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hoch veranschlagt werden kann. Umso bedauerlicher 1St C5S, da{fß Hrss die
selbstverständlich ebentalls nichtauthentischen Paragraphen der Edition Lyon 1495
(Haın Nr 11942), nach denen bisher 1n der Literatur durchgehend zıtiert wurde,
nıcht zusätzlich aufgenommen haben Das macht die Identifizierung der gemeınten
Stellen unnötıig zeitraubend. Wenn 98028  D siıch schon nıcht entschließen konnte, diese
Buchstaben 1n eckigen Klammern als Marginalien aufzunehmen, hätte INa  - doch
zumındest eine tabellarische Konkordanz beigeben sollen. Es ware sehr begrüßen,
WeNnNn Hrss. 1mM nächsten Band das auch tfür den vorliegenden Text nachholen könnten.

Theologen, Philosophen un: Hıstoriker werden Hrss. bleibendem ank VC1L-

flichtet sein für den austührlichen historischen Apparat, mit dem sıie Ockhams Lehr-
meınungen 1ın den Ontext der Diskussion seiner Zeıt stellen wußten. Aus SCc-
druckten un ungedruckten Quellen haben Hrss. manch 1NCUEC Beziehung herausge-
arbeitet vgl jetzt besonders den Aufsatz mit Texteditionen des Mitherausgebers

Brown, Sources for Ockhams’s Prologue the 5entences, 1n Francıscan Studies,
M 2 9 1966, 36—65; Forts 1n f 196/, K auf den 1n leider L1LLUFFL
130 I 159 verwıesen wırd) Was WIr bisher eigentliıch 1Ur VO  - Ockhams
Benutzung des Duns Scotus und Aureolis wußsten, bestätigt sich als durchgängiges
Merkmal des Stils seiner Auseinandersetzungen. eın Bestreben, seine Kontrahenten
präzıse wiederzugeben, 1St ständig beobachten: zıtiert ausführlich un: wOrt-
lıch, daß se1ine Zıtate für die Textgeschichte der einzelnen Autoren verwendbar
werden. Allerdings zıtiert nıemals in enzyklopädischer Absicht, sondern
Argumentationszusammenhang ZAT konkreten Problematik 1n der Wiedergabe der
einzelnen „opıinıones“ erreichen, annn nach einer charfen un scharfsıchtigen
Kritik seine eigene Posıtion abzustecken vgl eLw2 277-290, 325—338). Es 1sSt 1er
ıcht der Ort; das 1m Einzelnen verfolgen, hingewiesen se1 LLUX auf die Bedeutung,
die diese Beobachtung für die Beurteilung auch etwa des Dialogus AUsSs Ockhams
Münchener Jahren gewınnen kann Hrss. eın UÜbrigens, indem S1e durch 5SU:
ältıge Indices (1 Bibliotheken un Mss., IL Autoren, LF Wort- Sachregister;
511—533) auch eine rasche Benutzung des Bandes ermögli en

Das sorgfältig erarbeitete un: hervorragend gedruckte Bu äßt ungeduldig auf
eınen raschen Fortgang der Edition warien. Es 1St mi1t Sicherheit anzunehmen, daß
s1e eiınem iıntensiven Studium Ockhams AaNrcHCH wird
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Willigis Eckermann OS Gottschalk Hollen, OESA (T Leben, Werke
und Sakramentenlehre Cassıcı1acum BdC Würzburg (Augustinus) 1967
Z 391 S.; kart.
The study of the theology of the late mıddle aDCS has become 1n recent

one of the INOTEC important frontiers 1n Reformation research. Reformation cholars
find 1t longer possible ıgnore the influence of late medieval theology the
formation of Luther and Calvıin assume that the importance ot Thomas Aquı-
Nnas for Roman Catholic hought 1n the modern Cra 15 reflection of the
esteem ın which Thomas W as5 held ın the 14th aın 15th centuries. Nor 15 it al y
longer possible, Since the research of Vıgnaux and Oberman into the afifure of late

. 3 medieval nominalısm, aCCepL without question the thesis of Gilson and Lortz
that nominalism represenNts the final decay of the medieval scholastic tradition,
tragıc from the Golden Age of the 13th CENTLUFrY. ecent eritical scholarship

45 begun chow that chis interpretation of ate medieval theology 15 heaviıly
shaped by CONTEMPOrarYy dogmatic AN! NOT ully responsıve the late
medieval SOUTCES. Insotar the late medieval theologians themselves thought of
Golden Age of theology they WEeEeTC tar mMore likely locate It 1n the 12th CENTUrY
rather than in the 13th The 13th CENTLUrY marked tor them from
relatively unifıed tradıtion ot the early scholastic dC the warrıng of the schools
which characterized the “hig and “late“ mıdd ARCS,

The re-appraisal]l of late medieval heology has led re-appraisal ot late
medieval theologians whi belonged the Order of the Hermits of St. Augustine.
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Trapp an Zumkeller have surveyed riefly theological tendencies in the Augustıi-
1an Order 1n cthe late mıddle aDCS, Whıile Zumkeller has compiled ımportant lısts
of manuscr1pts wrıtten by Augustinians, Trapp has described the historical metho-
dology sed by ate medieval Augustinı1ans 1n documenting C1ıtatıions from other
scholastic authors and from the fathers, quoted by the Augustin1i1ans 1n the COUTSE
ot their OW': theological discussions. These INOTEC general eXpOS1It1ONS have been
enriched by artıcles an monographs individual theologians of the Augustinıan
Order Schüler, Würsdörfer, Vıgnaux, Oberman, Trapp an Le Gregory of
Rımini; Toner Augustine of Rome:; Zumkeller Hugolino of Orvieto, Dıony-
S1US of Montina, an: ermann VO:  } childesche; Wolf, Weijenborg and Steinmetz

Staupitz; Stakemeier an Jedin Seripando; Werbeck Jacobus Perez of
Valencia; Lohse and Ferdigg John of Paltz; O’Malley Giles of Viterbo
an the list 50CS bor the IMN OST Part these articles AN: monographs do NOLT
repreSCNL CONSCNSUS OmMNMNLUM the AtLUure otf the theological wiıthin the
Augustinian Order during the 14th and th centuries and do NOLT attempt ela-
borate over-arching theory concerning the direction ot the theological INOVC-
mMent of the Order whole The sıngle exception this rule 2nN! It 15 by

absolute exception 15 hat ON might call the school otf Adolar Zum-
keller. It 15 ımportant mentıon thıs fact because the book by Eckermann ON Gott-
schalk Hollen 15 excellent example ot historical monograph, which
the presupposıtions concerning the nNnAature oft late medieval Augustin1anısm first
elaborated by Father Zumkeller.

For Father Zumkeller late medieval Augustinjanısm 15 sımply another amne for
the theology ot the Order of the Hermits of St. Augustine 1n the late middle apCS,
Zumkeller does NOT think much 1n of theological hıch the
boundaries ot the Orders though he certainly oes NOL deny that this takes place)
A5 he 0Oes 1n of the theologies of the Orders themselves. 'Io the usual classı-
fication hich Oone finds 1ın histories of dogma Dominıcan theology, Old Fran-
cCiscan theology, and New Francıscan theology Zumkeller adds fourth, Augu-
stinı1an theology.

In describing the theology of the Augustinıian Order, the work of amasus
Trapp plays ımportant role Augustinian theology, according Trapp, falls
1nto LW epochs. The first stretches trom Gıiles ot Rome Thomas otf Strassburg;
the second begins with Gregory of Rımuin1. Early Augustinianısm 15 heaviıly influen-
ced hrough Giles of Kome by Thomas Aquıiınas. 1t 15 NOT surprisıng, tor example,
that early Augustinıans Joined with Thomas Aquinas and the Dominicans ın
posing the doctrine of the immaculate conception of the Vırgin Mary eiende: by
SCOtus An the Francıscans. Later Augustinı1anısm 15 MmMoOre eavıly dependent
Augustine himself, having recovered far wiıider COrDUS of the writings of Augu-
stıne than W as the disposal of Giles of Rome. As sıgn of thiıs He indepen-
dence V1iS-Ä-VIis Its ( W: Past, the Augustinians hıft their alliance trom the Domiunıi1-
Cans the Francıscans the question of the immaculate conception. Throughout
ıts history, however, Augustinianısm 15 marked by 1tSs careful historical scholarshıp,
by ıts desıire for better nd 1tSs CONCErn for PrODCI documentation.

Within the ramework of these assumpt1ons Willigis Eckermann has written
exhaustive AN! instructive study of the sacramental theology ot Gottschalk Hollen,

German Augustinıan who died 1n 1481, LW before the bırth of Luther.
The book 15 divided 1nto CW. , of which the second 15 by far the IMOTre 1N-
teresting. The Arst section SUrVCYS briefly the lıfe an influence ot Hollen, describes
1n SOM detail each ot hıs writings, an Lraces the manuscrıpt tradition of those
writings. It 15 NOT until the second section of the book that the sacramental theo-
logy of Hollen 15 expounded and critically evaluated.

In choosing Hollen A4s the subject tor his study Eckermann has consciously by-
passed the IMOTre ımportant and MmMOre theologically profound figures of the Augu-
stin1ıan Order 1n tavor of theologian who stands wiıthin the second rank cker-
Mannn etends his choice by arguing that er theologische Gehalt ihrer Aussagen
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steht dem Zentrum des Christentums oft näher als jener der yroßen Meıster, ihre
Wirkung auft das olk wWar oft bedeutsamer als die der Vertasser hochgelehrter
Schriften“ (p 346)

Hollen’s sacramental theology, a.cc_ordin_g Eckermann, 15 NOT speculative 1n 1ts
direction, but has rather pastora]l orientatıon. When Hollen d1iscusses the eucharist,
tor example, he Ooes NOT lay emphasıs the doctrine of transubstantıatıon
attempt unravel the mMYyYSCIY ot the relation ot substance aın accıdent. It 15 the
relig10us character otf the eucharist, the roblem ot the relation otf the sacrıfıce of
the 114SS$s the sacrıfiıce ot Calvary, which claıms his principal attention.

In point of fact Hollen displays little tendency attempt penetrate the
tradition of the Church concerning the Sacramen(tTs, either Z1VC iIt N6

profound biblical undergirdıng allenge an remold It ıth fresh theo-
logical insıghts. Hollen 71ves He An profound interpretation of the Ia-

He mediates the tradıtion of the Church 245 he has received ıt; he O€s NOL

re-interpret it. Hıs SUppOTrL of the traditional interpretation of the Church 15 itself
traditional, drawn trom law IN trom anthologıes of the sayıngs ot the
Fathers.

Eckermann regards Hollen representatiıve otf the theological tendencies ot
the DLa antıqua. There 15 almost evidence ot the influence of the ÜLA moderna,
Save tor occasıonal an isolated UsSs«ecC of the distinction between the potentia
ordıinata an the potentıa absoluta. VWhile ONE finds 1n Hollen Lraces of the 11 -
fiuence ot ScOotus, such the doectrine otf the acceptatıo divina, OT1LC Iso finds 1n
Hollen the typically Augustinian opposıtıon the Pelagianizıng tendencies of
Scotus 1n the doctrine of Justification. In Man y of his formulations, such his
VICW of the declaratory function of the priest 1n the sacrament of PCNANCC, Hollen
evıdences clear preference tor the theological, ftormulations of Peter Lombard
from the 12th CENTLUTCY.

On the whole, there AT very tew cCritic1sms hich ON Can level agalınst cker-
mann’s treaAtment ot Hollen. And those eriti1cısms hıch Can be leveled ave IMOTE

do wiıth the CONTLEXT and ramework of hıs treatment than with the details of
the treatment itself.

Eckermann Argucs, tor example, that there 15 virtually influence of the
Da moderna the thought of Hollen. An yer 1t 15 clear from Eckermann’s OW ':

evıdence that Hollen knew an made uUuSsSe of the writiıngs of Holcot and Gerson,
both of whom represent the U1a moderna Varı0us theological quest10ns. Further-
MOTC, wıde N: of 1SSues where Hollen 15 1n agreemen with Scotus such
25 the dialectic of the botentıa dei ordinata and potentia de: absoluta, the 1imma-
culate conception of the Vırgıin Mary, and the doctrine of the acceptatıo divina),
Hollen by the very fact of hıs agreement wıth SCOtus makes COMMMON WIt
Ockham and the nominalıists. Indeed, It. should Iso be mentioned that Hollen’s
demonstrable preference tor the solutions of Lombard and the theologians of the
12th century 15 NOT uncharacteristic of the nominalist theologians, whi evidence
nostalgıa tor the theological unıty ot the 12th CENTUrY and wh; wish heal the
divisıons 1n Christendom caused by the warrıng theological factions.

The use ot the U1a antıqua and U1a moderna ralises urther question.
Eckermann tends use these as ıf they were fixed quantıties, Just he tends

uSsSe the Domuinican, Francıscan and Augustinıan ı$ the boundarıes
between them were clearer than the SOUT CCS would ead ONEC believe they in tact
were. Recent research has uncovered evidence that the words U1a antıqua and U1a
moderna WEIC, ften A nNOtT, blanks be 1n by the CONTLEXT of the theologi-
cal discussıon ragıng the time. pomnt otf V1eW hich 15 regarded 4A5 moderna
1n ONC CONtEXT INnay be regarded antıqua 1n another. Moreover, the sSamne theo-
logigian 15 perfectly apable of advocatıng theologıca. iıdeas hich Wer«c borch
moderna and antıqua without subjecting his theologıca. System intolerable
straın. Labels such A4s these MUStTt be used with EXtIreme AIec it histori1ans ATrC NOT

oversimplify the complexıty of the theological sıtuatıon 1n the ate middle AaDCSs
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homogenize theological posıtıon which 15 1n fact ecleetic. Hollen’s opposıtıon
the nominalist V1CW of Proper disposition tor did NOL prevent hım ftrom

agreeing, 1n substance ıf NOLT explicitly, with nominalist theologians other 1Ssues.
'hıs agrecem«cCcnNt Oe€s NOLT make Hollen nominalist; though It Oes 1L1CAN certaın
1SSUEeS that the positions of Hollen and of the nomiınalists AIC indistinguishable.

More problematic than the uUuSse of the U1a moderna and U1a antıqua 15
the uUuSsSe of the term “ Augustinijan.“ The term have W meanıngs for cker-
INann. It 15 used precisely indicate the heology of the Augustinı1an Order an
rather mMore imprecisely indicate theological posıtıon strongly influenced by
St Augustine. Neither otf these K{ be wholly satısf! yıng. By lımitingthe term Augustinı1an description of the theology of the Augustinian Order,
Eckermann excludes such radically Augustinian theologians Thomas Bradwar-
iıne from consideration and PT'  S greater influence of Augustine the
Augustinıan Order ıN: greater theologıca. unıty within that Order than in tact
existed.

Nor oes Eckermann help clarıty the s1ituatiıon by usıng Augustinianlabel denoting influence by St Augustine. In real al theologians 1n the
middle ADCS, including the Pelagian, ATr disciples of St Augustine. When
Eckermann speaks otf Hollen’s Augustinıan PrOotest agaınst the Pelagianizing V1CW
of the PITrODCI disposition for held by SCOtus and 1n INOTE radıcal torm byHolcot), his observation, while valid, 15 insufficiently precıise. Both Thomas Aquıinasand Johannes VO'  3 Staupitz, take Ca y D C, OpPOSC the Scotistic an
nominalistic V1eW that INa  ; Can, by doing what 15 in him through the exercise
of his OW: natural OWCTrIS, Carn Justifying by merıt of CONgrulty. merı1t
of CONgrulty 15 only possıible for mMa  a} 1n of . In thiıs AT least
Aquinas and Staupitz represent COIMIMNON Augustinian front agaınst Ockham,Scotus an Biel Yet Staupıtz retLurns u form of Augustin1anısm than
Thomas Aquıinas, when he maıntaıns agalınst Thomas that NO only merıt but Iso
virtue 15 iımpossıble outside of 'To complicate the picture stil] urther,Scotus ımself, by olding predestination ntie Draevisa merıta and adoptingthe order, first glory then 9 places considerable Augustinıan distance between
hımself and the nominalists. Indeed, NC might CVCN ul that, whereas the
question ot PIrODCI disposition for Thomas 15 INOTE Augustinian than SCotus,the question of the relatiıon of the divine intellect the divine wiıll the tables
A4re BO6VDBTSG

In other words, by restricting the term Augustinian schoo] the Order ot the
ermits of St Augustıine, Eckermann has adopted which 15 in IN OST
COO Narrow An 1n SOM eEe misleading. It 15 clear that Gregory of Rımini and
Johannes VO: Staupiıtz AT Augustinian in their theology; It 15 NOLT all certaın
that the title Augustinian GE  - be ‚pplied 1n the S4amec John of Paltz On
the SamIne grounds it 15 difficult sce why Thomas Bradwardine should be denied
the title, simply because he W as secular priest.

In short, the term Augustinijan school should be used, neither as the SYNONYINfor Order 19(0)8 1n i1ts IMOST general ‘9 but rather designation tor the radı-
cal Augustinıan PrO(test agalnst the Pelagianizing tendencies ot nomına 1St theo-
logy 1n the ate middle ages which Cut ACTOSS the theologically artiıficial oundaries
of the Orders It refers continumng ate medieval Augustinian sentiment in
theology, INOTEe radically Augustinıan the question of and Justificationthan Thomas Aquinas. (For urther discussion of this question SCC Steinmetz,Misericordia Dei, The Theology 0} Johannes “O:  S Staupitz 1n ıts .ate Medieval
Setting, Studies ın Medieval and Reformation Thought 4, Leiden, Brill, 1968,30—4)

In spiıte of the cr1iticısms 1C ONe Ca  3 level agaınst Eckermann’s discussion
of ate medieval theology, it 15 clear that he has made important and valuable
contribution OUTr understandiıng otf the late miıddle AdC5S, Hollen W as NOLT
semiıinal hinker. Nevertheless, he Was rolific writer and mediator of the tra-
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dıtiıon of the medieval Catholic Church Eckermann’s exhaustive study of hıs ra-
mental theology 111 stand the definitive work Hollen tor Man y
COINC.

Lancaster P David Steinmetz

Reformation

2.1'1 Meyer (Hrsg.) Luther for Ecumenical Age Essays 1ın
Commemoratıon ot the 450th Annıversary of the Reformation. Saıint Louis/Lon-
don (Concordia Publishing House) 1967. 211 DE geb 9.00
Im Zusammenhang der 125- Jahr-Feier des Concordia Seminary 1n St Louis un!

des 450-jährigen Reformationsjubiläums werden zwolf Beıträge amerikaniıscher un
englischer utoren vorgelegt. Fuür 1er Arbeiten 1St der Sökumenische Gesichtspunkt
besonders bestimmend. So untersucht Arthur arl Pıepkorn „The Lutheran S5Sym-
bolical Books An Luther“, 242-2/0) en FEinflufß Luthers besonders auf die KOon-
kordienformel un fragt zugleich nach der ökumenischen Einordnung Luthers. Fest-
gestellt wırd die relativ gyeringe Zitation Luthers, die miıt einer ausgesprochenen Be-
schränkung der Väter der Konkordienformel 1M Hinblick auf die Anrufung Luthers
als Autorität onform geht. Luther wırd als der Lehrer verstanden, auf den die
I Kirche hören ollte, der ber zugleich Gottes große abe denjenigen eıl
der eiınen, heiligen, katholischen un: apostolischen Kirche ISt, der der Confessio
Augustana anhängt. Hıngewiesen wird 1mM gleichen Zusammenhang auch auf die
eschatologische Erwartung dieser Generatıon. James Atkinson stellt dem Pro-

„Ecclesia reformata SCIMPCF reformanda“e Luther 1mM Ontext der
Vätertheologie un: der heutigen ökumenischen Bewegung dar. Zweı weıtere Be1i-
trage beschäftigen siıch ugleich MIt dem Täufertum 1nwels darauf, daß
Luther VO]  e den Täufern wen1g wußte, miı1t keinem VO: ıhnen wahrscheinlich Je eine
persönliche Begegnung hatte un: S1e immer in die Niähe VO]  3 Karlstadt un: Müntzer
ru S50 versucht Franklın Littell („Reformation, Restitution, and the Dialog“,
291—302) ine Parallelisierung des Aaus dem Grebel-Kreis kommenden Sımon Stumpf
MmMiıt Luther 1im Hınblick auf dessen Forderung Zwingli auf der ersten Züricher
Disputation VO  3 IDZa die Entscheidung über die Messe ıcht dem Rat der Stadt,
sondern dem Hl Geist anheim geben. Aufgezeigt wird das dahinterstehende
Restitutionsschema einer Erneuerung durch Rückkehr ZU' schlichten EvangeliumEinschlufß entsprechender ethis  er un: moralischer Normen W 1€e eLWwW2 der Ge-
waltlosigkeıit. Littell wendet sıch damıiıt ugleich die vereinfachende Holl’sche
These, wonach die Schwärmer des Reformationszeitalters bereits den Iyp der spa-Dıiıssenters darstellen. Die Betonung des Glaubensartikels wiıll zugleichals Korrektur der spätpietistischen Jesusmystik und als Beitrag um ökumenis:  en
Gespräch verstanden wIissen. Der Aufsatz ze1gt, 1evıel Arbeit noch nötig seın wird,

die Linıe Grebel, S1imons, Penn, Cromwell DOS1t1V in die Reformationsgeschichteeinbeziehen können.
In den leichen Fragenkreis dringt aroslav Pelikan mi1ıt seiınem Beıtrag„Luther’s Defense of Intant Baptısm“ 0—2 e1in. Ausgehend VO:  3 der modernen

Debatte und Bezu auf die Schrift „Von der Wıddertauffe“ wırd Luthers Fest-
halten der Kınderta interpretiert. Pelikan versteht anderen Strömun-
SCH namentlich der NeuUuUeEeren deutschen Lutherforschung Luther ebenso als den heo-
logen der Gnadenmiuittel W1e als Theologen des Wortes un wendet sıch dabei nach-
drücklich auch Harnack’s These, als widerspräche seine Sakramentstheologie


