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SCHRAMA, 0.5 Gabriel iel zın leer OVer de Allerheiligste
Drievuldigheid volgens het eerste hboek VanN zın Collectorium
(Veröffentlichungen der Kommıssıon für dıe Herausgabe uNngscC-
druckter Texte Adus der mıttelalterliıchen Gelsteswelt München,
Bayerıische ademıe der Wiıssenschaften, 1981, XXW-285

Nomuinalısm, of 11 A Gabriel Bıel (C 1410-1495) 1S ate IC-
presentatıve, Was untıl quıte recently regarde As ONC of the three factors,
besides Augustine and (German mMYySt1C1Sm, hat WEeIC conclusıve AS LO the
development of Luther Consequently Bıel Was tudıed fOor long time
wıthın the framework of hIs mediatorship between Ockham and Luther
Iwenty dYO, however, Wäds made In studyıng Bıel AS
independent hınker

The study Dy Schrama INaYy be consıdered important contrI1-
bution thıs changed attıtude towards Bıel and nomiınalısm. The
author’s intention wıth thıs book 18 ıIn the first place DuL end {O the
prejudıces agaınst nominalısm : secondly moderate the VIEW that Bıel
OllOWEe! Ockham slavıshliy; and finally {O SC NOW Bıel eals wıth the
doectrine Trınıty

Later scholastıcısm cshows struggle between the realısts and the
nomıiınalısts. Interest Centires in the discussıon around the theme of the
universalia: oes universale ex1ist AdS realıty outsıde INan (reales 0)18 1S ıt
only result of man’s aCcı of ınkıng (nominales)? The VIA moderna only
regards the AS real and the unıversal]l AS that which must be
explaıned. Nominalısm 1S, 4S ıt WEeTC, «Zurück den Sachen selbst».

Wıth regard Tee phılosophy wıth ıts optimısm concerning the
acquısıtion of the hiıghest knowledge, the realısts and nomıiınalısts in
scholastıcısm take INOTEC pessimistıc VIEW of the natural Knowledge of
God eology relıes the revelatıon whereas phılosophy becomes
independent clence of natural kKnowledge. If such dıistinction 15 made
between the domaıns of phılosophy and eology, 1l] double truth
arıse then? Restricting the A4NSWeEeT hıs question nominalısm, ıt IMNaYy
be sa1d that nomiınalısm indeed speaks about separatıon of al and
ICasOoN,; but hardly Aln Yy representative speaks about unbrıdgeable gap
Thıs that there 1S sST1 relatıonshıp between dıvine and
human effort In connection ıth thıs Ockham, Gregory of Rımıinıi, Peter
ofMIY, and Bıel eXcept Holcot ıll reject the logica fidei. ere 1S
unıversa]l valıdıty of the applıcatıon of OgI1C, fOr the princıple of
contradıction Can also be applıed the mYSTerY of TIrmty.

The Collectorium of Gabriel Bıel 1S cCommMment the Liber
Sententiarum of Peter Lombard, the Maxgister Sententiarum. In thıs study
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Schrama has confined hımself tO the fırst book of Biıel’s Collectorium,
which eals wıth the doectrine the trıune God TIhe study 15
fundamental-theologıical ıIn nature it the immanent Trıinıty. The
doectrine the salvatıonal workıng of Trinity 18 not discussed. In the
first book of the Collectorium Bıel relıes the results of Ockham’s
ınkıng, nNOTL much In order reproduce the atter’s doctrine, d
wrıte Contemporary eology ase ıt

anguage 1S fOr Bıel, and fOor al hıs adherents, the only WdYy COMNC
(GJ0d and creation. Knowledge 1S noTL image, but sıgn of the

realıty. « Supponere» 1S hen putting S1ZNS nto A proposıtion instead of
realıty. In hıs WdY knowledge has been educed maınly mMatter of
Janguage. Nevertheless OgI1C in eology mMust noTt be overestimated,
because knowledge 51 G0od 1S not merely ogıcal affaır The teachıng
of Bıel Irınıty 15 also ase uUuDON the revelatıon, IC agaın 1S
contaıned ın Holy Scripture, the Fathers and the artıcles of al

According Bıel the introduction of the distinctio formalis, e the
dıstıncection between the dıvıne DETSONS an the divıne CSSCIICC, 1S CS-

SaT V, hat INOTC ess ogıcal understandıng of (J0d the trıune
God ema1ıns possıble. In thıs WaY there o€es noTt arıse adıcal Sap
between al and TCASOTL, an the valıdıty of OgI1C 1S maıntaıned. But
because of the defic1ency of human knowledge there be
ırrationalıty In the ınkıng about the immanent 6ESSCIICE of God The
distinctio formalis, however. o€es nOT g1ve real nsıght In the MYSLETY of
the Holy Trinity

In order enable the human intellect penetrate into the ata of
belıef, 1ıke «IMAZO , « vestig1um>» and AIC sed «Imago>»
and « vestig1um>» ATC expressing the confidence of Bıel that God

meeft hıs creation. At the SAaTIlle time these terms CXPDICSS
dıstance between God and

The condıtions accept the distinctio formalis dIC identity;
contradıction : real-not-essential dıstincetion. The ogıcal dıstiınction

DT'  S the real-not-essential dıstiınction. In that the latter 1S the basıs
of the former. In short, hıs 1S hat Cal be saı1d about both 1n of
distincetions: ın the real-not-essential distinction the Father and Son iın
Trinity ATIC NnOTL iıdentical and yvel they AT identical ın the dıvıne CSSCHNCC,
In the distinctio formalis the ESSCIICC 1s Father and the ESSCIICE 1S Son and
ST1 Father and Son AICc nOot identical. Ör, choose another formulatıon:
whereas In the real-not-essential dıstıiınction indiıviıdualıty 15 especılally
emphasızed, In the distinctio formalis the unıversal 15 stressed AS
the pomint of departure and yel the aspect of indıvıdualıty 15 noTt eXCIHdEe
It 1s xactly Dy the applıcatıon of the distinctio formalis that Bıel leaves
[OOIN for St Augustine’s psychological doectrine about the Trinıty
Augustine’s doectrine has especılally een delıneated In hıs De Irinitate,
stressing the unıty of God and, al the SdI11Cc time, emphasızıng the role of
the dıvıne DEISONS, because each of the PCISONS manıfests hımself iın thıs
WOT ın hıs specıal WaY



Boekbesprekingen Comptes rendus A2F

Bıel makes uUusc of Augustine eachıng Irinıiıty explaın the
dıfference between eing generated and eing emanated Accordıing
Vıgnaux the nomıiınalısts ave emphasızed the dıvıne such
extent that it has become ımpossıble to develop dıvıne psychology
Inevıtable the AaTI1ses how the CO  NS of ıll and
ntie function Bıel eachıng Irıinıty Intellect and ıll 4A16 nOTL
dıstinguished G0od neıther tormally NOT ealıty; but they INa Y be
dıstınguıished Dy of «Connotatıon>» term of Og1C It 15 for thıs
[Cason that Bıel excludes the aCTts of knowiıng and wiıllıng d separately
operalıng princıples the PTOCCSS of the generatıon of the Son and of the
emanatıon of the Spiırıt The only basıc operatlıng princıple 15 the dıvıne
6ESSCHNCC ıtself In other words there 15 generatıon (GJ0d because (J0d LY
and not because God 15 willıng 0)8 Knowıng The aCcCtTts of knowıng and
wiıllıng, however Can be consıdered d present the DIOCCSS of
generatiıon by CO  on the generatiıon act of iıntellıgence
and the emanatıon act of wiıllıng

When consideriıng the emanatıon of the Spirıt Bıel makes HS6 of
Augustine Statement «X dıvıne BESSCIICC 15 the basıs upON IC the
Father 15 X  ın and the Son 15 orıgınalıng>» The Son dıstinguished
hımself from the Father nothıng but the DIOCCSS of generatiıon Next
the CONCepL K«CONSLLIUTU:  » 15 iıntroduced order underlıne the
between the Father and the Son d dualıty

Bıel makes UuUsSCc of the SUDPDOSILLO mediata avo1d the introduction of
fourth element Irımity The SUDDOSLLLO mediata 15 the projection of

the existence of the distinctio formalis the 1e of logıc Bıel introduces
the CONcepL order make the exchange of [WO proposılıon
possıble Dy the introduction of 1r wıing the Oorma dıstıncetion
between the DECTISONS and the ESSCIICC Irıinıty C< Can neıther be
dırect Supposıtion for PDECISON NOT TEVEISC «DCISON» for the ESSCNCE
But 1t 15 not impossıble fOr C<  » be indırect S  n for
DCISON vaılıng hımself of the CONcept of SUDDOSLLLO mediata Bıel avo1ds
the introduction of the d fourth element | the of
Father and Son from 1C the Spirıt

But ıf the of (j0od 15 emphasızed strongly, WOU a(011 that
bolısh the dıstınction of such substances d dıvıne wısdom and OVe AdSs
testified DYy Scripture ? Bıel Counte thıs objection Dy SaYıNng hat the
OTMNIC hand «W1Isdom » and «love» aATeC Suppos1ıllons for the ESSCIICC of (G0od
and noTt for dıvıne DCISON NOT for relatıon and that the other hand
Dy of approprıation «W1Ssdom » tends be reserved for the Son
1le «love» for the Holy Spiırıt

Bıel has made 1 hıs demonstrate that God there
INOTE than three really dıstinct Consequently the VaTrlOus

qualıties realıtiıes do nOoTL correspond the everal for each
single PCISON Trinity.

Summıiıng the substance of Schrama’s dissertation
the of each chapter Chapter the MOSstT
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important facts of Bıel’s lıfe, and also the quaestionis supplemented
Dy SUTVECYV of the problems concerning ate medieval nomınalısm I
21) Chapter 11 contaıns explanatıon of Bıel’s OgI1C, especılally
concerning 1ts terminology. Thıs study of Bıel’s Og1C 1S prelude tOo the
diıscussıon of Bıel’s epistemology and theological method D: 22:51)
Chapter 111 investigates the epiıstemology, which 1S of theologiıcal
nature, and ıt clearly indıcates what Can be and what CannotL be known
about God Bıel’s dıistinction between aDSsSOlute order and the
created order plays important part in thıs chapter 2-8 Chapter

completes the prolegomena. Bıel’s theologica method 1s examıned
and explaıned, and it AdDPCAaIS that hıs method argely depends the
lınguistic approac 84-1 32) Chapter seits Out reproduce the strıct
doctrine Trıinıty. TIhe orıginatıng of the Son by generatıon and of the
Spirıt by emanatıon 1S ea wıth Au Chapter VI eals wıth the
interpretation of the terms K«DEFTSONA», «CcConstitutum>» and «relatio»
(p 212-279)

In conclusıon m1g Sd Y that the dıssertation of Schrama 15 be
consıdered AS 4A important contrıbution the study of Bıel’s doectrine

Trmty Hıs INquiry shows of Justice towards the
nomıiınalıstıc eology and ıt also MNgSs 1g the specıal interest of
Schrama fOor the influence of St Augustine Gabriel Bıel

WIND

Gabrielis iel Collectorium CIrCca libros Sententiarum. er
ertius. Ausp RÜCKERTT, ed ERBECK ei HOFMANN, coll

SIEVERS ei STEIGER. übıngen, Jl} Mohr, 1979, xx-/0
308

In 973 verscheen de eerste aflevering Va  — de teksteritische ulıtgave
Vall 1eIls Collectorium. Het Z1ng toen de Prologus el Liber DFIMUS.
Met de regelmaat Va iWee Jaar verscheen in 9/5 er>Dars
prImAa, in 977 Liber qQuUar{iIus, Dar3 secunda ın 979 Liber tertius. Ook
dıt aatste dee] 1s voorbeeldig uıtgegeven. Het bevat, behalve 1eIls tekst,
gebaseerd de gedrukte ultgave übıngen 501 Ms 1essen

734 CCIl teksterıitisch- CC bronnenapparaat.
De ultgevers hebben als ultgangspunt SCNOMCN. Ze vergeleken

e7e tekst met de edıtıe Va  — Bazel 508 (B) Lyon 514 (L) hebben
hem gecorrigeerd dan de hand Va  —_ Ms gee welıswaar 1et de
uıteindelıjke tekst 7z0als dıe gedrukt 15, INaaTl werd toch VCI-

houdingsgew1Js ort VOOT de ultgave voltoo1d, namelı1jk 13u
489 Het handschrı darvVvan 1et du1delıjk vaststaal, dat het OOT Bıel
zelf ıs vervaardıgd, begınt In 1488, want «Sexto sequitur quod, $Z Verbum
HUNC dimitteret naturam humanam CAMUE cConservarel, quod
homo 1488 UANNOYTUM incıpereli AA naturalıs filius Marıae. Tot enım Aannı
fluxerunt natıvıtate Christi USQUE ad diem, dum haec scribimus » (p 116)


