
Notes S the Tübingen Edition
of Gregory of Rımini

1C Augustine 1S Gregory s? ; Augustinıanısm ? Which
God? Is Gregory the Authenticus Augustinianus ? The Authenticator of
the sprawlıng Augustini1anısm of hıs day

Gregory Was nNOLT Augustine of the 4th Century 4S Anselm had
een in the eleventh, who 250 before Gregory had aıd oWwn the
Augustinıan lınes of thought for all theologica generatiıons of the 1ddle
Ages

Gregory Was nOTt second Peter Lombard, that MOST successful
programmatıc and encyclopedıc Augustinıan schoolmaster wh' had
dictated Augustinıan eadıng mater1a]l for the interpretation of 300
of eology. areful examınatıon of the divisıones textIus [Petrı
Lombardı], eft iın later theologica manuscrı1pts, al least 1n rudımentlary
fiorm, furnıshes aDsolute proo that Lombard remaıned in the ma1ın-
sStiream of eology throughout the 1ıddle Ages, dıppıng the scale of
Augustiniıan non-Augustinian influence overwhelmıngly in favor of
the first ıth ratio of

Gregory 15 the Authenticator f that Augustini1anısmi from
Anselm and Peter Lombard had taken ıts inspiratıon, and from
Augustine himself durıng 250 of medieval eology had received
SUCCESSIVE impulses of development. Gregory 1S the authentıic ollower of
Augustine, the doctor gratiae, and of Augustine, the nomiınalıst

Before the time of Gregory of Rımin1ı the AdIinlec of Augustine had
been all l1ps Many text DAaAsSsSagc of hıs had een copıed and inserted
into scr1pts of mınor thınkers, who Dy incorporating them, had follow

Another of the seven-volume edıtiıon of Gregory of Rımıini has appeare: ın print
Gregor1 Arıminensıis ESA L ectura u Primum et Secundum Sententiarum edıdıt

amasus rapp 0O.5 T1Tomus Y uper Secundum (Dıst 6-18) Flaboraverunt
Aamasus rapp, en1c10 Marcolıno, Manuel Santos-Noya. Walter De Gruyter Berlın New
York, 1979, herausgegeben VO Heıiko Oberman, ın Spätmiuıttelalter und eformatıon
exte und Untersuchungen. 1-VI, 1-382; eX Generalıs 383-392

CH. the 1rs set of notes the Tübıiıngen Edıtion ın Augustiniana 29 (1979) 239-
241



Notes the T übingen Edition of Gregory of Rimini

lınes of hought sımılar Augustine’s, had accomodate theırs tO hıs,
SeVeCcn eliminating oughts of theır OW when OUN! contrary ÖT CON-

tradıctory to the copıed from Augustine. But AdS ‘tolıatıon’ (we
WOU. Sa Y ‘pagınatıon’) of manuscrıi1pts OUTCECS WeTC poorly organızed,
and the chapters of [070] NOT numbered, before the 4th CENTUTY, irue
and genuıne quotatıions from Augustine COUuU. nNOTt show ıth the
requıred scıentifıcally eal accredıtatıon, 4S the indıcatıon of chapter and
9 OT book and pPagcC, COU. nOoTt be g1ven. Nor could pretended
quotations from Augustine be unmasked °).

Wıthın the 4th CenturYy, al the VeETY awn of protohumanısm,
greater hıstorıc-miındedness SICW in the schools, and number of
scholars, Augustinıans especıually, Sa  S it that handwrıiıtten works of
famous authors WEeTIC olıate: theır chapters numbered, theır quotatıions
‘verıfıed ıIn the SOUTrCEeS’, and hecked for genumneness, ın order tO do the
quoted author injustice, that, fınally, the MAanNYy pretended quotations
WeTC unmasked, returned theır irue paternıty.

As saıd above, Man Yy of the auctorıtates ın that bestseller ofmedieval
schoolbooks, Peter ombard Sententıae, WETC Augustinıian quotations
(eight Ouft of ten) but often lacked precıise SOUTCEC indicatıon.
Augustinıians ıke John enkok OSA Oxford) provıde hat Was

lacking“); Augustinıian frıars also publıshed Augustine Encyclopedıia
called Milleloquium Augustıinı (ca wıth attıtude sclentifıic
enough usher ıIn the INOTEC patrıstic studıes Augustine. Gregory of
Rımıinıi, perhaps the iX Augustinıian cholar of hıs dSC, watched
wıth rgus CYVCS VT the Augustinıan reason1ıngs expounded by hıs
fellow-theologians iın thıs Augustinıan WOT. and Dy followıng each ONec
of them, step by step, he showed h1s anx1io0usness lay are the iIrue

TRAPP, Hıltalınger’s Augustinıan Quotatıions, 1n ; Augustiniana
412-449

(: idem, Augustinıan eology of the 4th Century, ıIn Augustiniana (1956)
146-274, CSD 153 ff; idem, Dreıistufiger Edıtionsprozess und drejartige Zıtationsweise be]l
den Augustinertheologen des en in Augustiniana 25 (1975) 282-293; idem, oftfes
John Klenkok ÖS (T 1n ugustinıanum (1964) 358-404 ; IN regard
Milleloquium cf. Vıincent Fıtzpatrıck, Bartholomaeus of Urbino: The Sermons mbrace:|
In hıs Miılleloquium Augustin1i, Dıss. ath Unıiıv. Washington 1954, 1-111 1-65 + Ba
56* interesting "research bıblıography, bıography, SITUCLUTE and composıtıon of
Miılleloquium. ÄRBESMANN 0.5 The Question of the Authorship of the
Milleloquium Verıitatıs Augustıinı, ıIn ParadosisNotes on the Tübingen Edition of Gregory of Rimini  47  lines of thought similar to Augustine’s, had to accomodate theirs to his,  even eliminating thoughts of their own when found contrary or con-  tradictory to the copied passages from Augustine. But as ‘foliation’ (we  would say ‘pagination’) of manuscripts sources were poorly organized,  and the chapters of books not numbered, before the 14th century, true  and genuine quotations from Augustine could not show up with the  required scientifically neat accreditation, as the indication of chapter and  verse, or book and page, could not be given. Nor could pretended  quotations from Augustine be unmasked*).  Within the 14th century, at the very dawn of protohumanism, a  greater historic-mindedness grew up in the schools, and a number of  scholars, Augustinians especially, saw to it that handwritten works of  famous authors were foliated, their chapters numbered, their quotations  ‘verified in the sources’, and checked for genuineness, in order to do the  quoted author no injustice, that, finally, the many pretended quotations  were unmasked, or returned to their true paternity.  As said above, many of the auctoritates in that bestseller of medieval  schoolbooks, Peter Lombard’s Sententiae, were Augustinian quotations  (eight out of ten) but often lacked precise source indication.  Augustinians like John Klenkok OSA (1354 Oxford) provided what was  lacking*); Augustinian friars also published an Augustine Encyclopedia  called Milleloquium D. Augustini (ca 1345) with an attitude scientific  enough to usher in the more patristic studies on Augustine. Gregory of  Rimini, perhaps the greatest Augustinian scholar of his age, watched  with Argus eyes over the Augustinian reasonings expounded by his  fellow-theologians in this Augustinian world; and by following each one  of them, step by step, he showed his anxiousness to lay bare the true  °) Cf. D. TrApp, Hiltalinger’s Augustinian Quotations, in: Augustiniana 4 (1964)  412-449.  *) Cf. idem, Augustinian Theology of the 14th Century, in: Augustiniana 6 (1956)  146-274, esp. 153 ff; idem, Dreistufiger Editionsprozess und dreiartige Zitationsweise bei  den Augustinertheologen des 14ten Jh.? in: Augustiniana 25 (1975) 282-293; idem, Notes on  John Klenkok O.S.A. (+ 1374), in: Augustinianum 4 (1964) 358-404; in regard to  Milleloquium cf. Vincent Fitzpatrick, Bartholomaeus of Urbino: The Sermons Embraced  in his Milleloquium S. Augustini, Diss. Cath. Univ. Washington 1954, I-III + 1-65+1*-  56*: interesting 'research on bibliography, biography, structure and composition of  Milleloquium. — R. ARBESMANN O.S.A., The Question of the Authorship of the  Milleloquium Veritatis S. Augustini, in: Paradosis ... in Memory of E. A. Quain, Fordham  U. Press, New York (1976) 169-187. This scholarly article will also appear in: Analecta  Augustiniana 1980.In Memory of E.A uain, Fordham

Press, New ork (1976) 169-187 hıs scholarly artıcle ıll Iso AaDDCAal ıIn Analecta
Augustiniana 980



Frapp

Augustinian ıth paınstakıng CaTIc, and eradıcate, when NCCCSS-

aIYy, the ıld offshoots of pseudo-Augustinianısm.
oug other Augustinıan frıars m1g ave deserved specıal

recognıtion for thıs modern attıtude towards sclentific, ıt Was

Gregory of Rıminı that Was honored by the specıal tıtle of Authenticus,
for hıs exemplary pursult and PTOSTAaM of havıng Augustinıan quotations
nOotTt only neatly accredıted by chapter-and-verse indıicatıon, but, EVON

IHOTG S for hıs herculean fforts not let Augustinıan CONLEXTIS and
backgrounds be misrepresented, betrayed, ÖT falsıfıed Dy wriıters of
M1InNOrTr calıber, who m1g wıldly CT1SS-CTrOSS the lınes of Augustinıan
hought where they avowedly pretended to follow them faıthfully.

TIhe by-name Authenticus Was already accepte Aas matter of
COUTSC then after Gregory’'s eg (F by scholars 1ke John of
ase OSA (ca 365 Parıs) and by Sımon of Cremona OSA (lıkewise
about 365 Parıs) the nıckname regorYy’'s, namely Tortor Infantıum,

the other hand, Was deriıved orıgıinally from the famıly ame of
Gregory who elonge the Tortoricc1 ıterally: “I ortores Infantes’]
hıs nıckname Wads given Gregory for havıng are' tO mentıiıon
Augustine’s unequıvocal princıple that wıthout baptısm there Cannot be
allYy salvatıon for unbaptızed chılaren Though Gregory thıs time eft
complete reedom hıs readers ın regard acceptance 0)8 rejection of
Augustine’s princıple, h1ıs contemporarıes WOU. sımply nOoL beliıeve
Gregory’'s ‘un-Augustinian’ stance, and stubbornly insısted allıng
hım lortor Infantıum. though eed nOoTt Oou the sincer1ty of
Gregory, because Gregory Wäas grea enough SCC that quıte num ber
of conclusıons AdIiIC rather poorly conclusıve, and thus ODCNH fOor urther
discussıon. But the nıckname gıven hım Dy these mockıngbirds, 15
somewhat of confirmatıon for the fact that Gregory’s honorary tıtle of
Authenticus should be interpreted INCcCan Authenticus Augustinianus,
because even when Gregory sa1d that he hesıtated follow Augustine iın

gıiven CaScC, eing otherwise recognized AS Authenticus Augustinıianus,
he Was allowed nOT tOe the lıne of the 2r Augustine, ECVOMN ın

when prudence m1g suggest otherwise.
Gregory’'s OW: quotations from Augustine AdIC rich and authentic,

I RAPP, Simonis de remona ():S 1 ectura Sent ın

Augustinianum 123-146, where eal quotations fifrom Gregory AIC g1ven; fol
SV of tTemona 118, Gregory 15 called "Doctor noster Authenticus Magıister GregorIius’.
Ihe SaImnec 6, In the Samnle YCalL, Gregory 15 gıven by John of Basel (cf. artıcle Theol.
of ]4th C: Dagc 247° Gregory of Rıminı1 1s dealt ıth in thıs artıcle 183-213
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anyOoNC Can SCC ın the S1X OT volumes 16 ATiIC eing publıshed al

Tübingen. hıs has already een known be certaıinly the Casec whenever
Gregory ollows ın the footsteps of Augustine the doctor of> but
what might be overlooked, 1s the other equaliy plaın fact that Gregory,
when he AaCTS Adas SUTrVCYCI and interpreter of the phılosophical and
theological SYyStems of hıs nomiınalıstıic 4th cCentury 15 equally aNX1I0OUS
follow Irue Augustinıan lınes and 9 in order be oya
Augustine. hıs eyebrow raısıng second statement concerning the exclus-
ively Augustinian standards of Gregory’'s opınıon, posıtı1on,
and stance, needs clarıfıcatıon because ıt mplıes that G’regory
traced the spirıtual paterniıty of nomıinalısm back the Augustine,
and fought ın the AIiIlnlc of the ounder agaınst devıatıons of the
followers

ven wıthın the tenets of thıs nomınalısm, Gregory emande!
faıthfulness the lınes 1C Dy Augustine had een traced, and often
een warpe Dy nominalıstic epiıgones.

Before INOTC eyebrows dICcC raised, ıt must be stated that, ıf Augustine
had een father ofhat ave become accustomed call nomınalısm,
and what the theologıans of the 4th Century sed call modernısm,
must be prepare: admıt that the eology OT phılosophy of the
Modern1ı 1S the amme they called themselves COU. ave een

weakly, sıckly, tıred, skeptical, paganızıng from the beginnıng d

it appeare towards the end, though an Yy amount of un-Augustinıan
tendencıes egan sShow in flamboyant Oxford ıIn the twenties, and al
the unıversıty of Parıs in the fourties of the 4th CenturYy, and, 4S

natural reaction, called WAarrIl1o0rs 1ke Ihomas radwardıne in Oxford °)
and Gregory of Rımıin1 ıIn Parıs, uDON the Augustinıan battlefields

What dIC the maınlınes Gregory Sqa. In Augustıine ? Gregory, wıth
Augustine, postulated that eology ıth authentic
from criıpture prem1ss, philosophy ıth "experlentla’ (dırect iınfallıble
cContact ıth realıty, whether materı1al outsıde ealıty, spırıtual inner
realıty); that both eology and philosophy develop by OUT God-given
W of reasonıng in the 1g of eviıdence.

Long reason1ngs, especlally the NCSs IC schoolmasters had
drılled into the CONSCIOUSNESSES, ıth chainlınked oblıgatory of
proof, Gregory disliked ıke Heidegggr, whether these WeTiIC called

HEIKO OBERMAN, Archbishop Thomas Bradwardıne, 4th ent

Augustinian (Utrecht
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formalıtıies, modalıtıes, essentialıties, whatever yOUuU wanted tO call
them Gregory desıred gel straıght tO the divine moment when he
could SCE; sımply WL quıa ıta est If ın that dıvıne MOMent he Was

formulatıng hıs intuıiıtion for hımself, he called it incomplexe 1gniıf1-
cabıle; ıf he spoke OMCONINC else about hıs experlıence, hıs formulation
m1g sound the ıstener first ıke complexe sıgnıfıcabıle,

hecome meanıngful, and ıf the lıstener intuıtively hecked wıthın
hımself, it ould be full iıncomplexe sıgnıfıcabıle wıth actual
meanıng. lıstener WAas suppose: be able relıve the other’s
experience, and SCEC for hımself; ıf he stored AaWAdY anYy complexe
sıgnıfıcabılıa in hıs9it Was only for the PUTDOSC of future relıvıng
and review1ng.

10 be able SECE, intuıt by intuıtion, when confronted Dy inner OT

OQOU!| realıty, that 18 Gregory’s most Augustinıian fundamental
Intuntion in Augustine and ıIn Gregory the possı1ıbılıty of

takıng dırect and infallıble contact wıth realıty; it 15 self-understood that
Augustine’s and Gregory’s 'realıty’ 15 °created’ realıty, polarıze: realıty
that has be ea ıth the tri1adıc prısm of memory-intellıgence-will
Augustine, the ONe hand, has intention tO deny the tradıtional
apophthegma that 'opera ad sunt communıa)’; the other hand,
he 1N! the prismatiıc imagerYy, intuıted In nes OW self, that 1s IMCMOTY -
intellıgence-wiıll, VeETY useful, Na Yy indıspensable for the breath and the
W1 of all diıscussı10ons.

We cCannot understand Gregory of Rımini wıthout Augustine the
°*trinıtarıan) O; al least, the *triadıc’ hınker Augustine’s De trinıtate 1S
requıred readıng, nOot much the first 00O0ks, 1C contaın
exposıtion of the chrıistian dogma, d the books 8-15, 1C dısplay, and
play ıth trıadıc intuıti1ons.

Our present-day theologıca sıtuatiıon O€es not aAaDPDPCAaT be VeETrY
helpful when visualızıng trıadıc possıbılıties, ASs the chrıstian belıef in
Trinty has pale into such insıgnıfıcance that chılaren ATIC nNnOoTt SCVcn

taught the ancıent OXology AaNyYyIMMOIC. It 1S therefore nNOL by chance that
Augustine the trınıtarıan has een less and less ıIn the foreground,
because Augustine the humanıst has een INOTEC and INOTC xalted Dy the
humanısts; ıf proo WEeIC needed, ONC o0k into Brown’s otherwise
wonderful book ‘Augustine of Hippo’ ’) should suffice: Brown ng

PETER BROWN, Augustine of 1ppo Bıography, London, Faber Faber,
975
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from hıs fırst onward excludes delıberately Augustine the trını-
tarıan from the of hıs bıography.

Gregory, cCast into the role of triadıc follower of Augustine,
worshiıps the dıvıine Verbum, and TE VOGLGLGES the human word, the OC

eing saıd eternally, the other, the human ONC, timed agaın and agaın,
communıcable, OT communiıcated, perhaps SCCI1 In ıts irue objectively
present meanıng, by intuıtion, OT ear‘ perhaps in nCce 1C al
fiırst m1g be only poss1ıbly sıgnıfıcable, but sıgnıfıcant after PTOCCSS of
reviewıng 1ın ne’s OW mınd, and INOTEC and INOTE replenıshable ıts full
sıgnıfıcatıon.

The ıterary °nomiınalısm ’ accordıng all APPCATANCES 15 somethıng
of hoax: the hıstorıical nomınalısm, Augustinıan in Org1n, has Dy
Gregory’s authenticatıon een brought back fOo Augustinıan zenıth.

Wıth the spiırıtual gjant, Augustine, Gregory lımbed the mountaın
of creation ın order ave the experiıence Augustine hımself
had and described ıIn De trınıtate 9,6 ’ The Fathers of the
Church 45 [1963| 279

«Thus when call mınd the wa of arthage which ave SCCI,
and form image of those of Alexandrıa 1C ave nNOL SCCI,
and prefer SOINC of these imagınary forms tOo others, prefer them
for g00d rCasoN; the Jjudgment of the truth from above SIrong and
clear, and Femalns steadfast by the MOST incorruptible rules of its OW.

right and even if it LS concealed Dy bodily Images, kind of cloud,
SIL It LS noT hidden NOr confused».

«But ıt oes make dıfference, whether, ıle under OT
In that darkness, shut off 4S ıt WEOIC from the clear heavens,

usually happens the highest MoOuNntaIns, whether behold the
MOST azzling 1g above and the MOST dense clouds below, 1lle
enjoying the free aır between both»

Iwo later, Augustine Sa Yy>S «5Some  ıng sımılar takes
place when recall beautifully and symmetrıcally intorted arch
1C ave SCCH, fOor example ın arthage In thıs Casec certaın
realıty, 1C Was made known IN Y mınd hrough the CVYCS, and
transferred to IN Y INCINOTY, produces imagınary 1eW But In IN Y
mınd behold somethıng else, accordıng 1C that work
pleases M whence also, cshould CoOrrect it it dıspleased
Therefore Dass jJjudgment upOoN these partiıcular thıngs according

that form of the eternal truth, and percelive that form through
the eveE of the rational mind».

« But these partıcular thıngs touch, ıf presen(t, wıth the
bodıly 9 OT recall them, ıf absent, hrough the image fixed in
OUTr IMCMOTY, form images of thıngs that dIC sımılar {O them,
such ourselves WOU also endeavor Constructk, ıf
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wıshed and WEeTC able For form images of bodies iın OUT mınd ÖT
SC bodies hrough the body ın ONCc WAaY, but comprehend in
dıfferent WaY the ypes, and the ineffably beautiful art of such
{Orms, A ATeC above the CYC of the mınd, by sımple intellıgence».

Leafıng hrough Gregory’s ONC MaYy be hocked Dy h1ıs
predestination1ısm, and ask oneself whether Gregory’s God Was the
exican War God The God Gregory worshı1ps wıth hıs Master
Augustine 1S nOT the atonıc God of the humanısts. It 15 the triınıtarıan
God of unıversal gravıtation, of unıversal love, of unıversal truth, of
unıversal eing

Quoting from Augustine’s Confessions 3: 32 849 Gregory
Sent dıst art fol 28 N has these lınes the God of unıversal
gravıtation of love: “°Sıcut ın naturalıbus est alıquod princıplans
tum est alıqua inclinatıo ad MOotum desıdern1l. ei 1la est AdINOT 1uxta

Augustinı... °‘Amor INCUS pondus INCUMmM, feror UOCUMUC
feror’, quamVIs 1CC SCMDCI intellıg1 de actualıter
elıcıto”

More intimately meet thıs (G0od of unıversal love ıIn the inner
experıence of fraternal love. Augustine has wrıtten immortal lınes iın thıs
regard for De trın S, 42, TE58

“ Nemo dicat Non OVI quıd dılızam Dılıgat fratrem, eit
dılıgat eandem °‘dılectionem)’. agıs enım novıt °‘dılectionem qua
dılıgıt" quam “{ratrem Y UCHM dılıg1 Cce 1am potest notiorem
eum habere Q Ua fratrem : plane notiorem, quıa praesentiorem ;
notiorem quıa inter1ıorem, notiorem quıa certiorem. Amplectere
‘dılectionem eum ei dılectione amplectere eum Ipsa est dılecti0
qUaC bonos angelos, el del CONnsoclat vinculo
sanctıtatıs NOSqUC eit OS conı1ungıt Invicem nobıs, el subıungıt sıbl.
Quanto igıtur Sanlores ore superbıiae, NLIO SUuTM11US
dılectione pleni0res: el qUO 181 deo plenus est quı plenus est
dılectione? enım carıtatem video, el quantum POSSUM Caln

"CONSPICIO et credo’ Scripturae dicenti1 quon1am «Deus
carıtas est et quı ne ın carıtate, ıIn deo anet» Jo 4, 16) sed
CUM am ‘video’ NO  —; In "‘v1deo’ trinıtatem? Immo VeTO “‘v1ıdes’
trınıtatem, S1 carıtatem vides’”.

«X commonebo, S1 potero, ut videre videas (Adsıt
1psa ut carıtate ad alıquod onum Quia

dılıgimus carıtatem, < carıtatem > alıquıd dılızentem ılıgımus,
propter hoc 1Ipsum quıa dılıgıt alıquıd Ergo quıd dılıgıt carıtas, ut

TIhe Fathers of the Church 45 (1963) 263 has translatıon which INAaYy not do
Justice the subtleties of the Augustinian forebodings of nomiınalısm.
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possıt et1am 1Dsa carıtas dılıgı? Carıtas enım NO  —_ est qUaC nı
dılıgıt 1 1psam dılıgıt [ut| dılıgat alıquıd, oportet ut
carıtatem dı  t”

“°Sıcut enım verbum indıcat alıquıd, ındıcat et1am selpsum,
sed NOnN verbum indıcat 1851 alıquıd indıcare indıcet : SIC el
carıtas dılıgıt quıdem S! sed 151 se-alıquıid-dılıgentem dılıgat, 19(0)  —;
carıtatem-se ılıgıt  I9

ome lIınes later NO  — dılıgıt, NO  — cognovıt eum quıa
eus dılecti0 est Jo 4, Ista context10 satıs aperteque eclara
eandem 1psam fraternam dılectionem (nam fraterna dılect10 est
qUa dılıgımus invicem) NO  —; solum CX deo sed et1am °deum esse’

auctorıtate praedicarı... nde collıgıtur duo Ila praecepta
NON CSSC sıne invicem .

The God of eternal truth Augustine wıthın the intuıtion of
moral truths that face hım Just ASs often ASs the princıple of causalıty and
others face hım, and there 1s greater proo requıred. 10 fınd TegOrYy’S
mılıeu deseribed ONC INa Yy read the followıng PaAsSsSdapC, agaın from De trın
S, 42, 995

( 4ım enım 1CO ei SCIeENSsS 1CO "Justus est anımus quı sc]entıa
ratiıone ın vıta mor1ıbus SUua Culque dıstrıbuit) NON alıquam

16  = absentem cogıto sıcut Carthagınem, aut 1ngo ut POSSUM sıcut
Alexandrıam, S1IVE ıta sıt SIVe 19(0)  — ita, sed quıddam‚
el apud INC, ets1 NO  —_ SU: ıpse quod Et multı S1
audıant, approbabunt. Et qU1SqUIS audıt scıenter TO“
bat, apud et 1pse hoc ıdem cernıit, etl1amsı NO  — sıt et ipse quod
cernıt. Justus VeTO 1d dıcıt, ıd quod ıpse est cernıt el dıcıt Et
ubıl et1am iıpse cernıt 1S1 apud ıpsum ? Sed hOoc mırum 1NON est
ubı enım 1S1 apud ıpsum * miırabıle est ul apud

anımus videat quod alı NUSquUa—mı vidıt ; ef verbum videat, el
1ıpsum ..  verum iustum anımum) vıdeat, el sıt iıpse anımus, ei NO  a sıt
1ustus anımus, qUuCm apud ıpsum videt Num est alıus anımus
1ustus in anımo nondum 1usto ” Aut S1 LON 6st, QUCH1 ıb] vıdet, CUu
videt eit dıcıt quıd sıt anımus lustus, NCC alı Q Ua ın 1DSO vıdet,
CU) 1pse NO  — sıt anımus i1ustus ? An quod vıdet, verıtas est
inter10r anımo quı Cal valet intuer1? eque
valent, hoc et1am quod intuentur, NON sunt’, HOC est NO  —_
sunt etiam 1ps1 1ust1 anımı sıcut possunt videre dicere, quıd sıt
1ustus anımus. Quod nde CSSC p  Iu 1S1 iınhaerendo eıdem 1ps1
formae q Uamı intuentur ut inde formentur, ei sınt 1ust1 anıml!: NON

Cernentes et dicentes “1ustum S6SSC anımum quı sclentıa
que ratıone In vıta morıbus SUa Culque distrıbuit’ sed et1am ut
1psı iuste vivant lusteque moratı sınt SUua Culque dıistrıbuendo, ut
nem1n1 quıdquam debeant 1S1 ut INVvIicem ılıgan (Rom 13, Et
nde inhaeretur Ilı formae 181 amando ?»
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Augustine has descer1ibed the God of unıversal eing ıth almost
medieval terms ıIn the Contra Epıstulam Manıchael, OT a Gregory
prefers Contra Epıistulam Fundamenti]. f Gregory had not quoted the
Contra Epıstulam Fundamentı expressly, it ould be eXtravagant
enterprise tOo paınt regory’s nomiınalıstic miılıeu wıth colors irom the
Contra Epistulam Fundamentı. But Gregory o€es it ng ıIn h1s
first lınes of the In Prımum, not as often ASs he quotes De trınıtate which
about times accredıiıts Gregory’s nomiıinalısm ıle the Contra
Epıistulam Fundamentiı vouchsafes for nomiıinalısm less than ten times.

The scholastıc-soundıing Dassagc from the Contra pIs  am
Fundamenti 1S thıs (PL 42, 204)

°°C1 quıs autem 1ON credıt nıhılo CSSC corruptionem,
S1bı aeC duo, ESSE ei NON-ESSE, quası dıversıs partıbus;

intellıgendı gratia, ut CUM tardıs tardıus ambulemus: deinde velut
ın medıo constıituat ALIQUID, ut puta COTDUS anımantıs, et quaerat
hoc SCCUMN, dum formatur COIDUS et nascıtur, dum augetur
e1lus specı1es, nutrıtur, convalescıt, roboratur decoratur, 1TmMa-
tur ıIn quantum ei In quantum stabılıtur, In qUuUam partem
tendat, iIrum ad ESSE ad NON-ESSE 1O  — dubıiıtabıt ESSE quıdem
ALIQUID ıIn 1DSI1S et1iam primordi1s; sed quanto magıs forma ef specıe
et valentıa constabiılıtur atque fiırmatur, magıs fıerı ut SI1, el
In Ca partem tendat qua posıtum est ESSE Nunc CT SO incıplat
COrTUump1; debilıtetur OmMnıs Ile status, languescant vires, INaTrCcOSs.-
Cat robur, forma foedetur, dıssılıat COMPDALO membrorum, a_
bescat et defluat concordıa partıum : quaerat et1iam UNC DCI istam
corruptionem qUO tendat, irum ad ESSE NON-ESSE NO  ; DULO

adeo CAaCCUM et tardum, ut dubitet quıd s1b1 ıpse respondeat,
eft 19({08)  — sentıjat quanto magıs quodque corrumpıitur, anto magıs ad
interıtum tendere. Omne utem quod ad interıtum tendıt, ad NON-
ESSE tendiıt. Cum CT SO deum incommutabiılıter ei incorruptibilıter
ESSE credendum sıt, 1d autem quod dicıtur penıtus NON-ESSE
manıfestum sıt quıd dubiıtas dicere ın UNAaQUAQUC natura COI -
ruptibıilı quıd In sıt deo, quıd sıt nıhılo”.

Comiıng oOWwn from the mountaın of nomiınalıstic transfiguration
ONeC INnaYy Sa Y prosaıcally that it Was ıIn Augustine’s school that Gregory
earned defend massıvely the possıbılıty of dırect and evıdent contact
wıth realıty Dy of the inner and senst1bılıties, that he earned
18 defend the possıbılıties of havıng authentic knowledge stored aWaVY ıIn
the myster10us of‚ earned defend the possıbılities of
havıng the storage tapped by ratiıonal willpower in order gel the first
evident insıghts urther developed, step Dy step, ıIn the lıght of the ratıo
evidens.
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As saı1d above, the 00- of De trinıtate (where the workıngs of
the uman mınd ar examıned, ıts communıng ıth other m1ınds, and its
prismatıc nature) ONCc should LIrYy read thoroughly before ONe Can hope

en]Ooy Gregory’s nomiınalıstıic XIS (for Sent 1st JE already
printe OT ent dıst (to be publıshed next). Augustıine 15 the key
Gregory and that arge segment of the 4th cCentury call nomına-
lısm. One readıng INa Y not be enough, it isn t either in the CAdasec of Dante’s
Paradıso.

Gregory the Authenticus Augustinianus played the role of the
Authenticator of Augustinı1anısm 16 ıts 250-year old traıl OT

track Or road had accumulated number of Spur10us elements. Gregory
trıed to dısentangle ıts entanglements, and aımed al evolvıng incere
and SCTCINC Augustinıan radıance.

Besıides the trınıtarıan Augustine, and besides Arıstotle 4S

A Averroes COu make hım, Gregory of Rımini quotes of COUTSEC the
scholars of Oxford and Parıs, the Francıscan frıars and the ONCS from hıs
OW OSA er almost indiscrimınately; it 1s 191011 the corporatıve spirıt
but the Augustinizing spırıt that dıstinguıishes rıiends from foes of
Gregory’s dam Goddam OF  Z ?) Aureolus OFM, Ockham OF  z ATC

usually consıdered wıthın the riıendly Context of theır leader, Scotus
OFM;: of the frıars of Gregory’s OW er he quotes egıdıus Doctor
noster SOTIIC tımes, Johannes de ana OSA, Michael de Massa OSA,
acobus de 1ı1ferD10 OSA, IThomas of Strassburg OSA VeETIY rarely;
almost sımılar statıstics results ın regard St Ihomas and hıs
Dominicans:;: gr secular asters ıke Rıchard Fitzralph Hıbernicus,
Henry of Gand, Praepositinus, and Thomas Tadwardıne dICc quoted
INOTEe than NC It 1S observable fact that ONMNC 18 rarely quoted
aCcCCcCount of agreement, almost all quotations contaın crıt1que, and mMmoOst

crıt1iques dIC voıced ın the ame of Augustine
Gregory es the Francıscans, nOT only Ockham, ıth whom, Dy the

WAaY, he eals INOTE harshly than ıth Scotus hımsel{. St Ihomas 15 often
quoted 4S head of school, and ın regard doctrines of S  9 often
approve of.

Wıth the Francıscans, INOTC than ıth the Domuinicans, Gregory

W.J COURTENAY, dam odeham An Introduction hıs Life and Wrıtings,
ıIn Studıies 1n edieva and Reformatıon Thought (Leıden, TL 1-XIV, 1-241,

ploneering study the glorıes of Englısh nominalısm, where good informatıon the
Francıscans and Seculars 15 found Informatıion the Augustinıans OSA mMaYy be gaiıned
from art Aug Theology of the ]14th
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chares COININON theologıca dısregard for Arıstotle and Averroes,
COMMIMMNON phılosophiıcal convıction that whatever eX1Ists has tOo exıst AS

indıvıdual, has be unaffected Dy anYy princıple of indıvıduation, and
has be ntellectualızed ASs indıvıdual

COININON erıtage the 4th Century shared ıth Augustine Wads

““Cognoscıbılıa cognıtıonem gı1gnunt, 19(0)  — cogniıtione gıignuntur» (De
trın 14, 42, COININON Was also the Heıdeggerian aspıratıon
°Bac the thıngs”: °‘Away from floatıng construction, from hot-aır
CONCEePDIS, from phantomproblems ıke the OoNe of the princıple of
indıvıduatıon, AaWaY from parroting words and proofs of others who
parroted them after other parrots’. And the hıghest ambıtion: B
the safety of intuiting”.

ere WeTC far LOO INAanYy abstracts ıIn ciırculatıion. No wonder that
Gregory welcomed HE  S abstractiıon wıthout the challenge of
demandıng proo for the allegatıon that thıs NC  S abstraction Was

necessıitated eıther Dy Scrıpture wıthın theology|] OT by experlentia
wıthın phılosophy OT by eviıdent reason1ıng ıın everyday dealıngs]. Thıs
rather COIMNMMNON attıtude of the 4th Century 1S often mı1isunderstood ASs

postulate of CCONOIMMY.
The pseudo-realıty of abstraction 1S always educed S1IZe Dy the
formula Non est AaAl qUaM hus for example °motus’” 1O  — est alıu:
Q Uuam LO VECINIS el ““creat1i1o0 ” 1NON est Aallu: Q Ua creator el
creatum ; ‘“doctrina ” NO est Aallul q Uamı docens et discens; °°relat10 ” 19(0)  —

est alıu: q Uamnı relatum et relatum : and YOU Ca  ; continue thıs SamMc
throughout the theologıca termıinology, and ask yourse: hlıttle malı-
c10usly, why Gregory in SOMINEC 15 loud, and ıIn others quıet :
when he o€es nOot want to scandalıze the tradıtionalısts, he sımply 1gnores
the abstract essent1a dıvına) wıthout theorizıng about ıt

I the formula Non est alıu: qQUuUam remaıns omnıpresent
mo0dy question mark, it INAYy create atmosphere seemıng]ly NiIieste:|
by skepticısm, but AaPPCATANCCS AT®e dece1ving. The formula 1s ST1
compatıble ıth Augustinıanısm, d long YOU, naturally, add what 1$
self-understood, namely, that Dy studyıng the {[WO real intuıt-
ıvely, yOUu 11l be forced Dy the ratıo evıdens, admıt, tOo WL S that MOTIum
MOVelur movenle, that cCrealium Crealtlur creanle, that discipulus docetur

docente, that relatum refertur ad relatum. Obeılsance before the majJestic
W of intuıtion Was generally assumed and expected; abeyance Was

not
Intuition WAS generally assumed he that proof than which there
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COU: hbe N greater ONn  S When the princıple of causalıty ÖT contradıction
Was proclaımed be unprovable, INany Oxford professor
sed do ıth displays of academıc fıreworks, ıt Was only half of
the SLOTY TIhe first princıples WeTC safely protected agaınst skeptic1ısms
Dy the omnıpresent intuıtion Droo everybody helieved In

Dısagreements WeTeC legıon, ‚ (o70] One Was the COININON abuse of
hypostasızıng abstractions. Francıscan abuse Was the lıghthearted
Jeopardızıng of the Augustinianism’s COT.  rstone, namely intuition.
When SCcotus and Francıiıscans ıke Ockham interjected the OM1INOUS
possı1ıbılıty that God m1g g1ve us intuıtions of nonexiıistent thıngs,
Gregory foresaw the collapse of the ole Augustinian WOT Gregory
COU. NOoTt stomach either miraculısm 10) 1C WOU. endanger uman
certaminties; 1T dıd he OW that g0o0od works of creatures should ACt ıke

determining factor of dıvıne sovereı1gnty, ASs the ole Francıscan
school seemed teach, and also Thomas of Strassburg OSA

Wıth these Notes the reader of Gregory’s N  S volume Was

Suppose: be given somewhat INOTC than a-prior1 Augustinian
milıeu, and somewhat less than indıspensable workıng hypothesıs, {O
be referred to poss1bly whenever Gregory quotes from the De trınıtate,
and discarded whenever it o€es nOot f1it

I RAPP, ÖS

10) ( the uübıngen Edıtion 1omus (wfiich has Just appeared) 14715 Nam
alıquando DCI miraculum suspendit alıquas creaturas ab operatıonıbus Suls quod
rarıssıme contingit, SICUL contigıit INn CAMINO I9NLS trıum


