
The Problem of Giles of Viterbo
historiographical SUrVEeEYyY

Giles of Vıterbo (  ) has remaıned elusive figure f01‘
historians *} hıs 15 at rst sight puzzling, there 15 considerable
amount of information avaılable concernıing his actıvıtıes, although
much of 1t 1S 1n manuscrı1pt. F urthermore, the external facts of his
ıte suggest that he W as INa of [(0788%=> iımportance. He W as general
of the Augustinian order tor twelve ca  y - during
MENLOUS per10d of ıts hıstory, and cardınal enJoyıng the confidence
of the during the tumultuous events of the early Reformation.

He has OINne under t+he spotlight of history ın published WOI‘kS
because of certaın tacts which do not necessarıly indicate his real
significance. Hıiıs ‘ Historia aeculorum ; has supplied historians
with valuable tacts and COMMEeNTLS late KRenaissance DCS ; hıs
reputatıon humanıst W as SCCUTE VENn S1INCE CGiovannı Pontano
(  ) composed the dialogue, Aegidius, 1n hıs honour he 15
known-”"as the prl1or genera|l with whom Luther reated during hıs
vısıt to Rome 1ın S hıs INC1sS1ve oratıon at the openıng of the
Fifth Lateran Councıil in Vlay S12 with ıts pıthy epıgram, ‘Men
should be changed by religion, nNnOTt religıon by IN 15 often quoted

|)ue the advice of several crıtics ave adopted the torm Giles of
Viterbo” rather than the Italian Egidio da Viterbo ' however, ' Egidian ’
retaiıned the adjective tor Giles HIS family aIne W as Antoninı, but he was
always known C hıs contemporarıes simply ' Aegidius Viterbiensis ’ Egidio
da Viterbo ' It 1S COININON LO assume hat hlS family ame wWwWas ‘Canisio -
tor the orıgın and prevalence o+ this mistake ct SIGNORELLTI, 'l Cardinale Egidio
da V iterbo (Florence 1929) 8 19-121

In preparıng thıs article tor publication received the benehfit of searching
constructive erıticısm trom Rev |)amasus Trapp, A and Rev Francis
Roth, A both of the Augustinian Hıstorical Institute, NCW Ol'k

F vennett of I rinity College, Cambridge, Eingland; Protessor Williams
and brother, Rev Professor CDI'IOI‘ Martin, both of University College, Dublin
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OIl of the last public appeals for reform 1n the Church before
the storm W as loosed 1n Germany he made brief aPpPPCaTaNle ın
martial character when he gathered force of 2,000 soldiers at

Isola Near Rome 1n Vlay 1527 to free Clement V I then besieged
by Imperial LrOODS 1n the Castel Sant AÄngelo **)

Historians ave the whole dealt kındly but not accurately
with Giles He suffered hlS share trom crıtics durıng hıs lifetime
but they did hlS reputatıon Ser10us daniage. He could NnOL protect
himselt from hıs riends the humanists, an ıt W as their presentatıon
of h1m the ecau ıdeal of Renaissance clerics which has persisted
LO the present day istorians ave concluded ftrom their COMMENLS
that he W as INOTE than typical part of the DaVy hollow world
of LeO ° It 18 paradoxical that Giles, with the example of Pope
Paul ın mind, made the salutary observation that Oll!

should NO risk offending 8871 of etters

**) Abbreviations:
Analecta Augustiniana (Rome 1905-)

Archiv für Reformationsgeschichte (Berlin | 906-)G Archivio stor1co per le fprovıINCIE napoletane (Naples
Augustiniana (Louvaiın 1951-

Biographie Nationale de Belgique* T W T D Dictionnaire d’archeologie chretienne et de liturgie (Parıis
Dictionnaire de theologie catholique (Paris 923-50)

Encecic. att Enciclopedia C’attolica (Rome |  S
HERRERA, Alphab. Aug., HERRERA, Alphabetum Augustinianum (2 vols,

Madrid
Lexikon für Theologie und Kirche (Freiburg 030-38 ; He ed...

957-
PERINI, ıbl Aug PERINI, Bibliographia Augustiniana, ırmn notıs biogra-

phicis : scriptores Italı (4 vols, Florence e
Rev Riblioth Revue des bibliotheques (Paris 1891

Zeitschrift für Kirchengeschichte (Gotha 877-
D 9 BOEHMER, Luthers Romfahrt (Leipzig 014), 41-47

‘ Didicit exemplo 11 Papae Paulo 11} humanum tum un!ı-
VEerSUuIN Lum praesertim princıpes, T quod Platone cCıtavımus, NUuNnNdg Ua
ınpune laedi lıtteratos, quod quidem hominum s ut Veius adagium est, ftenum
habet ın U, proinde eruditos magıs formidandos sSSEC Q Ua armatos, stilum
qUuUam gyladios, eloquia q U am exercıtus. esisti hlS aliıquando ı llis NumdqguUam.
Vulnera hos interre honesta ä temporalia, sanabilia : illos 1ı9n0om1n10sa, aeterna,
insanabilia. Eiripere hos OPCS, s urbes: illos dignitatem, splendorem, aetern!1-
tatem , ıIn ' Hist Saec Bibl Ang 502 243r indebted LO Rev

Hackett, A, St Patrick’s College, Rome, tor this reference.
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GL ES THE HUMANISTS

Pontano (  ) the genıal Umbrian, crowned Giles with
ımmortality acknowledging hım the inspiration and central cha-
racter of the Aegidius ° T herein are shown delicate figure,
the gsilded cleric of the Renaissance., favourite member of the
Pontanian Academy of Naples. Pontano., not cCONntLent LO SC  @ ın Giles
the qualities desired of churchmen by enthusiastic admıirers of Rome
and Greece, Dut nto the Augustinian’ s mouth SCTINON which has
LOO readily een accepted authentic In the COUTSEC of the
SETITINON Giles 18 made tO TAW comparıson between the death
of Christ and the sacrıfıcial death of Decius : ın discussing the
supernatural birth of the Saviour there 15 reterence LO the birth of
inerva trom the head of Jupiter and LO the belief of the E.gyptians
that en C: CONCeEelve from the wind. ] hough 1n tact these
classical references are fitted adroitly ınto christian cContext there
15 convıncıng evidence that Giles Was author of the SCIINON
When COMPare ıt with anı of hıs authentic SCTINONS are eft
with the suspıicion that ıt 15 Pontano speakıng through the mouth of
Giles

TIhe iımpression of Giles polished priest of Renaissance
cırcles W as strengthened by the publication of hIS Caccia bellissima
di his W äa  N Airst printed anonymously In collection with
other Doelry 1n 1523 3 Was published separately 1n 1537 and

7 CF Summonte’s edition of Aegidius 1ın Opera Oomnıa Johannis Jovianiı
Pontani, Venice 1518 |94v-173v For Pontano ct ROSSO, ]l Quattrocento
(Milan 1953),

EermMO Aegidii ad populum ” ıbid., 56v-158r
] IRABOSCHI, Storia della letteratura italiana, VAL (2nd ed., Modena

1792 1592 suggested that ontano ha: strung his O W words Giles’s iıdeas.
{Ihe S@SeTIINON 1S built around the sayıng of Christ, A the wWaYy, the truth and
the ıfe John IN 6) and although Pontano probably ouched the SECEeTINON
ın the style of the humanıists ıt has christological character which has paralle!
ıIn an of Pontano’s authentic works, and which VErYy likely derives ftrom SEeTINON

preached by Giles
S ÄAÄmore dı Hieronimo Beniveni Fiorentino allo Illustrissimo Nicolo da

Correggio. F+t un Caccıa de bellissima CIng  R  * capituli, PT: el tiımore,
zelosia, d, et un trionpho del mondo composıta per ıl ( onte Matteo
Maria Bojardo et altre COSEeC diverse Venice 1523 Reprinted Venice 1n 1526
and 1535

Caccia bellissima del Reverendi$simo Egidio, CO  —. dilettevoli: amorı di
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Wa  N reprinted during the seventeenth and eighteenth centurıes 3
While the theme Wa  N undoubtedly religi0us, and sacrıfıce of
christian principles W as made LO mythology, it DaVC CS

of that unvarniıshed christianıty which aIne back nto VORUC with
the Reformation and by whose standards Giles 1S CVEnNn still being
judged.

Sannazzaro (c thought LO debt LO Giles when
he wrote the well-known De Partu Virginis. quotatıiıon 1n SCIINOIMN

preached by Giles Wa  CN the seed from which thıs epıc DOCM Ho-
wered } Ihe e Partu V irginis relates with wealth of iıllustration
from mythology about the comıng of Christ earth. Ihe
angels and the alıke aAfe summoned haıl the birth of the
Redeemer : Heaven 15 styled Olympus, God the Father 15 called
the 1 hunderer, the ruler of UOlympus an the King of the ods
When the DOCIN W as Airst published in | 526 ıt Wa  N prefaced wiıth

letter of exultant commendation from Giles %) ] hough the letter
TEW favourable COMMEeNT C Ven ftrom the sharp-tongued Eirrasmus x}
the assocıatıon with Sannazzaro mean that Giles W as regarded
belonging those (( (C'iceronijans )) whose medley of paganısm and
christianıity the SsSamne Errasmus assaijled bitingly ın the Dialogus
Ciceronianus 12)

Messer Girolamo Beniveni et Ccinque capıitoli del Conte. Matteomaria Roiardo
[048) el tımore, zelosia, bellezza, Z  > OTre, e? trionfo del mondo
(Venice 19337 Ihe 1537 edition, of which there 1S COD Y ın the Angelica Library,
Rome, has generally escaped notice : ıt W as reprinted ıIn 1538 at Venice. For
lıterary apprecılatıon o# the POECINZN ct ] IRABOSCHI, Storia della letteratura italiana,
6I VII 4, 1596 ; tor the 1537 edition c+ SANDER, Le livre L/ figures ıtalien
depuis 1467 jusqu ä 1530 (Mılan |942) 445 2523

” Bg (GANDOLFO, Fiori poeticı dell’leremo agostinıano (Genoa 1682),
94- (CRESCIMBENI, De comentarı ıntorno all’ istoria della nOoesia italiana,
(Venice 1 750) 14-73

%Q V ULPIUS ın Opera Sannazarıi, ed Jan Broukhus Amsterdam 1728
514 Betore publishing the POCIZ Sannazzaro ZaVC the manuscrıpt Glles tor his
comments, c+ PERCOPO, ' Vita dı Jacobo Sannazaro , ın E v E 1/
(1931) 169n FO!' Sannazzaro ct ROSSO, Il (QQuattrocento, C1E..

10) In the editio princeps (Naples 1526), 40r-41v
*F} TaAasSsmMmus LO Bude, Basle June I927. ın Opus epistolarum Des Erasmi

Roterodami,; ed Allen, V]|] (Oxford 1928 94-95
*®] In L.RASMUS, Opera Omnia, Leyden 1703 973-1026
T hough Firasmus eriticised De Partu V irginis tor ıts amalgam of pagan and

christian sentiments he paid compliment to the prefatory letter by Giles, ct ibid.,
1020
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Pietro Bembo (  ) and Jacopo Sadoleto (  ) C.OIll-

sıdered with OINe Justice LO ave een the hıgh prlıests of (Cicero-
1anısm ıIn the early sixteenth century, made public their affection
and respecCct fOI‘ Giles 13) Sadoleto mMa ave een conscıentious and
D1OUS but the wıtty and immoral]l Bembo W:  N ın popular estimatıon

INOTE typical representatıve of the prelates INn Renaissance literary
circles. The publication of Bembo’'s letters In 1548 ancl of Sadoleto’'s
etters ın 1954 showed that the friar W as accepted by them
literary equal and Wa  N lauded mode] to be followed 14)

So 1t CaIne about that by the middle of the sixteenth century
image of Giles W as being created for posterıty. [t Was primarily

INa of etters that he W as commemorated by Lelio Gregorio
Giraldi ın De Hoets nostrorum temporum, published 1ın 1551
but C VEn during his liıfetime this W as the aspect of hıs ıfe which
earned the readiest plaudits of his lıterary riends. In 1515 when

13) Giles’s oratıon at the openıng of the Fıfth Lateran Council May 1577
wWwWas printed Rome, prefaced ith letter trom Sadoleto LO Bembo [ here WEeIe

two printings at Rome 1n 1517 (3) of which there e coples In the Cambridge
University Library there W as another printing by Stuchs Nurnberg, ct
SIGNORELLTI, E,gidio, 169 83 1t W as reprinted 1n LABBE and (COSSART, cta
Conciliorum, ed Harduin, (Paris 1714

Ihe official oratıon by Giles the Occasıon of the Lreaty between Julius
and the Eimperor Maxımilian ıIn November 1512 Was printed at Rome ın R (3)
ıth prefatory letter from Sadoleto LO SDannazzaro; the letter was reprinted ın
SADOLETO, Epistolae Familiares, (Rome 760 16-17 For Bembo and Sadoleto
ct HALL, Short history of talian literature Ithaca 161, 83.7

14) C the 81 etters trom Bembo LO Giles during the |
BEMBO, Lettere., (Rome 548 115-124 C ISO Bembo LO Della Volta, Padua
223 Nov 1532, the death of Giles, * nostro Signor Cardinal]l Egidio, 4 quale era

dotto amıco dej dotti letterati, gentile, j°) pleno Cl;
SOAV1IsSssıma facundia che addolciva gli anımı q; chiunque CO lui ibid.,
382-383

C Sadoleto LO Giles, Carpentras |undated but atter In SADOLETO,
Epistolarum libri sexdecim (Lyons 1554), 17 In particular ct Sadoleto to
Bembo, |May 1512 ‘ Sumus nım expertı pluries iıllam hujus 1rı mulcentem
omnıum aurıs anımos exim1ı1am eloquentiam vernacula quidem lingua
hetruscorum qUa«C 1li patrıa est abundantem secl uberrimis et QracCcCa«ec et atinae
eruditionis fontibus deductam : Nnım th studio theologiae philosophiae
altissımis artiıbus comıtes lıtterae politiores adiunxit , 1n SADOLETO, Epistolae fami-
liares, (Rome 18-20

Saı ‘ Valuit et Cardinalıis Aegidius carmıne latino, 3E et vernaculo Hetrus-
F.xtant nonnulla 1PS1US apud quosdam carmına, UUa illius ingen1! subtil;i-

ostendunt, sed ON VEISU:! ad linguarum notıitiam 1n SaCTa®e theologiae studc}is
conquievit , In cıt (Basle Pl 415
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the erudite Jewish printer, Girolamo Soncino, and of cıtızens
at ano decided LO publish Cleofilo Ottavio s Anthropotheomachia
they dedicated ıt LO Giles In recognıtıon of the iImpression which
hlS humanısm, plety and versatıle learning had made during hıs
vıisıts tO the C1Ity s There WEEIC [WO other talents wh1ch WeTIe taken
LO be characteristic of Giles hIS eloquence and his mastery of
orjental languages. P3010 Giovio( whose sketches of
Renaissance personalities have infiluenced all subsequent literature

the subject, presented Giles INa with the trıple gıfts of
literary style, golden tongue, and unequalled knowledge of
biblical lore A

Ihe attention drawn by Giovı1io and others 58 LO Giles’s Ora-

orica]l ability and scr1ptural knowledge accurately reflected [WO of
the qualities which vyaiıned him contemporary fame In 1510 CVen
before he had OoImne LO the height of hıs oratorical OWETIS, he W as

described by Paolo Cortese In De C’ardinalatu worthy LO rank
with the mMOst renowned talian preachers, St Bernardine of Sıena,
St John Capistran, Roberto ca L.CCCC‚ arıano da Genazzano, and
Girolamo Savonarola 19) NOI‘ Was thiıs the INneTre fulsome CAdBBC,-
ratıon of Renaissance wrıter. |t Wa  N later stated that fierce
W as the rıvalry between Varlıous cıtlıes demandıing the Services of

Zl (CCLEOPHILUS ICTAVIUS, Anthropotheomachia : Historia de bello anens:i el
quaedam ia (Fano 1516 there 1S CODY of this extremely [aTre work ın the
Biblioteca Federiciana, Fano The dedicatory letter 18 dated trom Fano, | Nov-
ember 1515 For Soncino (c 1460 - 1534 ct SERVOLINI, Le edizioni fanes:;
Cl; Girolamo Soncino , 1n Gutenberg Jahrbuch, 1957 10115 For Cleofilo Ottavio
47-14 ct AÄNTONUCCI, Serie di pere ebraiche impresse dai elebri L1PpO-
grafi Soncini (3rd ed., Fermo 1870 88-9

_ In Elogia Dirorum doctorum (Basle | 546) 53v-54r.
Y S., Jo T’OSCANUS, Peplus Italiae (Paris 1578), 50, '‘ Aegidius Viterb.

1eNs1ıs hic arilanı |Genestanensis] discipulus longo intervallo magıstrum elo-
quentıia et doctrina superavıt, Cu praeter ılla, qUae b.eo acceperat, Hebraeis
et Chaldaeis purıssımis tontibus SACTAas ıtteras hausisset. Patria Aegidio tujt
Viterbium [etc. ]

19) Cortese, having mentioned these famous preachers, continues Quid ıtem
modo de Egidio Viterbense dicam qu1 NUus inter multos videri potest c talorum
ingenla Hectenda et miıtiganda naftus, CU1Us ıta lıteratioris elegantiae sale
ondıita ut In verborum concınnıtate Omn1ıs adsit sententiarum SUCCUS,
ıta suavıter et fAuit, ut In VOCISs varıetate et exXu plectri sımiıles exaudian-
tur son1ı 1n Cit.., caim? Ct Iso Ixxxv@, clxxi1i111
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CGCiles preacher that Pope Julius reserved LO himself the right
LO decide ıIn which cıtıes the friar might preach 2

TIhe highest compliment Wa paıid Giles preacher Whel'l
he W as selected to deliver the discourse at the openıng of the Fifth
|_ ateran Councıl Aprıil I512 His movıngz oratıon Wa  CN ımme-
diately printed, and Was acclaimed by both humanıists and
Ormers. It has caused hıs 878880 LO be remembered when TINOTIC

ımportant incıdents of his ıte ATl forgotten. Catholics and antı-
Catholics have quoted 1E LO ut their different Luther
reterred LO ıt In the yCal 1531 proof of the corruption of
Rome z Pastor has chosen ONn Dphrase of An LO CAPDICSS the reform
MOovement at Rome 1ın the early sixteenth centiury notable
eature of CIICS IS oratıon W as ıts catena of biblical exX his
indicated intellectual interest which assumed increasıngz PTrODOT-
ti1ons throughout the last twenty Ca of his 1fe

By the time that the bitter dispute about Reuchlin’s Augen-
spiegel W as brought LO Kome ıIn 543 CIICS Wa already deep 1ın
his study of holy scrıipture and of rabbinical literature. Unhesitatingly

Giles ikehe threw hıs influence the 31de of Reuchlin e*)
Reuchlin, Wa  CN then devoted LO study of Jewish mMmys1ıcısm, partı-
cularly of the cabbala. He believed that the philistines of religion,
ın attacking KReuchlin, WeIe endangering something of immeasurable

> ] ORELLI, SCCOII A gostiniani, VII Bologna 1682 557 VIII Bologna 1686
175 T hough there does not SCCIH be papal document LO this tatemen
there 15 ample evidence hat he W as sent hither and hither the disposition of
Julius and of the cardinal Trotector o# the Augustinian order, Raftaele Riario

D, Jülius to Giles Rome November 1505, ' Iterum ibi Romam est redeun-
dum, tantum nım tu1 desiderium reliquisti! ut ab omni;ibus ın ege Domini alutem
anımarum quaerentibus expecteris , Vat Archiv., Liber Brevium 2A2 Julius 4572
PASTOR, Hist opPCS, V 635)

21) ' Egidium Romanum |recte Egidium Viterbiensem | virum valde doctum,
humanıus tractavıt lulius, licet acerrıme adversus 1psum ocutus sıt, quemadmodum
seme!]l tecıt ın contione ad Romanos C1ves, Q UaIn incipiebat : Ite ın castellum.,
quod contra VOS est ! Vocant enım Castrum Angeli fidem et fiduciam,
castellum. Hunc qUOQUE Augustinianum monachum [ulius cardinalem faciebat.
Huic praedicationi interfuit Cordatus ’ 1n Martini Luthers Werke ischreden,

W eimar 1915 348 ct bid the editorial n OLEeSs and corrections. |_ uther during
1536 agaın refiferre: 9 Giles’s outspoken SerMON, ct bid., 88| (Weimar 1914 345

.. ' Homines PCI ımm utarı fas est, NO PCI homines , ın Hist
VII facıng title PalC, and 10 ct ibid., 389

- @53 GEIGER, Johann Reuchlin, sern Leben und seıiıne Werke (Leipzig
1871), 306, 398-9, 450
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value LO theology an the spirıtual ıte of christians. The vitriolic
Epistolae obscurorum Dirorum wWeTITe published ın Germany during
the ca lampooning the alleged iıgnorance of Reuchlin’s
adversaries, an WIHNOTe posıtıve presentatıon of Reuchlin’s Case

Was made 1ın 1519 with the second edition of Illustrium üirorum
epistolae, hebraicae, graccae et atınae 5 Ämong these etters,
addressed LO Reuchlin from leading humanısts 1ın F.urope, wWere three
wrıtten by ClleS D  x His reputatıon at this peri10d 1s made evident
In the polemical work of Franciscan, Pietro Galatino, De arcanıs
Catholicae veritatis, contra obstinatissiımam ]udaeorum nostrae tem-
nestatis perfidiam, published 1n 1518 T’hough Galatino Cid nOoLt a
the Jews he took KL DaVYyY WarTrmn tribute to CGiiles’s biblical and
cabbalistic knowledge “

The outbreak of the Lutheran revolt‚ and the Ssupport gıven LO
ıt by the yOUNgeEr German humanısts wh ha. applauded Reuchlin’s
stand, brought cabbalism an ıts upporter ınto disfavour with
Rome On 23 June 1520 LLeo orbade the circulation of the Augen-
spiegel book offensive, scandalous, and unlawfully favourable
LO the Jews Fortunately 1t Wa  N recognized that Giles’s scriptural
interests were nNnOot confined the cabbala, and he W as known
the princıpal patron of Elijah Levita, the ounder of modern Hebrew
DrTrammMmMar U Elijah’'s Bachur which W as printed at Kome In 15718
W as dedicaten LO CGiles 28) W as LElijah’'s Chaldee exicon COIN-

** Published Hagenoe, by Ihomas Anshelm, In 0)81 volume but z
art ha: already een published ] übingen 1n 1514

25) Giles Reuchlin, Rome 1516, 49v-50r ] Giles to Reuchlin, Denis Reuchlin
his brother, and Elizabeth hls sıster, October 1516, [20r-51r] Giles LO Reuchlin,

May 1517 )) Ir]
9) Qui nostrıs iun.o0oribus de Cabala scrıpserunt364  F, X. Martin  value to theology and the spiritual life of christians. The vitriolic  Epistolae obscurorum virorum were published in Germany during  the years 1515-1517, lampooning the alleged ignorance of Reuchlin’s  adversaries, and a more positive presentation of Reuchlin’s case  was made in 1519 with the second edition of Illustrium virorum  epistolae, hebraicae, graecae et latinae **)  Among these letters,  addressed to Reuchlin from leading humanists in Europe, were three  written by Giles ”°). His reputation at this period is made evident  in the polemical work of a Franciscan, Pietro Galatino, De arcanis  Catholicae veritatis, contra obstinatissimam Judaeorum nostrae tem-  pestatis perfidiam, published in 1518. Though Galatino did not spare  the Jews he took care to pay warm tribute to Giles’s biblical and  cabbalistic knowledge *°)  The outbreak of the Lutheran revolt, and the support given to  it by the younger German humanists who had applauded Reuchlin’s  stand, brought cabbalism and its supporters into disfavour with  Rome. On 23 June 1520 Leo X forbade the circulation of the Augen-  spiegel as a book offensive, scandalous, and unlawfully favourable  to the Jews. Fortunately it was recognized that Giles’s scriptural  interests were not confined to the cabbala, and he was known as  the principal patron of Elijah Levita, the founder of modern Hebrew  grammar *”’). Elijah’s Bachur which was printed at Rome in 1518  was dedicated to Giles ?®), as was Elijah’s Chaldee lexicon com-  **) Published at Hagenoe, by Thomas Anshelm, in one volume but two parts.  Part I had already been published at Tübingen in 1514.  ?®) Giles to Reuchlin, Rome 1516, [49v-50r] ; Giles to Reuchlin, Denis Reuchlin  his brother, and Elizabeth his sister, 20 October 1516, [50r-51r] ; Giles to Reuchlin,  24 May (1517 ?), [51r].  *°) "Qui ex nostris iunioribus de Cabala scripserunt ... Egidius est ille Viterb-  jensis, vir utique eloquentissimus, ac disertissimus, omnique literari genere apprime  eruditus, quem Leo hodiernus Pontifex Maximus, ob eius multiplices virtutes ac  merita, ad cardinalatus dignitatem nuper sublimitavit: ab initio rem orsus, in  libello de Iliteris sanctis, elegantissiımo quodam stylo, mirifice huiusce divinae  sapientiae fundamenta iecit: ut palam ostenderet, a se longe plura, longeque  altiora, quae ceteri omnes hactenus hac de re scripserint, cito esse proditura:  quae rei tam obscure clarissiımam afferant lucem.’, op. cit., xxi'. The fact that  Egidio was a cardinal and a friend of the reigning pope made Galatino choose  his words carefully.  ”) Cf. P. RIEGER, Geschichte der Juden in Rom, 2 (Berlin 1895) 86-92.  °*) A translation of the dedication is given by C. D. Ginsburg in his edition  of Levita’s Massoreth Ha-Massoreth (London 1867), 16.Egidius est JTle Viterb-

Jens1s, VITr utique eloquentissimus, disertissimus, omnıque lıterarı geNEIE apprıme
eruditus, QUECIM Leo hodiernus Pontifex Maximus, ob 1U'S multiplices viırtutes
merıta, ad cardinalatus dignitatem ublimitavit : ab inıtıo e In
ıbello de lıteris sanctıs, elegantissimo quodam stylo, irıfiıce huilusce divinae
sapıentlae fundamenta lecıt : ut palam ostenderet, longe plura, longeque
altiora, qyUae ceterı hactenus hac de scrıpserint, c1ıto SScC proditura :
QUaec reı tam obscure clariıssımam afferant lJucem. ”, cıt., Xxr The fact that
Egidio W as cardıinal and triend of the reignıng POPC made Galatino choose
hiıs words carefully.

“ (F RIEGER, Geschichte der Juden ın Rom, Berlin 1895 86-972
* translation ot the dedication 18 gıven by Ginsburg ın his edition

of Levita’s Massoreth Ha-Massoreth (London 1867), |
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pleted 1n 1529 an There 15 INOTIC striıkıing indıcation of Giles s
part In scriptural studies, but ıt has een overlooked by hıs bio
graphers. Ihe rst complete Greek edition of the Bible LO be
published Wa  N issuedc at Venice In 1518 trom the house of AÄAndrea
Torresano and Ido anuzio. TIhe volume W as dedicated LO Giles .'H))
anuzıo had died three ca previously, but In the dedicatory letter
Andrea old of the literary interests which brought CGiiles and the
prince of publishers together In close friendship S

Further evidence of the friar s biblical interests Wa  CN brought
LO public notice almost forty ca later when Widmanstetter
blished his Syriac version of the NCW T estament #) his renowned
orjentalist ranked GI]CS [0)  o the memorable figures 1n the history
of biblical studcdies ° He acknowledged the debt Wl'llCh he owed
LO the Augustinian SINCEe the days when Giles encouraged hım
DETSCVEIEC 1n the study of Arabic, and he recalled with pleasure

x Ginsburg ın eIt 70-72 reated of the Methurgeman\ or Chaldee lexicon,
but d not SsSCCIHN to know that ıt Was wriıtten for Giles TIhe dedication 15 ncluded
In the CODY ın the Biblioteca Angelica, Orientale 84, ct (CAPUA, ata-
logo dei codici ebraicı della biblioteca Angelica ‘(Florence 1878 01:102

- ' Reverendissimo In Christo Patrı et |)omino Aegidio Viterbiens:i Sanctae
Romanae Eicclesiae praesbytero cardinalıi, tituli Sancti attaeı, Sanctae Apos-
tolicae Sedis legato de latere apud Catholicam Maiestatem, Andreas Asculanus
salutem. FOI’ his edition ct |)ARLOW and MOULE, Historical
catalogue o} the printed editions o} Holy Scripture In the library of the Rritish
and Foreign Bible Society, (London 5/76-/7, 4794 FOI' [ orresano
1451-1529 ct NORTON, talian printers, London 1958), ID tor
Manuzio (c ct bid 41|-143

31) ‘ Quoties mi h;ı In mMentiem venıt, quanta ıbı G gENEIO INee!|  ©® Aldo fuerit
consuetudo, nulla alıa de magıs Q UaIn ob admirabilem iıllam anımı *u11
cupi;ditatem iuvandae rel litterariae, q Ham nescCc10 Ile potıus aequaverıt qUaIn

potuerıt, nullum arbitror SSS amıcıtlae s quod tu sanctıus colas,
qUamn quod lim auspıce (ut ıta dicam) Aldo contraxeris . For Manuzio s
edication of hıs edition o# Origen s Homiuiliae LO (  ies c$ infra,

82) Liber Sacrosanct: Evangelii de Jesu Christo Domino Deo nostro
characteribus et lingua Syra Vienna his 1S the editio princepÖPs o the
New T estament ın Syrıan, and the first book printed ıIn that language, ct |)ARLOW
and MOULE CI Church Quarterly Review, XXVI 1888) 263-275
FOI' Widmanstetter 1506-1557 ct 1938) 865

33) acC praeter hos etiam, (ut de (iraecarum literarum studiis, propter a-
tıonem, qUuUa Cu latino SEIINONE conıuncta sunt, ta:  =] aturıs, 309l @ dicere
omiıttam) Aegidius Viterbiensis, el SACIaAE eruditione et PUrDUura Senatoria Leonis
beneficio clarissimus theologus, hulusque nobis discipulus Hieronymus Seripandus
Napolitanus patrıtıus, Augustinlanae gae, SACTarumqueE CONCIorum duo lumina
et ornamenta , In Widmanstetter’s edit-ion CI [ 5
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the permıssion ave CC6SsS to Giles’s Valuable library of oriental
manuscr1ıpts {2) Widmanstetter made the extraordinary claim that
at OIl period the frıar Wa  CN ıIn effect the only kuropean scholar
with knowledge of Arabıc 2

|t had doubtless redounded to Ciiles’'s cultural reputatıon ın
1503 when Ido anuz1lo dedicated LO hım the first printed edition
of Origen s homilies the Old ] estament, but the assocılatıon of
Giles’s NaIiIne with the heterodox Urigen W as unlikely o CS5CaDl
notice during post-Reformation days when the watchdogs of ortho-
doxy at Rome wWEerIre quick LO QOULNCEC anybody who showed
sSympathy with those Wh0 deviated from the traditional teachings
of the Church b

50 by the time that the generatıon which had known Giles
passed aWäaVYV, attractıve but distorted image of the Augustinian
had een created f01' posterıty. Giles Wa  N presented cultured
though virtuous Kenailssance prelate, the polished Ora(tor, the
c1iceronıan stylist, Al accomplished pDoet, pıoneer biblical scholar
astray ıIn cabbalistic literature. On such evidence alone, and tor
INan Y generatıons 1t Wa  N the only printed evidence available, 1l

Wa  N pardonable LO ask W as Giles AI INnNnOTEe than intellectual
jackdaw, INOTE interested ın the olitter of e discoverles than 1n
their real value Had he an central DUrDOSEC 1ın all hıs intellectual
ramıfıcations Furthermore, while the liberal-minded might pardon
his assocıatıon with worldly prelates such Bembo and Cortese,
there were undoubted m1sg1vings about hıs friendship with 8121 of

—_- ]bid., 10|
—- ' Factum esL, ut Aegidius, postquam Justinianus | Nebiensis Antistes|

hac vıta, et LCO Eiliberitanus, Catholica fide C Punica cCommMmMutata Tannetem
mıgrasset, Arabicarum lıterarum dignitatem ınter Christianos solus tueretur ,
bid., 10] Widmanstetter’s tatemen has been repeated by [)ANNENFELDT,

Renaissance humanısts ancl the knowledge of Arabic In Studies ın
Renaissance, 103 kor CIIICS S Arabıc s  DE, the well-known ( Leo Afrı

» $ Encyclopaedia of Islam, 111 (1956) 72
7 ORIGENES, Homiliae, ed Aldus Manutius Venice 1503 There 1S CODY

1n the Bodlexan Library. FO!' interesting discussion the edition of UOrigen
and the dedication Giles ct WIND, revival of Origen , In Studies ıIn
art and literature for Relle da C osta Greene, ed Miner (Princeton 054 412-474
Another dedication LO Giles which INa Y have caused orthodox eyebrows LO be
raised W as Expositio magnı nrophete Abbatis Joachim ıIn A pocalipsim, ed Sil-
vester Meucci da Castilione Arretino Venice 1527 Copies of this Ial work
AIC 1ın the Bibliothe&que Nationale, Parıs, ancl the Bibliotheca Marciana, Venice.
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suspect orl:hodoxy such Pontano and Reuchlin. Ihe damning
aspect of this pıcture W as nOTL that 1t W äas untrue, but that 1t wWas

half true Giles’s image Wa  CN presented totally Oout of focus. Subse-
en wriıters ave one l;ttle adjust the historical ICHSCS that
the ımage might correspond with reality.

Giles’s spirıtual personality and religio0us convıctiıons received
practically attention. Among hlS riends and intımates there W as

unanımous agreemen that he Wa priest of exemplary vırtue. XEr
Giovio could not restraın hıs malignant DPECN trom mentionıng OINE

SDICY titbits of Z0SS1ID. Having dealt Oout praıise with e  o hand
LO CGiiles he remarked that certaın malicıous crıtics believed +hat
the friar's ascetica]l pallor Wa  N artificially produced by inhaling the
smoke of wet SITaW, and that his denunciation of Vvice Wa  N LO divert
attention from }llS OW loose living. (iovio hastened LO with
hlS Congue ıIn his cheek that these storıes werlre due LO vVe  INOUS

TUINOUFr rather than LO an Yy certaın evidence of illegitimate
children a

Ciovio's YO0SS1ID, though wıde of the mark, does TAaW attention
LO the neglected aspect of Giles’s ife In assessing2 the INna and
his work t+here 1s5 obvious eed LO consıder primarily hıs member-
ship of the AÄugustinian order. his Wa  CN the body LO which Whllß
still In his teens, he made relig10us profession. His spiritual and
intellectual development V A made under Augustinian guidance.
The Augustinians believed him worthy representatıve of their
ıdeals that he W as elected PI10T general At three SUCCESSIVE general
chapters 12507 1511 515 His maın energles durıng twelve ca
of stan actıvıty wWOeIEC directed retform of the order. Indeed,
hıs preachıng and literary ınterests C be properly understood only
ın the 11ght of hıs unwaverıng desire for reform. Yet he has een
judged almost exclusiıvely his oratorical and intellectual abilities.
In fact, these wWerTre subsidiary asneCc(ts of his ıfe ar least until he
W as created cardınal 1n 1518 at the ABC of forty nıne. |+ would be
equaliy Just LO judge Disraeli, with whom Giles had INanYy —
blances, his novels, with litte reference hıs parliamentary and
political Cal cr

*7 ) 10 deerant, qu1ı praeclari nomı1ınıs famam verbis elevarent, quod
pnallorem TIS sumpto cumıno et suthtu dae paleae mentıiretur, varlıasque libidines
censorı1a severıtate contegeret, q Uas demum malignus potıus qUam ulla
certı vest1ig11 elicta proles detexit. ıIn Elogia virrorum doctorum. cıt 54r
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[

(ANES TITHE ÄUGUSTINIANS

During hıs lifetime Giles received his meed of pralıse ıIn WOI‘kS
wrıtten by Augustinians. When Paolo da Genazzano published hıs
edition of Gregory of Rimini at Venice In 1503 he dedicated ıt to
Giles whom he described 1n Xtiravagant Renaissance terms
Platonist., notable preacher, and Oornament of the Augustinlan
order 3 1ve ca later CGiles being then prıor general of the
Augustinians the Venetian provincıal, Gabriele Della Volta
edited the rst printed version of the constıtutions of the order 39)‚
and 1n the dedication LO Giles exhorted him LO effect thorough
reform of discipline and learnıng oNg the friars. thousand
copıes of the work WeIC printed, and akhough ıt also contaiıned
coples of severa| preCc10us privileges obtained tor the order by CGiles
from Julius 1t ftaijled LO leave pDosterıty with the impression of
Ciules 1ın the I‘O]C of ecclesiastical] reformer. Yet, 1t Wa hlS SUCC65S$5

reformer, less “*+han hıs iImpressive a  al of learnıng, which
formed the princıpal theme of the letter with which Ambrogio
Calepino dedicated the second edition of hıs famous dictionary TO
Giles ıIn (OQctober 1509 © AÄmbrogio Flandino, bishop an eadıngz

8 C ommentaria Gregorit Ariminensis In Primum el Secundum Sententiarum,
ed Paulus de Genazano, (Venice 1503 The dedicatory letter 18 dated
trom Padua, Aprıil 1502 his edition Wäa: reprinted Venice ın 1518 and agaın
ıIn 1532, ct I RAPP, Gregory of Rimini]i manuscrı1pts, edition and
additions , ın Aug., VIII 1958) 430-6 For Paolo (7 1226) ct PERINI, ıbl Aug.,

103
AA Printed at Venice In November 1508 F ustasıo Fsteban SaVC detaijled

description of the volume In - 35-41, and reprinted the
dedicatory letter by [JDella Volta, e]| letter of approbation from Giles,
dated Rome | November 1508 FO!' [ella Volta, Wh0 SUuCcCceede: Giles genera|l
ın 1518,, c$£ PERINI, ıbl Aug., IR

H)) ÄMBROSIUS (CALEPINUS, B Dictionarium (Irino 1521 Calepino died
In DYER but he ha prepared second edition ıth dedicatory letter LO Giles,
dated trom Bergamo October | 909 his edition di not SC prıint until ISZE.
when ıt W d5>5 published by the Augustinians of Bergamo. They dedicated the
publication NCW to Giıles, trom Bergamo 13 January 1519 but at the 1CAaAT of the
volume 1  luded the original dedicatory letter trom Calepino to Giles The 1521
edition 1S extremely TL ocated coples In the Biblioteca Marcıana, Venice, and
the Biblioteca Civica, Bergamo, but the edition 18 not ın the British Museum,
the Bodleian, Cambridge University Library, the Bibliotheque Nationale Parıs,
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light [0)  H4 the Augustinians, 1ın work published ın the VYCcCalr 323
reated Giles exemplar of the learnıng ancl vırtues desired 1n

Son of St AÄugustine 3
One would ave expected, therefore, that prıo0r general ancl

reformer he would recelıve adequate attention trom the historians
of the order. Unfortunately, historical studies ftound figure
oNng the Augustinlians ın the sixteenth CEeIUTrYV.: The Spanlard,
Alonso de Orozco, published chronicle of St Augustine and the
Augustinian order at Seville ın 1551 78 Its DUrDOSE Wa  N to edify
and Giles’s term of office which had Ccen the advent of Luther,
Wa  N diplomatically skirted. Another Spanish Augustinian, Jeronimo
Roman, published urther chronicle of the order at Salamanca
ın 1569 e Roman showed historical ability, but hıs interest W as

maiınly 1n the Augustinians of the berian penınsula, and Giles
received SCaAant attention. comprehensive history of the order W as

attempted by the talian Augustinian, Giuseppe Panfılo, bishop of
Segn]. His work W as published Y Rome 1n 1581 44) It W as largely
based secondary SOUTCECS, and for that 1Cason hıs treatmen of
Giles 2 added lıttle LO what Was already avaılabe ıIn the wriıtings
of the humanıists. So the sixteenth century passed without al
substantıal change 1ın the accepted pıcture of Clles

The seventeenth century W as the golden era of Augustinian

the ıblioteca Nazionale Rome kor Calepino ct GIORGI, Ambrogio da
Calepio : insıgne lessicografo agostinı1ano del secolo (Florence 1927
PERINI, ıbl Aug., 166-9

S# ÄMBROSIUS | FLANDINUS | , Quadragesimalium concıonum beer Venice 1523
81v-482r hiıs 1S IaIie work of which copıes AT ın the Biblioteca Angelica,

Rome, and the Bibliothe&que Nationale, Paris. Flandino deals ıth Ciles In the
COUTSESE o$ SCTINON St Augustine, and havıng ıts topıc the fusion of the
actıve ıth the contemplative ıte For Flandino (  - ct PERINI, ıbl Aug.,

F23. 756
* ALONSO OROZCO|, C’ronica del glorioso Padre Doctor dela Y glesia

Sant Augustin : de los sanctos beatos : de los doctores de orden Seville
1551 FOX' Alonso 1500-91) cft HERRERA, Alphab. Aug., 24-5 ROTH 1
T’agastan, | 1953-4)

- ROMAN, Chronica de la Orden de los Eremitanos del glorioso Padre
Sancto Augustin (Salamanca 1569 For Roman 1597 ct ERRERA, Alphab.
Aug ., 356-7

.. JOSEPH PAMPHILIUS, Chronicon Ordinis Fratrum Eremitarum Sanctı Augus-
tını (Romae For Panfılo (T 1581 ct PERINI, ıbl Aug., 11 50-1

*> Op Oit:. 02v-107r, | 1O0r-v Panfılo’s iImpression of CGiles’s personality Was

mainly reproduction trom G10vio, ct ibid., 100r-v
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historiography 0 { here OIl would expect accurate assessment
of Giles’'s ite and work, at least of hıs a pr10r general
of the order. TWO maJor auses combined LO deteat aln original
investigatıon ‚81 interpretatıon.

Ihe maın SOUTCE of information about the PTrOSramıın. and
actıvıtıes of the pr10rs general AI the regısters 1N the August-
inıan General Archives, Rome A One of the [WO regıisters covering
CGiles’'s ca prıor general had disappeared from the archives
by the seventeenth century e [{ here wWEEIS, however, cCoples of
Ciiles s registers then In ex1istence. (One historian, Torelli, sed them
but only LO vVerYy ımıted degree %} Subsequently these copıes
also disappeared. Supplementary tO Ciules’s registers WEerTIee the letter-
books contaınıng coples of the etters he sent Out and received ©}
Ihe letter-books 2A16 also mıssıng, and WEeTIec nOoTt al +he disposal of
the historians ın the seventeenth CEHtULY.: Nowadays, due copıes
which have 8100l llght 1n other archives and liıbraries, U

make vood LO apprecıable degree the ack of the orıgınal regısters
and letter-books ©

AÄpart from the fundamental difficulty of ack o# prımary SOUTCE

material the Augustinians aboured under Ser10us psychological
difficulty when wishing LO of Giles member of their orcler.
hey WEl CONSC1OUS, Over-CONnsc1l0us, that Luther, the wh rent

ın twaın the unıty of the estern Church, had een Augustinian,
and that Giles W as pr10r general of the order when Luther hrst
raised the standard of revaolt. CGiles himself W as aunted by Cardinal
(’ornaro with the fact that | uther W as AÄugustinian

In 1520 z c after Giles resigned ftrom the prıor general-
sh1p, hıs uCCECS3ISQ  9 |Jella Volta wrote Staupitz, V1car vgeneral

1|) k + OTH, Augustinıan historians of the X VIlth century , 1ın Aug
635-658

8 Ct VAN U1IJK '‘ Sources iıtaliıennes POUZTI | ” histoire generale de
|’ordre des Augustins: Rome Les archives gyenerales de l’ordre , 1n Aug.,
V II 1958) 397-424 MARTIN and MEIJER ıIn Archivium Hibernicum.,
MIX 1956) 61-65: EIJER and EEUWEN 1ın Aug., 1959 203-205

Iß) intend cdiscuss the tangled question of Cules’s registers and their copıes
ıIn A urther artıcle.

n) For Torelli( ct OTH cıt 1n Aug., 635-638
n) [ hese letter-books ATl referre: nassım ın GIICS s registers

51) C infra, Parts A
FOI‘ the cardinal’s aun: and Giles’s pithy reply ct ORELLTI, Secoli: A gos-

tiınıanıi, CM VII 503 Vl
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of the Saxon Congregation which Luther belonged, telling ın
earnest SOTITOW of the disrepute which had COMmMe the order due
LO Luther’'s deflance of KRome 4 TIhe ame chagrın 1s evident ın
the history of the Augustinians by Nikolaus Kreusen, published at
Munich In 1623 7} Kreusen, havıng lauded St Augustine ounder
and olory of the order, LUrns LO dea! with |uther whom the treats

the SUPDIEIME disgrace the gxood Namne of the Augustinians.
Siıde by sıde with tradıtional hymn 1n honour of St Augustine he
printed another version execratıng |uther Torelli, wrıting durıng
the last quarter of the seventeenth century, could hardly find words
eXpressive enough with which LO denounce Luther ®

In V1EW oft such attıtude OINMON oNng the Augustinians,
and 1n the absence of satisfactory documentation Giles’s ca

prlor vgeneral, it 15 understandabile that the historians of the order
should ave accepted the plcture of Giles drawn by the humanısts
of the sixteenth CeENTLUry But while thıs interpretatiıon W as stl]

Quod ad malum ordinis attınet, SC1lAS religionem nOostram in oculis omnıum
tactam SS odibilem, habitumque et Augustiniensium deo C XOSUIN haberi,
ut digito tamquam de Apostolica Sede male meriıtı ostendamur Haec autem
Omnı1ıs ad te scr1psisse voluimus, ut videas ıIn qUeE& alorum cumulum O e nOostrae
deductae sınt, et qUaeCcNam nOstro ordini accedat iıntamıa. Della Volta tO

Staupitz, 15 March 1520, ed Kolde ın G., (1877) 480
* NICHOLAUS (CRUSENIUS, Monasticon Augustinianum Munich 1623 For

remarks Kreusen historian ct ROTH cıt ın Aug.,
{Ihe [t'WO versions begin and end thus, In CI ; 0-

[ J)e uthCIOe Augustino
[Je profundis tenebrarum e profundis tenebrarum
|Lumen mundo xıt clarum Praedo surgıt anımarum
Eit scintillat hodie Eit punıtur hodie
lim quidem Vas errorıs Olim quidem Vas honoris
Augustinus Vas honoris Luther erat, INO errorıs
Datus est Fecclesiae Hostis iınde Fkcclesiae

Salve contessorum Procul, clux
|Lumen Christı, VO coelorum Umbra, toetor inferorum
uba vıtae, Iux |)octorum uba mortıs, VO bellorum
Praesul beatissime. xul perfidissime.
Qui Patrem venerantur, Qui te Patrem venerantur

Te ductore condemnanturTe ductore cConsequantur
Vitam ın q Ua gyloriantur, Igni, ın qQqUO crucıantur
Beatorum anımae. |)amnatorum anımae.
- “ quel diabolico Dragone , ' quell’Infernal Dragone dı Sassonla , ' Mostro

d’Islebio ”, 11 perfido Apostata cli Sassonila , ‘ Diabolico Dragone di Sassonija ,
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accepted authentic 1ın the post- I ridentine CIa ıt W as then
longer regarded with favour. Giovio had etched engagıngz pıcture
of Giles while student at Padua, strummıng the Iyre he Sang

aCCOMPDPAaNY his O W TIhe Augustinian historlans, wh
knew 1: retrospect that Luther EVOENMN student had grappled
with the crucjal problems of aCC«l, tree ll anı man‘s redemption,
CaAannotL but ave felt that Giovio's piıcture suggested Nero fiddling
Whll€ Rome burned. Felice Milensio wrote hıstory of the German
Augustinians which W as published at Prague ın 1613 '58) He DaVe
special attention the Saxon Congregation and implied that
pusillanimous policy pursued by Giles allowed the dissident ele
ments, including Luther, in the congregatıon LO inıtlate successfully

policy of opposıtion Roman authorities } Ihe armne ycar
Milensio s work appeared I homas Gratien, provincıal of the LOW
Countries, published general VCIY bnef SULVCY of Augustinıjan
wrıters 60 CGiratien s work by ıts set limits treated only the lıterary
aspect of Giles’s ıte and 6 VEn then attempted IS assessment
of hıs wrıtings.

Another frıar trom the I..OW Countries, Corneille De Corte,
published at Antwerp ın 1636 ser1es of biographical sketches of
outstandıng members of the OI'CICI‘ %3 Ihe vVerYy title of the work,
Virorum illustrium elogia, made evident the laudatory spiırıt
which De Corte approached hıs subject. He Wa  N interested almost
exclusively 1n CGCiles’s public actıvıtlıes, preacher, diplomat and

11 Mostro ıntame d’Islebio ', ' Internale Dragone di Sassonila , Lmpio Seduttore
della Sassonla , ın Secoli A gostiniani, V1 (Bologna |1682) 209 V (Bologna 1686)
2 0, 39, 42, 66, 69, 180

nonnumquam accidit, ut Patavı] optımıs ıtteris OPCTrahmn Navans, factitata
ab lepida carmına ad lyram elegantissime decantaret , ın Elogia Dirorum doc-
Lorum ,, Cit.. 54r

> ELIX MILENSIUS, Alphabetum de monachis et monasterıs (GGermaniae
Sarmatiae cıterioris Ordinis Eremitarum Sanctı ugustını (Prague 1613 kor
Milensio (T C 1633) ct PERINI, ıbl Aug., U: 216-218

59) Op cıt., 270272
GO) HOMAS (GGRATIANUS, Anastasıis Augustiniana ıIn qua scriptores OÖOrdinis Ere

mıtarum Augustini quı abhinc saeculis aliquot vixerunt, un Cu neoterıicıs, ıIn
serıem digesti sunt (Antwerp 1615 Giles 1S reated 9-10 For CGiratien &)
ct B., V II (1 244.5

24 (CORNELIUS CURTIUS, irorum illustrium Ordine Eremitarum Augustini
elogia C singulorum expressis ad DILUM iconıiıbus (Antwerp 1656) Giles 1S
reated TIThe particular value of [Je Corte's W01'k 1S ıts fine serles
ot engravıngs, For |)e Corte (c S ct 908-9
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cardinal, and Cid not attempt probe hlS character and motives.
Nothing He W as added OUrTr knowledge of Giles by Kreusen s
annals of the order published 1n 1623 62 by Simplicien de Saıint-
artin s folio volume of bıographical sketches printed at T oulouse
1n 164] 1n klsen’'s ambitious dictionary of Augustinian notables
which appeared at Brussels 1ın 1654 2%)

welcome step orward Wa  N taken by Lorenzo da Empoli ıIn
1628, when he edited the Bullarium of the Augustinian order 22
Eimpoli's PUrDOSEC W as practical, LO supply compendium of the
rıghts and privıleges of the order. For that 1CAason he omitted far
INOI® papa!l documents than he include 22} Nevertheless, the col-
ection includes several important papal briefs an bulls addressed
LO Giles by Popes Julius (1505:1513) and Leo (  ) +
T heir publication indicated, though LO VEIY iımıted degree, VIEW
of E.gidio pr10r general and ecclesjastica] retormer. Ihe OCU-
ments WeTIreC capable of another interpretatıon. Since they showed
Giles tO have een trusted agen of z  ®] wh typified the
Kenaissance spırıt they could be and 1n ftact WOIC,: made LO hit 1ın
with the exıisting interpretatiıon which had een created by the
humanısts In the sixteenth CENLULY: his 15 what happened ın 16/7
when the Jesuit, Agostino Oldoini, issued hıs edition of Chacön s
history of the and cardinals } Ihe Giles who emerged from

. Monasticon Augustinianum (Munich 1623 ”D 89-193 COMNCECIN Giles
(‘8) SIMPLICIEN SAINT-MARTIN, Histoire de la vDIie du glorieux Pere Augustin,

religieux, docteur de l’Eglise, CUCESQUEC d’Hippone, el de tlusieurs Saints,
bienheureux et autres hommes illustres de SO ordre des hermuites (1 oulouse 1641
CGiles 1S reated 07381 /43-744 For cCOmMMeEeNTLS Simplicien historian ct
KROTH cıt ın Aug VE 641-643

*S} PHILIPPUS E.LSSIUS, Encomiasticon Augustinianum Brussels 1654 Giles 15
discussed | kor F lsen (T 1654 ct B: (1878 562-3

2} LLAURENTIUS E.MPOLI, Bullarium Ordinis Fratrum Eremitarum Sanctıiı Augus-
tını ab Innocentio IIl ad Urbanum II (Rome 1628 Ihe editor 18
generally refterred LO C Empoli P though hıs SUrNnamıe W as Orsacchi:; Empoli
Was hlS place of orıgın. For his ıte and work ct PERINI, ıbl Aug:; 11, 30.40

l‘ü) &23 OTH cıt 1ın Aug., N: 635-636
“ Op cıl., 204-214, 228-242
* ÄLFONSUS CIACCONIUS, P V itae et? res gestae Pontificum Romanorum

el Sanctae Romanae Ecclesiae cardinalium, ed Augustinus Oldoinus, [11 (Rome
077 34953097 TIhe Arst edition by Chacön Rome ın 160] ha INOTE than
bare mentıon of Giles kor Chacön 1540 1600) ct Encic. Catt.. 88| 1949 | 368
Chacön’s work Wa posthumous publication. FOY Oldoini 1612-83 ct SOMMER-
[0]  e Bibliotheque de la & ompagnfe de JeEsus, (Brussels-Paris 1894
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hıs w as the COUrEL preacher, diplomat and Ina of etters.
TI here Wa  N re-assessment of the standard Oopınıon.

(One would ave expected otherwise from 1Iomäs de errera
(  ) Spanish Augustinian, whose Alphabetum Augustin-
1anum, published at Madrid ıIn 1644 15 still the MOST satısfactory
reterence work Augustinian history ß‘.)) TIhe absence of mMOSst of
the orıginal SOUTCES about Giles from the AÄugustinian General
AÄArchives during Herrera s Ca of research 1n Rome INa explain
hıs superficial treatment of this subject. Still little use wWas made

Herrera sof Giles’s second register, then avaılable ın Rome 7(|)
estimatıon o Giles W ä  N summed 1n the openıng sentence Giles
of Viterbo.. celebrated writer, and the mMost famous preacher of
his day z Special attention Wa  N g1ven the diplomatic mM1sSsS10NSs

which Giles W as sent by Popes Julius and Leo IO Venice,
Naples and Germany. All thıs wWas real advance Previous bıo
graphers.

However, three talıan Augustinians wrıtıng ın the second half
of the seventeenth Centiury helped owards greater knowledge of
Giles’'s ıfe and work. In 1653 Ambrogio Landucci published
history of the Augustinian Congregation of Lecceto TIhe COIN-

gregatıon, centred Lecceto, the semınary of saınts NEeaTr Siena,
W ä  N the oldest and the m Oost ftamous of the reforms ın the Augustinian
order. Landucei related that Giles Wa  CN exemplary member of
the congregatıon and how he sed the Lecceto friars LO spread the
retorm throughout the order 3} Landucci's work, ike Man y of
ıts kind suffers from being pıtched eulogistic note.

Luigi Torell; of Bologna (  ) attempted, with fair
INEeASUTE of SUCCESS, discursive history of the Augustinians 5

7 kor apprecıatıon ot Herrera's historical work ct OTH cıt 1n Aug., V],
CF Herrera’'s autobiographical account In Alphabetum Augustinianum,

I, and the bibliographical study by (REGORIO SANTIAGO VELA ın Ensayo
de un biblioteca Ibero-A mericana de la Orden de Slll'l Agustin, 88| (Madrid 1917

kor Herrera’s uUsSe of E.gidian SOUTCES 1n the Augustinian Genera| Archives
ct bid., 612 616

In Alphab. Aug., l‚ Giles 1S reated 42-.45
AÄAMBROSIUS |LLANDUCCI, Sacra Ilicetana Sylva, SIUE Or1go el chronicon breve

coenobii, et congregatıonıs de liceto ıIn Hetruria Or Erem Augustini ın
T’uscia (Sıena 1653 For Landuceci (1599-1669 cf PERINI, ıbl Aug., i® 143-145

In Cıt., 30-32. 43-44 79-62 135
L.UIGI TORELLI, Secoli A gostiniani OUUVUVECro historia generale del g ordine
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When treatıng of Giles he enjoyed the advantage, denied LO DIC-
ceding historlans, of consulting coples of the regısters coverıng Giles’'s
period prı0r general. He W as thus 1N position present Giles
the Augustinian, the reformer of his order. Nevertheless‚ z actors
weakened Torelli's treatmen of the subject. He tried deal with
all aspects and personalities of the order. In ONSCYUECNCE, Ca  Krn  es
received little systematıc study, but aDPCais disappears and ca
a innumerable Occasıons throughout the seventh and eight
VOILIITICS of the work. In addıtion, Torell; lacked the etachment
of the critical historian Ihe pıty 15 that somebody with the
calibre of Herrera did nOot have the opportunity [O examıne the
cCopl1es of Giles’s regısters.

Domenico nton10 Gandolfoe Augustinian of the
(Gienoese congregatıon, W as interested princıpally ın literature ®} In
his Fiori noeticı dell’ eremo agostiniano (Genoa 1682 he presented

brief lıte of Giles and reprinted four of his published [91 C
He agaın reated of Giles wrıter iın Dissertatio historica de
ducentis celeberrimis Augustinianis scriptoribus (Rome | 704) ® Hıs
Le porpore agostinıane (Genoa 1696 designed of Varıo0ous
Augustinıans cardinals, contaıns the est of the three AaCCOunts

which he wrote of CGiiles 19 Gandolto deserves credit for collecting
and arrangıng 1n these works much of the ıntormation already 1n
print about Giles but hıs only orıgınal research the subject W as

aboured attempt LO OV that Giles Wa  N of noble parentage 80)
few N facts about Giles WEeTlIe added by Agostino AÄrpe, also

of the CGienoese congregatıon, ın volume of biographical sketches
published 1n | 709 e

eremıtano del gran dottore Aurelio A gostino VCSCOVUO, divisa ın tredicei secoli,
vo|l (Bologna Ihe ast volume W as posthumous. Torelli's earlier

work, Ristretto delle vıte de gli huominı delle donne illustri dell’ordine D0OS-
tinıano (Bologna 1647), W as rıtten before he consulted the general archives ın
Rome, and has nothing origınal about Clles

Ct OTH CiE:, VI, 637-638 kor bio-bibliographical AaCCount of Torelli
ct PERINI, ıbl Aug., LA8

FOI‘ Gandolto ct bid 94-95
In Cit., s

S In C 16-20
- In CIt.. 236-43 hiıs 1S separate W01'1( though issued appendix to

Gandolto’s Dispaccio iıstor1Cco, CUr10SO ed erudito Mantua 1695
80) In Dissertatio historica de ducentis, cıt.. l
e AÄRPE, Pantheon Augustinianum, S1UE elogia vDLrarum llustrium Ordinis
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88|

6E S15 EIGHIEENIH CENTURY IHE PICTURE UNCHANGED

TIhe eighteenth century Sa the publication of section of Giles s
etters. As far back ASs Oectober 1685 EW tamous figures of the
St Maur Benedictine Congregation, Jean Mabillon and Michel Ger-
maın, ocated number of hıs manuscrıpts al Naples &e} Ihe etters
which they then transcribed wWere published 1n 1724 by z  ®] other
monks of the S} Maur Congregation, kerdmond artene and Ursin
Durand 22l These LwentLy five etters contaın PreCc10ous autobiograph-
cal tacts about Giles., and reveal neglected aspects of hıs character

well his CONGENnN for ecclesiastical reform. Subsequent wrıters
overlooked OI iımportant fact about these etters. hey ame from

collection which had een compiled [O demonstrate the felicity
of Giles’s |_atın style :

Bernard Montfaucon, another Benedictine of the St Maur COI’I-
gregatıon, 1n publishing catalogue of manuscrı1ıpt collections ıIn
varıous kuropean libraries listed SIXty tour manuscr1ıpts which had
passed from Gll€S IS ibrary LO the royal ibrary at Paris 2} Although

remitarum Augustini (Genoa 1709 {t includes, 263-6, brief ıfe and
POCIN ın honour of Giles: 269 supplies 1ıst of Giles’s works which Arpe Sa

In Rome For Arpe ct PERINI, ıbl Aug., 59-60
- MABILLON and (GGERMAIN, Iter italicum litterarium Dom Johannis

Mabillon et Dom ichaelis ermain (Paris 1687), 10-111: tell of examınıng the
Egidian etters ın the library of San (ilovannı ın Carbonara. Their research there
W as Cut short by the unaccountable change 1ın attıtude of the librarian, ct bid.,
1117 For Mabillon ct Ea P931),; # 427-724 : C

(1926 425-1440 For (iermaın c MARTENE, Histoire de la Congregation de
St-Maur, ed Charvin, VII (Paris 1937 152115

7 ARTENE and DURAND, V eterum scriıptorum et monumentorum his-
torıcorum , dogmaticorum, moralium, amplissima collectio, 88| (Paris 1724 1233.
1268 Fkor Martene( ct L: Z 2297-2322;:

79-181 ; tor Durand (1682-1771) cft bid., 1924) 9063-1964 For the work
of the Maurists whole ct KNOWLES, CGreat historical enterprises,
{Ihe Maurists ın I ransactions o} the Royal Historical Society, 5th Ser., 1959)
69-187 | iındebted LO |)om Hubert Dauphin, B Quarr Abbey slie of
Wight, tor iınformation the Maurists.

84) C the letter of Fra Serafıno, the compiler of the collection, Fra Deodato,
L ecceto 25 October 1507 ın ARTENE and DURAND, Cit.. 1238 239 and Fra
I)eodato Fr Serafıno, Siena 15 January 1508, ibid.,

85) VIONTFAUCON, Bibliotheca bibliothecarum manusctriptorum NOUAG,
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the manuscrı1ıpts 0 valuable indication of Giles s intellectual
equıpment theyv could be mistakenly interpreted miırroring the
whole iNa [t 15 needtul LO ear In mınd that they wWeTIe part of
the i1brary he possessed ın his later ca

Ihree Cerman publications attempted INOTE balanced DIC-
sentatıon of his intellectual iınterests. The Fortgesetzte Sammlung
vO alten und theologischen Sachen of | /48 included brief
ANONYIMMNOUS study of Giles 20 his SUMIMIMATYV, based solely
blished materı1al, Wä:  CN necessarily incomplete. HOWCVCI’‚ 1t had the
meriıt of being critical appraısal of the printed s®OU1C65S Johann
Albert Fabricius of Leipzig Wa  N perhaps LOO ambitious 1n attempting
LO combpile in his day comprehensive list of late medieval and
Renaissance authors and their works } He added nothing 116°

about Giles but recognized hıs place ın Renaissance literature an
mentioned several of his works which wWerTITe kI'IOWI'I trom published
SOUTCES Johann Felix Ussinger German Augustinian,
undertook and completed the herculean task of producing biblio-
ography of Augustinian authors SINCe the thirteenth CETHUrY; and
added useful bıographical nOotLes each wriıter #8) He depended
mainly published SOUTCES, but Dgave INOTE complete list of
Clles s works than did Fabricius © FOI‘ almost hundred and fif'ty
ca ıt remaıned the MOST satısfactory bibliography of Giles

The last quarter of the eighteenth cCentury witnessed the tardıy
publication of the uneral oratıon preached CGiiles 1ın 1532 by
Lorenzo Grana., bishop of Segni 90) later crıtiıc stated tartly,

(Paris 1739 778-779 number of the manuscrıpts WEeIe iıdentihed in the Catalogus
codicum manuscriptorum Bibliothecae Regiae C vols, Parıs cf N UIN-

bers 527 (1:2  — D} 97, 798, 33063, 33067, 6589 For Monttaucon c ;
A Z

x Op CiE:. 58-64 Ihe Fortgesetzte Sammlung W.asSs quarterly production
published trom Leipzig.

F ABRICIUS, Bibliotheca latina mediae infimae aetatıs, Hamburg
1734 62-63 TIhe edition of Fabricius by Mansı (Padua 1754 {# 24, ha
nothing additional about Giles, 11OI ha the urther edition at Florence 1n 1858
FOI' Fabricius 1668-1736 ct Allgemeine Deutsche Biographie, 18-

e JOHANNES ELT ÖSSINGER, Bibliotheca Augustiniana, historica, critica, et
chronologica In qua mille quadringenti Augustiniani ordinis scriptores CO  c
Jal iam scripta, quam typıs edita Invenıuntur (Ingolstadt-Augsburg 1768 For
Ossinger c$ K, V]|] 806

89) In OSSINGER Cit..
5 GRANA, Oratio ıIn funere Aegidii ( anıs: ardinalis V iterbiensis

cod membranaceo Bibliothecae Mari_i Compagnonii Marefuscii ard
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ahhough with OoINne exaggeratlion, that the panegyrıc dealt with
everything EeXCEDL the dead INa 2 Giovannı Amadutio, wh edited
Grana s oratıon, included useful footnotes., particularly OIl ıIn which
he mentioned Giles’s works then preserved ıIn the Angelica Library,
KRome 92)

solid contribution owards understanding of Giles Wa  N

made by Girolamo Tiraboschi 1ın his monumental history of talian
literature 4 He was the rst attempt SUFrVEYVY of the friar s ıte

whole UCh of hlS information W as drawn ftrom Gandolto
and UÜssinger, but he also avaıled hıimself of notes pDut at hıs dlS-
posal by hlS Irıend, the Augustinian Giacinto ella Jlorre 94) His
O W then unrıvalled knowledge of talian literature allowed him
tO assembile information trom printed SOUTCSS hitherto overlooked.
The comprehensive natiure of his general history DaVC authority LO
his estimate of Giles’s place ın talian literature. He considered Giles
LO have een the MOost famous Orator of his day |t W as princıpally
under this aspectuTL, and Renaissance scholar and Doel that he
viewed hım Jiraboschi's bıographical notıice remaıned tor on

hundred and thiırty ca the most satısfactory AaCCOount of Giles
These then wWEeTre four of the maJor contributions 9 kgidian

studies In the eighteenth century the etters published by artene
and Durand the list of manuscrıpts printed by Vlontfaucon, the
bibliography compiled by UÜssinger, and the bıographical notice
wrıtten by JTiraboschi. NOI'IC of these essayed provoked —

assessmen of the pıcture of CGCiiles drawn by the humanısts 1ın the
sixteenth CORtUTV.. Indeed, they seemed tO corroborate the established
opınıon. Ossinger s bibliography systematizısed what already existed

amplissimi erula, et Johanne Christophoro Amadutio UuncC prımum ın Ilucem
edita (Rome Pp Professor Kristeller has informe: that the
of this work 1S NO In the library o Columbia University,

*x i} LTLOINANO OrenzZo de  la (iırana ÜGSCOVO di Segni gl; tesse l’elogio tunebre,
OVEe di; ogn]1 CSa discorre, salvo che de OVCIO defunto ” Fiorentino ıIn

N., 452
—_- Op C:, Among the k.gidian MSS he mentioned W as CODY, 110°

lost, of the invaluable Acta Ordinis /, Iso ost h15 volume of the Acta Ordinis
covered Giles’s prlıor general, May

i!.!) T IRABOSCHI, Storia della letteratura italiana, VII Z2nd ed Modena
1792 FOI' Tiraboschi 1731-94) ct Encecic. Catt., AI 1954) 30-1

94) Della Torre 1747-1841 W as deeply-versed ın Italian literature: this explains
his friendship ith Tiraboschi. He became archbishop of JT urin ıIn 1805 For
Della Torre ct+ PERINI, ıbl Aug., N. Z 2Z
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ın prıint ; Tiraboschi's study concentrated Giles’s literary and
humanıstıc achıevements : the catalogue of Giles’s ibrary *
sented the intellectual ınterests of hlS later ca  ’ cardinal : the
etters published by artene and Durand wWelIe trom collection
designed LO produce apprecıatıon of Giles’s |_atın [9)  c

One WOI']( published In the eighteenth CENLUTY threw lıght
the neglected side of Ciiles’'s 1fe AÄAnton Hoehn (ierman August-
in]an, wrote COMDAaCT history of the Rheno-Swabian Augustinian
provınce N HIS study Wa  N based 2T  a degree the archives
of the provınce. ]I hough thıs imited the ang! of the book ıt DgaVl
it satisfyıng documentary toundation. TIhe test of objectiviıty for
anı German Augustinian hiıstorian 15 the period concerning | uther.
Here Hoehn showed himself critical, and fair-minded the
circumstances of his surroundings allowed. His attıtude Wa  N wel
COINE CONLraASsS with that of Milensio wh had wrıtten the 980ı

subject hundred and thirty ca earlier 96) quhn traced the
history of the ()bservant MOvement oNng the German August-
In1ans, the cleveloi:>ment of the S5axon Congregatıion to which |_ uther
belonged, ancl the attıtude adopted LO ıt by GIICS %O Hoehn s study,
ike Landuce:i history of the | ecceto Congregation, allows to

57 w  D Giles encouragıng the retorm MOvement 19}  6 the friars.

MARTIN,

Dublin., University College.
(To be continued).

95) AÄNTONIUS HOEHN, Chronologia PprovıInNCIAE Rheno-Suevicae ordinis Ere
miıtarum Augustini Wuerzburg 1744 TIhe work 15 imprinted 1744 the
title Dagc_, but 178 deals ıth events o the yYCar 1745

J6° For Milensio ct P  P ote
In cıt., 88-


