
oOfes the Jübingen Edition
of Gregory of Rimini

The first of 116 seven-volume edıtıon of Gregory of Rımini
1*1358) 1C the SFR al the University of übıngen had een
preparıng for SOM Yy! 15 the desk of the reviewers and
readers

1919 edıtıon had become because the lterary heredity
of Gregory of Rımini, partly eft In handwrıtten Codices of the

9 partly in early prints, Was inaccessible acCcount
of the irrevocable Step taken Dy the learned WOT. about 1 5350.
wriıte OT print henceforth only in longhan scr1pt, thereby putting
seals al older publıcations one only In an el iın medieval
paleography. The 191  < edıtiıon g1ves Gregory legibility he had
before

11C  S typographical dress MaYy also be helpful in Overcomıng ql]
those psychological handıcaps 1C a4as rule, endanger the enjJoyment
of scholastıc lıterature A4s such, CVCN of the est ere 15 first of all
theıir style, dıfferent from OUIS, already al Gregory’s OW time the
question of bookısh style dıd A4SSUmMe iımportance A4sSs rarely before
OT afterwards. Gregory hımself dıd wriıte Latın style of prefabricated
scholastıc termıinologies, 1le g00d number of hıs contemporarıes,
protohumanısts yOUu MaYy call them, ankere for weeter style of
atınıty, though the consummatıon of theır g00d intentions, al least
inıtially, had LO cContent ıtself ıth the resurrection of equalliy PIC-
fabricated Latın clauses, IC only humanıstic fervor mıg be wiıllıng

proclaım d classıcal.

Gregor1l Arımensis ESA Lectura SUDET Primum ei Secundum Sententiarum
edidit rapp OS JIomus Super Secundum (Dıst 1-5), elaboraverunt Damasus
rapp, Manuel Santos-Noya, Manfred Schulze, IN Spätmiuiıttelalter un Reformation
ex{ie un! Untersuchungen herausgegeben VO  >; el Oberman (Walter
Gruyter Berlın New ork FÜüX%L 388. 198 Vorwort by Oberman,

V-12, interesting aCCount of several personal studıes, and welcome AaCCOUNT
of HIS meriıt of havıng made, and makıng, the dıtıon possıble ; Eınleitung
(pages XI-XXXIX sıgned Dy rapp and Schulze, followed Dy Schulze, "Ihemen und
Probleme’ (pages ALI-LÄL SCC footnote below): ext 1-3588
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ere remaıns the important fact, though, that in Gregory’s day
[WO languages WeTC cultıvated, not necessarıly Dy {[WO dıfferent groupS,
but certamly by [WO dıfferent idealıties, IC lıttle by ıttle, fırst Just
lingulstically, but later also emotionally, became incomprehensıble
ONe another. At the end, the humanıst dıd, and had ndulge in
facıle con of the scholastıc, because OoOWN in hıs VC heart he
NECW only LOO ell that ıth the 11C  - anguage, unfıt for C VGTICI

speculatıon, he COUuU rıval the iıntellectua cp of phiılosophical,
theologıcal, and mathematiıcal speculatıon one iın the other Janguage;
Viceversa scholastıcs in general, the Augustinıan School MaYy be Xcepted,
dıd hardly share the feelıng of UTrgeNCY and indıspensabilıty of hıstorical
and patrıstic studies, d the humanısts WeEIC promoting them, NO COU
they be expecte: admıre the first humanıstıc CONquests Just d

whole-heartedly.
One lıttle iıllustration : reader MaYy wonder why the übıngen

edıtors ave printed only arabıc numbers iın theır eX the T[CasOonNn

1S sımple ON MOST Augustinıan manuscr1pts, and Man Yy others of
the 4th CcE NECW only the arabıc number, and espise the
clumsy Koman numeral (the Roman AlL, when used, be
COoncession ergenerat1on). If the humanısts had NOL rediscovered
the 'maJesty’ of the Roman number, modern mathematıcs m1g ave
started ıts trıumphant march ole CeNtury earlhıer.

ere ATC other examples showıing precisely that the mutual
of humanıst and scholastıc, and theır opposıte superl0r1ty

complexes, LOO, psychologıcally peakıng, WeEeTC often nothıing but 11g-
leaves coverıng plaın 1ignorance of the rval’s achievement *).

In the bıtter struggle between the humanıst and scholastıc the
former WON Out, and eing estine wriıte the hıstory of the struggle,
he penne it ıth all hıs lınguilstic charm, but ıth sarcastıc dısdaın
for the rıval.

By tragıc colıncıdence of hıstory, nOoLt only the 11C  S pDro
needed condemnatıons of theologıcal scholastıcısm fOr theır OW)]

propaganda, the OIl1cı1a church, LOO, Was ookıng about fınd SOTNIC

SCapegoOals, hable and ready furnısh explanatıons and ASSUTIIC

Renan, Averroes ei ’ Averroisme (Parıs pagc 37/4, repealts such
lıttle sarcastıc SLOTY of NOW the admıratıon fOr the hardworkıng Averroıist Zımara,
whom OWi Man y DreC10us OOlISs fOor the study of verroes, turned from ONC

day the exX{ into chorus of derisıve laughter. Platopism could thrıve the
wee NCW anguage, Arıstotelianısm COU noL.
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responsıtbilıties for certaın unpleasant developments of the then
past, iıke the trıple Roman Schism ; and it Came about hat the
old and the m  S church made unıted effort LO propagandıze the
humanistic slanders agaılnst ate medieval theology and theologians.Later secular and church hıstorians took vVer the verdict of the
humanists ıth the almost natural effect that researchers 1€' AaWAaVYfrom the later 1ıddle Ages, and printers COU not afford printunpopular eXts Cliıches WCEIC, and AT in cırculation about the later
ıddle Ages: they AaIec STl often epeated that the VC repetitiontakes the place of sclıentific conviıction. Examıiınation of the SOUTCES
1 1S rather discouraged 4S eXtravagant, and dAS psetting the
sCcrcene of academy.

Now, ıth Gregory of Rımini's exXiIs In pleasant typographical
vest upDoN the researcher’s desk, AaNyONC havıng the COUTagE read
and tOo read and read, ıll discover intellectual WOT. i @ 1S
surprisingly V1ZgOTOUS, and challenging, and sılencing the cliıche INON-
SCIS ?)

The übıngen team has are print Gregory the assumptionthat Gregory 1S 0)41°> of the es theologians of the 4th ury
The edıtor-in-chief WOUuU ave preferred that the crıtical edıtıon of Gregoryof Rımini1 wıthout interpretative pItSs ıke Dr. Schulze’s Themen und

Probleme, ed Tübingen, 1979, DA EN To 5SdYy the least, it looks strange osewho KNOW, and VC) confusing those who don’t, when co-ediıtor, personally, invıtes
pretendedly known Ockham make the presentations of supposedly unknownGregory. Besıdes auX Das of bad and, SsSOmMe inaccuracies slıpped intothe “IThemen)‘. mention few. The Latın 1PSamM ıIn Gregory’s sentence °Unde solaf1ıde auctorıtate SdCTae scrıpturae 1DSamM tenemus’”, Schulze reads : ""Unde sola fiıde etauctoritate SdCTITae scrıpturae 1DSaAM creatıonem enemus’”’ (ed. Tübingen, Pagc iM and69, C whıle Gregory hımself ipsSam conclusionem ENEMUS. Creationism 1S

NnOTL under discussion all, but rather ıts probabilıity rather its provabılıity. Schulzeoverlooks vVC remarkable development in Gregory  S for truth Gregory O€es
NnOT believe In [WO truths the old clıche but he admıts gladly the examınatıon of
[WO proceedings of Dro0! In several other ntiexXtis of hıs Commentary observesımılar attıtude; al times Gregory admıts candıdly that he O0€es NnOoTL NOW whiıch 0)41°of [WO gıven contradıctory conclusions 1s arrıved conclusively but Schulze
NOW hat Gregory doesn’t We ave ONe instance In Gregory Sent ed IS fol 116 K,where he SayS plaınly : “Idcirco neutrı partı alteram praeferens dırudicationem
lectorı relinquo’””, and Schulze (for the sake of the old clıche of the ınfantıum ?)1gnores it (ed Tübingen, Page VE We ave another ‚AsSse In the questionwhether Go0od ndo the pDastl, where Gregory states that he treats the question PCISIC ei PCT NO  ; (Gregory Sent ed 1522 fol 164 A) and al the end leaves the questionwıde O DE (ed cıt. fol “*Ecce DOSUI utrıusque partıs probationes el defensiones,
quarum Quac CUu1 praeferenda sıt, doctorum 1ud1icı0 relınquo’”’; Schulze agaın KNOWwSs
INOTEC than Gregory. Gregory accepted the sSO-cCalle: double TU but Was MOSTwiılling examıne {tWO proceedings of proof, and fınd them both wantıng
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Capreolus, LDO, when he wanted to incorporate the est of the
4th into the ast medieval commenta the crıptum of
St Thomas, almost let allıyOILC else but Gregory ave the 1na.
SaYy in the theologıca CONCert of the 4th "opinlones’.

The undenı1able fact that Gregory, though supposedly gen1us,
eft enthusıastıc school in hıs wake, cannot be consıdered d the
indısputable that settles all quest10ons A4AS Gregory’s tature

OUg. not { be forgotten that the acC e tore physıca gapsS
into the continulty after Gregory, and dıd the xford-Parıs schısm
ın the scholastıc1 and the trıple Roman Schıism in the ecclesi1astıcal
16© the WAaVC of humanısm, of Reformatıon and Counter-
Reformatıon. The aCcC CIOU! of Ockhamısm thwarted
of the edıt10 princeps before 4872 nstead of schola, antı-
Gregorian emotıon prevaıled for ong time. reexamınatıon of
Gregory Dy catholıcs, and Dy protestants, 15 hereby NnOTL foreclosed al all

I1 RAPP, OS


