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The introduection LO thıs book ends ıth the words : OWEeVEer
Ia Yy regard hıs effects, scholastıeısm after Ockham W as

agaln the Same AÄAXAIV). Thıs SEeENTENCE clearly restates the sub-tıtle of
Leff ’& Work, M etamorphosts of Scholastie IDhascourse. Leff’s Judgment,
however, dıistances ıtself from that of the earher andbooks before
Ockham the 0o00M per10d of Hıgh Scholastieism, ıth hım the
begınnıng of decadence. Lieff has sSucceeded ın refuting thıs COININON-

place Judgment of the handbooks. The author 18 already well-known
through hıs study Gregory of Rımın1 and eTt ate medieval
theolog1ans, N! he has VoLY mer1ıtor10us work the hıstory of
medıieva|l phılosophy hıs allle He consıders hıs Ockham » Aa
retractatıo of hıs earher works. Thıs Augustinlan eature indıcates
hıs se1entifıc vitalıty. Wıth the help of the insıghts of Hochstetter,
Vıgnaux, Moody, Boehner, Baudry, LO arıe but few of the innovators
1n the iınterpretation of Ockham, Lieff NO offers the fırst COM PIE-
hensıve study 1n Knglısh of system of thought Copleston In hıs
Haıstory had already achlıeved somethıng sımılar liımıted scale,
but Lieff’s work 1S deeper 2,N' 110OTeEe cComprehensıve. Leff’s method
follows recent tendency not. sımply LO sketch the broad outlınes of
relatıonshıp an influence between Ockham aM hıs predecessors N!
SUCCESSOTS, but fırst allow hımself LO speak by attendıng closely
LO hıs EeXTtS We MUusSt NOW the ermMs before Can NOW they AIlC
related » (ALIV) Lieff’s work 18 dıyıded into three parts, correspondıng
LO the system of thought uncreated N! ereated realıty. The fırst
part deals ıth thought ıtself T’hıs COMPTISES almost half the
book, fOr, accordıng LO Lefif, ()’s greates achıevement ın the realm of
thought 1s LO hbe found In hıs logical-epistemological speculatıons.
That 18 not. LO Sa Yy, however, that WasSs logıclan devaluımng theology
and metaphysıcs. rejects MIl LOO superfic1al connectı.on between
thınkıng and beıng, prefering LO lay aTEe the ep structure 1ın whıch
the relatiıonshıp between OUT thınkıng an realıty 18 medı1ated through
Janguage. In thıs fırst part, entitled the cognıtıve order, Tieff consıders
the dıfferent SOTTtS of knowledge (ch 1) the Status of the cCoNcept
(ch 23 an logıc (ch 3) The question Can he S 1 ıt, would nOt
ave een better ave reated logıc before epıstemology, see1ng
that logıc for provıdes the VCLY best instrument for explorıng eTr
fıelds such theory of knowledge and theodicy.
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The sécond part, the theologıical order 320-526), 18 concerned ıth
the poss1ıbılıty of knowledge ou (10d (ch 5)| od’s esSseNCce an
attrıbutes, the dıyıne ıdeas N! PEISONS (ch Ö) od’s salyvıfıc relatıon
LO ereatıon an the relatıonshıp of INa  w} LO (+0d (ch In CONtras LO
mMan y other scholars, Leff devotes number of to the doectrine
of the Trimity, 1ın section whıch he entitles The dıyıne PEISONS »
(ch O; 411-436). It 18 regrettable, however, that 91 the beginnıng of
thıs section he renders 03 opınıon CONcernıng the dıstınetion between
the dıyıne PEISONS incorrectly Lieff States 411 The divıne
PETISONS, unlıke the dıyıne attrıbutes, AIe dıstıngulshed formally ».

hımself, however, 1n hıs Commentary the Sentences 1, 2, I:
wrıtes Utrum FB unıtate numeralı dıyınae essent]jae stet realıtas
PEISONAaCUM realıter distinetarum » an 1ın dıstınetione realı
PEISONAaLCUM et ıdentitate essent]ae OCUuU person1s et, relatıonıbus
contingıt inferre dıstınetionem formalem relatıonıs et essentJae The
DEISONS Are therefore accordıng really dıstınguished from ONe
another ; the forma|l dıstınetion 18 between eSseNCce and the persons/
relatıons.

The thırd pPart, the created order 528-643) deals ıth ()’s anthro-
pology, INOTe specıfically wıth the structure of the soul (ch 8),
cosmologıcal problems such the structure of hıngs, tıme, place,
and mMovemen (ch 9 It 1s wıthın thıs framework that the doectrine of
the Eucharıst 1s Teated. Thıs 18 perhaps methodologıically COTITECT,
iın that erTe cCons]ıders the separatıon of substance an accıdents. But
Dy makıng of O’s doectrine of the Euchartıst merely phılosophiıcalproblem hıs theological CONCEerTN 1s LOO easıly lost sıght of. In the last
chapter, O’'s pohtical ıdeas AIe consıdered. At the beginning of the work

OVerVvV1eWw of ()’s lıfe and WwoTrTk 18 presented an al the en!
bıblıography 18 to be found 645-649), together ıth index of

PEISONS 651-654 an subject index 654-666).
Because of the hıgh standard of thıs work hesıtate LO mentıon

couple of small EITOTS On 654 find Romes, (Ales of 348
omınNıpotence ; 645 certaın references LO the perJ10dıcal Archruves...
AT 1MpreCISse ; an the SsSame Pasc, the tıtle 51 Ghıisalberti's work
18 gıven Guglıelmo dr Ockham. Vıta Pensuero, thereby includıngthe publısher, ıta Pensıero D 1n the tıtle
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