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oughout hIıs workıing lıfe ugustine chared the insıght of the
classıcal hılosophers that reflection the notıon of rdo W as vVeC
mportant 0Ug he defined the term rdo hıs early work
De ordine that by 1C all thıngs created by God AIiIc guided
(ord 28) the Samnle text SsShows that the term dıd nOoL ave definıte
INCANINS As early 386 he sed rdo for causal COIMN-
nection between [WO events order of rankıng Ord 1 demon-
trates that rdo also mplıed and evoked of coherence
coherence which everythıng has ıfs OW place and and Into
1G human beings mMaYy be integrated and InTOo 1C they MmMaYy know
they ave een incorporated It 15 the first pole of ugustine thınk-
IS Oou rdo At the end of De ordıne he reveals the second the
WOFTr. 15 intellıgıble (intelligibilis) and the intellıg1ıbıilıty of those parts
of i{ that SCCIH ugly al fırst sıght deriıves from the ordering of the
ole beauty and perfection The integration of mankınd into the order
and intellıg1bilıty of the world do not however INcan that human
beings ıll CO know the of the rdo erTe eart (ord I1 1)
The intellıg1bıilıty of the order hıch INeN Can partake through study
and PIODCI order of lıfe 15 but of the definıtive insıght InTtO
the coherence of everythıng and CVETIYONC the last thıngs
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shows, er thıngs, that ensi10n continued exIist between
these {[WO poles ugustine thınkıng for the enüiıre duratıon of hıs
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has een one into the Ssoc10-cultural aSpecCtIs of the concept of order
in number of specıfic wrıtings of Augustine, for example by

udzık and Ruokanen. Rut NO comprehensıve study
ex1isted of all the aSpects of meanıng In the notion of rdo ıt aAaDPCAaIS
in Augustine’s entire Oeuvre .2

Ihe SOUTCEC materı1al for thıs study consısts of all of ugustine’s
wrıtings. Neve  eless, Bouton-Touboulic’s extensive book o0€es not
address developments the denotatıon of the concept of ordo.> Rather,
L’ordre cache 1s organısed thematıcally, to demonstrate the unıty
in Augustine s ıdea of order and sımultaneously ShOW hıs Or g1IN-
alıty Fırstly, the author has examıned order ıt manıfests iıtself in
creation and has attempted answerT the question whether the
order of nature 1s UtONOMOU: of the C(C'reator dependent upON hım
Subsequently, che has addressed the 1ssue of how order underlıes

plan of salvatıon, 1C accomplıshed the restoration of order
when man ’’s free 11l proved to contaın the seeds of order’s polar
opposıte. Does redemption INCcan restoration of the or1ıginal order,
O€Ss ugustine th that DCW order 1Ss introduced after the effects
of or1gınal SIN took e1ır cCourse? Fınally, che has investigated the
normatıve value of rdo for thınkıng, wıllıng and actıng uman beings
the practical and exıstential dımens1ions of the order.

It 1S ONMNC of the great meri1ts of the book that Bouton-Touboulıc
has not 1ımıted herself in 1C Augustine explicıtly
spe of rdo On the Con(trarYy, she has analyse not only terms
related c  ordo theır ontext tas’, ‘concordia’, °“contextio’ ei6.):
but also equıivalent terms amor’, ‘pondus’ and even opposıte terms
(*dıstincti0’), order obtaın understandıng of the ecp and breadth
of ugustine’s concept of rdo It 15 ypıcal for the method employe
Dy the author that che has interpreted the meanıngs of ordo, ordinare
and ordinatio (or elated words) they WEeIC current in ugustine s
time In the lıght of Greek, Latın, and early Christian SOUTCECS
SOUTCE terms such TOETE and KOOUOC- The a1lm of thıs 1S bring
Augustine’s OW understandıng of rdo fo i LNOTEC clearly
(cf. 20) Moreover, Bouton- Touboulıc has 197011 only examıned the
notion of rdo She has also engaged ugustine s assumption her
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book that order 15 realıty 1C PICS  S  S al and 1C COMN-
VINCes INEeN through theır experlence of dısorder that the rdo 111
remaın OCCultus, SCVCN when they through fenere ordinem obtaın
certaın amount of nsıght into the order everythıng and CVETY-
‚0)8(  © Fınally, she has argue along the lınes of arkus’s Saeculum.
History an Society In the T’heology of SE Augustine Cambrıdge

that ugustine marks the from spatial-cosmic COoncept of
rdo 1NOTC bıblıcally-based CONCEePL in 16 the empora. dımen-
S10N of order 15 preeminent. Before formulatıng SOTNEC CoOomMMents
thıs book, ll first address ıts Contents

I1

As has een SCCHL, the fıirst part of the book eals ıth the order
hıch underlıes act of creation and hıch 1s unfolded thıs aCTt.
It sketches ugustine’s oughts ou God ASs SOlute and immutable
eing, the Good, the essendi essendi Or and
essentia who creates nihilo, In order ShOWwW that ese oughts
reflect Augustine’s Platoniıc VIEeWS. ese aATC characterıised by the
assumption that creatures partıcıpate the ÖOne, o0d and Beautiful,
wıthout, however, detracting from the aDSOlutfe transcendence of the
One, 1C partıcıpates In the hıngs ıt establiıshes The ecasure In
1C creature partıcıpates thıs One o0d determınes ıts posıtion

the “scale of being The INOTEC materı1al (un-spirıtual and transıent
the reature, the INOTC ıt gravıtates owards 'non-being’. On the basıs
of several proo from diu and Ue  x rel the author
argucs plausıbly that, for Augustine, Creatio and ordinatio the CIC-

atıng and ordering of all things in hlerarchıcal relatıons (er. CIU P2:2)
dIcC unıted In ONC sıngle aCcCTt Nature 1S5 dıgnıified ıf everythıng wıthın

ıt 1S ordered accordıng the place that corresponds each ıng’s
CSSCIICC (cf. 46) her COMNCETN for comprehens1veness, Bouton-
Touboulıc aAaDDCAIS NO and then 18 ave ost S12 of her theme hus
In her treatment of Augustine’s VIEWS rdo che dwells lıttle LOO
extensıvely hıs en that creation W as niıhilo because,
accordıng hım, ıt W as ımpossı1ıble that mMmMatter COu be co-eternal
ıth God { hıs 1S also the Casec for the secti1ons 1C che discusses
the argument that God dıd nOoLt create Ouft of hıs OW corporalıty (for
MMAns COFrDUS de COFYFDOFe cf. 56), in IC che demonstrates firom
ugustine’s SOUTCES that Sap 11:18 quı fecıt mundum de materıa
inform1’) O€eSs not contradıct Creatio nıhiılo (cf. 52. 59, 61) It 1S
iru that these 1SSUes ave SOTIIC connection ıth ugustine’s VIEWS
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ou rdo It 15 precisely the Organıc interconnectedness of IYy-
ıng In Augustine’s brillıant thınkıng that makes ıt dıfficult for
researchers remaın faıthful LO theır OW specıfic research question.
The latter 1S, of COUTSC, nonetiheless esIıTable

Bouton-Touboulic’s description the basıs especılally of Gen
Nd. and Gen Iib IMD of ugustine’s idea of the dıvıne ordiına-

f10 1S 1NOTC the point She describes the Contras between the dis-
iInctio of atters the basıs of theır changeable form the ONMNC hand
and the elated 1gesti0 through which the WOT W as brought into
being the er Her analysıs of the the Confessiones
1C ugustine describes matter orme: and ordered In time 1s
persuasıve, 1s her explanatıon that the order of time consequently fol-
lows the order of Causcs in creatlon. lıttle verbose 1S her exposıtıon
(C£. 104) of Augustine’s Concept ase OLUNUS and Cicero’s
1dea of the apta COompositio that the ordered interconnection (ordi-
AaAla contextio) of beautiful and less beautiful parts gradibus quibus-
dam and CVETIY part DFO SUO moduo contrıbutes the esplen-
dence of the ex{ture ole She observes that ugustine defeated
Manıchaean dualısm in thıs INaNNCI, for example in De (Jenesı ad
Manicheos. But unfortunately che has not attempted erıtical A4SSCSS-
ment of the postulated MO of armonYy incliude: in thıs CONCEPL.

Her subsequent description of Augustine’s 16 W of the human
soul quiddam medium 1S clear and persuasıve. It 15 seit agamnst the
background of the ı1dea that creatures in accordance ıth theır
CSSCIICC pa of simplicitas and aequalitas the extent
hıch they partiıcıpate In the OFdo, 1C 15 dırected towards ıt and
derıved Iirom ıt Onnecte: the ONC hand ıth the immutable dıvyıne
rationes, 1C ATiIC nNOoL OUN! by and tıme, the uman soul,
the er hand, also permealtes the lower, materı1al body uUltalis inten-
fL10 On the basıs of ıts predıisposıtion, the human soul 1S therefore able

Platonically perfect ıtself the extent of dırecting iıtself towards
the spiırıtual 1C 1S above ıt It Iso degenerate fo the extent of
inclinıng towards the materı1al (p 114-129). I hıs of the book SUC-
ceeds best In affırmıng that for ugustine rdo 1S nherent creatlıon.
If INan diırects hıs pondus voluntatis el AmorLSs owards the PTODCI
obJjects, he contrıbutes the maıntamıng of the rdo UNLversitatıs by
keeping the rdo DFODF1US In inter10r balance p

At the end of the fırst part, Bouton- Touboulıc addresses Ugus-
tine’s cConvıction that dıvıne actıon remaılns operatıve the WOT after
the creatiıon In the VLS occulta In the inter1i0r oCccultissımus
hıch underlies the CUFrSUS nalurae exception her rule of SYyS-
ematıc rather than chronologıca. analysıs, she also eals ıth the
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developments In Augustine’s thınkıng ou the world-soul. Whereas
the yOUNgeCTr Augustine Was much attache: the ıdea that there 15
materıal NEUMA that 1S inherent the WOT. the older Augustineeventually doubted the ex1istence of world-soul VE much (cf. 202)
ecısely thıs excellent study of Augustine’s notion of the world-soul
prompts the reader thınk that it miıght ave een better deal
chronologically ıth key 1C Augustine discusses rdo

specıfic aspects of ıt TIhe developments in hıs thınkıng about the
1ssue WOUu then ave een made clearer.

TIhe second of the book 15 devoted fo the relatıon between
fixed order and trTeedom. For Augustine the rdo providentiae 15 CON-
nected ıth the rdo nalurae (er 229-232, 239, 251), but paradox1-cally, because ıt NCOMPASSECS all g00d thıngs and all evıl thıngs It 15
clear fIrom thıs part that Augustine aASs he became older emphasısed INOTEe
strongly that the WaYy hıch uman peruersitas and InConstantia
foreseen Dy God exceeds all understanding. Nevertheless, Bouton-
Touboulic extensive paraphrase of Augustine’s de prouldentiadel demonstrates that he Was determined Dy analogy ıth creatıon

uphold that there Was miraculous interconnection between the beau-
11 and the g0o0od the OIlCc hand and the ugly and the bad the er,
CVecn the secretissımum malestatis arbıtrium ( 224, 228, 242) From
386 unı ell after 410, Augustine also aAapPCATs ave held the 16 W
that the UEFSAGA, disorder and punıshment had PUTDOSC because theyCOU be derıved from inscrutable ordinata Contextio 1C
from God Evıl, sed Convenlenter and noTt ASs goal ıtself, Was 1CC-
CSSaTY order to es  15 balance and harmony (ChH 263, 285 288)The ICason why the ordinata Contextio of everything creation and hIs-
LOTY provıdes for the kıllıng of ONe anımal Dy another for the tTeedom
of uman beings decıde whether NnoTt 18 abıde by the normatıve

lex ordo, 15 unfathomable Augustine. Ihıs ICcCason
belongs the mysterl1es of the pulchritudo temporalis (296, 298, 299)

Equalliy clear 1s the author’s subsequent description of AUuUgus-tine’s thınking about or1g1inal SIN dısorder aSsSSUumes the fıgure of SIN
Wıth SIN alıenatıon OCCUTS from the rdo naturalis, which by
nature orlentates INan God Neglect of eIr PTrOPCTI place ın the
order through love of thıngs lesser than God, and ONCOomıtant INCOT-
rect use of thıngs In nature an the WOT. caused ontologıicaldegradation the 1rSsS human beings. Henceforth the or1gınalharmony between body and soul had dısappeared P 311) Bouton-
Touboulic demonstrates V ell that thıs W ds the ICasonN, accordıngAugustine, that mankınd became the damnata,
peccatı Indistincte (p 353) has inherited the SIN and the
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concomıtant gu1 (Ambrose dıd not beheve that INan Iso inherıted
the guilt) Human beings aATC Iso determined Dy or1ginal SIN In theır
indıvıdual act1ons. ugustine ACCOUNLS for paın, suffering and 1NOI-

talıty the CONNeXLO miseriarum, whiıch, accordıng hım, flowed
firom the loss of or1gıinal armony, and 1C he beliıeved, had also
een foreseen by God Dy interpreting them contrıbutions the
restoration of ordo. Tenere ordinem, 1C INan dıd not succeed in
accomplıshıng, became ordine tener]. p 551) In OCCultus poenalis
rdo At the end of the second the author STITESSES that for Uugus-
tine both STACC and free 111 WEeIC in that order fo regaın
the lıberty that 15 even merely desıre the good Bouton-
Touboulıc 1S rıght In sayıngz al the en! of the second part of her book
that for Augustine, prescıence of all thıs o€es NOoL INCAall that he
15 Iso ıts efficiens. Augustine W as al paıns sShow that
prescientia and the autonO of free 111 aATC harmonYy ıth each
other and AIC not mutually exclusıve (CE C1Iu 9.4) She has also
persuasıvely demonstrated in thıs that the Church Father efused
to deny prescience in spıte of the CONNEXLO miseriarum,
because that would ımply that somethıng in creation hiıstory W ds

unforeseen and therefore inordınatum. that 1s hought which
Augustine 1S unwillıng aCccepLu, In spıte of the unfathomable nature
of order.

Bouton-Touboulıc begıns the thırd of her book by placıng
the development of ugustine s thıinkıng and predestina-
tiıon In the context of hıs thınkıng rdo and ıts inscrutabıilıty. She
observes that, after the Fall, 1CW order W das establıshed In indıvıdual
uman beings through STaCC, which allowed I1a transcend the COIN-

SCQUCNCCS of or1gınal SIN and VM to 111 hat 1S g00d. It 15 ell-
known that ugustıne dıd not belıeve that CVETYONC WOU recel1ve thıs

outon-Touboulıc sShows, however, that, accordıng 1{8 ugus-
tıne, the 1CeC4SON why aCcCo W ädas, and Esau W ds>s not predestined fOo
recelve that STACC which 15 for Justificatiıon through faıth, 15
unknowable ere earth that IS, the 1C4asSsOIMN why God dıstinguıishes
between human beings SV before they ave had the opportunıty LO
act 1s incomprehensable. Thıs o€s not I1NCAaN that God 1s unJust, but
that the human understandıng of Justice 15 incapable of describing
dıvıne Justice adequately (cf for example 422) On the basıs of
De ONO perseuerantıae Bouton-Touboulıc sShows salıently and COIN-

vincıingly that for Augustine realıses order that 1s inacCcess1-
ble In thıs lıfe It 1S OoCCcultus ordo, hıch mMust 19(0)1 therefore be COIN-

ıdered unJust and the ex1istence of which must not therefore be denı1ed
424)
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Ihe author WOU ave one ell 18 emphasıse lıttle INOTE

strongly thıs that ugustine shows hımself INOTE
than hat WOU call systematıc theologıan. Ihe fact that 1s ICD-
resented sımultaneously Iustum el occultum explaıne INOTC

plausıbly the 1g of Augustine’s OW expheıitly acknowledged INYyS-
tagogıcal 18 guard people who SCC thıngs thıs WaYy from becom-
ıng prou (cf. 425) On the basıs of 9)K070) already eferred (LE
dıiu quaest. 68, cf. 39 / and 542), Bouton- Touboulic demonstrates
agaln that both the evıl and the g0o0d the ordinatio derıve theır INCAan-

ıng from theır utiılıty (utilitas) for the g00d The evıl accentuates the g00d;
ıt sto1cally pUuts go0od people 118 the test, it Irıghtens them, ıt exhorts them

COIrTeCTSs them p 452-460). Bouton- LTouboulic COU ave paraphrased
Augustine’s opınıon thıs dıvine pedagogy lıttle INOTEC succıinctly. Her
analysıs WOU also ave benefited from chronological readıng of the
exXx(ts, because ugustine’s OW development WOU ave become clear.
Moreover, she should ave elaborated further the impasse hıch
Augustine OUnN:! hımself aCcCCcount of the of evıl and bad
thıngs creation. Augustine asserted GVT ITNOTE clearly that evıl, the VCS-
se] of wrath, the inhabıtant of Babylon served the COMMUNLS utilitas.
At the Samnc time he Iso belıeved that the goodness of the entire order
transcended the partıcular g00d and evıl elements wıthın ıt { hıs
that eviıl, wıthout osing ıts badness, nonetheless lacks autonomou: realıty
and 1S, eventually, integrated SOTINEC ineffable WaYy into g00d order.
Bouton- Touboulic COu ave expanded how thıs Camne be
Augustine’s thınking Such explanatıon 1S also absent her reflection
Augustine’s ideas about the rdo lemporum, hıch he regarded FHLUÜS-
/Ü Carmen ıth empora beauty opportunıty for elaboratıon does
present ıtself, because the FHLASNUM CAarmen all g00d and bad parts
eventually absorbed into mundus INn melius FrenOValus, hıch the pul-
chritudo 1S longer temporalıs. (p 514-515).

Fınally, the thır: and ast section of the of her book,
Bouton- Touboulıic explaıns that, accordıng Augustine, man’s fenere
ordinem CONVETSCS ıth the CONSCIOUSNESS of unıversal rdo Conuer-
S10 incorporates the recognıtıon of ne’s  7 OW place the order. For
Augustine the rdo Nalurae 1s lıke admonitio, hıch respect for
the ontologıcal of each being 15 of the recognıtıion of theır
PTrODCT place the rdo Bouton- LTouboulıic O€Ss NOT tıre of repeatıng
that the rlies liberales (ef: I22 539, 540, 541, 557/) and the rdo SIM-
diorum produce knowledge of thıs order. The rdo uluendL and rdo
eruditionis thıs PTOCCSS and also dırect INan 18 God She
desceribes thıs PTOCCSS of orlentation LOO much in terms of the NCO-
Platonic ascent (gradatim) from the sens1ble 18 the intellıg1ble WOT'|
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She also overemphasıses the fact that thıs gradual ascent amounts to
Plotinian return from the exteriority-multiplhicıty matter the inter10r,
where the leges pulchritudinis, order ıtself (memor1a intellectum vol-
untas) and the ontologıcally congenital VOX VISLO) OFrdinls and vesti210
ftrinıtatis MaYy discerned p 530) of thıs 15 al the CXPCNSC of
exploratiıon of Augustine s Christology. Ihe author VE briefly mentions
the humilıty of God hrıst AS antıdotum agaınst the eXCESSIVE
of ne s  ‚& OW|! ıimportance: prıde Her treatment of the incarnatıon 15 also
11070 short ıt 1S only mentioned the realısatıon of the doctrines of the
phiılosophers (  n  Par elle, [1’incarnatıon, pvg]; le hrıst realıse le trıple
ense1gnement de la phiılosophıe (physıque, morale, og1que el guerit
egalement 1  p a  ame la del  ant de la rıple concupiscence , 549)

The concludıng discuss1ıions thıs about the rdo AMOFTLS
and the rdo DACIS ar' however, IMNOTEC satısfactory. Concerning the fOor-
INCI, Bouton-Touboulıc clearly AaSSEeTTS that Augustine’s dilectio rdl-
ald 15 characterised by the commensurabılıty between love and ıts
object subject hıs dilectio consequently also that
thıngs and uman beings loved the extent hıch they provıde

perspective of God The g0o0d uUusc of thıngs that not worthy of love
be of service the oVing of somethıing gher Bouton-Touboulıc

o1ves excellent analysıs of thıs connection, hıch Augustine hımself
made ın hıs explanatıon of the distinction between ull and frul in
De doctrina christiand, of the relatıon between the love of God and
the love of ne s  S ne1ghbour. The ordinata dilectio PreSUPPOSCS that
1S OVE| for the sake of God and God for hıs OW sake Ihe fact that
Augustine regards love of God the fırst in the order of the COIM-

mandments (ordo praecipiendi) and love of ne s  ? ne1ghbour the fırst
the order of practise (ordo faciendi, 582) sShows that there 1S

contradıction between both As regards the rdo DACIS, the author makes
ıt clear that rdo and SYNONYMOUS for Augustine when it
18 the last thıngs She bases her argument primarıly De Ciultate Del
when c<he aSSserts that temporal becomes manıfest EeVECIN the
present when thıngs sed properly and several domaiıns: securıty,
health, communıty of lıke mınds. She also correctly observes that for
Augustine indıvıdual order and interconnect ıth socılal order
and On the indıvıdual level, rıght femperatura 1s required and

CONSENSLO and concordia between body and soul. Socı1al 1S
related 18 thıs and thus amouUnts to TNOTC than sımple, Ciceronlian COIN-

SECHNSUS The exaltedness of natıon 15 determined, accordıng ugus-
tıne, by the objects of that natıon s love. The CIULLAS ene ordinata Caln

become prefiguration of Jerusalem ıf thıs love 1s directed towards the
rıght goals p 625 ıf the COompositio uoluntatum 1S the prelude
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frultio dei But ıt 15 true of thıs Iso that ıf PCITVEISC intention 15 COIMN-
cealed behın the lawful acti1ons of potestas ordinata, the order behın:
ıt 1Ss oCCultus, althoug, nonetiheless always conformity ıth the ter-
nal law Touboulıc has agaln succeeded V ell makıng clear that
the hıdden Tre of the rdo O0€es not INC: that ıt o0€es NnOoTL exIst.

111

As has een saı1d in the introduction, Bouton-Touboulic’s
Impress1ve study o1d extensive and Oroug study of
ugustine’s notion of order of thıs has NOL een publıshed before.
Never before has the analysıs of eXTIs thıs subject been carrıed out

meticulously. The author excellently clarıfıes the layered nmature of
ugustine’s concept of rdo and hOow organıcally hIıs ideas abonut rdo
aATic connected ıth hıs oughts about creation and redemption; about
the development of the WOT and of the indıvıdual these thoughts
aAIic themselves all mutually interwoven ıth each er ecısely
the lıght of the SOUTCES sed she succeeds in paıntıng outstandıng
pıcture of the cp and breadth af h1s ideas ou rdo and equ1Va-
ent epts mportant strengt' of the book 1S that she has SUC-
ceeded makıng it clear that the unknowable nature of the order o0€es
nOoTLt INcan that ıt 0€Ss noft ex1ist. As ugustine became er he aADDCAISs
18 ave sed the word rdo less and less hıs wrıtings and eachıng
We INa Yy deduce from thıs that, negatıve eologıan, he had COMIC

consıder °order‘’ inadequate word descr1ibe the order SIC In
and from God, and therefore preferre not to speak al all

In her instructive Journey Bouton- Touboulıic sometimes
approaches her subject 00 thematıcally and systematıcally. As has
een sald, ıt WOUu ave een better ıf she had chosen 118 select OSse

that WeTiIC representatıve of ugustine’s teachıng in partıc-
lar per10 She COUu then ave discussed ese NO points hıs
work chronologiıically. JTakıng the chronology into aACCOUnNT when read-
Ing Key from ugustine’s wrıtings elps discern develop-
ments and emphases and allows d1scovery of the coherence and evel-
opment of traıns of thought.“ hıs COUTSC of actıon WOUuU ave

Bap Geest, °Omnı1s scr1ıptura leg1 debet spirıtu QUO facta est On the
hermeneutics of elm Dılthey and Albert Deblaere’ Faesen (ed.). Albert
Deblaere, (1916-1994) Essays mystical literature-Essais SUr la litterature
mystique-Saggı sulla letteratura miLstica (Louvaın (Bıbliotheca
Ephemeridum I’heologicarum Lovaniensium 177)
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prevented repetition (T 292 and 298 free wiall;: 137-139 and
1298 the perfect order eic etc.) Ihe author frequently has 1{8 revısıt

because they dIiIC eing discussed from dıfferent angle and
requıre 191  < explanatıon in the context of her systematıc approach.
The anıswWeIs these NC  < questions do not always add much the
AaNnSWEeIS prev1ıo0ously gıven earhıer and comparable questlons. If che
had sed chronological approach che WOU not ave een oblıged

force from ugustine s wrıtings ntiOo the Procrustean bed
of her systematıc trıptych. Ihıs WOUuU a(0)1 only ave obvıated repet1-
t10ns. It WOU Iso ave een poss1ıble address questions that
Augustine hımself posed Oou the rdo durıng dıfferent per10ds of
hıs hlıte INOTC clearly, especlally the 1g of the SOUTCECS sed INAaS-
isterlally frame of reference by Bouton-Touboulıic.

As has een sald, Bouton-Touboulic’s treatment of the relatıon
between hrıst, the incarnatıon and the rdo sanandı 1S lıttle 00

asty (cf. 538) ecısely the that menti1on thıs C_

tıon, her discussıon of hrıst 1S L1NOTC philosophical and o€es not do full
Justice the Christological developments ugustine’s work: devel-
opments that aAaIic Iso connected hıs ng rdo Thıs objec-
tiıon ralses another. She has pa1ıd SCan attention the relevant SCC-

ondary lıterature. Consultatıon of the abovementioned tudies Dy
Budzık and Ruokanen WOU ave considerably sharpened and deep-
ened her analysıs of the rdo DACIS, because both works tak. the rela-
tion between the rdo DACLS and the figure of hrıst 4S pomnt of depar-
ture oth aAarguc cogently that hrıst plays cruc1al role in the rdo
DACLS the present ell the future.>

Makıng ese cComments, however, has taken LOO much
already. spıte of ese imperfections, Bouton-Touboulic’s System-
tıc approac has and al times beautıfully revealed the insıghts
that befell Augustine hıs hr  ng about the relatıons between God
and rdo yone seekıng 18 understand Augustine’s notion of the
rdo medietas 1C dichotomies between good and evıl In
creatıon, Story and salvatıon StOry harmonised 111 1gnore thıs
book al GeIir perıl

ILAGHER, BOoo, VAN EEST
Faculty of Theology

Universıty Amsterdam
Ihe Netherlands

(: Ruokanen, 1992, 129; Budzik, 1988, S11


