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dıtional theologıcal spectrum) ocused the shows how ugustıine al] the WaYy through
sacraments an how law t]1es 1n ıth has een the dominant influence: ‘even the
the practıce of the church ıIn Sentences occasıonal dash of Diıonysıus ın long

Part 15 tiıtled ‘the Hıgh edieva Debate’ retrospect lıke exotı1ic riental spıce ıghtly
Bonaventure 15 presented sympathetically, seasonıng the STANdAar‘! Augustinıan 03 He
wıthout OIl really getting of how he questions arfıeld’s 1e W that Augus-
transmıiıtted Augustinıan theology exXcept tıne’s doctrine of STACE WOIN an that hıs doc-
the es but short) section the Brevıilo- trıne of the church ost, It m1g ave een
quium and the Sentences-Commentary). Her- the er WaY round. One SE1I15eS he 15 not
gus Kerr gets LO do the chapter Aquınas much interested 1ın the eformation debates
an helpfuily explaıns the 1sSsue of unıcıty of (whıch AaTe only cursor1ly mentioned) but ın
substantıal form In humans for 16 AQquıl1- the ecumenı1cal dialogues of odayı.
Nas controversl1lally argue For the Case of unconvınced that ere 15 enough hıs-
Christ’s body ıIn the tomb, ı$ Was the Word torıcal setting (or al eas bıblıographical
1C kept ıt from eCcay; ere WAas eed gu1de), PTrOPDeTr discussıon of the philosophy/
for EexXtLra forma corporeıtatıs Cm1g theology divıde anı y of the retriev-
gıve the body continult between thıs sıde of abılıty of the notions of medieval theology for
ea an the ext. T’he chapter contaıns OIl oday, As distinet from the eformatıon era.

LWwo obsure sentences, an not. COIN-
vinced that annotate SUMMALY of COIN- Mark Elhott
ents through the Summa erPrıma Pars 1verpool, England15 much us  D It 15 Iso wıthout endnotes,
sSIımply referring LO the works of Kretzmann,
Hankey, Fiınnıs 1ın UnYy bıbliography ınclud-
ng incomplete reference). Davıes wrıtes EuroJTh 2001] 102 f FL (
INOTE ou spıirıtualıty than theology such: Chrıstian Contradıckthons: thean! EeVenN ıf ONe Were LO question such 1V1-
S10NS, ere 155 sımply not enough Eckhart Structures of Lutheran and Catholıc
for the chapter LO be SUCCEeS$S The reader 1S Thought
caught between phılosophy an spırıtualıty.

Shogıimen the Academıiıc Debates Daphne Hampson
Cambrıdge: C© 2001 5 hb)

how (Jjerson helped LO Jevate the role of
heologıans 1ın the church the g00d old days!)
but thıs would ave een better part of USAMMENFASSUNG‘background’ pıece al the SLATr of the SECC-

tıon, 1C. the book generally aCc andy Mıt dıesem uch nımmt dıe englısche Femı-
Broadie Scotus an Ockham 1S excellent, nıstın Daphne Hampson eın ema wıeder
but the subject matter 1S, of COUFSE, difhicult. auf, das Lın den sıebzıger Jahren, bevor S1ıe sıch

ovıng LO Part V, the Chapter ual- dem Femıinismus ©  D  uwandte, bearbeıtet hat
15m doesn’t do much INOTE than present SOINE Hampson stellt dıe Iutherıische un dıe hatho
weırd Gnostice/Cathar an bıt of lıscherenıcht LU ın derReformatıonszeit,

sondern uch hıs S ahrhundert dar.hıstory of SEeCts Nor o0es Euan Cameron,
despıte brıllhantly told narratıve an ell- Dabe geht S1ie uch auf dıe hatholısch und
argue Case for the orthodoxy of the alden- evangelısche Lutherdeutung neuerer Autoren
s1ans, show how LO ACCESS the WOTr of IWLEe ygren, Bultmann, Joest, alferth, eSsSC.
aldensın theology. Matthew Kempshall PTFO- und den ökumenıschen Dialog zwıschen den
viıdes VerYy useful account of polıtical the- Kırchen e1in. Der Rezensent krıtısıert, daß sıch
ology 1n the hıgh mıddle ages an Stephen Hampson stark mıt der Posıtıon Kıerkeg
aney, ıle informatıve and interesting aards ıdentifizıert. Die erstien rel Kapıtel des
Wyclhiffite ontology an eccles1i01logy, suffers Buches sınd ınhaltlıch dıe stärksten.
from condensatıon.

The final sectıon tıtled °conclusıon’ has RESUMELuther’s debt LO late medieval the-
olog1ans. The en of the book 1S vVerYvV much Ve lıvre est tres dense d’ınformatıons et 1ıdees
shaped owards the eformatıon,1C. et apporte bıen des choses excellentes. Les Ftroıs

bıt old-fashıone 1ın approac Beware! In premıers chapıtres traıtent de Ia CC revolutıon
thıs last chapter ere ATe SOINE chunks of z} generee DUar Luther, de Ia VvOLE catholıque, et
untranslated Latın! Last of all, Paul Rorem de Ia MAWUVALSE comprehensıion de la t+heolo
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g1e de Luther Dr les specıalıstes catholıques roughly ollows
du XXe sıecle ıls apportent Ia t+hese DrINCL- 'The sad StOFY 18 OIle of how Regensburg
pale du lıvre. chapıtre consacre MMOlU- (1541) WAas prom1sıng but then ren (1546)

stuck LO the Vulgate Gustification understoodvement @cumenıque parait PeuU rapıde,
la reflexıon Su les recents evenements as ıustum facere, make r1g.  OusS.) The VIEeWS
SOoNnTt DasS bıen DrILS compte, SAaAanNns doute Dr of Contarın1ı and Ser1pando) OVerTr double JuUS-
MANGUE de recul. En fın de compte, le heros tiıficatıon God ants STACE but Iso rewards
de Hampson est Kıerkegaard, qQul bon works al ensue) WAas both/and 1C
Iutherien—, enseigne qu'on pDpeul devenır m1g. ave een acceptable LO Melanc  on
so1-meme GUE DUr Ia foL Ve Iıvre est tres bon, but not LO the Eıther / 0Or stance of Luther
Surtfout Aans sSes premıLers chapıtres. Il auraıt Laynez an ren 'T’he centre of focus became

et dü l’Etre davantage PNCOTEe 1NOTe the ordo alutıs than the ordo ecreatjion1ıs
but 1n rıdentine Cathohe1ism thıs equalleDaphne Hampson’s book 1S al ONCeEe TEeAS- eccles10logy. In the TIvVve LO aVO1d Pelagıanısmure-Irove of go0d thıngs an Olle of OSe the church becomes INOTeEe entral the place

1Tare 00 that makes OIlle feel OINle has or where STAaCE 15 dıspensed. Sola fiıde became
value for due LO the densıty of ınforma- mı1ısunderstood INeTe faıth In doctrine the
tıon an 1deas. T’he doyenne of Brıitish fem1- al 1C the evVv1 COU. ave rather than
1SM has re-traced her steps LO subject the fiıducıa 10 Luther meant by Glaube
1C she worked urıng the before che At rent, a)s Yarnold comments, placebecame el] NOWN wıth eology and Femı- Was made for the posıtıon 1C er1pandonısm (1990) an After Chrıstianity (1995) had advoca namely that the Just INa  —_

'The 1Irs Tee chapters uthers TEVO- must continue to ave LO the meriıt of
lution’, “"The atholıc ternatıve an Cath- OChrıst’s passıon for the that he needs  2
olıc Incomprehens1ion the miısportrayıng of But 1S that not hat the eucharıst er
Luther 1n (520 athnolıc scholarshıp) provıde ren became weekly basıs? —whereas
the ear of the work. (1 would ave that which Luther emphasıse (baptısm an
discussıon ofesc and oes rather than, ‘conversion’) seemed LO g1ve ASSUTAaNce PIC-che admıts, or sSummarıes of theır WOr. maturely.ere ollows chapter vygren 121e OoOme COM MEeNTS ATeEe due A* tımes the
shıfts the focus AWAY from Germany the book’s style LOO polemical Is ıt faır LO
glo-Scandınavıan field before pıece of wrıte that the posıtıon 15 incompatıble
hıghly intellıgent reportage the recent wıth the New Testament, SINCE the latter SaVys
Amerıcan an then (German G-Lutheran God loves sınners, whereas Thomas thought
statements, faırly gratulıtous hapter did only account of the goodness Iın
ultmann (as Luther’s ‘actıve) definıtiıon of hıs/her ex1ıstence. 'The o0es not Sa y why
Taıth’ en LO extreme) an valuable, loves sınners. Luther ındeed 15 all ou
insıghtful ON‘ Kierkegaard the 0)8[ who ‘“extrinsıc grace’(.e. STACE 1C remaıns out-
INAaYy ave the best claım LO be athnolıc sıde of the belhiever) but 1S the posıtıon
utheran ere 15 Iso first-rate bıblıog- vVe ıfferent—we POSSCSS STACE a  oug.
raphy, wıth EeVenNn SOINE useful websıtes. (Thıs ıt 1S not OU OW:  9 Eeven though ıt changes
reviewer Was prompted LO Lr y eW ontologıcally ON Ca  } lose 1t, 1n fact OIl oes

The fiıfth) chapter the Eicumeni1cal IL1LOVe@- lose ıt. an needs LO ave 1t. ‘topped up (as
ment bıt rushed-—recent events mat- long 4as thıs 15 understood as metaphor')..
ters ATe not ell reilectie: ıf LOO proXI1- Wıth respect to the argument
mate LO the tıme of wrıting, EeVenNn ıf ere 1S LO spea of adıcal change through eing
SOMTeE del1ıc10us g0OSSIP IngolfDalferth’s scath- accepted’ 15 for Luther INOTEe psychologıca.
Ing pıece 1ın the F, the 1UINOUTS of splı than ontologıcal, even it 1t. 15 radıcally psycho-
ın the Vatican between the CDE an the logıical Diıd Luther himselfnot talk ou the
PCPCU) the conclusıon 1S weaker ST1 eed for ere LO be g00d TrTees ıf go0od frunt
As ıf ese questions remaıned real for SOINE- Was LO follow? It mI1g be better LO present
0)8[ else whe COu accept pre-Enlıghtenment Luther’s posıtion ON of lookıng back LO
Chrıstology doctrine of Revelatıon Yet the through ON DAaSsT baptısm, rather
ere 15 eart-fe convıctıon 1ın the earlıer than LO an Y present SSUTrandce. One 15 JUS-
chapters an the reader 1sS left wonderıing tiıfıed by relatıonshıip Luther MaVYV ave
how much of thıs Was wrıtten urıng Hamp- insısted agaınst hıs cCatNolıc opponents and
SON’s days as (Lutheran-esque Christian agaınst nouvelle theologıe) that hat 1S5 g1ven

The argument of the maın chapters 15 ın nature must 1e—-there 155 continu1ty of
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the vla, but 1S ere of nan GUE la spiırıtualıte A,  est DAaS reservee
the new? Hampson’s ero 15 Kiıerkegaard who UuUnNe elıte de mystıiıques et ıncorporant de
taught that ON COU. become self only tres belles photos couleur.
through aıth—ın go0d utheran style—but
1ın Traınıng ın Chrıstianıity the lıfe of prayvyer In hıs ıntroduction the edıtor that

T1ISLIAN spırıtualıty has gaıned from eDra-love an the self 15 healed er being 1Sm and Hellen1ısm, wrıting: ‘the sheer attrac-broken ODEN This Lutheranısm mystıcısm t1veness of the divıne spirıtual WOrTr.Iso remiıinds that even Doctor artın Sa
ıt, less LWO-WAaY relatiıonship, than encouraged hrıstlans (such Aas Augustine of
eing elated LO by T1S 'T’hıs makes the Hıppo) LO SEE that world the fulfilment of
behever lock less LO (God through the gelf all OUTr deeper desıres, an thus LO g1ve Chrı1s-

tıan spırıtualıty dynamısm an thatas 1ın Augustine) an INOTeEe LO the ne1ıghbour
(taken LO ıts logıcal conclusıon ın Schleierma- ıt. m1g otherwise ave lost whereas the
er ‘In the utrLheran Case OIl should PCTI- Hebrew tradıtiıon DaVEe spırıtualıty ıts SLress
haps spea of al rather than spırıtual- integration (see Lev T’he book’s
1ty 285)—God 1S5 thus SOUTCE. However, the OW. beautıfully produced colour pıctures an

STress that spirıtualıty 1S not for elıteutheran doctrine of the ubıqu1ty of the Word
oes not INean that God 15 noL LO be oOUunNn: 1ın band ar mystıcs ear out thıs thesıs
PCerSoN c  out ere book that 1S vVer y go0od Strangely, er the appeal LO Levıticus,
especlally 1ın ıts early parts, but which could ere 1S nothıng ‘Old Testament; spırıtu-
ave een an perhaps should ave een bet- alıty. 1rst, Rıchard Burrıidge that
ter. ‚Jesus’ ıfe an words AT (1) spırıtual

(re)source but Iso (2) tıps how LO DTraY,.
Mark Elhott He Iso qsSsSerts that spırıtualıty inspıres doc-

1verpool, England trıne, takıng the worshı1p of ‚Jesus Lord
the foundatıon of the doctrine of the Son

of eVy knew that the (z0d of IsraelEuroJTh 2001] EOS2) S O
Was being made personal LO them 1n Jesus,
revealed e.g.) ın theır use of ‘Mar’ 1n theT’he Story ofChrıstian Spırıtualıty DIrayvyers LO ‚Jesus au gOEeS far A4s LO call

Gordon ursell ed.) ‚Jesus. 1n OULDUTFrS of pPraver an
Oxfiford Lıion, PP); ISBN praıse 1n Romans It Was early Christian
7459-3641-5 spirıtualıty 1C. produce the ater theo-

logıcal doctrines. Prayer first’ 29) In
ZUSAMMENFASSUNG er words, lex orandı est lex eredend..

nfortunately, for 30.48 (by ‚JohnDıiıe Anfänge der chrıstlıchen Spırıtualıtät McecGuckın) ere 15 really hıttle focus SPIr-sınd auf hebrätischem un hellenıstischen
Hıntergrund verstehen. Allerdıngs nımmt tualıty. It 1s rather SOTLT of basıc early
das uch wen1g Bezug auf dıe alttestamtentlı- church hıstory, an not. partıcularly go0d al

that Thıngs 1mprove wıth the treatment ofche römmiıgkReıt. Die Aufsätze S Frömmig- the Alexandrıan spırıtualıty an Orıgen’s SPF-heıt ın den einzelnen kırchengeschichtlichen irntualızed readıng of crıpture an longıngEpochen sınd DVO unterschiedlicher ualıtält.
Manchmal scheıint das ema nıcht riıchtıg for 0208 Then IU out of
getroffen oder (1U. den Quellen erarbeıtet that the amount gıven LO the earher wrıters
seın. Im Abschnıitt ber römmiıgReıt des inapproprıate. thanasıus an appa-

docJ]lans ATe kept for the ater chapter BYyz-Jahrhunderts werden maskulıne Frömmıig- antıne spirıtualıity C becomes the talekeıtsstyle eher benachteılıgt. of doctrine alongsıde the monastıc develop-
RESUME ents-an ınteresting thesıs but nOot. spelled

out, SINCE the LWO ATe not made LO inter-relate
L/’edıiıteur soutıent GUEC Ia spiırıtualıte chre- ere follow SOINlE Irısh as-

tienne ete ınfiuencee Ia fOLS DAr Ia Men- t1cısm WI1 Krıiugena gıven paragraph)
talıte hebraique et Ia mentalıte hellenıstique. 1C really only prelude LO
Curieusement, A N Y DTIESYUE rıen Su. Ia SDL- account ofAnglo-Saxon spirıtualıty
rıtualıte vetero-testamentaıre. Le traıtement Specıal figures ATe gıven une-back-
de la reforme catholıque est de grande valeur, grounded box treatment. 'The box 92)
el partıculıerement lorsqu’elle presente le cote seim vVerYy httle ouw hıs spıirıtual-
francaıs. Le Iıvre appuıe ce these SOULL- 1ty the EXTIraCts from hıs Prayer LO T1S
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