
The doctrine of orıgıinal sın
according to Augustine of Rome

(Favaroni) (T

(IRIGINAL. SIN AND OUR PARTICIP  (@) THE SIN AÄDAM.

The notion o actual SIn

Sin has three meanıngs firstly, COonNcupiscencCe of the Hesh
wihich remaıns 1n result of or1ıgınal sS1N 15 often called SIN
secondly, the COILLINONMN acceptatıon of the cholastics that SIn 18
inordinate AaCTt perpetrated agaınst the divıne law this 18 actual
sS1N and thirdly, SIN Ca also be understood the obligation LO

dergo punıshment 9} divine decree ordaınıng INan LO punısh-
mMent due LO SIN

TOM Favaron!1 s DCN three princıipal definitions of actual sın Ca  .

be collected the hirst 18 that g1ven above, obliquitas 1Ve inordinatio
ıIn OPDEIE perpetrato commıssa Contra legem [ e eternam. The -
cond 15 INOTE descriptive Diligenter est advertendum quod QUE-
madmodum 1n actuali DECCALO ade trıa principaliter consiıderare de
bemus, videlicet aCium SÜU' transgress1on1s inıuste, el debitum 1US-

Augustiniana V11 1957) 00- We wish CXÄPIECSS OUr sincere grat]-
tude the Directors of the Vatican and Angelica Libraries (Rome) fOl' the use o#
the manuscrıpts.

Primum est advertendum quod de peCccato D' Joqui tripliciter : pr1-
INU:) de V1ICIO quodam nature quod cConcupiscentla carnıs communıter appellatur
DeI qUam AaTIro V1IC10sSe concupiscıit adversus spiırıtum adversatur e 1 ad ODUS
iusticiıe secundo loqui de peccato tamquam de obliquitate 1Ve inordi-
natiıone ın D perpetrato commıssa contra legem e eternam, S1C communıter
loqguuntur doctores eclam scholasticı de peccato Eist quedam tertia aliqua CD-
tatıo peccatı de qUuUo loqui D' qua videlicet reatus 1pse 1Ve obligatio ad
398 satistactoriam dicitur peccatum et hoc e&st peccatum quod remittitur DeI
ecclesjiastıca sacramenta. De Perfecta [ustitia 18/ v2
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LICIE perdite et tert1o0 debitum PECNE subeunde secundum exıigentam
vindicative Justıtie, et sta trıa attendenda SUNT 111 quolibet
actu culpe moralis qUO aliquis cadıt SU: gratıia PDSU iustiicante
1V ST actus INTeErı0r DTECIS1IVC 1V'C6 S1it aCtius EeXter10r 1iNter1071 AD DO-
S1LUS et quodlibet 1IDSOTUTMM SUul maodo vVvoCatur peCCaLum And
thirdly Fıst advertendum quod Ca p  a debemus distinguere
tres ratıones videlicet ratıonem deformitatis, ratıonem voluntarı] e
ratıonem culpe he hirst VE efinition properly speaking,
the second and third A1Ve distinction of 1ISs elements

OQur present eXposıtıon taken from the CONTtTEXT of this last
mentioned ‚.efinition TOM the of VIC W of method much Ca

be saıdcd fOl‘ and agaınst this procedure (In the OI hand 1L deals
fairly exclusively, though NOT completely satisfyıng WaVYV, with
the different elements of SIN fact 1E the M Oost complete CÄD
sıt1on have COINE CLI'O898S On the other hand the Commentary
the epistle LO the Komans AD DCAaATS LO present hlS iıcdeas )9900)0=- crystal
lized and finalised 1L W as wrıtlten 1477 than the earlier works
from w.hich shall be taking hıs CONCEDT of oriıgınal S1.112

Nor indeed .11 OUWU:  x method ack dangers and dificulties The
princıpal difhiculty 11868 trom the bact that the specific ıntent of OUu  —

theologian the present CONLEXT NOTL ıdentically 0188 O'W specific
intent Favaroniı's iINTent polemical OUTS exclusıvely CXPD'OS1-
tonal Commenting Propterea tradcidcit illos Deus PDasslıloNecs
1SNOIMIMIMNTIAC he places the thesis that OM S11 Ca be of itself the
penalty for another He then adduces the explanatıon of St Iho
INa  CN LO the ; ONntrary that OIl 88l Ca be the pen-alty for another

De Peccato 210 v}
In ad Rom 2376 125 v ]

* Rom
hunc assum diligenter attendant 1]; q U OS aliqualiter tetıg1

dicentes 11UIN peccatum 1O. :SS«e peI alterius: INEICES quidem DeI
respicıt ıllud UJU: est INEeEICES el NO PCI accidens. S; CIgO hec ınıquıtas, tam
nephandum peccatum INerCEes est ydolatrie profecto hoc peccatum PeT respICIL
illud ut per hoc sıt PCHa illius. In ad Rom 376 125 r2

Fav., In ad Rom 376 I homas M 8/ a
125 rz?

Deinde respondent adl hoc dubium Responde: dicendum quod de PECC-
dicentes quod de peccato pOSSUMUS lo- cCato dupliciter loqui p DeI
qu1ı duplieciter DCI et per accıdens scilicet et PeTI accıdens Der quidem
Per Nn1m consideratur peccatum ut nullo modo peccatum potest KRKIS N
egreditur voluntate S1C N1IN habet DeCccaftı peccatum ‚YHIT} per conside-



25The doectrine of original SIn

N OL DEI SC but DeT accıdens. NOW he SaVYS that this 18 LO be rejected
tor four T6Casons /) I 15 from the refutation ma-de of this opınıon
that Ou iıcleas aie taken.

t1ionem culpe, quod S1 nullo modo est ratur secundum quod egreditur volun-
oluntarıum NO est peccatum ; et hoc tate S1C nım habet ratıonem culpae ;
modo ut dicunt Nnum peccatum 9(0) de ratıone autem OCNAaC est quod sıt

contra voluntatem ut ın lo habitum est,test S56 PpCNHNa alterius qula de ratıone
PECNEC est quod sıt contra voluntatem et nde manıfestum est quod peccatum
S1C manıtfestum est quod DeI loquendo per oquendo nullo modo potest KRIS

peccatum NO potest SS PCNHa peccatı. peccatı. Per acciıdens autem PEC-
Per accıdens autem peccatum potest SsSec catum potest SSCc peccatı tripli-
PCNHa peccatı tripliciter ; prımo quidem cıter. Primo quidem parte Causa®o®

Cause qUE remoOvel prohibens. qUa«c est remotıo prohibentis; sunt nım
Cause nım inclinantes Causae inclinantes ad peccatum DaS-ad peccatum
sunt passıones inordinate et temptatıo s10Nes tentatıo diaboli, et lia hujus-
dyaboli lia hujusmodi qUEC impediun- modi qUa«LC quidem Causae impediuntur
tur PCI divinum auxılium quod iuste DCI auxılium divinae gratiae QUaC sub.
subtrahit deus propter peccatum et talis trahitur per peccatum ; nde @710 1psa
subtractio est hujus peccatı pCha et est subtractio gratiae sıt quedam

deo qu]ı ıuste 125 v|) trahit auxılium Deo ut ı9) dictum est, sequıtur, quod
SUUmn ab ıngrato et 8S1C peccatum SCYUECNS peI accıdens et1iam peccatum quod
subtractionem divinı auxiılıi; PeEI accidens hoc sequitur dicatur : el hoc modo
dicitur PCINNa peccatı precedentis ; et hoc loquitur Ap Rom dicens Propter
modo ut dicit, loquitur Ap Propter quod traclidit eOSs |)Deus ın desideria COI -

quod tradidit Deus ın desideria cordis dis qUa«c sunt anımae passlones ;
1psorum et 1n passıones 1ıgnomıinle: quı1a qula scilicet deserti homines ab auxilio
subtrahendo auxilium SUUuUm permittuntur divinae gratiae vincuntur passionibus;
peccatores vincı passionibus SU1Ss. Alio et hoc modo SCINDECI peccatum dicitur
modo potest SS«e pena sub :SSC precedentis peccatı lio
stantıe Aactus peccatı quı afflictionem 1N- modo ubstantiae actus qui
ducit et hoc S1VEe sıt actus interior ut afflictionem inducit 8S1Ve sıt aCctus iınte-

In 1Ta et ıIn invidia quod notabiliter T10T7 ut pate' In 1psa 1Ta et In invidia :
affligit 1psum iratum vel invidum S1Ve S1VEe actus exterlor, ut pate: C aliqui
actus exter1o0r sıcut aliqui gravibus abo. ZraVvı ]abore opprimuntur, et damno ut
riıbus et dampnis opprimuntur ut expleant actum peccatı secundum illud
pleant actum peccatı sıcut Sap dieitur Sap |_assatiı ıIn V1a ınıquıtatıs.
Lapsati In semıuitiıs ınıquitatis et Tertio m'  O parte effectus scilicet
ambulavimus 1As difficiles. aliquod peccatum dicatur respectu

effectus consequentis : sed hıls duobus
ultimis modis NUmn peccatui'n nNnO

lum est praecedentis peccatı SE
et1am SU1l1

R Sed istı In hac posıtione multipliciter deficiunt, primo quidem quon1am NO

distinguunt cırca peccatum tres ratıones diversas, secundo qula 11O\| distinguunt de
voluntario, tertıo0 qula NO distinguunt de pCNa, quar(i{o qula rustra peccatum dicunt
SSsSC alterius peccatı pPeI accıdens. In ad Rom 376 125 v{
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The CONCEDT of actua] sın entails three distinct elements de
formity of the act arısıng ftrom ıts embracing unlawful 1n -
COMMENSUTATLTE use the thomistic expression object, volun-
tareıty of the aCTt and ouilt of the aCct [t 15 of the rst only that the
CONCEeDpDtL of Sın 15 PpeTr predicated E . of the deformity < lo cla-
rıfy his posıtıion he introduces the analogy between S1N'S 1n nature
and arı the OIl hand and: sS1ns In morality the other. There

be 118 1ın nature and art which ar e N'ot voluntary their cha-
TAaCtTer of SIN proceeds trom their deformity which In these fhelds 15
entirely independent of the will of 10) Sımilarly theretore ın
S1INS of the will their character of sın proceeds ‘f TOM their deformity,
and ıt 15 f TOM this their denomination SIN proceeds. Understan-
dably then, S1iN 15 LO be distinguished from voluntareity S11n 18 the
relation of the aCt LO ıts object, voluntareity 18 the iıntentional cha-
racterıist1ic of the act 32} On this distinction rests hıs rst complaint
agaınst the explanation of St Ihomas 11)

Secondly must consıder the relation between voluntareity
and culpability ratıo voluntarıı el ratıo culpae.

Voluntary Ca  ; be accepted 1N three *7 al interested

5) &} B d

* Est advertendum quod Cırca peccatum debemus distinguere tres rationes
videlicet ratıonem deformitatis, ratıonem voluntarıi! et ratıonem culpe: ratıonem
quidem deformitatis quon]1am INnNne peccatum est deformitas quedem contra alı-
q U am regulam directivam disponentem bene, et S1C est obliquitas contra 1psam
rectitudinem regule et detormitas contra contormitatem q U am regula requirıt et
malum conira illud bonum ad quod regula dirigit et ordinat. Ibid 125 v{

10) In Tie simıiliter Na Cr peCccat grammatıcus NO recte loquens vel medi-
CUuUsSs potans ıe(08)  } recta potatıone NO attendimus voluntarıium SE discordantiam...
sımıilıter 1nquam est 1n peccatıs mor1s. Ibid 125 vz2

11) Secundo attendenda est ratıo voluntarı] ut quod Ila deviatio recta regula
voluntaria sıt el proposıto fiat Non est ıgıtur eadem ratıo voluntarı! et peccatı
quın YIMNO peccatum debet SSCc objectum voluntarı] maxıme qualiter ıstı intelligunt
voluntarium, acceptionem videlicet voluntatis. Manitestum est quod acceptio volun-
tatıs objecive aliquid respicıt, et C respicit ıd quod est peccatum manıftfeste dis-
tingultur peccatum ab acceptione., In ad Rom 376 125 v2

12) Per hoc patere potest quid diceendum sıt ad J]la qUuUeE ıstı dicunt de peccato
per considerato. Cum Nnım primo dicunt quod peccatum DCI consideratur
secundum quod egreditur voluntate (126 v|1) hoc KRKIS falsum. Peccatum
Namque ut peccatum est 11O. respicıt voluntatem SE regulam quUua discordat et
obliquitatem contra rectitudinem illius regule et deformitatem cContra conformitatem
Q Uamn inducit regula. Ibid 126 r2Z

l-!) Nam voluntarıum potest aliquid tripliciter dieci: un modo qula emanat
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only 1n the third In thıs last meanıng voluntary signıfles that which
1S5 ın OU: POWCT, *and 1t ‘ 1s precisely ftrom this voluntary that guilt
arıses. [t 15 by 1E ASON of wilful neglect LO PTC. Justice that sın
entails the "Tratıo culpae ' "debitum Justiıtiae 14) It 15 obvious
that that only Ca be 1ın OUr [9)  \ which proceeds trom free 111 %2
So that thing INa be voluntary takıng the word ın the hirst
ond e without ıts being voluntary 1ın the third eNnse 1:, without
ıts being culpable. For example the iıntelligences that INOVE the
heavens, according LO the (( Ptolemaic system, INOV E them volun-
tarıly but 1ıt 15 not 1n their O WE N OT LO JO V them 2 Sımilarly 18
God created TNan with certaın desires attractıons without however
Z1ViINg hım the NECESSATV a control|l these desires, man s PaS-
S1LO0NS would have I U: r1ıo0t voluntarıly but N OT culpably %)

ımmedilate voluntate et S1C 1O: solum actus acceptlonıs eciam respulc10n1s
dicitur voluntarium... Secundo modo aliquid dicitur voluntarium secundum quod
distinguitur contra involuntarıum vel contra noluntarium qualiter nolle distinguitur

velle, nolle autem cdicitur noluntariıum, velle autem dieitur voluntariıum... Tertio
modo dicıtur voluntarıum quod est 1n potestate voluntatis et S1C proprıe accıpıt
voluntarıum Aristoteles ın 310 Ethicorum C dicit operatıones nOsiIras virtutum
et vicıorum SS voluntarias et SSsSe In nobis 1: 1n nOostra potestate, et ab ısto
voluntarıo venıt imputabilitas quon1am illud solum est imputabile quod est vel Trat
ın nOostra et qualiter rat 1ın pOotestate talıter Tat imputabile. Ibid 1 26 r{

14) Ct ‚„..debitum ecIO ıustıitie perdite dicitur peccatum culpe quon1am ıIn
stat ratıo culpe... De peccato 210 v{. [ )uos ıgıtur reatus contraxıt CIu adul-
L4  ter11 (2 v [) perpetrati, reatum videlicet culpe quı est debitum habende ıustitie et
reatum PCNE quı est debitum luende 1serle.. S1C igıtur iıncunctante: tenere de-
bemus quod ın quolibet lho ctu culpe mortalıs mortaliter PCCCaNs iıncurrıt hos
duos reatus quemadmodum ıIn exemplo adulter]i declaratum est I!bid 209 r2

15) hat OUuTr theologian admitted the exıstence and substantial integrity of tree
111 has been already shown. Augustiniana (VII) 054 13-114

16) Attendenda est CI9O diligenter distinctio de voluntario iınter duos pr1mos
modos hunc tertıum ba Na Intelligentia INOVENS coelum, qula OVe peT intel-
lectum et voluntatem potest 1C1  Dn INOVeEeTE voluntarie duobus primıs modis 10] autem
tertıo modo quon1am NO. habet In potestate INOVEeTE et 110 INOVeEeTE. In ad Rom
126 r '.

nde tertio attendenda est ratıo culpe, hec autem est ratıo imputabilitatis.
Staret autem quod alıquid fieret acceptibiliter et amen NO imputabiliter. Si nım
deus NO dedisset angelo vel hominı rectitudinem voluntatis PCI q U am esSseE: ı1usta
voluntas et dedisset amen el affectiones 914 QUas OsseL voluntas INOVeEeTE ad
alıa, talıs voluntas IMpreceps 1Vvisset pOost commoda el delectabilia deviando
regulıs 126 r1) rectarum appeticıonum et tamen inculpabiliter ıta quod
nulle oblique appeticiones essent culpe quon1am NO fuissent imputabiles ut pulchre
declaret nselmus ın SÜül De Casu Dyaboli In ad Rom 376
125 vz2
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Voluntary then the third nothing ealse than free 11
commonly called ıberum and this 11 distinguished agaıinst

voluntarıum CVen by St I homas himself Voluntary that
which proceeds from ININNSIC principle with COognıtıon o# 1tSs

end .9} whereas T eedo—m . elicıtive PO  c of the 11 with regard
those things which aAa1le Cal LO the end

K atıo voluntarıı] and ratıo culpae AI simply what W call volun-
Lar 1umM and iıberum (Giuilt and imputability derive trom free will N OL

from voluntareıty and this D OoS1ILON ftorms second eXceptıon LO the
worichs of St Ihomas quoted above

Following OUu theologian OUrLr third consideration regards the
penalty of S1111 As have e6enmMm OUu OPCNINS paragraph the debt
of punishment 6 iıtself be called S1111 N OL höwever the SaINnlec

the debt of ustıce the AaCT of S1Il but ınasmuch 1T

NECESSATLYVY ‚oONSECQUENCE of S1I1 and ftorms part of t+he complete
notLon of S11l £or this 1LE ASOI 1T called S11l

I wo questions ALl 110 decided Firstly ave 66 I actual
S11l LO be va deliberate deflection of INa from the 1LOT II of morality
Culpability proceeds from free 111 which turn radicated
voluntareity without however being ıdentifed with 1L at least when

take +he terms theır STIr1ICt IMNMCAaN1lL1ıs Actual S1I1l ‚OM DTISCS three
ele +he aCT, debt of ustıce and debt o# punıshment. Se-
condly, ı F+he quest_r of terminology, th.e word S1I) Ca Aave wide

SIrT1ICE IMNMCAanNnııs. In 1ts wice MEANINSZ 1T aln be applied LO each of
the constı:tuenis the aCT debt of ustıce debt of puniıshment

have analogical signification al least by analogy of AtLrlı-

bution In 1fSs STrICL though 8 signifhes only the objective de

) 1-11.q. 6©a |
3ae AD I q 82 aa

< Cum autem ulterius dicunt quod peccatum ut egreditur voluntate habet
ratıonem culpe istud pate falsum #5C, Rationem NnamquUe culpe habet ab

imputabiılıtate : aliquid autem potest egredi voluntate quod s ea est imputabile
et e S] esse': malum 11O. amen esset culpe In ad Rom 2376 126 v/

2I) quemadmodum actuali peccato Ade actus prevarıcatıonıs fuit mate-

riale, debıtum HO 1ustiıtıe fuit ormale eli 118 duobus complebatur pEeCCAaTLuU:
culpe, deinde debitum PECNE exıgıte consecutum est peccatum culpe ı9103 am quam
alıud peccatum CU. precedenti tacıens NUMeEeTUINMN sed tamquam completivum uL 18

NO dicamus trıa fuısse peccata se. 1NUINMN licet quodlibet 1PDSOT U SOrtiatur

LLOINCI) peccalı qU 1a en la et lıa ratıone NUumMmmn habet respeCctu alterius
SICU materıale respectu Sul formalıs 9109} dicuntur irıa peccala SE un um peccatum
quantum ad peccatum culpe De Peccato 211 r 1
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formity o#} the AaCTt which deflects f TOM the rule off Justice ıt ought LO
imıtate.

Taken 1n ıts strıct of moral deformity [0)88 S11n Ca  - be PeCI
the punıshment tor another 6 the defectus honestatis‘ which

DE belongs SIN, 1s of iıtself POCNAa damnificativa. his LOO 18 the
OP1INION of Scotus ‘&l'l‘d St Bonaventure 95

Nowhere ın what have been able LO consult of Favaronji ave
COINEE aACT10SSs the term habitual S11n and MUSsT oniy SC

$ hıs writings contaın anythıng corresponding LO the CONCEDL. By
habitual S1iN commonlIy understand STAtie of inJustice which DECTI-
SCVECTES 1n the sou| CONSEQqQUENC of in)ust aCct 24)

As result of S11n CONTLraCcts double debt, debt o Justice
and debt of punıshment 78)) The debt of Justice 15 the loss of actual
Justice, the debt of punishment LS the obligation undergo punish-
men 3} Ihe debt of Justice 185 the prıvation of the AaCTi O habıt of
Justifyıneg aCcC therefore 1t MUST be something iınternal. Although

[lla ecıam que loquuntur In secundo modo (eciam) NO salvat quod PCC-
catum sıt PCNHNa PCT accıdens alterius peccatı. Cum nım dicunt quod substantia
ctius peccatı afflictionem inducit ut ın 1Tra et In invidia, hoc utiıque
est SE hoc pertinet ad PCI et NO pPEeI accıdens : 1Ta eclam que est extira INEeN-

1psa est peccatum quod transgreditur regulam ratiıonıs UE regula ene
dıisponit hominem et iıdeo necessarla est quod hec deviatio male Ilum disponat;
PDCTI CIgO est quod hec 1ra sıt malum quoddam 1n }\OC quod immoderata est
In ad Rom 3706 126 v{

* oth ın Sent ıst
24) BILLOT, De Peccatis. ] hesis
e intelligentiam hujus conclusioni est advertendum quod 1n MMnı ctu

culpe mortalıs PCI QUECIMN aliquis cadıt gratia justificante duplicem incurriıt reatum,
reatum videlicet culpe et reatum PCNE subeunde PIO CIu per quem perdidit gra-
tı1ıam vel ıustitiam actualem. De peccato 209 r { Almost the SaIne obscurity 1S LO
be SsSecen 1n the works of Scotus, and ONS!  CO there 18 dissention LO
the PIODECTI interpretation of hlS oncept of habitual S1N. MINGES, Duns Scot:
Doctrina Philosophica et T heologica,; Quaracchi 1930, l‚ 484 ınterprets ıt having
the double element, negatively the prıvatıon of s and positively the obligation

punıshment. On the contrary, KRAUTWIG, Dle Grundlagen der Busslehre des
Joannes Duns Scotus, Freiburg 1938, | understands ıt solely the obligätion
to punishment.

28) Reatus culpe est debitum perdite gratıie et iustıtiıe actualis: reatus DENE est
debitum PCNE subeunde (209 r2) S1Vve obliıgatio quedam ad uendam. I!bid

r /
27) quoniam CUu talıs resurget ad gratiam justificantem, reatus culpe cedit

redimenti ıustitie actuali ut supra dixi. Voco autem hic iustitiam acualem contra
ılustitiam orıginalem, actum vel habitum gratie iustificantis. [!bid ZI0 a
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1ın itself ıt 15 |JEBT of Justice, ıt 185 cancelled OUuL, not by the advent
of debt of aC but by the acvent of DTrLACE itself }

Ihe debt of punishment 15 nOT anything internal INn the sinner
but 1T 1s +he sentence of eternal damnation wriıtten In the hicdcen laws
of God ın decree, 1n the minds and knowledge of the An
gels © 1t 15 the obligation LO eternal punishment, an shall
O remaıns aftter the ouilt has een wiped a Wa Y by perfect contrı1-
t10N. hıs alone should be sufhcient LO authorise LO exclude the
possibility of habitual SIN consıstiıng solely 1n the Ccivine decree OT -

dainıng LO punishment. Wee CAnnot determine an urther
which of these Concepts the term habitural sın mMuUuUst be applied.

few words 311 sufhce the distinction of S1N. SII1 18 C 1I1-

tially inordinate Aa'CT by which the ı11 turns trom God ıts last end
LO creatures, and specific difference 1n S1InNn 18 taken, NOLT from the

trom which the 111 recedes which 185 always iıdentical, God
but trom the object which the 111 18 converted } |t 18 according
LO the dıfterent specific nature of created 200d LO which the ı1l
urns that the specific nature of the SIN 15 determined #)) that

Aave avarıce, gluttony and pride specificially ran 1ns 2
(If COUTSEC t+here remaıns always the theologically specific difference

25) Ergo 1am iustihcatus achuc habet reatum preterıtorum actuum et ıste reatus

191093 est reatus culpe quon1am reatus culpe cedit redimenti justıtıe gratie i1ust1-
ficantı, N potest simul stare reatus culpe CU. gratia iustihcante quon1am ut dic
tu:  =] est reatus culpe est debitum ammısse iustıitie quod debitum cedit redimenti
iustitie. !bid. 209 rz2

‚y Patet quon1am dicıit Augustinus quod talıs reatus scr1ıptus est ın chyro-
grapho et ın notıicıa spirıtualium potestatum et scrıptus est 1dem reatus ın
occultıs legibus Dei De Peccato 210 r2

-!0) Kursus quemadmodum MOtTtUsSs corporı1s NO sumıt specıem 1S1 erm1ıno
ac quem, NO autem termıno qUO, ut ın multis locis Physice, ıta mMotus

voluntatıs 10 sumıt specıem 181 ermıno ad QqUECIN, utpote conversjione ad
commutabile bonum 1O autem ab versione ab incommutabıiıli bono ]bid 220 vz2

Sl) Omnıis (peccator) avertuntu ab incommutahıli bono SE hinc NO sumıtur

specles peccatorum ; CONvertuntur autem ad diverse specılel commutabilia bona et

N ısta sumuntur diverse specles peccatorum. Quantum aute': ad versıonem
spectat, qu] 1n un peccat tactus est omn1ıum TEeEUS, Quantum autem ad CONVOCI-

sıonem 910) 81C, et est uNnumn peccatum lio gravıus secundum studiosiorem motum

vel qUo ad viliıorem termınum ommutabilis boni vel qUuO ad conatum voluntatis.
Ibid 220 vz!

82) Deinde 15008 (voluntas) convertetur PCI avarıtıam ad pecunıam, reliqua peI
gulam ad SUuInl cıborum, reliqua CcIO pPer superbiam ad honores seculi et 831C de
allııs speciebus peccatorum, ]bid 720 v2
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of maortal a l'ld venıjal 78 the denıal of which 18 ogical 1n luthe-
ranısm “ And thiıs 8l sufhce LO show that nNot al} S1ns ar iıden-
tical.

The notion %JI Original Sın

As already pointed Out, L[WO Op1In1ıoNns the natiure of original
SIN ftorm the background LO hıs Lreatmen of the subject, the rst
makes original sın consıst 1n CONcupliscence, +he second 1n the pT1-
vatıon of original Justice 2

KRegardıng the hirst must note el that 1t 15 NOot CONCUPIS-
AL of the fesh alone that makes origınal SIN, the Protestants
afterwards assertL, but ıf 15 quedem qualitas ın anıma immıssa

Ha OUTr conclusions, the substance of which ave already
outlined, AI brought forward LO show the insufhciency of this
opınıon 3(i)

Ihe second Op1n10N7, he tells u. 15 INOTE scientific but still 1N-
complete ‘ Against ıt he has [WO difhculties, and firstly that thıs

e Consequentla quon1am INNE peccatum aut totaliter tollit ut mortale,
aut saltem mınult carıtatem ut venıale. De Perfecta Iustitia | r .

84) DENZ, nch 5ym 748 and
85) Circa hoc peccatum diversı diversa senserunt; quidam NamMmMmMqU«EC quod sıt

concupiıiscentla carnıs et quedam qualitas ın anıma iımmıssa 1i er°

sSenserun quod hoc peccatum sıt carentıa originalis Justıtıe 488 debito amen

habendıiı 6a et 1n hoc certe sequuntur Anselmum ın Iract de Conceptu Virginali.
200 r{ Hoc autem peccatum quidam scholasticı dixerunt SSCc quamdam CAaATr-

nalem concupıscentiam habıtantem ın nOostra PCI q UaIn carnaliter CONCUPISCI-
INUSs contra legem del quidam autem 1ı dixerunt quod hoc peccatum quod
per orıgınem trahimus SSe carentiam originalis Justitie C debito habendi 1psam
se. per acramentium Christi absolvimur debito habendi originalem Justıt1am et

ecıiam dicımur absolvi peccato originali. stı proprıus et magıs scientifice lo
quuntur In ad Rom 376 180 vz?

36) Prıma Conclusıio: Nulla essentıa qualitatis, 1ın QUOCUMQUE subjecto exıistat,
est complete peccatum originale., Secunda Conclusio: lpsa affectio anıme qu«e
dicıtur concupiıscentla carnıs S1Ve fomes peccatı, 910) est formaliter ıpsum originale
peccatum. Tertia Conclusio: Ila aftectio anıme qu«c diecitur concupiscentla Carnıs
S1Vve tomes peccatı, PCI considerata NO:!  - est 1psa carentıa originalis lustitıe, for-
malıter sumpta. Quarta Conclusio: Carnalis aftectio anıme qUuU«C dicıitur ONCU-

piscentia Carnıs, per considerata, 10 est aliqua culpa. De Peccato 200 r2
202 r

81) Quinta Conclusio : Carentia originalis Justitie 9134 considerata NO est

aliqua culpa ıgıtur NE'!  C 1psa est formalıiter originale peccatum. Ibid 202 vi.
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ack of original Justice 15 be found 1n holy men 1ın whom there
Wa  N not original S1N ( In the C—ommentary the epistle LO the Ro-
INans he Z1Vves thıs arine reCasOoN, but 1n 1NVverse WaY, namely that
wW C Aind holy IN© sanctihed In their mothers’ womb wh neverthe-
less are iıntected with original SIN 1n these, there 18 theretore
according hıs OW. exXxpression NOT the ack of original Justice
but there 185 Sın 5 Hence the ack of original Justice MUSLI be
mething disytinct from original S1INn And secondly he argu<es that
orıgınal sS1ın 18 wiped Out 1n baptism but orıginal Justice 18 not 165S5-

tored. Ihe ack of original Justice und—-er which the baptised remaın
15 N'OL AIl tanult S1INCE a ]] character of fault w äas deleted 1n baptism 72

TIhe ack of original Justice CAaNnnNnot theretore be original S1n. But
original sS1In must consıst 1n OINEC element which 1S distinct both from
CONCUDPISCENCE and from the ack of orıginal Justice. Favaron] seeks
the solution 1ın the ıdentity of the Sın of dam with that of his des-

den.8

Summing the whole theory ıt 15 briefly thıs Just ın the
sS1in of dam there Al three things be considered V17Z the AaCTt of
transgression, the debt of Justice and the debt of punishment,
alsıo 1n original SIN Now 1n the Sın of dam the AaCcTt of transgression
15 the SIN 1t 15 agaınst the diviıne |aw the ratıo Hneccatı, the debt
of Justice 15 the ouilt the ratıo culpae, anıd the debt of punishment
15 the CONSEQUCNCE the ratiıo pnOoOeCeNAEC 78} These three elements
311 similarly be realised ın original S1nN ın children.

58) Probo prımum qula 1psa carentıa justitie originalis non est culéa quon1am
reperitur 1n sanctıs VIT1S ın quibus amen nOoO reperiıtur culpa originalis. ]bid

202 vl
89) Staret certe quod aliquis nasceretur orıgınem trahens ab Adamo CUu 1psa

orıgıinalı Justicla et amen contraheret originale peccatum... quınymo qu1que ın
ventre sanctıihicati sunt sıcut 5amson, et Jeremias et Joannis Baptista qu1que
fuerint alıı, sımul sanctifhicati eran et subditi peccato originali Na acdhuc obliga-
bantur ad CITrCcumMcC1IsS10oNEM PCTI quod delebatur ın els peccatum originale. In
ad Rom 376 180 v2

40) Secundo, culpa originalis N O: remanet ın parvulis baptizatiıs post CIa-

mentum regeneratlion1ıs, remanet amen ın e1s carentıa orıginalıs Justicıe, quon1am
NO restiıtuuntur ad originalem Just1ic1am Aliud ıgıtur est ın originali peCccalto
1Dsa culpa que PeCI acramentium deletur et aliud 1psa carentıa originalis Justicıe
qUuUe post acramentum baptizmatis remanet. De Peccato 202 v{

41) Quemadmodum ın actuali peccato adı trıa principaliter onsıderare debe-
INUuS, videlicet AaCtiu SUÜ! transgress10n1s inıuste, et debitum ıusticıe ‚perdite et

actustert10, debitum PCONC subeunde secundum exigentiam vindicative iusticıe
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Ihe sixth conclusion CADTESSCS indubitable the CONNex1ON
between the ack of orıginal Justice and orıgınal SIN 7 In the
venth conclusion he LO show that each O12 descending
from dam incurs ouilt which 15 washed a WaVY by the SaAacrament
of baptism 2} {Ihe truth of thıs asserti1on 1S proved from the el
known of St Augustine s De Nuptiüis et Concupiscentia
where the holy |octor ShOWS that CONCUDPISCENCE YTansıt reatu,
manet aCctiu L4  — his reatus however 18 not INECTE modality of
CONCUPISCENCE but adequately distinct entity 59 1t 18 the reAaTtTus
which constıtutes the specifıc and PTODECI element of SIN %.

|t has tour vinculum., reatus, obligatio, debitum but
whatever WAaV 1t 15 indicated 1t ean the aille thing ViY the S11n
ouilt which each OIl INCUurs remaınıng after the aCT of transgression
has passed &° his reatus contractedc by birth and remitted 1n bap-

adı:The doctrine of ‚original sin  359  The sixth conclusion expresses as indubitable the connexion  between the lack of original justice and original sin *’). In the se-  venth conclusion he proposes to show that each one descending  from Adam incurs a guilt which is washed away by the sacrament  of baptism **). The truth of this assertion is proved from the well  known passages of St. Augustine’s De Nuptiis et Concupiscentia  where the holy Doctor shows that concupiscence « transit reatu,  manet actu » **). This reatus however is not a mere modality of  concupiscence but an adequately distinct entity *°) — it is the reatus  which constitutes the specific anıd proper element of sin *°)  It has four names  vinculum, reatus, obligatio, debitum : but  whatever way it is indicated it means the same thing viz. the sin or  guilt. which each one incurs remaining after the act of transgression  has passed *). This reatus contracted by birth and remitted in bap-  ade ... dicitur peccatum moris quoniam factum est contra regulam legis divine  debitum vero iusticie perdite dicitur peccatum culpe quoniam in eo stat ratio  culpe  . debitum eciam subeunde pene dicitur peccatum quoniam factum est et  contractum ex peccato culpe  eodem inquam modo hec tria per ordinem que in  actuali peccato ade concernuntur debent et in ipsis infantibus descendentibus semi-  naliter ab Adam concerni quantum ad peccatum quod per originem trahunt. De  Peccato V 210 vl.  *2) Sexta Conclusio: Propagati seminaliter ab Adam per originem trahunt  carentiam. originalis justicie propter peccatum ade  consequentia patet quoniam  talis concupiscentia. carnis est obex contra originalem. justitiam et est causa .ca-  rentiae talis justicie, Ista. tamen conclusio non debet esse catholico dubia. Jbid.  N 202 v2:  *) Septima Conclusio: Descendentes ab Adam pér seminalem propagationem  per originem trahunt quemdam reatum quod per sacramentum .baptismatis:. in  regeneratione dimittitur. /bid. V 203 r2.  *) C. 26. ML. _ 44, 430.  45)  Multum differunt concupiscentia carnis quae in.baptizatis rerfianet post  baptismum et reatus qui per baptismum deletur. :Et reatus ille utique nactus est  per originem et in eo stat. propria ratio peccati.per quam originale peccatum est  quedam culpa atque iniusticia quedam. Ideo fallebantur illi qui in peccato originali  solam videbant concupiscentiam carnis quam trahimus quidem per originem, sed  tamen remanet post baptismum in sanctis. De Peccato V 203 r2.  46) S  et in eo stat propria ratio peccatl...  “) Et est advertendum quod tale debitum quod iure trahitur per genera-  tionem ab Adam quemadmodum dicitur vinceulum culpe ita dicitur debitum: culpe  et reatus culpe et est locutio intransitiva;. vinculum namque culpe _ diceitur vinculum  quod. est culpa et reatus culpe i. e, reatus qui est culpa: /bid, V 204 v2.dicitur peccatum morıs quon1am factum est cContra regulam legis divine
debitum eIOÖ lusticıe perdite dicitur peccatum culpe quon1am ın stat ratıo
culpe debitum eclam Ssubeunde PeCNE dicitur peccatum quon1am factum est et
contractum peccato culpe eodem 1nquam modo hec trıa PCI ordinem qUueE 1n
actualiı peccato ad CONCeEernNuntur debent et 1n 1PS1s intantibus descendentibus sem1-
nalıter ab Adam concernı quantum ad peccatum quod per orıgınem trahunt. De
Peccato 210 v{

42) Sexta Conclusio: Propagati seminalıter ab Adam PCI orıgınem trahunt
carentiam orıgınaliıs Justicie propter peccatum ade consequentla pate quon1am
talıs concupiscentlia carnıs est bex contra originalem Justıt1am est

rentiae talıs Justicle. sta amen conclusio 110 debet S55C catholico dubia Ibid
202 vz2

43) Ddeptima Conclusio : Descendentes ab Adam per eminalem propagatıonem
per orıgınem trahunt quemdam reatitum quod PECI aAacramentium baptismatis:
regeneratione dimittitur. I!bid 203 r2

44) 44, 430
} Multum difterunt concupiscentlıa cCarnıs qUa«c e baptizatis rerfianet post

baptısmum et reatus quı PCI baptismum deletur. Lit reatius ille utique NaCtius est
PECI orıgınem et ın stat proprla ratıo peccatı . per Q Ua originale peccatum est
quedam culpa atque inıusticia quedam. deo fallebantur ıllı quı ın peCccato originali
solam videbant concupıscentiam carnıs qUam trahimus quidem per orıgınem, se:
amen remanet post baptismum 1n sanctıs. De Peccato 203 r2

46) et ın stat proprla ratıo peccatı...
47) Et est advertendum quod tale debitum quod lure trahitur pPer geNECra-

tiıonem ab Adam quemadmodum dicitur vineculum culpe ıta dicitur debitum culpe
et reatus culpe et est ocutio ıntransıtlva ;- vinculum NaImInqUue culpe dieitur vinculum
quod. est culpa reatus culpe reatus qu!] est culpa. Ibid 204 v2
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t1ısm 18 In each OIl 780 and 15 the 16CasOom why ‚ach O11 INa be justly
condemmed #)

Ihe eighth conclusion explains how the selfsame PEr VEIS! aCTl
which constituted the actual S1iNn of dam constıtutes also original Sın
In children [Ihe legitimacy of thıs conclusion 15 suffragated by
St Augustine 2) where the Saınt, commentıng the words of CGie:
nes1s that VeC male Hesh shall Nn ot be ciırcum«cised: shall
perish ‘f‘ro‘m the people because he had broken the COVeEeNanNn of God:
clearly shows that the new-born violated other Dact testament

but that given LO dam 1n the vyarden of Paradise NOot eal the tor
bidden fraunt.

TOM this polnt arıse [WO further consıderations original SIN
namely, the unıty of the SIN and the diversity of the imputability.
All ave sinned by the selfsame AaCt by which dam sinned: there
aTre only z alternatives, either they sinned by the ACTt of dam
by aCTt distinct 'f TOM that of clam An AaCT distinct fr«om that of
dam CAaNnnOL be admitted for then orıgınal S1Nn W0uld longer be

SINn of nature but personal S1N, 1OTLI woulc 1t be OlIl: for the whole
human LACE but there would be IMa y S1N:s there wWEEIC OTN
children of dam TOM thıs morTal inex1istence 1n dam arıses

48) Duo trahiıt profecto ab Adam pCrI actum propagatlonıs, carentiam vid PCI-
dite Justicıe qU am accepera' et debitum ad 1psam habendam. ale autem debitum
est ılle reatus C qUuUo quilibet nascıtur seminaliter ropagatus ab Adam (204 r2)
et PCI hoc, CU.: PCI actum propagationıs unusqul1sque descendit ab Adam 1ın SuÜu:

ESS! completo ın qUOo sıt PCISONa distincta ab Adam et 1am NO sıt Adam, et

nascıtur debitor amısse Justicıe et tale debitum est originale peccatum quod
remittıtur ın baptismo. Ibid 204 r 1,

49) S] ( jde dicıtur originale peccatum NO SSC absolute dicendum peccatum
aut dampnatur ıntans qguı morıtur sıne baptismo nullum habens peccatum preter
originale, aut sSıne peccato dampnatur. Sed nıhiıl horum accıpımus. Ibid 200 r {

50) UOctava Conclusio : Omnes propagatı seminaliter ab Adam odem CLIiu PTITE-
varıcatıonıs ad prevarıcatı Sunt preceptum dei quod dederat 1ps1ı ade Ibid
207 vyi.

51) De Civitate Dei XVI, 27 41,
52) Quarta (sub)-conclusio: Eodem un1co CcCiu Adam et seminalıiter PDTO-

Aut igıtur ctu distincto ab CLIupagatı ab prevarıcatı sunt legem divinam
qUuUo prevarıcatus est 1ıpse Adam aut omnıno eodem. Primum 11O| potest dici qUO-
n1ıam habuissent proprıum peccatum et personaliter pecassent quod falsum est

Item quılıbet SUÜ! ctu distincto ab ctu alterius prevarıcatus uisset legem
dıiyınam, S1C. tot fujssent actus prevarıcatlon1s eran ın Adam seminaliter
propagandı ab quod talsum est Restat ıgıtur quod un1ıco CIiu et 1ıpse Adam el

lı prevarıcatı sunt legem divinam. De Peccato 208 r{
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furthermore +he diversity of imputability by which the descendents
Al C ICSS ouilty inasmuch they enjoyed only virtual existence 58)

F'I'*O IM this virtual existence Ca be readily sSecen In w hiat INaNnNneT

the SIN Wäas voluntary. By the fusion of al the wills of the descen-
dents with that of dam there arlses the natural bond between them
and that of clam independently ıt would OCI, of an pact the
pDart of God ‘HCI'I‘CC OUurTr SIN 15 voluntary because 1t W as voluntary In
dam Considering the SIN 1n each Ol prescinding trom cdlam ıt 15
involuntary 54) natural anıcd 15 less imputable.

TIhe consequential element 15 touched \9091030! 1n the nınth COIMN-

clusion which tells of the liability LO punishment incurred by
A  6 Sın ®) Favaron] proceeds Ont +he lines of the CONLFrOVETISY be
ween St Augustine and‚ the Delagians +h.e natiure of SIn Firstly
he TPOVCS t+hat tor VEL'Y actual] SIN 18 due debt of punishment 7
and Dassıng the dispute with Julian he concludes that thıs
debht 15 Aue also original SIN 5) Under +his conclusion he touches
only the ex1istence of the debt of punıshment due LO original S1IN, but
nothing ıts nature.

Having 110 611 the general trend of hıs theory, 1t miıght b
ell] LO observe that he retained thıs ıclentical doctrine all through

58') Quinta (sub-)conclusio: Propagandıi seminalıter ab Adam differencius
ab Adam peccaverunt In CIu transgress1on1s quantum diferencius 1ps1ı ın 1PSO
erant quanto videlicet difterencıus est KRKIS In semıne et ssec ıIn completo CLIUu

distincto. ıx qUO a  e potest quanto M1INUS In ctu transgress10n1s qUamı
Adam peccaverunt poster1 Sul, et M1INUuUs aCctus Jle transgress1on1s ımputatur
poster1s quanto mM1ıNus eran 1n KRKIS distincto. Ibid 208 al Ct In ad Rom

376, 185 r ] „r2
64) Septima (sub-)conclusio: Descendentes seminaliter ab Adam 1DSO Adami

peCccato voluntarıo peccaverunt, deo peccatum ıllius transgress10n1s dlCl potest
voluntarıum et iınvoluntarıum, secundum quod ad alium vel acd aliıum peccantem
potest reterr1. S] nım reftferatur acl Adam fuit utıque voluntarıum, S] referatur ac

fFult iınvoluntarıum. De Peccato 208 v2 C# Iso Peccatum [>d0) personale
1n unOQqUOQUEC Oöortum est conditione personalıi et propria voluntate. Peccatum
ecIOQO naturale orıtur ın cunctıs hominibus natura, natura autem \9(0) absolute
et simplıcıter considerata, sSe condicionate, obligata videlicet ın dam Ibid

r2
55) CF In ad Rom 2376 r2
56) Nona Conclusıo Principalıs: Omnes descendentes seminalıiter ab Adam per

generatiıonem contrahunt reatum PpEeINEC sensıtıve distinctum reatu culpe. De Pec-
ato r {

57) De Nuptıis et Concupiscentia 430
58) Contra Julianum Vl, Il. 44,
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his works 2} Hıis ‚€eXpr€ess10Ns, although sometımes N OLT VEIYy precise
[0] thorough, always end themselves LO the above interpretation Y

and secondly, often he speaks of orıgınal Sın he refers back
to his TAC 1t

The Fformal constituent o} original 8172

Ihe term tormal element ıts equlvalent 15 frequently usec
by Favaron] with regard LO orıginal SIN and each time ıt SC LO
ave difterent shade of meanıng. Sometimes he assıZ2ns OUrTr partı-
cıpatıon In thie act of dam fOor which 'd’€ SCETVE the privation of
orıginal justice the tormal element 1ın orıgınal SIN *®} sometımes the
debht of Justice itself 1s called the formal element ° perhaps the
formal element 15 the ratıo culpae integrated from the act and the
debt of Justice to-gether © Wee MUSstT therefore ınvestigate INOTE

SB) Et sto quod proles reducta esseE' ad orıginalem lust1ıcıam quantum ad obe
dientiam virıum inferiorum ad vires superlores, nulla Namque exıstente rebellione,
nulla exıstente CoOnNcupiıscentia aut In CIu aut ıIn habitu tam In parente Q UaInı 1n
prole, acdhuc tamen proles contraheret pPer semınacıonem ab Adam reatum illius
transgress10n1s, et hic stat peccatum originale principaliter tamquam formale, sıcut
declaravi ın atu de hoc peccato In ad Rom 376 vJ Dieendum est
quod quantium ad acitum et quantum ad obliquitatem iıdem omnıno peccatum COIM-
cernitur. ın Adam et ıIn propagandıs ab C'  S quıa propagandı eran semiına-
lıter In Adam CIZO eundem actum fecerunt sed ille actus obliquus 11O| equaliter
sed inequaliter imputatus fuit 1ps1 ade et propagandıs ab In ad Rom

376 187 vz2 Eist ıtaque attendum aliud vicıum et malum quod trahimus per
orıgınem et est reatus transgression1ıs facte per Adam CUJUS quidem transgress10n1s
nos qu1 seminaliter CTamus In Adam el seminalıiter derivati partıcıpes

et lle reatius proprie est peccatum originale quod In baptismate deletur.
In ep ad Ephesios 641 57 v} (written 1426)

60) Sumus nım partıcıpes illius transgressionis et propter particıpatıonem talem
INerTeMmMUur prıvarı orıgınalı Justıtla et ıta prıvatı nascımur tamquam sub PCHNa COINMN-

dıgna peccato iıllam igıtur carentiam originalis lusticıe contrahimus tamquam
PCHNa debita peccato oportet ıgıtur prıus intelligere partıcıpatıonem illius Tans-
gress10n1s velut Causam el peccatum, deinde carentiam originalis Justicie velut
geduglam et illius peccatı. In ad Rom 376 181 r /

ßi)362  N. Toner  his works °*). .His :expressions, although sometimes not very. precise  .  or thorough, always lend.themselves to the above interpretation  ,  and secondly, as often as he speaks of original sin he refers back  to.his tract on it.  3. The formal constituent of original sin.  The term « formal element » or its equivalent is frequently used  by Favaroni with regard to original sin and each time it seems to  have a different shade of meaning. Sometimes he assigns our parti-  cipation in the act of Adam for which we deserve the privation of  original justice the formal element in original sin ®) ; sometimes the  debt of justice itself is called the formal element *') ; or perhaps the  formal element is the ratio culpae integrated from the act and the  debt of justice to-gether °). We must therefore investigate more  °”) Et esto quod proles reducta esset ad originalem iusticiam quantum ad obe-  dientiam virium inferiorum ad vires superiores, nulla namque existente rebellione,  nulla existente concupiscentia aut in actu aut in habitu tam in parente quam in  prole, adhuc tamen proles contraheret per seminacionem ’ab Adam reatum illius  transgressionis, et hic stat peccatum originale principaliter tamquam formale, sicut  declaravi in tractatu de hoc peccato. In ep. ad Rom. A 376 186 vl. Dicendum est  quod quantum ad actum et quantum ad obliquitatem idem omnino peccatum con-  cernitur in Adam et in propagandis ab eo, quia omnes propagandi erant semina-  liter in Adam ergo eundem actum fecerunt .  sed ille actus obliquus non equaliter  sed inequaliter imputatus fuit ipsi ade et propagandis ab eo. In ep. ad Rom.  A 376 187 v2. Est itaque attendum aliud vicium et malum quod trahimus per  originem et est Teatus transgressionis facte per Adam, cujus quidem transgressionis  nos omnes qui seminaliter eramus in Adam et seminaliter derivati sumus participes  sumus et ille reatus proprie est peccatum originale quod in baptismate deletur.  In ep. ad Ephesios A 641 57 vl (written 1426)..  °°) Sumus enim participes illius transgressionis et propter participationem talem  meremur privari originali justitia et ita privati nascimur tamquam sub pena con-  dignä‘ peccato: illam igitur carentiam originalis iusticie contrahimus tamquam  pena debita peccato: oportet igitur prius intelligere participationem illius trans-  gressionis velut causam et peccatum, deinde carentiam originalis justicie velut  geduelam et penam illius peccati. In ep. ad Rom. A 376 181 r1.  %) ... ita et pariformiter circa infantes considerandum est ; actus prevaricationis  est materiale ... debitum contractum perdite iusticie est formale, debitum pene  exigite est sequela ad precedens... verum quod materiale in aliquo peccato preterit  remanente. formale ut' in peccato ade preterit actus prevaricationis qui fuit, ut  -dictum est, materiale in illo peccato et remansit utrumque debitum, iusticie videlicet  perdite et debitum pene exigite. De Peccato V 211 rl.  62)  Rursus circa originale peccatum in infantibus considerandum est quod  quemadmodum in actuali peccato ade actüs prevaricationis fuit materiale, debitumıta pariıformiter cırca iıntantes considerandum est : actus prevarıcatıon1ıs
est materiale debitum contractum perdite iusticıe est formale, debitum pene
exıgıte est sequela ad precedens.. verum quod materiıale In aliquo peccato preterit
ımmanente. ormale ut In peCcCato ad preterit actus prevarıcatlonis quı fuit, ut

-dictum est, materiale ın 1Ilo peccato el remansıt utrumque debitum, iusticıe videlicet
perdite et debitum pCNE exıgıte, De Peccato 211 r {

e Rursus C1rca originale "peccatum ıIn infantibus considerandum est quod
quemadmodum ın actualı pe‘ccatd ad actus prevarıcatlıonıs tuit materiale, debitum
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closely whether the f‘01'1'1'13.]. element ın original SIn 185 tO be iıdentified
with the actual S1iN of dam, whether ıt 18 SIa of culpable PT1-
vatıon induced by that S1N We aAr ec convinced that the former -
presen(ts the Lrue theory of Favaron] OUuTr 16A50 115 A e ‚ ollows.

Ihe ıclentihcation of the f»ormal element 1n original sS1inNn with
habıtual SLAaie of injJustıce inherent In each O1]: 18 inconsıstent with

hıs theory the ıdentity of the SIN of dam and the S1n of his
descendents. The descendents ar e NnOot Just In sLiatie of culpable
prıvatıon induced by the transgression of dam but they ave
committeind the Aarmne sın of commı1ıssıon &8 they have transgressed
t+he precept oıven LO dam 64) and have committed sın of diso-
bedience and 1 the SIN of dam had een S11n of gluttony
stealing also woulc 1t ave ecen ıIn hıs descendents 92

Secondly, ıt 15 impossible that the f‘01'1'1'18.1 element shoulkd be
debt of Justice ınex1istent In each ON Conclusive proof tor this pomt
1s o be found 1n the as«ec of those sanctifhed In +heiıir mothers womb

S5amson, Jeremias John t+he Baptist, woulc be the aAse with
an other child sanctifhed. These WEIC sanctified Justice W ä  N

resto r—ed, but they WEI C stil] bound by original sın e2) hıs WwWas by
specıal dispensation of God whereby Hie positively dispensed from

DEO Justicıe perdite fuit formale, 115 duobus complebatur peccatum culpe...
Ibid Z r{

°# Peccatum hoc originale intellig] debet peccatum ıllius commss10on1s et NO

sola carentıja originalis lustıcıe Cu debito habendi Ca se: hoc est pOCI1USs eftectus
peccatı originalıs q U am 1psum peccatum originale, quemadmodum ın Adam

rentla ın qua remansıt originalis 1usticıe CU. debito habendi fuit effectus illius
transgressionI1s, parıformiter intelligere debemus 1n descendentibus: prıimo Namnıqu®6

intelligere debemus ıllam eandem transgressionem, deinde hac imputabilitate
INCUrrımus carentiam originalis ıustıicıe et debitum habendi ea In ad Rom

276 188 r {
54) (Octava Conclusio: Omnes propagatı seminalıter ab Adam eodem CIu PTe-

varıcatıonıs Ade prevarıcat!ı sunt preceptum \DISI qUO dederat 1ps1ı Ade De Peccato
207 v{

65) C Ibid 2221 r2
66) Staret certe quod aliquis nasceretiur orıgınem trahens 1b Adam Ö 1DSsa

originalı iustıcıa el en contraheret originale peccatum quemadmodum stat ali-
QUEIN ab actualı peccato resurger ad statum graclıe et sanctihicationıs et

pOst otam sanctificationem obnoxium precedenti peccato; quınımo quique
1ın ventre sanctificati sunt sıcut Samson el Jeremias et Joannes Baptista et quıique
uerint alıı, sımul sanctificati eran' et subditi peccato originali. In ad Rom

376 180 v2



264 Toner

the loss of Justice without absolving from original sın 3C Just He
might also dispense trom the debt of Justice without dispensing
trom the debt of punishment 2 |$ then original SIN 15 found where
the debt of Justice 15 absent, 1t 15 evident that the debt of Justice
Cannot be the forma|l constıtuent of original S1IN.

In reading these LEXTS MUStT always remem ber that the n-otiofi
of sın here entaijlec 15 analogical by analogy of attrıbution only,
Just Sa verifhed regardıng the CONCEDPLT off sın 1ın general. kach
of the three elements integrating S1N, the aCT, the debt of Justice and
the debt of punishment, although they constıtute only on sın
regards the SIN of guilt, Ca  — el be Nname: d distinct S1INs In VIeEW of
other consıderations 69) It 15 obvious that INn this there Ca be
question of analogy of iınfrınsıc proportion, but only extrinsıc
analogy of attrıbution. his however 15 irue analogy, hence who-
CeVECI 15 obliged by an OI of the three SINCE they Ar separable

I1a Sald LO be ın sLiatie off S1N.
We aATre eft then LO the conclusion that the determining element

15 the actual SIN oft dam which COA be OUTS only by extrinsıc
imputation. |+ 18 hıs aCT that committed,, and the inJustice COI -

comıtant wiıth that act that inherit. Peccatum originale originans
IS neccatum originale orıgınatum formaliter sumptum.

Baurt ıf tor OUuTr theologian +he formal and princıpal element 18
partıcıpatıon In the actua|l SIN of dam, he 15 SS explicit ın

assıgnıng real eftects inherent In ach 10388 amongst the OTNS of dam
wh CONITAC ıt

First of all, it 15 off Catholic Faith that aCCOUntTL of orıginal
SIN 1INCuUur the prıivatıon of original Justice 70) Just dam
ceived oriıginal Justice LO be transferredc LO a hıs descendents,
by hıs SIN he lost this Justice LO all hıs descendents {2) his loss of

67) Illam igıtur carentiam originalis justicie contrahimus amquam PCNHa debita
peccato posset autem Deus dispensare CUu. ]la sequela et PCI ONSCQGUCNS CU.

talı pCNa, TeMAaNneNnTtfe acdhuc reatu. I!bid. 376 181 r
68) De Peccato A r2
69)364  N. Toner  the loss of justice without absolving from original sin °’), just as He  might also ‚dispense from the debt of justice without dispensing  from the debt of punishment °°). If then original sin is found. where  the debt of justice is absent, it is evident that the debt of justice  cannot be the formal constituent of original sin.  In reading these texts we must always remember that the Da  of sin here entailed is analogical by an analogy of attribution only,  just as we saw verified regarding the concept of sin in general. Each  of the three elements integrating sin, the act, the debt of justice and  the debt of punishment, although they constitute only one sin as  regards the sin of guilt, can well be named distinct sins in view of  other considerations °*). It is obvious that in this there can be no  question ©of an analogy of intrinsic proportion, but only an extrinsic  analogy of attribution. This however is a true analogy, hence who-  ever is obliged by any one of the three — since they are separable  — may be said to be in 'a state of sin.  We are left then to the conclusion that the determining element  is the actual sin of Adam which can be ours only by an extrinsic  imputation. It is his act that we committed, and the injustice con-  comitant with that act that we inherit. Peccatum originale originans  is peccatum originale originatum formaliter sumptum.  But if for our theologian the formal and principal element is  our participation in the actual sin of Adam, he is no less explicit in  assigning real effects inherent in each one amongst the sons of Adam  who contract it.  First of all, it is of Catholic Faith that on account of original  sin we incur the privation of original justice ”°). Just as Adam re-  ceived original justice to be transferred to all his descendents, so  by his sin he lost this justice to all his descendents ”'). This loss of  °’) Illam igitur carentiam originalis justicie contrahimus tamquam pena debita  peccato  . posset autem Deus dispensare cum illa sequela et per consequens cum  tali pena, remanente adhuc reatu. /bid. A 376 181 r1.  68). De Peccato V 211 r2.  ®) ... licet quodlibet ipsorum sortiatur nomen peccati quia tamen ex alia et  alia ratione unum se habet respectu alterius sicut materiale respectu sui formalis,  non dicuntur tria peccata sed unum peccatum quantum ad peccatum culpe ; quan-  tum vero ad alias rationes peccati bene tamen possunt dici tria peccata. [/bid.  V 2Narl.  7°) See footnote 42.  7') Ad cujus intellectum considerandum est quod omnes propagati et propa-licet quodlibet 1psorum sortiatur peccatı qula amen lia

la ratıone NUum habet respectu alterius sıcut materiale respectu SUul formalis,
NO  -} dıcuntur trıa peccata se. Numm peccatum quantum ad peccatum culpe « qUan-
tu:  3 eIo acl alıas ratıones peccatı bene tamen possunt dici trıa peccata Ibid
V 211 r J

See tootnote
7l) Ad CUJus intellectum considerandum est quod propagatı et ODäa-
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origınal Justice 18 the ons  NC of hıs SINn both In hıs OW PEersSon
and ın +hat of hıs descendents c#)

Secondly by the SIN of dam incur nOot only the death of the
body but Iso the death of the soul 3 which 15 eternal death and
which ın thıs ıte 15 the prıvatıon of aC  P the ife of the soul 74)
his death of the sou] 1S taken a Wa Y by the restoratıon of Justice

that those wh: by special privilege of God WEI C restorecd LO
Justice 1ın their mothers’ wom b did NOL INCur this death of the soul ”°).

T'hirdly, AaCCOount of original SIN A 'C by natfure (( children
of wrath )) << Nature ‚eTE 1n the acceptatıion of St au] 0€eSs not

gandı eran semiınalıiter ın Adam el DCI viırtutem generatıyam sıcut planta ın SUu

semıne. Quapropter eran' In Adam un us homo et eran un anıma.
Quapropter AI accepera Adam originalem Justicı1am 910} solum ıIn accepıt Ca

retinendam, eclam PCI actum generatıon1s ın poster1s transfundendamThe doctrine of original sin  365  original justice is the consequence of his sin both in his own person  and in that of his descendents ”?).  Secondly by the sin of Adam we incur not only the death of the  body but also the death of the soul ”°), which is eternal death, and  which in this life is the privation of grace, the life of the soul 7*).  This death of the soul is taken away by the restoration of justice  so that those who by a special privilege of God were restored to  justice in their mothers’ womb did not incur this death of the soul”°).  Thirdly, on account of original sin we are by nature « children  of wrath » ’°). Nature here in the acceptation of St. Paul does not  gandi erant seminaliter in Adam et per virtutem generativam sicut planta in suo  semine: Quapropter omnes erant in Adam unus homo et erant omnes una anima.  Quapropter cum acceperat Adam originalem justiciam non solum in se accepit eam  retinendam, verum eciam per actum generationis in posteris transfundendam ...  quapropter originalem justiciam quam acceperat Adam omnes acceperunt eo modo  quo in Adam erant  . Rursus quoniam omnes propagandi erant seminaliter in  Adam ymo erant Adam et unus homo cum eo, ideo Adam peccante omnes pec-  caverunt, et perdente Adam acceptam originalem justiciam omnes similiter qui in  ipso erant et ipsi perdiderunt eandem. De Peccato V 203 v2.  7?) Peccatum hoc originale intelligi debet peccatum illius commissionis et non  sola carentia originalis justicie cum debito habendi eam, sed hoc est pocius effectus  peccati originalis quam ipsum peccatum originale  primo namque intelligamus  illam eandem transgressionem imputari descendentibus ab Adam que imputata fuit  ipsi Ade; deinde ex hac imputabilitate incurrimus carentiam originalis justicie et  debitum habendi eam. In ep. ad Rom. A 376 188 r1.  7®) Ibid. A 376 181 vl.  **) Primum est quod mors anime que venit ex peccato est ejus separatio a  Deo. Est enim Deus vita anime cum anima ei per amorem et sanctum affectum  inheret. In ep. ad Eph. A 641 58 r1. Sic conformiter in vita spirituali consideran-  dum est quemadmodum in vita naturali... vita quidem prima est unio Dei ad  animam per internum illapsum quo divinus Spiritus et increatus unit seipsum  spiritui nostro et anime nostre ad _ vitam  . In ep. ad Gal. A 641 37 rl.  "°) Quicumque naturam in utero matris sanctificati sunt et sancti de cetero  vixerunt, non gustaverunt mortem anime que pena est et sequela peccati que per  originem trahitur, ideo non ad omnes pervenit talis mors... In ep. ad Rom. A 376  183 v2.  7°) Ideo videndum est quod sit illud vitium ex quo sumus filii irae. Propter quod  est advertendum quod duo mala contrahimus per originem que non erant in natura  ante peccatum voluntarie commissum, Alia est carentia originalis justicie cum qua  natura nostra primo creata, et propter peccatum Ade fuit perdita et sic natura  nostra fuit divisa in appetitos diversos contrarios et ad invicem repugnantes ... hanc  aliqui intellexerunt esse peccatum originale sed non ... quoniam hoc ut dictum est  remanet post baptismum in quo tamen deletur peccatum originale. Est itaque,  attendendum aliud vitium et malum quod trahimus per originem et est reatusuapropter orıginalem Justicı1am Q U am acceperat Adam acceperun modo
qUo In Adam eran Rursus quon1am propagandıi eran seminaliter ın
Adam YINO eran: Adam et 11US omMo C: C! ıdeo Adam peccante PEC-
cCaverunt, et perdente Adam acceptam originalem justic1am similiter quı 1ın
1DSO eran et 1ps1 perdiderunt eandem. De Peccato 203 vz?

72) Peccatum hoc orıgıinale intelligi debet peccatum illius Comm ı ss]ıon1s el NO.

sola carentia orıgıinalıs Justiclıe 08 debito habendiji Cal se| hoc est POCI1US eftectus
peccatı originalis Q Uuam 1psum peccatum originale primo Namque intelligamus
illam eandem transgressionem ımputarı descendentibus ab Adam qUE ımputata fuit
1Ds1 Ade : deinde hac imputabilitate INCUrrımus carentiam originalis Justicie el
debitum habendi Ca. In ad Rom 376 188 r{

78) Ibid 376 181 vVi.
74) Primum est quod INOIS anıme qUeE venıt peccato est ejus separatıo

Deo Eist Nnım Deus ıta anıme Cu anıma e1 PDEeI aInorem et sanctum affectum
inheret. In ad Eph 641 r{ Sic contormiter 1ın ıta spirituali onsiıderan-
dum est quemadmodum ın vıta naturalı... ıta quidem prıima est Nn10 De] acl
anımam per ınternum iıllapsum qU O divinus Spiritus increatus nıt selpsum
spirıtul NOSIro et anıme nOstre acl vıtam In ad Gal 641 37 r{

75) Quicumque naturam ın utero matrıs sanctifıcati sunt et sanctı de Ceiero
vixerunt, NO ZuU:  t mortem anıme qU«E PCNHNa est et equela peccatı quU€E per
orıgınem trahitur, ıdeo NO ad pervenıt talis 13900)] %. A In © ad Rom 2376
183 vz2

76’) deo videndum est quod sıt IUud vıtıum qQUO Al 1Ta®e. Propter quod
est advertendum quod duo mala contrahimus DeCI orıgınem QU«E 11O] eran ın natura
nte peccatum voluntarie cCommMıssum. Alia est carentıa originalis Justicıe G“ qua
natura nOostra primo creata, et propter peccatum Ade fuit perdita et S1C natura
nOostra fut divisa In appetitos diversos contrarıos et ad Invicem rep  ntes hanc
alıquı intellexerunt sSsSse«e peccatum originale sed NO quon1am hoc ut dictum est
remanet pOost baptismum ın qUO tamen deletur peccatum originale. Est ıtaque,
attendendum aliud vıitıum et malum quod trahimus DCI orıgınem et est reatus
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indicate the substance of INa 77} but rather natiure vitiated with t+he
Vvice of nature. N.ow by gyeneration trom dam CONTLTAC LWO V1ICEeS

the first 18 +he ack of original Justice 1n which OU' natiure Was

1ın the beginning -created‚ and aCCOouUunt of thıs there exıists the —

bellion of the lower faculties agaınst the higher, but NOL aCCOount
of thiıs AT SONS of wrath. Ihe second V1ICEe 185 the partıcıpatıon 1n
the SIN of clam anıc ıf 15 this V1ICEe which subjects the wrath
of God

Hence think deduce quiıte legitimately that or Fkavaron]ı
original sın induces ın the soul of ach OIl of the prıvatıon of
sanctilyıng &x  C, SV though 1E 15 n OTL In the habitıral prıvatıon of
thıs aC that the S1N such essentially consısts. Original SIN itself
15 the extrinsic imputatıon of the actual SIN of dam which Carrıes
with 1 thie privatıon of DTaCEe as ıts eftect. For the 0OSSs of original
Justice 15 essentially the loss of charıty SINCE charıty 15 the essential
element of Justice * dam before }'lIS SIN has the ban oift of
charıty but by his sS1in he Ost 1t “9) and the Aarmne effects are incurred
by hıs descendents WTG incurred by dam himself. The death
off the sou! 15 the prıvatıon of charıty for ın charıty the ıte of the
soul consısts, ave K TIhe wrath of God from OUu

STa gt enmıiıty with (0d resulting fl'0*l'l'l the absence of charıty.
Nicolaus JT ONER,

(To be continued).

transgress10n1s facte per Adam CUJUS quidem transgress10on1s 1O! qu1 sem1-
nalıiter ecramnmus ın Adam seminalıter derivati partıcıpes et le
reatus proprie est peccatum originale et propter hoc peccatum natura nascımur
Aılıı lıTae. In ad Eph 641 v{

SE| natura hic aCC1-Natura hıc NO debet Sumı secundum substantiam
pıtur 40 V1IC1O qUO est vitlata. Ibid 641 v{

78) Quarta Conclusio : Sola carıtas In homine est peI essentiam SUamn ecIa

iustıicıa peI q Uam [9)8010) iustihicatur et i uste V1ıvıt Deo De Merito Christi:
7725 v{

Eist autem ha Lustıitia iidei qu«e est carıtatıs diftusio 1n cordibus nostrıs PCI
spirıtum sancium quı eclam intunditur nobis ut diligamus DUIO corde et SaCrıs
affectibus Deum et proximum, qualem 1ustıcı1am accepera Adam et postmodum
perdiderat DECI peccatum. In ad Gal 641 v2


