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1816 Du meme COUD la proviınce austro-hongroise prıt fın Les
augustins de Lockenhaus s’efforcerent vaımnement de prolonger SOI

exıstence L‚ fiınıt So  D remarquable donnant une

hıste des exNOSUM : sont les augustins Qqu1 sont faıts Cures
dioc6salns cConsequence du ]osephinısme.

HENDRICKX

Berndt HAMM, Promiss10, DACVUM, ordinatıo. Freiheut UN Selbstbindung
(zottes un der scholastıschen Gnadenlehre (Beıträge ZUTLC hıstorischen
Theologıe, 54) Tübıngen, Mohr, 1977, x VI-5927 S.,

Hamm presented S, work 1n 1974 dissertation. The
author Was orn In 1945, an 18 NO workıing ın Tübıngen the
preparatıon of erıtical edıtıon of Johannes Vall Paltz’ Sunpplementum
Coelsfodıinae. fr 1S hıs iıntentıon LO sShOW tradıtıon ın the doectrine
of ITAaCE an merit, beginnıng from Augustine an passıng through
the early-, hıgh- an late-Scholastıe per10ds Luther. The pomnt
of departure of thıs tradıtıon 18 not ontologıcal ONne based od’s
unchangeable EeSSCNCE, but personalıstic ON‘  D 'T ’he eXpresSs1ON, od’s
free pledgıng of hımself » (+0d who voluntarıly oblıges hıimself»,
1s not contradıcetion. It od’s relatıonshıp to the world ;
ereatıon ıtself 18 already dıvyıne choı1ce, and the continumg ereatıon

econtinuatıon of od’’s choosing. In the SPac1ous fıeld of hıs notentıa
absoluta (+0d makes choice, the notentıa ordınala, whıch he hımself
1s prepared TO stand by Thıs latter order (notentıa ordınalta) 1s not
deducıble PT10T1, but Cal be sSceml princıpally 1n the MESSALE an
prom1ses (promSSLO) of (+0d The dialeetie gyotentihıa De:r absoluta-
yotentıa Der ordıinata 1S not the monopoly of Jate medieval Nomiminalısm,
EVEeN though thıs movement dıd indeed usSe ıt gTeat deal

In thıs TeV1eEW wiıll concentrate especlally the posıtıon of
Augustine (pp 8-18, 491-495). According to Hamm Augustine
succeeded 1n preserving the unıty between od’s transcendence
(sovereıgnty) an hıs being 1ın debt LO 110e by of the CONCEPTS
DTOMASSLO an gratbia. (+0d 18 debator not because 1InNnenNn ave anythıng
LO offer hım, but because (+0d hımself has freely made 10eN promı1se.
And, being essentlally unchangeable, hat (+0d promises he has LO do
In thıs WaYy Augustine CX PTESSCS the incontrovertible certaınty of
future salvatıon. Just (+0d 1s not debtor, iıt 1S not the work
of INeNn he CTOWNS through STAaCE, but hıs OW. work begun Dy hım
ın 111e  > (+0d 1s fırst STaClOUS, and thıs STAaCC g]ven obliges hıs goodness
LO complete the work he has begun od’s being 1n debt, however,
lasts only long Aas INa oes not fa ll aWAaY become unfaıithful.
In thıs WaYy the gratia-argument 1s unfoldıng of the DrOMLSSLO-
argument., an Augustine succeeds ıIn integrating od’s pledgıng of
hımself ın hıs transcendence. They ATC not rvals. In TTAaCcE promi1se
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18 coneretized. From the 12th CeNtUrYy onwards thıs connection between
promıise and DTaCE Was lost On the ONne sıde, the causa| Iınk between
the inner worth of go0d works and the reward of ternal lıfe 1s
excluded. Hamm refers LO thıs the exclusıve approach. On the
other sıde, the causal lınk 1s acknowledged but ımıted DYy the ıdea
of od’s free pledging of hımself. Thıs Hamm calls the restrictive
approach. thırd approach, wıthın whıch Hamm sıtuates Thomas
Aquımas, leaves the thought of od’s free pledgıng of hımself Out
of consıderatıion. In Aquinas’ Case thıs about under the
influence of hıs emphasıs the gratia-argument 1ın ontologıcal
framework. Scotus, the CONLTIATY, STTESSES the promMISSLO-aTgUMeENtT
and SEESs STaCE the CONSCYUENCE of divıne order, but he 18 unabhle
TLO sketch clearly the Iınk between promise an We m1g
remartTk that Augustine’s 1eW Tf od’s free pledeing of hımself could
ave een elaborated ıth the help of the ıdea of desiıderzum naturale
man’s desıire for God, because (+0d has rTeated Inan for Hımself;
thıs desıire Ma y not remaın unfulfille: LUBAC, Surnaturel. Parıs,
1946 : u Augustinıisme et theologie moderne. FarIıS, Augustine’s
ıdea of the free self-pledging of (+0d influenced the doectrine (4+0d
(notentıa Den), soter10102y (the necessity of the incarnatıon an the
eag of Chrıist), the doctrine of (God A debitor) an ecclesiology
(the Church medium of salvatıon).

In the fırst part Hamm deals ıth the posıtions of the followıng
theologlans 0-3  ) BernarTd, Peter Lombard, the schoo|l of (Hlbert
Porretanus, Cardınal Laborans, Petrus Cantor, Stephen Langton,
Wılliam of Auxerre, Hugo of St; Cher, Roland of Cremona, pseudo-
Alexander of Hales, Geoffrey of Poıitiers, Wıllıam of Auvergne, Odo
Rıigaldı, Bonaventure, Thomas Agqumnas, Duns Scotus, Wıllıam
Ockham, (Aabrıel Bıel, and Martın Luther. In the second part the
posıtions of these theolog1ans ALle presented thematıcally, (Pp 391-466)
In such WaYy that the influence of Roman and la w the
termınology of the self-pledging tradıtıon 18 made clear.

'T’he of the following Augustinlans Aa PPCal In passıng
(+1les of Rome, Alphonsus Vargas, Bartholomeus Arnoldı of Usıngen,
Augustinus Favaron1, Gregory of KRıminl, Hugolın of Orvıeto, John
of Retz, John of Paltz, John Staupitz, Thomas of Strasbourg, Gregory
of Bellano-Feltre, John Paynhota, an Dionysius de Montina. Hamm
discerns LWO Currents 1n theır attıtude LO the self-pledging of God,
the ONe beginnıng ıth GHles of KRome, an the eTt ıth Gregory
of Rımini who Was much influenced thıs pomint by Scotus and
Ockham.

comprehensıve bıblıography, index of bıbhcal cıtatıons,
an index of the medıieval theologlans quoted enhance Hamm’s
work. It aD PCAaIS LO us tO make excellent contrıbution LO the
knowledge of Augustinism 1ın the Mıddle Ages, especlally ıth regard
CO the doctrine of ‚N! merıt. ÜEr provıdes g00d complement tO



Boekbesprekıngen Commptes rendus 2Q

the work of Bannach (reviewed below), which Hamm explaıns he Was
unable LO incorporate into hıs OW study 1n the tıme avaıllable.

SCHRAMA ÖO.S5

Klaus BANNACH, IDe Lehre VDON der doppelten Macht (z7ottes ber Waılhelm
DON Ockham. Problemgeschiuchtliche V oraussetzungen und Bedeutung
(Veröffentlichungen des Institutes für europälsche Geschichte
Maiınz, (5) Wiıesbaden, Hranz Steiner Verlag, 1979, VI11I-424 D.,

In h1ıs thesıs defended 1n 1974 1n Munich, Bannach has
demonstrated VeLy well the dıialeetic relatıon between the yotentıa
absoluta and the yotentıa ordınata of (A0d 1ın the ontext of Ockhami’s
doectrine of creation. Among other thıngs, suggest1onNs made by

Vıgnaux aN! Oberman eNncouraged hım LO undertake thıs work.
It 1S pıty that ın the tıtle the importance f the doectrine of ereatiıon
1s deser1bed ON1y formally Problemgeschiuchtliche Voraussetzungen
und Bedeutung ». Moreover, the author speaks of the doppelte Macht
(Tottes », term whıch he certaımly dıd not fınd in Ockham who
precısely CONTLESTS the double character of od’s W (Pp 273).

The work 10Se 1s thoroughly constructed After STAtUuS QuUaeEST-
vONAS, the author TEeVIEWS Ockham’s lıfe an works ıIn the ontext of
the hıstory of ideas (Ch 1 He emphasızes the methodical-erıitical
aSpeCct of Ockham’s work. In the second chapter he g1VeES historiıcal
SULVEY, beginnıng ıth Augustine, of the doectrine of the dıyıne ıdeas.
'T’hıs 18 ımportant because the ereatıon portrays ese 1deas. The
ereatıon 1ın turn 1S of iımportance, because ıt; 18 precısely ın the order
of ereatıon an the order of salvatıon (the nNne  z creatıon) that the
CONCEPTS notentıa absoluta and ordınata aAle sed. Augustine ’ s doectrine
of ıdeas Was partıcularly useful 1n makıng the relatıon between dıyıne
unıty aN! the multiplıcıty of creatures understandable OVeT agaınst
the emanatıons of neo-Platonısm. Augustine S6665 the multiıplıcıty of
cCreatures already present 1n the multıphıcıty of dıyıne ldeas, but

ıdeas they maıntaın od’s ımmutablıty and unıty. HKFrom Augustine
the author Passecs DYy WaYy of Boethıus, Ktienne Tempıier’s condemn-
atıon of heterodox Arıstotehanısm, Alexander of Hales, an Bonaven-
ture, LO Thomas Agqumas, for whom the oTEAat question 18 how (+0d
Can NOW multitude of thıngs wıthout losıng hıs unıty. HFrom the
tıme of Henry of GGhent there 18 STOWINg tendency LO lımıt the
COEeTCIVENESS of the doectrine of 1deas 1ın favour of od’s contingent
creatıve act1ıon. Duns Scotus Carrles Henry’s attempt od’s ideas

longer precede indıyıdual creatures but they become dıyıne
reflexıon thıngs already exısting. Hıs doectrine of ereatiıon has
INOTe strongly bıbhecal character, although erTe remaıns certaın
lack of clarıty SOINE pomts. These AIe cleared by Ockham


