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field.
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metaphysics allegedly constituted by mutually irreducible instances of subjectivity.
Turning things round, a conclusion is reached to which we - rather on the sly, as
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perspective of the postmetaphysical era and receiving the self-evidence of
metaphysical projects not as something given, but as constituted by analyzable
structures, we reached insight into tendencies of dispersion in the history of
metaphysics, then, finally, also the self-evidence to which the postmetaphysical era
appeals reveals itself to be produced and analyzable as to its constitutive structures -
- with this analysis, thus we may conclude, we have made a beginning here." (pp.
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profoundly transformed modern metaphysics, i.e. Kantian transcendental
philosophy. Starting with Kant's direct sources we will trace the discussion back to
the ideas of John Duns Scotus (§ 1) and of Francisco Suarez (§ 2), in order to
demonstrate with regard to its most important features just how Kant received (§ 3)
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Metaphysics as the Science of God pp. 538-584; Metaphysics as the Science of
Being pp. 585-638.
"The subject-matter of metaphysics has been debated since the time when Aristotle
first conceived the idea of the science. He himself speaks of 'the science we are
seeking' and describes it differently in different places. In Metaphysics IV 1003a
21-6)) he speaks of a science which studies being as being and contrasts this science
with the special sciences, like the mathematical disciplines, which investigate the
attributes of a part of being. Two chapters later, IV.3 (1005b2), Aristotle speaks of a
science which he calls 'first philosophy' because it grounds the first principles or
axioms of the special sciences. But in book VI.1 ( 1026a18-1 9) he distinguishes
three types of speculative science, physics, mathematics and 'divine science', so that
one must ask how he understood the relationship between the general science of
being, first philosophy and divine science. It is clear that divine science studies
objects that are separate from matter and not subject to change. But Aristotle seems
to have wanted to identify this science both with the investigation of being and with
the science of the principles of the sciences, on the ground that divine science
concerns itself with the highest principle of being in general and can for this reason
preside over the special sciences. At the same time, each of these definitions of
metaphysics must be understood in accordance with Aristotle's own idea of what
science is. In his conception, scientific knowledge is attained by way of the
definition of the essential natures of things and the demonstration of the attributes
which necessarily belong to them. Basically, Aristotle understood reality as an
ordered structure. Even where his definitions are definitions of events, these are
understood not in their variability as a process, but rather as reified. His science of
metaphysics deals therefore with all reality according to its fixed essences and their
necessary attributes and has consequently a static character, like the ancient society
which it reflected.
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In the course of history it was Aristotle's conception of metaphysics as divine
science that gave rise to the most difficulties. The encounter of his idea of God as
first substance with divergent religious traditions often forced later thinkers to
modify the conception of metaphysics as the science of being. In late antiquity
those philosophers who came to the defense of the pagan gods tended to interpret
metaphysics as the science of intelligible reality, arranged in hierarchical degrees,
separate from matter, but mediating between the divine and the material worlds. In
Islam the doctrine of God's oneness compelled philosophers and theologians to
emphasise the great gulf which separates the necessary being of the creator from the
radically contingent being of the created world. Medieval Latin Christianity learnt
of both of these approaches through Avicenna and Pseudo-Dionysius. The notions
of a necessary first substance and a hierarchy of intelligences readily found a place
in the contemplative and ordered society of the Middle Ages. The Christian notion
of a God active in himself as triune and active in the world as incarnate as the
fundamental articles of a faith thought to be even more certain than scientific
knowledge would seem to have demanded a new definition of science and a new
definition of the reality which metaphysics studies. But, paradoxically, it was only
with the revolutionary social changes that marked the period under consideration in
this volume [the Renaissance] -- a period in which the medieval faith was breaking
down - that a vision of reality as dynamic process and a new understanding of
science emerged.
This new conception of reality appeared in various guises, as a new mathematics, as
the idea of a magical control over nature, as a conflict between Plato and Aristotle,
or in connection with the doctrine of God. It was resisted by scholastic authors, who
sought for apologetical reasons to maintain Aristotle's static notion of being. But as
more and more new sciences -- sciences connected with this new vision of reality
and often undreamt of in antiquity -- carne to maturity, even thinkers in the
Aristotelian tradition were forced to reopen the question of the definition of
metaphysics and its relationship to the individual sciences. Since each of these
problems -- the problem of God and the problem of the science of being -- had its
own history, I shall treat them separately." (pp. 537-538)

40. ———. 1988. Latin Aristotle Commentaries. II. Renaissance Authors. Firenze: Leo
S. Olschki.

41. ———. 1991. "The Sixteenth-century transformation of the Aristotelian division of
the speculative sciences." In The Shapes of Knowledge from the Renaissance to the
Enlightenment, edited by Kellery, Donald R. and Popkin, Richard Henry, 49-58.
Dordrecht: Kluwer.

42. Marion, Jean-Luc. 1986. "On Descartes' Constitution of Metaphysics." Graduate
Faculty Philosophy Journal no. 11:21-33.
Reprinted in: Tom Sorell (ed.), Descartes, Dartmouth: Ashgate 1999, pp. 57-69.

43. McGinnis, Jon. 2010. Avicenna. New York: Oxford University Press.
Chapter 6: Metaphysics I: Theology. Introduction: The Subject Matter of
Metaphysics, pp. 149-153.

44. Monahan, Arthur. 1954. "The Subject of Metaphysics for Peter of Auvergne."
Mediaeval Studies no. 16:118-130.

45. Noone, Timothy B. 1992. "Albert the Great on the Subject of Metaphysics and
Demonstrating the Existence of God." Medieval Philosophy and Theology no. 2:31-
52.

46. Novotný, Daniel D., and Novák, Lukáš eds. 2014. Neo-Aristotelian Perspectives in
Metaphysics. New York: Routledge.

47. Pelletier, Jenny E. 2012. William Ockham on Metaphysics. The Science of Being
and God. Leiden: Brill.

48. Petersen, Peter. 1921. Geschichte der aristotelischen Philosophie im
Protestantischen Deutschland. Leipzig: Felix Meiner.



06/05/23, 19:31 The Subject Matter of First Philosophy. A bibliography

https://ontology.co/biblio/subject-metaphysics-biblio.htm 9/12

Reprint: Stuttgart, Friedrich Frommann (Günther Holzboog), 1964.
49. Pickavé, Martin. 2001. "Heinrich von Gent über das Subjekt der Metaphysik als

Ersterkanntes." Documenti e Studi sulla Tradizione Filosofica Medievale no.
12:493-522.

50. ———. 2004. "Metaphysics as First Science: the Case of Peter Auriol." Documenti
e Studi sulla Tradizione Filosofica Medievale no. 15:487-516.

51. ———. 2007. Heinrich von Gent über Metaphysik als erste Wissenschaft. Leiden:
Brill.

52. Poppi, Antonino. 2004. "Ontologia e scienza divina nel Commentario alle Sentenze
di Francesco della Marca O. Min. (1319)." Miscellanea Francescana no. 104:100-
120.

53. Schönberger, Rolf. 1986. Die Transformation des klassischen Seinsverständnisses.
Studien zur Vorgeschichte des neuzeitlichen Seinsbegriffs im Mittelalter. Berlin:
Walter de Gruyter.

54. Sparn, Walter. 1976. Wiederkehr der Metaphysik. Die ontologische Frage in der
lutherischen Theologie des 17. Jahrhunderts. Stuttgart: Calwer Verlag.

55. Vollrath, Ernst. 1962. "Die Gliederung der Metaphysik in eine Metaphysica
generalis und eine Metaphysica specialis." Zeitschrift für Philosophische
Forschung no. 16:258-284.

56. ———. 1969. Die These der Metaphysik. Zur Gestalt der Metaphysik bei
Aristoteles, Kant und Hegel. Wuppertal: Henn Verlag.

57. Weber, Emil August. 1907. Die philosophische Scholastik des deutschen
Protestantismus im Zeitalter der Orthodoxie. Leipzig: Quelle und Meyer.
Reprint: Glacier National PARK (Montana), Kessinger Publishing, 2009.

58. Wippel, John F. 1974. "The Title First Philosophy According to Thomas Aquinas
and His Different Justifications for the Same." The Review of Metaphysics no.
27:585-600.

59. ———. 1999. "Thomas Aquinas, Siger of Brabant, and their use of Avicenna in
clarifying the subject of metaphysics." In The Proceedings of the Twentieth World
Congress of Philosophy. Volume 2 Metaphysics, edited by Rockmore, Tom, 15-26.
Bowling Green: Philosophy Documentation Center.

60. ———. 2000. The Metaphysical Thought of Thomas Aquinas: from Finite Being to
Uncreated Being. Washington D.C.: The Carholic University of America Press.
Chapter I. Aquinas on the Nature of Metaphysics. 1. Division of the Theoretical
Sciences and the Place of Metaphysics, 4; 2 . The Subject of Metaphysics, 11;
Chapter II. Our Discovery of the Subject of Metaphysics. 1. Our Knowledge of
Being as Real, 23; 2 . Our Discovery of Being as Being, 44-62.

61. Wojcik, Kazimierz. 1993. "Le sujet de la métaphysique d'aprés le commentaire de
Marsile d'Inghen sur la Mètaphysique d'Aristote." In Marsilius von Inghen. Werk
und Wirkung, edited by Wielgus, Stanislaw, 217-226. Lublin: University of Lublin.

62. Wollgast, Siegfried. 1988. Philosophie in Deutschland zwischen Reformation und
Aufklärung. Berlin: Akademie Verlag.

63. Wood, Rega. 2013. "Duns Scotus on Metaphysics as the Science of First Entity." In
Later Medieval Metaphysics: Ontology, Language, and Logic, edited by Bolyard,
Charles and Keele, Rondo, 11-29. New York: Fordham University Press.

64. Wundt, Max. 1939. Die deutsche Schulmetaphysik des 17. Jahrhunderts. Tübingen:
J. C. B. Mohr (Paul Siebeck).

65. ———. 1945. Die deutsche Schulphilosophie im Zeitalter der Aufklärung.
Tübingen: Mohr.
Reprint: Hildesheim, Georg Olms, 1964.



06/05/23, 19:31 The Subject Matter of First Philosophy. A bibliography

https://ontology.co/biblio/subject-metaphysics-biblio.htm 10/12

66. Zarka, Yves Charles. 2005. "L'exténuation de la question de l'être et la
métaphysique au début des temps modernes." In Y a-t-il une histoire de la
métaphysique?, edited by Zarka, Yves Charles and Pinchard, Bruno, 129-139. Paris:
Presses Universitaires de France.

67. Zarka, Yves Charles, and Pinchard, Bruno, eds. 2005. Y-a-t-il une histoire de la
métaphysique? Paris: Presses Universitaires de France.

68. Zimmermann, Albert. 1966. "Allgemeine Metaphysik und Teilmetaphysik nach
einen anonymen Kommentar zur aristotelischen Ersten Philosophie aus dem 14.
Jahrhundert." Archiv für Geschichte der Philosophie no. 48:190-206.

69. ———. 1992. "Some Aspects of the Reception of Aristotle's Physics and
Metaphysics in the Thirteenth Century." In Ad Littteram. Authoritative Texts and
Their Medieval Readers, edited by Emery, Jr.Kent and Jordan, Mark D., 217-227.
Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press.

70. ———. 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.
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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
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 of the volume in: The Review of Metaphysics, 54, 2000,
pp. 183-185.



06/05/23, 19:31 The Subject Matter of First Philosophy. A bibliography

https://ontology.co/biblio/subject-metaphysics-biblio.htm 12/12

Related pages

On the website "Theory and History of Ontology" (www.ontology.co)

Metaphysics or Ontology? The Debate about the Subject-Matter of First Philosophy

History of Ontology from Suárez to Kant (1597-1781)

Bibliography of the Ontologists from 16th to 18th Centuries: I. From Fonseca to Poinsot (1560 -
1644)

Bibliography of the Ontologists from 16th to 18th Centuries: II. From Scheibler to Lambert (1645 -
1777)

https://ontology.co/subject-metaphysics.htm
https://ontology.co/history.htm
https://ontology.co/biblio/history-continental-authors.htm
https://ontology.co/biblio/history-continental-authors-2.htm

