
Giles of Rome and hıs Use of St Augustine
In Defense of apa Abdication®*

At the close of the thırteenth CEeNLUTY, papa abdıcatıon, question
of constıtutional church law ıth millenarıan implıcations, created
unrest dısenchanted Spirıtual Francıscans. TIhe Pauperes eremite
domini Celestini, d Benedictine congregatıon 1C number of these
Spirıtuals elonged, wıtnessed Celestine abdıcatıon December
K3 1294, and subsequently Sa  S theır specıal STatus rescınded Dy the
papa SUCCESSOT (S prı In theır CYCS, thıs DODC, Boniface VIIL,
represented the worldly, dıabolical aspect of what they consıdered be
the carnal church Eventually, they and lıke-minded Spirıtual Francıs-
Cans in aly found allıes ın famıly from the Roman nobilıtv, the
Colonna, wh WEIC VCILY shortly fOo incur the pope’s wrath Ihe
Colonna, in Lurn, egan {O perce1ve theır 191  S rıvals the Roman

4S threat, for the C'aetanı famıly trıed enhance 1ts oldıngs al
theır CADCNSC, TOM theır perspective, Benedicet Caetanı, Boniface VIIL,
Was homo novus*).

hıs artıcle Was presented d Vıllanova Universıty in October 987
On thıs per10d SCC eier HERDE, Cölestin (1294) ( Peter Von Morrone) : Der

Engelpapst (Stuttgart, 126ff., 162H ; 1R BOASE, Boniface TIr (London,
159-185 On papa. abdıcatıon SCC Franz GILLMANN, ‘“ Dıe Resignation der

Benefizien;: Hıstorisch-dogmatisch dargestellt””, Archiv für katholisches Kirchenrecht
5SOfM., 3461., 665ff., and (1901) 2238 433 1f7. separately (Maıiınz,

SEPPELT, Studien Z U Pontifikat Cölestins (Berlin-Leıipzıg, Friedrich
BAETHGEN, Der Engelpapst (Schrıften Königsberger Gelehrten Gesellschaft, ge1isteswI1ss.
el Jahr, eft Z Halle der aale, idem, eiträge ZUT Geschichte C’ölestins
P ıbıdem, Jahr, Heft, 4, A der aale, Jean LECLERCO, “ renoncıatıon
de elestin ei V’opinion theologique France du vivant de Bonitace HE: Revue
d’histoire de l’Eglise de France 25 (1939) 183-192:; Pıer (novannı (CARON, La FrenNuncCIA
all’ ufficio ecclesiastico nella Storı1a del diritto CANONICO dalla eta apostolica alla riforma
cattolica (Miılan, ıdem, “aa demiıssıon du DaADC ans la legislatıon ei ans la
doectrine canon1ıque du sıecle”, Revue historique de droit francais el etranger

seriıe annee (Parıs, D. 2935 erald CDEVITT, The Renunciation of
Ecclesiastical Offiıce Historical ‚VNODSILS and Commentary (Washıington, D
alter ÜULLMANN, ‘*“Mediıeval Views concerning apal Abdıcatıon , Irish Ecclesiastical
Review 71 (1949) 25 Annelıese MAIER, ""Due document! NUOVI relatıvı alla lotta
de1 cardınalı Colonna CONTIro Bonifacıo VIIT”, eviısta di stor1ıa della Chiesa INn Italia
(1949) 344-364, Iso ın Storia letteratura 97/105 Oome, 1964-6/), 1L, 13-34; Martın
BERTRAM, “ Die Abdankung aps Colestins (1294) und dıe Kanonisten”, Zeitschrift für
Rechtsgeschichte, kan Abht (1970) 1-101: OTrS HERRMANN, "Fragen einem
papstlıchen Amtsverzicht  27 Zeitschrift für Rechtsgeschichte, kan Abht (1970) 102-
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In early May 1291 Stephan Colonna and hıs accomplıces attacked
A papa traın en wıth intended for the purchase of Colonna
terrıtory. In reaction subsequent papal demands and threats, the
cardınals James and Peter Colonna resurrected the half-century old
Gihıbelline spiırıt and let sedıiti10us manıfesto be drafted contamıng
twelve argumen(ts, 1C cCast ou upDON the legıtimacy of Celestine

abdıcatıon and therefore questioned Boniface VIII’'s papal creden-
tials In the early mornıing hours of May 10th. ıt Was placed the
doors of the pılgrımage churches of Rome. Its Contient Was

derived from disgruntle masters of the Universıity of Parıs and from
the above-mentioned Spirıtual Francıscans steeped In the hought of
oachım of FiOTeE:}

Was al thıs time hat the archbıshop of Bourges, the Austın frıar
1ıles of Rome (ca 1243-1316), WAas residing ın the eternal CItV®)
Boniface JII Was quıte of the threat hıs authorıty whiıich the
Colonna manıfesto represented. 4 NeETeLOTE: he summoned ıles, who
then WT'! d long scholarly De renunciatione PDPADEe, ıIn defense of
the DAaDaCY and the Ng of the PDOPDC tO abdıcate from ofhce. Thıs work
has only survıved ın [WO MS5S, Vatıcan AatIınus 4141. fol 1-50, irom the

123; etier HERDE, “Paps Cölestin und dıe franzıskanısche Spirıtualıtät , Aus Kirche
UN: Reich130  J.R. Eastman  In early May 1297, Stephan Colonna and his accomplices attacked  a papal train laden with treasure intended for the purchase of Colonna  territory. In reaction to subsequent papal demands and threats, the  cardinals James and Peter Colonna resurrected the half-century old  Ghibelline spirit and let a seditious manifesto be drafted containing  twelve arguments, which cast doubt upon the legitimacy of Celestine  V’s abdication and therefore questioned Boniface VIIT’s papal creden-  tials. In the early morning hours of May 10th, it was placed on the  doors of the seven pilgrimage churches of Rome. Its content was  derived from disgruntled masters of the University of Paris and from  the above-mentioned Spiritual Franciscans steeped in the thought of  Joachim of Fiore?).  It was at this time that the archbishop of Bourges, the Austin friar  Giles of Rome (ca. 1243-1316), was residing in the eternal city®).  Boniface VIIT was quite aware of the threat to his authority which the  Colonna manifesto represented. Therefore, he summoned Giles, who  then wrote a long scholarly fract, De renunciatione pape, in defense of  the papacy and the right of the pope to abdicate from office. This work  has only survived in two MSS, Vatican latinus 4141, fol. 1-50, from the  123; Peter HERDE, ‘“Papst Cölestin V. und die franziskanische Spiritualität””, Aus Kirche  und Reich ... Festschrift für Friedrich Kempf, ed. Hubert MORDEK (Sigmaringen, 1983),  pp-405-418; idem, ‘““Election and Abdication of the Pope: Practice and Doctrine in the  Thirteenth Century”, Monumenta iuris canonici, series c: subsidia, vol. 7 (Cittäa del  Vaticano, 1985), pp.411-436; Gian Luca PoTEesTÄA, Storia ed escatologia in Ubertino da  Casale (Milan, 1980), esp. pp. 155-160.  ?) Boase, Boniface (above, n. 1), pp. 170ff., gives us the best account of these events.  On the Colonna manifesto see Heinrich DEnıFLE, ‘“Die Denkschriften der Colonna gegen  Bonifaz VIII. und der Cardinäle gegen die Colonna”, Archiv für Literatur- und Kirchen-  geschichte des Mittelalters 5 (1889), pp. 493-529, pp. 524ff.; Ludwig MOHLER, Die Kardi-  näle Jakob und Peter Colonna (Paderborn, 1914), is also essential for these figures.  3) In Giles’ stead three vicars administrated the archdiocese of Bourges in his  absence from 1296 to 1299. Les registres de Boniface VIII, ed. Georges DIGARD et al., 4  vols. (Paris, 1884-1939), n°. 1138 and 1139 (Anagni, 11 July 1296), 1798 (Vatican, 12  March 1297), 3162 (Anagni, 1 Aug. 1299). On Giles see Felix LAJARD, ‘“Gilles de Rome”’,  Histoire litteraire de la France 30 (Paris, 1888; repr. Nendeln/Liechtenstein, 1971),  pp-421ff.; Stanislav Bross, Gilles de Rome et son traite du ‘De ecclesiastica potestate”  (Paris, 1930); David GUTIERREZ, ‘“Gilles de Rome”, Dictionnaire de spiritualite, vol. 6  (Paris, 1967), cols. 385ff.; Adolar ZUMKELLER, ‘“Aegidius Romanus’”’, Lexikon des Mittel-  alters, vol. 1 (Munich-Zurich, 1980), col. 178; my dissertation; J. EASTMAN, AEGIDIUS  ROMANUS: “De renunciatione pape’””. Kritische Edition und Analyse der Frage der  Papstabdankung in der Zeit von Cölestin V. und Bonifaz VIIT. (Würzburg, 1985), pp. 1-26.  Although his biographical data has been superseded in some respects by more recent  findings, Richard SCHOLZ, Die Publizistik zur Zeit Philipps des Schönen und Bonifaz’ VII.  (Stuttgart, 1903; repr. Amsterdam, 1962) and idem (ed.), Aegidius Romanus: De ecclesias-  tica potestate (Weimar, 1929; repr. Aalen, 1961), can still be consulted.Festschrift für Friedrich Kempf, ed Hubert MORDEK (Sıgmarıngen,
pp  5-41  , idem, ‘*“FElection and Abdıcatıon of the Pope Practice and Doetrine in the
Thırteenth Centur  A Monumenta IUFLS CANONICIL, ser1es subsıdıa, vol (Cıtta de]l
Vatıcano, pp  i  » CGnan Luca POTESTA, Storia ed escatologia In UÜ’bertino da
(asale (Mılan, CS |155-160

BOASE. Boniface (above, l 7Of., g1ves the best aCCOunt of these evenits
On the Colonna manıfesto SO Heıinrich DENIFLE, ‘ DIe Denkschriften der Colonna
Bonuiıfaz 111 und der Cardınäle dıe Colonna”, Archiv für Literatur- und Kirchen-
geschichte des Mittelalters (1889), pp  .  s 524f1. Ludwig MOHLER, Die Kardiı-
Cle Jakob UN: elter Colonna (Paderborn, 1$ Iso essentıal for these fgures.

In Giles’ stead three VICars admınıstrated the archdıocese of Bourges in hıs
absence Irom 296 2799 Les registres de Boniface VIII, ed Georges DIGARD ei alı.
ols (Parıs, 1884-1939), n 138 and 139 (Anagnı, July 798 (Vatıcan,
arc 3162 (Anagnı, Aug On Giules SCC Felıx LAJARD, es de Rome’,
Hiıstoire litteraire de la France (Parıs, 1888: ICDT Nendeln/Liechtenstein,
pp. 421 %. ; Stanıslav BROSS, Gilles de Rome el SN traite du ‘““De ecclesiastica potestate ‘
(Parıs, avı (GGJUTIERREZ., “Giulles de Rome , Dictionnaire de spiritualite, vol
(Parıs, ols 385.: Adolar ZUMKELLER, ‘“Aegıdıus Romanus’, Lexikon des Mittel-
alters, vol (Munich-Zurich, col 178; dıssertation: LASTMAN,
ROMANUS ‘“De renuncilatione DAPD|  er Kritische Edition un Analyse der rage der
Papstabdankung INn der eıl Von Cölestin UN: Bonifaz J. (Würzburg, LA  O
oug hıs bıographical data has een superseded In SOINC respects by INOTEC recent
ındıngs, Rıchard SCHOLZ, Die Publizistik ZUFr eıl Philipps des Schönen und Bonifaz’ VÜIIL.
(Stuttgart, 1903:;: ICDTE. Amsterdam, and ıdem ed.). Aegidius OMANUS : De ecclesias-
t1Ca potestate (Weımar, 1929; reDT alen, Can ST1 be consulted
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ate fourteenth OT early een century, and Parıs Bıbiotheque Natıo-
nale AtINus 31600 fol x6r- ] IV from the rst quarter of the fourteenth
century*)

In confronting the arguments f the Colonna ıles evelops
Arıstotelıan Augustinian polıtıcal phılosophy, whereby the WOT 15
SCCI ASs part of the Augustinıijan dıchotomy A4ASs explaıned De
dei wıth regard the SOVEITNANCE of Inen the WOT. 15 pıcture AdSs A

self-regulatıng sphere operatıng independently of the dıvıne ıll The
structure of thıs phılosophy 15 Arıstotelıan 1fSs DUTDOSC 15 Augustinian
11es maıntaıns thıs structure by emphasızıng Augustine CONcept
of Chriıst d mediator He utılızes four of the LWwentLY five chapters of De
FrenuncCciatıione PDAaADeE order ne Christ mediatıng role>)

Nıne works of Augustine dICc cıted ı1les primarıly De
dei OllOoOWwe Dy The Confessions and De Irınıtate The Confes-

15 only cıted the inıtıal stages of the order explaın the
OgI1C of ı1les method of Droo He elaborates Arıstotle’s De
SOphisticis elenchis the of wısdom DYy referring The
Confessions 12 29 wıth regard intention relatıon tiıme°®)

Of the [WO printed edıtions of hıs the oldest the )pDera exegelica
Opuscula of Giles of Rome ols Apu Antonıum Bladum Romae 1554/55 ICDTI
Frankfurt relıes upON Vat lat 4141 later edıtiıon turn relıes
uDON the texi ed Juan ROCCABERTI Bibliotheca MAXIMAGA pontificia, vo| 8
(Romae, 1695 LCDT GrTaz, I modern erıtical atın edıtıon A4ase‘ uUDON the
[WO MSS mentioned ı being prepare volume of the Opera of ıles of Rome

Florence, aly dıissertation (above, 381 „84°)
See De Vre:  S DADEe, chs BI-Z ed ROCCABERTI (above, ed FASTMAN

(above 712 FT On millenarıan iıdealısts opposed Augustinian realısts
the posıtıon taken by the Spirıtual Francıscans opposed the Roman church and 1fs
hıerarchy SCC Norman OHN The ursult of the Millennium (New ork Paul
JOHNSON History of Christianity (New ork P A f 264 On the dıvergence of
the Francıscan and Thomuistic approac hıstorical realıty SCC Heıiko BERMAN
..  Fourteenth Century Religio0us Thought Premature Profile Speculum 53 (1978)

80-93
Giles CI1tes the following Augustinıan works De CLV dei (5 tımes)

(once) 8.47 (once) Confessiones 12.8 (once) 2.29 (twıce) De diversis questionibus
(once) Enchiridion ad Laurentium 1 1 Oonce De Genesi ad litteram twıce) Iractatus

Iohannios evangelium (twıce) Sermones ad populum twıce) Speculum de SCrIIpIura
(once) De Irınıtate (thrıce) On intention relatıon iiıme De renunc1iatıone DADE
ch ed ROCCABERTI (above Z ed FEASTMAN (above 399 411 399
""Nam Al quod ODUS SAPIENTLS est AON enlirı cf ARISTOTLE De sophisticis
elenchis (165 a25) ed FEASTMAN 400 Augustinus ME Confessionum ubi distinguit
MOdos DF10FNLalıs dicemus quod declarare verılalem est eleccione AON lamen oportel
quod S17 empore vel PCXECUCLILONE cf AÄUGUSTINUS Confessiones 172 29 (PL

842) ed VERHEUEN CF 277 ( Turnholti 239
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However, 11es primary Augustinıan SOUTCEC for De renunc1iatione
PAaADE 1$ De Clvitate dei In chapter S1X of hıs work, 11es refutes
the first argumen of the Colonna, 1C states that the DAaDaCY
only irom God and that 1C 15 coniferred by G0d cannot be removed
by inferior. In countering the Colonna, CGiles makes the pomt that

DODC Can be oun Dy the tatute of superI10rT. He hıs
rgumen by cıtıng the above-mentioned DASSarc from Augustine
ıc SaVyYS ‘“ Because God ets everythıng be regulated accordıng ıts
OW COUTSC Et qu1a CUS SIC administrat res, ul \ AIRN Dropr10s CUFYFSUS

Sinat”. 10 thıs ıles adds the followıing: “SO in regard the
DapaCY, it 1S regulated accordıng ıts OW COUTSC that each Can lay
down hıs OW duty when there 1S super10r tatute prohıbıting thıs
aCt; thus SCC and [CaAason why the DODC CannoTt abdıcate
and ICAasSson why (G0d cCannot aCCceptL hıs resignatıon, LE hrough the
DODC hımself Since G0d wants the WOT be governed In such WaY
that everythıng be regulated accordıng 1ts OW COUTSC qUOS res

SUOS DrOopr10S CUFrSUS sinat'(®). We ATiC wıtness ere successful
attempt Dy 11es ın order maıntaın the reedom of the DODC In
admınıstering the Church?).

ıles makes the above from Augustine contingent upDOon
allowıng everythıng tO be admınıstered accordıng self-regula-

t10Nn through dıvine permi1ssıon and dıvıne operatıon. In the POPC, ıles
continues, both dıvıne prerequıisıtes coincıde, namely hrough dıvıine
permi1ssıon ONC A4SSUmMes the papal ofhce and through dıvine operatıon
OTNMNC res1gns from the papal ofhce inasmuch AdSs God ets it be known
the PODC hrough “ divino InsSticCIL *3

ıles then refutes ONC of the central arguments maıntaıned Dy the
Spirıtual Francıscans. According thıs the POPDC aCCepts hıs

hıs SOUTCEC 1S Iso sed In later work by Giıles, namely in hıs Contra eXeMpTOS
l whıich eals ıth questions of ecclesjastıcal Jurisdiction. Incıpıit: Augustinus VT

De Civitate ed BLADO (above, n.4)
De ren DUADE, ch 6, ed ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 12-13:; ed EASTMAN (above,

n 33 pp. 482-484, p.482 AUGUSTINUS, De CLV dei (PL 41.220), ed OMBART-
KALB, CFE 4 ] (Turnhaolti, Wl 7020 1LAque administrat OMNIA, QUAE creauil, ul
etiam 1DSA propri0s el g OLlU. sSinat”; 8 DENIFLE, Denkschriften (above,
Di Z 510132  J.R. Eastman  However, Giles’ primary Augustinian source for De renunciatione  pape is De civitate dei 7.307). In chapter six of his work, Giles refutes  the first argument of the Colonna, which states that the papacy stems  only from God and that which is conferred by God cannot be removed  by an inferior. In countering the Colonna, Giles makes the point that  no pope can be bound by the statute of a superior. He supports his  argument by citing the above-mentioned passage from St. Augustine  which says: ‘“Because God lets everything be regulated according to its  own course — Et quia deus sic administrat res, ut eas proprios Cursus  agere sinat”. To this Giles adds the following: ‘So in regard to the  papacy, it is regulated according to its own course so that each can lay  down his own duty when there is no superior statute prohibiting this  act; thus we see no cause and no reason why the pope cannot abdicate  and no reason why God cannot accept his resignation, i.e., through the  pope himself since God wants the world to be governed in such a way  that everything be regulated according to its own course — quos res  SuUOS proprios cursus agere sinat’’®). We are witness here to a successful  attempt by Giles in order to maintain the freedom of the pope in  administering to the church®).  Giles makes the above quote from St. Augustine contingent upon  God’s allowing everything to be administered according to self-regula-  tion through divine permission and divine operation. In the pope, Giles  continues, both divine prerequisites coincide, namely through divine  permission one assumes the papal office and through divine operation  one resigns from the papal office inasmuch as God lets it be known to  the pope through a ‘“divino instinctu””‘9).  Giles then refutes one of the central arguments maintained by the  Spiritual Franciscans. According to this argument the pope accepts his  7) This source is also used in a later work by Giles, namely in his Contra exemptos  (c.1311), which deals with questions of ecclesiastical jurisdiction. Incipit: Augustinus VII  De civitate ..., ed. BLADO (above, n. 4).  8) De ren. pape, ch. 6, ed. ROCCABERTI (above, n.4), 12-13; ed. EASTMAN (above,  n.3), pp.482-484, p.482: AUGUSTINUS, De civ. dei 7.30.38 (PL 41.220), ed. DOMBART-  KALB, CCL 47 (Turnholti, 1955), p.212: “Sic itaque administrat omnia, quae creauit, ut  etiam ipsa proprios exserere et agere motus sinat””; Cf. DENIFLE, Denkschriften (above,  n.2), p.5S10: “... papatus a solo Deo.est ...”.  °) Giles was concerned, in particular, that the dissident Spirituals were trying to  limit God’s freedom of choice. Therefore, only God could accept, according to Giles, the  abdication of a pope who acts freely and thus not under duress from a human agent. De  ren. pape; ch. 8, ed. ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 17-18; ed. EASTMAN (above, n. 3), p. 515f.  \°) De ren. pape, ch. 6, ed. ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 13-14; ed. EASTMAN (above,  n.3), p. 484.papatus solo Deo est132  J.R. Eastman  However, Giles’ primary Augustinian source for De renunciatione  pape is De civitate dei 7.307). In chapter six of his work, Giles refutes  the first argument of the Colonna, which states that the papacy stems  only from God and that which is conferred by God cannot be removed  by an inferior. In countering the Colonna, Giles makes the point that  no pope can be bound by the statute of a superior. He supports his  argument by citing the above-mentioned passage from St. Augustine  which says: ‘“Because God lets everything be regulated according to its  own course — Et quia deus sic administrat res, ut eas proprios Cursus  agere sinat”. To this Giles adds the following: ‘So in regard to the  papacy, it is regulated according to its own course so that each can lay  down his own duty when there is no superior statute prohibiting this  act; thus we see no cause and no reason why the pope cannot abdicate  and no reason why God cannot accept his resignation, i.e., through the  pope himself since God wants the world to be governed in such a way  that everything be regulated according to its own course — quos res  SuUOS proprios cursus agere sinat’’®). We are witness here to a successful  attempt by Giles in order to maintain the freedom of the pope in  administering to the church®).  Giles makes the above quote from St. Augustine contingent upon  God’s allowing everything to be administered according to self-regula-  tion through divine permission and divine operation. In the pope, Giles  continues, both divine prerequisites coincide, namely through divine  permission one assumes the papal office and through divine operation  one resigns from the papal office inasmuch as God lets it be known to  the pope through a ‘“divino instinctu””‘9).  Giles then refutes one of the central arguments maintained by the  Spiritual Franciscans. According to this argument the pope accepts his  7) This source is also used in a later work by Giles, namely in his Contra exemptos  (c.1311), which deals with questions of ecclesiastical jurisdiction. Incipit: Augustinus VII  De civitate ..., ed. BLADO (above, n. 4).  8) De ren. pape, ch. 6, ed. ROCCABERTI (above, n.4), 12-13; ed. EASTMAN (above,  n.3), pp.482-484, p.482: AUGUSTINUS, De civ. dei 7.30.38 (PL 41.220), ed. DOMBART-  KALB, CCL 47 (Turnholti, 1955), p.212: “Sic itaque administrat omnia, quae creauit, ut  etiam ipsa proprios exserere et agere motus sinat””; Cf. DENIFLE, Denkschriften (above,  n.2), p.5S10: “... papatus a solo Deo.est ...”.  °) Giles was concerned, in particular, that the dissident Spirituals were trying to  limit God’s freedom of choice. Therefore, only God could accept, according to Giles, the  abdication of a pope who acts freely and thus not under duress from a human agent. De  ren. pape; ch. 8, ed. ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 17-18; ed. EASTMAN (above, n. 3), p. 515f.  \°) De ren. pape, ch. 6, ed. ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 13-14; ed. EASTMAN (above,  n.3), p. 484.(nles Was concerned, in partıcular, hat the dıssıdent Spirıtuals WeIC tryıng
lımıt 0d’s reedom of choice. Therefore, oniy God could aCcepL, accordıng ıles. the
abdıcatıon of DODC wh aCcts freely and thus not under duress from human De
e  S Pape, ch S, ed ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 7-18; ed FASTMAN (above, 515f.

10) De ren PDAaDe, ch 6, ed ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 3-14:; ed FASTMAN (above,
3), 484
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ofhce by of dıvıne acceptlance and hus he cannot resign from
ofhce because hat through IC the DOPC assents LO the DADAaCY has
een accepte by God 1es objects thıs ine of reasonıng the
grounds that it contradıcts the order of brotherly OVve “°contra
carıtatem mMilitare’. He states urther hat the head of the DapDpaCY 1S
constıituted for the publıc g00d and ıf such head 1S not sufhcıent In
order tOo Caic properly for ıts members, who 5>dYS hat (J0d has tOo
accept such head and WOU nOoTt be able accept hıs resignatıon?
ı1les hen refers the above-mentioned from Augusti-
ne’s De C1vitate dei accordıng IC the WOTr 1s self-gzoverning
entity‘

In conclusıon 1les SaYyS that knowledgeable A ell ASs

unknowledgeable DODC 1S not oun lO aln y tatute of super10r and
therefore he Can resign. Furthermore, ıt oe€es nOoTt make an Yy dıfference
how resıgnatıon 1S conducted. The maın pomnt 1S that ıt Can be one
the partı of (G0d ..  exX divino Instinctu el operacione” and the
part of the ONC resignıng ın order hat the publıc g00d not sufler
because of ım *X Thıs 1S repeate In d INOTEC concıse form In
hapter of ıles where it 15 stated hat there 1s divine
tatute 1C maıntaıns that the PODC cCannot resign; rather there 1S
dıvine tatute statıng hat resignatıon 15 possıble accordıng the order
and of natural thıngs ..  CUM hOoc requirat ordo ef CONdIiCLO
rerum. 3,

In dıscussıng the electıon procedure for the selectiıon of PDODC,
ıles states that 4S the bıshop 1S confirmed by superIl10r, the pope 1S
confirmed In hıs electiıon Dy God Furthermore, thıs dıvıne confirmatıon
1S nothıng other than the dıvıne acceptance 1C admınısters thıngs
accordıng self-regulatıon (De CLIV dei /.30) 1S in thıs regard that
the DODC freely aCCepILs the Jurısdıction bestowed upDON hım d ONC of
the [WO maJor DOWCTIS of hıs office, namely h1s Jurısdıction OVeT the
spirıtual members ın thıs wor Dei VeI the ecclesj1astıcal hıerarchy.
Hıs other W 18 hıs ordınatıonal authorıty 1 deriıves from hıis

ll) Ibid.; Ihomas AQUINAS, Summa theologiae 111 q.48 a * Dicendum quod
el membra Sunl quası UNd DETSONG MYSLICA K ANTOROWICZ, The King s T wo Bodies.

Study IN Mediaeval Political Theology (Princeton, pD. 202 n 2 For the DODC d

head, Kantorowicz, ibid., 203 ıth 31, cıtes ermann of SCHILDITZ, Contra hereticos
{ 1 ©3 ed SCHOLZ, Streitschriften B: 143

12) De ren PDAaPDe, ch 6, ed ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 13-14:; ed EASTMAN (above,
485

13) Ibid., ch 7’ ed ROCCABERTI,; ed LASTMAN, 502
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function d bıshop of Rome As opposed to h1is ordınatıonal W hıs
Jurisdıctional authority 15 nOoTt oun an Y divine S12N other
spiırıtual chaın*?)

In hapter 16 part of hıs 1E refutes the tenth Colonna
1C the dea that ONC 15 {O the DODC

other than (GGod He combines the CONCEDHL of the WOTr d self-
regulatıng entıty wıth another Augustinian DAassSsayc taken from De
Irınılale which refers thıngs 1C ATeC invısıble hrough
perception und hus noTt of hıs WOr quod AON de Inter10r1 InvLisSibilı

intelligibili aula imperatoris” O thıs 11es adds that
such thıngs ALC of G0od He then pplhıes thıs CONncept tO epıscopal
election and r  10N He dıfferentiates between the human and
ısıble assentT resignatıon anı the dıvine acceptance of hıs fact

USSeCHsSu divino id est USSCHSu intelligibili  99 TIThus hrough the dıvıne
intellıg1ıble CONsent nothıng Can be SCCMN 1C WOUuU impede such
mOve*>) 1168 concludes hıs wıth the following “If the DODC
confirms hımself and ıf he 0€es NnOTt have an Y other wıth regard

visıble thıngs then hıs assent 15 hıs confirmation and hıs objection 15
hıs renunc1atıon SUMUS SCHSUS 2es[t SUd confirmacio SIC W/Z/7AN
dissensus est Ua FE  10 Therefore the PODC Can reSIgN from the
Jurisdıction granted hım AS PODC and thıs 15 one accord wıth the
dıvine wıll!®)

Near the conclusıon of hıs ral ıles correlates De dei
3() ıth the efficiens of Arıstotle He SaVyS that the efhcıent

of the PAaDaCY 15 the Consent of the electors and the Consent of the ONC
lected order that there be DODC The efhciıent Can also be
saıd {O be the confirmatıion of thıs election Dy (G0d inasmuch G0d
admınısters thıngs such WaY hat they take theır OW COUTSC TOom
thıs requırement that thıngs take theır OW COUTSC ıles concludes
“We Can SUDDOSC that when the electors elect and the ONEC be lected
assents that the latter ıll become DODC and hat thıs takes place 4S
result of the dıvıne will 73

14) De ren DADE, ch ed ROCCABERTI 17 ed FASTMAN S15
15) De ren DADE ch 16/2 ed ROCCABERTI (above 43 ed FASTMAN (above

706f AUGUSTINUS De Irınılale (PL 47 573) ed MOUNTAIN GE
(Turnholti 16.1 ARf Aug De CLV del (see above C ENIFLE enk-
schriften (above 511 quod nulla dignitas

16) De ren PDPAPDE, ch 16/2 ed FASTMAN 708
l7) De ren PDAaPDe, ch 24/1 ed ROCCABERTI (above ed EASTMAN

(above X06 AÄUGUSTINUS De CLIV del SCC above



1lles of Rome and his Use of Wa Augustine FAS

In chapter 1les refutes the eıghth Colonna u  n ‘9 1C
states that abdıcatıon 18 nvalıd because the DODC cCannot bsolve
hımself of hıs fhice He another dDC from Augustine,
De C1vitate dei 2 where find SIN defined 4S eiNlcıen 5 nOoTL
Ads efhcıent “"“peccatum NOn habet CUUSUM efficientem, sed
deficientem)’”. 11es elaborates thıs notion Dy sayıng that SIN 1S noTt
effective, but defective. J herefore: ON cCannot be aDsolve from gul OT
SIN resulting from ıts effectiveness, but only from the defectiveness hat
ıt Causes And that namely 1C absolves the defect ll be dıssolved
by the SdIne that ıt be longer defective. Therefore it has the attrıbute
of eing useful Can also be saı1d that absolution has the charaecterIı1s-
tiG, noTt of descendıing, but of ascending. But he who deposes hımself
from the PaDaCY makes hımself inferi10r because the sealt of the prelate
holdıng the supreme posıtıon ın the church of (G0d and the
prelates 1S the Roman pontıff*®)

ıles DUTISUCS hıs traın of hought urther when he discusses
ascend and descend wıth regard the theory of the prıime In
thıs regard he cCıtes Arıstotle, Metaphysica L Z and In order explaın
the efficacy of the sacrament of absolution he cıtes Peter Lombard and
the gloss St Paul’s letter the Romans Romans 5.14) Wıth regard

abdıcatıon, the DODC 18 consıdered be the prıme$ LE he 1s
super10r all other prelates, and absolution 1S consıdered tO be
passıve DTOCCSS uod NOn Sıt 1sSta absolucio Der modum ACCIONIS, sed
per modum CEeSSLONLS . ıles then papal abdıcatıon {O the
contrıtional aspect of absolution whereby the DODC realızes hıs OWN
inadequacy In hıs abılıty SOVEIN the church in that he progressively
becomes AWAaTE of the dıvıne instiınct al work. The recurring theme from
De CiVvitate dei /.30 1S then introduced. AS ıles states that it woul be

unjust command for G0d command that DODC coul noTt
hıs fhice and furthermore ıt woul be possıble for God

mandate when such condıtıions ex1Ist. ı11es therefore implıes hat
God cCannot be unjust and hat dıvıne command does appIiy ıth
regard papa abdıcatıion;: thus hrough the suffering Consclıence of the
DODC ‘dolor de peccato”. In thıs instance, ıles Sa VYyS that absolution

18) De TE  S PDUADE, ch 14, ed ROCCABERTI (above, n.4) 38-39 ed FASTMAN (above,
N 33ı AUGUSTINUS., De dei BA ed DOMBART-KALB, W 48 (Turnholti),

362; C. DENIFLE., Denkschriften (above, SI1Giles of Rome and his Use of St. Augustine  135  In chapter 14, Giles refutes the eighth Colonna argument, which  states that abdication is invalid because the pope cannot absolve  himself of his office. He turns to another passage from St. Augustine,  De civitate dei 12.7, where we find sin defined as a deficient cause, not  as an efficient cause — *“peccatum non habet causam efficientem, sed  deficientem””. Giles elaborates on this notion by saying that sin is not  effective, but defective. Therefore, one cannot be absolved from guilt or  sin resulting from its effectiveness, but only from the defectiveness that  it causes. And that namely which absolves the defect will be dissolved  by the same that it be no longer defective. Therefore it has the attribute  of being useful. It can also be said that absolution has the characteris-  tic, not of descending, but of ascending. But he who deposes himself  from the papacy makes himself inferior because the seat of the prelate  holding the supreme position in the church of God and among the  prelates is the Roman pontiff!®).  Giles pursues this train of thought further when he discusses  ascend and descend with regard to the theory of the prime mover. In  this regard he cites Aristotle, Metaphysica 12.7, and in order to explain  the efficacy of the sacrament of absolution he cites Peter Lombard and  the gloss on St. Paul’s letter to the Romans (Romans 5.14). With regard  to abdication, the pope is considered to be the prime mover, i.e., he is  superior to all other prelates, and absolution is considered to be a  passive process — ‘‘quod non sit ista absolucio per modum accionis, sed  per modum cessionis”. Giles then compares papal abdication to the  contritional aspect of absolution whereby the pope realizes his own  inadequacy in his ability to govern the church in that he progressively  becomes aware of the divine instinct at work. The recurring theme from  De civitate dei 7.30, is then introduced, as Giles states that it would be  an unjust command for God to command that a pope could not  renounce his office and furthermore it would never be possible for God  to mandate when such conditions exist. Giles therefore implies that  God cannot be unjust and that a divine command does apply with  regard to papal abdication; thus through the suffering conscience of the  pope — ‘“dolor de peccato”. In this instance, Giles says that absolution  '8) De ren. pape, ch. 14, ed. ROcCABERTI (above, n.4), 38-39; ed. EASTMAN (above,  n.3), p. 666f.; AUGUSTINUS, De civ. dei 12.7, ed. DOMBART-KALB, CCL 48 (Turnholti),  1955), p. 362; Cf. DEnIFLE, Denkschriften (above, n.2), p.511; *... nullus videtur se ipsum  absolvere ...”.nullus videtur Y IDSUM
absolvereGiles of Rome and his Use of St. Augustine  135  In chapter 14, Giles refutes the eighth Colonna argument, which  states that abdication is invalid because the pope cannot absolve  himself of his office. He turns to another passage from St. Augustine,  De civitate dei 12.7, where we find sin defined as a deficient cause, not  as an efficient cause — *“peccatum non habet causam efficientem, sed  deficientem””. Giles elaborates on this notion by saying that sin is not  effective, but defective. Therefore, one cannot be absolved from guilt or  sin resulting from its effectiveness, but only from the defectiveness that  it causes. And that namely which absolves the defect will be dissolved  by the same that it be no longer defective. Therefore it has the attribute  of being useful. It can also be said that absolution has the characteris-  tic, not of descending, but of ascending. But he who deposes himself  from the papacy makes himself inferior because the seat of the prelate  holding the supreme position in the church of God and among the  prelates is the Roman pontiff!®).  Giles pursues this train of thought further when he discusses  ascend and descend with regard to the theory of the prime mover. In  this regard he cites Aristotle, Metaphysica 12.7, and in order to explain  the efficacy of the sacrament of absolution he cites Peter Lombard and  the gloss on St. Paul’s letter to the Romans (Romans 5.14). With regard  to abdication, the pope is considered to be the prime mover, i.e., he is  superior to all other prelates, and absolution is considered to be a  passive process — ‘‘quod non sit ista absolucio per modum accionis, sed  per modum cessionis”. Giles then compares papal abdication to the  contritional aspect of absolution whereby the pope realizes his own  inadequacy in his ability to govern the church in that he progressively  becomes aware of the divine instinct at work. The recurring theme from  De civitate dei 7.30, is then introduced, as Giles states that it would be  an unjust command for God to command that a pope could not  renounce his office and furthermore it would never be possible for God  to mandate when such conditions exist. Giles therefore implies that  God cannot be unjust and that a divine command does apply with  regard to papal abdication; thus through the suffering conscience of the  pope — ‘“dolor de peccato”. In this instance, Giles says that absolution  '8) De ren. pape, ch. 14, ed. ROcCABERTI (above, n.4), 38-39; ed. EASTMAN (above,  n.3), p. 666f.; AUGUSTINUS, De civ. dei 12.7, ed. DOMBART-KALB, CCL 48 (Turnholti),  1955), p. 362; Cf. DEnIFLE, Denkschriften (above, n.2), p.511; *... nullus videtur se ipsum  absolvere ...”.
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must be given by another when there 1S such dıvıne command ;:
however, thıs 0€es not pertaın the absolution from the DaDaCY
because thıs 0€es nOot through another but through the pope’'s
OW cConsent (assensum) and objection (dissensum) F\8 through hıs OW
CONsent and renuncıation that he becomes PODC OT CCasecs be DODC
Thus the DODC Can bsolve hımself from hıs OW fhce ıf the need for
thıs actıon becomes tO hıim?*?)

In chapter of ıles ract, find discussıon the DCrSOoN of
Chriıst wıth regard the eternity of h1is priesthood ebrews, ch; /)
1168 1S confronted here ıth the hat there cCannot be
abdıcatıon OT resignatıon because there Can be LNOTEC than ONC
Christ In repIY, he SdVYS that whosoever OoOWnN OT abdıicates ın
order that another be establıshed ıIn h1s stead Can only be the result of
support In order 18 a1d OINMNECONEC who 1s defective. ıles then cıtes
(iratian’s Decretum ( q 1 62  NI Non autem , where Augustine dıd
noTt succeed Valerıus In ofhce but only CaInle h1Is Support because he
Was made bıshop of Hıppo ıle Valerıius Was stil alive*?). 1les
concludes hat hıs Cannot have een done In Chriıst because Christ
woul then ave een defective and there WOU have een [WO Chrısts
In thıs CascC, ıles SaVYS, there COUuU nNnOT be deposıtion from the
episcopal ofhce because Chrıst SIN, neıther Was gulle Ooun In
hıs mouth” Peter 2)22) Neıther Can there be SUCCESSION Occurrıng
through ea because ıt Can be saıd that when Christ dıed hıs
priesthood l1ves And the [CAason for hıs 1S that hıs priesthood O€es
nOTt ack W Just because Christ dıed“*) 1ies maın DUTrDOSC In thıs
dıscussıon 18 cshow the unıty contaıned in Christ’s priesthood and ın
thıs pecıfic Casec tO illustrate how the members of the clergy Can

particıpate In the PCISON of Christ: Augustine here AS coadJ]utor for
the agıng bıshop of Hıppo, Valerıius.

In chapter 24, and 27 1168 explaıns five Justifications for

19) De ren PUAPDC, ch 14, ed LASTMAN, Dp  8-6/75; ARISTOTLE, Metaphysica KD
a 5 Petrus LOMBARDUS, Zibri Sententiarum &.53 Ind ed (Ad C'laras Aquas,
vol 1, 175%. PE 92:852):; Glossa ad Rom 5 14 LV 'Qui est forma’, (PL 114.486).

Giles Iso cıtes Cor 1.13 Luc lac 5.16, Is 26.12. Phıl A:13i Ps 363 Luc X
On the Glossa ad Rom cf. TIThomas AQUINAS, Summa theologiae 111 q.62 &,D Aegıdıius
Romanus, De ecclesiastica potestate 2 ed SCHOLZ (Weimar, 1929: FCDT. Aalen,

B: 7T3
20) Corpus IUFLS CANONICL, ed Emıiıl FRIEDBERG, ols (Leıipzıg, 1879-1881), L, 571
21) De ren DUAPDE, ch 21 ed ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4), 51-52; ed FASTMAN (above,

O9 On Valerius SCC eier BROWN, Augustine of 1DDO Biography ICDT.
New York, 140 and 5 O, 1fa 8.2)
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the legıtimacy of papal abdıcatıon. The rst four AT Aase the
Arıstotelian categories“ “); namely the formalis, OT hat 1
Causcs the DaDaCY {O exIist, 1.e.; ıts ordınatıonal and Jurisdıictional
W  ’ the latter of 1C Can be renounced; the materialis, OT

the actualızatıon of the DAaDaACYy hrough the DCISON holdıng the papal
ofhice, the maıntenance of 16c INaAaYy necessıtate ın time of CT1SIS that
the PODC eıther CXDICSS hıs al for hıs continuance ın fhice OT fOr hıs
abdıcatıion. 1LE hıs resignatıon OT self-deposıtion from ofhice : then the
CUUNSNd efficiens, OT the efcacy of the DODC wıth regard the CIVAa-

t10on of papal W and wıth regard the ıll of the DODC OVCT and
above those who lected him?>); and fınally the CUAUS: finalis, OT the
good of the church, for 1CcC the DODC 185 responsıble“*). The
Justificatıon pertaıns the authoriıties of the doctors of law, the
“ auctoritates doctorum Iuris”. Here agaın 1les interprets the relatıon-
shıp of St Augustine Valerius and paraphrases the Decretum iın thıs
regard: quod el AON SUCCESSIL, sed DOCIUS GCHESSTE LE Augustine
dıd nOoTt succeed Valerıus, but only al hım ong wıth K Q c.1  N
from the Decretum, mentioned above., he also cıtes ıts Glossa ordinarıa.
ıles SaVYyS ere that the gl0ss consıders the question whether the DODC
Can 1cate and that ıt concludes that abdıcatıon WOU be O_
prıate SINCe both Marcellınus and Clement had abdıcated“

One question remaıns, when consıder other contemporarıes
who wrote papa abdıcatıon and made UsCc of Augustine, and

22) De ren DUAPDE, ch 24/1, ed FASTMAN (above, 80O4f. ARISTOTLE, Metaphy-
SICA 8.2 a20 f} ed VUILLEMIN-DIEM, Arıistoteles 'atınus Zn (Leıden,

160:; ıbıd., Metaphysica p. 851.; On Giles Arıstotehlhlanısm SCC below,
23) . De ren Pape, ch 24/1, ed LEASTMAN, 806. where the CUMU. efficiens 15 SCCI]

the CO  (F of the papa. electors (CONSENSUS eligencium) ıth the ONC lected d

DODC (CONSENSUS electi) and hıs in CO  C® ıth the acceptance of hıs electiıon by (10d
(confırmacio LDSIUS del) iın accord ıth Aug., De CLIV. dei 7.30 See above., The followıng
argumen 18 sed by Giules in support of the pope’s abılıty abdıcate De ren DAPDE, ch
24/2, ed EASTMAN, p. 821 * Dicebatur ecCc1am P quod IN AIS, QUE AON Sun!l D:
naluram negocıll NecC D exigencl1am quod per eadem contrarıo modo facta res

constitultur el destruiltur ‘ E ARISTOTLE; Ethica 103 b7/ Aug., De CLIV. dei 7.30
24) De yren DADE, ch 24/1, ed ROCCABERTI,; 58-60; ed LEASTMAN, 804-814:; ch 24/

Z ed ROCCABERTI, 60-62; ed LEASTMAN, 8 14-829
25) De re:  S DapDe, ch 24/2, ed ROCCABERTI,; O2:; ed LEASTMAN, pp  M  , ıbıd.,

830:; Decretum UNd C’UIi gLl0SSIS, ad q. 1 6} "Non autem' ON succederet
(Turın, 972: ıles Iso cıtes the standar: from Hugucc10 concerning papa
abdıcation. See ed EASTMAN, 8& 30-831 Huguccı10, Summa ad Decretum, 1}21 e "Nunc
autem' [UO OFE ed artın BERTRAM, Die Abdankung (above. l Huguccı10,
Summa ad Decretum, q. 1 c.1 "Non autem' incolumni, ed BERTRAM,
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hat 1S, how 1S 11es ın thıs respect unıque < 50000) them? He 1$ unıque
namely in hıs uUsSsec of De Civitate dei, IC he utılızes In order {O
emphasıze the dıfference between the spiırıtual WOTr ASs represented by
the City of God, ASs opposed the immanence of the secular WOTr. in
1ts self-regulatıng aspect operatıng in independence of the
dıvıine ıll Neıther the Francıscan Peter 1VI  S NOT Godfrey of
Fontaines* ’) 1NOT Peter of Auvergne*® utılızed Augustine in thıs

when they ın defense of papa abdıcation“?). For NONEC of
them Was Augustine’s polıtıcal dıchotomy central {O theır method of
proof, d ıt Was 11es of Rome.

Finally, OTMNC ast word should be saıd about the reception of De
renuncilatione DAa oannes Andreae., the renowned fourteenth-century
canonıist, and the Dominiıcan John of Parıs WEeTC the select few

26) In hıs defense of papa abdıcatıon, Olıvı O€es nOot 1N11CC mention St Augustine.
Sif Livarıus ÖLIGER, ‘“Petr ı loh Olıvı De Renuntıiatione Papae’, Archivum Franciscanum
Historicum | 1 (1918) 309-3723 Olıvı relıes heavıly Canl law and bıblıcal PaAsSsSapCs,
but he Iso mentions the rule of St Francıs, Anselm of Canterbury and Arıstotle. See
ÖOÖLIGER, 553 365, 354

27) See h1s Quaestio Utrum praelatı statul eT1 dignitati lihere renuntiare possint,
ed HOFFMANS, in a D quodlıbets ei Xx I1 de Godefroid de Fontaıines”, Les
philosophes belges (1932) Godfrey 0€es mention the order of brotherly love
but beyond the of Can law, he remaıns close Arıstotle: Ethica 5 1 | 34

the dıfference between natural and posıtıve law:;: the emphasıs the ratio naturalis:
the order of brotherly love d understood from Gratjaan’s Decretum ( 19 q.2 62 "Duae
leges sunt’, ed FRIEDBERG (above, 20), [, RIO For COmMMentT Godfrey’s thorough
Arıstotelianısm, w K ANTOROWICZ, The ing S 1 wo Bodies (above, {

28) See hıs Quodlibet quest1i0 CIrCa STAalum prelatorum querebant, Parıs
lat 15 841, fol 7va-vb, transcerıbed In dıssertation (above, n. 3), 843-849 eier of
Auvergne cıtes St Augustine the hıerarchy of brotherly love from De doctrina
Christiana and hıs etymology of the word ‘bıshop' Irom De CIV. dei, ell Bernard of
Claırvaux the order of brotherly love and Arıstotle determinant actıon: fol /va
Aug., De doctrina Christiana 198 (PL idem, De CLV. dei 20.19, ed DOMBART-KALB,
E 4® (Turnholti, Bernard of (CLAIRVAUX, Sermones In Cantıca

(PE ARISTOTLE, Metaphysica 42 a33), ed VUILLEMIN-DIEM.,
Arıistoteles 'atınus D (Leıden, p. 60 iıdem., Politica (50 ed

MICHAUD-QUANTIN, Aristoteles 'atınus 29 1 (Bruges-Parıs, RE
29) All the uthors Just mentioned onsult the approprıate from GRATIAN,

Liber Extra and Huguccio eXcept for Olıvı wh: faıls mention Huguccio ın thıs ontext
On HuguccI10, SCC above 23 Peter of Auvergne mentions "Nunc autem' and "Non autem'
accordıng HuguccIi10, 3a Fastman (above, 84A7 (fol 7vb); Iso ed BERTRAM,

16f., p. 81 "°CAusam [uam OYre [UO iudica” (Di;21 c7 Marcellınus); Godfrey of
Fontaiınes, ed Hoffmans (above, . 213 p. 99, mentions Hugucc10 "Nunc autem'.
Nevertheless, Olıvı Wäds the only ONEC these uthors besides (nles of Rome
elaborate the dıstinetion between olestas Ordinis and Iurisdictionis ıth regard

the DODC, SCC Olıger (above, n. 26), D; 337 Giles of Rome, De ren PDAapDe, ed
ROCCABERTI (above, n. 4). 24 26-27, 1L€., chs 10/1 and CSpP 10/5
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who WeIC record Giles’ oughts papa abdıcatıon for DOS-
en ®X However, it Was not untıl Antonıo printed 1ıles
accordıng the ONC Survıving Vatıcan about 250 after the
events of 297 that ıt became known wıder eadıng public"*).

John EASTMAN

30) TIhe oughts of Andreae (1272-1348) A1C recorded ıIn hHI1S Glossa ordinaria ad
Sextum, KT and ın hıs Novella In Sextum, ed Phılıpus PINCIUS (Venice, 1499; rCDT.
Graz, DD. 721 Ose of John of Parıs (1240/41-1306) AT contaıned ın hıs De
potestate reg1a el papalıi (1302/03) ed Jean LECLERQ, Jean de Parıs el l’ecclesiologie du

siecle (Parıs, 251-259; INOTEC recently, Frıtz BLEIENSTEIN ed.) ( Johannes
Quidort VON Parıis) her königliche unhbd päpstliche Gewalt /(De reg1a potestate el papali).
Textkritische Edition mıit deutscher Übersetzung (Stuttgart, 197., 99f7.

31) See above, 4; hıs 1S not concerned ıth questions of heresy the part
of the DODC the authorıty of general councıl ın such On these matters OMNC

should consult Ludwiıg BUISSON, Olestas un Caritas. Die päpstliche Gewalt IM Spät-
mittelalter (Cologne-Graz, Z Brijan TIERNEY, Foundations of the Conciliar
Theory (Cambrıdge, 2138 (Aıles of Rome, De ren DADE, chapter and 15 ed
ROCCABERTI, 20, 40:; ed EASTMAN, 536, 676{.; cComparıson of Giles Arıstotel1ianısm
ıth hat of earher and cContemporary scholastıcs must be one carefully, for (nles’
interpretation of the Stagirıte 1 quıte unique. See TIhomas RENNA, Royalist Political
Thought IN France Diıssertation Brown Universıity (Dıss Abstracts 3A

pp. 62, 81; Christiane SCHRÜBBERS, ‘““Regımen und Homo Primitivus. Die
Pädagogik des Ägidius Romanus’’, Augustiniana (1982) 13/7-188 143, (nles’
De regimine princıpum 111.2.3-5, ed Zannettum ome, 456-465; and In regard

(Gnles’ phılosophiıcal and theological thought In thıs ontext SCC Rıchard EGENTER,
Die Erkenntnispsychologie des Aegidius OMANUS (Regensburg, pp. 36 ff. ; Edgar
HOCEDEZ, ed., Aegidii Romanı Theoremata de AMY SS el essent1ia. exle precede d’une
introduction historique el critique Ouvaın, 8"7 f& mong er works Iso
SC Ernest MOODY, Ockham and Aegıdıus of Rome’, Francıscan Studies (1949)
pp.417-442; arl WERNER, Die Scholastik des späteren Mittelalters. Vol Der Augusti-
NISMUS In der Scholastik des spateren Mittelalters (Vıenna, 1883; reDT New Or 25


