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Portugal, Deutschland und Skandınavıen). Au die zahlreichen Preisangaben
sınd, w1ıe Williman der Einleitung hervorhebt, statistisch schwer verwenden,
da s1ie sıch auf Handschriften iın Fanz unterschiedlichem Zustand und aut nıcht
näher bekannte Marktverhältnisse beziehen. 50 schwanken beispielsweise die Preise
der Dekretalen Gregors bei 1in Italien angebotenen Exemplaren zwischen

un! 125 Florentinischen Gulden.
Der abgeschlossene laßtct 1Ur mehr erahnen, welche Mühe dıe Erschließung

der in den Inventaren g  an Tıtel gefordert haben mu Der Bearbeıter miıt-
telalterliıcher Bibliothekskataloge kennt das Problem: AaNONY IM angeführte Werke,
unvollständıge oder entstellte Tıtelangaben (hier allerdings ın vielen Fiällen durch
eın Incıpıt und Explicıit niäher gekennzeıichnet). Um wertvoller sınd die AauUuS-

führlichen un: präzısen Regıster VO Marıe-Henriette ullien de Pommerol (vor
allem Personen- un! Ortsnamenregister, utoren- un! Werkregıister, Incipıt-
Tatel). Unentbehrlich ZUr Benutzung des Werkes, besitzen s1e überdies einen großen
Eıgenwert. So 1St eLw2 das Personenregıster eın wahres „Who’s who?“ ıtalienischer
Priälatenkreise 1im 1 } utoren- un: Werkregister, sSOW1e die Incıipit-Tafel sınd
willkommene Hılfsmittel für jeden, der sıch mıiıt mittellateinischer Lıteratur, VOT

allem mit lıturgischen und juristischen Schritten befaßt.
Be1i dem Lesen des Buches stellt INa  — sıch ımmer wıeder die Frage, denn die

vielen genannten, teils sehr wertvollen Handschriften hingekommen sınd. Doch
angesichts der Tatsache, daß die weıtaus orößte Zahl der 1m Auftrag der Aposto-
lıschen Kammer beschlagnahmten Bücher sofort verkauft wurden, kann iıhr heuti-
geTr Aufbewahrungsort NUur mehr 1ın einıgen wenıgen Fällen nachgewiesen werden
(Z:B Nr. SEEDE Da manche Büchergruppen, un: selbst einzelne Hand-
schriften, 1n verschiedenen, zeitlich nn Listen auftauchen, aßt sıch Zzumın-
dest iıhr Schicksal durch das Jh verfolgen, iw2 der Weg jener bedeutenden
Bestände, welche schließlich VO! Collegium Gregorianum aufgenommen wurden.
In dieser Frage erweısen sıch die VO  3 Wılliman gebotenen Querverweıse als eın
weıterer Vorzug ıner ın vieler Hıiınsicht vorbildlıchen Quellenedition.

Echternach Jean roeder

Studien Z. ü INGerd Kampers: Personengeschichtliche
Westgotenreich ın San ten: Spanische Forschungen der Gönner-
gesellschaft, Zweıte Reihe, Band Begründet Von Heinrich Fiınke, Wilhelm
Neuss, Georg Schreıiber, fortgeführt VO  — Johannes Vince, in Verbindung mMIiıt
Quintin Aldea, Theo Berchem, Hans Flasche, Hans Juretschke un Jose Vıves
herausgegeben VO!]  - Odilo Engels. 1973 VIII und 29724 Seıten, Leinen 68,— D
Verlag Aschendorft Münster.
Two general observatıons the subject ot what call, somewhat cumber-

somely, prosopography 4Are called for the utSset. First, need constantly
remind ourselves that the final goal of this 1cCe blend of scı1ence and S 15 COIM1-

prehension, NOLTL compilation. Those medievalists who ATC acknowledged asters otf
the crafit ONC thinks ot such A4s Tellenbach and Werner, Genicot and Duby, Schmid
and Stroheker 0OWwe their emıinence NOLT their ability ın seekıng Out and setting
down the and personal etaıls of those individuals who make cthe

which theır SazZzCc 15 tixed but their k ill ın interpreting the eviıdence which
the labour ot compilatıon provides and 1n applying the insights they gaın and the
conclusions they draw the history of the period under scrutiny. Compilation 15

NECESSATY preliminary, Lrue, but It 15 IMNOTEC than end, that
end being understandıng; in tself, regıster of PEeTrSONS and detaiıls about them 15

valueless, historically speaking, list of dates. make this pomint WIt. SOIMNC

emphasis sınce ıt that recent have secmhHn growing tendency,
which should be resisted, V1eW the production of such r_egister cthe prime
function of the prosopographer, reduce the business of writing prosopography

the business of writing prosopography. The second poı1nt, though
connected, 15 1n INOTE significant ONC discrete. simply CAaNnnOL aCCEePT that COIMMM-

pleteness of prosopographical listıng 15 self-evidently mer1tOr10us target as
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nowadays generally be assumed. The German Historical Institute Parıs
has both retflected and turthered this modern attıtude 1ts aım, pursued ‚Ver the
last decade an INOTC, of compilıng register of all PCTSONS mentioned in Europeanbetween 7200 and 1200, regardless of STAatus orıgın’ (George Beech,
‚Prosopography‘ 1n ed.) James Powell, Medieval studies: ıntroduction
(Syracuse Uniıversıty Press, 174) CannoOot tor the ıte of sc«ECe e  C
justification in historical for such enterprise (which 15 NOL Sa y that
CannOt understand the psychological Uursc which inspıres it, Uursc NO dissimilar
from that impelling an y dedicated collector: cf the compilers in CAar-
lıer ABCSs 1n Lawrence Stone, The Dasti and the present (London,9 48) At least
4S regards the early Middle Ages, 1St the ot al known figures from the
lower reaches of socletYy, together wiıth the tew stark SCTADS otf personal infor-
matıon which, ShaVe 1in Very small number of ' 4Are€e all that 15 recorded about
them, 15 sımpl indulge In the heaping-up ot ata tor their OW' sake and thus

be guilty the INOST sterile torm of antıquarıanısm. Such miısguided eftort 15 the
SOrTt of aCt1V1Ity which DZETS Hıstory bad NAamne.

erd Kampers oes NOL chare VIEWS. As the first poıint, he 15 categorical(p 3 ‚Prosopographisches Arbeiten bedeutert nichts anderes als das Sammeln
Von auf Personen bezogenen Detailinformationen.‘ S0 much for the prosopographer4A5 analyst, 9 judge historian! As the second, his CONVICLION
of the value ot COMP eteness 15 trom both the ıntended an the actual
form otf his book for It 15 NECCESSATY dıstinguish these LWO. Originally, Kamper’s21 WAas produce comprehensive prosopographical lısting of the known
PCrsONascSs ot the Visigothic kıngdom 1ın Spaın between 507 an 7IA, anı the bulk
of the material, it NOT all: had Iready een gyathered when, in 1974, there amMmMme
whart MUSLT ave een shattering blow: the publication otf Luis Garcia
Moreno’s Prosopografia del reino0 visigodo de Toledo The work NO under FevV1ew
15 the result of Kampers’s understandable determination Save something from
the wreck of his earlier designs. It falls into EW 9 the first contaınıng SO-pographical ata nNnOT be tound in Garcia Moreno, the second provıdıngeweıight interpretative Y. Wirch regard the tirst sect1on, Kampers rightly(if with of forgivable tartness) poıints OUuUt that Garcia Moreno’s book 15
considerably INOTEC ıimiıted 1n D than ıts title would Sugge: his OW. material
oes NOL overlap wıth that of the Prosopografia but extends the limits of OUr

socially, geographically anı chronologically ın that he deals wiıth all
groupings, lay and er1ic (not Just wıth bishops an the chelons of laySOCIETtY, as 0€s Garcia Moreno), iıncludes CerSsSONSs from the Byzantıne- an Sueve-
held territories and begins wiıth 507 rather than 5658 He Iso has the satisfaction of
listing few lay dıgnitaries overlooked by Garcia Moreno. In all, his register rTuns

ver 600 'g approximately the Same number AapPPCAars in the Prosopo-grafia. The W lists, which Kampers provıdes conveniıent composite index,together urnish almost complete dırectory of PCrSONaSECs known ave lived
in the lIberian peninsula between 507 and 711 5Sda y ‚almost complete‘ since kingsand their families, together wıth PCrSONS of Jewish Aan! Greek Namce, Aare tor the
INOST part Oomiıtted. The S5ueve kings and their relatives are be tound inClaude, ‚Prosopographie des spanischen Suebenreiches‘, Francıa V1 (1978),647—76).

1wo
that the liOlnNts need be made about Kampers’s regıster. Fiırst, while aCCEeDLstings of lay dignitaries and bishops ave value though less SUre
than the author AaPPCAaTrs to that the epithet 'honestus Ca  3 be taken indıcate
membership of the Oberschicht, least as understand this C: Kampers ofters

definition and, 4S 15 his WONLT, provides SUupDPOTT tor his viewpoınt) an while
prepared admit that those of abbots, monks, NUMLS anı members of the

secular clergy MAY ave value though NOT ];uine), quıte unable see
An Y Case Can be made for the usefulness of 1ın uding the ot all knownfigures who do NO tall (or AaTe presumed, 1n the absence of positıve evidencethe n  r  » NOT tall) 1Nnto the above STOUDS. There ATC SOIME 250 ot these; spread
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ver LW centuries and al reg10ns, they ATC self-evidently worthless tor an y SOTFT ot
statistical PUurpPpOSC, VvVen ıf ıt werTre possible It 15 NOL provide INOTEC than
the iıntormatıon AaCCOMPAaN the Second, 1t ZOCS without sayıng
that ıf nevertheless the provısıon of such lıstıng of the also-rans
Visigothic sOcClety 15 held be useful exerc1se, essential requırement of the
Anished product 15 that the ata Lt contaıns be both an full possible.

confess that 1n VIECW of the eXtIreme bareness ot the entries, the bulk
which do NOL extend LW £ull lines ot print, almost di NOL bother check
their reliability; seemed LOO remotftfe possibility be contemplated. Check
eventually did, however, only find mistakes an inadequacıes legıon that
sSOO!] SAaVC ın dısmay. Out of entries (two blocks otf 20) based Vıves,
Inscripcıones Ccristianas de Ia Espana YOMANd visigoda, Ind edition (Barcelona,

which e mere proved be without fault otf an description.
And ONe of these, 993 taıled acknowledge ıts SOUTCC, may adı ct.
453 tor another example, where, agaın, the SOUICEC 15 1n fact Vıves.) In Man y
pPart of date YCArT, month day, whether established doubrtful 15 omıtted
(9 instances) N: (7) In others, the ADC whiıch the subject 1ve: NOT gygıven
(1) 15 given wrongly 5} incompletely (1) wiıth greater precisıon than 15
justified (1) The apless Istorna (no. 506) NOT only has his liıfe-span CUL short
the tune of but 15 made expıre then day LOO; and Julius (no.
508) sufters similar indignity wiıth regard bocth date of, An apc at, death In
sSOMe question-marks hangıng VT certaın po1nts of iıntormatıon the yCar of

death, the TOVENANCE of inscr1ption, the era of nother) ATE jettisoned. I1wo
entries taıl mentiıon that their subjects WEeTITC married, and ONe Occasıon the
form of aIiInec 15 changed without explanation from that gıven 1n the Vıves text.
When Kampers Omıts information, It often be because Vıves himselft has
omitted It trom hıs MMENTS, ough It 15 avaılable 1n the Latın teXfis themselves;
the reverse 15 learly the Case in 508, where Kampers blindly ollows Vıves’s

1ves COrreCcts his 175) 1in the rendering of date ın the Latın
CEXT, an agaın 1n 595 The CUr10US mMatter ot the LW inscr1ptions Leontıus
ın Vıves, Oone from Maırena (nO. 152 514 in Kampers), the other trom the
nearby Alcolea del Rio (no. 542 515 1n Kampers), but both Z1Ving Septem-
ber 576 the date of Leontius’s death and about his lıfe-span, 15 NOT
ven commented upON; perha 5 Kampers did nNnOTt notıce the coincıdence of 9
for ın 514 he OMmMI1ts borth day and the month of Leontius’s death (followıing
Vives), whiıle iın 515 he has October. In V1ICW ot the brevity of the inscr1p-
t10NS and the simplicity of the task of rendering accurately and 1n CONcıse German
the Very basıc personal details they furnish, admıt stupefaction that Man y
offences, ot commıissıon an Omissıon both, c<hould ave een perpetrated. make

bones about 1t: c<hould certainly EXDECL an y conscient10us 2AN: alfway COIIN-

etent office clerk Ir the necessary linguistic ckills have performed very
deal better. Apart ftrom examınıng NOT Vıves entrIies, randomly

selected, ot whiıch WeTlIeC found ave deficiencies, made urther check of
the directory material. Nevertheless, certaın other CrrOÖrS, of varyıng degrees ot
heinousness, forced themselves upDon attention: the contusıon oft Florentius and
Fulgentius 1n the Ssaga ot Emanuel, wh appCars AS such (no 14),
metamorphoses into ‚Emmanuel‘ (a AaIne lready borne by F7 165 and
does NOT Zure al 1n the index; the Omissıon of the abbreviatıon MI from the
list 204; the Jabelling of Teudisclus ‚bishop in the ındex when the relevant
n 15 paıns point Out that he remaıined monk: the aılure Provı
Ofe reterence numbers 1n In short, whatever value the directory which
Kampers provides mMay be deemed have in principle 15 vitiated 1in practice by
the siımple fact that It Cannot be relied upOnNn 4A5 tull compilation of
the avaılable informatıion.

Is the second part of the book possessed ot merit which might COmpeNSaTte in
sSOMmMe PC4AL4SUTEC for the defects of the first? Regrettabily, This section did nOtTt

figure 1n Kampers’s original plan, 1ts inclusion being due the fact that the Jength
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of hıs regıster ot PersONSs W as severely curtaıled by the publicatıon otf Garcia
Moreno’s work, and IT 15 difticult indeed believe that his heart Was ın FE UOsten-
sıbly devoted evaluatıon and interpretation of the ata presented 1n the tirst
sect10n, ıt 1n tact deals wiıth the bishops alone, At anı y length, and wiıth the bishops
A whole. nNnOtTt Just those listed earlıer. The investigation 15 almost wholly concerned
wiıth the ethnic composıition of the epıscopate an wıth the sıgnıfıcance ot thıs
tor the question of Germanıc settlement. Kampers’s method 15 list the bishops,
SsSCC by SCC wıthiın each provınce (a INAaD would ave een UCT'Y seful), identify
those on them bearıng Germanıc and establish hat proportion of
the whole these represented, overall ASs well 4A5 tor each province and S 1n the
peri0ds 507—711 an 589711 Armed wiıth this information anı wıth the CONVIC-
ti1on that bisho ot Germanıc AaINe WeTC 1Iso of Germanıc rac«e, he then addres-
SCS himself > question of settlement, first summarısıng the findings ot archaeo-
logısts and toponymıiısts An then identifyıng tive blocks of terrıtory, tour the
peninsula and ONe 1ın Septimanıa, hiıch ın his V1eW aTre shown by the evidence of
urther lists ot SCCS and i1shops which he produces (and hıch ad nothing, SAaAVeC
some INOTE percentages, the data g1ven ın the earliıer ones) ave been Centres
ot Germanıc populatıon. Basıc hıs judgement 15 the belief that there eX1Sts
correlation between the proportion ot Germanıc bısh 1n secee and the degree ot
Germanısation in the localıty, the first being the OPS  hiiıgher the second 15 the
greater.

The COrrecCInNess of Kampers’s conclusion wıth regard on  ‘g’) ot hıs five 9
the Castilian Meseta, long since identified by archaeologists ASs the prime Visıi-
gothic settlement-zone, and the probability of ItSs CO:!  'ss with regard
another, the north-west, Visigothic settlement in which 15 NO asserted by SOMEe
toponymıiısts, wiırth xood rCasonNn, have taken place well before the tall of the

iıngdom, AaTC thanks his argumentatıon, hıch 15 quıte lamentable. Indeed,
the MOSt crucıal po1ints there ATe arguments all, merely the blandest of

unsupported assert10ns. quıte basıc uestion which Kampers signally taıls
tackle 15 this: granted that from early of Hıspano-Roman cContact
with the ermans May sually be taken reliable poınters rFacl, 0o€s this still
hold g00d 1n the seventh century? Kampers 4aSSUMMES that It does, but tıon 15
NOL good enough. Whart otf changing name-tashions? What of the eftect mıxed
marrıages, legal since Leovigild’s day? What, ındeed, ot the roblems of establi-
shing whether Nname 15 Latın Germanıc (or something else agaın) A11?
Kampers, who relies almost wholly upon Piel-Kremer tor the identification of
Germanic 9 does NO ook an of these atfters Cases ot the adoption of
what he calls Latin-Christian by Goths ATC known and discussed, he
denies the ado tıon of late Roman ONCS, agaın without But Can Julianus(c£ 162 . be categorised neatly ASs one of the first and nNnOTt oNne
of the second? Why should It be sa1ıd that Fructuosus Was ‚kaum‘ the original Namne
of the famous Visigothic monk? The SOrtTt ot detailed argumentatıonxallay tears that Kampers leaps conclusions 1n hıs linking of Names and racıal
iıdentities 15 sımply NOL forthcoming. It 15 difficult sSetr much by the
thinking which Can produce, apparently 1n all ser10usness, such sStatemen: this:
‚Da enatus 1in der Bischofsliste VO  3 Coimbra zwischen we1ı ermanen steht,könnte germanischer Abstammung SCWESCH sein (p 164 tor ‚EW ermans'‘
read ‚CW' bishops of Germanıc name‘), Consıder Iso the following, which 15
Kampers’s sole gesture 1n the direction of aNSWer the question of possiblename-borrowing. Statıng that ON the otf seventh-century laymen the
Oberschicht only 269 ATr Latın (more correctly, ‚non-Germanıiıc“‘ SE his 129)but thart AIMONS the bishops of the period 589—711 Latın aAM OUNET 69.1%,he continues:

In Anbetracht der Tatsache, daß INa  3 im Episkopat mehr Romanen, den
weltlichen Großen mehr Germanen Voraussetzen darf, 1St der Schluß rlaubt (sıc!),daß dıe Namen zugleich aussagekräftig für die nationale FCSD. gentilizische Zuge-hörigkeit ihrer Träger sınd Im Gegensatz ZU fränkischen Gallien hat Iso (sıc!)
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ermanıiısche Namenmode bıs Zu Begınn des1mM gotisch-suevischen Spanıen eine
Jahrhunderts anscheinend (sıc!) nıch gegeben. Goten und Sueven haben ıhrer-

se1its kaum (sıc!) spätrömische Personennamen, wohl ber 1n einıgen Fiällen nach-
weislich lateinisch-christliche Namen angeNOMMC] (PP. 0—

Even ıf the legitimacy regardıng badges of ethnıc ıden-
how 15 the assumption for, agaın, 15 lackıng that the highertty,

the percentagc otf German ishops 1n SCC, the InoTre substantial the local German
populatıon! Are SUupPPOSC that bishops wWerTrT«c appointed 1n accordance witch

Plus-Plan hich graded SCcCCS accordıng the S1Zz€some Visigothic Hundred-Year-
of their German populations an EeNSUTC that by the end ot the period Just the

ermans had taken oftice 1n each SCC relatıve EVEIYright M1X ot Romans
ıf such relationship 4A5 Kampersother?! ome such absurdity has be envisaged

between the distriıbution ot populatıon and the distributıon of bishops 15
take the whole thıng LOO ser10usly point OUt thatheld exX1st. (It would

there ATre 1n an y “ASsec dıstorting SaDS 1n cthe EXtTAant episcopal lısts.) In

realıty, moment’'s tlection will SshOoW, maıintaın that sPe«C where say
ermaniısed than ONOUuUt of tour bishops 17 gıven period WEeIC German W as less

where say three OUtTt of fıve were German 15 simply laughable: al depends the
aAM ON need only CONs1ıder how difterent the conclusion wouldchosen perimeters,

be ıf the period WeI«C chortened by umber ot 3 Q1V1INg say Out of LW'!

tor the first SCC an 0)91> OUuLt ot three the second! Extraordinarily enough how-
CVCTI, Kampers does NOL ftact Ven work with oyiven period; the percentagsc figures
tor German bishops hıch he from his lısts (themselves marked by

nd the wild contradictions in theglance the y tor Pax 180
statements made concerniıng Dumıi1o 1/7/9—81 11 reveal) ATe misleadingly
maximised an rendered incomparable ONe wiıth another by his unscientitic practice

wıth the first German bishop recordedot beginning the episcopal 1in an y 5

there, the date of the apptCarance VaryınS naturally, from see SPCC. Is It even

German bishop be poınter thejutifiable 4ASSUME the
existence of local German settlement? Cal seC NOLT the slightest LTE ASONMN think

The whole thrust ot the seventh CENTLUTY, ave remarke: elsewhere, W as

aWaAY $trom racıal SsSCPATALENCIS, towards greater unıty. There Can be question
of SOM principle of Brlesiastical government which maintained that heavily
Germanised were have German bishops; other considerations >
maYy OoTtfe that, Kampers’s OW' ata show, V  Y SaVvVe ONC, Segonti4,
known have had least ONe bishop bearıng Roman ame appointed after
589 The MOST Can SaYy 15 that 1t ll often have been the practice, under-
standable enough given the strength of localism, appoınt local InNenN and that ın

where there w as substantial German population these ATC lıkely ın the
atfure of things sometımes ave een ermans. But appoıntments were deter-
mıned by other tactors, ANM: It 15 sımply naıve belıeve that SCC INUST

ave been heavıly Germanıised because high proportion ot ermans figured
N: ItSs bishops.

One does nNOTt have ook hard fin urther faults ın Kampers’s book the
OEr involved ATC smallspur10us weight attached percentages when the umb

ave statistical significance whatsoever (one recall Thoma Carlyle’s remark:
tatıstıcs NOLT gEeT knowledge but SAaVC himself from‚A Judic10us INa looks

havıng ıgnorance oisted ım the la of An Y iındex SAaVC that his and Garcia
Moreno’s prosopographical lıstings; the mısuse of ‚Jahrhundertwende‘ INCAan

15 enough. There ATC sOMMIEC usetul things‚Jahrhundertmitte‘ and But N}
ın che book, doubt, bur they ATEC submerged by the swampıng scCa of detects.
Overall, thıs IMN UST be deemed wretched production indeed, ı11 prepared,
cthought through an marked by shoddiness, la otf for the IMOSLT basıc
cholarly practices and procedures, which, ave SAaY, ave previously

mores!encountered 1n publıshed work ot German scholarshıp. tempora!
Lancaster Kıng


