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Abteı Saint-Rambert lebte un: VO der Abteı unterhalten und geistlich betreut wurde.
Bernhard erteılt iıhm A4US seiner reichen relıg1ösen Erfahrung Ratschläge für seine Le-

It diesen Briet für besonders wertvoll. VDer 7zweıtebensgestaltung. Der Herausgeber hä
DPıerre in Lyon gerichtet. BernhardBriet Bernhards ist die Nonnen der Abteı Saiınt-

Reform und ermutıigt S1E in ıhrembeglückwünscht s1e de eben durch eführten
lıg1ösen Streben. Der SCHeinsame Brıe des Priıors Bernhard un! der Mönche Johannes
und Stephan 1St wel Wohltäter der 1m Jahre 1132 rrichteten Kartause Arvıeres,
ymon VO  - Varennes Aymon VO Rohorıa (Rovoree gerichtet. Er handelt über
das Jahrhundert hr beliebte Thema De contemptu mundı, die Weltentsagung

Dıie folgenden fünt Briete StammenN VO: demund dıe Weihe (sott 1 Ordensstan
Mönch Johannes de Montemedio, der Is Lehrer des geistlichen Lebens sehr angesehen
WAarL. Der der üunt Briete 1st seiınen Bruder Stephan gerichtet, dem drin end
empfiehlt, S1C ıhm anzuschließen. Er hatte damıt Erfolg; enn Stephan W ar 1135
1ze in Portes. Der 7zweıte Briet 1st den Mönch Latoldus der artause Meyrı gerich-

ersönliche Gebet un legt ıhm VeOI-
vet Er xibt ıhm praktische Anweısungen für das
schiedene Gebetsformulare VOT. Der folgende Brıe 1st den Mönch Hugo der Kartau-

Adressaten gemäfß über die Danksa-Me riat gerichtet. Er handelt dem Wunsch des
1st einen nıcht näher bekannten

gun die Wohltaten (zottes. Der nächste Brıe
Mönch Berard gerichtet. Er andelt ber dıe „Wache des erzens“ (de custodia cordıs).
Aus ehend VO  } der alten Einteilung der menschlichen Natur iın Leıb, Seele un! Geıist

der Unterwerfung des Leibes und der Seele den(vgl Thess d523) spricht VO

Geıist und un (ott. Der folgende Briet 1St einen Netten Bernhard gerichtet, der
Er hatte 7Zweıtel seiıner Berutung. Johannes siehtMönch einer anderen Kartause W al.

fordert iıhn ZUTr Beharrlichkeıit aut. Der letztedarın 1Ur Versuchungen des Teufels
der NCUIl Briete SsStammt VO: dem Mönch Steph VO Chalmet, der wahrscheinlich miıt
dem ateren Prior Stephan VO  D Portes (1171) ıdentisch 1St. VDer Briıe 1St dıe Noviızen
des Osters Saint-Sulpice gerichtet, das urs rünglich eın Priorat des Klosters lun
Wal, sich dem Prior Humbert tür die Le ensweılse der Kartauser interessierte, SIC

für den Orden VO.  i 1teauxX entschied. Stephan seıne Korrespon-ber schließlich
denten VOL der Versuchung, iıhren Orden äandern un!: mahnt ZUX Beharrlichkeıit 1im
1Jenste Cottes.

Dıie Brietfe sınd Zeugnısse eınes blühenden relıg1ösen Leben in dem jungen Kartau-
serkloster Portes und ahlreichen Klöstern der Umgebung ın der ersten Hältte des

Jahrhunderts.
Fichstätt Ött

Willigis Eckermann: Wort und Wirklichkeıit. 1)Das Sprachverständnis in der
Theologie Gregors VO: Rıminı se1ın Weiterwıirken in der Augustinerschule

tiner-Verlag) 1978 XXAIL, 338Il Cassiıcı1acum 33) Würzburg (Augus
een viewed 45 ONC of the MOSLT signıfıcant contriıbutorsGregory of Rıminı has long t10NS and the interrelatıon ot Jangua andthe medieval unterstandıng of proposı

realıty. Hıs Nam«ec 15 inseparably linked WI1th particular theory the object of
edge known 4S the “complexe significabile” whose meanin and intluence received
tensıve examınatıon in Hubert Elie’s Le Complexe Sıgni ıcabile and Gabriel
Nuchelmans’ Theorıes of the Pr Osiıt10N (1973) It 15 fl  chi15 theme that Eckermann’s

NOL only the MOST thorough treatment ot thıs 6 otfbook 15 directed. He has provide ditied OUT understandıng of Gregory’sGregory’'s thought, but he has considerably
influence 1n late medieval propositional theory.

Eckermann’s work 15 ivided into S1X chapters. The irst pr' the historical and
historiographical background. The author o1ves briet OVverview otf thirteenth- and early
fourteenth-century opınıon through W ıllıiam oft Ockham, followed by y of
the varı0ous ınter retations the roblem and otf Gregory’s contribution. thoug]]both sect1o0ns of 15 chapter ATC done, they leave the reader wıth incomplete P1C-
HL: nly through Eckermann’s FeVIeW the secondary lıterature oes ONC realize that
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there WeTC number ot ımportant contrıbutions the roblem during the INOTEC than
LW decades that Ockham and Rıminı. But the ailure include those contrI1-
butions iın the tirst section leaves the ımpress1ion, mitıgated somewhat by later acknow-
ledgement of Crathorn’s ımportance, that the SUOUTCCS that stiımulated Gregory’shought anı that caused hım develop hıs ıdeas WEeTC essentially ımıted Ockham
and pre-fourteenth-century authors. Had Eckermann’s- of Past scholarshıp 1n -
cluded Miıchalskı and Moody, the iımportance of Walter Chatton might have een ack-
nowledged, tor thıs 1ssue Robert Holcot W as 1n debate ıth hoth Crathorn an
Chatton in addıtion modifyıng Ockham’s proach. Unftortunately, the MOSLT 1M-
portant pıece otf evidence the background SOUTrTCECS for Gregory’s treatment of the
object of knowledge
al “ Adam of Wode

peared when Eckermann’s book W as alread ın CS5S: Gedeon
‘Com fam s Question the lexe sıgnıfıcabı A the immedıiate

object of scıentitic knowledge”, Francıscan StuFzes, 37 (19773; 6—1 The teXT
published there makes clear 1ımını'’s indebtedness Wodeham tor the theory of the
“complexe sıgnıfıcabile”. In combinatıion wiıth Gregory’s knowledge of Chatton an hıs
probable tamiliarıty ıth Crathorn and Holcot, iIt becomes that Gregory W ds
influence: 4S much by Englısh authors Ssince Ockham by Ockham ımself.

Chapters LW through four contaın the heart of Eckermann’s study: the analysıs an
evaluatıon of Gregory’s posıtıon. Here the reader 15 treated paınstakıng and precısescholarship of the hıghest ualıty. Chapter LW Gregory’s 1eW of Janguage,both verbal and mental. Ec CIINanNnn examınes Gregory’s understanding of spoken and
wrıtten Statemen(ts, hıs 1eW of the word, hıs distinction between the significatum, $2 N1ı-
ficabile, and enuntiabıle, the conclusion and total sıgnıfıcate 45 the object of know SC,the creation of meanıng, the relatıon of and sıgnıfıcate, and fınally the Sto1ic
and Augustinıan backgrounds Gregory’s understandıng oft these 1SSuUes.

Chapter three 15 concerned wıth Gregory’s treatment otf external realıty, borth created
and uncreated. Under the tormer anı agalnst the background of Augustine and Tho-
INas, Eckermann provıdes extensıive examınatıon of Gregory’s teaching ecıes
and unıversals. Under the latter the knowledge of God 15 treated. Chapter tour rıngstogether language an realıty, the interrelation of menta] language, verbal express1ion,specıes, n}  > and external truth that contribute the PTOCCSS of knowledge.Chapter fıve examınes the intluence of and reactions Gre Ory's approachJanguage and the theo of the object of knowledge assocıated wıth 15 NamIne the “cOm-
plexe sıgnıfıcabile”. though Eckermann 15 ftamıliar wiıth the reactions of Andrew ot
Neufchateau, Albert of 5aXxonYy, Marsılius of Inghen, and Pıerre d’Ailly discusse. 1n
the works ot lie an Nuchelmans, he largely contines hıs OW: attention the Augu-stinıan Hermaiuts, specıficall Hugolino of Orvıeto, Bonsembiante Badoer, John Hılta-
lıngen of Basel, Sımon of reINONAa, Dıi0 S1US of Montina, Angelus of Döbeln, Peter
Gracılis, Augustinus Favaron1, Thomas f(San Genes10o, Paul of Venice, and Bartholo-
INCW Arnoldi of Usıngen. Thıs chapter 15 particularly valuable, Ssınce of those figuresonly Hugolino, Bonsembiante, and Paul of Venice ha receıved attention trom prevıousscholars thıs 1ssue. In the earlier scholarshıp, Eckermann establishes that
Gregory’s theory, when scCcChHh part of larger analysıs of aNZUAPC, meanıng, and
truth, had tar InNore posıtıve iıntluence than has generally een attrıbuted ıt. Even
those Austın Frıars who Were erıitical of Gregory 1in thıs arca, such John Hiltalingenof Basel Paul of Venice, adopted sSsOMmMe aSPECLS of hıs approach an thinking. The
sıxth and final cha ter brings together Eckermann’s conclusions and observations.

Wort un Wırk chkeit 15 major contribution OUur understandıng of Gregory of
Rımini and the fourteenth-century discussions the object of knowledge an belief.
For the ICa it COVeEers ıt B0CS well beyond the works of lie anı Nuchelmans. The th!‘ 'ust
of the book 15 NOLT ser10usly undermined by the subsequent discove that the theory of
the “complexe sıgnıficabile” W as devel in hıs Londonehed earlier by dam Wod
lectures and taken by Gregory either that SUOUTCEe from Wodeham’s Lectura
secunda where it Iso OCCUTrs In Wodeham’s Oxtord lectures, neıther the
London lectures NOr the Lectura secunda cırculated widely the Continent, an Gre-
gory’'s margıns dıid NOLT reveal he borrowe: the ıdea from Wodeham Thus, ftar 4S the
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Continent 15 concerned, 0)81> Can valıdly the Wirkungsgeschichte of the ıdea atter
Gre ıf 1t CAamMmec ftrom Gre alone

richness an value ot the ook lie much 1n the extensive ftootnotes and lengthy
cıtat1Ons in the body of the maın argument and analysıs. In tact, SOINC of the poıints
Eckermann oes nNOLT dwell but only mentions iın passıng ATC ımportant SOMM«EC ot
hıs maJor conclusıions. For example, the cited 273 reveal that Döbeln COMM-

pletely misunderstood the meanıng of the hrase “de virtute sermonıs” well SUuD-
osıtıon theory. One would like know ether he W as uniıque 1n that regard het-

such EeITOIS wer«e COMMON ın the second haltf of the fourteenth CENLUTY. More ser10us
15 the ailure highlight sufficıently John Klenkok’s crıtique of Gregory the role

layed by the Cistercıan theologıan, Gottschalk of Nepomuk, whose contriıbution 15
urjied in footnote. By confinıng hıs treatment the Austın theolo 1ans and, of that
rOUD, only those who have eft treatments of the question, the ull p10ture of the Wır-

sgeschichte of Gregory’s theory of knowledge and language, 1ın particular the hısto-
r the “complexe significabile”$ 15 nNOT revealed. hat hıstory depends the close 1N-
tellectual and textual assocı1atıon ot the Austın Frıars and the Ciıstercıans E Parıs, noted

amasus Trapp quarter CeNtuUry aAgO It W as the basıs of the Crit1Cc1SMS raised by
lenkok and Gottschalk ın the betore 1365 that led Hiltalingen and Döbeln T C-

NSCcCject certaın aSpECLIS of Gregory’s theory. Moreover, the MOSLT influential [CS

Gottschalk amn nNnOL ftrom Austın theologıan but ftrom Cistercıan, James Eltville,
readıng Parıs around 1369—70; whose commentary w as later reread by (and by
Eckermann, 307 —8, credited to) Henry of Langensteın. The Eltville/Langenstein
etense lived 1n mMemMmO but NOLT effectiveness. Be ınnıng wiıth the last decades
of the fourteenth CENTUrY oth ustins and secular eologıans abandoned Gregory’s
theory, INalıy of them returnıng Ockham’s formulatıon.

few other desiderata Can be mentioned. Eckermann’s discussıon of Favaronı
(PP 279—296),; interesting It 15 1n Its O W: right, B0CS well beyond the topıc hand
and distracts the reader ftrom the maın 1SSue. In the early sectli1ons of the book insutfi-
cıent attention 1s gıven the centrality of the ıdea of mental language 1n Ockham, and
the top1c 15 resented ıf the ıdea W as primarıly develo ed by Gregory. Finally, it
would have en usetul present and future readers ıf Cıtati1ons Ockham hat
een the volumes ot the NCW eritical edition that wer«e then avaılable, particu-Slarly Summa logicae (1974) But these things do NOT signıfıcantly detract trom
book that, MmMOre than alıy other thıs tOp1C, carrıes the reader into the eart of Gre-
groy s grgurnent and the meanıng of hıs achievement.

Ma 15ON Wılliam Courtenay

La Passıon des Jongleurs, Texte etablı d’apres Ia Bıble des SCDEL du
monde de Geutro1 de Parıs. Edition critique, introduction, glossaıre pa
Anne oubert Amarı Perry Textes Dossıers Documents S Parıs 1981 (Beau-
chesne).
Dıie altfranzösische ‚Passıon des Jongleurs‘, eın 1ın Achtsilbern (Paarreiım) verfaßtes

Erzählgedicht („poeme narratıf“), das die Hauptquelle der französıschen
Passionsspiele 1St (30 37 la P]J constitue le point de depart de 1a grande tradıtıon de la pPas-

1n die eıt 1200 datıert. Geutro1 de Parıs fügte das WerkS10n dramatıque“), WIr
Bible desseiıner riesigen geschichtstheologischen Kompilation A4US$ dem Jahre 1243 en G

SCDL du monde‘;, fr. 1526 1e liıterarısche und religiös-didaktische Be-
deutung, die der R} zugeschrieben WIr schlägt sıch 1n mındestens 26 andschriftften
(vorwiegend Jahrhundert) nıeder.

Dıie 1980 durch eınen tragıschen Untall verstorbene Herausgeberın hatte siıch 1n iıh-
FT Dıissertation (Emory Universıity Z,U) Ziel ZESECLZL, die beiden alteren Editionen
der P] (Hermann Theben, Greitfswald 1909 1 —>Erich Pfuhl; Greitswald 1909
LV 1545—3328] Frances Foster, London E die teıls fehlerhaft der uUunNnNVvVoIlständig
sınd, teıls die kommentierende Erörterung der Detauils un: literaturgeschichtlichen Zu-


