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ture and -the Fathers ini favror of each side, .then. the>-con4'

clusion, in which. they endeavor to find a way of recon-

ciling the opposite views. On these great theologians,

overrated once,. underrated now, we w'oùld gladly dwl,

did our limits permit. Bonaventura, the Seraphic, Doctox,
(born 1221) handies this subjeet with great clearness.vind

àimnplicity. He almost adopts Anselm's theory, atnd theri

lets it fali by denying the absolute necessity of satisfaction.
Goci, he says,,being omnipotent, might have chosen some

other way. But when the reason has seen a thing to be-

necessary, it is absurd to, place above this necessity the
abstract. notion of an Omnipotence which may rnake it
unnecessary. For in this case, !he notion, really upper-
most is that of the entire incomprehensibility of God,
which of 'course overthrows every theor'y founded, on a
supposed. knowledge of his attributes.

The theory of St. Thomas Aquinas, the Angelic Poctor,
(born 1224) is ehiefly distinguished by its doctrine of
"satisfactio superabundans."1 Christ has restored to God

more than was taken from him by human sin. This sur-
plus became afterward a stock of menit belonging to the
church, and was the ground on which. it based the right
of selling indulgences. lu the main Aquinas agrees with
Anselm, nevertheless he aliso gives up the absolute neces-c
sity of satisfaction.

Opposite to St. Thomas stands Dauns Scotus, (flourished
1300) the Subtie Doctor, whose view dixectly contradicts
that of Anselm. Re.denies the infinite guit of sin and
the infinite merit of Christ, declaring that guit and meni.t

,take their character, froru their. subject. not their object.
He declares that the belief.of the infinite charaoter of

sin, involves. Manicheism. .Sin,.however, though not in-


