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TIMIE

glwolthingsifillithe:mind
withleverinew.and
increasingjadmiration and
awejtheloftenersand more
steadilyiwelreflect on

them:thelstarry,;heavens

abovelmeland.the moral

llawjwithin:me.*

rcig_é&[j?_eason, transt LewisiVV hite|Becki(NewaYork: Macmillan' Publishing;
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Immanuel Kant
1724-1804




ginningwith sensible
gs,ourintellect is led
tolthelpoint of knowing
aboutiGod.that He exists,
and other such
characteristics that must
belattributed to the
EirstPrinciple."

Gen_tiles, 135183} trans” Anton C: Pegis (Notre Dame: University of

[DamelRressi1975164]

gEromlevery.effect the existence
oflits|proper.cause can be
demonstrated, so long as its
effectslare  better known to us;
because!since every effect
dependsiupon its cause, if the
effectiexists; the cause must pre-
lexist¥Hence the existence of God
can/be demonstrated from
thoselof/His effects which are
known to us.."

[Summal Theologlca‘l Q27Art 27 trans. Fathers of the English Dominican Province
(\Westminster: Christian| Classics) 1948),:12]

Thomas Aqumas
1225-1274 "

Thomas Aqumas
1225-1274"




The Bible!s§Testimony. to
thelExistencelofiGod

. The heavens declare the glory of God : _.
" and the firmament shows His =~

% handlwork Day unto day utters speech,

, : _'and nlght unto nlght reveals knowledge. . - :
. There is no speech nor language where -

thelr voice is not heard. Their line has -
St gone out through aII the earth and thelr.'-_ i

words to the end of the worId Ry
s o SRR Psalm 19 1




The heavens declare

HlS nghteousness

And all the peoples
see HlS glory

Psalm 97 6

",*i
|

0l unde'rétood by, th_g%t'hings that rﬁcﬁle,
| His eternal Pale and Godhe_ad




For,wheanentlIes;_who do] not
G O A —

ve"the lawzbygnature do the B=
| thmgsmth%iw,bthese =

although no .hlhavar")lg th'g EITAEIY

Ia'yv to thenlzselvejs m{ro show
the work of. the law wntten
=¥ [ thé’f?‘heé‘?t‘s" I!
i_' - ; ll " Rom* 12414153

- and g/aa’ness

Acts 14:1 7
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Classical Empiricism
Nature of Reality
Metaphysics
Nature of Truth

Laws of Logic
Principles of Reasoning




CosmologicallArgument
leleologicall/Argument

AttributesiofiGod
GodlandiCreation




Historicity/ofithelBible
ilhelBiblelonlJesus
JesusionithelBible
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Godﬁa‘s Tl)e$Cause

of ’rhe Beginning
of ’rhe""-Unlver*se
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. The Universe began to
exist.

. Whatever begins to exist
has'alcause of its
existence?

Therefore, theluniverse
has a cause of its
existence.

The Scientific
Evidence for the
Beginning
of the Universe




v'Big Bang Theory
v Expanding Universe

v Second’lEaw, of
Thermodynamics

God as the%
Cause-ofith ess
:- Demgnof /’rhe

Oy \(\
U‘nlverse —
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The Scientific
Evidence for the
Design in the
Universe

Extrinsic Design of the

Universe as a Whole
s Design as fine tuning for life
» Design as the origin of life
Intrinsic Design of
Living Systems
s Design as information

s Design as irreducible complexity.
s Design as knowledge of reality

14



= Strengths <

These arguments appeal'to the common sense
notion that something can only:begin to exist by
being caused to exist.

These arguments appeal'to the common sense
notion that;anything that exhibits sufficient
evidence of design is likely.caused by:an
intelligence.

15
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= Strengths <

They. often appeal to data from contemporary.
science (with all of science's social, etc., clout).

They generally avoid:trafficking in the
technicalities of academic philosophy which are
less familiar than the general categories ofithe

sciences:

~ Weaknesses <

These arguments do not demonstrate that the
cause of the universe still exists.

These arguments do: not demonstrate that the
cause. of the universe is God (i.e., that the cause
has the attributes of classical theism).




< My Weaknesses <

Certain aspects of the science are disputed by.
some.

Such disputes invariably. get technical and, thus,
are beyond the knowledge of the non-scientist.

<> My Weaknesses <

»> Certain aspects of the science are disputed by
some.

» Such disputes invariably: get technical and, thus,
are beyond the knowledge of the non-scientist

like:me.




"Other arguments may
vividly suggest the
existence of God, press it
home eloquently to
human consideration, and
for most people provide
much greater spiritual
and religious aid than
difficult metaphysical

Joseph Owens demonstrations.

(1908 - 2005)

"But on the philosophical
level these arguments are
open to rebuttal and
refutation, for they are not
philosophically cogent.*

[Joseph Owens, "Aquinas and the Five Ways," Monist 58 (Jan.
1974): 16-35. (p. 33)]

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)
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Gilson was concerned about
"the liberty which [physicists
and biologists] grant
themselves of philosophizing
... and presenting their,
philosophy as if it were'a
matter of their science: ™

"It does not bother. themlif;
the philosophy thus bandied
about under the name of:
science often consists'inia
denial of the validity, of
philosophical positionias
accepted by those whose
metier is philosophy. "

(1884-1978)

>
B &) Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"Holding reasonably thatlis
necessary to have learnedia
science in order to be
authorized to speak aboutlit; he
does not for an instant doubt
that it is a matter of
indifference who may be
authorized to speak of:
philosophy, provided only that
he knows some other:
discipline.®

[Etienne Gilson, Linguistics and Philosophy: An Essay.on the

Philosophical Constants of Language (Notre Dame: University: ofiNotre;
Dame Press, 1988), xvii]

-
W &) Etienne Gilson

(1884-1978)
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Thomas 'Aquinas was a
13thiCentury Dominican
theologian:

ssborn 1224/5 in Roccasecca, Italy




Complete English
Edition in 5 Volumes

ST. THOMAS
AQUINAS
SUMMA THEOLOGICA

Translated by the Fathers of the English Do

“The Church believes today, as | ISm is an
ark of salvation, capable of ke trine.”
A.G. Sertillanges, O.P., The Intellectual Life.

One of the world’s oldest and greatest masterpieces

SAINT SUMMA
THOMAS |CONTRA
AQUINAS [GENTILES

BOOK
ONE:
GOD

Translated,

with an Introduction
and Notes,

by

ANTON C. PEGIS,
FRS.C.
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23



Thererareitwo great
philosophical traditions
in Western thought that
have endured since the

ancient Greeks.

b, SE
. ‘-‘ '.‘ .“_;_ .-‘ “i,:.r v
[ ] . \‘
T ‘.
rFISIOLE;
t

(384-322'BC), 1
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t ph;l’c’)sophlcallthieo‘loglal'
tradltlonsmChrlsﬂgn
thought that/hav‘tracked
RS
these two Greek! <

phl|0$6phl§5| tradltlohs

QAqumas

(1225- 1214‘)‘_3,,,
.:n’i..f ‘
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René Descartes
(1596-1650)

Immé‘huel Kant
(1724-1804)
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Continental'RationalistiTradition
Gottfri dWlhI Leibniz

BritishJEmpiricistiraditionii

Joh? Locke George Berkeley
(1632-1704) (1685-1753)

these traditions lhave answered

certaln.basw qtgstlons about

the nature of.reality and our
knowledgelofiit! will enable usito

position many questlons'and

. e
concerns:welhave as Chrlstlans

v e

27



Cor mpl:t e Engli h
Edition in 5 Volum

ST, THOMAS
AQUINAS
SUMMA THEOLOGICA

Translated by the Fathers of the English Dominican Prov

“The Churg hhelme: today, as she
ark of sa capable fkcc))
A. G. Sertillanges, O.P., The Inte Hecu/l_)/

One of the world’s oldest and greatest masterpieces

Thomas Aquinas's
"Five Ways"

Argument from motion

Argument from efficient
causality

Argument from
necessary being
Argument from degrees
of perfection

Argument from final
causality




Thomas Aquinas's
"Five Ways"

Argument from motion

Argument from efficient
causality

Argument from
necessary being
Argument from degrees
of perfection

Argument from final
causality

Thomas Aquinas's
"Five Ways"

Argument from motion
Argument from efficient
causality

Argument from
Argument from degrees
of perfection

Argument from final
causality




SAINT
THOMAS
AQUINAS

SUMMA
CONTRA
GENTILES

BOOK
ONE:
GOD

Translated,
with an Introduction
and Notes,

..'\INTU\'('. PEGIS, ¥ 4 T {;" - -
ERS.C. ..‘-’,, Thoma$ I‘A‘-qulnas
1225-1274 :

Thomas Aquinas
On being and

es8SeEnce
Translated by §8% y\t-rwﬁ' =,
Armand Maurer g wThomas /?.;CIUInag:

12251274
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|s’ro’r|e and ﬂqumas
~ A
Slmllam’rles

e

Ganibr fa_’;f; Gomparion
(/]

EDITED BY

NORMAN KRETZMANN
Joseph Owens AND ELEONORE STUMP

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

CONTENTS

JOSEPH OWENS, C.5s.K

i Thomas Aqumas
| 1225 - 127429

| U
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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

Both Distinguish:
thelmateriallfromjthelimmaterial

'sensationifromlintellection

theltemporalifromitheleternal

thelbodyifromithelsoul

33



Both:

regardi/intellectual contemplation'as the supreme goal of
human striving

lookiuponifree choice as'the source of
moral action

groundiallinaturally;attainable'lhuman knowledgeion
external sensibleithings; instead of.on'sensations; ideas;
or. language

lookiuponicognition'as'aiway.of being/ini\which'/knower.;and
thing known are one and the same in the actuality of the
cognition

iy
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s’ro’rlean ﬂqumas
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nolmetaphysicallcategorylof,
existencelasisuchi(onlylal

llogicalldistinction)

'metaphysicslisiEorm
forfeverylbeingitolbe’
, isitolbelalEorm

® Thomas Aqumas
1225 - 12:74 ,/

-

existence is thelactuality, of all

actualities and the perfection
of all perfections
highest element in
metaphysics is existence

existence is distinct from
essence in sensible creatures

existence and essence are known

by different intellectual acts

Ultimate category. in metaphysics
is' being; God'is'infinite being
itself (ipsum esse subsistens)

35



Hqumas
Hr*gumen’r

All offAquinas's arguments
demonstrate, not that there
is'a.cause of the universe’s
beginning to exist, butithat
there is a cause of'the
universe's current existing.

36



His'arguments: are
indifferent as to.whether
the universe began to exist
a finite time ago or has
existed fromall eternity.

The argument employs
Aquinas’s philosophical
doctrines of:




essence
existence (esse)

essence / existence
distinction

Es;sence / Ex:stence
" Dlstlnctlo ?’&

38



The essence / existence
distinction maintains that
therelis'a real difference'in
a created thing between its
essence and its existence.

Essence  Existence
WHAGt is THATItIS




"What-ness"

\withlrespectitolalthing/sloperationsy |

thirespectitolalthingisimatter

withirespectitoiaithing;siaccidentsas fSubstance
Wwith respectitoiaithing;siintellect: Quiddity,
with respect to a thing's existence: Essence

gEverythingithatiisiinithe genus of
substancelis\composite with a real
composition} because whatever is in
ithelcategory/ofisubstance is subsistent
inlitsfownlexistence, and its own act of
mustibeldistinct from the thing
Jotherwiselit.could not be distinct

gees inithe formal character
ddity; for,such agreement is

Ad’
ll things that are directly in ’ l‘
al category;"ﬁi_"ConsequentIy everything i

A

<

ithatlis!directly/in the category of ¢ 8
substancelisicomposed at least of the !!' % Mm# o £
factlofibeingland the subject of being." "ThIOmas‘RcTainas

@Rtk (RerVETitate)PxVII i ad. 8, trans. Robert W. o
ISchimidf(IndianapelisiHackett; 1994), v: 3, pp- 311-312] 1225-1274
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Cons:der yourself as
a human bemg

Yourlessencelasiathumanlis
dlstmct from your existence
as a bemg

41



Your:‘ essence isiwhatimakes
you € human

Your ex:stence IS what MELCS
Sy ol ,Ca,bemg._

| essencels
WHAT you are

Yourex:stence 5
TH, ﬁyou aret

42
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Aquinas;s doctrine ofiexistence
together.with his doctrine of the
distinction of essence and existence
serve as the mostradical 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.

44



Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

“"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]

"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
philosophy.

45



Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

“The act of existing must
be wholly escaping his
scientific consideration.
All necessary and definite
connections between
things can be reduced to
essence."

[Joseph Owens, The Doctrine of Being in the Aristotelian
Metaphysics: A Study in the Greek Background of Mediaeval
Thought, 3 ed (Toronto: The Pontifical Institute of Mediaeval

Studies), 309 emphasis in original]

Indeed, there does not;seem to be a

distinctive philosophical discussion

of existence as such in"‘any;ancient
Greek philosophy:

46



Parviz Morewedge

Parviz More.wedge

PHILOSOPHIES
OF
EXISTENCE
Ancient

and
Medieval

Edited by

PARVIZ MOREWEDGE

“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, topiciwhich
might be set in contrast to other,
themes in his general
discussion of Being.*

[Charles H: Kahn, “Why Existence Does Not Emerge as
a Distinct Concept'in Greek Philosophy;* in
Philosophies of. Existence: Ancient and Medieval, ed.
Pariz.Morewedge (New:York: Fordham University.
Press, 1982), 10]

{ fa ;(-‘3. I
€harles H»Kahn
Author, of "Why'Existence Did Not

Emerge as a Distin‘ét'Concept in Greek
Philosophy"

L ;(-‘3. I
€harles H»Kahn
Author of "Why Exiétence Did Not

Emerge as a Distincti€oncept in Greek
Philosophy"
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Thomasiwas certainly not the
first philosopherito'make a
specific mention ofthe

essence/existence distinction.

48



There is an earlier
mention of it is by
the tenth century
Arabic philosopher
Al-Farabi.

&

NFarabill

872-950 8

“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."”

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

&

NYFarabil

872-950 8
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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
would entail an

affirmation.

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

otherwise it could
become one of their
constitutive characters,

50



“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,

51



“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.

&

NFarabill

872-950 8

£ ’l’

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

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

&

NYFarabil

872-950 8

£ ’l’
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“In order not to confuse;this
important metaphysical move
[in Alfarabi] with later. onesjlit

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 becauselitlis

not essentially included in]it; 5 A}/

it is considered an ‘accidenti

Etienne Gilson
(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, existence
will become the ‘act’ of:
essence, and therefore the
act of being; we are not
there, but we are on the way,
to it. - c./

[Gilson, History of Christian Philosophy in the Middle Ages,186]

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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aspectsiof;

Aquinas;s

developed né‘ion

FRAN O’ROURKE

PSEUDO-DIONYSIUS

METAPHYSICS

AQUINAS

54



Probablyithe

influence that

significantlyl changelthe; #—; 1V
chenna 1Si

meaningsofithelte

980 Tos/ M

The language of the distinction between
form and being (essenceiand 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.
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St. Thomas Aquinas

Commenta on
the Book gf Causes

"According to the truth of the
matter, the first cause is above
being inasmuch as it is itself
infinite 'to be' [esse]. 'Being'
[ens], however, is called that
which finitely participates 'to
be," and it'is this which'is
proportioned to our intellect,
whose object is some 'that
which is,' [quod quid esf]. ...
Hence our intellect can grasp
only that which has 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]

- Thomas'/Aqui
1225-1274

+Thomas'Aqui

-
12251274

€ =t

nas

nas
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Aquinas isi the first.forwhom 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
significantrole in"'subsequent
Christian philosophical
theology.

57



Distinction after Aqums"'?

= '-/ v’

Controversy.over the place of existence
in Aquinas® philosophy;inilight of.the
essence/existence distinction erupted
as early.as the sixteenth century.
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The 16th Century. Thomist.philosopher
DominiciBanez (in his The!Primacy. of
Existencein:Thomas Aquinas) defended

the notion'that in the philosophy of
Thomas Aquinas,; existence is the
primary metaphysical notion.

The Primacy
of

Existence in
Thomas Aquinas

Dominic Banez

# . ’ s L 23
Dominic B‘éﬁez
1528-1604
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Aquinas laysout his
understanding ofithe
essence'/existence
distinction'in his On

Being and Essence.

Thomas Aquinas
On being and
essence

Translated by
Armand Maurer
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That essence and
existence are distinct in
sensiblerobjects is evident
from the fact that one can
understand the essence of
a thing without knowing
whether it exists.

61
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sNow;every.essence ...

canibelunderstood

withoutlknowing anything

aboutiits'being. | can
knowXforiinstance, what a
imanjoriaiphoenix is and

Istilllbelignorant whether it

hasibeing in reality.

gEromithisiitiis clear that
beinglis other than
essence.... unless
perhapsitherelis a reality
whoselquiddity. [essence]
islitsibeing.*

Being, a/7d-E§§elvce, V21§86 trans’ Armand Maurer, (Toronto: The
Rontifical Institute‘:@f.MidiaevaI Studies; 1968), 55]

:i{\‘ M#;gg._-# S:-’, =

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274

¥

!

{!\‘ M#;gg._-# S:-’, =

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274
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"Everjthing that'is'in the genus of
substanceliscomposite with a real
composition; because whatever is in
ithelcategory/ofisubstance is subsistent
linlitsfownlexistence, and its own act of
lexistingmustibeldistinct from the thing
itself;fotherwiselit.could not be distinct
inlexistencelfrom the other things with
\whichlitlagreeslinithe formal character
oflits[quiddity;ifor'such agreement is

iredlinfallithingsithat are directly in
lalcategory:i\Consequently everything
thatlis{directlylinithe category of
substancelisicomposed at least of the
lact{oflbeinglandithe subject of being."

[@ukrtihl(DeVeritate) XXVII, 1, ad. 8, trans. Robert W.
Schimidi(lndianapelisskiackett;1994),v. 3, pp. 311-312]

Vo
/

.
-

%

$

& A

1§ m——my “_v.&_‘, «

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274

Aquinas’s doctrines of existence
together. with' the .essence /
existence distinction'constitute a
metaphysical innovation.whose
significance is virtually inestimable.

64



Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

“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
Aquinas (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993): 39]

These doctrines are . what enable
Aquinas to turnithelpagan
philosophy: of Aristotlelinto the
Christian philosophy that:Thomism
is, particularlyiregarding the
existence and attributes of.God and
the doctrine of creation.
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Bertrand
Russell

rel

Bertrand Russell
1872-1970

“The contentions that
God's essence and
existence are one and the
same, that God is His own .

goodness, His own power,
and so on, suggest a )
confusion, found in Plato, '
but supposed to have been ” ]
avoided by Aristotle,

between the manner of '
being of particulars and the

-
manner of being of
universals. - ! ,
Bertrand Russell

1872-1970

)
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God's essence is, one must
suppose, of the nature of
universals, while His
existence is not. It is not
easy. to state this difficulty
satisfactorily, since it
occurs within a logic that
can no longer be accepted.
But it points clearly to
some kind of syntactical
confusion, without which
much of the argumentation
about God would lose its
plausibility."

[Bertrand Russell, A History of Western - Bertrand Ru Sse”

Philosophy, (New York: Simon and Schuster,
1945), 462] 1872-1970

A CRITIQUE OF THE QUANTIFICATIONAL ACCOUNT OF EXISTENCE
William F. Vallicella
Unnearsty of Dayron

Dayton Ohug

A CRITICISM OFTEN brought against philosophers who raise questions about Being or existence
charges that these philosophers have smply been misled by the surface grammar of existence
statements into thinking that ~ exists ~ and its cognates are logical’ predicates, and thus into thinking that
there must be some mysilenous property or quasi-property called * Being 2 4o which this putative
predicate refers, and into which it would make sense 10 inquire. According to Bertrand Russell,

there is a vast amount of phdosophy that rests upon the notion that existence
is, 80 1o speak, a property that you can attribute to things, and that the things that
exist have the property of existence and the things that do not exist do not. That is

rubbish . *

In a somewhat more restrained tone, Rudolf Carmap agrees that * Most metaphysicians since antiquity
have allowed themselves 10 be seduced into pseudostatements by the verbal, and therewith the
predicative form of the word ‘tobe,'e g, ' | am

* Logcal ™ as opposed o © grammatcal * Note that Kant uses * logical * in the sense of * grammatical = For Kart @ 13 self
vident that ~ exsts * & 3 0oCal predcate Only QUESHON 1§ Whather it 1S 3~ real " of " determireng | predicate (See
¢ leason ASGE BE2S ) In recent dscussons. & i tWaken as sell-gvdient that * exists ™ is a grammatca
only queshion & whather 4 S Ais0 8 IOOCA preccate

¥ | captakze the ndal letter of “Being,* no of msplaced pety onder 12 mar the dstnchon beteeen Beng and
being Lower case * Daing * con De Lied 10 refer collectvely of ely 10 the totality of Deings. Upper case “ Beng
Rlars. NOwever Not 10 DeWNgS Colectively o datnDutvely. DUt 10 that whah CONSMutes DOINgs a8 DeNgs the ~ propenty
which they all have * in common *

o . " . d Bones 5 Mloceh Al . oD I~
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Thomas Aqumas :
1225-1274"




The reasoneyo
is because

u have ratlonallt

ouarehuman

"'\W
""i*\
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The,-'reason you have ns:blllty f
is because you are h%man

2%
' \ L
R @”ﬁ A

| 4 vlt IS part of your essence
as human'to have ns%lllty

LA
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You have I'lSlblllty

,:’?; By_wrtue of being hua)an'

£y
' \ L
< @”ﬁ A

RlSlblIlty is caused .
> by your essence} )

;;% ~

R

«

&
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caused by you

r%essence’?
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“Now: insteéd of: your rationality;
NrisibilityxorgbeinglaSES;
consideryouriexistence:

Isithelreasonliyoulexist
S becauselyoutarethuman;z




Islit part of your essence
as human to ex:st7

Do you ex:st
by v:rtue of bemg human’?




Isjyouriexistence
fcausedibydyouriessence;?

| cleafly,the answer
= to thés'e‘qu,estions ISIno:




Just as clearly, you cannot be
cause of your own ex:stence

But lf you, arel not the causelof;

youriownlexistence) then your

| ex:stence mustibelcaused/by;
somethmg elset
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ow/beinglitself cannot be
causediby.the form ... of a
thing/(byicaused’| mean by
lanlefficient,cause), because
thatithinglwould. then be its
own,cause and it would y
bringlitselfinto being, € ~d
whichlis impossible. § & m—— {P :

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274 "

Eltifollows that everything
whose!being'is distinct
fromlitsinature must have
being/from another."

[©n]Being; andéence, IVA§ 7 trans: Maurer, 56-57]

—g
¥

b & |
;! \l ll'llnwbm# o= €

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274 "




But what about
that thlng S ex:stence’?

Eitherdit ex:sts by, VirtUe oflits
essence ()7 it Isicauseditolexist
by somethlng else




Some;Comments

A / e \\

on E>‘<’/stence -
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The'infinitive of the Latin\verb sum (I
am) is''esseiand is often translated. into
Englishias 'being’ oriexistence.’

While ittwas not.uncommon, in the
Middle'Ages for.philosophers: to use the
term 'esse’as a synonym for.‘essence,’

Aquinas explicitly distinguished the
two, describing the latter asithat which
receives esse.
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In Aquinas’s metaphysical schema,
form and matter.in sensible things
together.constitute an essence.

Essence andesse 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 existencel(esse).

Form actualizes matter; existence (esse)
actualizesiessence.

"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)
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If you saw a giant glas§ ball
you might ask how did it
come to be. ,,/ ;

But if you were hearing music,
you would'not ask how it came to be.
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Rather, you would ask what is causing
the music to,be right now.

This "lsh ill
Th@nqas ﬁgu:g il b

understands ,px:stenc !
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Anything thatiexists that
does not ’exi%byvirtue of
lts'essence mustibes

T S
cont/nuously caused to

exist by someth_mg whose
essence IS exisi‘réiﬁee itself

ENow/sincelGod is very being
byjHislown/essence, created
belng' must be His proper
effecti™:INow,God causes this
effectlinithings not only when
fi'st begin to be, but as
longlasithey, are preserved in

S ThEeleen 1o @y T e 0\
. ThomasAqumas

1225-1274 "
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Asithelproduction of a thing
intolexistence depends on the
willlofiGod; so likewise it
dependsion'His will that things
should!be preserved; for He
does!not preserve them
otherwiseithan by ever giving
them eiistence; hence if He took
awaylHislaction from them, all
thingsiwould be reduced to

sNowithere'is a being that
islitslown being: and this
followsifrom the fact that
there:must needs be a
beingjthatiis pure act and
wherein there is no
composition.

B " Y
!\Q 7 o e =

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274

Xt
!\Q 7 o e =

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274
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encelfrom that one being
alllotheribeings that are not
theirjlown being, but have
being|by,participation,
must/needs proceed.”

[On]the]Roweriof] God quaestiones| disputatae de potential dei, Bk. |, Q. 3, art. 5,
[citrans8English| Dommlcan Fathers|(Eugene: Wipf & Stock2004), 110.]

ThomashAqumas

1225-1274 "
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was not ex:stmg by virtue, of

its essence lﬁwould need
(0] be cont/nuously caused

notipurelbeing has a cause of ’ 7
being’ as has been said." ‘i =
m ssenc_e-'-g H \‘ m’ “‘ h

Thomas Aqumas

1225-1274 "

92



93



“Thomas Aquinas's
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]

¥ D=

pe
¥ D=
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\WhilelifisitruelthatfAquinasjusesithe
expressionthisicannot{golonito
infinitydinlhisifamousfargumentsifor
Godisfexistencep™

&l Eirst Way <

glfithatlby which it is put in

motionibelitself put in motion,
thenlthisialso must needs be
putiinimotion by another, and
thatibylanother,again. But this
cannot go on to infinity, . S
becauselthen there would be ,;( E P’l:’ f
nofirst mover ..." B L

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274"-
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sNowlinlefficient causes, it is
not possible to go on to
infinity;lbecause in all efficient
causesifollowing in order, the
firstlisithe cause of the
intermediate cause."

&ilhird Way =<

sButievery/necessary thing
eitherlhaslits necessity caused
bylanother, or.not. Now it is
impossible to go on to infinity
inlnecessary, things which
haveltheirnecessity caused by
another;jas has been already
provediiniregard to efficient
causes."

£
7. N
I

;! \l ll'llnwbm# o= €

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274

s -:,j. r
1

s -:,j. r
1

N

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274
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sDawkinslisimistakenlinfassuming
thatfAquinaslisimakingfanlinfinite
regressfargumentilikeltheflKalam

Cosmological
Argument

WILLIAM LANE CRAIG
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The Universe beganijto
exist.
Cosmological Whatever beginsitolex
Argument has a cause ofiits}
existence.
Therefore, theluniverse
has a cause ofiits!
WILLIAM LANE CRAIG existence.

BugthislisinotfatfalllwhatfAquinaslis
arguinglwhenlhelisfdenyingkthe
possibilityloffanlinfinitelregress®
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Dawkinslisinoffalonelinjhisimistaken
assumptionkthatfAquinaslisfarguing
forgthelimpossibilityloffanlinfinite
regresslinithelKalamisense®

The Universe beganito
exist.
Cosmological Whatever beginsitolex
Argument has a cause ofiits}
existence.
Therefore, theluniverse
has a cause ofiits!
WILLIAM LANE CRAIG existence.

99



Not: If (since) there cannot be an infiniteiregress;
there must be a first cause. There cannotibe)
an infinite regress. Therefore, therelisiaifirst

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

1. IR > ~F
2. F/ . ~IR
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The Philovopbical Journey
e AN Intemacive Arrgoactt William F Lawhiead

Ca? = L

William F. [&

“Critics have had the
most problems with the
third premise of
Aquinas’s [second way]
argument. Why can't
there be an infinite
series of causes? Isn't
the series of whole
numbers an infinite
series?"”

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

William F.
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The Medieval Mind

W.T. JONES

"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. Itis clear 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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"Philosophers have raised
two key objections to this
[Thomistic] cosmological
argument. 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
universe hasisimply,
existed forever and that
things in'it have simply
been moving forever?"

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

ATHEISM?

A
Short
Introduction

DOUGLAS
E. KRUEGER

“In order to establish the
conclusion of the
argument (if the argument
were valid), the theist
would have to'support the
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
regress is impossible.”

[Douglas E. Krueger, Whatlis Atheism? A Short

Introduction (Amherst, NY:" Prometheus Books,
1998): 149]
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"In order to establish the
conclusion of the
argument (if the argument
were,valid), the!theist
would have to'support the
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
regress is impossible.”

[Douglas E. Krueger, What is'Atheism?. A Short
Introduction (Amherst, NY:" Prometheus Books,

1998): 149]
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"Aquinas believed that one
could argue back from the
things that we 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, moves or designs)
itself. If we press far enough
back, we must acknowledge
some first cause, prime
mover or great designer of all
things.*

[Colin Brown, Philosophy: and the Christian Faith
(Downers Grove, IL: InterVarsity Press, 1968): 26-

27, emphasis added]

=g e e

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

Ministry Sacraments
ssurrection

SYSTEMATIC
THEOLOGY

Anthony C. Thiselton

106



"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
W kalam! tradition ofIslam:&¥
[Anthony C. Thiselton, Systematic Theology (Grand

Rapids: William B. Eerdmans, 1985), 64-65,
emphasis in original]

Both/And:
A Balanced
(}l()gqlc

. ' %ﬁw-@?ggf

Ronald BM

Foreword by Kenneth Kantzer
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“TheldeniallofithelpossibilityJoflaniunending
sequenceloficausesiand|effectsiwould/seemito
belanlassumptionksmuggleddintojand/not
logically/demonstrated|by,jthelargument’s

[Ronald|BYMayers¥ Both/And:A Balanced/Apologeticl(Chicagoi MoodylRressH99]|
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FOUNDATIONS OF PHILOSOPHY SERIES
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[Aquinas’] second proof,
known as the first cause
argument is presented as
follows: everything that
happens has a cause, and this
cause in turn has a cause and
so on in a series which must
either be infinite or have its
starting point in a first cause.
Aquinas excludes the
possibility of an infinite
regress of causes, and so
concludes that there must be a
first cause, which we call God.

[John Hick, Philosophy of Religion, Prentice-Hall
Foundations of Philosophy Series, eds. Elizabeth
and Monroe Beardsley (Englewood Cliffs, NJ:
Prentice-Hall, 1963), 20]

“The weakness of the [Second
Way] argument as Aquinas
states it lies in the difficulty.
(which he himself elsewhere
acknowledges) of excluding as
impossible an endless regress
of events requiring no
beginning.

[Hick, Philosophy of Religion, 21]
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Bertrand
Russell

e

Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

“In'the Summa
Theologiae, five
proofs of.God's

existence are given.
....The Argument of

the First Cause ... o
dependsupon the o -
impossibility of an (’
infinite regress." w |
[Bertrand! Russell} A History, ofiWestern Philosophy; '

(New York:' Simonland!Schuster, 1972): 4554 See . Bertrand Ru Sse”

also his Why I’ Am Not a Christian and Other
Essays on Religion and Related Subjects!(New, (1 872_1 970)

York: Simon and Schuster, 1957): 6-74]
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VELCELETMUEEIC DTS
professing to proveithe
existence of God: All of.

these, except the one from

teleology;inlifelessithings,
depend!upon the supposed
impossibility of a series
having no first term. Every.
mathematician know that
there is'no'such
impossibility;ithe series of
negative integers ending
with minus one is an
instance to the contrary.

[Bertrand Russell; A"History of Western Philosophy,
(New York: Simon and Schuster, 1972):462]

e
- }V
L Bertrand Russell
(1872-1970)

It is my contention that all of these

are misunderstanding Aquinas and

that Aquinas'is not making a Kalam
type of argument.
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To understand Aquinas’s argument
here, it is necessary to understand

the distinction between two types of
infinite series.

linfinitumJperdaccidens;
(accidentallinfinite)

—
" e _.?..;-.E‘(-/‘-—J A

e _ A mfmltum per se oy 1
S xf (per/se |nf|n|te) '\
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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.” I have discovered that a number of

1. Deum esse quingue viis probari potest. Thomas Aquinas. Summa Theologiae 1, 2.
3. All 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 bim. They are found for example in Aristotle’s Physics VI, 1 241124 and Metaphysics
NI 7 107223, Though the Five Ways are Thomas” most famous arguments for God's
cartain ones of them are espounded with greater detail in other of his works,
Summr Contra Gentiles 1,13,

existens

. procedens for procedar] i mfintun

Richard G Howe s Professor of Apologetios af Southern Evangelical

Nemnv i Cho lotte N

zlnjefficient causes it is
impossibleito proceed to
infinity/per.se — thus, there
cannotibean infinite number
loficauses that are per se
requiredifor a certain effect. ...
Butiitlisinot impossible to
proceeditolinfinity accidentally
asjregards efficient causes ..."

([SummalTheologiackii Q1461 adl7]
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(accidentallinfinite))
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zltlislaccidental to this

particular man as
generator to be
generated by another
man;iforihe generates as
alman;and not as the
sonloffanotherman.” [\ AE

[SUmmakTheologiaek’| Q146 i, ad/7] Th omas AqUInaS
1225-1274

mfmltum per sel

(per se |nf|n|te)
) | 1
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infinitum per se
(per se infinite)
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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.

>
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 toiall
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 Bullough!(New;
York: Dorset Press, n.d.), p. 76]

(1884-1978)

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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Anything thatiexists that
does not ’exi%byvirtue of
lts'essence mustibes

T S
cont/nuously caused to

exist by someth_mg whose
essence IS exisi‘réiﬁce itself

ENow/since God is very being
islown essence, created
beingimust be His proper
effect™""INow,God causes this
effect]inithings not only when
fl‘rst begin to be, but as
longlasithey are preserved in

[SummakTheologiackih Q1461 iit ad! 7] 0\
. ‘Thomas Aqumas

1225-1274 "
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Asithelproduction of a thing
intolexistence depends on the
willlofiGod; so likewise it
dependsion'His will that things
should!be preserved; for He
does!not preserve them
otherwiseithan by ever giving
them eiistence; hence if He took
awaylHislaction from them, all
thingsiwould be reduced to

sNowithere'is a being that
islitslown being: and this
followsifrom the fact that
there:must needs be a
beingjthatiis pure act and
wherein there is no
composition.

B " Y
!\Q 7 o e =

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274

Xt
!\Q 7 o e =

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274
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encelfrom that one being
alllother/beings that are not
theiown being, but have
being/by:participation,
mustineeds proceed.”

[Onlthe]Powerof/God ) queestiones|disputatee| de potential dei, Bk. I, Q. 3, art. 5,
[citransfEnglishiDominican|Fathers|(Eugene: Wipf & Stock2004), 110.]

This cause, ,'l's

forlv“ﬁv‘:ch t
essence/

dlstmct

ere,

e
I

Thomas Aqumas

1225-1274 "

ethmg
IS
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It-/ssubstamtla_l,ﬁ
exi'st_encaitseﬁ.-: '
e

It-isfsubstamz“ia/,ﬁ

existencelitselra
. & 3
Ipsum esse subsistens
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zTolGod alone does it
belongitobe His own
subsistent'being. ... for no
creaturelis its own
stence; forasmuch as its
stencelis participated.”

[StmmakTheologiaeki @K 2Y art! iv]

: 0 0 Ot O :
peinginas a Ca 2 Q

beina svide :
foe) s o][o DelIng
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‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274 "

124



Existence as such/isiunlimited
and!contains all perfections.

Existence as such'isiunlimited
and!contains all perfections.

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

‘Tﬂ}@&m}’ expands to fillithe

upto the@xtent ofs

and accordmg to) the] shap
ofkthe balloon.,“

“l L

m.mn

ng of'_a creature afillSH
to ithe extent\ofand

e “‘52.

the essence of hat creatun
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'Athorse contains
allithe perfections &
loffexistence up to
ithe extent of and
according to the
limitations of the }
lessence of horse.

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,

Joseph Owens 1968), 52-53]
(1908 - 2005)

perfection

(entelecheia, evieleyeio)

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

(entelecheia, evieleyeio)

to have the end or goal in

A being whoseiessence is'its
existence will have; indeed, will
BE; allithe perfections of
existence without'limit.




Since'in God. there'is no
essence/existence distinction, then all
the perfections of being existin God
because God's being is not.conjoined

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

2Godlisiabsolute
_orm, or rather
absolute being™

ipsa%forma, vellpotius!ipsum esse). Summa Theologiae, |, 3, 2
and| 357

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274
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gGodlisisupremely being,
inasmuchias His being is
notidetermined by any
natureito which it is
adjoined;/since He is being
litself) subsistent,

absolutely.undetermined."

([SUmmakiheologiaeki QY11 art4)]
Thomas Aqumas

1225-1274

An'infinite'being (i.e., a' being whose
essenceis esse) possesses all
perfections'in superabundance.

—"f
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== the perfections
following from God to
creatures ... pre-exist in
(God/unitedly.and simply,
whereasiin creatures
they/are received,
divided/and multiplied."

[SummalTheologiae}I'k13%4]

sWherefore it is clear
that'being as we
understand. it here is the
actuality;of all acts, and
thereforeithe perfection
ofiall/perfections."

[@nlthelRowerofiGod VI 2) ad! 9} trans! English/ Dominican Fathers (Eugene: Wipf
fandlStock#2004)MVA I pi12]

h % " Y
!\Q 7 o e =

‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274 "
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‘Thomas Aquinas
1225-1274 "
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eAlllperfections existing
linlcreatures divided and
multiplied, pre-exist in
God!unitedly."

[SummakTheologiaeyIk3!5]

€r =4

’l L R 7Y "n‘. ~

‘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)

134



e

2Nothing of the
perfectionl of being can
lbelwanting to Him who is
subsisting being itself."

-
[SzmakTheoiogiaeliiaioladha) ‘ff 9

&

; L a7 ‘__A_ .
L CIESACINES
1225-1274

This is the philosophical
grounding for'allithe

classical attributes of God.
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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 upshot: of;
a better understanding of;
Aristotle. It did not come out of;
Aristotelianism by way. of:
evolution, but of revolution:

»
W &=, 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, infinite and
omnipotent, a providence for all
that which is, intimately present
to every one of his creatures,
especially to men, every one of
whom is endowed with a
personally immortal soul
naturally able to survive the ‘2/
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.

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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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 acumen!of;
Saint Thomas Aquinas could'not
have extracted from the
principles of Aristotle more than
what they could possibly yield:

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

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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"In order to metamorphoseithe
doctrine of Aristotle, Thomas has
ascribed a new meaning toithe
principles of Aristotle. Asia
philosophy, Thomism'is
essentially a metaphysics: Itiisia
revolution in the history of.the
metaphysical interpretation ofithe
first principle, which is *being=

[Gilson, History of Christian Philosophy, 365]

Joseph Owens
(1908 - 2005)

N

»
W &=, Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

"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, "Aquinas and the Five Ways," The Monist 58 (January
1974): 22]
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Thomas Aqumas
1225-1274 "

And God said to Mes
"lAM WHO IAM “And He
said, "Thus you. shall say,to
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