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Dy the VICAT general of Germany, Felice Milensıio, who explaıns OoOW
he brought thıs unıon into exıstence (on paper) 1n 1604 Synodum
provıncıalem celebravımus542  J.-J. Gavigan  by the vicar general of Germany, Felice Milensio, who explains how  he brought this union into existence (on paper) in 1604 : Synodum  provincialem celebravimus ... Austriacis, Moravis, Bohemisque Priori-  bus convocatis : et eorum coenobia, atque Silesiae in unam Bohemicam  Provinciam decretis synodicis  redigentes, primum eius Provinciae  universae Priorem, a Patribus electum, ipsum Christellium, confir-  maviımus  2). But the five Augustinian monasteries of Silesia had  first to be recovered, since they had been lost without exception in  the sixteenth century, as we shall briefly indicate below. And the two  Moravian monasteries existing in 1604, those of Brünn and Gewitsch,  were able to assert their independence from the newly-formed province  and definitely attain recognition as:an independent vicariate by 1611,  as we shall see below in the present study.  Hence the short-lived province of Bohemia-Austria (1604-1637)  contained juridically in 1604, the year of its foundation, all the monas-  teris of the Augustinian order in Bohemia, Austria and Moravia, as  well as the lost monasteries of Silesia, which the enterprising vicar  general Milensio ?) believed could be either completely or partially  recovered. In fact however, not a single Augustinian monastery  of Silesia could ever be gained back to the Augustinian order. And  the two monasteries in Moravia succeeded in asserting their indepen-  dence from the province of Bohemia-Austria. Hence, our previous study  of the latter province confined itself to the monasteries of Bohemia  and of Austria. The present study will devote itself to the neglected  aspect, and strive to show us how the two Moravian monasteries  maintained their existence as a separate vicariate before being united  into a single province with the Austrian monasteries in 1649. We beg  the reader’s patience for the circumstance that by far the longest part  of our present study is devoted to the previous deseriptions of the  Moravian vicariate, which was formed in the early seventeenth century,  and then was united with the province of Austria in 1649.  The three Austrian monasteries, which existed in 1637, had been  formed into a vicariate which became recognized as a full-fledged  province in 1646. In the latter year the province contained four  monasteries, since the foundation of Bruck on the Leitha had been  recovered in 1642 *). In the present study we shall see how the Austrian  2) Alph. 238-239.  3) GAVIGAN, Felice.  4) GAVIGAN, de primo. For the recovery of Bruck an der Leitha in 1642, see  RENNHOFER, Kl. 418.Austriacıs, Moravıs, Bohemisque Pniori-
bus convocatıs et coenobıa, Sılesiae In Nam Bohemicam
Provıncıam deeretis Synodicıs redigentes, priımum eIUS Provıncıae
unıyersae Priorem, Patrıbus electum, ıpsum Christellium, confir-
aVvImMus 2) But the fıye Augustinian monasterıes of Sılesıa had
fırst be recovered, SINCE they had een lost. wıthout exception 1ın
the sixteenth CenNtuUrY, As shall briefly indıcate below And the LWO

Moravıan monasterıes exıstıng 1n 1604, ose of Brüunn an Gewitsch,
able aSSeTt theır independence from the newly-formed provınce

an definıtely attaın recognıtıon as’an independent vicarıate by LOU1:
As shall SecCc below 1n the present study

Hence the short-Lhved provınce of Bohemia-Austrıa (  -  )
contaıned juridicalily ın 1604, the yearl of ıts foundatıon, all the as-

terıs of the Augustinıan order iın Bohemia, Austrıa an Moravıa, Aas

well the lost monasteries of Sılesia, which the enterprisıng VICAT

general Milensıo 3) believed could be eıther completely partially
recovered. In fact however, not sıngle Augustinıan monastery
of Sıles1a could EevVel be gained back LO the Augustinj]an order. And
the LWO monasterıes ın Moravıa succeeded ın asserting theır indepen-
dence from the provınce of Bohemia-Austrıia. Hence, OULT PTev1OUS study
of the latter provınce confined ıtself LO the monasterıes of Bohemia
and of Austrıia. The present study ll devote itself LO the neglected
aspect, an strıve LO sShOow how the Lwo Moravıan monasterıes
maiıintained theır exıstence separate vicarıate before being unıted
into siıngle province ıth the Austrian monasterlies ın 1649 We beg
the reader’s patıence for the eıtreumstance that by far the longest part
of OUT present study 18 devoted LO the PTevIOUS descr1ptions of the
Moravıan vicarıate, which W 4S formed 1n the early seventeenth CENTUTY,
an then Wa unıted ıth the province of Austrıa 1n 1649

The Tee Austrıan monasterıes, which exıisted in 10371, had een
formed ınto vicarıate which became recogn1ized full-fledged
provınce 1ın 1646 In the latter Vyearl the provınce contaiıned four
monasterı1es, SINCE the foundatıon of Bruck the Leıtha had een
recovered ın 1642 4) In the present study shall SEEC how the Austrıan

Alph. 238.239
(JAVIGAN, Felice.
GAVIGAN, de DrLMO. For the of TUC. Al der Leitha 1n 164  y  2 SEEC

RENNHOFER, Kl 418
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proviınce wWwWas unıted ıth the LWO Moravıan monasteries of the order
in 1649 LO form the short-Lived provınce of Austro-Moravıa, which
lasted only LWwoOo an Was dıssolved 1n 1651

Sınce the lost monasterıes of Sıles1i1a WeIe regaıned by the
order, an hence played role In the hıstory of the pProvınce for which
ıt WaS hoped LO regaın them, shall merely ment1ıon theır eTrTe
AS matter of hıstorical interest.

Ost mMmONAasterzes N Sılesıa
Lıittle 1S to be saıd ere about the Sılesi1an Augustinian monasterlies

ın connection ıth the proviınce ounded in 1604 outsıde of hat
already NOW that it. Was hoped tOo regaın 31 least SsSOMe of the fıve
Augustinian monasterıes ın Sılesıa, a 11 of which had ONe COMmMMOonNn
characterıstic : each of them had been ounded ın the miıddle aDES,
and al wWere lost LO the order during the rel1g10us revolt provoked
by Luther ın the sixteenth CEeNtUTY. We shall sımply ame them ere
according CO theır antıqguıity an 2 the Same tıme indicate closely
as possıble the yCarl in which they ost LO the Augustinian order.
The oldest mMoNnastery Was that of Grottkau, ounded before 1294 an
ost iın 1525 5) Then 6came Haynau, ounded before 1299 and ost 1n
1530; Reichenbach, ounded before 1329 and lost in 195295 Breslau,
ounded ıIn 1331 an lost, in 1529 ; an Iınally the MONastery of Neısse,
ounded ate 1n the fiıfteenth CeNtUrYy an ost durıng the which
followed Luther’s outbreak 6)

Hence sSce that the ıdea could secem attractıve ın 1604, ıf e  e

provınce in the neighbourhood of these ost monasteries could be formed
and developed. Hor 1t Was not unreasonable LO hope that the Nne  —

provınce COl bend ıts efforts LO recoverıng the lost monasterıjes 1n
Sılesıia. And naturally, the LWO exısting monasterjes ın Moravıa which
were incorporated into the 1819  e provınce ın 1604 WOou be expecte:
LO strıve hard to regaın the TeEeeE lost monasterljes of OTAaVl2a ot which

shall spea. 1n And SOINE members of thıs LEeEW provınce WerTe
themselves Sılesians, for example Caspar Malesıius ?); Aegıdıus Zrembice
and Reinhold Wogntroyk 3) The 1dea therefore of unıtıng 1ın 1604

KUNZELMANN, I’ 2926
HÜMPFNER, 150 an 173
Alph. 231 :: Kr.

JANETSCHEK, Necrologia DaArum fratrum ord. calceatorum. Augustint
zn Vicariatu Moraviae, Brünn 1894, and
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monasterıes of four reg10NsS, that 1S, those already possessed and those
which ıt; wWas hoped LO regaln, had indeed much to recommend ıt.

But LWO great obstacles had LO be before thıs plan
could be realized. And both SCOTEeS allure W as destined LO thwart
the hopeful plan of 1604 T’he first obstacle Was found ın the VOLY
ınsettled condıtjons of the tımes, the wıde spread of Protestant:sm ın
a ]] four reg10ns, the troubhles wıithın the Habsburg famıly which broke
out iınto armed conflıct, an especlally the Thirty Y earts’ War, which
led LO the destruecetion and temMmpOoTary loss of several Augustinlan
monasterı1es, an therefore made the reacquisıtion of prevıously lost,
monasterıes diffieult Of the second great obstacle, whıich proved
insuperable, shall speak 1ın detaıl In the reluctance of the Augus-
tinıans in Moravıa LO he ruled from out of Prague

he Bavarıan nrovVNCE and 0o7ramıa

Just the Augustinıan monasterıes 1n Bohemıiua, Austrıia and
Sılesıa, the monasterıes In OTAaVlıa also had belonged in the mıddle
ageES to the Bavarıan provınce of the order. T'he Bavarıan province
1ad een ounded ın 1299 an WwWas ater divıded into ıne distrıicts,
known Bavarıa, Bohemuiua, Austrıa, Moravıa, Sılesıa, Styro-Carın-
thıa, Polonia, Massovıa and Russıa 10) We ATe fortunate 1n possessing

valuable study ol the central mOonastery of Moravıa, that of
Brünn, by Clemens Janetschek, OS 11) Sınce Janetschek g1VES us

not only the hıstory of Brünn, but of the four other monasterles a lsO
hıch made the Moravıan vicarlate between the fourteenth and
the sixteenth centurıes. <hall offer erTe very brief outlıne of ese
monasterı1es, referring the reader Janetschek’s useful work forT INOTEe

details.
The oldest Augustinıan MONaSter y of Moravıa W as that of Marıa-

kron, ın the neighbourhood of Budigsdorf, ounded ın 1267 by Bores
VO  a Rıesenburg. It Was burnt oOWNn ın 14928 durıng the Hussıte troubles
The frıars who were unable LO seek safety perished ın the flames 12)
Although Man y attempts WeTeEe made DYy the Augustinians restore ı6,

KUNZELMANN, 254
10) HÖGGMAYRBR, 1112
11) As In the ıst, of abbrevJjations. The volume which appeared In 1898 waßs supposed

be the first; of a east LWO. The second unfortunately appeared.
12) JANETSCHEKRK,
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it WasSs completely lost, ou the yCar 1544 because of the hostility of
the neıghbourıng Lutherans 13) Further empts T restoratıon 1in
1577 an to substitute it by ne foundatıon ın 1638 Camnle to
naught 14)

The mMOst ımportant Augustinian monastery ın Moravıa, that of
St, Thomas the Apostle 1ın Brünn, Was ounded in 1353 by the INAargTa-
VesSs Johann an Jodok 15) 'Thıs MONastery a lso suffered greatly 1n
the Hussıte attack of 14928 but Was able LO get back uDoN ıts feet
and LO establısh ıtself unquestionably the chıef mOoNnastery of the
Augustinians 1n OTavıla. Here the friars of Augustinian as-

vEerYy in the regıon had sought refuge {rom the Hussıtes by the Vear
1494 17) Around thıs mOoNnastery an ıts dependent monastery of (3e-
wıtsch the Moravıan vicarıate W as establıshed an continued, Ar

shall SECE below
T’he mMONnNastery of St Barnabas 1ın Mährisch Kromau Was ounded

ın 1355 DYy Cen6k VON ILıpa 18) When the lords of Lıpa became Hussites,
the friars had flee to Brünn for refuge ın 1424 ; although they later
returned an trıed LO restore theır mMmONasSterY, the Augustinilans WerTe
forced by the ımpossıble condıtions tOo abandon ıt, definıtely about
1497 19) Attempts 1 restoratıon 1n the seventeenth CeNtUrY wWwerTe
fruntless 20)

Shortly after the foundatıon of Mährıisch Kromau, the Augusti-
n]ans receıved ın 1358 the mMmONaster y of St, Clement ear Osveteman,
a foundatıon of the Johann. But less than CeNtUry later,
1n 1421, the Augustinilans of thıs mOoNnastery had LO flee before the
Sa Vage Hussıtes. The Taborites destroyed the mMmOoNastery completely,
and the Augustinlans returned. Hence thıs MONasSter y lasted
only LWO thırds of CENtUCY 21)

The last of the fıve Augustinıan monasterıes in OTavıa 1S that
of (+ewitsch. Thıs monastery Was ounded about 1370 and Was destined
LO be, along ıth Brünn, included 1n the unıon ıth the Austrian

18) I bıd,, 5 9 7 9 8 9 95, 109, 121, 128
14) I bıd., 291 and 233
15) 1 bıd.,
18) 1 b1d., 64-65
17) I bıd.,
18) 1 bıud.,,
19) Ibid., 58-59,
20) Ibid., 231-233
21) Ibid,, an
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monasterıes 1n 1649 22) But ere also the frars would auffer durıng the
Hussıte an Protestant per10ds., In 14923 they fled before the former
LO Brünn. The monastery WasSs devasted 1n 1429 23) Although SsSOMIMMe

{Mars from Brünn returned ere 1n 1447, they were able do httle
than make ıt iınto fıhal of the iINOTe strongly establıshed I1ON-

astery of Brünn 24) Kor tıme, Oone an the Same individual, Johann
Geyer, Was prıor both of (Gewitsch an! Marıakron. but both as-

terıes wWeTe lost. agaln durıng the Protestant troubles of the sıxteenth
CENTUTY. (Gewiıitsch Was plundered an destroyed ın 1523, an not until
1540 could the frıars return LO theır long-plagued mOonastery 25)
fıre destroyed town an MONaStery 1n 1562, but the friars of Brünn
WerTe able keep theır hand sufficJiently uDON ıts few pOSSESSIONS,
that ıt Was not ost the Augustinıan order 26) From thıs tıme O.
SINCE the dependence of (AJewitsch upOoN Brünn Was great, while the
PrIOTS of Brünn beginnıng ıth Bartolo de Fredi (  6-1  ) WeIiIe

called prelates, OoOse of Gewiıtsch WeTiI®c called admınıstrators VICars
of the prelate of Brünn 27) 'T’he friars of both monasterıes made eITt
solemn profession before the prelate of Brünn. Those of (GAewitsch
Were consiıdered members of the communıty of Brünn, an had the
rıght to ote in the chief monastery. T‘'hıs dependence of (+ewitsch
upOoN Brünn certaınly lessened ıts posıtıon In OlNe S  9 but ıt saved
the exıstence of the mM1nor monasterYy, whiıich lasted until ıts SUPPIES-
S10 by Brother Sacrıstan, Joseph I Sept 7, 17834 28) An excellent
PT10T, Jakob Kıirschner, orn 1580 1ın Mährisch Trübau, became prior
ere ın 1615 an remaıned ın thıs posıtıon until 1650 Kven though hıs
mMmONasStery Was plundered by the Protestant rebels ın 1619, Kirschner
held out In 1622, he dwelt ere alone, 0ccaslonaly assısted by
Augustinıan He had the satısfactıon of supplyıng pastor
for the parısh church of Gewiıtsch ın 1624, Basıllus Mernicky of the
monastery of Brünn 29) 'LO Kirschner’s eredıit must rTecord that he
held out ere even durıng the T’hirty Years’ War In 1643 he found hım-
self ONCEe agaln the only prıest who dwelt 1n thıs monasterYy, assısted

22) 1 bıd.,
23) I bıud.,
24) 1 b1ıd.,
25) [ bid., and 131
26) 1bıd., 153
27) Ibıd., 154
28) ITbıd., an 154
29) 1 bıd., 2920.221
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by Augustinian from Sternberg 30) In 1645, Kirschner Was
elected by the general chapter 1n Rome assıstant general for Germany.
But nothıing could bring hım LO leave the MOoNastery to whıich he had
devoted mMan y long of faıthful Servıce 31)

In thıs sketch of the Augustinian monasterıjes of Moravıa,
ave devoted LLOT®E attention LO Gewitsch than LO the other as-

terl1es, Since it Was secondary only LO Brünn iın iımportance. In later
Parts of OUT study shall naturally ave LO dedicate much INOTe

the chief MONaSterY, that of Brünn.

T’he Moravian CATıLALE before 1570

We ave NO sSeen ]ust hat Augustinilan monasterjes WerTe ounded
in the thırteenth an fourteenth centurıes 1n Moravıa, an how only
tWwoO of them Brünn und Gewitsch SUurvıyed the hard blows dealt
Dy the Hussıtes ın the fiıfteenth and by the Protestants 1n the sixteenth
CENTUTY. Now ÖCa  w return LO the fourteenth CeNtury to sketch brıefly
the development of the Moravıan monasterles into vicarıate, first
ın dependence uDON the Bavarıan PTrOoVviNCe, and then SOINe after
the last confıirmatıon 1n 1594 of the prelate of Brüunn DYy the V1ICAar SJENE-
ral of the Augustinlans 1n Germany DYy the provıncılal of Bavarıa 32),
in independence of the sSame Ags early 1357 it Was decıded to make

separate provınce called Bohemıua, which embraced not only the
reg1on of Bohemıua, but those of OTavıa and Poland also. Thıs SCDAaTa-
tıon Was actually carrıed out ın 1358, an the Pr10T of the moNnastery
of Prague, frıar Wenzel, became provincıal 33) But the provınce lasted

30) 1 b1d., 261
31) Tbid., 261 ; Clm 8423 it 18 interesting to note who the LWO other

Augustinians propose: ın the general chapter May 5’ 1645 for the post of assıstant
general One Was the Flemish professiona|l trouble-maker, Patrıtius de Rau, whom
Ferdinand I1 has expelled TOom his lands ın ebruary of the SAamMme YC3AT., The er Wäas

Carlo Torello, professed of the monastery of Brünn, who had spen his ife almost
exclusively In Italy, Poland an Germany. KFor de Rau, Se.c Gavigan, de DrUMO 269-.308
For Tirello, there AarTe Nan y details ın the ser1es of the AGR, but study of his ıfe
remaıns to be written. His death notice 18 not included in the Necrologia of Janetschek
which have cited 1n note hiıs Can probably be explained by the fact that he
received Nov. 3) 1641 permission to transfer into the Rheno-Swabian province ;

75r
32) JANETSCHEK, 186
38) ClIm 8423 105 an 358-362
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only until 1359, when the monasterıes of these reg10Ns WEeTe restored
the Bavarıan provınce 34)

Although the ıdea of separate provınce rapıdly disappeared ın the
fourteenth CENTUTY, the ıdea of havıng al least local VICAaT for Moravıa,
subject LO the provıncıal otf the Bavarıan provınce, had become
realıty DYy 1391, when certaın Bartholomaeus aPPCATS VICAT of the
cAistrıiet otf OTaVvıa 95) 'T’he monasterıes under hıs Jurisdietion WeTie

probably f{1ve, that 18 the fıve already know, aN possibly sıxth,
that of Leitomischl, although thıs SecEeINS less probable, SINCE request
made ın 1400 for facultıes be granted to the monasterıes of OTAaVvıa
did not iınclude Leıtomischl, which Was sıtuated ın Bohemia 36)
T‘’hıs MONaStery had een ounded ın 1355 an had receıved ıts
fırst fT1ars from the monastery of Brüunn 38) Certamly 1ın the yCar
1421, when the Augustinıans of Leıtomischl WeTe forced LO flee before
the Hussıtes, SOINe members of ıts comunıty fled Gewitsch, others
to Brünn 39) Sınce the Hussıtes completely destroyed the moNnastery
in Leitomischl, ıt Was 1ın Brünn that the last PTI10T of Leitomischl,
Simon, an hıs lector of theology Petrus died respectively 1n the
1441 an 1445 40) Thıs monastery WaS recovered an whether

not 1t, Was considered part of the vicarıate of OTavıa 1n 10L 1t
certainly belonged LO the Bavarıan PIOVINCE ; Ral ıts very or EeX1S-
eNnNCce (  5-1  ) kept ıt from playıng ımportan role 1ın an Y V1ICA-
riate.

What 18 ımportan RF the en of the fourteenth CENTUCY 1S the
fact that OTAaVvıa W as still part of the Bavarıan province, whıich had
een ounded 1n 1299 but W as already consıdered vicarıate of
the SaIne provınce, OVeL hıch local SUper10T Was placed, who Was

consıdered the VICaTr of the Bavarıan provincılal. 'T '’hıs Juridical posıtion
of OTravıa remaıned clear until the VCarl 1594, and eVel fOor few
ater, SINCE 1ın the latter yCal We find the last confıtmatıon of the prelate
of Brünn being gıven by the Super10r of the Bavarıan provınce, 4S

34) HÜMPFNER, 178-179
35) JANETSCHEK,
3G) 1b1d.,
37) HEMMERLE, Niıkolaus vO'  S Laun, ın Studıen ZUT (Geschıichte der Karls Universt-

tal Prag, Band, Freilassing-Salzburg 1954, 116
38) JANETSCHEK,
39) Tbıd.,
40) 1bid.
41) KUNZELMAN, 1.254
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chall Scec below Wıthout wıishıing to StreSSs the obvıous, thınk ıt
1se R0 make clear Dy serveral examples that the pr10Tr of Brünn claımed
an sometımes receıved certaın specıal prerogatıves. T’hen Ca  a

better uınderstand how 1ın the early seventeenth CENTUTY the LWO as-

terlıes of OTavıa felt themselves StroNg enough LO insıst uUuDON theır
posıtıon separate an NO independent dıstrıiect, completely
separated from the provınce of Bohemia-Austrıia ounded 1n 1604

In 1536 1537 the provincıal of Bavarıa, Peter Stigler, approved
the electıon of the pr10T of Brünn, named Hıeronymus, N named hım
4S provıncıal VICaTr for OTavıa 42)) Naturally, the gTrea confusıon
caused Dy the Protestant troubles ıIn (+erman y of the sıxteenth century
brought problems, dıscıplinary an otherwise, for the far-
{lung Bavarıan proviınce. Between 1545 an 1550, the pr10r general
1ın Rome dıd not NOW anythıng definıte ou the Bavarıan provıncıal,
ou whom he had heard Man y LTUIMOIS Only 1n 1550, when frıar
Johannes of Prague vısıted Rome 1n the Jubilee yCal could the pr10T
general Serıpando learn somethıng definıte What he learnt Was far
from encouragıng ! 'T’he provıncıal Jakob Schott had dısappeared
about fıve earher. Sınce that tıme the Bavarıan provınce had
found ıtself not only wıthout provincıal, but even wıthout VICAaTsS for
Varlous distriets ! Seripando therefore WwWTOLTEe Jan 19, 1550 tO the
pri0r of Brünn, Johannes Kvangelıst Herr, appomting hım VICAT
general of the Bavarıan provınce, ıth instructions LO SUMMINON

chapter LO elect ne provıncıal fOor Bavarıa 43) Thıs appomtment
certaınly remaıned ın the MEIMOLY of the Moravıan Augustinıians, who
COu OW show hıstoriıcal instance, where the pr10Tr of Brüunn had
held, EeVen ıf only fOr vVeELyY short tıme, the fırst place 1ın the Bavarıan
provınce. But the sıtuatıon W4asSs verYy complicated, an the chapter »
turned out tO be veErLYy aifalr, celebrated ın LubjJana an attended
by only few Augustinlans, who complaıned to the general that the
pri1or of Brünn had not trıed earnestly to SUMMMON the chapter accordıng
tO the general’s dırections. Hence only rum p chapter had een held,
and ıt elected As Bavarıan provincıal the PT10T of Fürstenfeld, Johannes
Ambrosiades of Fıume. The Nne  < pr10Tr general, Christoforo da Padova,
declared February 22, 15592 that the PT10T of Brünn, Johannes
Kvangelist Herr, W as NO relieved of hıs pOosSt VICar general, and
recognızed Ambrosjiades proviısıonally rector of the provınce 44)

42) JANETSCHEK, 191.1929
43) 23.159v-160r.
44) 24 11.142-144
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Herr cdied shortly after, une of the yCcarl 45), an the
pPrevıous sıtuatıon Was Jurıdically reestabliıshed : the elected PT10T of
Brünn W asSs SUuppose: to geek hıs confırmatıon from the Bavarıan
provınclal. As ate July Ö, 1547, the pPr10r general Serıpando had
made clear that thıs W a the establıished an accepted System. Hence
he exphcıitly granted confirmatıon LO the elected prıor of Brünn, Herr,
fOr only thıs ONe tıme, ıf ıt had een granted by the provınclal of
Bavarıa 46) And yet, inklıng WasSs g1ven DYy Ser1pando that depen-
dence uDON Bavarıa Was not absolutely NECESSATLY for a ]] tıme, SINCEe he
WTOTLEe the SaIne day LO the convent of Brünn he NeW nothing
of the fate of (Aewitsch that the communıty should consıder whether
ıt would be better for ıts rehg10us lıfe tOo belong LO the Bavarıan LO the
Polısh province, which had een separated that VeErIYy SA11e day
from the Bavarıan province 47) Later events would show that the
convent of Brünn preferred to belong to neıther of these provinces,
but rather exıst 1n independent vicartıiıate.

good example of thıs desıre of independence from the Bavarıan
provınce 18 LO be Secen 1n the PT10T of Brünn, Martın (1558-1562) 48)
oth he an hıs predecessor Johannes Frühwirth (1552-1558) SEEIN to
ave received confırmatıon from the Bavarıan provinclals al
of whom Camne 1n helter-skelter WAaYy from the mMONastery of Kıume
at thıs tıme, and probably NewWw hıttle nothiıng ou the necessity
of such confırmatıon 49) Hence when the provıncıal of Bavarıa
intımated 1n 1560 LO prıor Martın that he iıntended make vısıta-
tıon 1n the mMONaStery of Brünn, the prı0r energetically refused
permı ıt He stated that he had rece1ıved confiırmation from the
provincılal, that he Was not hıs subject, an that the Pr10TS of Brünn
belonged LO the prelates of OTAaVvVlıa an fealty to the ruler of
the land The provıncıal complaıned the CM DETOT Ferdinand
that the prıor of Brünn had refused obedience to hıs SUpEeTIOT, an
the EMPDEIOT referred the Case LO the offjejals of OTaVla who Judged
1n favor of Brünn ! The visıtatıon therefore Was not permitted. Thıs
marked ıimportant step orward In the development of Brünn and

45) JANETSCHEK, 137
46) 292 _ 105v.
47) 24.105v
48) Hıs term 1n Brünn 18 deseribed bDy JANETSCHEK, 142-144; his predecessor

Frühwirth, 1Oid., 138-141
49) 28.243r.
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(Gewitsch into completely ındependent Vicarlate, subject dırectly LO
the Augustinıan prior general.

VYet, the authorıty of the Augustinjan VICAar general forGermany OVerTr

the monastery of Brünn Was reasserted 1n 1566 an caused temporary
change 1n thıs tendency. The prıor of Brünn Was then Georg Koller
(1562-1566), wh: Was strongly suspected of Lutheran tendencıles. Quite
probably he had gotten wıind of the plan depose hım for =e reasOoN,
SinCce he eft Brünn March kal 1566 under the pretense that he wıshed
LO vısıt the monastery s possess10ns. He disappeared completely from
thıs date Only eight days later, March 28, the Augustinlan Fulgenz
Kyssmann presented himself iın the monastery havıng een appoımt-
ed the subpriorshıp of Brünn by the Augustinlan VICAaT general
for Germany, Kg1dıo da Volterra, who Was still ıgnorant of Koller’s

Kyssmann WwWas indeed installed subprior. When he earned of
Koller’s {hght, he WwTOTLE the VICaT general Kg1dio. T'he latter promptly
communıcated the affaır to the EeMDEIOT, Ferdinand an took
towards havıng 111e  z PTI1OT, Bartolo de Fredi of Fıume, elected. De
Fredi then receıved Oet hıs confirmatıon from the VICAT general
who had recommendeed hım to the CIM PEIOT, whose recommendatıon
had made hıs election » foregone conclusion 50) Sınce de FHrediı's
record had hıtherto not een of hıgh quality, he found difficulty
in letting hımself be econfirtmed by the VICAT general an provincıal,
Kgıdio, who Was deposed by the general chapter held 1n 1570 1ın the
convent of Perugıa, princıpally because he had made de Fredi Priıor
ın Brünn 51)

T'’he Moraman mncarıate from 1570 LO 1604

Wıth the priorship of de Fredi (  6-1  ) 1ın Brünn, oNne miıght
thınk that the dehcate problem of the relatıon between the prı0r of
Brünn an the provıncıal VICAT general of the Bavarıan province
Was solved 1ın favor of the atter, siınce de Fredı had receıved hıs CON-

fıirmation prlor from the provincıal Kg1d10 da Volterra an thereby
recognized, ONne might thınk, hıs dependency uDON thıs SUuperlor. But
the problem W3aS INOTIe complicated. Kgıdıo Was deposed VICAT general
by the general chapter ın Perugıa, ave already sScenh ın

50) JANETSCHEK, 135-148, who cıtes SOUTCE68S unavilable LO us, which have
TeEasonN to suspect and which alfec confirmed by Clm 8423,.102-103

51) Clm 8423.102-103
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Hıs SUCCESSOT provıncıal of Bavarıa wWäas named 1n the Sarne chapter,
Maestro Antonıo Veneto 52) But the athers of the chapter eached
yet another ımportant dec1s10n, whıich would ave ımportan results,
fırst for Bohemi1a aN! then 1n the Sa1e VCal fOr OTAaVvl]a also because
of the great dıstance, the provinces of Bavarıa an Bohemia AT SCDa-
rated ». Ags provınclal of Bohemıiua, Maestro (hovannı da Carticeto Was

appomıted 53) We ATe convınced that (GH0vannı da Cartıceto and
Johannes Musconıius (Mosconı) referred 1ın Janetschek 54) ATe ONe

an! the SaIne DEISON. Moscon1 Was not only named provıncıal
for Bohemia by the general chapter, but receıved at the S1116 tıme the
order tO make visıtatıon ın the Monastery of Brünn 55) Later In
the SAamne YVCAaTL, Nov 30, the general Taddeo da Perugıa wrote LO
Oscon] that not only the monasterıes of Bohemıia, but those of
OTAavıa also wWeTe under hıs ]Jurisdıction, SINCE the regal DOWETI of the
kıngdom of Bohemila extends ere also 56) Here then 1s clear Jurıidic
separatıon of both Bohemia aN! OTaVvlıa from the Bavarıan provınce
ın 1570, which, ıt 18 true, lasted vVeELY short tıme. Nonetheless ıt
certaınly prepared the WaYy for urther aN! permanent separatıon,
which actually took place in the seventeenth CENTUTY, an has lasted
OoOWN LO OUTL OW. days

Moscon1 provıncıal resided often, but not permanently, ın
Brünn 57) He made canonıcal visıtatıon 1n March 1501 AsSs he had
een ordered DYy the general chapter, an found communıty of
prıests, of whom LWO WeTe from Kıume, four from Italy, and only ONe

(+erman : the Sılesian Caspar Malesius 58) Sınce the ast Was Tans-
ferred ın the Same yYCar Stockau 1n Bohemıua, he eft behind COMN-

munıty ın which the knowledge of the LWO natıve Janguages, (+erman
and Bohemıian, Wa sadly lackıng eVEeN though de Hredı by the end
of hıs term had sufficıent speakıng knowledge of both Janguages. Hıs
natıve tongue WaS Croatıan, an he had een several 1ın Vıenna
an Styrıa before comıng Brünn. The talıan Occupatıon of Brünn
SsSce LO ave begun ıth de Fredı, wh a the very beginnıng of hıs

52) BAR 148.55r
53) T bid.
54) 158, note
05) Clm 8423.102
56) BAR 148.55r.
57) JANETSCHEK, 160
58) Ibıd., 168
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term brought LO the monastery Subpr10r Pasquale da San Mınıato,
whose record 1n Vıenna had een VL bad 59)

But hat 1mpression dıd Brünn make the provıncıal Oscon]
1n 1971 bad ONEe, indeed, provoked partıcularly by the econduct of
the pr10T de Fredi. who, A recall, had gıven DOOL account of
hıimself Ol Prev10us 0OCCasıons also, and owed hıs election sımply LO the
fact that the Previous provincılal, Kg1dio0 da Volterra, had recommended
hım LO the EMPETIOT. But hat interests partıcularly ere 18 that the
pr10T of Brünn LO ave denı:ed the provıncıal the rıght make

visıtatıon ın temporal affaırs, SINCE de Frediı celaımed that these WeTe

subject the land ruler, to whom alone, he stated, the pr10r Was

respons1ible 60)
Yet another interesting pomnt for us here 1S that the ımperl1al

cCOommMsSsarTIıES visıted the MONastery of Brünn the temporal sıde
une O 1571 T’he provincıal Moscon1 W as lıvıng ere (purposely ()
durıng the visıtatıon an made OPDEN attempt to bring the monastery
of Brünn closely into the provınce (of Bohemia and Moravıa),
Dy hıs suggestion that the PT10T of Brünn ave erm of three 9
In the Sa.1ne WaYy other PT10TS, 1n order that lıfelong prıo0rs could not
weaken the connectijons between Brünn N! the province. But the
ımperı1al Comm1ssarles refused LO along ıth thıs suggest1on. They
pomted Out that the communıty of Brünn WwWas almost entirely talıan,

W 4S Mosconı hımself, an that only the pr10T had suffıcıent NOW-
ledge of the Janguages of the region 61) Hence, the of the
provıncılal of Bohemia ın Brünn thıs 0CCcasıon LO ave made
contrıbution towards cementıing the relatıons between thıs monastery
and the provınce of Bohemia an OTavlıa $ N! sta1l less ıth the
Bavarıan provınce from which ıt W as q,1 thıs tıme formally separated.
And ın an y Casc, the separate provınce of Bohemia (and Moravıa)
Was of or duratıon, SINCE the VICAaT general ıIn Rome, Alessıo
Stradella, Aug 28, 1573 ordered Moscon1 to return LO Italy, and
restored the monasterı1es 1n Bohemia an OTavlıa to the provınce of
Bavarıa, from whıich they had een separated only three eAaT-

lier 62) ut 1ın an Y even the monasterıes of both reg10ns had een

59) BAR 147.55r7r; JANETSCHEK, 148 and 168
80) Clm 8423.103
61) JANETSCHEKRK, 164
62) BAR 148.58r
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temporarıly freed from the rule of the Bavarıan provıncıal an ould
remaın restive until they were permanently freed from iıt

Under the prıor Augustin Clementin of Fıume (1573-1594) the
moNnastery of Brünn Was subjected to visıtation Dy LwoO VICAaTs general
for Germany, fırst by the Portuguese Augustinian Agostinho de Castro
In 1581, then DYy the Italıan Agostino da Vicenza 17 1587 The former
found hıs visıtatıon eıght prıests in the mMOoNnasterYy, ou equally
dıyıded between frıars from Fıiume an! from Italy ea) Shortly after
the second vıisıtatıon ıt, 0ut how miserable the studıes of the
monastery s candıdates Were, although Antonio da Macerata and
after hım Taddeo da Bologna had borne the tıtle of leetor.
candıdate for the prıesthood, f{riar T’homas, Was presented March
J0, 1591 to the bıshop of Olmütz -for hıs theological examınatıon. The
1gnoTrance frıar Thomas manıfested ın the examınatıon Was great
that the bıshop wrTrote warnıng letter the Samne day to the as-

terYy, ındıcatıng that INOTE attention to studıes Was NECESSAaTIY
of amelioratıng the monastery’s fallen dıscipline 84) Sınce there

WeliIe®e few priests in Brünn 91 thıs tıme, 02a  ; be SUurTe that the
communıty of Gewitsch Was even smaller, that the intellectual lıfe
Was greatly neglected. In fact, the provıncıal of Bavarıa 1n 1589,
Anton Kerbeeck of Louvaın had found hımself 1n 1586 forced to COoM-

plaın about the refusal of the pr10Tr of Brünn, Clementin, LO make an y
contrıbution OwarTds erecting study-house 1ın Prague, for which the
pOope Gregory 3881 had made ontrıbution 65) The MOoNnastery of
Brünn wıshed to ZO ıts OW. WaY, even 1n studıes ! And ıt Was at thıs
tıme glor10us ON  D The day of the great scıentist, Gregor Mendel,
Abbot of Brünn, had not yet dawned.

We NO COINEeE to the ast prıor of Brünn before the founding of
N  w province In 1604, Basılıo de Mezzı of Carpıneto (  4-1  ) Just
how he became pr10r 1S not clear, SINCEe election LO ave een
held Probabiy he Was merely appominted, perhaps by the EINDETIOT, a1,
least indırectly. De Mezzı receıved at: ONCe hıs confirmatıon for mMatters
spirıtual from the Augustinian - vicar general for Germany, Ippolıito
Fabrıanı of Ravenna, who later became prıor general of the order 66)
Hıs confırmatıon of prıor Basılıo In 1594 Was to be the last confırmatıon
granted to the pr10T of Brünn by vicgr general provınclal ASs

63) JANETSCHEK, 180-181
64) Tbid., 183-184
65) Clm 8423.225
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<hall sSee below De Mezzıi, hımself Italıan. found hımself obliged to
geek INOTe frl1ars from Italy for hıs mOoNnasterYy, an May Kl 1602 OB-
taıned during the general chapter, whıich he had attended definıtor
of the Bavarıan PrOVvINCe, permiıssıon LO bring fr]1ars {rom Italy LO hıs
monastery of Brünn 6:7) Hence sSce clearly in thıs last. general
chapter celehbrated before the foundıng of NEeEW provınce 1n 1604

hıch Wa supposed to embrace not only Bohemia and Austrıa,
but OTavıa a ISO that the monastery of Brünn Was consıdered part
of the Bavarıan provınce of whıch it stal] constituted dıistriet depen-
dent upoh the provıncıal of Bavarıa. 'The ex%t general chapter, cele-
hbrated ın 1608, would wıtness dıfferent STOTY De Mezzı's term shows
us certaın other CONTtaCcts, beyond hıs confıtmatıon PT1O0T, ıth the
Augustinlan v1car general of ((ermany. Thus, Jan f 1597 the Pr10T
general, Andrea Securanı, DaVC the VICar general for Germany, (ovannı
Marıa da Concordia, permiıssıon LO confer uDON de Mezzı the tıtle of
magıster 1n theology, consıdered al that tıme NECESSALY ornament for
ımportant SUpeTIOTS, although theır profic1ency ın theology Was often
MOTe than doubtfull 68) For Dec ZU. 1600 menti.on 1S found 1ın the
genéi*ai’s regıster about the death of the talıan (HacomoO d’Amandula
ın Brünn. It, 18 almost certaın from the wording of the text that the
death had occurred several weeks earher. 'T’hıs frıar had unenvıable
record In the provınce of Styro-Carınthia before he Was transferred
LO Brünn, which LO ave een 1n the late of the sıxteenth
CENTUCY refug1um peccatorum, that IS place of refuge for those who
WETIE not desired elsewhere 69)

So COINEeE LO the en! of 6L:  S The beginnıng of the seventeenth
CENTUrY found Lwo Augustinıan monasterıes 1n Moravıa, that of Brünn
and ıts dependent monastery of Gewitsch, whıich stood 1n such close
relations with the mother MONAaSteETY that ıts members WwWeTte consıdered
LO belong to Brünn an had the right LO ote ın electing Brünn’s
111e  Z PrI0T. The LWO monasterıes together constituted 1 thıs tıme
part of the Bavarıan PTrovinNce., The priıor of Brünn wWwWas consıdered

JANETSCHEK, 186.
6‘7) 53.3v an llv; BAR 148.81v-82r.
68) 50.92v The ector’s degree Iso had een conferred de Mezzi by mail,

LO speak, Aug 30, 1596 while he Waßs already PTI0T ; We hardly believe
that he continued hıs studcies ın eology after election to thıs coveted office.

69) Notice of the death in For earliıer ment1ons ef. 38.120r ;
41.131r; 42.26v
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from the mıddle aES VICAT of the provıncıal of the Bavarıan provınce
of the order for the Augustinı1an monaster]j]es 1n thıs cAistriet. funda-
mental change 1n thıs relatıonshıp would be produced by the foundıng
1n 1604 of Nne  z PTOVINCE, which Was supposed to embrace the exıstıng
Augustinlıan monasterıes 1n Bohemua, Austrıia an Moravıa, well Aas

the lost. Augustinıan monasterles ın Sılesıa, which it WasSs hoped to

regaln.
T’he evolutıon of Morama’s ımpOortance

The LWO Moravıan monasterıes of Brünn an Gewiıtsch had better
opes for the future they began the seventeenth than they had
possessed half CENTUTY earTher. The ınhabıtants of Brünn WeTe Dy
thıs tıme returnıng LO the Catholie faıth whıich they had gıven durıng
the troubles of the sıxteenth CeNtUry under the propaganda of the
Protestants, who had found ertile so11 prepared by the Hussıtes 2,N!'
unı:ted themselves ıth the Moravıan Brethren. But the bıshops
Wılhelm Prusinovsky, Stanıslaus Pavlosky and Franz VO  - Dietrich-
steın took deciıded stand 1ın favor of the ancıent relıg10n, an WeIiIe

able LO recatholhlcıze the regıon of Mortavıa 70)
An ımportant eıtreumstance must be noted here, an that 1S the

development of Moravıan self-consc10usness ın the Catholıc hıerarchy
durıng the second half of the sıxteenth CeNtUrTY, which manıfested
ıtself Dy attıtude of ındependence from the archbıshopric of Prague.
When the diocese of Prague In Bohemi1a W as elevated 1n 1344 LO the
rank of archbıiscopric anı metropolıtan SCE, the d1ı0cese of Olmütz
1n OTAavlıa (to which Brünn belonged) not only had g1ve thırty
parıshes 1n northern OTavıa for the newly-planned suffragan SecCc of
Leıtomischl, but Olmütz ıtself Was placed under the 111e metropolıtan
SsSee of Prague. When however Prague found ıtself for Jong tıme de-
prıved of archbıshop by the fıerce relıg10us StOTMS of the tıme
(1421-1561), the Moravıan bıshops of Olmütz greatly en]oyed theır
rTeedom from the Bohemian metropolıtan Sce And when Prague
receıved fınally another archbıshop, nNntion Brus (  -  }, ıt Was

found that the Moravıan bıshops of Olmütz WeTe bDy disposed
permit the renewal of theır dependence upDoN Prague. The eMPETOI

Rudolph I1 renewed 1n 1588 the tıtle of prınce for the bıshops of
Olmütz. And the beginnıng of the seventeenth CENtUTCYy found iın the

70) MATZKE, Ie mährische Kirchenprovinz, in (1967)
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epıscopal sSee of Olmütz the capable an resolute Cardıinal Franz Von
Dietrichstein (  9-1  ) 71)

It IS absolutely NECESSALY to keep thıs eccles1astical background
In mınd 1n order LO understand how an why the tıny Augustinian
distriet of Moravıa Was able to asSsert. ıts independence of the newlyounded Augustinian provınce ın 1604 which had ıts first provın-
c1al the energetic Bohemian, Johannes Baptıst Krist| of Prague !
The cardınal-bıshop of Olmütz, Franz VON Dietrichstein Sa  e to ıt that
the Moravıan Augustinian monasterıes of hıs terrıtory and both
Brünn an Gewitsch WeTe ın hıs terrıtory would not be subjected LO
rule from Prague, an Yy than he hımself Was dısposed LO COMpPOrt
hımself 25 suffragan bıshop of the Bohemian metropolıs

Wıth thıs background ıt, 11 be easıer LO sSee how the smaill
Augustinlilan vicarıate of OTavıa Was able to assert. an establısh ıts
rTeedom from the Bohemian-ruled 16 W Augustinian provınce ounded
ın 1604 The combiıinatıon of the cardınal-bishop of Olmütz and of the
Augustinian pri0r of Brünn workıng together proved ıts effiC1eNCy.

NE  S Provınce founded 1604
We ave already devoted specılal study LO the provınce of Bohe-

m12 an! Austrıia 72) We ave intention therefore of repeatıng the
whole TYy ere a 1n OUT Previous study deliberately refraıned
from fully explaınıng how an why the monasterjes of Moravıa Were
not. part of thıs provınce, although thıs Was part of the orıginal
plan We eed merely translate ere from the Latın the words which
the VICaTr general 1ın Germany, Felice Miılensı1o, wTOte in 1608 about the
foundatoın of the e  z provınce ın 1604 Here lın Prague] cele-
brated provıncılal chapter 1n the second yCar of OUT superlorshıp 73)
We summoned ir the PTr10TS of Austrıa, Bohemia and. Moravıa, and
unıted. thevr moNasterıes, an those of Sılesja ell 74) ınto sıngle
Bohemian DrovVINCE. W confırmed the fıirst provıncıal of that provınce,
Kristl, whom the athers had elected » 75) Yet Milensio hımself adds

71) 1 bıud., 28-29 ; Iso HUBER, Ihe Krzduözese Prag, 1bid., 11-16.
72) GAVIGAN, Bohemiäia.
73) We know TOom Br. S6r that the exact aate WwWas Dec I 1604
74) We already know that INOTeEe Augustinian monasteries ex1isted In Sılesia at

thiıs time, but that hope of recovering OL all five of them had not yet been gıven
None however could be recovered.

75) Alph., 238-239
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immediately558  J.-J. Gavigan  immediately : « ... by this arrangement we provided for the good of the  monasteries, the friars and the order, provided that each one is content  with his own and attends to his own tasks, not seeking that which s his,  but that which is of Jesus Christ » 7°).  Here Milensio wrote almost four years after the province had  been founded, and his words indicate that certain tensions existed  within the young province, chiefly along regional lines. The centre of  the province was the Bohemian city of Prague, the provincial was the  Bohemian Kristl of Prague, the interests of the ruling members of the  province lay in Bohemia and especially in Prague, as we have tried to  make clear in our previous study of the province of Bohemia and  Austria. Hence, both the Austrian and the Moravian monasteries  were destined to play a secondary role in this new province. But we  saw in $ 5 how precisely at this time the powerful bishop of Olmütz  in-Moravia, Cardinal Franz von Dietrichstein, continued the success-  ful battle initiated by his immediate predecessors to assert the indepen-  dence of- Olmütz from the metropolitan see of Prague! And we shall  make it undeniably clear below that precisely Dietrichstein made it  possible for the Augustinian vicariate of Moravia to assert in a similar  way its independence from the new Bohemian-ruled province of the  order.  Not only the Moravian Augustinians, but the Austrian Augusti-  nians as well showed their displeasure over this arrangement by which  Prague played such an important role in the short-lived province,  from which the Austrians were finally able to have themselves freed  by the intervention of the emperor Ferdinand II early in 1637. That  this explanation is the true one can not be denied after reading the  words of the Augustinian prior general, Ippolito Monti, on March 21,  1637, after he had formally separated the Austrian from the Bohemian  monasteries on February 6 of the same year : « We appoint the Belgian  Ig1_1a_tius Dycker as vicar general ... not only of Vienna, but of Austria  also, transferring these monasteries from the rule of the provincial  of Bohemia at the assidiuous request of the Austrian friars» 77). But  we already know from our previous study the long story of the Austrian  Augustinians’ repeated attempts to free themselves from Bohemia,  which were crowned with success only in 1637. What interests us  76) Ibid., 23é.  77) Dd 72.44r.by thıs arrangement W provıded for the go0od of the
monasterı1es, the friars an the order, nrovided hat each ONE %8 CONTEN

ınith hes an attends LO hıs OW as.  s not seekıng that which ıs hıs,
but that hıch 18 of Jesus OChrıst 76)

Here Milensıo wrote almost four after the provınce had
been ounded, an hıs words indıcate that certaın tensions exıisted
wıthın the PrOVINCE, chiefly along regıonal nes The centre of
the proviınce WasS the Bohemıian cıty of Prague, the provincılal Was the
Bohemian Kristl of Prague, the iınterests of the rulıng members of the

provınce lay In Bohemia an especlally 1n Prague, ave tried to
make clear ın OUTLT Previ1ous study of the provınce of Bohemıia an
Austrıa. Hence, both the Austrian an the Moravlan monasterıes
werTe destined LO play SeCONdary role 1ın thıs ProVvINCE. But
Sa  < 1n how precıisely al thıs tıme the powerful bıshop of Olmütz
ın- Moravıa, Cardınal KFranz VO  - Dietrichstein, continued the SUCCE:

ful battle inıtiated by hıs immediate predecessors aSssert the indepen-
dence of-: Olmütz from the metropolıtan SCr of Prague ! And <hall
make it unden1ably clear below that precisely Dietrichstein made ıt
possible for the Augustin]an vicarıate of OTAaVvıa LO assert 1n siımılar
Way ıts independence from the NEeW Bohemian-ruled province of the
order.

Not only the Moravıan Augustinians, but the Austrian Augusti-
n]ıans ell <showed theır displeasure OVeTr thıs arrangement by which

Prague played such ımportan role in the short-lived proviınce,
from which the Austrlans finally ahble to ave themselves freed
by the intervention of the EM DEIOL Ferdinand 11 early 1n 1637 T'hat
thıs explanatıon 1S the true ONe6e Oan not be deni:ed eTrT readıng the
words of the Augustinıan pr10Tr general, Ippolıto Montı, March Z1.
1637, after he had formally separated the Austrian from the Bohemian
monasterıes February of the Sa,1ıle year We appoint the Belgian
Ignatius Dycker vicar general558  J.-J. Gavigan  immediately : « ... by this arrangement we provided for the good of the  monasteries, the friars and the order, provided that each one is content  with his own and attends to his own tasks, not seeking that which s his,  but that which is of Jesus Christ » 7°).  Here Milensio wrote almost four years after the province had  been founded, and his words indicate that certain tensions existed  within the young province, chiefly along regional lines. The centre of  the province was the Bohemian city of Prague, the provincial was the  Bohemian Kristl of Prague, the interests of the ruling members of the  province lay in Bohemia and especially in Prague, as we have tried to  make clear in our previous study of the province of Bohemia and  Austria. Hence, both the Austrian and the Moravian monasteries  were destined to play a secondary role in this new province. But we  saw in $ 5 how precisely at this time the powerful bishop of Olmütz  in-Moravia, Cardinal Franz von Dietrichstein, continued the success-  ful battle initiated by his immediate predecessors to assert the indepen-  dence of- Olmütz from the metropolitan see of Prague! And we shall  make it undeniably clear below that precisely Dietrichstein made it  possible for the Augustinian vicariate of Moravia to assert in a similar  way its independence from the new Bohemian-ruled province of the  order.  Not only the Moravian Augustinians, but the Austrian Augusti-  nians as well showed their displeasure over this arrangement by which  Prague played such an important role in the short-lived province,  from which the Austrians were finally able to have themselves freed  by the intervention of the emperor Ferdinand II early in 1637. That  this explanation is the true one can not be denied after reading the  words of the Augustinian prior general, Ippolito Monti, on March 21,  1637, after he had formally separated the Austrian from the Bohemian  monasteries on February 6 of the same year : « We appoint the Belgian  Ig1_1a_tius Dycker as vicar general ... not only of Vienna, but of Austria  also, transferring these monasteries from the rule of the provincial  of Bohemia at the assidiuous request of the Austrian friars» 77). But  we already know from our previous study the long story of the Austrian  Augustinians’ repeated attempts to free themselves from Bohemia,  which were crowned with success only in 1637. What interests us  76) Ibid., 23é.  77) Dd 72.44r.not only of Vıenna, but of Austrıa
also, transferring ese mon@ste1‘ies from the rule of the provincılal
of Bohemi1a T the aSSs1Idiu0ous request of the Austrıian frlars » 77) But

already zNOW from OUT pPrevı0ous study the long SUOT of the Austrian
Augustinians’ repeated attempts free themselves from Bohemıua,
which erowned ıth SUCC only 1ın 1637 interests us

7b) Ibid., 239
77)



The Augustiman Province of Austro 0ravıa 559

particularly ere 15 how the two Moravıan monasteries WerTe able almost
from the beginning, not only LO ave theır independence from Bohemia
recogniızed but even to keep entirely 0Ut of the practically
from the yYCar 1608 ıf not earher

The SOUICES ATe not NUMNLETOUS OTL clear as could wısh
but the chıef ıdeas clear

orama made DArı of the ‚C}

+ the STAr 1t useful LO recall ONCe that the Austrian
monasterıjes which entered 1Nto the of 1604 WeTe only LWO
number Vıenna an Baden They had not yet recovered from the
hard blows of the sixteenth CENtUrY an hardly posıtıon LO
insıst uDOonNn theır wısh for ındependence from Prague ıf thıs wısh
really x1isted from the NOLY beginning, 1% certaımly dıd eX1IST
later E Besıdes, the LWO Austrian monasterıles possessed al thıs
tıme powerful patron who Was dısposed LO defend theır rıghts.
At the tıme of the un1ı0N, the eMPeTOT Rudolph 14 resided ı Prague,
and ıt; Was precısely he wh had demanded Bohemian SUPer10T for
the monasteries Bohemia 78) Quite naturally, the CIM DETOT got hıs
wısh, the PEeETrSoON of the Bohemian provıncıal, Johannes Baptıst
Kristl, who directed the Bohemian-Austrıian during practi-
cally LWO thırds of ıts exıstence.

But the sıtuatıon of the LWO Moravıan monasterıes Brünn an
Gewitsch which WeTe Ssuppose take part the provıncıal
UNM10N, Was INnOTe favorable than the posıtıon of the Austrians for the
assertion of theır independence. 164 true that the general ı Rome
at the tıme of the$ Ippolito Fabrıanı, an hısımmediate SUCCESSoT
(Ganbattista de ste believed that the LWwO Moravıan monasterıes
WerTe indeed neluded the newly ounded Hence ate As
the yCar 1609 fınd reference the general’s reg1ster for Jan T7
that Krist]’s SUCGESSOT the superlorshı1p, Gabriele Carıdd1i, Wa stil]
cConsıdered by the general In8 be provıncıal OVeTr the Moravıan
monasteries Here AaTe the general’s eXaC words which S1IVeE Uus

hıttle glimpse behind the SCeNes and show OW the WerTe being
pulled INOTeEe than OoONne direction The provıncıal of Austria Moravıa
and Bohemia wrote LO about hat; has happened OUT MONAaSTETrY
of Brünn an informed us about the econdi;tion of hat inhole

1910 391

—. CO A A
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He promiısed LO gıve us INOTEe definıte 1n later letter 79) What
pıty that these etters of Carıddı AaTrTe not be found ! They would

certaınly ave enriched greatly OUT knowledge of the theme that
iınterests eTre But without these etters Cal reconstruct
the essentials. And the essentiaals AT e the followıng Moravıa Was iındeed
included 1n the unıon by the wısh of the PT10T general, Ippolıto Fabrıian]ı
an hıs VICAaT general for Germany, Felice Milensı1io, when the province
Was ounded 1ın 1604 Unfortunately do not NOW whether the
Moravıan monasterıes sent theır representatıves to the proviıncıal
chapter convoked for Dec 8 1604 ın Prague by Mılensıo. We ınchne to
beheve that they dıd, SINCE the prıor of Brünn 3,1 thıs tıme Basılıo
de Mezzı, who had received hıs confirmatıon from Ippolıto Fabrıanı

PT10T ın 1594, when the latter w as VICAT general of the order ın
Germany On Sept 18, 1594 the S1116 Fabrianı had, er hıs visıtatıon
iın Brünn, given to the prıor de Hezzı bull of pOope (lement VIIL, by
which de Mezzı an hıs canonically elected SUCCESSOTIS WeTe created
protonotarıes apostolic an Counts of the Lateran 80) Did de Mezzı
attend the second provıncıal chapter of the newly ounded provınce
whıich 1n 1608 elected (G}abriele Carıddı provıncıal % Unfortunately
thıs also Canl not be established by an y SOUTCES known UuS, but
tend beheve that de Mezzı attended. He WwWas stil! 1n normal health
and only forty-eight of agc Sept of thıs yCal 1608 when
he left Brünn LO attend sess10N of the Moravıan 1et. During the cdıet
de Mezzı died suddenly of stroke 81) that it Wa nNneCESSaL Y to
select SUCCESSOT Who would it. be ®

Moravıa changes under Barnabe

FKFrom the answerlr tOo thıs question depended ,T least ın part the
future posıtıon of the Moravıan vicarıate, that 18 the LWO monasterıes
of Brünn an Gewitsch ıts dependent. Up untıl 1604 these LWwoO as-

terıes had formed, know, part of the Bavarıan PrOoVviNCe,
directed by the PT10T of Brünn, who Was consıdered the VICAaT for the

provıncılal of Bavanrıa. But sınce 1604, We recall, the Augustinlian
monasterıes in Bohemıiua, Austrıa an OTAaVla had een separated

79)
80) (C'Im 8423.104 (where however the copyıst has falsely written palatınıs for

lateranens!]1s) and 341
81) JANETSCHERK, 195
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from the Bavarıan PTOVINCEe., Hence, ıIn 1608 there could NO he
urther question of the subordination of Brünn and Gewiıtsch the
proviınce of Bavarıa.

So long de Mezzı lıved, the problem had not een acute He
had recelved, accordıng tOo long-standing tradıtıon, hıs confırmatıon
a the beginning of his term ın 1594 from the Super10r of the Bavarıan
provınce. But DO 1n 1608 the Jogical SUCCESSOT of the Bavarıan provın-
c1al VICAT general Was the provıncıal of the Ne provınce, which Was

called ın Rome the provınce of Bohemıiua, OTavıa aN! Austrıia. Sınce
1608 thıs provıncıal Was Gabriele Carıdd]ı da Montolmo 82)

But Jogıcal S  eSSoTS ATe not always actual successors ! Carıddı
found hıimself 1n 1609, the year after hıs election provıncılal, CON-
ronted ıth unpleasant sıtuatıon. The prıor general ın Rome had
appomted Johannes Baptıst Krist] of Prague Vicar genera|l for
Bohemia OVeTr which Carıddı W as provıncıal 83) And the Pr10T
general 1n Rome under from outsıde, shall sSece

had appomted (probably 1n ate 1608 thee Pr10T of Brünn, Johannes
Vinzenz Barnabe, VICAaTr general for OTavıa OVerTr which Carıddı
Was provıncıal, a least had een LO thıs tıme We shall explaın
ın how the provıncılal Carıddı, whose Jurisdıction Was supposed to
extend OVer Austrıa, OTavıa an Bohemia suddenly found hımself
faced iın the second Ral thırd of these LWO terrıtorıes ıth VICATS
general, who WerTe not dısposed LO take orders from hım Under hıs
per10d provıncıal (  08-1611) not only dıd the prı0r 1ın Prague,
Kristl, retaın gTrea deal of ındependence ın the chiıef mOoNastery of
St. Thomas Krist] himself lıyed A provıncıal 1n the mMONasStery of
Schopka Melnik 84) but the LWO monasterıes of OTaVvıa succeeded
ın havıng themselves recognized separate vicarıate, completely
independent of the provınce. Before Carıddı's term provın-
clal, thıs Ne  < provınce had een called by the Roman SUPeT1O0TS of
the order the provınce of Bohemıiua, Austrıa an OTavla. Shortly

82) Br. S6r
88) Already Sept. 2) 1608 Krist! obtained thoughtfully TOM the

Ne  < prior general, Gianbattista de Aste, his confirmation PT10T of the monaster y
of St. Thomas 1n Prague 1n such WaYy that ONe less than the general himself could
TemMOVYvEe him TOM this office; 55.24 clear ıindication for the NEeEW provinclal ın
Bohemia, Gabriele Cariddi, that he Wäas tO keep h1s hands off of rist! and the monastery
of St, Thomas, In which rıist| reigned SUDITEME untı. hıs death ıIn 1637

84) 289
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after hıs term Was elapsed, the provınce gradually to be called
simply that of Bohemia-Austrıa.

07Tavıa Asserts s indenendence from the provINCE
As often occured 1ın the history of the monastery of Brünn,

10a Was ın 1609 elected PT1OT, who Was not even known the
electors. In other words, powerful recommendation not always

appy OnNne wWas often gıven LO SOM16CONE, who then sımply had LO be
elected bDy the communıty wılly nılly '"T'hıs occured agaln Sept 10,
1608 The election Was presiıded OVerLr by representatıves of the powerful
bishop of Olmütz, Cardıinal Hranz Von Dietrichsteıin, who Was also the
officıal of the eIM DELOL ın thıs reg10n. The choıice fell upoN the
natıve otf Fıume, Johannes Vınzenz Barnabe, wh al the tıme Was

prı10r of the Augustinıan mMOoNasSter y 1n Gratz 85) It certaın
that VO  > Dietrichstein had recommended the electıon of Barnabe,
who Was NO about thırty-four of aADC 86) And VO:  ( Dietrichstein
proved LO be powerful patron of Barnabe, LO such extent that the

pr10T general 1n Rome admıtted that h1s hands WerTe tied ın the question
of the Moravıan vicarıate. Almost certaınly Barnabe would ave found
grea dıfficulty in pryıng the Moravıan monasteries loose from the

provınce into whıich they had een juridically incorporated only four
before hıs election » pT10T of Brünn. But, backed by the

powerful, an unquestionably capable, Cardınal VO Dietrichstein,
Barnabe Wäas able aSSert the independence of hıs mOoNastery from

provinclal 1n Bohemıua. In domg S' he played the Danlc of the powerful
cardınal who W as determined prevent return of the predominance
of Prague in Moravıa, sa ın

But let uSs SeceCe the developments brief 1y 1n chronological order.
After Barnabe’s election LO the priorshıp otf Brünn Sept 10, 1608,
he receıved hıs confirmatıon from Cardınal VO.  b Dietrichstein ın the
atter’s capacıty of local and representatıve of the empeIOTL.
The Saımne powerful patron VO  D Dietrichstein immediately obtained
Barnabe’s confirmatıon from both the future CM PETOI Matthias and
from the Augusfinian PT10T general, Chanbattıista de Aste 87) 'T’he

85) JANETSCHEK, 196
86) His ag 18 deduced TOmM the fact that hıs AA inscription sShows that he died

Dec. 3 1631 ın his fifty-eighth ve:  9 JANETSCHEK, O8

87) JANETSCHEK, 196
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question which could at thıs tıme naturally ask dıd thıs
not viıolate the rıght of the provıncıal of the provınce to which Brünn
Wa supposed to belong . Whatever AaLSWeT might be g1ven from the
juridical viewpoint, Cardınal VOon Dietrichstein passed OVer completely
the provıncılal of the Ne  e pProvınce, Carıdd.i. Nor dıd VOoO  - Dietrichstein
StOop ere al the Sa1Ine tıme that he obtained from the Augustinian
prı0r general (Hanbattısta de ste Barnaböe’s confirmation prı0r
of Brünn probably late ın 1608 he obtaıned for Barnabe another
authoritatıve tıtle also, that of VICAT general of the Augustinilans 1n
OTaVvıa 88) Henece the cardınal sternly orbade 1ın 1611 an y Augus-
tınıan, outsıde of the pPr10r general, LO Ur y tOo exercıse aln y authorıty
OVerTr the PI10T of Brünn In hıs terrıtory, sSiınce he Was VICAT general of
the Augustinians ın OTavla ! Itaque omnıbus et sıngulıs praesertim
eTO cdiet] ordınıs Augustinı Kremitarum fratrıbus eademque qQua

authoritate praecıpımus et mandamus, qu1s SsSub
excommunicatıon1ıs 1PSO facto incurrendae et, ammıss]ı0Nıs graduum
et dıgnıtatıs saepedietum Joannem Vıncentium prıorem, 0OCcasıone
election1s, confırmationıs et, exemption1s praedıctarum turbare, 1N-
quietare vel quomodolıbet inhoneste molestare praesumat 89)

We see therefore the essentıja|l pomm 1ın the plan followed DYy VON

Dietrichstein an Barnabe. Sınce the prı0r of Brünn W as subject only
LO the PT10r general, whose VICAaT he Was for Moravıa, other SUPEeTIOTS
had nothing LO Sa y ere We shall sSce below that even greater clarıty
ou thıs point W as reached ın 1611 N! later y  9 but {rom the
beginnıng of Barnabe’s per10d ASs pr10r of Brünn 1n late 1608, the devel-
opment Was natural ONe from an independent VICAaT genera|l to

recognızed independent viıcarıate.
Naturally, this arrangement hardly DaVC T deal of pleaéure

LO the Augustinian super10r of Bohemıia, Carıddı. 'T’he latter provıncıal
from 1608 to 1611, lost tıme 1n protesting tOo the Pr10r general
about hıs not quıte envıable sıtuatıon LWO VICAaTS general 1n hıs

88) 1 b1d., 196-208, especlally 205, where Janetschek quotes deecree made by ON

Dietrichstein Nov. 22; 1611, ın whıich r 18 explicitly declared that the Augustinilan
prI10r general made Barnabe his V1icar general in Moravia, when he approved-: his
election pri0r of Brünn : reverendus Generalıs praefatı ordını8 eundem el
electionem LPSTUS approbans etam MWArLUM generalem IN Moravıa creavtıl, fecıt demutavıt.

89) JANETSCHEK, 207, wh: does not quote the archives TOmM which he took thiıs
decree, but possibly indicates 208 that ıt; Came TOM Kremsier, where ıt; Wäs signed.
ater in OUrTr study, above notes 08 and 99 whe quote part of this saAINne text. ın
KEnglish translation.
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terrıtory ! Hence, Carıddı complaıned LWO 0CCas1ons. Late 1n the
ycal 1608 he wrote to the PT10T general letter which left somethıng
LO be desired from the viewpomnt of clarıty, RF least far ıt 18 known
o today But 1n the lıght of hıs second complaınt, made ın the early
Spring of 1609, fınd faırly clear pıcture of the events, presented
firom the viewpont of Carıddı an of the Roman SUuper10rs of the order.
We ahould lıke LO translate ere firom the Latın of the general’s reg1S-
ters LWO brief notatıons about Carıddı's complaınts, SINCE they help
us Sec the development of the aıtuatıon.

On Jan K 1609, fıind eNtrYy 1n which OTAaVvıa 18 stil! CONs11-
dered part of the provınce ounded 1n 1604 'T ’hıs 1S partıcularly
noteworthy, SINCE the ext eNtrYy about thıs subjecet, dated May 2
1609, ın certaın Way COTTECTS thıs CONCeEPT, shall Sece below
Here 18 the eNtrYy Jan 14 T'he proviıncıal of Austrıa, OTAaVvlıa and
Bohemia [Carıddi] wrote ouW hat has happened ın OUFr as-

ber y of Brünn, an informed about the condıtion of that whole
provınce. He promısed to gıve Inore definıte ews 1ın later letter 90)
Unless AT greatly mistaken, Carıddı meant by hat happened ın
OUL monastery of Brünn 9 not only the election of Barnabe under the
patronage of Cardınal VOI Dietrichsteıin, but a,180 the atter’s obtaınıng
confirmatıon fOor Barnabe PT10T 2n VICAT general wıthout consult-
ıng the provincılal, Carıddı, himself. 'Thıs 1mpression IS strengthened
by the entry of May of the SaIne YCAT, which reads thus 'T’he

provinclal of Bohemıua, Austrıa a2N! OTavıa informed by hıs etters
of the SLATEe of that Province » 91) But 1n the general’s regıster itself,

correction 1S ere made from of that pProvınce LO of those provın-
Then the regıster adds complaınt by Carıddı about the pr10r

of the Bohemian MONaStery of Stockau who had obtaıned hıs confir-
matıon from the imperlal offieials. But hat interests ere partı-
cularly 1S Carıddı's second complaınt : Lıkewıse, he [Carıdd1]| asked

not LO allow the PT10TS of Prague 1J.B Kristl] and of Brünn J. V
Barnabe] en]oy the tiıtle an privılege of VICar general 92)

T'hıs last request Was from Cariıddı's standpomnt quıte ınder-
standable. In the provınce of Austrıa, Bohemia an OTaVvıa ounded
1n 1604, only nıne monasterıes had een inceluded. Now ın 1609, the
fıve monasterıes of Bohemia an the LWwO monasterıes of OTavıa

90)
91) Tbid., 33
92) T bid.
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weTe each under VICaTr general, OVeLr whom Carıddı could exXxercıce
authorıty. Hence, 1ın practice, Carıddı found hıimself ıth only LWO

monasterıes ın the province, the Austrian monasterıes of Vienna an
Baden, whiıich WerTe not subject LO VICAT general !

Naturally ATe iınterested in the aNnsSWer sent. to Carıddı by the
Augustinıan VICAaT general 1ın Rome, Guglielmo da Folhigno, who directed
the order whıiıle the PT10T general Was absent visıtatıon. T’he VICAaT
general’s answer shows the helplessness of relıg10us super10r who
had consıder not only the relig10us of hıs OW. order, but also the
«Tecommendatıons » an the requests » of theır powerful patrons,
which en left the Pr10TS general helpless N! unable LO make an y
other deecisıon that that which Was requested » DYy powerful patrons
'T °’hıs becomes clear 1ın OUT present Case, where the general’s regısters
ote We answered |Carıdd1]565  The Augustinian Province of Austro-Moravia  were each under a vicar general, over whom Cariddi could exercice  no authority. Hence, in practice, Cariddi found himself with only two  monasteries in the province, the Austrian monasteries of Vienna and  Baden, which were not subject to a vicar general !  Naturally we are interested in the answer sent to Cariddi by the  Augustinian vicar general in Rome, Guglielmo da Foligno, who directed  the order while the prior general was absent on visitation. The vicar  general’s answer shows the helplessness of a religious superior who  had to consider not only the religious of his own order, but also the  « recommendations» and the «requests» of their powerful patrons,  which often left the priors general helpless and unable to make any  other decision that that which was « requested » by powerful patrons.  This becomes clear in our present case, where the general’s registers  note : « We answered [Cariddi] ... that the prior of Prague [Kristl]  was named vicar general [for Bohemia] by letters patent of the Most  Rev. Prior and Vicar General, which we desire to have carried out. The  prior of Brünn [Barnab6] became vicar general for Moravia by the  mandate of our Most Illustrious Cardinal Protector, at the request of  the Most Illustrious Cardinal Dietrichstein » 83).  We believe that this answer convinced Cariddi that it was useless  to try further to put an end to the — for him — unpleasant situation.  The two vicars general would remain in Bohemia and Moravia,  whether he liked it or not. Hence Cariddi finished his term as provin-  cial (1608-1611). So far as we know, the delicate problem simply re-  mained in statu quo, until a new provincial, or rather a former provin-  cial, took over the direction of the young province by the prior general’s  appointment on March 19, 1611. The reappointed superior of the young  province was Johannes Baptist Kristl!  8& 10. Moravia’s independence recognized  So long as Kristl was vicar general and Cariddi was provincial  in Bohemia, the problem of Moravia called for no demonstration of  power from either side, after Cariddi saw the uselessness of further  protests about the existence of two vicars general. Kristl and Barnabe  were vicars general in their respective districts, and the distressed  provincial Cariddi evidently followed the not unwise principle of letting  sleeping dogs lie. A serious problem could have arisen in 1611, when  93) Ibid.that the prıo0r of Prague | Krist]]
WasS named VICAaT general [IOr Bohemi1a] by etters patent of the ost
Rev Prior an Vıcar General, whıich desıre LO ave carrıed out The
Pr10T of Brünn | Barnabe] became VICAT general for OTavlıa by the
mandate of OUTLTX ost Ilustrious Cardınal Protector, 3, the request of
the ost Ilustrious Cardınal Dietrichstein 83)

We belleve that thıs ANSWEeTI convınced Carıddi that ıt W asSs useless
LO Ur Yy urther put en LO the for hım unpleasant situatıon.
T’he LWO VICAaTSs general would remaın 1ın Bohemiıa and Moravıa,
whether he hıked ıt, not Hence Carıddı finıshed hıs term provın-
c1al (1608-1611). So far know, the delicate problem sımply
maıned 1n SLAtDUu QUO, until Ne provinclal, rather former Provın-
clal, took OVerl the dırection of the provınce DYy the pPr10T general’s
appoıntment March 19, 1611 The reappomnted SUperT10T of the
provınce Was Johannes Baptıst Krist!!

Moravia’s independence recoqgnızed
So long Kuist] WasS VICar genera]l an Carıddı WasSs provincılal

In Bohemıua, the problem of OTavıa called fOor demonstratıon of
W from eıther sıde, after Carıddı SR  < the uselessness of urther
OLESTS ou the exıstence of LWO VICAaTrs general. Krist] an Barnabe
wWeTrTe VICATS general ın theır respective distrıicts, an the distressed
provıncıal Carıddı evıdently followed the not unwıse principle of letting
sleeping dogs lıe SEeT10US problem could ave arlısen 1n 1611 when

93) Tbıd.
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Carıddi's term provıncıal had expired, ıf provıncıal chapter had
een held But, ave SCCNH, the prı0r general sımply appomınted
Krist] provıncıal March 19 of thıs yYCAar, g1ving hıs Teason for
the appoıntment that chapter could be held because of Wa  b The
Wäar really exısted SINCE the LWO Habsburg brothers, the CMDETOTL
Rudolph I1 an hıs brother the archduke Matthıjas had resorted tO

to settle their quarrels 94) Had chapter een held, then the
problem of Moravıan representatıon would ave arısen. We Ca  w} only
speculate tOo hat would ave happened ıf the two Moravıan as-
terj]es had sent, had not sent, voters to such chapter WFortunately,
the SOUICEeS shOow exactly hat dıt happen 1n the yCar I61LE. that;

Can lay speculatıons happıly asıde an explaıin the interesting
facts

The fırst fact 18 thıs LWO strong characters, Krist] N! Barnabe,
1O found themselves pıtted agaınst each other oth of them WerTe

Pr10TS of the MOsSt important monasterıjes of theır respective reg1o0ns.
oth of them werTe 1O recogn1ızed VICATS general 1n theır distriets.
oth of them en]oyed the protection of powerful patrons But NO  z

certaın added weıight COU. SeceM LO turn the scales in favor of Krıstl,
who had ONCe agaın become provıncıal TeCtOr iın March 1611 'Thıs
sıtuatıon had not exısted unter Krist]’s fırst term provıncıal
(  4-1  ), SINCE the prıor of Brünn at that tıme Was Basılio de
Mezzı. Although AIe not very well informed about the relatıons
between Krist] aN! de Mezzı durıng between 1604 an 1608, (the yYCarl
of the atter’s death and also the ycal of Carıddı's electıon the PIO-
vincılalshıp,) NOW of quarrel between the Superl10rs of Prague
aN! of Brünn. But NO 1n 1611 ıt Was dıfferent StOTY The e  < provın-
c1al of Brünn, Barnabe, had een confirmed not Dy provıncılal of the
Augustinian order, but Dy the powerful Cardınal VO  u Dietrichstein ;
an the latter had obtaıned directly from the priıor general of the order
the tıtle of VICAT general 1n OTavıa for the prıor of Brünn !

Hence the problem could an dıd NO In 1611 become acute The
question NO Was thıs did the tıtle of VICAT general for Moravıa,
held DYy Barnabe, INecan that he Was responsable and subject LO the
pr10T general alone, that the provıncıal of the provınce of
Austrıa, Bohemia an Moravıa ® had rıght to make vısıta-

94) (FJORLICH ROMANIK, (zZeschichte Österreichs, Innsbruck-Wien-München,
1970, 185-187.
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tıon ın Moravıa ® Or W as ıt possible that the title could still be inter-
preted analagously to the former WaY, that 18, dıid the provınclal
Super10r of the provınce ounded ın 1604 ave the rıght to
assert hıs authorıity not only in Bohemia and Austrıa, but In OTavıa
also ® 'T’he former opınıon Was that of Barnabe, the latter WaSs the
opınıon of Kristl. We shall NO sSee that the victory Wäas gaıned for
Brünn, chiefly by the authorıty of Cardimal VO  S Dietrichstein, who
W4AS determined to lessen the influence of Bohemia 1ın hıs Moravıan
territorıes.

'T’he fıirst mentijon ın the general’s regısters of the relatıons between
the LWO monasterijes of Brünn an Prague between Barnabe
and Krist] after Kristl’s designatıon TeCtOr provincıal iın 1611,
OCCUTS Nov of thıs VYCar It shows that certaın thıngs stal]
had TO be ıroned 0OuUt. The general’s regısters ote thıs day Once
permi1ss10n, agalın granted by letter permi1ssion to the PTr10T of OUT

moNnastery of Brünn [Barnabe] to rece]ve four friars ıth the prı0r
general’s, but ıth knowledge an consent of the provıncıal of ohe-
mla » [ Kristl]] 95) Here: be indıcatıon that Barnabe might
wısh LO proceed wıthout knowledge an consent of the provinclal of
Bohemila » an that the general of the order sıded ıth the 1eW-
poın of Kristl.

Yıet another letter from the Roman SUperT10TS of the order, whiıich
shall immediately quote, sided ıth Krist!’s viewpoint. Here 1S the

eNtrYy 1n the general’s regıster for Dec PT: 1611 We admonıshed 1n
prıvate letter the Pr10T of Brünn [Barnabe] of the PTOVLNCE of ohe-

M, that he must receıve the VICAT general of that provınce | Krıst]
ın the sSahıe WaYy iın which former provinclals [evidently of the Bavarıan
provınce] WeTe receıved other 0OCCasloNsS, while they Journeyed
through the provınce an made vıisıtatıiıon » 96) According to thıs
Jetter, the Pr10r general had solved the CONtIOVESY between Barnabe
and Krist] 1ın favor of Krist] Barnabe had een unwilling to permit
Krist] LO make visıtatıon 1n Brünn, Krist] had complaıned about
thıs to the Pr10T general, and the pr10Tr general had informed Barnabe
that he must gıve hıs viewpoint, SINCEe the SUDer10T of the
provınce ounded iın 1604 an ın which OTAavlıa Was included had
indeed the rıght LO vısıt canonically the monasterlies ın hıs province.,
Here the priı0r general sımply ollowed the usual practice ın the Augus-

95)
96) [ bid., 204 ; Clm 8423,31
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tınıan order, applyıng the rule of 1604 CO the monasterjes of OTavıa
they had een ineluded 1ın the NnNe  < provınce ounded In thıs yYCAaTr,
and hence WerTe subject LO the provıncıal super10rs of thıs proviınce.
'T'’he hesıtatıon manıfested 1ın the ADNSWEeTr gıven by the Roman super10r

May Q, 1609 97), had gıven WaYyY to certaınty : the Moravıan as-

terjes of the Augustinian order werTe part of the provınce of Austria,
Bohemia an Moravıa, aN! therefore wWere subject LO visıtatıon
by the provıncıal SUDeT10T of thıs provınce

But already NOW that Barnabe en]oyed the patronage of the
resolute bıshop of the Moravıan diıocese of Olmütz, Cardınal FKranz
VO  - Dietrichstein. Hıs decree of Nov. 2 1611 97a) In favor of Barnabe
SUSZESTS that Kristl had trıed shortly before thıs date LO insıst uUuDON
hıs rıght make visıtatıon ın Brünn. Certammly Kristl!’s amiIne OT

offıce ATre not mentijion 1n the cardınal’s document thıs would hardly
ave een good Aaste an! Was certaınly not NECESSATY. Sınce the pr10T
general’s letter to Barnabe admoniıshıng hım to accept the vıisıtatıon
of Brünn by Krist] 1s dated Dec 1} 1611 Can be SUTe that Kristl!’s
wrıtten complaınt (01)8 Barnaböe’s refusal LO acCCcept 1m vısıtator

provincıal had een wrıtten about month earlıer, that 1S about
Nov And the STern Latın decree of Cardınal VON Dietrichstem 18
dated Nov 20 Would ıt, not be dangerous deny that connectıjon
exısts the ONe hand between Kristl]’s attempted visıtatıon of
Brünn an hıs subsequent complaınt that he W as not properly rece1ved,
Ral the other hand the decree of Cardınal VOoON Diaetrichstein ® 'Thıs
decree, after statıng that Barnabe had een appomted by hıs pr10T
genera|l VICAaT general of OTavıa interpreting the term VICAT
general completely iın the most favorable Brünn’s claım LO

exemption from an y Augustinian super10r below the Pr10T general
concludes ıth thıs threat And LO each an PETISON, eSDE-
clally of the order of St. Augustine 98),568  J.-J. Gavigan  tinian order, applying the rule of 1604 to the monasteries of Moravia :  they had been included in the new province founded in this year,  and hence were subject to the provincial superiors of this province.  The hesitation manifested in the answer given by the Roman superior  on May 2, 1609 °7), had given way to certainty : the Moravian monas-  teries of the Augustinian order were part of the province of Austria,  Bohemia and Moravia, and therefore were subject to visitation  by the provincial superior of this province !  But we already know that Barnabe enjoyed the patronage of the  resolute bishop of the Moravian diocese of Olmütz, Cardinal Franz  von Dietrichstein. His decree of Nov. 22, 1611 ?72) in favor of Barnabe  suggests that Kristl had tried shortly before this date to insist upon  his right to make a visitation ın Brünn. Certainly Kristl’s name or  office are not mention in the cardinal’s document — this would hardly  have been good taste and was certainly not necessary. Since the prior  general’s letter to Barnabe admonishing him to accept the visitation  of Brünn by Kristl is dated Dec. 11, 1611, we can be sure that Kristl’s  written complaint about Barnabe’s refusal to accept him as visitator  or provincial had been written about a month earlier, that is about  Nov. 10. And the stern Latin decree of Cardinal von Dietrichstein is  dated Nov. 22! Would it not be dangerous to deny that a connection  exists on the one hand between Kristl’s attempted visitation of  Brünn and his subsequent complaint that he was not properly received,  and on the other hand the decree of Cardinal von Dietrichstein ? This  decree, after stating that Barnabe had been appointed by his prior  general as vicar general of Moravia — interpreting the term vicar  general completely in the sense most favorable to Brünn’s claim to  exemption from any Augustinian superior below the prior general —  concludes with this threat : « And so to each and every person, espe-  cially of the order of St. Augustine ®8), ... we order and command that  no one under pain of excommunication to be incurred ipso facto and  of loss of degrees and offices, presume to disturb, annoy or in any  other way molest the prior Johannes Vinzenz [Barnabe] by reason  of his election, confirmation and exemption... Notwithstanding any  27) See the texts cited from Dd 54.33v above our note 83.  97a) From which we have already quoted. Cf. notes 88 and 89.  9) Was it necessary to refer more clearly to Kristl? We believe that Kristl  understood at once that he was the person against whom this document was primarily  directed. Cf. JANETSCHEK, 209-210.order and ecommand that

0)41% under paın of excommunıcatıon LO be incurred 1pSO facto and
of loss of degrees an offices, presume dısturb, 1n an y
other WaYy molest the PI10F Johannes Vınzenz [ Barnabe] by TEeASON

of hıs election, confırtmatıon an exemptıion... Notwithstandıng an y

97) See the ECXTtS cited TOM above OUT note
97a,) From which ave already quoted. notes &x an
98) Was ıt. NECESSAL Y LO refer INOTIE clearly tOo Krist]l ? We believe that Krist!

understood at 18165 that he WEäas the erson agalınst whom this document wäas primarily
directed. (: JANETSCHEK, 209.-.210
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constitutions orders of the Holy See of the order of St Augustine.
anythıng else, SINCE the POPE by faculties gıven to uS desıres that

there be impediment... 99) Since thıs decree of the cardınal Was

accompanıed by papal bull ın favor of Barnabe 100) the PT10T general
and the provıncıal of Bohemila found themselves unable LO proceed
urther. T'he DOPDC hımself an the powerful cardınal had decıded the
juridical question 1n favor of Barnabe and of Brünn ! Hence, from
Nov kl 1611 0)  E provıncılal of the Bohemian-Austrian of an
other provınce had authorıty to make In hıs OW. ame visıtatıon
In the Moravıan vicanmate.

Thıs naturally cleared another question the LWO monasterlies
of the Moravıan distrıet, Brünn an Gewiıtsch, 1n practice dıd not

belong tO the provınce ounded 1n 1604, whatever mMa y ave een the
ıntentions of the founder, and whatever mMa y ave been the relatıon-
sh1p between the Moravıan distriet N! the Ne  z provınce Jong
Basılho de Mezzı WwWas pr10r of Brünn (1604-1608). But SINCE Barnabe
had become PTr10T of Brünn Sept O, 1608, Juridical problems had
developed an had ultimately een resolved by the influence of
powerful Moravıan prelate, who jealously guarded the rights of the
reg10Nn, especlally where Prague W as concerned. And NOW that
Prague Was Kristl]’s stronghold.

IL Neuw 20NOTS for the DLOT of Brünn

We recall that the Pr10T7S of Brüunn became SINCE 1594 protonotarıes
apostolıc an counts of the Lateran. Now 1n 1612, Cardınal VOoNn

Dietrichstein obtaıned from the DODE for a. ]] future PT1OTS of Brünn
the prıviılege of miıtred prelates, even though thıs prıvılege must be
renewed by newly elected PTI1OT. Agaın Aug 12, 1613 Barnabe
wen to Rome the eM18SaTYy of Cardınal VOoNn Dietrichstein. Naturally
the PrIOT of Brünn sed thıs 0ccasıon discuss ith the Augustinıan
prior general, Nıcola da Sant’Angelo, the problem of the relatıons
etween the Moravıan distrıict an the proviınce of Bohemia-Austrıa
ONne cCoun hardly ıth propriety ad the ame of OTAaVvla to the PIO-
vince SINCEe VON Dietrichstein s decree of Nov 14 1611, eVEeN though
thıs practice Was occasıonally continued for SOINe by secrTetarıes
ıIn Rome, who WeTIe not LOO SUuTe of theır geography of the complı-

99) JANETSCHEK, 207
Tbid., 208
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cated sıtuation of SOmne provinces. An amıcable arrangemen Was
reached between prior general an the prlor of Brünn 1n 1614
result of Barnabe’s trıp LO Rome. In the mon of une of thıs yCar
LWwWO decisiıons WeTrTe®e made 1ın Rome which interest; eTrTe. On une
18 the pPr10r general approved the reelection of Kristl] provıncıal
of Bohemia an OTAaVvıa (no mention of Austrıia !') an sent to Prague
etters patent iıth the order that ın future ONe should be imme-
dıately reelected to thıs offıce 101)_ Hence sSee that provıncıal chap-
ter had taken place 1n Prague, probably ıIn Aprıl of May of thıs yYCcar
Although do not POSSCSS the chapter aCcts, venture to SLATE that
the chapter Wäas definıtely not graced by the of Moravıan
delegation, which would ave automatıcally recognızed the Jurisdie-
tıon of the provınce of Bohemia OVeTr OTavla. And NOW that
thıs Was definıtely not the Case, the events of 1611 had made clear.

On une of the SsSalmInle YCar 1614 the pr10r general’s regıster
ınforms us of the followıng offiejal deecision ıth regard LO the Mora-
1an distriet and ıts Super10rT, the prı0r of Brünn We granted ONCe

agaln all privileges an ımmunıtiıes, conferred by OUT predecessors LO
the pri10r of OUT mOoNnastery of Brünn, LO the present inecumbent Johannes
Vınzenz of Fiume [Barnabe]. We confırm hım also OUT VICAaT general
for Moravıa, an desıre that accordıng LO the ancıent Custom the
prl10r of the mMOoNastery of Brünn be elected by the priests of the S1116

mONnastery. This confırmatıion however shall pertaın tOo the prıor
general » 102)_ Not only was ıt explicıtly declared ere that the pr10r
of Brünn Was 10  z definitely VICAaT of the pri0r general for OTAaVla

an therefore longer merely VICaT of the provıncıal of deter-
mıned proviınce had een definıtely the Ccase until the priorshıp
of Basıho de Mezzi 1ın Brünn (  4-1  j yet another indıcatıon of the
independent status of oravıa Was added According LO the eustom
of the Augustinian order an of other orders, each provınce inde-
pendent vicarıate had LO Pay the prıor general specific LaxX help
hım meet the NECESSATY runnıng of internationa]l order.
Hence ıt WwWas NO further specıfıed une D7 that the prior of Brünn
should Pay forty thalers yearly to the priıo0r general Fınally, the CON-
firmatıon of each pri10r of Brünn made by the PTr10T general should he
understood confirmation for lıfe 108).

101) 58.24v
102) 1 bıd., 25r.
108) T bıd.
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T’hıs document of June Z 1614 referred LO by the general’s
regısters, eft hittle TOINE for doubht LO the Status of the LWO as-

terj]es iın OTAavla. Although they WeTeE not formally declared to be
separated from the provınce of Bohemia and Austr1a, they WeiIite de
facto recognized separate vicarıate, independent of al Y provincıal,
and ruled by the prıor of Brünn who W3asS VICaT of the pr10r general for
the reg1on. The ımposıtıon of provıncıal ÜaxX he paıd yearly LO the
pri0r general made the matter even INOTIe definıte. Krist] Was indeed
powerful 1ın Bohemia an 1n Austrıa. But ın OTaVvla he had met hıs
match in Barnabe backed by VON Dietrichstein !

According to the custom of the tıme the Moravıan Augustini1ans
WwWeIe not content ıth merely ONe formal statement of theır privıleges
and immunıtı]ıes Hence, when ne  z pPr10T general, Fulgenzo Galluceı,
W as elected 1n 1620, they requested confirmatıon of theır prıvıleges.
Hence March 30, 1621 find thıs eNtIYy 1n the regısters of the Ne  z

pr10r general : We granted agaln and confıiırmed the priviıleges an
iımmunıtıes granted by OUT predecessor the monastery of Brünn
accordıng LO the request made » 104), If the hard-won privıleges an
immuniıtıes » gaıned by the Moravıan vicarıate should fall into oblıvıon,
it would certamly. not be the fault of the Watghful pT10T of Brünn

1 Losses from the WAar

The frıghtful perioä of the Thirty Years’ War (1618-16  ) naturally
brought ıts due share of losses the Augustinıan vicarıate of OTavıla.
We do not wısh deseribe them erTe aT Jength, fOr LWO reAaSONS. Kırst,
they ave already een deser1bed 105) second, OULr chiıef interest ere
IS LO explaın brıefly the relıg10us an Juridical hıstory of the vicarıate,

preparatıon for the hıstory of the proviınce of Austro-Moravıa.
We Sa y but httle about Austrıa ın the present study, since ave
elsewhere spoken of the Austrıan monasterles of thıs tıme al sufficıent
jength 106),. Suffice ıt; Sa y therefore StrONg party In OTavla
declared itself ın fa VvOT of the (German Protestant Friedrich agalnst
the Habsburger Ferdinand 1n 1619 T'he church an 11011-

astery of Brünn WeTe plundered ın the Samle VCcaLr The Catholie victory
Nov S, 1620 made ıt. possıble regaın the monastery an part of

104) 62.1 1Or.
105) JANETSCHERK,
106) GAVIGAN, Bohemia.
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the stolen go0ds. The Pr10T Barnabe Was capable admınıstrator
the economıc sıde, an W as able before hıs death 1n 1631 to restore

certaın stabılıty in the CCONOMY of the mMmOoNastery of Brünn, whıiıle
Jakob Kırschner dıd the Sarmne for Gewıtsch 1n far possıble durıng
hıs long priorship (1615-1650), after thıs mOoNnastery also had een
plundered 1ın 1619 He courageously held out ere even though he

ave een al tımes the only priest lıvıng 1ın the mONnasterYy.
As 1n other reg10Nns also, the barbarous Swedısh soldıers spread ruın
1n Brünn ıIn 1643 when they attacked the c1ty for the first tıme and
cannonaded the c1ty an ıts suburbs, damagıng severely the landed
pPOSSESSIONS of the mOoNnastery. The Swedes returned 1n 1645 ıth StronNn-
geI forces than before. They trıed LO uındermıne the church Ral as-

bEer y of the Augustinians but countermıne foıled theır efforts. On
the fest of the Assumption the Swedes launched theır greates attack
an severely damaged the Augustinıan church of St. Thomas. Directly
before the church the bloodiest battle of the day took place, ın wnıch
the Swedes WeTe drıyen back Kven to modern tımes the cıtizens of
Brünn attrıbute thıs victory LO the specıal ıntercession of the Mother
of God, whose ımage ın the Augustinıan church has en]oyed gTrea PODU-
Jarıty for centurıes 107) On thıs 0ccasıon the Augustinlan church
an monastery of Brünn, situated partıcularly exposed part of
the cıty walls, suffered such destruction that the Pr10T had LO rent
Jodgings 1ın the cıty The roof of the church had een destroyed by
SLTOTM wınd In 1641, an fOT thırty the mıddle alsle of the church
had neıther roof DOL vaults. It Was therefore changed iınto flower-
garden, an I1ass Was celebrated altars sıtuated the sıdes of the
church. In spıte of thıs unpleasant sıtuatıon thousands of visıtors
CcCame yearly the church durıng these 108),

13 Entrenchment despite hardshıns
So much for the losses 1n the Thırty VYears’ War, which visıted

not only the Augustinians, but countless amılıes In the (;erman-
speakıng reglons. Yet the whole pıcture WasSs not ONe of complete

107) Ssee FRÖHLICH, Kın Bildnzs der schwarzen M ulttergottes VON Br  ’“uunNnnNn  . un
AÄAachen, Aachen 1967, for description of the pıcture whiıich to OMMe TOM the eighth

nınth century. On 24-26 Fröhlich g1ves the (Jerman text of the SoNg which Vel in
OUTr century Was SUNSg Aug by the inhabitants of Brünn. In refrains ıt, deseribes
the overconfidence of the attackıng Swedes an the quccesstful defense of the CIty.

108) JANETSCHEK, 245-.246
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loss8. Thus, the recognızed posıtıon of OTAavıa separate vicarıate
Was clearly admitted by the pri10r general, Fulgenzo Gallucei, In 1621
He had March of thıs YCAaT, already know, confirmed the
prıvıleges an iımmunıtı]ıes of Brünn. On Nov ] of the Samne yCar
hıs regısters ave eNtrY whiıich not only confırmse ONCe agaln the
establıshed rıght of OTavlıa to ıts independence, but which ShOWS us
how ZTEAT W as the 1gnorance ın Rome of the Moravıan vicarıate, A

shall 10 SE  D The head of the order dıd not NOW thıs day
whether not other Augustinian monasteries exısted ousıde of
Brünn! He appomted Nıkolaus OUrusenius visıtator general for the
Provınces of Bohemia-Austria and of Styro-Carınthia. Iwo important
restricetions however WerTe placed upon thıs authorıty : the monaster y
of Brünn Was explıicıtly excluded form the monasterijes which Cruse-
NIUS had the right to visıt, an also the other monasterI1es ın Moravıa,
ıf other Augustinlian monasterlies exıst there ». Secondly, CÜrusen1ius
WwWas empowered LO exercıse iın the monasterıjes visıted the authority of
the prıor general 1n affalrs both spirıtual and temporal, provıded
that he refraın from unıtıng dıvıdıng provınces and from changıng
monasterıjes 109) We ATe not quıte SUuTrTe whether the phrase changıng
monasterıes » transferring them from one provınce to another,
OT changıng theır personnel. The former meanıng INOTe lıkely
But hat interests usSs 15 quıte clear Orusenius could vısıt a ]] the as-
terıes belonging to the provınce of Bohemia-Austrıa, but Was warned
not LO include Brünn other possıbly exısting monasterıjes 1n OTAaVvla
ın theır number. Moravıa s posıtıon independent vicarıate Was
establıshed

Wıth both interest an amusement W learn hat happened after
the genera|l chapter of 1625 1n whıich (GHrolamo de (G+hett1 became PT10T
eneral Provısıon Was made the sSaAInne day, Sept. 29, for the LWO
gıants, Krist] 1n Prague an Barnahe 1n Brünn ! Kristl! Was confırmed
for S1X INOTe prior of St Thomas'’ ın Prague (where he had
een prior SINCE 1601, even during hıs tıme provıncılal), an at
the SA 1Ne tıme Was confırmed 1n hıs rıght LO speclal ın the as-

Lery and ın the Sse of certaın funds Then, ımmedıately afterwards
the text which refers LO Barnabe : FKor Johannes Vınzenz

Barnabe, PT10T of the mOonastery of Brünn, confırm the iımmunıtıes
and privıleges granted Dy OUT predecessors, along ıth a ]] clauses,

109) 195v-197r : Clm 84923.44



574 5 Gavıgan

condıtions an veNOTS, partıcularly that he be VICaT general of OTaVvia
an perpetual PT101 of the above-mentioned monastery of Brünn.
He 1S indeed to be elected by the priıests of the SaInle monastery, but
the confirmatıon of the elected pr10r pertaıns to PT10T general for
the tıme being Lıkewiıse, the above-mentioned PT10T 1S bound to g1ve

in the amne of the monastery orty thalers yearly the usual
LaxX, accordıng LO law an ıth benefit of OUTLI changıng the rate » 110)_
ir would S6CcEIM that Krist] an Barnabhbe had much 1n COMMON Neıther
let; the gTasSS 9TOW ınder hıs feet, an both of them definıtely
interested 1n being VICATS general and PT1OTS of determined monastery.
It 1S true that Krist, possessing durıng nearly twenty the tıtle
of provıncılal a,180 (ın Bohemia-Austrıa). ut 1t had een made clear
to hım that he WwWas definıtely not provincıial in OTAaVIla, the Augusti-
1an district ruled by Barnabe wıth the tıtles of perpetual prior . of
Brünn, VICAT general for Moravıa, protonotary apostoliıc, count of the

Lateran, an mıtred prelate. We SUSPECTt that 1n both theır the

sayıng wWwWäas verıified aT least fOT theır OWI1 territories : SIr
Oracle, 2Bal when OD DLY mouth, let dog bark y \

14 Prıor Georg Gladıch

Barnabe’s tıtles dıt not Sa ve hım from the COMMON

lot of mortals. He died Dec 1, 1631 a{ the aDC of {1fty-seven. He W AS

natıve of Fıume, an had een thirty-four old when elected »
prı0r of Brüunn, an had een pTiO0T of Gratz 1n the provınce of tyTO-
Carınthıa RF the tıme of hıs election », whıch had een foregone
conclusıon OW1Ing LO the hıgh patronage whıch he en]oyed. Strikingly
enough, the Samlle STO W AS NO repeated In the electıon of hıs SIICC_GS-
SO  5 eorg Gladıch Wäas natıve of Fıume, about thirty-Iive old
91 the tıme of hıs electiıon pr10r of Brünn, and Was 21 the tıme

provinclal of the Augustinian provınce of Styro-Carinthia. He and
another Croat, F_ra_a.nz qusich‚ happened » be in Brünn for the
election of succéésor tO Barnabe 0) February 4, 1652 Sınce Gladich
had the recommendation of the emperTOT, Ferdinand I1 and of hıs
Overcourtmaster Ulrich VOoO  - Eggenberg, he Was elected » DYy the

priests of Brünn. 'The rTeedom of the electıon to ave consisted
in thıs the electors felt themselves free LO choose the highly
recommended stranger tO face the CONSCQUENCES, They chose the

110) 66.51ry
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stranger 111) Gladıich appoınted Aas procurator of the monastery hıs
COM DAaNION from Styro Carınthıa Franz Possich that the NeEW

monastery al ONCce had two Strangers most ant POSITLONS
We NOW by reference the general’s reg1ısters 112) that the
general Girolamo Rıgoli approved March 19 of the samme YCcar

the election of Gladıich whom he confırmed for lıfe and appo1ınt-
d general of OTAaVIaA: Pro0 that Cardınal Von Dietrich-
Ste1IN and Barnabä had one theır work ell We mıght ad that Die-
triıchsteimm still lıved hıs death dıid not untıl 1636 and thıs
WasS sufficıent to keep check an y attempts which Krist] miıght ave
been temped LO make LO change the sıtuatıon Sınce Krist! hımself
died July 19 1637 118)’ an Gladich lıved of Brünn
and general for OTAaVvla. until Aug 20, 1653 114)’ the sSystem of
the vicarıate of OTavıa 1O established ıtself by the added tıtle of
prescription.

Lıke hıs predecessor an compatrıot Barnahbä Gladıch Was

PEISON sed LO authorıty Hıs twenty-one 111 Brünn
coıncıded ıth the vVery dıffieult 1mes of the Thırty Years War an
hence wıtnessed Man y ECONOMIC set backs Yet a ]] al hıs rule
LO ave een satısfactory During hıs regIME the problem of FEGCO VET1INS
the ost monasteries Mährisch Kromau and Marıakron W3as
Teated but the troubled tımes made 17 ımposs1ıble He en]oyed

certaın prestige by Teason of hıs being appomted tWwO O0OCCAaS1o0onNs

general COMMISSATY for the mOonastery of Vıenna On Aug 16 1638
he Was by the general Ippolhito Monti authorıty not only
LO vısıt thıs MOoNastery an LO EeXAaINıNe 1Nt0 the StAaTe of 16s dıscıpline
but also to TEINOVeEe from 1 AIı YV members includıng the regent of Studıes
Patrıtius de Rau ıf he Sa W fıt 115) Agaın une 1640 Gladıich rece1ved

sımılar appomtment from the S1116 genera|l Monti LO vVIisıt
Vienna the SAaIne WaYy 1638 and LO appomt 1ie  Z general
for Austria place o Ignatıus Dycker, who wıshed LO reSICN 116)
Nor W as the MONasStery of Vıenna the only part of the order outsıde
Moravıa where ({adıich receıved ımportant In Aprıil 1639 he

111) JANETSCHEK, 229 230
112) 183 v
118)
114) JANETSCHEK, 266
115) 106
116) 5v.6r. See for this vısıtation Gavigan, de 274
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wWas appomted vısıtator general of the provınce of Bavarıa ıth facul-
tıes LO change frıars from OoOne MONaStery LO another, depose pr10T18S ıf
eed be, etc He ordered a 1sO LO convoke provıncıal chapter for
Bavarıa OVeLr whiıich he LO presıde. At the Sa1Ille tıme Gladıch WasSs

gıven the Sa.Ine facultıes and appoıntment for yet another ugus-
tınıan PTOV1INCEe, that of Styro-Carıinthia. Here he Was free make

general visıtatıon of a ]] the monasterı1es, includıng even the general
convent of Lubıjana. In thıs ast mMmOoNnastery however he WAS explicıtly
forbidden LO TEINOVE the PT1OT, Johannes Hozhevar, who en]oyed the
title ere which (1ladıch himself enjoyed ın Brünn, that of perpetual
prı0r 117), Gladich actually presided OVel the provıncılal chapter of
Bavarıa 1n Sept 1659, an wäas praısed by the newly elected provinclal,
Jordan Degler, ın letter of Sept LO the pTr10T general for the zeal
3, dexterity displayed ın hıs visıtation of the provınce 118) Perhaps
the most striıkıng of Gladich’s appoıntments WwWas 1n une 1640 We
recall from above that he Was NO designated for the second tıme CO

M18SSaTYy general fOor Vıenna. And the sixteenth of thıs month 118)‚
he received yet another appomtment, which perhaps caused SOINEeE of
the older members of the proviınce 1n question tOo swallow hard
Gladıich became COMM1SSAaTYy an vıisıtator general for the province of
Bohemıiua, with permı1ssıon vısıt all ıts monasterles. Not only thıs
Gladich Was empowered to convoke provinclal chapter fOr thıs

provınce also, and presıde OVel 16 but ıf the troubles of the Thırty
Years’ War should impede the holdıng of chapter, C]ladich could
appomt the Ne  z provinclal 119), What change SINCE the tımes of the
nO deceased Kristl The PT10T of the monastery which ın 1611 refused
to allow Kristl vısıt ıt VICAT general NO had pOWEI vısıt
the regıon where Kristl himself had een from 1601 untiıl hıs
death ın 1637 VES even Kristl’s favorıte mOonastery of St. Thomas
1n Prague 120)

117) 74.259-260.
118) Clim 8423.4-5; J ANETSCHERK, 244

119) 76.4r-5v
120) ÄAs mw  « matter of fact, (Hadich made visıtatıon of the province, summoned the

priests the monastery of st. Thomas 1n Prague, and appointed provincial Nicola

Spernazatti ; ef. Br SOÖv ; GAVIGAN, EDD., note 147
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15 G(Gladich reDnDorts about Vıenna 1640

After the visıtatıon 1ın the provınce of Bohemia, Gladich proceeded
1n the ate SUumMMerTr of 1640 LO Vienna where, MOonNgst other delicate
tasks, he WasSs supposed to UrYy LO TEeCOVeT for hıs brethren the church
an mMmOoNastery of St. Augustine which had 1n 1630 een handed OVer
LO the aTeIi0oOO Augustinlans. Now 1n 1640 OnNne of the barefoot Augus-
tinıans of Vıenna, Wılhelm Martıno, had gıven public scandal by
adultery and heresy, an ıt Was thought that the tıme Was propıtious
LO regaın the monastery back from the barefoot Augustinlans 121)_
G{ladıch made Sincere attempt LO regaın the ost church and S-

terY, al least LO obtaın equıvalent insıde the cıty walls, nstead
of the sıte assıgned to the Augustinians for nNne  < foundatıon the
Landstrasse, outsıde of the so-called Hungarıan gate Hıs attempts
ended iın faılure, although he even went Regensburg LO consult
wıth the mınısters of the CM DEIOT, Ferdinand ILL, who Was there 1ın
the autumn HFrom thıs cıty Gladıich WwWTOTLEe Nov 19, 1640 talıan
letter to the PT10T general, Ippolıto Monti 122) In thıs letter Gladich
g1VeS first-hand repOort about the Augustinian communıty of Vıenna
1 thıs tıme, part of which Was ın the Ne  < foundatıon the Land-
StCASSE, part still ın the cıty 1ın rented lodgings. The letter has grea
hıistoriıcal and personal ınterest, sınce it Was wrıtten Dy the INnan who
ıne later became the fırst and only provıncıal of the short-
hved Austro-Moravian Province, N! siınce thıs represents close
persona|l relatıon between Gladich an the Austrıan monasterijes OVeTr

whıich he Was LO become provıncıal. Because the letter 18 prıvate ONe

and o0€S not feelings offendere NON potest quod nescıtur
find Opınıo0ns expressed ere which AIc not LO be found ın publıc
documents.

Gladich begins hıs letter ıth the clear statement that 1t, 18
ımpossible LO obtaın for the Augustinlans church and mMmONasSter y
wıthıin the walls of the cıty of Vıenna. So he has een informed few
days earher Dy offiejals close LO the T'he chıef 1645011 18 that
the cıtızens of the cıty feel that already LOO mMan y monasterıes of
mMnen and ATe found there. where ere 1s not LOOIN enough
for all Hence the Augustinians the Landstrasse must be satısfıed

121) 76.46r ; GAVIGAN, Übergabe, 148
122) 'LThe original 18 contaiıned in AGR, Aa 36.446r-447v.
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aıth hat they have, eVvVell though ıt, 18 outsıde the cıty walls, SINCe
they Ar elated receıve nothıng else. Thıs 18 the result of the gTreat
hopes, ıth whıich tıme an tıme agaln the athers of Vienna ave
reated Your Paternity, ın order LO Pass themselves off cavalıers
N pEeTSONS of gTea talent ın dealings » 18 the unsparıng remark of
Gladıch. 'The deec1ısıon NO reached a Regensburg by the CHM1DEIOI to
make urther offers the Augustinians of the Landstrasse had
already een made previously by the councıl of the cıty of Vıenna.
(4adich had earned thıs from letter sent by the regent of studıes 1n
Viıenna, Patrıtius de KRau, hım Gladıch, whıle the latter WwWas in
Prague », attrıbutıng he [de Rau| always does, the fault LO Fr
Ignatıus » [Dycker, V1Car general ın Vıenna|. Durıing the late SUL1IMeEI

the prıor general had wrıtten LO Gladich that it would NO be Cas y
TEeCOVeL the MONaSterYy of St. Augustine, because of the scandal

gıven by the barefoot Augustinian, Wiılhelm Martıno 123), (}ladıiıch
himself had chared thıs OP1IN10N., an events ave proved that
he Was right ! The regent de Rau an the other Augustinlans of Vıenna
wh believed that the monastery of St, Augustine would certainly
be recovered AIe imnen who ATe youths, ıf not 1ın ADC, then certaınly
ın experlence. They thought that smiıle from the EMPEIOI the

EMPIESS meant that Vviıctory WwWwas already 1n theır hands! (Aladıch
inchnes O believe that Cardinal Pallotto, papal nuntıus ın Vienna 1n
1630, W as chiefly responsable for the handıng OVel the church and
mOoNnastery of St Augustine the barefooted Augustinlans, T least
he has heard thıs from several SOUTCES (GHadıch confırms that the
communıty the Landstrasse had asked for the church of St. Ruprecht
Ral SOINeE nearby houses for foundatıon wıthın the cıty, ıf ıt cahould
be impossıble LO LECOVEL St. Augustine’s. 'T'’he eMPDETIOT, (4adıch belıeves,
would ave granted thıs reQquUEST, ıf the cıty had not opposed such

V1gOTrOUS resistance because of the already grea number of as-

terıes wıthın the walls of the erowded cıty
Kurthermore the bıshop of Viıenna [Philıp Friedric_:h Breuner|

has personally told (}adwich that he desıires that the Augustinians r-

maın 03481 the Landstrasse LO take CaTtTe of the relıg10us SETVICES of the

neighbourhood.
123) brief account of this scandal ın (+AVIGAN, Übergabe 148 Since it wWas the

first an probably the most Ser10uUus of the very few scandals gıven in Vienna Dy the

discalced Augustinlans, they WEIEC efit In peaceful pogsession of the monastery of St.

Augustine.
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On thıs 0OCCasıon Gladıch shows that he had COmMme into ontact
even aıth the inner CUrrents of Augustinian lıfe in Vıenna. The CAÄDE-
rmence Was certaınly useful, SINCEe he became provıncıal of these relig10us
ın 1649 Further Gladıch fled LO Vienna in the YCar 1645 when the
Swedish arı y Was approching Brünn 123), that he certamly NeW
before 1649 INOTE than hıttle about the Augustinians of Austrıa.

16 Austria and Morawvia unıted. 1649
The tıme has NO LO speak about the unıon of the Augusti-l

nıan monasterjes of Austrıa an OTavıa ın 1649 At the beginniıng of
thıs study, begged the reader’s indulgence for the somewhat long
treatment gıiven tO the Oravıan vicarıate before takıng directly
the nNnıon of Austria an OTaVla ın 1649 We feel that the treatment
Was NECESSALY for LWO LEASONS ın partıcular. First, 1O  z understand
how an why OTavıa dıd not form permanent part of the provınce
ounded 1n 1604 under the amıe of Bohemıua, Austrıa and Moravıa,
even though thıs Was the orıgınal plan at the tıme of foundatıon.
Second, 1O understand how the pr10Tr of Brünn Was PEISON of

certaın ımportance 1n the Augustinian monasterijes north of the Alps
'Thıs ımportance had developed greatiy under the prı0r Barnabe
(1608-1631) an had een carrıed CVen urther by Gladich ave
Just seen Hence We shall not be 1070 Surprısed that Gladıch became
provıncıal when the provınce of Austro-Moravıa Was ounded 1n 1649

We already NOW the sıtuatıion of the Moravıan vicarlate, which
consısted of the ımportant monastery of Brünn under ıts PT1O0T, who
Was V1lcar general of the viıcarlate. The only other Mortavıan MOoNastery
thereın Was the small monastery of Gewitsch, which lıyed 1n the sha-
dow of an 1n close dependence upon Brünn. The vicarlate contaıned
only about twenty members 125)_

What Was the sıtuatıon of the Austrian monasterıes at the tıme
of the unıon They werTe small provınce, consıstıng of four monasterıes
and about Ifty-two members, which had een separated from elr
unıon ıth the Bohemian monasterlies ın 1637 and recognızed
independent provınce 1n 1646 126)_ Henqe unıon between the LWO

124) JANETSCHEK, 256
125) his estimate 18 based ON the num ber of relig10us of the monasterlies of Brünn

(16) and of Gewitsch (3) In the 1649 An 1651 few others hved outside ese
MONnasterles, chiefly 1ın parishes; ÖNB 8466.20v-21v; JANETSCHEK, 264-265.

126) See GAVIGAN, Bohemia, and de DTVMO 315-316, where have tried LO explain
both pomnts detail.
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STOUPS would amount to provınce of roughly seventy-Live members,
which could dispose of INOTeEe facılıtıes for the traınıng of theır candı-
ates Brünn seemed disposed ın 1644 LO accept members from other

provınces, SINCE Aug AA of thıs yCal Polish Augustinıan priest
Francıscus had een recommended to the PT10T of Brünn an sent LO

hım ıth etters of obedience 127) It seemed LO be long-standıng
custom 1ın the Moravıan vicarıate statıon SOINE of ıts priests 1n VarlOous

parıshes EVEIN outsıde the order, for example 1ın Hwöezdhitz, UÜpatowiıtz,
an Naumburg 1278), Besıdes, ıt W as hoped LO TEeCOVeIL for the DE W

provınce of the ost monasterles 1n OTaVvıa an Sılesıa, A

shall SEeE el0OW ın the seventh artıcle of unıon. Increased numbers
would naturally help out 1n thıs sıtuatıion. W hether the ecCconOomı1cC
interests of both partıes would be avored by unıon Call not SaYy,
but ıt, 1S certaın that the income of Brünn, Vıenna an Baden al thıs
tıme Calmlnle chiefly from theır vineyards 228), Brünn receıved part
of ıts income from eer also, produced Dy the peasants who worked
for the moNnasterY, but the incomes wWweTe drastically reduced DYy the
Swedish plunderıngs, especlally ın 1645 E mMa y Judge from the short
duratıon of the provınce (  ‘  X mMay Sa y that the unıon Was

found disappointiıng both sıdes, SINCE both partıes accepted SCDAaId-
tıon, chall sSec  @D But ıt 1S hard to belheve that mutual advantages
WeItc hoped fOor by both partıes before the unıon of 1649

Who werTe the SUPeTIOTS of each group In Moravıa, know.
(ladıch had een pr10T of Brünn an VICAT general of OTavlıa SINCE
1632 In Austrıia the fiırst provincılal, elected AÄApr 21, 1646, Wa the

talıan, Sımone Pontanarı da Empol: 129)„ He went LO Rome in
the spring of 1649, an Was present ere May when the NeW

general, Filıppo Viscontıi, W as elected 130). Hence he eft behind ın
Austrıa VICAaT provincıal the deserving Irısh Augustinıan, Nicholas
Donellan. We Ca  > be SUTeE that Pontanarı NeW how sufficıent members
of the Austrıan provınce a,N! of the Moravıan vicarıate had expressed
themselves favorably the subject of unıtiıng both STOUPS into

127) 79.118v-119r
JANETSCHEK, 184, 233-235, 264-265

128) Yor Brünn, Sece JANETSCHEK, 249 an 250 ; for Vienna, SCcC ASW, 21,30;
for Baden, SCcCc ÖNB 8466,22 v and ÄNZINGER, Das loster der Augustiner-Eremiten
ın Baden, 1n Augustinana (1968) 311

129) GAVIGAN, de DTVMO 312-313
130) ÖNB 7236.1V.143r; 11 (1925-1926)
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single: provınce. If AaTrTe not miıstaken, Pontanarı remaıned 1n Italy
afiter the general chapter, an dıed ere In hıs natıve and durıng the
Summer of the SaMe yYCar, hardly orty of ADC The register
of the Ne  < Pr10T general has thıs entry for Aug J0, 1649 The ea
of Maestro Sımone da Kmpol:, who served ıth oTea distinetion
regent of studıes 1ın Vienna and provıncıal of Austrıa, well-pleasıng LO
the EeM DETOI an LO the order » 131), Hence the LWO SUPETIOTS ın Aprıl
1649 WeIie Gladich an Donellan. The Austrian provınce had held
March ıts electıon of the representatıves for the general chapter 132)
S that the provıncıal Pontanarı an hıs Austrian confrere, the definıtor
Amadeus Wallmayr, probably had tO leave Vienna early iın Aprıl to
aTT1Ve ın good tıme for the chapter T’he Austrian provınce W as there-
fore represented by the VICAT provıncıal Donellan ın the handlıngs ıth
the Moravıan viıcarıate which took place 1ın the DE W monastery
the Landstrasse 1ın Vienna an WwWerTe concluded by offic1a l document
of unıon Apr 19, 1649 133)_ I; 1s explhicıtly stated 1ın the introduc-
tıon LO thıs document that not only Donellan but Gladıch also an the
mMONastery of (Aewıtsch WeTe completely ın favor otf the unıon. Hence
Janetschek 134) oes not portray the situatıon accurately when he
states that the unıon Was continuatıon of the attempts made Dy the
provınclals of the Bohemijan-Austrijan provınce brıng the Moravıan
monasterıjes into the provınce. Sınce the Moravıan monasterıes them-
selves WeTe 1n favor of the un1on, ıt 1s incorrect suggest that ıt Was

forced uDOoN them, Janetschek would ave us beheve. One thıng
however 1S certaınly true the worthy pr10r of Brünn insısted iın
possıble WaYy upDOoN hıs dıgnıty and that of hıs mOoNnasterYy.

14 Vondıtvons of UNLION

The LWO remaınıng coples of the 2C1 of unıon known us ALIC ın
302-305 and ONB 8466 15r-16v We shall quote them eTe ın

slıghtly shortene 1orm, that the nature of the unıon mMa y be clearly
scen We shall 91 ONCe ote the StrONZ insıstence uDON the posıtıon
of Brünn and ıts POHMLDOUS prelate (+ladıch

131) We believe hıs death occured In Italy, sInCce the necrology of
the province of Austria In ÖNB VEr {f.; although ıt; 18 quıte complete for thıs
tıme, makes mention of fra Simone. T'he SNAINC 18 true of ÖNB 7236 7iv-72r, and
ibid., 1V.146v

132) ÖNB x466.15r.
183) Copies of the document ATr6 found In ÖNB 8466.15r-16v, an In
184) 262-263



5892 E Gavıgan
'The priorship of Brünn shall remaın as ıt, NO  z 18 [electıve and

lıfelong].
The election of the prıor of Brünn ohall be made by all members

of SE communıty who hlıve ın the Ne  z province of Austro-Moravıa.
who ATe legıtımately absent.

'T’he pr10T of Brünn has ın the Monastery an cıty of Brünn
precedence Over the provincıal, In other places the provıncıal ohall
offer the prı0r of Brünn the fırst place, wıill place geat opposıte
hıs OW. that dıfference In rank aPPeCaIs !

In provinclal chapters the monastery of Brünn shall send
dıserete along ıth the prior. The atter, 1f he 18 miıtred, shall gıt;
immediately after the chapter president. If he 18 not miıtred and the
chapter 18 celebrated 1n Austrıa, he shall aıt after the provıncılal, but
before the definıtors. But ıf the chapter 18 celebrated ın Brünn, the
prelate shall ave precedence OVerLl past and present provincılals.

The communıty of Brünn shall be appomted 1n the definıtory
of the provıncıal chapter From thıs communıty 0)41% Ma y be Tans-
ferred by the provıncıal to another monastery wıthout urgent
aN! only ıth consent of the prelate. In dıiffieult the definıtors
wiıll ote to advıse the pPT1O0T.

The Pr10T an communıty of Gewiıtsch wıll be appomnted by the
definıtory.

When the provinclal 18 Austrıan, the prıor of Brünn chall
ave the tıtle of VICAT provıncıal 1n EMETSCHNC when the provincıal
1S dıistant and authorıty OVvVelr Gewıtsch an al other monasterles which
Ma y be acquıred ın OTavıa an Sılesia But when the pr10T of Brünn
1S the provinclal, the pPT10T of the MONaSter y of Vıenna wıll make eC1-
S10NS 1n such EMEISCNCY hıch admıt delay

The novıtl]ate shall be 1n Brünn an the of the NOVICES
shall be paıd Dy the convent IM0) which they AI affılıated

The house of study for phılosophy an theology shall be ın
Vıenna, N! the of students {rom OTavıa shall be pald DY
the MONaSsStery of Brünn. T'he possibility of study ın Brünn by CC-
ment of prelate an proviıncıal 1S not excluded 135),

degrees AI rejected, eXcept those 1n accordance ıth the
dısposıtıon of the pr10Tr general for Austrıia an ıth the exception

135) We shall Sc6e below that Gladich already In 1650 began tO insıst upon this

possibilıty » for Brünn. 'his WwWas ONe of the Causcs, perhaps S1gNSs, of the imminent
dissolution of the short-lived province.
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of the prıor of Brünn, who after hıs election, for the honor of the order,
mMa y recelve the doector’s degree 1n an y unıversity whatsoever

ET The prelate of Brünn, ıf he 18 provincıal, shall not INnOTe
than AIe caused by ordınary provincıals. I# he should decıde

to dwell ın Vıenna the convent of Brünn 311 provıde hat he needs
ın victuals, sServants, an horses.

19 Wıth regard tOo dress an externals, the relig10us shall conform
themselves to the place.

T wo completely sımılar coples WerTrTe made of the document of
nNnıon 'The sıgnatarıes expressed theır desire that the pr10Tr general
ratıfy the Nn]ıon made under these condıtions, and shall SeceCe that
thıs Was one Nov. 13 of thıs YCAL. oth coples of the document
receıved seals, that 18 of the two Moravıan monasterıes of Brünn
and Gewitsch, then the seal of the provınce of Austrıa, plus those of
the CONVENTS of Vıenna, Baden, Korneuburg an Bruck der Leitha.
Finally, eıght sıgnatures were placed for OTAaVlAa and nıne for Austrıa.
For OTavlıa sıgned Georg Gladıch, pr10T of Brünn, an Jakob Kır-
schner, pr10r of Gewitsch ; then Alfons Stalmos, subprior of Brünn,
and fıyve other prıests of the communıty Augustin Rıemer, Aurehus
Augustin Comes, (+elasıus of Brünn [Kamensky] 186)‚ Fulgenz Kleın,
and Anton Kreissel. The sıgnatures WeIe affıxed for Austrıia DYy
Nicholas Donellan, VICAT provıncıal an regent of studies; then by
the four definitors Augustin Gudendorffer, Sılvester Koch, Eusebıius
Mayr, an Chrıistian Weber 187) TEeeE Pr10TS of Austrian CONVENTS
ollowed : of Baden, Constantin Staudınger ; of Korneuburg, Bertram
Strauss: of Bruck der Leıtha, Caesarıus Syrott. Finally, the Belgıan
Jan Lem sıgned vısıtator secundus 138),

The words ıth which the pr10T general Filıppo Vısconti Nov
13, 1649 approved the unıon ATe CUT10OUS SINCE they refer tO the un]ıon

186) JANETSCHEK, Necrologia Datrum et fratrum Ord. calceatorum Augustın,
ın Vicariatu Moravıae; Brünn 1894,

187) 'his 18 the Christian Sartorius, who eclerical student placecd 1ın
charge of the school in Korneuburg, which the Augustinlans had reopened In 1636
aiter ıre had caused 168 MpOrary closing. We mention him here particularly Since
the love of latinized which then prevailed In SOING officials made him appcar
ıth yet third orm of his N&amme Textor.

138) Perhaps it 18 ell to mention here that thıs natıve of en died
Sept. of this San VCAaI; ÖNB 7236.1V.146r He died In the monastery of Bruck N

der Leitha and buried Dy the pr10r SyrTott who had signed this document ıth him
In April 9 ıb 1.71v
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of LWO provinces ınto ONe, wheras OTavıa had een tOo thıs tıme
not provınce but vicartıate. We translate the general’s words from
the Latın By OUTLT authorıity, insofar it pertaıns LO us, an under
due condıtıions, aDPTIOVE an econfırm the agreement and unıon
of LWO provınces (!) into ONe, that 18 Austrıa an Moravıa, SINCE ıt.
contrıbutes LO the public weal and utilıty of the order and LO the honor
of OUT patrıarch, St. Augustine. Rome, Nov 13, 1639, Filıppo Visconti,
general 139)

18 The sole nrovNCLAL chanter 1649

Naturally ıt, Was NECESSaALY LO hold provınclal chapter of the
1  < provınce to determiıne the eW SUuperl0rS. Quite probably the
electiıon of Gladıch Was taken for granted. Certamly ın Moravıa, 1t
Was hardly LO be expected that aMn y One er than the prelate of Brünn
should be consıdered. In the provınce of Austrıa, the provıncılal
Pontanarı had dıed durıng the SUMMMeEeLr of 1649, an the VICar provıncıal
1ın Austrıa, Nıcholas Donellan, LO ave had httle stomach for
such posıt1ons, SINCE he had VICAT general (  3-1  ) often requested
to be reheved of the pOSt 140)_ 'The election fell, matter fact,

chall NO SCC, Gladıch. On Sept the pr10r general had named
presıdent of the cComıng chapter Augustin (+undendorffer 8 ın Case

he should be iımpeded, the e  < regent of studıes ın Vıenna, G1useppe
Sabbatını of Ravenna 141)_ On Nov 21, 1649 the chapter met ın the
MONaSter y of Korneuburg earl Vienna. short speech Was held DYy the
VICAT provıncıal of Austrıa an PT10T the Landstrasse, Donellan.
'T’he secTetary of the Austrian Province, Columban Sıfferlhinger, read
aloud the etters DYy which the general had appomted Augustin (+unden-
dorrfer presıdent of the chapter 142), On the followıng day, after the
11455 of the Holy Ghost, Latın discourse W as held DYy the brilliant
preacher, Alfons Staımos, who had COME®e the diserete of Brünn
along ıth hıs pr10r (+ladıch the chapter 143), The hst of ose who

139) ÖNB 85466.16v;
140) 8&1.116v-117r
141)
142) ext of the etters copied In ÖNB IV
143) JANETSCHEK, 263, states incorrectly that Jakob Kirschner also, prio0r of

Gewitsch, had COmMe to the chapter ONe of the delegates of OTAaYI2A. But, instead of

coming, Kirschner sent note of CXCU8SC, Was done by the thırd definıtor of ustrıa,
Kusebius Mayr, also ; ÖNB 8466.158rTr.
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had the rıght to ote Was then read. We already NOW mMOost of the
ıfteen names of those wh: wWeIe announced qualified LO ote.
They WeTie gıven In thıs order Augustın Gudendorffer, fırst definıtor
and presıdent of the chapter ; Georg Gladıch, prelate of Brünn;
Nicholas Donellan, VICAT provinclal ; G1useppe Sabbatini, regent of
studies ın Vıenna; Sılvester Koch, Eusebius Mayr, an Christian
Weber, the second, thırd and fourth definıtors 144)  $ Amadeus Wall-
MAaYyT, the fırst vıisıtator 145) Bertram Strauss, (aesarıus Syrott,
Jakob Kırschner 1 53:) Constantın Staudıinger, PT1OTS respectıvely of
Korneuburg, Bruck der Leıtha, Gewiıtsch and Baden; Columban
Sıfferlinger, provıncıal SECTETATY ; Alfons Staı1mos, diserete of the
MONAaSterYy of Brünn; Ferdinand Boljarıus (Bayer), diserete of the SCNC-
ral chapter of Vienna 146),

Sınce LWO of these WeTe absent, thirteen Vvotes WeIite cast. The
choice fell unanımously uDON Gladlıch er the Te Deum and the
er usual ceremonıles the followıng 1e definıtors WeIie elected ©
(Huseppe Sabbatınl, ugustın Rıemer, Bertram Strauss, an Constan-
tıne Staudinger. As supplementary definıtor Ferdinand Bolarıus
Was chosen 147) We ote that of ese fıve definıtors only ONGE, Rıemer,
Was from OTaVvla. Yet there would he hıttle question about authorıty
and influence long the mıtred and mıghty prelate of Brünn Was

provıncıal ! As vısıtators LWO AustrJans WeIe elected : Erthinod
Cordin an Columban Sıfferlinger 148),

19 Chapter decrees and com m uNnNıkıes

FYFourteen decrees WerTe publıshed DYy the e provıncılal and hıs
defin1tory iın the chapter 149) We shall g1ve merely few of them here,
whıich shed SOMme lıght upon the e  < province and upon the customs
of the tıme.

144) We Sa w in the preceding .note that Kusebius Mayr had sent written 6EXCUSe

LO explain his forced absence.
145) As Sa W 1n note 138, the second visıtator, Jan Lem, had died Sept. of

this VCAr.
Nee note 143

146) ÖNB s466.18r.
147) 1Tbıd.
148)
149) Given completely In ÖNB 8466.18v-20v
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Chapter LWO insısted uDOoNn the choral recıtatıon of the breviary
ıth due se Thiıs insıstence upOoN choral recıtatıon of dıyıne
office had een for weighty T1EASONS by St Ignatıus of Loyola

foundıng hıs SOCIEtY, but the older orders both monastıc aM INen-

dicant at thıs tıme stil] insısted upPOoN ar
Wıth great exactitude the thırd chapter deseribed the quantıty and

quality of clothıng which each Was bound to Z1VE the members
of hıs communıty durımg hıs term of three

Priors were by the fifth chapter forbıdden to se]] buy Pawn
anythıng wıthout the consent of the provıncıal an hıs definitory,
uıunder pPaln of deposıtion 'Thıs poın which has remaıned eVeTr

present relig10us lıfe, whose NO  S observance Causes results SOINe6-

tımes paınful, sometımes humorTous. In somewhat siımılar VEILN, the
thırteenth chapter orbıdsPT10IS LO uıundertake changes bulldıngs
without consulting archıtects.

The sıxth an seventh chapters contaıned the usual prescr1iptions
of thıs tıme about silence ı the refectory an against card--playıng.

The eıg chapter repeated the usual Strıct orders ou WTI1UNg
etters wıthout approbatıon of the whıle the nınth declares

habıtual alcoholics incapable of holding any posıtıon
To ENCOUTASEC preachıng, the called PILILLALY preachers (CONC10Na-

tores) of mOoNnastery had the rıght seat ımmedıately after
the sub accordıng LO the tenth chapter The eleventh DgaVve all
PT1OIS Lwo weeks replace female cooks by iInen

The thirteenth chapter threatens calumnıators ıth SEVEeTE punısh
ments

The fourteenth an last chapter has pleasant ote which
gladly repeat ere It expressed the desıre that the elderly Augustın
Gundendorffer, well deserving of the V  ’ be assıgned Wäarıı

1OOLN) an lay brother LO Care for 1m ] the communıty tOo which he
would be assıgned. Hıtherto he had been ı Korneuburg, Ral wWas nO  z

assıgned to Baden
1f thıs PTOVINCO of Austro-Moravıa had lasted longer, ıt would ere

demand 1070 much LO Y1Ve the complete amılies of the S51X as-

terıes of the Ne  < Sınce however thıs held only oONne

provincıal chapter an AI®e fortunate enough to ave 16Ss complete
aCts wısh LO take advantage of the opportunıty tOo sShOow al glance
how the forces of the unıted STOUDS werTe 1O distrihbuted We denote
pri1ests ere wıth before theır NnaIne, clerical students ıth Fr.,
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laybrothers wıth By after the amillle meant tudent of theology
DYy meant student of logıc Interesting 1t IN0 ote that almost
Austrians WeTe sent to the Moravıan monasterıes an! 1Ce

wıth veEry few eXceptions The outstandıng eXception Was the brillant
OTAatOr of Brünn Alfons Staımos who W as logıcally enough sent to
the monastery of Vıenna where he SOON became famous ONe of the
best controversıal preachers Germany A% the wısh of the CIM DEIOTL
he Was brought to the ımperlal 1ets several 0CCAasıons 150)

Here AIc the communıtıes of the newly formed PTOVINCE
apparently accordıng LO the order of ımportance 151) It wıll be noted
that Brünn stands the fırst an Vienna only the second place
although 1% Was general convent an to 1649 the residence of the
provıncılal of Austrıa So far NOW the lıst of the Vıennese Uu-

nNICy eTe the earlhiest complete hıst of 16ts oMMUn1ty
the foundıng of the mOoNnastery the Landstrasse, which had taken
place ı 1636

Brünn
eorg (+ladıch perpetual an provincıal
Augustin Rıemer second definıtor
Wılhelm Hehenperger PILTDLAaLY preacher
Ammonius Mayer secondary preacher
KEusebius Mayr Aurelius Comes Augustinus Menschık

Anton Kreissel
Clerical students WeIte Hr Wılhelm of Brünn and the f{our NOV1CeS

Franz Freıthofer Georg Haller Leo Raimicıda and Ambros
Trabenitz

Vıenna
Nicholas Donellan, untıl! the general should desıgnate

SUCCESSoOT

Giuseppe [Sabbatıni] da Ravenna regent of studıes
Ferdinand Bojarıus subprio0r
Alfons Sta1mos, preacher
Constantın Staudinger fourth definmıitor
Erthinod Cordın first VIS1ıTator
Columban Sıfferlinger provincıal SECTELATY©5 Qı Q AAy B B @ Jakob CUISOT

150) See GAVIGAN, Kopp notes 113 an
151) ÖNB %466 ”0)v Ilv
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Johannes Bonus Hauswirth, sacrıstan an
Angelus Wıdmann, sollieıtator.
Thomas Acushlar of Laıbach,

Clerical students Fr Heinrich (Gazappı, R deacon ; FEr Gabriel
Huefnagel, t. deacon : Hr Fulgenz Püchler, t subdeacon ;:
FEr Aeg1dius Knor, t  9 Fr Chrıstoph Knıpselperger, t.
Hr Leopold Holsperger, Hr Maxımıilian Frey, Hr Franeciscus
Malfatı, 6 Fr Sımon Griesmayer, 5 Fr Josef Preın. K NnOvIcCe.
Laybrothers wWwWeTe

Valentin, kıtcechen PTrOCuUTator.
Mark, doortender.
Paulın Sıgl, dırector of vineyards an woods.
Nıkolaus Wıdman, subsacrtıstan an cellarmaster.
Rochus Heıdlperger, infırmarTIıan.
Donatus Graf, companıon of the sollıcıtator.
Marıianus Pöppel,; director of refectory an! guestmaster.S D S e A S Alypıus, carpenter, novıce.

Baden
Caesarıus Syrott, Pr10r an preacher.
Christian Weber, subprior.
Augustin G(G(undendorffer.
Bertram Strauss, thırd definıtor.Sa OS D D e Hılarıus ärb

Fr Nıkolaus Werlich, deacon.
Clerics weTe Hr Aurelhius Oder an Fr Ssebastıan Dietl, and the ONe

laybrother Was Severın.
Korneuburg

Sılvester Koch, prIOT.
Johannes Molitor, pastor 1n Harmersdorft.
Thaddeus Kettner, pastor ın St. eıt 152)
Navıgıus Kırchpächer, procurator.
Reinhold Hölzl

Hr Crıstoph Bärtich.
Friedrich.

152) hıs mention of the pastors 1n Harmersdorf aN! St. Veit, and of Masbirbaum
the last-named TOM the monastery of Bruck der Leitha 18 the only SOUTCEO

by which the present wrıter knows that these parıshes WeIre attended LO by the Nas-

terj]es of Korneuburg an TUC der Leitha



T'he Augustinman Province of Austro-Moravia 589

Bruck der Leitha
Amadeus Wallmayer, pr10T.
Bonaventura Lindenperger, preacher.
Reinhold Schwabauer, pastor 1n Masbirbaum.
arl Turner, procurator

Hr Jakob
Adeodatus.

Gewitsch
Jakob Kırschner, PTIOT.
Fulgenz Klein
‚Josef.

The usual SECTIINONS and defense of theological theses WeIe held
Sunday an Monday, Norv a  ‘»  8-29, and the stereotyped phrase

TECUTS that they WeIe receıved wıth grea applause ». The chapter
Was concluded ON Nov 153),

Obscure nervod
The hıstory of the unıted provınce 18 almost unbelievably short

Between the a.C1 of unıon ın Aprıl 1649 and the dissolution of the PTO-
vince 1n Aprıl 1651, only LWO elapsed But the tıme of actual
unıon amounted LO only seventeen months, SINCEe the provıncıal chapter
WAas held, ave SCCH, 1n the ast week of Nov 1649 Hence Can

hardly be Ssurprısed ıf ave NOLY few records from the brief per10d
of unıon. Yet ATIe not completely in the dark, fOor few outstandıng

ave eft theır mark EeVenNn fOoT thıs (038 peri10d : Donellan,
taımos and Gladıch. One gets the 1mpressiıon that Donellan and Sta1l-
INOos had excellent relatıons. Donellan Was prudent, dıplomatıc, calm
IT1AT, who Was hıghly thought of by the CM DETOL Leopold. He held
from 1644 untıl hıs death ın 1679 chaır of moral theology 1n the
unıversıty of Vıenna, an W as sent. severa|l 0CCasıons visıtator
LO the pProvınces of Bohemia and Styro-Carınthia 155) We have sSecen

above that Donellan wısely refraıned from tryıng LO perpetuate hımself
In the pOosSt of Super10r. We recall also that Donellan appeared 1n the
aCcts of the provıncıal chapter 1ın Nov 1649 A pr10r of Vıenna until the

153) ÖNB s466.22r
154)
105) An excellent SUMMAar’ y of hat NOW to the present about Donellan

18 found ın ÖRMANN, Nıkolaus Donellan, Eın TIre auf dem moraltheologıischen Lehrstuhl
der Unwersität Wıen bis 1n Festschriıft Franz Lo1udl, Band, Wiıen 1970,
65-95
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PT10T general should designate another, sIınce thıs Was the practice iın
general CONvents, of which Vıenna W as ON  D The regısters of the prıor
general Vısconti Nov of the SaInıe YCar 1649 156) ınform that,

thıs day Staımos W as appomted to the post of Pr10Tr 1ın Vıenna.
Naturally thıs ewWws had not reached the provinclal chapter which
began 1n Korneuburg only days later, but ıt. 1S VeELY probable
that Donellan had prevıously declared hımself satısfıed ıth such
appoımntment. We might ındıcate ere that Donellan Was proposed
1n thıs YearL, along wıth deodatus Draodemskı the provıncıal of
Bohemıiua, and the renowed theologıan of the province of Cologne
Michael aludanus, for the asSsıstency of the Augustinıan order
beyond the Alps The choıice however WasS made, not In general chapter,
but by the Sacred Congregation of Bıshops an KRegulars Jan {
1650, 2N fell uponNn the Spanlard, Mart  1n las 157),

Possibly also, Donellan NeW al the tiıme that the prıor general
iıntended LO present hıs for bischopric 1n hıs natıve reland.
In fact, the ast day of Jan 1n the yYCcal 1651, the pr10Tr general wrTote
etters LO thıs effect, both In8 the reıgnıng DODE, Innocent A, and LO the
efi1peror, Ferdinand 111 158), 'Thıs h01101‘ Was not conferred uPpoN
Donellan, hbut he WaS made DI1VY counsellor of the CIM DEIOI in
1655 159). The excellent reputatıon which Donellan en]oyed 1S confirmed
by letter of the papal nuntıus 1ın Vıenna, ('amıllo de Melzı, to Cardıinal
Astallı February 20 1651 The nuntius expressed ere hıs opinıon
that Donellan Was worthy, capable N! admirable perSON, and would
be excellent choıice for the bishopric of Elphıin 1n the ecclesjastical
province of uam 160) According to the Cardınal de Hassıa, Donellan
Was g0o0d frıiend of the EMPDETOT Leopold a lso 161)_

Alfons Sta1lmos obtaıned rapıd recognıtıon 1n the ımper1a|l cCIty
an! even iın Germany by hıs exceptional talent controversı]al
preacher. Whıle still 1ın Brünn, he had Septuagesima Sunday 1648
resumed the Sunday which 1n the disorders of the hırty
Years’ War had een neglected for Man y 162), He econtinued

156)‘
157) Tbıud., 452-454
158) Tbid., 466 an 469
159) ÖNB 73792.8r
160) Unziatura dı Germanıla 149.64r
161) 04,11.89v, dec. 1668
182) JANETSCHEK., 268
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hıs preachıng the 111e Augustinian church of Vienna the Land-
StraSsse, where he W as wısely chosen PIIMaLy preacher DYy the PTOVIN-
c1al chapter of 1649 Hıs excellent attracted veEry short
ıme the attentlıon of the CH1DEIOLF Ferdinand {I11 who summoned hım

several OCCas1ıions beginning 1652 IM®) the dıiets of Kegensburg,
where hıs SerTINONS brought large audıences of 110ON Catholies LO V1isSıITt
the Church SOINe of whom embraced the Catholıe faıth 183) + well
LO ear thıs mınd an then ONne ca  n} INOTeEe easıly understand why
the general Vıscontiı W as AaANX1I0OUS keep Sta1ımos Vıenna
eVEell er the ıth hıs natıve OTaVvıa Was dıssolved 1651

And Gladıch ® The SOUTCES AaATe somewhat SCarce about 1m for
the tıme of the provınclal yet ONe essent]jal poin IK clear {5;
due gTeat part to hıs dıssatısfaction that, the between Austrıia
and OTaVvıa Came to quick end | Gladich Was al thıs tıme, ıf the YCar
of hıs birth Was 1597 164) not yet old ma  — but unquestionably
suffered from ıll health 165) FKurther an Ssuspect that thıs OIn
a1so Was decisıve he to ave made As good

upon Donellan wh by hıs hıgh connections rated eINn

eNCce More research upon thıs matter May shed greater lıght
uDoN the TeAaSONS whıch led (adıch LO PESISI As provancıal probably

late February early March 1651 166)

vAl Senaratıon anıd ındependent develonpment
Even 1650 certaın indicated that the agreement about

studıes Was not working OUt 1be satısfactorıly We recall that the
studıes of phılosophy an theology WeTeEe accordıng LO the agreement
of 1649 LO be made ] Vıenna. But. must realıze that the e W Augus-
tiınıan MONaStery the Landstrasse ] Viıenna W3asSs by thıs tıme not

163) Cf GAVIGAN, EoDD note 113 where severa l etters TOom Regensburg of the
papa: NUuntLuSs Pannochieschi are cıted, which OXPTCSS admiration an delight Ver

Staimos’SUCCES8S.

184) JANETSCHEK, 230, ndicates this when he Sa ys that Gladich thirty-ONe

YCars of age 1628 et ı his earlier work, Necrologı1a patrum et fratrum ord. cal
Catorum Augustini 112 Vicariatu Moravıae, Brüunn 1894 he states that (Hacliich

SIXEYy yCars old when he died Aug 1654 In the former Case, (Hadich would
ave been Lifty-OUr of age 1651, the atter Case f1lfty-

lßß) his follows TOmM the date of the general’S acceptance of his resignatıion,
April 1 182r
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yet completed 167), T'hıs led LO disappomtments an dıisagreements,
that (4Hadıch late In 1650 decıded not LO send hıs students LO

Viıenna but to ave them instructed in Brünn ıtself 1n philosophy and

theology. He therefore requested from the pr10Tr general ector, that
18 professor fOor the students of Brünn; 18 thıs not SE commentary

the incapacıty ın studcdıes wıthın the Moravıan monasterıies ®
A Irısh Augustin1ian, ark Forstall, wh had made hıs studıies
ın Valladolid and Salamanca, W as ereated bachelor of theology
Jan Z 1650, after successful examınatıon 168), HKour days later,
Jan 6, Forstall received the order LO proceed to Brünn director of
stucdıes an teacher of the students ere 169),

Thıs break the question of studcıes Was ollowed by definıte
break, whiıich Gladıch brought about Not only dıd he resign pPTrovIN-
clal, but quıte evıdently he suggested RF the tıme the full SC
ratıon of the monasterıes of Austrıa an Moravıa wıth the consequent
dissolution of the ProvinNce. 'T’hıs clear from the words of
the PT10T general’s letter Apr 15, 1651, by whıich he formally
accepted (Hadich’s resignatıon an decreed the dissolution of the PFO-
VINCEe, whıich W as wıshed by both partıes. Here AT the general’s
words ın hıs regıster : Sınce Georg Gladıch, the pr10r of Brünn,
has resigned proviınclal, >Bal sSince the relig10us of both Austrıa
aN! OTAaVvıa request separatıon, gran consent » 170)_ In the letter
which the general sent the Samne day, an which WAasSs LO be read
fırst ın the mMONaStery of Vıenna an then 1ın the other Austrian Nas-

terı1es, the general aV thıs explanatıon Georg GGladıch 1s prevented
DYy Varlous forms of iıllness from visıtıng the monasteries subjected LO

hıs authorıity, Ral SINCE other Causes a lso exıst592  J.-J. Gavigan  yet completed 167). This led to disappointments and disagreements,  so that Gladich late in 1650 decided not to send his young students to  Vienna but to have them instructed in Brünn itself in philosophy and  theology. He therefore requested from the prior general a lector, that  is a professor for the students of Brünn; is this not a sad commentary  upon the incapacity in studies within the Moravian monasteries ?  A young Irish Augustinian, Mark Forstall, who had made his studies  in Valladolid and Salamanca, was created bachelor of theology on  Jan. 2, 1650, after a successful examination !68). Four days later,  Jan 6, Forstall received the order to proceed to Brünn as director of  studies and teacher of the students there 1%9).  This break on the question of studies was followed by a definite  break, which Gladich brought about. Not only did he resign as provin-  cial, but quite evidently he suggested at the same time the full sepa-  ration of the monasteries of Austria and Moravia with the consequent  dissolution of the young province. This seems clear from the words of  the prior general’s letter on Apr. 15, 1651, by which he formally  accepted Gladich’s resignation and decreed the dissolution of the pro-  vince, which was wished by both parties. Here are the general’s  words in his register : « Since ... Georg Gladich, the prior of Brünn,  has resigned as provincial, and since the religious of both Austria  and Moravia request separation, we grant consent» !7°). In the letter  which the general sent on the same day, and which was to be read  first in the monastery of Vienna and then in the other Austrian monas-  teries, the general gave this explanation : « Georg Gladich is prevented  by various forms of illness from visiting the monasteries subjected to  his authority, and since other causes also exist ... he freely resigns as  provincial ... We ... therefore accept his resignation, separate the  provinces ( !) of Austria and Moravia from each other, and restore them  167) As late as Oct. 26, 1652, Staimos wrote to the prior general that it was then  hoped to finish the second part of the monastery on the Landstrasse by 1653, so that  all the confreres could sleep in the same section; AGR, Aa 36a.647v.  168) Dd 85.144v. For a brief sketch of Forstall’s career, see GAVvıIGAN, De doctoribus  theologiae 0.8.A. in universitate vindobonensi, in Augustinianum 5 (1965) 298-302.  An unbelievably confused pricture of this Irish bischop is given by J anetschek 289-298,  who believed that Forstall was sent to Ireland in disgrace, and had no knowledge of the  fact that he was made a bishop.  169) Dd 85.144v-146v.  170) Jbid., 182r.he ireely res1gNSs A

provıincıal592  J.-J. Gavigan  yet completed 167). This led to disappointments and disagreements,  so that Gladich late in 1650 decided not to send his young students to  Vienna but to have them instructed in Brünn itself in philosophy and  theology. He therefore requested from the prior general a lector, that  is a professor for the students of Brünn; is this not a sad commentary  upon the incapacity in studies within the Moravian monasteries ?  A young Irish Augustinian, Mark Forstall, who had made his studies  in Valladolid and Salamanca, was created bachelor of theology on  Jan. 2, 1650, after a successful examination !68). Four days later,  Jan 6, Forstall received the order to proceed to Brünn as director of  studies and teacher of the students there 1%9).  This break on the question of studies was followed by a definite  break, which Gladich brought about. Not only did he resign as provin-  cial, but quite evidently he suggested at the same time the full sepa-  ration of the monasteries of Austria and Moravia with the consequent  dissolution of the young province. This seems clear from the words of  the prior general’s letter on Apr. 15, 1651, by which he formally  accepted Gladich’s resignation and decreed the dissolution of the pro-  vince, which was wished by both parties. Here are the general’s  words in his register : « Since ... Georg Gladich, the prior of Brünn,  has resigned as provincial, and since the religious of both Austria  and Moravia request separation, we grant consent» !7°). In the letter  which the general sent on the same day, and which was to be read  first in the monastery of Vienna and then in the other Austrian monas-  teries, the general gave this explanation : « Georg Gladich is prevented  by various forms of illness from visiting the monasteries subjected to  his authority, and since other causes also exist ... he freely resigns as  provincial ... We ... therefore accept his resignation, separate the  provinces ( !) of Austria and Moravia from each other, and restore them  167) As late as Oct. 26, 1652, Staimos wrote to the prior general that it was then  hoped to finish the second part of the monastery on the Landstrasse by 1653, so that  all the confreres could sleep in the same section; AGR, Aa 36a.647v.  168) Dd 85.144v. For a brief sketch of Forstall’s career, see GAVvıIGAN, De doctoribus  theologiae 0.8.A. in universitate vindobonensi, in Augustinianum 5 (1965) 298-302.  An unbelievably confused pricture of this Irish bischop is given by J anetschek 289-298,  who believed that Forstall was sent to Ireland in disgrace, and had no knowledge of the  fact that he was made a bishop.  169) Dd 85.144v-146v.  170) Jbid., 182r.We592  J.-J. Gavigan  yet completed 167). This led to disappointments and disagreements,  so that Gladich late in 1650 decided not to send his young students to  Vienna but to have them instructed in Brünn itself in philosophy and  theology. He therefore requested from the prior general a lector, that  is a professor for the students of Brünn; is this not a sad commentary  upon the incapacity in studies within the Moravian monasteries ?  A young Irish Augustinian, Mark Forstall, who had made his studies  in Valladolid and Salamanca, was created bachelor of theology on  Jan. 2, 1650, after a successful examination !68). Four days later,  Jan 6, Forstall received the order to proceed to Brünn as director of  studies and teacher of the students there 1%9).  This break on the question of studies was followed by a definite  break, which Gladich brought about. Not only did he resign as provin-  cial, but quite evidently he suggested at the same time the full sepa-  ration of the monasteries of Austria and Moravia with the consequent  dissolution of the young province. This seems clear from the words of  the prior general’s letter on Apr. 15, 1651, by which he formally  accepted Gladich’s resignation and decreed the dissolution of the pro-  vince, which was wished by both parties. Here are the general’s  words in his register : « Since ... Georg Gladich, the prior of Brünn,  has resigned as provincial, and since the religious of both Austria  and Moravia request separation, we grant consent» !7°). In the letter  which the general sent on the same day, and which was to be read  first in the monastery of Vienna and then in the other Austrian monas-  teries, the general gave this explanation : « Georg Gladich is prevented  by various forms of illness from visiting the monasteries subjected to  his authority, and since other causes also exist ... he freely resigns as  provincial ... We ... therefore accept his resignation, separate the  provinces ( !) of Austria and Moravia from each other, and restore them  167) As late as Oct. 26, 1652, Staimos wrote to the prior general that it was then  hoped to finish the second part of the monastery on the Landstrasse by 1653, so that  all the confreres could sleep in the same section; AGR, Aa 36a.647v.  168) Dd 85.144v. For a brief sketch of Forstall’s career, see GAVvıIGAN, De doctoribus  theologiae 0.8.A. in universitate vindobonensi, in Augustinianum 5 (1965) 298-302.  An unbelievably confused pricture of this Irish bischop is given by J anetschek 289-298,  who believed that Forstall was sent to Ireland in disgrace, and had no knowledge of the  fact that he was made a bishop.  169) Dd 85.144v-146v.  170) Jbid., 182r.therefore aCCcept hıs resignatıon, separate the

PTrOovinNceEs !) of Austrıa an Moravıa from each 0)  er, and restore em

167) As late Oect. 26, 1652, Sta1mos wrote to the prI10r general that ıt Was then

hoped to finısh the second part of the monastery on the Landstrasse by 1653, that

al the conireres could sleep ın the REl section ; AGR, Aa 368a.647/v
168) 85.144v. For brietf sketch of Forstall’s Carecer, Sce (JAVIGAN, De Aoctorzbus

theologıae 0O.85. zn unıversıtate vındobonensı, 1ın Augustinianum 1965) 298.-302
An unbelievably confused pricture of thıs Irısh bischop 18 gıven by Janetschek 289-298,
who believed that Forstall wWwWas sent tO reland ın disgrace, and had knowledge of the

fact that he wäas made bishop.
169) 85.144v-146vr.
170) Tbıd., 182r.
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LO their earher condıtıion... 171)' quick end LO the experıment begun
in 1649 Austrıia returned TO the condıtıon of A& independent provınce
whıich ıt had officially WO  w ın 1646 OTaVvVlıa returned LO the status of

independent vicarıate, which ıt had brought to forma|l recognıtıon
early Aas 1611 It continued vicarlate, made of the two S_

terıes of Brünn and Gewiıtsch until Sept ( 1784, when Joseph I1
suppressed the monastery of (Aewitsch 172) Then the mMOoNastery of
Brünn remaıned the only Augustinian monastery 1n OTaVıa OWN
LO OUTL OW. day Perhaps ıts greatest glory 18 the scıentist, Johann
Gregor Mendel (1822-1884), who Was Super10r here 1n the ast of
hıs lıfe, an made hıs famous experıments the laws of heredıty
ıIn the monastery garden 173)_

The Austrian provınce DO made g00d strıdes. As provıncıal ıt had
receıved by appoıntment of the PTr10T general Aprıl 15 1651,
the day of the dıssolution of the Austro-Moravıan Province, the brilhant
preacher, Alfons Stalımos 174)_ On May AA of the sSamrmıne yCar the capable
Ügesarıus SyrTott Was appomted pr10r of the mOoNastery of Vıenna 175)_
Stalmos receıved increase 1n authorıty and prestige by hıs designa-
tıon A visıtator general Aug E of the yCar 176)_ month
later, Sept 18, the pr10r general DAaVC Staımos permiıssıon LO reCceEIVve
the NECESSALY ornamen of those days, the magısterıum ın theology,
wıth hıs frıend Donellan promotor 177) We hope deser1be 1n the
ear future the pPTOCEeSS by which Staımos, aıded Dy Nıcholas Donellan
and others, brought about 1n 1653 the unıon between the former provın-
Ces of Austrıja an of Styro-Carınthia under the aAINe of the provınce
of Austrıa. We LESETVE lıkewıse for ater publıcatıons the problems of
studıies In the Austrian monasterıes, whıch ave partıally treated
1n earher studıes 178)_

DDr J GAVIGAN, OS
Augustinerkonvent, Wıen

171) Ibid., IV.: ÖONB s466.27v.
172) JANETSCHEK,
173) See good ıfe of Mendel SCcEC MEIKNECHT, Gregor Mendel vm Kloster, In

1966) 255-271
174) 85.182rv; ÖNB s466. ET
175) ÖNB 8466.28v eft. S5.195r.
178) ÖNB s466.29r.
177) ÖNB 8236.41r.
178) See the work ciıted ıIn ote 168 an De theologıae professorıbus augustimanıs

unwwersitatis IraeceNSIS, ıIn Augustiumana 17 (1967) 333.388 an 5.47


