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Almost half of the nıneteenth Century passed before an
Ser10us contribution Was made LO Egidian studies ven then ıt
W as mistake. but felix culpa, which re-awakened ınterest ıIn
CGiiles Konstantin Hoefler, member of the Munich historical school,
edited| the Promemeortia ad Hadrianum Pafaam VIT, de depravato
SLIalu Romanae Ecclesiae et quomodo reformari Hossit atque debeat
1ın 1846 and attrıbuted 1t to Ciiles “ }llS hard-hıtting criticısm
dealt with the eviıls of the Roman curl1a and of ecclesiastical admı-
nıstration. In truth the author Was Cardinal Campegg10, but this
W as nNOTt known until Friedensburg published article the

*) C£ Augustiniana, 1959 35/-379
Until the publication of original Egidian SOUICE6S Wa resumed ın the mic

nıneteenth entury the typical biographical notice GIICS w as that by Baur ın
ERSCH and (GGRUBER, Allgemeine Encyclopaedie der W issenschaften und

Künste, (Leipzig 1819) Yet, Baur’s skimpy aCCOUnT T, based artene and
Durand Fabricius and the Fortgesetzte Sammlung, 1748 W as super10r several
of the AaAaCCounts of Giles which appeared eighty later, those by Potthast
and Chevalier. For these z latter ct infra, 50)-51

In Analecten z2Ur Geschichte Deutschlands und Italiens ıIn Abhandlungen
der historischen Classe der könig. Bayer. Akd der W issenschaft, I1

Munich 1846) 62-89 Hoefler ha already published extract COIl-

cerning Ludwig of Bavaria trom Ciiles’s ' Hıiıst Saec In Oberbayerisches
Archiv für V aterland, | Munich 839 109 For Hoefler 1811-97) ct K..

(1933)
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subject fifty ca later 3} Meantime interest W as aroused ıIn Giles
the reformer. In 1854 Hoefler published that Dart ot Giles’s Historia

Saeculorum ; In which he treatedcl of the pontificates of Popes
Alexander and Julius °) T here Giles showed hıs distaste for
the worldly commıtments of these Another German ‘SC]'IO]8.!',
Hugo Laemner. havıng investigated Vvarıous liıbraries and archives
In Italy SOUITI C655 f01' church history, stressed the fact that the
Angelica L ıbrary ın Kome had rich collection of documents dealing
with CIICS reformer ın practice °)

TOM that time orward tour actors In histor1ography helped
owards understanding of Giles The anımated discussions
Reform, Pre-Retform, and Counter-Reformation turned attention
the Augustinian order. Closely connected with these discussions,
vel distinct from them‚ Was the rapıdly increasıngz body of literature
about Luther. hardly less controverted problem, and ON of
little importance tor appreclatiıon of Giles, Wa  N that of the
nature of the Kenaissance. Fıinally, and with ‚6180 relation LO this
problem there W as the research into Jewish history of the ate
Middle Ages ancl Renaissance.

In the yCal 1879 Theodore Kolde taiır-minded admirer of
Luther, produced monograph the Augustinian Congregation
of S5axony 3 (I$ necessity he had consıider Giles and his attıtude

3 F RIEDENSBURG, UVeber der Verfasser des Promemoria ad Hadrianum
Papam de depravato atiu Romanae ecclesiae » , 1n Deutsche Zeitschrift für
Geschichtswissenschaft, Pe. 1-11 (Vierteljahrshefte, | 7174 Friedens-
burg’s artıcle has een overlooked by SOLILLC wriıters who continue attribute
the Promemoria to Giles, Palmieri In C 1915) 367

HUEMPFNER In KK | 03.194 For Friedensburg $
KOEHLER, Walter Friedensburg zu Gedächtnis ’, ın G., 35 1938) 32-38
*) Dıiıe Lebenschreibungen der Päpste 1n Zeitalter Maximilian’s VO!]

dem Cardinal Aegidius In Archiv für Kunde oesterreichischer Geschichts-Quellen,
AI 1854 378-387 substantial sectiıon of the ‘ Hıst Saec Wa printed

appendix by CREIGHTON, History o} t+he PAaAPaUACY during the neriod of the
Reformation, London 1887 279-287

°} LLAEMNER, Z ur Kirchengeschichte des sechszehnten und stebenzehnten
Jahrhunderts (Freiburg M 1863), 64-67 For |_aemner (1835-1918) ct K

(1934) 263
S} KOLDE, Die deutsche Augustiner-Congregation und Johann vDOoON Staupitz

(Gotha 879 C Iso IDEM, Innere Bewegungen unter den deutschen Augustinern
und Luthers KRomreise , In G, 1878) 460-472 ]DEM, Luther und seın
Ordensgeneral ın Rom In den Jahren 518 und ibid., IT, 472-480 FOI'
Kolde c$ Der Grosse Brockhaus, 1931) 311
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owards the V1gorous but NnOTt always prudent policy of the CON-

gregatıon. In Kolde’s work Giles emerged ecclesiastic agcC.
promote reform but equalliy anx1o0us LO unıty of spiırıt

and administration. The Catholic viewpolmnt of events 1n the Saxon
congregatıon and oNg the German Augustinians Was set Out by
Nikolaus Paulus In study of Johann Hoffmeister, Augustinian
opponent of Luther ) [Iwo Ca later, 1ın 1893, Paulus published

biography of Bartholomaeus Arnoldi VO Usingen, Augustinian
wh rst figured OIl of Luther’s tavouriıte professors at Eirfurt
but wh later sharply crossed swords wiıth h1m Jhese z  @ works,
despite certaın liımitations, are iımportant showing Luther 1n his
Augustinian setting. OomMme attention Was pa1ıd LO Giles but he
maıned INOTE than shadowy figure in the background.

TIhe SCECENES through which he moved, and the >} with whom
he mıiıxed became aliıve OINCE agaın with the publication, which began
In 1879, of the diaries of Marino Sanudo, Venetian public figure
whose diaries Ve the ca ”) Sanudo’s information
and cCOmMMEeNnTs aie invaluable, but they allow INOTE than occasıonal]
olimpses of Giles the popular preacher, the papal diplomat.

An talıan savant, ntonio Magliabecchi (  ) had
marked that Gile’'s fame diminished after hıs death because hıs
works lay unpublished 10) It 15 obvious that fa1r estimate of
the Ina could be formed unti:| hlS wrıtings an etters wWerIe C Xa-

mined. ver SINCEe the sixteenth century he had een judged almost
entirely second-hand evıdence. The meriıt o# agaın gomg LO the
SOUTC€ES which showed Giles’s O W mınd belongs X0 Leon-Gabriel
Pelissier, later ecan of the Faculty of Letters at Montpellier Un1i-
versity 2 In the yCar 18972 he published article describing the

Nikolaus PAULUS, Der Augustinermönch Johannes Hoffmeister (Freiburg
] 1891 C ın particular 20-164, Die deutschen Augustiner In der
Reformationszeit For Paulus (1853-1930) ct Der G rosse Brockhaus, D/ 1933 260

IDEM, Der Augustiner artholomaeus Arnoldi vUO  z} Usingen, Luthers Lehrer
und Gegner (Strassburg 1893

%} Published ıIn volumes Venice, For Sanudo (1466-1536) c$
Eneic. Calt.. 1885

10) AÄRPE, Pantheon Augustinianum (Genoa 1709), 267, 269, quotes Antonio
Magliabecchi.

ll) For Pelissier ct ACHON, ' Notice biographique |sur Pelissier,
|  3  121° ın Rev biblioth., XI (1935-1936) 30-40 ; STEIN, ‘ Bibliographie des
Tavaux de Leon-Gabriel Pelissier, „19127°, ibid., XL AL
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E.gidian Latin manuscri1pts ın the Angelica Library, KRome 12) [t W as

coincidence that at the time when Paäalissier W as examınıng Giles’s
works 1n Rome the chief librarian of the Angelica, Einrico Narducei,
Wa  N compiling catalogue of manuscr1ıpts, including ll those
described by Palissier. Narduceci's catalogue appeared ın 1895 and
DaVC 1ın ome respects INOTE detailed, although necessarily INOIC

bloodless, treatmen than Päalissier > description of Giles’'s Greek
manuscr1ıpts 1ın the Angelica Library Wa  75 edited by Muccio and
Franchi de Cavalier:i 1ın 1896 14)

Pelissier s ınterest 1ın Giles ore frunt ın doctoral thesis printed
1n | 896 8} his W as specialized plıece of work, study of Giles’s
historical composıition, Historia aeculorum - Palissier s 1Inves-
tiıgatıon Was een and concentrated, but ıt suftered trom the detects
not INOIMN certaın doctoral theses. He W as over-critical,

quality understandable 1ın INa anxXx10us OV hıs ability and
objectivity. ess excusable trom academıc viewpoint W as Paäalis
sier s assessment of Giles based 1t W as this OIl historical
composıtion an InNneTe external acquaıntance with number of
other works.

Six ca later Päalissier implicitly passed judgegment his OW

doctoral thesis. In 1905 he published manuscrı1pt, the original of
which W as composed during Giles’s ca pr10r genera|l of the
Augustinian order } Giles W as HO revealed OIl wh had een
devoted the relig10us ıte and tO ecclesiastical reform. I he COIMN-

da E3 PELISSIER, ‘ Manusecrits de Gilles de Viterbe la Bibliothe&que Ange-
lique , ın Rev biblioth., 1892 228-240

l$) NARDUCCI, Catalogus codicum manuscriptorum fpraeter £TAaCCaS et Orıen-
tales In Bibliotheca Angelica, olim coenobii: Sanctıi Augustini de Urbe, (Rome
893 Giles’s MSS are described l , VE 1/8, 223, 281, 292, 316, 416-418
48/, 926-:527, 529

7 In MuccIo and DE AVALIERI, Index codicum TACCOTUM Biblio-
thecae Angelicae, ıIn Studiı: italiani di filologia classica, 18%) 10, 125. 26-127
131 132: 139, 141

15) B PELISSIER, De yal historico Aegidii ardinalıis V iterbiensis (Mont-
pellier 18%6)

10) LA PELISSIER, * Pour la biographie du Cardinal Gilles de Viterbe , ın
Miscellanea dı studi critıcı edita In di Arturo Graf (Bergamo 1903) 789-815
I he ın question, ' Vita et epistolae Aegidıii Cardinalıis Viterbiensis , w as

compiled by another Augustinıan cardinal, Enrico Noris (1631-1704), and 18 NO

In the Biblioteca Laurenzilana, Florence, 219 Noris’s 1s SyNOpsı1s of
Giles’s hrst regıster, 910} miıssıng.
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ents of the manuscr1pt CaIiIne revelation LO Pälissier. But 1t
W as revelation which he could nOot comprehend } TIhe intro-
duction which he wrote for his edition of the manuscrıpt demons-
trated hıs inability LO resolve the historiographical problem of Giles

Comparison between the Giles of whom he wTroftfe ın | 903 an
the Giles he described ın | 896 leaves the CUr10us impression that
Pelissier Was dealing with LW difterent DETSONS, JI he clearest
example 15 where Pälissier 1ın 1896 dismissed Giles historian 18)
but 1ın | 903 paıd triıbute LO his qualities historian 19) In 1896
Pelissier accused Giles of preening himself hıs achievements,
of being place-hunter ancl of flattering the reignıng that
he might gaın cardınal's hat ()) In 1 903 he commented Cules S
humility and modesty, his reluctance LO aCcCceptL ecclesiastical]l office,

How lıttle he appreciated the significance of the Ma y be judged trom
hıs regret hat the first editor, Noris, W as interested ın CGiles religious rather
han humanist and diplomat, ct Miscellanea Cit.. 794

n«) Pelissier summed his ınvestigation In the following words, c Nnım
ODUS intus Inspıclamus, d >} praecıpuam haud hıstoriam SSCe videmus q
qUaC ad an aut omnı1a lia qUaeE recolui; operı1s Croeo SUuMmMa. et

SS ın dissertatiunculis, ın sententıs quibusdam passım dispersis : ıllis
en1ım, qUaE«E quası latent sub multis alııs rebus, prımum ıntımumque Aegidıi COMN-
sıliıum significatur. In mente Hi Tat ut de ecclesiae historia philosophice dissereret :
S1ve CcTO defuit ingenıum S1]1ve aliud aliquid obstitit, destinatum OPUS infeliciter
eXsecutus es  — SUINMMa scilicet ecclesiasticae historiae multis 1ın locis imperfectam
scr1psit , ın De per historico, ;} and SUms his examınation, ' Merito quidem
Historia Saeculorum, 31 1psa ın sola consideretur, In tenebris jacet ,
ıbid. ; adverse erıticısmes of CGiles „ d> ftound passım, and ın particular 26,
29, 34-35

19) ‘ Comme historien, SO grand OUVTageE, 1'Historia Saeculorum, temoijgne
de patıence d’analyse et de vigueur de synthese, et quol1que cette
so1t CNCOTE PIESQUE completement inedite, la dissertation qUue Je u al cConsacree
jadis Dermet,; Je Cro1s, de l’apprecier valeur, ET Tavers cCe ebutante
composıtlon, de Juger le reel genle historique de l’auteur ’, ın Miscellanea, 790
his 18 the only reterence which Päalissier made his doctoral] thesis, and ıt
CONVEY'S ımpression of his former estimatıon of C  e  es historian. The
unexpected description oft the ‘ Hist Saec "rebutante ” adds the
confusion.

2l]) ‘ Accedebat CcIO laudationis altera NO q nobilis, ab humano
lamen natura haud aliena, scilicet ut sSuUuae 1ps1us honorum cupiditati inserviret.
ardinalem nNnım crearı volebat ; re1psa paulo pOstL perfectum liıbrum PUrpura
Ornatus est, prıma die Juli LV Hıis igıtur laudationibus obtinuit,
quod cupılerat, N6 diu mercedem expectavit , 1n De JAl historico, 44 Pelissier
VCcn suggested, Git.. 29, that Giles’s pralise tor the building of the He basılica
of St Peter’s wWas due tO his desire preach there !
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hıs independent stiance ın the tace of the 78) In 1896 he
desceribed Giles ineftectual though sıncere, retormer 22)
In 1903 he wrote of Giles’'s successtul efftorts f01' retorm }

It would be hard exaggerate the infÄuence of Palissier's De
Opere historico Aegidii Cardinalis Viterbiensis a ]] those wh
subsequently wrote about Giles Pelissier’s work Wa  CN the rst INONO-

graph ©) deal with the subject, and hı conclusions WOEIC accepted
those of the authority the subject. Unfortunately hıs revisıons

ın Miscellanea di stud:ı ecritiıcı edita In TLOTE di Arturo raf WT

generally unknown often NOTt avaılable tor scholars 3)
One would DEAEASE the mistakes which Pälissier made ın 1896

when he assessed Giles incomplete and misleading evidence.
Although ıt Wa  N trıbute the French scholar that S1X Ca later
he should ave completely changed hiıs opınıon he made attempt
to reconcile the z CONtLrary pıctures he had presented. All
knowingly he posed ın vivid INanNnner the central problem of CGiles’s
ıtfe a.nd character. HOW reconcile the friar's undoubted reforming
Zea]| with hıs ECase ıIn the classıcal world and hıs unaftected friend-
ship with the humanists, ‚@70Rt=> of them of loose moral-s and suspectL
orthodoxy

ome hght Wa  N thrown the problem 1n the Veal 1847 by
publication which had escaped Päalissier’s notice. Francesco Irucchi
edited collection of unpublished [9)  , onNng them S1X madrigals

D’une reelle modestie, oıt SCS resistances accepter le generalat,
103 mpressement s en demettre, SO umili;te face du SUCCEeS, "autres actes

mentionnes, quelques mots cıtes, eclairent la fierte de SO COCUT, 5 (J. independance
l’egard des des prınces, bonte et charıte CI VEeTrS les reUglEUX de

s C! monasteres, dignite presence de certaıns emportements de Jules In
Miscellanea, 794

- Commenting Ciules’s Jetters and instructions the Augustinians,
"ambitiosa amen affectataque dicendi, torma ornatae, nıhiıl proprıum
habent ota 1lam et trıta Sunt argumenta, videlicet ( iscıte iustitiam monıtı et
11O0O. emnere divos Frudiminı:ı quı iudicatis terram » , lıa sıimilia. Raro ab
incertis vaculsque praeceptis ad solicda et Grma descendit, ıd est ad singularia et
oaetanıa propria aut convenıentıa ın De Jal historico, 44.-45)

28) Tant de connalssances, SE} meriıtes diplomatiques, ’ integrite de doc
trıne et s5C S eftorts heureux POUT la retorme morale de S O] ordre Iuı valurent
”estime ei "amitie de Jules 1, de Leon DE et de Clement V ]] ın Miscellanea, 790

AA There 1S CODY ın the Cambridge University Library, the British Museum
Library, OTr the Bibliotheque Nationale, Paris. I here W as CODY avaılable tor
Boehmer, and ıt W as unknown LO Palmieri. For these z authors ct infra,

31-933. 55
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attrıbuted LO GIIPS hey WeTITSC addressed LO Vittoria Colonna
(  ), marchioness of Pesaro, ONn of the remarkable figures
of the reform mMOvement 1n ltaly } Ihe madrigals show how Gıiles
sublimated what could ave een simply human afftection. [{[he
greater test W as for Giles LO M1X and Trea equal with the
821 of the Renaissance, yeL NO compromise his relig10us iıdeals.
Several of his riends did not sSeTl high standard for prıvate morals,
and their interpretatiıon of christian beliefs Was hardly orthodox.
Giles 1ın such setting, the Pontanian AÄAcademy at Naples, W as

the subject of valuable article by Francesco Fiorentino, which
appeared 1n | 884 @] An equally important contrıbution, but ON

overlooked by Pelissier, W as contaiıned 1n Gothein’s study of the
Renaissance 1n southern Italy, published ın 1886 SJ Both Fiıorentino
and Gothein sed original material, an showed that Giles as

INa of moral infÄuence oNng the humanıists 1ın the mezzO£gIOrNO.
Giles, ave en ın earlier Dart of this study, W as

renowned during his ıtetime scriptural and orjental scholar 29)
He continued be remembered uncler this aspect during the ECEVEI-

teenth and eighteenth centurıes A The Jewish lıterary revival ın
the nıneteenth Century reawakened interest 1n his rabbinical and
cabbalistic erudition. Mouoritz Steinschneider wh W as

the Arst LO make systematıc SUFVEYVY of Jewish literature, and wh

25) TRUCCHI, Poesie italiane inedite di dugento autort, [11 (Prato
24-129 Ihe madrigals AI In of the Magliabecchi collection ın the Biblio
teca Nazionale, Florence. Irucchi inaccurately described ıt Cod 720: ıt 18

VII Z The madrigals AI 99v, 22r (also 278x), | 16r, TZ3r, |22r,
|22v (also 278v)

%] kor Vittoria Colonna ct ' Centenario di Viıttoria Colonna (1547-19 ın
Italia Francescana, 772 1947) 12139° | ACCHI ENTURI, ' Vittoria Colonna la
rıtorma Cappuccina , ın Collectanea Francescana, 1931) 25-58

FIORENTINO, Egidio cla Viterbo ed Pontanianı di Napoli
N., 1884) 430-452; republished posthumously ın ]DEM, Risorgimento

Filosofico nel Quattrocento (Naples 1885 251-274 For appreclatıon ot Fioren-
tino s wriıtings ct ibid., 1V-X11.

* GOTHEIN, Die Kulturentwicklung Süd-italiens ın Einzel-Darstellung
Breslau 1886 449.459

&] Aug ., 1959) 2363-366
S . PAULUS COLOMESIUS, /talia et Hispania orientalis‚ S1UEC Italorum el

Hispanorum quı linguam hebraeam vel alias orientales excoluerunt, ed WOLF
(Hamburg 7530 41-46
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remaıns probably the greates of Jewish bibliographers ) selt Giles
agaınst the background of sixteenth cCentury Jewish studies. Giles
for hlm w as not merely OIl of the MOST cultured christian hebraists
of hıs tıme, but wWas the patron of Jewish SC1'IOIBI‘S and the defender
of the Jews In their OUTr of eed %)

Steinschneider s pralıse of Giles W as repeated 1ın the specialized
works anof Ginsburg 5  — Geiger '34)’ Perles ), Graetz ©
Reiger <} The catalogues of Hebrew manuscr1ıpts at Munich and
London, published at the en of the nıneteenth and In the early
twentieth centurıes, DSaVE information OoOMMMe of Giles’s
research iınto Semitic studies 72

However, 1t takes long time tor the findings of specialized
research LO percolate ınto general works of reference. How far
Clles had sunk nto oblivion mMa be en trom LW works of SUTVEYVY

the literature of the Middle Ages. The first edition of Potthast’s
bibliography of the Middle AÄAges, published 1n 1862 diıd not mentıon
Giles the second edition, published In |1896, DaVeE hım notıce solely
due LO the F.gidian and pseudo-L.gidian works edited by Hoefler #)
hevalier's comprehensive bıo-bibliography of the Middle Ages
summed Giles’s importance 1ın OIn are line an talian poet

81) For Steinschneider ct Jewish Encyclopaedia, 545-547 ; SILBER-
ROM ın Jüdaisches Lexikon, 1930)

82) STEINSCHNEIDER, Hebräische Bibliographie, ed BENZIAN, X X] (Berlin
1882 80-82 IDEM, ' Christliche Hebräisten , In Zeitschrift für hebräische Biblio-
graphie, (1896-1897) 112 (61)

HS) (INSBURG, The Massoreth Ha-Massoret_h o} Flias Levita (London
1867), 12 14-20 7R 96--97 130

Hl) GEIGER, Das Studium der hebräischen Sprache ın Deutschland (Breslau
1870 56-64 ; IDEM, Johann Reuchlin, seın Leben und seıiıne Werke (Leipzig
3 3  s 404, 437, 450

15) PERLES, Beiträge zur Geschichte der hebräischen und aramäischen
Studien (Munich 884 55-158, 163, 79-180, 200-203

86) GRAETZ, Geschichte der Juden 2nd ed., Leipzig 44, “0-91,
155 214,

81) REIGER, Geschichte der Juden ın Rom , (Berlin 1895 86-92
$8) STEINSCHNEIDER, Die hebräischen Handschriften der Hof und

Staatsbibliothek ıIn München , l, (Z2nd ed Munich 1895 48, 0-53, 60-1, 63,
08-99, 141-147, 243 ; MARGOLIOUTH, Catalogue of the Hebrew and Samaritan
manuscriıpts ıIn the British Museum, (London 1905) C 88 London 1915

SB) POTTHAST, Bibliotheca historica medii euUvlL : Wegweiser durch die Ge-
schichtswerke des europäischen Mittelalters blfl ] 500 2nd ed Berlin 18%6) I8
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of the fifteenth CENLUTY “ Up the second decade of the present
century encyclopaedias and general works of reference ZYaV Giles
short shrift 38}

Recognition aiIine for CGiles ın 1 906, when Ludwig VO Pastor
produced the hrst part of the fourth volume of hıs history of the
DapaCcYy #5) Pastor s extensıve examınatıon of manuscrıpt and printed
SOUTCES made hım that 1n Giles he had LO deal with CeI1N-

ingly complex character. How explain the Ina wh had hitherto
een presented under three difterent Zulses Giles the Orator,
papal diplomat AaAn humanıist, Giles the cabbalıist and scriptural
scholar, CGiles the ecclesjastical reformer } Pastor’'s difficulty W as

increased beyond INECAaSUre by his O W interpretation of the Renaıis-
an  , the division iınto and christian Renaissance. Giles
Was the friend of Pontano and Sannazzaro H of whom Pastor markedly
disapproved. Was Gıiles then be classed with the sheep the
gyoats » Pastor Cdid not attempt LO reconcıiıle the different aspec(ts
of the Augustinijan s ıte and character. He placed hım his rıght
hand retormer at least 1ın theory. He commended GIICS warmly,

D R INa deserved the red hat 1t Was thiıs distinguished a
wh combined classical education and general learning with

capacıty for business and profound pıety Pastor —

pressed ervent hope that somebody would attempt biography
of the friar.

BOEHMER 1914) PERINI 1929) IHE PICTURE CLARIFIES

TIhe opportunıity LO sSS5c55 CGiles which Pälissier and Pastor let
by default Wa  N taken ın 1914 by Heinrich Boehmer, ell-

40) CHEVALIER, Repertoire des SOUTCCS historiques du y äge  E  E bio-
bibliographie (Paris 877-1886 385 The second edition, Paris 1905, ha: nothing
urther about Giles

41) s BENRATH ın Realencyclopaedie für Hnrotestantische Theologie und
Kirche, (1896) 202-203 Joseph HERGENRÖTHER ın Wetzer und Welte’s Kirchen
lexikon, | 1882) 255-256, W as convinced of (Gles’s importance but depended mostly

HOC er'*s publications. SHAHAN ın ( atholic Eincyclopedia, (1907) FAR 1S
lıttle INOTEe han acknowledged translation of Cardinal| Hergenröther’s notice.

PASTOR, Geschichte der Päpste, (Freiburg 141
48) Ibid
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known historian of the Reformation period 2) Boehmer wWas str-ongly
Lutheran ıIn hıs sympathıies, but ıIn his bıography of St lgnatius of
Loyola displayed ability LO apprecıate the Catholic viewpoıint.
In his book Luther’'s Journey to KRome he devoted chapter LO
Giles z Although brief 1t W as superficial study, but investi-
gatıon based manuscrı1pt materı1al and w1cle range of printed
SOUICEeEes Boehmer ore than anybody before Since amIne within

AC  (D of understanding Giles He realized that the dynamic uUurs«c
ıIn Giles’s ıfe Came from his Zest for reform, retorm ın studies,
retorm ın morals, reform 1n ecclesiastical discipline 8} f W as thus
that the apparently conflicting aspects of his character could be
reconcıled. Yet. In the last analysis Boehmer ftailed LO evaluate Giles
accurately. TIhe aılure Was due tO double-defeect, of interpretation,
and of SOUTCE material.

Boehmer, might be expected ın admirer of Luther, sa
the Kenaissance sharply divided into and christian. In this
he Was at 0)el with Pastor. Giles’s friendship with the classıcal
humanısts Was interpreted sıgn that he had unconsc1o0usly COIN-

promiısed hıs retorm iıdeals 7# Boehmer, under the infÄuence of
Pelissier’s earlier study, weighed Giles 1n the balance eftective
reformer, and found hlm wantıng ) Boehmer’s defect of interpre-
tatıon would ave een rectihed i# he had consulted Pelissier’s
edition of Giles’s register, and had een thus are of the -qd.  SS-
ment ıf demanded of Prevı1o0us jJudgments the friar 5 It 15 Giles’s

4„|) For Boehmer (1869-1927) ct K 1931 424 Neue Deutsche Bio.
graphie, 393

45) Egidio anisıo un der Unionstreit ”, ın BOEHMER, Luthers Romfahrt
(Leipzig 26-75

45) LEr (1 Giles] ist uch merkwürdig als eın Zeuge tür die allgemeine
Sehnsucht ach eiıner Fkirneuerung der Kirche und der Religion. |)iese Sehnsucht
hat ihn von der Scholastik VO Ficino TSt Ficino und der Neuplatonikern
und ann wieder VO Ficino der Kabbala geführt, und diese Sehnsucht wWar
uch die verborgene 1 riebfeder, die selıner Tätigkeit als Ordensleiter je] und
Richtung zab Er wWar AauU: eıner reformierten Kongregation hervorgegangen und
lebte daher für se1ne Person ımmer streng asketisch. ”, ibid.,

47) Ibid., 39-41,
48) Aber INa hat doch nicht den kindruck, ass viel erreichte ”, ibid.,

He Iso believed that Giles W as boastful and place-hunter.
49) BOEHMER, ibid., 57 H 2 stated that he di not ave the opportunıity to

consult Noris’s ıfe of Giles He does not aPDDCAar ave Ven known of
Pelissier’s edition of the manuscrı1pt.



The Problem o} Giles of Viterbo 53

regısters, rather than an other SOUTCE, which ShOW h1m the
retormer In practice. Boehmer’ s ınterest In Giles’s reforming actı-
vıitıes had een whetted by Kawerau, who ıIn 1911 published the
extract of Giles s regısters fro m manuscrı1ıpt CODY In the Berlin
Staatsbibliothek 72) Boehmer, vısıt LO Rome, examıned ON

Eigidian regıister ın the Augustinian general archıives, but CIrcum-
stances allowed hiım INnoOTEe than hurried and unsatisfactory
investigation Z

yCal after Boehmer s book appeared, selection of Giles’s
etters concerniıng reform werTrTe published by Fovio Pazzaglia at
Rome 52) his Jjejeune work Was announced sample of the
complete collection of Giles ’ s etters which W as stated LO be then
with the printers 20} Pazzaglia s plan W as still-born projJect. Other
documents of less importance tor understanding of Giles
WeTre published during ıIn the Analecta Augustiniana. Fus-
tasıo Listeban, the Augustinian archivist general, edited collection
of the unpublished briefs and bulls from Popes Julius an Leo
LO Clles 3 E, qually important but INOTE ılluminating Was ksteban’'s
edition of the reform decrees issued by CIICS when he Was elected
pr10r general of the Augustinian order at Naples ın 1507 )

Has Eisteban published these documents Vear earlier they
could ave een sed LO considerable advantage by Alphons Mueller

50) KAWERAU, us den Actis Generalatus Aegidii Viterbiensis ”, ın
DE (1911) awerau did not Zz1ve precise reference for

the then newly acquired by the Berlin ibrary, and yetl uncatalogued. It
1S Deutsche Staatsbibliothek, Berlin, tal Fo 173 ct Mitteilungen au. der Rönig-
lichen Bibliothek Berlin For awerau ct Der Grosse
Brockhaus, 1)

51) BOEHMER, Luthers Romfahrt, Cit.. 7 Boehmer ha only S1X hO'UYS at
his disposal;, he ha: work ın ill-lighted TOOIN, dark day, and his CYC5S
wWere tired from reading the Vatican regısters. The Egidian register 1S In
difficult scr1pt.

52) AZZAGLIA, Lettere inedite del ard Egidio anisio Viterbese (Rome
915 Pp v11-23 Monsignore Pazzaglia 1s stil] living, at Rome

5.!) On the of the back ıt states, di stampa Epistolario
de ard Egidio anısı1o Viterbese. Raccolta completa delle ettere edite ed
inedite de anısl1o tratte da '’arı codici dell’Angelica della Marciana ‘ In tact
there AT known etters ot Giles ın the Biblioteca Marciana, Venice.

54) In A (1921-1922) 17228
55) Ibid., 64-66 The decrees AT known only indirectly, from their ICDE-

tıtıon ın the decrees of the genera|l chapter held at Naples ın 1539
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ın valuable study which appeared ın 1921 2 Mueller,
Dominican an: outspoken admirer of Luther, W as interestec
primarily ın the theological SOUTCES of |Luther s theology. In order
LO understand Luther’'s attitude LO reform Mueller turned his attention
to the Augustinian order. He showed penetratıon ıIn hlS COMMEeNLS
HIS judgments would ave carrıed greater weight had he nNnOLt een
led astray, had Boehmer before h1m, by serl1es of mis-dated
entries 1in on of the F,gidian regıisters al Rome The mistake W as

corrected Cn ca later by Hubert Jedin In on of hıs early
probings iınto Keformation hıstory } Jedin' s article, with ıts mınute
examınatıon of [WO registers In the central Augustinian archives 15

andmark for those interested ıIn Giles
Up LO thiıs time Giles’s theology Wa  CN closed book, though

he W as known the author of maJor theological work, and had
een referred to 1ın hıs lıtetime teologo grandissimo S3 Alphons
Mueller attempted In number of stucdies to OVEC that the
orthodox iıdeas which distinguished Lutheranism from the traditional
teachings of the Church wWEerTe LO be found 1ın the wrıtings of Augus-
tinıan theologians of the fourteenth and Aifteenth centurıes }
French theologian, Jules Paquier, following Out thıs line of thought
set himself the task of comparıng Luther s theological princıples
with those of CGiles His conclusions, published 1n 1923 showed
that there Wa  N ONVEISCHNCE of iıdeas between the LWO Augus-
tinıans S Paquier, In the PTIOCCSS of hlS Iucıcl demonstration,

56) MUELLER, Der Augustiner-Observantismus und dle Kritik und Psy
chologie Luthers ”, ıIn G 9 1921 1-34

57) JEDIN, Die römischen Augustiner-Quellen Luthers Frühzeit ', bid
H © Va 1928) 256-270

58) @: Piero Parenti's cCommMmMent Giles ıIn Aprıil 1502 In HNITZER,
Savonarola ach den Aufzeichnungen des Piero Parenti (Leipzig 1910

59) MUELLER, Luthers theologische Quellen Giessen 1912) ; [DEM,
Agostino Favaron] la teologia Cl |Lutero ” ıIn Bilychnis, 88| 14) 373-387 : '‘ LZur
Verteidigung Luthers un meılnes Buches « Luthers theologische Quellen » ”, In
Theologische Studien und Kritiken, 1914) 131-17Z: '‘ Gilacomo Perez
di Valenza, A VESCOVO di Chrysopoli la teologia ; Lutero , ın Bilychnis,

1920) I: Una fonte ıgnota del sıstema di Lutero : l Beato Fidati da
C assıa A la SU: teologia (Rome } IIr Paulus di Monaco, ı] Beato Fidati,

€&  0 Lutero , ıIn Bilychnis, XIX 1922) 247-257 ; Lutero [” Agostinianismo medioevale
(Rome 1929)

9 PAQUIER, Un essal de theologie platonicıenne la Renaissance : le Com-
mentaıre de Gilles de Viterbe SUr le premier livre des Sentences , In Recherches
de scıence religieuse, AI 12, 419-436
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pounded how Giles’s neo-platonic treatmen of the Sentences W as

ın the IManner of Marsilio Ficıno. TIhe study would ave gained 1ın
value ha Paquier ecen aie of the evolution In Giles’s philo
sophical beliefs. Nobody has taken ote of the fact, the S1gnN1-
ficance of the fact, that ıIn his days Giles edited three
works by CGiles of Rome (c |  ) brilliant pupıl of St Ihomas
Aquinas, and ounder of the School of the Augustinian friars *#}

General] works of reference finally began LO show the results
of research CIICS In 1915 Aurelio Palmieri, talian Augus-
tinıan, contributed article Giles the Dictionnaire de Theo-
logie Catholique e It w as remarkable advance an general
account that ate It 15 surprisıng that Palmieri; overlooked
the INC1sS1ıve study of Giles which Boehmer ha included ın his
/ uthers Romfahrt. F ourteen ca later David Perini incorporated
Palmieri's account, without acknowledgement, In his Bibliographia
Augustiniana °) In acdition LO at least [WO mistakes of Palmieri
Perini added OINe 1TOIS of hıs OW Nevertheless, Perinis COINN-

piılation e Ven hunclr Cd' ca of talian Augustinian literature
18 indispensable reference work for an study of Giles and
hıs times.

SIGNORELLI 1929) THE PRESENT DA Y RE FOR CS

The biography which had een called tor by Tiraboschi %}
Hergenröther } Steinschneider 381 Palissier 67 Pastor 68)‚ Boeh
Iner 69  — and Paquier wWas finally attempted by Giuseppe S1gno-

E Egidii Romani commentarıa In II libros physicorum Aristotelis, ed
Egidius Viterbiensis (Padua 493 Egidii Romani quaestiones de materıa coeli et
de intellectu pnosstibili, ed Egidius Viterbiensis (Padua 1493 For Giles’s editions
ct Gesamtkatalog der W iegendruchke, VI (Leipzig 1934 DE 784-5 7213

52) Op Cıl., 1915) For Palmier:i ct ıbl Aug.,
1, 45-8

68) Op cCit:, (Florence 1929) 177-186
ß«£) TIRABOSCHI, Storia ett ital., VII pt (Modena 591
GS) HERGENRÖTHER ıIn Kirchenlexikon, (Freiburg I 1882 256
GK) STEINSCHNEIDER In Zeitschrift für hebnräische Bibliographie, 1896-1897 H3
67) PELISSIER ın Miscellanea cıt Bergamo 903
63 P’ASTOR, Geschichte der Päpste, pt (Freiburg 1. 141
89) BOEHMER, Luthers Romfahrt (Leipzig E,

70) PAQUIER ın Recherches de scıience religieuse, X 111 (1923)
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relli ın 1929 5 his W as not full-scale biography, but rapıd
SUPVEY of Giles’'s ıfe an wrıtings. [t 15 ere Oopportune LO consıder
the merıts and defects of Signorelli's work.

Signorelli, chief librarian of the biblioteca cornunale at Vi-
terbo, had the time and the opportunıity LO acquıre thorough
knowledge of talian printed WOI‘kS dealing wiıth Giles and the events
of his period. his advantage tended LO become detect. Signorelli
had marked inclination display rag-bag collection of intor-
matıon about mınor characters and side-issues.

One of the merıts of his work 15 ıts detaıiled knowledge of
Viterbese history. His thorough of loca|l history enabled hiım
LO eluciıdate problems which Al often only fully understood by
local historians and antıquarıans ) GIICS S birthplace, and A AA

his famıly Name, Ar disputed atters 78) FOI‘ understanding of
talian figures of the Renaissance such local knowledge 15 almost

essential. kach C1lty cultivated independence and self-con-
SC1IOUSNESS all iıts O W his mentalıty persiısts FO the present day,
though tO diminished degree: Signorelli's approach LO hıs subject
15 demonstration of the fact His interest m Viterbese history
has been allowed to dominate the book The preface DenNn with
the rınging reminder that Viterbo should recognıze ıts O W heroes

heroes agnoscıiıte vestros and the last chapter pulsates LO
close the proud nOote of ıllustre concittadino 74)

Signorelli, methodic and paınstakıng, has wriıtten attractıve
biography. Though 1t would be scathıng, and SEVEN unJust, LO label
1'IIS work superficial 1ıt 15 manıfest that ıt displays profound

5 SIGNORELLI, l ardinale Egidio da V iterbo, agostinıano, umanısta
riformatore, (Florence 1929 Pn 270

A Signorell; Was Iso author of substantia]l three volume V iterbo nella
storıa della Chiesa Viterbo 1908, 1938, 1940 his 15 mode] local history,
amply documented, crıtical and lucidly rıtten. [t 15 work 11O almost impossible
{9) PITOCUTE, The stock of books wWwWas destroyed during the Allied bombing of
Viterbo ın May-June 044 (Glovannı Signorelli, SO of the historian, kindly
presented ıth CODY of the third volume. hıs contaıns, 1-70, study
of Giles It 1S mostly SyNOpsISs of SIGNORELLI s Egidio da V iterbo. For bio
bibliographical notice of Signorelli; ct ]l Corriere del Viterbese, 13 February 054

78) From documents In the Viterbo communal archives Signorelli established
such mınutiae the house ın which Giles lived In Rome, ct cıt., 201, 14 @

74) Op C: 116 C Iso .9 ıl nOsStIro agostin]1ano , O, 79 9, *“ nostra
cıtta 18, NOSITO concıttadino u 1117 nOostro Nventio 144 131 :1: nostro terrıtorio0 , !., 42
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analysıs of character of events Signorell; states the (( what not

the why )) It Was untfortunate that he Wa  CN not abreast of iınter-
national scholarship. He W as unacquaiıinted with the studies by
Boehmer, Paquier and Jedin but OIl 675 readıly forgive hıs OVEeTl-

sight. 1+ WäÜ.:  N compensated tor when he TEW attention LO volume
of CGiles’'s etters 1n the biblioteca comunale at Siena 2 his PIC-
C10USs collection reveals NOLT CGiles the fine phrasıng humanıst but
the Scole aal retformer with whip ash In hıs words and
almost ruthless [9)  c of decision. TIhe etters confirm and illumine
what afe often only are entrlıes ın his registers. Signorell; made
only VEIY imıted us  ® of the etters : his iınterest W as mainly ıIn
CGiles the humanıst an papal diplomat. Despite the shortcomings
of his bıiography Signorelli has cleared the ground In thorough
ashion. All students of Giles ATr in his debt

In 1937 Jedin published hlS magisterial stucly of the Augustinian,
Girolamo Seripando (  ) cardınal legate at the Councıil of
Trent‚ } 1 hough he dealt but briefly anı In passınz with
Giles he showed that Seripando Platonist, scriptura]) scholar
and ecclesiastical reformer Wa  CN profoundly aftected by Cules 9 The
amne question of the relationship between religious reform and
the ne learnıng Was discussed by Professor Toffanin of Naples INn

study of Pontano 63} The book contaıns [W  ®] chapters CGiles’s
tusion of classical learnıng and christian pıety ©) Toffanin s COIIll-

ments aAare valuable but he would have eecn ground had
he argued from Giles’s wrıtings rather than from Pontano s version
of what Giles saıc %S

In recent ca another talian scholar, Lugenio Massa, has

75) The confusing characte of OrenzZo da [ları's catalogue,
biblioteca nubblica di Siena, V1 (Siena 1847 explains why the W as

looked
EDIN, G irolamo Seripando, seın Leben und Denken IM Geisteskampf

des Jahrhunderts (2 vols, Wiürzburg 1937 An English translation by
LEerckhoff W as published St Louis, Mo., 1947 [t omıts INa y of the toot-

notes and the valuable appendices.
S Op CH., I 80-95, 157761

Giuseppe T’OFFANIN, ( Lt0Vvannı Oontano, fra ’ uomo la natura ; In en-
dice 7 dialogo Aegidius tradotto da Vincenzo Grillo (Bologna 938

79) Chap T “(CB3 6ia Frate Eigidio da Viterbo ?’:; chap. 4, dialogo
((( Aegidius

k T offanin argued mostly trom the Dialogus Aegidius of Pontano, though
he Iso consulted the studies by Fiorentino, Gothein and Signorelli,
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made Giles the object of hıs specıal study D He has goNe direct
tO orıgınal SOUTCES, E,gidian manuscrıpts at Rome, Naples and Paris,
has edited representatıve section of OI of Giles’'s composıtions Z
and 1S preparıngz Giles s [W. maJor works f01' publication %)
ready, with the exception of Signorelli, Massa has published INOITIES

than aln other author Giles However. the quality of the work
INa be questioned.

Massa OWCS MmMoOost of hlS tundamental ideas about Giles and the
Augustinian schoo] of theology LO Mueller and Paquier, and Y1ves

sıgn of knowing that research of the past Lwenty ca has Cis
proved these notions 84) His interest 15 In Giles Renaissance
hinker, and he DaVYyS little attention LO hım reformer of the
Augustinian order. When he 0o€6s discuss him reformer he
„ONVEYS totally oNg iımpression. He describes hım dominated
by the dea of Church, spirıtual and inter10r, In CONLras with
the institutional organızatıon of the KRoman Gatholic Church 2

Massa’s work 15 noTt wiıthout meriıt. Apärt from the orıginal
SOUTITCES which he 1S 110 editing he draws attention LO Giles
Renaissance thinker. He propounds aTt OINne length theory that

81) MASSA, LEgidio da Viıterbo, Machiavelli, Lutero 1 pessimısmo Y1S-
tiano , ın Archivio di Filosofia, ]949, [DEM, ' Egidio da Viterbo la
metodologia de SdDCIEC ne| ciınquencento , ın Pensee humanıiste et tradition Are-
henne aJu. XO et XVIe siecles, ed Bedariıda (Paris 1950 85-239; [DEM,
'"L.’anıma I’uomo ın Egidio da Viterbo nelle tonti classiche medioevalı ”,
In Archivio di Filosofia, 1951, IDEM, fondamenti metafisici della C dignitas
hominıiıs D ©  © testH inediti: di Egidio da Viterbo (Iurin 1954 Professor Massa 18
member of the Faculty o$ Letters, University of Pisa

82) [bid., trom ‘ Sententiae ad mentem Platon?s © Vat Lat E 6325,
4 2 - I9v,

88) MASSsSA In Archiv Filos., I951, 57 states that he 15 preparıng 1 of the
‘ Sententiae ad mentem Platonis ’ for publication: he has intormed that he
has completed edition of the ' Historia Saeculorum ' tor publication at
Zurich

B4) (RISAR In eıt Rat Theol., 1920) 91, states of Mueller’s notion
of Augustinian School In the 5th cCentiury ıth principles which inspired
Luther’s theology, that it 1S Nu VO. ihm bekannt”. Particular studies of
the questlion, .9 CIOLINI, Agostino di Roma la SUl: Cristologia (Florence
1944 F RIEMEL, Die theologische Prinzipienlehre des Augustinus Favaroni vDVDOoO  $

Rom , (T 1443), (Würzburg 1950) ; T ONER, The doctrine of original
Sın and justification according TOo Augustine of Rome Louvain 1958

85) La famosa ( Oratio )) da Egidio, per \’apertura de Concilio Lateranense
PCIVasa da  la concezlone di un Chiesa spirituale ınterlore, ıIn Contirasto

CO: la Chiesa exterilore , ıIn Archiwv. Filos., 1949, [7-78
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Giles’'s object 1n his writings W as LO defend theology by 18K .

critical and historical method. Massa also contends t+hat Gi  (n  €s W as

plıoneer ın hıs philological approach LO scrıpture. Provocative COIN-

ments AT made the development 1n Ciules’s thought under the
stimulus of Plato the classics, the cabbala and the Talmud.

There aAve ecen OIN€e recent contributions Giles Ihe b10
graphical notice by Ugo arlıanı In the Enciclopedia (C’attolica carrıes

weıght : 1t adds nothing He OU knowledge of Giles and
repeats few stock actual]l IIOTS 2 (One of the INOTEe difficult DIrO-
blerns of Giles’s ıfe f01‘ biographer 15 that of the cabbala, which
only speclalist Ca  -} Tea adequately. Fortunately Professor Francois
Secret, acknowledged authority the christian cabbalists, has
NO begun such study of Giles ) Swiss scriptural scholar,
Fr George Schelbert‚ has completed examınatıon of Jerusalem
Targum which Was copied tor Giles In the early sixteenth CENMN-

LUr y SB) Lutheran studies continue LO excıte research the Saxon
Congregation and Giles Reinhold Weijenborg, Dutch Franciscan,
recently published important article which brings into relief the
eftorts made by Giles LO strike vgolden INnecan between CNCOUTaASEC-
ment of the reform mMOvement oNng the German Augustinians
an the maıntenance of unıty 1n the order 3

Ar MARIANI, Egidio da Viterbo ın Cil., 141-143 there
18 nothing 8 and at least ONM notable actual ın the article Giles
by HUEMPFNER In K || 1957) 193-194

Professor Secret has dealt incidentally ıth Giles ıIn z articles, ‘ Les
Dominicains la kabbale chretienne la Renaissance , ıIn Archivium Fratrum
Praedicatorum, N 1957) 319-336 1CO della Mirandola glı 1Nn1z] della
cabala cristlana , ın Convivium, S 1957) 31-47 and In specific WaYy In Le
/ 8Ehar hez les kabbalistes chretiens de la Renaissance (Paris 058 34-472 majJor
advance owards understanding of Giles has been made recently by Professor
SECRET’s Egidio da V iterbo : Scechina tbellus de litteris hebraicis (2 vols, Rome
959 Edizione Nazıonale del Classic; de! Pensiero ltaliano), attractıve edition
of tw. of Giles’s cabbalistic works hıtherto unpublished.

88) Fr Schelbert 15 professor of Old Testament at the Bethlehemite Mıssions-
Seminar, Schöneck/NIDW, Switzerland. Hıis study of the Targum, which he
kindly allowed LO read, 15 dissertation for the doctorate 1ın Scripture the
Pontifical Biblical Institute, Rome For the In questlon, NO° Bibl Vaticana,

Neohıti l, which 1S unıque complete CODY of the alestinian Targum the
Pentateuch, ct DIEZ-MACHO, na copla completa de Targum Palestinense al
Pentateuco la Bıbioteca Vaticana , In Sefarad, XVII 1 19-121

89) WEIJENBORG, ‘ Neuentdeckte Dokumente 1 Zusammenhang mıt Luthers
Romreise , In Antonianum, BED 1957) 47-202 his 1s study of exceptionalvalue.
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his SUFVEY of the historiography of OUur subject 15 wıtness
LO the truth that hirst iımpressions cl1e hard Any student of Giles’'s
ıfte 111 find d1fficulty INn ridding himself of the pıcture drawn by
the humanıists of the sixteenth GENuTY. Giles s regısters and etters,
wriıtten during hlS ca general of the order, M =: mostly unedited
and ONVCY different impression from that eft by the humanısts.
He CIMMETYCS trom the unpublished sSOuL1GeEsSs INa dedicated to

spirıtual evival. Nevertheless, 1t must be borne ıIn mınd that he
Was Renaissance INa intensely interested ın al] the develop-
ments of the 8i learnıing. Iwo maın aspecCc(ts of hıs ıte thus suggest
themselves for study, hıs place and thought humanıist, hıs
TOZTAININE and actıvıty ecclesiastical reformer. (n closer
examınatıon ıt will be CcCcCMn that these z  ®] aspec(ts CAannot be SCDH
rated $ he 15 tO be properly understood. There W as separatıon
of (( and christian elements In his thought. His ıdeals
found practical expression In retorm., reform which he preached
tor the daily lives of the people In INanVYy talıan citles, reform
of discipline which he tormulated when pr10r general of the Augus-
tinıans, reform ın theology which W as LO be presented ın Platonic
erms, and retorm ın biblical studıes that the lıving word of God
might be heard INn al ıts keenness. But he expressed hımself always
ın classical terms, 1ın the language of the humanısts. For Giles
reform W:  N nOoL revolution. He W as Renaissance INna ın revolt
agaınst medieval Gothic He reform ıdentical with revıval,
and In that he Was Lrue product of the Renaissance. He Wa  CN

enthusiast for the revıval of classical studies, but also fostered the
study of scholasticism. Sıimilarly, reform of the Augustinian order
meant for him retiurn LO what he conceıved had een the primıtıve
ervour of the Augustinian hermits 1ın the hifth cCentiury and of the
Augustinian friars In the thirteenth.

It 15 salutary, when reconsidering the impression of Giles created
by the humanıists, realize the extient LO which scholars, wiıth
misplaced confidence, acceDnt the conclusions of Drev1OuUs wriıters.
However ılluminating al the reHections of historians there 15
substitute f01‘ orıgınal SOUTICES

MARTIN,

Dublin University College.


