
Augustinianism af xford In the Fourteenth Century

mong the Varıous Currents of hought that ave een attributed to
the fourteenth CenturYy, ONC of the most iIrequently discussed has een
Augustinianism *). Unlıke IThomısm and Scotism, which supposedly
remaıned wedded {O theır thırteenth-century Origins, fourteenth-century
Augustinianism has een viewed res 11C  S curren(t, generally
opposed the other maJor intellectua of northern Europe in
that aAQC, Nomuinalısm, long the hete nolLre ofate medieval studıes. And
yel, Augustinianısm MaYy be, 1ıke Nomuinalısm, OÖNC of the mMOst iıll-defined
and confusing of labels

ere 15 in IC much of the estern intellectua tradıtion
throughout the 1ddle Ages and beyond Can be called Augustinian. But
hıstorlans of medieval scholastıic hought ave desıgnated Nd1Iv1duals OT

grOuDS who, ıIn the face of the challenge of Arıstotelian hought,
remaıned commıtted 18 tradıtional phılosophy and eology, grounde:
In the mınd and heart of the Bıshop of 1ppO Mandonnet and others
etecte Current of ‘“Augustinian Platonism ” In the thırteenth CENTLUTY,
1C Gilson separated into several streams, of which ° Francıscan
Augustinjanısm ” ASs represented by Bonaventure Was the most PIO-
minent *). Gilson also coıned the phrase Second Augustinian
Sch describe the hought of enry of ent, John Duns Scotus,

The lıterature thıs topıc 15 arge and controversı]al. mong the INOTEC important
contrıbutions AI arl Werner, Die Scholastik des spateren Mittelalters, Vol 111 Der
UZ uStINISMUS INn der Scholastik des späteren Mittelalters (Vıenna, arl Stange,
““Augustinischer Nominalismus’””, In arl Stange, Studien Theologie Luthers, Vol
(Gutersloh, 1-19; Eduard Stakemelıer, Der Kampf Augustin auf dem
Iridentinum (Paderborn, amasus Trapp, ““Augustinijan Theology of the 4th
Century  >  , Augustiniana, (1956) 146-274; Adolar Zumkeller, ‘“ Die Augustinerschule des
Miıttelalters Vertreter und philosophisch-theologische Lehre‘‘, Analecta Augustiniana, D

167-262; Leif Grane, TegOTY von Rımini und Luthers Leipzıger Dısputation”,
Studia Theologica, (1968) 30 el Oberman, Headwaters of the Reformation;:
Inıtıa Lutherı1 Inıtıa Reformationis”’, In Luther and the Dawn of the Modern Era, ed

Oberman (Leıden, 40-88; aVl Steinmetz, uther and the ate ediıeva
Augustinıjans: Another Look”, Concordia Theological Monthly, (1973) 245-260;

Oberman., Werden und Wertung der Reformation (Tübingen, 82-14|
Pıerre Mandonnet, iger de Brabant el averroisme latin sıecle (Frıbourg,

Etienne ılson, philosophie de saınt Bonaventure (Parıs, “* Les SUUTICCS

greco-arabes de l’augustinısme avıcennısant , Archives d’histoire doctrinale el litteraire du
V age, (1929) 5-149
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and later Scotists @ Sımilarly, ın speakıng of Augustinıan revıval in
fourteenth-century thought, scholars ave sought tO characterıze
intellectua from the perennıal phılosophy of the
ıddle Ages and from the Varıo0us urrents of thırteenth-century
hought

hıs 191%  S Augustinıianısm of the fourteenth CeENLUTrY 15 usually
dıyıded into [WO stages. The fırst, assoc1ı1ated wıth ıles of Rome and hı1s
immediate followers the Augustinıan Hermits, represents
IThomuistıc hought gradually modilıe: ın the dırection öf affective
eology under the influence of INOTEC intensıve readıng of
St Augustıine. The S already Occurrıng in ıles, Wds AWdYy from
sclentific eology based God ASs iıntellect affective eology
ase God 4S ll and love, combıned ıth strong VIEW of the
primacy of and dıvıne inıtlatıve ıIn salvatıon. One of the mMOoOst
interesting products of thıs first Was the ıdea of the lordshıp of
9 that only ONe in of had the rıg exercıse authorıty
VeTrT DETSONS and

The second consıdered by INanYy the INOTEC ımportant, egan ıIn
England wıth the secular theologıan, TIThomas Bradwardıne, and al Parıs
ıth the Austın Frıars, Gregory of Rımin1 and ugolıno of Orviıeto.
Here scholars ave highlıghted [WO maJor aspects: hıstorico-ecritical
attıtude toward OUTITCECS and antı-Pelagıan iıdeology.

At the foundatıon lay INOTC precı1se, source-erıtical approac the
wrıtings of Augustine. Thırteenth-century theologıans NCW theır
Augustine primarıly hrough few standard works (Confessions, City of
God, On Christian Doctrine) and hrough the abundant quotatıions that
cırculated under HIS aIinec In florilegia, law, and the Sentences.
Moreover, the precıise SOUTCC of of Augustine Was seldom
acknowledged beyond hıs amnlec and occasıonally mentıon of the work.
By the second quarter of the fourteenth CeNTLUrYy that Was beginnıng
change. One finds (1) wıder varıety of works eing cıted, (2) longer
quotations that WEeIC nOoTt part of the DreVIOUS collections of “*memorable
sayıngs””, (3) COIMICETN that the eXTiIs quoted should be ur  ©: ase|
uponNn rei1aDle extual tradıtion, of sufficıent length reveal
Augustine’s hought, and (4) referenced precıisely the work, chapter
(an innovatıon of the thırteenth century}, and often section of chapter,

ılson, History of Christian Philosophy In the M iddle Ages (New York,
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that the reader COU. e the quotation for hıimself. Much of thıs
N1gOTrOUS, scholarly attıtude toward the OUIGESs MaYy only be the applı-
catıon Augustine of humanıst traıt that ON finds elsewhere in the
fourteenth CenturYy. But ıt also betrays far wıder, first-hand readıng ol
the Augustinian COIDUS, especılally of works that had not receı1ved much
attention in the thırteenth century

hıs broader readıng MaYy ave facılıtate' chıft toward the mature,
OT later Augustıine ASs revealed in the works wrıtten after 410 For the
second aspect of the Augustinı1anısm Wds strong, antı-Pelagıan
stance the 1Sssue of and Justification. They disallowed an Y abılıty

the part of IMNan PITCDAIC hımself for the gıift of and
emphasızed dıvine actıon and auxılıary far INOTE than human effort
and human merit. hıs reaffiırmatıon of role in salvatıon, wıth ıts
emphasıs sola gratia, predestinatiıon Aante DraeVvisa merita, and
OCCasıon double predestinatıon, went hand-ın-hand wıth I8 VIEeW
of dıvıne omnıpotence that sometımes ordere divıine omnıvolence.
In SOINNC vers1ions the contingency of the future (and wıth it the reedom
of man) Wäas educed under the belief that the future cannot take place In
anYy WaYy other than (J0d foreknows it, 1ie in other vers1ions the
necessıty of the past Was questioned under the assumption that
omnıpotence VOI Hıs creatiıon should nOoTt be imıted by the DAaASSagc of
time©)

The promınent part played by the Austın Friars in both stages of
thıs revıval has led SOIINC hıstorj1ans equate ‘“Augustinıan ” and
‘““Augustin1anısm “ ıth the thought of theologıans who elonge the
Augustiniıan Hermiuiuts Yet not all Austın Friars dısplay the marks of
the Augustinl1anısm, and ONC Can fiınd outsıde the er several
who do We cshould therefore dıstıinguıls Augustinianısm dS theologıca
mMOovemen from Augustinı1anısm A4aSs relıg10us order.

Wıth that 1ın miınd, let suggest adop the term °° Neo-
Augustinı1anısm ” for the current of hought described above, regardless
of the organıiızatıonal affıllatıon of the authors involved. hen Adolar
Zumkeller’s phrase, the ‘““Augustinıan Schoo COU. be sed (as ıt Was

ıIn the fourteenth century) tO describe the theologıans of the Austın

For urther discussıon SCC W.J Courtenay, *‘John of Mırecourt and Gregory of
Rımıini hether God Can ndo the Päst:-. Recherches de Theologie Aancienne el

medievale, (1972) 224-256; (1973), 147176
E.g., Trapp, 146-2 /4
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Frıars, matter hat theır indıvıdual intellectual orlentation ©). Any
Austın theologian WOU ave een of belonging
Augustinian School In thıs Neo-Augustinianism, however, r_
maıns modern hıistorian’s for body of ideas, and must be
areful not to SCC it self-conscious ıth dedicated
members. Moreover, the ideas grouped under the Neo-
Augustinianısm derıve from but eed not beal St Augustine. As
polıtical Augustinianısm of the early 1ıddle Ages Was departure from
the actual eachıng of Augustine and partıcular interpretation of the
City of God, Neo-Augustinianism takes theocentric approac
certaın phılosophical and theological problems and in oıng arrıves al
solutions that dıffer from Augustine.

In the followıng remarks wısh focus neglected chapter of
fourteenth-century Augustinl1anısm, namely the appCarance and develop-
ment of Neo-Augustinianism and the Augustinıan School at Oxford in
the first half of the Century. In OUT present pıcture of Lourteenth-century
events the appCarance of the second of Neo-Augustinianısm looks
ıke act of God, springıng sımultaneously In places
wıthout much hıstorical preparatıon. The com({ortable theological d5-

sumptions rangıng irom sem1-Pelagianısm moderate Augustinianiısm
WeTC shattered Dy the volıce of the Afrıcan saınt, speakıng hrough hıs
prophets Thomas Bradwardine and Gregory of Rıminıi. Despıite import-
ant dıfferences between Bradwardıine’s De CUAUSa Dei and Rıminıi’s
Lectura, theır siımultaneous publication ıIn 13  E contaıned COINMON

MCSSALC: Let God be God! In that dual ven INOTC than ONe hiıstori1an
has SCCI] the headwaters of the Reformation: Martın Luther AS the
ultımate eIr the Augustinıi1anısm of the ...  V1a Gregoru”. oug.
there 1S consıderable dıspute OVCT the intellectua SUCCeEesSsSION that 1ın
Rımin1 and Luther, there 1$ general unanımıty In viewıng 13  IS 4S Trea
ıth the past ven Zumkeller, who SCCS consıderable continulty wıthın
the teachıng tradıtion of the Austın Frıars, admıts that Gregory ICD-
resents 191%  S wave ’). But WEETEO Rımin1 and Bradwardıne unrelated
phenomena, and Was Bradwardine’s hought wıthout antecedents
preparatıon? It 1S those questions NO turn

Zumkeller, 12A73 equates the Augustinerschule ıth ıts Lehrrichtung. thınk
it would make OUT research and discussions [NOTC precıise ıf WOULU dıfferentiate between
the "Augustinian School” and ““"the COININON eachıng within the Augustinian Scho0o

Zumkeller, E 72 216-223
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The Augustinian School at Oxford
If the hıstory of Neo-Augustinianısm the Continent 1ın the

fourteenth CENTLUTY 1S an Y indıcatıon, ONe WOU. eXpeCt {O fiınd the early
CINECTSCNCEC of thıs interest In England wıthın the of the Austın
Frıars, partıcularly the Oxford CoOoNvent hıs SOUTCEC, however, 15 nOt AS
rich Aas ONC WOU wısh. Cr the 145 known asters and bachelors al
Oxford In the fourteenth CenturYy, indeed of the entire Augustinıan
School] al Oxford irom the thırteenth CENTLUFrY the Reformation (of
whom almost 300 AaTC known), only SCIIMONS, chronicles, polıtıcal
tracts, and few scholastic works ave Ssurvıved. Products of the
unıversity ecture alls, such d cCommentarıes the Bıble, Arıstotle,

Lombard’s Sentences, and Quodlibetic dısputations the Lype of
works that ONC has ıIn abundance for the other mendicant orders and for
the Austıin Frıars al Parıs aATe extremely Tare Englısh Austıins.
Since there 1S partıcular [Cason {O assume the manuscrıpt survıval rate

the Englısh houses of the er should dıffer greatiy from those
of the other mendicant orders In England, ONe Can only conclude that the
Oxford (and Cambridge) Austins WeTC either unproductive In publıshing
theır lectures and dısputations OT works of qualıity that faıled
attract an Y sıgnıfıcant readershıp SCvVen the Augustinlans. Of the
Austıin asters ıIn the early fourteenth CeNTLUTY, only SOINEC quest1ons and
SCTITINONS of Wıllıam of Heckham ave survıved along ıth fragments of
LWO Sentences commentarıes, ql bearıng Strong traces of Aegıdıian
hought ere dIC dıscernable elements of Neo-Augustinianism in
these works and one of the works appCAars ave een Cıite Dy later
writers. In the entire exti generatıon, out of twenty-nıne known Austins
al Oxford, there Was 9(0)1 single known author, unless the °Grafiton’
referred tOo by dam Wodeham In 330 Was the Austin Hugh of
Grafton €}

Iwo important and elated changes altfecte: the Austın CONvent al
Oxford in the second half of the fourteenth cCentury. The first Wds the
aCcC ea whiıch, Judging Dy the greatly educed numbers of ustins
al Oxford ıIn the ext LWO decades, had disasterous effect the Englısh
Proviınce of the er The second Was the increased representatıiıon of

Francıs Roth, The English USstiin Friars, 1249-1538, Vol History (New Y ork,379-382, 598-599; Little and Pelster, Oxford Theology and T’heologians(Oxford, 226-232, 287-294, 335-338
W.J Courtenay, dam Wodeham (Leıden, 106-109
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foreign frıars al Oxf{ford, especılally from aly and Germany. The
channels of cCommunıcatıon WeTeC OPCNH in the direction of Parısıan
scholastıcısm and talıan humanısm. How much of thıs Was imported ÖT
hat effect ıt had the Oxford CONvent 1S INOTEC conjectural. In the
second half of the fourteenth cCentury, out of handful of known
authors, the only theologian whose intellectua oriıentation 15 clearly
Neo-Augustinian 15 John Klenkok However, Klenkok Was German, had
tudied previously al Prague, and brought hıs knowledge of Gregory and
ugolıno ıth hım Oxford when he ectured there ın 1354-55
oug Klenkok Wäas cıted by later Continental theologıians, he Was
not cıted 1ın England, and hıs Continenta Tan: of Neo-Augustinianiısm
ADDCATIS to ave made impact hıs fellow Austins. Neo-
Augustinianiısm, therefore, dıd nOot orıginate al Oxford the
Austıns.

One possıble contrıbution made Dy the Oxford Austins, albeıt
indırect, Was hrough the expansıon of theır lıbrary. Only al the end of
the thirteenth Century dıd the Order launch PTOgTam Improve the
lıbrary holdings al the eachıing sıgnıfıcant portion of theır
financıal TESOUTCES went tOo that end, and the MOst rapı| growth Was

probably in the early fourteenth century oney Was put into o0ks, nNnot
the construction of lıbrary buıldıngs, 1C Camme later TIhe lıbrary at the
Parıs conven(, the eadıng theological studium of the rder, held less than
fifty volumes ın 290 althoug it Was subsequently known ONCc of the
richer collections ın Parıs and almost 200 manuscrıpts belonging the
CONvent before 400 ave survived *°). In 3797 the lıbrary of the Austıin
Friars in York, IC probably numbered less than ıts equıvalent ın
onand certamınly Was maller than the Oxford lıbrary, contaıned 656
volumes

Un(fortunately, do NOT ave detaıls the Oxford lıbrary and
Can only conjecture about the oldıngs from Austin lıbrarıes ın other
teaching Volumes that certaı  y WOU. ave een acquıred by
the Ox{ford cConvent ın the early fourteenth Century (ıf they WeTC nOoTt
present earlıer) WOU. ave een complete edıtion of the works of
Augustine, MOST of the works of TIhomas Aquıinas, and complete
edıtion of ıles of Rome. For OUT DUTDOSCS the of g0ood copıles
of the entire of Augustine, particplarly the ater, antı-Pelagıan

10) Zumkeller, IM Roth, 369
ll) Roth, 375-376; Ker, ed., Medieval Libraries of Great ritain (London,

218
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writings, 1S important. oug the 1brary Was housed at the end of the
dormitory and Was for the UuUsc of the Austın Frıars, must remember
that the CoOonvent Was the center of the School of rts and the School of
eology, and it 15 possible that others had ACCESS to the collection such
that broader, INOTC extensive knowledge of Augustıine COU ave een
influenced Dy the Austın ı1brary Ose comıng and going from the
refectory and chapel, Tadwardıne must surely ave one trequently,
COU. nOot ave faıled tO notıice the lay scer1bes in the west of the
cloıster, wh: WeEeTC ıre. expand the oldıngs of the Augustinıan
collection.

Neo-Augustinianism al Oxford
To the degree that there WeTC elements of Neo-Augustini1anısm

the Austın Frıiars ın England, they only egın appCaTr after m1ıd-
CeNtury and those already influenced Dy Gregory of Rımin1i1
the Continent. It 1S unlıkely, therefore, that the Austıns WEeIC the OUTCCS

of thıs 11Cc  S iıntellectua Current al Oxford When, where, and how dıd it
then enter?

In ONeC form OT another Oxford hought dısplayed elements of
Augustini1anısm throughout the thirteenth Century, from Grosseteste,
hrough Kılwardby and Fiıshacre, tO Duns Scotus. owıng for dıf-
ferences these thinkers, they WeEeTC all heırs tOo the tradıtiıon of
phiılosophical Augustin]anısm, Augustinıan Platonısm. Only ıIn
Grosseteste and Scotus do fiınd elements that make aspects of
Neo-Augustinianısm, and they ATC offset Dy elements that do NOT belong

the latter Current Rıchard Fıtzralph, secular theologıan lecturıng
the Sentences al Oxford In 1326-27, MaYy ave een ehınd the times’” in
ManYy WaYS, but the WadYy ın 1C he utiliızed Augustine WAaS, ın
ypıcal of MOST of hıs contemporarıes 12) He Wäas heavıly dependent
Henry of en and, behind hım, Anselm Wıth the publıcatıon of
Ihomas Bradwardıiıine’s De Deıl ın 1344, however, ave mMOSstT of
the maJor elements of Neo-Augustinianısm. Was thıs solely creatiıon of
Bradwardıne, (35 Was it SOTINC degree derived from CO  arYy and
earlher developments?

12) Robson., "yclif and the Oxford Schools (Cambrıdge, 70-96;
Gordon Leif, Richard Fitzralph (Manchester, Both of ese works must be sed ıth
CaIcl, partıcularly ın e1Ir deser1iptions of the intellectua mıheu of Fıtzralph. Theır
descr1iptions of Fıtzralph’s thought, however, ATIC INOTC rehable.
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It 1S IMY suspıiclon hat maJor SOUTCEC for the second of Neo-
Augustinı1anısm Was Oxford In the generatiıon of 1330-1340, before the
publicatiıon Ööf De Dei, and before the Lectura of Gregory of
Rıminıi. Bradwardıne’s achıevement, a  oug dramatıc and stunnıng, 15
noTL wıthout background. Several factors CAaIiInNnc ogether ın that decade
PTECDAITC the WaAY

The first factor Was the intensıiıfiıcatıon of the production of COIMN-

mentarıes the works of Augustine. Augustine’s works WeTC probably
school and thus, unlıke the @. Arıstotle, law., OT

ombard Sentences, rece1ved extensive analytıcal treatment
However, the fourteenth-century reader, Augustine’s style and
classıcal allusıons WEIC sufficıently dıfficult make introduction
desiırable The growth 1n commentarıes attes(ts, therefore, growıng
interest ıIn Augustine the part of the COMMENLALOFS and growth In
the readıng publıc that placed the commentarıes in demand

So much 1s clear from the work of ery Smalley, who has SCCH the
commentarıes ASs part of classıcızıng, humanıst interest Englısh
fraars . What has not een stressed sufficıently 15 that the wrıting of
commentarıes the works of Augustine Was predomiınantly Englısh
effort and that these commentarıes cluster ın the decadeYThe
earlıest, of COUTSC, WEeTITC the cCcCommentarıes De Civitate Dei Dy the
Dominıcan 1cholas Irevet and the Augustinıan Hermıiıt Alexander of
San Elpidio, both datıng from the early fourteenth century *?). But thıs
work WAas not ımmediıately continued. Later, startıng around 3253 there
Was urry of actıvıty. John Baconthorp commentary De
CLvitate Del, commentary the De Irinitate, and short work of
conclusıons extracted from the De Trinitate*”). Around 328 Rıchard
Fıtzralph composed hıs Glossulae De Irinitate, IC 1S cıted Dy
dam Wodeham., a  oug coples AdIc nOot known fO exist+9): The
Dominiıcan, Ihomas aleys, commentar al Avıgnon around
337 the fırst ıne 1010] of De CLIVIitate Dei, 16 Came replace the
work of hıs fellow rel1g10us, Trevet *). Fınally, John 1deva
Francıscan theologıan al Ox{ford, WTO crıtique of Irevet’'s COIN-

13) Beryl Smalley, English Friars and Antıquit y In the Early Fourteenth Century
(Oxford,

14) Smalley, 58-65:; Zumkeller, V
15) Xıberta, De scriptoribus scholasticis SUeC ME ordine Carmelitarum

(Louvaın, 189-190
16) Courtenay, dam Wodeham, 79
l7) Smalley,
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mentary (ca commentar of hıs OW De CLVitate Dei
(C and commentar the Confessions *} ®).

oug nOot all these commentarıes WeTC wriıtten al Oxford ÖT evecn

In England, they WEOIC mostly composed Dy Englısh theologıans, all of
whom WeTC connected wıth Oxford al SOTINC poınt. The fact that everal
of these commentarıes aAT®e referred AdSs lectures suggests that Augustine
INAaY briefly ave become mınor text in the chools ıle thıs
commentatorıal tradıtıon dıd not extend the antı-Pelagıan writings,
far as KNOW, ıt o€es reflect sharpenıing of fOocus the thought of
Augustine al Ox{ford, OT al least Englısh theologıans. 1S
remarkable that the Austın Frıiars In England, ASs far AS 9
contrıbuted nothıing thıs development.

Contemporary ıth the MOST actıve per10d of Commentary produc-
tıon fiınd the AaDPCATANCC of [WO elements that lıe NCAaTCeTr the heart of
Neo-Augustinianısm. The first of these Was the AaPDPPCATaANCcC of INOTIC

theocentric approac the problem of future contingents. Before 325
theologıans sought princıpally LO protect the contingency of future events
ıle acknowledging that foreknowledge Was somehow öbbe
and immutable. er 325 encounter theologıans who ATC INOTC

interested In protecting the inviolabılıty of dıvıne foreknowledge and
preordınatıon, CVCNMN al the CXPDCNSC of the contingency of the future.

The first ın thıs Occurred around 3725 The tradıtional
dılemma Vr future contingents seemımngly trapped ONe between COIMN-

ingenCy and dıvıne foreknowledge, and contingency Was saved Dy
modiıfyıng the qualıity of dıvıne knowledge, OT analyzıng the relatıon of
time and eternity, ÖT the meanıng of tensed proposıitions. The problem
Was sharpened, however, Dy the introduction of the 1idea of “revealed
contingent”, 1C ocated foreknowledge ın OUT empora
UCNCC, and an Yy denıal of the inevıtable nature of the future
WOU impugn the nature of God, SINCEe it WOU make Hım har. The
potentialıty for recastıng the problem lay wıthın the 1DI1Ca and
yel those who struggled wıth the question of future contingents 1n earlıer
centurıies dıd not develop that dıimensıon OT dıd not SCC that the fact of
revelatıon transformed the temporalıty of the contingent *?). As far ASs

18) Smalley, DA
19) Ihe unrealızed bıblıcal potentıal Can be SCCI] In Nıcholas of Lyra  S  n praise of

Davıd’s prophetic gıft Although the CASC 15 mentioned future contingent (Chrıst’s
Advent) oreknown Dy human, mention 18 made of revelatıon NOT of ıts impact the
contingent qualıity of the future even NSee Preus, From Shadow TOMISEe. Old
T estament Interpretation from ugustine the oung Luther (Cambrıdge, 65-67
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9the earliest diıscussıon of thıs version of the future contingent
problem Occurred al Oxford ıIn Fıtzralph ın 1326-27*°). At the SdIlle time
OT shortly thereafter, solution Was suggested that moved In the
direction of determıned future events Dy arguıng that future events, ONCEC

revealed by God Man, ATicC longer contingent but happen of
necessIity, ıle all others remaın contingent. Thıs posıtıon, 1C Was

discussed and attacke by Robert Holcot 1ın quodlıbet of 1332,
INOVC ın the diırection of Bradwardıne, feature that led Fritz OlIllmann

conclude that Holcot Was referring early posıtıon of
Bradwardine“**). However, the VIEW Was pre-Bradwardıne and Was put
forward, dam Wodeham reveals, by certaın “Master alter ın
the COUTSC of academıc exercıse wıthout defending the truth of the
position “*). However, as Wodeham adds, others al Oxford WeTC defend-
ıng ıt, but less ell ın hıs 1eW Who thıs Master alter Was remaıns
mYySstery Genest has conJjectured that it Was alter Burley, but thıs 1S
unlıkely. Burley Was the Continent and aft Avıgnon for mMOst of thıs
per10d, he Was nOot eachıng master al Oxford al the time (which Master

Bradwardıne’s VIEWS future contingents WeTC heavıly ndebted Grosseteste, yet hıs
version of the problem and the strong theocentric approac of radwardıne dIC ackıng In
Grosseteste Compare Grosseteste, De libero arbitrio, in Ludwiıg Baur, Die philosophischen
Werke des Robert Grosseteste; Beiträge Z Geschichte der Phılosophıe des Miıttelalters,
Vol (Muünster, 150-196; Ludwig Baur, Die Philosophie des Robert Grosseteste,
Bischofs VoN Lincoln eıtrage, Vol 4-6 unster, TORLT

20) Leff, Richard Fitzralph, 39-50: Jean-Franco1s enest, °° Le De Futurıis
Contingentibus de Ihomas Bradwardıne’, unpubl. 1SS (Parıs,

2l) T1L7Z Hoffmann, Die theologische Methode des Oxforder Dominikanerlehrers
Robert Holcot, eıtrage ZUT Geschichte der Phıil und eo des Miıttelalters, Neue FOl.,
(Münster, 328; Holcot, Quaestiones Quodlibetales, Ballıol Ms 246, fol and
Cambrıidge, embroke Ms 2306, fol *C'irca prımum est notandum quod est OP1N10
culusdam valentıs quod facta revelatıone absoluta de UOCUMUC artıculo de futuro, CU1US
est ista : "resurrect10o MOTLIUOTUM er1it”, NO mane' JTle artıculus pOostea contingens, sed
NECCESSC est SIC S5C sıcut DECI iıllud revelatum denotatur fore: NC potest Deus impedire vel
omıttere mpleat, qula tale ‘posse’ foret Confira Del voluntatem ei verıtatem, el ideo
19(0)  ' foret "pOsse’, sıcut 10} facere contradıctoria S5C sımul eIa 11O est "pOSsse , Immo
Contra potentiam De1i”

22) dam odeham, Lectura OxoniensIis, I1L, 4, Parıs, Unırv 193, fol 1 8679 and
Parıs, Mazarıne 913 fol ° Hıc respondet Magiıster quıdam modernus, gratia amen
exercıt11 sıne assertione. eit nonnullı 11 de mıinus ene ut estimo., quod acta
revelatıone absoluta, qualis est de resurrectione MOTrtuorum ei alııs artıculıs f1ıde1 de futuro,
quod 10O  — potest evenıre Oopposıtum, NCC impedirı1, quıa 19} CONnTira verıtatem NO  —; SS|
possıbıle””. In the paragraph description the foot of Parıs. Uniıv. 193, fol 1867 OCCUTS

“”“Op1n10 (jalterı quod acta revelatıone absoluta opposıtum NO potest evenıre”. See Iso
enrTYy Totting of Oyta’s abbrevıatıon of Wodeham’s Lectura (Parıs, fol
where the opınıon 1S iıdentified in the margın ““Op1n10 Galter1”



68 Courtenay

alter WAädSs, accordıng odeham), and Wodeham usually referred C
Burley Dy amece It 1S possıble that Wodeham Was referring alter
Chatton, wh: Was then regent at Oxford The fact that Master alter
floated thıs opınıon purely for academıc dıscussıon m1g explaın why
the dea 0€es nOTt aPpPPCal earlıer ın Chatton and why ıt dıffers from hıs
approac ın those wrıtings. At present, however. the identity of Master
alter 15 unsolved.

Bradwardıne, in engthy question future contingents Qie
probably between 333 and 1335 cıted and attacke the opınıon of
Master Walter**). But he dıd nOT In order defend the contingency
of revealed future events but defend the ımmutable qualıity of
ll and knowledge of the future. oug Bradwardıne rejects the
Oopınıon, ONC Can VIEW it d half-way house toward the posıtıon
radwardıne adopted ın De Dei Bradwardıne dropped the
dıfıer ‘“ revealed” and allowed foreknowledge overtake and
almost future contingency.ediviıne determıiınısm MaYy NnOTL ave
een Bradwardıne’s OW VIEeW of hıs posıtıon, hıs contemporarıes
consiıdered that the result.

The second element In Neo-Augustinı1anısm that appCars Dy 334 1S
the mountıing attack aspects of the Francıscan VIeEW of and
Justifiıcatıon that seemed sem1-Pelagıan. Charges of Pelagıanısm AT nOot

infrequent ın medieval eology, and around 3720 fiınd Ockham
defending hımself agaınst that VCLY charge. What 1S 1819  S ın the decade
30-13 1S the number of theologıans wh: become concerned NVeT thıs
problem and wh: sıngle Ouf Ockham, Wodeham, and Holcot for attack.
mong the antı-Pelagıans, in addıtion Bradwardıne, eed place
the Francıscan Robert of Halifax"): oug crıitical of Bradwardıne’s
1eW of future contingents, he Joıned hım ıIn condemniıng Wodeham)’s
VIEW of Justiıfiıcatıon. As the defensıive posıtıon of Ockham and Wodeham
reveals, Bradwardıne marks OTrCeIu. culmınatıon of thıs crıt1que, nOoTt
ıts beginnıing.

1r element ıIn Neo-Augustinianısm appearıng al Oxford ıIn thıs
per10d 1s the source-erıtical attıtude. If ONC the form of

23) Bradwardıne, De futuris contingentibus, Vat lat 813, fol 1 /5 Illa Sunt NECCECSSa-

ra, QUAC Deus praedixıt fore, sed Jıa futura non  OR See Xıberta, ““Fragments 2  una
quest10 inedıta de 1I1omas Bradwardıne»., Aus der Geisteswelt des Mittelalters, ed Lang,

Lechner, and Schmaus, Beıträge ZUT Gesch der Phıl M.a., upp. 111 unster,
69-1 180 enest, e De Futurıis Contingentibus de Ihomas Bradwardıne).

24) Courtenay, dam Wodeham., 1182100
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cıtatıon, partıcularly of St Augustine, iın Bradwardıiıne’s De Dei
and Rıminı's Lectura, Biele realızes that much of the SUOUTCEC approac of
Gregory 1S already present ın Tadwardıne How much of it Was present
before 1344, however, 1S conJjectural, SINCEe do nOTt ave Bradwardıine’s
Sentences cCommen(tary for COmparıson.

One COUu poıint INanYy other events In England In these that,
a  oug tangentıal Neo-Augustinianısm, urther ıllustrate the Strong
interest In Augustine. One ecalls Fıtzralph’s CONversıon experıence in
later 1C he deser1bed in the language of Augustine’s
Confessions“?); OT Fıtzralph’s enthusıastıc adoption al that SdIne per10d
in ıfe of the iıdea of the lordshıp of grage“®): OT TIThomas Buckıngham,
whose Op1Inı10Ns STACC and Justificatiıon WEIC modillie: In the direction
of Augustine under the influence of Bradwardıne, and whose personal
ıbrary contaıned everal works of Augustine, [WO of16 WeTEC eft
Merton College al hıs deatk*').

Gregory of Rımıin1 had ACCCcSsSS the Oxford version of Neo-
Augustini1anısm before he egan h1Is lectures al Parıs ıIn 342 °°) In the
earlıest version of hıs cCommentar he had quotations irom
Wodeham, Holcot, Bradwardıne, and Halıfax In VIEW öf the fact that
Halıfax and Buckıngham cıte Bradwardıne’s 5Summa, 1.€ De Del,
and all three AF cıted Dy Rımini, early version of Bradwardıne’s work
must ave een ıIn cırculatıon by 3400 OT slıghtly earlher. Yet Rıminıiı's
Neo-Augustinı1anısm WCeCS ASs much alYy d Oxford. It had deeper
groundıng in the SOUFrCE-CONSCIOUSNESS of the talıan humanısts and ıIn
the for Augustine that produce: the Milleloquium. regory’s
knowledge of Englısh eology MaYy also ave een acquıred In aly,
culled from the growıng collection of CONtemMPOTAarY Englısh theologıans
in talıan mendicant lıbrarıes, for untıl regory’'s Lectura, iC ab-

25) Pantın, The English Church IN the Fourteenth Century (Cambrıdge,
8 DE °“Nor WCIC YOou, the Solıd Iruth, absent from OSse S1X lat the OUT'

of Rome, 1.e. Avıgnon], but, In Your Holy Scriptures YOU cshone uUDOI ın certaın
adıant MIrror: whereas ın former5 in the trıfles of the phılosophers, YOU had een
hıdden Irom d in certaın dark cloud For prevıiously, sed thınk that through the
teachıngs of Arıstotle and certaın argumentatıons that WCIC profound only 19091501

profoun! In vanıty, sed thınk that had penetrated the depths of Y our ru
ıth the cıtızens of Y our Heaven; untıl YOou, the Solıd ru shone uDON In Y our
Scriptures, scatterıng the CIOU: of e and shgwing hOW Was croakıng In the
marshes ıth the 0a and Irogs  LA

26) Gwynn, The English Austın Friars INn the fime of Wyclif (Oxford,
27) Robson, Wyclif and the Oxford Schools (Cambrıdge, 32-69
28) Courtenay, Adam Wodeham, 117-118, oftfe
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ounds ın Englısh SOUTCCS, almost cContemporary Englısh theologıans
WeTITC cıted al Parıs.

The Englısh version of Neo-Augustini1anısm, ıle it MaYy ave een
SOUTCEC for Rımini, has character of ıts OW It developed earlıer than

al Parıs, wıth both In revıived interest ın the teachıngs of
Augustıine and In metalınguılstic fascınatıon wıth problems of COIMN-

ingenCy and Justiıfiıcatiıon. also owed lıttle the inspıratıon of the
Austın Frıiars and much the interests of secular theologlians.
Tadwardıne Was 1ts culmınatıon and princıpal representatıve, but not ıts
beginnıng The Englısh chapter In Augustinı1anısm, there{fore, alerts us

the eed for dıfferentiating In OUT research between the intellectual
Current of Neo-Augustini1anısm and the teachıng of the Augustinıan
School

ILLIAM COURTENAY


