A8 the repeated condemnations of Aristotelian tendencies
both at Parls and at Oxford provided welecome smmunibion-¢
reinforcement to Augustinian argument, so also they proved

perhaps even/ a strong deterrent to the existence and/to the articulateness
of Aristotelians. 1In a question redolent of acsdemic freedom 5
Godfrey of Fontaines in 1295 discussed publicly "Utrum Bplacopus F
parialensis peccet in hos quod omittit oorrigere guosdam articulos :
& praedecessore suo condemnatos" [Quodl XII g 5, Phil Belg
V 100-105, ed Hoffmana Louvain 1932). He admits that the
artlcles were ripghtly condemned because of the excesses at the
time they were promulgated; but he does not think that they
some of them/ still should be enforced; for/they-are do not seem to him to
be coherent; others prhibit at Paris what the rest of the

further, Celholic world allows;/the simpliciores among the studenta
23 think Thomas Aquinas! works under officiml susplicion; and
woalker/ the duller profesaors buttress their/eildier opinions by

invoking the m» condemnationa; finally, lessthan justice ia
done to Xquines to whom alone our Lord might say what he said
to the Apostles together, "Tu es sal terrse.” Bome twenty
yoara later in a similar public question John of Naples
affirmatively anawered Xy "Utrum lilcite possit doceri parisius
doctrina sancti Thome quantum ad omnés eius conclusiones™
(Jeklouschek Xenia III 88-101]. A completely sat.sfastory
solution was had &n Fedbruary 14, 1325, when the Bishop of Paris
revoked the condemnatlons in so far as they were adverse to

the doctrine of Ayui.as [Jellouscsk, p 84 f., note 8;: c.iting
Deuifle~Chatelain, Chartularium, II, 280 ff, §838.]
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Maglstrl Gotefridl de Fontibus, Les Phil Belges II,

QU.Odll I;Jm 11T, 9. 1 (longa), PP« 166-7T7

Utrum creatura possit dicl ens ratlone suae easentliae,
cum l:se xem est non ens quantum ad esse exlistentlime.

159 cale: "et hoc quidem aggresatum sive essentla ex materla
et forma constituta est in potentia ad esse simplleiter actuale,
quod habut essentia sicut receptum et participatum a prima
essendi causad#/In omnl ergo re sive simplicis essentiame sive
compositae creastae erit compositio realis essentise et esse
sicut volunt aliquil propter istas rationes"

/%/ add: quae est esse purum non participatum.
Thus Godfrey knows exactly ldea of renl distinctlon,

161: "Patet 1gitur primus articulus sddlicet quod non est
alizuld in re quucumgue quod sit esse solum ahsque appositione
determinatae rationis essendi.”

The meaning seems to he that univ.rsals are universal
In virtue of Intellect, that thers are no universals a parte

rel, least of g1l is there any utniversal being or oneness that
1s just that.

162 cale: "Cum ergo nihll potest esme extra ratinem entls,
sub nulla una ratione sisnificat ens 14 quod significat.”

163:"Ex praedictis 1gitur patet guod esse causatum in universitate
entlum causatorum non est allquid unum ratione, slicut neuue
pubitas vel esentia est allguid unum ratiore in unliter&itate
entium creatorum, nec est aliquid a Leo cr atum in rebus quod
8it esse tantum ab essentils rerum particip.tum, qued guidem
esse participatum sit eius proprius effectus...”

"Gum autems.. unum secundum omnes non dicit aliguam rem
additam, vidcetur etlam quod ens slve esse non dlcat allgquid
realiter additum el de guo dicltur.”

164: "Patet igltur secundus articulus, scilicet quod non est
pohere in rebus ali-uid unum secundum rationem yuod sediicet

sit esset antum, ex quo patet juod esse, licet unam vocem disat,
in diversis tamen diversum est et diversam ratisnem etlam

importat. Non enim diclt nisl essentlam et entitatem uniuscuinagque,
quod tertio proponebatur.”

177: "... teneamus ut prasdictum eat quod esse et es: ntia id
idem sunt, ita quod gquantum intelliritur de essentla tantum
intellixitur de esse. Et 1deo cum ponitur res non exlstens
ponitur simpliciter non ems, ita etlam quod secundum esse
=gsentiae non potest dicl ens; et sic patet veritas et solutle
quaestion.s praemlssae,"
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