas’s doctrine of existence
together with his doctrine of the
distinction of essence and existence
serve as the most radical break he
has with Aristotle.

For Aristotle, to be is to be a form.
As such, there is no philosophical
notion of existence as such in
Aristotle's philosophy.
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"For Aristotle, to be
actualized meant to
acquire form. For
Aquinas, it meant to be
brought into existence,
since for him existence is
the actuality of every form
or nature."

["Aquinas and the Five Ways," Monist 58 (January 1974): 21]
Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

"From the viewpoint of
the much later distinction
between essence and the

act of existing, this
treatment must mean that
Aristotle is leaving the act
of existing entirely
outside the scope of his

Joseph Owens PhiloEoRhY:

(1908-2005)
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Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

‘tErom’thelviewpointiofithe
muchllateridistinctionfbetween
essence anditheractiof:
existing, thisitreatmentimust
mean that/Aristotlelistleaving
thelactiofiexisting entirely;
outsideitheiscopelofhis
philesophy!

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

7/5/2024
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"Tihefactiofiexistingimustibe
wholly‘escapingthisfscientific
consideration®Alllnecessany
and definitelconnections
between'thingsicanibelreduced
tolessenceq::

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

"Infalword; Aristotleldoesinot

foanlinstantideny/existence.

....Butihe doesinotiseemieven
tolsuspectithatiitliistanfact

worthy of'any/special
considerationyorthatiitiis
capablejofiphilosophical
treatment. ==

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

62



7/5/2024

"Mheldifferenceliniviewpoint
canreadily/belseeniinithe
commentany/offSt:-¥Ihomas
Aquinas’onithisiquestion:St.
Thomas' takes'greatipainsito
show/thatithe contingentifas
wellfasithelinecessanymustibe
immediately/causedibyithe
Rrimany/Being

[Josephl®@wensilhelRoctrineloftBeingiimthelAristotelian,
Metaphysics#ATStudyiin'the\GreekiBackqgrotundieiMediaeval
Thought¥8died ([TerontosiihelRentificallinstitutelofiMediacyval

Joseph Owens Studies)$309:310Nemphasislintoriginall
(1908 - 2005)

"In'alphiloseophy. conditioned by:this
fundamental doctrine ofiBeingi[in
Aristotle]; thefabsencelof'any/treatment
ofiexistence is inevitable-But this
deficiency/becomesiapparent only,
when Aristotelian thoughtiis regarded
fromiallater historical viewpoint:\What
can be'known'and contemplated for
the Stagirite is form; even though
understoodiasiact: Determinationfand
necessity and finitude are requisite.
Thel contingent andithe infinite’have no
placelin thisicontemplation: What isfnot
form), or. reducible to form, has no

Joseph Owens interest for the'Primary Philosophy; ...

(1908 - 2005)
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Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)
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"The highestiinstance of \Beingisiform;
andiitiis'that form thatis'studied'by/the
Primary/Philosophy/intallithe other
instances. An act like'that of existence
whichlis'irreducible to form, has' no
placelin the'Rrimary/Philosophy oriin
any. other science. Creation; in'the
Christian sense ofia freeicreation,
could have no.interest for'the Primary
Philesophy;even had Aristotle believed
it'as a religious dogmar... A
fundamentally’new/metaphysicsiwould
belrequired ifiit'\wereltorhaverarplace
in philosophy:*

[Josephi®@wensiilhelRoctrinelofiBeing466:46iremphasisiin
original]

Indeed, there does not seem to be a

distinctive philosophical discussion

of existence as such in any ancient
Greek philosophy.
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PHILOSOPHIES
OF
EXISTENCE

Ancient
and
Medieval
\‘ " L
??.l:\\ m Edited by ’ ~ 7
. P - R A% g < o
Parviz Morewedge e €harles H»Kahn

Atthaor of "Why Existence Did Not
Emernge as a Distinct!€oncept in Greek
B rhiosophy”

“The upshot is that, although we
can recognize at least three
different kinds of existential

questions discussed by
Aristotle, Aristotle himself
neither distinguishes these
questions from one another nor
brings them together under any
common head or topic which
might be set in contrast to other
themes in his general
discussion of Being."

X
\ &
\¥

t:‘\\ [Charles H. Kahn, “Why Existence Does Not Emerge as <=l 4
o a Distinct Concept in Greek Philosophy,* in i £ b P
1 Philosophies of Existence: Ancient and:Medieval, ed. y
PaerZ Morewedge Pariz Morewedge (New: York: Fordham University: @harles H\‘Kah n
Press, 1982), 10]

IAlthor of "Why I‘Ezdstence Did Naot
Emerge as a Distincti€oncept in Gieek
- Philosophy”
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Thomas was certainly not the
first philosopher to make a
specific mention of the
essence/existence distinction.
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There is an earlier
mention of it is by
the tenth century
Arabic philosopher
Al-Farabi.

“’; : :F’_ & ‘h\!-
Al-Farabi
. (872-950))

“We admit that essence
and existence are distinct
in existing things. The
essence is not the
existence, and it does not
come under its
comprehension.

“’; :F’_ ,‘h\!-
Al-Farabi

. (872-950))

“1_ "
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“If the essence of man
implied his existence, to
conceive his essence
would also be to conceive
his existence, and it
would be enough to know
what a man is, in order to
know. that man exists, so
that every representation

."; '_'c" A ‘b\!-
would entail an N
affirmation. . (872-950)

“But the same token,
existence is not included
in the essence of things;

otherwise it could
become one of their
constitutive characters,

“’; :F’_ & ‘h\!-
Al-Farabi

. (872-950))

N 7,
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“and the representation of
what essence is would
remain incomplete
without the
representation of its
existence. And what is
more, it would be
impossible for us to
separate them by the
imagination.

“If man’s existence
coincided with his
corporeal and animal
nature, there would be
nobody who, having an
exact idea of what man is,
and knowing is corporeal
and animal nature,

Al-Farabi
(872-950)%

N

Al-Farabi
(872-950))

N

7/5/2024
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“could question man's
existence. But that is not
the way it is, and we
doubt the existence of
things until we have
direct perception of them
through the senses, or
mediate perception
through a proof.

“If Thus existence is not a
constitutive character, it
is only an accessory
accident.”

[mhisiis a tertiary quote. Djemil Saliba quotes Alfarabi in his Etude sur la
metaphysique, pp. 84-85. Saliba is quoted by Etienne Gilson, History of
Christian' Rhilosophy:in the Middle Ages (London: Sheed and Ward,
1955, reprinted 1972), 186]

7/5/2024

70



“In order not to confuseithis
important metaphysical move
[in Alfarabi] with later ones;jit

should be noted that the
primacy of essence
dominates the whole
argumentation. Not for an
instant is there any doubt
that existence is a predicate
of essence, and becauselitis

not essentially included injit; s 43/ Etienne Gilson

it is considered an ‘accidents

(1884-1978)

"We are still far away from
the Thomistic position, which
will deny both that existence

is included in essence and
that it is accidental to it. With

Thomas Aquinas, existencel ™
will become the ‘act’ of:

essence, and thereforethe
act of being; we are not

there, but we are on the'way;

|
to it. ® &) Etienne Gilson

[Gilson, History of Christian Philosophy: in the Middle Ages, (London:
Sheed and Ward, 1972),186]

(1884-1978)

7/5/2024
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FRAN O’ROURKE

PSEUDO-DIONYSIUS

METAPHYSICS

AQUINAS
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The language of the distinction between
form and being (essence and existence)
is also found in the Liber de Causis
(Book of Causes, dated late 1000s to
early 1100s) and was accommodated by
Aquinas for his own purposes.

7/5/2024
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St. Thomas Aquinas

Cmnmenta on
the Book g( Causes

Tran

"According to the truth of the
matter, the first cause is above
being inasmuch as it is itself
infinite 'to be' [esse]. ' Being'
[ensT h bWe'\’/e‘F, lis'called that
whichifinitely participates 'to
Sbe)and itis thiswhichlist
proportioned to our intellect,
whose object is some ‘that
which is,' [quod quid est]. ...
Hence our intellect can grasp
only that whichrhas a quiddity
participating 'to be.' But the
quiddity of God is 'to be' itself."

[Thomas Aquinas, Commentary on the Book of
Causes, trans. Vincent A. Guagliardo, Charles R.
Hess, and Richard C. Taylor (Washington, The
Catholic University of America Press, 1996), 51-52]

7/5/2024
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Aquinas is the first for whom his
notion of existence and the
essence / existence distinction
will figure so prominently in his
own philosophy:.

His thinking will go on to play a
significant role in" subsequent
Christian philosophical
theology.
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Controversy over the nature of and
place of existence in Aquinas*
philosophy (with implications for the
essence/existence distinction) erupted
as early as the sixteenth century.
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THE CAMBRIDGE
HISTORY OF

SEVENTEENTH-
CENTURY
PHILOSOPHY

VOLUME |

EDITED BY

DANIEL GARBER
MICHAEL AYERS
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“Ironically, even though the
revival of Thomism was
important to sixteenth- and
seventeenth-century thought,
Thomas's theses were often
revived in a weakened form, or
even in a form that reversed
the original meaning
altogether.

" Thatiwasithelcaselwithithe
Disputationesimetaphysicae! /n
the Disputationes; Suarezfilled
thelanalogicaligap'betweenithe

finiterand:thelinfinite:by.a
univocal .concept ofibeing

(conceptusiunivocusientis),

sufficientito' representitoithe

human mind:any:being
whatsoeveriin'a confused:and
indeterminate way:*

[Jean-LuciMarion; *ilihe'ldea oflGod iniDaniel GarberandiMichael
Ayers, edst Thel€ambridgerHistonyiofiSeventeenth=Century:Rhilosophy,
vol. 1 (Cambridged€ambridgeiUniversity Rressi1998)266-261]
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Francisco Suarez
(1548-1617)

The 16th Century Thomist philosopher
Dominic Banez (in his The Primacy of
Existence in Thomas Aquinas) defended
the notion that in the philosophy of
Thomas Aquinas, existence is the
primary metaphysical notion.

7/5/2024




7/5/2024

The Primacy
of

Existence in
Thomas Aquinas

Dominic Banez

Primacy

of

Existence
Thomas

qumas

1( Ve

Dominic Banez
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Aquinas lays out his
understanding of the
essence / existence
distinction in his On

Being and Essence.

Thomas Aquinas
On being and
essence

Translated by
Armand Maurer

7/5/2024
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That essence and
existence are distinct in
sensible objects is evident
from the fact that one can
understand the essence of
a thing without knowing
whether it exists.

82



7/5/2024

83



ENow:. every essence ...
can be understood
without’knowing anything
aboutiits being. | can
know:for.instance, what a
manlor.a phoenix is and
stilllbelignorant whether it
has'being in reality.

gEromithis it is clear that
beinglis other than
essence. ... unless
perhaps: there. is a reality
who'se quiddity [essence]
istits being."

[@mBeinglandiEssenceIVA§6} transt Armand Maurer, (Toronto: The
P@ntmcal Instltute off IMidiaeval Studies, 1968), 55]

”
’
y
s
)

) T
L ¥
3\" *?&.J’J & A N <
~Thomas A_qumas

(1225:1274)

s

”
’
y
)

& 7

1 \§ ey &

Thomas Aqumas
(12251274)

l
-
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"Evthing that is in the genus of
substance is.composite with a real
eomp"sition, because whatever is in
the categony of substance is subsistent
ﬂ[ﬁ] ﬂi@ ow,'n eX|stence and its own act of

..'.;?;/ :

ng and the subject of being. : hom-as Aqumas
te)XXVII 5 ad: 8; t . Robert W.
il oa:ise:)Hackett, 1394), v.r%r,]spp.%‘I?-CS’IZ] (1225:1274)

Aquinas’s doctrines of existence
together with the essence /
existence distinction constitute a
metaphysical innovation whose
significance is virtually inestimable.
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"The real distinction
between essence and
existence could be
regarded in neothomistic
circles as the fundamental
truth of Christian
philosophy, which
pervaded the whole of
Thomistic metaphysics."”

[Joseph Owens, "Aristotle and Aquinas," in Norman Kretzman
and Eleonore Stump, eds., The Cambridge Companion to

Joseph Owens Aquinas (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993): 39]
(1908-2005)

These doctrines are what enable
Aquinas to turn the pagan
philosophy of Aristotle into the
Christian philosophy that Thomism
is, particularly regarding the
existence and attributes of God and
the doctrine of creation.
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The infinitive of the Latin verb sum (I
am) is ‘esse’ and is often translated into
English as ‘being’ or ‘existence.’
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While it was not uncommon in the
Middle Ages for philosophers to use the
term 'esse’as a synonym for ‘essence,’
Aquinas at times distinguishes the two,

describing the latter as that which

receives esse.

In Aquinas's metaphysical schema,
form and matter in sensible things
together constitute an essence.
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Essence and esse together constitute a
being (ens, the participle of the Latin
verb “to be”).

As matter is in potency to form, matter
and form together (i.e., an essence) is in
potency. to existence (esse).

Form actualizes matter; existence (esse)
actualizes essence.




"When existence is
considered in relation to
the thing it makes exist, it
may be regarded as
actualizing the thing and,
accordingly, it appears as
the actuality that gives
the thing existence."

[Joseph Owens, An Interpretation of Existence (Houston: Center for
Thomistic Studies, 1968), 51]

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

If you saw a giant glass ball;
you might ask how did it
come to be. ||

7/5/2024
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But if you were hearing music,
you wouldnot ask how it came to be.

-

Rather, you would ask what is causing
the music to,be right now.
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SS ;! ”
Jl@mas%q /naeW/
2InGe”

eNowisince God is very
begin'by His own
essence), created being
hasito'be His proper
effect.... Now God
causes: this effect in
thingsinoet only when
the%?first begin to be,
butiasilong as they are

preserved in being... f\ homas'Aqumas
‘ (1225= 1274)
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e

’. '. ; (\\f';,v,/ ‘:‘ ‘ :
N Tﬁn@ Essen -

Exielthioe -
nglsmo’rlon 3s ain
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gWWhatever belongs
toralthing is either
caused by the
principles of its
nature' ... or comes
tolit from an € ¥ e

s

extrinsic principle.” f ~Thomas®Aquinas

(1225=1274)
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Is the reason you are where you
are because you are human?

Is it part of your essence
as human to'beywhere you are?

Are you whereiyou are by virtue
of being human?

Is being where you are caused
by the principles of your
essence?
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Why, then, are you able to be
where you are even though it is
not part of'the principles of your

essence to be where you are?
L .

You are where you are because
of something external to the
principles of your essence.

-
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In other words; you are where
you are because you caused
yourselfto be where you are.
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Iskthelreasonty.oulexist
thecauselyoutarerhimani?

Is it part of your essence
as; a human (© ex:st?
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Do} yo_’u"iiexist by irtue
ofibeingihtimaniz

5 your‘_.’e()"(istenc"‘e caused
S byithelprinciplestoflyour
TR
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Clearly, the answer
ito these questlons ISTNo:

But lf you are not the icause

L of your own existencesithen

Yyourg ex:_stence imustbe
caused b '"'somethmg else.
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bmg itself into being, “s . _-,5,.;-5

1 T = . \' !!ma,ug,.. =
which'is impossible. Thomas Aquinas

(1225:1274)

Zltifollows that everything

whose being is distinct

tromyits nature must have
being from another."

Izj&Sénce, I\V/4/§7 trans. Maurer, 56-57]

g
2

\‘ — "a"-f ()
Thomas Aqumas
(12251274)
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But what about
that thlng S ex:stence’?

Either lt ex:sts by v:rtue ofiits
essence lorit I'S caused torexist
by somethmg else

7/5/2024




Gan thi's go on to (niiniky?

7/5/2024
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S ESVACIREISS
Proofs: The Uncaused
Cause. Nothing is
caused by itself. Every
effect has a prior
cause, and again we
are pushed back into
regress. This has to be
terminated by a first
cause, which we call
God."

[Dawkins, The God Delusion, 77]

"All'three of these

arguments [by.
Aquinas] rely upon the
idea of a regress and
invoke God to
terminate it. They
make the entirely
unwarranted
assumption that God
himself is immune to
the regress."

[Dawkins, The God Delusion, 77]

7/5/2024
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WihiilelifisktitiesthatyAquinaspisesithe
explessionmthisfcannotigeIonkte
infinityssinghistfamouskargumentsyory

Godisiexistences

& Eirst Way =
lfithat by which it is put in
motionibelitself put in motion,
thenithisialso must needs be
pulinfmotion by another, and
thatiby/another again. But this
cannot go on to infinity,
because then there would be & *

. ) z\g i
nofirst mover ... W Thomas Aqumas

(1225 1274)
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~>Second Way <

=ENow’in efficient causes, it is
not'possible to go on to
ity because in all efficient
causes following in order, the
firstiis/the cause of the
intermediate cause."

e Third Way <

EButfevery necessary thing
ithe@has’its necessity caused
bysanother, or not. Now it is

impossible to go on to infinity
infnecessary things which
hayeltheir necessity caused by
another, as'has been already
provediin regard to efficient
causes."

7/5/2024

”
’
y
s
)

b 3

l\‘ WG "::"'J‘ ™ «

Thomas Aqumas
(1225=1274)

l
-

Thomas Aqumas
(12251274)
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s aw kinstisimistakengingasSuimine
thaAquinasiisimakincgfanlinfinite
HEYLESS @[F@ﬂﬂ[ﬁ]ﬂ@[mﬁ like}themkKalam

CosmologicalfAsgumeint

Cosmological
Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG
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The Universe beganito
exist.
Cosmological Whatever begins tolexi
Argument has a causelofiits
existence.
Therefore, the universe
has a cause ofiits
WILLIAM LANE CRAIG existence.

Note carefully the logic of the argument?
Aquinas is not arguing:

"Since there cannot be a infinite regress;
there must be a first cause."

Rather, he is arguing:

Sinceftheiielmusibelfirsticause’
therefcannodbefanlinfiniteliegress.

7/5/2024
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Not: If (since) there cannot be an infiniteiregress;
there must be a first cause. There cannotibe
an infinite regress. Therefore, therelis’affirst

Rather: If (since) there is a first cause; there]
cannot be an infinite regress. Therelisial
first cause. Therefore, there cannotibelan
infinite regress.

1. IR Sk&is
2. F /SR

7/5/2024
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Dawkinspisinofaloneinghisimistaken
assumptionithia@Aguinasyisyaiguing
fothelimpossibilityfoffanlinfinite
regiesstingthejkalamisenser

71’{' Pl’f-l‘ﬂftl;’l?."‘:'{i'(f-t‘;?.fﬂ‘!h'_lf

- e AN INtemacive Arrgoactt William E Lawhead

—
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“Critics have'had the
most problems with'the
third premise of
Aquinas’s [second way]
argument. Why can;t
there be'an infinite
series oficauses?2 Isnit
the series of.whole
numbers an infinite

i3 series?”
William F.

[William E. Lawhead, The Philosophical Journey: An'Interactive
Approach, 2 ed. (New York: McGraw-Hill, 2003): 321.]

The Medieval Mind

W.T. JONES

W"Jones
‘ (1910%1998)
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“The question, however, is
whether such an infinite series
of motions (or causes) is
conceivable. Thomas, of course,
denied that it is. In reply, the
series of positive integers—1, 2,
3,4, 5, and so on—could be
cited. Itisiclear.that this series
does not have a last term ...
Similarly, it could be said that
before any time t, however
remote in the past, there was an
earlier time t— 1, in which
motion was occurring. If there is
no greatest positive integer, why
need there be any first motion?"
[W.T. Jones, A History: of Western Philosophy: The

Medieval Mind. (Fort'Worth: Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich College Publishers, 1969): 219]
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-

"Phllosop#)ers have raised
Ao key objections to this
[Thomistic] ce,sﬁ?ologlcal
argumenty The first
concerns its contention
that there can be no ™
infinite regress in the,
causal sequences of the™
universe. But why not?
- Isn't it possible that the
umverse@m;g@‘
existed.forever and that
things in'it have simply
been moving forever?"

[Manuel Velasquez, Philosophy: A Té%with Readings, 8 ed.
(Belmont, CA: Wadsworth, 2002): 286, emphasis added]

What Is

ATHEISM?

A
Short
Introduction

DOUGLAS
: E. KRUEGER
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"In order to establish the

conclusion of,the
argume?w‘t' ﬁf’t’h‘e e'w?’gument
werelvalid) Qe theist
mgylfd Iﬁaxvettﬁ@gf%!ﬂgw
premise which asserts
that the chain cannot go
back infinitely far.
Philosophers such as
Aquinas have simply
assumed that everyone
would agree that such a
regressiisiimpossible."
[Douglas E. Kruegers @@@At@,@z A Short

Introduction (Amherst,"NY:*Prometheus Books,
1998): 149]
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"Aquinas believed that one
could argue back from the
things thatiwe observe in the
world to a prime mover, a first
cause or a great designer
behind it. In each case the
drift of the argument follows
the same basic pattern. Every
event must have a cause.
Nothing causes (or, for that
matter, movesior'designs)"
itself. If wepress farenotgh
back, we rnus.,_t ackngw_ledge
some first cause, prm‘;y
mover or great'designer of all
things=*

[Colin Brown, Philesophy‘and the(«',‘hristian Faith
(Downers Grove lllEinterVarsitysPress, 1968): 26-
27, emphasis added]

Atheism Non-Human Creation
Humanity Image of God Desire
Alienation Jesus Christ Mediator
Atonement Christology Holy Spirit

Ministry Sacraments
fion

SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

Anthony C. Thiselton
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"Other thinkers in theistic
religions have held this
position. The Islamic
philosophers al-Kindi (c.
813-c. 871) and al-Ghazali
(c. 1058-1111) believed
that the infinite chain of
caused causes is
impossible, as Aristotle
and'Aquinas'did. This'is
sometimes called the

[Anthony C. Thiselton, Systematic Theology (Grand
Rapids: William B. Eerdmans, 1985), 64-65,
emphasis in original]

A Bal'mced
Apologetic

l{nndl(l B. Md\(‘l\

rd by Kennet h Ka
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“Tiheldeniallofithelpossibility:ofian;unending;
sequenceloficausesiandleffectsiwould'seemito
belantassumption

logically/demonstrated!by; thelargument;

[RonaldiBiMayers ¥Both/And:A! Apologetici(Chicago:
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John Hick

992:2012)
&

John Hick
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Bertrand
Russell
Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

Rt

”ﬂmﬁb@@umm

m
@ff‘

dep_end-s upon the
impossibility of an

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)
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ZTakelagainithe arguments

professingito, the
of God- Alllof:
exceptithe
in}lifelessithings
imposSibility of a series
having no first term. Every
mathematician know that
therelisfnofsuch
impossibilityAthe series of
negative integers ending
with minusione is an
instanceitoithelcontrary:

[Bertrand'Russelly A¥History off Western Philesophy

(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1972)#462]

It is my contention that all of these
are misunderstanding Aquinas and

that Aquinas is not making a Kalam
type of argument.

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)
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To understand Aquinas’s argument
here, it is necessary to understand

the distinction between two types of
infinite series.

iniplitim;
(eccicental Infiniis)

7/5/2024
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Christian Apologetics Journal, 8:1 (Spring 2009)
©2009 Southern Evangelical Seminary

TWO NOTIONS OF THE INFINITE IN
THOMAS AQUINAS’ SUMMA THEOLOGIAE
1, QUESTIONS 2 AND 46

Richard G. Howe, Ph.D.

Near the beginning of his Summa Theologiae, the thirteenth cen-
tury Dominican monk, Thomas Aquinas, claims that “the existence of
God can be proved in five ways.™ These arguments are regularly re-
ferred to as his Five Ways and are for many perhaps the most familiar
reading from Thomas. OF particular interest for my purposes are the
first three of these Five Ways in which Thomas clearly denies the pos-
sibility of “going on to infinity.” [ have discovered that a number of

1. Deun esse quingue viis probari potest. Thomas Aquinas. Summa Theologiae 1, 2.
3. Al English translations are from Summa Theologica of St. Thomas Aquinas, translated
by Father of the English Dominican Province (Wes r. MD: Christian Classics.
1981). Thomas acknowledges that certain of these arguments are not completely original
with him. They are found for example in Aristotle’s Physics VI, 1 241124 and Metaphysics
NI 7 1072°23. Though the Five Ways are Thomas most famous arguments for God's
cartain ones of them are expounded with greater detail in other of his works.
Wi Summa Contra Gentiles 1,13,

existens

datur] i wfintin

Richard ¢ Honwe s Professor of \pologetics a Southern Evangelical
Semueny i Chanlotte: Ne

dIn‘efficient causes it is

impossible to proceed to
infinity/per se — thus, there
cannotibe an infinite number

oficauses that are per se

required for a certain effect. ...
Butiitiisinot impossible to
proceed tolinfinity accidentally
riegards efficient causes ..." ¥'\§ ==——up, L=

omas Aguinas
1225-1274)

[(Stimmakiineologiaek @ 46\ i adi7]
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i diplitvim;
(accicdental Infniie)
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Itfisfaccidental to this

particular man as
generator to be
generated by another

man' for he generates as £ §
falman, and not as the #

son of another man.' iF Bl

umma Nheologiaekl, @46 i, ad 7] r ThomaS AqL“nas
(1225:1274)

mfmltum {RET se
V4 (perfse mﬂmte“) k
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"The proof in no'way,
considers movement
as a present reality the
existence of which
requires an efficient
cause in the past;
which is God.

e
B &) Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"It aims simply at
establishing that in the
universe as actually
given, movement; as
actually given, would
be unintelligible
without a first Mover:
communicating it torall
things.

"In other words the
impossibility of an
infinite regress must
not be taken as an
infinite regress in time;
but as applying to'the
present consideration
of the universe.*

[The Philosophy of St. Thomas Aquinas, trans. Edward!Bullought(New:
York: Dorset Press, n.d.), p. 76]

-

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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ENowisince God is very being
bylHis'own essence, created
beingimust be His proper
effectl... Now God causes this
effectiinithings not only when
they/first begin to be, but as
longlasithey are preserved in

[Simmakifheologiackl @46, i, ad7]

' ~Tho

m'as'Aqumas
(1225-1274)
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wAsithe production of a thing
existence depends on the
willlof\God, so likewise it
dependsion His will that things
should beipreserved; for He
doesinot preserve them
othenwise than by ever giving
themlexistence; hence if He took
awaylHisfaction from them, all
thingsiwould be reduced to

[StmmakTieelogiaekih i@ 9lli]

ENowithere is a being that
istitstown being: and this
follows from the fact that
there. must needs be a
beingithatis pure act and
wherein there is no
composition.

7/5/2024

|
(1225 1274)

S\Q "‘“ S % y
- Thomas ,_qumas
(1225-1274)
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gkHence from that one being
alllether'beings that are not
theirrown being, but have
being by participation,
must needs proceed."”

E@B(IIE—JRW' quaestiones disputatze de potential dei, Bk. I, Q. 3, art. 5,
citransYEnglishiDominican|Fathers (Eugene: Wipf & Stock2004), 110.]

K\ Thomas'Aqumas
(1225-1274)

IS} S@methmg

foﬂV%%h th@re isine,

c‘é ‘
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#lolGodlalone does it

[SummaNTheologiaellh @ 12, art.iv]

gEverything that is not pure
being has a cause of its
being':::. Itis evident, then,
Mithatlit holds its being
fromithe first being, which
isibeinglin all its purity; and
thislis/the first cause, God.

n :§§’_e_-nce, IV2i§7trans. Maurer, 56-571

7/5/2024

Thom'as Aqumas
(1225=1274)

homas Aqumas
(12251274)
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Existence as such is unlimited
and contains all perfections.

Existence as such is unlimited
and contains all perfections.

Existence is limited, if you will,
only when conjoined with form
or with form and matter.

7/5/2024
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Jhe I'oo_r,\rl'llustration

balloenitipsto the/e‘xtent of
Acconding to’t'l'ih a
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Athorse contains
all'the perfections =
oftexistence up to
the extent of and
according to the
limitations of the 3
essence of horse.

Athuman contains
allithe perfections
of existence up to
the extent of and | |

according to the /& \
limitations of the ’ ‘
essence of

human.
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"An alternate word for
actuality in this respect
is "perfection”
(entelecheia). It was
used by Aristotle along
with actuality to
designate the formal

elements in the things.

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

“These perfected the
material element in the
sense of filling its
potentiality and
completing the thing.

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)
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“Since existence is
required to complete
the thing and all the
formal elements and
activities, it may be
aptly called the
perfection of all
perfections. "

[An Interpretation of Existence (Houston: Center for Thomistic Studies,

Jose ph Owens 1968), 52-53]
(1908-2005)

perfection

(entelecheia, eviekeyeio)

en, ev = in
+
telos, telog = end, goal
+
echein, gyelv = to have
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perfection

(entelecheia, eviekeyeio)

to have the end or goal in

A being whose essence is its
existence will have, indeed, will
BE, all the perfections of
existence without limit.
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Since in God there is no
essence/existence distinction, then all
the perfections of being exist in God
because God's being is not conjoined

with (and, thus, not limited by) form.

£God!is absolute
form) or rather
absolute being"

(DEUSISIipSatformasivelipotilisiipsum esse). Summa Theologiae, |, 3, 2
&7 I

P

' \~Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)
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£Godisisupremely being,
inasmuch as His being is
notidetermined by any
nature to which it is
adjoined; since He is being
itself, subsistent,
absolutely undetermined.”

[StmmaliiheologiaekN QN anthivi]

o = i;v" o 7
mas ‘Aguinas
(1225-1274)

An infinite being (i.e., a being whose
essence is esse) possesses all
perfections in superabundance.
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i the perfections
following from God to
creatures ... pre-exist in
Goad unitedly and simply,
whereas in creatures
they. are received,
divided and multiplied."

IStmmal Theoeg'iée! I513,14]

"Wherefore it is clear

(12251274)
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vAlllperfections existing

imicreatures divided and

multiplied, pre-exist in
God unitedly."

[SUmakiheologiaeihi3 5]

&l

f\g"ﬂrmug <

Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

“Being is conceptualized
technically as an act or
perfection of a subject. ...
It expresses the act or

perfection that makes a
thing be."

[An Elementary Christian Metaphysics, (Houston: Center for Thomistic
Studies, 1985), 59]

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)
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“Nothing of the
perfection of being can
belwanting to Him who is
ubs:stmg being itself."

"
3

"

b

;f \Q “'r"!i. :
Thomas kqumas
(1225=1274)

This is the philosophical
grounding for'all the

classical attributes of God.

144



7/5/2024

Marrying the metaphysics of
Aristotle with the innovations of
esse and the essence / existence
distinction, Aquinas was able to

demonstrate the existence and
attributes of a God that Aristotle’s
philosophy could never foresee.

"Thomism was not the upshotiof
a better understanding of:
Aristotle. It did not come outiof
Aristotelianism by way of
evolution, but of revolution:

-»
® &) Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"Thomas uses the language of:
Aristotle everywhere to makeithe
Philosopher say that there is only,

one God, the pure Act of' Being;

Creator of the world, infiniterand
omnipotent, a providence forall
that which is, intimately present
to every one of his creatures,

especially to men, every onelof,

whom is endowed with a

personally immortal soul

naturally able to survive thel S ‘}/
death of its body:

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

"The best way to make Aristotle
say so many things he never. said
was not to show that, had he
understood himself better than
he did, he would have said them?
For indeed Aristotle seems to
have understood himself pretty.
well.

o

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

7/5/2024
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"He has said what he had to say;
given the meaning which he
himself attributed to/the
principles of his own philosophy:
Even the dialectical acumeniof
Saint Thomas Aquinas could not
have extracted from the
principles of Aristotle more than
what they could possibly yield:

e
B &=, Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

"The true reason why: his
conclusions were different from
those of Aristotle was that his
own principles themselves were
different. ...

e
B &) Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

7/5/2024
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"In order to metamorphose the
doctrine of Aristotle, Thomas has
ascribed a new meaning toithe
principles of Aristotle. As a
philosophy, Thomismiis
essentially a metaphysics: Itiisia
revolution in the history ofithe
metaphysical interpretation ofithe
first principle, which is *being=

[Etienne Gilson, History of Christian Philosophy:in thefMidalerAges;
(London: Sheed and Ward1972), 365]

“Though Aquinas
Is talking Aristotle}
he is thinkingfhis
own metaphysics
of esse-s

[John E. X: Knasas, “lThomistic ExistentialismianditherSilencelofithe
Quinque Viae.* Modern Schoolman 631 (Marchi986)#15 7= (P15 9)]

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"The argument, then, remained
the same in structure and
procedure when used by Aristotle
to reach a multiplicity of celestial
souls and finite separate
substances, and when used by

Aquinas to prove the existence of

the unique and infinite God. But

the respective assessments of
actuality cause radical difference

in the result of the
demonstration."
Joseph Owens [Joseph Owens, "Aquinas and the Five Ways," The Monist 58 (January
(1908-2005) e

cAll men
kinow. this to
be God." _

[SUnaRTnEologiaeil2)s] .‘t — g &

~Thomas Aqumas

(12251274)
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the chlldren of ISFaell 77
has sent me to y you T A
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