
Caxton’s Addıtion to the
GC6 Legenda sanctı Augustin! or

In the ate fiıfteenth CENLUTY, not INanYy before the Augustinıian
CanNoNs egular WeEeIC expelle: from arlısle Cathedral, 10> for cCen(i-
urlıes they had occupıed untıl the Dissolution *), AS part of theır PIO-
STaAMMCO for adornıing theır church and for attracting PIOUS Vis1tors, four
paınted CICECNS WEeIC erected. One chows the twelve apostles, each wıth
the of the Latın creed 1C he Was tradıtionally credıted ıth
havıng composed. Thıs 15 commonplace, J]ready ell documented *).
The other three CICECIMNNS SsShOow SCCNCECS, in ser1es of vertical str1ps, from the
lıves, respectively, of Cuthbert, the saınt MOSst venerated In hıs natıve
Northumbriıa, Anthony the Hermit, and Augustine, obedience
whose ule the CaNnONS, d > ell d theır rıvals, the friars hermit,
professed. ere 1S varlety of evidence, much of it collected and

Jeanne and Pıerrereproduced by those indefatıgable scholars,
Courcelle *), that ın the ate 1ddle ges such cyclıca representations of
events ın saınts’ histories WeTC frequent; but V few of them surviıived
the zeal of iconoclasts In the sixteenth and seventeenth centurIies. At
arlısle, the CICECMNS became offensıve {O Protestant frequenters of the
cathedral that they WEIC removed from theır places and covered wıth
whitewash; and it WOU SCCIMN that for INalıy they lay neglected and
forgotten. Fortunately, when they WeIiIC rediscovered, theır rarıty and
antıquarıan interest WCCIC recognIızed, and Ssince then they ave been

ndebted the Brıitish Academy for subvention of researches into the
history of the Carlısle Augustıine SU1IGEN The [Dean of Carlısle, the Very Reverend
Churchill, and hıs Chapter ave gıven CVCIY help, has Mr Guy awle ıth hıs eXpert
photography of hat proved be dıfficult subjects. the Brıtish Library, DDr
ellınga and Miıss Anna Sımon1 ave responded generously appeals for assıstance.

James Wılson, ATı he Priory of arlısle Victoria County History, Cumberland
11 1905, 187150

According Curt Bühler, "Ihe postles and the reed’, Speculum XXVIUI, 1953,
335-339, the tradıtion 18 early ASs the fourth CenturYy, ımplıed DYy Rufinus, reported DYy

Augustıine.
The arlısle SCICCN 1S deseribed and Its pıctures ATIC shown ıIn Plates

XXV-XCWV of the second volume of theıir ser1es, Iconographie de Saınt ugustin Les cycles du
X® siecle, Parıs, 1969, although the value of thıs 1$ dımınıshed DYy ıts IManYy inaccuracles of
transcrıiption. See also Bertram Colgrave: "CIhe St Cuthbert Paıntings the Carlısle
Cathedral Stalls’, The Burlington Magazine XX111, July, 1938, I9
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carefully restored and preserved. The St Cuthbert and St Anthony
CICECMNS ave sulliere INOIC han the other {[WO from ecay and oblıter-
atıon; the plctures from Augustine’s lıfe, however, wıth accompanyıng
couplets composed in Englısh oggere intended, MaYy
sSurm1se, be read alou for the edıficatıon of pılgriım-tourIists whose
lıteracy COu nOoL be assumed and, iın places, Latın inscr1ptions, dIC
ST1 dıscern1 and eg1ıble.

ere Can be ou that the subject-matter of these paıntings,
and the explanatory VEeISCS and inscr1pt1ons, derıved from James of
Voragıne’s Augustine bıography ıIn hıs Legenda and it INAaY be that
C  ary interest Was stimulated by the publıcatıon, 485
of Wıllıam Caxton’s Englısh translatıon of James’s work. It 18 the present
wrıter’s intention tOo nalyze each ın the arlısle SCICCNH and
examıne James’s OUICECS for the incıdents C he recounted, and the
artıst’s treatment of them As prelımınary such studıes in Augustine-
iconography, he NO offers thıs TIEe examınatıon of the ONC detaıl
IC Caxton hımself eclare he dıd not fiınd ın the Legenda but chose

ad|  Q
Caxton’s GCGarGel d publısher sSshows that he W as astute ın forecast-

ing hat WOUuU sell He had Man Yy ın the Low Countrıes,
assessıng demand there for Englısh g00ds, supplyıng them and exporting
0Ca commodiıtıes which he Jjudged lıkely appeal tO tastes ın England
When he perceı1ved the commercı1al potentialıties of the revolutionary
1C  S artefact, the printed book, he had SONC LO Cologne {O master the
skılls for producıng 1E and then had returned Bruges, where he must
ave been d much al Oome d ıIn London, make hıs first ventures©).
When he hought the moment rıpe for repatrıation, and establıshed hıs

In the precincts of Westminster eY, he had surely earned Dy the
SUCCESSCS, and the faılures, of such undertakings iın the Netherlands and
the Rhineland, observing what COu confidently be predıicted dS sulted

readers’ preferences; and in thıs he Was gulded Dy hıs OW diserıiminat-

Seymour de Rıcc1: Census of Caxtons, Ox{ford, 1909, 101,
George Paınter William Caxton: Quincentenary Biography, London, 976

On hıs Cologne traınıng, 1rs atteste: by hıs Alsatıan pupıl and SUCCESSOT Wynkyn de
Worde, SCC Sheppard: ‘A New 1g Caxton and Colard Mansıon), Signature,
New Serlies Ä 1952, 28-39, IC Bühler praised for ıts ' ımmensely sound reasoning
and 200d COININON sense’, The Library, Serlies VUl, 1953, 53-56, ın dısproving the
fiction, invented In 844 Dy Le Roux de INCY, hat Caxton earned the Tra In
Bruges Irom Mansıon. recent ote Colard Mansıon, brilllant and myster10us
figure’, 1S by Sarah Bradford ale of MSS TOmM the Bute Collecti0on)’, T imes lterary
Supplement, une 983
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ing knowledge of etters. He Was cultıvated INan, whose interests
extended LO the objects he had SCCMH hıs travels; and INaY deduce
that by dısposition he favoured the art and the lıterature which WOU
ENCOUTALC orthodox, conservatıve plety

ese qualıties aIic dısplayed ın hıs andlıng of what WeIC tO be °‘hıs
ongest and moOost ambıt1ous ooks the Morte Darthur and the Golden
Legend. 15 clear that hıs preparatıon of CODY from the Thomas alory
manuscrı1pt 1C he adapted W ds sl1ow and areful PTOCCSS yel 1910 >

the work Was completed, ıts ADPCAIaNce July 485 COu not ave
occurred INOIC auspiciously. ree weeks later, al Bosworth, Henry
supporters invested hım wıth the of the dead Rıchard I1I1; and the
or dynasty then inaugurated Was to promote the cult of Kıng Arthur

that in the sixteenth CEeENLUTY200  E. Colledge  ing knowledge of letters. He was a cultivated man, whose interests  extended to the objects he had seen on his travels; and we may deduce  that by disposition he favoured the art and the literature which would  encourage orthodox, conservative piety.  These qualities are displayed in his handling of what were to be ‘his  longest and most ambitious books’”), the Morte Darthur and the Golden  Legend. It is clear that his preparation of copy from the Thomas Malory  manuscript which he adapted was a slow and careful process®); yet once  the work was completed, its appearance on 31 July 1485°) could not have  occurred more auspiciously. Three weeks later, at Bosworth, Henry VIT’s  supporters invested him with the crown of the dead Richard III; and the  Tudor dynasty then inaugurated was to promote the cult of King Arthur  so that ‘in the sixteenth century ... it flourished as never before’ !°). The  pains which Caxton had spent on these fables of a Celtic Christian  golden age were well recompensed. Very soon he seems to have regained  the position as royal printer-in-ordinary which he had occupied under  Edward IV and then lost!!); and the esteem which he had won for  Malory’s book did not diminish. Wynkyn de Worde reprinted it in 1529;  and it saw two later issues while Mary I and Elizabeth I were queens.  Despite this early improvement in his affairs, helped, there can  hardly be question, by the publication of his Morte Darthur, the printing  of the Golden Legend caused Caxton anxieties. It was an independent  project; R.F. Green is wrong in stating that the translation had been  commissioned by William FitzAlan, ninth earl of Arundel!?). Caxton’s  own report is different. He must have planned the book as it was  executed, a lavish edition on extra large paper, from additional presses  requiring increased supplies of type to serve its great length, and  copiously illustrated!*), although, in places, indiscriminately — the same  7) Painter, p. 124.  8) Sally Shaw’s ‘Caxton and Malory’, in J.A.W. Bennett, ed.: Essays on Malory,  Oxford, 1968, pp. 114-145, is still of value, though it has now been augmented from the  results of ultra-sophisticated scanning techniques, applied by Hilton Kelliher, further  refined by Lotte Hellinga, and reported in her aptly-named Caxton in Focus, London, 1982,  pp- 89-94.  9) De Ricci: Census, p. 81, no. 76.  10) Antonia Gransden: Historical Writings in England ii, London, 1982, pp. 470-473.  11) N.F. Blake: Caxton and his World, London, 1969, pp. 75-76, 98, although the  evidence is somewhat tenuous.  3 Poets and Princepleasers: Literature and the English Court in the late Middle  Ages, Toronto, 1980, p. 158.  13) Painter, p. 143, using Blades’s data; see note 23.it flourıshed before 10) The
paıns 16 Caxton had spen these fables of Celtıic Christian
golden dBC WEeEIC ell recompensed. Very SOOIMN he ave regaıned
the posıition a4s roya printer-ın-ordinary whiıich he had occupled under
Edward and then lost ”' )); and the esteem whiıich he had WO fOor
Malory’s book dıd noTt dimiınısh. ynkyn de OT reprinted it iın 1329°
and ıt Sa [WO later 1ssues whıle Mary and Elızabeth WeEeIC qQqUCCNS.

Despıte thıs early improvement in hıs affaırs, helped, there Can

hardly be question, by the pu  1catıon of hıs Morte Darthur, the printing
of the Golden Legend caused Caxton anxltletles. Was independent
project; Green 15 in statıng that the translatıon had een
commıss1oned by Wıllıam ıtzAlan, nınth ear] of Arundel **). Caxton’s
OW I 1s dıfferent He must avVe planned the book ASs ıt W as

executed, lavısh edıtion arge aDCI, fifrom addıtional PICSSCS
requırıng increased supplıes of Lype SCIVC 1ts Jength, and
coplously illustrated although, ın places, indıscrımınately the Samıec

Paınter, 124
ally aw s ‘Caxton and alory’, In\ Bennett, ed ESSAVS Malory,

Oxford, 1968, 114-145, 1$ st1l] of value, though ıt has 1918) een augmented from the
esults of ultra-sophisticated scannıng techn1ıques, applıed DYy Hılton ellıher, urther
refined Dy ellınga, and reported In her aptly-named Caxton In FOcus, London, 1982,

8IO_-94
De Rıccı1: Census, ö1,

10) Antonıa CGransden : Historical ritings IN England 1, London, 1982, 470-473
ll) Blake C’axton and his World, London, 1969, 75-76, 98, although the

evidence 18 somewhat EeENUOUS
12) Poets and Princepleasers: Literature and the English Court IN the late Middle

Ages, J oronto, 1980, 158
13) Paıinter, 143, usıng Blades’s data; SCC ote 253
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engraviıng of bıshop In pontificals 1s made tO for the lıves of
Augustine, CCOIXXY°*; St Edmund Rıch, ccclxx11]4, and St Erkenwald.,

CCCIXXXXV111]0. Thıs ack of orıginalıty and distinetion continues the
tradıtiıon of mediaeval Legenda manuscrIı1pts, IC contaın lıttle
interest OT inform iconographers. They WEIC esigne as the "pDOOr
relatıons’ of INOTEC SUumMpt{UOUS 00 appealıng tO rich bıbliophiles, but
for CUuStOMEers wıth {O spen useful works of reference, not
uxurles. Caxton W as earful hat he m1g ose Dy the edıtion, and
consıdered abandoning it, untıl FıtzAlan, whom he appeale for help,
promised that he WOU purchase reasonable quantıty’ of inıshe
coples, and also make annual gift of oame:). 11] not
accept Caxton’s Casomns for seekıng FıtzAlan’s patronage *>). He COIN-
sıders that thıs Was because he needed fiınd other influent1al
fo replace the W oodvyilles, whose fortunes eclimne: abruptly after
Edward ea and WeTC nOoT restored untıl 1486, when theır
kınswoman, Edward’s aughter, arrıed Henry VII had facts
ıth IC Support hıs rejection of Caxton’s statement, though Lotte
eiliınga has SInNCe then, in Caxton IN FOCcuSs, suggested hat it Was the
MOST powerfu of the W oodilles, Anthony, FEarl Rıvers, wh: 15 the
°certaıin gentleman’ named in the prologue Morte Darthur 4S havıng
gıven Caxton the manuscrI1pt IC served d hıs y-TexT, and that thıs
1s the ‘Wınchester MS’, known NO after ıts acquıisıtion by the British
Lıbrary, as the Malory MS’, ın which offsets caused not Dy water-based
ser1be’s in but oll-based printing 1ın MaYy show that it Wds for time In
the Westminster office Dr ellinga cautiously descrıibes these seductive
hints only d "CThe traıls pomting Earl Rıvers’: and she observes that
after hıs violent overthrow the prologue 1S al paıns conceal] hıs
identity. We INaYy regreit hat less 1S ST1 known about the printer’s
iinances, and whether they WeEeIC sufficıent outlay wıthout
Jeopardizing other ely erling’s enterprising investigat1ıons
of the records of the London CUStOMS authorities showed hım d actıve in
the import and m of printed books!°); but nowhere do learn
hat often WOU wısh tOo be told about the first booksellers, what
Was theır price for sıngle volume, hOow ManYy WeIC sold and hat profits

14) Paıinter, 144
15) Caxton an his World, 91-9)
16) ‘Caxton and the Ta: In Printed 00ks’, The D0k Collector V, 1955, 190-

199
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hey ylelded And nothıng IC che oun Supports, d implıes
another of hıs assumpt10ons, that Caxton ea also in manuscrI1pts. 1S
tirue that SInce he evidence has een publıshed that ın the fifteenth
CENLUTY such 00 WeIC being copled and decorated ın Bruges fOor sale
overseas !®); but circumstance points to Caxton’s engagıng ıIn thıs
trade, wıth the ONe possıble exception of hıs statement hat he had sold {O

Margaret Beaufort CODY of the French Blanchardyn and Eglantine
1C he then translated al her request 19) egen Scott belıeves that
thıs Was ‘certamly’ mänuscript“®); but the certainty WOU be de-
molıshed ıf printed French version WeIiIC LO COMEC 1g Almost
Century aAgO, eon Kellner showed how FATIG copIles, whether wrıtten OT

printed, of thıs text in anı y language are**); and V seldom thereafter
ave Tes examples een discovered*“*). Lackıng much that eed

NOW of the detaıls of Caxton’s early publıcatıons, be safer
wıth what he us than ıth conJectures. In the whatever risks
Caxton INay ave taken WEeIC Justıfıed. The first edıtıon INa y ave sold
oul, because traces of second Can be discerned**). Before 1527
ynkyn de OT‘ and Julıan otary had made S1X sep re-1Ssues of
the Legend**).

Thıs e  S Englısh translatıon perhaps scored UCCCSS5 greater CVCMN

than earlıer vers1ons of James of Voragıne’s Legenda, but from 1ts first
appCarIance the work had een est seller We still POSSCSS crıitical

l7) Caxton and his World, 3D ote
18) Edmund olledge: ‘South Netherlands Books of Hours made for England’,

Scriptorium XXXI1, 1978, ST
19) kKellner, ed axXton s Blanchardyn Anı Eglantine, EETIS IVL 1890, K

20) The Caxton Master and Ais Patrons, Cambridge, 1976, XI

21) Blanchardyn and Eglantine, (CAXT

22) Gesamtkatalog der Wiegendrucke, 4407
23) e Rıccıi, Census, 106, 99, relyıng Wıllıam Blades The Life and

Typography of William Caxton, London, 1861, 151-156, 182-183, which 1S Iso
supported Dy Gordon uff Fifteenth Century English Books, Oxford, 1947 but IIr
Hellınga, 10 engaged In preparıng Paınter’s invest1igatı1ons and her OW for the Legend
EeNLIYy ıIn forthcoming volume of BM Catalogue of Books printed IN the Vtn Century
NO In the British Museum, has informed of her inabılıty accept Blades’s opınıon that

complete second edıtıon Was printed. The problems arısıng from the Legend ATC

complex that ONC ll do better awaılt her consıdered verdıct than her careful
expos1it1ons of what, che SLTESSECS, AIC provısıonal explanatıons of how such problems mMay
ave. orıginated.

24) Pollard and edgrave: Short- Title Catalogue, London, 1926, 1055

248 ‘1 5-24880
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edıtiıon of the Latin“?):; yel surviıving manuscrı1pts cshow that the VC
spee ıth which these ımmensely long codıces WeIiIC copled {[WO of the
earlıest examples, both transalpıne, WeTC wrıtten in James’s OW. ıfe-
time 26) that, long before Caxton, the statıoners had realısed
that the ser1bes’ fees involved WOU be prudent investment. James W as

Dy the first ave undertaken encyclopaedıa of the lıves,
deaths and wonders of the saınts: but he had een able augment the
works which he had drawn, notably those of hıs brother Domuinicans,
Bartholomew of Irent’s Liber epilogorum“ ') and Jean de Maılly’s
Abbreviatio*®), ASs eighten theır popular appeal. ese present
studıes Can CONCETIN themselves only wıth the Legenda sanct!ı Augustinl;
but SOINC of theır indıngs INdYy be applıcable {O other of the entire
Legenda

oug thıs Was ONC of the most wıdely-read, often-quoted 00
produce ın the 1ddle Ages, retaınıng ıts pre-emıinence unchallenged
for [WO centurlies and MOTIC, there has een er10us assessment of
all that ıt accomplıshed, though 19(0) there AdIC S1ZNS that students’
attention 1S reviving. James WasSs cholar of much dıstıinction. and In
composing hıs Augustine bıography hıs methods WeIiIC those 1C four
centuries later: the Bollandısts WeTiTC LO follow for theır cta Fiırst he had

the prımary SOUICCS, the saınt’s OW autobiographica
Statemen(ts, In the Confessions and the INanYy other wrıtings where he had
reflected hıs ıfe and times. hen James had consulted, d Stiltingh“?)
In hıs turn W as do, such bıographica notices, partıcularly Possıdius’s
Vita, dS COUu incorporate the testimony of those wh: had 1ve and
worked wıth Augustine and had earned from hım Only then dıd James’s
legend turn the next constituent part of hıs ireatment of mMoOost saınts,

of the miracles worked hrough the subject’s intercess1on.

25) On the present of Legenda studies, SC Edmund olledge and
arler ‘Cephalologıe: recurrıng eme in classıcal and medıiaeval LOTE Traditio XXXVIL;
1981, 411-426

26) Muniıch clIm and Brussels both ate' 282 James dıed
archbıishop of Genoa ın 298 Hierarchia catholica { 281

27) Gluseppe atfe JI Liber epilogorum Miscellanea Pıo Paschinli, vols.,
Rome 269-297)2

28) Dondaiıne: 'Le Dominicauim francaıls Jean de Maılly la Legende Doree’,
Archives d’histoire dominicaine 1946,

29) The Bollandısts’ edıtor, in Acta SANCLILOrUM Augustı V1 (1743) of theır maın and
extensıve Augustine On Stiltingh’s achıevement, SCC Davıd Knowles Great
Hiıstorical Enterprises, London. 1963, /-18; but h1ıs SOUICCE, theır obıtuary notice
(Stiltingh’s ates AIC 1 /03-1762) AapPCaIs noOoTt In that volume but ın CIODTIS (1765)
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Yet before finıshing wıth Augustine’s self-revelatıons, James select-
ed from them 0)41> 0)4 {tWO allusıons tOo supernatural interventions ın hıs
history. ere 1S the SLOTY, taken from the Confessions, of the consolatıon
which Monica receıved from the "most handsome youth’ ıIn her grie VeTI

her erring SO °Esto SCCUTQA, qula ub1 {u ıb1 dle : He repealts, from the
SAalllc SOUICC, how the PIayCIS of the people had gaiıned Augustine’s
ICCOVEIY from the toothache 1C had rendered hım speechless**).
ere 1s also, from Book X X11 of De Cliultate deli, the aACCOUNT of the
of virgın possessed of devıl and of INnan thought be ın 1Te eed of
surgery **), ffected through the petit10ns of priest whom Augustine
0€s nOot ame but who, James elleve: (though Possıdius 1s sılent) Was

the saınt hımself, identification IC Stiltingh pronounced uncertaın
though not improbable. hen James turned posthumous legend, the
narratıve of the diıvine inspıration which had moved Ambrose and
Augustine, al hıs baptısm, COMDOSC the Te eum antiphonally *°).

Examıinatıon of the rest of James of Voragıine’s notice, the ealıngs
worked through the dead Augustine’s PTIayCIS, the miracles assoclated
ıth the translatıon of hıs relıcs from Sardınıa and ıth theır veneratıon
al Liutprand’s 181  S chrıne al Pavıa, and of the OUICECS which James
drew, ıll be the subject of separate ENqUITY ; but should ere
observe the decısıon wıth 1C Stiltingh rejecte tWO anecdotes: how

CaImne fOor counsel in her afflıctions and oun Augustine rapt
in hought that he Was unNnawarTre of her OT words, and how he
5Sqa ın the devıl ook of ecath‘, au of Oom1ss1ıon incurred by hım,
eNIIYy which, MN1CC the apse had een repaıred, Wds deleted from the
book, the deviıl’s mortification. The SLOTY of the comıng
unperceived into Augustine’s study 1s dısmissed, because Stiltıngh OUuUnNn!
it wholly contradıctory of all that NOW about the saınt’s INanYy
precaut1ons ın hıs ealıngs ıth The Bollandıst cComment

the second SLOTY 15 "Non eretur serl1am refutatıonem tam inepta
historiuncula, qUaC ıngl NON potult, 1S1 ab homıiıne plane Iindoöcto ;

30) Sancti Augustini Confessionum lihri XIIL, ed Verheyujen, Corpus Christianorum
Series Latina XXVIL, Turnhout, 1981,

31) Ibıd., 1 30
32) Sanctı Aurelnu Augustinı De Ciultate del, ed Dombart and Kalb, CL x Iv11-

XIvil, 1955, 826-8721
33) According Leclercg, Dictionnaire d’Archeologie Chretienne el de iturgie

Z 1953, col 3021, thıs SLOTY 15 first found In the Datıana historia ecclesiae Mediolanensis,
ate version of De SIM rbis Mediolanensis, which 18 be afte' before 000:; X 1
l’ 1933, coll 0984-985

34) ASS Augustı VI,; 359
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Stiltingh’s Judgment has een confirmed. We fınd that the (istercıan
Caesarlıus of Heisterbach sımılar SLOTY of recorded SINS marvel-
ously blotted OulL, but of saınted priıor of St.-Denis hearıng the
confession of dissolute Parıs student *>) and the anecdote 15 illustrated
ın fifteenth-century Englısh paınted WINdOW, but ıth Martın of J1ours,
8(0)1 Augustine, AS the subject;%).

Stiltiıngh reserved for INOTE etiaıle examınatıon and condemnatıon
another ıtem of the Augustine legend, 1 18 NOL Ooun In James of
Voragıne. Siınce Caxton speclally mentlions its absence, which he makes
g00d, from the Legenda the words of the Englısh INaY be quotedCaxton’s Addition to the ‘ Legenda sancti Augustini”  205  Stiltingh’s judgment has been confirmed. We find that the Cistercian  Caesarius of Heisterbach tells a similar story of recorded sins marvel-  ously blotted out, but of a sainted prior of St.-Denis hearing the  confession of a dissolute Paris student *°), and the anecdote is illustrated  in a fifteenth-century English painted window, but with Martin of Tours,  not Augustine, as the subject?°).  Stiltingh reserved for more detailed examination and condemnation  another item of the Augustine legend, which is not found in James of  Voragine. Since Caxton specially mentions its absence, which he makes  good, from the Legenda aurea, the words of the English may be quoted:  ... Many other myracles hath god shewed by his lyfe / and also after  his deth / whiche were ouer longe to wryte in this booke / For they  would I suppose conteyne a book as moche as al this & more / but  among other vnder correction I wylle sette here in one myracle /  whiche I haue sene paynted on an aulter of saynt Austyn at the  blacke Freres at Andwerpe / how be it/ I fynde hit not in the  legende myn exampler / neyther in Englysshe Frensshe / ne in latyn /  It was soo that this gloryous Doctor made and compyled many  volummes as a fore is sayd / among whome he made a book of the  Trynyte / In whiche he studyed / and mused sore in his mynde / soo  ferforthe / that on a tyme as he wende by the see syde in Aufryke  studyeng on the Trynyte / he fonde by the see syde a Ilytel childe /  whyche hadde made a lytel pytte in the sonde / and in his honde a  lytel spone / And wyth the spone he tooke oute water of the large  See / and poured hit in to the pytte ‘“And whanne saynt Augustyn  behlde hym / he merueyled / and demaunded hym / what he dyde  And he answerd and sayde / I wylle lade oute / and brynge alle this  water of this See in to thys pytte / what sayd he / hit is Impossyble /  How maye hit be done / sythe the See is soo greete and large / and  thy pytte and spone soo lytylle / yes forsothe sayd he / I shalle  lyghtlyer / and sonner drawe alle the water of the See / And brynge  hit in to this pytte / than thow shalt brynge the mysterye of the  Trynyte and his dyuynyte in to thy lytel vnderstandynge / as to the  regard therof For the mysterye of the Trynyte is greter and larger 'to  the comparyson of thy witte and brayne / than is this grete see vnto  this Iytel pytte And therwith the childe vanysshed (f. cclx(x)vij®)  away / thenne here may euery man take ensample / that no man /  and specially symple let'tred men / ne vnlerned presume to entremete  °) J. Strange, ed.: Caesarii Heisterbachensis Dialogus miraculorum, 2 vols., Cologne,  1851,  i‚ pp. 73-76.  °°) In St. Martin’s, York, where I was obliged to Dr. Peter Newton for pointing this  outMany other myracles hath god shewed by hıs lyfe and also after

hıs deth whiche WeTiTC MCr onge wrytie in thıs 00 For they
WOU SUDDOSC conteyne book d moche AS ql thıs INOIC but
IN other vnder correction wylle ere in ONeEe myracle
whiche aue SCINC paynted aulter of Austyn al the
blacke Freres at Andwerpe how be ıt ynde hıt not iın the
egende INYyI exampler neyther ın Englysshe Frensshe ın atyn

Was SOO that thıs gloryous Doctor made and compyle ManYy
volummes dSs fore 15 sayd whome he made book of the
Irynyte In whiche he studyed and mused SOIC In hıs mynde SOO
erIo that iyme ASs he wende Dy the SCr syde In Aufryke
studyeng the Irynyte he onNn! Dy the SC syde ytel childe /
whyche made yie. ın the sonde and In hıs on
yte. And yth the he tooke ute Wa of the arge
See and poured hıt ın the °And whanne yn ugustyn
behlde hym he merueyled and demaunded hym / what he dyde
And he answerd and sayde wylle ade Outfe and rynge alle thıs

of thıs See ın thys hat sayd he hıt 1S Impossyble
How MaYyc hıt be one SYy the See 1s SOO greete and arge and
thy and SO lytylle yYCS Orsothe sayd he challe
lyghtlyer and SONNECETI drawe alle the of the See And rynge
hıt in tOo thıs pytte / than thow rynge the mysterye of the
Irynyte and hıs yuynyte ın thy ytle vnderstandynge 4S tO the
regard therof For the mYySsterye of the Irynyte 15 greier and larger to
the COMIMDATIYSON of thy wıtte and brayne than 15 thıs SCC Vvnto
thıs yle. And herwiıth the childe vanysshed (L, cclx(x)v1) *)
dWaY thenne ere INaY CUCTY INa take ensample / hat man /
and speclally symple let'tred INnen vnlerned PTESUMC entremete

35) Strange, ed (’aesarıl Heisterbachensis Dialogus miraculorum, vols., Cologne,
1851, 73-76

36) In St Martın’s, Y ork, where W ds oblıged IIr etier Newton for pomting thıs
Out
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INUSC yghe hynges of the godhede erther han be
enfourmed Dy OUT faythe For OUT only ey shalle suffyse VS206  E. Colledge  ne to muse on hyghe thynges of the godhede ferther than we be  enfourmed by our faythe / For our only feyth shalle suffyse vs ...?7)  In his analysis, Stiltingh received this story with marked scepticism.  He had found it in the Catalogus sanctorum of Peter of Natalis, ob.  1370°8), the Venetian secular priest, later bishop of Iesolo, who had  compiled a manual for preachers’ use of hagiographical material, some  of it additional to what could be found in the Legenda aurea. Stiltingh’s  adverse judgment was partly based on the lateness of this recording, on  the appearance of the incident in a number of other mediaeval Augustine  sources of unequal value, and on their disagreement about where the  apparition took place. Again, the Bollandist’s verdict is shown to be just  by more recent investigations. Elena Croce reported*°) that in the  thirteenth century the same story had been recounted, but not with  Augustine as the central figure. It is told by Caesarius of Heisterbach, ob.  c. 1240, in his Libri miraculorum i 1:  Die quadam cum Parisius in scolis cuiusdam eximii magistri dis-  putacio haberetur de sacramento Trinitatis, ceperunt scolares ab eo  requirere aliquam manifestam similitudinem, per quam intelligere  valerent, quomodo in una deitate tres esse-possent persone, Pater  scilicet, Filius et Spiritus Sanctus, ita ut quelibet earundem per-  sonarum Deus sit, nec tamen tres dii, ses unus credendus sit. Quibus  ille de sciencia sua presumens respondit : ‘Cras dicam vobis bonam  similitudinem’. Cui tota nocte per cogitacionem laboranti, cum  nichil relacione dignum occurreret et mane scolas intranti discipuli  dum promissam similitudinem importunius exigerent, tacuit ille.  Qui cum instarent, magister capucio caput operiens cum silencio  exivit et supra ripam Secane residens amplius de interrogatis  meditari cepit. Et ecce infantulum speciossimum contra se sedere  conspexit, qui fossam modicam quam fecerat digitulo flumini  crebrius intincto eandem fossulam diligenter intus circumlinivit. In  culus aspectu delectatus, cum eum interrogaret et diceret: ‘Quid  operaris, bone puer?’, respondit: ‘Ego omnes aquas huius fluminis  inducere volo in hanc fossam’. Cui cum diceret scolasticus: ‘Hoc  omnino impossibile est’, subiunxit infans: ‘Possibilius est michi hoc  37) From the British Library copy. Ff. cc(1)xxvj-celx(x)vij are K and K, two folios  from the second edition; De Ricci: Census, p. 102, no. 98, and see note 23 above.  38) Eubel i 24; on the Catalogus, see A. Poncelet: ‘Le legendier de Pierre Calo’,  Analecta Bollandiana xxix, 1910, pp. 5-116, 34-35.  39) Bibliotheca Sanctorum i, Rome, 1961, art.: ‘Agostino Aurelio’ vi: ‘Iconografia €  Monumenti’.37)
In hıs analysıs, Stiltingh rece1ved thıs SLOTY wıth marked scepticısm.

He had OUnN! it in the Catalogus SANCLOTrUM of Peter of Natalıs, ob
370°°) the Veneti1an secular priest, later bıshop of lesolo, wh had
compıile manual fOor Preachets UuUs«c of hagıographical materı1al, SOINC

of ıt addıtional {O what COUuU be oun ıIn the Legenda Stiltingh’s
adverse Judgment W as partliy ase' the ateness of hıs recordıing,
the dDPCALTANCEC ÖfF the incıdent iın number of other mediaeval Augustine
OUTICECS of unequal value, and theır disagreement about where the
apparıtıon took place gaıln, the Bollandıst verdıict 1S cshown be Just
Dy INOTE recent investigat1ons. ena Croce repörted®”) that ın the
thırteenth CeENLUTY the SdIll®e had been recounted, but 1a(01! wıth
Augustine AdS the central figure. 1S told by ('aesarıus of Heısterbach, ob

1240, 1ın hıs Libri miraculorum 11
Die quadam En Parısıus ın scolıs culusdam eX1m11 magıstrı dıs-
putacıo haberetur de sacramento Trıinıtatis,u scolares ab
requırere alıquam manıfestam siımılıtudınem, DCI qUam intellıgere
valerent, quomodo In un deıtate tires CsSse -nDOossent PCISONC, Pater
scılıcet, Fılıus eit Spirıtus Sanctus, ıta ut quelıbe earundem DCI -
ONaIUum Deus sıt, NC ires dı1, SCS 1NUs credendus s1ıt Quıbus
lle de sclencla SUa PTICSUMICNS respondiıt : °"CTras diıcam vobıs bonam
simılıtudinem.). Ün Ltota pCI cogitacıonem laborantı. CUu
nıchıl relacıone dıgnum OCCUrrerel el INanlec scolas intrantı dıscıpulIı
dum promıssam simılıtudinem iImportunius exigerent, taculıt lle
Quı ( instarent, magıster Capuc1o pu operlens C sılenc10
ex1vıt el rıpam Secane residens amplıus de interrogatıs
meditarı cepit. Et BUE infantulum spec10ssımum cContra sedere
ConspexIıt, quı fossam modicam QUaM fecerat digıtulo flumını
crebrius intincto eandem fossulam dılıgenter intus ciırcumlınıviıt. In
CU1US aspectiu delectatus, (} C interrogaret el diceret : ‘Quı1d
operarıIs, one puer ?., respondıt : 'Eg20 hulus flumınıs
inducere volo In anc fossam). C ul Cu dıiceret scolastıcus: "Hoc
Oomnıno impossıbıle est”. subilunxıt infans: ‘Possıbilius est michtı hoc

37) From the British Lıbrary CODPY-. F{. cc(N)xxv]-cclx(X)vi) A1C K 1 and K, LWO folıos
from the second edıtion: De Rıcc1: Census, 102, 98, and SCC ote 23 above.

38) Eube!l 24 : the Catalogus, D oncele! "Le legendıer de Pıerre alo ,
ANalecta Bollandıiana XXIX, 1910, z 16, 34-35

39) Bibliotheca Sanctorum Rome, 1961, art ‘Agostino urel0’ V1 ‘Iconografia
Monumenti1’).
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facere qUam DCI simılıtudınem sacramentum Irıinıtatiıs
explicare’ 40)
In thıs vers1o0n, 1t ıll be SCCIL, the recıplent of the VIS1ON 1s not

named, but ATeC told hat he W as dıstinguished cholar of Parıs: and
the child has dug 1ts 1ftCc in the bank of the Seine. ena Croce also
relates another form of it, by Robert of Sorbon, ob 1274, in whiıch,
lıkewıse, the 1s the Iver Seine, but the cholar 15 identif1ed d > lan
of

Here ATiIC presented ıth the phenomenon, famılıar ag10-
graphy, of transference, the PTOCCSS DYy 1C such aCCoun(i, OT, it INAaYy
DE, SOINC traıt plctorlially represented, became etachHe from ıts orıgınal
subject and, AS ıt WEIC, floated Ireely, avaılable for borrowıng DYy the
bıographers of other saınts. We ave J]ready noticed that ıt WAaS, in ONC

vers1on, the au commıtted by Augustine whıich Was entered iın the
deviıl’s book, be mıraculousiy expunge when he had made reparation,
VEl ıIn another, it WAas Martın and nOoTt Augustine wh had rece1ved thıs
S11gn of forg1ıveness. Elsewhere 1t has een observed that ALC told, ın
OMNC ‘hıstory”, about Thomas Aquinas, ıIn another of Francıs of Assısı,
that the saınt’s sudden ongıng eal herrings, TaTiTec and unprocurable,
Was wonderfully gratified): and INOTIC recently ıt has een cshown 42)
that the legend of the Schutzmantelmadonna, VIS1IONS of Mary enfoldıng
favoured souls in her protecting mantle, orıginally, ıt WOU SCCIN,
Cistercian iın OT121N, Was approprliated by Henry * Suso for hıs autO-

biography, where he told ıt of hıimself.
Evıdence offered Dy medıaeval Augustine-1conography aCCcords ıth

the conclusıon which Stiltingh TEW from the eXlS: that Caxton’s
addıtion represents late accretion In the evolution of the salınt’s legend
Whether OT nNnOT the arlısle Can onNs had ACCCSS the Englısh Golden

ngend in plannıng the SCTGECH which they WOIC COommı1ss1on1ng, they

40) Alfons a, ed Die Wundergeschichte des C(’aesarius VonNn Heisterbach.
Publikationen der Gesellschaft für Rheinische Geschichtskunde x111, Bonn, 1933, and cir
OYyS Meıster, ed Die Fragmente der Libri VIII Miraculorum des (aesarıiıus
Heisterbach, Römische Quartalschrift für christliche Alterthumskunde nd für
Kirchengeschichte, Supplement X1V, Rome, 1901, 68-69

4l) Edmund olledge: he Legend of St TIThomas Aquımas’, In Armand Maurer,
ed St Thomas Aquinas, ommemoOratıve Studies, vols., oronto, 197/4, @

42) Edmund olledge and arler ‘° Mystıcal” Pıctures In the uso
AExXemplar”: Strasbourg (Archivum ratrum Praedicatorum V, 9084 al
press)
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ncCclIude plcture show thıs CV VELY probably because theır
pattern-Dook for the artıst’s guldance dıd nOT contaın ıt 1I1wo such
Augustine pattern-books, fiıfteenth-century German, aTie NO Berlın
Kupferstichkabinett 78 A 19a%) and Boston Publıc Lıbrary
483%) both of1C ack the wıth the child, AS o€s Arsenal
542, scheme, unıllustrated, for forty-eight drawıngs cshow episodes
from the salnt’s ıfe wıth explanatory captıons in Latın, copled from that
of the Aq_gustinian frıar James Legrand, 1 365-1415; other transcrıpts
AIC In [WO Jege manuscripts  45). One of the story's first representations
to ave gained celebrıty the art historı1ans 15 fresco, paınted
3-1 Dy Benozzo Gozzolı: al San Gemignano**°). Next, probably,
ONC should mention the altarpıece acquıred, after ManYy changes of
ownershıp, Dy the New ork Metropolıitan Museum, NO in The
(oinsters. Max Friedländer suggested though thıs has een contested

that thıs 1S by the Same paınter AdSs c Bıshop Enthroned/’, paınting
then recently arrıved al the Bruges Museum, ıIn ic the sıtter s
rıght, through Italıanate pıllare: loggıa Can be glımpse the COIMN-

pleted bell-tower al Bruges and other andmarks of the cıty, rendered in
paınstakıng detaıl hıs led Friedländer tO PDTODOSC, for the bıshop’s
portraıt, datıng ‘certamly208  E. Colledge  included no picture to show this event, very probably because their  pattern-book for the artist’s guidance did not contain it. Two such  Augustine pattern-books, fifteenth-century German, are now MS Berlin  Kupferstichkabinett 78A 19a*°) and MS Boston Public Library  1483**), both of which lack the scene with the child, as does MS Arsenal  542, a scheme, unillustrated, for forty-eight drawings to show episodes  from the saint’s life with explanatory captions in Latin, copied from that  of the Augustinian friar James Legrand, c. 1365-1415; other transcripts  are in two Liege manuscripts*°). One of the story’s first representations  to have gained celebrity among the art historians is a fresco, painted  1463-1465, by Benozzo Gozzoli at San Gemignano*°). Next, probably,  one should mention the altarpiece acquired, after many changes of  ownership, by the New York Metropolitan Museum, now in The  Cloisters. Max Friedländer suggested — though this has been contested  — that this is by the same painter as ‘A Bishop Enthroned’, a painting  then recently arrived at the Bruges Museum, in which, to the sitter’s  right, through an Italianate pillared loggia can be glimpsed the com-  pleted bell-tower at Bruges and other landmarks of the city, rendered in  painstaking detail. This led Friedländer to propose, for the bishop’s  portrait, a dating ‘certainly ... after 1482 — probably around 1490’, and  to suggest that the Cloisters triptych, which shows Augustine’s legend in  much detail, was commissioned for ‘a church of the Augustinians in  Bruges’*7). Others are less persuaded of the painter’s localization; and  ‘Augustinians in Bruges’ possessed two churches. A house of friars had  been founded from Malines in 1250, six years, that is, before the ‘Grand  Union’ achieved the amalgamation of the friars with several smaller  congregations following similar ways of life; and their great church in the  +3) Jeanne and Pierre Courcelle: xvy — see note 4 above — pp. 27-64 and Plates ii-  XXXV.  +4) Jeanne and Pierre Courcelle, ed.: Vita sancti Augustini imaginibus adornata,  Paris, 1964. Rudolph Arbesmann, whose recent death is so great a loss to classical and  mediaeval scholarship, published a perceptive review of this and the Courcelles’ other  studies : ‘A _Pioneering Work in Augustinian Iconography’, Recherches Augustiennes iV,  Paris, 1966, pp. 27-36.  +5) Jeanne and Pierre Courcelle: xv, pp. 17-23 and Plate i.  46) Ibid., pp. 85-106 and Plate 1x.  +7) ‘The Bruges Master of St. Augustine’, Art in America xXv, 1937, pp. 47-54; but  see especially the published notes by Nicole Veronee-Verhaegen to Friedländer’s Early  Netherlandish Painting Vol. II, Part II, Leyden, 1971, pp. 119-127, for which second  reference I an obliged to Fr. A. Ampe.after 4872 probably around and

uggest that the Cloisters trıptych, which cshows Augustine’s legend in
much detaıl, Was commıiıss1ıoned for church of the Augustinıians in
Bruges;). Others dIC less persuaded of the paınter’s localızatıon: and
‘Augustin1ians iın Bruges possessed {WO churches. house of friars had
been ounded from Malınes in 1250. S1X> that 1S, before the Gran
Unıi0on’ achieved the amalgamatıon of the frıars wıth everal maller
congregations followıng simılar Wdy>S of lıfe.; and theır church iın the

43) Jeanne and Pıerre Courcelle CC ote above 27-64 and Plates 11-
5& w'£

44) Jeanne and Pıerre Courcelle, ed 1ta sanct!ı Augustini Imaginibus adornata,
Parıs, 964 Rudolph Arbesmann, whose recent death 15 l10ss classıcal and
mediaeval scholarshıp, publıshed perceptive reVIeW of hıs and the Courcelles er
tudıes . Pıoneering Work in Augustinıan Iconography , Recherches Augustiennes 1V,
Parıs, 1966, 27-36

45) Jeanne and Pıerre Courcelle AV, WE and ate
46) Ibıd., and ate x
47) “IThe Bruges aster of S{ Augustine’, Art INn Amerıica AAÄV, 1937, 47-54:; but

SCC especılally the publıshed nOotes by Nıcole Veronee-Verhaegen Friedländer Early
Netherlandish aintıng Vol IL, Part IL, Leyden, LOV7T 119-127, for whiıich second
reference oblıged FTr Ampe
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cCıty, consecrated 1ın 2 W as patroniızed by communlıtıies of resident
alıen traders, wh: made costly g1 _O embellısh the chapels ın 1C
they worshipped. The Augustinıan eneral archıves record that in @2
John ulton, lector of the Englısh provınce, W as appomted the
communıty sSo that he MaYy provıde fıtting CaIrec for the Englısh merchants
lıyıng there‘*®): But there 1s 200d TeCAason for ınkıng that the trıptyc
Was paınted not for frıars but for CanNOoNs egular At ruges, the sıte
which became known 4S the “Eechhoutte’ Was granted them in 1130,

earlıer foundatıon havıng een destroyed in hostilıties. Thıs second
house urvıved untıl the eighteenth century  49). Originally, the Courcelles
accepted Friedländer datıng and attrıbutions yel theır admırabily
photographed detaıl, the in the rıght-hand COITINECETI of the
altarpıece, cshows the C al MNver bank where ıt 1S endeavourıng
DOUT into hole ıth ıts cupped hand, eıng interrogated Dy
Augustine, dressed neıther dsSs bıshop NO ITarT, but 1ın d regular’s
cho1ır habıt AS LOO0 he 15 in several SCCI1CS of the arlısle SCTBECN whıte
rochet and a almuce, wıth doctor’s red Düla?2)ı Friedländer ca
thıs A “often-depicte meeting’; yel Caxton iın Antwerp ıt eviıdently
W dsS novel, which u  9 furthermore, that there W dads such pıcture
IN the objects ın the Bruges friars’ church, where VEIY probably he
Was accustomed attend Mass. Fınally, MaYy mentıi1on Botticellı
‘Vısıon of St Augustine’, in the San Barnaba predella NO in the
Uffizı?). despıite the dıistinetion of these indıvıdual treatments of
the ubject, there ave een lıttle demand for ıt from patrons.

None the less, the legend and ıts 1icon dıd nOot dısappear; and ıIn ONC

later representation of Augustine find it d mınor attrıbute,
allusıon SOINC detaıl of saınt’'s hıstory less ell known than those
whiıich contrıbuted the emblem by which he 1s INOIC generally
recognized in hıs plctures. has, for example, een cshown 53) that enry

48) Adalbero Kunzelmann: Geschichte der deutschen Augustiner-LEremiten: Das
dreizehnte Jahrhundert, Würzburg, 1969, 92:; Die kölnische YOovinz his ZUM nde des
Mittelalters, 1972, 93, 94, 96 and ote 418 OW! ese valuaDbDle references FT
Benedict Hackett

4-9) Edouard Michel : Abbayes monasteres de Belgique, Brussels and Parıs, 1923,
102

50) Jeanne and Pıerre Courcelle XVI-XVIL, 1972, 1471 but SCC Verhaegen’s
notes ote 4 / above.

51) Jeanne and Pıerre Courcelle: XVI-XVIL, ate CXXIX.
52) Kaftal: The Iconography of the Saıints IN T uscan Painting, Florence, 1952, Fıg

114, 110, for which reference, and others, ındebted Mrs Elızabeth Beatson of the
Princeton Index of Christian

53) Edmund olledge and arler .  ystıical ” Piıctures’ SCC ote
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SUsSo 1S usually identifiable hrough the chaplet of red and whıte 9
sıgnifyıng hıs sharıng ıIn the sufferings of the Passıon and hıs purıty, wıth
1C the paınters commonly depıct hım but that, AS [WO such m1nor
attrıbutes, he 15 accompanıed sometımes by dog wıth rag In ıts Jaws,
somet1imes Dy owl SO LOO Augustine’s moOost frequent attrıbute 1s the
Heärt: pierced wıth and aflame, which Iludes hıs words:
‘Sagıttaueras COI INCUMN S 54) but In the former house of Augustinıan
friars ql ohr (Rottenburg, Lower Bavarıa), the church has statue,
baroque of the seventeenth 0)8 eighteenth CEeNTUTY, nOL, ıtE recorded
OI illustrated ıIn an Yy study the generally well-ınformed Lexikon der
christlichen Ikonographie has Löffel’ ENLIIY howıng hım d bıshop,
wıth, al hıs feet, dıfferent emblem, derived from the tale which Caxton
related, seated na C 16 wıth ıts eft hand polnts heaven
and wıth the other gTrasps gilded Spoon - ?).

One of the interests of thıs Caxton addıtion 18 that ıt nables us

waitch, ds seldom Call, Iconography al work, achleving 1ts
1S irue that the observer 18 far from eiıng the AaVCIABC INan, ıllıterate, OL,
ASs Caxton hımself defined ıt, sem1-lıterate, al whom the paınters of holy
plctures WeIC aımıng. Caxton Was ell read and of decıded Lastes, and
ONe INAaYy DITECSUMIC that the SLOTY of the the chore WOU ave
alftfecte hım In much the SdI1Nle fashıon. had he COMEC ACTOSS it In Peter of
Natalıs’s book Instead, he earned of ıt ASs ST1 arge though by then
dımınıshıng section of the publıc acquıred what knowledge of lıterature
they possessed; and the image Was sufficıently unfamılıar provoke hıs
interested enquirIies. gulde Was hand {O ANSWeEeT them, the Flemish
iriar: and thıs ıllustrates the essenti1al role ıIn such enCounters of
informed commenta(tor, wh COUuU explaın and gl0ss for the benefit of
unınstructed sıghtseers. Beyond ou the relıg10us conducting Caxton
WOU hope, wıth the arlısle CanNnons readıng off and expoundıng the
couplets theır SCICCNH, for visıtors’ alms: and he WOU consıder the
transactıon Justıfied, when INnen sımpler far than thıs travellıng Englısh
bookseller earned Dy such essent1al truth, that the doectrine of
the Trinıty must remaın beyond mortal understandıng.

Yet the profits accruımng from the exhıbıtion of art-object would
be In comparıson wıth hat book COUuU produce IC met

demand The Legenda ave SCCH, W dsS rıngıng such

54) Confessiones SK Oofe 134
55) Fr Alex1us oth kındly TEW attention hıs attractıve object.
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benefits the ook-trade before printing had een invented: and
thereafter ıt W ds regularly tocked Dy publıshers whose ealıngs Caxton
COUu ave ollowe TIhe first Latın ıllustrated edıtiıon CaImIne in 4/1 from
Günther Zaıiıner of ugsburg, where ın the next{fi thırteen it SI  D

ollowe: by another eighteen 56) The earlıest production wıthout plct-
ICS IC Can be ate' wıth certaınty 1S of 14 /5, printed al Parıs: and
before the Englısh Legend, there had appeared, iın Latın; three from
Venice 1480, and OC each from yons before 16 rl

and, ın 1481, from Cologne, Nuremberg and Strasbourg > ’).
Caxton states that iın preparıng hıs {exti he had consulted Latın, French
and Englısh vers10ns. The only known earlıer Englısh translatıon of the
Legenda 18 the Legende CUISOLY comparıson of the Caxton
‘Augustine’ wıth that ın Brıtish Lıbrary Addıtıional f 15 76.
1605, INC °‘Selint Austyn the noO doctour W as borne yn Aufrık y the
cıte of Cartage and Was of full honest kynrede uthat Caxton’’s
Englısh INa y be modernizıng the older FOXT: 1cC 15 also the opınıon of
Rıchard Hamer, wh has edıted from ıt ‘Ni_cho as’, ‘George’ and
‘Bartholomew’ 58) but ıt WOU be rash ase conclusions anythıng
EeEss than full collatıon of all manuscrı1pts of the Legende wıth
Caxton and wıth the Latın and French. for which investi1gators WOU
ST1 need produce theır OW TIhe Legende Was made from
Jean de Vıgnay  S Legende Doree, which 1s probably what Caxton qa1soO
sed Hıs second prologue the book, INC A e holy and blessed
doctour Jerome SaYyS 59) partly translates Vıgnay’s work, of1C.

complete edıtıon W as printed al yons ıIn 478 by 1ıchAholas ılıppe
and Mark Reynaud°°). ese figures, which do nOoTt comprise nNs-
atıons into languages such d utc and German, show steady sales:
and ıt eed not be questioned that these CaImnec from the clergy, Dy
profession lettered, wıth un for book-buyıng, and acquıre
a1ds in that recurring chore, the preparatıon of Sunday CIINONS has
been suggested that thıs W ds the object IC Bartholomew of Irent had

56) ‘Legenda aurea’, in Lexikon des Buchwesens, Le1ipzı1g, 936
57) Only volumes whıch the icunabulısts assıgn specıfic dates ave een cıted from

the Current catalogues of the Bıblıotheque Natıonale and the Briıtish Library.
58) Three Iıves from the Legende, Mıddle Englısh exts, general edıtor

Gorlach Y, Heıdelberg, 1978, whıich had not consulted when desceribed the Legende
In ‘Cephalologıe’ SCC ote 7

59) V Crotch, ed The Prologues and Epilogues of William Caxton, London,
1928, ICDT. New York, 1971, pp.. /1-73

60) Bıblıotheque Natıonale Catalogue general, EOF7Z. which aCcepts Copinger’s date
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in VIEW, works noTt ntende for readıng Aal0OuU: part of the lıturgıical
offiıce OI durıng conventual meals, but for private study and rehearsal
the laity® °} As single instance of the regard ın which priests held James
of Voragıne’s work, ONeC IMaYy cıte the wiıll, proved ın 1457, of John
Edlıngton, rTeCLiOr of Kırkby Ravensworth, In which he bequeathed
John Bosbury, eviıdently serving d hıs assıstant mY arge portiforium,
IMY mıiıssal, the book called Pupilla oculi, the Legenda calendar,
halıce parce]l gılt and portable altar of Jet wıth the rest of ıts
ornaments’ °*), all valuable equıpment for parısh clerıc lıying ın rural
isolatıon. ose who undertook the printing of the Legenda must ave
regarde thıs dSs safe speculatıon.

We ave already noticed elements ın the Augustine legend, ASs James
of Voragıne, hıs PTECUTISOIS and, followıng hım, Wıllıam Caxton had
contrıbuted i 1CcC Stiltıngh rejeeted: and In thıs SCC hım
applyıng the princıple 1C hıs emınent SUCCCSSOT, Hıppolyte elehaye,
Was formulate:212  E. Colledge  in view, works not intended for reading aloud as part of the liturgical  office or during conventual meals, but for private study and rehearsal to  the laity°!). As a single instance of the regard in which priests held James  of Voragine’s work, one may cite the will, proved in 1457, of£ John  Edlington, rector of Kirkby Ravensworth, in which he bequeathed to  John Bosbury, evidently serving as his assistant ‘my large portiforium,  my missal, the book called Pupilla oculi, the Legenda aurea, a calendar, a  chalice parcel gilt and a portable altar of jet with the rest of its  ornaments’®°?), all valuable equipment for a parish cleric living in rural  isolation. Those who undertook the printing of the Legenda must have  regarded this as a safe speculation.  We have already noticed elements in the Augustine legend, as James  of Voragine, his precursors and, following him, William Caxton had  contributed to it, which Stiltingh rejected; and in this we see him  applying the principle which his eminent successor, Hippolyte Delehaye,  was to formulate: ‘... ne pas confondre la personnalite du saint avec le  portrait imagine par les hagiographes’°*). But Stiltingh did not give this  as his reason for objecting to the story which Caxton had repeated; he  did so chiefly because it created problems of chronology, by in its context  implying that Augustine had been engaged in the composition of De  trinitate much earlier than was the case. Yet the anecdote itself in no way  conflicts with what else we know of Augustine’s temper, as scholar and  as man. It tells us in its artless fashion how he was supernaturally  admonished that we shall not enter the kingdom of heaven unless we are  made into little children, to whom that divine wisdom is revealed which is  hidden from learned men.  Augustine himself had reaffirmed these evangelical sayings:  Res enim magna tractatur, et non a magnis, imo multum parvis:  spem tamen et fiduciam dat nobis, qui magnus propter nos factus  est parvus. Si enim ab illo non exhortaremur, nec invitaremur ad  eum intelligendum, sed desereret nos tanquam contemptibiles; quia  capere non possumus divinitatem ipsius, si non caperet ipse mortali-  tatem nostram, et perveniret ad nos ut loqueretur nobis evangelium;  si quod in nobis abjectum et minimum est, noluisset communicare  nobiscum; putaremus eum noluisse nobis dare magnum suum, qui  suscepit parvum nostrum ©*).  EDMUND COLLEDGE, O.S.A.  °1) G. Abate: ‘Il Liber epilogorum ...’ — see note 27.  °2) J. Raine, ed.: Wills and Inventories of the Archdeaconry of Richmond, Surtees  Society xxvi, 1853, p. 3.  63) ‘La legende de la bienheureuse Ida de Toggenburg’, Melanges d’hagiographie  grecque et latine, Brussels, 1966, pp. 347-352; p. 552.  ©4) In Johannis evangelium tractatus xxii, PL xxxv col. 1574.Das confondre la personnalıte du saınt AVCC le
portraıt imagıne par les hagiographes’°*). Rut Stiltingh dıd not g1ve thıs
AS hıs I[CAasSsOonNn fOr objecting the SLOTY ; &9 Caxton had repeated; he
dıd chiefly because it created problems ofchronology, by ıIn ıts Context

mplyıng that Augustine had een engaged ıIn the composıtıon of De
trinıtate much earlıer than W das the &@ K{ Yet the anecdote ıtself ın Wdy
conflıcts ıth hat else NOW of Augustine’s temper, d cholar and
4S INa  - us In ıts artless ashıon how he W ds supernaturally
admoniıshed that nOoTt the kıngdom of heaven unless dIC

made into lıttle children, whom hat dıvıne wısdom 1s revealed which 1S
hıdden from earned INenNn

Augustine hıimself had reaffirmed these evangelıcal Sayıngs:
Res enım tractatur, et NO  —_ magnıs, 1mMoO multum DarvIS:

SPCIMN ef fiducı1am dat nobıs, quı INAagNUS propter NOS factus
est 1 enım ab 1No 1O  —; exhortaremur, D invıtaremur ad
CUu intellıgendum, sed desereret 105 tanquam contemptibiles; qula
CapcIcC NO dıvyinıtatem 1DS1US, 61 NON caperel ipse mortalı-

nOstram, efi pervenıret ad 110S ut loqueretur nobıs evangelıum ;
S1 quod in nobıs abjectum ei inımum esL, nolulisset cCommunıcare
nobıscum ; utaremus b} nolulisse nobıs are INAaSNUuMM SUUM, quı
suscepit NnOstrum 64)

EDMUND COLLEDGE, OS

61) Abate “1] Liber epilogorum212  E. Colledge  in view, works not intended for reading aloud as part of the liturgical  office or during conventual meals, but for private study and rehearsal to  the laity°!). As a single instance of the regard in which priests held James  of Voragine’s work, one may cite the will, proved in 1457, of£ John  Edlington, rector of Kirkby Ravensworth, in which he bequeathed to  John Bosbury, evidently serving as his assistant ‘my large portiforium,  my missal, the book called Pupilla oculi, the Legenda aurea, a calendar, a  chalice parcel gilt and a portable altar of jet with the rest of its  ornaments’®°?), all valuable equipment for a parish cleric living in rural  isolation. Those who undertook the printing of the Legenda must have  regarded this as a safe speculation.  We have already noticed elements in the Augustine legend, as James  of Voragine, his precursors and, following him, William Caxton had  contributed to it, which Stiltingh rejected; and in this we see him  applying the principle which his eminent successor, Hippolyte Delehaye,  was to formulate: ‘... ne pas confondre la personnalite du saint avec le  portrait imagine par les hagiographes’°*). But Stiltingh did not give this  as his reason for objecting to the story which Caxton had repeated; he  did so chiefly because it created problems of chronology, by in its context  implying that Augustine had been engaged in the composition of De  trinitate much earlier than was the case. Yet the anecdote itself in no way  conflicts with what else we know of Augustine’s temper, as scholar and  as man. It tells us in its artless fashion how he was supernaturally  admonished that we shall not enter the kingdom of heaven unless we are  made into little children, to whom that divine wisdom is revealed which is  hidden from learned men.  Augustine himself had reaffirmed these evangelical sayings:  Res enim magna tractatur, et non a magnis, imo multum parvis:  spem tamen et fiduciam dat nobis, qui magnus propter nos factus  est parvus. Si enim ab illo non exhortaremur, nec invitaremur ad  eum intelligendum, sed desereret nos tanquam contemptibiles; quia  capere non possumus divinitatem ipsius, si non caperet ipse mortali-  tatem nostram, et perveniret ad nos ut loqueretur nobis evangelium;  si quod in nobis abjectum et minimum est, noluisset communicare  nobiscum; putaremus eum noluisse nobis dare magnum suum, qui  suscepit parvum nostrum ©*).  EDMUND COLLEDGE, O.S.A.  °1) G. Abate: ‘Il Liber epilogorum ...’ — see note 27.  °2) J. Raine, ed.: Wills and Inventories of the Archdeaconry of Richmond, Surtees  Society xxvi, 1853, p. 3.  63) ‘La legende de la bienheureuse Ida de Toggenburg’, Melanges d’hagiographie  grecque et latine, Brussels, 1966, pp. 347-352; p. 552.  ©4) In Johannis evangelium tractatus xxii, PL xxxv col. 1574.SCC ote
62) Raiıne, ed and Inventories of the Archdeaconry of Richmond, Surtees

Soclety XXVI,; 1853,
63) La egende de Ia bıenheureuse Ida de Toggenburg’, elanges d’hagiographie

STECYUE el latıne, Brussels, 1966, 34 7-352; ..z
64) In Johannıtıs evangelium Iractatus XXIL, XAXV col 5/4


