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Guillelmı de A Üremonensıs 0O.S T’ractatus CULUÜUS tatulus
Reprobatıo EYTTOTUNM., qQuem edendum curavıt Darach Mac FHIONN-
BHAIRR (Corpus Scrıiptorum Augustinianorum). Koma, Augusti-
nlanum, 1977 xIVv-116

ach e  z edıtiıon marTks real mılestone 1ın the hıstory of
medieval thought. We ave .11 1E4SONS LO be grateful LO Darach
Mac Fhionnbhaiirr for havıng gıven LO modern edıtıon of Wıllıam
of Vıllana s Reprobatıo EeITOTUIN because ONe Ca  - understand
certaın facets of the church-state relatıonshıp wıthout knowıng about
the collısıon COUTSE maıntalıned long by the claımants of the Two
Swords be they eccles1astıical iımperlal.

The typographıcal dress of the hıttle edıtıon 1s VeELYy dıgnıfıed,
the latınıty of the texXxt has een reated ıth grea OCOAaLIe.

There 18 SOINeEe W1IndOow dressing 1n the apparatus varantıuım
where codex an codex ATe gıven 1801018% eredıt than they deserve,
a,lso 1n the apparatus ontıum where references from ONe textline to

precedıng ONe followıng ONe Are, tıme N! agaln, found less
rehable, 1n the index generalıs where enumeratıons of T1HerTre logıcalıa
(princıpale 2 3 do not aPPCal VeLY helpful.

The index 9 the mMoOost ımportant ONC, Urns out to be
good key to the text EeVEeNn though al Jlegıtımate desıderata. (how
could they AIec not found thereın. So mMan y dıfferent erms H1a y be
absent from selectıve ındex wıthout ımpalrıng 1t, but EVEN
selective index must be true to ıtself. As the term °ordo’ naturally
cannot be dıspensed wıthın OUTL index, and .  ordo mMan y
thıngs or sacramentalıs sacramentum, ordo i1urısdıetionıs
lurısdıct1o0, ordo naturalıs natura, OTdo ad relatıo ıt must be
decıded which °ordo’ refer LO In the index of OUT edıtıon read

oTdo possıdentium TeSs temporales Page 7» There Page R hOow-
CVEerL, fınd somethıng totally dıfferent, namely that legıtimacy of
earthly POSSESSIONS depends ordıne.. ad deum » 1.e€ relatıonshıp
to (+0d makes possessing eıther Jegıtımate ıllegıtimate (a quıte
revolutionary ıdea of the 14th CENTUCY !)

The edıtor rehes (+erman interpuncetion, that 1S, only
COININaSs an per10ds; there 18 sem1colon colon LO be SCCH,

feat, which the moOost authorıtatıve an internatıonal latın text of
oday, the New Roman Brevıary Liıturgıa OTAaTUum dıd not EeVEN
are LO attempt. In thıs edıtıon the (+erman 18 sed LO offset
Man y clauses, relatıve otherwise, whıch eed offsetting; few
tımes the edıtor EVEeN separates maın clauses ıth IneTe

(cf E 963 sub e1us domınıo Sunt, modo d1co, quod sımılarly 1n
JB 455). The vVeEIYy opposıte happens when the edıtor eAaTrs modo...

modo » asınder ıth the interpunction martk of per10d (ed &: 250
wrongly :Recensiones  519  Guillelmi de Villana Cremonensis 0.S.A. Tractatus cwius titulus  Reprobatio errorum, quem edendum curavit Darach MAc FaIONN-  BHAIRR (Corpus Scriptorum Augustinianorum). Roma, Augusti-  nianum, 1977, xıv-116 pp.  Each new edition marks a real milestone in the history of  medieval thought. We have all reasons to be grateful to Darach  Mac Fhionnbhairr for having given to us a modern edition of William  of Villana’s Reprobatio errorum because one can never understand  certain facets of the church-state relationship without knowing about  the collision course maintained so long by the claimants of the Two  Swords be they ecclesiastical or imperial.  The typographical dress of the little edition is very dignified,  the latinity of the text has been treated with great care.  There is some window dressing in the apparatus variantium  where codex B and codex C are given more credit than they deserve,  also in the apparatus fontium where references from one textline to  a preceding one or a following one are, time and again, found less  reliable, in the index generalis where enumerations of mere logicalia  (principale 1m, 2m, 3m...) do not appear very helpful.  The index rerum, the most important one, turns out to be a  good key to the text even though all legitimate desiderata (how  could they) are not found therein. So many different terms may be  absent from a selective index without impairing it but even a  selective index must be true to itself. As the term ‘ordo’ naturally  cannot be dispensed within our index, and as ‘ordo’ means so many  things (ordo sacramentalis = sacramentum, ordo iurisdietionis =  jurisdietio, ordo naturalis = natura, ordo ad = relatio) it must be  decided which ‘ordo’ we refer to. In the index of our edition we read  « ordo possidentium res temporales page 7». There on page 7, how-  ever, we find something totally different, namely that legitimacy of  earthly possessions depends « ex ordine... ad deum» i.e. relationship  to God makes possessing either legitimate or illegitimate (a quite  revolutionary idea of the 14th century !).  The editor relies on German interpunetion, that is, only on  commas and periods; there is never a semicolon or colon to be seen,  a feat which the most authoritative and international latin text of  today, the New Roman Breviary or Liturgia Horarum did not even  dare to attempt. In this edition the German comma is used to offset  many clauses, relative or otherwise, which need no offsetting; a few  times the editor even separates main clauses with a mere comma  (cef q 1, 963 : sub eius dominio sunt, modo dico, quod... similarly in  q 1, 455). The very opposite happens when the editor tears a « modo...  modo » asunder with the interpunction mark of a period (ed q 1, 250  wrongly : ... ut modo sint istius. Modo autem alterius semper sunt  obligatae... instead of marking rightly : ... ut modo sint istius, modo  alterius, semper sunt obligatae...). Even the question mark is madeut modo sınt istıus. odo autem alterıus SCHLDET sunt
oblıgatae.. instead of markıng rıghtly :Recensiones  519  Guillelmi de Villana Cremonensis 0.S.A. Tractatus cwius titulus  Reprobatio errorum, quem edendum curavit Darach MAc FaIONN-  BHAIRR (Corpus Scriptorum Augustinianorum). Roma, Augusti-  nianum, 1977, xıv-116 pp.  Each new edition marks a real milestone in the history of  medieval thought. We have all reasons to be grateful to Darach  Mac Fhionnbhairr for having given to us a modern edition of William  of Villana’s Reprobatio errorum because one can never understand  certain facets of the church-state relationship without knowing about  the collision course maintained so long by the claimants of the Two  Swords be they ecclesiastical or imperial.  The typographical dress of the little edition is very dignified,  the latinity of the text has been treated with great care.  There is some window dressing in the apparatus variantium  where codex B and codex C are given more credit than they deserve,  also in the apparatus fontium where references from one textline to  a preceding one or a following one are, time and again, found less  reliable, in the index generalis where enumerations of mere logicalia  (principale 1m, 2m, 3m...) do not appear very helpful.  The index rerum, the most important one, turns out to be a  good key to the text even though all legitimate desiderata (how  could they) are not found therein. So many different terms may be  absent from a selective index without impairing it but even a  selective index must be true to itself. As the term ‘ordo’ naturally  cannot be dispensed within our index, and as ‘ordo’ means so many  things (ordo sacramentalis = sacramentum, ordo iurisdietionis =  jurisdietio, ordo naturalis = natura, ordo ad = relatio) it must be  decided which ‘ordo’ we refer to. In the index of our edition we read  « ordo possidentium res temporales page 7». There on page 7, how-  ever, we find something totally different, namely that legitimacy of  earthly possessions depends « ex ordine... ad deum» i.e. relationship  to God makes possessing either legitimate or illegitimate (a quite  revolutionary idea of the 14th century !).  The editor relies on German interpunetion, that is, only on  commas and periods; there is never a semicolon or colon to be seen,  a feat which the most authoritative and international latin text of  today, the New Roman Breviary or Liturgia Horarum did not even  dare to attempt. In this edition the German comma is used to offset  many clauses, relative or otherwise, which need no offsetting; a few  times the editor even separates main clauses with a mere comma  (cef q 1, 963 : sub eius dominio sunt, modo dico, quod... similarly in  q 1, 455). The very opposite happens when the editor tears a « modo...  modo » asunder with the interpunction mark of a period (ed q 1, 250  wrongly : ... ut modo sint istius. Modo autem alterius semper sunt  obligatae... instead of marking rightly : ... ut modo sint istius, modo  alterius, semper sunt obligatae...). Even the question mark is madeut modo aint ist1us, modo
alterıus, SCINDETI sunt oblıgatae...). Kven the question mark 1S made
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to play the part of 1ın thıs edıtıon (ed 1° 833-86 Cum
quaerıtur, an 1d esST, an Et 08 quaerıtur, an intellig1debet where Roman reader mıght rıghtly eXpeCct Cum quaerıtur,ıd est a et 08 quaerıtur, A, intelhıgı debet

Wisely the ediıtor regraıns {rom inserting tOoO mMan y INOTE less
arbıtrary headlınes iınto hıs Lext but 1ın after the Nnes 7bıs-83
|| definıtion of "eccles1a’) Nne  z alıgnment could ave marked off
the Nnes 83-94 . definıtion of ‘bona eccleslae’). Wıth sımılar vısual
helps the Lext. certaınly would ave become INOTeEe readable.

In regard LO the text constitution only few remarks. Itf codex
and codex AIe ıdentical I9 codex A, why should varıants from
and encumber the apparatus lıke mMan y dead cinders that cannot
g1ıve hght warmth ® f the edıtor SayS Page Xl The fırst-
hand derıyatıon of from 1s reenforced by the inclusion 1n these
manuscr1pts of ine-terminal an other deleted words an etters
found ın A», an should ave een gıven httle ımportance.The text As presented ın =8 edıtıon LO be slavısh replıcaof codex A, Eeven when demands faıth whıich 1s absurd. On the
other hand ıt; Ca  - hardly meet wıth approval when the edıtor COTrTeCTtsSs
real aren absurdıties ıth hıs OW. con]jectures, 1gNONNg the
manuscr1pts.

an K, the other LWO manuscr1pts, ın number of instances
could ave offered theır help for constituting the fıinal text. Unfortu-
nately, the edıtor thought them LO be of value, because supposedly
POOT dırect cCoples of codex A, 1f understand hıs words
correctly : The ınterpretation dıfficulties found In the later INanlu-

scr1pts an leave doubt LO theır immedıate SOUTCEe 1n A »
(p XT) and AIe admıttedly late cCop1eS but coples that WerTe made
by ecur1a|l hands anı apparently for curı1al Theır
In Roman lıbrary ear codex eed not ımply necessarıly mutual
influence. made GULSOLY spicllegi1um dubıiorum INeOoTuUum hıle
g0o1INg OVer the edıtor’s apparatus and found dubıa
NF least SOINe varlıants In whıich could ave een derıyved
directly {rom codex and SsSeem LO ave cur1al cautiousness
ın theır WaYy of eXpress1on. The clause ‘sıbı In omnıbus oboedire’
printed ın thıs edıtıon, reads 1ın an Suls monıt.ionıbus oboedire’ ;
the ars falsıum)’ of the printed text. becomes Irıyolum)’ 1ın the
varlants of codex E, an thıs SOMe fıve tımes; a lso smooths the
‘pontifıcalıs potestas’ into ‘pontificalis dıgnıtas’. As rather
consıstently reads ‘verus’ instead of the printed "unus’, and lıkewıse
‘“unıyersalıter’ instead of the edıtor’s 'naturalıter’, ON miıght 5that Was copled f{rom old 14th CENTUTY manuscr1pt.What ave Jotted OWN ın the followıng spiıclleg1um should be
accepte: ıth the DECESSaLY cautıon A ave not had the prıviılegeof looking into the manuscr1pts themselves.
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Spicılegium dubıorum
Wıth indıcation of Quaestio SE Q

>hal num bered extline of edıtıon en ed)
q 1, 14 ed dıdragma (why not dıdrachma 1ın Mt 17, C) Why

1ın 3, 367 dyadochıs instead of the normal dıadochies ®
Q 1, 52 ed ıdololatrae ; why then 1ın 1: 1L191 ıdolatızare ®

In 31 bıs ed falsum ; Irıyolum Just lıke 1n B an 1ın 1 619
an 1ın 3 998 an 1ın ı; 1000

q 1, 41 ed unıta fıde ; unıta fıde un
L, 100 ed dommınus omnıum naturalıter ; domınus omnıum un1-

versalıter
18 167

ordınıs 98 ffectu
ed potestas ordınıs; dogmatıcally COrTeCter BCD potestas

K, 219-2921 ed S1iCc OLEeSLAS terrena, qQUa immedı1ate reguntur empOo-
raha, TEeSETVATLUT 1n spirıtuali ; BCE Sıc potestas terrena,
UUa immedıate regunNtUr, temporalıa rTeservantur 1ın spiırıtualı

1 ”51 ed ut modo sınt istıus. odo autem alterius SCEHMDETI SUNT;
0Ug LO be bar MOdo sınt, Ist1US, modo autem alterıus,
SCIHNLDELI sunt Sımıilar desperate interpunctlions do not help
the reader ef ]: 455 and L; 463

255 ed NUS
89 ed NUS

Y 286 ed ad forum prıvatum ; 1ın parallel ontext 1 7 read
forum poenıtentiale

430 ed discernunt ; decernuntCR ' 9 © * 4.55 ed TeInNn SUper1us posıtam, modo onstat oUg. LO he
P sSuper1Ius posıtam. odo onstat

I; 472-4.73 ed fidehbus terrena possıdere conceduntur ; an
riıghtly fiıdehbus terrena possıdere concedıtur

1, 564 ed sınguları bona ; rıghtly sıngularıa 0ona
1, FD ed INOTS DE violentiam ; INOTS PCI In1urlam ; INOTS

IN1UT1083 (T’he readıng ’mMoOrTS In1ur.108a) 1S requıred by
ontext Et ista est IMIIa .)

]: 962 ed cıtra deum ;: cıtra dubıium
I 963 ed sub e1uUs domınıo SUnNnT, mMmOodo d1ico, quod oug LO be sub

elus domınıo SUunt Modo 1C0O Qquod.. ef 1 291 ; 18 455
} 9892-983 ed publıcanorum... ADE publıcorum.
1, 1003 ed intentus; intellectus
1E A ed Samuel ; lıke Vulgata Sm 21 3-6 Achımelech
1} 11909 ed 1Ure humano necessarla ; BCOD (ne naturae ‘) hum-

Nae necessarTl1a
.. 1183 ed glorıa fult; CrSO (plus postulated
L 1256 ed dıcıt eSSec fılı0s, 1idem NON eSSe vectigales; dieit esse

fılL0s, ıtem FaC}  S esSec vectigales; Mıgne instead of ıtem :
ıdest
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1, 1265 ed ıde CCCE, S] potes; vıde, Ci  9 S] potes (Look,
blınd INan, can’t you)

1, 137a ed fecıt scandalızentur ; fecıt scandalı-
ZaTeNTUr

q 2, 57 ed ad Ium finem maxıme dırıgıt Qquod; ad ıllum finem
maxıme dırıgıt Qquı

2, 140 ed mıiıles NON potest deponere pedıtem (quası) NUMqUuanhmıfacıat firenum ; deponere artıfıcem ; deponere
Petrum ; deponere petitem

2, 154 ed proportionate ; immedıate
2, 361 ed forma 1ın materı1a ; K(AD) forma SUDPTEMA 1ın materıa
2, 438 ed In1ung1mus CON:  UuS,; oUug. LO be Inung1mus Se-

CTramus
2, 463 ed seecundum am [ vırtutem]; why the parenthesıs 1ın
2, 507 ed potestatem specıalem ; better potestatem spirıtualem
2, 555 ed <s1bhı] 1n omnıbus oboedire : SU1Ss monıtionıbus oboedire
2, 661 ed pontificalıs potestas ; pontificalıs dignıtas

Q 2 750 ed habetur : Appellat; better 1n habetur appellans;
habetur

q 2 816 ed ut 1n nomıne esu OINNe SCHU curvatur ( !), rghtly
ut 1ın nomıne esu OINNe SeNu flectatur Just ın Vulgate

Q 9, ( ed alıs opportunus ( !] cottidie occurrentıbus; alıs cottidie
occurrentibus

Q 5; 99 ed 1ın OTUIS ; rıghtly ın grulbus
q 3 136 ed pPCI electionem.. a UuUunNnum princıplum ; riıghlty peTI

relatıonem... ad Z1Uum princıpium
5} 189 ed EIMCUMOQUE lıgaverıs Vulgata ACE ontext

UACCUMLYUE lıgaverıs (the myster10us ‘deinde’ 1ın D, 184
miıght be dedıt’)

99 ed subdıcıtur ; must hbe subdıtur
ed EMCUMQUE lıgaveris; UaECUMQUE lıgaverıtis

19 ef ‚189mA CN SN EN41N NI &CI C  a aan ed pedes) quod alıqguibus 1amMm lavasset; OCDE and Augustin
(pedes) quası alıquıibus 1a2M lavasset (the edıtor’s quotation
marks ArIe 1mproper)
ed wrongly pretium em ; pretu partem ; () partem
ed loco S11 1pse cCapu statunt ; why not loco Sul ıpsum... %
ed QquUicquld... solyvendum erat C) 1PS1US auectorıtate 0_
barent; CDE Qqulcquld.. 1PSIUS auctorıtate comprobarentP O1 e ed wrongly quod NOn aD ımperatore NeCcC procedere potult;
rıghtly quod NN ab ımperatore
potult

processıt NeC procedere
q 4, ed rıghtly debet CSSC , not wrongly esSse

4, 136 ed a finem ıllum ; better ad finem ultımum
4, 156 ed strangely QUOQUE scılıcet SUCCESSOTE Petn: better

UOVIS SUCCESSOTE Petr
4, 197-198 ed erun habebant; rightly erun:' habebunt
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206 ed wrongly QUam apostolı UUl e1I5 succedunt
rıghtly QUaIn apostolı quı1bus succedunt

206 209 ed subıiunctıve mood wıthout LEeASON (habuerıt AaCCcEe-

perıt) ).. indıcatıve mo0od correctly (habuıt acceperunt)
q 4 267 ed contra ratıonem ]ust well contra ordınem

TAatl0oN1ıS
ed auctorıtatem CDE well wıthın ontext auctorıtatemq 4 276
et potestatem

q 4 27 ed auctorıtatem habet et, potestatem CDE auctorıtatem et
potestatem

q 4 285 ed Ohrıisto convenıt vel Chrıisto et e1IUS VICarIlO dogmatıcally
better OChrıisto convenıt vel Ee1IUS VICarlO

q 4 308 ed ends sentenCe ıt.h darıng anacolouthon (Chrıstum)
dıcere NO  w providum NON prudentem Correctly ACE
(Chrıstum) dıicere NN provıdum NON prudentem haeretieum
est
ed PUNILTI potest dogmatıcally better DUNILTE potest
ed sıngulı singulos CDE sıngulı sıngulıs

DAMASUS TRAPP

Manuel (Aalındo UÜARCELLER OAR Hıstorıa (zZeneral de la Orden de
Agustinos Recoletos XII 1867 1891 Presentacıön POI Luns
(+ARAYOA OAR Madrıd Imprenta Saez 1974 013 ı11

Manuel Carceller le chronıqueur general de l’Ordre des Augustins
Reäcollets (fonde Kspagne 1621 pu deja euxXx volumes
ans 1’Hıstorıa General notamment les Oomes 1962 et, XI

1l rTaconte I’hiıstoire de l’ÖOrdre IecSP pendant les annees 1808 35
et 1837

Dans lıyre C1 l deerıt les &venements Q Ul Ssont deroul:  es de
1867 1891 parlant des Su]ets Sulvants la beatıfıcatıon des
INSSIONNAaITeEeS Franec1ısco de Jesüs et Vıcente de San Antonıo TLOUS
euxXx mMartyrıses Japon 16392 la des iles Philıppines
(9 chap.) la de Colombie (4 chap.) le cCcCommM1ssarTIıat apOoStO-
lıque Rome Q U1 gouvernalt LOU]JOUTS la Congregation (les Räcollets

devınrent 1912 Ordre autonome)
Plusieurs tables endent ravaıl gıgantesque plus aCccessibles

Quelques photos, representant specıalement des TeCteuUrs PIFOVINCIaUX,
des visıteurs et des OINIMNISSalIIes apostoliques, iıllustrent finalement
cet de

HENDRICKX


