
THE THE JANSENIST
CON  RSY THE FLEMISH

CAPUCHINS

Part 8
the of Augustinus of Hertogenbosc and

Fulgentius of qaseık

SITaC

The last and most Ooroug treatment of the Jansenıiıst COontroversy
IMN the Capuchıns of the Flandro Belgıan Provınce W das published
1951/1957 by Hıldebrand of ooglede Cap.) The present artıcle
16 CONSISIS of [WO parts and ase: large selection of unedited OT

previously neglected documents Hıldebrand methodology and
(some of h1s) conclusıons

The fırst part (whıich Was publıshed the of thıs JOUT-
nal) showed that Hıldebrand AaCCOUnNntT of the CONtTrOVerSY depends to hıgh
extent the apologetic discourse that W as used Dy ONC of the involved

the CONLTOVErSY and that 15 est i1l11ustrate: by the ompendiosa el historica
enarraltio MLSEeITLML STALUS Prouinciae Flandro-Belgicae fratrum inorum
Capucinorum Dy Michael of Oudenbosch and Angelus of werp (1700)

addıtion IT W ds shown that by purely Oorma definıtion of Jansen-
15  = Hıldebrand managed to deny the exXıstence of anı y real Janseniıst am oNS
hıis predecessors of the "Ith and Sth Centurıes efaıle: analysıs of SUOTIIC

works Dy Eugen1us of ruges 1680s) proved that the Use of thıs purely for-
mal definıtion has ead hıstorıcally untenable conclus1ions.

The artıcle’ second part 110 claım by Sılvester of Hasselt
hıs enarratiıonem compendiosam el historiıcam FESDONSLO fidelis el S1N-

Cera (1700) accordıng IC Augustinus of Hertogenbosc and CSDC-
clally Fulgentius of Maaseık WeIC the tirst to propagate Jansenıius teachıng
wıthın the Flandro Belgıan Provınce It 15 shown agaınst Hıldebrand that the
antı Jansenıist decree that W ds 1ssued by Provincılal Patrıcıus of Hazebroek
1668 had indeed een provoke by Fulgentius of Maaseık’s theologıca
COUTSE at werp durıng the YyYCals 1665 1668 Just lıke hıs iscıple Eugen1us
WAas do the Fulgentius champı0ne the doctrines presented the
AugZustinus the CONSCYUCHNCEC eing that Sılvester of Hasselt and other antı-
Jansenısts whı WOCIC convınced that Jansenıius book W ds> rıghtly condemned
Dy nocent and Alexander VII dıd ave SCTIOUS theologıca. (and not only
personal 0)8 polıtıcal) Ol1ves for hım of havıng een Jansenıst
heretic
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Augustinus of ’Ss Hertogenbosch
Augustinus of Hertogenbosch W das born W alram Loeme!l in

1609/1610 and took the habıt in 1629 He W as ordaıned priest In 1636
and diıed in the convent of Maastrıcht in 688 110 According to the
above quoted fragment irom Sılvester of Hasselt’s enarrationem
compendiosam el hıistorıcam responslo, Augustinus W as the 1rs
ansenıst the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce (see Augustiniana 61 1201

172-173). hıs pıcture 15 confirmed Dy er SOUTCCS, though ıt
cshould be mentioned that, Just 1ıke the tex{i of Sılvester, they all
expound antı-Jansenist pomt of 16 W

According document wrıtten in 1657 by the antı-Jansenist
Francıiıscus Vlemincx and edıted by Ceyssens after the publicatıon
of Hıldebrand’s aCCOUNLT of the ControVverSsy, Augustinus of Her-
togenbosch had sıgned ın 1654 document In fauorem doctrinae
Jansenıl together ıth 300 C persons. ** Through the Brussels
Internunc10 Girolamo DI Vecchun, the declaratıon of Vlemincx reached
the Cardınal Secretary of ate Giulio Rospigliosı, who subsequently
ordered DI Vecchl make the NECCCSSAL Y Inquirıes about the PCTISONS
mentioned in the document. According Ceyssens, thıs investigatıon
explaıns why Augustinus W as expelled shortly er from the Spanısh

hank TNES! Persoons, 00N Van Houdt, Michel Van Meerbeeck and Anthony
upont for theır COMMENLIS first aft of thıs artıcle In hat ollows, the vol-
UuU111c>S of the De Kapuctijnen In de Nederlanden het prinsbisdom ulk by Hıldebrand
of Hooglede werpen 1945-1956) ll be referred al Hıldebrand B 1, H1, eic

110 See Hıldebrand VII, 9098-99 (n” 5/78a)
111 See rch Vat., Nunzıatura dı Fıandra 41, Dutch translatıon: Ceyssens,

Jansenistische strubbelingen In Asse ond O-1 Eigen schoon de Bra-
hander (1962) 418-430 atın edition: Ceyssens, F fin de la premlere
periode du Jansenisme. SOurCes des anneesJH (1657-1660) (Bıibliotheque
de l’Institut historique belge de Rome 1 } Bruxelles-Rome 168 (n” TI Hac
3a Septembris 763 comparuilt FrancLisSCus Wingaerde, incola SCANUS, qul declarauıt
quod Cırcıter tribus ANNLS pOost publicatam Constitutionem Sanctissıml Domuni NNO-
Centu CONLra doctrinam Cornelln Jansenıl Episcopi Iprensts quidam Pater Capucı-
nNUS, nomıne Augustinus, NALUsSs In Campinia In Maıioratu Siluaeducens], domi UdA€

pernoctauerit el INANNe In ecclesia officium legerıit el diu manserıit In sacrıstia CUM

pastore dıctı loCl, T’heodoro Hubraken, el quod IDSeE deponens interrogauerit diıc-
fum Patrem Augustinum ubı tandıu fulsset? Oul respondebat OCCupalum fulisse INn
Sacrıstia CUM praedicto pastore ef quod ıhidem sıgnare debuisset quandam chartam,
In GUA abebantur plures sıgnaturae diuersarum DEYSONAFUM ascendentium hene ad
frecentas,QUAE sıgnauerant In fauorem doctrinae Jansenıl, paratae
(l doctrınam defendere, SiCcut el ıpse Pater asserebat quod paratus ral Lgnl
tradere DFO uerıtate dıctae doctrinae, el ıllam chartam hıc dicto Capucıino sıgnatam
ıbl seruabat pastor praedictus, quem LDSE deponens Ciıt SEMDET stetisse DFO gjen;
SiONe JansenlıilL.
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LOW Countries. 112 Earhıer, Hıldebrand had elated thıs expulsıon ıth
the fact that Augustinus had spread Pascal’s Provincial etters
hıs friends.!?* In thıs, Hıldebrand W as followıng Sılvester of Hasselt,
whose aCCcount tells us nonetheless much LNOTEC concerning Augusti-
nus supposed Jansenist sympathıes than Hıldebrand o0es

21U4S Fulgentius of Nieuwpoort ] nostrique aduersar1]J, QUOTFUÜHL
antestenanus fult Augustinus BuscoducensI1s, qul sub NNUÜ.: 1656
Infames 1StAaAS hiıtteras Prouinciales, erroribus JansenLlanlts sCaltentes, el

postmodum Sede damnatas, partialitate distribuit anlumque
strepitum CAauUsSault, Ul deo dicatur mandato Reuerendissiml [UNC
Domuinı Internuntti] AdimLSSUS dıtiones eg1s Catholıict; QqUuamuls
postea Intercessione Constantın Bruxellensis!l* sub emendationls
DrOMILSSO, licentia eiusdem Illustrissımı Domuini Internuntt]

a 19
neC emendatus; ulpote Marcello Menenens el

Antonino Antuerpiensi‘*  6 AOoONn uerıtus dicere (ut postea Mechlintiae In
pleno Definitorio repetijt el cConfessus est) quod aberet SUUAM

notiıtiam el sCLiENtAM doctrinam de libertate el gratia Augustino
Jansenıl, FrOo toties haereseos Conulcto el damnato ; LMO interrogatus
de hullis Innocenti] el Alexandrı VII CONIra Janseniıum editis, NO  -

uerLitus as, etsL absolutas, facere condicionales: interrogatus enım
Antonıno Mechliniensts CONUECNLUS ULCAFLO ob rationes quomodo as

eptel, respondit intrepide: . NMere habeantur ae propositiones In
JansenLo el 1 UNere In ab LDSO intento sınl damnatae, as IscC
bullas| accepto ; deo S$UUAM fidem facıens conditionalem (E E
Antonınus of werp, who 1S mentioned twıce thıs a_

tıon, almost identical STOTY al the end of long letter 1084
he TOTLEe in 16823 SOTIIC Jansenıist proposıitions that had een spread
Dy lectores who sed the works of Laurentius Neesen for the PICDaLdA-
tiıon of theır theologıcal COUTSCS (Doghmata pluriımıs alıqua GQUAE
ANnanl DEr Prouincıam nostram libris Laurenti] Neesen, qul
147021 sine oppositione‘!  7 Jam ab ANnNnLS octo  118 nobis praelecti fuerunt el

112 See Ceyssens, Jansenistische strubbelingen In BL 430 See Iso
Ceyssens, De Capucıjnen Vd.  - Asse, in SCAaNLAa (1966) 36-41 (esp

p. 38)
113 See Hıldebrand VI, AA

See Hıldebrand V7 66; VII,; 194 (n
See Hıldebrand Yl 461 (n”
See Hıldebrand VIIL, (n 423)
For the antı-Jansenist opposıtıon agalnst the works of Neesen, K Hıldebrand

VI, 368, 3'1) and 38'/
118 eesen’s first handbook (Theologıia moralıs Christiana de actıbus humanlıs)

appeared al Mechelen 1675 See Amann, Neesen Laurent In 47/| 61
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adhuc hodie praeleguntur, ”nON obstante eti.amnum Z2raulssıma
inhibitione):

Primus el fot1Us malı Augustinus predicator el Jubilarıus
Busceducensts. Iste 1ta feruet et excedit DFO SO Jansenl10, CUl WACAULL
ANNLS amplius Ul NO dicere CO audiuti?” quod

UaAM sCLiENLLAM de gratia GUUÜH abet, debeat Jansen1o.
quod 1DSO didicerit quomodo debeat d  ’ dıcıt ‘Non debe-
hbam DVO gratia sufficiente, qulila am SECEMDET ad UnÜ. Crede-
bam Hıc hbonus Pater ab ANNLS de mandato Illustrissıimı Inter-
nunt1] Bruxellis resedentLis DULlSus est lerras eQ1s nostrı
Catholicı E20 uldı abeuntem. Alıa ratıo INUENLFL HO  - poteral GQUUAFN
quod excesseral In lectione el distriıbutione quarumdam ınfamıum
epistolarum aduersus Jesultas, qUAS deinde damnauit lexander

Ul SCalenfles errorıbus Jansenlilanlıs. Annıs aliquot post praefatus
Augustinus intercessione Guardiani*© el hac lege ul Men-

daret, DermILSSUS est redire. Sed emendatus INn peLuS: Na deinde SEM-

DEr conatus fult lectores (expertus loquor)‘* trahere In UUM spirıtum
el SCHSUM. DL Aante NO Fulgentium Masecanum lec-
Orem [UNC Antuerplae, CULUS qualitates dignoscı merenliur. (If. Y-6
Ihe facts elated Dy Sılvester and tonınus dIiIeC also attested 118

In (see Augustiniana 61 2011 166-168). In thıs lıst, August1-
NnNus confess10on that he adhered fo the teaching of Jansen1us, 1S
ıth quotation from homily which he held in the ne1ghbourhood of
echelen the eas of Saılnt TEW 1684 Saılnt TeW,
Augustinus 1S told fo ave sald, he hımself WOU nOoTt be able keep

the al under re., Ssince he had 18{011 yvel rece1ved the NECCESSATY
gratia efficax According Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort, thıs declaratıon
ımplied that Augustinus subscribed o the fırst of the fıve proposıtions
condemned Dy Innocent and Alexander VIL T hıs WAas only natural,
the ACCHSCT sıince Augustinus NC iffırmed that nOoTLt only hıs
owledge about and free wiıll, but also hıs rel1210Us 7zeal had
een inspıred Dy Jansen1ius’ Augustinus.'  22 Moreover.,. the apuchın

119 Compare the fragment TOM that 15 quoted In 123
120 Vız Constantıinus of Brussels, who W as (uardıan of the CONvent in Brussels

in (see Hıldebrand V‚ 66) The intervention of Constantinus 1S also
mentioned in the previ1ous fragment.

121 Antonıinus W ds Sacrae I’heologiae lector al Mechelen in Hılde-
brand V, 534 n 43)

1927 According Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort, Augustinus’ posıtion wıth regard
dıvine W as also manıfest in the followıing thesis regardıng the dıfference
between the Holy Virgin and sinner (FN Cap IIn mater1a de gratia el liıhbero
arbitrio|, Z} August. Buscod. ‘Sola gratia distingult inter Diuam Virginem el
homiınem pessSIMUM. Hanc Sustinult August. Buscoduc. CONILFa Norbertum
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frıar Was saı1d ave plaınly uttered around 1680 E 20 SU. JansentSs-
123

Fulgentius’ 1ıst of accusatıons also contaıns informatıon regard-
ing Augustinus’ attıtude owards the condemnatıon of the fıve PO-
S1t10NS. According the hıst, ugustinus eclare'‘ In 1681 in ecneijen
in the of h1ıs (Guardıan that he condemned the proposıtions In

Pontificts, but not INn Janseniti.!** The dıfference between
condemnable and orthodox meanıng of the fıve proposıtions 15

also made in the followıng ragment certaın OTrDerTTIUS of Hasselt,
who 15 sa1d to ave adhered the posıtıon of Augustinus and the
doctores Louantenses: 125

P Norbert Hasselens. Antuerpiae. . Augustinus Buscoducens. el
doctores Louanienses intelligunt hbene alıter propositiones Jansent]. Ft
CO quoad 2am propositionem eti.am am NO  \ SIC Imo ardı-
nalıs De ONd dixıt Vtinam essent plures tales Ka Jansent] In CCle-
S11a Y Haec quadriennio dixıit FrancısCo Buscoducens|1, dum iInter

loquerentur de doctrina damnata Jansent], hiC postea depo-
Sult Diffinitione, sed Michael etiam DFO [UNGC Prouincialis
Omn1a fere excusauit. 12°

Lyran. lANnquam Aassertam Gulillielmo Huygens, addens CYE aliquando praedicasse:
quod Z MAXLIMUS accepisset fantam gratiam quantiam accepit Marıa
Deipara, qUuo: esse d' SANCLUS JIa Satıs conformiter ad SUd PFinCIpLa
de gratia (for GuLhelmus Huygens, SE Aubert, Huygens (Guillaume), in INC-
tionnalre d’histotre et de geographie ecclesiastiques |Parıs 487-488).
According Augustinus also warned agalnst exaggerated devotion towards the
Holy Vırgıin. See Cap VI (De ueneratıiıone SancLorum iımagınum).

123 See CaD (In mater1a de gratia el lıhero arbıitrio), August.
Buscod. Fixtant apud quatuor diuersorum lıtterae de hoc dicto Praedicauıit in festo
Stl Andreae 1684 In quodam DASO Wallem Mechliniam haec uerba: n Andreas
Adehuitt habhuisse FMASHUAFN gratiam ad spernenda 1sta 'ormenlta S7 autfem CO Constitu-
[US inter [urcas el subeundum eSsSSE martyrıum, nNESAFEM em FHMLEUNH, qula
mihL deest gratia efficax.‘ An hoc differat Ia propositione Jansent] ! Neque mırum.
Dixıit nım aliquando Marcello Menenensı el Antonıiıno Antuerpiensi 'quod
UUAM SCLENLAM de gratia el libertate, LMO el deuotionem haeserıt Augustino Jan-
senl] , LDS1 sanclte festantur. Ouod amplius A 1LAam quinque ANnnLS dixit diserte

Du hot cConsiliario reg10 echlin.: E£20 SI Jansentsta , ıste miht el
Leonardo SOCLO Mei narrault.

124 See Cap (In mater1a decretorum hullarum eCANonN Batl] Jansent]),
Augustinus Buscoduc. Maecechlıin. 1682 Cum Tle Felicissiımo Antuerplensi

ıhıdem IUNC Guardiano diceret ‘sıbı SULSQUE sufficere quod UaA€e sententiae O:  \ essent
cCondemnatae’, replicult Felicissim. 5e propositiones Jansenıl SaALtLS aperte AA S CON-

demnatas INn authoris, ad quod respondit Augustin. Sse ıllas condemnare In
Pontificis’; HNUMGQU A CFE uoluiLt dicere ıllas condemnare In Jansent]J.

125 See Hıldebrand VII, 506 (n 3640)
126 See Fı CapD V7
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Ihe ast seNtence of thıs iragment also Incrimınates Michael of
Oudenbosch, who W as Provıncıal of the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce
urıng the - and 90- and who
W as accused of fostering Janseniıst sympathıes al other places N
TIhe Salllc insınuatıng assoc1atıon of Augustinus and Michael of
Oudenbosch 1S made in t[tWO other fragments of In fırst ragment,
Fulgentius ACCUSES ugustinus of avıng rece1ved and spread Jansen-
ist publıcatıons urıng hıs SLay In the CoOoNvent of I 1Jer In 16/4, when
Miıchael W dsSs that VCLY convent’'s Guardian.!?? Augustinus had sed
these publıcatıons for the preparatıon of SOTIIC homıhes he pronounced
in the ne1ghbouring of azare

Augustin. Buscoduc. ‚yrae ab ANNLS. Ille Pater habitans ‚yrae
W4 moderno Prouincial:ı ıhidem Guardiano SaeDIUS recepit
FTUuXelliıs fFasciculos Iıhellorum nNOUL SCHSUS, Ul UWOCAUANLT, DFO quibus
[um DEr syndicam, [[U  S DEr alıam deuotam dictam Domuicella
Thas Jubebat solui peCuUnlAasS, dicens OS CYYE DFO SOFTOFEe SUd, C114
essent Ul plurımum Inguae Latınae. OS 1Dellos distriıbuebat
pastoribus Udade doctrinae seCtar1Js. Quin LMO eosdem perlegebat uel

eisdem praedicabat cathedra ad monachas In Nazareth
‚yram, quidam [ALCUS mihr SCFIpSIL, qul haec eadem uldıt el
audiuit. }°

According to second fragment, Augustinus had claımed shortly
before the compuatıon of that inıtılally he had only few discıples

the Flemish Capuchıins, but that theır number had een Increas-
ıng CVEeET SINCEe and Dy the mıd CVCN ncluded the entire Definito-
rıum the eXception of ONC member, !! the latter probably being Ful-
gent1us of Nıeuwpoort, who elonge the Provıncılal Definitorium
from 1674 until 687 132

A See
128 See 45
129 See Hıldebrand V, 105
130 See CaD N 8} Hıldebrand VI, 367 contaılıns stil] other

accusatıons al the address of Augustinus, which have a10)1 taken into aCcCCount here:
Can 11 (De charıtate el relatione ODEFUmM INn Deum), nS 13 and 1  9 CapD 188 (De attrı-
tione el Contrıtione confessione), nOS 1 1 E and Cap (De Summo
Pontifice), n0

131 See CapD (In mater1a de gratia el libero arbitrio), see also 1231
Addebat etiam quod ab InLıtLO Daucı fuerint UdAde doctrinae sectarı] In nOSIra

Prouincia, sed quod modo multı Sunlf, etiam fola Diffinitio, eXCeptLo UNO
132 See
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Fulgentius of Maaseık

Fulgentius of Maaseık (secular amnle Petrus V 0os) W as born In
1627° took the habıt In 1647 and died In Maaseık In 705 153 He W ds

philosophiae lector in Antwerp durıng the and
Sacrae Theologiae lector In the Samnıle CIty urıng the 1665-
668 134 Accordıing Sılvester of asselt enarrationem COM-

pendiosam el historicam responslO, Fulgentius had een strongly
influenced by the hought of Augustinus of Hertogenbosch, but ıt
W ds maınly through Fulgentius’ theologıcal teaching that Jansenıst
VIEWS 1Irs spread throughout the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce. Thıs, ıIn
turn, had provoked the fırst antı-Jansenist actıons of hıs PCCI and
namesake of Nieuwpoort. *” Moreover, al the en! of hıs theologıca.
COUTSEC In 1668, several frıars had opposed hıs teachıng In the COIMN-

ent of Brussels, the result being that the provıncıal Definitorium
issued decree that prohıbıted the eachıng of several Jansenıst
proposıitions:

Tandem ılle Augustinus Inter alios ad UUM SECNSUM abduxıt Ful-
gentium Mosecanum, qul sub IUINÜ: 71665 In NOSLIrO Antuer-
plensi lector publice INn Ccholis nOSstrLS preiegı el disseminauit
dogmata eiusmodi NOUd el ULSCA Aon SUNA, quibus est turbata Prouin-
CL, CULUS malı PDPFINCIPLO ohulare conatus fult Fulgentius Neoporta-
NUS, affectans Manulenere Prouincıam INn SUU pristina Constitutionum
Apostolicarum SINnCera obseruantıia. Cum enım finito theo-
[O21CO Fulgenti] Mosecanı In NOSILIrOo Bruxellensi ANNO

1668 CONIra doctrinam ab LDSO tradıtam nonnullı SCSEC Oopposulssent,
Definitorium nOstrum uldens doctrina eiusmodı Prouincıiam IUV-
barl, debuit decreto ONeTE lectorem el sStudiosos, ul NO  _-

docerent auft Certos damnatos Jansentsmos CXDVESSOS INn
decreto quod INCIpPLE opter Justas Causas (F 1V
In spıte of all thıs, Fulgentius of Maaseık W as reappomnted

philosophiae lector in 1668, function he exerc1ısed in the CONvent

133 See Hıldebrand VIIL, 304 (n 21 14)
134 See Hıldebrand VIIL, 534 (n 40)
135 The early 11€eSs of both Fulgentnu almost parallel. Fulgentius of Maaseık

IO took the habıt 1647 and W as lector in the YCaIs & (1663-1665
|phılosophy, Antwerp]; 51 Itheology, Antwerp]; [phılosophy,
Ghent]) Fulgentius of Niıeuwpoort °1628) took the habıt In 651 and Was lector In
the 1663- 669 3- 666 [phılosophy, Mechelen]; 1666- 668 [Itheology,
Ghent]; [Itheology, Brussels]). See Hıldebrand VII, 3004 (n” PÄl 14) and
305 n V, 534 (nOS 40-41 and 45)
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of en untıl 670.196 At the end of thıs philosophical COUTSC, how-
CVCI, he W ds noTt appominted Sacrae T’heologiae lector. nstead, he
became Guardıan of the Convent al Hasselt, !” where, according
ragment in he Calllc into confhet ıth the convent’s confessors
because of hıs rgorist VIEWS the sacrament of PCHANCC. As COIMN-

(  9 Fulgentius W ds> deposed al the Intermediıate Chapter of
671 138

er antı-Jansenist SOUTCCS, such the already mentioned
oghmata plurimts alıqua GQUAE MaAananl DEr Prouincıam nNOSsStram

lıhrıs Laurenti]J Neesen by Antonınus of werp (18 Aprıl
offer comparable sketch of Fulgentius and hıs role In the dıf-

fusıon of Jansenıst VIEWS throughout the Flandro-Belgıian Provınce. To
thıs sketch. Antonınus also adds short 1st of Fulgentius of aaseık’s
MOSst zelous dıiscıples: Francıscus of Weert, Eugen1us of ruges, Regı1-
naldus of udenaarde and Hubertus of Sint-Truiden.!

136 See Hıldebrand V, 534 (n 45)
137 See CapD (De attrıtione el Contritione confessione), Fxem-

plo sıt Fulgentius Masecan.., qul priuatus AWZ/  S lectoratu secundo ab ANNLS ob
UOS In mater1a doctrinae el honortis gratia factus (GGuardianus Hasseleti

138 See the continuatiıon of the fragment quoted in the DTeV1OUS notfe ıhıdem
dixit OFa fratribus quod mulle cConfessionibus ULX Un  © ualeret el Centum
ConfessarlJs ULX NUS saluaretur.’ nde factum fult quod confessarij nollent amplius
excıpere confessiones In Ilo ONUECNILU el Rdr Pat cCompulsı fuerint LDSUM Capıitulo
Intermedio subsequente deponere (uardianatu. Sed modo habetur nOStFrLS
LAamquam apostolus. Compare Iso Hıldebrand V7 398; VL 366; Cta Capitularia
(Archiuum Capucinorum Belgil 111, 1006, 651)

139 See Doghmata plurimis eic (n the fıle Archiuum Generale OF .M.Cap.
(7 P Prou. Flandro-Belgica. De Jansenismo: propositiones edoctae, PDFOULSLO-
Nes sSuperLorum.]W 6 Nam deinde <Aug2ustinus Buscoducensis> SEMDET
Conatus fult lectores (expertus [O0qQuUOr) trahere INn UUM spiriıtum el SCHSUM. Eit SIC Aanfte
IUNLO, traxıt Fulgentium Masecanum lectorem [UNC Antuerplae, CULUS qual-
itates dienoscı merenltiur. iste Fulgentius est qul Aanlte publice INn
nOStrFLS scholtis prelegit el uehementer Inculcauıt has doctrinas fam OUdd,: SUSDECLAS
el male olentes. deo In LSELS exCcessıit Ul 1US sStudio theologZ1Co Jam Aabsoluto et 'XUINL-
InNe facto, Patres debuerint INONeYre el alıos lectores DEr decretum, quod el ECLO
acceplL, eneanl uel doceant UAFrLOS Jansentismos el haianısmos ıhl specificatos el
DEr Pontifices SaePLUS damnatos. Discıipuli erı huilus lectoris MAQLS feruentes el
zelosıi DFO doctrina Sl magıstrı unl FrancLsSCuUs Weertenstis AUNC (uardianus
Masecae, Eugentus Brugiensts CONCLONator (HLC solehat pingere Iımagines Jansent]
el dare extranels; propter In ULS CONCLONILDuUuS fuerunt SaepLUus depositae
quaerelae, etiam S0CLetatis, CONIra qUOS, ul ıhı eft doctrinis ULS mMmaxıme
aduersarios, SECHLDET inuehitur, fantıs DAasSLONLIDUS ul fuerit, OCCulto quidem
nomine, ıllos describere ul Pelagianos In HUDEYTU WWZ/  < quadragesima habita Louanıt]).
Est el Reginaldus Aldenardensis (quı ıfa ardet DVO LSELS doctrinis ul cCorresponden-
ft1iam feneal DEr Iıtteras C114 faAmoso Ilo Arnaldo (r‚allo Jansentistarum princıpe el
coripheo; saepius fult eti.am DEr patres COFrFreCLIuUs, sed nihilo melıor); ıtem Huber-
[US TIrudonensis. Compare Iso Archiuum Capucinorum Belgii 1, 1574 Ta and
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In the sıtuatıon in the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce,
which he submitted al the General Chapter of 1698 (Status Prouincte
Flandro-Belgice, sıgenanter quoad Capucınos etic
Generaliı Definitoribus Generalıbus representatus per f. Juuenalem
Ananıensem Exdefinitorem Generalem IN Capitulo Generalı
the yrolean Juvenalıs of onsberg, who governed the Provınce
Commissarıius Generalıs urıng the 95- mentioned
that Fulgentius W ds stil] the lıvyıng 1698, albeıt In mentally
deplorable sSTate He had een removed from the CONVvVent in Maastrıcht
in 1696, siınce ıt W ds feared that he WOUuU take refuge in Holland
CVEen commıt sulcıde by drownıng himself in pıt All thıs had hap-
pened, accordıng 18 Juvenalıs, in punıshment for the central role 1C
Fulgentius had played together ıth hıs spırıtua menfor Augustinus
of Hertogenbosch in the spreadıng of Janseniıst teachings the
Flemish Capuchins. !“

B The antı-Jansenıist decree of 71668
The antı-Jansenist decree referred fo by Sılvester of Hasselt W as

issued in the CONvent of Brussels by the Provıncıal Patrıcıus of Haze-
TOEe and hıs entire Definitorium al the Intermediate Chapter Öf. July
1668 It has een preserved In several documents, the mMOoOst mportant
eing the Cta Capitularıia of the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce (Archiuum
Capucınorum Belgii I1L, 1006, 636-63 /). exft ese Acta, there
aATC copıles In the Archiuum Capucınorum Belgıtl and the Archiuum
Generale O.F.M.Cap. In Rome.1+2 The followıng edıtıon of the decree

Hıldebrand VI, 354, wh: only mentlıon Francıscus of Weert, Eugen1us of Bruges
and Reginaldus of Oudenaarde Fulgentius’ maJor discıples.

140 See Hıldebrand VI, S
141 See Hıldebrand VI, Status Prouincte Flandro-Belgice eic. (n

G(G.22. 1397 Prou Flandro-Belgica. De Jansenismo: propositiones edoctae/proulslo-
Nes SuperLiorum. -/ 11' InUeNnL DFrOoulInCLAM ıstam AUNC
ANNLS CLrCcLter OCCAaSLONe quorumdam placıtorum doctrinaliıum Vnıiuersitatis I 0ouanıl-
eNSLS DEr quemdam Augustinum Sylueducensem, deinde Dper alıum Fulgentium
Mosecanum (qul ultımus ul lector docere inter Capucıinos cepit) mırum INn modum
Conuulsam, dıiıuulsam In partes miserabiliter CONSCLSSAM fulsse. Et sıgnanter
notandum est quod Tle Fulgentius Mosecanus, qul talıa prımo docuit, INn hunc
diem Superstes, alt fere ad deliriıum redactus, ad Hollandos fugeret, Ul quidam
Suspicabantur, aul Capıtıs perplexitate In puleum precıpitaret, ul alı) pie CAUC-

bant, I0C0O I rajectensı Aante hiennium mutarı debuerit, quod INn Hl delict:
eueNnLSSE credo.

1472 See the documents referred al in 156 and 160 well the second fexXTi
discussed in 853 Next these, S also the followıng document Archiuum (Generale
0O.F.M.Cap. (7D ET Prou Flandro-Belgica. De Jansentismo: propositiones edoctae,
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1S ase the Acta Capitularıa, In which the decree 15 presented
the last dec1ısıon taken al the Intermediate Chapter of July 1668

(pp 633-637/).

Postea propter 1ustas Causas i1udicarunt Reuerendi Patres expedire ut
admonerentur Venerandı Patres lectores el studio0s1 nostrI1 quU1s doceat
uel teneat aeC sequentla:
Quod ad peccandum uel ene agendum 1ON requıratur 1ıbertas CcS-

sıtate, sed suffic1ıat coactione in statu naturae lapsae, qula damnata est
talıs proposıt1io0 ab Innocentio tamquam heretica‘®, Hınc CINO doceat
uel teneat quod OmMOoO neCcessarı1o peccetl uel necessarı1o0 bonum agal, aut
110  — possıt dissentire gratiae De1l S1 uelit, aut NO  —; possıt euıtare peccatum
S1 uelıt, qula est Conftra Tridentinum 144 recordentur quod
simılıter sequentes proposıtiones damnatae sınt Summıis Pontificıbus:
Ouod uoluntarıe etiamsı necessitate fiat, libere fit145 ef Sola
ulolentia homıinıs libertati naturalı146
Interior1 gratiae INn naturae lapsae HUMGUAM resistitur: ut heretica
ab Innocentio Sımilıter aec ut alsa ei heretica: Semipelagiani INn
hoc hereticı quod uellent C Ad: gratiam (scılıcet necessarl1am ad SIN-
gulos al  S, et1am ad inıtı1um fıde1) talem SE CUl uoluntas humanada DOS-
sel resistere uel obtemperare‘*®,
ndepw secundum Samnalll doctrinam homınem gratiae De1
resistere uel obtemperare. *”

pDroulsioONes superLorum. aJ ProulLsiones factae Superioribus Prouincilae
Capucınorum Flandro-Belgicae CLIrCa sequentes propositiones. Uıuınno 1668

143 (* 3rd of the proposıit1ions condemned in Cum OCCASLONeE (Innocent X’
Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17/| 2003 For the condemnatıon heretica,

N Cum OCCAasSloNe, CENSUTA, PTIOD Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17]
( Sess. de iustificatione, Can Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17

1554
145 39 of the 79 proposit1ons condemned in Ex omnıbus afflictionibus (Pıus V’

Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17| 1939
146 661h proposıtion condemned in Ex omnıbus afflictionibus; Denzinger,

Enchiridion In 17] 966
147 2nd proposiıtiıon condemned in Cum OCCAasloNne:; Denzinger, Enchiridion

In 17/| 2002 For the condemnatıon heretica, SCC Cum OCCaslone, CENSUTA,
PTOPD. Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17/|

1485 proposition condemned iın Cum OCCaslone; Denzinger, Enchiridion
In 17/] 2004 For the condemnatıon falsa heretica, SCC ('um OCCaslone,
CENSUTA, PITOD. Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17|

149 The first prohı1ıbıtion regards the thiırd proposition condemned ('um OCCd-
SLiONe ell the princıples which the latter proposıIition W as based, VIZ. the
doctrine of the delectatio WULICEFLX and the identification of what 15 TE ıth what 15
done voluntarıly (see the synthes1s Carreyre, Jansenisme In 490-491). In
the wake of the thır. proposıtion of Cum OCCasloNne, 1ve other proposıtions involving
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Nemo teneat hanc propositionem: Ommnıa infidelium Sunf peCCald,
simılıter 1ICC istam: el philosophorum ulrtutes Sunt ultLa, qula utraque est

damnata; unde NC contorqueat ad alıenos sensus!>°%.
3O Non teneat aut doceat qU1s saltem in publico quod Pontificıis jJudıcıum

fallıbıile sıt exIira concılıum unıuersale.
Nemo teneat SCUu doceat crude s1ue SiINe debıita explicatione: Chrıstus DNON

est MOTTUUS uel 1NON sanguınem PTO omnıbus hominıbus’, propter
propositionem hanc damnatam ut falsam, temerarıam ef scandalosam,
1M0 ef sphemam ef hereticam: Semipelagianum est dicere Chrıstum

151
DFO omnıbus OMNINO hominiıbus MOrtIuuUm eESSEC Aaul sangulinem disse
Nemo doceat uel teneat quod Deus posıtiue uelıt (et 19(0)8| solum negatıue)
multos paruulos 1910)8| 1eT7r1 saluos eft directe uelıt excIlusos ei quod Deus
ordıinet Causas secundas 19(0)81 lıbere agentes in interıtum PUCTOTUM ante-

qUam sınt baptısatı, ad qUOTUM interıtum sequıitur damnatıo, eit quıdem
quod Deus S1IC ordınet in um finem ut impediat qUO mMINUS ad
salutem necessarla perueniant. !”“

6O Tandem nullus dıcat aliqua Dei praecepla CC hominiıbus IUSELS uolentt-
hus el conantıbus secundum presentes qUAS habent ulres, imposstbilia.
deest QUOGUÜUE LDSLS gratia QUA possibilia fiantl53‚ quı1a damnata fuınt ab
Innocentio decımo. S1C enım alt temerarıam, Iımp1am, blasphemam,

154anathemate damnatam el hereticam eeclaramus el ul talem damnamus.

Ita factum de consılıo0 el ASSECNSU Reuerendorum atrum Dıffiniıtorum Joan-
Nn1ıS Landensıs, Constantıin1 Bruxellensıs, Felicissimi Duacensıs eft Francisc1ı
Belholensis Subs1ignatum Patrıtius Miınıster Prouincılalıs indıgnuS 155

the SAaiIllc princıples AdIC prohıibited well (homo nNeCeSsSSAaFL0 peccel eic and the PrOP-
osıt1ons identified ın the four preceding notes) AIl S1X propositions condemned

being contradıctory the fourth anon of the sixth sess10n of the Councıl of Irent.
The first prohıbition ComprIises these S1X proposıtions in all preserved coples of the
decree, eXcept Archiuum Capucıinorum Belgıl I7 1374, 1? where the first proh1b1-
t1on has been sphıt into five separate proh1bıtions (the proposıtion of C’um
OCCAaSLıONe has been elımınated from the version of the decree preserved in Archiuum
Capuciınorum Belgıil I’ 137/4, which together wıth the remaınıng fıve form
ser1es of ten instead of S1X prohıbıtions. See also Hıldebrand VL 3523

150 75 proposition condemned ın Fx Omnıbus afflictionibus; Denzinger,
Enchiridion In ‚A 1925

151 proposıtion condemned Cum OCCA4S1LONE; Denzinger, Enchiridion
In 17] 27005 For the condemnatıon falsam, temerarıam el scandalosam, IMO el

balsphemam el hereticam, SCC (um OCCasloNne, CENSUTA, PTOD Denzıinger,
Enchiridion In 17|

1572 Compare Jansenius, Augustinus, (6)  3 37 lıb 31 Cap For LNOTC detaıls, N
211 of thıs artıcle

153 1St proposıtion condemned in Cum OCCaslone; Denzinger, Enchiridion
In 17] 2001

154 Cum OCCasloNne, CENSUTA, PTOD. Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17/|
155 Patrıcıus of Hazebroek led the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce together wıth Joannes

of Landen, Constantınus of Brussels, Felicıssiımus of Douaı and Franciscus of Bailleul
the yCals ® See Hıldebrand VI, 561 (n 45) AIl S1X proh1bıtions of
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The version of the decree In the cCta Capitularıa only focuses
the condemned propositions and 0€es not mention the ame of

Fulgentius of Maaseık. hıs 1s not the CasSC, however, in other coples
of the decree, 1C explicıtly ınk ıt ıth Fulgentius’ eachıng. The
latter documents mostly date from the 1680s8/1690s and a1ımed al
Proving that Janseniıst eachıng had een cırculatıng the
Flemıish Capuchins SsInce INOTEC than decade and that SC VOTC 111C4S-

165 had be taken In order prevent theır urther spread: (a)
According Archiuum Capucınorum Belgili L, L3/4, 35 ates
from 6923156 and offers OVeEerVIeW of several antı-Jansenist INcCcas-
Tr en in the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce, the provıncıal Definıtors
had discovered urıng the 1na of Fulgentius’ studium, which
took place In the Convent of Brussels al the OCCcasıon of the Interme-
dıate Chapter of 668 137 that SOTNEC of the ector’s students adhered

suspected propositions. !® The Samnle document N that the
decree W ds$S send all lectores of the Flandro-Belgıan Province in
order tO aVvVO1d urther roubles, but remalıned partıally ineffective,
SInNce several a Fulgentius’ dıscıples (Reginaldus of Oudenaarde,
Eugenius of Bruges and Francıscus of Weert) continued spread
elIr teacher’s behefs firom the pulpit. (b) In document from the

1668 WeTC almost lıterally integrated in the ILNOTC comprehens1ive antı-Jansenist decree
that W aAs issued January 16/4 Dy Minister General Stephanus of Cesena during
hıs visıtation of the Flandro-Belg1ıan Province (see nS 3/4 [prohıbıition 1 9 [ prohibi-
t1on [prohıbıtıon 3] [prohıbıtıon 4 [prohibition and [prohıbıtion 6])
For the decree of Stephanus, SC Hıldebrand VI, 35/-359 After 1674, Rome
repeatedly insısted the strict observance of Stephanus’ decree: Hıldebrand V1,

387 (1682), 386-387 (1683), 392 394-396 (1685) and 398 417 (1686-1687).
For Flemish resistance agamınst the decree, Nl Hıldebrand VI, 382 (1682), 392-396
(1685) and 404-405 (1678)

156 See Archiuum Capucınorum Belgii I7 137/4, FFrancLiSCUs Weertenstis
Guardianus Iratect hoc ANNNO 71693 publice COMMUNICANS CU. JansenıistLis
Francıscus of Weert W ds Guardıan of the Convent al Maastrıcht in S (see
Hıldebrand V7 382)

157 Since candıdates WeTC iın princıple examıned by the entire Definitorium,
the often colincıided ıth offıcıal meeting of the provıncıal Deftfinitors. See
Hıldebrand V, DA

1585 Compare the tıtle of the decree Archiuum Capucınorum Belgıil I’ 1374;
Decretum Patrum Patrıti)J Haesbruckanı el Diffinitorum condıtum Bruxellis
71668 INn Capıitulo intermedio erla notıtiıa GQUUAPMN ıhı acceperant DEr eXamen studlJ

Fulgentij Masecanılı Theologie lectoris quorumdam doctorum Louantensium Adiscı-
pulı fidelis, CONIFra INn mater1ıa doctrine.

159 Ihe texti of the decree 1S followed Dy the followıng words iın Archiuum
Capucınorum Belgii ® 1374, 1 Illud decretum sıc factum mLSSum fult ad
Prouincie lectores el JUSSUum obseruarl, sed precıpue StUdLOSLS LSELS, el LSta cCondtitione
facti unl Conclonatores, UOFTUM principaliores fuerunt Pr Reginaldus Aldenardensis,
qul, ACtLS SCFLDELS el COnCLonibus CONSLaLl, publice C'U.| scandalo tOLlLUS
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early S: 1C 111 edıt eSeIO0W In section and 1C PIC-
SENTS the decree together ıth another iımportant texti from 1668,
ıt 1S saıd that Fulgentius W ds interrogated by the provıncıal Defini-
ftorıum ıiımmediıately before the fınal of 1668 and that the
Definitorium had een oblıged 1ssue the decree, sınce Fulgentius
manıfestly adhered Balanıst, Jansenist and GVn Calvınıst doc-
trınes. However, in the opınıon of the AaNONYIMNOUS compiler of the
document (Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort?), the Definitorium had een
LOO complıant, the result being that the decree W as NnOL In proportion

the gravıty of the problem pose by Fulgentius’ teachıngs: [UNC
obligatione OffLC1) el CONSCLeENLLA compulsi fuere Condere decretum

In FemLSSIUS egerint, CUÜU aduersus hutltusmodı
proscriptos eryYrores MNL efficacıa procedere oportea Nei dissimu-
lare. These words poss1bly refer the fact that the decree had noTt
explicıtly mentioned Fulgentius’ NaINC, that SCCIN to
ave een en agaınst the lector personally and that SOTIIC of the
prohı1ıbıtions had een formulated in WaYy that seemed to ask for
further problems: 3O Non fenealt aul doceat quLsS saltem In publico
quod 4.° Nemo fenealt SCHU doceat crude SIuUeE SInNe debita expli-
Catiıone (C) The [WO preserved coples of Sılvester of Hasselt’s

enarrationem cCompendiosam el historicam responsSLiO (1700) dIiIcC
both provıde ıth long 1st of probationes, In which the decree 1s
quoted in second place 1 B) galn, the quotatıon of the decree
SCIVES iıllustrate the impact of Fulgentius’ eachıng the mınds
of hıs fellow brothers. 160 In fırst place A) aATC quoted the PCI-

prouincie Jansenistarum partem eJendt Ldeoque DEr Arsenium de Fontibus
Commissarıiıum Generalem Bruxellis O  Na CarCerlis fult mulctatus, ef Pr Eugentus
Brugensis, qul DEr UOS lıhellos famosos COmMpositos el editos declaratus est
KRome apertus Jansenıtsta. At Ilı ANUNC duo ohierunt. Etiam FANCLSCUS Weer-
fensis (yuardianus Iraıiıecti hoc UNILO 7169535 publice COMMUNICANS CUM Jansentstis el
antiımonachus, quod Oomnıbus CONSTAL, el passım habetur DFO Un  S pDrimarıls nOSEIFLS
nouatorıbus. Nota hıc priımo GUUÜP infecta ab Ilo ANNLO 16668 fuerit PDFOULNCLA, ul

uldentes hullas Vrbanıiı S, Innocenti] el Aleandrı 1Lam NO  - sufficere, Coactı
fuerint damnatas In Luthero, Caluino, Baıo el JansenLo0 hereses et EeITOTes ıterum el
de NOUO ULS subditis strictissıme prohibere. Nota 20 quod multi ıUlıs prefatis
sStudiosis, SIC admoniti el correcti, adut Conclionatores dispersi DEr prouincLiam NO  >

emendarint, sed WW//  - pr  a dogmata adeo feruenter disseminarıint LO  _ Ine
Superiorum Contemptu el Dublico scandalo ul Rmus Pr Stephanus Cesena (Jenera-
Iıs en ANNLS DOst H 1674 uULSLLata OLa DFOULNCLA el celehrato Capitulo
debhuerit prouldere DEr rL20FLSSIMUM decretum fenorLs ul sequitur: Compare the
document entitlied Doghmata plurimis aliqua QUAE MaAananl DEr proulIncliam nOSsStram

libris Laurentti] Neesen IC (quoted in 139)
160 See the followıng documents ın Archiuum Generale OF :M.Cap: CN

Prou Flandro-Belgica. De Jansentismo: Ilus el II[lc.x ad Sedem
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sonal testimonI1es of Felicissımus of Antwerp and Sılvester hımself,
1C state that Fulgentius personally upheld (most o1) the proposı1-
t10Ns mentioned in the decree.161

ccordıng Hıldebrand, wh almed at mMIinımızıng the influ-
EG of Janseniıst thought the Flemish Capuchıins, it 1s nowhere saı1d
that Fulgentius of Maaseık actually taught all propositions prohibited
by the decree of 1668 In hıs VIEW, the decree had only een i1ssued al
the OCCasıon of the 1na of Fulgentius’ studium.'®  2 Thıs claım,
however, fo overlook [WO ımportan eXTIs that, together ıth
(522.) offer sketch of the ector’s eachıng that corresponds in
MNan y aSpeCts ıth the proposıitions prohı1bited bDy the decree: 1st of

suspected propositiones ascr1ıbed to Fulgentius, each followed Dy
apologetic responsLO by the lector hımself (5.5°) and sympathız-

ing synthesı1s by Eugen1us of ruges of hıs master’s teachiıng CONCECIN-

ıng dıvıne (5.4.)

The testimony of Fulgentius of Nieuwpoort (FN)
Apart from the already mentioned statement Oou the ector’s

m gor1sm ıth regard the sacrament of penance, !® all Iiragments
regardıng Fulgentius In CONCECIN the fıve proposı1it1ions and the
question of papal (in)fallıbalıty. They Sstem from [WO SOUTCECS Fulgen-
t1us’ dictata theologica and so-called Apologia DVO doctrina, 1C

Tal enarrationem compendiosam el historiıcam respOonslLO fidelis el
SINCera eic (versıon 1’ E version 2, and Probationes CoOoNnltentorum In
responsione ad cCompendiosam el historiıcam enarrationem (versıon 19
version 2? B}

161 See Probationes CONtentorum In responsione ad compendiosam el historiıcam
enarrationem (versiıon 1’ 11' |basıs of followıng text]; version 2? 11' E20 iInfra-
SCILIDtUS quod Paulus Teneramundanus praedicator Capucınus el quondam
discipulus Fulgentti] Mosecanı lectorıis (CULUS doctrinae Tie Paulus (AAY A

multum el diu opposuerat) mihr dixerıit INn Decembri ANNLO 1683 quod ıste
Fulgentius proposıitiones Bruxellis D Julij ANTI LO 1668 prohibitas
docuerıit el tenuerIt1t, eXxCeplia forte Ila de paruulis, el quod maxıme Menenurmn propina-
uerıt explicando. Ita est. rat sıienatum: Felicissımus Antuerpienstis Capucınus
Indienus. // E,20 Infrascriptus quod Reginaldus Aldenardenstis Prouinciae
nNOSIrae Flandro-Belgicae Mınorum Capucınorum Conclionator defunctus, quondam
discipulus Fulgentt] Mosaecanl mihL Antuerpliae studenti CLIrCAa 16817 dixerıt
quod praefatus Fulgentius docuerit plures propositiones Superioribus nOstrFLSs
SUPDFEeSSLS. Datum In ONUeCNIU Bruxellensi K Augusti 1700 rat sıgnatum:

Sıluester Hasselenstis Minister Prouincialis COommissarıus Generaltıs indignus.
1672 See Hıldebrand VI‚ 353 ° Deze beslissıng werd SCHNOMCN ter gelegenhe1d

Van Fulgentius’ OoNnderW1]JS; doch NCISCHNS wordt gezegd, dat h1] al deze veroordeelde
lerıngen voorstond.’

163 See 138
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must ave ounted several pages, !0 but has not een preserved OUT

knowledge
According fırst ragment, Fulgentius of Maaseık sustaıned

in hıs dictata that Jansen1us’ Augustinus had nothıng in COTINMMNON ıth
the proposıtions ascrıbed hım by Alexander VII OL, INOTEC PIC-
cisely, that the bıshop of pres dıd nOoL understand the proposıtions In

damnato. Moreover, the lector 15 saıld ave adduced paS-
from the Augustinus 3C contradıcted the fıve proposı1tions In

the condemned’ strategy that had already een trıed by omıne
au in hıs Ouinque propositiones ab Innocentio damnatae el

propositiones Jansenıil Yprensts Episcopi damnatıs Contrarıae (1654)
i 7& he published in reDIY the Cauıllı Jansentianorum of Franco1s
Annat (1654) 165

Fulgent AaASeCan. INn dictat. SMULS theologicıis. Ostendit ıhı quod
Jansentus Iprensis INn SUd doctrina nıhıl habeat COMMUNE CUÜU. 58 DFO-
positionibus LDS1 DEr Alexand 7um adscriptis el damnatıs, nNnNecC €d

intellexerit In damnato. Y hoc probandum adducıt 5e loca
JansenLo QUAE uldentur cContrarıum dicere. Antonuin. Antuerp el

Francısc. Buscoduc. dederunt INn SCF1pILS SCHYE Ila In dictatis eJusS
egLsse Sed numquid ste NO  - est dicendus Jansentsta 166

ccordıng {[WO er Iragments, the polog1a DFO doctrina
stated that the 1ve proposıtions had een erroneously ascriıbed Janse-
nius1e7 and that Ose attrıbuted Balus FEx omnıbus afflıctionibus

See the tıtle of Cap (De S ummo Pontifice), In Apolog. doctrina
Fulgent. Masec. DAas 17 notandum. TIhe fragment 15 quoted in its entirety

al the end of thıs paragraph.
165 See (Euvres de Messıre Antoine Arnauld (Parıs 228:229;

Cognet, Le Jansenisme In 64 (on Arnauld’s wrıtings of 654 agaınst
Annat): En quı la presence des propos1it1ons dans 1’Augustinus, ı]
etablissaılt peremptoirement le faıt deJä OMn des specılalıstes: seule la premi1ere S'Yy
trouvaıt textuellement, quelques mots pr6eSs; les autfres pouvalent,
hypothö6se, etre presentees JUC des resumes de la pensee de Jansenius.
Arnauld s’efforce de monfirer ensulte qUC la premi1ere proposıtion [TOUVE dans
ontexte quı la rend entierement orthodoxe |compare the pos1itıon of Eugen1us of
Bruges descr1ibed iın the fırst of thıs artıcle , el que les allegues le

Annat POUT attrıbuer Jansenıius les quatre autres correspondent entierement la
doctrine de saınt Augustıin; corollaıre, l Iu1 est facıle de tiırer du complexe
de l’Augustinus CINg phrases, reprodultes celles-1ä ad uerbum, nettement contraıires
au  > proposit1ions condamnees. D’ou l concluaıt QUC, S1 le Papc avaıt Justement
condamne les Cing propositions SCI15 heretique, SCI1S n ’ etaılt nullement celu1
de Jansenıius

166 See CapD In mater1a decretorum hullarum eCcCNOonN Bal] Jansentj]),
na1‘67 See F, Cap V’ Apolog. DFO doctrina Fulgenti]J AseCcan notandum
hbene Quinque propositiones famosae ordinarıie ımputatae Rdiss.”° Corn JansenLto
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(156/) WEeIC only heretical In Caluinı Luthert. Fulgentius of
Nıeuwpoort concluded from thıs that his namesake of Maaseık dıd noTt
accept the end of the latter bull. In which it Was exphicıtly saı1d that the
proposı1tions In question WEeIC condemned In ab authore SCH

authoribus Intento:

Ibidem 1ın the pologia DFO doctrina|. Recte prohibentur proposit-
fiones Baıanae aul saltem Aalo ımputatae, sed In Caluinı
Tutheri Sumplae, qul 1ıhberum arbıtrıum quası totalıter destruunt.‘ Sed
damnatae SUnfT INn ab authore SC authorıbus Intento, utl

168FÜ INn ftermınıs.

Ihe ast sentence of thıs iragment, which W as Dy Fulgen-
t1us of Nıeuwpoort COMMEeNntT the quotation fIrom the Apologia
DFO doctrina, refers the famous ending of Ex omnıbus afflictionibus,
i Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort clearly punctuated most antı-
Janseniısts sed do, VIy ıth after possent and NnOoTt after
Intento: Ouas quidem sententias sStriıcto nobis examıne DON-
deratas, nonnullae alıquo Ssustinerı pDOosSsenl, In rig0re
el pPropriL0 uerborum ab assertoriıbus intento haereticas, erro-

169€eCas damnamus.
Whereas the above ragment Alexander mistake COMN-

cerning the of the fıve proposıtions In the work of Jansenıius
mplhıes that the Pope 1S fallıble in questions of fact, {WO other frag-
ments, (M1IO contamıng quotation irom the dictata, the er SCI1-
ence from the ‚pologia DFO doctrina, Step further According
the former, the dıictata explhıicıtly affırmed the ope’s tallıbilıty In
quest1ons ofal and morals:

Idem ıbidem In dictatis theologiCLs} Consequitur. Asserıtur ıhbidem
Pontificis fallibilitas In materia fidei el O  Ü:  „ etiam quando OGqul-
[ur cathedra.‘ Ex QUO ıhi iInfertur: ‘Dato quod Pontifex ul talıs
damnet alıquam conclusionem Ilamquam haereticam uel dicat
aliquem doctorem SCNSLISSE haeretice, NO  d sequitur conclu-
sionem am eCSSECe haereticam uel authorem 1ıstum haeretice
SENSLISSE. »1/70

Iprensium EpLISCODO falsissime LDSL ımputantur, Ul ostendit et ad oculum demonstrat
quidam liber Gallicus, CUJUS hbreuissiımum compendium CUFLOSLS uerLitatis amicis facıle
procurarı et accommodarı potestT, S1 habere desiderent.‘) CCe utl PDPFOCUFAaNIL, legunt,
laudant distribuunt lıhros prohibitos, CONSCrIptoSs In defensionem Jansent].

168 See CaD V,
169 For thıs punctuatıon, that W as preferred Dy antı-Jansenist authors, SC

Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17 1980 ell 237 of thıs artıcle.
170 See CapD V’
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According the second fragment, the Apologia DFO doctrina
laımed that hrıs had promısed the infallıble assıstance of the Holy
Spirıt the Uurc but nNnOoTt indıvıdual opes, 1S shown by the
fact that several of them had een heretics:

In Apolog doctrina Fulgent Masec. DaAs notandum.
‘Dominus Jesus Christus infallıbilem Spirıtus R  11 Aassıstentiam promıisıt
Ecclesiae, CONIFra QUUAM portiae inferl NO  — praeualebunt, HNO  _ autenm
Pontificibus singulis, CU. alıquos FAN CONnsSsTLel fuisse haereticos.)
Allegat Aautem authoritatem doctorum aliquot Louanıensium Part-
SIENSIUM ecCcNonNn Gersonts.  171 Sed S17 hene legisset ste apologista CON-
ftrouers1Las ylul 172

Y alıter deberet sentire el loqgui.‘®
We ImMay thus conclude that, accordıng 118 the dictata

ell the Apologıa DFO doctrina dıd nNOoTL restrict theır denıal of papal
ınfallıbilıty questions of historical facts alone.!/* hıs WOUuU
that Fulgentius subscribed the posıtıon that W as prohi1bited Dy the
thırd prohıbıition of the decree of 1668 Wıth regard 1{8 prohıbıitions
[ and 6, 1C all concerned proposıI1tions condemned Dy Ex MNL-
hus afflictionibus (4567) and Cum OCCasSlone (1653) that
Fulgentius accepte the condemnatıon of ese proposıtions, wıthout
however admıtting that they had een condemned in the of
Baılus Jansenıius.

1/1 For Gerson and the concılharıst tradıtion, SCC Oakley, The concıiıliarıist tradıi-
tion Constitutionalism In the Catholıc Church Oar Oxford 60-1

1/2 Reference the Tibhr. VI de praecipuls fidel nOSsSLIrae orthodoxae ControuerslilLs
CUM nNOSTIFLS haereticLıs (1638) of the Douaı theologı1an Francıiscus Sylvıus (1581-1649)
and, 19910)8°+ precısely, hıb I quUuaesT. IL, 87 where Sylvıus advocates the Popes’s
infallıbility in mattiers of Faıth 1uUe CU: generalı Concılio, 1U€e INne Ilo fide
erla est Romanlı Pontifictis Judicium In rehusel determinandts SE iInfatliıbıle Ita
Ul quando cathedra definit, 1uU€e quando ul Pontifex proponit Feclesiae quidpiam
fide credendum, nullo USM poOossıt errare, 1uU€e CUM generalı Concılio definiat, 1ue€e Ine
Ilo quoted accordıing Operum Sylull OMUS quintus | Anuerplae

313 It should be noted that the works of Sylvius had been recommended the
lectores al the Provincıal Chapter of May 677 Compare Hıldebrand XE 368;
Archiuum Capucıinorum Belgıl 1, 1399; UL, 1006, 688 OQuoniam autem plerique
petiuerunt nominarı aliquos theologos qU OS legere el INn Draxl fulo Sequl’
aestımant Reuerendissim Patres Diffinitionis tales SC SANCLOS Patres, Summam diut
Thomae, Resolutiones et Commentarıa Syluit iın Summam cAiu1 IThomae, Sıluestrum,
Wiggers, Nauarrum, Bonacınam, Binsfeldium ( UM annotationibus S'ylut], GUAMULS nNeCi
damnemus nNneC ens  "MNUS alıos.

1/3 See Cap (De pontifice),
1/4 Agaıinst Hıldebrand Y 3573 37 who claıms prec1isely ıth regarı the

[WO fragments quoted above: Cap I and CapD V7 that Fulgentius of
Maaseık only rejected papal infallıbilıty INn factis historicCLs‘: °Hr zal wel sprake Z1]n

de onfeılbaarhe1id .. factıs historicıs
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The 1st of propositiones an responsiones
I1wo documents preserved in the fıle Archiuum Generale

OF M CAaD: ( 77757 Prou. Flandro-Belgica. De Jansentismo:
propositiones edoctae, DrOulSiONES Superliorum. contaın
1st of 18 suspected proposıitiones that aATcC ascrıbed 1{8 Fulgentius of
aaseık and of 1C each 15 followed Dy apologetic reSspOonsSLO DYy
the lector himself. According 18 the of ONC of both documents,
Fulgentius had een presented ıth the propositiones Just before
the fiınal CXaMn of hıs studiıum al the Convent of Brussels In 1668
Propositiones Seu doctrinae qUdsS Fulgentius Masecanus Sacrae
Theologie lector ANnnLS tradıdıt SULS discıpulis, eiusdem FESDON-
SIONES ad singulas dum ıllae LDS1 exhiberentur Prouincıialı
el Diffinitoribus iımmediate nNTe exXaJAmen Sl studiJ Bruxellis. In both
documents, the lıst 1S part of arger ole that Was compıle: ıth
antı-Jansenist intentions urıng the 1680s Thıs, however, 0O€Ss nOoTt
alter the fact that the ıst ıtself and especılally the serles of FESPON-
SLIONES allows ave close o0ok al SOTNC of Fulgentius’ oughts.

first document (0) W as compile: ın Rome after September
1683, when the Specımina moraltıs Christianae el moralıs diabolicae
of the ogar lector Gilles Gabrielis!”> WeTC condemned for the SCC-
ond time CULUS liber dictus Specımıina moralıs Christianae el
diabolicae hıis hic Romae est damnatus [ ]) 176 The document
COoOunts wriıtten Dy siıngle hand and further 1g the
Circumstances in 1C the lıst of 18 propositiones and responsiones
Camne into being, A4S ell ıts relatıon ıth the Apologıia DFO doc-
friına mentioned in the following edıtıon, the 1st ıtself has een
skıpped, SInCce it l be edıted ESI0O0W the basıs of the second doc-
ment, 1C pay>S much INOTEC attention {O the content of the O..
SIHONES and responsiones than the 1ITrS

nomiıne Domuinı1L. Amen.

Propositiones partim edoctae, partim dictae relig10s1s nostrae Prouin-
clae Capucinorum Flandro-Belgicae, qua«c Cau fuere dissensionum, fur-
bationum ef scandalorum qUua«C modo 1176 in eadem perseuerant.

1/5 See Ceyssens, Gilles Gabrielis Rome (1679-1685). Episode de la Iutte
enltre r1290r1sme el laxisme, in Antonıanum (1959) Y1 Gabrielis (Gilles),
in Dictionnatre d’histoitre el de geographie ecclesiastiques 19 (Parıs 580-

176 See De Bujanda, Index lıhrorum prohibitorum In 65|] 366-367
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Praecıpuus uUCTIO Oorum author fuıt Augustinus BuscoducensıI1is, quı ob SUAas

exorbitantıias In mater1a doctrinae alıquando Internuntio Apostolıico fuınt
ablegatus dıtionıbus eg1s Catholhhcecı1 (de qUO uarıa assıgnabımus Su1s ICSPCC-
t1ue locıs specımına) qu1que infecıt Fulgentium Maseıcanum lectorem
e1usque stud10s0s, Contra qUOS hae sequentes proposıtiones ad Dıffinitionem
Prouinc1ialem 1668 delatae fuerunt eft ab eadem datae, ad qUas reSDON-
dıt ad sıngulas patebıt subjunctis.
1
Occasıone hu1lus doctrinae ef 1psam edıderunt Prouincıalıs ei
Dıffinitores decretum Julij  178 1668 quod InCI1pIt: Propter JUStas CAUSAS
eic Sed NC lector, 1Net dıscıpulı e1lus destitere SUls praeconcept1s dogmatı-
bus, sed clamauerunt J]la KT I ouanıensıium ef ab 1]Jsdem approbarı. Imo UuUeTO
confecerunt Apologı1am PTO defensione SU a Causaec el doctrinae, in qua
pagına Ia aeC uerba habentur: . Patrıtius tunc Proumncılalıs tradıdıt illıco

Fulgentio asecCcano Cartam In uas complılatam columnas, una
continebat puncta 1PpS1US doctrinae tanquam intollerandae eft haereticae ACCU-

satorla, altera reseruata erat PTO 1pS1us defensor10 Hanc ut
accepIit, Venerabılem aDrıelis Bogardorum Bruzxellıs Ins1gn1ssımum
ef fundatiıssımum lectorem adı) desuper consultauıt. Quı1 candıde confes-
SUS est as aCcCcusatorlas objlectiones demptis calumn1ı]s CSSC 1PS1SS1-

nudam ef crudam re1l theologicae uer1ıtatem, QUam ante ingressum relh-
210N1S ıpsemet PCI alıquot 3008910 COntInuOs Louan1ı] Dine doctorum
lectione bonorum authorum perceperaLtl, 1dcırco PIO talı agnoscendam,
sustinendam defendendam CS55S5C, lıcet duruscule ab aduersa parte CADICS-
Sd} Iuxta hulus alıorumque ulrorum consılıum fecıt Fulgentius Mase-

ut 1PS1US totıdem responsI1s.’
VbıI notandum IO quod Jle ei 1Ilı aestimauerıint SCINDCTI, laudauerınt Al COMN-
sultauerıint praefatum Gabrels alıosque eiusdem farınae eit doctrinae,
ulrum nımırum CU1US er diıctus Specıimina moralis Christianae eft diabaoli-
Cae quem tantı fecerunt ef commendarunt) bıs hıc Romae est damnatus.
Notandum quod Fulgentius Masecanus um propos1ition1ıbus
s1bI oblectis consultauerıt, antequam ad sıngulas respondisset el 15 quat-
uor!”” sel, ef quod lle responderıt as OR 1PS1ssımam nudam ei
crudam reli theologıcae uerıtatem IC ei quod depost SUas respons1ones for-
maueriıt 1uxta hu1lus alıorumque consıllum. nde quod as S1IC docu-
erıt jacebant, ** et quod de 1storum consılıo alıquas negauerIt, alıas
uUeTO eXposuerıt ad euadendam inu1dıam propositionum aut dam-
natarum Imo Paulus Teneramundanus, quı fuıt eodem stud10., uUuC

WT Ihe hıst of 18 propositiones and responsiones has been skıpped here
178 Jun1i] (cf. 239)
179 quatur
180 It 1S NOoT Jlear hOow the sentfence quod ıllas SIC docuerit Jace-

hant naturally follows firom hat preceeds (as it 15 suggested Dy the relatıve adverb
unde)
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prıdem dıxıt Felhcıssımo AntuerplensI1 quod easdem proposıtiones docu1-
SSEeT,; el oblectae, 1S1 forsan eXcıplıendo 1lam de paruulis.*®'

Ihe above edıtıon allows TeCONSsSIruct greater detaıl hat
appene Brussels durıng the Intermediate Chapter of 1668 When
Fulgentius of Maaseık Was accused of avıng acquaınted h1ıs STtUdents
ıth SOTI1IC dubious eachıngs of Jansen1us, the Provıncıal Patrıcıus of
Hazebroek ımmediately presented e€e| of hıs lector,
E } Gr the latter had 18 wriıte OWN reDLY to the 18 suspected proposı1-
t1ons that WEeTC ascribed hım Fulgentius dıd thıs however, only er
avıng consulted Gıilles aDrı1elIs, ogar lector who Was often
accused of fostering ngorist and Jansenıiıst sympathies. **“ The latter
claımed that, ap irom few calumnıes, the 18 proposıtions reflected,
albeıt rather harsh wording, the perfectly orthodox teachıng he had
rece1ved al the Universıty of LouvaImn. Thıs claım, ıt 1S5 saıld, inspıred
Fulgentius’ reDLY and 11l SCC eI0W that hıs responsiones ee
reJjecte: few proposı1t1ons slanderous, but accepte: MOoOst of them A
orthodox whetlher NOL modıiftied vers10n). It W ds for thıs 1C4asonNn
that Patrıcıus of Hazebroek and hıs eIIMOTrSs issued the S1X prohı1bıitions
hıch ave edited above. The Apologia DFO doctrina Was compue: by
Fulgentius and hıs dıscıples only after ese had een taken

The second document contamıng the proposıitiones and
responsiones COUNTS and has een wrıtten by sıngle hand,
the exception of the ast [WO lIımes, which ave een by second
wriıter, wh declares that he had handed ‚VT the hıst of proposıIıtions
and replies LO the Austrian eiImM1LOor General Ildefonsus of arlshoven,
when the latter visıted the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce COommtLssarıus
Generalıis In June-September 16872 (Propositiones hasce CU.
earundem refutationibus tradıdı Ildefonso).'® The document
consısts of the ollowıng three secHOonNs:

1 the lıst of propositiones and responsiones (title: ropo-
SiıLLONes Seu doctrinae qUAS Fulgentius Masecanus Sacrae
I heologie lector ANNLS tradıdıt SULS discıipulis, eiusdem FESDON-
SLIONES ad SiIngulas dum ae LDS1 exhiberentur Prouincıialı
el Diffinitoribus iımmediate nte eXxa[men SMl studil Bruxellıs).

181 For thıs testimonYy of Paulus of Dendermonde and Fehcissimus of Antwerp
ıts mediator, SCC the first quotatıon in 161

152 See Ceyssens, Gilles Gabrielis Rome In 173 (G(rabrielis (Gilles n 175|
183 For the visıtation by Ildefonsus, s6e Hıldebrand VE 3/79-383
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S four cons1ıderations concerning the lıst of proposıt1ons and
replies by the AaNONYIMNOUS antı-Jansenist compiuler of the ole OCU-
ment Ecce propositiones el responsiones Fulgentij Masecanl,
qguibus (cum 0CAS exscrıipserım prectise DFO ul eO INn I[ransumplo ad

MLSSO) NOa primo Nota 20 Nota 30 Nota 4°
D CODY of the decree of 1668 Decretum quod

Prouinctialis el Diffinitores fecerunt 2a ull] 1668 CONIra prefatas doc-
Frinas el explicationes Fulgenti] Masecanl.

The text wriıtten Dy the fırst hand ends the formula Actum BruxX-
ellıis In Capitulo intermedio de Diffinitorum Z Julij
71668 Erat subscriptum Patrıtius Mınıster Prouincialis Indienus,
hıch has led Roman archıvist 18 conclude that the trıpartıte document
Was compile durıng the provincılalate of Patrıcıus of Hazebroek (3 dep-
tember 1666-13 September Thıs conclusıon, however, 1sS COIN-

tradıcted by the of the first section, 1C SayS that Fulgentius of
aaseık taught the lısted proposıtions ANNnıLS. InCce Fulgentius W as

Sacrae Theologiae lector from 1665 until 668 185 the ole consıisting
of three sections must ave een produce the yCals 168 when

complier Iınked the 1ıst and the decree of 1668 by INCAanNs of four reflex-
10ns the hıst’'s content. The compiuer must ave een antı-Jansenist
(Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort”?), SIınce hıs reflections the proposıtiones
and responsiones heavıly criticıze Fulgentius’ VIEWS ‘Calvınıst,
Jansenist, al eas Bajanıst (fere ıllas propositiones SUADEFE uel
Caluinismum, uel Jansenismum, uel ad MINUS Balanısmum) and present
the decree of 1668 ASs Justifıed reactiıon agamnst Fulgentius’ VIEWS (alı-
GUAS etiam aperte Contrarlıarı Concılio Irıiıdentino, GUU propter etiam

[UunC obligatione officiJ elt CONsSCLeNtLA compulsi fuere Condere
decretum quod ıIn  a all thıs 1S Correc(Te, the closıng formula al the end
of the document (Actum Bruxellis Patrıtius Minister Prouincialis
IndiQnus) only elates the thırd section (the deCTEE) and not 18 the
whole, 1C 18 be confirmed Dy the fact that other coples of the
decree of 1668 end the SAamnec formula.186

184 For these dates, Nra Hıldebrand VI, 561 (n 45) In the rıght
of 1’ later han:ı has dated the whole document P June 668 Thıs suggestion
Was taken OVEGT Dy the hıstorian Fredegandus of ntwerp in his handwrıtten notfes that

preserved in Archiuum Capucinorum Belgıi UL, 1068, sect10 VL15.192:; 14v
"Ms latın NO  — pagıne de cople sıgenee DAr le Patrıce mın Prov Fut
SOUmIS Viısıt gen Ildephonse.’ (mYy italıcs)

185 See 134
186 Compare the above edition of the decree the basıs of the Cta Capitularia
ell SOINC of the Wwıitnesses of the decree mentioned in 1492
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In the followıng edıtion of the second document contamıng
the proposıtiones and responsiones (RYR ave adapted the
punctuatiıon modern standards (except In the CASe of the long
quotation from ExX Oomnıbus afflictionibus Nota A |see The
footnotes do not aım al exhaustivıty, but only offer fırst contextual-
1izatıon of parts of the document. They INa y suffice, however, dem-
Onstrate the hıgh extent bı Fulgentius’ VIEWS depended the
teachıng of Augustine AS ıt W ds interpreted by Jansen1us.

Jesus

Propositiones seu doctrinae qUas Fulgentius Masecanus Sacrae
Theologie lector 16 annıs radıd!ı Suls discipulis, eiusdem responsiones
ad singulas dum ae€ Ipsi exhiberentur Prouinciali eft Diffini-
orıbus immedilate ante EXameN SUl studi] Bruzxellis.

la propositio. I1 ı1ıberum est quod aduertente ratione uoluntate ue|l ad Impe-
r1um uoluntatıs incoacte fıt coincıdıtque Cu uoluntarıo perfecto, quod est

quod fıt princ1p10 intrinseco CUu perfecta cognitione finis!®S. Itaque
nu indıifferentlia requirıtur qUa OMO hıc ef UnNCcC stantıbus i]sdem
prerequıisıtiıs possıt 1970)91 PCCCATC, ad hoc ut lıbere peccet??, sed satıs est quod
aduertat delıberate malum facere, lıcet hıc eft UnCcC 1910)81 possıt alıter facere.
Responsio. I1 ıberum est eic Hanc erl definıtionem, qUE Louanıensium est.
ex1istimo CESSC bonam. Itaque NON requirıtur Jla philosophica indıfferentia, qua
OMO quı peccat S1IC est indıfferens ut stantıbus omnıbus prerequisıtis possıt 1101

PCCCATC, 1d est laudabiılıter peccatum euıtare, actualıter et composı1to,

18 / The fırst document containıng the hıst ofpropositiones and responsiones (0) offers
rather corrupted version of the text. Some interesting varlıant readıngs Prop sola?]

wolentia adı  &. Prop. actıon1s| ulrtuosae adı  S prop. sanctificante | Justificante
pProp saluare | ıberare eld} reESD. medium | remedium dıcere| eft quod

opposıtum NOn N1ISs1ı imprudens Judıcabıt add. PFOpD. parum ] paru1
18% Fulgentius has integrated the omıstıc concept of the uoluntarıum perfectum

(I”*-Hae ad ratiıonem uoluntarıl requirıtur quod princıpium US ıf
intra CUM alıqua cognitione finits. Eist autem duplex Cognltio fints, perfecta sCLUicet el

Iimperfecta. Perfecta quidem finis Cognitio est quando ”O  - solum apprehenditur Ves

qUAE est finis sed etiam Cognoscıtur ratio fints el proportio 1US quod ordinatur ad finem
LDSUM. Fit talıs cognitio finis competit olı rationalı naturae. Perfectam Lgitur COB-
nitionem finls sequlitur uoluntarıum secundum ratiıonem perfectam, scCiulicet FTE-
henso fine aliquis potest, deliberans de fine el de his GUAE unl ad finem, mouerl In
finem uel NO  - mouertl) ansenIist den1al of the Molblıinıist lihbertas indifferentiae.

189 Rejection of the Molıinist laım Illud8 liberum dıcıtur Qquod, pDOsitLs OMNL-
hus requLSItLS ad agendum, potest E el Anon g (See Garrıgou-Lagrange,
Predestination, 1ın Dictionnaltre de theologie catholique 12 |Parıs 2809-
3027 |esp 2968-2969]) Compare Iso Jansen1us, Augustinus, tom 37 hıb. 77
CapD 11 (Error pelagianus est requirı ad lıhertatem indifferentiam ad hbonum el

malum)
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ad hoc ut lıbere peccetl (SIC ut alıquando UCIUM sıt dicere: ° Homo peccat el
posıt1s omnıbus prerequıisıtis NO  - peccat’), sed NON satıs est,; ueTUMmM et1am
alıquando superfluum quod aduertat delıberate malum facere formalıter (1d
est ut aduertat ad190 malıti1am actus), lıcet hıc eft NUNC NON possıt Jlau-
dabılıter euıtare in composıto, ıta scılıcet ut 1quando Jat quod SIC euıtet.

Ia propositio. er oncılı) Irıdentini quıbus ad proposıtum dıcıt quod
homiınıs arbitrıum cooperetur assentiendo Deo excıtantı ef possıt dissentire S1
uelit!?!, NON sunt SIC accıpıenda quası homo posset sStTante influxu gratie efficacıs
dıssentire, sed hoc mOdo, scılıcet quod eandem gratiam, postmodum interuen1-
ente tentatione dıabolica aut concupiscentla ualıdiıore insurgente, abıjcere possıt.
Resp. er'! Concılı) Irıdentinı eic NO  — sunt SIC accıpıenda quası OMO pOSsel

influxu gratie efficacıs dissentire actualıter eft composıto, uldeli-
cef respectu ıllıus effectus ad qUCm proxime De1l intentione atur (sıc ut
UCTITUM sıt 1quando dicere: "Stat influxus gratie efficacıs eit OMO 19(0)8| operatur
bonum’), sed hoc modo, scılıcet quod eandem gratiam, postmodum interuen1-
ente tentatione diabilolica auft concupiscentla ualıdiıore insurgente, abıjcere POS-
sıt actualıter elt composıto, 1d est ut SCDC J]at quod 1lam abijciat. *”“

190 ad ad
191 ( Sess de iustificatione, Call. Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17/|
192 Note the structural paralle]l between FeESD and It 15 stressed that the Treedom

of the human wıll 18 9(0)1 abolished by the fact that sinner necessarıly SINS when he
SINS (resp. and that God’s efficıent faıls produce the effect for which
it has been g1ven resp. 2 For the distinction betweenO, In AiuLSO andO,
In COmposiıto, hıch both responsiones based, SCC Carreyre, Janseniısme
n 426-427; Selher, Pascal el Saint Augustıin (Bibliotheque de '’evolution de
’’humanite 1 E Parıs 1995 19/70]) B AD For DFOD and FeSp 29 Nar especlally Jan-
sen1Us, Augustinus, (8)  =} 3! hlıb Ö, CaD (Concılıatio gratiae Christi GUUAM Augustinus
doculit, CUM lihbero arbıitrio Juxta DFINCIDLA scholasticorum): Fit LDSO Scriptura de
renato Deo loquens: Quı natus est Deo 9(0)81 facıt &C el NON potest
CCCATC [ 1 John 3 Sıcut EFSO In Composito Unl hujJusmodı phrases
quibus uoluntas aClia DEr diuinam gratiam dıcıtur NO  - (02 resistere Deo, NON O,
dissentire ab quod Der d uult operarı Deus, NO  - Ö, declinart, O:  - O,
superarı, ıta Contrarıo INn diuiso Unl quibus dicitur O, declinart,
Ö, superarl,O, dıssentire. Eodem L&Ltur modo I0Cus ConcıltJ Irıdentini GUO dicıt
quod lıberum arbıitrıum Deo motum excıtatum possıt dissentire S1 uelt |Sess. de
ıustificatione, 4; Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17/]| ıtemque quod INSpI-
ratıonem rec1ıplens Ilam abijcere potest |SESS de ıustificatione, CapnD 59 Denz-
inger, Enchirtidion In 17] LO  - dıfficulter ab e1LSs nobis solu:z potest.
Concıilium nım INn diuiso, Inqulunt, loquitur, GQUO stenificatur Ita hominem FeCL-
DeETE DeL Inspiıratiıonem motionem excCıtatiıonem LSELUS delectationis aul praedeter-
MIinatLionis O, Z libet, etjam actualem LDSLUS uoluntatis CONSeENSLONEM motum)
Ul nıhıl auferat eJus uoluntati potestatem dissentiendl, S uelit, QUAMULS actualıs dLs-
SECNSUS CUÜU: ıllıs presuppositLs Componl nequeal. Potestas nım dissentiendı O:  - g-
Nal LstL excıtatıionl aul delectation aul praedeterminationi ault LDSL etjam CONSENSUL
actualı uoluntatis, sed fantum ALSSENSUS actualis; quemadmodum C’U: parıes alhus
ere dıcıtur ANAY SS O, nıger, NO  _ hoc stgenificatur quod albedine permanente ımul INn

nıgredo reperirı pOSSIL, sed quod sımul CUM albedine sıt INn potentia ut fiat niger.
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3a prop Condemnatıo horum duorum artıculorum trıbus Pontificıbus193.
OQuod uoluntarıe fit, etiamsı necessitate filat, lıbere i ıtem: Sola
ulolentia libertati homintis naturali  195 nı Contra preallegatam
hıber1 colncıdentis Un uoluntarıo perfecto definıtionem, Cu probabılıus
sıt quod prıma sentent1a, PTO ut in damnatur, accıplenda sıt un1uer-
salıter (ut SCHNSUS sıt °Omne quod uoluntarıe Ste. X sed negata indıfferentila
ad oppositum”®; datur ad saluatiıonem ulle manıfesta instantıa in puerI1Ss,
item in motibus uoluntatıs prımo Pr1Im1s etc.1?27 Quantum ad secundam : Sola
ulolentia GtC.; 1ON sola, sed ef indelıberatıo repugnat hlıbertati198_

193 Pıus FEx omnıbus afflictionibus Denzıinger, Enchiridion In 1/} n
1901-1980); Gregory ProuLsSioOnlLs Nostrae (1579); Urbanus IUl In eminentı

194 39th of the proposıtions condemned In Ex omnıbus afflictionibus (Pıus V7
Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17 1939

195 661h proposıtion condemned in Ex omnıbus afflictionibus; Denzinger,
Enchiridion In A 966

196 In DFOD and FeESp and 2’ Fulgentius rejects the Molınıist convıction that
human freedom implies indifferentia that makes INa capable al moment
chose autonomously whether he wıll perform (bad/good) act 19(0)8 The indifferen-
F1a referred In DFOD 37 the other hand, 15 kınd of indıfference that W as Iso
recognized by Jansenıius. It W ds>s the atter’s CONvıctlion that post-lapsarıan W as

subject struggle between [WO opposıte delectations delectatio coelestis and
delectatio lerrena and that he necessarıly consented al mMOoment ıth the delec-
tatıon that currently had the han: For Jansen1us, thıs necessıity dıd nNnOL exclude
human lıberty, for it implıed that the human wıll W ds nNOTL determined by blınd, deter-
ministic mechanısms. {T’hıs convıction 1s expressed ın Jansen1ius’ indifferentia Concepl:
iıa 1ıberte humaıne actuelle n est qU«C l’exemption d’une necessIıIite volontaıre
ımmuable. uran! notre vle, il conftlıt entre les deux delectations quı peuvent
SUCCEesSsSIVement triıompher, sulvant la predominance de I’une de l’autre, dans la
volonte quı consent touJours el necessalrement la delectation la plus forte; suıte,
la volonte de |I’homme i1cı-bas n est point fixege ef confirmee dans etat, celle
des bıienheureux dans le biıen ei celle des damnes dans le mal Elle peut changer, O!
plus eXactement, elle peut tre changee. En cela consıste {6)  > indıfference ef cela est
la condıtion suffıisante DOUT qu/’’ıl pu1lsse merıter demerniter.’ J Carreyre, Janse-
nısme In 48 /) Fulgentius subscrıibes the papal condemnatıon of the proposı1-
t1on OQuod uoluntarıeJ; etiamsı necessitate fiat, lıhere tamen fit, ıf the proposıitıon 15
applıed CVETY aCct of the wıll (prıma sententia, DVYO Ul INn hulla damnatur, accipienda
sıt uniuersalıter } and sımultaneously PIreS  S  S the den1al of the indıfferentia
that has Just been desceribed ([ sed neg2alad indifferentia ad opposttum). that CasSC,
the human Teedom spoken of by the proposıtion (liıbere amenfit) would be reconcıl-
able wıth blınd, determinıistic necessity that does nNnOoL involve the indıfferentia that
Jansen1ius SA W sufficıent condıtion for post-lapsarıan meri1t demertit.

197 the 39 proposıtıon of F'x omniıbus afflictionibus 15 gıven unıversal INCAall-

ing 98 ul SCHSUS SIL. ‘Omne quod uoluntarıe etc ’)3 the proposıition imphes that Ven
CISs of the ıll that 1a(0)! accompanıed by perfecta cognitione JfINLS (e.g CIs of
lıttle chıldren the indelıberate MOVEeMENTS of the wıll | motus uoluntatis prımo
priml|) Tee., Fulgentius rejects the proposition, ıf ıt 1S interpreted in thıs unıversal
11  s and thus SCCS contradıction between the proposition ’s condemnatıon in Ex
Oomniıbus afflıctionibus and hıs OW definıtion of the ı1ıberum in DFYOD and FESD

198 Compare Fulgentius’ interpretation of the condemned meanıngz of bothO
SIHNONS ıth Jansenıius, Augustinus, 110)  z} 37 ıb 6, CaD (Explicantur propositiones
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Resp Explicationes OTrTum duorum artıculorum 1ON uldentur mıhı INCONZTUE.
Notant hıc alıquı doctores In Ba1ıana proposıtiones multas NON alıqua
speclalı CENSUTa SSC censuratas, SCH am hereticas aut scandalosas aut
plarum aurıum offens1uas eic 11CC OTINNECS ut hereticas condemnarı, Cu

alıque 1]S habeantur apud Augustinum.
4a prop Damnatıo hulus artıculı OTINNECIN hulus quest10n1s altercatiıonem tol-
lens!”?. ut quondam alebat Innocentius on Jansen1um: merendum el
demerendum INn nature apse NO  - requirıitur IN homine liıhertas -
sıtate, sed sufficit liıbertas Coactione, M curatur70%09
Resp Damnatıo hulus artıculı: merendum uel demerendum eic multum
Curatur ef alıu: calomnı10se dıcıtur.

5g Prop Scripture ılle Deuteronom1]: Mandatum quod CO PFSCIDLO fihi odie,
NO  - est Ü,  d fe, sed 1UuxXta t 9 ut faCias illud“” iıtem: Testes INUOCO celum el

202 1910)8| alıullerram, quod proposuerim UODLS ultlam el ortem; elige ul ULUAS
fere continent QUam exhortatıones eft incıtamenta ad bonum el au0oCament.
malo. Quıbus ut locus sıt, NON est NECESSC quod OMO possıt 1ıdem facere ef
omıttere stantıbus 1]sdem prerequisıt1s, sed satıs est quod actionis?9 CYUC

sıt, CUu ogratia Del, ult1ose. Quo posıto NO  —_ est inutile Su moner1
ef increparl, Cu he admonıtiones SCDC proxime ue]l remote suppeditent
quıbus tam ad bonum exercendum Ua malo abstinendum indıget.
6a Pprop Scrıptura ]la de CcCcI1 Reliquit Deus hominem INn MNMNANU CONSILiJ
Sn AaAnte e U: UlLlta el FMOTFS, bonum el malum; quod uoluerit, dabitur ll
de homıne solum ante lapsum intell1igenda esl.
Resp ad ef propositionem. Explicationes scr1pturarum Deuteronom1] ei
Eccles1iasticı NO  - uldentur mıhı et1am InCONZTUE. Pro posterlor1 cıtatur

Thomas, Augustinus eit Louanienses.?©%

hulla Pıj quinti: Quod uoluntarıe fıt eic el Sola wolentja Sie.) Constat : enım
hujusmodi IMPFOULSOS uoluntatis MOTUS ANAY SS uoluntarios INe ulolentia uoluntate
fluere, nNneC amen etJjam Ilo A iberos. Deest ıllis quıppe iıd quod praecipuum
eSt; qulia NO  > unt In homintis potestate, NO  - ECOTUM Domuinl, fiunt Ine plena
Frationis aduertentia, profluunt Inulta repugnanteque uoluntate; QUAE singzula N-
tialıter repugnan libertatti. Amplius erso INne dubio requiritur, QUUAM AA uolunta-
um INne ulolentia, Ul sıt iberum. Hoc Pontifices stabhılıre uoluerunt, tales
spontanel neCEeSSAFLJ] MOLUS lıher. pPutarentur

199 tollentis
3 rd of the proposı1tions condemned In Cum OCCaslione (Innocent X7

Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17| 2003
201 Deut. 3011 and
202 Deut 19
203 Actionis standıng for ACtLLONLS honae. CtT. infra (Nota DFImMO aliquas mendas

A COMMULSSAS — See Iso 187
Ecch 15:72 and

205 Augustine and Thomas dıd NOTL restrict FEcch and 18 Adam’s
nie [apsum. Compare, Aug., L4 el Iih arb 27 3’ where the VEISCS AdIcC quotedbıblical proof for the ex1istence of human Tee 111 In general. Ihe exeges1s proposed
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7a Just1i NON habent auxılıum gratie SCHIPCI ad qua die1 possıint, S1
uoluerınt, In Justitiıa PETSCUCTAIC, ef Deus iuste 1PS1S potest rogantıbus Pro
Mal0rTI aux1ıl10 In tentatıone exurgente denegare ef subtrahere gratiam,
qUua negata eft subtracta necessarl10, HOTE tamen peccant.
Resp Ex1stimo quod OTINNECS Justı DNON habeant aux1ılıum gratie SCIHNDCI ad
MAanUun, qua 1C1 possint, S1 uoluerıint, In Justitia PETSCUCTATIC actualıter (S1C ut
1psum PETSCUCTAIC dependeat INCTO beneplacıto 1psorum erı arbıtrı1) CU

gratia perfecte sufficiıent., UE 15 SCHAPCI adest ei qU am possunt eddere
efficacem, dum uolunt) Ad am partem quod Deus 1uste possıt 1PSI1S roSan-
tıbus, rem1sse eit NON sıcut oportel, PTO mal0rT1 aux1lıo in ualıda tentatione
exurgente denegare gratiam efficacem, qUa negata ineuıtabilıter, 16 en
peccabunt.
8a prop erT! oncılı) Irıdentini (que contrarıa U1C assert1on1 uldentur,
dum alt W qUlLsS dixerıit Justificatum uel InNe speclalı Aauxıilio Del In aCcCCepla
Iustıitia DEFVSEUETAFE O, uel CUÜU.  S NO  - O,  e! anathema sit<9): Deus
NAMQUE semel \W//  Q gratia Justificatos NO  - deserit, ANLSL DrIımoO deseratur“”, hoc

bDy Fulgentius W as defended, however, the pseudo-Augustinian Hypomnesticon:
OQuid est autem, Kt rel1quıt iıllum InNan) consılu SUl, NLS: Dımuisıt C U In possibilitate
lıher. arbitri SuL? In INanu nım posstbilitas intellegitur. Ipsa est prima gratia, GQUU
DrImMUSs homo Siare potulsset, Z Seruare Domuiniı mandata uoluisset. Hac EFSO DEr
inoboedientiam desolatus, Deo Iudice LUsSto, factus est serpenti, 1d est diabolo, CUl
maluit oboedire qQUAM Deo, Captiuus (Responsio 37 2’ Chısholm, The Pseudo-
Augustinian Hypomnesticon agalnst the Pelagians and Celestians. |Paradosts 20
Frıbourg 155-156 and I1 |Paradostis 210 Fribourg 1980 119-120, Il

It 1S Iso implıed Jansen1us, Augustinus, tOom 3, hlıb 9’ CapD NO  -

AY S Jam liberum arbıtrıum In In GQUO , quando condebatur ab aucCiore SUO,
Institutum fult Nam QUAMULS uerLsSsSıIUmMUmM sıt AEQUUM AYAY A ul Crealurae rationalıs
felicitas infelicıtas, honum malum ab LDSIUS propri0 arbıtrıo suspendatur ante
CU posita ulta morTte, bono malo, quod placuerıt e1 detur ıllı Jam
amen IN IMANU Cconsılı Sl DOSLIUS alterutrius partıs electionem semel fecıit, NO  - est
AEQUUM Ul In iıstam ıterum honıi malı indifferentiam reuoCelur, sed potius ul LSELUS
electionts honitatem aut malıtiam praemium aul supplicium CONSEQUALUF. Nam hoc est
LDSLSSIMUM illud quod sCriptura tangıt, dum dicıt. quod placuerıt el dabıtur illı, uıta
scılicet, aul INOIS, bonum aul malum, quibus nıhil aliud sienificatur qU aAM praemium
aul (1  N LSELUS electionis GQUUAFM N: Consılıı In QUO homo ab INLItLO Constitutus eslt,
propria AWZ/  Q lihertate fecit FEist autem proprium praemıum electionis honae malae
ul arbhıtrıum In quod ıbi delegit utrımque firmetur hoc el stabiliter diligen-
dum detur quod ıhı diligendum eligendumque Iudicaulit. It should be noted that the
eXegeSIS of Ecch 5:14 and 18 proposed Dy Fulgentius 15 explicitly rejected In the
I heologia UNIUEFrSA ad SUM Sacrae I heologiae candidatorum of the Capuchın frıar
Ihomas Charmes (or1g1inally publıshed in Eceli Deus abh inıt10 constitult
homınem, eft relıquıt ıllum In INnan consılh1 SU1 Eo locli, erd exprimitur lihertas

necessitate, etiam simplici el uoluntaria; atquı hic I0Cus NO  > debet restringl ad
dam Aante [apsum, ul restringitur Caluino (quoted from the Augsburg editiıon
of 1780, vol 4, 79)

Sess de iustificatione, Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17]
207 Sess. de Lustificatione, Cap 11 Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17|
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accıplenda sunt, scılıcet quod Deus nemıiınem priuet SUa gratia sanctı-
ficante ei habıtualı, 1S1 OMO prıus peccarıt; qUO NON conumlncıtur quod
Deus NOMN possıt pr1us gratiam SU am actualem subtrahere, qua subtracta OMO
necessarı1o peccal, Deum derelinquıit eft gratia justifıcante priuatur.
Resp Explicatio uerborum oncılı) Trıdentini: E QULS eic 1ON uldetur mıhı
OmMNnNınNO INnCONgTUA, lıcet forte mehor explicatıo darı possıt.
9a prop Ista ab Innocentio damnata Op1n10 predicte  208 conformI1s: 1qua De1

hominibus JUusStLS uolentibus et conantıbus secundum presentes qQUAS
habent ULFeS, Sunft impossibilia: deest QUOGUE LDSLS gratia qUd possibilia
fiant”®, ad instar prl1or1s 111 fıt
Resp Ista ab Innocentio damnata eic Aliqua Del eic ad instar
pr1or1s magnı fıt ef ab alıjs calumnıa nobıs infertur.

10a erT‘ Jla Augustini quıbus alt ultos paruulorum NO  - fieri Saluos,
NO qu1a LDS1 nolunt, sed qula Deus nNnO  — uult“) pos1t1uo, NON NCBA-
100 sunt accıplenda, S1 dicat ‘Multos paruulorum perıre, NDNON qula 1ps1
qU1ıppe Incapaces) uoluerunt hlıbere perıre, sed qula Deus 1PSOS posıtıue eit
dırecte ult eXxclusos, ordınans ad eu fiınem SIC Causas secundas, uft impedi-
ant qUO MINUS ad salutis necessarla perueniant.  2211 nde uerba 1la Christus

708 See DFYOD and FeSp
209 lst proposition condemned ıIn ('um OCCaslone; Denzinger, Enchiridion

In 17] 27001
210 CT Z } (ad Vitalem), 6, 19
211 In 217 6, 1 9 Augustine rejJects the uUuse of Tım (Deus homıt-

nNes uult saluos er: argument in favour of the claım that ‘all human beings
would recelve ıf those whom it 15 NnOL given would not reject it by theır OW

il Ihıs claım 15 mistaken, Augustine SaYyS, SINCE children who do nOoTL have wıll
opposed it: Iso dıie wıthout baptısm, VCI) when ‘theır parents desıire it and hasten

it” Reason why they do not recelve, 15 NnOL that they would reject it by theır
OW) 111 ıf it WCIC g1ven them, but sımply that God does 19701 want g1ve it
them Quo modo dicıtur homines eam fulsse aCCepturos, SZ NO  - IIı quibus NO  >

datur, A0 SUd uoluntate respuerenlt, quoniam Deus uult homiınes saluos fıer]1,
CUM multis NO  - detur paruulis et Ine Ila plerique morlantur, qul NO  - habent (ON-

trarıaım uoluntatem, el aliquando cupientibus festinantibusque parentibus, MINILSIFLS
GJUOQUE uolentibus paratıs, Deo nolente Non detur, CUM repenlte, antequam detur,
expirat, DFO QUO, ul accıperet, currebatur ? Vnde manifestum est COSN qul hultc resistunt
am perspicuae uerıitatl, NO  \ intellegere OMNLINO QUd locutione Sıt dıctum quod
homines uult Deus saluos fıer1, CUM fam multi salul O:  > fiant, NO  - qu1a SL sed qU1d
Deus NO  - uult, quod Ine ulla caligine manitfestatur In paruulis. According Janse-
Nn1uUsS In chapter the rıght interpretation of 'Tım. Augustine claıms ın
217 6, (and other passages) nOoTt only that God does not have the wıll SAaVC all
chıldren, but Iso that He does not want SAVC certaın chıldren in spıte of the efforts
of theır parents bring them baptısm and thıs because He has excluded them from
the Kıngdom: Haec Lgıtur Considerans Augustinus NO  > solum habere Deum
Lstam omnıum paruulorum saluandorum uoluntatem, sed etjam SaepLUusS exsertLis uerbis
docet, hominıbus uolentibus quosdam paruulos saluos facere, nolle Deum ul salul
fiant, qU OS Justo JudiCLO regnı SUL1 felicitate seclusıt (Augustinus, (8)  3 3, ıb 3’
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DFO omnibus MOFTIUMS est212 eic Deus uult Ne homines saluoser hoc
aut sımılı modo ıntellıgenda SUnt DFO Oomnlibus, 1d est PTO alıquıbus Omnı1
SCHNECIC homınum, uel DFO omnibus, ıd est PTo omnıbus quı salu1 fıunt, uel
1I1UTSUS DFO OmMNnILDus, 1d est quantum ad sufficıientiam sıtam in quod INOTS
In tantı ualoris sıt quod PTO omnıbus OmMNINO saluandıs satıs esset, SI fu1s-
seft omnıbus applıcata ue]l PCI OINNECS uolulsset saluare*!*; UE interpre-
tatıones 1ON repugnent U1C damnato ab Innocentio artıculo: demipelagı-
AHNUM AWAN z dicere Christum DFO omnibus hominibus MOFTLIUUM CC Aul
sangzuinem fudisse“”, prudens 1udıcet.
Resp Ex1istimo dıicı quod puerI1 morIlentes sıne baptısmo 110  S habeant
proprie medium sufficıens ad salutem (1) el quod Deus ordınet CauUsas NO  >
lıbere agentes In interı1tum um, antequam sınt baptısatl, ad qUorum
interı1tum sequıitur damnatıo propter or1g1inale.
Explicationes h86216 uerborum crıpture ex1istimo quod 110 tantum PTU-
dentes, sed et1am Urı sanctı iudicent NO  — CSSC InCOoNgruUas auft ICDUSNATC U1C
damnate ab Innocentio Semipelagianum est dicere.

1la prop Gratia sStatus nature integre nature apse In dıstınguıltur
quod ]la nOostra absolute SCHAPCTI facere, adeoque OMnNIS
gratia nOstra est efficax, NC est admıttenda diu1s1ı0 gratie In sufficientem ei
efificacem PTO moderno statu?!/.
Resp Giratia Status nature apse uldetur mıhı quod sıt SCHNPDCI Ifı1cax ad 8
finem ad quem proxime datur Del intentione, lıcet 1910)8| sıt SCINDCI Ifıcax
ad 6u finem ad qUem natura SUa tendit“!®; HCcE admıttendum PULO PTO

Cap 20) Compare the paraphrase Dy Carreyre, Jansenisme n 398 IDieu
eut pPas la lettre SAaUVCT fOUS les hommes. Saılnt Augustin dıt meme que Dieu

veut pas SAaUVver certalns enfants, malgre les efforts des hommes quı1 voudralent les
SaUVerT el cela, PATCE JUC, Juste Jugement, 11 les exclus posiıtıvement de SOM
royaume.’ (my ıtalıcs) Following Jansenius, Fulgentius interprets Z 67
implyıng that G0d has posıtıvely excluded certaın DCW born children fIrom Hıs Kıng-dom

212 Cor. S]  Un
73 Tım.
214 For these interpretations, SCC Jansenius, Augustinus, (0)  3 37 ıb 3’ CaDD 2021

(Exponitur I0Cus Apostolli: Deus homiınes uult saluos Herı eic Ouomodo
Christus ıf redemptor OmnNnLum, DFO omniıbus CFUCIfIXUS mortuus); Carreyre,Jansenisme In 397-399; Cognet, Le Jansenisme In 55-56

215 5th proposıtion condemned in Cum OCCAaSliONe; Denzıinger, Enchiridion
In 17/] 2005

216 Has would have been preferable. Sn Infra (Nota prımo aliquas mendas AAYS
COMMULSSAS

217 See Jansen1us, Augustinus, (0)  3 3, hlıb 3’ CaD (LTangıitur nalura adıutoril
sufficientis ostenditur nullum darı post lapsum quin sımul efficax Sıt. Hoc nım

multis PFINCIDULS Augustini Ecclesiae).218 Compare Arnauld, Vera T’homae de gratia sufficiente etl efficaci doc-
frına UluC1Lıde explanata, 2 9 57 In (Euvres de Messire Antoıine Arnauld
(Parıs ts1 auxıiılium OMNe Dei MmOUuUeNntTLS SEMDEr efficax Sıf aliıcuJus
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moderno sta diuisıonem gratie in sufficıentem ef efficacem (sufficıentem
scilıcet complete el perfecte, qua scılıcet lıberum arbıtrıum S1IC expedıtum estT,
ut I1MEeTO 1PS1US arbıtrıo pendeat quod hAC ponatur ue|l non).

12a prop erT'! Jla Actorum (et sımılıa, {u:  =] VeterI1s {Uu  =] Nou1 Testamenti)
quıbus tephanus alebat Judeıs: Dura Cerulce el INCLFCUMCLSLS cordıbus
HOS SEMDEF Spirıtul SANCLO resistitis“?, item Jla Prouerbiorum: Vocaul el

renulstiS, extendiı NUÜ: Meam el non fult qul aspiceret““, tantum de externa
uocatione extern1sque gratie oblatıonıbus SUunt accıplenda.
Resp erT'! Actorum eic possunt et1am de intern1s gratie oblatıonıbus intel-
lıg1
13a PFrOop. Per illa uerba Isaıe ubı conquerıtur Dominus dicens: Oultd est quod
ul ultra facere ulIneEEe MEC el AON feci An quod exspectaul ut faceret UUÜAS ,
fecıit Aautem labruscas ?221 solum uult Deus quod tam multa beneficı1a, ıtem sıgna
externa populo Su0222 exhıbuisset, patıenter 1DSOS sustinulsset ef onga-
nımıter Cu e1s processisset, ut humano modo loquendı1 nı amplıus qu1s
facere uldeatur, uft qu1s anımum alıcunus <1b1 ebellem lucraretur:; NON

quod TeUETAa Deus uelit quod Oomnı1a necessarla absolute e1s subminıiıstrasset qu1-
bus bonum facere ef instar optıme ulnee dulces fructus pullulare justitie.223

Resp Ad uerba Isaıe 19(0)81 eo quod contradıcam ıllorum explication1.
1da prop Damnatıo hulus articuli ; ab Innocentio Interior1 gratie In
nalure lapse HUMGQU AF resistitur““, PCI qU am Omnı1s In contrarıum SUSPIC1O
fundıtus ublata apparetl, Parum moment1 reputaltur.
Resp Damnatıo hulus artıculı eic magnı omentI] reputaltur.

effectus, eJus ad quem efficiendum diuina uoluntate distinatur, ul fatentur
T’homae discipuli; el amen interdum resistitur, alterıus effectus

ad GUEM natur«a SUd refertur. Vt CU. peccatorem Deus ad pie uluendum excıtat,
efficit quidem SEMPEF Ila gratia ul secundum donationtis Chriıstı alıquam
habeat Tle ptie uluend uoluntatem, QUU ratione gratia Ila efficax est. Sed
NO  > SEHMDET est Ila uoluntas, etiam Der gratiam Inspirata, ul resistentem ıbı
peccatı delectationem superet ad plam ultam peccatorem reipsa perducat, GUU
ratione Ilı resistitur.

219 Acts J5}
2920 Prov i BF  S
22 Is
FA The ewWws
223 Fulgentius rejects the exeges1s of Is according which (0d DaVC the

Jews everything that 15 NECCESSATY for cConvers1on. For, ıf God had g1ven them CVECIYy-
thıng that 1$ NCCCSSATY for Convers10on, they would Iso have receıived the DTACC that
infallıbly brings about cConvers1on. For thıs TCAaSOI, Fulgentius alternatıve
interpretation, accordıng which God’s claım ın Is 1S consıdered hyperbole:
God Just wanted SaYy that He dıd much for the EeWSs that, speakıng in human
terms, nobody be able do LNOTC ıIn order WIN OVCT reluctant mınd

224 2nd proposition condemned in Cum OCCAaslone; Denzınger, Enchiridion
In H 2002
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15a prop Omnıa infidelium SuUunf peCCala; He contrarıatur U1C
damnate proposı1tion1: Omnıa infidelium SUNT peCCald el ulırtutes
philosophorum SuUnl ultıa275

16a prop Quı1a salua manet ONI1Ss uolıtionıbus el des1ıder1Js UUC ante
conuers1ionem Spiritus  226 infıdelibus immliıttere solet.
Resp ad 15 et 16 prop Ex1istimo quod omnı1a perfecte 1del1um sınt
peccala, quı1a NO  am referuntur In Deum. ad qUCM Oomn1]a
referrt1 debent; PCI perfecte infıdeles intellıgo Oos quı nondum diıuinıtus
incıpıunt illuminarı*?”

17a prop Pontificis Judicıum NON solum in 1]S qUE sSsunt factı: sed eit alıas
Ta concılıum enerale est fallıbile
Resp Pontificıs Judiıcıum 1]S qUE Sunt factl, ex1istimo SS6 fallıbile; 1]S
YUUC sunt JUrIS, concılıum generale, dum cathedra loquıtur, CSSC

infallıbıle, lıcet hoc NO uldeatur ESSC de fide228

182 Pprop Indulgentie NO  s uldentur prodesse 1S1 1]S quı paratı sunt, quantum
in 1pPS1S estT, dıuine lustitie satısfacere, Cu NON appareat 1S1 ALL11OT proprius,
quı NON est modus ConNuenlens relaxatıonem obtinendi.
Resp Indulgentie et1am prosunt 1]S quı paratı 1ON sunt, quantum 1DS1S est,
dıiuine justitie satısfacere, lıcet AltısıodorensIis, Paludanus eft Caletanus apud
Estium teneant contrarium???*. Ex1istimo tamen (0N 1ON tam amplas indulgentias
lucrarı qUuUam 1stos quı paratı sunt, quantum 1PSIS estT, dıuine justitie satısfacere.

k 251h proposıtiıon condemned in Ex OomnıDus afflictionibus; Denzinger,
Enchıiridion In 17/] 1925

226 Spirıtus SANCLUS infra (Nota prımo alıquas mendas AA Y Ca COMMLSSAS
RA See I1. 268
228 Ihe addıtion licet hoc HO:  - uldeatur AY A de fide INaYy be compared wıth the

words saltem INn publico prohı1ıbition of the decree of 1668 Non feneal aut doceat
QULS saltem INn publico quod PontificisJudicium fallibile sıt exira concılium uniuersale.
oth Fulgentius anı the decree CADICSS theır adhesion the doctrine of papal infal-
lıbılıty in questions of Faıth and morals, but aVvOo1d presenting it dogma. Comparealso the opınıon formulated by Arsenius of Fuentes at the end of hıs Vvisıtation of the
Flandro-Belg1ıan Provınce (Hıldebrand N 412)229 See Wıllem Hesselszoon Est, In quarium liıhbrum Sententiarum COMmMen-
tarıa. Tomus (Parıs1us 1638 irst edition: 1615]) 292 Porro praeter haec VLONTL-
nullı putant indulgentiarum thesaurum nNeCi ıllıs prodesse qul GUAMULS In gratia CON-
stıtultl, negligunt amen DEr SEIDSOS satısfacere, sed 1LS duntaxat qul sollicıiti unl ul
integre INn hac 1ta satisfaciant DFO peccatıs, ob id aul ımpon1 ıb petunt Satıs-
factiones condignas, auflt saltem AIAN sponte aASSUMUNL, easdemque ımplere CUuranl.
Caeterum qul GUAM mınımam petunt ıbi poenitentiam ImMpONL, praeter Cd QUUFN
mınımam FU i SCLUNL, O:  > Curanit amplıus de satısfacıendo, sed MAZLS pOost hanc ultam
Contentı unl Iuere In purgatorIi0, existiımantes ıbı sufficere, Z euadant Infernum: A”non
A SS OF tales sperent ıhL Der indulgentias subuentendum. Ita sentıt docet (C’alteta-
NUS de SUSCIPLENELOUS iındulgentias, post Altiıstıodorensem Paludanum.
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Cce propositiones ef responsiones Fulgenti] Masecanı, quibus
(cum eas exscripserim precise pro uft eo in transumpfto ad misso)
nota primo alıquas mendas SS COMMISSASs ue|l prımo seriıbendo uel in tran-
serıbendo. Proposıtione enım desıiderarı uldetur absolute 11 bond, ut SCHSUS

sIit sed Satıs est quod ACtLONLS bone CYQUE sl CU. gratia Dei,
uLLLOSE. Item proposıtione ALSL prIımo deseratur; S1IC oncılı):
ANLSL ab eLs DF1US deseratur*. Item in responsione ad questionem SCUu UO-
sıt1ionem 1ı explicationes he uerborum ad constructionem S1IC uert1:
explicationes has uerborum. Item proposıitione: ad 11 Spiritus addendum
uldetur SANCIUS, u Spiritus SANCIUS.

Nota 20 Fulgentium NON 1S1 tres proposıtiones absolute9 relıquas
UCTO explıcare SCUHu pot1us 1uxta SU amn opinıonem el sola SUa ex1Ist1-
matıone SCUu electhone ductus, dıcendo fere ubique: °‘mih1 uıldetur’, "ex1stimo’,
auft quıd sımıle, eft 19(0)8! 1S1 semel egando Thomam, bıs terue Augusti-
NUÜ: ef ubiınde SUOS Louanıenses, quı lıcet 1psum plurımı facıant
extollant Lamquam UuUNnNum PreCIpu1s SUuls inter Capuc1nos sectar1]Js, consultı
tamen Joanne Landensi®>! predictis proposition1bus rCSDON-
s1ion1ıbus responderunt illas 1M1Ss CSSC crudas 1ICC CSC ıta audere docere. Cum

iste proposıtiones uel e1lus dictatis uel saltem doctrina ın
schola tradıta fuerint e  ; ei (utı quıdem arbıtror) aulo Tenere-
mundano (quı fere solus inter studi10sos 15 aduersabatur)“, credendum est
as Fulgenti0 fuisse tradıtas PTO ut jacent,“> el 1910)81 PTIo ut ab 1pSO
fuerunt negate uel explıcate, qula alıoquın tantummodo debulsset atrı-
bus exhıbere SUa dictata ad SU1 purgatiıonem eft 118 demonstrare oppositam
doctrinam. S1 UCTO ut hoc faceret;: quınımo, postea dicere NO  —_ est uer1ıtus
doctores Louanıenses 19(0)81 modo fulsse OCutos de SU1s proposıition1ıbus
respons1ion1bus qUO Joannes CcCOS referebat Ocutos.

ota 30 fere OINNECS as propositiones SaPCIC ue]|l Caluimıismum, uel Janse-
nısmum, uel ad mInus Baılanısmum : alıquas et1am aperte contrarları Concılıo
Irıdentino, qUua propter et1am tunc oblıgatione offiCc1] ef consci-
entia compulsı fuere condere decretum quod infra subıungetur, in

rem1ss1ius egerint, CUu aduersus ulusmodi proscr1ptos CITOTECS Omn1ı efTtfi-
caclıla procedereTCC dıssımulare, quod experlentla seculıs COIN-
stet alıbus imbutos uel NUMd Ua uel rarıssıme ulusmodi decreta el

ceptis SU1S errorıbus resip1scere ef resilıre, sed contra OS uel, uel

230 Sess de iustificatione, Cap 11 Denzinger, Enchiridion In K
231 For Joannes of Landen, SCC
237 For the testimonYy of Paulus of Dendermonde, SCC 161
237 Compare the words quod ıllas SLIC docuerit Jacebant in the ırst

document containiıng the propositiones and responsiones (see 180) Apparently,
it had NOT been poss1ble for Patrıcıus and hıs Definıitors consult Fulgentius’ dictata
themselves.
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defendere, uel ubdole el ambıgue explıcare aut interpretarI, ef interım alıys
instillare, PTro ut ef hıc nostrIis factıtatum fuıt.

ota 4° Fulgentium impeg1sse tum in ullam Pı] D Gregor1] (
anı cContra Baium“*, u  =] In ullam Alexandrı T7 Contra Jansenium  235
in prıma hec formalıter habentur: GQUAS quidem sententias striıcto
OXa nobıiıs examıne ponderatas, nonnulle aliıquo Sustiner.ı
possentl, In rigore el propri0 uerborum En ab assertorıbus intento,
hereticas,9 SUSDECLAS, ftemerarıas, scandalosas, el INn DIAS

236offensionem iımmulttentes respectiue, UCCUMQUE JS uerbo, SCFID-
eMLSSA, presentium authoritate damnamus, CIrCUMSCKLDIMUS, el abo-

lemus; eque eisdem el sımılıbus posthec GUOGUO loquendl, scribendi,
el disputandı facultatem quibuscumque interdicımus. Oul C fecerint,
LDSOS omnıbus dignitatibus, gradibus, honoribus, benefictjs, el officiJ}s Der-

PFILUAMUS, etiam inhabiles ad UCCUMQU E decernimus. Vinculo
GQUOGUE anathematis LDSO InnNOdamus, QUO nullus Romano Pontifice
Inferior ualeat COS, eXCcepto MoOrtLs artiıculo, liberare  2537 Hec

Pıo prımo emanata ei Gregor10 13 postea tandem ab Vrbano
confirmata em Alexandrı 7 Conftira lıbrum Cornel1)
Jansen1], quı Augustinus intıtulatur, S1IC In fine: eundem lıhbrum SCDE
dıcti orneli] Jansent], CUlL titulus Augustinus, N alıos fam MANUYU

SCF1pPt0S qQUAM tyDLS editos el S11 qUOS forsan ımposterum edi contigerit, INn
quibus e1US ornelij Jansent] doctrina ul Ü,  d damnata defenditur uel
astrultur, uel defendetur uel astrueltur, damnamus ıtıdem prohibemus,
mandantes omnıbus Christı fidelibus predictam doctrinam eneanl,
predicent, doceant, uerbo uel scr1ıpto uel interpretentur, publice
uel prıuatim, palam uel occulte ımprimant, W peniS el CENSUFLS CONIFra
hereticos INn Jure eXDrEeSSLS LDSO facto absque Iia declaratione InCurren-
dis?>S SI1IC Alexandrı z

234 Pıus FEx omnıbus afflictionibus Denzinger, Enchiridion In (a
n05 1901-1980); Gregory XI ProuLsionlis Nostrae (15/9); Urbanus V In eminentı
(1642)

35 Alexander VII SACFTUaMmM Denzıinger, Enchiridion In BL} nS ”7010-
n Regimints Apostolici Denzinger, Enchiridion In 171 For
the full text of both documents, SCC C'arolus du Plessıs d’Argentre, Collectio JudicLo-
FU In 17] 2810787 and 314-316

236 immettentes
237 See Ex OmnNnLDuUSs afflictionibus (Revue d’histoire ecclesiastique

F1D have retaiıned the punctuatıon of for the whole quotatıion. In the first
sentence, has after both possent and intento, the MOST iımportant evıdentlybeing that after possent For the problem of the so-called Pıanum, SCC

Denzinger, Enchiridion In 17] 1980 1, Quaghebeur, ‘“ Sed Ullud iIntactum
reliquerit” . Une virgule mal biffee le planum, la hulle Ex omnıbus afflıc-
tiıonıbus du St-Office el la ecture du cardınal de Lugzo, Revue d’histoire ecclest-
astıque (2003) 61-79 (wıth further bıblıography).23 See SACFYFUaM Carolus du Plessıs d’Argentre, Collectio Judiciorum In 17]

281)
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Decretum quod Prouinclalıis ef Diıffinitores fecerunt 21 ull)239

1606585 contra prefatas doctrinas ef explicationes Fulgentij Masecani*“%

Propter Justas Causas iudicarunt Minister Prouincılalıs ei Dıffinitores
hulus Prouincie Flandro Belgice expediıre ut admoneantur Patres CONCIO-
naftores, lectores eit studıiıos1 qU1s teneat ue]l doceat sequentes proposıtiones:

241

Actum TUXelllls In Capıtulo intermedio de Dıffiniıtorum
Julij  242 1668

Trat subscrıiptum
Patrıtius Minister Prouincılalıs ind1ıgnus

[Propositiones hasce OINNCS Cu earundem refutationıbus radıdı
Ildefonso ]

Comparıng the above STtatements of Fulgentius of Maaseık ıth
the decree of 1668, OMNC mMaYy conclude that the latter PACC Hıldebrand

dıd regard essential aspects of the ector’s theologıcal hınkıng, CVCIN

f the latter W ds prepare condemn (a certaın interpretation o1) the
proposı1tions that WEIC prohıbıted in the decree.

Prohibition and According 18 the compiler of the above
document, only three of the propositiones ascrıbed Fulgentius WEeIC

completely and unamb1ıguously rejected by the responsiones Nota 20
Fulgentium AoOnNn 1581 Ires proposıitiones absolute negare).“* These

probably AT DFOD 4, and 14, 1{ deny the importance of the
condemnatıon of proposıtions in Cum OCCasloNne. The proposıtions
In question WEeIC equaliy prohibıted In the decree of 1668

Prop merendum el demerendum eic Cum OCCAaslıOone PIOD prohıtion of 1668
Prop. Alıqua Del praecepta eicCc Cum OCCaslıone PTOD prohition of 1668245
Prop. Interiorı gratiae eic ( um OCCasıone PTOPD. prohıtion of 1668

239 Jun1] (cf. 17/8)
240 mascanı
241 At thıs place, the document offers CODY of the prohı1bıtions of 1668, which

I have edited above the basıs of the cCta Capitularıa of the Flandro-Belgıan Prov-
Ince.

Jun1i1
243 IThıs lıne W as added Dy later hand

According the first document containıng the 18 propositiones and FESDON-
siONeS, Fulgentius’ replıes denı1ed four of the proposıt1ons. See 179

245 Ihe words Ista damnata OpInNLO In DFYOD and FESD Cal be interpreted
dominant partıcıple constructlon, meanıng the SAamne the words damnatıo AuLuS

artıculı In DFOD and FreESp and
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In each CaSC, Fulgentius’ reSpOoNsSLO states that, LO hat
15 sa1d In the proposıtion, the condemnatıon in question dıd ave its
ımportance. thısr OMNC COU be empted conclude that (part
of) the prohı1bıtions and of the decree of 1668 dıd notL affect Ful-
gent1us’ teachıng OWeVer, ese three responsiones ATC 1mıted to
lapıdary affırmatıon of the ımportance of the condemnatıons in qUCS-
t1on, but do not offer an Yy further specıfication ıth regar fo hat
Fulgentius hought IO be the In which each of these proposıitions
had een condemned Dy Innocent Moreover, if ONC consıders d

the Definitorium of 1668 probably dıd the three condemned propos!ı1-
t10NSs be the express1ion of Jansen1ius’ doctrines of the aDSOluUutTte
necessIity of efficıent for am s descendants fo obey
od’s (Alıqua Dei praecepta EIC.) and the irresistibilıty of
efficıent (Interiorı gratiae G: ), ell of hıs convıction that
the necessity bDy IC ONC eıther SINS Ihils commandments,
O€es not abolıish the TrTeedom of the human 111 (Ad merendum el
demerendum eic.). theır prohı1bıtion by the decree of 1668 dıd affect
Fulgentius’ teaching, for all three doctrines aAaIc mplhıed in SOTNC of the
proposıitiones eit responsiones edıted above (necessıty 0€Ss not abolish
Teedom DFOD and FESD B 2 and 8 aDSOlutfe necessIity of
efficıent DFOD and FESP 17 ırresistibilıty of efficıent
DFOD and VeESD 2) Ihe of these doctrines also explaıns Ful-
gentius’ ecriticısm of the o11nN1Ss CONCepPL of sufficıent In DFOD
and FESD and 17

According to DFOpD and FeESp S Fulgentius also condemned the
{WO proposıI1tions from Ex Oomnıbus afflictionibus that WEeIC forbıdden
by prohı1bıition In the decree UO| uoluntarie fit, etiamsı necessitate
fiat, lıhere amen fit and Sola ulolentia hOomInLs Ilıhertatiı
naturaliı). However, Fulgentius condemned both proposıt1ons ın

that oO€es not contradıct hIs OW claım in DFOD and FESD and
that human Teedom 1S nNnOL abolished Dy the fact that fallen INan

necessarıly SINS when he SINS and that he Can not resist efficıent

We mMaYy thus conclude that 1f the proposı1itions affected Dy PIO-
hıbıtions and of the decree aATic interpreted expressing SOTIIC key
doectrines of Jansen1us, theır prohıbıtion dıd affect the eachıng of Ful-
gent1us, CVCN 7 the lector condemned these proposıtions hımself. The
latter Can be explaıned Dy the hypothesıs that Fulgentius dıd nNOL inter-
preit the condemned proposıtions In WaYy that affected hıs VIEWS

246 For these interpretations of the first three proposı1it1ions condemned In Cum
OCCAaSlONe, SCS Carreyre, Jansenisme In 479-491
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uman reedom and efficıent hıs 15 certaın for the [WO 0_
s1t10NS from Ex Oomnıbus afflictionıbus (see DFOD and reSp 3) and
hıghly probable for the proposıtions fIrom Cum OCCAaSILONE, SINCEe al
eas ıf IMNa Yy g1ve crediıt fo Fulgentius claımed that the CONMN-

demnatıon of the five proposıtions by Innocent dıd noTt affect Janse-
1US  ? Augustinus.

Prohibition According LO DFOD I5 Fulgentius subscribe:
the proposıtion forbıdden by prohıbıition of the decree (Omnıa D
infiıdelium Sunf peCCala el philosophorum ulrtutes SUunfl ultLa). Ihe
repILY DFOD 15 and shows, however, that Fulgentius only sub-
crıiıbed thıs proposıtion ıf the infideles in question ATC interpreted
4S being complete infıdels (perfecte infideles) and, by CONSCYHUCNCC,
do nOoTt nclude ose unbelievers who ave already rece1ved first,
elementary iıllumınatıon from the Holy Spirıt For thıs rCason, DFOD

states that the condemnatıon of the sen' Omnıa D Infide-
Ilıum SUunfl pDeCCalda Ex omnıbus afflictionibus 1S pertinent, sInce ıts
unıversal character (omnlaD infidelium ete.) 15 contradıcted Dy the
fact that the aCfts of imperfecte infideles not necessarıly SINS. 'Thıs
I1CAalls that Fulgentius adhered attenuated version of the proposı1-
tiıon OmnıaD infidelium SUNnl DeCCAalad: Existimo quod OmMNLA D
perfecte infidelium sınt peCcCCala. hıs vers10n, however, still excluded
the poss1ıbılıty of go0d aCcfts commıtted Dy people who had nNOoL een
ıllumınated, eıther UuLLY (as fideles) elementarıly (as imperfecte Infi-
deles), Dy the Holy Spırıt Moreover, Fulgentius o€s noTt SCCIN ave
felt the eed of modıfyıng hıs posıtion regardıng the sen ulrtutes
philosophorum Sunft uULltLa. We MaYy thus conclude that, ıf the second
prohıbıtıon of 1668 W a4as issued the basıs of the convıction that
wıthout fallen INan Cal S{ı accomplısh morally good acfts, CVCN
ıf the latter do not lead {O eternal life,“*/ the second prohı1bition dırectly
reacted agaınst the eachıng of Fulgentius, CVECIN ıf the latter rejecte:
the proposıtiıon Ommnıa D infidelium SUnf peCCala in ıts unıversal

Prohibition We Sa above that, accordıng to Fulgentius’
diıctata and the Apologıa DFO doctrina both laımed that the ope’s
Judgment 1s nOoL only in questions of fact, but Iso in questions
of al and morals. TIhe lector 1S ascr1ibed the Samlnle opınıon in DFOD
1/ but he contradıcts ıt In the correspondıing repILy In ]S GUEC SUNnft

JUFLS, concılıum generale, dum cathedra loquitur, A S

infallibile Thıs contradıction, however, 1S immediately oOll0owe:

24 ] For thıs posıtion, SCC Carreyre, Jansenisme In 360
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Dy further qualıification: licet hoc A”non uldeatur CSSE de fide We
INaYy thus conclude that prohıbıtion of 1668 W ds directed agaınst the
posıtion 1C Fulgentius advocated accordıng in hıs dictata
and the Apologia DFO doctrina, and that the ector’s denal of thıs pOSI-
tıon the 1st of propositiones and responsiONnes 1S exphecıtly presented
ASs not being po1In ofal

Prohibition If prohı1bıition of 1668 Was directed agamst the
denı1al that Christ died for all mankınd and SCC 1ICason SUP-
POSC ıt Was not ıt Can be consıdered reactiıon agaınst Fulgentius.
On the basıs of three VELIY specıfic interpretations of the words DFO
omnıbus in Cor 15 (Christus DFO Oomnıbus MOFTTUMUS est), 1C he
probably knew from Jansenıius’ Au2ustinus (pro OmnLıDus meanıng ‘for
SOMMNC out of all classes of ma  nd’, ‘tor all who ATiC Saved’ of ‘ftor all
human beings in the that the of Christ’s resurrection
WOU suffice {O Sa]VC all mankınd ı8 He wanted it’),248 Fulgentius Was
CVECN able 18 neutralıze the latter ASs ell ASs T1ım (Deus uult

homines saluos fiert) bıblıcal Dro0 In favour of the belief
that hrıst dıd dıe for al mankınd.

Fulgentius’ words regardıng the fıifth proposıtıon of Cum CCa-
SiONe remaın somewhat ambı1ıguous: Explicationes hae the propose
interpretations Cor. and 1ım 2:4| uerborum Scripture EXL1-
StLMO quod Hon fantum prudentes, sed eti.am Irı sanctı Iiudiıcent NOn
esse INCONZFUAS aul FEDUSNAFE ULC damnate ab Innocentio <Senlen-
fiae> dem1pelagıanum est dicere stum PTrO omnıbus homınıbus
MmMoOortuum CSSC aut sanguınem fudisse> (rep 10) (a) ONC consıders the
words ULC damnate ab Innocentio <sententiae> example of the
domiınant partıcıple construction,“” Fulgentius SaYyS that hıs interpreta-
tıon of Cor 5: 15 and Tım 1s In accordance ıth Innocent’s
condemnatıon of the proposıtıon. that CaSC, he probably aCCepDLS
the condemnatıon Dy proJecting the above three interpretations of DFO
OomnıDus 18 the words DFO omniıbus hominibus In the condemned
proposıtion. According {O that interpretation, the thesıs dicere Christum
DFO omnıbus hominibus Ortuum PeSSC aul sanguinem fudisse 1mMpoOS-
Ss1 be Semi1-Pelagıan, hıch implıes that the proposıtıon in ıts
entirety 1s alse, CVCN for dıiscıple of Jansenius.?>9 (b) 0)41% 0€es nNOoL

248 See 214
249 Compare interpretation of the words Ista damnata OPINLO in DFOD and

FeSp in 243
250 For thıs interpretive ZY, SCS also Sellier, Ou’est-ce qUeE le Jansenisme

640-1 Z13) In 18] "Nous disposons deJä de t[OUtfes les Uances necessalres POUT
comprendre COMMENT les augustiniens pouvalent condamner la CINquIeEmMeE Proposıition:

I1 est sem1-pelagıen de dıre YUC Jesus-Christ est mMO  \ eit repandu SOM Sanl POUT fOUSs
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cons1ıder the words ULC damnate ab Innocentio <sententiae>
example of the domiınant particıple construction, Fulgentius sSımply
states al the end of both DVOD. and FeES that he upholds the fıfth
proposıtion in spıte of ıts condemnatıon bDy Innocent

Prohibition The doctrine affected Dy the prohı1bıtion of
1668 Cal be read In the Augustinus of Jansenius?>! and 15 defended
wıthout an Yy FOESDEV.G in DFOD and FESD

Eugentus of Bruges Fulgentius’ teaching divine

In June-September 1682, Definıtor General Ildefonsus of
Carlshoven visıted the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce CommLssarıius
Generaltıs Dy order of Mınıster General Bernardus of Porto Maurı1z1o0
(T order fo ver1ıf y 18 hat egree the antı-Jansenist decree of
Stephanus of Cesena (1674) W as being observed.*>°> On July, he
rece1ved ın the convent of Bruges charge against Fulgentius of
Nıeuwpoort and Marcellus of Menen, who WeIiIC accused Dy Eugen1us
of ruges of avıng caused TOUDIES wıthın the Flandro-Belgıan Prov-
ince through theır alse charges agamst fellow Capuchıns. CODY of
thıs charge W as integrated Dy Eugen1ius hımself ater charge agamst
Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort and Marcellus of Menen, IC he addressed

18 August 1683 the Cardınals of the Holy Office.?> hıs later
charge has een preserved [WO coples In the Archiuum Generale
OF M:Cap. (G 22171 Dimissiones, DFOCESSUS. 1683:1925):P?

In the charge of July 1682, Eugen1us makes the SAaJrııc claım
as Michael of Oudenbosch W ds make in 1 /00 and Hıldebrand the
20th CenturYy, VIZ. that the charges Dy Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort lacked
all Justification. He iıllustrates thıs by referring to the Casc of Fulgen-
t1us of Maaseık, from whom Eugen1us had rece1ved hıs theologıca

les hommes Sall: exception. ” Pour CUX, affırmer qUu«C le hrıst est MO DOUT LOUS Sa1l:

eXception pouvaılt effet VOIT SCI15 catholıque, prec1se Augustin, Prosper
beaucoup d’autres, dont ”auteur de l’Apologte DOUF les saınt Peres Antomne Arnauld|
So1t quant la suffisance de la Redemption, so1lut PAICce que le hrıst SaUve la nature
humaıne. Une fO1Ss de plus la redaction de la condamnatıon demeuraıt imprecI1se.’

251 See Z
Agaınst hat 15 suggested in the already quoted testimonYy of Paulus of Den-

dermonde. See 161
253 For thıs visıtatıon, SC Hıldebrand V1I, 3'79-383
754 For the charges of July 1682 and ugust 1683, RC Hıldebrand VI,

415
It 15 sa1ld al the bottom of both documents that CODY of the charge W as sent

the Cardınal Conprotector 13COMO Rospiglios1 arch 1684 (and noTt in
1687, suggested Dy Hıldebrand VI, 415 Z
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formatıon. had een al the inst1gatıon of Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort,
Eugenius SayS, that Patrıcıus of Hazebroek and hıs entire Definitorium
interrogated Fulgentius of aaseık 1668 uUugen1us mistakenly SayS

ıth regar! 18 suspected proposıtions. ıthout mentıoning
that antı-Jansenist decree had een 1ssued almost ımmediıately after
thıs interrogatıon, Eugen1us STITESSES that had een taken
agaınst Fulgentius of aaseık hımselrf. I hıs W dsSs only normal, he SaVYS,
SINCEe Fulgentius of Maaseık Was al iscıple of ugustine and,
by CONSCYUCNCC, COu ımposs1ıbly ave een heretic.4>% Eugen1us
subsequently PIOVCS thıs Dy offering synthesı1s of hıs master’s VIEWS

dıvıne9 which 15 larded ıth explıcıt references the works
of the bıshop of 1ppo Thıs synthesı1s (together ıth the introduction
LO the charge of 28 July 1S edıted eI0W the basıs of both
coples of Eugen1us’ charge of August 16823 doc 1, ff. 1-1”;

doc Z ff 1_3r)_257 both cCoples, most quotations from the
and the works of ugustine aTic iıdentithed by of margınal notes,
the visıbılıty of which emphasızes the orthodoxy of Fulgentius’ VIEWS.

ave integrated all margınal Note. In the text, but preserved theır
visıbıilıty by usıng the bold typeface. ext these notes, the footnotes
ıdentify quotations that EKugen1us has eft wıthout explıcıt identifica-
tion. The dıyvısıon In paragraphs 15 mıne.

Hac die 28 ulı) 16872 CONUENTU Brugensı CO Fr. Eugen1us rugen-
S1S sacerdos Capucınus PTODONO COTaMm uobIıs, ad Idephonse Austriace
111iNıtor Commissar1] Generalıs, PCI spec1alem COomm1ss1ıonemM ad
Bernardı Po;  = aurıt10 Miınıistrı Generalıs Ordınıs Capucinorum  258 Judex
nobıs elegate, ntra Fulgentium Neoportanum ef Marcellum Mene-
NCNSCH, Prouinciae Flandro-Belgicae Dıffinitores, 1ON anımo calumnı1andı, sed
oulInc1amMm INcam PreCIPpUOS e1lus ef integerrımos doctrina ef pletate 1ITOS
NO hereseos amıbus calumn1ı]s uındıcandı, quod 1jdem 1ps1 sınt quı 1lam-
um eandem Prouiınc1am sub pretextibus plane chymerı1cı1s perturbauerint
et1iamnum perturbare 1ON desinant, quod sub pCha tahonıs probare polliıceor

256 document of 1669 (Archiuum Capucinorum Belgii I7 the Vertues
of Justinus of Brussels (T 1635: Hıldebrand Val; 416, Fulgentius hıghly
pralses Justinus’ love for the teachings of Augustine.

There SUOTIIC striking parallels between Eugen1us’ synthes1s of Fulgentius
of Maaseık’s teachiıng and the exposıtion of h1s OW Augustinıan cConvıctlons in the
letter Van Hecke that have discussed above in paragraph See Vitima UO.  s
In 65] 45-59

Bernardus of orto Maurı1z10 W dsSs Minıiıster General of the Capuchın Order
duriıng the YCAars5
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hanc lıtem prosequı finem; eft peTO ut secundum Jura et CanNnOoNCS$Ss

supradıcti pa ut perturbatores publıcae quıiet1s fact10s1 punılantur.
Vti uerıitas In hac magıs innotescat, sc1lendum est perturbatiıonem

hanc, qUaC Prouiınc1am NnNOstram m1iserrime dılacerat In partes scındıt,
PCI eundem Fulgentium 1amdudum coeptam CSSC, scılicet ab 1667:;;
quando qUoa doctrinam formalıter opposult Ven Fulgenti0 aseCcano
lector1. Cu1lus potissımum et1am factum uft PCI Patrıtiıum Hasbrou-

Prouinc1alem proponerentur 18 propositiones quıbus iıdem lector
iubebatur respondere, alıquae uldebantur eXpressI1s ermI1nıs CONCCD-
tae, uft eundem incautum ıllaquearent. Ipso simplıcı responsione ad
sıngulas facılıter extricante 1ıdem Fulgentius Neoportanus NOMN cessauıt
doctrinam prefatı ectorI1s omnıbus modis hucusque persequı sub OmMnıno
friuolis plerumque falsıs allegatıonıbus. innotescat tam odiosa
facta doctrina, am paucıs uerbis PTODONAIL.,

Hec docet quod DEeT UNUM hominem Intrauıit IN hunc mundum
el DEetT MOT'S, qUaC INn homines pertranstJt, INn QUO DeC-

|Rom &: 121 Item quod real peccatı or1g1inalıs DCI regenerat1on1s
auacrum ublato eı1usdem relıquıiae (amquam remaneant, scılicet 1Z2NO-
rantıa ın intellectu ef concupiscentla in uoluntate: J]la PCI egem ef doctrinam
potest auferr1, hec em NON 151 gratia medicınalı superarı potest. Interro-
gante enım apostolo, quı accepıit minıiısteriıum uerbi Domino esu testificarı
euangelium gratiae Dei |Act Infelix CLO homo, qulLsS liberabit de
COrpore MOoOrtLs AuULUS (scılıcet captıuante Cu in lege peccatı) |Rom 7.24.];
ıpsemet respondet: Gratia De1 DEr Jesum Christum Domınum nostrum“  97  g C
adstıpulatur fıdelıs e1us dıscıpulus, 1PS1US Ecclesiae in materı1a gratiae eien-
SUOT ırrefragabılıs Augustinus diıcens: Concupiscentiae dominatu NO

liberat NLSL ‘ gratia Dei DEr Jesum N. 7260 ONO Spirıitus Stl DEr qUEM
diffusa charıtas In cordibus nOStrLS  261 ulnCIt CONCUPILSCENHLAS carnales,
ConsentLAamus eLs ad male facıendum, sed potius bona facıamus retfract.
g 231 Hanc medicınalem s{ı SaluatorIis gratiam scıre dicıt
idem?®> Doctor ad SIingulos arl e 107 ad Vital. ]*°*, QUO elicı

uldetur nullum aC B indıfferentem indıu1du0265

Rm Y  n
PE  Un

261
262 Aug., elr. 1, 2 E}

dicıt
Aug., DA (ad Vitalem), 2’ (before the Maurıst edıtıon of Augustine’s

letters, the present 457 bore the number 107; SCC 3 E} 978, a) Ihıs letter
1s quoted 1Iso In DFOD and FEeESp (cf. SUDFA).

265 Compare IThomas Aquınas, Summa theologiae, Ia Hae ä 1 9’ (Vtrum
aliquis USs sıt indifferens secundum indiuiduum): nNeCesse est um
hominis deliberatiua ratione procedentem, In IndiuLduo consideratum, hbonum AA Ca

uel malum. Ihe Thomistıc thesıis 15 based here Augustinian princıples: indıvıdual
delıberate CIts Cal  = NOL be neutral, SINCEe they the effect of eıther dıvıne d|
(g00d) CONCUpPISCENCE al
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Et quod Eccles1ia de Spirıtu St0 eTEe InNe [UO numıNe NL est IN
homine, NL est InnOXLUmM266

” 19(0) ınde inferas OmNLAa
267infidelium Wa Ca peCcCcCala quıla indelıberati, 1ıtem Oomn1a ad

Christianısmum dısponentla quae gratiae PCI Concılıum Arausıcanum
ascr1buntur P Conc. Araus. C. ın ın NO  —_ possunt CSSC peccala.
Vırtutes em phılosophorum NON sunt proprie uıtla, sed ab 1PSIS ph1loso-

2766 Verses 16-18 of the medieval Ven Sancte Spirıitus, which the ath-
olıc Church Salıs£ al Pentecost SInce 1570 See Dreves-C. Blume, Eın
Jahrtausend Lateinischer Hymnendichtung. I1 Hymnen unbekannter Verfasser
(Leipzıig 160:;: Taxı Zur Verfasserschaft Un Entstehungszeit der
Pfingstsequenz Venl, Sancte Spirıtus , in Zeitschrift FÜr deutsches Altertum Un
deutsche Literatur 135 (2006) 13-20

267 251h proposıtion condemned by Pıus In Ex omniıbus afflictionibus (1506./):
Denzıinger, Enchiridion In 1/ 1925 It 15 the 15 proposıtion ascr1ibed Ful-

gent1us In 668
268 The text probably refers here delıberate CIs of the iımperfecte infideles,

whom Fulgentius implhicıtly hınts at hıs reply DFOD and Existimo quod
Omn1a D:  d perfecte infidelium uınt peCCald, quia NO  > referuntur INn Deum, ad GUEH
OmnNnLAa referri debent; DEr perfecte N}  etes intelligo ıllos qul HON-
dum diuinitus InCipiunt ılluminarı. The imperfecte infideles Call be identified ıth
11OTIC prec1s1on thanks Eugen1us’ margınal reference the end of the 7 5th and
Jast anon of the second Councıil of range Eugen1us does NO SCCI refer

the 25th anon tself, but the definitio fidel that ımmediately ollows it and nds
In reference the gift of Faıth which makes people strıve for baptısm and which
(God Iso SaVC the good robber of Z3:430 the centurıon Cornehus in Acts
10 and the tax-collector Zachaeus 19 Hoc etiam salubriter profitemur
ef credimus, quod In Omnı D: hono NO  - NOS INCLDIMUS el postea Der Dei MLSEFLCOF-
dıam adıuuamur, sed LDSE nobıs nullis praecıidentibus honts mertitis et fidem el UMO-
Yrerm SM DF1US Inspirat, ul el baptısmi SAaCramenlaeliter requiramus el post baptıs-
MUÜU. CUM LDSLIUS adıutorio qUde ıbı Unl placita, ımplere DOSSIMUS. Vnde
manlfestissime credendum est quod el ıllius latronıis GUEM OMINUS ad paradysı
patrıam FeuUOCAauılt el Cornulii CentorLion1ls, ad GUEM angelus Domuini MLSSUS estT, el
Zacchel, qul LDSUM omınum SuSCipere merult, Ila fam admirabilis fides NOn fuerit
de nNnatura, sed diuinae gratiae largitate donata 1458 A7 6 E I1 213=-2235
Compare Jansen1ius’ remarks the centurıon Cornehus h1is discussiıon of the D  d
infidelium (Augustinus, (6)  3 2’ ıb 4‚ Cap Sanctı Augustini loca explicantur, qul-
hus uldetur d moralıter hona INn infidelibus; Carreyre, Jansenıiısme
In 361) Nunc soluenda Unl nonnulla Augustini testimon1ld, quibus probarı
DUulanl, In infidelibus AA Ca O, nonnulla ID  a ere hona In DFIMLS proferunt AU2US-
Inı loca de Cornelio Centurione, quibus lıbro de praedestinatione Sancfiorum Cap
sept1mo, lıbro pPr1mo de baptısmo capıte sept1mo, 11bro quarto capıte u1ges1mo
Pr1mMoO (error nım In Citationes ırrepsit) eleemosynas Cornel1i, antequam In Chrıistum
crederet, lustit1am appellat, donum Del SSC dıcıt. At erte iImp1um est dona De1l
inter peccata deputare | Bellarminus, De gratia el libero arbitrio, lıb 5’ Cap At
erlte LSta NLIMLS est somnolenta Augustini lectio, ul hulusmodiı lOCLs probetur Ine
fide fieri O, D:  d nonnulla bona T estatur nım Augustinus In LDSO Tlo I0CcC0 de
Praedestinatione SAaNCLIOrum qul Citatur, In alı]s plurıbus, Cornelium nullo modo
fulLsse infidelem, sed fide Jam diuinitus Infusa INn Deum credidisse, ea fide TUASSE
Deum, INn GUEHN Crediderat, eleemosynas aSsSe, GQUAMULS INn Christum lesum ıbı
LO  - annuncıiatum necdum Credidisset.
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phıs de 15 eft 1NON Domino glori1antıbus ullıantur Possunt enim

alıqua hona fieri NO  _ hene facientibus quibusAun eft de alıhus Fi-
hus O  - Domino gloriarı solus LMDLIUS AA Z COoOnN.
Iulla. C, I0

Hanc UuUeTO sSu gratiam ad sıngulos chrıstiane 1r' MNECECSSaTIAaNl

dıcıt idem gratiae doctor Augustinus AOoONn omnıbus hominiıbus arl
el quibus datur misericordia Deıl arl quibus HNO  - datur

IUdLICLO Dei NO  \ arl le. 107 ad 1fa ]271 nde eu1ıdens est gratiam
sufficıentem qU am omnıbus omınıbus et1am obduratıs el EXCECAIS SCNC-
ralıter darı 1L darı debere aliqui  272 tam pertinacıter SUsSstMinNenT ei PTIo
sententia? ”® 1PS1US Ecclesiae mundo obtrudere 1910)81 CSSC gratiam
am qU amı Lanquam S{ gratiam {a}  3 OPCIOSC Confira heret1cos
eiend1 Augustinus
Ü  n Cum ıdem dicat uoluntatem NnNOstIram 19(0)8! medio Lla SZ-

Ul nNneC hbona nNeC mala S11{ de PCCC, INeT., ef [eMISS. ; 18 ] 274 nı
N bonam uoluntatem Ua charıtatem |de grat Christ s 21 ]275

ef Inspiırationem dilectionis ul Cognila DEr egem SANCLILO faciamus
DFODTLE gratiam eSSEe lıb ad ON quıd 1g1Cur quod ad
salutarem attrıtıonem (ad qU am OINNECS ef bonam uoluntatem el gratiam CcS5-

CSSC contendunt) charıtatem alıquam requiramus“”” 1910)8! PCI-

269 Aug Tulıan Compare Jansenıius Aug2ustinus tOm 1lıb CaDP
2/6 Carreyre Jansenisme In 359 364 Sellıer, Pascal el SALNM.
Augustin In 192] 760 265

270 Aug Iulian
2R Compare Aug SR (sententiae For the number 107 Euge-

1US margınal note SCC._ N 264

73
Vız the partlsans of Molınısm
senti1am

7714 Aug DeCC mer 18
Compare Aug., gral. DeCc 17 24
15 B dee Aug., Pel 4’ 59 1}
According the Councıl of rent, the AattrıtLo whiıch SsStems TOM the fear of

future punıshment, PICDAICS the penitent for the forg1veness of S1115 the sacramen!
of PCHNANCEC ıf together ıth the hope for forg1veness ıt excludes the 111 SIN Ihıs

called CONIFLLLO imperfecta for ıf considered gıift of God that makes
the approach Justiıfıcatiıon Illam er° CONIrıLionem imperfectam GQUAdE rL-
110 dicitur qQUONLAM uel turpitudinis peccalı Consideratione uel gehennae el

melu OmMuUuniter CONCIDLLIUF W uoluntatem peccandı excludat CU.: SDE
Menlade declarat NO solum O: facere homınem hypocritam el as pecCcCalorem

am donum Deı1 AA el Spirıitus SAanctl. impulsum HNO adhuc quidem Inha-
bitantis sed fantum MOUECNILS QUO poenittens adıutus 1a4mMmM ıbi ad L1USLLiLLAM Et
GQUAMULS Ine SACramMmentTLO poeniıtenliiae DEeET ad Lustificationem perducere a-
Oorem nequeal amen el ad Del gratiiam sSsacramen(to poenıteniiae ımpetrandam
disponit (Sess de SACramento poeniıtentiae Cap Denzinger Enchiridion
In 17/| Fulgentius calls thıs attrıtio/contritio imperfecta salu-
[AFLS which 1a(0)! 1mıted ear for future punıshment but Iso includes hona
uoluntas that depends dıvinely N  30} imperfecta CArılas Compare Jansen1ius
interpretatiıon of the CONIFLLLO imperfecta/attritio AugZustinus 1(0)  =} 1ıb Capp
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fectam, sed imperfectam  278? Numquıd enım (ut ene dicıt Augustinus MOX

Ul nAasCıtur charıtas, 1LAaM DFYOFSUS perfecta est? Vt perficiatur, nNasCIitur; CÜ)

fuerit nald, nutrıtur; CU. fuerit nutrıta, roboratur; CU. fuerit roborata,
perficitur Itract. in epis. oan. circa med]279_

Dicımus 1gnorantıam Jurıs naturae, quamu1s tanto, 19(0)81 tamen
tOLO excusare*®, qula 1uxta eundem Augustinum In LJS qul intelligere

noluerunt, Ine dubitatione est; IN JS autem qul NO  - potluerunlf,
DENA peccatı. Ergo In utriSque NO  \ est 1USta eXCUSatlio, sed 1Uusta damnatıo
le. 105 ad Sixt. ]° 1as enım ista 1gnorantıa 19(0)8! 6802 PCNHha peccatl, sed
ei1usdem potius sıngulare beneficıum; NC amplıus suspirare eberemus ad
Dominum: UMINA tenebras Meads [ps 29.|1, sed potius: Illas adauge’,
directe Confira oratıonem Eccles1astic1: adıncrescant Lgnorantıae Medade el

multiplicentur delıcta Med el peCCala Me  x abundent leccl. 23.3.1%82; 1 NECC

docere L8norantes amplıus inter spirıtualıs mi1isericordiae computarı
deberet, sed potius PTro SUTINIMMAa abendum inıurl1a, CU) pCT homiınes
peccatı elıcı]s absque real fru1 impedirentur.

26-27/34-35; Carreyre, Jansenius In 2} 410-411; Sellıer, Pascal el saınt
Augustin In 192|] 321-327: CSD 3723 ‘Selon lu1 Jansenius], ]’attrıtiıon
definıie Irente est une verıitable contrıtion, elle inclut certaın OU de Dieu,
S1 faıble so1t-1l; effet uUunc attrıt1ıon sımplement servıle sauraıt engendrer le erme
PIODOS de plus pecher.’

77T8 Fulgentius’ CONcept of iımperfecta Carıtas probably ZOCS back Aug., ST
el lib arb 1 E} 3 9 where Augustine defines the Carıtas ımperfecta gıft of divine

that makes OTMIC wıll fulfıl the law, but does NOLt yel g1ve the strength
actually fulfıl 1t. 'Thıs [22  A el imperfecta Carıtas makes possible hona uoluntas
that 1S only d  d el inualida: Oul EFSO uult facere Del mandatum el NO potest,
1Lam quidem habet uoluntatem bonam, sed adhuc DArUuam el inualidam; poterıt
autem, CUM IMASHAaM habuerit el robustam. Ouando nım martyres asnd Ila MNAan-
ata fecerunt, asn utıque uoluntate, hoc est, MASNA Carıtate fecerunt Ipsam
carıtatem apostolus Petrus nondum habuit, quando fimore omınum fer negault.
1ımor Nnım 1ON est in carıtate, SiCut aıt Toannes euangelista In epistola SUd, sed
perfecta carıtas foras muttit timorem (1 Ioh 49 18| Et amen QUaAMuUlS [42  d el
imperfecta, NO  - deerat, quando dicebat Domino: Anımam 111Calll PTO ON |1oh
1' E} 31 putabat Nım , quod uelle sentiebat. Et qUuLS ıstam ts1 DAaruam
dare cCarıtatem, ALSL Ile qul praeparalt uoluntatem el Cooperando perficit
quod operando InCcıpit?

279 Eugen1us’ margınal reference 18 SI1gNULYy mistaken: he 15 quoting Aug., Io
5’ and NO IN}
280 I homuistic thesıs (cf. Ihomas Aquımnas, Super Sent., lıb 2 22 27 27

L8norantıa uniuersalıis L8norantıia LIUFLS | eXCUSaAl SEQUENS NO  \ [OLO, sed
tanto), which Fulgentius bases purely Augustinıan argumentatıon. Ihe Sarmnlec

Augustinian argumentatıon 1s developed Dy Jansenıius Augustinus, (6)  z} Z hıb 2!
Capp Da (especıially 4-5) Compare Carreyre, Jansenisme In 351<353:

Sellıer, Pascal el saınt Augustin In 192| 765-268
281 Aug., 194 (ad Sıxtum), 67 (before the Maurıst edıtion of Augustine’s

etters, the present 194 bore the number 105: SCC 3 E 51/4, a)
2897 Ecch 22  n
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Contra apertas Augustinı sententlas alıquı uıldentur9
qUas tantus Ecclesiae Doctor cdicıt ad em cathol1icam pertinere. Imo
INn aAUSd duorum hominum aec scıliıcet ef Christ1), QUOTFUÜHL DEr UNHNUM

uenumdaltı <ub DPeCCAalLO, DEr alterum redimimur peCCatıs, asserıt DFO-
prıe fidem christianam CONnsiıstere |de PCECC, or1g. I ]283.

the above descrıption of Fulgentius’ eachıing, nothing 15 saı1d
concerning the irresistibilıty of efficıent (prohıbıtion in
the decree of papa (in)fallıbilıty (prohıbıtiıon 3) posıtıve
ll damn certaın children (prohıbıtion 5 OT the question CONCEIN-

ing the fulfiıllabilıty of commandments (prohıbıtion 6) How-
CVCI, it 15 clear fIrom Eugen1us’ text that Fulgentius supported the doc-
trınes that WCIC forbıdden Dy prohıbıtions and

Prohibition In S4 of Eugen1us’ accounti, Fulgentius explic-
ıtly rejJects the proposıtions condemned Dy the second prohıbıtion
(Omnla D infidelium SUunl pecCCala el philosophorum ulrtutes Sunfl

ull1a), but implıcıtly SUppOTTS them restricted, that must ave
een equaliy unacceptable for the SuperI1ors who issued the decree of
1668 Fulgentius condemns the senNte Omnıa D infidelium SUunft

peCcCcala in ıts most unıversal applıcatıon, siınce SOTNIC D infidelium,
he belıeves, Can Imposs1bly be SINS, VIZ the unbehevers’ indelıberate
aCTs (compare DFYOD and VESD 3) ell aCTSs that SOTNC of them
perform under the influence of dıvıne (compare the reply
DFOD L an 16).284 However, Ssınce delıberate aCTIs aTc sald be
either g00d bad 883 and 6) and the former Can only be performed
under the guıdance of dıvıne S3 and ö delıberate aCTs of
nfıdels who otally ack the gıft of al must clearly be consıdered
SINS (compare the repILY DFYOD 15 and Exıistiımo quod OMNLGA
D perfecte infidelium sınl peCCala DEr perfecte infideles
intelligo ıllos qul nondum diuinitus IncCıpıunt ılluminarı). Wıth regard

the sentencC philosophorum ulrtutes SUunl uUllia, Fulgentius aCccepts
ıts condemnatıon In S4 the condiıtıon that ıt that the virtues
of the phılosophers dIC VICEeSs themselves roprie He adds, how-
CVET, that the virtues of the phılosophers indeed become V1Ices, when
exercıised Dy SOTINCOMNC who puts prıde hıs OW. forces and 0O€Ss not
believe that real vıirtue 1Ss gratu1ltous gift of God Fulgentius thus

LO ave denıed in the Casec of both sentences the poss1ıbılıty of

283 Aug., el DeCC 2’ 2 E
784 See 268
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g00d aCcts performed by people who otally ack the Christian al
whereas prohı1bıition of 1668 18 all probabılıty mean 18 safeguard
thıs v possı1bılıty.

Prohibition Eugen1us’ portraıt makes Fulgentius claım that
the form of that 1s for CVEIY sıngle aCcTt of Christian
ırtue (S5 Hanc Christi gratiam ad SINZULOS christiane ULFEULLS

neCessarıam 15 nOoTt g1ven all (S5 NO  _ omniıbus
homiınıbus darti) Fulgentius thus denı1ed that God Q1Vves hıs savıng

CVEITYONC (compare DFOD and FESD 10) agaınst the convıction
that must ave een al the ase of prohı1bition of 1668

At the end of OUT analysıs of Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort’s test1-
INON Y concerning the eachıng of hıs namesake of Maaseık (5:20) the
18 propositiones and responsiones of 1668 (5:5°) and Eugen1us’ SYN-
thesis of hIs master’s Augustinian doctrine of dıvıne (5.4.)
INaYy safely ASSUTIIC thınk that Fulgentius of Maaseık’s teachıng
had caused the promulgatıon of the decree of 1668 and that the lector
champı0ned the doctrines mplıed In the proposıtions forbıdden Dy the
decree’s SIX prohıbıtions, CVEON 1f he W as prepared 118 condemn CCI-
taın interpretation of the proposıtions In question.

Conclusion

Duriıng the VCAars tollowıng the publıcatıon of the Augustinus
64 several emısh Capuchins others the Provıncıal Cas-
S1anus of Geldern 1641-1644) WeTC prepared 18 testify the ortho-
doXy of Jansen1ius’ book They consıdered the work 18 er adequate
interpretation of the eachıngs of the bıshop of 1ppo Thıs convıction
persisted the Flemish apuchıns er the condemnatıon of the
Augustinus Dy Cum OCCAaSLONe (1653) and SACFAM (1956) ell aASs

Dy decrees of the Order’s General Definitorium 1650/1656) the
present icle, ave trıed iıllustrate thıs persistence the basıs of

analysıs of SOTINC exX{Is wriıtten Dy Fulgentius of aaseık, Sacrae
I heologiae lector al Antwerp durıng the YCAaIs CR and hıs d1s-
cıple FEugen1us of ruges, who publıshed several tracts agaınst Olln-
1sSm and the Jesut Order durıng the 1680’s TOM the pomt of 1e6W of
Fulgentius of Nıeuwpoort and other antı-Jansenists, who WEeIC convınced
that the AugZustinus had een rıghtly condemned by Innocent and
Alexander VIL, authors such ASs these had be consıdered Janseniıst
heretics, althoug they WOU ave preferre called ‘Augustinians’
themselves Even ıf Hıldebrand Was rıght claımıng that Fulgentius of
Nıeuwpoort and hıs Companı1ons trıed 18 enhance theır personal posıitiıon
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wıthın the Order by accusıng fellow TOLNers such Fulgentius of
aaseık and Eugen1us of ruges, thıs 0€Ss not er the fact that the
latter advocated the doctrines of Jansenius and Dy domg thıs offered
theological OCCasion for protest {Oo those who champıioned Alexander

claım that the 1ve proposıtions condemned Dy Innocent In Cum
OCCAaSLiONe perfectly rendered the eachıng of Jansenius.

Hıldebrand’s claım that eTe W ds> genume Jansenist
the Flemıish Capuchıns and that the accusatıons of Fulgentius

of Nıeuwpoort and others only WCIC of self-promotion, W as

based and purely orma definıtion of the word ° Jansen-
ist ; accordıng 1C eing Jansenıiıst equals noTt condemnıng the
1ve proposıtions. 0Ug thıs definıtion Hıldebrand urne Jansen-
15SmM into phantom, SInCce mMoOost of Jansen1ius’ followers includıng
Fulgentius of Maaseık and Eugen1us of ruges WCIC prepare {O
condemn the fıve proposı1tions, but sımultaneously sustained that eır
condemned dıd not reflect the teachıng of the Augustinus.
10usly tryıng exclude the influence of Jansenısm hıs predecessors
of the 1 /th and 18th centurIles, Hıldebrand thus paradoxı1cally fell back

that WaY W as already eploye Dy Jansenıius’ EOl-
lowers themselves. It W as also the Dy of 4C SOTITIIC

1 /th-century Flemish Superl1ors especılally the Provıncıal Michael of
Oudenbosch (1678-1681,<and 1690-1695) trıed
the impertinence of several antı-Jansenıist that had Ben
imposed by the Roman authorıities the Flandro-Belgıan Provınce.
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