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[...] si cuivis permittatur veterum libris quidvis pro arbitrio addere,
expungere, omnes omnium libri in dubium revocabuntur.
Theodorus Angelutius, Quod metaphysica sint eadem

quae physica nova sententia, Venetiis 1584, f. 4r

Le indagini sulla storia dei dibattiti circa la natura della metafi sica e del 
suo oggetto costituiscono un caso esemplare della circolarità – problematica, 
poiché non sempre virtuosa – dei rapporti tra storiografi a fi losofi ca e teoresi. 
Il XX secolo ha visto la pubblicazione di studi di grande impegno concernenti 
le dottrine sulla natura della metafi sica sviluppate dagli autori medievali e 
tardo-medievali (si pensi ai lavori di Albert Zimmermann, di Theo Kobusch 
e, in parte, di Ludger Honnefelder) e non sono mancate letture accurate delle 
tesi formulate, ad esempio, da Francisco Suárez (è il caso di Martin Grab-
mann e Frederick Copleston) o dagli autori protestanti (e si possono ricordare 
a questo proposito Max Wundt e Ulrich G. Leinsle). Ciononostante, non 
sono queste le opere che hanno maggiormente attratto l’interesse del pubblico 
dei “fi losofi ”, né esse hanno modellato la pars valentior della storiografi a 
posteriore. Un infl usso ben più ampio è stato esercitato dalle rappresentazioni 
della storia della metafi sica proposte da Martin Heidegger ed Étienne Gilson. 
Al primo si deve la tesi per cui la storia della metafi sica risulta segnata, a 
partire perlomeno dall’età medievale, dall’accorpamento in un’unica scienza 
dello studio dell’ente in quanto ente (ontologia) e dello studio dell’ente primo 
(teologia razionale). Accorpamento funesto e ingiustifi cato, ad avviso del pen-
satore tedesco, e che egli riassume – risemantizzando un termine coniato da 
Kant – nella parola ‘ontoteologia’. A Gilson si deve la tesi secondo la quale 
gli autori deuteroscolastici (e specifi camente Suárez) sviluppano un’ontolo-
gia “pura”, ossia indipendente da ogni rapporto con l’effettivamente esistente; 
un’indipendenza che Gilson giudica nefanda.

Le letture della storia della fi losofi a proposte da questi due autori sono 
all’origine di una vasta saggistica che, per quanto all’interno del quadro inter-
pretativo ora ricordato, ha ampliato il novero dei testi ritenuti meritevoli di 
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analisi, ha articolato, ricombinato e corroso i paradigmi “storiografi ci” originari 
e, soprattutto, ha tenuto vivo l’interesse per il tema dello sviluppo storico delle 
concezioni della natura della metafi sica. Anche per questo il dibattito sto-
riografi co contemporaneo su questo argomento è, almeno in Europa, tutt’ora 
vivissimo. Sia qui suffi ciente ricordare gli esiti del convegno “Metaphysica - 
sapientia - scientia divina: soggetto e statuto della fi losofi a prima nel Me-
dioevo”, tenutosi nel 2004 presso l’Università degli Studi di Bari e i cui atti 
sono stati pubblicati a cura di Pasquale Porro nell’annata 2005 della rivista 
«Quaestio», e i risultati del convegno “Nascita e trasformazioni dell’ontolo-
gia: secoli XVI-XX”, tenutosi nel 2008 nuovamente presso l’Università degli 
Studi di Bari e i cui atti sono in corso di pubblicazione a cura di Costantino 
Esposito nell’annata 2009 della rivista «Quaestio».

Ciononostante, si può dubitare che i paradigmi interpretativi formulati da 
Heidegger e Gilson costituiscano una valida chiave di accesso alla realtà stori-
ca. La natura essenzialmente teoretica di quei paradigmi, l’esiguità delle basi 
testuali e documentali su cui essi si fondano, la loro incapacità di dar ragione 
di un numero sempre crescente di opere e dati suggeriscono di vedere in essi 
più due esempi di fi losofi a della storia che due ricostruzioni della storia della 
fi losofi a. Precisamente la volontà di non restare prigionieri di una storiografi a 
governata da intenti teoretici e concentrata su pochi e predeterminati pensatori 
ha portato a dedicare due numeri di «Medioevo» alla storia delle dottrine sul 
soggetto/oggetto della metafi sica. Il primo, concernente la storia della questio-
ne nel mondo arabo medievale, è stato pubblicato nel 2007 a cura di Cecilia 
Martini. Il secondo, dedicato allo sviluppo della questione nel periodo tra 
tardo medioevo e prima età moderna, è ora nelle mani del lettore. Entrambi 
i volumi intendono mettere a disposizione della comunità scientifi ca ricerche 
su pensatori e temi in precedenza solo parzialmente esplorati. Confi diamo 
che i saggi qui offerti portino alla luce la rilevanza storica di autori e dibattiti 
considerati fi no a oggi “minori” e che contribuiscano a una rappresentazione 
più accurata, e per questo più interessante, della storia della metafi sica.

Marco Forlivesi
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Approaching the Debate on the Subject of Metaphysics from the Later Middle Ages 
to the Early Modern Age: The Ancient and Medieval Antecedents

The essay traces the history of the debate on the nature of metaphysics and its 
object from Late Antiquity to the 14th century in the frame of the history of 
the debate on the nature of the subject/object of science. As a consequence it 
identifi es fi ve elements constituting the question of the nature of metaphysics: 
the epistemological role of the subject/object of science; the degree of insight 
of metaphysics into that which it considers; the role assigned to God and sepa-
rate substances within metaphysics; the relationship between metaphysics, or 
rational theology, and revealed theology; and the different conceptions that 
authors develop of the notion of being.

CLAUS A. ANDERSEN

Rheinischen Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universität Bonn
c_asbjoern@yahoo.dk

«Metaphysica secundum ethymon nominis dicitur scientia transcendens». 
On the Etymology of ‘metaphysica’ in the Scotist Tradition

In the prologue to his Quaestiones super libros metaphysicorum Aristotelis Duns Sco-
tus gives an etymological explanation of the word ‘metaphysica’. The article 
explores the immediate traditions of the different versions of this etymology as 
well as its later destiny within the Scotist tradition of the 17th and 18th centuries. 
Typically, though not exclusively, the later Scotists in this context discuss the 
way metaphysics transcends nature or the object of natural philosophy. The 
different approaches to this question as well as to the meaning of ‘metaphysica’ 
evidently show that it is necessary to speak not just of one broad Scotist tradi-
tion, but of different trends within this tradition.
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ANTONINO POPPI
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L’oggetto della metafi sica nella Quaestio de subiecto metaphysicae 
di Giacomino Malafossa (1553)

In 1553 the Conventual Franciscan Giacomino Malafossa from Barge published 
in Padua a short Quaestio de subiecto metaphysicae. In it he initially writes that the 
adequate object of metaphysics is ens in quantum ens commune Deo et creaturae. 
Nonetheless, he subsequently remarks that universal being has no proper-
ties that could be demonstrated and, therefore, that it cannot be the subject 
of a science. One can notice, continues Malafossa, that metaphysics has two 
objects: universal being and the most perfect being, i.e. God. Actually, meta-
physics is a science thanks to its second object alone; nevertheless, properly 
speaking, God is not the subject of this science. In the end, Malafossa seems 
unable to clarify what founds the unity of metaphysics.

ISABELLE MANDRELLA

Rheinischen Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universität Bonn
isabelle.mandrella@uni-bonn.de

Le sujet de la métaphysique et sa relation au conceptus entis 
transcendentissimi aux 16ème et 17ème siècles

Scotus argues that a univocal concept of being qua being serves as the subject 
of metaphysics. But the question remains whether this ought to be a concept 
of being which is so common that it even includes both real and mental be-
ing. Scotus himself opts for metaphysics as a real science, by excluding the 
treatment of ens rationis from it. How did the philosophy of the 16th and 17th 
centuries – e.g. Fonseca, Hurtado de Mendoza, Mastri and others – receive 
this doctrine? Do they conform with the interpretation of metaphysics as a real 
science or do they consider being to be an univocal conceptus entis transcendentis-
simi, i.e., as being common to real as well as to mental being?

PIER PAOLO RUFFINENGO

Studio Filosofi co Domenicano, Bologna
ontonoesis@gmail.com

L’oggetto della metafi sica nella scuola tomista tra tardo medioevo ed età moderna

Thomas Aquinas left many open issues regarding metaphysics. The theory 
which dominated the Thomistic school from 14th to 17th century brings up two 



 Abstracts 547

themes. In order to explain the nature of the concept of ens ut ens, it develops 
the distinction between ratio formalis quae and ratio formalis sub qua. In order to 
tackle the objection that abstraction is only ex parte subiecti cognoscentis, it devel-
ops the statement according to which the lumen-actualitas is ex parte rei too. This 
article expounds the positions of those authors, as well as the criticism of them 
expressed by Hurtado de Mendoza and Mastri. Finally, it illustrates the loss of 
interest in the question in the writings of Thomists from the end of 17th to the 
end of 19th century.

MARIA MUCCILLO

Università degli Studi di Roma “La Sapienza”
maria.muccillo@uniroma1.it

Un dibattito sui libri metafi sici di Aristotele fra platonici, 
aristotelici e telesiani (con qualche complicazione ermetica): 
Patrizi, Angelucci e Muti sul soggetto della metafi sica

After reconstructing Patrizi’s interpretation of Aristotelian metaphysics and its 
subject, this article examines the reaction to his ideas among the Aristotelians 
and, in particular, the polemic raised by Teodoro Angelucci, an Aristotelian 
physician and philosopher. Angelucci attacked several of Patrizi’s views, fi rst 
of all the denial of the authenticity of many parts of the corpus aristotelicum and, 
as a retort, argued against the authenticity of the corpus hermeticum. A Telesian 
scholar also entered the debate, defending Patrizi’s position, and advocating 
the importance of the efforts of the novatores in order to construct a new natu-
ral philosophy.

RICCARDO POZZO

Istituto per il Lessico Intellettuale Europeo e Storia delle Idee
direttore@iliesi.cnr.it

Cornelius Martini sull’oggetto della metafi sica

In 1604 Cornelius Martini, as praeses, had the text of a public disputatio de su-
biecto metaphysicae printed. In it he re-examined a set of questions he had been 
working on since 1597, when he had been the fi rst Lutheran philosopher to 
introduce the teaching of metaphysics in one of the universities (the Academia 
Iulia in Helmstedt) founded in the spirit of Melanchton. Martini disseminated 
within Protestant Germany the positions of Late Medieval and Renaissance 
Catholic metaphysicians. Nonetheless, when defi ning the object of metaphys-
ics, he did not refer to Suárez. Rather, he based his solution on an application 
of Jacopo Zabarella’s epistemic operator ‘modus considerationis’.
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MARCO LAMANNA
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«De eo enim Metaphysicus agit logice ». Un confronto tra Pererius e Goclenius

A well-established historiography connects the metaphysical model held by 
the Jesuit Benet Perera to the metaphysics (actually one of the fi rst ontologies, 
in the proper sense of the word, in history) of the Calvinist Rudolph Göckel. 
An extensive study of the works of the two authors confi rms this connec-
tion and allows us to understand better the fundamentals of Göckel’s position. 
Interestingly, it also appears that after it is removed from rational theology, 
Göckel’s ontology does not seem to acquire the status of neutral and universal 
science that its proponent sought. Rather, it still is dependent on the defi ni-
tions provided by other disciplines, such as logic and mathematics.

MASSIMILIANO SAVINI

Università del Salento
massimiliano.savini@unile.it

Una metafi sica sotto tutela: gnostologia, noologia e ontologia 
nel pensiero di Abraham Calov

In the fi rst half of 17th century there was extensive refl ection on the object and 
the tasks of metaphysics in Germany, which led to the birth of ontology as a 
specifi c science. This process was followed by a discussion of the subdivision 
of philosophy and the organization of the disciplines that constitute it. In this 
context, ontology had to secure the unity and the coherence of the entire en-
cyclopaedia of sciences. In this essay we examine Calov’s doctrine regarding 
the relationship between ontologia, noologia and gnostologia, i.e. the relationship 
between ontologia and the two disciplines that – according to Calov – have to 
assist ontology in giving form and unity to the entire body of knowledge.

MARCO SGARBI

Università degli Studi di Verona
marco.sgarbi@univr.it

«Unus, verus, bonus et Calovius». L’oggetto della metafi sica secondo Abraham Calov

Abraham Calov was one of the prominent philosophical fi gures of the Schul-
metaphysik in the 17th century. He was the inventor of sciences such as gnostolo-
gia, noologia and methodologia. He was also the fi rst to introduce Suárez’s meta-
physics systematically in Königsberg. The present paper aims to investigate his 
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refl ections on the subject of ontology. The fi rst part of the article deals with 
the meaning, the division, and the goal of metaphysics in relation to the other 
philosophical disciplines. The second part specifi cally deals with the concept of 
ens as the primary object of general ontology. The conclusion assesses Calov’s 
role in the process of the essentialization of metaphysics.

SVEN K. KNEBEL

Freie Universität Berlin
svenkknebel@yahoo.de

“Metaphysikkritik”? Historisches zur Abgrenzung von Logik und Metaphysik

This essay aims at proving that the 13th-century-born interest in beings of 
reason paved the way to two different patterns of ontology: what we could 
call ‘standard ontology’ (SO) and ‘non-standard ontology’ (NSO) respectively. 
Between the 13th and 18th century SO expanded on real being exclusively and 
conceived itself as a science distinct from logic; by contrast, NSO raised its scope 
to the level of supertranscendental concepts and denied any gap between logic 
and metaphysics. In the 17th and 18th century SO eventually lost credit. This 
analysis also shows that the 20th-century historiographical theory according to 
which Metaphysikkritik was a Neuzeit agenda has no factual grounds.

CLAUS A. ANDERSEN

Rheinischen Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universität Bonn
c_asbjoern@yahoo.dk

The Quaestio de subiecto metaphysicae by Giacomino Malafossa 
from Barge (ca1481-1563). Edition of the Text

This study offers an edition of Malafossa’s Quaestio de subiecto metaphysicae. The 
introduction explains the relationship between the 1553 editio princeps of the 
work and later editions. The structure of the text is presented and Malafossa’s 
sources are determined. Malafossa’s indebtedness to Gometius Hispanus and his 
debate with Maurice O’Fihely over the conditions for something being the 
subject of a science are examined. The basis of this debate is identifi ed in the 
fact that the two Scotists had recourse to different versions of Scotus’s Parisian 
Reportatio. Finally, the relationship of the Quaestio to other works of Malafossa 
is discussed.
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DANIEL HEIDER
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The Unity of Suárez’s Metaphysics

The paper deals with the issue of Francisco Suárez’s doctrine of the unity of 
metaphysics in the light of his theory of the concept of being. It proceeds by 
giving answer to the wide-spread objection according to which in Suárez’s 
theory the notion of being is to be considered as a logical and univocal “super-
genus”, which cannot serve as the fundamental unifying principle of his meta-
physics. On various planes of Suárez’s metaphysical system the author argues 
against that interpretative tendency to show that the Jesuit’s metaphysics is to 
be regarded as specifi cally one science, whose unity is based on the unity of 
its adequate object.

FRANCESCO PIRO

Università degli Studi di Salerno
fpiro@unisa.it

Lo scolastico che faceva un partito a sé (faisait band à part). 
Leibniz su Durando di San Porziano e la disputa sui futuri contingenti

In his Theodicy, on two occasions Leibniz evaluates Durandus of Saint-Pourçain 
positively, while in two cases he expresses a negative judgement on him. The 
two “positive” mentions concern the problem of the divine prescience of free 
acts of creatures. The two “negative” mentions concern the problem of God’s 
concursus in creatures’ actions and being. Leibniz’s passages on Durandus con-
front us with the core of his philosophy. Distancing himself from Durandus, 
Leibniz tries to escape a conception according to which, after choosing the 
best of possible worlds, God plays no role in the world. Nonetheless, his points 
of agreement with the medieval author show his attempt to save the causal 
powers of creatures.
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