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en Professor der Juristischen Fakultät der Katholischen Uni-
versıtät VO Peking, Schützling des Justinus-Werks VO 1928 blS
1936, un Herr Johannes Tung-Che-Tche, der seı1t 1936 1M Justinus-
Werk War un: ın Fribourg ZU Priester geweiht wurde. Seine letzte
herrliche Predigt, die iıhm die Palme des Martyriums brachte, ist ın
Sanz Europa bekannt geworden.

ernardın W ILD,
Fribourg, Augustinianum.

Recensiones

Sanctıi Aurelü Augustini De C ivitate Dei Libri [ IX XI Aurelii
Augustini Opera Pars AIV and Corpus Christianorum,
Series |_atına vol and ENIH ] urnholti, Brepols 1955
ALV, 899 (two volumes).

[t 15 well-known fact that the ftourth edition of Augustine s
De Civitate Dei by Bernard Dombart an Alphons Kalb (Leipsic
928- 29) s  NIs the est LEexT have, better than Hoftimann s ın
the Wiener Corpus. It 1S, therefore, wonder that the editors of
the Corpus Christianorum, with the permiıssıon of Teubner, ave
reprinted their text and critical apparatus. Yet the present edition
185 INOTE than simple reprıint : 1ın the Lext an apparatus the Ad-
denda of alb 1ın his second volume ave een inserted the
Scriptural quotatıons, the study by Dom De Bruyne Les cıtatiıons
iöliques ans le De Civitate Dei ) , ıIn Revue B  ene  d 1932
550 ff.) has een taken nto aCccoun-t. hen there 1s 1915 divisiıon
of books the rst volume NO contaıns books the second
books FA being the divisiıon of Augustine himself,
know from his letter to Firmus. edited for the rst time by Dom
Lambot 1n 1939 his letter, well chapter 269 of the Retracta-
tiones concernıng?z the De Civitate, has een added LO the preface.
TIhe Argumenta, the CONntieENTsS of each chapter, AL longer pr1N-
ted separately, but Al e collected Breviculus, analytica!
index, 1n the preface, the eading manuscrıpts demand.

TIhe editorial preface (pp V-VII) 18 short, LOO short, matter
of fact : ıt only deals with the MOST ımportant MSS and the z  C
recensions of the text The preface of Dombart and alhb has nNnOL
een reprinted, which 185 the INOLEC regrettable the critical AD Da-
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ratus often refers LO the prefacé. The Bibliographia selecta (pp IX -
XX) 18 excellent and INOTE than select., though ıt would, of OUISC,
not be difficult LO ad OINne ıtems especially LO the rubrics Gene-
ralia and Quaestiones selectae. As the translations enumerated

AIL, 1t might ave een INOIEC convenıent indicate that
several english t+ranslations Ar much older than they apPCal LO be

John Healy's translations dates trom 1610 Other translations
za not mentioned at all the OIl by Henry Gee of 1 893 an

italian ON by Passavantiı of 1885 No complete dutch transla-
tıon 15 mentioned, though there 18 OI by Fenacolius 17th century),
and Oscar Moe translated the ('ivitas nto norveglan ıIn 1884

Concerning the [EXT and textecritical bibliography there Ar only
few desiderata : TIhe z  ®] mM Oost important reviews of Dombart-

Kalb’'s latest edition deserved LO be mentioned : Skutella Gno
INO 334 and JTescarı, Bolll di Filol Class 36
1929) 175 and 27 {1930) 19 £.these scholars ave closely
examıned Kalb’'s merıts. the older textecritica! studies those of
Petschening, Kukula and Richards aAarec mentioned 1n the critical
apparatus, but not ın the bibliography. Both Kalb and the Corpus
Christianorum A FE to ave overlooked the interesting, though noTt

convıncıng conjecture of Frank, CIGSS Philol. 1909 436
wh proposed 27 line tnhilosofphus "ullias 1ın stead of philo-
sophaster 7 ullius (Cp West, (C'lass Phıilol. 1910) 5() {f.)
How satisfactory Dombart-Kalb’'s TEexXT 1S, Ma be deduced from the
fact that,as far NOW, only ON 1915 conJjecture has een PIO-
posed SINCe 1929 \Valter, Philol. Wochenschr. 1941 43 ]
reads 16 line acceperunt, «<receperunt_>. do not think the
editors ave fajled LO mend the Dassagec by overlooking this COIl-

jecture, tor addition at 185 NECECSSaAIY the editors follow Dom
bart-Kalb and read acceperunt </tenuerunt>. T here LL perhaps

tew where O: might pretfer varıant from the eritical
apparatus, 1n V7 10 line the word nO should be deleted,
the editors t+hemselves indicate already °

TIhe objection Skutella raised agaınst Kalb’s us  D of the bra-
ckets 15 st+i1] ın force: somet:mes there should be brackets
at all sometımes it should be | RBut ll these shortcomiıngs aAaie only
Schönheitsfehler : with their hifth impression of Dombart-Kalbh the
Benedictines of Steenbrugge ave made 1t possible agaın tO consult
the est text of the maın work of St Augustine.

VAN DEN HOUuT.
kindhoven.

5 his 18 0)81 of the three where de Läbriole‚ ın hiıs edition
of the ( ivitas (Parıs 1941 di not follow Dombart-Kalb’s text Hıs UCCESSOT,

DPerret, has aıntained the T eubner exL everywhere.


