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Ignorance is the negation of Enlightenment and not the reverse. EZB, 139
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Deus enim id quo maius cogitari non potest. Quod qui bene intelligere, utque
intelligit id ispsum sic esse, ut nec cogitatione queat non esse. Qui ergo intelligit

sic esse deum, nequit eum non esse cogitare.

For God is that than which a greater cannot be thought. Whoever really
understands this understands clearly that this same being so exists that not even
in thought can it not exist. Thus whoever understands that God exists in such a

way cannot think of Him as not existing.16

10



id quo maius cogitari non potest

[ ]

e id ipsum sic esse ut nec
cogitatione queat non esse
1 i

1 non est deus|

] I
i i
1 1l
(1AA,80)
.bene intelliger[
] 3.
v
bene intelligere[ ]
intelligit[ ]
id ipsum[
]
id quod deus est[ ]
sic esse[ ]
sic esse[ ] Hayathology

11



id ipsum sic esse[

hayathology hayathontology

18

.bene intelligere[ ]

maius cogitari non potest[

(see 1AA, 80)

potest[ ]

bene intelligere[ ] sic esse[

being

id quo

id quo maius cogitari non

12



19 sic esse|[

] bene intelligere[ ]

integrity

(IAA, 81; emphasis Schufreider’s)

deus nudus[ ]

—_ oculus mentis[ ]
(IAA, 81; emphasis

Schufreider’s)

13



(1AA,82)

contemplandum deum[
20]

() ( )

proprium[ ]

——sub persona conantis erigere mentem suam ad

14



Vijnana[ ] Prajna] 1Vs.

prajna
vijnana Vijnana prajna

prajna[ ]

Vijnana[ ]

(Sz, 85)
(a)

(1AA, 84-85)
Vijnana prajna
prajna prajna

(Sz, 121)

21

(Sz, 124)
Vijnana prajna
Sz, 121
vijnana
Vijnana- prajna-
e prajna-

15



——W.iederholung[ ]
[ 1 Shurei Zembi

(Sz, 115)

(Sz, 115) prajna vijnana

(Sz, 115)

22 Wiederholung

23

prajna-

Gratias tibi, bone Domine, gratias tibi, quia quod prius credidi te donante, iam sic

intelligo et illluminante, ut si te esse nolim credere, non passim non intelligere. (I

104, 5ff)

16



I thank thee, good Lord, I thank thee, that what | at first believed because of thy
gift, I now know because of thine illumining in such a way that even if | did not
want to believe thine Existence, yet | could not but know it. (AFQI, 170)

(a)
( )
« )
[ ]
donare[ ] illuminare[ ] AFQI,170
bene intelligere[ —
donare[ ] illuminare[ ]
() ()
illumine e donare[ ] illuminare[
— bene intelligere[ ]
Da mihi, ut...intelligam quia es, sicut credimus (Prosl. 2: 1 101, 3f)[
](cf.
AFQI, 101)

( ) —

— compulsion /

17



annulment

)Nothing

the need of faith

(
Greater[nihil maius]
( 3.
)
evocative nearness to us
e
for understanding] ] understanding without faith[
]
nihil maius][ ]
( )
( )
si te esse nolim credere|
] -
( )
AFQI, 171
() — « )

18



nihil maius[ 1 Nothing Greater

1AA, 95;emphasis Schufreider’s

nihil maius][

[ ]
2006 11 4

1 See Tokiyuki Nobuhara, “A‘Buddhistic’ Reinterpretation of Karl Barth’s Argument for
the Existence of God in Ansel/m: Fides Quaerens Intellectum,” Bulletin of Keiwa College,
No. 13, February 28, 2004, 1-14.

2 See Tokiyuki Nobuhara, “How Can Principles Be More Than Just Epistemological Or
Conceptual?: Anselm, Nagarjuna, and Whitehead,” Process Thought, No. 5, September
1993, 97-101; hereafter cited as “How Can Principles.”

3 See Tokiyuki Nobuhara, “Ignorance—Christian and Buddhist: Reinterpreting
Anselm’s Proslogion 1V in Light of D.T. Suzuki's Zen Thought,” Bulletin of Keiwa
College, No. 15, February 28, 2006, 1-15.

4 D.T. Suzuki, Essays in Zen Buddhism: First Series (New York: Grove Press, 1961), p.
139; hereafter cited as EZB.

5 1995

( )
6 See Karl Barth, Anselm. Fides Quaerens Intellectum. Anselm’s Proof of the Existence
of God in the Context of his Theological Scheme (Lonson: SCM Press, 1960), p. 168;
hereafter cited as AFQI. See also Anselmi Opera Omnia, ed. F. S. Schmidt, Stuttgart,
1968, vol. 1., p. 104; hereafter cited as |I.
7 Nobuhara, “How Can Principles,” 97-101.
8 Charles Hartshorne, Anselm’s Discovery: A Re-examination of the Ontological

19



Argument for God's Existence (Lasalle, ILL: Open Court, 1965); hereafter cited as AD.
9 Desmond Paul Henry, Commentary on De Gramatico: The Historical-Logical
Dimensions of a Dialogue of St. Anselm’s (Dordrecht, Holland/Boston, U.S.A.: D. Reidel
Publ. Co., 1974), p. 337; hereafter cited as CDR.
10 Karl Barth, The Epistle to the Romans, trans. Edwyn C. Hoskyns (London: Oxford
University Press, 1933), p. 317.
un (existence)

see Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, trans.
Max Mueller [New York and London: The Macmillan Compary, 1920], pp. 483-86

”In these famous passages Kant seems scarcely aware that from the standpoint
of the second Anselmian or Cartesian Proof the question is not whether ordinary or
contingent existence could ever be derivative from the mere concept of a kind of thing,
but only a uniquely excellent kind of existence, necessary existence, can be derived from
a unique concept, that of divine perfection or Goodness” (AD, 225).

12 Martin Luther, Lectures on Romans, ed. W. Pauck (Philadelphia: The Westminster
Press, 1961), p. 67; hereafter cited as LR.
13 See Rudolf Hermann, “Das Verhaeltnis von Rechtfertigung und Gebet nach Luthers
Auslegung Roem. 3 in der Roemerbriefvorlesung,” in: Gesammelte Studien zur
Theologie Luthers u. Reformation (Goettingen: Vendenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1960), pp.
11-43.
14 1959
127
15 See Tokiyuki Nobuhara, “Toward a Global Hermeneutic of Justification in Process
Perspective: Luther and Shinran Comparatively Considered,” Buddhist-Christian
Studies 12 (1992), 103-20, esp., 106.
16 Gregory Schufreider, An Introduction to Anselm’s Argument (Philadelphia: Temple
University Press, 1978), p. 79; hereafter cited as IAA.
17 See Charles Hartshorne, The Logic of Perfection (Lasalle, ILL: Open Court Publ. Co.,
1962), p. 8.
18 See Proceedings of the I1X Intern. Cong. For the Hist. of Religions (Tokyo: Maruzen,
1960), pp. 223-228. Also “An Inquiry Into the Basic Structure of Christian Thought,”
Religious Studies in Japan (Tokyo: Maruzen, 1959), pp. 418-419.
19 Cf.:”Language helps reality to its truth. In faith’s view it is the possible that helps
the real [become] linguistically to its truth and thus expresses itself as itself, i.e., as
what is becoming” (Ernst Fuchs, Hermeneutik, Bad Cannstadt: Muellerschon, 1954, p.
211; cited in James M. Robinson, A New Quest of the Historical Jesus and Other Essays,
Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1983, p. 207).
20 Anselmi Opera Omnia, vol. |, pp. 93-94; cited in 1AA, 108.
21 D.T. Suzuki, Studies in Zen, ed., with a foreword by Christmas Humphreys, New
York: Dell Publ. Co., 1978, ch. IV. “Reason and Intuition in Buddhist Philosophy,” p. 85;
hereafter cited as SZ.
23 1956
23 -
2001

24 ( B )

sic
esse[ ] ( )

20



