
Introduction 10 the teaching
of the talıan Augustinians

of the 18th century
S the nature of actual

(CCHAPTER PREPARING THE WAY FOR THE AUGUSTINIAN
SUMMARY :@) SOME

SOURCES ROM IHE PERIOD BEFORE BERTI!.

Codex 2290 of the Biblioteca Angelica ın Rome Z1Ves OoINnNe

ıdea of the difficulties and the opposıition which had be OVCI-

COIMNE by the Augustinian theologians ot the eighteenth CENIUTY
At that time the battle OVET aCt 15 st;i1] In faull« We find
OIl of the Consultors wondering whether after IMAaNYy accusatıons
the Augustinian teaching INa st31] be pronounced LO be free of
CENSULE, but proceeding SLaAaie al ON Ge that this doctrine 15 sub
scribed LO by theologians of the Augustinian order an by ene-
dictines and 15 defended by members of other Orders ell
but that especlally In France and 1n Spain theologis Instituti CULUS-
dam C  m  e discipulis UuUMINero ane falurimis, tum el ab Episcopis
et1iam In scholis enutrıtis ıt 15 qualified Calvinistic, Baja-
nıstıc., Jansenistic eic and 185 BV considered branch of Moham:-
medanısm atheism }} atters went far that INn France, OUL
of sheer hatred agaınst their doctrine, INanYy Augustinians WEeTE nOoLt
Nlowed teach, LO preach LO admıinister the SAacraments }

* Bıblioteca Angelica (B A.) 2290, 413
®] 413 and 414 In Rome CaInlle ACI 0OSS booklet entitled Enciclica

del Rev Padre Prior Generale degli Agostiniani C  C motivı pressantı per mandarla
Futtı conventıi, espostı ın alcune ettere fedelmente tradotte dalla francese nell‘

ıtaliana tavella, Ratisbona eIiC; printed 1780, without aIne of author
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In August 1758 under the of these the General]
of the Augustinian ÖOrder, Fr Vasquez, had LO Pope
Clement I08| In memorIl1al, the full Lext of which 15 LO be found
ıIn 2290 of the Biblioteca Angelica. The Holy See pronounced

other Judgement than that
Satis Pprovısum indemnitati Scholae Augustinianae ıIn AU.:Norisiana elt Laurentij Berti et Bellelli, NCCNON Per AÄpos-tolicas Litteras Pauli 88! Alias, datas die Augusti 1660 Inno-

cent11 361 Reddidit datas die Februarı]i 1694 Clementis Pas-
toralis officii, datas die Augusti 1718 ; Benedicti ı88 Demissas
preces, datas die Novembris | 724 SCCHOR eiusdem Benedicti IN
Pretiosus, datas suh die Maj)ji 1727 Clementis CI E xpfaonit, datasdie 16 Aprilis 1752 eli Apostolicae fprovidentiae, datas d1e Oectobris
1735 el stremo DE Benedictum XIV ın E.pistola ad Inquisitionemispanlae, QUAE INnC1pIt Dum praeterıito CNSC, die Juli 1 748
eTt Pater Generalis Ordinis recurra In casıbus particularibus. +
addiderunt ad mentem, qUaE estT, quod eNUuUs Generalis hanc
resolutionem siıbj COmMUunNnIcarTIı quaeaLt, NO fiat nN1s1ı de specılalı INan-
ato Sanctitatis ua€e summarıe et DCI sequentı1a verba Satis DrO-visum indemnitati Scholae Augustinianae... DeCr Jura Brevia,Literas el Constitutiones Apostolicas, el Generalis ıIn casıbus Par-ticularıbus ad Congregationem reCcurraft, facto cde omnıbus verbo
AB Sanctissimo.

On the 6th of AÄugust | 765 +he ame General] resorted LO the
Holy See ONC€E HIOTS®, because SINCe 1758 hıs order had een sub-
jected EVeEeTrT increasıng number of He insınuations 7 but the
Holy See iıtself has SV condemned the Augustinian school ıts
teaching.

shall I10 Z1ve short SUVEYV of what wWas stated concerning
the teaching natiure of actual a  ( by the Vvarıous authors before
Noris, whose wrıtıngs aAare be tound maiınly 1n the Biblioteca
Angelica 1n Rome and In the archives of the Augustinian Generalate.

Michael Salon 5) First o Al| ıIn OPpposıtıion LO Molina he

publisher. Ihe contents aAaIre OLl INass of calumnies strung together without aIl
thought of charity ‚.Ven spark of decency.

2295, ff contaıns the tul! Lext of hIS second memorial
under the tiıtle Supplex tbellus Rev Generalıi Augustiniano die Augusti
nnı 1765 Clementi XI exhibitus CIr adnexis thesibus d Patribus Societatis
Jesuitarum die eiusdem mensıs In Collegio Romano propugnatıs.

*) See the archives of the Augustinian Generalate ın Rome Ihe unsigned
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states that God 0€S nOot operate iın INa with OoNCUrSu sıimul-
TAancus but with OoONCUTSU fpraevlus. Yet he supports Molina LO

orea extent by denyıng +hat aCC 15 fficax ab intrinseco an
+hat +he distinction between gratia fficax and gratia sufficiens 15
determined by the eftect which 15 produced by the disposıtion of
the free 11 Though he e theretore LO make the efficacıty
dependent man's cConsentT,, the other hand he asserts that
thıs free cooperatıon MUSTL be assisted by this a Civine QrTaCl.
Salon 15 practically the only O: of al the early Augustinjans COIl-

sulted tor the present study WhOSC VIEeWS ave Molinistic tendency.

Jo Bapt Perusinus distinguishes gratia OPDCrTANS excıtans
into gratia sufficiens, which brings 1t about that are able LO

ıll and gratia efficax, which brings ıt about +hat do will, and
which 15 nOot rejected by an obdurate heart but 15 given ın order
LO TEINOVE this hardness of heart. In acddition LO the general oncCcursu

must accept gratia sufficiens and gratia fficax especially because
of OUTr fallen nature.

Gratia Jficax 15 efficacious trom ıts innet nature (ab intrinseco).
In connection wiıth Congrulsm, which teaches that aC OVe only
moraliter, Perusinus expressly states with S+ Ihomas, de Malo,
that moral au 15 a(0)8 really Irue God however, 15 the
Lrue AuU: of OUr conversIl1on ; t+herefore NOL only Ca He LMNOVEC

moraliter, but He V physically ell °) hus early
the end of the 16th century this Augustinıan theologian clearly
teaches physical causality of TaCCl, though he 15 not ın complete
accord about it with the IDDominıcan Fathers wh extend ı LO

codex 1S marked the back Censura Theologorum ın materıa de LUINIS
Auzxılüus. From tol 454 567 fin CENSUra ın regard Molina’s teachings,
wriıtten by Magıster Michael Salon by order of the Holy Office : other
coples of thıs SA Ille erıticısm AI LO be found ın the 388, 9! Z.70 and

8/7, fol 398-469 882, fo (in Spanish ; probably t+he
autograph Copy)'; IS ftol 098-1

For sketch of Salon’s ıfe (d SC  €' SANTIAGO NELA. Ensayo de un

RBiblioteca I]bero-Americana de la Orden de San Agustin, Vo Vl 72-89
Fscorial 025

” 894, 15122 Summa brevis de Gratia, tradita Jo Bapt
Perusino Ord Aug .) ard Romae pro instructione.

* C.3 120 C tem oralıs 11O. est ecIa el proprıa ut docet
] homas de Malo. Se. [Deus est proprıa nOostirae conversion1s. Lrgo

nOoO INMOVE' pCI gratiam moraliter, se. physice
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Hraedeterminatio thysica %) The meanıng of Perusinus s still —

developed opınıon Was LO be urther elucidated by the Augustinians
after hım

Jo Bapt de Plumbino (d 1615 Procurator General of hlS
order, whom Portalie unjustly calls defender of Molina at the time
of the Congregatio de Ausxilüs °) when 21VINg olilum tor +hıs
Congregation CXPDTITCSSECS the opınıon that t+he T homists asserting that
God 1n his absolute and efficacious decree predetermines ll vxood
actıons al NOT 1n agreemen with Calvin at all, but that their
assertion 185 the Lrue doctrine of the Church. Muoreover he repudiates
the so-called Scientia Media ell the proposition +hat God
with hıs efficacious SIaCl OVEC man’s free 11 by HAT Suasılıon,
enticement OINe other WaYy of actıng moraliter only without
actually bringing it about that free ı11 moved by aCEe CONseENtTsS

freely and infallibly (Iibere el infallibiliter). According LO de Plum-
1NO the opposıte opınıon 15 definable dogma °)

(&f unnius Coronel, Portuguese Augustinian, appointed
Yrst secretary of the C ongregatio de Auxiliis by Clement 188| 10  — W as

herce antı-Molinist. Hıis autograph wrıtings Ba be found 3150
ıIn the Biblioteca Angelica 8

Gratia sufficiens, which 1ın the STa of man's fallen nature
consısts In interior inspırations, by which God stimulates, attracts,
invıtes and persuades INa 15 o1ven LO ald man‘s potentiality,
thıs SCIHSC, however., that richer aAaCC 15 required for the willing

« Tertia (opini1o) asserıt gratiam ethcacem SS physicam et physice
INnOverT€e et praedeterminare, nıhilominus 1O tollere libertatem... (D 121) Attamen
remanet difficultas quomodo possıt stare gzratia etficacı physice Ovente 8 lıbero
arbitrıio. ELgo amen PDUuLO er“ elt physice gratiam eticacem INOVCGCIC voluntatem
salvo lıbero arbitrio, 11O amen praedeterminare, SE ut intelligatur, dico quod
alıud est INOVEeTE physice et alıud determinare ) ı i

PORTALIE, Augustinianisme, ıct de TITheol ath A Vo col 2485
Y 858 (an autograph sıgnature I1OVES Plumbinu/s be the author),

tol 6v and tol |
IO) C Gr SANTIAGO VELA, Coy Vo| V], 46-56 HIS chiet published

WOI'kS AL Libri de era COChristi Ecclesia, Romae 1594 Libri V I de optımo
Reipublicae statu, Romae 1597 ; A pologeticum de t+raditionibus A postolicis, Romae
1597

DE &2 NARDUCCI, Codicum manuscriptorum.. ıIn Bibliotheca Angelica, Romae
1892 have sed 682, fol Z De necessitate gratiae Christi et 1US
efficacia.
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and actıng one by 12) But gratia Jficax habet virtutem et
efficacıiam NO futuro liber; arbitrii, sed intentione.,
voluntate el omnıpotentl1a Del eit dominio quod habet ın volun-
atem hominum :8) In cContiras LO gratia sufficiens gratia efficax
0oes NOTL infÄuence the 11 moraliter, but 1n real and physical
INalnlner UUa Deus facıt ut delectet, quod 110 delectabat el C
dilectione adimpleat, quod praecı1pıt 14) his real Aan: physical
premotıon of God uPDON man's 11 185 needed LO the CT -

taınty and infallibility of the Cdivine predestination, tor they AL

nOL saved by purely moral premotion. Finally, ın makıng INa

CONSENT freely gratia fficax does NOL take A WAY liberty, but ıt aıds
an perfects 1t 2

V iscontti, Milanese, orn 1n 1596 He taught the StuU-
dents o the Augustinian order with gre SUCC6S at Mıilan, Florence,
Padua an Rome. In 1649 he wWas chosen Prior Ceneral. In 165/
Alexander V appoıinted 1'111'I1 bishop of diocese ın Calabrija. He
died In 1664 For sketch of hlS ıte and list of hıs wrıtıngs SC  6”

Perini Bibliographia Augustiniana, Vol 56-59
In 272790 of the Biblioteca Angelica read that he INa be

consıdered torerunner of Noris regards Augustinian doctrine,
though at rst he Cid not kI'IOW Jansenius, whose wrıtings had not

yel appeared. Visconti 15 saıd, however, LO ave followed ın the
steps of }HS O W ftorerunners 5 In 695 in SUMIMNINALY

12) fo 242 and 212v
13) .g fol 214 Prop. XII
14) tol 217v
15) tol 218v (((360  W. Bocxe  and acting done by man *’). But gratia efficax « habet virtutem et  efficaciam non ex futuro consensu liberi arbitrii, sed ex intentione,  voluntate et omnipotentia Dei et a dominio quod habet in volun-  tatem hominum » *®). In contrast to gratia sufficiens gratia efficax  does not influence the will moraliter, but in a real and physical  manner « qua Deus facit ut delectet, quod non delectabat et cum  dilectione adimpleat, quod praecipit » **). This real and physical  premotion of God upon man’s will is needed to preserve the cer-  tainty and infallibility of the divine predestination, for they are  not so saved by a purely moral premotion. Finally, in making man  consent freely gratia efficax does not take away liberty, but it aids  and perfects it *°).  5. Ph. Visconti, a Milanese, born in 1596. He taught the stu-  dents of the Augustinian order with great succes at Milan, Florence,  Padua and Rome. In 1649 he was chosen as Prior General. In 1657  Alexander VII appointed him bishop of a diocese in Calabria. He  died in 1664. For a sketch of his life and a list of his writings see  D. Perini O. E. S. A., Bibliographia Augustiniana, Vol. IV, pp. 56-59.  In MS. 2290 of the Biblioteca Angelica we read that he may be  considered as a forerunner of Noris as regards Augustinian doctrine,  though at first he did not know Jansenius, whose writings had not  yet appeared. Visconti is said, however, to have followed in the  steps of his own forerunners !°). In MS. 895 we find a summary  ”) B A. - MS: 862, fol‘ 2712 and 212v:  *) 2. c., fol. 214, Prop. Xl.  %) fol. 217v:  1) fol. 218v: «... Quibus omnibus accedit, quod si Deus per gratiae suae  auxilia non aliter corda hominum moveret, quam suadendo, invitando aut quovis  alio modo moraliter tantum attrahendo, proculdubio tolleretur certitudo et infalli-  bilitas fundamenti praedestinationis... » and: « Deus sua efficaci gratia movet ho-  minum voluntates... non solum moraliter per modum proponentis obiectum divinis  inspirationibus et suasionibus interius docendo et illuminando, sed etiam vera,  reali et in hoc sensu physica motione agendo et efficiendo ut ipsae (fol. 219) sub  eiusdem gratiae efficaci praemotione certo, infallibiliter et insuperabiliter se deter-  minent ad actus libere eliciendos ».  '°) B. A. MS. 2290, p. 408: « L’anno 1657 il giorno 6 Febrajo l’accenato  Generale dell’Ordine Filipo Visconti, che certamente nella Scuola Agostiniana  aveva preceduto al Cardinale de Noris nella divisione de stati, e negl’altri punti  della dottrina de S, Agostino, e nulla avea potuto apprendere dai libri di Gian-  senio non ancor publicati, quand’egli sequendo l’orme de suoi maggiori era giä  provetto in questi domestici studi, fü... ».Quibus omnibus accedit, quod S81 Deus DeI gratiae SUae

auxılia 10 aliter corda hominum movereft, Q UuaIlı suadendo, invitando aut QqUOVIS
ıo modo moralıter tantum attrahendo, proculdubio tolleretur certitudo et nfalli-
biılitas tundamenti praedestinationis.. and C Deus SU.: efficaci gratıja MOVEe ho.
mınum voluntates.. 110} solum moralıter PECI modum proponentis obiectum Civinis
insplırationıbus et suasıonibus ınterıus docendo et illuminando, SE et1am vVvela,
reali; el ın hoc physica motione agendo et efficiendo ut 1psae fol 219) sub,
eiusdem gratiae efficacı praemotione Certo., infallibiliter et insuperabiliter deter-
mınent ad AaCctius libere eliciendos B

16) 2290, 408 « L’anno 1657 4 g10rno Febrajo L’accenato
Generale dell’ Ordine Filipo Visconti, che certamente nella Scuola Agostinjana

preceduto a ] ardinale de Noris nella divisione de statı, egl’altri puntı
della dottrina de Agostino, nulla Va potuto apprendere da lıbri Cl (Cilan-
sSen10 NO  >; publicati, quand’egli sequendo ’ orme de SUO1 magglorı era g1a

ın quest] domestici studi, fü
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made by Michael eckius of CECNSUTA by Visconti } Both of
them SLIar from double a1d 1ın St Augustine, the adiutorium INe
qQuO T1OQO and the adiutorium quO, the tormer being the aid tor man’s
atfe betfore the Fall the latter being the aid ftor man’'s fallen nature.
The distinction they make 1n a  c 15 based this double al
for LO the second dam aC«e 15 gıven by virtue of
which INa wills and loves with such charıty that the 11 of the
flesh, desiring the Oopposıte, 1S #S))

These few poılnts herald ıt WEIE the teaching of the Augus-
tinı1ans of the |8th cCentury, 1n whose wrıtıngs also find this
double divine a1d ell CONCUPISCENCE an gratia victrix.

Christianus Lupus, who Wa  N friendly with Noris ın Rome,
urther develops this teaching of Victorıo0us aCe agaınst OINCU-

piscence. He describes ıt z00d Concupiscence fighting agaınst
eviıl cConcupiscence 9 Lupus calls a  c also charıty (caritas), not

theological vırtue, but ın far 1t touches the human heart
by the illumination and inspıratıon of the oly Ghost thıs happens

pEeTr uminosam actualem carıtatem divinıtus Inspıratam nfu-
Sa J We SC  € ere the ideas of ıllumination of the intellect and
infusion of charıty already fully developed. Moreover LLupus clearly
indicates the necessıty of aCc®e, when he calls ıt bellicose and
vet always shy )) %}

9 895, tol 536-540 « Censura Propositionum Jansen1i1 dicta
Keverendissimo Nostro Philippo Vicecomite totıus Ord1ms nostrı Generalıi
C'onsultore Qualificatore Officıi, Congregatione et Innocentio

Per Fr Michaelem Hechium Gandavensem manuscrı1pti1s 1US congesta
et 1n melıorem ftormam redacta notıs illustrata Va Hecke (Heckius) W as

Belgian Augustinıan, who died Kome 1n 1687 Ihe greater part of his
nuscrıpts 18 preserved 1n the Biblioteca Angelica.,

18) C Adeoque haec est gratia victrıx, qUaAC viıincıt supervenıentem COIl-

cupiscentliam, quali gratia Adam 11O: egebat », 895, fo 539
IB) 8095, tol 419-453v, entitled : Iudicium super quinque O-

sıtiıonibus Cornelii Janseniti oblatum Reverendissimo Patri V icecomutıi iunc Gene-
rali, per Patrem Magistrum Christianum Lupum TI he manuscrıpt 18 VerYy hard
LO read because the ınk has COrrTrode:| the

Fol 428 Interior Namque Jesu Christi gratia.. est nıhil aliıud qUamı COIN-

cupıiscentla bona PUgNans adversus concupıiscentiam malam
20) °, tol 430
21) Pr tol 428 Moderna quıppe nOostira gratija NEQUAaQUQaIN ad instar prıimae

gratiae ın paradiso est qulieta et pacifica, SE bellicosa SCIHNDEIGQUE pavida, utpote
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Finally he also O e accept the doctrine of degrees ın aCC,
held by later Augustinians, for he teaches that there 15 grea varıety
In the POWECTIS of the difterent evi] CONCUpPISCENCES and that theretore
a has also ıts incunabula, incrementum, robur el perfec-
tionem “

TOMM France ave unusual representatıve of the Augus-
tinıan school 1ın Carolus Moreau $) As 15 indicated by the long
subtitle of his work this Augustinian 1s 1n VvVEeIrIy respect acdherent
of the { homistic school, an especılally ın teaching that physical
predetermination does nOoTt take aWAaY iberty ın the Case of acts

of the natural order either. FOI‘ his argumentatıon he has
LO + I homas, whom he calls 1n hac praedeterminatione physica
Augustin! disciıpulum 6 But C VEn INOTE than tor the natural aCTIs,
physical predetermination 15 required for the supernatural aCTts, f01'
which the human will has INOIEC eed of the divine aCcC which
QV ıt and predetermines ıt [ here 1S +wofold 1CASON fOI' this:
through Adam s SIN the 311 18 inclined evil and theretore ıf
has LO be ent ınto the right direction agaın by DTaCcl, and secondly
the intellect has also weakened and has become obscured by
1ıgnorance that, lke the will, ıt has LO be restored by TaC®l,.
According LO Moreau therefore actual a  c 15 primarily medicinalis,
that 15 Sa 1t 1S o1ven LO rebellious Concupıscence 1n

his gratia SANAaTIS operates by virtue of physical c  O-
tıon °)

confligere habens 110 adversum CaIncmımmn et sanguınem, sed achversus spiritualia
nequıitlae ın coelestibus innumerabiles nobis ingenıtas.. anımales cupiditates ‚ NM

22) Chr Lupus (1612-1681) W as Augustinı]an of the Belgian provınce
and sed to be called « walking library » AaCCount of hlS erudition.
He taught ecclesjastical history and law Louvain. See OSSINGER, Riblio-
theca Augustiniana, Ingolstadıi et Augustae Vindeliorum 1768 this book Iso
contaıns ıst ot hıs wriıtings.

Lupus’s Opera Oomnı1a W ele published ıIn twelve volumes at Venice ın
28) 679 entitled : Spiritus medullae defaecatissimae Doctrinae

8U7TN7Na€e Sancti Augustini. For ıte and work of Moreau s C!  0} ÖOSSINGER, Riblio-
theca Augustiniana, 6123

* Ihe manuscrı1ıpt has pagınatıon. The text quoted 15 trom the end of
the hrst Homiüuilia.

25) Homilia secunda: « Vis aperte Augustinum audıire asserentem De1 PIac-
determınatiıonem physicam ın 399888 bono D praemoventem, impellentem, 1NC1-
plentem, tamquam Causamı prımam efficientem et 10 solum moralem trahentem
el allicıentem, SUaVvV1ssımo pellicientem IMOotu gratiae Accipe quod habet exerta (2)
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Moreau differs from the other Augustinians by accepting the
Hraedeterminatio Hhysica without making an distinction, that 1S LO
Sa accepting 1t also for the natural order, for which according
the later Augustinians 1t Wa  N NOLT NECECSSATYVY. In his teaching of the
physical premotıon of BrEraCCl, however, he 18 their illustrious fore-
runneT.

The Belgian School. his term 1s sed ere LO OWV the
theologians of the Augustinian order wh taught al Louvaiın maiınly
1n the seventeenth cCentury the Biblioteca Angelica ın Rome PDOS-
sSCSSCS number of manuscr1ıpts and unpublished theses wrıtten
by them. TIhe considerable infÄuence of these immediate prede-
CESSOTS of theirs Berti and Bellelli 18 unmistakable. It 15 evident
f01‘ instance from the quotations from Belgian Augustinians
1ın Bertis works &) Vly study of the relation between the CVON-

teenth centiury Belgian Augustinians and their eighteenth century
talian brethern has only een CUrFrSOL V and confined LO the topıc
of aCeE surmise, however, that 1n other atters ell VeErYy
interesting polNts of greemen Al LO be found

In order that the O  c of redeeming aC«e that 15 the QgrTaCCl
for the SLAtie of fallen human nature ma aD PDCal LO fuller
advantage these theologians distinguish with St AÄugustine between
the aCcC of Adam s sTate of innocence before the Fall the adiuto-
rıum 1INe QUO NO and the aC of tallen hum an e: the
adiutorium qUuUO dam needed YaC-e, tor he could NnOTt aCt salutarıly
without ıt, but he W as without CONcCcuplscence which inclines the
l LO evil, he had eed of the kınd of S1aACC which aıds the
311 efficaciter. TIhe rst aC«eE of dam W as such that he could
reject ıt $ he wished, but 1n which he could also DETISCVETIEC ıf he

Quoniam 1PSE ut velimus operatur Incıplens. Attendant hic quantum honori |Jel
detrahant... qu1 fingunt sibji Deum solummodo Causam Analem et moralıiter tantum
suavıtate et voluptate attrahere luntatem ad bonum...

In the third homily d quoted severa| oft St Augustine s which menti.on
operatıng through certaın delectation, and though do not fin Moreau

usıng the word delectatio victrix, he has already all the elements tor the doctrine
of victor.]1o0us delectation.

26) Berti knew Ven these theses : ((( ad hanc 1em Augus-
ınıanı | ovanıenses tradıderunt et Tropugnarunt, ut OoOnstat thesibus
collectis simul et ın trıa volumına distributis atque ın Angelica Bibliotheca C1I-

vatıs » : 1ın Systema V indicatum . 126
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wished. Now the aCe of fallen human nature 15 much stronger
ıt 15 the delectatio Dictrix 5

AÄAnd SINCe this aC oes nOT only g1ve INla t+he ability, but
also the 111 (in the as«e of gratia fficax) ıt 18 expressed
by Petrus Clenaerts nNnOLt only the adiutorium pnerseverantıae, but
the nerseverantıa 1f9SG ; 1t Ca iındeed be called physical PIC-
determination, which therefore with the above distinction between
man s states 15 nOoTt present In the sLiatie of ıInnocence 60} I he ECCS-

S1ty of this gratia efficax, which oOperates through the delectatio
Dictrıx and predetermines physically, arıses trom the fact that through
Adami’s SINn the ı11 has een weakened and has received
inclination owards what 15 [0)  S, which 18 called COoNcupliscence.
TIhe gratia fficax makes of INa who 1S unwilling (nolens) (( volen-
Le  3 el eftficit uL OoMoO tantum velit a  © ardore diligat, ut carnıs
voluntatem contrarıa concupıscentem voluntate spiırıtus vincat &s}

As the teaching CoNcuplscence forms the basıs which
the Augustinlans build their theory of the DSIaACE of OUr 1L

18 understandabile that they call gratia Jficax which has LO fight
agaınst CONcupıscence victrix delectatio 7# It 15 Lrue that
Bellelli and Berti wWelIe the hirst develop the theory of victor10us
delectation, but all the arIne by their quıte iIrequent use of +hıs
expression of 5t Augustine the earlier Belgian Augustinians DIE-
pared the WaYy tor their talian brethern wh ave expounded the
doctrine of aC ın extensive publications.

On the subject of the doctrine of aAaC«C /oannes Libens mMa
ell be considered on of the MOST important representatıves of
the Belgian schoaol. ave een able LO establish hıs authorship
of hitherto anOoONYINOUS manuscr1ıpt 1n the Biblioteca Angelica 38
In the margın of this manuscrıpt there 18 ote apparently by

difterent hand LO the efftect that thıs treatıse aCe W as

27) 421, fol 17:20 br PAUWENS, Assertiones I heologicae...
28) 42|, tol 207 Augustinus per seipsum docens notıs expla-

natus. Praesidebit Petrus Clenaerts eic Ovanıl] 1688
29) l Cos tol 215 « Atqui praedeterminatio physica 910}3 tantum dat P

sSel et 1psum velle CI9O 11O' habuit locum ın natura ıntegra, vel Angelis, ınter
qU OS el 1Ppsam parıtas est Augustini

80) CT PAUWENS, (D A tol
81) For SUMMMAarY the doctrine of cConcupliscence taught by the Augus-

1nlans s C  D article In Augustiniana 1954) 178-184
82) 144 : entitled : I ractatus de arcano gratiae divinae mysteri0.
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wrıtten 1n the Augustinian schoo| of Louvaın under the sSuperv1ısion
of certaın for the DUTrDOSEC of havıng ıt examıned by Rome
The manuscr1ıpt 15 NnNOT paged ; follow OW. pagınatlon.

TIhe conceptions Occurrıng 1n thıs unknown work by Libens
CCn LO LO be of the utmost ımportance ın connection with
the iıdeas nature of actual aC' developed later by Berti.
ToOomM internal evidence also concluded that Libens wTroltle hıs
treatıse ın 1713 that 15 [WO atter Bellelli published hıs Mens
Augustini de STaAaliu creaturae rationalis ante neccatlum at Antwerp
1n Belgium, OUT author s COuNtry [t INa therefore K.OIH surprisıng
that Libens’s list of Augustinians wh detend the gratia per
fficax o€es nOL include Bellelli, wh W as 0781 of ıts MoOSst ardent
upholders. Nor o0€S Libens make anı mention of Henricus Noris
wh had died 1n the meantıme. [t 15 possible that he did NOL NOW
Bellelli’'s work published only recently but ıt e highly 1MDTrO-
bable that he did nNnOT NOW Noris. The ftact that he 0€es NOTt mentıon
either of them INa be indıication that he 15 independent of
t+hem 1n hlS teaching.

On the other hand 1t 15 VeCIY remarkable indeed that the works
of Berti, wh W as tor ca librarian al the Biblioteca Angelica and

NECW exactly what writings of hıs Belgian brethern 1t contained,
show grea Man y polnNts of resemblance LO the treatıse 1n question,
the author of which W as probably unknown LO him LOO, for he 0€S
nNnOoL mention hıs NaIne anywhere. There Al whole sentences 1n
Berti which word for word 1n thıs manuscrıpt of Libens and
the atter's line of thought 1s certainly famıliar ON LO Berti 2}

I hough 1n his teaching Libens oes NOTt difer from hıs
Belgian brethern, he 1s CONSPICUOUS for hıs clear mode of express1ıon.
He SaAaVYS of the distinction between the BgrTaCEe g1ven LO dam and
that o1ven LO man's fallen natiure that Augustine bases thereon hıs
whole doctrine of aC } TIhe aC«e of dam Was exactly sımiılar

°8) | 144 fol [v) nde solum transtulerunt Molinistae gratiam ab
Augustino naturae integrae descrtiptam ın locum gratijae medicinalıis Christi q Ua

Pater naturae lapsae et vulneratae ubique depredicat necessarı1am D, and BERTI,
1T heol Disc., li 1V: Ö, | ( Quare Molina nıhil aliud praestitit, 1S1 quod
gratiam Condıitoris In gratiam Salvatoris commutavıt, et PIO acdiutorio hujus status

subrogavit ıllud, quod Augustinus tradıt Angelis et prımo hominı necessarıum Da

lıttle urther shall find similar resemblance.
84) fol « Siquidem ın discrimine, quod ponıt ınter adiutorium

hominıs integr1 et adiutoriıum hominis lapsı tundat Augustinus) am doctrinam
SUuamnı de gratla, ut viıderi potest Ca | et | N De Corrept. et Gratia... ı
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LO what the Molinists call gratia sufficiens tor the sLaie of fallen
NnNatiure Libens LOO finds the 1CAaAasSON for the stronger aCcC«e of the
Redeemer 1n the CONCUPISCENCE which 18 ONSCHUCHNCE o# origıinal
sın and Wthh has weakened the 311 and obscured the intellect ;
1n this stLiate of mI1sery the perfect SLAfie of liberty longer DG
vaiıls }

Grace 1s distinguished nto gratia nossibilitatis and gratia volun-
tatıs et actıonis : the former g1ves only the ability, the aC«t
given LO dam 1n the statfe of Innocence, the adiutorium SINE
qUO O also called gratia INCTE sufficiens the latter 15 the adiuto-
rıum quUO, which brings about the exercıse of the 111 8.I'1Cl the DCI -
tormance of the AL that 1S Sa the gratia efficax of OL tallen
stiatie © Libens subdivides gratia Dper fficax ınto the a  c which
brings about imperfect willing ancl actıng and the DTaCE which
brings about the perfect supernatural performance. The ftormer he
calls exciıtans, inefficax 1n the aine wa the T homists regard
gratia sufficiens : the latter corresponds LO 1 homistic gratia effi
CM. #) When calling sufficient aC also per fficax Libens,

know, 15 referring only LO the aCC-l, of whatever kind ıt INa
be, of ftallen human nature, which 1ın CONLras LO the aCcC of the
sLiate of innocence intrinsically (ner se) OVE the 311 and 15 nOL,
inversely, either accepted rejected ıt pleases the 111 #8)

35) Atter quotatıion trom St Augustine Libens concludes (fol 12) ıdeo
ın hoc ODUS SSEC hu1usmodi gratia, quod homo U: 1llam arbitri1 libertatem
et integritatem amıserıt, 1n q Ua sola gratija possibilitatis adc agendum sufficiebat,
lapsus sıt 1n Magnam infırmiıtatem, 1n qUua 1Ds1 110 sutficiebat 1851 gratia dans
1psum velle

86) | 144 (fol « Gratıia actualis duplex est Jlia possibilitatis, lia
voluntatis et actlonıs. (iratıa possibilitatis est, qUaCc dat tantum gratia qUa«C
data Tat Adamo 1n statiu innocentlae. Giıratia voluntatis actıonıs est, qUa«C dat
velle et XE ut gratıia QUaEC datur 1n hoc naturae lapsae. CGiratia ]la pOss1-
bılıtatıs VOcarı solet ab Augustino adiutorium sıne qQUuUO NO gratija autem volun-
tatıs et actıonıs adiutorium quo Hodie eIOCO theologis ]la passım dicitur gratja
INeIe sufficiens ; haec ecIOQO gratia PCI efficax ı.

87) C gratia voluntatis et actıonıs SC PeCI etficax ıterum duplex est
Alıa dat tantum velle et °4 imperfectum, ut qUa«c peccatorı dat tantum inıtıum
bonae voluntatis desiderium perfectae convers10n1s. Alija dat velle el

perfectum, ut qUa«&E dat peccatorı contfessionem perfectam. Ila dicitur excıtans,
iınefficax, sufficiens thomistice, aecCc CC thomistice efficax ) .

38) Lıbens ere has 1ın mind the gratıia sufficiens of the Molinists, 18 shown
by the following exXts Jla gratia Augustino- I homistice Su  cliens est gratia
DECI efficax, 110O) quidem ratıone eftectus QUCIMN excıtat, se. ratıone excıtatıonıs
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TOM the above 1t 15 evident that the Augustinians when
speaking of gratia efficax often understand by this also gratia SsSu
ciens r but according LO Libens there 15 real diference oft opınıon
between the TIThomists and the Augustinians, C VEn ıf the choice of
words 15 NOLT always the Same, Na et1am Augustini discıpuli ad-
mittunt gratiam 1 homistice sufficientem inefficacem >8

VEIV important feature of Libens's conception of aC«e 185 hıs
insıstence that a  C has physıical causalıity an nOotL only moral
ON } Moreover, what W as saıd above already implied the ame

iıdea, for aCcC which brings about the actual willing 1n the will,
18 taught by the Augustinians, MUSstT perforce Operate physically,

SINCE moral motion 18 only suasıon, INOTEe than intellectual
enlightenment, whereas physical causality the ll di-
rectly and immediately, and CVOGN brings about the right ll iıtself.

Libens calls this DLaCE delectatio Dictriıx ın the aAaInle WaYy
later Augustinians call ıt Vvictor10us delectation 7)

In order that with the Man y distinctions made 1n aAC«C ıts unıty
shall NnOL be lost sıght of Liıbens finally indicates thıs unıty ın
tew words by sayıngz that‚ considered from the sıde of God aC
15 also called uncreated a  C and 1S nothing but od’s gratuıtously
g1ven INCICY, His vgoodness, benevolence., yoodwiıll God Himself
wh efftects 1n the exercıise of the 11l and the performance of

51 motus imperfecti. (iratia autem Molinistice sufficiens nullo modo est DE
efficax, AI nullum D eftectum producat, e INnı omnıno effectu PeI volun-

trustretur (fol 36) ; and (fol 35 v) ( (iratia sufficiens apud I homistas est
gratıia 19154 efficax qUa«C voluntatem excıtat ac| eftectum Q UEINM NO producit »

*f} | 144, ——  (fol 36)
40) tol gratia efficax est qUaeE causalitatem habet physicam » y

and fol 19) « ...Velaglanı admiserunt ınternas iıllustrationes, 10 revelationes
moralıter suadentes et voluntatem ın el desiderium suscıtantes... atquı Augus-
tinus NO est cContentius moralıi; suaslone...

4l) (fol 19v) « Gratıia ıgıtur efficax est vıctrıx delectatio Er ıpsum
ıberum arbitrium, S1C dicta ab effectu, qula 1US vıncıt renısum el duritiem, qUua
Deus operatur ın homine voluntatem, 1psam volitionem, 1psum velle, occultissıma
et efficacıssıma potestalte, Q ua 1n homine reluctante prıus habitus divinae
tıon1ıs procura(tur, Qqua homines hunt nolentibus volentes, repugnantibus COINl-

sentlientes, oppugnantibus amantes, quUua Deus tacit ut facıamus quod iubetur,
qUa voluntas insuperabiliter et indeclinabiliter agıtur, ratıone CU1Us |)eus magıs
habet 1ın potestate s U, voluntates hominum q U am 1Ps1 S5SUas, et habet humanorum
cordıiıum q U placuerit inclınandorum omn1ıpotentissımam potestatem, qua ])eus
et1am ebellam ad S! cıtra amen libertatis dispendio, comprıimıt voluntatem ».
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the aCcı considered from Ou sıde DgraCce 18 also called created DTrTaCct
and 15 nothing but the efftect of od’s C  9 voodness, ene-
volence eic l

In his definition of SIaACE | . ıbens usCS, do his UuUCCESSOIS,
the wondertful description of S+ Augustine : (Ciratia est Insplıratıo
dilectionis, ut cognıta SAnCcto faciamus %}

his br1ef aCCount gathered from few manuscrı1ıpts ın the
Biblioteca Angelica INa sutfice indication of the connectiıon
exıstiıng between the earlier Augustinians and their talıan brethern
of the eighteenth century whose doctrine of aC 11 be discussed
1ın the following

(’HÄAPTER HBA SINE. QUO NON AÄADAM )

Though the subject of this treatıse 15 the actual aC of fallen
human nature, few words ll ave LO be devoted LO the aC
granted LO dam 1n the of Innocence, since ıt 15 ditficult
LO understand the Augustinian teaching the nature and [0)  (
of redeeming aC without OINeE Prev1ous knowledge of the —_

called (( gratjia Conditoris } As Berti hımselft Sa Sed CUINn videa-
(1 thiıs question) necessarla ad percipiendum theologiae

nOostrae systema, 1n iıllam inquiırendum est modo el alıbj S1 qUaC
residua erunt opportunius colligenda -°) In al Augustinian wriıtings

42) | 144 (fol 4) ( Potest gratia intelligi vel Dei ve]
nostra ; S1 |Jei gratiam consıderes, gratia increata est nihilque aliud qUuamIn
gratulta Dei misericordia, bonitas, beneplacitum, bona voluntas, S1Ve 1pse |)eus
OPCIaNS ın nobis velle et perficere PIO bona voluntate... S] gratiam considere:

nOostra, gratjia est creata, nihilque alıud est QqUam effectus gratuıtae Dei
misericordiae, bonitatis, beneplaciti, bonae voluntatis, S1Ve 1PS1Us Dei gratulto ın
nobis operantıs velle et perficere PIO bona voluntate

TIhe sSaImIlnlle distinction 1S made by BERTI 1n De Theol Discipl., 1i XIV,
Ca f

fol 4)
M) {Ihe following chapters ll be restricted maiınly LO the teaching of the

eighteenth-century Augustinilans. number of footnotes, however, indicating the
connection ıth their ancestiors 11 make ıt clear that regards the doctrine of

t+he Augustinlian order has gONEC through slow growth which culminated In
the Ööth entury.

45) BERTI, De T’heol Disc., 1i 109 In their treatıses actual
nearly a ]] the earlier authors Iso discuss the gıven Adam and, with
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find the teaching that the a  C of Christ 15 HOFG powerful Aan:
abundant than the SIaACEC received by dam before the Fall

In order to bring OULt clearly the grea benehfit of the aC' of
Christ the Augustinilans lay much SIrESS Adami’'s free l before
he had sınned, that with the 111 weakened by SIN the olory
and the 450  ([ of redeeming DraCCl, SCECI1 especılally (( gratia
medicinalis S show LO full advantage.

dam then had much reedom of ll Noris bases hıs assertion
St AÄugustine : Fıx LOT locuplentissımis sententi11s (S Augustini)

colligimus Adamum habuisse INagNnNas arbitrı1 vıres, SUININAaIN tan-
tam ı910} peccandı potestatem o

And the aCC of dam W as gratia Conditoris not gratia
Salvatoris healing aC«, for, the Augustinians SaYy, those wh
AT ell do N OT eed physiclan, but the sick do

TIhe aCE of the sLatie of innocence, which consisted 1n
enlightenment of the m1ncl and certaın inclination of the 11
owards the bonum In communı by wh1ch the 111 could choose
this that particular Z00d, W as indifferens and versatıilis an only
Jfficax ab extrinseco < Indifferens and versatıilis 15 secl of the
kind of DIaACE which 0o€es nOTt determine the 11 sınce there W as

eed for this before orıgınal SIN 3
According LO Bellelli ıt 15 established fact that St Augustine

the exception of Moreau, they assume fundamental difference between the
natiure of betfore and atter original S1IN. See Visconti, 895,
fol 539, and Libens, 144 fol 7) C Siquidem ın discrimine, quod
ponıiıt (S Augustinus) iınter adiutorium hominis integr1 et adiutorium hominis lapsı,
fundat totam doctrinam SUaIn de gratla...

%2 NORIS, ])iss V Jansenii errorıs calumnia sublata, Z col
47) BELLELLLI, Mens Augustini de sSTIatiu creatiurae rationalis nie pneccatum , n IL,

|. 147 (( Adiutorium versatile et indifterens OCOoO gratiam DIS! actualem diu-
vantem I1O: ad bene operandum, 110 natfura S U, determinatam ad certum OPUS,
utı 12N1s exurıt et lIumen iıllustrat, se. indiferentem elt vertibilem SC

versatı lem 66 rotundum ylobum, QUOCUMQUE ıllam voluerijit arbitrium inclinare.
Nıhil Nım vetat quın iıllam reaPSEC con]ıungat vel C4 vel (r dissensu.
Hoc adıutor11 NU: vocarı consuevıt fficax ab extrinseco, quon1am iıdeo ın OD US
influit, qula arbitrium eodem utı voluıt ) A

> BELLELLI, .06 Coy lıb Z 161 C Porro adiutorium V1 SUÜU: inclinans et

determiıinans arbıtrıum 1n alteram partem, dum aequilibrium supponiıtur, OmMNnNınNoa
superiuum censendum est et absque ulla indigentia 1n staLum sanıtatıs ıntrusum.
Quid Nnım Aın est arbitrium determinare el inclinare 1pSsum ) I

See Iso ERTI, o . lib I B, 109
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teaches that gratia Dictrix et efficax 15 only needed because of
human weakness an the CONCUPISCENCE which 15 eftect of SINn
an inclines LO in. T herefore determining aC«e« (or ab intrinseco
efficax) 15 only tound 1n OUT stLiatie of mI1serYy ; before the rst S1inN
there Wä:  N ıIn dam CONCUPISCENCE rebelling agaınst hlS 1Cason

an: therefore he did nOoTt eed the aCcC which alds the weakened
31l But VEIV supernatural act @ only be achieved wiıth the
31d of a  S, he did eed supernatural assıstance without which he
could not salutarily perform aCcts (sine qQUO salutariter operarı nNnO

poterat). It. rested with his free will, however, either LO usc this
aC LO reject ıt

{£ 110 little urther nto the nature of this C given
LO dam mMust consıder what has already een indicated, namely
that thiıs graCEe 1s efficax ab extrinseco, that 15 LO Sa Lt becomes
efficax through the CONSeEeNT gıven by the free 311 an ıt 15 nOot
such that 1t OVE. the 11 LO CONSENL a 0€es In OUur fallen
siatie The TrECASON f01' this 15 that In his SLIAfie of happıness dam
did nOot aVe to fight agaınst CONCUPISCENCE and there Wa  N 1n him
Tea harmony between the IOWCI' and the higher order of things
and thus he ha. sufficient strength LO perform supernatural aCcts
with the a1d of gratia versatilis. HIS 311 W äa  N nOoTt vet enslaved by
SIN and had eed LO ar iıtself agaınst the temptations which
Ina 110 experlences. God ha created dam with vx0o0d 11 n
dam therefore did NOT eed a that would PIEeDAaIeE thıs
x0ood 311 )

Noris, Bellell; an Berti AaQree 1n their assertion that the aC'
of dam Was fnroxime sufficiens °$)

Their thesis shows affınity LO Molinism and ın omme INCaAasure

OUuUr authors do admıiıt much, but the difference 15 at ONCEC obvious,
siınce the Molinists apply this kind of aCcC also LO the ate of

49) C BERTI, Theol Disec., lıb FA Scholion 123
50') BELLELLI, O, Coy lib 19, 258-259 (( Consectarium hucusque CXPO-

sıt1s descendit : gratiam scilicet Adamo ONncCcCessam proxime sufficientem fuisse ad
perseverandum. [lud NamInque adiutorium proxime suffhiciens dieitur, CUl nıhil deest
necessarıum, ut actus ICaDse possıt efficı ad qUuUem datur, S1 arbitrium velit lam
eIO liquet dictis nıhil Adamo ad perseverandum defuisse, quon1am adiutorium
habebat PeCr quod pOsset 81 vellet

ERTI, Dilucidatio, [ SA C Sutficiens proxime est ]la gratia ultra
qUuU am necessarlıla est lia gratlia, ut voluntas CcIiu opere(tur ; ut autem operetur ve|l 1O

ODETE@UHT. 1n libero relinquitur arbitrio. Talis fuit gratja Conditoris collata Angelis
et prımo hominı et ab Augustino.. appellata A diutorium sSıne quo p 16)n WE
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ftallen human nature. AÄAnd ın regard LO the aCcCEe of dam itself
there 15 further difference between the Molinists and the Augus-
tinlans, who SSUIIMNeE for clam nOotL only illuminatıiıon of the
intellect but also inclination of the 11 LO what 15 g00d Z}
According LO the Augustinians Molina sımply DUut the a  C God
had oranted tOo dam Dar with the aC of the Redeemer,
and introduced the adiutorium INe qUO T10 of dam substitute
for the healing a of the ftallen sLaAatie Z

Our authors ATre tully of the considerable difficulty arısıngz
from this Augustinian teaching, namely how od’s SUPTEIMMNACY OVETI

the created beings 15 maintaıned ıf ONCUTSU raeVIUSs el deter-
minativus 15 g1ven dam Bellelli EeVEN calls this problem 1C65S$

difficıllima plerisaue speculationum involucris oecata )) shall
Lr y LO sSu 1ın few lines how they face this difficulty.

First of all tO od’s SUPTEINACY (supremum Dei dominium)
corresponds essential dependence of the created beings which
implies that whatever 15 subjected LO God CAannot perform anything,

quın SUPTECMO Domino 1n ESsSS«C sSservetliur el 1n quemlibet motLum

aut ODUS provıda admıiınistratione cleatur )) 2 Bellelli then states
that VEeLYVY creature needs at least od’s ONCUTFrSU. generalis In order
LO act When this ONCUTSU generalis 15 iımiıted the actus farımus,
1t 15 also called fpraemotio (generalis) ’ and +his faraemotıio generalis
15 NECESSATLY tor VEIV created being because of hlS essential depen-
dence.

Once ıt has een established that God operates immediately
upON the difierent CauSCS; then thıs Civine premotıon 18 distinguished

ollows. W ith free auses ıt 15 called versatıilis and indifferens,
but not praedeterminativa ; ıt 15 called fraemoti0, nOot Hraedeter-
mıinatıio. W ith NECESSATLTV ausces, however. 1t 15 rightly called HEG
determination.

51') ERTI, T’heol Disc., li XIIL, 8,
52) ERTI, (} lı AXAIV E Quare Molina nıhil aliud praestitit, 1S1

quod gratiam Conditoris ın gratiam Salvatoris commutavıt, et pro adiutorio huijius
statius subrogavıt iıllud quod Augustinus tradit angelis et prımo hominı 6s5-

sarıum ; N

In | 144 in L1bens wrıtiıng almost literally the SaIlle ((( nde
solum transtulerunt Molinistae gratiam ab Augustino naturae integrae descriptam
1n locum gratiae medicinalıis Christiı Q Ua Pater naturae lapsae et vulneratae
ubique depredicat necessarı1am (fol

— Mens Augustini.. nie peccatum, lib IL, 276
54) ZIT
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As regards these free auses (such man) the Augustinlans
5a +hat their essential dependence the Creator o€es NO demand
that they shall be physically predetermined by Hım sSince tor the
performance of actl the general premotıon (praemotio generalis)
15 sufficient I1SUIC this essential| dependence M  Y DBellel!l; indeed
thinks that ıt 15 contradiction ıf on and the aIlnle aculty (viz.
the will) 15 at OILCEe essentially indifferent. because 1t 15 free, and
essentially In actu Hrimo determinata ad unum. 3

The ollowers of the AÄugustinian schoo| do demand
shall SC  4} below victor10us aC fOI‘ the sLaie of fallen human
nature, but their maın arguments for the necessity of gratia ab
intrinseco efficax WE NnOTt based od’s SUPTEIMACY OVCTI the
created beings, but the weakness Consequent uUuDONI SIN of the
rational creatiures themselves, they recognıze f01‘ the sLiatie of 1NN0-
GeNGS (Adam’s) ıIn which there W as lgnorance and OIlCU-

pIscence, only gratia arva et versatilis ) , the (( adiutoriıum ine
qUO dam operarı NO poterat ) , aC ab extrinseco fficax

CHAPTER I1 (SRACE INSPIRA TIO COGNITA SANCIO

Discussing the actual aCcC of OUTr fallen SLaAatie <hall deal rst
with the definition of it g1ven by the Augustinians, then VETIVY briefly
with the question whether actual aC consısts ıIn actibus deli
beratis indeliberatis y ancl finally with the que\sti-on whether
aCe V physically only morally.

Since Henricus Noris himself rather INOTE with his-
orical questions than with speculative ONeSS, shall find little
nothing pertinent LO OUu.  n subject 1n hıs wrıtings. At an rate he
0€es nOLT provide with systematıc exposıtion the nature of
actual a  c hlS o€es NOLT iımply that Noris dıd not ave hIS OW

opınıon about it, but his ıdea 1s much spread Out OVeTr his books
that he cCannot be Sal: LO Tea this question frofesso, ıt 1S

n Ct BELLELLTI, C.y 1i IL, 25,
_ C ıb ote the mentıon of ((( 1ın CcIiu prımo ) , for In the AdAse of the

called actius secundus 1. the applying oneself act Berti (Theol Disec.,
lib | Scholion |123) sımply admits that 1ın both states (before S1N and
atter s1n) nhysica fpraedeterminatio 1S required, though nOt because of the Cc71-

+ialis dependentia: ((( adc UQUECIMN (i actum secundum) In utroque et
infırmae naturae requirıtur physica praedeterminatio ) W
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reated by the Augustinians after hiım FOI' this 16ason shall
ave LO CONCENTrate maiınly Bellelli; and Berti, who AI the mMoOost
important representatıves of the Augustinian school the subject
of aCE: Their wrıtings, however, they repeatedly mention, Ar

based the teachings of their predecessors and mostly those
of Noris, LO whose ıdeas they gıve systematıc form By all of
quotatıions Irom Noris and from E VCA earlier AÄugustinians shall
endeavour always LO show the historical background of what 15
taught by Berti an Bellelli

To certaın extent the Prev1ous chapter has already indicated
that the theologians of the Augustinian school consıiıder the aC
o# Christ maınly gratia medicinalis, . remedy fOI' the
wounds inflicted by orıgınal SIN TIhe ONSCYHUCNCE of Adami’'s Sın
Was that INa besides losing the title of child of (C35ö W as
eft with 11 which W as weakened and sıck, and aınted with
CONCUPDISCENCE earthly love inclining the 11 LO evil T here-
fore, according LO the Augustinlans, it 111 be the task of a  (
gıve 0Ka health and strength LO the weakened forces of the 311
an LO inspıre 1t with the opposıte love of heavenly things (the
so-called delectatio celestis ın CONnLiras the delectatio terrestris).
Grace 111 also take aWAaVY the darkness of the understanding
that with Iucid enlightenment 1t 111 be easıer for the 311 LO do
what 15 Y00d

In thıs connectıon Berti quotes DasSsage from St Augustine
which clearly shows this double function of DraCl ) As Berti
PICSSECS it, a consiıdered 1n this WaVYy 15 enlightenment of
the mind (Zlustratio mentiSs) and inspiration ıIn the 11 tO what
15 xood (Inspiratio dilectionis In voluntate) 2 However, aC 11
maınly consıst 1n the insfpiratio dilectionis, because though the
lightenment of‘the mınd 0o€Ss ShOW what should do ıt 0oes

57) BERTI, Augustini... Quaestionum de gratia Reparatoris Dilucidatio, Pisıs,
1766, Pars IL 3, 65-66 C Nolunt homines facere quod i1ustum est, S1VEe qula
latet ıustum sıt, S1Ve qula NO delectat : Nım quidque vehementius volu-
INUS, QqUanTto certius, quod bonum esT, NOVıIımMUuUs O delectamur rdentius.
Ignorantia ıgltur et infirmitas vıtıa SUnNT, qUaeE impediunt voluntatem, OVealtur
ac| tacıendum OPUS bonum ve|l ab j9) malo abstinendum . Ut autem innotescat
quod atebat et fat quod 110. delectabat, gratia De] est UQUaC hominum
adıuvat voluntates

58) BERTI, De Theol Disc., lıb AIV. l
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nOot actually to do ır heretore the inspıratıon 1ın the 11
LO what 15 Z00d 15 INOTIEe NECESSaATYV, for ıt brings ıt about that
0€eSs do that which he knows vxood 24

Berti draws another argumen LO OVC thıs thesis from the
pr1macy of love a  [- 15 ultimately nothing Ise but the principle
of x0o0od works NO according LO St Augustine ıt 15 love which 15
t+he radix and the princIıpIUM, for properly speakıng act cCannot

be called Z00d ıf ıt 15 NOL performed Out of love #%) Girace there-
fore consısts maiınly ın love which inspıres LO good aCTIs, S1NCe
love 15 the SOUTCE of all the mMOvements of the heart.

All these elements taken together ead LO the description of
actual a  € which frequently find 1n the wrıtiıngs of OUu  — theo-
loglans: (iratia est inspıratıo dilectionis, ut cognıta SAnCctio

facıamus %)
kor the sake of clearness urther analysıs of thıs definition

must be preceded by the following observations. Beftfore he arrıves
al hlS efinition of TaCC«l, Berti mentıons number of Opinıons about
the nature of actual aCe Several I homists, he SaVYS, think that
ıt 15 (( actiuOosa qualitas which brings about OUT willing physıi-
cally He apgrees with them ın far aC«t works physically,
but he SAVYS he 0o0€s NOL understand what 15 Meant by this actuosa

qualitas. Others thıink that the nature of a  C hes ın the indeliberate
mMmoOovements of m1nd an: heart others agaın ar  D of the opınıon that
1t 15 als O eftected effici) by the facculties of the soul, because they
Aare vital aCts S this opınıon SCCINS also LO be faırly general with

theologians °) hen there Are those wh teach that actual
aCC consısts 1n motıon (motio) of God Who antıcıpates OUTr

indeliberate aCcts. Fıinally there 15 the opınıon of the theologilans
who consıider aCcCe LO be nothing else but od’s 311 and CICY
1ın OU. hearts.

Berti himself, wishing combine ın OIl statemen what 15
true iın each of the above assertions, concludes that actual a

59)
60)
E BERTI, C.y 1i IT A C Appellatur ıtaque e gratja eI-

naturalis quaedam V1S nobis De) liberalitate ollata, unde sanctae cogıtatıones
et MOLUS bonae voluntatis provenılunt: QUaC clefimrl potest verbis Augustin]
lıb Contra duas LE.pist DPelagianas Cap (iratia est ıinspıratıo dilectionis, ut

cognıta 8AaNnCIO facıamus ) I7

62) ID ÖR 3 li AIV
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15 enlightenment of the mınd and insplration of love, but
that 1t consısts iNOTre 1ın love than In enlightenment of the mind.
|t 15 brought about by motion of God od’s will, which intuses
this love an delectation, and INn certaın 6 1t INa be called

quality 2
In Berti's opınıon therefore aCcC consısts mainly 1n love n

Since, however, ave SCCH, several theologians describe aCcC
motio Dei which antıcıpates love, Berti draws distinction

which must be explained ıIn order to understand clearly hlS definition
of TaCEl.

T here 15 double aspect ın aCcCE ıt Ca be considered ftrom
the standpoint of God, from that of INa God 15 the au

efficiens of aCc 1n far He OV: 111 an recelıve
thıs motion ; this kınd of a  c 15 called| uncreated a  S: which
15 nothing else but od’s benevolence and God himself Who Insplıres
the A} of love IN But 1ın far aCcC 15 considered from the
standpoint of INa 1t 15 nothing else but the eftect of this Cdivine
motion, mMmOvement of the sou] (motus qguidam animae) love
and delectation 92

So Berti 15 1n agreement with those T Ham ists wh hold that
actua|l aCe 15 certaın motus anımae and not qualitas, for $
1t were quality, then performing act would requıre another
s1aACC, mMOvement of the soul, and then gratia efficax would DIC-
determine not only the actus secundus but also the Aactus fprımus
an thus reduce liberty nothing 96}

e C Fıx hiıs omnıbus nam sententiam conficio, q UaIn arbitror S55C CI -

tissımam, 1a 1n sıngulis erl aliquid inesse deprehenditur. (Giıratıa est actus intel-
lectus et voluntatis, se. magıs ın delectatione qU amı In illuminatione sıta est ;
efficitur autem motione Dei, QUaC est 1psa |Je]i voluntas subministrans anc delec
tatıonem elt carıtatem el potest NO malo qualitas appelları »

64) C 1n gratıjia potissımum sıta est
%e} De Theol Disec., lıb XI f [)Deus nım dilectionem Inspırans

est gratia consıderata Del, et ıta assentıimur theologis qu1] gratiam nıhil
alıud putant, 1S1 voluntatem et misericordiam Del S1VEe LDeum 1psum qu1 nobis
voluntatem bonam inspirat. Ipsa dilectionis insplratio nıhil est aliud Q UaIn [Je]
mot1o0 intellectum ılluminans el inflammans: ideoque NO recedimus omnıno ab
ıllorum opınlone, qu1 gratiam constituunt ın motione quadam vırtuosa. At carıtas,
QUaEC nobiıs inspiratur, est MOtus anımı et sancta delectatio trahens ad D
salutarıa et tacıens ut faciamus : et Oonsequenter ın carıtate ( d et proprıe consıstıt
gratla, 81 consıiıderetur parte nostrı y

< (C na 81 esSseEe' qualitas, necessarla toret ad operatıonem lia gratıa,
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When the Augustinians speak of actual aCCl, they consıder
mainly this aspectuL, the efftect of the divine moti.on 1n
the 1G cogitatio an the sancta delectatio the bona voluntas M

Agaın and agaın OU. Augustinian theologians speak of delec.
tatıon and love (delectatio, dilectio, carttas, amor) the principle
of ll OUT x00d WOI'kS. specıial difficulty arısıng from this 15 how
15 1t that aAaCC always inftuses delectation ın ü while often
experıence that only do what 15 vood with difficulty C V with

certaın fear dislike TIhe AÄugustinians Wlsh LO keep much
possible to St Augustine s terminology. So ın describing the

natiure of actual BraCce they also use his words insfpiratio dilectionis
In voluntate, because accordıng LO them VEILIY AaCct 15 performed
only under the direction of love £©) hey a however, that this
love should nOoTt be sımply identifhied with the theological virtue of
charıty but that ıt 15 kind of inchoata carıtas el dilectio ©°) Now
aC dilectio carıtas 15 according LO Berti nothing else but
strıving after x0o0d the inclination of the 11 owards what 15
Zx00d, that 18 LO 5Sd aCct o# the 11 which 1t 15 DroODEI LO
11 LO love what 15 v00d hus INa always acts OuUt of love.
Berti quotes St Thomas for this pronouncement %9) hat OIl fears
hell SaAaVYS Berti, siımply en that ON  6} loves beatitude ; fear of
death 15 really love of ıfe eic %E

So love 15 the principle of ll vxood works, and when the ll
15 drawn by certaın delight (voluftas) and I1a 15 moved by the
loved s0o0d which auses delectation and 1ın the ast iınstance

OIl loves what he dislikes then according LO the teaching

OLIUS scılıcet anımae, el gratia etficax 11O. tantum praedeterminaret actum UuIl-

dum, sSe et1am prımum elt liıbertatem everteret ) ı.

° Chapter 3067 found this SaIne teaching ın the Belgian Augustinıan
Lıbens.

68) BELLELLI, Mens Augustini.. nte peccatlum, ; E 14, 63 ((( Quocirca
irmiter prımo tenendum est 1uxta Augustini princlıpla IMN et quodcumque bonum
OPDUS, quod hit nobis quemadmodum erl oportel, NO 1S1 carıtate dirigente fieri :

TO'  am sexcentıes Augustinus repetit carıtatem radicem SSCc omnıum bo.
A

69) C BELLELLIL, Mens Augustini de modo reP., l IL, D
9) Summa Theol., HI, 28, art 6, COID. and ad
7 BERTI, Dilucidatio, 1 3 67/ : 4, B2:153 ((( Nullus voluntatis actus

potest cogıtarı, qu1 NO sıt ab aliquo licet plures AaCctius sınt, qu]ı NO orıuntur
C harıtate proprıe dicta, ut modo In Scholis acclpıtur, P gratia anctifı-

cante vel ab \DIS benevolo ı 8
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of the Augustinians 1t ollows that SIaCE consısts ın inspıration
of love by means of which what 15 known by the enlightene miıind
15 pursued with holy love hus ıt 1S5 clear that ıIn the Augustinian
efinition of actual aCe the terms dilectio, delectatio eic afe

always sed for bona voluntas the inclination of the 11 LO what
1S good /2)

OQOur theologians also deal] wiıth the question whether aCcC COIN-
sısts (( 1ın actıs deliberatis indeliberatis ) } E his question 15 1IMDOr-
tant ıIn far ıt helps LO obtain better insight nto the Irue
nature of actual aCcC ıt 1s taught 1n the Augustinian School.
What ATe Inquıirıng ınto 15 1ın how far created aC works 1n
OLT faculties and their aCcts (which are deliberati and indeliberati),
that 1S, must r y LO discover what 18 the EeEXacCc pur port of that

sancta cogitatio of the mınd and that (( inchoata carıtas of the
dl which COINE into being through od’s premotion. his 1S
CaS V task and ere ıt 15 perhaps INOTrTe evident than anywhere else
that the Augustinians Al NOoLt much concerned about clear SPC-
culative expression about Lrue rendering of St Augustine’ s WAaYy
of thinking 1n this feld The Augustinian sententia INa be briefly
reproduced ollows.

Bellelli SaVS several times that the auxilia actualia consıst In
motionibus indeliberatis which aTre aroused ıIn by od’s EICY
and by which ar incıted to deliberate acts 7 He also SaVS
that od’s Insplıratıons and excıtatiıons (piae Inspirationes el CXCI-
tationes) N> intused 1n the indeliberate aCcts of mınd and 11 by
God %}

These indeliberate MOvements AT of supernatural kind :
therefore they CannoTt COINE nto being by purely human DOWETS
wiıthout the aıd of aCcCe Fkor that TCasSsSOHH; SaYyS Bellelli, the greater
number and the est of the theologians, with whom he ASTCcCS,

72) ERTI, Augustinianum Systema vindicatum, Diss 1, 5 116 ( WT

doctissimus (Bellelli) In definitione gratijae actualıis carıtatem accıpı
ampliori signıfıcatione, NEeC SCINDECT KKIS carıtatem actualem XxPpressam, SE un1-
versım loquendo desiderium AINOÖOTEINQUE vırtutis, dilectionem lustıtlae, inchoatam
bon] dulcedinem, plam anımı affectionem, bonam voluntatem, cupiditatem ONn1 el
delectationem auxılıatrıcem D'a ct Iso Dilucidatio, I1 (: 3, 67

78) BELLELLI, Mens Augustini nte peccatlum, 1i [1, Z3-
14) ID:; Mens Augustini de modo reparatıonıs, 1i l‚ F ((( Fiunt autem

h1 [)Deo 1ın nobis sunique nobis 1PS1S sSe ı910} libere agentibus ) I7
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admit (891601=- preceding supernatural [0)  c g1ft of God which
precedes also the iındeliberate aCcts %8 Now how ıt 15 that SIaCEl
consısts ın indeliberate aCcts and yel that for these indeliberate
mMOvements themselves DTaACE 185 required ‚]]

|t k en en LO that the solution of thıs ap  en contradiction
18 LO be found ın the already mentioned distinction of STaCE CON-

sıdered trom the standpoint of God and from that of INa For
C: SC  D that indeliberate MOvementTt 0o€Ss not exıst ap from

deliberate movement, Just °4g- 10 consıdered ftrom the standpoint
of God 15 other than aC considered from OUr standpoint.

Bellell; calls the above-mentioned Drevious supernatural [0)  €
(virtus HraeVia) od’s CYVY « ıt 18 nothing else but uncreated aCcC

a  c considered trom the standpoint of CO Ihe holy enlighten-
ment an the DIOUS delectation N> the rst eftects of thıs prevenıjent
aCe  , and 1t afe these OoOvements which constitute aC CON-

siıdered from the standpoint of INa As Al not ıteless instru-
mMents under the working of this antıcıpatıng [9)  c of God but
have CO-ODperate freely, 1t ‘ u u right LO conclude that actual
d  C works 1n such Wa that the inspired divine IMOTUS eveals
itself rst by indeliberate aCcts of supernatural insıght an love,
which ın the ext MOMEeNnNT become deliberate.

Berti's statemen 15 little INOTrTEe clearly expressed: by the SWEeEeLTl
inspıratiıon of the aC: of the oly Ghost C6 makes find
greater pleasure 1n what He commands LO do than ın what 18
torbidden. his delectation and inspıred OVEe antıcıpate the IMNOVE-

mMent of the l an only become deliberate when the 311 freely
cCONsents thıs propelling dülectio. According LO Berti AÄugustine s
words: (( ut velimus, Ooperatur Deus 1n nobis sıne nobis refer LO
gratia Oferans fparte Dei, which long do nOoTt

operate only auses DIaS cogıitationes et affectiones indeliberatas.
AÄAnd f aCec 1S thus consiıdered from the standpoint of (36 1n
tar 1t 18 the divine EICYy itself which OVE. an inspiıres
love, 1t 18 not connected with OUTrTr deliberating. If however, ıt 1S
considered from OUrTr standpoint, then a  [- 1S that OVeEe which
proceeds al OINlCE from the divine inspıration and from OU. OW

9) BELLELLTI, Mens Augustini de modo repPp., lıb Optima proinde
ratıone plerique insıgnes theologi, quibus plane assentimur, praevenıentem qJua
dam vıirtutem supernaturalem, qUae DIS| donum est, praeviıam ad singulos et1am
iındeliberatos actus agnoscun et onfiıtentur '
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111 moved by Go And the act of love 18 indoubtedly deli-
berate aCTl 76)

rather IHOTEe important polint from the Augustinian teaching
aC 185 the question whether QraCce works ıIn hysically

only morally. The terminology and the words : delectatio, suavitas,
dilectio eic might ead OIl conclude that the Augustinians dvo-
cCate moral premotıon of SI aCcCEe and NOL physical OI 1s
evıdent Itrom the genera|l interpretation of the Augustinian teaching

aCE by non-Augustinian wriıters 72 In the following lines
intend LO show briefly that these writers labour under M1SCON-
ception ın this matter 1n the chapter gratia efficax shall
retiurn LO the subject.

We understand by od’s physıical premotıon the eftecting,
trınsıc and immediate divine infÄuence (divinus influxus efficiens,
intrinsecus el immediatus) 1ın man's faculties LO perform supernatural
acts, while moral motıon 15 OIl which 1s extrinsıc and aCcts by Wa
of (01258 inalis. We ave already een that by Hıis aCcC God
lightens the m1nd and ausecs g00od 11 especılally by Inspırın?
love TIhe 1CASON why according LO the Augustinians a  c consısts
INOTIEC 1n the inspıratiıon of love +han 1n supernatural enlightenment
of the mınd 15 this that the enlightening, though 1t makes NOW
what ave LO do 0o€s NOT 1n actual fact bring ıt about that
doö IF 19 make do ıt requıres aCe which works directly ın
the 111 and iımmediately Inspıres the holy delectation which brings
1t about that do what 18 Z00d. Moreover God 15 the au effi
CIens of aCcC and such He OWV OUur 111 and auses ıIn
the x0o0od 111 by Call of which can ACTt salutarily. If
nOot mistaken Al this o€s NOTL polnt LO mora| causality but LO
physical OI <}

CF BERTI, T heol Disec., 1i AIV S, Iso Dilucidatio, Pars
4, 151: Aug Syst Vindic., Diss E

77) TI he Augustinian system of 1s called the C systema praemotı1on1ıs
ralıs by almost everybody ; - ct Fr DIEKAMP, T heologiae dogmaticae anuale,
Parisıiis, JT ornaci, Romae 1935 Vol IL, 100 : PORTALIE ıIn Dictionnaire de
T’heol Cath., Vol col 2485 (s V. Augustinianisme).

78) Berti writes ın hıs De T heol Disc., li AIV L, Eit de efficientia
quıdem physica CgO P  11Ee doctis VIr1S plenissime aereo, 438 oralem efficientiam
attrahentem sola proposıtiıone obiect!i, salva aliorum opınatione, NO valeat tarditas
ingen1] mel lege doctrina discernere )

Having mentioned elsewhere (0 C.y liıb AIV. 9 46) that St Augustine
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(CCHAPTER GRATIA EFFICAX VICTRIX DELECTAIL1I1O ARDOUR

LOVE 1I1HE OPPOSITE CONCUPISCENCE CON-

QUERED

In thıs chapter shall examıne the question whether the
Augustinlans teach the ıdea of gratia Jficax a b CXITINSEeCO, ike
the Molinists and Congruists, that of gratia fficax a b intrın-

SCCO, ike the I homists. We shall also SC  € what they INCcall by
delectatio Dictrix and ın what the efficacy of aAC consısts.

[+ 1S right LO mentıon ere that are merely concerned with
controversia theological questions. Fkor centurıes theologians of
difterent schools of thought had een fighting LO reach +he clearest
possible insıght iınto the extremely diftAhcult matter of the mystery
of aCcC which 15 narrowly bound with OU. lıtfe, SINCE 1t

the cCo-operatıon of God Aan: TIhe ultimate intention
of ll the disputes W ä  N HOM© other than LO represent the mystery 1ın
such Wa safeguard ıt agaınst contradictions. I hrough faıth

NOW that God eftects 1n willing and actıng by hıs efficacious
aCcC“ Furthermore believe 1n the integrıity of the free human
will, which S resıist CvVEen the moOost efficacıous DraCl, for the VEIY
1E6AasOIl that ıt 18 tree. kor the believer there 15 not LOO grea
difficulty, because the WaYysS of God AL inscrutable LO and God
oes nOt Operate ın human INAanner But when theologians probe
ınto the mystery nOoL 1ın order LO solve IL, which 1s impossible, but
1ın order reconcile the dogmata of od’s aCcC and human lıberty,
where the philosopher thinks he @56 SC  ® contradiction then
each OIl of them seeks LO indicate the mOost plausıble Wa LO thıs
reconcıilijation. |+ 185 after al for this amne L1CAasSOllIl that the AÄugus-
tinı1ans consıder the mystery of aCCl, while In theır investigatıons
they PUTSUC psychological COUTSE rather than purely philoso-
phical speculative COUTISE

reftutes Pelagıus because the latter interprets the words o$ the Apostle advice
and moral stimulation, he adds « Quapropter Sanctus |)octor contendit S1C SSCc

apostolicam sententiam accipiendam, ut ] Deus O suadendo Lantum quod bonum
est, SEl physıce nobis et1am actum voluntatıs inspirando et efficaciter ad operatıonem
trahendo dicatur 1n nobis operarı velle et perficere D3

And lıttle further C Salvatorıs gratia efAciat ın nobis voluntatis aftectum.,
operetur ın nobis ut O  I1LUTL, agat 11O% agamInus, u sola 110S moralı XC1-
atıone praemoveatlt, sed trahente, inclinante, agente et tantam voluntatem qua«c
possıt, velit, tacıat, nobis divınıtus inspırante ) o
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First of al the Augustinian theologians stand siıde by side with
the T’homists 1n accepting gratia Jficax ab intrınseco, because they
believe that this acceplance proviıdes them with better insiıght ın
the teaching of oly Scripture and of the Fathers of the Church
especı1ally St AÄugustine. Several times the Augustinlans affirm that
ın accepting aCe which 15 fficax by ıts nature (ab intrinseco)
they ül 1n agreemen with the I homists ° {Ihe QrTaCEl which
inspıres LO d nto eftfect with holy love that which
NOW 15 called efficax, when ıt makes aCtT (facit ul faciamus) by
Q1ViINg strength LO OoOu ll do T here 15 obdurate heart that
repudılates IL, tor ıt 15 Ylven TEINOVEC that VEIYVY hardness of heart 79}
It 15 evident that ın the VICW of the Augustinian School the efficacy
of aC o€es nOT arıse from cCo-operatıon of tree ll from
ON  NC of certaın circumstances (Congruism), but fr-o m fixed
decision of the 311 of God, Who by special premotıon accords

that Ca that 111 and that a iınto eftect.
Grace 0€S NOL CO-oDerate because ıll but ll because
aCe€ ODer  S ın 2) his TaCCl, which ın O fallen sSLiaie 15
stronger than the BIaAaCE NC (9) dam betfore the Fall, assısts the
Iree 11 ın ıts fight agaınst ONS inclinations. Here agaın it 185
especılally evı] CONCUPISCENCE and the [0)  o inclination of the
wounded free l which determine the kiınd of aC ıt 15 above
all medicinalis, that 15 LO SaVY ıt the ll of ıts sickness and
frees ıt from the bonds of Concupiliscence. his liberation Ga  - only
OINE about because the inclination of CONCUPISCENCE 15 1880

DYy opposite inclination of BIaCE E
As 15 shown by the words evi] CONCUDpISCENCE Y weakened

ll DG oNng inclination and O which regularly fin
ın Augustinian parlance, the Augustinilans explain the efficacy of
aCe rst of ll from the STLaltie of fallen human nature. Ihe Iho
miısts defend the Hraedeterminatio hysica the oround of od’s
omnıpotence an omni-causality 8.I'ld the total dependence of the

79) BERTI, O, .9 li AIV.: 9 45 (C Postrema sententıa est 1 homistarum et

Augustiniensium omnıum atfırmantium gratiam eInNncacem SSC selpsa, 110 talem
reddi aut cooperatıone liberi arbitri1 aut cCırcumstantııs CONgTUNS.. . CI Iso ID
S5ystema V indic., )iss B Ul) and Dilucidatio, P II De Gratia, 4, 155

9 ( T heol Disc., 1i | K
° GB .3 lıb ZUM- 9 45 We have already SCCI1 thıs SaInlle teaching 1n

the writings ot the earlier Augustinian theologians discusse ıIn chapter
82) BELLELLI, Mens Augustini... ntie peccatum, 13 IL, 9 7077
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creature upDONM the Creator. They teach that there 15 fpraedeter-
mınatıo physica ın the of - before ell after the Fall
TIhe Augustinians the other hand Al of the opınıon that od’s
causalıty 8.1'1d the dependence of the creature are sufficiently taken
CALID of by general praemotio Dei, which 15 indeed physical but
NOL praedeterminativa ad unum herefore they exclude the Iho
mist tdraedeterminatio tnhysica from the STate of untallen nature and
f'rom all natural actıons before ell after the Fall

As || hope LO show urther OUuU authors do aCcCcept the pPraCc-
determinatio töhysica tor a supernatural actıons of the sSTLiaAtie of fallen
nature, NnOTt relying, however, I homist arguments, but startıng
from the 311 weakened by S1IN, which cCannoTt determine ıtself LO
this that individual actıon without predetermining BraCcCl. In
chapter Sa how the Augustinians Lr y demonstrate +hat the
essential dependence of the creature 0o€es not requiıre that he 15 phy-
sically predetermined by God 5

shall NOTL urther nto this question ere

TIhe Augustinian wrıters define aCcC which 15 fficax ab intrın-
6 victor10us delectation (victrix delectatio} INSD1-
ratıon of love by which the Oopposıte desire 15 conquered : inspiratio
carıtatıs QUUAC superalt contrarıam cupiditatermn 84) hıs DQraCcCEt of
man s fallen ate, which makes OUr weak 11 l efficaciously,
brings about the victory OVer evı] cConcupiıscence. Fallen INa needs

B$) See above, 372 BELLELLTI, Ö, o9 1ı 35 331 « Gratia efficax
Salvatoris capıte dependentiae essentialis necessarıa nobis nullo sta-

tuıtur ; se dumtaxat ut infırmitati PCI peccatum relictae SUuCCUrrat ; D Ct Iso BERTI,
Aug S5yst V ind., Diss 3, 142

84) BERTI, T’heol Disc., 1i AIV. Ö, 40
BuUZIUS, Jo Laurenti Berti librorum K I de T’heol Dise accuralta

S5ynopsis, 1lom IL, li AIV, diss IL, Z 82 E.ven earlier rıters of the
Augustinlan schoo| called Dictriıx delectatio : Fr PAUWENS, Assertiones heo-
logicae Prima Secundae..., ıbliotheca Angelica 421, tol (C Atque haec
est gratja q Uam Augustinus Hipponensıis NO seme]| delectationem victrıcem appel-
at» LIBENS, A | 144, fol | CGiratia igıtur efficax est vıctrıx delec.
tatıo UD 1psum ıberum arbitrium, S1C dicta ab effectu, quıa 1US vincıt renısum
et durıtiem, qUua Deus Operatur ın homine voluntatem, 1psam volitionem, 1psum
velle BERTI, Dilucidatio, { 4, 150 ( Hospes ıtaque est 1n Augustin]
doctrina Qqu1squ1s ignorat beatissımo Pelagianorum impugnatore gratiam fec-
trıcem 1n inspıratıone dilectionis sancltae, qUa«C superat opposıtam DrTravalmngque CUPI1-
diıtatem et In voluntate robusta, qUuae Spiritus Sancti ardore inflammatur, apertissıme
collocari ))
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help which 18 by ıts nature efficax, because he 15 impelled by such
desire that ‘ he cannot CONQUECTF it by himself. But he Ca do 1$

God by His a  © inspıres such love ın hım that his hardness of
heart and the opposıte desire Afre conquered.

Because, according LO the Augustinians, DSIaACE [OUSES in
OVEe an: delectation (dilectio and delectatio) remedy agaınst
evi] CoONcupiscence and the love fOI' earthly Y0o0ds, this aACC ıtself
15 also called love (amor, dilectio) delighting 1n heavenly things
(delectatio coelestis) and the qualification victrıx 15 acded be
au this DIaACE C earthly love and CoNcupıiscence.

Ihe Augustinians teach that love 15 always the princıiple of
x00d works, . VEn i an aCcts from tear, hope eic 2 Now ın this
kınd of love and this delighting when cConquerıing aIiIlnor NO

castus OU. wrıters SC the nature of gratia efficax &C]
In Berti's opınıon hlS O W TroOoNOUNCEMENT that the nature of

gratia fficax lies 1n delectatio victrix 15 supported by writers o
other schools, CEVEN though they Clo NOTt Br with hım 1n their
explanation of gratia fficax iıtself. In this connection he SaVS
that he differs from Bellarminus because the latter OC ın a  c
only moral attractıon, whereas he Berti teaches that the
delectatio Dictrix works 1ın physically 7

Of the T’homists Berti repeatedly mentions Massouli& 88) HIS
eftorts mınımiıze the diference between his OW an the TIThomist

85) BERTI, T heol Disc., 1i ZUN-. 3, « Quisquis nNnım ene tiımet,
bonam voluntatem habeat NECCECSSEC est Eit quon1am tiımor supernaturalis referetur ın
Deum CUINQUEC respicıt ut Judicem Justum rectum, NC liud est pondus, qUO
tertur anımus, 181 Amor: tımor sanctus 11O) S1Ne liquo excıtatur ) .

86) I: Aug Syst V ind., Diss C Giloriosissimus gratijae Vindex
(St Augustine) appellat auxılıum ethicax ardorem dilectionis el voluntatem spirıtus,
Ua voluntas CArnıs contrarıa CONCUPpISCENS vıncıtur supera(tur ; appellat delec-
tatıonem anım.ı, QUaAC superat quodcumque impedimentum alterius voluptatis aut

dolorıs : appellat QUOQUE exXxpressıI1s termınıs certam scıentam delectationem DIC-
trıcem, deo ut ın eridie caecutıat sıt qu1squı1s negat praemıssam PIO-
posıtıonem nOostram SsSS«CcC Augustinı ».

*S] es (gratiae efficacia requirit) ( ut DDeus inspirando certam sc1ıentiam
et victrıcem delectationem nhysice 1n nobis opereiur velle tam robustam volun-
atem efficiat, ut quaelibet duritia cordis frangatur ı DA

M 3 Diss | 14 he SdyS that the teachings of Noris and Mas-
soulıe An contained In his books In hıs Expostulatio, App.; Ai he wriıtes :
« Sacra ndiciıs Congregatio prohibet donec corrigatur Censuram |)uacensem et
mandat ut illinc deleatur otia Jansenısmi inusta systematı Massoulie : et tale est

systema nOostirum » ,
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interpretation of DraCEe are quıite obvious. There 1$ indeed difte-
In the fact that the I homists aCCcept gratia ab intrinseco

efficax also for the SLaAatie of innocence, but when speak about
gratia ab intriınseco fficax aAr ın agreement this a  c 2
E lsewhere LOO he trıes LO show that the diference between the
I homist and the Augustinian system of aC 15 nOL great
1S generally accepted. Ihe LW sSystems, he SdAVYS, are based the
ainne princıples. For the I homist statemen he quotes Didacus
lvarez, because 1n his opınıon Alvarez 1S the MOST accurate wriıter

the controverslıes about aC«C ) Well then‚ he continues,
explaining the efficacy of aC«e and 1n placıng ıts orıgın ın the
l and [0)  c of God excluding Molinism and Congruism

SIC with the I homist school. Furthermore al also ın
complete agreement ın OUr efinition and argumentatıon of gratia
efficax 7) FOI' according LO Berti and Alvarez gratia fficax 15
that divıne assıstance by which God brings 1t about that proceed

act (facit ut faciamus et operatur ut operemur) nOot only by exhor-
atıons iınvıtatıons by attractıng 1n whatever Wa moraliter
only, but by determining OUur actıng ın physical INaNnnNneTl, SvVen by
predetermmiıng ıt, that OoOu free 311 moved by God treely deter-
mınes ıtseltf LO aCtTt 92)

Bellelli also admits that the Hraedeterminatio tphysica, AaCCount
of OUr weakened human nature, 15 NECCSSaAaLY tor the performance
of salutary aCts 98)

Berti expressly uUusSCc5S5 the words praedeterminatio physica D

which he SaVYS according LO earned people are eminently
suitable LO indicate the fpromotio Supremae Causae. (( | myselt }
he wrıtes, ave repeatedly admitted, when speakıng about the
aCcC of OUTr fallen ate an exXxpressing the opınıon that moral
[9)  c of attractıon W as NnOLT enough LO explain the CNCISY of gratia
efficax, that eed hysica Hraedeterminatio 2 £a;] LO SC

39) O, .3

BO) P C.y
91) T
92)
g ELLELLI, Menzs Augustini nte peccatum, lı 27 307 ; SC E Iso

Mens Aug de modo Rep., l
94) C Nnon semel fassus SU. 105 physica praedeterminatione » y T’heol

Disc., lıb [ A 120 On 125 he wriıtes : « Falsum est autem (in the
system alıqguorum Recentiorum » ) hanc illuminationem et delectationem moraliter
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1n which respecL Berti ere difters ftrom TI homistic opınıon EXCEDHL
ın the fact that he excludes physical predeterminatıon from ou

natural actio'ns‚ frorn the salutary actıons ın the stia before original
s1n, and ın the ase of what the I homists call the materiale DeC-
catı D TOM this on INa perhaps conclude that Berti (and the
greater part of the Augustinians well) 0o€es not demand the
hraedeterminatio thysica fOI' the secondary Causcs LO proceed LO
act an thus CADICSS theiır dependence the rst tor thiıs

general praemotio NO determinativa ad uNnum. suffices 95)

Though from what ave already discussed ıt 15 clear that
far the AÄugustinians do nOT difer much from the { homist theo-

logians, they do another WaYV when explaining the efficacy of
gratia actualis.

ÖOne of the specifically Augustinian theses 15 that there are

gradations 1n DrTaClCCl, that ıt cannot be saıd that gratia fficax and
gratia sufficiens difer specifically and essentially ;: they AIc but
different degrees of the aine DIaACE 99) In SUuPpPpOTT of this Rerti
adduces the following argu  C Grace, he SaVS, 18 medicinalis and
Sananrnıs AÄAnd Just O11106 illness Ca be INOTEe Ser10us less Ser10us

el I910) physice praedeterminare ıberum hominis arbitrium D In ict de Theol
Cath:. 1, col 2485 (s \AA Augustinianisme) Portalie wriıtes that the Augustinlan
theolog1lans deny the Hraedeterminatio physica and uphold praedeterminatio
ralis. Nearly all rıters of theological textbooks repeat Portalie’s incorrect obser-
vatıon ; ct ( Fr DIEKAMP, Theol Dogm. Manuale (1935 Vo IL, 100 C gratia
efficax Augustinianorum.. voluntatem 1O: physice sed moraliter tantum praedeter-
mınat

9—5) BERTI, Dilucidatio, Pars 173 « Verum quidquid sıt de hisce
questionibus alibji discussis, certissımum pPUufLO insplratıonem sanctae dilectionis, q Ua
voluntas indeclinabiliter agıt, nhysice, NO moraliter tantum trahere determinare
1psam voluntatem ad actum, Gr intrınseca sıt, corda ımmutet et contrarıam CUD1-
cditatem SUDETEL:.. ) « As indicated above 1n chapter V the earlier Augustinlan
rıters ıth the exception of Perusinus teach the physical predeter-
mıiınatıon. In his S5ystema Augustinianum de Divina Gratia excerptium operibus

Rellelli et Berti, Venetiis 1770, Qu AIl 75 Bernenc wriıtes :
(C Quaeres utLrum delectatio Jla victrıx physice praemoveat voluntatem 1110

lıter antum »} Resp. physice PraeIMOoVvere, quod, ut aıt Augustinus, ]la
delectatio SUaInl habet etfficacıam b omn1potentl1a Del et SUPIECINO quod habet 1ın
voluntates homınum domin1ı1o... D at loss to understand how the Spanish
Augustinlıan theologian IIDe Val In his Sacra T heologia Dogmatica,
Vol 1, 513 Ca Sa y that the Augustinıan system of rejects the praemotıo
physica and accepts certaın praemotio moralis In ıts place.,

Bß) Ct ERTI, Theol Disec., 1i XIV, 8,
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a l'ld eviıl CONCuUupISCENCE (which 15 also weakness eft ın by
orıgınal sin) INa be less violent INOIC violent, less strong

stronger medicine 311 be administered LO the sick It 15 obvious
+hat the mMOvements of CONcCupIScence are nOot always of the
kind and the aInle violence “ On time they Al hardly noticeable,
another tiıme they AaTre VECIY vehement. So slight less ardent
delectatio bona suffices CONYQUECT slight COoNcuplscence ; but f
there 15 violent struggle God 11 infuse much and such
strong ardor carıtatıs that the great ary Concuplıscence C be
conquered. To OVC this Berti instances martyr 311 undoubt-
edly eed INnOoTe and stronger aCe from God LO endure the terrible
Lortures, than SOINCONE wh only has LO submit LO V slight
inJustice 2) In both what 15 needed f01' the performance of
the act 15 gratia ab intrinseco efficax, but ın the 0)8l Case INOTE STIaCE
15 needed than In the other. hiıs 15 what the Augustinians call
difference *JI degree.

ven ın OI and the amne DEISON aACe has nOot always the
arine intensıty : stronger CONCUPISCENCE requıres INOIE aCe than
0o€6Ss the CONquering of slight temptatıon. The final 1ssue of
this 15 that DTraCe 15 called efficax When the possibility LO act (nossti-
ilitas agend: per gratiam sufficientem) asscS iınto the supernatural
aCct, that 15 LO 5a when God ımparts such delectatio and carıtas
that the CONLrary delectatio terrestris concupiscentia 15 me

herefore 1t 15 saıc +hat the efficacity of a 1es In the delectatio
victrix, (( 1Ve 1ın delectatione qQUAaEC relative super10r est contrarıa
cupiditate el 1911 QqUaIn, salva liıbertate indifferentiae, delectatio COIN-

trarıa vincıtur el substernitur ?) So when BTaACE 15 comparatively
stronger than the CONLrary desire and OVErCOMMES ıt, a  C 15 called
victorl1ous delectation and graltia efficax, because 1t granits victory
which consısts In nOoTt obeying the evil desire, but doing what 15
x0o0od 2

97) For clear perception of the difference from the I homists'’ 1eW
on should ofte especlally the different startıng-points of the [WO theological choals.
It INa y be saıd that the T’homistic approach 1S INOIC speculative ancl the Augustinian
INOre psychological.

98) BERTI, Expostulatio, App., 53 BELLELLI 1ın Mens Aug de modo
Rep l‚ liıb IL, 128-129 Etficacitas autem gratiae 1n sıta est, quod
sancta delectatio et illuminatio tantum accendatur elt tantum crescat, uL vıncat. HOC
est, ut omo gratia operante tantum velit, q  € ardore diligat, ut cCarnıs volun-
atem contrarıa cConcupıscentem voluntate spırıtus viıncat

N7) BERTI, T heol Disc., 1i 117 C Quod S1 sancta delectatio carnalem
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[£ O; has clear notıon of the Augustinlan terminology, all
this, think, presents urther difficulties. Keeping ın mind that
aC«e (taken generally) consısts 1n enlightenment of the miıind an

holy delectation ın the will, ıt 15 obvious that gratia fficax 15 aCEC
which inspıres anı brings about certaın knowledge an Vvictorı1o0us
delectation 100)

Since ıt has een established that al the AÄugustinlans teach
that the physical natiure of actual aCcC consısts ıIn the delectatio
Dictrix which OVETITCOINES the Con  Vy desire 101) ’ that 15 LO sa which
185 given with regard LO the less HOL violent CO ONCU-

piscence, the question mMa arıse whether this statemen 0€S not

resemble Congruism. OQur authors themselves ave faced LO thıs
difficulty Berti deals with 1t ollows:

Fst et1am ınter NO  N et Congruistas disceriımen maxımum qQUO-
Nnıam 1ı putant conterri gratiam IN, scilicet hominem vocarı
ın hac OpPpOortuna cıircumstantıa ob praesciıentiam onı uUuSUuS liıberı ALl -

bitrıı qula c  c Deus praevidit quod ın talı opportuniıtate VOCAaLuUusSs

obtemperabit et praebebit 398 18 10  N contra affırmamus 11O

pendere talı praescientlia quod Deus talem gratiam inspiret, sed
voluntate efficaci, qua vult praedefinit E1US qu1 vocatur eN-

Sum et voluntas 1Tla absoluta divına frustretur effectu,
insplrat talem dilectionem qUAaC superat pugnantem cupıditatem, et

aua Cerio atque infallibiliter, omnıno Lamen liıbere, effectus 1pse
consequitur. Ita docuit Antoninus Massouli&@, ıta Aegidian] nostr....
ıta 1105 Lib Ca el )) 102)

I£ 0}81 wishes to call aCc«e congrud, the term mMust be sed

superat concupiscentlam, D efftectum sortitur et vıctrıx est, ut dicitur abhb Augus-
tıno Cf Iso BERNENC, Syst Aug., Qu AIl 211

100) ERTI, Dilucidatio, 81 150 ((( Hospes ıtaque est ın Augustin] doctrina
qulisquls ıgnorat Beatissimo Pelagianorum ımpugnatore gratiam effectricem ın
ınsplratiıone dilectionis sanctae, qUa«C superat opposıtam PTavamquce cupiditatem et

ın voluntate robusta, QUaAC Spirıtus Sancti]ı ardore inflammatur, apertissıme ollocarı E

101) Ct MARCELLI, Institutiones Theologicae, 1i AXIX, 198
L 012) ERTI, Aug Syst Vind., diss VTr and ID Theol Disc., 1i ACEV.

((( Nec ınde sequıtur 1105 sclentiam mediam aut sententiam Congruistarum
probare : siquidem, ut up C Augustino mOonu1lmus, quod Deus adiuvet ıllum
tantum, ıstum NO tantum, NO pendet ırcumstantıiıs extrinsecıs OMNNaC, loci
vel temporIıs, neque praesclentıia boni SUuSs arbitrii, sed secretiae aequıtatıs
ratıone el potestatıs divinae excellentia : et C |)eus efficaciter vult, inspırat ta  =]

vividam delectatıonem, qUa«E tacıle vincat, salva SCINDET iındifterentia liberi arbitrii,
contrarıos MOLUS pugnantıs concupiscentlae ı -
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because of the congruttas brought about by itself, not because
of allı congrulty caused by cıircumstances 103).

(CHAPTER Yr LOVE SOMLE. TIIMES SLIGHT AND NLY
REMOTE SUFFICIENS D

logical ONS- CN of the theory of degrees of ac 15 that
there 11 nNnOL always be (( ardor carıtatıs DG but that somet1mes
God 111 inspıre lesser delectation which, however, 15 sufficient
tOo enable the recıpıent LO San

On this pDomNt the terminology of the AÄugustinians oes NnOot
difter much from that of the Jansenists, but unless | m1Ss-
taken the polnts of difterence ın doctrine aAare far from slight. In
spıte of the tact that the term oratıa sufficiens Wa  N unknown
LO St AÄugustine and that the Augustinilans ike to follow the teaching
of the Doctor gratiae closely possible, thıs term and the CON-

CepL meantTt by ıt S to be found ıIn their wrıtings. It 15, however,
quıte noticeable t+hat these wrıtings contaın much INOTISC about gratia
Jficax than about gratia sufficiens. kor the rest the Augustinians
teach that VE aAC«C 15 fficax ın C:, because God e V e

orants HIS oift without ıt havıng at least CTE eftect. Rut LO believe
that authors repudiate gratia sufficiens 15 mısconceptiıon 104)°

Sufficient BIaACE t+hen 15 ınner stimulating force Whl Ch —

cording LO law 15 g1ven LO ll and TO each obliged LO obey
the commandments of God [+ 1S, however, possible to resist 1t and
ıt 15 In fact resisted 105) hus gratia sufficiens also called gratia
nossibilitatis 18 19}  S: by ca of which the free 311 CUu act
(agere Hnotest) which therefore o€es NOT bring about the act itself.
but the possibility for ıt 106).

In his defence agaınst the Jansenists Bellelli; accepts gratia sSu

IDS) BERTI, (). P C etiam Augustinenses Poncıius, ansıus el Hispanı
communıter gratiam per efficacem sanctam vocatıonem In appellitant D

104) BERTI, Theol Disec., ıb 139 ((( Darı 1n hoc hanc gratiam
sufficientem fide firmissıma tenendum est »

105-) BELLELLI, Mens Aug de modo Rep., li 4, « Haec autem
interio0r vırtus excıtans est ılla gratia sufficiens, qUa« urgente lege omnıbus el SIN-
gulis datur hominibus, qu1ı Dei mandatis obedire tenentur ». C Iso Cos3
lıb 8

10ß) 0 .3 ıb 16, 209 C CGiratia eIO sutficiens dat SC : sed O}
supernaturale adjunctum libertati, 910} quod iıdem sıt CUu arbitrii potestate D
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cıens 1 homistico ( gß and then he s0C5S LO Sa that thıs
kind of aCe 15 really sufficient o1ve the [0)  € LO obey at
least LO pray 107) Berti 0o€Ss nOoL speak otherwis and ONCE 190010 >

expressly stiates the difference of the Molinistic gratia sufficiens
which would g1ve LO the l only the o  € without producing aı
effect 1f 1t WeIe NOL determined by the human ll (without urther
aCcC which Z1Vves the performing of act) 108).

his aCcCe which brings 1t about that Ca aCTt gratia
inefficax the adiutorium INe qQUO O 15 the amIine the
gratia excitans which enlightens OUT mınd and kindles the ıll but
NOLT the amne the gratia fficax which Q1ves certaın knowledge
and delectatio Oictrix 109)‘

As noted above 1t ollows from the theory of degrees 1ın
DTaCe that NOTLt VEIYy aC 15 efficax : for $ aC 15 described

SUPECTINaAa illustratio mentiıs et ınspıratıo sanciae dilectionis 110)
and experience ell faıth teaches that IN cComparıson with
gratia efficax iInspırıng certa scientia and delectatio Dictrix not Very
aCEe 15 efficax, then ıt 15 obvious that ar  D also LO accept

107) .8 12, On the SaIne Page Iribuit autem gratia sutficiens
sutfhcientem virtutem el possibilitatem ; N aliud utıque exıgıtur, q Uamn ut PCI
ıllam vırtus et s hominı confteratur. Cur CIZO 110 utficit At Insuper C X1-
gıtur, Inqules, gratia PDeI efficax, qua vırtus pot  e 1la oper]1 complendo
applicetur. Ita profecto es  Z sed 110 ut vıirtus, efficax exıgıtur gratla ; sed exıgıtur
ratıone, qua ZCNarum aperı1t10 necessarla esTt. ut iılluminatus oculus videat. Igitur,
quemadmodum oculorum sutficiens vırtus esT, LUunc etham quando 110 vident.,
sımplıcıs qQUOQUE gratiae auxiıliatricis stas, LuUunc et1am quando NO adhuc oper1
complendo est applicata, sufficiens dicenda Yıt ) ı

1 D‘8) BERTI, Theol Disc., lı ATV., Ö, C Est CIZO gratia sutficiens
[T homistico nOstro Jla qUae dat 10 velle aut S] dat velle, istud deo est
invaliıdum iımperfectum, ut desideria carnıs contrarıa concupiıiscentis 110

vincat, 1S1 supervenlente fMlagrantissima et potentıssıma carıtate. Huiusmodi sunt
Insplırationes et pla anımı desideria, qUaC Perversam anımam MOvent atque excıtant
aliquantulum, sed illam ad COoONversionem 11O trahunt... Eix quibus liquet gratiam
sufficientem SCINDETr efftectum producere, D pıum anımı mMOotLum el bonam volun-
tatem, sed invalıdam et CUl ıberum arbitrium resıstıt ı 3

109) BERTI, G Coi3 1i pOost Ö, 139 (Opusculum. In quUo de Gratia
sufficiente pnertractatur) : ((( Est autem auxılium sutficiens ıdem gratia excıtans,
j9] nobis mentıs iıllustrationem et voluntatis affectum inspiırans, at 110 Iam
certam scıientam el victrıcem delectationem... y A

110) BERTI, Theol Disc., lıb AIV, f 38: ID.. Aug S5yst Vind., [)Diss
l
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the AÄugustinians ormulate 1t et debilis voluntas Sfol-
rıtus which o€es nOot CONGUCI the opposıng 111 of the Hesh 111)_

The objection that there 15 distinction between gratia fficax
an gratia sufficiens, because both are an inspıratıon of love and
always achieve O1INe eftect, 15 NnOL veryvy Ser10us matter, SINCe
know that the Augustinians with their theory of degrees only deny

specific (essential) diference between the z kinds of aCcCC The
teaching that gratia sufficiens 15 frustrated 1n ıts efftect by hardened
CONCUupIscence 0€6Ss nOot smack of Molinism Congruism, for quod
Deus adiıuvet iı llum tantum, iıstum 110 Lantum, NO pendet C1Ir-
cumstantıls extrinsecısr locı vel temporıs, Cq pr  -
scientia onı uUusSus ar bitrı1, sed secreia€e aegqultatıs ratıone et potes-
tatıs divinae excellentia el 700 Deus efficaciter vult ; inspiırat tam

vividam delectationem qQUaEC facıle vıncat, salva SCINPDECI indifterentia
liıber; arbitri., contrarıos MOLUS pugnantıs concupiscentiae 112).

Tom the above ıt 15 evident that the ON hand the AÄugus-
tin1ans SICC with the T homists 113) but that the other hand
they d1ffer from them by denying specıfıc differentiation between
the [WO kınds of aC thereby according NnOoTt only potenCcy
gratia sufficiens 114) TIhe Augustinian theologians also ike LO speak
of gratia inefficax when they INCcCann gratia sufficiens. hey COIl-

sider the use of this term, however‚ INOIEC question of gramm mar
than of theology 115) [t certainly 15 their convıctıon that gratia
inefficax 15 only remote an nOotLt fnroxime sufficiens 116)_ The theolo-

111) ( BERTI, Theol Disc., lı Opusculum, 141 : Aug S5yst
Vind., Cos

112) ID:. T heol Disec., liıb IV TIhe difterence between the gratıia
of the Jansenists and hat o# the Augustinians 1Ss dealt ıth length by

Berti 1n hıs Augustinianum Systema de G ratia ab Inıqua Baianıi et Jansenii errorıs
insımulatione V indicatum , Pars (in T’heol Discipl., Venetiis 1760, OMUS sextus).

118) We ave eCc6n Berti mentionıng INOI E than Enl el that he Ccepts gratıa
sufficiens C thomistico

lld) BERNENC, Syst Aug de Divina Gratia, Proemium, Augustinlianı
UE docent gratiam sutficıientem tantum gradus distingul1 gratija efficacı :
nde sequıtur gratıiam sufficıientem, q Uamn admittunt voluntate Dei antecedente,
NO tantum ordinarı ad potentiam, sed et1am ad actum Ita ut S1 gratia ]la sutficiens
I1O| sortiatur SUUIN effectum, illud 9109} tenet gratlilae, quası sola
110 suffhiclat, sed parte voluntatis, qQUaC u1cC gyratiae nım1am concupıscentlam
opponıt, ut ıllam vincat

115) C+t BERTI, Aug Syst V ind., 1Ss
118) Passim: theretore it IMOSLT strange that ın 1758, ıIn the 23 theses

contaınıng the official Augustinian teaching, Vasquez, the General of the Order
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xıcal basıs for this statemen 15 briefly ollows: the tree 311 ıIn
dam before Sin) wWas Just expeditum )) LO commıt sS1nN
LO do good But after the Fall the weakened and wounded 311 has
lost thiıs notentia expedita LO do g00od Irue, INa has nOT ost his
free ll but 1t 15 110 ll wounded an blinded by ignorance and
evıl COoncupiscence. [t 18 st;]] able LO do Z00d, but nOot without COIN-

sıderable difficulties hat 15 what the Augustinians wish tO CAXÄPDICSS
when they S that the wounded nature of INa 1acks the notentia
pProxImMeEe expedita, the Case LO act 117). Moreover they only call
nroxime sufficiens the a  [- which 0€S not require aln other LO
make the 11 act this 15 the kind of aCE the angels and unfallen

had 118)‘ Remuote sufficiens 1S appliıed LO the aC« aided by
which INna still needs stronger aC ın order act 119).

do nOot thınk it 15 NECESSaATV LO urther into this question.
It often Z1ves the Impression of theological quibbling without
very clear pıcture emergıng. Finally, ıt also 6 LO that thıs
whole question of gratia sufficiens belongs rather LO the realm of
the necessity of a  C his aV, however, MUst be restricted LO
the nature, the character of BLaACE

CHAPTER (GGRACE, z IHE GOOD WILL, DOL.S
NOT DESIROY LIBERTY BUT \ORE, PERFLECT

In this final chapter shall discuss OMe of the moOost important
polNts concerning the compatibility of divine aC with OU. free
311 OIn thıs pDomlnt 1ın particular the Augustinian theologians AT often
mentioned In the arInle breath with the Jansenists, wh deny +hat
aCEe leaves INa ee., In spıte of the fact that the Augustinians
ave een repeatedly exonerated from Jansenist 19}  9 6CVEnn ıIn papal

SqaVS In the eleventh thesis that gratia sufficiens (C proximam trıbuit potestatem
agend: » , whereas Noris, Bellelli and Berti manifestly teach the opposıte. Unless,
perhaps by proxima OLesLAS Vasquez realis el era otLestas.

ll7) NORIS, Janseniti errorıs calumnia sublata, Ca col 179
118) BERTI, Dilucidatio, PaIs S 62-63 ID:: Theol Disc., li AVII,

D nvasit In Scholis nostriıs illa distinctio : potentıa lia est expedita ab
mnı ımpedimento impotentiae, lia est expedita b INnı impedimento nolentiae :
prima est CUu gratia sufficiente, altera CUu gratia efficac!i. Utere, 81 lubet hac
distinctione : 110 aliud dices barbarizans, q U am plane et latine Norisius [UUS »

(NoRIs, Jans. GT  < calumn. subl., 4, col 77
119)
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documents 120) do nNOot want LO wrıte apology tor the Augusti-
nlans, however, only wish investigate whether ıt 15 Lrue what

Portalie alleges In the Dictionnaire de T’heologie Catholique,
when he Sa yS that Berti proclaims the death of iberty ancl that
Jansenısm 15 logical CONSCUYUCHCEC of the system of delectatio
Oictrix 121)

TIhe difficulty of reconciling a  C and tree 111 Was realised
from the mMmOMent the subject (DA LO be consıdered. Already
St Augustine wrote In De peccatorum merıt. et remıss. (Z | 28)

Ne S1IC. defendamus oratiıam ut ıberum arbitrium autferre videamur
TUTrSUuS i1berum S1C SCIaINnUus arbıtrıum, ut superba impletate 1N-
oratı e gratiae iudicemur 122)‘

All OUr Augustinian authors candıdly recognıze that ıT 15
tremely difAicult LO reconcile the so-called ibertas indifferentiae with
gratia fficax d23) Ihe AD N of the matter 15 whether iberty Ca

cCO-exıst with the decretum Dei efficax, absolutum el antecedens 124).

L 20) Ct Iitteras Benedicti XE ad Supnremam Hispaniae Inquisitorem, ın DENZ.,
Enchiridion Symbolorum 1090, ota

Moreover the Augustinıan Generalate’s archives 1n Rome P OS5C55S5 manuscrıpt
(Cc /8) which contaıns fo 17-31 ( Votum Gioacchino Besozzi i Abbata di

Croce 1n Gierusalemme. Consultore de Santo Otfizio D fol 29. (Osser-
vazlon1ı », Iso issued from high quarter and Comprıisıng acquittal tor
Bellelli's works. Ihe z texts by consultors of the Holy Office in nOot vestige
of Bajanısm ‚0)4 Jansenısm In the works of Bellelli and Berrti. The Arst part has been
published under the title Censurarum Operum Bellelli et Berti ın : Alcuni
apologeticı crıtt: contro ” Autore della Storia Letteraria d’Italia, L, 1212152
(Napoli 757

121) PORTALIE, B vol {# col 2488 and col 2489
122) I 44, 168
128) BELLELLI, Mens Aug de Modo Rep., 1ı %. 116 iffiıcultas QquUaIn

ma xıma est quod duo eXirema, ıbertas videlicet et gratia, Q UOT UIN alterum 1nd1ffe-
TeNSs est, alterum 610 determinatum, invıcem d agendum cCcomponantur, 60

indifterens et determinatum cCiametro videantur PUSNaICc ) « lıb
Bellelli ar UCS that OUr Faith knows INOTIEe such apparently contradictory mysterı1es
lıke |)eus simul IT1US et trınus ;: Christus simul homo Deus, etc.):;: but +his
makes OUTr believing mer1ıtor10us.

L 24) ERTI, Aug Syst V ind., 1558 « Praeterea difficultas, QqUaCl
invenıtur 1n concilianda libertate (} gratia PeI efficaci, NO est libertas
indıfterentiae consıstere C171 qualıtate physica, 580 otione divina, C:

delectatione aut absoluta au relativa ; sed ‚Oonsıstere possıt CLE decreto cacl,
absoluto et antecedenti, (: praemotıione interente Cerio et infallibiliter actum j228
dehniıtum nte exploratum voluntatis ONSCNSUMN, C praedeterminatione ad UU

actum trahente ıberum arbitrium, prıiusquam iNud SC5S5C ad agendum determinet.
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All the Augustinians admıit that ıt 1S nNnOot aCe by itselt which
achieves 1n the x00d work, but only aCct together with OUT

free will, the former incıtıng the latter and bringing ıt actıvity.
T herefore OIl IMaVy Sa that Out of aC and the free l arlses
the complete principle of vood works but 1n such WaYy +hat the
111 15 subject LO aCcCet And without aC«C nothing salutary Call

be done, human i1berty e only be put LO vood uUusSse by a  © 125) e
Yes Noris SaVS, the 11 o0€es not obtaın BIaCE by ıts being free,
but 1t obtains liıberty by aC 126).

When ook back the Augustinian WaY of approachıing
the natiure of gratia efficax and Victrix, the reconciliation between
aC and free 111 O less dlfficult, tor aC aids the weakened
ıll ıt 0€S not TeEINOVEe It. because aıd 15 always o1iven 1n order
LO make 1t possible LO aCcl better. his holds good Al the INOTEe when

speak of gratia efficax, which consısts EG ıIn bringing about
the willing. How then could gratia DIGLIIX, by inspırıng 4  a love
and actually helping the will, destroy the liberty of the 111 AÄAnd
what 15 IOI DrTaCcCE brings about (efficit) the x00d and free ll

|t 15 OININON parlance sed thousand times by the Augustinian
theologians that BTraACce Causcs delectatio and dilectio bona
voluntas and heals an strengthens the sin-weakened torces of the
will and that thus from being slave LO SIN the 111 15 sel free by
a  C LO do what 15 x00d Here would ike LO reter the reader
back LO the pDart of thıs aV 1n which the nature of aCcC
discussed 127).
Hıc nodus est: el haec difficilis ; quaestio, quomodo gratia concilijarı possıt eal

lıbertate
125) NORIS, V indiciae Augustinianae, Z col 284 ((( nde gratia et liıbero

arbitrio hit completum princıpıum actuum bonorum, ıta amen ut libertas gratiae
ancılletur. Eit Salle C: sıne gratia nıhiıl erl potest, OoOportelLl ad salutem,
sola gratia humana ıbertas 1n bonum et merıtorıum SUIN agı potest )».

126) ID Historia Pelagiana, |i _ 28 col
127) Ct chapters 88 and BERTI, Dilucidatio, IL, o 210 « Haec

ıbertas estT, PCI Q UaIn 103 S1ImMUus mancıpatı peCccalo, Alı; ırae, A1lı)ı
vindictae, et inolita carnıs concupıscentla O { i lege membrorum, sServı SIMUS el

captıvatı 1n lege peccatı, PCI gratiam Salvatoris eruımur potestate tenebrarum,
acquırımus adoptionem Aliorum Dei efficacı suftulti; adiutorio 110 gl  I
sub dominatu peccatı, sSe: er1gımur et iustıtliae liber]. I )e hac liıbertate
legimus 1n. L.vangelio Joan. Ö, 57 vOS Filius liberauit, ere liberi estis, et 1n 1i
de Corr et Gratia, Ca In ONO liber SsSSCc nullus potestT, 1S1 fuerit liberatus ab
C: quı dixit s1 Filius DOS liberavit, ere liberi estiıs ı E

AROLUS OREAU ın 897, 1n Homiuilia quarta : « Ubi}i Spiritus PCI
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In the above Wa the difficulty INa y be obviated theologically,
but philosophically the fact remaıns that ıt s impossible LO

reconcile predeterming DTaCE with the neutrality of liberty. his
15 not the place f01' exposıtion ot the philosophical iıdeas of the
Augustinians the 311 an human ıberty. According LO their O W

words t+hese AT the aTIne those of other scholastics of their
time 128).

In order LO distinguish, however, between the Augustinian
and the Jansenistic VvIeW of aC and iberty ıt 15 worth noting
that Berti and hıs tollowers expressly teach that the free 111 15
nNnOL thing 1ke ıteless paır of scales movıng between the vood
delectation and the ONg Cconcupiscence t+hat 1t cannot but
incline what 15 INOLI E pleasıng LO C No, the ll 15 actıve
faculty an CVen after Adam' s S1IN ıt OSSCSSCS, when it 1s drawn
either by CONCUpISCENCE by the s0o00d delectation, so-called
indifferentia pnotentiae. AÄAnd ıt 1S thıs anlle indifterence which 18
denied by the Jansenists e they only accept libertas coactione.
1 Wa  N Jansenius s mistake LO thınk that INa 15 Al the time being
COCT‘C('ZCI ıt wWeTE by the S}  T delectation be 1t heavenly

nurely earthly ONn The Augustinian teaching the CONLrary 15
+hat the free ll 15 WE reduced LO nothıing by relatively
graCcE®et, but 1s healed an aiıded 1n 1ts weakness. Jansenius only
recognized gratia fficax which invincibly draws the 311 548
ment 129)

As regards the Augustinian system of a and free 11 ıt
e est LO qu ere ıts mMoOost important representatıve, Lau-
rentius Berti

gratiam agıt et movet fideles, ıb] libertas : nulla coactı1o, necessıtas nulla, SEe gratia
secundum naturam dirigit intellectum ın rectum eit natura intellectus nım
appetit et voluntatem dirıigit ın bonum. Eit has veluti uas las hu
manı arbıiıtrı). ıgnorantıae et concupiscentlae V1ISCO et laqueo impeditas solvit et

expedit gratla. ) P

128) BERTI, Dilucidatio, IL, ID Theol Disc., IM S | 125
CT MARCELLI, Institutiones T heologicae, ıb MIX chapters |, and

129) In ict de Ih  CO  '4  : Cath., V, Augustinianisme, col 2491 Portalie Iso
wrongly ascriıbes thıs teaching LO the Augustinlans, attrıbuting LO them the words
« delectation invinciblement victorıeuse ». HIS arguments LO refute them AL of
COUTISE valueless. F.xpressions ıke impulssante resister P ((( elle (la volonte) est

tatalement poussee » , et!  e] that the author knows the doctrine of the Augus-
tinıans only trom the wrıtings of their pponents, who ın tormer centurıes
reproached them ıth the SaInle G1 101383
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At princıpı1um duarum delectationum, In Schola nOostra
defenditur, . in hoc sıtum SsL, quod aImnor delectatio est pondus
anımı ı QUO fertur, 1Ve prosequendo bonum, 1ve fugiendo malum.,
quod 1Ps1] ono adversatur, adeo ut SCINDET voluntas onOoO alıquosıbj proposıto alliciatur, praecedatque actıonem ıberam inspiratio
quaedam delectationis, aut carnalıis dum DECCAL; Aaut coelestis dum
rectie agıt, aut naturalis dum officia EXercCcelt humana sed hac INSP1-
ratıone praemıssa GEIHT libera delectatione potestate acl
utrumlibet indifferente : quon1am ets1 amplectitur quod magıs delec-
Lal fugitque malum quod onO delectanti adversatur, dummodo
Lamen bonum istud N0 sıt SUININU. incommutabile elt proposıtum
absque indifferentia iudicii, utıtur eligendo 1uUre liberrimae potes-
tatıs ; Ccq succumbit necessıiıtate su ma1l0rı delectatione, HS
iındita potestate prıvatur SuUu delectatione mınor]. Hoc autem SYS-
tema duarum delectationum est iıllud quod INnNOx1e defend:;
test 130)

shall not into the difference between the z  ®) Systems ;
thıs subject would require aV LO itself.

FOI' turther understanding of the Augustinian teaching
thıs point there 1S eed for expatıatıng how the difterent
Augustinian theologians Lr y LO SO]VC philosophically the problem
of reconcıling DraCcl and free ll In this matter they proceed 1n
the AINe WaVYV the I homists. We mMa thınk tor instance of the
famous distinction between SCIHNSUS Composıtus Aan: SCI1ISUS di-
V1isus ) , which 15 also employed by Bellelli 131)_ Another distinction
18 that between aCcius prımMuUs and (( AaCctius secundus )) 132) and
between necessıtas antecedens » an « necessıtas CONSCHYUECNS ) 138).
But Al this 15 of COUTSE not specifically Augustinian.

(CONCLUSION

The maın object of ınvestigation W as LO examıne, exclus:i-
vely ıIn ıts SOUTCES, the orıgınal teaching of the Augustinians COIN-

1!0). ERTI, Aug Syst Vind., Ccliss 164, where he Iso. wriıtes :
(Introduction to the teaching of the Italian Augustinians  395  « At principium duarum. delectationum, prout in Schola nostra  defenditur,.in hoc situm est, quod amor ac delectatio est pondus  animi quo fertur, sive prosequendo bonum, sive fugiendo malum,  quod ipsi bono adversatur, adeo ut semper voluntas bono aliquo  sibi proposito alliciatur, praecedatque actionem liberam inspiratio  quaedam delectationis, aut carnalis dum peccat, aut coelestis dum  recte agit, aut naturalis dum officia exercet humana ; sed hac inspi-  ratione praemissa operetur libera delectatione ac potestate ad  utrumlibet indifferente: quoniam etsi amplectitur quod magis delec-  tat fugitque malum quod bono delectanti adversatur, dummodo  tamen bonum istud non sit summum, incommutabile et propositum  absque indifferentia iudicii, utitur eligendo iure liberrimae potes-  tatis ; neque succumbit necessitate sub maiori delectatione, nec  indita potestate privatur sub delectatione minori. Hoc autem sys-  tema duarum delectationum est illud quod innoxie defendi po-  test »  130)  .  I shall not go into the difference between the two systems ;  this subject would require an essay to itself.  For a further understanding of the Augustinian teaching on  this point there is no need for expatiating on how the different  Augustinian theologians try to solve philosophically the problem  of reconciling grace and free will. In this matter they proceed in  the same way as the Thomists. We may think for instance of the  famous distinction between « sensus compositus » and « sensus di-  visus », which is also employed by Bellelli *?!). Another distinction  is that between « actus primus » and « actus secundus » !*?) ; and  between «necessitas antecedens» and «necessitas consequens » !**),  But all this is of course not specifically Augustinian.  CONCLUSION  The main object of my investigation was to examine, exclusi-  vely in its sources, the original teaching of the Augustinians con-  10) BERTI, Aug. Syst. Vind., diss. V, c. 3, p. 164, where he also writes:  « ... (nos) demonstrantes victricem delectationem idem praestare quod praestat phy-  sica praedeterminatio, applicare scilicet ad actum sec1_mdum liberi arbitrii facultatem,  salva in actu primo potestate ad oppositum »,  *3') BELLELLI, Mens Aug. de Modo Rep., P. I, lib. IL, c. 16, p. %.  12) See note 130; o. c., p. 127.  °) o 6, lib. IV, © 39 p. 288; BERTI, Aug Syst. Vind., dies, IV, pp. 138  and 140,(nos) demonstrantes victrıcem delectationem iıdem Ppraestare quod phy
81Ca praedeterminatio, applicare scilicet ad actum sec1_mdum 11berl arbitri: facultatem,
salva ın ctu prımo potestate ad opposıtum D

ISI) BELLELLI, Mens Aug de Modo ep., L li {1, |
132) See otfe 150: o C.s Z
188) Ox .3 ıb 39, 288: BERTI, Aug Syst V ind., diss | 38

and 140
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cernıng gratia actualis. On comparıngz the result with what 15 wrıtten
about the Augustinian conception of aC«c by contemporarıes of
OUT authors ell by later theologians ıt 15 al ( obvious
that the Augustinian system 1S always described systema Prac-
motıion1s moralıis ) , whereas the theologians of 0188 School unmıs-
takablyı uphold (( systema praemotıon1s thysicae Perhaps the
important Augustinıan distinction between the STa of INa before
and atter the Fall has een rather overlooked. It 15 rue that fr
the blessed sLiaAafie of paradise the Augustinians reject the praedeter-
mınatıo physica together with gratia efficax, but they ınsıst both
all the iOLe emphatically ın the EASe of fallen INa AÄAnd ıt 15
unscholarly extend the aCE of paradıse LO a1] grantıng of aCe
without makıng an distinction.

We ave also ecen that mMOstT of the non-Augustinian theologians
found ıt very hard torm clear iıdea of the so-called delectatio
victrıx ;} hat W as why the Augustinıans sed X©) be looked UuUPDOINL

Jansenists. In later times the manualia theologiae especıially show
that their conception of the notıon (( delectatio 15 Vervy difterent
iındeed from the Augustinian ON

hiıs 15 OIl of quıte few TEasSoNS why urther study of the
authentic teachings of the |8Sth CENLUrYy Augustinian wriıters would
be far ftrom superfluous.

Finally, ıt 1S5 opınıon that study of +he conception of
aC 1n the wrıtiıngs of the Augustinians mentioned, wh repeatedly
refer LO the Doctor gratiae, 11 be usefull ca LO obtaın better
insight ınto the teaching a of St Augustine himself.

Winfried BOCXE,


