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WeTIe for the MOsSt part copled by Steinbach. The cCopyıst of 1s
unknown, T aD Y rate ıt; Was N0 1e] hımself.

The rules of punctuatıon an spelling agIce ıth those which wWerTe
applıed 1ın the Kdıtıo Vatıcana of Scotus’ cCommentary the Sentences.
There 18 text-erıitical apparatus an another 1n hıch Bıel’s SOUTCES
AIe g1ven. At the en there AIe three appendices, hıch gıve the
manuscr1pt EXTtS of 1a of the Prologue and of L L and
Ar these dıverge t00 much from the printed text The index of cıtatiıons
from Seripture an authors wiıll aD DECAT when the whole Volleetormum
18 edıted. There 1s hst of SOUTCES hıch WerTe consulted bYy 1e1

Thıs publıcatıon 18 indıspensable for an yOoNe who wıshes to studyBiıel’s theology an for a ]] who take interest 1ın the theological eNTer-
prıse of the late Mıddle Ages. It 18 valuable book, ın 1INOTeEe SeNses
than 0)41  D The of OoOnNne printing (P 188 puod Qquod)
merely demonstrates that nothıng human 18 alıen eVenN LO book
about (+0d

SCHRAMA ÖS

eda MENZEL, 0.5 Ahbht FKranz Stephan Rautenstrauch VDON Brevnov-
Braunau ( Veröffentlichen des Köönıgsteiner Instituts für Kırchen-
und Geistesgeschichte der Sudetenländer e. V, and 9), KöÖönıg-
stein/T's. 1969, 284 Biılder.

The fıgure trated In thıs book Was the ıimportant dırector of
theological studies during the study reforms uıunder Marıa-Teresa and
Joseph L1 The author candıdly acknowledges that the Judgment of
the reader ıth regard to Rautenstrauch wıll depend 1n part uponhıs attıtude OwarTds the o-called katholısche Aufklärung. Menzel
hımself holds hat to thıs revlewer sens1ıble an balanced
attıtude 1n thıs regard, an hence the pıcture hıch he presents of
Rautenstrauch 18 mostly favorable ONe belleve properlyThe matter 18 complicated an delicate when OoONne speaks of
klärung an Josephinısm, Menzel 1S well If hıs conclusıons
eflect LO Some extent hıs OW. sympathıes, he oes definıtely not
Sın agalınst honest hıstorical procedure, SINCE he 18 entirely wılling LO
sShOw not only the g0o0od sıdes of character, but frankly pomnts out
Some of hıs weaknesses. Hence, beheve Oa  - report honestlythat enzel’s pıcture of 1s sejentifıe and honest; attempt LO
locate thıs ımportant character In hıs PTODETI and complete hıstorical
setting.

After g0o0d introduetion about Josephinism, the author g1Vves
well-written account of the lıfe and works of He Pays partıcular

attention IM0) the sad AaTe of phılosophiıcal and theologıcal stuches 1n
the German empiıre 1n the fırt half of the 18th CEeNTUTY, and logicallyleads tO the development of and of hıs well-meant reforms,
Some of hıch led tOo permanent ımprovement ın COUTSES of theology,
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EVEeN though later tımes demanded 1Ne reforms. It 18 mMOST fortunate
that Menzel had RF hıs dıisposıtion, when he fırst wrote thıs work

doectoral dıissertatiıon about ASC, valuable archıval OUTCES
ın the ÖQASR of Oday, whıich ATre eıther longer I® be found at
least Cal not be easıly reached. And ıth the passıng of the
Menzel has econtinued to enrıich hıs work by 16  z findiıngs and by
COMPAar1sOoNS ıth the wrıtıngs of INOTeEe recent authors, partıcularly
Joseph Müller who has made valuable econtrıbutions TO the study of

reforms 1ın theologıcal studies.
HKor readers of OUT reVIeW, it wıll be of TE interest LO NOW that

sgeveral Augustinlans, contemporarıes of R AIe ineluded 1n the present
work. T’hus the professor of Prague, Kosmas Schmalfuß, who WasSs
admıred and 'avored DYy RJ Iın for mentıon several 0CCasloNs,
an the valuable doectoral] dissertation of Paulus Sladek, 0N 18
cıted, eVvVen though thıs latter work 18 stil] unpublished. 'T ’he LWO
Itahan Augustin]an professors of Vıenna, (+ervasıo and Bertier1, an
the professor of Kreiburg, the Augustinian Kngelbert Klüpfel, Ale
reated incıdentally In theır contacts ıth Hence, C  --
mend thıs solıd work IK0) readers of Augustinilana, not only for the
useful introduetion tOo the important f1gure of R but for the contem-
POIarYy Augustinian theolog1ans also, ıth whom frequently Carmne
In ontact few documents 1ın the Augustinian general archıves 1ın
Rome could ave een consulted, and would ave shed Even urther
lıght uDON the sympathy whıich felt for the Augustinlan school
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