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Vom evangelischen ickpu: gesehen, allt auf, da{fß gyerade diese Charak-
teristika die Sündenkataloge sOw1e die Aufzählung der Werke der Barm-
herzigkeıt un alles dessen, W as dem Menschen Werken erhilft, damıit

der Wirksamkeıt der Gnade Gottes AUS eigener Kraft mitwirken könne die
dem Reformwerk Luthers Katechismus Z Opfer gefallen siınd 7Zu den Unter-
suchungen VO  - Geficken, Reu, Meyer bietet das angezeıgte Werk
wichtige Erganzungen für die Kenntnıiıs der auf die Retormatoren gekommenen
Katechismustradıtıion.

Erlangen Klaus

Gustav Benrath: Wyclifs Bıbelkommentar. Arbeiten ZUur Kır-
chengeschichte, 36) Berlin de Gruyter CO)) 1966 AIE 414 O s gyeb

n
Dr Benrath studies the SUFrV1ViINg of Wyclif’s Jecture-commentary the

whole Bıble He had work the manuscrı1pts, Since ON of the COMPONECNTS
has Eever een printed. The remaıns of the Old Testament postills have only Just
COMEC lıght; the derivatıve character of the work 4A5 whole for the
early editors’ neglect, 4S Dr Benrath SayS, an makes It unlikely that an y scholar
11l undertake the task 1ın the foreseeable future. Nor need he The present study
IS thorough an meticulous enough satısfy CUr10S1Lty the subject. 1f students
continue handle the manuscr1pts, It wiıll be for occasıonal reference, NOLT 1n
order re-ınvestigate the Fırst of all, Dr Benrath establishes the datıng
of the Postilla by areful comparıson of crossreterences an allusions. My dis-
COVETIY of Wyclif’s princıpium inaugural ECTUFCG; g1ven he incepted A
doctor ot dıvıinıty Oxtord 1n 1972 which 15 embedded 1n the Postilla, SErTVES
divıde the earlier DPart, representing the lectures he SAaVC achelor, from the
later, InNnOre authoritative teaching of the tully fledged doctor. Dr Benrath has
fixed the dates IMOre precisely and has corrected impression that the Postilla,

ave it, reflects the order 1n which the lectures wWEeTrTe y1ven: the pOca-
lypse-commentary, 110 placed the end, elonge the bachelor’s COLESG.- It

certaın, therefore, that either Wyclif pupil regrouped the lectures into
their Present torm The "tOrSO'‘, use the author’s phrase, and 1ts missıng 19813 CIS,
Were produced betore Wyclif PUL orward those controversial V1IeWS which would
ead his break ıth the Church Dr Benrath specifies Oect. S: 1376,
termınus ntie GuEM for the ecture Mc. 1, 1—12, AN: ARrcCcS that the pa al
schism ot autumn 1378 probably marks lımiting date tor the whole Posti: Ia
Secondly, readıng hat SUrV1ıves 1n the ıght of Wyclif’s SOUICCS, he has disentangledthe orıgınal and persona|l from the tradıtional. As the latter far outweighs the
9 his task called for skill and patıence which will be appreciated only bythose who have themselves wrestled wiıth medieval exeges1s. The result O€es NOL

add Our knowledge of Wyclif’s ideas, whether philosophical theological,of his retorm TOSramme. It does illuminate their development, perhaps rather
disclosure, during the when he lecture: Scripture 1n the schools. Dr.
Benrath 15 intormed and paıinstakıng ouide. Hıs enthusiasm carrıes us wiıth hım
through the Journey. He P point OUuUt the essential whenever risk beingoverwhelmed by detail. Hıs ACCOUNT ot ‘theological excursıons‘ 1n the Postilla has
especıal interest. For instance, he shows development 1n Wyclif’s struggle
SQuare the doctrine of transubstantiation wıth his philosophical realısm, and fits

LWO STtages marked 1n the Postilla Very neatly into CONLEMPOFAarYy ACCOUNET otf
Wyclif’s changes otf mınd an final rejection of the doectrine. The final chapterRealism, Biblicism an Criticısm ot the Church‘ makes this difticult subject 4A5

Car it Can be He brings OUuUt the connex1ıon between the three strands, three-
old cord which .  - hardly be broken, 1n Wyclif’s approach CONLEMPOFarYyproblems, ane has done before. The reader has D for his OW: industryimagination: Dr. Benrath does NOT identify the maJorıty of Wyclif’s quotatıionsthe es he prints. References the ‘state ot innocence*® (PP 2315 289)
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cshould be noted important, and even LINOTC those ‘dominıion by
(pp. 39 213; AF 200 303) It has een suggested that Wyclif lost interest 1n his
theory of dominion in his later AIs, these OV! that he had It. 1n mınd
when he prepared hıs Postilla. But have splendid apparatus here The Latın
C(exXxt otf all signıficant referred 15 printed either 1n footnotes 1n
appendi1x, with ManNusCcrıpt varıants. An appendix the datıng otf the sOo-calleı
Quadraginta, hıch throws lıght that of the Postilla, reads A fine
bit OT detective work. The indexes and bibliography ATe admirable. 'Ihe
strike almost wholly free from mistakes and misprints. The only Ser10us
ONEC that noted W ads 370 ın hıs translation (p 268) Dr Benrath rightly
prefers the readıng ‘indebite‘, hıch he rejects 1n the Latın.

My criticısms Lurn chades of Op1nı0n; the tacts 111 stand firm Dr Benrath
has NOL realısed quıte how commonplace Wyclıit’s strictures the clergy Were.
It he had, he could have cshown CVCOCIL IOr eftectively the difterence between
Wyclif an other cr1ıtics: Wyclit called for remedy in the shape of disendowment
of the Church and he contested papal authority. Poverty aın meekness IMUust be
imposed by torce.

Hıs modesty has prevented the author from ackling LW majJor quest1ons: hat
authority, ıf AllYy, dıd Wyclif wiısh substitute tor the magısterıum of the Church
when he interpreted Scripture? What dıid politics tor 1n hıs development?
Dr Benrath etends him from the charge of political opportunısm the yrounds
that his Orty Sermons, dated 6—9, AT NOLT political in CONTtENT; but that 0e€eSs
NOL dısprove the VIeW tha he took part 1n propaganda campaıgn the uke
ot Lancaster’s behalf 1n 1376 better line of defence, ıf efence be needed,
CINCT SCS from the book ole SG Wyclif developing the logic of his ideas.
his mınd 15 Dr. Benrath’s MOST excıting contribution Wyclıf studies.
Why cshould admıiırers of Wyclıf teel cshocked because he tried iımplement his
TOSTAININ! by political actıon, instead of Just alkıng AN! writing Oxtord?

St Hılda)’s College, Oxford Beryl malley

Zur Struktur einer Revolution. Beihefte
Z.U) Archiv für Kulturgeschichte, hg Herbert Grundmann un! Frıtz Wagner,
Heft 8 Köln un Graz (Böhlau) 1965 VAIE 205 d geb
Be1i der Erforschung der hussitischen Bewegung standen sıch bisher wel Haupt-

richtungen gegenüber: ine vorwıiegend VO  } Angelsachsen un Deutschen vertretene,
die theologische 'Texte philologisch interpretierte, un ine meıist VvVvon Tschechen Ber
tragene, die miıt historis  en Schlüssen nationale und neuerdings soziale Gruppen
rekonstruierte. In Deutschland 1St ecs seiIt langem die Hussitenfrage still er
worden, daß hıer kaum registriert wurde, w 1e INa  - sich anderswo die Überwin-
dung dieser Gegensätze bemüht. YSt Ferdinand Seibt, 1n Deutschland ZUr eıt der
einzıge Sachkenner, hat in eıner Reihe VO  w Aufsätzen auch bei uns 7zulande die
Diskussion neubelebt. Er Öördert s1e kräftigsten durch die vorliegende Mün-
chener Habilitationsschrift, 1n der die früher getrennten Methoden miteinander kom-
biniert werden: Philologische Textanalyse sozialgeschichtlichem Aspekt. Das
Hauptergebnis der Arbeit, dem INa  — hne Vorbehalt zustimmen mufß, 1St ıne struk-
turelle Differenzierung der hussitis  en Bewegung: Sıe WAar nıcht, w1e früher allent-
halben ANSCHOMMECN, eın harmonischer Dreiklang AUus religiösen, nationalen
soz1alen Motiven, sondern ein Gegeneinander zahlreicher soz1ialer Grup miıt recht
verschiedenen geistigen Horıiızonten und Zielen. Im einzelnen untersu Seibt eıne
Reihe VO  3 Briefen; Urkunden, Gutachten und TIraktaten un welst S1e dreı städti-
schen Gruppen den Prager Magıstern mIt ihrer theologischen Lehre VO: gerech-
ten Krieg; den Prager Stäiädtern mMIt ihrem nationalıstischen Programm der Sprach-
natıon;: den Kleinbürgern miıt iıhren Vorstellungen VO  ; sozıaler Umschichtung. Auch
diese Zuordnung VO  3 Gedankenkomplexen soz1i1alen Gruppierungen 1St mın

1M SanzeCnN einleuchtend begründet und ein Ausgangspunkt für weıtere
Forschungen.


