
TIHE «GHOST”
HANDBOOK THENE

from the miıddle of the seventeenth the en of the
nıneteenth CenturYy-.

Introduction and definıtion of the problem
er the prev10ous treat1ses elagıus and his

Augustine, and after the contrıbutions the effects of eır debate in
ater centurIies, arrıve it WEIC from the hıghlands the
OWlands For ıt 1S Oowlands when ONC leaves the theologıans and
unıversıity eology and enters the domaın of the sem1narIıes. ese
instiıtut1ons, rected al]l VEr the atholıc WOT SINCE the Councıl of
TIECHL. WeTC ntended Jevate the formatıon of the Church hıgher
eve eItr ımportance for the atholıc varıant of atın Chrıstianıty
Cal ar be oOverestimated. Even S  , ese instiıtutions dIC owlands,
er an besides the Fathers and theolog1ans firom un1ıversıty
circles. Certamly untıl the end of the Ancıen Regime, SOTINCONC who
W as AI and /or had and yearned for INOTEC than role
wıthın the regular pastora. work WOU NOoTL sem1nary.' It 15 irue
that In the nıneteenth CENTLUTY, end Calllec thıs second-rate sStatus,
for after the closure of the old un1ıversıty of LOouvaın viırtually EVeLY-
ONEC had the SEMINAaTY. However, sem1narıes therefore dıd NOT
become hıghlands ıIn the landscape of theologıca DTraCiee. It took
TIG before ese institutions became INOTEC than sımple, and especılal-
1y practical, vocatıonal traınıng centres.*

hıs contrıbution also eal owlands, because ıt discusses
sem1narıes In the Netherlands 1S, 1IrSs of all, elated the sem1nary
of the archdiocese of echelen,. and then the sem1inary whiıch, unı
1967, traıned the secular clergy, 1Irs of the archpriesthood o Holland,
Zeeland, and West-Friesland, and, SINCEe 1853 alsSoO of the diocese of

See, LAENEN, Geschiedentis VE  > het semıinarıe Vd.:  - Mechelen (Mechelen,
106, 126, 162, 165; De Leuvense theologen de Verlich-

ting. Onderwij}s, wetenschap, polemiek politiek Van 730 fol /97/ Leuven,
2R 158 VON TRIPPEN (ed.) Das Kölner Priestersemıinar Im ME Jahrhun-

dert. Festschrift ZUT Feier des 250jährigen Bestehens Junı 1988 (S1egburg,
2 E} The diocesan seminary In the United States. history from

the 780s the present (Notre Dame Ind.), S
(ee8.) Het hisdom (rent (1559-1991) 1er FeeuUuwen geschiedents

ent, 382-382; Whıte, Diocesan seminary, 159 and 264
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Haarlem ÖOtherwise, ookıng al the research from 1C thıs contrI1-
butiıon evolves, the sem1nary al Warmond mMust be named before the
instiitution al echelen Only Dy agreeing wriıte hıstory of War-
mond and ıts theologıca educatıon, ecneijen appeare the OTI1-
ZonNn.°

Founded in 1799, Warmond lacked theologıca tradıtıon of ıts
OW and Was oblıged borrow irom er, er institut1ons. Durıng
the 1Irs four decades of ıts exIistence it sed printed COUTSC of theo-
10gYy 10 orıgınated irom echelen.* er closer o0k ıt SOON
became clear that thıs COUISC, LOO, had history. It appeare be
‘update’ of andDOoO from hundred earlıer, also from Me-
chelen hıs pPrev10us hıstory clamoured for attention. For ıf ese
seventeenth and eıghteenth CENLUTY andbooks WCIC placed sıde by
sıde, and then to by the fırst Warmond edıtiıon of 1892., then ıt
WOU be poss1ıble 18 place the developments in theologıca educatıon
in hıstorıical perspective. Ihus, the investigatıon into the treatment of
the elagıan debate Can also be SCCIH dSs ınvest1igatıon into the
possıbılıties that such coherent of SOUTCECS Can er

hıs investigation applıes LHNOIC than 1.100 double-columned
Ool10 irom the seventeenth CeNtUurY, approximately 3 500
in OCLaVO irom the eıghteenth CENLUTY, and nearly S7010 of the
nıneteenth CeENLUrY andDOoO TIThe axımum effort WOU be read
all of thıs: however, ıt Was iımpossı1ıble and UNNCCECSSALY do TIhe
indıices ıth IC al eas the andbooks irom echelen,; en
offered faster and INOTIC specıfic approach. oWevVver, oun that
they WEeTIC nOoTt esigne for questions concerning elagıus and sem1-
pelagıanısm. 1hese, Augustine’s Opponents, have, d far dAS the indices
AIe CoONcerned., the Status of ghosts. As far AdSs there WEIC an Yy ırectly
useful eadıngs, the referred WT far from complete.
elagıus and hıis followers dAIC, therefore, 1ıke ghosts: virtually INVI-
S1 yel omn1ıpresent. In order dıscern them, technıque W as

devısed, usıng catchwords borrowed from Pelagıus-relate 1SSUeES.
Then, usıng the of the search Was pomted al pOoss1ıbly
relevant treatıses, quaestiones and other texfi unıts. Here, especılally
treatises Justificatiıon and meriıt WEOIC sed Furthermore,
attention Was pa1ıd {O sections irom treatises God, Creatıion, and the

See a1sSo0 CLEMENS, JACOBS, Bouwstenen OOr de geschiedenis VL  > ecen
SeEemMINAarLie: Warmond /99-1906/, 1n Irajecta: tijdschrift OOr de geschiedents Van het
katholıek leven In de Nederlanden, (2000)

WINKELER, Het onderwijs Warmond, /99-1967, in Irajecta, (2000)
134-167, CS 136-137
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Fall and useful touchstones such d the question of the fate of decea-
sed non-baptızed children

The order of the presentatıon of the research esults 18 ase‘
the SUCCESSION of the three handbooks. An attempt to evaluate ese
esults concludes thıs contrıbution.

Comparıing the andbooks
In hIs extensive eNUY the hıstory of eology in the ıction-

nalre de Theologie Catholique, M_ .-J Congar CA the end of the
seventeenth CENLUrY the per10d in C un1ıversıtiles dIC longer
cCentres of or1ıgıinal hought He SCCS the in the absorptive actıon
of the allıcan and Janseniıst strıfe and the domesticatıon of universıty
eology hrough Josephinıism. Despıite thıs l0ss of or1g1inalıty, the
eachıng of eology continued, both al the un1ıversıtles and in the
semi1inarıles of the secular and regular clergy According Ongar, thıs
explaıns why theological COUTITSCS and andbooks along systematıc
lınes replaced commentarıes IThomas and the Laiber Sententiarum.
Thıs also explaıns the SUCCECSS SINCe then of the sem1nary handbook.>

23 Ihe andboo by Laurentius Neesen

The fırst specımen be discussed f1ts, far the date of
pu  1catıon 1S concerned, almost perfectly wıthın Congar’s chrono-
logy. It 1S the Uniıversa Theologia In UOS divisa by Laurentius
Neesen. He Was born in 1612 in St Iruiden According the ıction-
naıre de Theologie Catholique, he W ädas solely educate: al Louvaın and
CVCMN eached the lıcentiate In theology.“® According Laenen, the
former archıvıst Of the archdı0cese of eCHE1ICH, he tudiıed al the
sem1narYy.‘ Be thıs ıt INAY, both informants that Neesen, iın the
yYCal of HIS ordınatıon in 1638, Was appomnted PTaCcSCS and professor of
eology al the sem1nary of ecnhnelien For thıs contrıbution ıt 1s
important to notice that Neesen finıshed hıs theologıca educatıon
before the publicatiıon of Jansen1ius’ book Augustine, ıle hIs OW

andboo published SsInCe 1675 INaYy be consıdered the result of
long per10 of involvement In the educatıon al the ecneilien sSem1NnarY.

M.J CONGAR, Theologte, in Dictionnatre de Theologie Catholique
(Parıs, 432

DICG,.
Laenen, Geschiedenis,
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The pu  1catıon of the printed reflection of Neesen’s educa-
t10nal work W as nearly one when he diıed In 1679 In 1684 ree
treatises the cardınal vıirtue of Justice WeTC publıshed, and in 1687
the dıfferent of the COUTSEC WeIC combıned under the tıtle
Universa theologia In UOS divisa ad mentem Augustini el
Thomae expostita. that the absence of the other cardınal
vıirtues WCGIE thus accepted. eprıints of thıs combinatıon of

parts date from 1693, ÖL and F and, accordıng Lae-
NECN, CVEnNn

The dıstinguishing mark for Neesen’s Unıversa Theologıa, 1S
that the order ollows that of the Summa Theologia. Corresponding
Ihomas Aquıinas’ trıpartıte dıv1ısıon, the first section 1s God, then
the aCTts of umankKın and in the end the Sacraments d the WdYy
achleve salvatıon. hıs deserves OUT attention, for in ıt recelve
insıght into the “archıtecture’ of seventeenth-century theology al
echelen The master buıllder has made ıt clear, CC iın the tıtles of
the sect10ns, that he has wıshed work in the spırıt of Augustine and
Ihomas, but he especılally ollows the latter where it the
maJor composıtıon. The result 18 central section, which 1$ orme: by
the treatises De Deo Uno, {O the redemption bDy Christ hıs maın
buıldıng’, only one-nınth of the “surface arcaı INa Yy be consıdered
sSma. compared the volume of the [WO "outbuildings’. One of them
COVETS roughly five-nınth of the “surface area’ and 1S made OF
three interconnecting parts 1C house the dıscussions the 1MpOr-

of human acts: the TE dıvine virtues, and the ardınal virtue of
Justice. The second outbullding COVGTS approximately three-ninth of
the “surface area’ and houses the discussion the Sacraments hıs

of the TuUucCLure 1S In fact composıte ulldıng wıth, In the CenWe:
hall for the Sacraments In general, surrounded Dy arge I1OOIN for

confess1ion, and maller for the Eucharıst and marrlage, baptısm
and ordınatıon, and Tew backrooms for Confirmation and the
Extreme nction.

Thıs ole sStructure Was NOTL only the result of the theological
educatıon al echelen, but, accordıng the tıtle of the oldest

Colonia Agrıppina, apud Hermannum Demen, 1687 Ihe eccles1iastıical ImMpr1-
matur In thıs edıtıon o1Vves nıce idea of the publıcatıon history of the separate parts.See also Laenen, Geschiedenis, 7 $ although, due INan Y mı1sprints and mistakes
thıs work Cannot be consıdered always SLIWO  y SOUTCE

See addenda
I () Ihe calculatıon of the "surface area 1S based the number of  C
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prıints, also explıcıtly mean for thıs sSem1narYy. “ hıs destinatıon
matches the style of eachıng. The tudent 1s addressed 1rectly and,
hrough quest1ons and cCounter-arguments, led through the mater1al.
1s interesting ote that, the ONC hand, prec1se knowledge of
theologıca reasonıing 15 requıred, 116 the other hand nOot sclence
but devotion 15 iımportant. It 15 therefore nOoTt surpr1ısıng that the 1rs
part carrıes the tiıtle theologia christiana affectiva.“ Laenen 1S in that
respect COrrect when he remarks that eesen’s work 15 INOTC adequate
for devotional reflection than treatıse for dry study. * ere AIC

ındeed INan y quaestiones and ubıa, but ese AIC flanked Dy recollec-
FfLONES affectivae and, especılally in the first result ın Praycer.

Furthermore, ıt 1S dıstinguishıng that the discussıon of the theo-
0210 moraliıs 1S directed PUrDOSC towards pastors and confessors,
and wıshes {O be practical.” Especılally ın thıs part of hIis eology
COLISE Neesen es part ın the Current debate between Probabıilısm
and Probabiliorism Referring Augustine, he ASSUINECS that OINCONC

who, in atters of redemption, places the uncertaın above the certaın,
SINS greatiy He prefers hat 1S SEeCUFLOF and tutior and mentions thıs

the tıtle of oOse cCovering the of the second
and 1! secHONsS of the Summa.” ere the desıgn of the exter10r 1S
borrowed Iirom Ihomas, the spırıt of bıshop of 1ppo rules In the
inter1or.

In thıs ‘buildıng”, elagıus, hIis StUudents and sem1-pelagıans arl  »
DYy excellence, the house ghosts. Even ıf 191011 explhicıtly named, they ATC

See EESEN, Theologia mMmoOralıs chrıstiana de actıbus humanıs ad mentem

Augustint, Thome. Continens futLores, SECUFLOFES regulas dirigendi CONSCILEN-
f1ASs pastoribus, confessarıils, OMNIDUS theologzie StUdLIOSLS perutilis. / Autho-

Admaod. domino Laurentio Neesen CANONILICO theol. metropol. ecclesiae Mech-
liniensis, NecC 1Nün SEMINAFLL praeside. SUM theologorum SEMINAFLL archi-episcO-
palis. Mechlinia,: typıs (Ansbertı Lintsıl, 675 See also the tıtles in .OO NOoLe } and

12 EESEN, Theologia christiana affectiva de Deo UN.  e In essent1ag, trıno In DET-
SONLS, el verbo Incarnato ad menltenm Augustini el Thomcee, OmnıDUuUSs pastoribus,
confessarıls, theologis ad perfectionem 1te chrıstianae aspirantibus utilıs.
SUumM theologorum sSemIinarıl archi-episcopalis. Colonıa Agrıppine: Sumptibus

ab Egmont SOC1OTUM, 1678
13 Laenen, Geschiedenis, AA
14 See the appropriate tıtle words In footnote 10, 11 and
15 See besides the tıtle In O0Otinote also EESEN., Theologia moralıs chrısti-

UNd de sacrament.is ad mentem Augustinı Thome continens SECUFLOFES tutL0-
en regZulas admınıstrandı SuScCIpitudi suSscipiendl). Pastoribus, confessarıls,

omnıbus theologie StUdIiOSLS perutilis. R7 AI4) theologorum Seminarıl
chi-episcopalis. Colonıa Agriıppine: sumptibus ah kE gmont SOC1O0TrUMmM, 677
Ihe posıtıon 18 also clearly diıscernıble in the dedicatıon and the preface of the book
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always and everywhere present Answering the question whether it 15
aDSOlute 111 that all IHNEeCN aAIic be saved, Neesen denies thıs !®

He ASTCCS hat ıt 15 de fide eac that T1S has dıed for all, but he
definıtely 0€Ss nNOT ıth elagıus hat the Man Y who in fact ave
dıed 111 dıe In SIN, ave ORne 111 do because they dıd nOot
wısh be saved.! When predestinatıon 1S reated and relevant ere-
S1eSs AIcC dıscussed, elagıus 1S reproached that he has taught that
human nature 15 nNnOotLt aınted by the orıgınal SIN and that INan, CVERn
wıthout the exXxIira9 1S Sal capable through the good works of the
free wiıll, recelve the of predestination. When elagıus, in the
debate. assents, and leaves SOTINC LOOIMN for9 he 18 reproached for
inferring external hıs 1s the of law and eachıng and
Chrıist’'s example. Even the elagıus who, through fear of conVvıction,
eventually aAaSICCS that internal 1S needed and that thıs must be
dıstinguishe: Irom free will, SUL accordıng O Neesen, the
cConvıction that the free 111 In INan 15 sufficıent ead g00d and
holy ıfe He also claıms that (10d thus predestines the 9
ase! the g00d works of the free wıll. 3

Followıng thıs, the heresies of the sem1-pelagıans Are summed
Mentioned in partıcular 1s the treedom they leave for human

beings Cd)] themselves: the fiırst Step the road 18 redemp-
t10n. Furthermore, theır 1dea 1S countered that (J0d destined ren
who dıed 1{070 earl y, {O due {O the Lforeknowledge G0d has of the
g00d works they WOU ave done, had they 1Ve'! Jonger:?

er al thıs, it 1S clear that Neesen 0€eSs NOT 1ıth Pela-
g1Us’ assumption that there had een of nature in br Nan
WOU ave 1Ve wıthout SIN and wıthout9 but ıth unbrıdled
passıons and longings and subjected ea and suffering. Accordıing

Neesen, the first Ian Was created ıth supernatural g1 hat 15
why am s fall Was adıcal and INan needs much .“

hıs eed for 15 central In the treatises ’Justice
and merit. Neesen Wa the mıddle road between the Op1ınıons of
elagıus and the Reformation. To thıs end, eachıng 15
worked Ouft In several divisiones. pposıte the gratia habitualis prıma

16 EESEN, Vniversa theologia In OMOS duos divisa ad mentenm Augustini
el Thomae exXxposıta. Hc editio pluribus erroribus, In alı  A Impressione
COMMLULSSLS (Colonie Agriıppine: apud Hermannum Demen, L: 6162

1/ Neesen, Vnıversa theologia, L1,
1 Neesen, Vnuıversa theologia, K1G 7374
19 Neesen, Vniversa theologia, BL,

Neesen, Vniıversa theologia, 1’ 107-109
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and secunda 15 the gratia actualis, 121e Can be subdiviıded into the
ODEFTUANS and COODETUNS, excıtans and adjuvans, praeveniens and sub-
SECQUENS (J)E: antecedens, CONCOMLLANS and subsequens, and of COUISC

the problematical tWINsS sufficiens and efficax.”
Especıally the treatıise 15 fiılled ıth evidence and

counterevıdence agaınst elagıus. 10 the question whether INan in the
of fallen nature Can do g00d wıthout9 the (negatıve) ANSWET

1S made of e1g pIeCES of evıdence and fıve objections.“ ACcor-
dıng fOo Neesen, in eprave nature INall, wıthout9 cannot love
God above all, resist temptatıon and persist untıl the end.“ The
necessity of 1, accordıng Neesen, that CVECIl

redeemed INan, who has een gıven the gratia habitualis, SU1 needs
the gratia actualıis for sıngle act “ Man wıthout CannoTt
ulLy keep natural law“® CVCIN DICDAIC hım self recelve STACE.
Neve  eless, in the treatıse merit, Neesen upholds that it 1s de fıde

learn that INan Cal recelve from God In {WO WaYysS somethıng he
(de condigno) an somethıng (10d g1Vves hım wıthout al y

oblıgatıon (de cCon2ru0).“” However, the poss1bıilıty 18 Carn 15 1imıted
Man cCannot oblıge God admıt hım salvatıon. Moreover, In strict

the of Justificatiıon PEISCVCIANCC cannot be rece1ved

7O conclude, ıt aAaPPCAaIS that Neesen has become embroılled in
the debate between Augustine and elagıus. The lıveliness of hıs 1N-
volvement Can best be understood by h1s arduous adherence the
atholıc Reformatıion. In defence hereo(f, he had work agaınst
Reformatıon but also agaınst Moliniısm. In these debates, he chooses,
wıthout hesıtatıon, the sıde of Augustine. hat he, ere and ere.,
o1Vves posıtıve explanatıons of Balus’ 1deas“®®, 15 agaın argument in
favour of the fact that the inter10r of hIis theologıca ‘buiıldıng' 1S
indeed arranged and coloured ad mentem Augustint. Even LNOTIC

surpriısıng 1S that Neesen has een able keep hıs sem1inary outsıde
the Jansenıiıst estrife.*

Neesen, Vnıversa theolog14, I 2152224
22 Neesen, Vnıversa theolog1a, I TE
23 Neesen, Vnıversa theologia, 8 P N
24 eesen, Vnıversa theolog1ia, I 237 and 235
25 Neesen, Vnıversa theologia, I 2236
26 Neesen, Vnıversa theolog14, I 238
27 Neesen, Vnıversa theolog1ia, I 25092514
25 DIE: 61
29 Laenen, Geschiedent1s,
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Petrus Dens andboo
I he second andDOO under discussıon 15 that of Petrus Dens.”

He Was orn In 1690 in Boom, Car Antwerp, and dıd hıs humanıora
ıth the Oratorians iın echelen Hıs study of the Artes led hım in
1709 Louvaın, where he also tudıed eology from 17411 IS
He eventually rece1ved hıs lıcentiate In eology well.* O0N er
hıs ordınatıon In 1/45. he Was employe professor in eology, 1Irs
al the CYV of Afflıgem (17/17) and shortly afterwards al the sem1na-
‚8 of GCHEIeNn 1721 In 1/Z9 he eft the sem1nary, after he had
succeeded hrough the V1a CONCUrsSus’ become prebendary of the
metropolıtan church of St OMDOUTS He returned In 1 /55. thıs time

president, and kept thıs function undı hıs ea ebruary 1
EF Just d Neesen, he ell led the semıinary of the archdiocese
for approx1ımately forty

eing responsıble for theologıca educatıon, he mMust ave
eached the conclusıon that the andDOoO of hIs illustrious predeces-
SOT W dsS in eed of revIsS10nN. In 1758 thıs conclusıon led tO the publı-
catıon of [WO parts, IC accordıng 18 the ıtle, WeTC 110n
eesen’s andbook.* Dens SaVC, d I1CasSson for the publıcatıon of hıs
Supplementum that ın eesen’s work the diıscussion the VIFrfUS
religionis Was absent. TOmM the beginnıng, he wanted do LNOTC than
Just provıde 1U10N If hIs inıtlatıve WOU be ell accepted, INOTEC
treatises of the theologıca COUTSC WOU be publıshed. As advance,

second treatise appeared wıthın S1X months. hıs became [WO of
the Supplementum, and carrıed the ictata de poenıitentia. Thus,
it W ds nNot ırectly clear that thıs Wäas substitution.

The intervention of the SO VCINOI of the Austrian Netherlands Dy
decree May 2nd, 1759, that thıs COUTSC of actıon COU nNOTL be
continued. of the of the COUISC, WOU contaın princıples
consıdered Dy the 18 be agaınst the "MmaxXımes inviolables’ of the
land, and agaınst the rıghts of Hıs MajJesty hıs W dads because they
removed the church and clergy from hI1s ontrol Only after Dens’

4() See for h1Is lıfe and work, the EeNUY Dy FORGET in DTIC, (1920) 422-497%3
and the detaıls g1ven Dy SWENDEN In Natıonaal Bıiografisch Woordenboek
W (1990) 202205

According DIC. (1920), 4A21 Dens only rece1ved hıis liıcentiate Oect
5 E 733 In NBW, (1990) 203, thıs 1$ corrected into (et 5 D:

32 DENS, 5Supplementum Theologiae Rev Adm Laur Neesen. De vırtute reli-
210NLS reliquisque Virtutibus Justitiae anneXLS, el de Vırtute temperantıae. Secunda
DAUAFrS$ continet eJjusdem Dictata de SACramenLO poenitentiae. Mechelen: Vander
Elst, 1/758, vols
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en in LZ4/3 WOU the complete COUTITSC be publıshed, includıng the
[WO treatises forbıdden earher.

Because the eology of ecneien W as al 1rs publıshed
lo00se treatıses, each ıth 1fs OW ©: the STITU 15 NnOTL iımmediıately
clear. er SUOTIIC tiıme, all ese treatises rece1ved ONEC ıtle.: and eITUus
Dens appeared, posthumously but correctly, the author of the Theo-
0210 ad SUFN semıiınariıorum et SUCTUE theologiae alumnorum.

Ihomas and Augustine AIC longer part of the tiıtle of ese
[WO eology COMNTI SCS in eCCcHeienNn However, d far TIThomas 1$
concerned, the structure of the Summa 15 maıintaıned.* galn, the
treatises the One and Irıune God Afc the entral hıs tiıme, the
maın ‘buıldıng 15 much maller han hundred prev10us ıth
Neesen. Not one-ten but one-twentıieth of the surface aAIfca 1S dedi1-
cated the of Pars prıma of the Summa. hıs loss 15 VIT«
tually completely compensated by the Pars tertia. It 1s strıkıng hat
especılally the cohesion between the [WO W1ings aAaPPCars ave
dısappeared, see1ng the order in 1C ıt W ds publıshed and the abun-
dance of the indıvıdual p  S For the Fosi,. the relatıon ıth Ihomas
1S enforced Dy references PCI section DAUFS, quaestio, and articulus
ın the Summa.

Less obvıous 1Ss whether the spırıt of Augustine ST influences
the inter1or. An exteri1o0r reference WOU make 1t ADPCAaL otherwı1ıse.
The doubts voıi1ced Dy the Jansenıst Nouvelles Ecclesiastiques in 1759

the prohıbıtion of publıcatıon almost 1ke the banıshment of
the church father Dens 1$ elated the esults and hIs 1919  < eology
WOUuU dıstance iıtself from the teachıngs of the Church It Was feared
hat Dens’ opinı1ons and morals WOU nstead ADDCAaTr in the
eology taught al sem1ı1narıes prev1o0usly, that 1S, in the time of Nee-
SC  S hıs eology Was al kept in honour al Louvaımn.

hıs Lype of informatıon predicts large Swıng in the eology
al echNelien In the 1rs instance, the evidence irom the ındices COI-
roborates thıs change. Wıth the of Baılus, Jansen1us, and Ques-

44 See for urther developments the publıcatıon of Dens’ andboo 1n -
1759 and heo CLEMENS, Petrus Dens de Mechelse theologie. ond
de uıtgavegeschiedenis Va  x en befaamd seminarıehandboek 1in Jan JACOBS (ed')
Boeken als hron: opstellen aangeboden UUnN dr Marcel (telis bi]J gelegenheid Van zın
viJfentwintigste dienstjubileum ACUHN de Theologische Faculteit IilburgS(Til-
burg, 69-90

See addendum Ihe echelen edıitıon of 819 1s used COMDATEC Dens’ hand-
book ıth the others hıs edıitıon 18 Talrly stworthy reproduction of the orıgınal
text and 1S the first edıtion SInCe armon: W as ounded

35 Clemens, Petrus Dens de Mechelse theologie, 73-76
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nel. ONC 1N! references the places where eIr heresies WeTC Inves-
1gated On the CONLrarY, elagıus’ ainec 1S absent. However. ıt 15 1{078
fast LNOVEC AdSSUTME that he has moved Out has graduated Iirom
house ghos respectable inhabıtant Leafiıng hrough the SaJmnle
treatises ıth Neesen, Pelagıus an the sem1-pelagıans AT ST1
ere and fought agaınst. Oove all, after the CONVvVıction of Jansenıius
and Quesnel, Dens csShows hım cself INOIC Caut1o0us. He crıt1c1ses for
example, both Molinists Thomıists, and the chools of Augustinıans
and Lovanıenses in hıs discussıon of the SCLieENtLA media. urthermore,
he refers the heresy of the sem1-pelagıans thıs point.” As far

111 for redemption 1S concerned, he confirms that God, PIC-
viewıing the fall of Adam, S{T1 wıshes reach redemption,
CCn those rejected. Criticising GVEeENRn Augustine, he searches for the
solutiıon in the distinetion between the voluntas antecedens and the
voluntas CONSEQUENS. Here, he ENCOUTALCS hıis readers be areful in
readıng Estius, Sylvius and Neesen. In favour of Augustine, Dens
remarks that the church father had formulate hıis points of 1e W in
his struggle agaınst the Pelagıans and the sem1-pelagıans and that he.,
In other works, O€eSs ıth the better solution.”

remarkable dıfference between Dens and Neesen ADDCAaIs
when both discuss predestinatıon and catalogue of heresies thıs
1Ssue 1S g1ven. Dens g1VvES SUMMAarYy of his predecessor wıthout
showıing hIs passıon.” He ADPCAaIs scholastıc and practical. In the dedi-
catıon of 1758, he SaVyS that he O€Ss not wısh WwWe speculatıon
but wıshes 1{9 provıde something that 1S useTful for the pas(tor, confessor
and spırıtua. dırector. Hıs OW passıon 1S practice and ın thıs, he, Just
1ıke HIS predecessor, chooses the safer road. his 15 clear in the
treatises the virtue of relıg10s1ty and confession, ic he had
already publıshed 1ın 1758 ese ATIC the only NCs 4C Call, ıth
certamty, be scribed hım As far dS h1s OW opınıon 1S concerned, ıt
1S characteriıistic that he closes OVerVvVIiew of the discussıon the
number of damned wıth, conclusio practica, that the propose
solutions AIc uncertaın. For OSse who search certalnty, ıt 1S better
choose the 1aIrTOoW road. In hI1s Op1nı10n, those who lıve the g0o0d ıfe
111 also dıe g00d ea] However, the WdY mMoOost people lıve, AdIOU-
SCS the qualm of theır damnatıon.”

36 Dens, Theologia, L, tract.1-4, 31
&/ Dens, Theologia, L, 'act 1_a 30
3 Dens, Theologia, 1, 'act 1-4,
40 Dens, I’heologia, I’ 1-4,
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When continue readıng, it AaPPCAaIs in the treatıise the
creation of Man, that Dens consıders the natlura DUra possı1ıbıilıty. In
thıs, he dıffers from Neesen. He cCan only do S  C wıthout the danger of
getting {O00 close LO the elagıan po1ints of VIEW, Dy consequently
pomting Out the dıfferences between the ate of NALlura DUU and the
STate of Nan after the Fall.®

In the treatise faults and S1NS, the Pelagıans agaın AaDDCAaL in
eIr denıial of the orıgınal SIN On thıs partıcular point, it 1s especılally
interesting that Dens characterıses the Anabaptısts and Socınlans
modern Pelagıans, but 0€Ss not yel take notice of the optimıstıc,
enlıghtened VIEWS human nature . “* Iso interesting, in comparıson

eesen’s Vniıversa theolog1a, 15 the insertion of digression the
Immaculate Conception of Mary For whıle, thıs Was touchstone in
ecıdıng 1C CamMp ONEC elonged. TIhe defence of the Immaculate
Conception W as reserved for antı-Jansenists. Dens o€es NOoTt yelLl call
thıs de fide, but O€Ss aCCcept ıt because of the devout COonvıctlions of
devout people and the cCeleDration of the feast of Mary’s Immaculate
Conception Dy the unıversal church.“

Pıece de resistance 15 of COUTSC the treatise Here,
fiınd subtle diıvisions of ı1meren of Here., Dens shows HIS
detachment regardıng the discussions the 1ssue between
IThomısts, Molinists and Congruists. In ecıdıng hI1s OW posıtion, he
had {O rely CSCaADC rou(tes, for example Dy efinıng works moralıter
200 but 1a(011 g0o0od enough entaıl redemption. 10 claım that they
WEeEeIC redemptive Was elagıan. On the other hand, it W äas Baılan SaYy
that they WEIC sinful.”® 10 aVO1d aAM Y m1sconception, the treatise

ends ıth OVerVIeWw of al condemned heres1ies. In the dicta
23: and Z elagıus and the sem1-pelagıans head the 1st ıth
Luther, Calvın and Baılus eIr INOTEC recent Companı1ons. Jansen1ius
and Quesnel ave the dubious honour of closıng the 1st

In closıng the discussıon the e1ghteenth-century revisıion of
the eology of echelen, Can conclude that Dens, In hıs elagıan
debate, eventually chooses for Augustine and agaınst elagıus. For
hım, human nature er the Fall 1S NnOTL completely rumned, but 15 ONEC-
heless damaged To reach redemption, 1s always needed
He 1s much INOTEC careful ın thıs than Was Neesen. hIs 1S NOoTt Strange.
During hıs eology studıes, the papa bull Unigenitus had appeared

A4() Dens, Theologia, [ 1'9 .1
Dens, Iheologia, I? tract 57 132

42 Dens, I’heologia, 1, 'act 5‘3 137
47 Dens, Theologia, 1L, 'aCct 3
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hıs document has een of uUus«ec watershed ın the landscape of
atholıc eology. The theologıca ‘buiıldıng complex’ of Dens knows
increasıngly dıfferent ghosts than eesen’s. In defence of hıs UuguS-
tinı1anısm, Dens had Kkeep ın mınd the condemnatıons of Balus,
Jansenıus and Quesnel Besıdes. he W ds INOTIC interested in the
promotıon of VCLY Ser10us rel1210us ife than in theoretical eXercCIses
around ogmatıc problems. It 1S of interest that hıs treatise the VIr-
(ue of relıg10s1ty W as presented supplement eesen’s hand-
book., 111e h1s OW andbDboOoO ost that rel1g10us vıtalıty 1C
mar the eOlogy of hıs predecessor.

The Theologiae dogmaticae compendium of Jan De Brunjn,
dating fo 18972

When the un1ıversıty of Louvaın W ds closed ın 1497 and the
French Revolutionarıes also se17zed the northern Netherlands colleges
iın 1798, had be en {O CS the continuatiıon of the
educatıon of priests Even though er Options WL avaılable, the
dıfferent church districts chose set sem1narıes themselves, in
combiıinatıon ıth er areas.“ In ese instıtut1ons, Just In the
sem1narıes of the southern Netherlands, the Iheologia of Dens W ds
sed for the Nts of the eology COUTrse.” 10U0NS appeare untıl

hıs plece of informatıon Dy ıtself already deserves attention.
The SaIine 1S Irue for the changes made 1in the edıtiıons of 1819 and

and especılally, for the 1C updatecegan ADDCAL
in 1850 Wıthın thıs d1ıscuss1ıon, it suffices Sa Y that the eology of
ecneiljen W as in UuUse untiıl al eas 1839 iın the utic semınary al
armond In that YCATrL, its old president Chedeviılle and ıts old
andDoO WEIC put asıde eing LOO Jansenıist and 1K070 allıcan.“

CLEMENS, Een onbedoeld kınd Va  - de revolutie. Veranderingen In de
opleiding Van priesters 0Or de Rooms-Katholieke Kerk Va  x de Noordelijke Nederlan-
den /95, In Irajecta, (1994) 3()/7-3727

45 Lodewi1jk INKELER., ‘"Ten dienste der seminarısten: handboeken de Ne-
derlandse priesteropleidingen, -1967), 1in Jaarboek Katholiek Documentatıie
Centrum 1987/, 18 and 45-45; Laenen, Geschiedenis, 249° ARIZ, Kerkelijke
SITUCIUMUF pastorale werking In het hisdom ent [USSEN 1830 1914 (Kortrijk-
eule, and

46 VAN DER OOS, Geschiedenis Van het semınarıe-Warmond fOol 18553 1n
Bijdragen FOL de Geschiedenis Van het Bısdom Haarlem, 452-460 Wın-
keler, Het onderwijs Warmond, 140141
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Apparently, thıngs Can take turn! 1C andboo then took the
place of the ecneilien Theologia 1s noTt known, but the fırst [WO
teachers SINCE 1839 had een educate in Rome“* and the 1Tr tudied
al unıch for few Vears. I'hus, al eas NOW that these Tree
professors CaIinle ACTOSS dıfferent theologıca tradıtion than that of the
old Louvaın un1ıversıty and ecnNnelen sem1nary.

All of this SCIVCS introduction the Ir andboo the
Theologiae Dogmaticae Compendium by Jan De ru1jn He W ds
teacher of ogmatıc eology from 1864 1893 As Neesen and
Dens, by the en of hIs Gai6Ge6eT he has printed hıs COUTSC De ru1jn
had er educatıon than that of hıs OW sem1narYy, In the
sHowever, because of that, he Can be consıdered product
and representatıve of the renewal after 1839 ıf thıs assumptıon 15
COTTFeCT, De Bru1yhn must ave een formed by the eology oTf Franz
Leopold Liebermann.

Thıs Alsatıan theologıan 1VvVe from 1759 1844 and, PIC-
s1ıdent of the sem1inary ounded in Maınz iın 1805 elonge the
cıircle of antı-Enlıghtenment and antı-state church followers.” Hıs
Instıtutiones theologicae, which 1Irs appeared In WEIC r_
ommended in echelen catalogue already classıc ın Varlıous
German sem1narIıles. It W ds also recommended due ıts PUIC atın,
g0o0d methods, certaın eachıng and ublıme ph1ılosophy. the
author, ıt Was saı1d that he knew the best methods combat the Current
bad tenets He Was also praısed in letter ate: Aug 13, 1828, Dy
Pope Leo Well, thıs andboo 1C W as rewrıtten In 1831 in

CVCMN INOTE Ultramontane spıirıt”', Was avaılable firom ıIn
the Netherlands, In the fourth edıtion, putL into circulatıon by the
Louvaın publıshers Vanlınthout and Vandenzande

The USsSe of Li1ebermann al armond 1S NOTL PTIOVCN. hat De
ru1nn had thıs theologıan dSs dırector, in the double of the word,
1S suggested hrough the subhtıtle of hıs OW andbDoo ere: it SaYyS
that the compendium 1S collected from Li1ebermann and other theo-

4 / It T1immermans (1839-1842) Steenhoff 842-185
Van der LOOS, Geschiedenis V(L.  - het seminarıe, 5/74-578 and 584-585

4X It CONCETNS Spıtzen (1851-1858) Van der LOOS, Geschiedenis Vd.:  > het
seminarıle, 590-592

49 DIN eqd;). Handbuch der Kirchengeschichte, VII (Sonderausgabe, Te1-
burg 1 O 2665-269.

5(} See the catalogue by HANICQ in the Mechelen Directorium of 830
O AYEUR eic ed.) Geschichte des Christentums, 11(Freıburg,

108
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log1ans.” hıs S{T1 leaves much LTOOIIN for dıfferent influences.
However, the order of the 1st of abbrevıiıations ffirms the especı1al
interest of Liebermann amongst other theologıans. Hıs alille and hIs
Institutiones theologicae precede the otherwıse alphabetical 1ıst
Further ou INAaYy be removed by CONtINUOUS references iın the (ext
hıs dependence another theologıca tradıtıon than the Louvaın/-
ecnelen ONC o1VeSs rse fo the question hat the esults WEIC for the
reorlientation al armon er 1839

When comparıng De Brunyn’s Compendium the [WO prev10uS-
1y discussed handbooks, ıt 15 iımmediately clear that completely 11C  <

1S used.° NO Jonger 1S the treatise the One and Irıune God
al the begınnıng. It 1S still presentT, but 110 es behind the double
all of the demonstratio christiana and the demonstratio catholica.
Furthermore, ıt becomes clear that the Con of the second part of
the Summa ATIC absent. ese changes ATC partly due fOo the disınte-
gration of the ONC, all-ınclusıve, theologıca COUISC hı1ıs ONC COUISC

made ıt possı1ıble, untıl wıthın tne nıneteenth CeNturY, for only ONC

eacher {O ole SemINaTY. At armon thıs unıty disappeared
er 1832 due the STOWINZ dıfferentiation ın thee of theologıca
educatıon. In that YCAal, moral eology became COUISC In
033 eacher for 1turgy appeared, and in 1837/7/1838 respectively,
pastora. eology and church hıstory WCIC seft ap De ru1nn there-
fore, eing responsıble for ogmatıc eology, had INOTC restricted
workıng aAIcCca than Neesen and Dens. hıs O€es NO alter the fact that dS

far ASs the er, INOTEC defensive of the book, 18 concerned, CON-

sıderable change has taken place In Comparıson ıth Neesen and
Dens. ere N  < ghosts and thıs time they al especılally from
outsıde

The questlion, 1C in thıs discussıon must be as
ımmediately, 1S whether the inter10r has also een changed. In
1t10N, whether the old ghosts ave dısappeared. hat somethıing
has changed 15 vıdent because De Brunhjn’'s ompendium 15 made
of only [WO parts, and thus has less LOOMN for digress1ions than hIs DPIC-
decessors. hat 1S exactly why ıt 15 all the LNOIC obvıous that
relatıvely arge number of 1S dedıicated, for example, the
discussıon of HC  < WaYS of ınkıng Ou the or1g1n of the WOTr and
mankınd. Here, Darwın ADPDPCAaIS the ghos in the theologıcal

52 Ihe complete title reads: BRUUJUN, Theologiae dogmaticae compendium,
quod Liebermann alıısque theologis cConscrıipsit el CUFSUL QqUALUOF UNNOTUM adap-
AVL Leıden Leeuwen, 1892

53 See addendum
54 De BrunhJn, Theologiae dogmaticae compendium, 18 14133 and 48-62
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stronghold. As far the old debates concerned, much attention 15
paıd human nature and orıgınal SIN The Fall 1S presented d

especlally cruc1al MOMmMmMent in salvatıon 1story.” hat the battle ıth
Jansenısm has een fought 1S clear fIrom the eachıng that un-baptısed
chılaren mI1Sss the VLSLO beatifica but eed not suffer sensor1ly. Rather,
they reJo1ce in eiıng part of much of goodness and in natural
perfection. Furthermore, the Victory of the antı-Jansenists Can be SCCIH
In LILOTC than ten pages affırmatıon of ary’'s Immaculate Concep-
t10n.°

In the discussıon of the eachıng of redemption, ıt 15 clear that
Augustine 15 continuously C1ile thıs time however 18 defend conclu-
S10NS IC had NOTL een made Dy the Augustinians in the sıixteenth
eighteenth centurIies. In detaıls, De ru1n hardly dıffers from Dens,
where he pıcks path between the heresies of the Pelagıans and
OppoOonents, whom he indıcates ‘predestinatıonists’. In h1ıs conclu-
S10NS he SUCS urther, especılally where the general er of 15
concerned. In hıs andbDboo. the gratia sufficiens 15 bıt INOTE efficax
than ıIn the handbooks of h1s predecessors. Besıdes, In the OrnYy 1ssue
of the GCASe of un-baptısed chıldren, he CVCN urther Dy eCcla-
nng the dıfficult reconcıll1atıon of the general 111 for salvatıon and the
absence of baptısm ımpenetrable mystery.”’ In conclusıon, the
recommendatıon of the devotion 118 the Sacred ear'‘ should be
poıinted out 1in connection ıth the eachıng ÖT redemption. Man 15
sıntful and ın eed of9 and hrough thıs symbol of lovıng and
pıtyıng God, he rece1ved better nsıght into h1s OW prospects of
fınal JOY than the complex eachıng of COU ave offered .°

Conclusions
An inıtıal remark in conclusıon thıs discourse the

somewhat surprising role played Dy sem1narıes producers of theo-
10g y, where the low STatus of sem1inary educatıon, especlally in the
seventeenth and eighteenth centurıes, WOUuU ave suggested LNOTEC

Consumıng role.
second po1in requesting attention 1S the Strange continulty

that the handbooks indıcate. Wıth only few handbooks, centurıies Cal
be spanned. hıs NC  < perspectives for comparatıve research ın
LNOTEC than Just the elagıan question.

b De Brunyn, Theologiae dogmaticae compendium, 1L, 71-94
56 De Brunyn, Theologiae dogmaticae compendium, IL 03-94 andA
5 / De Bru1njn, Iheologiae dogmaticae compendium, H. 188
5 e Brunhn, Theologiae dogmaticae compendium, H: 1341.132
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Furthermore, ıt Can be esta  ı1ıshed that the realızatıon of the
mutual relatıons between the theologıca andbooks Can er x0o0d
possı1bıilıties VeLr longer per10d of time In studyıngz the continulty
and diıscontinulty of theologıca educatıon, and ıts datıng.

As far the elagıan debate 1S concerned, the comparıson of
the handbooks Sshows that changes ın eology AIiIc SIOW LHNOVC-
Ments In tectonıc plates. However, they do LHNOVC and Can be tudied in
detaıl In the long run, Roman athOolıc eology 0€Ss hrough
transformatıons slowly but surely. ese changes do NOL only appIYy {O
the archıtecture of the ole but also the indıvıdual chambers.
Applied 18 the problem of9 the cComparıson of the andbooks
cshows that inıti1al dısconcerting of update-to-update 15
actually technıcally perfectly alance: and harmless materıal. The
seventeenth CENLUTY ghos 15 1t WEeIC transformed into mantle-
pıece figurıne

The archıtectural metaphors ead the remark that, accordıng
the uıldıng plans, hat W ds the maın uıldıng 1S of prior1ity in

the actual uıldıng hıstory. Wıth Neesen and Dens, the Wwings x1isted
before the maın ulldıng. hıs 1S food for hought and emphasıses the
eed for research the genes1s of theologıca handbooks

TIhe slowness of long-term mMOvements dASICCS ıth the INan y
complıcatıons in the or term, such those surroundıng the pub-
l1ıcatıon of the andbDboo Dy Dens. Here d well. there remaıns much 18
be one

In conclusıon, because of al the changes and vic1ssıtudes, the
spirıt in IC eology 15 sed 0€Ss change and 191°  < ghosts AaDPDCATL.
However, much also remaıns the SaJIne and the question arlses whether
the real ghosts OVET dısappear completely, and whether should
strıve do

heo CLEMENS
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Addenda
NEESEN, Universa Theologia IN 0O0MOS UOS divisa ad mentem

Augustini el Thomae exposita
(ed Keulen: Demen, 16857, vols. In b fo)
1.1 Theologia christiana affectiva (Oldest approbatıon: May 6, 1678; total page: eais 138)

De theolo 1a eit I0CI1Ss theologıcıs
De Deo Uno
De Deo Irıno 8’7CD —A| N! 6n 107De prımı homiınıs and De reparat1o CI Verbi Incarnatıone

Theologia moralıs Pars prima complectens generalıa principla unıversales
regulas actuum humanorum Oldest approbatıon: NOV. S® 16/5; total pageı eais 256)

De humano
De beatıtudine anıma iıllıus SIit CaDaX 11
De passıon1ıbus anımae 21
De voluntarıo
De lıbero arbıtrıo
De Causıs iımpedementi1ibus
De circumstantibus aCtuumM 56
De objecto voluntatisCM | < | U NO D 100 CN De actıbus voluntatıs tam elıcıtıs imeratıs
De SSC moralı AaCTIUSs humanı

14 De conschientia 105
123De voluntate DeL uam regula remota

De virtutibus (ın het algemeen) E27
De peccatıs 1372

135
16

De praxı confessarıorum CIrca peCCalores Consuetudinarıo0s
De PECCALO or1ginalı 166
De Jeg1ıbus 179
De gratia 214

19 243De Justificatione
De mer1ıto 250

11.1 Theologia moralıs (pars secunda) de virtutibus (Oldest approbatıon: NOv. L 678
total page: eais. 137)

De virtute fıde1 (wıth paragraphs: De eccles1a (D 18);
De autorıtate concılı (D 28); De scrıptura cCanonıca (p 32);
De tradıtionibus
De virtute e1
De virtute charıtatıs

11.2 Tractatus ires de Justitia et ure Oldest approbatıon Oct 26, 1683:; total pageı eais 24 7)
De Justitia eft D{  Jure generatım
De contractıbus 41
De INJUr11s damnıs restitutione 150
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11.3 actatus moralıs christiana de sacramentis (Oldest approbation: Aug 4, 1676; total

pageı eais 360)
De sacramentis in SCNCIC
De baptısmo
De confirmatıiıone
De sacramento eucharıstiae ei de sacrıf1c10 mi1issae 60
De poenitentia also ırregularıtates, indulgentiae and purgator1um) 138—A ICN [eM| < [D NO De extrema unctione 3
De ordıne AA

n De sponsalıbus eit matrımon10 295

ADDENDA
DENS, Theologia: order an of the treatises ıIn the echelen

edıtion of Hanicq, 1819, vols.

Bd
Tiıtle umberNumbering of Pagıng

the dicta ofP
- K A SSThomas Aquimnas, Summa,
13 Tactatus de Deo el attrıbutis dıvını 155 d

Iractatus de Irınitatıis myster10 56-76 - 373
S AT Iractatus de angelıs

Iractatus de creatione mundı 8-1 127165 n
XX

Subtotal
*K -Thomas Aquinas, I1

Iractatus de actıbus humanıs 1a 166-303 138
L Iractatus de VIUIS el peccatıs S 3()14-448% 145

ITractatus de conscıentia 174-194 448-496 49

21 Iractatus de virtutibus HS1368 1-291 291
| S 0’7 292-4775 184Iractatus de legıbus
I 476-528 53Da TaACtLatus de oratia

Iractatus de Justificatione 76- 529-547)2
Iractatus de merı1to d 41 543-556

C Iractatus de ure el Justitia 12151 1-307 307
Iractatus de contractıbus i 78 308-512 205

41 1-305 1-439 439Iractatus de virtute rel1210N1s
Subtotal 1839

AA Z AA KThomas Aquimas, 5Summa, JIT
Iractatus de incarnatıone 167
Iractatus de sacramenti1s in SCHNCIC -49 SE

5 3 Iractatus de baptısmo dissertatıo 1-43 156-246 91
Iractatus de confirmatione 1-13 24 7-266
TAaC de venerabılı SACTAaAllL. euchar 1-66 267-375 109
Iractatus de SaCT1110 mı1ıssae L7 S
Iractatus de CensurIıs 1-19 E 45

1-29 EIractatus de ırregularıtate
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Iractatus de SACTAalll. poen1tenthae K 447

62 Iractatus de indulgent11s 286-300 5

723 Iractatus de extrema unctione F Y 48
Iractatus de ordıne T 49- 91 19
Iractatus de sponsalıbus D 0 145
Iractatus de matrımon10 a 146-378% 232

T Iractatus de quatuor NOV1ISSIMIS i 3'79-42 ]J
ubtotal 1363

Total 3367

Kxplanation
Ihe order of treatises generally depends the order of the Summa of Ihomas Aquıinas
The numberıng of the dıcta ıctate numberıing) In al edıtiıons from 758 15 vırtually
changed and 15 thus NnOTL only useful fOr references but Iso for distingu1sing er entities
han the treatise.

Addenda
BRUJUN, Theologiae dogmaticae compendium, quod Tieber-

Mannn alıisque theologis conscripsit et CUFSul qualuor aANNOTUM adaptavit.
Leiıden Van Leeuwen, 1892, v111-435-v11 111-434-v111

Jaar Theologia dogmatica generalıs (Z225 D.)
Prolegomena in theolog1am dogmatıcam
Demonstratıo chrıistiana
Revelationis theor1a
Revelatıonis exı1istentia 33CI | AA EAIEN Demonstratıo catholıca 107

71 Demonstratio historica 109
Demonstratio immediıata 141
Regula fıde1
wıth AaINONS other thıngs °rat1on1s USUus in theologıa’) 185

Jaar Theologia dogmatıica speclalis (204 D.) 229
Introductio In theologı1am speclalıs TE
De eccles1a 254% De Deo Uno ef Irıno 345
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