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ordinate eve Thus the hermeneutics OTchthon chould probably Iso be consider-
ed rhetorican humanıstıc theologian FEFrasmus 15 both rhetorical and poetic.
however much little he differed irom OoiIlilmann 15 drawıng upDON his earlier
Frasmus. Erasmus did of CO4 56 attend 1972 Erkenntnis UNM Verwirklichung der
the College de ontalgu 1ın Parıs, CeCHTteTr wahren Theologıe here but 110 with Sred”

ter Ware1les f Erasmus’ deepened -of cotlst theology, but dropped OUut of
rT10US pursult of ese studies. He did, ployment O1 the talıan humanıst 'hetorI1-
however, borrow CODY OT Lorenzo Valla’s cal/theological thematıiıcs (Peträreii: BOcC-
Dialectica Irom Robert Gagum In January CaCCIlOo, Salutatı, Valla, Brandolini el al.)
1498 He Was ater awarded doctorate In The other ma]jOor part of Erasmus’ theo-
theology Dy the University of Turın, ogical rhetoric lies In his art of preaching
though lıkely DET AHhOnOrIS ETaSsmus embodied In Ecclestiastes, analyzed Dy olff-
became rhetorical th. >g1an DY 1La In 1ts fulll rhetorical detail. The CEI1-

self-study between his decision ol 1501 tral emphasis here, above with the 1n -
terpreier, 15 uDON the preacher’s„mMaster TeEC ın Order study the New

Testament an the pu  1cation O1 N1Ss No modation“ of his words his congregatl-
VU. Instrumentum an Annotationes of modelled Christ the Mediator’s
13516 commuodation of word mankind.

ollmann study 1S NOT concerned with Although Frasmus held an contended
ın ontological duality of God anı atan,his formatıion rhetorical theologian

with the COLFDUS of his relig10us wrıitings J00d and evil, he Iso SITOVE transtiorm
Irom 1C he broadly an famıiliarly conthect into reconciliation throughout NIs
draws. He deals primarily with Erasmus’ ÜLG an IN OST notably 1ın hI1s failed effort
atıo theologiae OT 15 an In ma]jor ın dealing with Luther. Hoffmann

this mediatorial strıvingWaY with h1s Fcclestastes S1VE Concıionator garded
Evangelıicus of E 335 Erasmus’ rhetorical three-sided 1n cContras the duality of
handbook for preachers based Cicero’s conztlict which Erasmus manifested In hI1s
an Quintilian’s rhetorical principles. Apologtae against his scholastic CT1t1Cs anı

1n Hyperaspistes, his repIYyY Luther’s De SseT7T-Hoffmann usefully summarized these
works but 15 much HIO interested 1n the arbitrıio. He regards both tendencies AS

theological 1deas that AfICcC derived Irom but fundamental characteristics of Erasmus’
Iso underlay an SISTtAaI Erasmus’ uUus«e of thought an behavior.
rhetoric. Hoflfmann book 15 IMOST important

ASs Hoffmann indicates, Erasmus’ theo- an valuable contribution the under-
logical rhetoric 15 deliberative (rather than standing f Erasmus’ €Ol0g2Y. He rightly
judicial epideict1c). ASs such his study of SCCS that 1t 15 rhetorical €OLlOgY, OIl

Scripture 1S that of Volce persuading: 1G Was In INanıYy respects the culmıina-
mely the Vvo1ce of Christ Word, tion of the earlhier Renalssance humanıst

Iforts isplace scholastıcısm themanifested through the FEXT Hence OIl  (D

arge part of Erasmus’ eOlogy consisted gulde and matrıx of Christian thought.
ol interpretation of the Scriptures. But th1s Bronxvıille/New '"ork
0€Ss nOTt take place solely DY of The Universıity
philological determinatıion OT what 15 ıte- of Michigan Charles Trinkaus
rally stated iın the Scriıptures, the establish-
mMentTt OT the authentic Greek TeXTi and atın
translatıon of the New Testament, the He-
TEW LTE XT and atın translation of the Old Rudolf Keller. Dıie Confess10 Augustana IM
As olilmann shows, Erasmus’ ma]jor COIl- theologischen Wıirken des Rostocker Profes-
WE Was with the reading of the Spirıt that SoOTrTS Davıd yFrdus Forschungen ZUrLr
NNabıts the texi Erasmus’ hermeneutic 15 Kirchen- un Dogmengeschichte 60),
spiritual and ase largely allegorical Göttingen (Vandenhoeck uprecht)
interpretation. Since the Scriptures aIc 1994, 239 s KT ISBN 2.525:55165-1
the sacred speeches of God directly DOL-
ted Dy his prophets an Evangelists, Diıie vorliegende Arbeit ist aus$s einer Ha-
plained DY Christ, Word, by his bilitationsschrift des Leipziger Seminars
Apostles, thıs holy anguage 15 vibrant hervorgegangen. Untersucht wird die IT
with Spirıt that 15 especially receptible storla der Augsburgischen KonfTfession“

des Rostocker Professors David Chytraeusbelievers. Spirıt 15 1Iso present the L[Ca-
der of all literature well, that ho (  0-1  } die 1576 zunächst In einer
Hde lıtterae ATC importan SOUTICE of reli- deutschen und wel Te spater annn
X10US, aesthetic an ethical truth for Hras- uch ın einer lateinischen Ausgabe CI -

INUS, though at INOTE preliminary SUuD- schienen 1st. Das Werk, nach etier Barton


