
ontroversy between
the Augustinian Prior General Nuzzı

and the Austrıan Priors
and Regents In Vienna Z T

'T’he question reated erTe 1S detaıl In the general hıstory of the
Augustinıan provınce of Austrıa, whıich the present wrıter has under-
taken In JEeT1ES of artıcles l} We ave chosen the present theme for
sepaTtTate artıcle SINCE ıt permits LO Tea ıth 1INOTE completeness
theme whıch In OUT general hıstory Cal he reated only In passıng.
In the general hıstory attempt 1S made LO present briefly the
triennıum of each provıncıal ıth ıts chıef events

'T’he CONtIOVErSY LO whıch AIlec ere referring exploded durıng
the erm of the provıncılal Paul Wutschnıg (  7-1  ) T’he theme
lends ıtself ell LO development ın sıngle artıcle an g1ve us useful
insıght ınto the functionıng of the order’'s chıef SUuper10T1 In contact
ıth ONe of the PrOVINCES and congregatıons of whıich 65 Was

composed
T’he Austrıan nrovINCLAL chanter of May 1707

When W recall that Augustinlan general SINCE the fiftheenth

7 Abbrervliations. Analecta Augustmand, 1-33, Rome 1905{£. ; Regis-
Wrum DrLorUmM generalıum, ıIn the Augustinlan general archiıves, Kome, 13571%. : Gavıgan,
doct De Aoctorıbus theologıae OS uN unNWWersSILate vındobonensı, ıIn Augustiumanum
1965) 271-3065: idem, Ade DTUMO De DTUMO au gustinmıano0 rectore DrovINCLAE Austrıae,
ın 1969) 2»55-3921 idem, Isc. T’he dıscalced Augustinians un Vıenna, ın ugus
tıinıana 1970) 495-580 ; idem, Übergabe IDe Übergabe Ades Wıener Augustiner-
klosters N dıe Barfüsser 1650, In Festschrift Franz Lo1dl, 2’ Wiıen 1970, 132-154; ({ra
Jura, Iravamınd Provincıae nNnNOStrae Anustrıae Reverendıissiımo Prıior2 (z7eneralı submısse
eXDOSUA, explained ın note

T'he first IX already completed, chapters embrace the period from 1646 LO
1683, and Ar 11O0 awalıtıng publication ın of the 19783 an 1974

S) Hıs ıfe 1S found briefly ın Gaviıgan, doct 313-314
We Sa y SINCE find provinclals and VICATS TOM well A’A SIN thirty

provinces and congregatıons In the genera|l chapter of 1705 (  28) 164-167
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CeNtury had get, foot ın Germany, ıt 18 Cas V to Siele that unfamıhlarıty
ıth the customs an mentalıty of the (+ermanıc arts of the order Was

NECCSSaLY CONSCHUENCE., Hence Ale not overly surprıised when
COINEC uUuDON Case such ASs shall eTrTe deser1be. It represents sıtuatıon
whıch In OUTL day of ranıd communıcatıon an travel should ave less
1e6E4SON for exıstence and yet LO SOINe extent st1l1 exısts 1ın Man y
parts of the church and the world

For centurıes the Augustinlan order had followed the system of
nomınatıng loca]l PTLOTS In the "rovıncı]al chapter. Kor general CONvents
however, whıich WEeTe subject dırectly LO the PT10T general, the pr10rs
WeTe named by the general, A 1s one CEVvVen today In the general
CONVeEeNtTS of the order 1ın Rome Santa Moniıca and Santa Anna 4)
The Austrian Provınce, recogNnızed such In 1646 5) had ONe general
Con vent, that of Vıenna 6) In thıs general convent of Saılnts Rochus
and Sebast]an the DT10T W as indeed regularly appoınted by the prıor
general, but; the ecustom had W, quıite naturally of consultıng
the SUPETIOTS of the provınce A LO who should be chosen AS PT10T
of the mMmOoNastery an who A regent of tudıes for the iınternal school
of phılosophy an theology which the provınce had ounded the
andstrasse about 1637 We Sa y that the Custom had STIOWN
naturally SINCE the pr10T general T thıs tıme W32S always Italıan,

who had SeceN Austrian MONaSteTrY, N hence had to be advısed
LO whom he should aIne for the priorship a‚N for the rESENCY 1n

Vıenna. Hence eustom of NF least {1fty had estabhshed ıtself,
an IAa Yy Sa y erTe M the ar that Ccustom Can easıly become estabh-
lıshed law under certaın condıtiıons. 'T ’hıs W as the convıctJıon of the
Austrian Augustinians who even began theır complaınts which
shall deser1be below ıth thıs sentence Hıc PraesunNONLLUT CON-

'T’he Roman convent of Sant’ Agostino 1S N1O under the admımistration of the
Roman provınce of the order.

ee Gaviıgan, de PrımO 312-32l1, where explain briefly the development of
the Austrian vicarıate after the separatıon ın 1637 of the three Austrian monasterıes
TOM the unıon ıth the Bohemian provınce.

ö) On the Landstrasse under the tıtle of Saints Rochus anı Sebastlan, ounded 1ın
1636 er the barefoot Augustinians had een introduced 1n 1630 ınto the court monastery
of St. Augustine ın place of the calced Augustinians, who forced to seek NEeW

foundation outsıde the CI y :all See Gavigan, Daisc. 508-505, an Übergabe, where the
StOT y of the introduetion of the discalced Augustinians 18 gıven a greater length.



60 J .-J.-Gavıgan

suetudınem PSSEC alteram JUTUS SPECLEM, el dier JUS NON scrvpbtum, acıtıs
utentıium morıbus ıntroductum 7)

Not only In the LWO pomts of the rTESENCY and the priorshıp, but
ın three other points As well,. durıng the second half of the seventeenth
CENTUTY the Samnıec CUSTOMATY law had establıshed ıtself In the Austrian
provınce, that 1S, the PrTLOTS general eTe regularly followed the diırec-
tıons of the Austrijan definıtors ın the followıng matters a 180 permi1Ss-
S10N IK0) hold dısputatıon » 1ın unıversıty for obtaımıng the doector’s
degTee ; namıng members of the order LO the degree of magıster1um ;

namıng the presıdents of the provıncılal chapters, which WEeTe then held
regularly thırd YyCal ın the Austrjan provınce 3) The CONtLOVeErSYy
has interesting maßterı1aJl for the modern reader. for whom ıt well reveals

of the ınternal problems of the orders RF the tıme of whıch
wrıte. and SINCE it; allows uSs LO follow the development In the nomınatıon
DYy the pr10T general 1n the fıyve matters above referred LO priorshıp
and LESCHCY Iın Vienna, doectoral degrees 1ın unıversıtlies, the Mag1S-
terıum In the order, 2aN' presiıdency of provıncıal chapters. We shall
See later that other pomts a lso introduce ınto the CONtLOVErSY
eTtr the PT10T general Nuzzı (1705-1711) refused LO AD PIOVE completely
certaın dec1ısıons of the provıncıal chapter of May 1707 And must
add that the Austrjans WeTIC definıtely pıqued when the nomınatıon
of Peter FKerro of Fıume Nne regent of studıes reached Vıenna.
'T’hıs Case of Herro Was strange ON  D He Was the VCLY 19858  - whom the
definıtors of Austrıia had proposed LO the PT1OT general ın the provıncılal
chapter of May E: 1707 for the TESENCY of Vıenna, IN0 take the place
of Paul Wutschnig, newly Jected provıncıal 9) Hence when the actual

) See next note.
ö) These AT the pomlnts 10108 which the quarrel became acute ın 1'°107 an 1708

T’hey AU’ C contained 1n the of the abbey of Michaelbeuern LEeEar Salzburg, which took
Ver the Augustinian mMmONastery ın Salzburg In 1836 an therefore POSSCSSCH today
grea part of the valuable provinclal archıves of the former Augustinian provınce of
Tirol-Salzburg, which Was destroyed chiefly by the work of LWwO illuminated despots
Joseph 11 sole ruler 1780-1790) who TaVC the death blow LO the Augustinlans iın Tirol :
and the Prince Bishop of Salzburg, Hieronymus YKranz A Colloredo (17/72-1812) who Was

in SOTNE WayS 1INOTE josephiniıstic than Joseph himself. 'T'’he sıignature of the In Michael
beuern 18 Augustiner-Eremiten, Akten N© 1 9 an the tıtle 18 Jura, gravamına Provın-
CLE nNOStrae Anustrıae Reverendissiumo Priort (z7eneralı submısse eXDOSUA. We shall refer
LO 1t sımply Grav. 1f sometımes refer to their authors, for brevıty's sake, the
definıtors », do not intend LO nclude the whole definitory, SINCE they WOEIC signed
only by 'OUr members of the definıtory, whose g1ve below

9) ÖNB
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nomınatıon of Herro bDy the pr10r general reached Vıenna, probably
owards the en: of May, there could be problem from thıs quarter
the PT10T general, iınformed by prıvate etters that WFerro Was the INa  w

desıred by the Austrian Augustinians regent of Vıenna, named
hım LO the pOosSt But ıt COu nNnot GESCaPc the notice an the indıgna-
tıon of the Austrians that Nuzzı had already Aprıl named
Herro wıthout awaltıng the formal presentatıon by the Austrjan
provınce, whıch took place May { T’hey Sent. therefore LO the
pr10T general, along ıth the chapter aCtS, wrıtten protest that Nuzzı
had violated the CUusStOomMS and privıleges of the Austrian provınce DYy
namıng regent whom they had not formally presented 10) The
capıtular ACtS an the protest agalınst the nomınatıon of the regent
before hıs proposal 11) reached the Pr10T general 1ın Rome eıther 1ın ate
une early July

Nuzzi"s COMMENTS S uly 9, 7407

Nuzzı could hardly feel pleased about the protest He proceeded
IN0 read the capıtular QCtS carefully. As result, he decıded LO take
i1ssue ıth everal dee1i1sions made DYy the definıtors 1ın the provıncıal
chapter of May 1L707 12) He sent. therefore July letter LO the
Austrıjan defıinıtors, which contaımed indeed hıs approbatıon of the
greater part of the chapter’s dec1s10nNs, but wıth ecertaın restrict1ons,
which enumerate eTrTe 13) Nuzzı's fırst complaınt, ase exphicıtly
upOoN the constıitutions, W as that the udıces and the SCruta-
OTes of the provıncılal chapter had een elected VIDA. VOCE In the future,
they should be Jected by SeCcTeT, ballot 14) T’he election of Paul Wutsch-
nıg A provıncıal Was CONtraLrYy LO the constıitutions, SINCE he Was

publıc professor 1n the unıversity of Vıenna, and therefore held already

10) 'hıs 1s clear TOM the PTr10T general’s ANSWEeTr of July 9) LO which imme-
diately reier.

11) Which recall had been made by the Austrians May ]' 9 seventeen days
after Ferro had already been named 1n distant Rome!

12) 'The definitory at the tıme of chapter consısted of nıne members the chapter
president, Ludwig Koller ; the provincial-elect, aul Wultschnig ; the former provinclal,
Josef Achinger ; the OUuUr definıtors ın the strıct 307  '9 KFulgenz er Daniel Schönauer,
Leopold Dattenrieder, Sigismund e  O } the first and second visıtators, Fulgenz Schwai-
SCI an Sebastian Rieder ; ÖNB

13) COPY of Nuzzı's letter ın ÖNB 112r-113r.
14) 1Tbıid. 1192r
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pPOoSt whıich could iınterfere ıth hıs duties A provınclal. Here however
Nuzzı found oTE& problem and sımply stated Nonetheless, WE

aPPLOVE an ratıfy thıs election for the general of the PTrOVINCEe,
provıded that the newly-elected provıncıal request from uUuS the needed
dıspensatıon 15) The ext pomnt (for OUT modern mentalıty rıdıeulous
but no0t ıIn 1707 !) touched uDON the problem of the precedence of the
newly Jected provıncıal PTrOCUTAaTOT, Kranz Leıthner 16) The prıor
general’s reactıon Was ollows We declare that the precedence
g]1ven LO the provıncıal procurator after the visıtators Ca  > not be
admıtted, SINCE accordıng LO the ecustom of the provınce the definıtors
N! vıisıtators enN]0Yy rıght of precedence outsıde of the chapter
hall, beyond that whıch they mıght POSSCSS by TeAaSsON of degrees
the anteriorıity of theır profession » 17)

Another pomt ıth whıich the Pr10T general found fault W as that
the candıdates for the order had not een accepte OTL rejected by the
definıtory, but they had een left IN0 the dıiseretion of the provınclal.
In future, ordered the pr10T general, thıs should be one by the definı-
LOTIS, not only 1n the provıncıal chapter, but In the intermedıate
congregatıon also 18)

Now Came financıal problem whıich touched off reactions. T’he
provıncılal chapter of May 1707 had made thıs deec1ısıon not only ten
PCI cent of the inherıtances (OT dowrI1es) of the NOVICES should be handed
OVerTrT after theır profession LO the provıncıal fund for capıtal from
whıich only the interest could be employed, but a{ ] other a lso
of the provınce should be gıven into the Same permanent fund ; untiıl
such S11 W as definıtely establıshed, each of the CONVeEeNTS should
contrıbute In0) the COININON fund aCCOoTrdIng LO theır possıbılıtıes 19)
Nuzzı July opposed thıs decısıon The decree of applyıng ten
per cent of the dowrTIesS of a,|1 NOVICES whom order accordıng
LO OUT sacred constitutions LO be affıhated LO definıte Convent, 2aN!
not LO the whole provınce LO the COMMMON fund of the provınce after
theır profess1ion, ANDIOVE indeed, but under those condıtl]ons under
whıch ıt; W as approved by the MmMOOst reverend PT10T general Seranı, OUTL

predecessor, July ( (3 1704, when he confırmed the provıncıal
15) Ibid
16) 1Tbid. HA
17) 1 bıd. 112r
18) 1 bıd., 2Bal ef. ıbıd. YO6vr.
19) 1 bıd. 102r.
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chapter celebrated 1ın that YCar 20) To these condıtlons ad the
urther command that the COTININON chest of the provınce be establıshed
In OUT mMONasStery of Vıenna, ıth LWO keys, ONeE of whıch 111 be kept
by the pTr10T of Vıenna, the other DYy the provıncıal PTrOCUrator who
sıdes there Further order each and father prıo0r LO transmıt
to Vıenna both the tfen DEr cent of the dowrTIes of the NOVICES an the
belongings of deceased brethren, ell A everythıng else that COINeEeS

from the nOovıces’ dowrTIesSs LO the above mentj]oned LWO custodians of
the COINMON provıncıal chest These LWO custodians ll g1ve them
wrıtten rece1pt. The penalty shall he prıvatıon of offıce LO be incurred
1PSO facto DYy the PT1OTS who should turn OVerTrT such funds LO an ON

other than the LWO above-mentioned ecustodıians. T’hese LWO ceustodians
shall turn OVel the complete Su whıch 1S kept 1n the COMIMNMON provın-
e1al chest, only LO the definıtory, eıther 1ın provıncıal chapter In
intermedıate congregatıon, that ıt Ma y be apphed ıth INOTEe fıdelity
and utiılıty accordıng LO the needs of the provınce, In accordance ıth
the abovementioned decrees of the MOSsStT reverend Seranı. And {rom
the ten PECI CentT, deposıted In the provıncıal fund, help shall be gıven
1ın such WaYy LO the COINMON needs of the Same pPrOovınce, that ıt Ca  -

not be converted ınto capıtal, eXCcePTt when somethıng remaıns after
the COMMMON ave een taken CATre of. In the meantıme,
the indıyıdual convents shall 1n W1Se be forced IK0) Day extraordın-
arYy of the provınce, beyond the usua|l collections and
OTd1INaTry XAPDENSES, unless such extraordınary be fırst made

20) On June (not July) 7! 1704 (ef. ÖNB 8461.95r, aN! 144.72), Seranı had
taken eXxception LO the Austrian deecision ıth these restrictions 'T’he decree of applying
ten PeCIr cent of the dowries of a || NOVICES LO the COMMLMMON fund of the province er their
profession, W APPLIOVE; WE command however that the dAistribution and applıcatiıon of
funds comıng TOmM these dowries be made, not by the provınclal alone, but only wıth
the consent of hıs definitors In provinclal chapter, ın intermediate congregatıon at
which tımes deliberation shall be made about the Causes an the convents LO which they
should be applıed After mature reflection an er considering the needs of ach of
the Convents, deec1ision shall be made about W 18 to be gıven and LO whom an for
hat Ur DOSES. The NDEV iıtself however be kept faıthfully in the COININON fund.
Further, dı thıs command, that the dowries, the belongings of deceased brethren,
be not administered by the provınclal alone, wh' H1a y make disposition In thıs regard
wıthout the consent of the definitors ın provıncıal chapter iın intermediate a-
tıon. Until such consultation be held an the required consent be obtained, the funds
shall be carefully anı scerupulously guarded ıIn safe place, eıther 1ın the central es of
the provınce, ıth the convent funds ÖNBT
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known to >Bal In8 OUL SUCCGESSOTS and be approved DYy us by OUT

SUCCGESSOIS 21)
'T’hıs Tatın document W as wrıtten, must recall, 1ın the yCal 1707

and ın the Juridical style of the day, 1n which excommunıcatıones latae
et ferendae sententijae WeIe hıberally sprinkled 1n etters of POPDES,
bıshops, N! PT10TS general. Hence the Pr10T general who sent thıs
document through hıs secretary G1useppe Marchetti made violent
departure from the curı1al style OL practice of hıs tıme. But he had not
reckoned ıth the sens1ıbılıtıes of the Austrjan definıtory, accustomed
LO wrıte respectful etters IM0) the Dr10T general, but T the Sarnıe tıme
determıned LO insıst uDON hat they consıdered theır rıghts. Little
tıme would be needed LO help Nuzzı SsSee that hıs predecessors had
earned few esSsons 1n thıs WaYy 22)

We ave SCcEeMN 1n these cıtatıons of the pPT10T general’s etters In
1704 an 1707 that the CONTLIOVErSY ineluded 1NOTeEe than the fıve pomts
contaıned Iın the (iravyvamına which cıted 1ın The Austrjans would
not be reluctant LO CAPUICSS theır dıissatısfaction, AsSs shalll Sielie below
But the ımportant pomt, of the desıgnatıon wıthout formal presentatıon
of the regent of Vıenna, W as not admıtted by Nuzzı, In hıs letter of
July D: 1707, A being In AIı WaY improper. Here ATe hıs OW words

On Aprıl of the Current yYCarl 1707 appomted regent of OUT

convent of Vıenna the reverend father magıster, frıar Peter Ferro,
wıthout awaıltıng al Y presentatıon by the PrOoVINCEe, SINCE thıs pertaıns
tO OUT sole rıght, LO appomnt regent In the above-mentioned Convent,
ındependently of AlLY presentatıon request 23)

If the pr10T general beheved that thıs short Jurıdical AaANSWEeTr

WOl settle the question, he Was dısappomted, ater events would
abundantly Another order of Nuzzı added ecertaın determına-
tıon LO decree otf the Austrian provınclal chapter of 1707 ıIn thıs WaYy

T'he decree that a, ]] payments AL LO be made by the procurator,
AD DIOVE In such WaYy that the PT10T of each Convent 1S completely
exeluded from makıng payments, under paın of prıvatıon of offıce,
ıf he LO make payments for the convent personally and not
through the Procurator » 24) It 1s true that the PTI10T general then

21) ÖNB 461.112rv.
22) See (G(aviıgan, de DTUMO 310-321 for the CONtrOVersy between the pr10T7 general

Petrelli an the nascent Augustinlan provınce of Austria, which Was won by the latter.
23) ÖNB 192y
24) 1T bıud.
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{inally expressed hıs approbatıon of each and determınatıon of
the provıncıal chapter of L 707., ıth the exceptions whıch ave Seceen

But EVEN ere he added order, whıich perhaps would ave caused
trouble under less troubled CIrcumMstances, but whıch 1O

inecurred the dıstinet dıspleasure of the Austrıans, already annoyed
by the tone an the contents of Nuzzı's letter T’he added order Was

We strictly command the father provıncılal IN0 publısh hlıterally and
publıcly, T eas In the CONVeEeNTS of Vıenna N! Gratz, thıs confırmatıon
of the capıtular 9658 |of May >9 for thıs DPULrDOSC that the provınce
realıze hat it; 1S bound LO observe » 25)

Reactıon and, unsuffıcıent satısfacthon
The provınclal Paul Wutschnıig ımmedi1ately rephed LO Nuzzı's

letter of July 26), an pomted Out LO the general that the decrees
contaıned 1n the letter of July WeTe CONTIAaLY LO the praıseworthy
rıghts and CUStOMS, whıch had always een observed 1ın OUT cherishing
provınce of Austria ». Wutschnig pomted OuUt that the decrees WETC

ser10usly dıisadvantageous for the PTOVvINCEe, and that the decrees had
een made by Nuzzı In WaYy whıch the Austrlans WEeTe not QCCUSTO-
med He requested Nuzzı therefore LO revoke h1s decrees and LO leave
the Austrjan provınce 1ın possession of ıts rıghts.

It Was 11 the turn of the pPT10T general LO take definıte stand
the question(s). nstead he WwTOTEe reply Aug 13, whıch COM-

pletely 1gnored pomnt of the CONtLOVEISY, eXcept the M1INOT ON

of ograntıng the provıncılal PTrOCUurator precedence ımmedi1ately er
the definıtors ! 27) One must QK hat the DTI10T general, de consılıo
admodum reverendorum patrum nobıs assıstentium 9 really thought he
Was accomplhıshıng by such unsatısfactory ANSWEL T’he AustrJans
certaıly WeTe unımpressed by such dodgıng of the 1SSUES, an theır
reactıon 1s brıefly explaıned ın the Latın COomMMentTarYy, perhaps wrıtten
by the provıncılal SECTELATY of the tıme, Leopold Zollenstain Sınce
DYy thıs reply ıt W as agaln made clear that the MOST, reverend pr10T
general had evoked merely the dee1isıon about the precedence of the
definıtors and viısıtators (held by long custom) N! about that of the

25) 1 bıd. 113r.
26) Unfortunately the text 1S not gıven ın ÖNBs where ıt 18 merely

mentioned that Wultschnig wrTote In the WaYy mention.
27) ÖNB 461.113rv for Nuzzı's reply of Aug DL
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provıncıal Procurator (newly introduced), but not the other pomts
whıich WerTrTe prejudıcıal IN0 the PTrOVINCEe, especlally In the question of
affılatıon IK®) the provınce of the frlars who enter OUT order ; In the
question of the keeping of the provıncıal chest, aN! of the keys of thıs
chest ın the hands of the PT10T of Vıenna an of the provıncıal PTOCUTY-
LOT, 1ın WaY whıch 18 insulting LO the provıncılals ; In the question of
the ıimpractical LO Rome for each and eXtraordınary
CXDENSE ın the question of choosing regent wıthout the usual proposal
by the venerable definıtory ; an 1n other questlons. NCe agaln, the
present pPr10T provıncıal au Wutschnig) an the past provıncıal
910 [Joseph Achinger] eXpressed theır protest 1ın prıvate etters LO
Rome, showıng from the archıves of the pProvınces theır long-standing
riıghts an CUStOMS, which Al violated by the decısıons of the prıor
general ıth regard IM0) the ast provıncıal chapter (of The
provıncılals therefore insısted that the general’s deecisions be revoked.
No AaALlLSWeT Was g1ven LO these etters |of Wutschnig an Achinger],
but the matter Was tacıtly passed OVerT » 28)

Yes, the matter Was tacıtly passed Over for the moment Nuzzı
however WTOTLEe agaln LO the Austrjan provıncıal that he should publısh
In 1 least the cConvents of Vıenna an Gratz the chapter QCts of May
1707 anPrOVE y the general, that 18, ıth Nuzzı's addıtıons aN!
restricetions. At the Same tıme, Nuzzı WTOTEe LO the prı10r of Vıenna,
Andreas Dalhammer, ıth the order LO publısh the chapter QCts In the
WaYy indıcated, it the provıncıal should delay 1LLOTe than three days
after recEIVINS the general’s order LO thıs eiffect 29)

Wıth the fırst, test Case, few months later, nother SOTe SpOot Was
iırrıtated. The LESCNCY of Peter Ferro, whıich In an y Case corresponded
LO the wıshes of the definıtory, Was sılently accepte: by the provınce,
1n spıte of the definıtory’s protest about hıs nomiınatıion by the prıor
general before hıs aine had een formally submıiıtted by them But
In May 1708 the pPr10T general made another INOVE, whıich offended the
Austrians In sımılar Wa

DrLOT nomınalted, 1708
Thıs tıme the prıorshıp of the general convent of Vıenna Was the

one of contentjon. All recogn1ızed indeed the rıght of the pr10T general
28) 1 bıd. 113v-114r.
29) 146.249-251
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LO make the definıte appoıntment LO thıs offıce but the Austrıans,
touchy about theır CuUustoms and hıtherto-recognıized prıvıleges, had
for MNal y presented LO the general for the priorshıp of Vıenna
three candıdates, of whom he should choose ONe usually the fırst

the Austrians’ hıst But ]Just A he had one In nomınatıng Ferro
regent of the cConvent of Vıenna In 1707 11O0 Nuzzı nomınated

pr10T of the Samme convent wıthout waıltıng for the CUStOomMary
presentatıon of three by the definıtory. Nuzzı regıster sımply
StAates for May 26, 1708 that he had chosen A Ne Pr10T of Vıenna
the magıster Ludwıg Kıller for term of three 30) T’he eVWS

dropped bomb amongst the Augustinians of Austrıia when the nomına-
tıon reached Vıenna towards the en of une T’he provıncıal Wutschnig
called together the definıtors for private congregatıon ıIn Vıenna
July T’hey composed letter LO NUZZIL, whıich egan DYy askıng for
dıspensatıon from the oblıgatıon of holdıng iıntermedılate a-
tıon Iın that YVYCal perm1ssıon whıch Was subsequentl y granted

Now Came the controversıal 1ssue. T’he definıtors debated whether
not they should protest ou the nomınatıon of Koller LO the

priıorsh1ıp of Vıenna. T’hey decıded not LO do S! SINCE he W as econsıdered
worthy a‚N! W as acceptable LO a ]] 31) Yet they felt, oblıged LO explaın
theır posıtıon, aN: expressed themselves thus 1ın letter wrıtten
the day of the prıvate congregatıon, that 18, July I, 1708 few days
ADO the etters patent of yOUr mMOost reverend paternıity, DYy whiıich the
father magıster Ludwıg Koller W as promulgated Aas pr10r of thıs convent
of Vıenna, WerTe read aloud Although he W as accepte and welecomed
gladly by a ]] A PEISON mOost worthy of thıs priorsh1ip, nonetheless
the venerable definıtory W as dıspleased DYy thıs ACT, CONtIAaTYy LO the
vVeELrYy old and praıseworthy ecustom of thıs Provınce, of proposing three
worthy and capable prıests for thıs post, SINCE from the etters patent
for the preceding Pr10T | Andreas Dalhammer, who had een nomınated
by Nuzzı Oet 3} 32) and from the requUeESTS for informatıon
sent. by YyOUr paternıty LO the provıncıal 33)‚ thıs sudden change Was

not expected. Hence, for the future, humbly beg yYOUTF mOost reverend
paternıty N: the other worthy members of OUT order who assıst you
not tOo deprıive us of OUTLTL rıght of proposal, an not LO refuse LO9

30) 1-413
31)
32) 1 bıd. 96v.
33) These etters Are longer LO be found, LO the best, of OUTr: knowledge.
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maıntaın and ENCOUTASE us In the other praıseworthy rıghts and long-
standıng Customs whıch WeTe always respected until the present,
2a‚N whiıich WeIe kındly granted LO by Prev10ous mMOst reverend
PT1OTS general 25

T’he posıtıon of the definıtors ıth regard LO the nomınatıon of the
regents an PTIOTS of Vıenna had NO een made clear In0) the general
by formal etters But another pomt W as st111 unsettled Nuzzı had
g1ven ANSWELI LO the etters sent by the provıncılal Wutschnig and
the eX-provınclal Achinger 1n 1407 In whıch both Austrlans had
requested Nuzzı LO recall hıs decrees about the provıncılal chapter
of that yYCar Hence the definıtors delıberated about thıs problem a lso
In the prıvate congregatıon of July D. 1708 T’he Latın report reads
thus 'T’he question W as proposed, whether thıs venerable definıtory
should lodge complaınt agalnst those decrees of the MOSsSt reverend
prior general |of July 9 econtaıned 1ın hıs confırmatory etters
of the Past provıncılal chapter [of May ‚whıch AIe detrimental
LO the Ses and CUSTOMS of OUTFL provınce % It W as decıded not IN0 do S
SINCE In prıvate etters of the father magıster the actual provıncılal
| Wutschnig)| aN! of the father magıster the ex-provınclal [ Achinger]
sufficı1ent protest has already een made. Sınce Rome keeps sılent OVeTrl
thıs protest an 91VES AaNSWEeET, a,180 should keep sılence and
contınue LO insıst upon OUT PrevIOUS rıghts an long-standıng CUS-

LOoms 35)) Hor the mMmoOoment. therefore both sıdes remaıned ailent but
both SIdes held LO theır OW. opınıon Nuzzı sımply wTOtTe LO the AustrIı-
AaNns Aug 4, 1708 that they WerTe dıspensed, they had requested,
from holding intermediıate congregatıon 1ın that VCarl 36) No mentıon
W as made 1n Nuzzı's letter of the definıtory’s protest ou hıs nom1ına-
tıng the DT10T of Vıenna wıthout the proposal of three by the
Austrian definıtors.

The Gravamına of 1709 about regents and DTLOTS
We ave ]Just Secen how the members of the prıvate congregatıon

of July I, 1708 had decıded LO keep sılence about certaın complaınts,
but LO contınue LO insıst uUuDON theır rıghts. But SOINeEe al least of the
definıtory decıded LO break theır sılence 1n 1709 Theır eXpress1oN took

34) ÖNB 8461.114v-115r
35) 1 bıd. 115v.
36) 1 bıd. TV.
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the form of document LO whıch referred ıIn I: and LO whıch the
Austrians DAVC the ame of Jura, QravaMıNA PrOVINGLAE amustrıae
Reverendıissumo Patrıı (z7eneralı submıisse eXNOSUA 37) It Was sıgned
March 195. 1709 In the convent of Vıenna by the provınclal, Wultschnig;
the local PT1OT, Koller ; the regent of studı1es, HerTO ; an DYy the second
visıtator, Augustıin WHerner 38) Why W as ıt not sıgned by the whole
definıtory % Possıbly eıther because not a, 11 WEeEIC In agreement ıth the
protest, because SOTINEeE WEeTE not hand when the document W as

drawn 1n Vıenna. ÖOne, for example, W as In Baden; ON 1n Gratz
and ONe In Lublana. Further. Ma y ment1Jıon erTe that the assıstant
general, Chrıstoph Fromiuller., of the Austrian provıince, Was designated
by Nuzzı 1ın the followıng VCal 1710 IK0) vıisıtate the monastery of
Vıenna, whıich indıcates that Nuzzı realızed whose sıde Fromiuiller
stood And definıte coolness exısted between Kromiller N! certaın
hıgh-rankıng members of hıs OW. provınce 39)

The complaınıng definıtors lost tıme 1n theır document ıth
superfluous introduect.jons. They began ıth the princıple that eustom
1s admıtted type of law, an enumerated the fıye pomts whıch
ave already ment.oned ıIn an ıth regard IN0 whıich the PT10T
general Nuzzı had violated the (customary) law HKor each of ese fıve
pomts they enumerated hıstorıcal proofs from the earlhıer hıstory of
theır PTOVvINCEe, and hence unwiıttingly furnıshed modern hıstorlans
ıth valuable SOUTCE materıal for the hıstory of the Austrıan provınce
1ın the second half of the seventeenth CENTUTY. We shall o0k brıefly
a each of the fıyve pomts.

REGENTS The Austrlans stated that eVer SINCE the unıon of the
provınces of Austrıa an Styro-Carınthia ın 1633 the regents had een
proposed 1ın the provıncıal chapter, N! then by prıvate. etters of
recommendatiıon, eTtT whıich they had een automatıcally appomted
bYy the Pr10rs general. T ’hıs W as hıstor1ıcally iıllustrated bDy the nomınatıon
of ark Forstall A regent of Gratz 1ın 1655 : of Augustine de urgo
regent of Vıenna 1ın 1656; of Balthasar de urgo A regent of Gratz Iın
1659 ; of Edmund Lally s regent af Vıenna 1ın 1665 ; of (z+elasıus
Pfraum A regent of Vıenna In T671: 1674 and 1677 of Ferdinand
Hartısch regent of Vıenna ın 1677 DYy prıvate presentatıon made LO
the pr10r general»; of Pfraum regent of Vıenna 1ın 1679 OL 1680 and

37) Found, stated iın note 8‚ In Michaelbeuern.
38) (G{ravu. TL
38) Rennhofer, IDe Augustiner-Eremiten un Wıen, Würzburg 1956, 293.92934
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1n 1682; of Edmund Unruhe Aa regent of Vıenna In 1683, presented
through prıvate letter by the Provınce » ; of Chrıistoph FKromuiller
regent of Vıenna ın 1686 N! 1689 of Ludwıg Koller regent of Vıenna
ın 1692° of Fulgenz Kerth A regent of Vıenna In 1695 an 1698: of
Paul Wutschnıig regent of Vıenna In 1701 an 1704 Then Came the
provıncıal chapter of 1707, about which the protesting definıtors Sa y
In the last chapter, In 1707 father magıster Peter Ferro W as proposed.

Thıs nomiınee, although he had already receı1ved etters patent [of the
Pr10T general| for the pOosSt of regent, confırmed hımself prudently to
the praıseworthy Custom of the provınce, from whıich he Was unwiıllıng
LO depart, 208l hence dıd not sShOW the etters patent publıcly ; and
before he W as propose LO the mMOost reverend pTr10T general by the
definıtory 1ın the provıncıal chapter, he refraıned from makıng the
etters patent publıc » 4o) Thiıs ast sSeNTeEeNCE g1Ves S1082 look
behiınd the SCcCeNnes for the 1707 an offers welcome confırmatıon
of the 1st of regents prevıously drawn by usSs 41) And ıt actually
0€es sustaın the assertion of the protesting members of the definıtory
that the PT1OTS general had regularly awaıted the presentatıon of
candıdate by the Austrian definıtory before designatıng the regent of
studcdıes 1ın Vıenna. Another interesting lıght 18 cast uDON thıs STOTY
by hat the Austrjans relate from theır archıves about even of
the yYCarl 1694 The prı0r general Anton1io Pacını had wrıtten
February 6, 1694 LO Ferdiınand Hartıiısch, the Pr10T of Vıenna, ıth
thıs proposıtıon ; he (Pacını) WOU he VeLY pleased LO satısfy the wısh
of padre aestTo Gulio Bandını, regent of the studıum of Parma,
who desiıtred LO become regent In Vıenna 42) The Austrlans COu
]Justly from thıs letter that Pacını NEeCW the custom of the
AustrjJans of presenting theır candıdate for the rEDENCY, and that
Pacını Was unwıllıng LO violate thıs Custom OT urther insıst. Pacını
W as As mMatter of fact tactfully informed that the regent of Vıenna
Was regularly Vıennese prıiest Incorporated In the un1ıversity of
Vıenna 43)

Debate about Fhe constıitutıons

Certainly obvıous objection had LO be answered hat dıd
40) ({rav. Iryv.
41) In chapter V4:; ‚6! of OUr general history of the Austrian provınce.
42) ({rav. Iv
43) 1 bid.
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the constitutions of the order Sa y about the rıght of the prıo0r general
LO ame regents of general convents ® The constıitutions answered 44)
that the pr10r general had the rıght LO both head an members
of the general cConvents of the order. But let, not forget that the fırst
ONe LO S18n the Gravamına W as ONle other then the provıncıal Wut-
schnı1ıg, who W as professor of mora|l theology (more correctly
la w) the unıversıty of Vıenna. Wutschnig found the solutıon of
the problem 1n the decrees of the order’s general chapter 1ın 16589,
de qubernatıone, I1l rg We translate from the Latın Wutschnig’s
(correct) SUMINAaLYy of ıts ontent that officlals, preachers, ‚N! the
pPr10rs a,1so of general CONVeEenNtTS (excepting the general convent 1ın
KRome) be Jected by secTet. vote;: ‚N! ıf ıt, should happen that ONe

of those who ere proposed he elected, the ProVv1sS10N 1S turned (QOVGr

to the most reverend pri0r general, but not 1ın {a vOor of ONe of those
already proposed » 45) TOM thıs legıslatıon of the general chapter,
the hıghest authorıty In the order., Wutschnig argued In thıs WaYy

As therefore members, yCS even the DT1OTS of general convents AI

not named DY the MOStT reverend Pr10T general, but Are Jected DYy ecret
vote, LOO, notwıthstandıng the constıitutions, part ch 4, 5}

Tegents an members of the above-mentioned general cConvents
In 1taly shall be appomted by the MOst reverend PT10T general‘ 46)
Ma y not the regents be T eas proposed for confırmatıon LO the MmMOst
reverend PTI10T general, especlally ın general convent north of the
Alps 47) So much for the Jurıdical problem of the regent’'s appomt-
ment

44) art, 39 ch 57 K of the edition of 1686, DPAage 195
45) ({raV. Iv T’he full text of the general chapter’s deecree reads follows (/on

CiONAaAtorıs un conventibus generalıdbus DTO CUTSUÜ, uadragesımalı duo0 saltem atres Rewve-
rendissıumo Patre nomınentur, salva Lamen lıbera elechone Revendissimn, Patrıs un Kcclesıia,

0onventu Augustung dAe Urbe; S12 CT'O nemıNEM his elıqgr contıngat, Aul electus
morte, ”el 120 ımpedımento etentus, TMUNWUÜUS obıre WON potuerıt, nraedıctum Patrem
(zeneralem electıo Iıbera devolvatur ... Vonfirmatur etzam ul Officıales un (Vonventibus
generalıbus, etıam DTO secundo Anno ballottuları debeant, quod Cessanite ffeCLO Prior12s,
etıam Cesset officvum LPSOTUM, ıba LAMEN, ul Officiales elıgendos LDST ( caeterıs
aleant suffragıum ferre. PraetereaA Controversy in Vienna 1707-1709  Zl  the constitutions of the order say about the right of the prior general  to name regents of general convents? The constitutions answered. *4)  that the prior general had the right to name both head and members  of the general convents of the order. But let us not forget that the first  one to sign the Gravamina was none other then the provincial Wut-  schnig, who was professor of moral theology (more correctly canon  law) on the university of Vienna. Wutschnig found the solution of  the problem in the decrees of the order’s general chapter ın 1685,  de gubernatione, n. 17. We translate from the Latin Wutschnig’s  (correct) summary of its content : « that officials, preachers, and the  priors also of general convents (excepting the general convent in  Rome) be elected by secret vote; and ıf ıt should happen that none  of those who were proposed be elected, the provision is turned over  to the most reverend prior general, but not in favor of one of those  already proposed » %). From this legislation of the general chapter,  the highest authority in the order, Wutschnig argued in this way :  « As therefore members, yes even the priors of general convents are  not named by the most reverend prior general, but are elected by secret  vote, so too, notwithstanding the constitutions, part 3, ch. 4, $ 5,  n. 5 : ‘regents and members of the above-mentioned general convents  in Italy shall be appointed by the most reverend prior general’ 4%),  may not the regents be at least proposed for confirmation to the most  reverend prior general, especially in a general convent north of the  Alps? » *7). So much for the juridical problem of the regent’s appoint-  ment.  44) Part 3, ch. 5, n. 20 of the edition of 1686, page 195.  45) Grav. 1v. The full text of the general chapter’s decree reads as follows : Con-  cionatoris in conventibus generalibus pro cursu quadragesimali duo saltem Patres a Reve-  rendissimo Patre nominentur, salva tamen libera electione Revendissimi Patris in Ecclesia,  et Conventu S. Augustini de Urbe; si vero neminem ex his eligi contingat, aut electus  morte, vel alio impedimento detentus, munus obire non potuerit, ad praedictum Patrem  Generalem electio libera devolvatur... Confirmatur etiam  ut Officiales in Conventibus  generalibus, etiam pro secundo Anno ballottulari debeant, et quod cessante officio Prioris,  etiam cesset officium ipsorum, ita tamen, ut ad novos Officiales eligendos ipsi cum caeteris  valeant suffragium ferre. Praeterea ... decernitur, quod salva integra auctoritate Reverendis-  simi _ P. Generalis quoad Conventum Romanum, tres Patres iuxta solitum, in Priores  Conventuum generalium ad eodem Reverendissimo Patre Capitulo Conventus proponantur ;  et si contigerit nullum eorum canonice electum esse, provisio devolvatur ad Reverendissimum  Pa«wem, non tamen in persona ex tribus nominatis ; AA 12 (1927-1928) 34.  46) In the edition quoted in note 44, on pages 179-180.  47) Grav. 1v-2r.decernitur, quod salva ıntegra AucLorıtlate Reverendis-
SM (zeneralis QUO0CA (onventum EKomanum, Lres Patres vuxta solıtum, un 7L07€8
Conventuum generalıum ad eodem Reverendissımo atre (apıtulo Vonventus DTrODONANLUFT ,
el 81 contıgerıt nullum CAaNONLCE electum CSSEC, DTOVLSLO devolvatur Reverendissiumum
Pa«rem, VLOT Liamen un ETSONO tirıbus nOoMıNAkLS » (1927-1928)

46) In the edition quoted ın note 4 9 179-180
47) Grav, 1v-2r
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PRIORS ext Came the problem of the priorship of Vıenna.

Here agaln, the Gravamına argued, from the tıme of the Nıon ıth
Styro-Carınthia In 1653. the pr10T general had always cooperated ıth
the Austrian provınce Wıth regard IN0) the second polnt, the prıorshıp
of Vıenna, that r 1S the rıght of the Austrian PTrOVINCEe, and has always
|sınce een ıts CUSTOM, LO PTrODOSE LO the MmMOos reverend PT1OT
general deserving athers of the provınce for theır designatıon A

pr10T ıIn the general convent of Vıenna » 48) Here agaln the hıstorical
IS g1ven, by which the custom BLW Thus; In the proviıncılal

chapter of 1653 when the hıtherto pTIOT of Vıenna, Alfons Staımos,
Was Jected provıncılal, aN! the term of hıs prıorshıp W as not yet @0}

0OUt, the definıtors chose provıasorıly A VICAT general of Vıenna Colum-
ban Sıfferhinger, whom they then propose IN0 the Pr10T general for
nomınatıon LO the priorshıp. The DT10T general Fılıppo Vısconti
accepted, and ON une Z 1653 nomınated A Dr10T of Vıenna the
Ma  a} desıred by the Austrians, Sıfferlinger. In addıtıon, Vısconti
Aug 2, 1653 confırmed the chapter aCTtS, whıch inceluded the provısıonal
desıignatıon of Sıfferlinger Aa VICar-PT10T 49) TOM thıs tıme 0) argued
the Gravamına, from chapter LO chapter, an even utsıde of chapter
tıme, when the priorshıp of Vıenna WaS vacant, the Austrian provınce
WTOTEe to the DT10T general, either In the chapter QCts OX prıvately
through the provıncıal and/or definıtors, LO PIODOSE « thıs ‚0)]48%
that ONe, ONE of those who WerTe mentıoned, for the priorship of
Vıenna, LO be desıgnated by the general » 50)

Just Aa for the LEDENCY, eTrTe also, urther hıstorıcal examples
WeTe found an cıted I’hus when the PT10T Gregor Tittel had died In
1679, the definıtors proposed and recommended Ferdinand Hartısch

hıs SUCCESSOT Even for the long priorshıp of Hartısch thıs ecustom
W as followed although he then dırected A pr10T for LWEeNTtY Y  >
lıke second founder, the MONasSter y whıich he bullt [ after the destrucG-
tıon DYy the Turks In still, from trıiennıum LO trıiennıum either
DYy chapter ACts by prıvate letters, he W as proposed LO the PT10T
general by the provıncıal a,N! definıtors for contıinued prıorshıp 1ın
Vıenna N! he Was always confırmed Dy the Pr10T general ıIn thıs
offıce wıthout al Yy contradıection » 51 For short tıme Hartısch had

48) 1Tbıud. 2r
49) Tbıd
50) 1 bıid
51) 1Tbid
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interrupted hıs priorshıp when the provıncıal chapter of 1682 had
lected hım provıncıal. On thıs 0CCasıon 9180 the provıncıal chapter
propose Johannes Bonus Hauswirth LO the Pr10T general prıor of
Vıenna, and the general ımmediı1ately econfırmed Hauswirth 1n thıs
offıce 52) When Hartisch dıed In 1699, the provıncıal Koller convoked
the definıtory whıich propose three Austrian Augustinilans for the
NO vacant priorship. T’he PT10T general chose ONe of them, ‚Josef
Achinger. Agaın, In 1702, the definıtory propose three candıdates
from whom the prıor general Seranı chose Chrıistoph Kromıiller PT10T
of Vıenna 53) Only 1ın 1705 dıd INOTE complicate Case aTISE. The DT10T
of Vıenna, Fromiller, Was elected In ate May durıng the general chapter
assıstant general for Germany, and hence the prıorshıp of Vienna
maıned vacant OUT of the patres STaVlOres of the Austrıan provınce
WEeTe 21 the tıme 1ın Rome the presıdent of the ast provıncıal chapter,
Fromiller ; the provıncılal, Josef Achinger ; the eX-provıncıal, Kulgenz
Kerth and the fırst definıtor and regent of Vıenna, Paul Wutschnig.
These four AustrjJans made wrıtten proposal of three candıdates for
the priorshıip of Vıenna Iın the first place, Andreas Dalhammer.
eX-provınclal ; then Anton Keıtter. Pr10T of Korneuburg ; and fınally
Caesarıus OSC provıncıal SecTetaTYy. The DT1OT general W as quıte
satısfıed ıth thıs procedure an wıshed LO appomt the first candıdate,
NDalhammer, but doubted whether he would aCCePT, SINCE he Was

closely connected ıth Bruck der Leıitha. Hence he eft the nom1na-
tıon pr10r untıl the tıme of the ext iıntermediate congregatıon, an
sımply appomınted VICAT PT1O0T for Vıenna untiıl the tıme of the inter-
medıate congregatıon Sigismund Cetto The Austrans returned ın
ate une early July LO Vıenna from the general chapter, an Sa W
that Cetto COu hardly ave long term VICAaT Pr10T, SINCE the inter-
medıiate congregatıon W as scheduled for Sept of the Same VYCar ın
Baden Hence they dıd not hand OVeTr LO Cetto untiıl LWwO days before
the intermediate congregatıon the nomınatıon from the pr10T general.
(Was Fromiller responsable for thıs decısıon ? a,|1 four of those
Austrijans who had SONE LO the general chapter 1ın Rome {) At an Y
event the definıtors proposed 1ın the iıntermediate congregatıon the
sSame three proposed ın Rome ın une of that YCArT, ıth
specıal recommendatıon of Andreas Dalhammer. The general promptly

52) 1bıd.
53) 1bid 2rv.
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named Dalhammer DO thıs pOosSt ın Oetober shortly after recelV1INg the
proposa. of the definıtory. On Nov I 1705 Dalhammer Was publiely
proclaımed DT10T of the convent of Vıenna fOor the ext three 54)
Hıs term should therefore ave lasted untiıl Nov L 1708 Hence the
Austrian definıtors beheved 1ın early 1708 that they st1l1 had ample
tıme LO make theır usual threefold proposal for the priorsh1p of the
per10d Nov 17085 Nov 1711 T’he PT10T general EeVEeN helped LO strength-

thıs econvıctıon DYy letter I0) the Austrijan provıncılal early In 1708,
In whıich he S for informatıon about candıdates for the priorshıp
of Vıenna. Unfortunately do nOot NOW hat the provıncıal
sent to the PT10T general But do NOW that formal presentatıon
Was made by the definıtors, who beheved that Dalhammer stil] had
several months I11OTeE PT1OT, aN! therefore felt eed for hUuITYy.
It fell consequently 1ıke bombshell when the PT10T general May
26, 1708 nomınated Ludwıg Koller A the Nne prı0r of Vıenna for
three yCals 55) Hence Dalhammer’s erm ended before hıs TEee Cars
WeTe iınıshed, and the definıtors found themselves before VELY
dısagreeable faıt accompli, which brought unpleasant memoTIeS of the
nomınatıon of Ferro LO the LESCHNCY of Vıenna ın the PTrev1ous VCar
17074 wıthout formaJ presentatıon DYy the definıtory. Just AsSs ıth the
PEISON of Herro for the FTESCNHNCY, the definıtors completely
satısfıed ıth the PETISON of Koller A pPT10T of Vıenna, but the passıng
OVeLl of theır long-admitted rıght of presentatıon led them IK0) wrıte
Kxcept for thıs ast desıgnatıon of the Dr10T of Vıenna [of Koller

ın ( the provıncılal and hıs definıtors from the beginnıng of the
PrOovINCE | 1653 | by CUStOM, iındult an confırmatıon by the most
reverend pr10r general possessed thıs rıght of proposing ONe INOTeEe

prıests S PTIOT of Vıenna for nomınatıon by the PT10T general » 56)
Naturally the definıtors added ere the Same deecree of the general

chapter of 685 whıch backed theır rıght IK0) present three candıdates
LO the pPr10T general for the prıorshıp of general CONVveNtTS 1ın spıte
of the statement of the constitutions 58) that the Pr10T general should
provıde for head an members of general convents. T’he definıtors
pomnted OT that theır method of procedure Was not opposed IM0) the

54) 1 bıd. Iv.
55) 147 411-413
56) (Giraz. AT
57) See note 4 ‚9 where WE cıte the complete Latin LEeXT of 1685
58) art D ch D, IL, 2U, ın the edıtion of 1686, fages 195-197
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decree of the general chapter of 1685 even though for excellent
TEeAaSOoN theır system W as the lInverse of the system ın Italy for ıIn the
tahlıan general CoOoNvents the pr10T general proposed, from Itahans
lıvıng 1n the samme and an of whom he NEeW INOTE than about their
confreres beyond the Alps, three candıdates from whom the general
CONVeEeNtTsSs Cou. elect OLLG, whereas 1n Austrıja the definıtors who
naturally NEeEW the Austrian subjects better than the PT10T general
possıbly could, had habıtually submıtted LO 1m three from
whom he Jected 0)41  @D Thıs Was the system confırtmed Dy the Ccustom
of the Pr10TS general themselves, As the AÄAustrjans had abundantly
proved. If thıs WeIe not S they pomted OUT, the general Convent
of Vıenna WOU he In far Juriıdical posıtıon than general
cConvent ıIn J1taly where the rıght of electing the Pr10r WasSs exphicıtly
recogn1zed. And the requırement of holdıng secTet electıon for namıng
SUPeTOTS of rel1g10US communıity, fi1xed by the Councıl of Trent 59)
the Augustinıian constitutions 60)} an by papa. approbatıon, had een
adopted by the general chapter of 1685 In the decree already quoted.

It W as LO be expecte that the definıtors would deal ıth thıs
problem also why dıd the definıtors, an not the general convent
ıtself of Vıenna present the three candıdates for ıts priorshıp ® Theır
AaNnSWeTr Was that the dısposıtion of a, 11 the members of thıs Convent
belonged by the ConNnstan ecustom of the provınce to the definıtors,
2Ra hence ıt Was requıred « for the NECESSALY un1on, Correspondence
an harmony between the provınce an the CONven of Vıenna, LO 1649B
SoNSs of the provınce an of other Convents wıth the community of
Vıenna », an therefore the whole communıty of Vıenna depends, ın
provıncıal chapter from the definıtory, an outsıde of s1ch chapters
from the provıncıal, who has the authorıty LO assıgn members here ».
Thıs dependence xtends LO namıng the members of the communıty

changıng them LO other houses, LO degTees, off1ıces. studıes, reCEIVING
sacTred orders, Care of souls, regular dıscıphıne, the observance of
provıncıal decrees, IN each an CasC, Just al ın other monasterıes
of the pProvınce. Therefore ıt; Was completely reasonabhle for the provın-

LO introduce the custom, and for the DT10T general LO admıt I; that
SOMme provısıon, ,T least that of presentatıon, wıth regard LO the prior
be made ö

59) Sess. 2 9 Cap,
60) art D: ch 2‚ 3 0M 2‚ ın the edıtion of 1686, Pase 144
61) GTraz. 3rv.
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Mınor Gravamına of 1709

We recall that not only the question of regents and Pr10TS, but
three other pomts a 1s0 WerTe inceluded 1ın the complaınts drawn 1ın
1709 agalnst the violatıon of the Austrian rıghts N customs. We shall
deal ıth them 1NOTe briefly, ]Just Aas the CONTESLATLOTY » definıtors of
Austrıa d1d 1n theır document of March 15. 1709

DOCTORS AN  _ MA:  - Wıth regard LO the rıght LO ame

candıdates for the doectoral degree In unıversıty faculty N! for the
magısterıum In the order, the AustrJans SIımMpLy pomted OuUt hat they
consıdered to be theır x00d reCcOoTtTd. Thıs justiıfıed In theır CYCS the
EXEeTCISE they had made In presenting ecandıdates for the theologıcal
doectorate an for the magısterıum. Here AvCe theır OW. somewhat
self-complacent words Wıth regard LO the thırd and fourth pomts,
auffıce ıt; LO Sa y that in the provınce ATEe incorporated doectors ın
theology, who ave een promoted through study and teachıng, not
by holdıng TINONS } 62) Of these 9 S1IX already held the MaglS-
terıum 1n the order. Now, the Austrjans explaıned In theır Gravamına,
a ]] of these holders of degrees had obtaınmed the doctorate Mag1S-
terıum by presenting theır twofold request fırst LO the definıtory
for perm1ss1ıon LO take the unıversıty examınatıons; and then secondly
LO the definıtory that the latter would present the request LO the
PT10T general And 10 sentence whıch brıngs smiıle LO the
face of the present wrıter, whose chapter stuches the sıxth 1ın the
general hıstory of the Austrian provınce presents plıcture quıte
dıfferent from that expressed by the followıng words Wıth regard
LO OUT deceased confreres, the MOST worthy doetors and magıstr1,
outstandıng for theır wısdom and Jearnıng, the hıstory of the provınce
StAates that they reached the doctorate an the magısterıum 1ın the
sSamne WaYy 63)

62) hat 1S, doectors of theology, incorporated iın the unıversıty of Vıenna to the
collegırum Adoctorum of the theological faculty, ıth rıght of vote ın the faculty meetings.
'hıs meant that, they had taken the preser1bed examınatıons for obtainıng the theo-
logıcal doctorate TOM universıty, differently TOM the magıstrı Ae Dulpıto, who, wıithout
holding the un1ıversıty doctorate, had preached ıIn ON  CD of the chief pulpits of the provınce
during ten Y CaLls wıth applause an LO the profit of elr hearers an had obtained
the magısterıum TOM the PT10T general; ef. ÖNB 156r-157v, N! Z for
wrıtten and printed CODY of the decree of the prl1or general (Hrolamo Valvassori about
thıs poın June 271, 1667 See Chapter V, of OUTL genera|l hıstory of the Austrian
proviınce, where TeCa; of thıs pomnt at SOINE length.

63) Graz, SV Our sixth chapter of the general history, especlally 9‚ different
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PRESIDENTS PROVINCIAL PTIERS The f1fth pomınt where
the feelings of the Au str1ans wounded W as the eustom of presenting
LO the PT10T general three candıdates for the presiıdency of each PrOVIN-
c1al chapter, ONe of whom Was chosen bDYy the PTI1OT general, whıle the
other two WEeIie mentioned substitutes for the even that the fırst
cho1i1ce should hbe iımposs1ıble for instance, 1t the firstY"named A1ed
suddenly, sometımes happened. Here agaın the Austrjans appeale
LO the test1mon y of hıstory The f1fth pomt 18 proved Dy the test1mony
of fıyve lıvıng eXx-provınclals e4)) who ollowed the examples of theır
predecessors, hıstorıcal documents > eTr consulting the

SEeT10US !) athers of the definıtory, who then by prıvate letter
proposed three deserving athers of the provınce for the presidency
of each provıncıal chapter, an the mMmOost reverend DT10T general regularly
ollowed theır suggestion an named them LO the presidency of the
chapters 65) At a,|] events thıs system had operated untıl the provıncıal
chapter of 107 when human interest STOTY OCCUTS, nNnOot wıthout
definıte modern parallels.

FKor the yYCal 1107 a 180 the definıtors had submıtted three
LO the PT10T general Nuzzı. {It 1s urther ecertaın that Nuzzı WHebruary
Q, 1707 sent the o-called etters patent » OPEN » Jetters) LO the
definıtory, namıng three Austrıians, accordıng LO the usual CUSTOM,
for the pOoSt of presıdent of the provıncıal chapter stated for May of
that VCcaLr The contaıned 1n the general’s letter of February
WeTe Ludwig Koller, eter Herro, and Kranz Leıthner, 1ın the order of
precedence ere o1ven 66) As matter of fact, Koller actually presided
OVeTr the provıncıal chapter ın May, that Olle COu. ell behleve that
everythıng had LUn aCccordıng LO SCHEAUIE But the Gravamına OPECNH
the OOT bıt tantalızıngly, that AIl iınformed that somethıng
unusual and unpleasant took place behind the SCeNes The definıtors

SUOTY, SINCEe believe that OUT investigation of this pomint leaves definite impression
of mediocrity of studies ın the Austrian pProvınce, which mediocr1ty however Was by

contfined LO the Augustinian holders of the doetorate and /or the magıisterium.
64) Andreas Dalhammer Christoph Fromiuller Ludwig

A oller Fulgenz Kerthä Josef Achinger
65) Grav. 3V. One could rıg htly question if the choice of the 11LOTE6 Ser10Us (gravıores)

fathers Was always TEeEC TOmM not veEry praıseworthy motıves, but ın A  AT human
such weaknesses ALlC vVery diffiecult tOo avold. History offers Ian examples where the
so-called SaANıOTr arS »” prevaıled Ver the remainder. ach tıme the delicate question
arıses wh: determined which W as the SANLOT DUATS, and how ?

66) Copy 1n ÖNB 466.281r7.



WE Gavıgan

naturally expected that the etters patent would merely econtaın the
three whıch the definıtory had previıously proposed, had
always been one for precedıng chapters. nstead, they found Out LO
theır consternatıon that LWO of the proposed by them had een
rejected OTL passed OVEL, whıch practically mean sımply rejected !
T’hıs caused gTea dısgust an unrest In the provınce, whıch still
remaıned In 1709, when the CONTEStatOoTYy definıtors wrTote the Gra-
VvamMına. Although do not NOW whıich WerTe the LWO re]ected,

do NOW the opınıon of the definıtors, namely that thıs W as due LO
someone’s suggest1ion ». And thıs W as not the en of the complaınt !

Contrary I® usual practice, the etters had hbeen sent sealed,
an therefore the three of the possıble presıdent of the COomıng
provıncıal chapter WeTe not known LO the definıtors. Now the
strıkıngly modern ote the definıtors found Out from the yOUNSEI
priests, the cleri1cal students and the laybrothers hat three WeTe

contaıned ın the sealed open » letters, long before they made
publıec T’he venerable defin1ıtory naturally found thıs LO be outrage,
whiıich brought the provıncılal and hıs counsellors iınto embarrassment,
caused them LO lose prestige, and made them the laughıng stock of
the yOUNSCI members oTf the communıty ! 67) Did not Sa y above
that thıs STOTY has striıkıngly modern note %

The definıtors NO CXDTESS As guldıng princıple NF the en of the
first part otf the Gravamına that the laudable Customs of the Austrian
provınce ıth regard LO the cholce of PTr10TS an regents of Vıenna, of
the candıdates for hıgher degrees N!of presıdents of provıncılal chapters
had een strong factor ın promoting harmony In the provınce an In
avoldıng problems for the prıor general 68) It 1S CasS Y LO SEeeE the implica-
tıon that the violatıon of these laudable CuUusSstoms had produced prob-
lems for the provınce an for the Pr10T general. T’he second part of the
Gravamına would urther develop the ast pomint !

Urasticısm of Nuzzi‘ s letter of Suly G, 1707
Thiıs brıngs LO the second poın: of the Gravamına, whıich

hıtherto had dealt chıefly ıth the fıve CuUusSstoms and/or rights of the
Austrian provınce, whıich the Pr10T general Nuzzı had not respected.
Now the Austrlans begın detaıled eritie1sm of the letter by whıch

67) Graz. 3v.
68) 1Tbıd.
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Nuzzı July I, 1707 had indeed approved the greater part of the
acts of the Austrian provıncıal chapter of May 1707, but ıth several
important restrictions, whıich ave translated from the Latın an
incorporated into of OUT present study Here ve shall present the
Austrians’ reply tOo each of the pomts of Nuzzı's letter. The AustrJans
themselves entitled thıs part of theır reply Gravamına DrOVINCLAE
Austn'_ae deereta reverendıissımı DTLOTUS generalıs un confırmatıone
capıtulı DrovINCLALLS 1707 celebratı EMANATA Y 69)

T’he fırst poımnt, namely that zudices CHUUSATUM an SCYTUTLALOTES
should be 1ın future chosen by secTet. ballot, not bYy 1va O0OCe p-
tance, caused hlıttle dıfficulty. The CONTteStatory definıtors felt CON-
straıned tO sShOow by bıt of Juridical Juggling that the 1Va OCe

system had een prevıously accepte: DYy the Pr10rS general an W as
not CONtIarYy LO the constıitutlions; still the Austrlans submıtte: LO
the general’s wısh In thıs unımportant matter

The second problem, touchıng uponN the precedence of the defi-
1tors an of the PTrOoCUurator of the Provınce, had already een decıded
by the prıor general In letter of Aug 13 1707, 1n whıch he had
admıtted the Austrian viewpomnt 70) Hence the dıfficulty longer
xısted

The thırd point Was INOTE SeT10US. Nuzzı had refused LO aCcCcept
the deecıision of the Austrian provıncıal chapter of 1707 IN6) affıhate a, ]]
NOVICES LO the pProvınce, instead of aifıllatıng them LO indıyıdual
CoONvents 71) The prıor general Seranı had une ö 1701 suspended,
not refused, hıs approbatıon of the deecısıon ıth these words We
suspend the confırmatıon of the eıghth decree [of the provıncıal chapter
of 170L1, namely that a 11 NOVICES should be SONS of the provınce]. Sınce
ıt 18 directly agaınst the constıitutions of the order, the TEeASONS for
changıng them ATe IM0) be ıted » 7 Nuzzı however had SONE urther
1ın 1707, SINCEe he had roundly ordered that a 11 NOvICES be affıhated LO
ındıyıdual Convents an not to the whole provınce. Here the AustrJans
showed ONCE agaln theır capacıty LO read the constitutions of the
order carefully and then produce Jurıdıical argument. They poınted

69) The reply OCCcuples TOmM folıo 4r to 7T of the S1116 manuscr1pt TOmM which
have hitherto cıted the general Gravamina, that, 1s Michealbeuern, Augustiner-

HKremiten, Akten N°
70) We have treated of thıs pomn: In $2
71) ÖNB 8461.77v
72) Tbid. 83v.



J - S .-Gavıgan

out that the constitutions dıd not order that SMIl NOvıCcesSs be affıllated In9
ındıyıdual Convents but OoONne of them LO the ProvINcCe. In Tact, the
constitutions 73) presupposed the exıstence of NnOvıces of whom SOINe

WeTe affıhated LO indıyıdual Convent, others LO theır Provınce,
an others LO the whole order. Nuzzı therefore had not properly inter-
preted the constitutions LO which appeal had een made. From the
constitutions, whıich admıtted that SOTINe NOvICES WEeEeIeC affıllated LO
the PTOVINCEe, argument could he made agaınst such affılatıon 4A}

Another dıfficulty for the provınce whıich would aT1SE ıf NOvıcCes
could be affıllated LO the provınce Was the followıng financıal problem
In such Case, A aa experıence had proved, the inherıtances of the
NOVvICES WeTITe turned OVeTr IN®) the Convent LO which they affıhlated.
Such funds WeTITtC sed exclusıvely for indıyıdual Convents accordıng
LO the (not always enlıghtened) deecısıon of the local PT1OT, ıth the
result that the capıtal SOoN dısappeared, instead of being put into
Jarge entral fund NF interest, for the g00d of the iındıyıdual Convents
and of the whole provınce.

Still another viewpolnt, of easıly understood ımportance, Was the
followıng, hıch the Austrlans alleged to explaın theır desıre LO make
a ]] NnOvIıCeSs SONS of the provınce an not of indıyıdual convent

Novıces who brıng x00d dOoWTIY AL always sought bYy the indıyıdual
COn vents, whereas those NOVICES who Ür fınanclally POOI ALIC turned
OVeTr LO the provınce. Furthermore, LO hat indıyıdual convent shall
the financlally POOT NOVICES, who ave nothıng but theır alents, be
affıllated, SINCE Convent wıshes IN0 aCccept them ® T ’hıs Was OUTL

intention ıIn desırıng LO affıhate a ]] NOvICES tO the provınce that
also mıght reach the happy N! well-organized condıtıon of the
Provınces of Bavarıa N! of Tirol-Salzburg, where a, ]] NOVICES ALlCc SONS
of the provınce N! where by the lumpıng together of ,{ ] dOowrTIesS an
other acquisıtions capıtal 18 reached from whıch profit 1S derıyed
not only for the needs of the PTOoVvINCEe, but for the partıcular needs
of the indıyıdual CONVeEeNTS also, whıiıle the capıtal Su remaıns intact.
The most reverend PT10T general should take thıs into consıderatıon
for OUT ultramontane provınce a,lso that the sSamne rıght whıch
has een granted tO the above-named pProvınces | Bavarıa an Iırol-

73) art 27 ch. 4, ıcn anl part 2’ ch 15, 15 1 part 2! ch. 15, 19 E  Q 7 9
125, anı 126 of the edıtion of 1686

74) Grav ATV.
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Salzburg], namely that a ]] NOV1CES be affıllated LO the be
granted IM0) OUT also 75)

Now COINES the fourth poın of Nuzzı TeStTICLIONS LO the decrees
of the Austrian provıncılal chapter of 1707 The AustrJans found thıs
poın insultıng, an sald Mal y WoTds Thıs refers LO Nuzzı
order of July LO locate the ecentral chest the mMOoNastery
of Vıenna under LWO keys ONe of which W as LO be under the Care of the

of Vıenna the other under the OCale of the provıncıal procurator
FKurther Nuzzı had Trdered that a 11 the MONEY deposıted should
be turned OVerlr LO the definıtory provınclal chapter the inter-
medıate cConNgregatıon Now C1TLe dırectly the words of the Austrians

referring IN0 Nuzzı order He NuzzI1| added thıs insultıng TEAaSON

that the Ia Yy hbe applıed ıth 1NOTIe fıdelıty accordıng LO the
needs of the 76) The Austrlans plaınly atated that thıs order
Was MOst offensıve LO the provıncılals definıtors an LO the whole

of the present an of the future | 77) To thıs order they opposed
the decree of the provıncılal chapter of 1653 approved by the
general Kılıppo Vısconti whiıich dısposed that a ll ıinherıtances of the
brethren should be put the COININOIN provınclal fund under the
charge of the provıncılal of whıch the provıncılal and hıs definıtory
mMust render aCCOoUNT the iıntermedıate cCongregatıon but the PIOVIN-
c1lal shall eed the definıtory consent LO dıspose of thıs fund an he
shall sSce LO 170 that SOINE of 17 be apphlıed LO the MOST needy CONVeEenNTsS 78)
Thıs system had een contınued by later provıncıal chapters of 1668
1701 and 1704 79) Hence the CONTESTAaLOTY definıtors 1709 faıled LO
sSee why Nuzzı should place LWwO custodıans the provıncılal fund

though he suspected the definıtory of plannıng IM0) embezzle 1:
of being ıncapable of admınıstratıng ıt 80)

Coupled wıth thıs fourth complaınt about the LWO keys N! the
LWO ecustodıians LO whom the provıncıal an definıtory should be
responsıble Was the added order of Nuzzı that the ten PEI cent of the
dOowrTIesS the inherıtances and the belongıngs of deceased brethren
should be sent LO the LWO aDove named eustodıians of the provıncıal

75) 1 bıd. 4 v
76) ÖNB 8451IV Grav. 4 v
77) Grav. 4 v
78) 1bıd 4vV-öTr; ÖNB 8466 S5rV
79) Grau 5r
80) 1Tbıd 5v



Y Tavıgan
chest, an LO other, under paın of prıvatıon of offıce » 5 Thıs
imphıes, claım the Austrlans, that the pr10T general SUSPECTS the provın-
c1al an hıs definıtors ıth regard LO the funds eTe spoken OT, but not
ıth regard LO the other funds whıch COU. an should be handed
OVerTrT LO them Yet another dehei0us Aaste of the Austrians’ dısgust
AD PCAaIS ın these words Furthermore, ıf ın CONVeNT, not
the PTIOT, the head of the Convent, IS excluded from the custody an
the keys of the money-chest, but; rather the ProCurator, who 1S depen-
dent the pr10Tr 2aN! the deposıtarıes, faıl LO Sece how 36 regard
LO the whole provınce the provıncıal 1S excluded from keeping the key
LO the provıncıal fund, but the PrOoCcUrator mMa y ave thıs charge 82)

The Gravamına g1ve usSs interesting extracts from prıvate letter
of Nuzzı LO the Austrian provıncıal Wutschnig, which today lost
Nuzzı had stated 1n thıs letter T’he custody of the keys of the provın-
c1al fund Was g1ven LO the PT1OT of Vıenna an LO the provıncıal DIO-
CUTatOrT, SINCE these LWwWO prıests by TECAaSON of theır offıce must remaın ın
Vıenna. The provıncıals WerTe excluded from thıs function, not because
they AI consıdered LO be thıeves dishonest admınıstrators, but
because theır offıce compels them LO wander (vagarı) VELY often through
the provınce » 83) But the Austrijans refused LO that thıs EXCUSe
removed the insulting ımplıcations for the provıncıal and hıs definı1-
LOTY And the word employed, wander ». tOo CXAPIESS the Journeys of
the provıncıal when he visıted the wıdely-spread houses otf the provınce
In such Casec, they assert. then a 1 provıncıals of provınce who
visıtate the houses of theır provınce wander about » ! And yet, only
the Austrian provıncıal W as forbıdden LO hold the key LO the provıncıal
money-chest ! Hence, the Austrian provıncıal an hıs definıtors felt
that they st11] eft under the ugly suspıcıon of thıevery infıdelity,

after the explanatory prıvate letter of Nuzzı 34)
Blame nlaced the DTLOT general’'s aAdvisors

After these unpleasant WOrdSs, the Austrians suddenly change
theır tone Havıng eXpressed LO Nuzzı how annoyed they Ar e Dy hıs
etters N! decrees, they ATe theır convıctıon that Nuzzı of hımself

81) 1T bıd.
82) 1bıd
83) 1 bid., where the apparently ost letter of Nuzzi 1S cıted
84) 1 bid.
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would ave sent such decrees LO the Austrian province, owards
whıch they AIlCc convınced of hıs benevolence. T’hey realıze that Nuzzı

acted under the influence of calumnı10us representatıon of the
PTrOVINCe, made LO 11 DYy ONe LWO enemı1les. Such calumnı1ators
should o0k ınto theır OW. CONSCIENCE, an the charges which
they ave brought, not merely relate them 85)

Agaın 1n INOTE serTeNe tone, the Austrlans explaın that they
themselves 1n the provıncıal chapter of 1707 had trıed LO do exactly
hat Nuzzı ecelaımed that he wıshed LO help the POOTIEI CONvents from
the COIMNIMNMNON fund Hence they had deecreed 1ın the chapter of 1707 LO
form Strong central capıtal from whose interest IMNan y COMNMNON

could be paıd ONCeE the capıtal WAaS brought together an
let, OuUt T interest ONeEe must fırst DaYy the for bulldıng
house, ıf he wıshes LO dwell 1ın ıt permanently wıthout payıng rent 36)
Why then dıd Nuzzı try to insıst that nothıng be demanded of the
cConNnNvents of the provınce for ıts extraordınary ENSES, unless the
PTr10T general hımself hıs SUCCGESSOTS should permit 16 ® Does thıs not
SEeEeM LO ımply that Austrıan provınclals and theır definıtors WeIe

chıldıshly 1gnorant of theır OW PrOVINCEe, anı cCareless about ıts
welfare, that they WOU place 1ımposs1ble Laxes uDPON theır OW houses
And the constitutions themselves SaVC the provınclal the rıght LO
ımpose eXtraordinary contrıbutions 1n hıs provınce ! 37) Are the
Austrian provıncıal an hıs defin1ıtory really unıntellıgent that they
eed the advıce an consent of the pr10T general about EXtra0ordıNary
CXÄD ıIn theır OW provınce % Up untiıl thıs tıme the Austrian DEO?
vınce had een low 1ın the estimatıon of the Roman SUpeT1OTS
of the order that the Jong and dıfficult LO Rome had een
ımposed uDON ıt untiıl 14707 And thıs ımposıtıon stood In CONTLrAaSsS
LO the above-cıted constıitutions ! Who would ave LO Rome
and waıt for the NECESSAaLY permi1ssıon 1n the event of sudden EeINeET-

CHCY, ıf the provıncılal chest dıd not ave the NECESSaLY funds ® T'he
Austrians could only wonder that the goodness of the pPr10r general,
by the report of ONe Sson  9 W as wıllıng LO take uDON hımself such
Toubles, whıich he could easıly leave LO the CONSCIENCE and prudence
of the provıncıal fOor hıs OW. provınce 38)

85) 1bid. 5v-6r.
86) 1bıud. OT
87) art, SA ch 15, nota b‚ pPage 307 1n the edition of 16586
88) Graz. 93’8
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Fınally, the AustrJans felt oblıged IK0) erıticıze the final words of
Nuzzı's decree of July I; 1707 where he ordered the publıcatıon of the
entire decrees of the PT1OT general 1n ,T least the CONvents of Vıenna
and Gratz Agaınst thıs order stood the constant practice of the
PTrOVINCEe, which hıtherto had sımply left IK0) the provınce an hıs
definıtors the Carryıng 0U of the Pr1OT general’s orders. Now however,
by thıs 19NOMINIOUS order, the venerable definıtory Was subjected LO
derısıon ! Thıs Was &  ar  n when the decrees of the prıor general
WeIe publıshed : In the CONVENTS, when the decrTees WerTe read, the
rel1g10us lıstened wıth respectful sılence, but behind OUT backs ıth
mockery, not LO Sa V cCOoNtEMPT, SINCE they noted that by thıs ‘°confirma-
t1ıon’ [of the decrTees of the provıncıal chapter of HO7 ıth a ]] the
restrictions and refusa|l LO aCccept SOINe of them], not only WeTe the
rıghts an praıseworthy CUStOomMS of the provınce abrogated, but that
the SUper10TS of the provınce WT despised an mocked, beıng
chıldısh and un]ust ! What W as there In the ‘confırmation., whıich
concerned the yOUNSCI relıg10uS, the students >Hal the laybrothers,
that ıth such strıctness the publıcation before them W as Trdered 39)
T’hıs produced g00d eifect, but rather much harm, STAaTte the ındıgnant
definıtors.

These therefore ALl’C the complaınts which the undersıgned 90)
respectfully submıt 9 about the passıng OVeTr of OUT rıghts and prıvıleges.
No threats Ar made for the even that the prı0r general be unwıllıng
LO rectify these Suppose WIONSS, rather the Austr]lans promiıse that
they ll practice patıence. T’hey merely allow themselves fınal
reference LO the calumnı1ators who WerTe responsable for the pri0r
general’s decrees about theır provıncıal chapter of 1707 DYy theır

sinıster tales an false informatıon. May (+0d them Amen 91)

89) 1 bıd. 6v-7r.
90) We recall ere TOM who the signers WCILC, and that they were OUTrT In num ber.

We cannot fully explain why only Our ut of possible nıne mem bers of the definitory
1L1OW signed the protest. We have indeed OUr OPIN10NS the matter, but the evidence 18
insufficient make ecertaın judgment. One thing however 0oes SCCI1E certaın the
absence of Name 0Oes not 1111A1 necessarıily that the Eerson ın question Was unwilling
50 S11gn the (Gravamına. (: the first part of S5 FKFurther must recall that definı-
LOTrS had signed the first formal protest sent Nuzzıi July 5’ 1708: ÖNB
116r.

91) Graz. IT.
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Result of the CONLYOVETSY
To satısfy the reader’s natural curosıty, Oan SILATLE eTe that

the DT10T general found 1t WwI1se not LO insıst urther upoN hıs standpoımnt.
Although document known LO states thıs explicıtly, the Austrijan
customs and prıvıleges WEeTEe recogn1zed in the later cho1l1ce of PT10TS,
regents an chapter presıdents, A ell A ın the grantıng of permission
LO obtaın the doctorate the magıster1um. T’he AustrJans themselves
DAVC the ıdea of makıng al} NOVICES SONS of the Provınce, that
untiıl the end of the Austrian provınce ın 18192 SOTNE {T1ars WeTITe affıllated
LO iındıyıdual cConvents The problem W as st11] unsettled Sept D,
FA when the complete Austrian definıtory econtinued ıts protest
about nomunNatıng the PT10T and regent of Vıenna wıthout presentatıon.
'T ’he Ne  e prlor general Summantıco had une of that YCarl named
the unpopular Chrıistoph Fromiuiller asS‘ DI1OT of Vıenna, N! Friedrich
Staınpock regent the Sarmne date 92) T’he Austrlans felt Justiıfied
1n protesting agaınst these nomiıinatıons, SINCE the general definıtory
of the order had ın the general chapter of IS turned (VOGr the CONTtTO-

LO the Ne PTI10T general an hıs Curı1a after the Austrjans CX PICS-
sed theır protest May Drg Nonetheless Summantıco had named
Pr10T and regent fOr Vıenna wıthout presentatıon DYy the Austrian
definıtory 93) Since the CUTI1A had turned thıs problem OVeI LO the
PT10T general unanımously, the PTI10T general hımself answered the
Austrlans Oet of the Samınec YCal 84) repeatıng for the maJ]or1ity
of pomnts, but not completely, the positions of Nuzzı hıs predecessor
NOVvVICES should be affıllated LO partıcular Convents, nOt LO the whole
PTrOVINCEe ; fOor the provıncılal chest, LO be set, ın Vıenna three keys
ashould be kept, ON by the local PT1OT, ONe by the provınclal procurator,
and ON by the provınclal ; PTLOTS should turn ( VEr S instead of 10%

formerly stated, from NOv1ICES’ dowrTIesS aN the belongıngs of
departed TE  Ten a,1s0 LO the keepers of the keys; the funds 1ın the
COININON chest should be sed for COININON CNS  9 that the 1Ind1ıv1-
dual COÖNvents should not be obliged LO make extraordinary contrıbu-
tions. So far A the appomtment of regent of DT10T for the general

92) See ÖNB 66.297r v for the nomınatıon of Fromiller ; 151.129-130 for
that of Stainpock.

93) ÖNB 61.126rv
94) 151.280-285 an ÖNB 300r-301r for the complete LEXT, which WE

merely SUMMATIZE here.
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convent OT Vıenna W as concerned, Summantıco celaımed that thıs rıght
unquestionably belonged LO the PT10T general wıthout al y presentatıon
by the provınce Kurther, he added, the regısters of the order surely
thıs meant the SET1ES proved that the rıght LO amne the PTI10T
wıthout PTrevIOUS presentatıon had een practiced for 91 eas forty

Kvıdently the etters of presentatıon from the Austrjans had
already disappeared, weTe not found by those IN0) whom the prıor
general had assıgned thıs task

One miıght thınk 9,T the fırst glance that thıs AaLLSWET of Summantıco
merely served LO harden the posıtions of both sıdes. Yet SECE that
severa|l gleams of readıness for COmMPpromı1se AD DAa In hıs ANSWEeT of
Oecet 1711 And Can be SUTe that the Austrian Augustinlans
informed hım by subsequent etters that ıt Was sımply not tfrue that
Prevıous PT1OTS general had named regents and Pr10rS In Vıenna
wıthout hearıng the mınd of 2RF least the SO-Calle: DPaLrES gravLOTES
of the provınce. Thiıs Was Can Y LO do, A the Lext of the Gravamına
shows, SINCE the provıncıal archıves of the AustrJans a thıs tıme,
especlally after the meticulous labors of the provıncıal Achinger, were
In vVEeEIY g0o0d condıtion. And Summantıco hımself, only OLE week after
hıs ANSWeT of Oecet 4, 7LT WTOTLEe somewhat placatıngly Oect 11 LO
the Austrjans that hıs intention ın rehevıng FKerro of the LESENCY
had not been LO deprıve 1m of posıtion, but rather I0) appomınt
SUCCESSoT eT HFerro had already held the pOosSt for almost fıve 95)

Kven In L{(13. when the Austrlans held July prıvate
definıtorial congregatıon, the provıncıal Sıg1smund Cetto iınformed
the definıtory that the pr1OTr general Summantiıco had asked thıs
question had the pPast provıncıal ()aesarıus OSC put into executıon
the orders for the PIODEI rule of the provınce made bYy Nuzzı |on July I,

aN! subsequently confırmed DYy the eW prıor general ® The
definıtors SaVC thıs AaANSWEeTt Nazzı's decree had een observed, but
ıth the followıng eXceptions the central chest had een
fully set, In the PTOVINCE ; hence the key LO ıt; had een gı1ven
IK0) the pr10T of Vıenna; urther, ten procent of a ]] and the
belongings of deceased brethren kept by the provıncıal PIOG-
urator 96) The solution Was COMPTOMISE, partıally explaınable by
0C2a condıtıons aN! partıally left unexplaıned.

95) ÖNB T, where however Summantico shows h1ıs displeasure a Ferro’s
complaint about his being relieved of the LESENCYV, which the pr10T genera|l claımed,
tended LO sShow disrespect of hıs authority.

96) ÖNB 8461.135v.
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But ater provıncıal chapters c<howed that the provıncıal chest
had een definıtely set, DYy : ya Aa 97) Further, the frıendly tone of the
provıncılal chapter of LL22 In askıng the prıor general LO appomınt
good nNne regent for Vıenna, NO that the former regent Hugolın
Wanderer had een transferred DYy the chapter A DT10T LO Gratz,
<ShOWSs that the Pr1OT general had T least, tacıtly consented LO leave the
problem LO the Austrians beyond the Alps, A they desıred 98)
It 1S true that far ater, une 30, 1764 change Was introduce by
the pPT10T general Vazquez, who appomted the Itahan Agostino
(+ervasıo prefect of studıes ıIn Vıenna, LO whom EVEN the regent Was

bound LO ShOW obedıence ın matters pertaınıng LO studıes 99) Thıs
W as one 1ın a3CCOTdance wıth the Austrıan Augustinlans, who wıshed
LO cCooperate ıth the pr10r general’s plan of elevatıng studcıes 1n the
order. But of thıs and of other ater developments hope LO TEa
1ın later stuches 100)

J (+AVIGAN OS

97) 1bid. LV
98) 1bid. 1547r
99) Dd 207.45T7V ; (Gavıgan, YZoct. 34.6-347
100) T’he forthcoming study of the general archivıst of the Augustinian order,

Dr Fernando KRo]Jo, 1l shed gTrea lıght upon the complicated history of the ımportant
Peruvian, F Vazquez, pr10r general of the Augustinlans TOmM 1751 until 1754


