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study the actual conditions of the destruction and the place where
the escaped ships have gone.

8. The Portuguese trading place according to Sui-lu-chih.
From the account of - V. Linschoten’s Le Grand. Routier-de mer
we prove the sea route -of the Portuguese traders and their
tradmg as well as the1r W1nter lodgmg places

On the Condemnation of Aristotle at Oxford

Kokichi SAKAGUCHI

" In 1277, Robert Kilwardby, archbishop of Canterbury, pronoun-
ced at Oxford, the .condemnation.of. some Aristotelian theses
1nclud1ng Thomist -theory of unlty of forms. In 1284, h1s suc-
cessor John of Peckham ratified his enactment. The aim of. thls
artrcle is to show the reason why these two archbishops issued
such proh1b1t1ons agamst St. Thomas, one of the greatest Chris-
t1an th1nkers '

It is certaln that the two archbishops thought that the theory
of un1ty of forms threatened the traditional interpretation on
dogmas on the creation and the body of Christ. But they did not
ask the sanctlon of papal court before announcmg this prohibi-
thIl So it can be said that on the part of Roman curia, the
Pope d1d ‘not give any suggestion to the archbishops in issuing
th1s condemnatmn Therefore the two archbishops are fully
responS1ble on their action. :

.-However, they issued the condemnation not onIy in accordance
W1th their personal judgement, but they followed the" ‘atmosphere
of,, Chr1st1an world in which there were. strll many Augustinians.
In those days circles of prelates were totally Augustinians and
anti- le‘homwtgs.,.’l‘hese Augustinians-were seriously' concerned of
the new pagan elements in the world of Christian thoughts.

The enactment of. Kllwardby and Peckham is the reflection of
th1s atmosphere in the Christian world. But it s to be- regretted
that-they failed to.grasp. the situation- of - Thornlsm -which was
epread;ing rapidly. in the world of Christian thought and -which
Was ‘Vadop._tedvby the Dominican order, one of the most important
supporters of the papacy, as their official opinions. If they ‘had
known better about this situation before issuing-their condemna-
tron, ‘they would have been more careful.

The1r condemnation caused a serious drscrepancy among the
Chr1st1an world which resulted in the d:smtegratlon of medieval
Christendom... .. - . . . . . el

‘
[



