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(1) Cunningham

( 11) 

(2) "De ente et essentia"

(  

(3)  Omnis autem essentia uel quiditas potest intelligi sine hoc quod aliquid intelligatur de esse 

suo: possum enim intelligere quid est homo uel fenix et tamen ignorare an esse habeat in rerum 

natura; ergo patet quod esse est aliud ab essentia uel quiditate. (De Ente et Essentia, c.4, 

ll.98-103.) 

(4)  Few Thomists are happy with this apparently easy transition from the logical to the  

ontological order: patet ergo, "From this it is clear." (Cunningham, op.cit., p.245.) 

(5)  Anselmus, Proslogion), c.2-3 (PL) 158,227-228). 

(argumentum ontologicum)

 

(6) cf.  In I Sent, d.3, q.1, a.2.  

(7)
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(8) 2 

(9) 1 

(10) The word "essence", recall, designates what is at once that in a real thing by which the thing 

exists independently of human knowledge about it, and that in the real thing by which the thing 

is intelligible. It designates that which is at once both a principle of independent existence and a 

principle of intelligibility. (Bobik,op.cit., pp.167-168.) 

(11) 

�  

(12) Huiusmodi ergo substantie, quamuis sint forme tantum sine materia, non tamen in eis  

est omnimoda simplicitas nec sunt atus purus, sed habent permixtionem potentie; et hoc sic  

patet. (De Ente et Essentia, c.4, ll.90-93.) 

(13) (demonstratio)  

(14)  ens autem et essentia sunt que primo intellectu concipiuntur, ... (De Ente et Essentia, 

PROLOGVS, ll.3-4.) 
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