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metaphysica generalis and a metaphysica specialis, a well-known distinction
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study investigates the actual origins of this significant development, which can be
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29. ———. 1998. Ontologie oder Metaphysik? Die Diskussion über den Gegenstand
der Metaphysik im 13. und 14. Jahrhundert. Texte und Untersuchungen. Leuven:
Peeters.
Second updated edition (first edition: Leiden: Brill, 1965).
"In the fourteenth century, a new version of the first solution makes its appearance.
Unlike its thirteenth century predecessor, this version of the solution is aware of the
notion of the formal object uniting the various discourses comprising a science, yet
it rejects such a notion. This deconstruction of the problematic surrounding the
subject of metaphysics may be seen most clearly in the writings of Ockham and
Buridan. With this development, the medieval history of the problematic of the
subject of metaphysics may be said to reach its apogee by returning to its origins.
The notion of a formal unity in a science, a unity that transcends the merely logical
unity of a particular demonstrative syllogism, is once again missing from the
discussion.
In this, the second edition of his classic study, Albert Zimmermann has once again
provided scholars with a remarkable collection of otherwise unavailable texts along
with penetrating studies on that perennial metaphysical question: what is the subject
of metaphysics. As indicated by the title, Zimmermann's treatment of the medieval
discussion on the object of metaphysical knowledge ranges over the thirteenth and
fourteenth centuries, covering authors from the generation of Richard Rufus and
Roger Bacon up to John Buridan. The new edition takes account of most of the
considerable literature that has appeared since the original publication in 1965. (...)
Zimmermann's volume divides into two parts. The first presents texts drawn from
medieval commentaries on Aristotle's Metaphysics in which the subject of
metaphysics is discussed. The second part is subdivided into three chapters: the first
sketches out the primary sources for the medieval discussion -- found chiefly in the
writings of Aristotle, Avicenna, and Averroes; the second describes the advent of the
three basic solutions proposed by medieval authors for the solution to the problem;
and the final chapter shows the subsequent development of these three solutions.
The study closes with reflections upon the medieval treatment of the problem and
what impact the medieval discussion had upon the development of early modern
philosophy as well as contemporary European thought.
Given the ambiguity of Aristotle's various statements on the subject of metaphysics,
Avicenna and Averroes attempted to work out systematic accounts of the subject of
metaphysics. Applying rigorously the model of scientific knowledge expressed in
Aristotle's Posterior Analytics, Avicenna concluded that being as being, understood
as common to substance and accident, had to be the subject of metaphysics since
God's existence was sought in metaphysics and no science proves the existence of
its subject. Agreeing with many of the basic assumptions of Avicenna, Averroes
came to the opposite conclusion: metaphysics has as its subject God since the
existence of God is already shown in natural philosophy and thus may be assumed
for the purposes of metaphysical investigation.
The medieval philosophers worked out three alternative solutions to the problem
presented to them by the texts newly received at the outset of the thirteenth century.
The first solution, clearly evidenced in the writings of Roger Bacon, proposed that
there are various subjects for the science of metaphysics and thus diffused the
disagreement between Avicenna and Averroes. In the case of Bacon, the three
subjects are being as being, substance, and God, subjects that are treated
successively in the sequence of books in the Aristotelian Metaphysics. As
Zimmermann notes, this solution is not only too facile but indicates that its
proponents had not developed the notion of a single, formal subject that unites all
the features treated within the scope of a science; Bacon is an especially clear case
in this regard since he located the unity of metaphysical knowledge in the
reducibility of all metaphysical objects to the First Cause and not in any formal
unity of the subject matter.
The second solution Zimmermann finds most fully expressed in the writings of St.
Thomas Aquinas, though he sees adumbrations of it in the commentaries of Albert
the Great and Richard Rufus. Unlike the defenders of the first solution, those
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advancing the second solution are distinctive in having a refined notion of the
formal object of the science and positing the unity of the science to be derived from
the formal object. According to this solution, being as being or being in general (ens
in communi) is limited to the range of creaturely being, a notion of which we attain
through our acquaintance with sensible substances. The existence of God is not
presupposed for metaphysical science though some judgment (separatio) that being
is separate in notion and reality from merely sensible things is required. Instead,
God relates to metaphysical knowledge as the cause and the principle of the subject
of the science or ens commune; hence, God's existence may be known in and
through metaphysics, but the names derived from the concept of being that
constitutes the object of the science can tell us little about His nature.
The final solution developed by medieval philosophers was also the one most
commonly adopted by them. Positing being as being as the subject in the widest
possible sense, these thinkers claimed that God falls under the subject of
metaphysics in that sense, albeit they often qualified that claim by stating that the
sense of being that applies to God and creature is only analogously the same. One of
the earliest adherents of this view was the great Dominican theologian Robert
Kilwardby, but the most famous of those subsequently defending the view were
Henry of Ghent and John Duns Scotus. In many ways, as Zimmermann notes (p.
329), Scotus's systematic presentation of this view marked the culmination of its
development and led to the form that the medieval discussion would have thereafter,
connecting the discussion of the subject of metaphysics to distinctively Scotistic
theses such as the univocity of being."
Timothy Noone, Review in: The Review of Metaphysics, 54, 2000, pp. 183-185.

Estudios en Español

1. Cabré Duran, Maria. 2022. "Notas sobre el primer sujeto de la metafísica según el
comentario a la Metafísica de Antoni Andreu." Anuario Filosófico no. 56:59-77.
Resumen: En este artículo estudiaremos algunos elementos propios de la
formulación del problema del sujeto de la metafísica tal y como aparece en el
comentario de Antoni Andreu a la Metafísica aristotélica. Esta cuestión está
estrechamente vinculada a la
concepción de la univocidad aplicada al ser transcendental, pero también a la
inclusión de las sustancias separadas en el dominio de la metafísica. La afirmación
de un concepto de ser unívoco y real como sujeto-objeto de la metafísica es la base
del realismo metafísico propuesto por Antoni Andreu."
Abstract: "This article examines certain aspects of the problem of the subject-matter
of metaphysics as presented in Antonius Andreae’s commentary on Aristotle’s
Metaphysics.
This question is closely linked to the conception of univocal transcendental being,
but also to the inclusion of separate substances into the domain of metaphysics.
The assertion of the univocal and real concept of being as the subject of
metaphysics is the basis of metaphysical realism as proposed by Andreae."

2. Cumsille Marzouka, Kamal Andrés, and Figueroa Lackington, Benjamín Antonio.
2021. "Al-Farabi, 'Sobre los propositos de Aristoteles en la Metafisica'. Texto,
traduccion y notas." MEAH, Sección Arabe-Islam no. 70:441-452.
Resumen: "El presente texto ofrece una nueva traducción al castellano del Maqāla fī
agrāḍ al-ḥakīm fī kitāb Mā ba'd al-ṭabī'a (Tratado sobre los propósitos de “el
Sabio” en el libro de la Metafísica) de Abū Naṣr al-Fārābī (m. 339/950-951). Desde
un punto de vista filológico, nuestra versión toma por referencia los enfoques
hermenéuticos de Jon McGinnis, David Reisman, Amos Bertolacci y, más
considerablemente, de Dimitri Gutas, tanto en lo que refiere a la traducción de
términos filosóficos técnicos como de reorganización del texto en parágrafos. En
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este sentido, hemos querido ofrecer al público hispanohablante una nueva
traducción del Agrāḍ, basada en la edición de Friedrich Heinrich Dieterici, que
tuviera en cuenta los avances más recientes en el campo de los estudios árabes y, en
particular, en los estudios de la obra filosófica de al-Fārābī. Para facilitar la
contrastación con el texto de Dieterici, hemos incluido aquí su versión transcrita,
con puntuación y parágrafos reordenados."
Abstract: "This document offers a new Spanish translation of the Maqāla fī agrāḍ
al-ḥakīm fī kitāb Mā ba'd al-ṭabī'a (Treatise on the Aims of „the Sage‟ in the Book
of Metaphysics) written by Abū Naṣr al-Fārābī (d. 339/950-951). On a
methodological level, our interpretation is mainly informed by the work of Jon
McGinnis, David Reisman, Amos Bertolacci, and —more significantly— Dimitri
Gutas, with regard to both the translation of key philosophical terms and to the
rearrangement of the text in paragraphs. In this sense, we aim to provide a new
Spanish translation of the Agrāḍ —based in Friedrich Heinrich Dieterici‘s
edition— that takes into account the latest developments in the field of Arabic
studies and, particularly, in the study of al-Fārābī‘s philosophical oeuvre. To
facilitate the comparison of the original and the translated text, we have included
Dieterici‘s transcription with punctuations and rearranged paragraphs."

3. Fernández-Rodríguez, José Luis. 1979. "El objeto de la metafísica en la tradición
aristotélica." Anuario Filosófico:65-101.

4. García-Lorente, José-Antonio. 2013. "El objeto de la Metafisica de Aristoteles en el
Comentario de Tomas de Aquino a Epsilon 1." Acta Philosophica no. 1:73-88.

5. Guerrero, Rafael Ramón. 1996. "Sobre el objeto de la Metafisica en Avicena."
Cuadernos de Pensamiento no. 10:59-75.

6. O'Reilly, Francisco. 2021. "La definición y el objeto de la metafísica en la
Philosophia Prima del Avicena Latino." Anales del Seminario de Historia de la
Filosofía no. 38:441-461.
Resumen "La Philosophia Prima de Avicena ocupa un lugar relevante en la historia
de la metafísica. En sus primeros cuatro capítulos encontramos una definición de la
metafísica como sabiduría y filosofía ciertísima. Avicena busca con todo ello
destacar el carácter científico de la metafísica. En este mismo sentido, la elucidación
del objeto propio de esta disciplina se inserta en el debate entre sus fuentes árabes
(Al-Kindi y Al-Farabi), pero a su vez se extiende en la discusión histórica sobre el
lugar de Dios y el ser en la metafísica.
En este artículo se presenta la definición de la metafísica como ciencia primera, y el
establecimiento del ente como el objeto propio de la metafísica, y Dios como
aquello buscado."
Abstract. "Avicenna’s Philosophia Prima occupies a relevant place in the history of
metaphysics. In its first four chapters, we find a definition of metaphysics as
wisdom and the more certain philosophy that highlights the scientific character that
Avicenna seeks to
give metaphysics. The elucidation of the subject matter of this discipline is
developed in the debate among its Arab sources (Al-Kindi and Al-Farabi), but at the
same time, it extends in the historical discussion on the place of God and being in
metaphysics. This article presents the definition of metaphysics as the first science,
and the establishment of the being as the proper subject of metaphysics, and God as
what is sought."

7. Pérez Fernández, Isacio. 1975. "Verbización y nocionización de la metafísica en la
tradición latina." Estudios filosóficos no. 24:161-222.

8. ———. 1975. "Verbización y nocionización de la Metafísica en la tradición siro–
árabe." Pensamiento no. 31:245-272.

9. ———. 1977. "Datos histórico-fiíotógicos sobre la denominación y noción
primitivas de la Metafísica." Studium. Revista de Filosofía y Teología no. 17:455-
485.
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10. ———. 1979. "Influjo del árabe en el nacimiento del término latino-medieval
metaphysica." In Actas del V Congreso Internacional de Filosofía Medieval. Vol. 2,
edited by Gómez Nogales, Salvador, 1099-1107. Madrid: Editora Nacional.

11. Riesco Terrero, José. 1962. "Nicolas Bonet escribe una metafisica sistematica dos
siglos y medio antes que Suarez." Salmanticenses no. 9:1-19.

12. Rodriguez, Victorino. 1965. "El Ser que es objecto del la metafisica segun la
interpretacion tomista clasica." Estudios filosóficos no. 14:283-312.

13. ———. 1965. "El Ser que es objecto del la metafisica segun la interpretacion
tomista clasica (Continuación)." Estudios filosóficos no. 37:461-492.

14. Vélez León, Paulo. 2015. "¿Ontología u Ontologías?" Disputatio. Philosophical
Research Bulletin no. 4:299-339.

15. ———. 2016. "Sobre el significado de la metafísica en Kant." Disputatio.
Philosophical Research Bulletin no. 5:267-281.

16. ———. 2017. τὸ ὂν ᾗ ὂν. Sobre el significado de la ontología. De la filosofía
primera de Aristóteles a la metaphysica de Domingo Gundisalvo. Salamanca:
Universidad de Salamanca.

17. ———. 2020. "El término «metafísica» en la tradición griega." Disputatio.
Philosophical Research Bulletin no. 9:243-275.

18. ———. 2020. "El término «metafísica» en la tradición sirio-árabe." Disputatio.
Philosophical Research Bulletin no. 9:209-227.

19. ———. 2022. "El término « metafísica » en la tradición latina." Pensamiento no.
78:1871-1882.
Resumen: "Los estudios sobre la constitución de la noción y el término «metafísica»
han sido poco abordados por la historia de la filosofía, y sobre todo, por la tradición
filosófica misma. Este trabajo, sobre la base de lo realizado por Pérez Fernández
(1975), es una parte de una serie de publicaciones que pretende arrojar luz sobre
este proceso. Concretamente, aquí se narra brevemente cómo el término
«metafísica» fue mudando gradualmente su uso y grafía en la tradición latina.
Sugeriré que Boecio usa las locuciones theologia y μετὰ τὰ φυσικὰ en dos sentidos,
la primera la emplea para referirse al tema que es propio de los libros metafísicos de
Aristóteles (i.e. teología filosófica), en tanto que la segunda locución la usa en un
sentido bibliográfico. De este uso daría cuenta Abelardo en sus obras, que
plausiblemente influyeron más tarde en la constitución definitiva del término en la
Escuela de Toledo. Se incluyen imágenes de manuscritos para ilustrar lo apuntado."
Abstract: "Studies on the evolution of the notion and the term «metaphysics» have
been scarcely addressed by the history of philosophy, and specially, by the
philosophical tradition itself. This work, based on what was done by Pérez
Fernández (1975), is part of a series of writings that aims to shed light on this
process. Specifically, here I will briefly describe how the term «metaphysics»
gradually changed its use and spelling in the Latin tradition. I will suggest that
Boethius uses the locutions theologia and μετὰ τὰ φυσικὰ in two senses, the first
one uses it to refer to the subject that is proper to the metaphysical books of
Aristotle (i.e. philosophical theology), while the second locution uses it in a
bibliographic sense. Of this last use, Abelard would give account in his works,
which plausibly later influenced the definitive constitution of the term in the School
of Toledo. Images of manuscripts are included to illustrate the point."
References
Pérez Fernández, Isacio, «Verbización y nocionización de la Metafísica en la
tradición latina », en: Estudios filosóficos 24 (1975), pp. 161-177 [222]
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1. Costa Sousa, Meline. 2023. "Avicena e o problema do sujeito da metafísica: a
hipótese das causas." Veritas, Porto Alegre:1-11.
Resumo: "Um dos problemas com os quais os leitores da Metafísica de Aristóteles
se deparam é a dificuldade de delimitação do sujeito da sabedoria. Avicena (séc. X),
em seu tratado metafísico As coisas divinas (Ilāhiyyāt), põe-se a investigar cada um
dos três candidatos à posição de sujeito dessa ciência (a dizer, Deus, as causas e o
ser). Devido à amplitude da investigação, a análise que se segue se restringirá à
segunda hipótese – se, em algum sentido, seria a filosofia primeira uma ciência
sobre as causas (uma aitiologia). Desse modo, inicia-se com a exposição do
contexto da Ilāh. I, que antecede à análise da hipótese das causas. Na sequência,
aborda-se a hipótese, juntamente com os argumentos, para mostrar sua falsidade.
Por fim, a conclusão apresenta a relação entre causalidade e ser, tendo em vista a
resposta ontológica que será dada ao problema central e os problemas que decorrem
dessa resposta."
Abstract: "An issue the readers of Aristotle’s Metaphysics must deal with is the
delimitation of the subject-matter of the wisdom. An attempt to answer this problem
was proposed by Avicenna (10th Century) in his metaphysical treatise On Divine
Things (Ilāhiyyāt). In its first book, the philosopher investigates each one of the
three candidates for the position of the subject-matter of this science (i.e., God,
causes, and being). Having in mind the difficulties of this topic, the following
analysis is limited to the second hypothesis, namely, if the first philosophy is the
science of the causes (an aitiology). I will start contextualizing the Ilāh. I since it
precedes the analysis of the hypothesis of the causes. Then, I will discuss the
hypothesis of the causes and show Avicenna’s arguments against it. Finally, I will
conclude this investigation discussing briefly the relation between causes and being
in view of Avicenna’s ontological answer to the main problem and the problems
emerging from it."

2. Martins, António Manuel. 1994. Lógica e ontologia em Pedro da Fonseca. Lisboa:
Fundaçao Calouste Gulbenkian.
English abstract: "The aim of the dissertation is to show the place of Fonseca's work
in the history of ontology. Starting with a close analysis of the texts connected with
the core of classical metaphysics it is argued that the Commentarii in libros
metaphysicorum Aristotelis far reacher than a mere textual commentary of
Aristotle's text and represent one of the rare efforts to bring out a real synthesis of
the main theoretical problems and questions emerging in the context of the
aristotelian project of a first philosophy. This systematic work is carried out in the
second half of the sixteenth century, just before the beginning of modern
philosophy. Chapter one is dedicated to a brief account of Fonseca's work in his
historical context. The remaining chapters explores some of the central topics of
Fonseca's ontology. Chapter two, after a brief discussion of the aristotelian project
of first philosophy, follows the transformation of this project in Fonseca's text
discussing in particular his analysis of the concept of being under the heading ens
commune and the meaning of the thesis of analogia entis as well as the distinction
between a formal and an objective concept of being. In chapter three we discuss the
question of the distinction between essence and existence in order to grasp the
meaning of Fonseca's thesis of a modal distinction ex natura rei. Chapter four seeks
to articulate Fonseca's interpretation of the classical doctrine of the transcendentals
(unum, bonum, uerum). The wish to articulate the universality and transcendentality
of the concept of being has taken us to introduce the problem of the categories in
this chapter and a brief historico-critical survey beginning in Aristotle and ending in
Kant. Finally, chapter five discusses the meaning of the principle of non
contradiction in Aristotle and in Fonseca."
Capítulo 2. Determinação do objecto da metafísica, pp. 61-190.

06/11/24, 18:38 The Subject Matter of First Philosophy. A bibliography (II)

https://www.ontology.co/biblio/subject-metaphysics-biblio-two.htm 14/14


