
AS 3cf3 Study Questions Fall 2009 

Emily Michael, “Daniel Sennert on Matter and Form: At the Juncture of the Old and New” 

 
1. What is the “largely unknown influence on Sennert's theory of matter and form” that 

Michael is seeking to focus on (273)? 

2. What are “substantial forms”, and why would they normally be thought antithetical to 
upholding atoms (274)?  

3. Who were the most prominent of the “Latin Pluralists”, and on what issue of 
interpretation did they oppose the Thomists? 

4. Who were the “uniticists”, and what did they mean by “primary matter”? How did this 
commit them to denying that the same portion of matter could have more than one form? 
Why are commentators like Dijksterhuis wrong in asserting that “Aristotelianism is not 
really consistent with a corpuscular matter theory”? 

5. Who was Iacopo Zabarella, when did he write and whom did he influence? In what 
respects did he follow Averroes? What problems does Zabarella find with the views of the 
Thomists (283)? 

6. What differences are there among the Pluralists on the question of souls (284)? 

7. How do Sennert’s atoms differ from the atoms of Democritus (286)? 

8. Do the forms of the elements remain when a body becomes a mixt? How does Sennert’s 
answer to this in 1633 differ from the one he gave in 1618 (289-90)? What motivated the 
change, according to Michael (291)? 

9. How, according to Michael, did Sennert’s views about generation of living things come to 
influence his adoption of atomism (292-95)?  

10. What does this have to do with Lutheranism (295-96)? What corrections to Aristotle does 
Sennert consequently insist upon (297)? 

11. In what respects is Sennert’s view a “half-way house between Aristotelian causation 
presuming forms as ends, and the modern conception of causation by structures of atoms, 
which function as specific efficient causes” (298)? 

 
 
 


