
The an of Augustine
but the Voice of Marsılius

Though Marsılius of Padua Was but ONne of number of
opponents of clerical partıcıpatıon the polıtıcal lıfe of medieval
Kurope he Was the most influentijal Untiring hıs efforts
LO erode papa authorıty, both wıthın an wıthout the church hıs

contrıbution LO that LO be found hıs celebrated Defen-
SOT Pacıs, completed U Parıs 13924 1) The book whiıle lengthy
aN! sometımes tıresome cataloguıng of the evıls of the church of hıs
day, also presents posıtıve plan of reform an demonstrates skıilful
utiılızatıon of SCT1pture an WTI1UNgS of early church athers SUPPOITt
of Marsıllus OW posıtıon In fact adept Was Marsılius C1UNgZ
those OUTCES that ıe has een argued that he Was dıstinctly iınfluenced
Dy Oone of the church athers to whom he makes irequent reference 2)
namely St. Augustine

Professor Jan Gewirth arg UulIng that the ımportance of Augus-
tn1anısmMm for Marsılhlius especlally what he terms the POSIULVISTLC
sStraın Augustine polhıtical thought has not een sufficlently
recogn1ızed makes entıon of the number of QquOtatioNs firom Augustine
whıich aPPEAT 1N the Defensor Pacıs He Aargues that after the Bıble
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Dy of quoting hım by of sımple reference. Wıth the exception of the
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Augustine, unless otherwise indicated.
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an Artıstotle Augustıine 1NOTe wıdely quoted than an yohe else 3)
Thıs mMay well be true but 1T far t0O sımple readıng of the sıtuatıon

attrıbute much weight to thıs oe€es (+ewirth
Compared the number of quotations taken from the Bible

those from Augustine AT qu1ıte few Besides whereas Augustine
miıght ave een quoted the Defensor Pacıs INOTE frequently than
aln Y of the other church athers also wıdely quoted by Marsılhus, ONne

cannot attrıbute an y specıal S19N1CcaNCE LO thıs fact After a ]] the
SaIne holds true for the whole body of medieval WTrI10NgS Besıides 1T
should a 180 be remembered that almost wıthout eXception a I1 QqUOTa-
t103S taken i{rom Augustine the Defensor Pacıs WerTe taken by Mar-
silıus not from Augustine OW. works but from the works of the grea
medieval compilers such eter Lombard an St Thomas Aquinas
Kven (GAewirth hıimself admıts thıs It also sheds totally dıfferent
lıght the S1gNIMcAaNCcE of those QquotatlioNs Fınally, 1% also Lrue that
the wıdespread uUusSe of quotations from the Bıble an early Salnts and
athers of the church found medieval wrıters generally, WwWas 4A5

much lıterary rhetorical ploy anythıng else The appeal TO

authorıty, always PEeTSUASIVE Was especlally to the medieval mınd
when that authorıty had the blessings of Rome

In turnıng the quotations from Arıstotle, ür ll be SsSecen that
these AaATe employed somewhat dıfferent role It probably true
to Sa y that 1% W as Dıiscourse of hıs work that Marsıhllus worked out
the essentıal theses of hıs system The PUL DOSC of Discourse I1 VeLY
largely, W asS LO find scr1ptural an other approprıiate Support fOor the
posıtion enuncjated Dıiscourse Yet eXcept for LWO references
Dıiscourse 7) a.11 references LO Augustine COINE Discourse I1 of the
Defensor Pacıs But thıs not the CcCase of Arıistotle Rather 1t 15

Discourse where Marsılius concerned ıth formulatıng the fun-
damentals of hıs posıtion that Arıstotle mostly employed Further-
INOTEe Marsıhus [(015 not ave LO Artıstotle ere merely tO

GEWIRTH, Cil., Vol I,especlally See ‚Iso LAGARDE,
Cil., Vol 1L especially Here Dr. de Lagarde ı satisfied that Augustine had

special place ı Marsilius’ thought.
Ssee BOUGEROL, Introductıon LO the Works of Oonaventure (New Vork

1964), p GEWIRTE, 07 C Vol. I, 3 ’ I1,.

EWIRTE, 07 Cil., Vol I’ 8l; Il.

See D’ENTREVES, T’he Medieval Contributzon IO Political Thought (Oxford,
1939),

Defensor Pacıs, 1 » X1X
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support hıs OW posiıtion. He actually ea vVes Artıstotle’s thought into
hıs OW. As ll be SCEN, üNne cannot be SUuTe that this 18 how Augustine
18 sed

The INanneltr an pattern of cıtatıon found 1ın the Defensor Pacıs
1S not the only factor which makes ONe question the COTrTECTNeESSs of
(GGewirth’s viewpont 8) Marsılius’ references LO Augustine 1ın the Defen-
SOT Pacıs Are almost completely confiıned LO fıve 1SSuUeS. And eXa-
mınatıon of the WaYy iın which Marsılhus employs Augustine In CONNEeEC-
tıon aıth these 1SSUEeS 18 even INOTeEe devastatıng sti[1 to (Aewirth’s
posıtıion. That thıs 1S Ca  - be shown DYy posıng fıve questions of each
of these 1SSUEeS. And ıt, 18 tOo diseussion of thıs pomt that wısh IN0
devote the remaınder of thıs

T'he questions posed of these fıye 1SSuUes AaTe follows : (1) How
ıntegral and sıgnıfıcant part they play ın : Marsıllus’ theory
whole ;: (11) whether they Can hbe consıdered development af the SCNE-
ral princıples of Marsıhus’ theory Ja1ıd OoOWnNn 1n Discourse of the
Defensor Pacıs ; (111) whether they ATe 1n keeping ıth Augustine’s
OW general beliefs ; (1V) how sitable 9} pertinent the references
ployed 1n connectj on ıth them AIC, (V) LO hat extent Augustine 18
the only commentator an y of the 1SSuUeSs.

The fırst pomint which Augustine 18 referred LO 1S the ıdea that
neıther Christ 191028 the apostles an! priests after hım should ave an
temporal COeTrCcIve W an should 1n fact recogn1ıze A Jawful,
and consequently obey, the temporal W of eıvıl rulers. Secondly,
he 18 referred to ın the diseussion the meanıng of the W of the
keys 2N! the respect1ıves roles of the priesthood and the laıty 1n enfor-
CINg thıs W T'hırdly, Marsılius refers LO Augustine iın outlınıng
hıs OW: VIeWS relig10us poverty Fourthly, Augustine 1S referred
LO 1ın connectjon ıth Marsılius’ argument Ior the equality of a ]] the
apostles. And {1fthly, Augustine 18 called upoNn when Marsıllus dıs-
CUSSes the valıdıty of dıyıne an human wrıtings.

Before eXamınıng the maın 1SSUEeS 1n detail, ıt will be well LO 1Ind1-
cate the other lesser points hıch Augustine 18 referred LO There
18 sımple reference LO hım when he 1Ss called upDon LO sShow that SOVEIN-
ments Ca  - COMe, they normally do, from human mınds 9), he 18

For fuller disecussion of this point, sSee Daniel ‚MULCAHY, « Marsılius of
Padua’s Use of Augustine », In forthcoming 1S811e of Revue des Etudes Augustı-
NLENNES (1971)

Defensor Pacıs, I
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quoted ONCe the meanıng of church held by the latıns, meanıng
house of Prayerl 10) v he 1S quoted twıce the meanıng of spirıtual 11) e

ere 18 sımple reference to hım the point that priests should
be elected by the people 12) - he 18 quoted ONCEe the 1e W that the
authorıity to define scrıpture belongs LO general councıl only
an fınally, there 18 sımple reference to hım where Marsıllus shows
how the saınts N! phılosophers generally ave despised the Roman
bıshop for revokıng an suspending human laws an general councıl
laws 14) Sınce lıttle s1gniıf1cance Can he attached LO these references,
it suffıces sımply LO mentıon them However, detaıiled eXamı-
natıon of Ose references which apPCar 1n connect.on ıth the fıyve
1SSUES already iıdentified 1S ın order.

No Temmporal W of prrESsts
In far ONe of the maın of Marsılhlus 1S LO produce(1)

State 1n which the cıvıl rulers wiıll ave complete Teedom LO admınıs-
ter the affalrs of the sState wıithout interference from the clergy, the
first maın l1ssue which Augustine 18 referred LO 1S central the whole
argument of the Defensor Pacıs. In thıs connect.on Augustine 18 referred

thırty S1X 0CCas]ıons In a 11 15), INOTE than iın connection ıth an Y
other pomınt Of these, LWEeNTtYy four ATe quotations and twelve ATe sımple
references. Of the quotations, LWO ATre knowiıngly quoted agaınst
Marsıhus’ OW posıtıon 16) Though MOS of the references ere aD PCAaL
together, SOIle of em AIe distriıbuted 1n few dıfferent places
throughout Discourse I1
(11) As 311 be sScemIl from apters an V3 of Discourse ın partı-
cular, ıt. Ca  } be sa1d that thıs argument, aımed at subordinatıng the
priests and bıshops LO the temporal rulers, 1S sımply extensıon of
the general princıples aıld OoOWN ın Discourse
111) W hereas Augustine WasS In agreemen ıth Marsıliıus the

10) Tbiıd., 11.
11) Tbid., —_  11. 5)
12) I bıd., e  XVIL. ir
13) I bıd., I1 i1l; SceC Iso 1bıd.,
14) I bıd., 88 XI1IV.
15) 1 bıd., 1V. 2, EW 5! IL W: 63 1V: 77 1V. 1 9 V. A N: 4‚ V. D,

17 A 7 V. 8! V, 9) I8 1X. 7, ‚b 97 1X. 10, ın y V 2, I1 WE 4’ XI1X. 6,
XX1X. 7! I1 X1X.

16) Tbıd., XXWVIl. 2) I8 XXWVI. hıs 18 repeated quotation.
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poınt that priests should obey the eıvıl rulers, he would
ıth Marsılius’ assertion that the priests should ave Coercıve
W 17) Less stal] would he ıth the PUTLDOSC for which Mar-
a l10us calls hım ın thıs connection, namely, to reduce the church
authorities to complete subordimation LO eıvıl authorıties.
(1V) As to the pertinence of the quotations and sımple references In
thıs Case, it wiıll be helpful ıf they AL scemn being adduced ın CONNEC-

tıon ıth fıye separate aspects of the maın pomnt, for ıt, 1S ın connectjion
wıth these that the references aD PCaL These 0 the 1eW that the
apostles WeIiIe not gıven COeTCIVe temporal W:  9 that Chrıist dıd
not want earthly kıngdom rulership; that Christ dıd not deny
earthly rulers POWEI from God ;: that prıests and bıshops should not
meddle 1n worldly affalrs ; Ral that a ] includıng priests INUuSsS obey
earthly rulers. That these Aie valıd distinetions wıthın the ma]or
pomt 18 true, and these references, whıle g1ving distorted version
of Augustine, Ar e pertinent.
(v) It WasS stated already that general rule throughout Discourse
I1 of the Defensor Pacıs Marsılius fırst quoted scrıpture iın defense of
hıs posıtıon an! then ollowed the scrıptural © wıith COINMMEN-

tarıes by the saınts aN athers of the church. Thıs general practice
1S followed 1ın most ere Nor 18 Augustine the only commentato
referred to thıs point Usually he IS accompanıed DYy others, an
ıf n0%t, those other cCcCommentators aTe referred LO the SAa poın
elsewhere.

No Equality of all prrEStS.
(1) The second maın issue Ol whıich Augustine 18 referred to 1 that
of the equality of bıshops. Besıdes reducıng the W' of the clergy

whole LO posıtıon of subordination 1n eıvıal affalrs, ıt IS a lso key
CONCeErN of Marsılhus weaken the authorıty of the PODE ın temporal
and spirıtual affaırs. One of the WaYyS, In fact the maın WaYy, ın
which he sets about domg thıs 1s by denyıng an y priority LO eter OVvVver

the other apostles an consequently LO the bıshop of Rome OVeLI the
other bıshops. And for thıs TeaSON, thıs pomnt IS ıntegral to hıs whole
argument. In thıs connection, Augustine 1S referred to twenty LWO
0CCasS1ıONS, which includes sıxteen quotations an S1X sımple refe-

17) see for example, De Baptısmo, VIL 1, an Donatıstas DOoSsi collationem.
IV V1.
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TEeENCES 18) One of the quotations » 1S irom the Quaestiones Veterıs
el Novı Testamentı, longer consıdered LO be work of Augustine 19)
Another 18 quotation agaınst Marsılius’ OW posıtıon an 0)41% 15

sımple reference 21) LO the apocryphal work Just mentijoned. All the
references appear ın LWwO separate places an quıte close to each other.
(11) In thıs Case there 15 hıttle dıfficulty iın relatıng thıs 1Ssue to ıts
OT1ZINS ın Dısecourse There ıt; specıfıcally stated to be the inten-
tıon of the work to eradıcate papa. interference 1n eıvıl affaırs; the
prımary of eıvıl strıife 22)
(111) Though he 1s veLY clear it, it. 18 probably true to Sa y
that Augustine accepted the spirıtual prımacy of the PDOPDEe 23) To that
eXtent, al references Augustine thıs point AT unwarranted.
(1vV) As regards the pertinence of the quotations of the maın point,
there 1S SOMmMe doubt also. Marsılius 1S .1 paıns LO hıs pomint
He siıde-tracks continually, and ıt 18 1n arguments which AT largely
distinet from the entral 1SSUE, but supporting posıtıon from hıch
Marsılıus of hıs OW aCccount Z0€ES tOo deduce the doectrine of equality
of a ll bıshops, that Augustine 15 sed Broadliy speakıng, then, whereas
it would not be true to Sa y that these quotations ATe entirely off the
point, they certaınly AIe not vVeLYyY approprıiate. It should be noted also
that ere ONe of the quotations aN! ONe of the sımple references ATe

from the apocryphal work, (uaestiones Veter2s el Novı Testamentz.
(v) In thıs of quotations a 180 ıt, 1s 1LNOTEeE general LO See the Samle

pattern followed W as the Case ıth those ın No above. The refe-
usually follows scrı1ptural Passage Ral rarely 1S Augustine

mentijioned ın isolatıon from other ComMMentatOors

18) Defensor Pacıs, NI® 3) WT,  b 4, VT 6, I1 XVI1. 8, ol 99 XVI. 1 ®
XVI. 1 9 XVI' 2‚ SAr VL 2, XXVI. 5, XXWVN. S, XXWVIl. 9’ XVI:  44 1 +
XXVI  Aa d 2 E} XXVIU.

19) Tbid., XVI.
20) I bıd., XXWV11. 2! XXWVI.
21) T brd., X X V,
22) 1T bıd.,
23) See Sermo, 1V, an T’ractatus ın Johannts Evangelium, X:

See 180 PORTALIE, (Auide EO the T’houghi of Sarnt Augustine, trans. Bastıan
(London, 30-32, 238-239, 41 ; an BURN-MURDOCH, T’he Development of
Papacy (London, 207.210
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No Diaivine and UMAON WrNGgS
(1) Here Augustine referred LO connectıon ıth Marsılius 16 W

hat dıyıne WwrıtNgS alone an! ere he ecans the New Testament
ATe iınfallıhle the works of human mınds beıng hable In0) eITr 24) Thıs
tıme hıs references Augustine amount to thırteen, includıng four
quotations and i1lNe sımple references 25) The references ATEe not wıdely
spread throughout the Defensor Pacıs

It not until Discourse 11 that Marsılıus thıs matter(11)
ATE made known
111) Already 1t SeeN that Augustine an Marsıhlius WT of the
Sa mınd CONCEITNINS the valıdıty of dıyıne and human WT1UNgS
nlıke Marsılhlius however Augustine (1 not reject the Old Testa-
ment
(1V) Here the references AT pertinent Marsıhllus ollows the
princıple he had aıld oOWn CONCETININ the valıdıty of dıyıne an human
wrıtings.
(V) Here Augustine not the only commentator called u DOI

No Power of the keys
(1) At thıs poın Marsılius concerned wıth reducıng the W of
the priesthood He attempts achjeve hıs LWO WaYySs
Kırst he emphasızes the role of Chrıist the sSacrament of PeENAaNCcE

CONSCQHUECNCE of whıch the ım portance of the prıest mınımızed
Second he claıms that EVEN the laıty should ave Sa y the-
munıcatıon of SiIiNNers In far thıs argument furthers the A1INs of
Marsılius, 1t Canl be consıdered central LO the entire work In a‚ ]] there
ATe 1N€ references LO Augustine thıs ZTOUDP S1X of these ATe quota-
tions an three ATr sımple references 26) They ATe not spread throughout
the book vELY ell
(11) Thıs lıne of thought takes ıts beginnings ı Discourse also 27)
Moreover, SCEINS that ıt, directly interferes ıth the pope W of
eXcom MuUunıcatıon an therefore hıs W general 1t central
tO Marsılius PUTDOSE

24) Defensor Pacıs, 11 111 I1 11 X1iX X1X 11 X1X 11 X12

I1 X1X See Iso De Natura el Gratia, 11 Ixi 71
25) Defensor Paciıs, II s P 5’ 1 @ 6’ X1X 89 138 y 6D, M {1 XX Vl

26) 16d., . Xx K HN Hı H. 8 H. n IB
2/) Ibıd.,
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(111) Augustine g1Ves emphasıs the place of the priest ın
admınısterıng the sacrament of PENAaNCcE than Marsıhus oes Kor
Augustine, 1t Was the mınıster who pronounced the Jjudgement of
guult aN! who decıded whether not. there Was eed for publıc

28) Neither o0es Augustine EeVeEeTr g1ve an Y indıcatıon that
the laıty should ave Sa y 1ın the excommunıcatıon of sInNners.
(1V) Here the references LO Augustine: AaATe to the pomt. Marsıhus

not LO ave tOo straın them he oes 1ın SOINEeE However,
that thıs 1S when Augustine actually held VIEeWS opposing those
whıich Marsılius calls upON hım SUPPOIt shows that he had rea]
acquaintance wıth Augustine’s thought the matter

(v) Agaın Augustine 1S not the only cCommentator consulted ere

No. Aı g Status of SUPDTEME

(1) On the question of relıg10us pPOoverty Marsılius 1S confusiıng. In al
he refers LO Augustine e pomnt 0CCasıons 29) T'here AT

fıve quotations an LWO sımple references. Though not VeErY 1MpOT-
tant 1ssue ın hıs argument, the CONCcepPTt of relıg10Us pOoverty 18 sed
by Marsıhus LO erıticıze clerical ownershıp of temporal POSSESSIONS and
consequently LO UrSse the non-ınterference of clerics ın temporal affaırs.
All of the references AT ocated close to each other
(11) In far Aa a ll that pertaıns reducıng the priests LO suhbor-
dinatıon ecıvıl rulers an the prevention of theır interference in
temporal affaırs 1S forseen 1ın Discourse 8 thıs argument has ıts begı1ın-
nıngs ere
(111) Augustine upheld relıg10us OWS includıng the OW of pOoverty
Though he LO ave practised the virtue hımself, he Was careful

avold the extremes of the Pelagıans in thıs regard TOOT Out VOUI
pride », he Sa VS, then VYOUr riches wıll not hurt 30) Marsılıus
sometımes SECEINS LO bring hıs teachıng extreme lengths which Augus-
tıne would nNOT, though generally speakıng Marsılhus INa y be sald
hbe 1ın lıne wıth Augustine eTre
(1v) In thıs Case agaln there 15 tendency to bend the quotations from
Augustine’s meanıng. There 1S, however, connecti.on between
the points which Augustine 1S quoted aN! the maın 1SSue.

28) See PORTALIE, C48., 260-267
29) Defensor Pacıs, 5’ X 111. SL: 1V. l E 1V.
30) Sermo, XI 11.
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(v) Here agalın Augustine s commentarıes AT surrounded by sımiılar
commentarıes of other authorıties.

These, then, AT the maın 1sSsues which Augustine 1s referred
Stated briefly, they AaTe undoubtedly central LO Marsıhus’ thought

However, fOor the most part they constitute hıttle than exten-
810N of Marsıhus’ posıtıon ald oOWnNn in Discourse Moreover.
ıth few exceptions, these AIe 1SSUes Ol whıich Augustine did 1n fact.
take opposıte vlewpoint from Marsılhius. Hor thıs TeAaSON perhaps,
Man y of the quotations from Augustine ATe straıned SEr ın ıth the
point which Marsıhus wanted TO make. Noteworthy LOO 1S the fact that
Augustine 18 the only Commentator an y i1ssue.

Of specıal interest 15 the fact that whereas the maın pomnts In
connect.on ıth which Augustine Was referred did pertaın the
maın argument of the e} enNsSor Pacıs, it 1S a 190 true that quotations
Weitc frequently employed duriıng the treatment of ONe of the ma]or
1SSUES, not much tOo SUupport the maın point 1n question but SOINE-

hat related line of argument. In other words, there 15 tendency
the part of Marsıhus to branch out ınto trıvıal and monotonous detail

an repetition, anı ıt 1s firequently 1n such instances that Augustine
18 referred 'Thıs 18 most noticeable 1ın numbers } 2, an above.
In numbers >Rl Augustine 1S5 called LO SuppOort siımılar detaijled
arguments, the general a1ım of which 1S points LO which ugus-
tıne himself Was ın fact opposed.

So much fOor statement of facts The real question 1s hat do the
facts sıgnıfy. Well, they Can hardly be sa1ıd LO suggest influence Dy
Augustıine Marsılhus. If anythıng, they suggest the vVeELY CONLarY.
They certaınly indıcate lack of alny real understandıng of Augustine
DYy Marsıhus. In fact, Marsıhus hardly concerned ıth Augustine
beyond the use tOo whıich he Ca  - put ım for hıs OW. UTr PDOSES. And
even thıs much 18 not reserved for Augustine alone. Nowhere 1s
Augustine g1ven the speclal consıderation whıich Gewirth ıimphes he 18S.
He 18 referred apar from other commentators. Indeed,
Olle tWwoOo 0CCas]ıons he IS eVEeLN confused ıth other wrıters. There 18,
9wholesale distortion of Augustine’s ıdeas.

Finally, somethıng MUS be sa1ld about the distriıbution of the
references throughout the Defensor ‘ Pacıs. Wıth the exception of ONe

quotation an ONe sımple reference 1n Discourse I; a,1] references
Augustine CoOome 1ın Dıscourse IL But the examınatıon carrıed Out above
indıcates that the fıyve maın IsSSuUes which Augustine 18 referred
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were anticipated, to Sa y the least, ın Discourse 1 where Augustine
Was al but totally ignored. And while ONe could not conclude from
thıs that Augustine had part ın shapıng Marsıhus’ thought, ıt 18
signıfıcant that Augustine 18 not referred INOTEe frequently at thıs
stag:

In thıs ave argued that there 18 evıdence SUppOorIt
the conclusıon that St Augustine genumely influenced the pohitical
thought of Marsılius of Padua In domg S! identified fıye maın 1Ssues

which Augustine Was referred to However,., while the 1sSsues them-
selves central to Marsılius’ argument, the mManner ın which he
invoked Augustine when treatıng of them makes 0)41% doubt whether
Marsıhllus Was really acquaınted ıth Augustine. Likewise, it renders
the suggestion that Marsıhus Was ın fact influenced by Augustine
highly questionable.
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