
IHE CREATION AUGUSTINIAN
IDENTITY IHE LATER IDDLE GES

The infiuence of Augustine of 1ppo intellectual ıfe the West
has een omnıpresent. Yet the term ‘ Augustinianısm’ has assumed such
wıde varıety of definitions that 1n and of ıtself it (01 nOot Sa y much at all
about the actual adherence the eachıngs of St Augustine. The
definitional quagmıre resulting from attempts tO determine the legitimate
SCS of the YJective ‘ Augustinian’ 1S exemplified in the historiographical
debates surroundıng Augustine’s infÄiuence the CINCETSCNCC of
Reformatıiıon theology, and the theology of Martın Luther in particular.
ere 1S, nevertheless, dispute aM ONS cholars that the fourteenth
cen witnessed renalssance of Augustinı1an1sm, though there 1S
considerable dısagreement concerning hat that renalssance entailed, and
even IMOTESESO OVeCI ıts or1ıg1n and impact. Whıle modern cholars
continue tO debate the valıdıty of Varı0us references for the abe
‘ Augustinian , 0)8 the requiırements for beıing Augustinian , the ate
medieval ugustinıan Hermiuits clearly articulated theır understandıng
of theır rel1210uUs entity the irue SONS and eIrs of theır er
ugustine. The 0ongomıng endeavor Dy members of the er that
St ugustine Was the un1ıque father and ounder of the rdo Eremitarum
Sanctı Augustinl culminated in the Collectanea Augustiniana and the er

Vitasfratrum of the fourteenth-century Augustinian frıar, OT of
Quedlinburg The creation of the Augustinian identity, however,

campaıgn that had begun virtually simultaneously wıth the
institution of the er itself. 'The present artıcle 'aCc! the creation of the

Augustinian Order’s narratıve identity, 1C based the EMETSCNCC
of the Augustinıan myth. constructed in the early decades of the fourteenth
century.“

See Saak, “YThe Reception of Augustine in the ater ıddle Ages,” in The

Reception of the Church Fathers In the West, ed. Irena Backus, ols. (Leıden,
367-404:; idem,“Late Scholasticısm: Augustine’s Influence ON.  27 In Augustine Through the

Ages. An Encyclopedia, ed an Fitzgerald, OSA, ef al., Grand Rapıds, Michigan, 1999
750-755; SCS Iso forthcoming study, Spiritual Knowledge. Jordan of Quedlinburg and
the Theological Program of the Augustinian ’Studia b In the ater Middle Ages

narratıve identity 15 the °“ _ cıircular relatıon between hat mMay call
°character’—which May be that of individual ell that of people—and the
narratıves that both CXDTCSS and shape thıs character.” Paul Rıcoeur, Time and Narratıve,

ols (Chicago, 1984-1988), 248: ef. Paul Rıcoeur, The Conflict of Interpretations
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RIGINS

On July 15 3233 Pope exander summoned representatıves
from the Orders of St ugustine and St ıllıam, from the followers of
T1ar John Bonus, the Brethren of aV  © and the Brictinenses tOo CONVCNC

al ancta Marıa de]l Popolo Rome The result of the discussions Was

the foundatıon and first General Chapter of NC  Z rder, IC c  legıtı-
mızed for the Airst time the imposıtion of certaın rule diverse relıg10us

and the change irom rules ready approved.’”” TOM this time
forward, the dıverse members constituting the unıon WOIC LO be brought,
°into single observance of the WaYy of ıfe and unıform regulatıon of
living.”” Thus the er of Hermiuits of Saılint Augustine Calinc into
existence, confirmed by the bull Licet Ecclesiae Catholicae, issued by
exander prı 9, 125

TIhe 81 er STW quickly and spread OUgNOU! urope,
consısting of four provinces ermany alone by the end of the thirteenth
century. Yet 1ıth such expansıon the problem of definıtion SOON ArOsSscC

The Hermiuiuts 18 defend theır Mg O be called the SONS of Augustine
other rel1g10us rder, ollowıng in the footsteps of Augustine hımselft.

elr claım to un1que relationshıp ıth the Bıshop of 1ppo dıd not

unchallenged. At the Fourth Lateran Counscıl 1213 the foundatıon of
RS  < Orders forbidden, prohibıtion 1C repeated aft the Second
Councıl of Lyon (1274) At the later councıl, Pope Gregory SaVC
indicatıon of future plans for the hermits of ugustine and the armelıtes

(Evanston, IL, 4 < and idem, Freud and Philosophy: An SSAY Interpretation,
Tans. Denis Savange (New Haven, S6137 and 538-543

See Kuıters, ”T ıcet Ecclesiae Catholicae. Commentary, ” ugustıinıana (1956)
14-36; aspar Elm, Beiträge Geschichte des Wilhelmitenordens, Münstersche
Forschungen (Köln, 108-119:;: and Balbino Rano, ‘San Agustin los origenes
de Orden. Regla, Monaster10 de JTagaste Sermones ad fratres in eremo, ” in San

Agustıin el Centenario de Conversion 386/87-198 7, La Ciudad de Dios, Revista
finıana (1987) (E] Escorial, 649-727

uıters, *] _ ıcet Ecclesiae Catholicae,”
..  ın unamı ordinıs observantıam, ef vivendı formulam unıformem. ” 1Ce: Ekecclesiae

Catholicae, ed Albericus de Meyjer, Augustiniana (1956) 9-13; (hereafter cıted
LEC)

For analysıs of 1Cce: Ecclesiae and discussıon of the hıistorical developments
leadıng and stemmiıng from the Great Union, SCC Kuıiters, *} .ıcet Ecclesiae,” (as in
otfe above).

The Cjerman provınces WEeTITC Rheinland-Swabıia; Bavarıa: Thurıngia-Saxony;
and Cologne-Belgium.
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DYy allowıng them LO remaın in theır Current sState until future notice.® It 1s
possıble, however, that it only the intervention of Cardınal Rıchard
Annıbaldı, the protector of the OLSA, that persuaded the Pope IO follow
these lınes; accordıng IC6} the Francıscan chronicler Salımbene, egOrYy Was

plannıng SUDICSS the ESA until] Annıibaldı stepped in. The orıgınal
draft of the decree aft Lyon to g1ve MOTIC valıdıty tOo Salımbene than
ONC m1g expecCt from member of er in competition wıth the
OELSA, SINCE it contaıns qu.  ı  ıng phrase, later removed, referring 18 the
armelıtes and the ESA dSs Orders, “Claiming 18 ave een established
before the sa1d councıl (Le. Lateran IV) »10 Whether OT not Annıbaldı
played the seminal role in the OBSA’Ss survival, nOot only the er not

disbanded, but it alsSO Aourished in the later ecn CEeNTUrY, before
rece1ving officıal and firm confirmatıon from Pope Boniface
ese early legal challenges to the Order’s leg1ıtimacy made MmMoOst evident
the eed for firm documentatıon hat the historicıty of the Augustinian
Hermits Was beyond question. The Support of Boniface VIII nOot

sufficient, SOON 118 become clear.
In 1377 Pope Jo  Sa @ i grante the petition of the Prior General

of the OESA, ıllıam of Cremona, for the Hermits of ST Augustine (8

establish monastery large enough LO house twenty-Nive friars

adjoinıng the basılıca of St Peter in Chel TO in avıa, where according
Thetradıtion, Kıng Luitbrand had brought Augustine’s body.

Augustinıan Hermiuits WEeEIC also gıven perm1ss1on to celebrate the divıne
office in the basılıca ogether wiıth the Augustinian Canons, who

previously had een the sole custodıians of Augustine’s relics. This

privılege, the ONC hand, DaVC official recognition the er the
irue heırs of St Augustine, ” but the other inıtiated long dıspute

Rudolphus 'besmann, “Henry of Friemar’s “Ireatıse the rıgin and Develop-
ment of the Order of the Hermiuit Friars and its Irue and eal Tıitle Augustiniana
(1956) 7 E 159 (hereafter cıted Arbesmann, HFT the text of Henry  s
Iractatus 1S found E which ll hereafter be cıted Hen Iract.).

Ibid., 7 C} 161
C  Carmelıtarum ef Eremitarum Augustinı ordınes, quı asserunt nte dictum

concılıum institutos..., ” cıted Dy Arbesmann, HFF 7 E 159
See ibid., 7 E 160
See ibid., 41; and Jordani de SAaxXxONnLA Liber Vitasfratrum 1,18, ed Winfridus

Hümpfner and Rudolph Arbesmann, Cassıcı1acum (New York, e
(hereafter Hümpfner’s introduction 11l be cıted Hümpfner, intro. and the text of
Jordan’s Liber Vitasfratrum

13 Jordan of Quedlinburg would uUusSc the OESA’S custody of Augustine’s tomb such
evidence in hıis Liber Vitasfratrum; SCC L7 ,  M Regarding John CS
donatıon the OLESA of St Augustine’s tomb, Jordan states thıs aCTi Was revealed
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between the Hermits of St Augustine and the Augustinian Canons
regardıng 1C the real Ordo Sanctı Augustini It only four VCars
later, after extensive negotiatıons ıth the Canons, that the ESA

ctually able 18 egın residency at St. Peter in Ciel To The early
negotiatiıons dıd nOL, however, put end IO the CONTrOVEerTSY. The conflict
evoked ser1es of treatises from both sides arguing for hıstorıical
priority. ” the fifteenth CeNtury it became celcehre until Pope
S1xtus prohibited all further discussions of the 1issue May 3,
1484 eady the 1330’s, Canon wrote treatise agaınst the DI1VI1-
ege: of the Hermits, brashly statıng h1is intent demonstrate that,

blessed Augustine 15 neıther the un1que er 191(0)8 patron of the aforesaı1d
rother hermits, NOT the hermits the peclal SONS of lessed Augustine

other than the friar preachers other rel1g10us whatsoever who
bound Dy the Rule of lessed Augustine, such 4S the egular Canons.

short, the hermits WEeEeIC founded neıther uniquely 1910)8 especlally by lessed
Augustine. er, 11l sShOow that blessed AugustineV WOTC the of
the hermits, 1OT that he wrote theır Rule OT DaVC them theır WaYy of lıfe, NOT

that he 1ve' wıth them personally, but rather, he 1ve' wıth the egular
Canons, for whom he principally and un1iquely down WaYy of ıfe and
wrote Rule ase! theır 1ving together, irom 1C the egular anons
gel theır name. ®

fratri nominato In Ordine; SCS 1,18 (65-67) Hümpfner argued that this frater
nNOMINALUS Was OI! himself (Hümpfner, intro., 11) Although Jordan (019 not clearly
state that it Was he who had thıs VIS1ION, it became accepted in the Order that he dıd; the
seventeenth-century Augustinian bibliographer, Elssıius, fOor example, 1ın hıs entry
Jordan WTOTteE An Y visıonem mirabılem habuıt, qua protendebaturu S.P
Augustini SSC Ordinı Eremitico redonandum. ” Elss1ıus, Encomiasticon Augustinianum,
(Bruxellıs, 1654; reprint: Westmead, Farnborough, Hanks, England, 411; J.
Hümpfner, intro., M

See Arbesmann, HFT, 58f:; aspar Elm, “Augustinus Canonicus-Augustinus
Eremita Quattrocento Cause Celebre,” in Christianity and the Renaissance. mage and
Religious Imaginatıon ıIn the Quattrocentro, ed. Timothy Verdon and John Henderson
(New York,

15 See Elm, “ Augustinus Canonicus-Augustinus Eremita. ” Alberic de Meyjer,
©3 *Saınnt Augustine and the Conversatıon ıth the Child the Shore The Hıstory
Behind the Legend,” Augustinian Heritage (1993) 2134

16 “Intendo in hoc opusculo clare lucıde demonstrare....quod eatus Augustinus NO

est praedictorum 'atrum heremitarum singularıs NC patronus, 191510 1ps1 fratres
heremitae 1PSIUS beatı Augustin1! fılıı specılales NC singulares alıter quam Sunt es

praedicatores vel IM} relı1g10s1 quicumque, quı regula beatı Augustinı innıtuntur, I tamen

Canonic1s regularıbus. quod, breviıter, ab 1PSO eato Augustino NECC specialiter NC

singularıter sunt institut1ı Item quod ıpse eatus Augustinus habıtum istorum 'atlrum
heremıtarum NUMYUaI detulıt NCC portavıt NeCC ‚OTUMM regulam NC modum vivendiı e1s
tradıdıt NC conscr1ipsıit NCC CUIIll e1s personalıter CONVIXIt, sed potius CUMM regularıbus
CanoOn1C1s, quibus princıpalıter ef singularıter conviıvendo ertum vivendiı modum ei ertam
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The ban 191  S religious Orders at the Fourth Lateran and the Second
Councıl of Lyon, combıined wıth the challenge from the Canons,
necessıtated defense from the Hermiuts. The Hermiuts needed 1180 show that
they WeIC establıshe' er DPrev10us to the Fourth Lateran the ONC

hand, and the other, that they, and they alone, WCIC the sıngular heırs
of Augustine They needed (0 theır antıquıty, theıir legitimacy, and
theır authenticıty. In short, they needed theır hıstory 118} establısh, for
themselves and for all detractors, that only the Hermuts had the MNg tO
refer 10 Augustine nOster. Thıis the context in 1C. in the
COUTSC of the first half of the een! Cen(turYy, the Augustinıan Hermiuts
created the ugustinıan myth

10 call the early ourteenth-century Augustinıan Hermits myth
makers’ INaY sound both unhiıstorical and Counter theır OW. understand-
ing of hat they WeTIC o1ng Neve:  eless, the appellatıon describes theır
UuUSsS«c of language and argumentatıon. ere 15 TCAasSson I9 OU! that In the
minds of the authors of the to be discussed shortly it the
historical ugustine who eitfeCctie the institution of the OESA, yel the
linguistic eve 1C chift occurred. The term ‘ Augustinus’ longer
signıfied the historical indıvidual, but rather the ‘founder of the Order?
‘ Augustinus’ became term in second-order semiological Ssystem. The
Janguage became mythıc when ‘ Augustinus’ assumed the sıgnificatıon of

noster.
Pointing 18 the mythıc Janguage used recount the 10graphy of

Augustine, however, 1S in iıtself insufficient for discerning the Augustinian
myth Lookıng beyond the function of the Janguage to the function of the
mythıc ONC discerns that the myth created Was myth of OrT1g21Ns and
foundatıons, etiologıcal micro-myth. * Mythıc foundational aCCOUun(itSs,
Wıllıam Doty has explaıned, ..  may be emphasized strongly during
per10ds when fragmentatıon OT attenuation threaten socıal Sstructures

per10d of Cultura. breakup INa y produce conservatıve reaction, eadıng 118
almost magical reaffirmatıon of the normatıve breakthrough of order

regulam, qua regulares cCanonicı nuncupantur, tradıdıt ei conscr1ipsit. ” Vat., Bıb. post.,
Vat. Reg. 5065 fol E quoted Dy Arbesmann, HF: Arbesmann notes that “the

manuscrıipt Was wrıtten in 1354 by the Canon Regular Durandus de Aln en ın
Westphalıa?).” /bid., 5 9

17 See Roland Barthes, Mythologies, trans. Dy Annette Lavers (New York, ] 14-
LE of: James Liszka’s eOrYy of transvaluatıon presented in his study, The Semiotic of
Myth. Critical Study of the Symbol (Bloomington, Ind.,

I8 For classıfıcatiıon of myths, ell excellent introduction the study of
myths, SCC ıllıam D0ty r Mythography. The Study and Myths and Rituals (Alabama,
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into chaos In the primeval era.  .”19 The situation the er aCce| ın the
Airst half of the een CEeNtUrYy MaYy not ave een ONC of COSmIC
chaos, but it ONe that threatened ıts Jegıtimacy and ee: its V
ex1istence. In thıs context Augustinıians appeale to the mythıc Org1nNs of
the ESA when Augustine re-establıshe: order from the chaos of hıis
dıspersed eIrs Myth creates and explains realıty. The ugustinıan myt
provıde the meanıngz for the Order’s WaY of life.“© The early fourteenth-
century hermuits constructed 10graphy of Augustine ic. DSaVC
historical proo of theır Order’s hıstorical Dr1ImMaCy. In O1ng, the hermıits
TEW from the medieval bıographies of Augustine, yel transformed the
AaCCOUNTS to form the Order’s narratıve entity the irue SONS of theır
er Augustine

11 UGUSTINE

The Ages WeTC not lackıng for eulogıies 18 ugustine. In the
we CENTUTY, Peter Comestor compared Augustine to raham, claımıng
that by h1s expositing holy scriptures and by hıis being the WI1Se archıtect of
the apostolıc ıfe in providıng hIis Rule, ugustine became Abraham,
the ather of many. When in the early fourteenth Century members of
the ESA wrote Augustine’s 10graphy aNCW, they had ample mater1al upOoN
1C TaW that lauded Augustine’s ııfe, teachıing, and iniuence. The
ViLlae of ugustıne wriıtten Dy Possıidius, Phılıp of arven: and acobus

19 Doty, Mythography,
20 Elıade, The Sacred and the Profane (New York,

Petrus Comestor Sermo In festo Augustinl, (L ermMO presents
lengthy analogy between Augustine and am Ihe pology of Augustine

alter Abraham continued, fınd in of the Bıshop of Avıgnon, Fernandus de

Hıspanıa, preached in 1352 ... Augustinus est| glor10sus Christı confessor velut er
Abraham...”. hıs 15 embedded in Jordan of Quedlinburg’s Opus Dan /Sermones
de sanctis/ (Strassburg, SCITINO 150 (hereafter Jordan’s Opus Dan ll be cıted
Jor. OD) It appCars In the mıdst of ser1es of Jordan’s SETITINONS Augustine (sermones
129-151). The rubrıic reads: “Sermo de SanCiO Augustino, factus magıstro Fernando de
Hıspanıa PEeTSONA saecuları et ep1SCOpO in Avmiione, praesentibus omnıbus cardınalıbus,
annoO domiını Moceccl1.” Josef Kürzinger has Iso pointed manuscrıpt of thıs$
Munich, StB Clim which g1ves the Samnec rubric fol 233° SCC

Kürzinger, Alfonsus Vargas Toletanus und seine theologische Einleitungslehre, Beiträge
ZUF Geschichte der Philosophie und Theologie des Mittelalters. (Münster, 0899

“Sanctiı ugustin!ı commendationes diversorum doctorum Augustinus est alter Magnus
Abraham  ” Simon de Bruna, (OESA (d Collectanea, Brünn, UB,

11 fol 24° cıted by Zumkeller, Manuskripte Von Werken der Autoren des
In mitteleuropdischen Bibliotheken, (’assiciacumAugustiner-Eremitenordens

(Würzburg, 776 357)(hereafter cıited M5SS)
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de Voragıne orme! the base upon IC the ate medieval Augustinlans
ul their mythic aCCOunts Iwo elements of Augustine’s curriculum
vVitae WeTIC of partıcular importance: first, when and where he rst
establıshe' moOnasterYy; and second, when he composed hıis Rule, and for
whom. Miınute alteratiıons of the detaıls COU. ave SNOTIMOUS CONSCYHUCNCCS
for representations of ugustıne havıng or1ginally CCn the father of the
Hermuits, OTL the ounder of the egular Canons. 10 perce1ive the importance
of the in emplotments central LO the EIMNECIBENCC of the Hermiuts’
acCCount, ON mMust ave the tradıtional rendering of the °Medieva
Augustine clearly 1in mınd. Thus before turnıng 18 the creation of the
Augustinıan myth. egın wıth TIie descriptions of the three medieval
lıves of Augustine that served the textual substratum for the later
medieval reinscrıption of Augustine’s biography.

Possidius

The foundatıonal aCCount of Augustine’s ıfe for the 1ddle Ages
the VYıta Sancti Aurelii Augustini of Possıdius (d 43’7), the bıshop

of Calama, who spen' INan VCaLSs dASs Augustine’s companıon. Poss1-
1US seft Ouft tOo present the or121n, development, and final end of hıs ero
Augustine, ase his OW!] personal experience.““

In Poss1idius’ 102gTaphYy, the overwhelming image of ugustine that
EINCTSCS 1S that of the Church er. Possidius first treated the per10d
from Augustine’s cConversiıon to hIis ordinatiıon and foundıng monasterYy in
1ppo He then turned Augustine’s campalıgn agalnst the Manıiıcheans,
Donatists, Arıans and elagıans. Augustine’s aıly ıfe bıshop follows,
and Poss1idius continued by relatıng Augustine’s last days, from the wrıting
of the Retractationes his death and urıa Ihe theme stressed 15 the
trıumph of the Church eiITiecte| Dy Augustine; day Dy day the unıty of

22 ita Augustini „DISCODL Auctore Possidio. Possidio, ita di ‚g0stino, ed.
Michele Pellegrino, Verba Sen10rum A  a, Praef, 38,22-26; 3233 (hereafter
cıted Possid ıta Aug., ıth the DPagc and IIne numbers of the reference in
Pellegrino’s edıtion gıven in parenthesıis, followed by the reference). The MmMOST recent
critical edıtion 15 1ita di Cipriano, ita di Ambrogio, ita di ‚g0stino, ed AA
Bastıaensen, Scrittori grec1i latını, Vıte de1 santı (Fondazıone OTeNZOo
Possidius’ ita Iso formed the basıs for mıscellaneous aNnONyMOUS 1fae Sancti Augustini
in medieval collections of saınts lıves, such the ıLae Sanctı Augustinı contaiıned in
Parıs, lat. fol 14 (1lth cen' Parıs, lat. fol
127%_1978! cent.); and Parıs, BnF lat fol AL cen!
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and the rotherly love of Urc increased, achjieved by
Augustine’s work.”

In comparıson wıth later Vitae, the gıven {O Augustine’s early
ıfe by Possıidıius 1S notably MCASCE. ugustine’s bırth, early educatıon and
conversion treated by Possidius the first chapter, 1C 15 not of
exceptional en In chapter Possidius presented brief discussıon of
ugustine’s abandonıing hıs posıtion rhetor and hıs dec1isıon to become

SCITVUS dei at the aDC of th.lrty 24 Chapter three continues wıth
Augustine’s return 1Ca and in chapter four. Possidius recounts how
Augustine made presbyter by acclamatıon, orchestrated by Valerıus,
the Bishop of Hippo.“” TIhen ollows hat would become the central 1issue
for the ugustinıan myth Augustine’s establıshment of monasterYy.
“Directly uDON being made pres  en,  9 chapter five eg1Ns,

.„..‚Augustine founded monastery wiıthın the church cCompound, and began
lıve wıth the servants of (G0od accordıng the custom and WaY of ıfe
established by the holy apostles: essentially, that ON that soclety WOULU.
POSSCSS anythıng of theır OWND, but everythiıng WOU. be held ON, and
that g00ds] WOU. be distrıbuted each the basıs of need; 1C| he had
previously done when he returned from CIO0OS5S5 the SCa his homeland.“®

Possidius continued fo emphasıze Augustine’s monastiıcısm and 1fs
infiuence the growth of the Church ugustine havıng been made
bishop, and wiıth the ProOgTreSss of doctrine increasingly wiınnıng out
OVOT heresy, ““sServing God the moONnasterYy under and wıth ST Augustine,
clergy of the UrC of 1ppo began be ordained....from that monasterYy,
which began and IW oug| that memorable IN the and unıty
of the Church rst ked wiıth great desıre and then received clergy and
bıshops, a continued thereafter.  9927 Possidius himself knew of at east
ten monks whom Augustine sent forth to Varıo0us Churches, and these

23 Possıd. vıita Aug 13 ,  l  »
Possıd. vıta Aug. (44,1-46,4; 3 E} 34-

25 Possıd vıta Aug 3_4 , '52‚  r 32,36-37)
“Factus CISO presbyter monasterium intra ecclesiam MOX institult ef CU) De1 ServVIis

vivere coepıt secundum modum ef regulam sub sanctıs apostolıs constitutam: maxıme uft

eCINO qu1cquam proprium in ]la socletate haberet, sed e1s essent omnı1a communla, eft
distribueretur unicuı1que sicut ODUS est, quod 1am ipse pri10r fecerat, dum de transmarın1ıs
ad Sua remeasset.” Possıd. vita Aug n  S  9 9

27 “Proficiente DOITO doctrina dıvina, <ub Sancto ei Cu Sancto Augustino in
monaster10 Deo servientes ecclesiae Hipponensı clericı ordinarı coeperunt....©X monaster10
quod DCI iıllum memorabılem 1Trum eft SSC ef coeperat desider1i0 PDOSCCIC

accıpere ep1SCOpPOS eit clericos pAA Ecclesiae unıtas et coepit prımo ei postea
CONSECU! est.  27 Possıid. vıta Aug 11 ,1‚
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turn ounded monasterI1es. Thus, Augustine’s influence, WaYy of ıfe and
eachıing spread oughout Afrıca and beyond.“

Possıidius DaVC etaıle‘ description of Augustine’s aıly ıfe
monk, includıng information his dress, eatıng habıts—noting especılally
his 16W the 1ness of drınkıng wıine In moderation“” — and
admonitions agalnst aSsSOC1at1ions wıth 5 of C became
standard in later medieval Counts VYet points Possidius DaVC less
than clear cut ahsSWeLIS, 37 opened the OOr imagınatıon,
manıpulatıon and creation when these tWwWO 1SSUEeSs became the center of
heated CONLrOVerSYy the foundatıon of Augustine’s fırst monasterYy and the
composıtion of hıs ule As mentioned above, Possıdius expressly of
ugustine oundıng monastery upon becomıng pres  er. He o0€es not,
however, indicate that thıs Was Augustine’s first such foundatıon oug!
he writes that in thıs monastery Augustine, “began to lıve wıth the Servants
of God accordıng to the cCcustom and WaYy of ıfe establısne' Dy the holy
apostles,” the erb egan 1S amb1guo0us, SINCe after exposıiıting Just what
such ıfe entaıle: based cts 2-35, Possidius adds the phrase,
‘“which he had previously one when he returned from AC1I1OSS the SCa tO
his homeland.” Such formulation DaVC ater authors the leeway 18
claım, al least implicıtly, that Augustine had previously 1ve'! monk, 1f
18(0)1 avıng ecady establıshe'l monasterYy hımself ell before havıng
een made presbyter.” Such ambigulty COUuU. ave been voıded had
Possıidius mentioned Augustine’s authorshıp of onastıc Rule, IC
110 become the second major pıllar the later debates Indeed, Possıidius’
sılence thıs 1issue has contrıibuted 118 the controversıes surroundıng the
authentic1ıty of the Augustinıian ule the present day.  52

28 Possıd. vıta Aug (74,12-26;
29 Possiıd vıta Aug (120,8-11; 32,51-52)

Possid. vıta Aug n  -  9
For dıscussıon the iımportance of thiıs phrase in later acCCounts, SCC o! *Can

Agustin los origenes de Orden Regla, Monasterio de JTagaste Sermones ad fratres
in eremo, ” In San Agustın el Centenario Conversion 386/87-1987, La
('iudad de Dios, Revista Agustiniana (El Escori1al, 679-710

For the Augustinıan ule and its complex textual and histori1ographical tradıtıons,
SCC Verheijen, La Regle de saınt Augustin, I’ Tradition manuscrite; L Recherches
historiques (Parıs, , SCC Iso idem, Nouvelle Approche de la Regle de saınt Augustin
(Abbaye de Bellefontaine, George Lawless, OSA, Augustine of Hippo and His
'Onastic ule (Oxford, and especlally 127-135 Thırty YCaIS fter the
publicatıon of Verhejen’s exhaustive study, COomments concerning the ule AI

still made, and made assertions without ing into account the of the scholarshıp
the Rule, offerıng evidence the hus Marcıa Colısh Can still claım that

the Augustinian ule Was originally letter fo SC Marcıa Colısh, Medieval
Foundations of the estern Intellectual Tradition, 400-1499 (New Haven,
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Much of the ate medieval CONULTOV!  y between the ugustiınıan
Canons and Augustinian Hermiuts GVel which er MmMoOost authentically
Augustine’s true heır, revolved around the issue of1 Order the
Hirst LO ave recei1ved the ule from Augustine Had Possıidius een explıcıt

thıs poimnt, perhaps Dy the ourteenth CENTUrYy it WOU. ave een mO00
VYet nowhere in hıs VYıta dıd Possidius Eevecn allude tOo the Regula Sanctıi
Augustini ere 1S, perhaps, indirect reference. The PassSasc in question
1S Possidius’ explıcatiıon of Augustine avıng 1ve' ‘“according the
Custom and WaY of ıfe established Dy the holy apostles.” Possıidius takes
his exposıtion from cts 2-35, 1C 15 also 18 be found the ule
Luc Verheijen has pointed out that the particular of Acts 4:37
and A38 1S found only twıice 1n all patrıstic lıterature: Possıidius’ Yita
and the egula Sanctı Augustini.” Thıs 1S at least suggest1ve evidence
that Possidius knew the Rule, SVCON oug! he dıd not explicıtly attrıbute
such work to Augustine. In event, later authors WeTC not content to
eave.the matter seemmngly OPCH did Possıdius. Although basıng theır
aCCOUNTS tO large extent Possidıius. both Augustinian Canons and
Hermuits went considerably beyond theır SOUTCC regardıng the detaıils of
Augustine’s early onastıc experlience, 111e al the Samnlc time akıng over
from Possıidius the entralıty of the monastıc ıfe tOo Augustine’s bıography
and paternity.

Philip of Harvengt
In the mıd twelfth CENTUTrY, the Premonstratens1ian of the

monastery of Bonne Esperance TI Cambrai, 1p of arven (d
composed his Yıta Sanctı Augustinl, 1C OfF'! WOU later refer

{tO the legenda Jamosa. The Premonstratens1ians, accordıng 18 Jacques de
Vıtry, himself Augustinıian Canon al Oignies beginnıng in 1211 had
een founded by Norbert of X anten reform of the egular Canons
lıving under the Augustinian Rule.“*“ That Philıp deeply concerned
wiıth ostering the truly rel1g10uUs ıfe 1S evidenced Dy his treatıse De
institutione clericorum, 1C: although wrıtten for clerics In general, ..  15
nevertheless discussıon of the clerical and cloistered ıfe which 1s
addressed by regular CanonNn 118} members of hıs order.  2935 According

33 Verhejujen, Regle, 89095
Jacques de Vltl'y, Historia Occidentalis, 2 $ The Historia Occidentalis of Jacques

de Vitry. Critical Edition, ed. John Frederick Hinnebusch, 0)  $ Spicilegium
Friıburgense (Fribourg, 133,3-12

35 Carolıne Walker ynum, Docere verbo eft exemplo. Aspect of Twelfth-Century
Spirituality, Harvard Theological Studies 31 (Missoula, ontana, r A



CREATION UGUSTINIA 119

to arolyn Bynum, the canonical vemen! of the we NIUTY, O
16 the Premonstratensians elonged, in ıts renewed search for
following the apostolic ıfe represents .. fundamental turnıng pomint in the
story of Chrıstianıty, change perhaps deep and A4S lasting the
fragmentation of the Urc in the sixteenth CENTUrY OT the spread of
Chrıstianıty in the second to fourth centuries AD 2236 The defining
characteristic of the N  S spirıtualıty the emphasıs eaching and
edifying wıthın the CONTtext of the °‘mıxed ife”, whereby the Vita activa IS
gıven equa) weight wıth the Vita contemplativa, sıgnıfied by the
exhortatiıon °to teach by word and example’ (docere verbo eft exemplo, and
its equıvalents). In summıng the dıifferent oriıentations of monks and
9 Bynum NOTte: that *canonical authors SCC regular teachers
and learners, whereas monastıc authors SCC monks only learners.  2937 In
hıs SCTITINONS St Augustine, Peter Comestor, Augustinıan Canon in
the CYV of Saınt-Loup al Iroyes early 135/36: who later retired LO
St Victor, Was clear that Augustine INOTEC than c  Just the g1ver of the
ule Augustine the TITenNCcwWweT of the apostolic lıfe, provıdıng the
(anons wıth their l1ves’ simplicıty, chastıty and humuilıty, eadıng them
from his 1(6) hat of hrıs Thus, ugustine served NC  S

Abraham.“® In this context Phılıp of arven: wrote his ıfe of Augustine,
3539who W: Phıilıp’s words, “the perfect imıtator of the apostles.

Phiılıp’s ıfe of Augustine dıffers from that of Possidius most
notably the former’s attention 10 Augustine’s early ıfe the
three chapters comprising Phılıp’s 10graphy, the rst fourteen the
per10d from Augustine’s biırth 18 hıs baptısm, compared wıth the sıngle
chapter devoted the Samnlec materıal in Possidius’ Vita.“ Phiılıp drew hıs
materı1al from the Confessions, ncludıng the aCCOUunNtT of Augustine’s
cConversion experlience, omıiıtted by Possıidıius. Philıp then narrated
Augustine’s dec1ısıon LO become SECITVUS dei, his retiurn 18 1CcCa and
becomıng pres  er before recounting hıs election tOo the ePISCOPACY and
aıly ıfe bıshop. ugustine’s old dSC ollows, includıng the election of
Augustine’s SUCCOSSOT, Heraclıus, the invasıon of the and oths
into Afrıca, and the miracles ugustine performed before his (1

316 Ibid.,
&”7 Ibid.,
38 Petrus Comestor, Sermo (FL 198,1790-1792), and ofe 21 above.

‚.. Augustinus| quı perfectus fuıt imıtator OTUM [SCIHH. apostolorum ]...” Philippi de
Harveng Abhbhbatis Bonae Spei ita Beatıi ugustin!ı Hipponensis Episcopi, 373 (PL
2  Z  - hereafter cıted Phıiıl ıta Aug

40 Phıl ıta Aug 1-14 (PL 203,1205-1215); cf. Possıiıd. vıta Aug (42-44; 32,34-
35)
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expandıng those elated by Possidius.“ Phıilıp ollowe: the Samllc

procedure for hıs treatment of Augustine’s death and urlal, before turnıng
hıs final chapter tOo the translatıons of Augustine’s body, the first being

firom 1ppo LO Sardınıa, hıch Phıilıp sımply relates wıth the Comment that
how thıs occurred, when it occured, by whom, he COU. 31011 SqY, SInCe
he not able find source.““ Philıp does, however, g1ve rather
lJengthy aCCount of the translatio secunda, brought about Dy Lultbrandus,
kıng of the Lombards, who brought Augustine’s body back 118 Pavıa and
ul St. eter in Ciel TO house the relıcs, for ıe Philıp CXPICSSCS
h1is deep admıiıratıon and 43  eNVY. Augustine, for Philıp, not the
legislator of the Augustinıan Canons, but theır MO and teacher:
Augustine CC  1S the splendor and embodıiıment of OUTL profess1ion, he 15 the
MIrTOTr and of religion.””

fter Augustine renounced hıis posıtıon rhetor and Was aptıze.
Dy Ambrose, he returned frıca and first Came 118 Carthage, where he

enjoyed the hospitalıty of Innocentius. ” He then returned 18 agaste,
where he 1ve' layman for period of three YCal>s together wıth his
ends, passıng h1is time wıth study, eachıng and writing.“ When Augus-
tine visıted Hıppo, he conscripted Dy the congregatiıon and Bıshop Va-
lerius for theır C  S pres  en 1C he accepted, both Possidius and

Phıilıp relate, only ıth tears for avıng to leave h1is contemplatıve ıfe
Most aWare of Augustine’s disposiıtion 18 the monastıc lıfe, Valer1ius gaVC
hım garden 1C he could establısh moOnaSstTerY, and lıve in COMIMMU-

nıty according the rule of the apostles, .. he had already done,” Phılıp
affırms, when he had returned from aCcCTOSS the SCa to h1s homeland.”“”

Phıl vıta Aug (PL 203,1227-1228); cf. Possıd. vıta Aug (  ,  -  ,  r

Phiıl vıta Aug 373 (PE 203,1230-1231).
43 Phıl vıta Aug (PL

..  non mediocrıter arguendus est culpae quı clerıcum profitetur, 1S1 Augustinum
praeceptorem SUUII tenere dılıgat, devote recolat, sedulo veneretur. Ipse quıppe est decus
ei orma huJus nOS! profess10n1s, ipse speculum et regula nostrae religi0n1s. ” Phıl vıta

Aug 31 (PL
45 Phıl vita Aug (PL
46 Phıl vıta Aug 18 (PL

“ Tandem flentem ef frustra renıtentem Valerıus de turba segregaVvıt, et, lıcet
invıtum presbyterum ordinavıt. SCIeNSs eTITO desideriıum eJus propositum, quod scilicet CUIMN

clericıs nıhıl habentibus, nıhıl habens optabat vivere, dedit hortum in quO INOX aedificato
monaster10 coepıt ejusdem proposıtı fratres collıgere, ei CUHl e1s secundum modum ei

regulam SancCcCfiorum Vvivere apostolorum, ut omnı1a scıilıcet essent e1s communila ef nullus
diceret <ıbı alıquıid proprium, eit distriıbueretur uniculque quod esseft necessarıum. Quod
quidem 1Ipse pr10Tr jam fecerat, quando de transmarını ad SUua redierat. ” Phiıl vıta Aug
(PL’
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Here Phılıp sımply borrowed from Possıdıius, often word for word, eXCcept
for the 1tiıon of Valerius’ donation of garden for Augustine’s first
monasterYy. Thıs 1S Philip’s first mention of Augustine’s formal foundation
of mMONaSteETY, although, Possıidıius, he to infer that ugustine
1ve' onastıc ıfe already In Thagaste, ıth hıs repetition of the phrase,
1C. he had previously one when he returned from the SCa his
homeland. And Possıidius, Phılıp dıd nNnOt mention ere ugustine avıngz
cComposed monastıc ule for hıs monasterYy. Ihree chapters later,
however, Phılıp relates Augustine’s election to the eEPISCOPACY, ollowe!l Dy
hıs battle agaınst heresy and, avıng een made bıshop, hI1is foundıng
monastery in the ep1iscopal res1idency, where he 1ve'! ıth his
priests. Tom thıs monasterYy, Philip relates echomng Possıdius, the apostolic
ife spread and flourished oughout 1CcCa and5 ollowing the
canonıcal MO fterinstituted by Augustine.”® describing
Augustine’s aıly ıfe bishop rather brielly, Phılıp explicıtly of
Augustine’s authorship of monastıc ule Bringing together the servants
of God ınto regulate communiıty, Augustine taught hıs brothers the WaYy
of lıving in ve chastıty and obedience, that hıs ZTr0UD of clerics
m1g truly lıve 1fe Yet 18 provıde for the continuatıon of such

ıfe in perpetu1l  9 ugustine composed onastıc Rule, j 784
proclaımed the oblıgatiıons of inferi0r the communıty, super10r, and
the communıty ole 10 SCNSUTrTe hat such regulations be well-known
and ollowe he prescribed the readıng of the ule each week, and he
himself 1ve' by its example.” Thus, whereas Possidius

een sılent, Phıilıp explicıt that Augustine ounded hıs first
monastery in the garden gıven hım by Valerı1us, and then second
monastery wıthın the bıshop’s residence. Only thereafter bıshop dıd he
COMDOSC ule for his clergy, wıth whom he 1ve': ıfe In
Phılıp"s account, ugustine composed his ule for his Canons, and
indeed, the ounder of the canonıcal lıfe, for 1C he the mirror and

For the elfth-cen! anons, there Was question—the
Bıshop of 1ppO theır founding father

The canonical tone of Philıp’s Yita 1S evıdent nNOT only from his
chronology of Augustine’s onastıc foundatıons and composing his ule
Phıilıp rewrıtes Possidius’ narrative, g1ving it definıite canonıcal color,
and gl0ss, whereby it becomes clear that Augustine’s ep1Scop monastery

the beginnıng of the egular (anons:

48 Phıl vita Aug (PL’
49 Phıl ıta Aug (PL’
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Possıid ıta Aug Phıiıl vıta Aug 27

(FZ 26 42) (PL 203

Proficıente DOITO doctrina divına, Factus VeTITO CPISCODUS
sub ef SancCtiO Augustino

monaster]! Deo serviıentes eccle- eft peT otam frıcam hactenus CINOI -

S1aC Hıpponensı clerıicı ordinarı COC- tuam apostolicae rel1g10n1s INS1gN14
red1iv1vo nde NODN-perunt
nu. antae sanctıtatıs
aemulatores ftect1 multos deSimilıteraque ef 1PDS1 illorum

anctorum propos1to venıentes 1)0- dem monaster10 fratres s1ıb1 donarı
INın eccles11s propagatı et da5- petierunt Ssub qUOTUHM CU: ei Custo-

dıa multas Eccles1ias ad serviendumter1a instıtuerunt eft stud1io crescente
aedıfiıcation1s verbı Del Ccetfer1is eccle- Deo cCommı1ıserunt 18 eSTIO propO$1-

{1 SUul NOn InNnmMemMOT! ef doctrinamS1155 pro: fratres ad SUSC1ID1CH-
dum sacerdotium praestiterunt nde salutarem qUuUam VOTO ACCC-

DCTI multos et multis alubrıs fide1, perant redolentes, monasterıa eti1am
collectis clericıs INSEirSPCI et charıtatis eccles1iae innotes-

cente doctrina, NON solum PCT 0)101805S bus postmodum multos proficıente
Afrıcae partes VeTITUIN et1am S- SOTULL relig10ne et fidel1um EeVO-

ad instruenda alıa monasterı1aMaannı1ıs, ei pCI 11bros edıtos
Graecum ermM10NCHl translatos, ab emancıpaverun! S1IC nOonNn solum

Afrıca, VEeTITUIL et1am TAaNSMAarınıs1lo unO homiıine et pCT um multıs
favente Deo, cuncta innotescere partıbus huJus proposıtum rel1g10n1s
meruerunt et CanOoN1Ca NOTIINA profess10n1s mul-

{OSs De1l famulos congregaVvıt multas
Ecclesıias ordıinavıt

ven when Augustine Was 1ving contemplative 11e .1 agaste before
his ordınatıon presbyter, he fulfilled the office of Mary and Martha,”®

not found ı Possidius Moreover, Phiılıp eferred ugustine
eachıng verbo el exemplo the hallmark of the canonical ea

Poss1id vıta Aug Phil Vvita Aug
(60 62 26 @} 38 39) (PL 203

Et docebat Ne Praedicabat autem et publıcepraedicabat
prıvatım el ublıce domo et loquens verbum Del CUu OINN1 fidu-

50 Phıil vıta Aug 18 (PL 203
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eccles1a salutıs verbum CU  = Omn1ı C1a, OIMNeEM haereticum destruens,
fiducia adversus Afncanas haereses, catholicos instruens, infundente el
maxımeque contra Donatıstas, Manı- Spirıtu SanCcIiO ineffabilem gratiam,
chaeos et DaganOs, T1S confectis eit mirantıbus cunctis dıscretam eJus
repent1in1s sermon1bus, ineiiabılıter acundıam
admırantıbus Christianis et collau-
dantıbus eft hoc ıpsum ubı poterant
NON tacentibus sed ffamantıiıbus

inde 1am um frıcae COI-

DUS praeclara doctrina odorque CuJus famam nOom1n1s I9(0)81 solum
SUAaVISSIMUS S11 dıffusus eit frıcana, VEeTITUIM et1iam transmarına
manıfestatus est, congaudente QUO- ]Jam nOoverat Ecclesıia, ineffabıilıter
quC 1d comperto eccles1ia Den trans- gaudens quod talem e1 Deus incer-
marına. Quon1am sicut dum patıtur contulerat, CUJUS verbo ef ‚XECI1N-

uUunNnum membrum, compatıuntur plo Iumiınarı meruerat
nıa membra, ıta Cu glorıficatur

membrum congaudent Oomn1a
membra.

Augustine, for Philıp, not only the great Urc father and legislator
of the egular Canons: he also theır teacher and exemplar, who taught

much by hıs outward eeds, by his spoken and wriıtten words— in
vultu el habitu, In SCTIMONE el moribus.° Possidius’ 10£TaphYy of
ugustine iıdealızed Augustine the Bıshop, Phıiılıp presented narratıve
representing ugustine AS the oundıng father of the egular Canons. Yet
Just Phılıp °rewrote’ Poss1idıius, in the early fourteenth century WOUuU
Or of Quedlinburg and hıis fellow Augustini1ans °rewriıte’ Phıilıp, usıng
hıs legenda Jamosa major SOUTCEC for N  S emplotment whereby
Augustine first and foremost the founder and CI of the hermuits.

The Legendar Aurea

The 1r major SOUTCC contributing the image of the hıstorical
Augustine in the later ıddle Ages, the ıfe of Augustine nNCcCIude:
acobus de Voragine’s Legenda urea Born 1229 acobus ntered the
Dominican er in 1244, and havıng studied In Bologna and eno0a,
became subprior in Genoa and later prı0r In Como. fter ıng Varı0us
other offices ıthın the rder, acobus named archbishop of Genoa in
1292 a offıce he held untıl h1is eal S1X YCars later. He 18 best known as

Phıl vıta Aug PE’
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the author, compiler, of the Legenda Aurea, completed durıng the YCars
AA

The Legenda urea ONe of the MOStT wıdely spread eXTiIs in the
ıddle Ages, extian: Varı0ous forms IHNOIC than 900 manuscripts.”“
The critical edıition of the collection consısts of 178 chapters, 3C
provıde the er of Preachers ıth substantıal materıal for ıts pastoral
1SS10N. Chapter 120 1S De Sancto Augustino.”” Jacobus aCcCCount begins
ıth general introduction, praısıng Augustine excelling al] other
doctors of the urc. Just the Roman Augustus SUIDASSCS all other
kıngs, and thus Augustine alone 1s worthy of comparıson wıth the SUN.  >4
acobus then traced Augustine’s lıfe, beginnıng wıth hıs bı  —& to Moniıca
and Patrıicıus. As Phıilıp of arven aCcobus recounted from the
Confessions Augustine’s recollections of hıs youth, from his
envolvement wıth the Manıiıchees., 118 hıs Conversion phılosophy,
becomıng rhetor Miılan and hıs increasıng adherence Ambrose.”
acobus then treated Augustine’s conversion at SOM ength, awıng from
the Confessions the major events eadıng the lege scene.”® The
VYita continues ıth Augustine’s baptısm, immediately after 1C
Ambrose and Augustine together composed the hymn, Te Deum
Laudamus,)' ollowe!' by hıis return 1cCa wıth eDrıd1ıus and
Evodius In Thagaste Augustine began lıviıng communal lıfe, based
astıng, Praycl, study and eachıng, oug! acobus o€es not claım that
Augustine and hıs communıty became SerVi dei.”® Nevertheless, from that
communıty Augustine’s fame spread and he Was SOON made pres  er in
1ppO by Valerıus, whereupon he founded monastery of clerics.”
Jacobus’ account continues wıth TI1eE descriptions of Augustine’s Sservice

See Barbara Fleıth, Studien ZUFr Überlieferungsgeschichte der Lateinischen Legenda
Aureda, Subsıdıia Hagıiographica, Socıete des Bollandıstes (Bruxelles, 9-16;
and idem, ° The Patrıstic SOuUrces of the Legenda Aurea. Research Report, ” In The
Reception of the Church Fathers In the West, ed. Irena Backus, vols. (Leıden,
1:231-287; f Sherry Reames, The Legenda Reexamination of Its Paradoxical
istory (Madıson, WI1, C 135-163

53 For the usSc of the Legenda Aurea ‘“handbook’ for preachers, SCC Fleıth,
Studien, 3°7-4) Ihe Legenda Aurea Iso played role in the Dominıcan educatıional
system; NCn ibid., 406-413

lacopo da arasse Legenda Aurea. 10vannı Paolo agg10n1. Miıllennio
Medievale 6’ est1 ols Fırenze, 1998, 120, 8541,3; hereafter cıted LA\, ıth
Pagc and lıne references gıven in parenthesıs.

55 LA\, 120 (842,22-844,49).
56 LA\, 120 (844,51-847/,100).
57 LA\, 120 (  ,  -
58 LA\, 120’

LA\, 120 (848,123-849,129).
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LO the Urc and elevatiıon o the ePISCOPACY, hIis aıly ife and household,
and his campaıgns against heretics, before relatıng his last days and death
1ıle the Vandals WEIC ravagıng frica, the yCal 440, accordıng 18
Jacobus.® The final 1r of Jacobus’ 10gTraphYy 1S devoted o praises of
ugustine by Jerome, Ambrose, Gregory the Great, Prosper, Remig1us and
ernar! to the translations described ell by Phıilıp of arven
and LO twelve dıstinct aCcCCounts of the miracles Augustine performed after
hıs death.®! acobus concluded by emphasızıng ugustine’s ascet1ic ıfe of
shunıng riches and honors, and recounting the works he composed.““

Jacobus’ legenda de Sancto Augustino draws from the Vilae of
Possidius and Phılıp of arven. but 1S markedly dıfferent from the {WO
prımary bıographies. 0ug! throughout the 1ddle Ages 10graphy and
hagıography WeTC closely elated and often indıstinguishable,
Jacobus’ Aits INOTC squarely wıthın the latter SCHIC than the
former. If Possıidius’ ugustine the celebrated Bıshop of 1ppo, and
Phılıp’s Augustine’s the exemplary ounder of the canonıcal lıfe,
Jacobus’ Augustine the outstandıng catholic saınt. Whereas both
Possıdius and Phılıp introduced elr Vitae wıth personal statements of
humilıty before the task of ryıng tOo IM the ıfe of such of
0d,63 acobus began ırectly Dy singing Augustine’s pralses, noting how
Augustine 6o,  was magnıficent in hıs lıfe, famous in hıs teachıng, blessed
(felix) his gl Ol'y.”64 Not only dıd acobus COMDAIC Augustine wıth the
Roman Augustus, but also analyzed the etymology of Augustine’s Namec,
claımıng that it derıved iromZ and astın, 1C IN ‘City„ and Uand,
which 15 that 1G 1s above (sursum). Thus, Augustine 1S eavenly
CIty, the cCıty of God.®

In thıs 1g it MaYy NOT be surpr1isıng that acobus dıd nOotTt devote
much the detaıls of Augustine’s lıfe, asıde from his Conversion
and eal Hıs nNnOTt much LO recount the hıistorical
Augustine it reveal the Church’s Salnt66 VYet it 1Ss noteworthy
that Jacobus’ accoun(ti, Augustine’s ıfe 1s strıppe of its monastıc

LA\, 120 (849,130-856,230).
LA\, 120 (857,  B  ,  6)

63
LA\, 120 (866,397-8/2,521).

203,1205).
Possıd. vıta Aug., Praef. (38, 19-40,42; 32,33-34); Phıiıl ıta Aug., Prol (PL

“...Augustinus dıicıtur magnificus, felıx, praeclarus. Fuilt nım magnıficus in vita,
praeclarus In doctrina, felıx in gloria.” LA\, 120 (842,19-20).

65 LA\, 120 (841,10-14).
Reames wriıtes: °“"The saınt’s involvement in the ecclesijastical affaırs of hıs

day...20€s almost unmentioned in the Legenda. Nor 0€Ss Jacobus DIESCIVC INanıy glımpses
of Augustine’s Ar for hıis OWTN flock.” Reames, The Legenda Aureda, 150151
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components. As mentioned above, acobus did not appIy the appellatıon
SCTVUS dei 08 Augustine when ellıng of hıs return Thagaste, term hat
carrıed onastıc connotatıons, even ıf somewhat VagucC, and ON that both
Possidius and Phıiılıp of arven: sed for ugustine and his followers at
that time Moreover, acobus nowhere mentioned ugustıine havıng
composed ule ven though Jacobus’ OW) G ollowe: the egula
Sanctı Augustini,®” the only reference allusıon Augustine’s monastıc
ıfe in Jacobus’ acCounLt, asıde from lauding Augustine’s ascetic daıly ıfe
e1 not placed in onastıc setting, 15 the narratıve of Augustine’s
foundıng monastery of clerics uDON being ordaıned pres  er.
Immediately upON becoming pres  ef. acobus wriıtes, Augustine “founded

monastery of clerics and began tOo lıve accordıng the WaY of ıfe
regulam) establıshed bDy the holy apostles; from thıs monastery
approximately ten monks became bishops.  2768 Jacobus, however, omıtted
the qualifyıng phrase OUnN! both Possidius’ and iılıp’s vifae, namely,
which he had previously one when he returned from the SCa his
homeland. Jacobus’ text g1ves asls whatsoever, eVCN for DUTIC
speculatıon, to assert that Augustine had 1ve' onastıc lıfe, EVCN in
non-technical S!  C} al time before he Was made pres  er. One Cannot

explaın hıs Om1ssıon aWaY Dy suggesting that perhaps acobus Was

of the earlıer treatments Not only oes he explicitly mentıon
Poss1idius’ Vıta in the introduction tO hıs legenda,” but thıs VE accounf
1S drawn from Possıdıus, as 1S evidenced by the number of monks who
became bıshops Possidius mentioned that he personally knew of

approximately ten holy, venerable, continent and earne! servants of God,
whom ugustine sent out 18 other urches when ked Phılıp of
arven: DaVC such number. Yet Jacobus’ truncated aCCOount of
Possidius 15 not imited tO the Om1ss1ıon of the phrase, which he had
previously Oone when he returned from the Sed his homeland.
The aCcCCount of Augustine’s monks being sent Out from hıs monastery LO

SCTVC other Churches, hereby spreadıng Augustine’s doctrine oughout
1Ca and beyond, 1S found the vıitae of both Possıidius and Phiılıp when
they narrate Augustine’s oundıng of his second monasterYy, namely, the
ONC he established upon eing elevated to the episcopate. Based the
relatiıonshıp between Jacobus’ text and that of Possidius, whereby Jacobus’

echoesphrase, de CUJUS monaster1i0 fere episcopl Sunf electi

67/ Rano, °San Agustin los origenes de Orden,” 670-673
6X “Qu1 statım monasterium clericorum instituıt et coepıit vivere secundum regulam

sanctıis apostolıs constitutam, de CUJUS monaster10 ere episcop1l sunt elect1.” A, 120
(849,128-129).

LA\, 120 842,21)
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Possıdius’THE CREATION OF AUGUSTINIAN IDENTITY  127  Possidius’ ... nam ferme decem, quos ipse novi ... beatus Augustinus diver-  SIS  70  Jacobus  ecclesiis...rogatus : dedit...,  compressed Augustine’s  presbyterial and episcopal monastic foundations into a single event, and  divested that institution of its importance to the African Church and  Augustine’s influence attributed to it by Possidius and Philip of Harvengt.  In sum, whereas for Possidius and Philip Augustine’s true miracle was his  life as a monk-bishop, for Jacobus, Augustine’s monasticism was  incidental at best; Augustine’s saintly life was witnessed most of all by the  miracles he performed long after his earthly existence. With Jacobus,  Augustine’s life itself became translated from the genre of hagiographical-  biography,  to  biographical-hagiography.  The  biographical  and  hagiographical components of the ‘medieval’ Augustine, would in the early  fourteenth century be combined anew by Jordan of Quedlinburg in his  attempt to recover and reconstruct the “historical’ Augustine, conscripted  for his own Order’s foundation, legitimation, and program.  Il. THE CREATION OF THE AUGUSTINIAN MYTH  In his Sermones de sanctis, composed after 1365, Jordan of Quedlinburg  gave a preeminent place to Augustine.”' Whereas all other doctors of the  Church could be compared to stars, Jordan eulogized echoing Jacobus de  Voragine’s Legenda Aurea, only Augustine was worthy of comparison  with the sun.’? Jordan’s estimation of Augustine was so great that he  claimed: “...blessed Augustine can be called the city of God...just as  whatever is necessary for life can be had in a city, so in blessed Augustine  70 74, 120 (849,120); cf. Possid. vita Aug. 11 (74,12-15; PL 32,42).  7! Jordan devoted sermons 129-151 of the 271 sermons of the Opus Dan to  Augustine; in addition, sermons 59 and 185 are De translatione Sancti Augustini.  7 « _ [Augustinus] ceteros ecclesie doctores tam ingenio quam scientia vicit incom-  parabiliter. Unde cum aliis doctores assimilentur stellis, ipse soli comparatur.” Jor. OD,  sermo 59D. This image Jordan quoted from LA, 120 (841,3-4). Jordan did not, however,  simply repeat previous praise. For Jordan, Augustine had renewed the apostolic life after  the time of the apostles, see VF 3,2 (326ff); and he displayed the same perfections as St.  Paul: “Et he sex perfectiones accipiuntur penes sex que contigerunt circa apostolum  Paulum cum esset in via versus Damascum, que etiam invenimus in beato Augustino.  Prima perfectio est divine gratie preveniens illustratio. Secunda est sulipsius omnimodo  deiectio. Tertio est divini nutus inspiratio. Quarta est voluntatis in deum totalis  transformatio. Quinta est mentis in seipsa ascensio. Sexta est naturalium virium relictio.”  Jor. OD, sermo 135A.dferme decem, qUOS IDSE NOVLTHE CREATION OF AUGUSTINIAN IDENTITY  127  Possidius’ ... nam ferme decem, quos ipse novi ... beatus Augustinus diver-  SIS  70  Jacobus  ecclesiis...rogatus : dedit...,  compressed Augustine’s  presbyterial and episcopal monastic foundations into a single event, and  divested that institution of its importance to the African Church and  Augustine’s influence attributed to it by Possidius and Philip of Harvengt.  In sum, whereas for Possidius and Philip Augustine’s true miracle was his  life as a monk-bishop, for Jacobus, Augustine’s monasticism was  incidental at best; Augustine’s saintly life was witnessed most of all by the  miracles he performed long after his earthly existence. With Jacobus,  Augustine’s life itself became translated from the genre of hagiographical-  biography,  to  biographical-hagiography.  The  biographical  and  hagiographical components of the ‘medieval’ Augustine, would in the early  fourteenth century be combined anew by Jordan of Quedlinburg in his  attempt to recover and reconstruct the “historical’ Augustine, conscripted  for his own Order’s foundation, legitimation, and program.  Il. THE CREATION OF THE AUGUSTINIAN MYTH  In his Sermones de sanctis, composed after 1365, Jordan of Quedlinburg  gave a preeminent place to Augustine.”' Whereas all other doctors of the  Church could be compared to stars, Jordan eulogized echoing Jacobus de  Voragine’s Legenda Aurea, only Augustine was worthy of comparison  with the sun.’? Jordan’s estimation of Augustine was so great that he  claimed: “...blessed Augustine can be called the city of God...just as  whatever is necessary for life can be had in a city, so in blessed Augustine  70 74, 120 (849,120); cf. Possid. vita Aug. 11 (74,12-15; PL 32,42).  7! Jordan devoted sermons 129-151 of the 271 sermons of the Opus Dan to  Augustine; in addition, sermons 59 and 185 are De translatione Sancti Augustini.  7 « _ [Augustinus] ceteros ecclesie doctores tam ingenio quam scientia vicit incom-  parabiliter. Unde cum aliis doctores assimilentur stellis, ipse soli comparatur.” Jor. OD,  sermo 59D. This image Jordan quoted from LA, 120 (841,3-4). Jordan did not, however,  simply repeat previous praise. For Jordan, Augustine had renewed the apostolic life after  the time of the apostles, see VF 3,2 (326ff); and he displayed the same perfections as St.  Paul: “Et he sex perfectiones accipiuntur penes sex que contigerunt circa apostolum  Paulum cum esset in via versus Damascum, que etiam invenimus in beato Augustino.  Prima perfectio est divine gratie preveniens illustratio. Secunda est sulipsius omnimodo  deiectio. Tertio est divini nutus inspiratio. Quarta est voluntatis in deum totalis  transformatio. Quinta est mentis in seipsa ascensio. Sexta est naturalium virium relictio.”  Jor. OD, sermo 135A.heatus Augustinus diver-
S55

70 acobusecclesis. dedit compressed Augustine’s
presbyterıial and episcopal onastıc foundatıons into single vent(, and
divested that institution of its importance the 1cCan Urc and
Augustine’s infÄuence 1Dute: O it by Possidius and Phılıp of arven:
In whereas for Possıdius and Phılıp ugustine’s irue miracle Was hıs
ıfe monk-bıshop, for Jacobus, Augustine’s monasticısm
incidental al best; Augustine’s saıntly ıfe wıtnessed most of all by the
miracles he performed long after hıis earthly ex1istence. Wıth Jacobus,
Augustine’s ıfe itself became translated from the SCHIC of hagiıographical-
10graphy, 118 biographical-hagiography. Ihe bıographical and
hagiographical Components of the ‘medieval’ Augustine, WOU. in the ecarly
fourteenth Century be combined anc  S by OI! of Quedlinburg in his
attempt tO TECOVEL and reconstruct the ‘historical’ Augustine, conscripted
for hıs Order’s foundatıon, legıtımatıon, and

JIIl REATION AUGUSTINIAN MY'  =

In hıs Sermones de Sanclis, composed after 1365, OT! of Quedlinburg
DaVC preeminent place 18 Augustine. ” Whereas all other doctors of the
Urc could be compared tO Stars, OT eulogized echoing acobus de
Voragine’s Legenda Aureaq, only Augustine orthy of comparıson
wıth the SUnN.  72 Jordan estimatıon of ugustine great that he
claimed: ° Hblessed Augustine be the Cıty of God...Just
whatever 1S NECECSSALY for ife be had CIty, in blessed Augustine

LEA 120 n  , Cf. Possıd. ıta Aug 11 (74,12-15;
Jordan devoted SETIMONS 129-151 of the JA SErTMONS of the Opus Dan

Augustine; in addıtıon, SCITINODNS and 185 AI De translatione Sanctı Augustinlt.
72 ‘ _ ..[Augustinus| ceteros ecclesıe doctores ingen10 quam scl1entia vicıt iIncom-

parabılıter. nde CUu allııs doctores assımılentur stellıs, 1pse solı comparatur. ” Jor. 0)  n
SCITNO 59D hIs image Jordan quoted from LA\, 120 (841,3-4). Jordan dıd nOt, however,
sımply repeat previ10us pralse. For Jordan, Augustine had renewed the apostolıc ıfe fter
the time of the apostles, SCC 3! (326{f1); and he displayed the Samıec perfections St
Paul “Kt he SCX perfectiones accıpıuntur SC quC contigerunt CIrca apostolum
Paulum CUl] esse in V1ıa VeTrTSUuS Damascum, quc etiam invenımus in eato Augustino.
Prıma perfecti0 est divine gratie preveniens illustratio. Secunda est SU11PSIUS omnımodo
deiecti0. Tertio est divinı NUutLuUS inspiratio. Quarta est voluntatis in eum totalıs
transformatıo. Quinta est mentis in se1psa aSCeNsI1O. exXtia est naturalıum virı.m relicti0.”
Jor. 0) SCIINO 135A.
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be found whatever 15 NECCSSaLY for salvation.  »„/3 OT SCVCN went
far 18 AaSSeE‘: that Augustine’s eaching held such weıght “that nothing in

9/4divine scriıptures 1S that 1S not onfirmed by his authority.
Augustine the ord and head of doctors of the UurCc. he the
sapiens architector ecclesie, avıng restored the foundatıon of the apostolic
ıfe after the time of the apostles. ”” Augustine Was the cCıty the hıll,
etting his 1g chıne all people. '° As such, Augustine founded hıs
Sr of hermits, his true eIrs and SONS, who WEeTITC o be the Iimitatores
Patrıis nostrı Augustinl; OT! insısted h1s Liber Vitasfratrum, the
hermuits WeTC 18 follow Augustine “the exemplar and rule of all OUTr

actions.  2977 Thus, ugustine, hıs er fo be the “cıty of
God’

Jordan praise of hıs Order’s founder echoed wıthıin the er
oughout the later 1ıddle Ages The ate ourteenth-century Augustinıan,
Augustinus OVEeIlus de adua, extiolle« Augustine’s works exceeding
those of all other authors in richness, order, and eloquence. ”
ContemporarYy, imon of Cremona (d after 390)—the recollector
Hugolini” uniformly began each of hIis SETIMONS ıth quotation from

73 eatus Augustinus C1vıtas de1 dicı potest...Sıcut reperitur in cCıivıtate quicquı1d est
necessarıum vıte, SIC 1n beato Augustino quicquıd est necessarıum salutı inveniıtur.” Jor.
0)  n SCIINO 130B

74 ] ante nım autoriıtatıs est 1US doctrina, ut nıhıl in dıivıinıs scripturıis sıt solıdum
quod NOMN cıt 1US autoritate confirmatum.” Jor. 0)  9 SCITINO 131A.

“Beatissimus Augustinus dominus eit est omnıum doctorum. Nam sıcut lux
inter COTDOTA habet locum prımum, SIC ef hic inter doctores obtinet princıpatum.
Hıc est sanct1ssımus Augustinus, quı tam sapıens archıtector eccles1iae fundamentum post
sanctıssımos apostolos construxıt et reparavıt. ” Jor. 0}  n SCITIHNO 130A; Cf. 3,
332,54)

c  beatus Augustinus fut C1vıtas NON abscondiıta sed manıfesta cunctibus gentibus. ”
Jor. 0)  n SCITHNO 130B: “Nam sicut sol est fontale princıpıum um1n1s 1psam Ilunam el
tellas iıllustrans ei ad partem SUOS radıos dıffundens, SIC eatus Augustinus lumen
SUC sapıentie in alı0s dıffundens, qui1a 1e6 doctores palpıtarent 1n
tenebrıs ignorantıe n1ıs1ı haurırent de fonte sapıientie...alıl doctores comparantur stelliıs,
Augustinus autem solı, quıa sicut sol iıllumınat totum mundum, SIC Augustinus
ecclesiam perfudıt lumıne SUC sapıentie eft doctrine.” Jor. 0)  9 SCITINO 185C

77 ° _ beatıssımus ater noster Augustinus, quı SSC Omn1s nostrae action1s
exemplar ei regula...” 14 ,  A

78 M 120 (841,12-15).
79 “...[Augustinus| formae scrıptores, quı1 de rebus sanctıs SIVve In 1DS1S

gentilıum SIve in nOostrıs ıtteris ediderıint, ubertate, ordıne ef elegantıa superavıt. ”
Augustinus Novellus de Padua, Sermo ad clerum In honorem Augustint, Basel, UB,

I3 fol 221'- 223
See Irapp, "Augustinian Theology of the Fourteenth Century. otes

Editions, Margınalıa, Opınıions and Booklore.” ugustiniana (1956) 146-274; 255-263
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Augustine, the Iux doctorum ®© the later ifteenth-century General of
the rder, Ambrosius de Cora nOot only repeate and expanded
Jordan arguments for the primacy of the ESA the only true eIrs of
the historical Augustine, but also claımed that the hermits WeTIC the first
fratres fo ave preached the Gospel LO the people.*“ Singing Augustimne’s
praises certamly nNOot un1ıque 1(8) members of the Ordo Eremitarum
Sanctıi Augustinli. Yet such hyperbole assumed addıtional shades of
meanıng in the writings of the friars. It Was not Just ugustine who
lauded, but Augustine the historical ounder of the er

The creation of the Augustinıan myth be etecte! and ustrat-
ed in four exX(tS, all wrıtten between A and 1334 The first 15 aNONY-
LI1OUS VYita of Augustine; the second, aNONYINOUS treatise the Or1g1ns
of the OESA; the 1r 15 Nıcholas of Alessandria’s ermoOo de Beato AugQus-
{InNO; and the fourth 15 Henry of Friemar’s Iractatus de origine ef DFOZYTeES-

Ordinis fratrum heremitarum el Ve: PropriL0 titulo eiusdem. When
read in 1g of the edieval Augustine’, these exX{is evıidence the creation
of the mythıc Augustine, the approprlation of Augustine for the ESA.  83

Simon of Cremona, Opus epistolarum dominicalium, Tübingen, UB, Mc 329,
125 fols.; “ ...qula ut alt lux doctorum Augustinus de trınıtate..., ” (fol.
° _ doctorum 1ux Augustinus lıbro de Sanc) virginıtate capıtulo ‘ A (fol 7r)’ c  lux
doctorum Augustinus In sermone...” (fol 9 ..  - Da doctorum Augustinus lıbro de
oratıone dominıica...” (fol 222') Simon’’s SCTINON\NS ATlC extant in thırty-two manuscrI1pts and
WEeIC printed ın Reutlingen In 1484; SCcCC Zumkeller, MSS, 787 (366-368). Zumkeller
g1ves the tıtle SermonesUepistolas dominicales:;: in the Tübingen Simon refers

hıs work “...OpUSs epistolarum domiıinıcalıum totius annı  3i fol R> The appellatıon of
Augustine the Iux doctorum 1S sccnı already in hymn Augustine from the later
thirteenth tury “Salve Iux ei dux doctorum/ malleus haereticorum/ Conterens
perfidiam. ” FJ Mone, Lateinische [ymnen des Mittelalters Handschriften
herausgegeben un erklärt, ols (Freıburg, 1853-1855), 205, 815

82 °Ubı1 nota, quod prim1 fratres, quı praedıcaverunt evangelıum populo, fuerunt fratres
heremitarum Sanctı Augustini. ” Ambrosius de Cora, Chronica SaCFatLisSsSım. Ordinis
fratrum heremitarum sanctı ugustini, (Rome, 742; Ambrosius de Cora,
Defensorium Ordinis fratrum heremitarum Sancti Augustinl, Oome, 499-616; SCC

also Balbino Rano, San Agustin Orden Algunos Sermones de Agustinos del
Primer Sıglo (1244-1344),” Analecta Augustiniana 53 (1990) 7-93

83 For the entire discussion that follows, Cf. Rano, San Agustin los origenes de
Orden.” For interpretation of the hıstorical narratiıves ere discussed, ave rawn
from Arthur anto, Narration and Knowledge (New York, Adam Zachary
Newton, Narrative Ethics (Cambrıdge, r Paul Rıcoeur, Time and Narrative,
CSD. vol (Chicago, 5 Gabrielle Spiegel, The Past Text. The Iheory and
Practice of Medieval Historiography (Baltımore, and Hayden Whıte, The Content
of the Form. Narrative Discourse and Historical Representation (Baltimore,
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The Vıta Aurelıu Augustinı Hıpponensıs p1ıscop1

Manuscrıipt Plut SUpD 48 of the Bıblıioteca Laurenz1i1ana in
Florence begins wiıth AaNONYINOUS VYıta Aurelii Augustini Hipponensis
Episcopi.”“ Though the manuscrıpt written in 1470, the VYıta WAas

originally composed between 13272 and 1337° The codex contaıns
number of saınts’ lıves, ell the treatise the OrNg1NSs of the er
and the Sermo be discussed EeIO0OW. The author of the VYıta Was the pri10r
of Santo Spirıto, the Augustinıan house in Florence. In the later thiırteenth
cCentury anto Spirıto flourished, benefitting from the commerc1ıal growth
of the CIty, becoming, Arbesmann states, rel1ig10us and Cultura
center of the Oltrarno As matter of fact, SOON the whole rban district
ACTOSS the Arno Was called after Santo Spirito.  2786 TOM 1 Santo
Spirıto also the sıte of Order’s studium generale In Curia Romana.©'
Thus, Arbesmann concludes that the author of the Yıta G,  WAas of
administrative S. experienced in the spirıtual guidance of rel1g10us

‚88communıty, and possessed of een for the needs f the time.
The manuscrıpt such IS “organıc whole,” whereby the
compiler put together “Jong lıne of holy anCEeSTOTrS the ugustinı1an
Hermiuits of his day COU. claım for theır institute. ”® The Life of
Augustine,

MMay ell be called the Ornerstion! of the entire serl1es. For, f Augustine
15 pictured as the great SUCCESSOT of the [WO ounders and athers of eremuitical
monast1ıc1sm, St Anthony and St Paul the rst Hermit The Yıtae that follow
ell]l about the virtues and miracles of holy LUCH who distinguished
themselves by theır COINL1LON devotion the eremitical mode of monastic ıfe
hıch ST Augustine 15 sa1d to have rst organized the western Church.”

The author of the Yıta, 16 1S rather rief, SIrUN. ogether portions of
exXts from Augustine’s Confessiones, though Arbesmann posıts er
Lite. longer extant, that served the direct source.?! For present
PUTDOSCS the three interpolations Arbesmann identifies 4S providing

For description of the manuscrI1pt, and for analysıs of the Vita, SCC

Arbesmann, “Vıta Aurel Augustıinı Hıpponensıs Episcop1’ in Cod Laurent. Plut.
Sup i Traditio (1962) 319-355

85 Arbesmann, “Vlta, 9 22123507
Ibid., 326-327

A Ibid., 328
88 Ibid., 329
89 Ibid., ET For liısting of the CONfeNTS of the SCC ibid., 320-321

Ibid., SA
Ibid.,
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‘eremuitical gloss’ 8 the text of greatest importance. The first 15 the
acCcount of Augustine’s baptısm Repeating the erıted lore hat after his
baptısm ugustine and Ambrose composed the hymn Te eum laudamus
spontaneously in alternatıng phrases, the Yıta proceeds to claım that
Ambrose then invested ugustine in the of hermit, ase'! the
pseudo-Ambrosıan ermo de baptismo el CONVersiONne Augustini.”“ TIhe
second interpolation the Yita Arbesmann pomnts tOo 1S the aCCOount of
Augustine, ogether ıth Alıpıus, Nebridius and Adeodatus, seekıng
Ssu1ltable place for lıyving the onastıc 1fe Findiıng SIOUD of hermits
Tuscany ollowing the tradıtions of Paul, the rst Hermit, and St
thony, ugustine stayed wıth the Iuscan hermits for SOINC tıme, and,
quoting the VYita, ““gave LO hem WaYy of ıfe MO vivendi), 1C later
he wıdely establıshe' aMOoNg the cler1ics and hermuiıts Africa.?” Ihe
hırd pıece of evidence Arbesmann rings forth 1S the account drawn from
Possidius of Augustine’s foundatıon of monastery wıthin the Urc
compound after avıng een made presbyter. oting that Augustine had
been grante both the perm1ssıon and land for oıng by Bishop
Valer1us, the author of the Yita then COmMMEents ollows “Likewise he
establıshe' other monasterıies in deserted and wooded places.  2794 Taken
together, Arbesmann claıms:

The aetiological character of the three interpolatıons have discussed 15
obvıous. the rst place, they SCIVC LO explaın the Order’s full title ‘ordo
fratrum heremitarum sanctı Augustin1.’ Moreover, OUTI author’s time most of
the informatıon avaılable concerning the or1g1in of the rder overwhelmmegly
pointed JTuscany and the JIuscan Hermits of the thırteenth CENTUTY. The
three egends provide: the connecting lınks between Augustine and the
er of the Hermit T1ars of Augustine recognized by the the
COUTSC of that century. They SOON became fixed part the Order’s
tradition.”

Though the author of the Yıta g1VvES Augustine’s 102raphYy
eremitical flavor, he 1s ST1 rather Vaguc egardıng the connections between
Augustine’s eremitic1sm, and that of the ESA In the SLOTY of Ambrose
investing Augustine upon h1s baptısm, not found the Drev10us

02 Ibid., 340
92 °Cum quibus Augustinus alıquo tempore habitans modum vivendi, QUECIN latıus

postea in Afrıca clericıs ei eremuitıis constituit, e1s dedit.” Anonymous, ita Aureli
Augustini Hipponensis Episcopl, Florence, Bıblhoteca Laurenzıana, Plut Sup 4 $
fol fol 3 (hereafter cıited Anon. Vita); quoted Dy Arbesmann, . ‘Vlta., d 341

“Sic ipse lıa monasterıa construxit in l0CI1s desertis el nemorTOsIıs. ” Anon Vita, fol
quoted by Arbesmann, “V1ta,” 348

05 Arbesmann, öl Vlta.,” 349
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lıves of Augustine, the phrase nclude the VYita o0€es noOot describe the
Augustine assumed the of the Order.?® The second

interpolatıon 1S inconclusıve ell Whıile emphasızıng the eremuitical
desıires of Augustine and his assocılates, realızed, accordıngz to the Yita,
JTuscany amMONg the 24001010 of hermits followıing Paul and Anthony, there 1s5

explicıt connection between the MOdus vivendi ugustine provıde for
the SIOUD, and the Regula Sanctıi Augustini;” the Yita only confirms that
ugustine DaVC the TIuscan hermiıts the SaImnıec modus vivendi that he later
establıshe'l am ONg the clerics and hermuits in frica.”® The Salillc

ambiguılty applıes 118 the aCCOunt of Augustine’s establishing mONnastery
wıthın the Urc compound after his ordıination. Arbesmann seemmingly
trıes 118 make INOTC of the pPassSagc than perhaps IS warranted, when he
stafes that after the SLOTY found In Possıdıius. the author of the Yita “then
rather abruptly adds (fol 8') °SIC 1pse alıa monaster1a construxit locıis
desertis ei nemorTOsIis. ” Arbesmann then presents the len:  1er aCcCCount of
Augustine’s onastıc foundations present the treatise the Order’s
Or1g1ns, usıng the er version tO explaın the ONC lıne of the Yita The
lıne In question, however, o€es not abrup when read the
conclusıon of the PaSSaSCc and parallel wıth Possidius:

Possı1id. vıta Aug Anon Yita, fol
(52. 1-8;

actus CI SO presbyter monasteriıum Factus CTSO presbyter monasteriıum
intra eccles1iam INOX institult el CU| Jla eccles1ia IHNOX instituit ef CU

De1 SeErVIS Vvivere coepit secundum de1 ServVIS vıvere cepit secundum
modum et regulam sub sanctis apOS- modum et regulam sub sanctıs dD!  -
tolıs constitutam: maxıiıme ut CINO tolıs constiıtutam.
qu1cquam proprium Jla socıetate
haberet, sed e1s es: omn1a COIM-

mun1a, ef distrıbueretur un1cul1que

..  Ambrosıo Sum cucullam induente ef habitum SETVOTUMM de1  97 Anon. Vita, fol

”7 In analyzıng Possidius’ statement that Augustine upOon eing made presbyter CUM

dei SEerVLS Vivere coepit secundum modum el regulam sub SANCTLLS apostolis constitutam,
Verhejen dismi1isses the assocıatıon of the terms MOdus and regula ıth monastıc ule
In technical Maıs ans la sequence secundum modum ef regulam, le terme de
regula peut aVOIFr le SCI15 technique de regle monastique’. doit etre plus
MOINS identique celu1 de moOdus, 81 bien qu ’’ 1] faut comprendre “selon la facon de
ViUuTe Verheijujen, Regle, 183

See Arbesmann, “Vlta,’ 341
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siıcut ODUS eralt, quod 1am 1pse pr10r S1C ıpse alıa monaster1a construxıt
fecerat, dum de transmarınis ad Sua locis desertis ef nemorTOsI1s.
remeasset

The lıne, Sic LDSE alia monaster1ia construxit In IOocis desertis el NECEMOFOSLS
of the Yita, interprets Possidius’ quod 1AaAM IDSE prior fecerat, dum de
IFAansSmarınls ad SUQ D} yel in doing leaves the empora.

amb1ıg2u0us the author oes nOot spec1fy whether Augustine had
established “other monasterıi1es’” before OT after the monastery he ounded

presbyter, whereas Poss1idius’ acCCount 1s clear regardıng Augustine’s
pr10r monastıc iıfe. Though the phrase In locis desertis el NEMOFOSLS DUtS

eremuitical spin the acCoun(i, the Yita, in its rewriting of Possıdius,
refraıns from suggesting unambı1ıgu0ous relatıonshıp between Augustine’s
early onastıc ıfe and the ESA

The clearest assoc1latıon of Augustine’s eremiticısm wıth that of the
ESA 1S OUnN! in section 1C Arbesmann consıders 118 be appendices to
the Vita. the ırd of which,

1S brief note the rel1g10us Orders 1C follow the Augustinian Rule
(fol 11'-12') reflects the beginnıng of long-drawn dispute between the
Augustinıan Hermiuits and Canons, both claımıng for themselves the privilege
of being the hirst rel1g10us Tder founded Dy St Augustine. Showing se.
not AaVEISC I(8 scholastic reason1ıng, OUT author makes the ollowıng subtle
distinetion. The ordo fratrum heremitarum sanctı Augustini professes the
Augustinian Rule institutione, that 1S, the basıs of its foundatıon DYy St.
Augustine, theır instıitute ‘havıng proceeded from those who had received the
sa1d Rule from the Samle father Augustine and had carrıed hıs venerable body
to IThe Ordo cCanonıcorum regularium, the other hand, professes the
Augustinıan Rule devotione only, its beginning datıng rther back than
°to St Ruf, bıshop reg1o0n of France about the 104 firom the
Incarnatıon of Our ‚OTN! pparenuly satisfied wiıth avıng 1spose of the
difficulty by h1is clever argument(, the author quickly concludes the note wiıth
short reference the er of ST Dominic and mMan y other Orders of INnenNn

100ell dS

99 Arbesmann considers the ita ave three appendices, the 1Irs consisting of
VETISCS in pra1ise of Augustine, the second, account of the translations of
Augustine’s body, and the third, discussıon of the Orders which follow the Augustinian
ule See Arbesmann, “Vlta, 27 349-353

100 Arbesmann, “Vita,” 351-352 'besmann (01 nOt ıte the manuscript for hıs
discussion quoted here, though he translates therefrom For the attrıbution of St
Ruf the founder of the CanNnONS, Ses Arbesmann, . V1ta‚” A
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ere 1S, however, nothing the text that states that Augustine founded
the ESA In the manuscrıpt the section of text in question 1s gıven the
tıtle Instituit regulam CANONICIS. The text beg1ins DYy affırming that
ugustıne °rewrote’ the canonical rule 1 had een down by
the apostles after Christ’s ascens10n, but had een neglected for long
time. mMu. of rel1g10us follow thıs ule and it 1S avowed by the
church of G0d 101 The author then proceeds tO mentıion the Orders that
follow the ule

TOM its institution: the Trder hıch 1S 1D1OW called Ithe Order] of hermit
rothers of Saılnt Augustine, 1C Calllc about irom those havıng received the
sa1d ule ftrom the SaIinec Father Augustine, and from those havıngz carrıed hıs
venerable body Italy. TOM devotion: the er of egular Canons, IC
Was begun Dy Rufus, bishop reg10n of Tance the YCal of OUT Lord’s
Incarnatıon 1110; and the Tder of Friar Preachers, hıich Was begun by Eess-
ed Domuinıc the regı0n of Tolouse approximately the YCal of OUT Lord’s

102Incarnatıon 1200; and INnan other Orders of men ell of

ere IS question that the ESA 1S g1ven specı1al STa  S, ollowıng the
ule institutione whereas all others follow the ule devotione. Yet
though the ESA ArTOSC from those who rece1ived the ule from Augustine
himself, Augustine dıd nNnOTt wriıte his ule for the hermits. Earlier the
Yıta, noted above, the author claiıme: that Augustine provıde: the
Iuscan hermuits wiıth moOdus vivendi, wiıthout, however, explicıtly
des1ıgnatıng such the ule Nor 1s there explıcıt mentıion of the ule in
the author’s discussıon of Augustine’s written works. !® Leavıng
ou that the ESA has specıal Statfus ollowıng the ule Institutione,
and provıdıng eremitical gloss to Augustine’s biography not tO be (01018[
in previ0us acCounts, the author of the Yıta 15 ındetermınate ıth regar!
both to the composıtion of the ule and LO Augustine’s onastıc
foundatıons. Moreover, he dıstances the ESA from Augustine or1ginal

101 “ Instituit regulam CANONILCILS. Hıc den1ıque canonıcam regulam ab apostolıs post
ascensionem domiı1ını prımo tradıtam, sed longo tempore pOost neglectam, luculento SCTIINOMNC

rescr1psıit, quam innumerabilis perfecta sequıtur multitudo relig10sorum et de1 eccles1ia
multiplıcı illustrantium V1 profitetur. ” Anon. Vita, fol 3 Bn A LZ

102 “Ex instıtutione TdOo quı UNC fratrum heremitarum sanctı Augustıinı nuncupatur,
quı recıplientibus ab eodem patro Augustino dıiıctam regulam portantıbus Italıam 1US
venerabile 10) evenıt. Ex devotione rdo Canon1ıcCorum regularıum, quı rdo ufo
ep1SCopo in partıbus Gallıe dominice incarnatıon1ıs M.C SIC incepıit. Et Tdo
'atrum predicatorum, quı a eato Dominico ın partıbus Tolosanıs Circa N dominice
incarnatiıoniıs M.C  ® inıtium habuıt. Multique IM ordines tam marıum qQUam muliıerum. ”
Anon. Vita, fol A

103 Anon. Vita, fol. 9v
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SrOUD of hermuits bDy referring o ugustine’s er that er which 1S
nNnO called the Order|] of Hermiuts of Samint Augustine |emphasıs
mine].””** The relationshıp between Augustine’s eremiıticısm and the
ESA had not een fırmly establıshe'| That WOU. be the accomplıshment
OF the pri10r of Santo Spirıto s contemporarles.

The nıtıum S1IVe Processus Ordınis Heremitarum Sanctı Augustinı

The Samnec manuscrı1pt that contaıns the VYita includes
ell treatıse the ONg1INS of the ESA wıth the tıtle Initium SIVE
Processus Ordinis Heremitarum Sanctıi Augustini. ”” The author of the
Initium, the Yita, 1S nOt known, though the [WO works or1ginated in the
SaImnlec general circles. Balbıno Rano, the edıtor of the Initium, dates the
work approximately 18 330 106

The Initium places the OMg1INS of the ESA wıthın the historical
development of western monastıcısm, ıth spec1al focus the
eremuitical tradıtions. akıng Jerome’s VYıta sanctı aull priml eremitae
hıs pomnt of departure, the author that from the ecarly anchorıtes,
namely, 1as, Jo  s the Bapftist, Anthony and Paul the fırst Hermiuit, EVELY
er and relıg10n of the modern rel1g10us takes its or1g1n and
beginning  '„107 ollowıng these first hermuits, Basıl and Pachomius
established the apostolic ıfe in the East, ”® whereas ugustine then dıid

the West. fter treating Augustine’s onastıc foundatıons, the author
proceeds discuss briefly the OrT121NS of the other rel1g10ns, namely, the
Benedictines, the Cisterc1ans, the egular Canons, the Carthusıans, the
Francıscans and the Dominicans. ” He then 18 isting the General
pr10rs and the papal approbatıons of the OESA, beginnıng in the later

CENTUTY, and culminatıng the Gireat Union under exander
Hıs desıre emphasıze the antiquıity of his er 1S clear, when, for

example, he begins hI1is discussıon of the OESA, avıng Afirst reated the

See ote 102 above.
105 Anon. Vita, fols T aG25
106 * Deb  10 de SCI tiıempo posteri10r aproximadamente al ANO 1330.” Balbıno

Rano, °°1_ O8 dos Primeras Tras Conocıdas sobre e] Orıgen de la Orden Agustinıana, ”
Analecta ugustiniana (1982) 331-376; 335

107 “Ab ist1s Namqu«c anachoritis Oomnis rdo eft rel1g10 modernorum relı1g10sorum
sumpsıt exordıiıum l principium. ” Anonymous, Initium 1ve Processus Ordinis
Heremitarum Sancti ugustinl, ed Balbıno Rano, In °“ Los dos Primeras ras
Conocidassobre, ” 33 1-351:; 33°7 (hereafter cıted Initium).

108 Initium, 337
109 Intitium, 341 For the treatment of the Or1g1ns of the other relıg10ns, SE Initium,

341-343
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110other Orders, wıth the phrase, nte m tempora. Moreover, he
portrays the ESA the genulne inheritors of the ancıent eremuitical
'adıtıon when he concludes that not only the OLESA, “but virtually all

39relig10ns ave theır beginning and or1ıgın from ancıent athers
TIhe Initium continues wıth mystica interpretation of the founders of
rel1g10us Orders, assoclatıng them wıth Old Jestament Fathers Thus Basıl
1S interpreted the ante dıiluvian) NOC. and ugustine 15 equated wıth
Noah, for Noah “entered the arch of the Lord that human kınd m1g be
saved, ” and Augustine “entering the Urc of God, eed uman kınd
from heretics.  9112 Noah’s three SUNS, Shem, Ham, and Japheth, then
interpreted the three branches of rel1g10us that follow ugustıine: °“Kor
Shem 1S interpreted the egular Canons, who fight under Augustine’s
ule Ham 1S understood those who follow ugustine’s ule and ıfe
oOut of love. But Japheth 1s interpreted those brother hermits, who, SINCEe
they Calllec tO theır COUNITY, avıng multiplied SIaAsSp the WOT wıth the
example of theır holy ıfe and the cCları of knowledge.  22113 The entire
treatıse 1S designed tO the emporal and qualıitative prior1ity of ESA
wiıthın the relig10us ıfe of the Uurc. based the example of Augustine,
who 6,  not only the er of hermits, but EVCN 1ve'! himself
hermit.?*

Whereas Augustine’s eremiticism and ıts relatiıonshıp 18 the ESA in
the Vita W ds indistinct, it 15 explicıt the emplotment of the Initium.
Based the Confessions and Possıidius, the Initium DOCS far beyond the

Yıta reconstructing aCCount of Augustine’s early
onastıc ıfe and offers conclusıve evidence for Augustine’s composition

110 Initium, 344
111 ON tantu:  =] NOS, sed ere relıgiones nOostrıis patrıbus antıquıs inıt1ıum ef

princıpium habuerunt.” Initium, 345
112 * Per nNnım SanCcftOos ante dıluvium, NOC uCcC Vivit, omnıum

heremıitarum, monachorum, SCI VOTIUIN De1l omnıum quı ultra INarc fuerunt intellıgıtur
beatus Basılıus, quı floruit NNO CUIUS vıta ef regula ul in PTeSCHS QqUam
plures vivunt. Per No6, quı archam Domauiunıi, ut salveretur NU: humanum, intravit, beatus
Augustinus intellıgıtur, quı intrans Deı Ecclesiam, humanum NU: ab hereticıs 1beraviıt.”
Initium, 345

113 “Per qUOS trıplex Augustinum sequentium designatur. Nam DCT Sen
intellıiguntur Canoni1cı regulares, quı sub 1US regulam milıtant. Per Cam, qu1 amoOTIS
calore vitam eft regulam ugustinı Ssequun(tur. Sed PCI laphet, fratres ist1 heremite, quı
qUO ad terTas venerunt exemplo sancte vıite el scıentie clarıtate multiplıcatı mundum
comprehendunt. ” Initium, 345-346

114 “Ht multa alıa dicıit, quUC manıfestissıme ostendunt CUT NON tantu:  3 heremıitarum
m, CI U et1iam 1psum heremıtam fulsse.” Initium, 340
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of the ule for hıs first ZTOUD of hermits, who WeIC the forebearers of the
ESA

Possıd. ıta Aug Anon Yıta, fol 8172 Initium, 3358-340
91'83

Factus CTZO presbyter Factus CTgO pres  er (irca quod tempus
monasterium intra monasterium Ila Italıa primo, e1in!
ecclesiam INOX institult ecclesjia INOX instituıt et ffrıca, beatus
e CU  = Del SerVIS CUMm de1 SEervVISs vVvivere Augustinus ef doctor
vıvere coepıit ‚un- cepit secundum modum regulam apostol1ıcam
dum modum ef TeRU- et regulam sub sanctıs post Domuin1 asCeNS10-
lam sub sanctıs aD  - apostolıs constitutam. NC}  = ab apostolıs tradi-
tolıs constitutam: IMNa- sed dıu neglec-S1IC ipse alıa monaster1a
xime ut neMmMmO qU1C- construxıt loc1ıs tam, luculento SCITIINONC

Qquahl proprium 1la desertis ef nemorosı]s. conscr1ipsit
socıetate haberet, sed (fol ö) egenda SUA, QqUam
e1s essent omnı1a COIMN- Instituit regulam scr1psıit SanNnCcLIuUus Possıi-
mun1a, ei dıstrıbueretur CANONLCLS: Hıc den1que donıus ep1SCOpUS, diec1-
un1culque sicut OPUS canon1ıcam regulam ab tur quod ordınato Au-
eral, quod 1am 1pse apostolıs pOst aSCENS10- gust1ino lponensı1 CC-

pr10Tr fecerat, dum de NI Domuinı prımo cles1a sacerdote, 1LOX

transmarınıs ad SUa dıtam, sed longo IMpO- monasteriıum SCIVOTUIN

remeasse‘: pOost neglectam, lucu- De1 instituit, eft cepit
secundum regulamlento SEIINONC rescripsıt,

innumerabiıilıs apostol1ıcam v1ıvere,
perfecta sequlıtur multı- (UaM ıpse prIus fecerat
tudo rel1g10sorum e de1 dum transmarın1ıs ad
eccles1a multiplicı 11L1US- SUa remeasset Que
trantıum virtute profite- Oomn1a |probant| —

(fol 11'-12') dum quod 1psam ICcgU-
lam Italıa instituerit,
immo quod ipse an acCcCO-

rıta, dum fuut Italıa
post SUanl CONVvers10-
NCHN, extiterıit.

T0om the comparıson of the Initium wıth the Yita and Possıidius, number
of observatiıons be made. Possidius makes mention of Augustine’s
composıtion of monastıc Rule, but Simply hıs foundation of
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monas upON eing made pres  er though Possidius COMMEeENTS that
ugustine had previously 1VvVe monastıc ıfe As discussed above, the
Yıta includes hıs pasSsSagc from Possıdius, yeL ‘summarızes’ the ending of
Possidius’ aCCount wıthout S1ving emporal indıcation of when
Augustine had founded the c  other monasterı1es’. TIThe Yita, then, in
‘appendix’, includes discussion of Augustine  S composing hıis Rule,
aCCount not found in Possıidıius, NOT the other medieval Vıtlae The Initium
includes these {WO of text from the Yita, but inverts the order.
The aCCOunt of ugustine havıng composed the ule first in the
Initium, and 0€Ss in words VE sımılar O the Yıta The COMMEentT that
Augustine eloquently put together in wriıting the apostolic rule
down by the apostles after the Lord’s ascension, but for long time
neglected,’ appCars only ın the Yıta and the Initium, 16 that
ONC text either borrowed from the other, that both had
SOUTCEC. (nven the textual varlıatiıons of the phrase between the Yita and the
Initium, it 15 unlıkely that the author of the VYita drew from the Initium, the
text in the Inıtium IS far INOTC explicıt wıth regar' tO Augustine’s actıve
composıition of the ule and 1ts relationshıp the ESA Whereas the VYıta
g1ves thıs account 18 egıin the appendix dealıng wıth Augustine’s
institution of the Rule, referring O Augustine sımply in the Ir DETSON,
leavıng hım unnamed the text (Hic denique CAaNONLCAM
regulam...rescripsit),  115 the Initium designates ugustiıne beatus pa
Augustinus el doctor. eT, whereas the VYıta has Augustine “wrıting
agaln’ the canonical ule down by the apostles, the Initium
dıstances the ule from all canonical connotatıions. and g1ves Augustine
far IMNOTC actıve role in laımıng hat blessed father and doctor Augustine
put ogether in wrıiting the apostolıc rule (regulam apostolicam CON-

scripsit).
The Inıtium then continues Dy discussing the Varıo0us poss1ıble

locatiıons for Augustine’s Airst eremuitical communıty. Whereas the Yita Was

concerning the chronotopic acCcount of Augustine s monastıcısm, the
Initium 1S explicıt: “Grst in alY, then In Africa.? !6 The prec1ise locatıon
of Augustine’s rst hermitage, however, 15 left indeterminate; the author of
the Inıtium mentions the poss1ibilty of Miılan, Mons Pısanus, and
Centumcellae, but notes that decisıve cCannot be gıven due LO the
en of time thıs Ooccured the past, and the SCarcıty of SOUTCES (ex
longitudine femporis qUAM pigrikida scriptorum). It could EVCN ave
been, the author SUu:  S  > several places where thıs took place.

135 Anon. Vita, fol 1a
116 1ın Italıa pr1mo, deinde In Affrica.  99 Initium, 33%
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Neve  eless, it MoOst certamly in alY, and for that first communıty,
117Augustine wrote hıs ule The author continues wiıth rMe discussion

of Onıca’s cal and then includes the pasSSagc from Possidius, affırming
that uponN eing ordaıned pres  er Dy bishop Valer1us, ugustine ounded

moONnastery and 1ve' accordıng the apostolic nule: ‘“which he had
previously one when he returned from AC1I1OSS5 the SCa to hıs
homeland.”!'® Whereas the Yıta ummarızed thıs lıne {irom Possidius
wıth the nebulous reference “other monasterlies 1n desert and wooded
places,” the Initium sed Possıidius’ testimonYy Droo of the Italıan
Or1g1ns of Augustine’s eremi1tic1sm: these things sShow Ou that
|Augustine] instituted hıs ule in alY, and CVCI LHOTC S! that he
himself 1Vve' anchorite in aly after his conversion.  2119 In CONtTrast
LO the narratıves of the medieval tradıtion, ell that of the Florentine
VYita, 1C employed Possidius’ remark which he had previously Oone
when he returned from the Sead fO Ais homeland,
conclusıion, OT SEVCN afterthought, LO the aCCOUunNtT of Augustine’s establıshing

mOonastery after avıng een made pres  ef. the Initium g1ves the phrase
content Dy havıng rst establıshe'| Augustine’s composition of the ule for
hıs first eremitical communıty in Italy, LO ıe then Possidius’ phrase,
which he had previously OoNne. (1am IDSE prıor fecerat) refers back
the emplotment of the Initium. As ıf 18 leave ou the author of the
Initium changed Possidius’ ‘“ Augustine] began LO live...accordıng LO the
Custom and WaYy of ife established Dy the holy apostles, ” repeated
Dy the author of the VYita, LO ‘ Augustine| began to lıve accordıng the

apostolic Rule,” whereby in place of the somewhat vaguc ‘“according the
CuUuStom and WadYy of ife constituted Dy the apostles, ” (secundum modum el

regulam sub SANCLILS apostolis constitutam), the author of the Initium
eferred back LO the ‘apostolic rule (regulam apostolicam) 1C “hlessed
father and doctor ugustine puL together in wriıting,” (beatus D
Augustinus el doctor...conscripsit).

The author of the Initium dıd nNOL StOp ere iıth h1is rewrıting of
Possidius. avıng sufficıently ea ıth Augustine’s eremuitical Org1nNs
alY, the author then turned 1(60) Africa. Whereas Possidius simply reported
Augustine’s establishing monaste: wıthin the Church compound after
havıng een made pres  er, the Initium laimed that Augustine 1ve.
eremitical lıfe. “according the apostolic Rüle.“ ıth blessed Valerius In

117 Initium, 338-339
118 Initium, 339-340
119 ““Que Oomn1a [probant ]} nedum quod 1Ipsam regulam in Italıa instituerit, immo quod

ipse anacorita, dum fuıt in Italıa post SUamIlı conversionem, extiterıit. ” Initium, 340
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villa. !0 For this PassSasc the author m1g) ave een takıng his
inspıratiıon from Phılıp of Harvengt’s Yita, rather than from Possıdius. As
SCCIH above, Phılıp claımed that Valerius DaVC Augustine garden in 1C
tOo establısh monastery after havıng ordaıned hım presbyter, 1C

INOTC closely elated V1 than o€eSs Possıidius’ wording, intra
ecclesiam. The point fo be made 15 that the Initium IS clear that
Augustine’s second eremitical communıty Was that 1ppoO, together ıth
Valer1ius. ifter his ordıinatıon bıshop, the author continued, Augustine
then ounded mMan monaster1es solıtary places, 1C he stayed,
the father of Nan Yy, teachıng, correcting and regulatıng hıs V OW)

anchoritic SONS, that they m1g SCTIVC G0d worthily keeping wıth the
apostolic Rule. ”! Taken all together, the author concluded, it 15

manifestly clear that Augustine 66,  was not only the father of the hermits, but
Svcn himself hermit.  99122

Such statement not wiıithout polıtic. implıcatiıons 1330 It
made precisely when the ESA negotlations wıth the egular

Canons concerning ustody of Augustine’s tomb in St. Peter in Ciel TO
in avla, avıng een grante such privilege LA yel unable to
establısh themselves custodians until 33112 The Initium not
written for the edificatıon of members of the ESA. fter asserting
ugustine’s eremuitical foundatıons and lıfe, the author then aunchnhe:
on attack agaınst his opponents:

Nor o€es it matter that the egular Canons Sd y that they rece1ived the ule
from Jessed Augustine Afrıca, whereby hey call themselves Canons of St
Augustine. Wherefore they WOU. have CaUsSC, SOM1C SdyYy, because firıca
Augustine gaVC hıs Rule and founded monaster1i1es much 18} and for the
Canons and for hermıits, and that dıd not COINC about from the sa1d
hermits. Ihıs does not SCECIN be- wıth regard fo the Canons, SINCE

120 “In iffrıca VEIO, ut 1pse dicıt in SEerMOne de ıta clericorum, quod CUu eato Va-
entino SIC in vılla habıtabat, eft secundum regulam apostoliıcam vıvebant.” Initium, 340

121 °°Ht ep1SscCopus fuıt yponens!Is, qUamı plurıma monaster1a in solitudıne
construxıt, in quibus sicut plurımum morabatur, 1DSOS SUOS fl1ı08 anacorıtas
instruendo, corrigendo eit ordinando, ut Deo dıgne ef secundum regulam apostoliıcam
servirent. ” Initium, 340

122 After cıtıng apocryphal phrase from Augustine’s In TIohannis Evangelium, and
from the pseudo-Augustinian SECEIMO de DassıOoNE Dominı OSIr esu Christi, the author
concludes: “Et multa lıa dıcıt, qucC manıfestissıme ostendunt CUuMm HNO tantum
heremıtarum m, VeEeIUIIN et1am ipsum erem1 fuisse.” Initium, 340

123 See Arbesmann, “Vlta,” 332: ef: Pierre Bourdieu, Language and Symbolic Power,
(Cambriıdge, 180 and Dassım,
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loachım saı1d that the egular Canons had theır beginnıng from lessed Rufus,
124bıshop parts of France.

The author establıshe both the antıquıty of the ESA and its continulty
ıth Augustine’s orıginal eremitical communıitıes by then briefly
discussiıng the Org1Ns of the Varı0us rel1g10us Orders, and the
manıfestation and approbatıon of the ESA the CoOnftfext of that
development. ‘” er the papacıes of exander IL, nNnOocent HIL,
egOrYy and exander IV, the pri10r generals of the er rece1ved
specı1al priviıleges. exander IV, however, played specı1al role:

Pope Alexander, from hıs love of lessed Augustine, appeared hım
visıon wıth arge head, but SMa body, the first VYCar of hıis pontificate

increased the er much in members in priviıleges, bringing together
into thıs Trader the Brictinenses, the Brethern of aV:  3 P the ollowers of Friar
John Bonus, and the Wılliamites, granting the rder privileges 4S before

126other elıg10n.
Thıs 1s the earlıest aCCOUNT of lexander  s Vvisıon of Augustine In
asSsoOcC1atıon ıth the Great Union. As 111 SCC, it WOU. be repeate: by

127Nicholas of Alessandrıa, Henry of Friemar and Or of Quedlinburg.
the Iniıtium established connection betweenWıth thıs account,

Augustine’s original foundatıon of hermits in alYy, and hI1is role in
Alexander establıshıng the ESA the Great Union. ere 15
continulty between Augustine’s erem1ticısm, and the eremitic1ism of the
ugustinıan rder, emphasıze Dy the Initium’s concludıng DYy returnıng 18
Jerome’s discussıon of the early desert fathers, 18 1C Augustine and his
hermuits added. *8 Wıth the Initium, ugustıine nNnOot sımply the

124 “Nec obstat quod CanonI1CI regulares dicunt quod eato Augustino in ffrıca
regulam receperint, qUO dicunt CanoOoNn1ICOS beatı Augustini. nde motivum habuerint,
quıdam dicunt, quod tam CanonicCI1s quamı 1pS1S heremitis in Afrıca regulam ei
monasterl1a construxit, et dıctis heremitis NON even1ımus. De CanonIicCI1s NON videtur
VCTUNN, quoniam abbas Iohachyn dicıt quod canonicı regulares inıtıum aDbuerun:! eato
ufo ep1Sscopo in partıbus Gallıae.”” Initium, 341

125 Initium, 341 FOFr the dıscussıion of the Org1ns of the Varıous Orders, SCcCC Initium,
342-343

126 . predictus papa Alexander ab beatı Augustini, e1 in visione MagnNus capıte
ef DarvVus membris» prımo NNO SUl1 pontificatus predictum Ordınem in
person1s qUam in grati1s augmentavıt, U1C Ordıni! brictones, fabarıos, jambonitas,
guglıelmiıtas jungendo, gratias NUumMquUamı simıles alıcul relıgion1 tradıtas |condonando]|]...”
Initium, 345

127 Arbesmann argued that Henry aCCount of the VIS1ON in hıs Tractatus Was the rst
Augustinıan mention of the V1IS10N: SCC Arbesmann, H. 131 Henry’s and Jordan’s

of the Visıon ıll be discussed e1Ii0OW.
128 Initium, 349
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historical bıshop of Hıppo and author of the apostolic Rule; for the ESA
he had become noster.

Nicholas of Alessandria ’s ermo de beato ugust1ino

The thırd text the Laurenziana manuscrı1pt that pertaıns tO the
creatiıon of the ugustinıan myth 15 Augustine, preached
arıs 3372 by Nicholas of Alessandrıa, edited together wıth the Initium
Dy Rano 1cholas of lessandrıa became master of theology al arıs In
1333 and attended the General Chapter at Grasse 1335 where the NC2O-
tiatıons wıth the egular Canons OVCTI the custody of Augustine’s tomb
WEeIC confirmed. Three yYCals later he also present Siıena al the
General Chapter 1C. renewed affırmatıon of the agre  n He INaYy be
the Samne Nıcolas de Alessandrıa designated °‘lector in the Cur1a’
May 1327 who together ıth the Prior General Wılli1am of Cremona and
three others entered negotlations wıth the Canons and the COIMIMMUNEC of
Pavıa regardıngz Augustine’s tomb.}** Hıs Sermo de heato Augustino in

even! clearly testiNes tO his commıtment and in presenting the
Hermuits’ Cas:

The 1S divided into tWO dıstinct parts. The Airst consısts of
praises of Augustine’s earnıng, character, and service LO the Uurc.
akıng the pericope from Maccabees DL aZ2nus In hac CLIViLiate el

atribus el faliis In Nicholas turned the hıstory and
development of western monastıcısm, eginnıng wıth Paul the rst Hermıit
and thony. He continued Dy tracıng the dispersals of the earlıest
eremiuitical OUDS, SOINC of whom settled in alYy. Nıcholas then treated
Augustine’s CONnversion and early onastıc experliences, hıs composition of
the ule for the Tuscan Hermits, h1s return Afrıca and his establıshment
of monaster1es there skıpping OVOI Augustine’s ıfe after his
monastıc foundatıons, Nıcholas moved rather quickly TI1e mentıon of
Augustine’s death and the translatıons of his body, before finally arrıving
at the development of the Augustinıan Hermits, placed chronologically
ell before the Or1g1ns of the other Orders, namely, the egular Canons,
the Franc1iscans, and the Domuinicans. He proceeded wıth hıis aCCOuUuNT by
ıstıng the earlıest known Priors General of the rder, pomting O the papa
privileges they received, and the papal approbations of the er
culminatiıng exander Great Union, concluding ıth 1st of the
Priors General of the er oug Wılliıam of Cremona and the KESA

assumıng ustody of Augustine’s tomb The closes wıth hat COU.

129 0’ “[T _ as Dos Primeras Obras Conocıdas, ” 353-354
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be SCCI1 hırd sect10n, though 1C functions final determinatio
of the matter al hanı  O i1cholas ffered e1g arguments and three proofs
from authorıty to establısh ONCEC and for all hat ugustıine nOot only WAas

the ounder of the Hermiuts, but also 1Vve hımself ONC, hereby
authenticating the hıstorical continulty between Augustine’s eremuitical lıfe,
and that of the ESA

In iıcholas the representation 1S intensıhnled in three
respects: first, the detail given regardıng Augustine’s composıtıon of the
ule and foundatıon of monasteries: second, the argumen agalnst the
Canons; and third, the 1C elements of the historical account.

In ıcholas hıstorical reconstruction there 1s longer question
regardıng Augustine’s composıition of the ule fOor hıs rst eremiıtıical
communıty aly, NOT where that Hirst communıty W äas ocated. As stated
above, the second of the begins wıth ACCOUNT of the Or121ns
of eremitical monasticısm wıth Paul the first Hermit and ONY. ToOom
these Or1g1nsS, the eremitical ıfe had three branches, ounded Dy ası and
Pachomuius in the Kast, and Dy ugustine in the West. !” The followers
of Paul and Anthony WEIC dıspersed by combinatıon of persecutions and
divıne provıdence. As result, SOTINC of these early hermuits Cainc LO alY.
eTe, they heard of STOUD of hermits lıviıng between Rome and Vıterbo,
who had orıginated from {WO ONC around hermit named Anthony,
who 1ve' Mons Pısanus, and the other. the of hermıits led Dy
blessed Mamılıanus, who 1Vve! 1918 Sardinia. *} The 19(%  s arrıvals Jome:
the in the ermitage between Rome and Vıterbo, and there the
communıty DTCW and prospered, and ul ON hundred cells, in the place
called Centumcellae The inhabıitants of the reg10n ul for the hermits
church dedicated the Holy rını and there, 1cholas ffirmed, C  in the
COUTSC of tıme, the rst locatıon of the er of Hermıuits of Saılnt
59132  Augustine. The for thıs Nicholas gaVC later in the

Turnıing LO Augustine’s cConversion and baptısm, 1cholas repeated
the STOFrY of Augustine and Ambrose composıng the Te eum laudamus. He

130 Nıcolas de Alessandrıia, Sermo de eato Augustino, ed Balbıino Rano, In ° 108 dos
Primeras bras Conocıdas, ” (hereafter cıted Nic.Al Sermo); Cf. Inıtium, A
338

131 Nıc.Al Sermo, In the Laurenz1ana manuscrıpt short 1ta of Mamıiılı1anus
follows dırectly that of Augustine; Florence, Bıblıioteca Laurenzi1ana, MS Plut. Sup 48,
fol 135

132 “ T Jıictı autem heremiıte in prefata heremo inter Romam eit Vıterbium In tum
1UMNSCIO eit merıto satıs 1t0 creverun(t, quod ibıdem cellas COonstruxerunt 1uxta locum quı
Centum cellıs dicıtur ef habıtatores illıus reg10N1S ın dicta heremo ecclesiam in honorem
Sancte Irinıtatıis 1pSIS trıbus edifıcarunt et 1b1 in temporI1s fuit prımus locus
Ordinis heremıitarum sanctı Augustini...” Nıic.Al Sermo, 365
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then relates how for INOTC than YCar Augustine 1ve' the ermitage of
Ambrose and Sımplic1anus outsıde Mılan be taught by hıs tWO SCHIOTS

who had een instrumental his CONVELISION ugustine did nOtT at that
iime COMPOSC hıs ule Nıcholas affırmed, he 1ve' wıth Ambrose

133and Simplıcı1anus theiır student not theır master Duriıng thıs
per10d ugustıne persuade: by hıs mother 18 return LO frica, and
theır WAdY, they Camec upon the COMMUNI of hermuits Centumcellae and
stayed ıth them for per10 of approximately [WO VYCars by the
COMMUNITY, Augustine composed hıs ule for the SrOUD, and from that
ıme they WEeIC called the hermit brothers of ugustıne by 1Cason of the
ule 110 them whereas previously they WeTIC only
hermıiıts 5134 Moreover Nıcholas also PTECISC date for the ule
COmposıtıon In the first section of the Praisıng Augustine
admınıstratıve abilıties 1CNO12aSs sed ugustine provıding ule

99135example, 1C “he composed,” Nıcholas affırmed, YCal>s ag
Sınce the 15 explicıtly ate. 1332 136 Nıcholas assıgned the
composıtiıon of the egula Sanctı Augustini tO the VCar 3072 137

Nıcholas continued tO u11 argument from biographical detaıls
the iime of hıs baptısm ugustiıne YyCal> old and he

th:  n  cc when Moniıca died at Ostıa Thus Nıcholas argued he spent

133 Nıc Sermo 366-36/
134 Instigante autem DIa matre que affectabat eodem sepulcro CU! VITO SUOo pTopPMa

1Vıtate recondı ut 1DSC dıicıt Confess ad Affrıcam remeabat qUEITCNS cottidie locum
sıbı aptum ad serviendum Deo Cum CIO ad ntroıtum ]ussıe percıinxXıt plures De1
heremiıticam Vvıtam ducentes monte Pısano quamı I0CI1S alııs ad predictam Vvıitam

icia DIOVINCIa invenit el tandem ad locum Centumcellarum applıcuit Cum
quıbus fratrıbus diu COMMOTatus rogatus ab 615 ut regulam ei vivendi [traderet ]
D COmMpOSU1 10C0O sancte Irmmitatıs de Centumcellıs Et tunc vocatı sunt fratres
heremite Augustıinı ratıone regule date Qquı ‚u heremiıte tantummodo dıcebantur
Nıc Sermo 36’7 Nicolas CONtINUES Dy noting the aptness of Augustine > COMPOSINg
the ule for the hermits the church of the Holy rıinıty; hid

135 “Jerti0, requıirıtur prelato bono regularıtas famılıe Opus 3000001 laudat opificem
Qualıs 111111 est 1ICX talıs lex eit talıs QICX Quomodo autem eatus Augustinus regularem
famılıam statuerıt Satıs ordıinatıssıma regula SUua sub qua quası infiniıtı regularıter
eit sancte Vivun:' et Vixerunt lam 1d| SUnt 230080 94(0) QqUaM cComposuılt modo qul fine
narrabıtur Nıc Sermo, 361

136 The explıcıt sStates “Hec Magıster Nicolaus de Allexandrıa NO Domuinı @
Paris1is.” Nıc Sermo 376

137 For contemporary scholarshıp datıng of the ule SCC Lawless Augustine of
Hippo and his 'Onastic ule 148 154 Lawless TIEeEVICWS the VarlOus scholarly OD1INIONS
and then concludes “Barrıng LNOTC CONVINCINS evıdence the TYy 30 /
be INOTE lıkely time of composıtıon for Augustine S ule Ihid 153 Nicholas
not ave recogniızed the problem hıs datıng posed for his argument at least by
contemporary reCcCOoNsSiIructiONs Augustine ordaiıned presbyter 391
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approximately [WO YCalrs ıth the Tuscan hermits and ONC the ermitage
Z Milan. !3 iıcholas then brought in Possidius proo text, cıtıng the
DaSSapC. “havıng een ordained pres  er, Augustine establıshe'l 110NAas-

terYy and began 118 lıve wıth the sServants of God accordıng tOo the Custom
and WaYy of ıfe established by the holy apostles.  22139 Thıs linches the al-

gument for Nıcholas “Ftrom thıs ıt 1S perfectly clear that ugustine inst1-
ted and 1ve' by the saı1d ule Trst in OVe ave stressed
the ambigulty tO pl thıs phrase in Possıdius BaVC rse. ven the author
of the Initium Vaguc regardıng the precise locatıon of Augustine’s first
eremitical communıty for 1C he composed the Rule, affırmıng only,
and using thıs lIıne of Possıidius proof, hat it first in Italy. Wıth
Nıcholas Cları achleved. Possidius’ ÜK he had previously ONne
when he returned from the SCa his omelan refers Augus-
tine’s composing the ule In 397 for the Iuscan hermuıits entumcellae,
1C the first locatıon of the Ordo bremitarum Sanctı Augustini.

Nıcholas Just prec1se wıth regar LO ugustine’s monastıc
foundations. The first that 1n entumcellae 1CcCHNOlas then proceeded
to Augustine’s arrıval in frıca, where ogether wıth his frıends, he
recei1ved Dy Bishop Valerius. egardıngz the 1cCan theater of Augustine’s
monastıc operations, in the Initium only explıcıt mention 1S made of the
V1 3C Valerius SaVC 118 Augustine, ogether ıth the er COoMMEeENnNT
that Augustine ounded Man monasterı1es after he WAas ordaıned bıshop,
though the author of the Initium sed Possidius’ aCCOUNLT of Augustine’s
onastıc foundatıon upDOoN eing made pres  er proo of the Italıan
prior1ity of Augustine’s eremiticism. *  1 In COomparı1son, 1cholas restored
the PIODCI order, ell havıng combined Phıilıp of Harvengt’s garden
wıth the Initium’s V1 after Augustine Was recei1ved by Valerı1us,
“Valerius SaVC hım certaın garden certaın wooded vılla, that
together ıth hıs assoc1lates who oll0owe: hım, they COU lıve
eremitical and solıtary life.„l42 Thereafter. havıng been rdaıned
presbyter, ugustine founded another monasterYy adjoıne the church in

138 Nıc.Al Sermo, 367-368
139 .  factus presbyter instituıt monasterium et cepit Vivere secundum regulam sub

sanctıs apostolıs constitutam, quod ipse | SCHIDSI; 1psum ed. ano prio0r fecerat, CUMmM

transmarınıs ad proprıa remeasset.” Nıc.Al. Sermo, 368
140 “EX qQUO manıiıfeste quod dictam regulam nstıtuıit ei servavıt prımo in Ytalıa.”

Nic.Al Sermo, 3168
141 See note 119 above.
142 *Defuncta 1gıtur matre Augustin! apud Hostia tyberina, in Affrıcam CUM SOC11S

profectus estT, QUECIN SAaNCi{uUS Valerius yponensı1s ep1SCOpuSs paterne suscepit ei e1 quemdam
hortulum in quadam vılla sılvestrı dedit, ut ibıdem CUMmM SOCNIS quı el adherebant solıtarıam
ef solıtam agerent ıtam  27 Nıc.Al Sermo, 368
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1ppoO, repeating the aCcCCount of Possidius."“ bishop,
Augustine founded Man monaster1es and hermiıtages CC  in 16 the
Sservants of God, keeping ıth the WaY of ıfe and 3C he had
SCCI1 in alY, m1g lıve accordıng tOo the ule 16 he had
composed  .„144 Nıcholas thus clearly distinguished four stages of
Augustine’s monastıc foundatıions. The first in entumcellae; the
second in Valer1us’ garden/viılla; the 1r the church
compound in 1ppO after avıngz been made pres  er and the (0108 WAas

multiple foundatıons after havıng een ordaıned bıshop Such cCları Was

called for in 13372 precisely due to the on-g0ing debates havıng een
inıtiated OVeTr whether Augustine or1ginally wrote his ule for the Canons
OI for the Hermaiuts. Nıcholas left (0)81

Wıth hıs prec1s1ıon of detaıl and atıng concerning the development
of Augustine’s erem1t1c1sm, Nıcholas Was clear that Augustine fiırst
founded his er of Hermaiuts. Moreover, in Nıcholas representatiıon
He  S argument for the OESA’S priority OVCI agaınst the egular Canons 1s
dvanced the Order’s fter delineatiıng the four stages
Augustine’s onastıc foundatıons, iıcholas then argued:

Some however elıeve that the irlars, because they wWeTC hermıit friars only
1ved the sa1ld place and other simılar places outside the c1Ity, and
Augustine’s jet adjoıned IO the UrC. 1ppoO, 1ve: the egular
(Canons. But f truth be known thıs Wäas not the CasSC, as much because all
rel1g10us lothed wıth aC. tunıc girded wiıth belt, the
friars of St Basıl, dASs because at that time ON that regı1on had SCcCCH such

that 1C the egular Canons DNOW WCAaLl, and because
oachım hıs Exposition the Apocalypse clearly sa1ıd that the Regular
Canons had theır or1gıin from lessed Rufus, bishop parts of France,
approximately the VCal of Lord 090 Ihe Canons WCIC called the
Canons of St Augustine, because Rufus SaVC them Augustine’s Rule TOom
these Canons time Cammne blessed Domuinic. 145

143 Nıc.Al Sermo, 368
144 “Quando autem fuıt In dıcta eccles1i1a yponensıs ep1SCOopus ordinatus, quam plura

monaster1a solıtarıa ei heremitica construxıt, in quıbus Servıi De1l 1uxta ei habıtum
qUCIM in Ytalıa viderat regulam ab condıtam servabant...” Nıic.Al Sermo, 369

145 ‘“Quidam aufem quod iratres credunt quod iratres heremite solum In dicto 10C0 ei

similıbus xira Civıtatem habıtarent ei in Jlo monasterI10, i1uxta ecclesiam anonicı
regulares, sed, salva verıtate, hoc NOn videtur, qu1a relig10s1 ultramarını tunıca
nıgra desuper cıncta ONa induuntur, ut es sanctı Basılıi, quı1a 1lo tempore nullus
ıbi talem habıtum vidıt qualem UNC portant Canonicı regulares, quıa as oachım
In expositione apokalisim SIC 1C1 quod Canonicı regulares OTTU);
abuerun! beato ufo ep1scopo in partıbus Gallıe CIrca MN Domiuinı MX Dıcuntur
tamen Canonicı1ı sanctı Augustin1, quı1a beatus ufus e1s regulam eatı Augustinı dedit. Hx
quıbus Canonic1s In temporı1s fuıt beatus Dominicus.” Nıic.Al Sermo, 369-3/0
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Nıcholas had previously concluded the first of his ıth the
Samıec argument, placed Context of hıs exposıtion of the per1cope, makıng
the distinction between Augustine’s brothers atres and SONS Z1
Augustine’s brothers all those who ounded Orders based hISs Rule,
such the Regular Canons, ounded by Rufus, the rder of Preachers,
ounded by Domuinic, and Nan others.!*® °But We,  27 iıcholas continued,

Augustine’s SONS, born immediately from and therefore clearly
h1s S12N, namely the 1C| he used directly after hıs baptısm. For

had such been SCCI] 4S that 1C| the egular Canons
W but all rel1g10us WeTC lothed aC. and girde wıth belt OVeTL the
tunıc. 14’7

FoOor Nicholas the abı ıtself differentiated the ESA from the egular
Canons, and W as sıgn of the PrI1IMAaCYy of Augustine’s foundatıon. The
habıt of the ESA that of Augustine, from the time of his baptısm, and

ON that only hıs irue SONS WEeIC entiıtle: to chare. It 15 only 1g of
the force of hıs argument that Nıcholas then make such concilıatory
COomMMentS the ON wıth 1Cc he concluded hıs proo of the Hermıits’
priority: 1SSUE, however. 1s nNnOt LO be oreatly isputed, especlally
because f ugustine ounded that er and OUTS, it all DOCS the praise

935148of hat glor10us father, how V Man SONS in 15 he bore.
Nicholas historical evidence and arguments WeIC designed

present Convıncıng proo of Augustine’s original foundatiıon of the ESA

wıthın the Hctive narratıve of the historical facts, however,
WeIC mythıc elements. As the author of the Initium, Nicholas NCIuUudE: the
aCCOount of Augustine appearıng 1{0 exander catalyst for the G’reat
Union:

Inıtium, 344-345 e Sermo, 372

Insuper tempore essan! papc lempore Allexandrı quarti, frater
Philiıppus de Parana [prıor generalıserat Dr10r predict1 Ordinis frater

Phylıppus de Parrana, 300 1t] Quo tempore beatus Augusti-

146 Nıic.Al Sermo, 363
147 *Sed 1NOS filı immediate ab genitl, ideo plene portamus sıgnum 1DS1US,

scılicet habıtum qUO SUS fuıt statım post conversıonem. Nunquam nım ultra INaTre talıs
habitus VISUS est qualem Canonic1 regulares, sed rel1g10s1 induuntur de

n1gro ef ‚Up! atam tunıcam corriglia cinguntur. ” Nic.Al Sermo, 363
148 “Non est autem In hoc disputandum, maxıiıme quıla, ef S1 illum Ordinem ei NnOS

instıituit, totum ad laudem 1PS1US glori0s1 patrıs cedıt quanto plures tılıos in Christo
genult. ” Nic.Al Sermo, 3’70
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NUus dıcto papc eXandro visioneamator et ampas lumiınıs virtutum.
Cu1lus tempore predictus DapDad Ale- apparuıt grandıs capıte, sed membris
xander ab am ore beatı Augustini, el ex1lıs, ut ıpse Papa estatus est,
in visıione capıte el Darvus quO MOtus funt dicto nOStro Ordıni
membris appaIrCcNs, prımo SUl1 uniıre plures alı08 Ordınes qu1 erant

pontificatus predictum Ordinem alıqualiter heremite, scıilicet brıtones
ei sabarıos, inter qUOS multı S1IC unitıperson1s qUamhl grat11s n-

tavıt, hu1c 1nı brictones, fabarıos, erant marchıa Anchonitana, gu1l-
ermitas ef iambonuiıtas.jambonıitas, guglielmıtas 1un-

gendo, gratias sıimıles al1ı- Tunc autem adımpleta fuıt
Cul relig10n1 tradıtas [condonando], prophetia bbatıs Joachım eXDOSL-
ut SU1S privileg1s continetur, fione qUuUamhl fecıt Ü  € apokalypsim,
predictum fratrem ylıppum ub1 dicıt Surgıit SIC ordo DNOVUS qu1
lens, uft antea eralt, priorem dict1 videtur NOVUS eft NON est, induti1
1S preficere, quı obmissıs hulus N1gr1S vestibus ei accınct1 desuper
gratia multıs lacrımıs fere eCUSaI®c ZON3a. Hıl CreSCEN! ef fama vulga-
obtinuıt. fratrem bıI  S 1pSorum eft predicabunt fidem
chum de ediolano, VIiIrum pruden- qUaml defendent qUu! nem

tem, e1s priorem institult generalem, mundı Per angelos en1m 1stos intel-
ut DCI SUOSQqUC, fideles vit11s eft lıguntur alıquı ordinis 1ustorum, qUO-

us erıt fervens et ardens adpeccatıs OS faceret, quod plene
hodiıernum diem facıunt et secandam vineam reproborum S1

facıent de bono melıus aQT( spirıtu Elye. Quıi1 erıt ordo hermita-
Domuinı mirılice fructificantes, 1DSO emulantıum vıitam angelorum,
auxılıante, qu1 est unus substantıa, UuO' vıta erıt quası 12N1S ardens

am oOTre et zelo De1 ad comburen-trınus in person1s. Quı1 est laudabilis
efi enedictus secula seculorum. dum bulos ei spinas, malı abu-
Amen tantur amplıus patientiae De1 Sur-

gent en1ım equ1 n1ıgr1 et hı1 defendent
Ecclesiam ei fides singularıter erıt
e1s ef D'  cabun! veritatem et res1s-
tent nlı0 iniquitatıs ef -
NC}  = fortiter stabunt. Gaudeant CIrg
herem1tarum duces, qUOTUIM p
Paulus prımus heremita. Hec le

Facta au unıone omn1ı1um
predictorum heremıtarum sanctı Au-

gustinı generalıs pri10r funt frater
Lanfranchus de Mediolano DCTI eccle-
sS1am Romanam institutus.
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In the Initium, Alexander 15 moved by hI1s love for Augustine, who
then appeared 118 hım ıth large head but small body, whereupon
exXander eitifecte! the Union. Wıth Nıcholas there 1S change, which
be SCCH intensıification of the mythıc. Nicholas nowhere mentions
lexander  s love for Augustine Augustine dSSUuUmINes INOIC actıve role
ıth Nıcholas, whereby based Augustine’s appearıng 18 exander,
exander Was moved to aCT, whereas in the Initium, Alexander love for
Augustine precede the V1S10N, IC then prompte hıs acti1on. The author
of the Initium makes exander the subject of the verb, performing the
actıvıty, ing the V1IsS1on in dependent clause AlexanderTHE CREATION OF AUGUSTINIAN IDENTITY  149  In the /nitium, Alexander is moved by his own love for Augustine, who  then appeared to him with a large head but small body, whereupon  Alexander effected the Union. With Nicholas there is a change, which can  be seen as an intensification of the mythic. Nicholas nowhere mentions  Alexander’s love for Augustine. Augustine assumes a more active role  with Nicholas, whereby based on Augustine’s appearing to Alexander,  Alexander was moved to act, whereas in the /nitium, Alexander’s love for  Augustine preceded the vision, which then prompted his action. The author  of the /nitium makes Alexander the subject of the verb, performing the  activity, adding the vision in a dependent clause — Alexander ... augmen-  tavit — whereas Nicholas places the verbal action with Augustine —  Augustinus  apparuit — attributing to Alexander a passive role — ex  quo motus fuit ... unire.'® Such re-emplotment would then later become  even more definite in Jordan’s narration, when Jordan claimed that  Augustine appeared to Alexander, as a divine oracle, wanting to end the  dispersion of his own religion.' There is a marked shift in the  attribution of the initiative for the Great Union from Alexander to  151  Augustine.  Nicholas goes even further when he then associates for the  first time the foundation of the OESA in the Great Union with the novus  ordo prophecied by Joachim.  All the evidence taken together, Nicholas claimed, proves that  “blessed Augustine was the leader, teacher, head and father of the  hermits.””'”? Nicholas concluded by arguing that the Church’s approbation  of the Order did not occur by chance, but that the Church declared the  OESA to be the true sons of Augustine with good reason, and had from  ancient times. Thus the Order merits its unique title, even if other orders  as well follow Augustine’s Rule.'* Nicholas’ intensifications of the  149 Nicolas continued with a list of the Order’s prior generals, extending to and  including William of Cremona; see Nic.Al. Sermo, 372-373.  150 VF 1,14 (47,80-85).  51 The shift is from the Initium’s Alexander ab amore beati Augustini, ei in  visione...apparens..augmentavit..; to Nicolas’ beatus Augustinus dicto pape Allexandro in  visione apparuit...ex quo motus füuit dicto nostro Ordini unire..; and then to Jordan’s  beatus Augustinus,  volens dispersionem suae Religionis congregari...in visione  apparuit...ex qua visione velut divino oraculo papa commonitus unionem...consummavit.  See also Rano, “San Agustin y los origenes de su Orden,” 658-667; and esp. 658-659,  where Rano also presents these three versions, together with Henry of Friemar’s, in  chronological succession, without, however, commenting on the rela_tionship between them  and construction of the myth.  152 «Sic ergo apparet quod beatus Augustinus dux, magister, caput et pater fuit  heremitarum.” Nic.Al. Sermo, 373.  13 Nic.Al. Sermo, 375-376.AUSZMEN-
aYL whereas Nıcholas places the verbal actıon wıth Augustine
Augustinus apparult al  ıbuting 1(60) exander passıve role
QUO fuit unire. ” Such re-emplotment WOU. then later become
CVCN INOIC definite In Jordan narratıon, when OTN! laımed that
Augustine appeared to exander, 4S divine oracle, wantıng to end the
dıspersıon of hıs religion. ” ere 1S mar'! chıft the
attrıbution of the inıtlative for the G'ireat Union from exander LO

151Augustine 1chNolas DOCS SVn er when he then assoc1lates for the
first time the foundatıon of the ESA the Great Unıion ıth the NOVUS

ordo prophecied by oachım
Al the evidence taken together, Nıcholas claımed, PITOVCS that

“hlessed Augustine the leader, teacher, head and er of the
hermits.  9152 Nicholas concluded Dy arguıng that the Church’s approbation
of the er dıid not by chance, but that the Urc declared the
SA 18 be the true SONS of ugustıine wıth go0od 9 and had from
ancıent times. Ihus the er meriıts its un1ıque tıtle, ECVCN 1f other orders

ell follow Augustine’s Rule.} 1ıcholas intensifications of the

149 Nıcolas continued ıth 1ist of the Order’s pri10r generals, extending and
including Wılliam of Cremona: Ses 4C Sermo,A

150 1,14 ’  »
151 Ihe shıft 15 from the Initium’s Alexander ab hbeati Augustinl, el In

visione...apparens..augmentavit..; Nicolas’ beatus Augustinus dicto PDape Allexandro ıIn
ViSLiONeEe apparult...eX QUO MOLCUS fuit dicto nNOSLFrO Ordini untre..; and then Jordan’s
beatus Augustinus, volens dispersionem uae Religionis congregarı...in VLSLONE
apparult...eX qud VISLONE velut divino oraculo DADa COMMONLIUS UNLONEM. .. CONSUMMAYVIL.
See Iso Rano, *San Agustin los origenes de Orden,” 658-667; and CS5pP. 658-659,
where also C  C] these three vers10ns, together ıth Henry of Frıemar’s, in
chronological SUCCESSION, wıthout, however, commenting the rela_tionship between them
and construction of the myth.

152 “SIC CTZO apparet quod beatus Augustinus dux, magıster, et T fut
heremitarum.” Nic.Al. Sermo, 373

153 Nic.Al Sermo, 375-376
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historical detaıls combined wıth mythıc elements and hIis campaıgn agaınst
the egular Canons, heightened ell the securıty of h1ıs co-relig10us
lıstenıng to hıs in arıs I332: the true SONS of ugustine they
and they alone WEeTC entitled call Augustine nOoster. The Samle

essential argumentatıon and trategy would {WO VCars later be formulated
ane  S in the first treatıse explicıtly wriıtten in defense of the rder, the
TIractatus of Henry of Friemar.

Henry of Friemar s Iractatus

In 1334, he nearıng the end of hıis C Henry of Friemar
composed hıs Iractatus de origine el DVOQVCSSUÜ OFrdinis fratrum heremi-
farum el Ve. DFODFLO titulo eiusdem. Henry began hıis treatise wıth
statement of purposc.

Because SOMC, being 1gnorant of the path of conversion and comportmen! of
the most gl10or10uUSs doctor, blessed Augustine, unıque father and patron,
able quest1on by what 1CAasSsoONn the rothers of OUTI rel1g10n AIC especlally sa1ıd

be the brothers of the rder of Hermuits of St Augustine comparıson
wiıth the other rel1210us professing h1s Rule. the above stated truth, namely,
wherefore justly and rationally such tıtle 1S attrıbuted especlally Dy the

154
holy Roman church, 15 therefore able be made know three WayYy>.

Henry then that such truth 1S evıdent from Augustine’s cConvers1on,
from h1is comportment, and from Varıous statements and ee concerning
the Order’s approbation. ‘”  9 ese he treated chapters ON through
three respectively, before summarızın? the evidence in chapter four.

Chapter five then continues ıth enumeratıon of the Priors General of
the rder, both before and after the Great Union. The treatise concludes
wıth short chapter highlighting the Order’s Trothers of famous sanctıty.
Throughout Henry clear that hıs PurposcC LO offer conclusive proof
that only the ESA had the rg LO be called the SONS of Augustine,
whose Or1g1ns be traced from the time of Augustine himself. In

o1ng, Henry also contributed o the creatiıon of the ugustin1an myth

154 L;Q 1a nonnullı ignorantes modum cConvers1ion1s eft ctum conversationIis
glori0s1ssım1 doctoris beatı Augustinı, singularıs patrıs nostr1 ef patron1, possent dubıtare,

qua ratiıone fratres nostrae relıg10N1s DIac ceterI1s rel1g10S1Ss SU am regulam profitentibus
fratres ordinıs eremıtarum sanctı Augustin! specılalıter dicerentur: ideo praedicta verIitas,

videlıcet iuste ef rationabiılıter nobis pCI sanctam omanam ecclesiam cit talıs titulus

specılalıter attrıbutus, potest vıa trıplıcı declararı. ”” Hen. Tract. (90,1-8) ave translated
ACIUS Conversationlis comportment, distinguısh thıs te!  3 from MOdus vivendi.

155 Hen FAaC 90,9-11)
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In chapter ONC Henry esSse.\ Augustine’s CONVvers1iıon and
baptısm. The catalysts for his baptısm WeTITC dıvine inspiration, and the
erudıtion of St. Ambrose Yet in conjunction ıth these, Was the influence
of Sımplıcıanus. ccordıng 18 Henry, Simplicı1anus ermit, 6,  who
rst in Rome served God most evoutly from his yOou! ollowıng the
example of Paul, the first Hermuit, and blessed ONY, and afterwards,
comıng to Miılan, ervently ead solıtary and eremuitical 1ıfe ıth INnan
associates.  22156 ugustıine visıted Sıimplıcıanus, confessing to hım the

of hıs lıfe, whereupon Simplic1anus read hım the lıves of blessed
thony and other desert fathers, and told hım of the example of
Victorinus, who publıcally confessed hıs al Upon hearıng such
acCCounfts, ugustine Was seft fire for the catholıc al eadıng

157eventually his cConversion and baptısm. Though Arbesmann laımed
that Henry WAas the first ugustınıan 1(8) ave made Sımplicı1anus into
hermit, ‘® the rst mentıiıon of Simplic1anus hermit 1S actually (01818(
in the Sermo de heato Augustino of Nıcholas of Alessandrıa

Hen Iract. „15-191C Sermo 364-365

Sanctum au Simplicianus, YJUCH ...[Deatus Simplicı1anus eremita| qu1
SCDC nomiıinat Augustinus prımo Romae exemplo Paulı prim1

SUaTO Confessionum, ex1istens Rome, eremitae et beatı Anton1ıu
iuventute deo devotissıme serviebatexemplo predictorum heremiıitarum

iuventute SUa devotissıme vivere ef ei postmodum venlens ediolanum
vitam solıtarıam et eremiıt1icam CUlDeo servire cepit, qu1, ediıolanum

venlens, vitam solitarıam eft herem1- multıs SOC11S ferventissıme duxıt.
t1icam multis SOC1S devotissime
duxıt.

Furthermore, the close parallels between this passSagc in the CX} of Henry
and iıcholas, uggest that eiıther they had C} 0)8 that Henry
sed iıcholas Sermo. Henry mentions that he TEW from antıquae
legendae NON abbreviatae, yel such OUTITCCS long extent, x they CVOI

156 “Nam 1Ce: primarıum motivum SUacC COonversion1s habueriıt DCT divinam
inspıratiıonem ei pCI beatı Ambrosı1i salutarem erudıtionem, complementum amen SUAC

CONversionIis habuıt DCT eatum Simplicıianum erem1tam, quı prımo Romae exemplo Paul|iı
prim1 eremitae et beatı Anton1i1 SUuad iuventute deo devotissıme serviebat eit postmodum
venlens Mediolanum vitam solıtarı.um ei eremiıticam CUIMMN multis SOCIIS ferventissıme
duxıt.” Hen Tract. ’  S

157 Hen Tract. (90,19-91,29).
158 Arbesmann, HF, 45-49
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WEeIC As Arbesmann N!  '9 OT eferred Phılıp of Harvengt’s VYita
Sanctı Augustini legenda famosa, solemnis el antıqua, IC should
caution agaınst g1ving 110780 much weight LO the jective antiqua.‘” F
such egends WeIC owledge the members of the rder, it
oes ONC to question why earlıer texts  such the
Florentine Yıta and the Initium WeTIC completely sılent in thıs regard. In

CaSC, Henry dıd not restrict hıs aCcCCount fto that gıven by Nıicholas
Henry attrıbuted Simplicı1anus the SLOTY in the Confessions of
Ponticianus havıng read Augustine the Yıta of ONY, 1C served
major stimulus for hıs continued path toward conversion. *® In Henry’s
account, after h1is encCcounter ıth Sımplicı1anus, Augustine became
catechumen and together ‘“wıth Alıpıus and eOdatus began 118 lıve wıth
blessed Simplicı1anus and hıs assoclates accordıng tO the WaYy of ıfe of
those frıars, by whose examples he converted the atholıc
fa1th 161 Henry continued by repeating the StOTY of Augustime’s baptısm
and hIs composıtıon ogether wıth Ambrosius of the Te eum laudamus,
leavıng Augustine’s investment wiıth the onastıc 10 the followıng
chapter. Makıng SUT' that ONC WOU. M1SS the import, Henry concluded
the rst chapter by argummg

TOM these things it 15 evidently clear, that Since blessed Augustine, from the
example of the hermit saınts, who WEeEeTIC the rst ounders of OUT relig10n, Was

ultimately converted to the an of Christ Dy blessed Sımplıcıanus and for
certaın time stayed wıth and h1is assocClates [dresse: theır and
fterwards down the rule of 1ving OUT brothers ollowıng thıs
eremitical ıfe (as 11l be discussed below), that justly and reasonably the holy
Ooman Church OUT rothers the iT1ars of the er of hermits of St
Augustine; for SV though OUT brothers before being gıven the Rule by
blessed Augustine WeTC sımply called hermıits, nevertheless, ase| the Rule
gı1ven them Dy lessed Augustine that tıtle for the Trder Was approve: by the
Roman Church, and from that time they WEeEIC approprlately called the friars
of the Order of hermuits of Augustine, whose un1que and father WAas

Augustine, not only oug! HIS takıng the abıt, but SVCON from his lıving
wıth them for long time and hıis g1ving of the Rule, ll clearly be SCCI1

162e I0OW.

159 See Arbesmann, HPTI, 5 1ff.
160 Ihid.
161 “Et tunc eatus Augustinus, 'actus catechumenus beato Ambrosıo, CU! Alıpıo

eitu Adeodato coepıt vivere CUM beato Sıimplicı1ano ef SOC11S 1US secundum modum
iıllorum fratrum, UuO! exemplıs est CONVETrSUS ad fidem catholicam.” Hen Tract.
n

162 “EX quıbus evidenter patet, quod CUMmMm beatus Augustinus exemplo sanctorum

eremi1tarum, qu1 fuerunt primarıı nostrae relig10n1s fundatores, pCI eatus Simplicıanus ad
fidem Christı ultımate CONVOISUS fuerıit et CU) eodem ef SOCIIS Suls in 1psorum habıtu pCT
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In chapter [WO Henry then begins ıth Augustine’s baptısm and assumıng
the aDı of hermit, gıven hım by Ambrose and Sımplici1anus, ogether
ıth explication of the ‚ymbolıc meanıng of the habit.!® He then
turns LO Augustine’s Journey back to 1Ca. On the WAaY, Augustine
happened upDOoN the hermits in entumcellae, and stayed wıth them for
per10d of [WO YCars For these he composed his Rule, and the ermitage
Centumcellae became the first locatiıon of the Order !® arrıving

1Ca, ugustine rece1ved by bıshop Valer1us. OoWIing of
Augustine’s onastıc desires, Valerius DaVC him garden wooded
V1 where he COU. devote hımself 18 contemplation, PIayCI and
study. '° Henry then brought Possidius, 8 that ugustine’s first
monastery that the garden of Valerius: 6‘In hıch place,
Possidius sald, havıng directly u1 MONaSITETY, he began o gather
TOthers of the Same mınd and ıth them fOo lıve accordıng 118} the WaYy of
ıfe and rule of the holy apostles, 1C he had already one SEven earlıer
when he re from ACTOSS the SCa 118 hıs homeland. ”!° Henry
apparently ere inverted the empora. UCNCC, because he continued ıth

167ugustine’s ordınation presbyter, emphasızıng that hıs first INONAaSsS-

tery that Valer1us’ garden Possidius’ phrase which he had previous-
[y Oone when he returned from the Sed his omeland, 1s sed

tempus alıquod stefer1 eft postea fratrıbus nostris hanc vitam eremiıiticam sectantıbus
regulam vivendı DCI 1psum tradıderiıt (ut infra dıcetur) quod luste eit rationabiliter
SancC Romana ecclesia NOSITrOS fratres ordınıs erem1ıtarum sanctı ugustinı appellavıt;
lıcet nım fratres nostrIı prıus nte datıonem regulae DCI beatum Augustinum dicerentur
sımplıcıter eremitae, regula amen 1PSIS DCTI eatum Augustinum tradıta DCI Oomanam
ecclesiam iste tıtulus ordını approbatus fult, ut tunc appropriate dicerentur fratres
ordınıs eremitarum sanctı Augustini, ul singulıs ef CIUS esse NON DCI
habıtus assumptionem sed et1am PCT SUUTIN diuturnum convıctum eft regulae dationem, ut
infra clarıus apparebıt. ” Hen. Tract. n  a

163 Hen Tract. (92,1-95,67).
164 Hen Tract. (95,68-96,90); Cf. Nıc.Al Sermo, 365-36 / TIhe textual parallels

between Nıcolas’ ermO and Henry’s Tractatus agaın AIicC suggestive of enry’s knowledge
of Nıcolas’ LeXT,; whereas the author of the Initium claıimed it mMoOst uncertaın precısely
where Augustine’s fırst eremitical communı in Italy had been, Nıcolas 1S then clear that
it Was Centumcellae, which Henry ell Centumcellae had been long establıshed
in the legendae antıquae the first location of the OESA, it odd that the author of
the Initium, that of the Florentine Vita, apparently had knowledge thereof.

165 Hen FAaC (97,110-117); Cf. Nıic.Al Sermo, 368
166 “In quO 10C0, ut dıcıt Possıidius, INOX aedıficato monaster10 coepit eiusdem

proposıtı fratres collıgere et CUuUm elIs Vivere secundum modum ef regulam sanctorum
apostolorum, quod etiam Iıpse priıdem 1am fecerat, quando Tans INaTre ad SUa rediera
Hen FAC: (97,117-121).

167 Hen Iract (97,121-127).
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evidence of Augustine’s early onastıc foundatıons, before avıng een
ordaıined. In chapter three Henry mentioned Augustine’s monastery Va-
lerius’ garden proof of Augustine’s eremitical lıfe, agaln cıtıng Possıi-
1US evidence, and then final time in hapter four, summarızıng the

points made the first three chapters. In the last reference, Possidius’
emplotmen! 1S restored, whereby Augustine ounded monastery upON his
ordination presbyter, sed conclusıve proo of Augustine’s early
foundatıons:

Hen Iract. Hen Iract.Hen Tract.
(97,112-121) (101,87-93) (106,19-33)

Tertia e5t. quod, lıcetQui1 agnıto SUO DO-
s1to, quod oratiıon1ı et de legatur, quod

fecıtdevotion1 ef stud10 hoc idem factus presbyter
CTarum lıtterarum aAl- irıca 1o horticello nasterıum clericorum

denter insıstere des1ide- S1b1 dato pCT beatum INOX instituer1t, CUIIN

raret, quadam V1 Valeriıum quadam qu1bus coepıt vivere

silvestr1 sıb1 horticel- V1 silvestri CX secundum regulam Sub

Ihum dedit, ut S1C ab 1pponem, ubı monaste- sanctıs apostolıs COMN-

stıtutam, hoc tamenhomınum conversat10- 11Uum eremiticum inst1-
SsemOtus 110 10C0O tuıt, qUO plures {ra- NOn est S1IC intellıgen-

solıtarıo quietius STU- tres eiusdem proposıit1 dum, quod t{unc prımo
regulam et modum V1-d10, oration1ı ei COMN- collegıt, uft pate! ter-

t10 artiıculo auctorıtate vend1 apostolicum 1N-templationı vacaret.

quO 10C0, ut dicıt Pos- Poss1idi; quO et1am stituerıt, quando istud
monaster1a extira C1VI- monasterium cler1co-S1d1us, IN0O  eV. agediNicato

monaster10 coepıit e1us- atem Hıpponesem bea- 1uxta ecclesiam

dem proposıtı iratres Tus Augustinus credıtur construxıt, qula pr1us
1a 10C0 ei ha-colligere eft CUu! e1s V1- spirıtum exhalasse et

VeEeIC secundum modum COTaHl praedict1s fratrı- bıtu eremi1t1co 1psam
nostr1is fratrıbus COM -et regulam anctorum bus vigilantıbus ef

tiıbus felıcıter ODdCOT- posuılt, radıdıt ef SCI-apostolorum, quod
et1am ipse pridem 1am m1sse. vavıt. Quod pate! —-

fecerat, quando trans pTreSSC DET auctorıtatem
INal‘ ad SUa redierat. sanctı Possi1idıi, qu1 V1-

beatı Augustin1
conscr1psıit, qUO 11
bro S1IC dicıt, quod
‘factus presbyter
nasterıum institult ef
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coepıit V1vere SCCUN-
dum regulam sub SAanC-

tis apostolıs constıitu-
quod tamen ıpse

DrIus fecerat,
partıbus transmarınis
ad propria remeasset
Kx QUO verbo manıfes-

apparet, quod 1lam
regulam DT1US Italıa
instituit et servavıt,
antequam frıcam
applıcaret.

What had een reference, for Henry, for icholas, Was explıcıt
evidence of ugustine’s early eremitical 1ıfe

Henry only treafts ugustine’s early monastıcısm, omittıng
discussion of Augustine’s onastıc foundations after havıng een ordaıned
bishop. For Henry, the pomt o be made 1s that ugustine first 1ve'
hermit, and ounded hıis er accordıingly; the rest 1Ss inconsequential.
Thus chapter three, Henry continued hıs ar  en ‘“that blessed
ugustine assumed the monastıc of OUuT fathers and held tOo
eremitical ıfe 1ıth them irom the time of his OW) Conversion and also
DaVC them rule and WAaY of lıfe,” Dy ringing forth authorıties, both of
words and ee168 Henry Hrst mentioned Ambrose and the pseudo-
Ambrosıian Sermo de baptismo el CONVersiONe sanctı Augustinl, IC he
had cıted prevıously chapter {tWO The second proof-text ffered 1S the
pseudo-Augustinian SEerMO de Passione, from 1C Henry then
quotes. ”” He hen laımed his thırd pomt his verall theme, 1C he
repeatedly hammers home, namely, that the members of the er of
Hermiuts of Saıint ugustine ..  are the and DrODCI SONS of blessed
Augustine and he 18 their irue al  er, which 15 clear because he WOTIC their

in theır ermitage and DaVC them the ule of living.  22170 fter

168 “Nam quod beatus Augustinus habıtum monastıcum NOSITOTUM patrum assumpserıt
eit vitam eremiıticam CUMM e1s in Princ1p10 SUAaC Conversionis tenuerit et1am regulam ei
modum V1vendiı e1ls tradıderit, hoc Varılıs auctoriıtatum dıictis ef et1am Varlıs factis
ostend]ı potest. ” Hen. Tract. (98,1-5)

169 Hen FAC (98,6-99,28).
170 ” 1ertio, hoc dem SIC Quod nım Trdo 'atrum eremıtarum sanctı Augustini!

ei fratres iıllıus ordinis sınt erı eft propri1! filı beatı Augustin] et ipse sıt OTIUum CIUS

pa  T, hoc D:  5 quod ‚OTUum habıtum in portavıt et e1s regulam vivendı tradıdıt,
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cıting Cahnon law .8 pertaıned o the privileges of the OESA, Henry
concluded that only the ESA has the ng 18 be called Dy ıts tıtle, SVCN

oug other Orders m1g be called by Augustine’s Nalillc and lıve aCCcord-
ing his Rule; only the ESA 15 the orıgınal and irue er of ugustine
and therefore “that title, ordo eremitarum sanctı Augustini belongs only 118

er and IO other.  171 He then repeats the three pleces of eV1-
dence o that Augustine 1ve: hermit, namely, hıs lıving such
wıth Simplic1anus, hıs Stay ıth the Iuscan hermuits al entumcellae, and
n  Y, his establiıshing monastery in Valer1ius’ garden, cıtıng Possidius

proo Dıirectly ollowıing, Henry claimed that thıs onfirmed by
Pope John X XC ın publiıc CONSIStOTY, IC he, Henry, had heard from
reliiable wıtness. Shortly thereafter, the Samnec chapter, ın summarızıng hıs
argumentSs, Henry agaın mentioned the Samlc approbatıon.

Thıs begs the question of who thıs reli1able wıtness m1g ave
een. OVve noted the textual parallels between Henry’s Tractatus and
Nıcholas of Alessandrıa’s ermoO. Though not absolutely conclusıve, the
quidam VLr authenticus, from whom Henry had heard thıs tale, LO

ave een Nicholas, SInNCEe Nicholas ncluded such discussıon in his
ermoO:

Hen Iract. (101,94- Hen Tract. 104,164- ic.Al Sermo, 373

02,108) 05,174)

Et hoc, Drou audıvı Hoc 1idem tert10156  E.L. SAAK  citing canon law which pertained to the privileges of the OESA, Henry  concluded that only the OESA has the right to be called by its title, even  though other Orders might be called by Augustine’s name and live accord-  ing to his Rule; only the OESA is the original and true Order of Augustine  and therefore “that title, ordo eremitarum sancti Augustini belongs only to  our Order and to no other.”!”' He then repeats the three pieces of evi-  dence to prove that Augustine lived as a hermit, namely, his living as such  with Simplicianus, his stay with the Tuscan hermits at Centumcellae, and  finally, his establishing a monastery in Valerius’ garden, citing Possidius  as proof. Directly following, Henry claimed that this was confirmed by  Pope John XXII in public consistory, which he, Henry, had heard from a  reliable witness. Shortly thereafter, in the same chapter, in summarizing his  arguments, Henry again mentioned the same approbation.  This begs the question of who this reliable witness might have  been. Above I noted the textual parallels between Henry’s 7ractatus and  Nicholas of Alessandria’s Sermo. Though not absolutely conclusive, the  quidam vir authenticus, from whom Henry had heard this tale, seems to  have been Nicholas, since Nicholas included such a discussion in his  Sermo:  Hen. 7ract. 3 (101,94-  Hen. 7ract. 3 (104,164-  Nic.Al. Sermo, 373  102,108)  105,174)  Et hoc, prout audivi a  Hoc idem patet tertio ex  ... [Guillelmus de Cre-  quodam viro authenti-  gestis sanctissimi patris  mona] qui primo anno  oficii sui a domino Jo-  co, fuit in publio con-  et domini domini Johan-  sistorio coram Ssanctis-  nis papae XXII, qui ad  hanne papa XXI lo-  cum et custodiam cor-  simo patre domino Jo-  devotam instantiam re-  hanne XXII et omni-  verendi patris magistri  poris sacratissimi patris  de Cremona  bus cardinalibus decla-  Guillelmi  Augustini deinceps in  ratum,  Cu1  sententiae  primo anno generalatus  perpetuum impetravit  etiam ipse dominus Jo-  sui officii sacro appro-  sacro approbante cardi-  hannes praedictus dici-  bante collegio domino-  nalium collegio et hoc  tur consensisse, indu-  rum cardinalium locum  quia tam domino Pape  cens pro argumento,  et custodiam venerabilis  quam collegio cardina-  ut patet ex supradictis.” Hen. Tract. 3 (99,29-33).  171 «Bx quo patet, quod iste titulus ordo eremitarum sancti Augustini est solum  proprius nostro ordini et nulli alii.” Hen. 7ract. 3 (100,64-66); see ibid., (100,56-101,80)  for Henry’s discussion of the title.|Guillelmus de Cre-

quodam VITO authenti- gest1s sanct1ıssımı patrıs moOna| quı prımo
ofici SUul domıno -C fut publio CON- eft dominı domiını Johan-

S1StOT10 COTalll Ssanct1s- nNn1ıS I, quı ad hanne papad 10-
CUM et custodiam COI -S1IMO patTı domıno Jo- devotam instantiam 1C-

hanne eft OmMn1- verendiı patrıs magıstrı DOTI1S sacrat1issımı patrıs
de Cremonabus Carı  us eCcla- Guillelm1 Augustin! deinceps

ratum, CUul sententiae primo generalatus perpetuum impetravıt
eti1am ipse domiıinus Jo- SU1 offic1 TO- approbante cardı-
hannes praedictus dıic1- bante colleg10 domıno- nalıum colleg10 ef hoc

COonsens1sse, indu- ardınalıum locum qulia domıno Pape
CCNS PIO argumen(0, et custodiam venerabilıs quam colleg1i0 cardına-

ut supradictis.” Hen FaAC: (|  „29-33
171 “EX qQUO pa quod ste titulus Ordo eremıtarum sanctı Augustini est solum

propriıus NOSITO ordinı ei nullı 31  27 Hen Tract. ,  E  » SCC ibid., (100,56-101,80)
for Henry  s discussıon of the tıtle.
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quod fratres nostrIı sınt COTrpOTrIS sanct1ıssım1ı p_. l1um declaratum füunt
nostrıver1 eft proprm filu bea- trıs ef patron1ı PDCI privilegia SUMMMO-

t1 Augustini et quod beatiı Augustin1 DCTI- pontificum SUPDC-
1pSe VEeIUS eft rOprIus petuum ordını TUuSs nomıinatorum ef

contulıitp  er SSı qul1a commendavıt, DCT auctorıtates inferius
nobis regulam SUarmn et donavit, confirmans nomiıinata SIC quod
prius (quam 1lam donationem athen- beatus Augustinus NOS-

servamus) quam trum Ordinem instituitt1CO privileg1i0 ef grat10-
traderet CanoONn1CI1s 5 JUO S1IC aıt immediate dando ICQU-
regularıbusTHE CREATION OF AUGUSTINIAN IDENTITY  157  quod fratres nostri sint  corporis sanctissimi pa-  lium declaratum fuit  nostri  veri et proprii filii bea-  tris et patroni  per privilegia summo-  ti Augustini et quod  beati Augustini in per-  rum pontificum supe-  ipse verus et proprius  petuum nostro ordini  rius nominatorum et  contulit  pater noster est, quia  commendavit,  per auctoritates inferius  nobis regulam  suam  et donavit, confirmans  nominata [sic] quod  prius  tradidit  (quam  illam donationem athen-  beatus Augustinus nos-  SCI'V8.IIIIIS) quam ecam  trum Ordinem instituit  tico privilegio et gratio-  traderet  canonicis  SOo, in quo sic ait:  immediate dando regu-  regularibus ...  lam, ut super patuit, et  eundem nobiscum ha-  bitum portavit. Ex quo  in privilegiis conces-  sionis sue idem domi-  nus  Johannes  papa  XXII dicit: ‘Quod in  loco ubi tumulatus est  tantus  pater dignum  arbitratur et congruum  Et ideo ex illo motivo  ‘“Dignum quidem aesti-  quod ibi ultra id quod  et aliis rationabiliter  mavimus,  sibi honoris et laudis  ab universali exhibetur  motus fuit idem papa  Johannes, ut caput suis  Ecclesia singulari qua-  membris,  magistrum  dam reverentia a dilec-  suis discipulis reuniret.  tis filiis priore generali  ut pater suis filiis, caput  er  fratribus  Ordinis  heremitarum eiusdem  suis membris, magister  suis discipulis, dux suis  sancti Augustini spe-  militibus sub tanto patre  cialiter honoretur, qua-  devote militantibus uni-  tenus inibi  tamquam  tetur.  membra suo capiti, filii  patri, magistro disci-  puli, duci militer cohe-  rentes  Deo  et  ipsi  sancto auctoritate fulti  apostolica precordialius  iubilent ubi et precep-  toris eorum, patris,  ducis et capitis Augus-  tini noverint reliquias  }  fore sepultas  Siclam, uft patuıit, ef

eundem nob1iscum ha-
bitum portavıt. Ex qQUO

priviıleg11s CONCES-

S10N1S SUC idem OMmM1-
1US Johannes papa
y OE k dicıt ‘Quod
10C0 ub1 tumulatus est
tantus dignum
arbıtratur ef

1deo 1lo mot1vo ‘Dıgnum quidem agest1- quod 1D1 ultra 1d quod
eft allıs rationabiılıter Mavımus, sıb1 honorIıs et laudis

ab unıversalı exh1ibeturMOTLuUs fuıt 1idem Dapad
Johannes, uft SU1S FEcclesija sınguları Qqua-
membris, magıstrum reverentia 1l1eCc-
SU1S discıpulıs reuniıret. t1is 118 priore generalı

ut pater uls 11S, Capu! ef fratrıbus Ordinis
herem1tarum eiusdemSU1S membriIs, magıster

SU1s discipulis, dux SU1Ss sanctı Augustini SDC-
miılıtıbus sub tanto patre c1alıter honoretur, qua-
devote milıtantıbus unl1- fenus inıb1ı
re‘ membra SUO capıtı, filı

patrı, magıstro disc1i-
pulı, ducı milıter cohe-
rentes Deo et 1ps1

auctorıtate JIti
apostolica precordialıus
iubilent ub1 ef-
torıs COTUN, patrıs,
ducis el capıtıs Augus-
tını noverınt reliquias

>fore epultas S1C
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CI ZO apparet quod bea-
IuUs Augustinus dux,
magıster, Capu et
fut heremiıitarum.

Henry did not cıte the text of the bull, Veneranda SAaNCLO.: m
verbatım: Nicholas text 1S much closer to that of Jo  S XXIL, 0Ug nOot
wiıthout its interpolations. ‘”“ It thus highly unliıkely that
Henry W as using text of the bull itself for hıs SOUTCE Moreover, Henry
Airst stated that he had heard thıs acCCcount from wıtness, rather than that
he had read ıt, OT had een present al the CONSIStOFY himself. Nıicholas

WOU. ave served exceedingly ell hıs SOUTCC, and Nicholas
MaYy ee ave een the wıtness from whom he heard the acCCcount
er, Henry quoted the Samllc PaSSagCc from oachım to arguc that the
ESA should be identifned wıth the ordo dıd Nicholas. !”
Though thıs last example in itself o€es not far to suggest Henry’s
owledge of Nicholas’ Sermo, another parallel 15 IMNOTeS dıifficult to
dısmıiss. Arbesmann considered Henry ave een the first Augustinian 118
ave made the claım that ‘“before foundıng hıs rder, St. Francıs of
Assısı had een member of the ugustinıan ermitage of St James of

59174Aquavıva NCcal 1S2. The Same account, however, 1S OUnN!
Nicholas’ Sermo, word for word:

x 0S SermOo, 3771Hen Iract. (  ‚8-112,

lempore VCIO Innocent1 {11 frater JTempore Innocenti1 DaDC tert11 frater

Johannes, dictus de Circa lohannes diectus de ella, CIrca quod
quod tempus ea Francı1iscus CUMMM tempus beatus Franc1iscus CUMmM dictis
dictis fratrıbus habitavıt; eft quıdam trıbus habitavıt et quıdam dicunt

asserun(t, quod fuerıt frater dıict1 quod fut frater dıct1 Ordiniıs 10Cc0
ordıinis loco sanctı Jacobi de sanctı lacobı de Aqua V1va 1uxta

Aquavıva 1uxta Pisas. Pıssas.

r For the texti of the bull, S6CC Arbesmann’s notes Hen. FaACi (104,164-105,174;
133-134).

173 Hen FaC: (108,83-109,97); CT Nic.Al Sermo For Joachimist influences
in the OESA, i Marjorıie Reeves, “ Toachıiımist Expectations In the Order of Augustinian
Hermits, ” Recherches de Theologie Aancienne el medievale (1958) 111-141: CT
Zumkeller, “Toachiım VON Fiıore und se1n angeblicher Einfluss auf den Augustiner-
Eremitenorden (Krıtische Bemerkungen eiıner Untersuchung Reeves),” Augustinlia-
NU)| (1963) 382-388

174 Arbesmann, HF: 62-63
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Yl DUACE Arbesmann, neither Henry, NOT Nıcholas Was the rst 118} make
the connection between Francis and the ugustinıan hermuits iın Italy. In hıs
discussion of the relig10us Orders that ALrOSC after the early ugustinıan
hermits, the author of the Initium then returned tO the early of
{Iuscan anchorıtes and hermits, from whom the ESA itself orıginated.
Among these the author mentioned blessed ıllıam and blessed

175Galganus. He then commented: “Blessed Francıs, visıting those sa1d
hermits, ıth the DTaCcC of the Holy pırı ın the YCar of OUT Lord

55176 IT the vers1ion whereby206 began the perfect er of frıars MI1nOT.
Francıs not only visıted the Augustinıan hermiıts in Juscany, but also 1ve.
wıth them and perhaps W ds SVENn ONC of them, had een ommonly known
within the er 1330. the author of the Initium surely WOUuU ave
reported the fact; yeL he 1imı1ted hıs account Francıs’ visıt 118 the JIuscan
hermuits. Only then ıth Nıcholas do find the aCCOUuntT of Francıs,
SOINC SdY, avıng een member of the Augustinıan hermıiıts iın the
ermiıtage of St James of qUuavıVva, Ne:  X Pısa, 1C Henry copied
verbatım The author of the Initium, Nicholas, and Henry all composed
theır works wiıthın approximately four yCal>s of each other, 330 1332, and
1334 respectively. the STOTY of Francıs’ Augustin1an ON21INS had een
COINMNON owledge, it strange that the author of the Initium WOU
ave toned down the SLOFY 8} INeTIC visıt, and ave omıiıtted the prec1ise
locatıon thereof. It COU. be that both ıcholas and Henry sed the Salillc

SOUICC, which perhaps Was also theır for theır parallel
representat1ions of Simplicıanus hermit, nNOT found in the Initium OT the
earlıer Florentine VYita Yet EVCN if not completely conclusıve, taken
ogether the evidence strongly that Henry knew Niıicholas Sermo,
and sed it major for hıs Tractatus. Henry Was present In arıs
in 1329 for the General Chapter, al IC the negotiat1ons ıth the Canons
WEeIC agaln discussed, ”” and mentioned above, ıcholas INAaYy VE
ell ave een involved ıth the negotiatıons from the VE beginnıng It
1S thus certamly possible that the [WO had met In Paris, OT al least that they
had known each 0)  er, g1ven theır respective posit1ons the rder. It
should also be noted hat Henry embellished the ACCOUN! OUnN!| in
Nıcholas ave already discussed thıs ıth regar' Henry portraya. of
Sıimplicıanus. Wıth the Francıs account, in SOINC of the mansucripts of the

175 Initium, 343
176 *“Beatus autem Franciscus dictos heremitas visıtans, Sanctı Spiritus ogratia ff{ ]atus,

MNO Domuinıi perfectum Ordınem fratrum mınorum incepit.” Initium, 343
177 Arbesmann, HFT,
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Tractatus there addıtional interpolatıions. Arbesmann included these in
hıs edıtion Dy printing them maller font and markKıng them partıcular

given manuscri1pt, wıthout avıngz discussed the poss1ıbility of
178redaction. Yet if Henry "rewr1iting’ Nıcholas, it COU. VE ell

ave een that he Airst nNnCIude: INOTIC stra1ght-forwar: acCcount drawn
from Nıcholas and then later re-worked hıs 9 thus yıeldıng the
interpolations in the other manuscrIipts.

Henry’s rewriting of Nıcholas also be SCCH the ırd STOTrY
that Arbesmann Sa  S or1ginatıng ıth Henry, namely, the V1s1on of
exander IV} Ove ave pointed the development the
representations of the V1S10N, 1C first aDPCALS the Initium. Henry’s
version 1S far closer Nıcholas than O that of the Initium, 1C agaıln,
in 1g of the evidence presented ere that Henry Nıcholas
ermoOo hıs desk

Hen Tra etInıtium, 344-345 1c.Al Sermo, E A
(  ’  O-1

Insuper tempore es- Jlempore llexandrı Nam tempore Alexan-
sandrı papc L“ erat quartl, frater 1lıppus IV, ut 1PSeE-
pr10r predicti Ordınıs de arrana. Quo tempo- met estatus est, beatus
frater Phylıppus de beatus Augustinus Augustinus eidem
Parrana, SUPCIHNOTUM dicto Dapc Allexandro visione apparuıt
amator ef lampas lum1- visione apparuıt dıs quidem capıte sed
NS vıirtutum. Cu1lus membrıs exılıs. Ex quadıs capıte, sed membris
tempore predictus papa ex1lıs, uft ıpse Papa tes- visione divi-
exander ah AI OIC atus est, qUO MOtuUus oraculo ipse Dapa
beatı Augustini, el fuit dicto NOSIrTrO Ordını1 commonitus unıviıt fra-

trıbus eremıit1s sanctıvisıione capıte unıre plures alı0s rd1i-
ef DaIVUuS membrıs NS quı erant aliqualiter Augustinı plures al108
5 prImo SU1 heremite, sc1ılıcet brito- ordınes siım1ılıter C1C-

pontificatus predictum 1CSs ef sabarıos, inter M1Ss habıitantes,
Ordinem tam PCTSO- quod multı S1IC uniıtı dans 1pPS1S ut, qui1cum-

erant marchıia Ancho- quUC e1s essent 1do-nN1S quamı grat11s
augmentavıt, U1C Or- ne1l ad fructificandum

178 Hen Tract. -  9 er Arbesmann, HFI, 81-88
179 In h1is notes fo Henry’s presentation of the V1IS10N, 'besmann refers the reader

the ote in (450, note 9), concerning Jordan’s version of the VIS1ON, In which
Arbesmann and Hümpfner that Henry Was the fiırst Augustinian have included the
VIS1ON, which has paralle]l al east in the Franciscan tradıtion regardıng Francıs appearıng

nnocent I1{ in VIS10nN.
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din1 brictones, faba- nıtana, guillermitas et populo DECTI doetri-
MOS, lambonıitas, que lambonitas. verbı divini, quod
guglielmitas iungendo, Ilı deberent CIVI-
grati1as NUuHMLYUaMM S1M1- tatıbus habıtare el
les alıcun rel1g10n1 exempları vıta salu-
traditas [condonando|] tarı doectrina sımulque

confessione provıda
de1 populum ırrıgare
allıs trıbus nıhilo-
minus secundum d1s-
posit1ionem DPr10r1S
generalıs L16-

manent1bus, munı1lens
COS privileg11s et ograt11s
talı statu1 congruenti1-
bus qua quidem V1-
Ss10ne beatus Augusti-
Nus ap ostendiıt
ESSC VeIUM ei
VerUMmMm patrem hulus
ordınis ei DE ONSC-

UCH; 1DSOS fratres SSSC

10S$ et VE

membra 1PS1US.

1Iwo points tOo be noted in thıs regar Fırst, Henry ollowe: the
version of the Vvisıon found in iıcholas INOTEC losely than he dıd that in
the Initium, and thus hat sa1d above concerning the varıati1ons between
the Initium and 1cholas applıes ell LO Henry’s accoun(, namely,
emphasıs the actıve role g1ven LO ugustine. Second, Henry did not

sımply CODY ıcholas vers1o0n. As he dıd wiıth the SLOTY of Simplicı1anus,
Henry embellıshed the text found in hıis ere [WO aSpeCTs
of Henry’s emplotment hat merit specıial mention. Fırst. he increased the
actıve role of Augustine EeVCnNn er Dy eing the first tO refer LO

Augustine’s C exXander dıvıne oracle. As mentioned
above and 110 be discussed INOTC detal elow, ordan WOU. take thıs
OVCTI from Henry, 1le then al  ing hıis contrıbution of attrıbuting the
instigatıon of the Union completely 1(8) Augustine’s 11l (volens
dispersionem SUude Religionis congregari). If Nıcholas version represents

intensification of the StOFY g1ven in the Initium, Henry interpolation
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15 intensificatıon of Nıcholas Second, Henry went beyond the INCIC

repetition of the 1C acCount. 10 thıs Visıon Henry Jome: the mıssion
statement of the ESA lexander charging the er wıth eachıng and
preaching, sending the hermuıits into the cıtles.

For the time of Pope Alexander IV, A4S he himself testified, blessed
Augustine appeared V1is10on wıth large head, but SMa body.
TOM thıs V1S10N, as ıf {irom divine oracle, the Pope Was moved unıte wıth
the hermiıt friars of St. Augustine mMan other Orders 1ving sımı1larly
hermiıtages, commandıng them that theıir members capable of domg WEeITI!

bring forth fruits aM ON the people Dy teaching the divıne word, because they
WeTC lıve in the cıities and nourish the people of God Dy theır exemplary
lıfe, theır salutary teachıng, and by hearıng confessions_.. n

The distinetion the Order’s hıstory drawn by lexander
Comm1ss1ı0oNINZ the SONS of Augustine tO teach and preach In the cıtiıes
supplies proo of the OBSA’s antıquıty and continulty. As Henry affırmed,
the ESA much er than either the Francıscan the Dominıican
er wıth regard to its institution by Augustine himself, although in terms
of ıts M1SS1ONAarYy, pastoral endeavor rece1ved from exander, it ollowe
the other mendicant Orders Thus Henry able 118 meet challenges
regardıng the OEBESA’Ss recent or121ns. The er itself be traced back to

Augustine, yel its M1SS1ONAaFY in the cıtıes 1S ate!' LO the time
after the Great Union. Henry provıde: defense for the eccles1iastical and
papal contirmatıon of the Order’s legitimacy 1g of ILateran ban

Ne  s rel1g10us Orders.!®' Thiıs distinction ON‘ WOU. later esignate
that between the SLIatus antıquus and STAaiuUs modernus.

In hıs exposition of Augustine’s vVisıon 18} exander, Henry
affırmed the Order’s pastoral m1iss1ıon bear fruut „49010)08 the people,
makıng PrOoV1S10NS for the embodiment of Augustine In h1s V1sıon LO

exander., ugustıne appeared wıth arge head but small body, 1C
then in eed otf ‘Aiıllıng out As Henry explicıitly stated, the members
of the er WEeIC the members of Augustine’s body ‘“holy mother Urc
recognized for rder the most holy Augustine for OUTr tirue er and
unıque head, and consequeptly the friars of thıs er ought be called

180 “Nam tempore Alexandrı IV, ut ipsemet testatus est, beatus Augustinus
eiıdem In visione apparuıt grandıs quıdem capıte sed membris exılıs. Ex qua visione
tamquam diıvino oraculo ipse papa commonitus unıvıt fratrıbus eremitıis sanctı Augustıinı
plures al108 ordines simiılıter in erem1s habıtantes, mandans 1PSI1S uf, quıicumque e1Iis
essent idone1 ad fructificandum in populo pCT doctrinam verbi divinı, quod 11ı deberent in
civitatibus habıtare ef exempları vita salutarı doctrina simulque confessione provıda de1
populum ırrmıgare...” Hen FaC (  ’  S

181 Hen FaC (109,98-105).
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hıs true SOMNS and h1s members.  29182 The ESA be the
embodiment of Augustine. Wıth Henry’s Iractatus, the Augustinıan myth
Was beginnıng tO create the Augustinian identity.

It 1S certamly possıble that the historical representations of the
Order’s Or1g1ns had long been of the Order’s oral tradıtions, only
achieving wriıtten form SOINC SIXty fo Seventy VCars after the Great Union.
Yet In the earliest narratıng the Order’s foundations, rst by
Augustine and then Dy exander IVLE rather, first Dy ugustine
personally, and then later DYy ugustine supernaturally—the STOTYy o0€eSs not
CINCIZC full-blown all al ONCE The author of the Florentine
Yita MmMay ave been al work beifore he Sa  Z the dıre eed for the extensive
account that h1is co-rel1g10us shortly thereafter SaVC, but certamnly the
author of the Initium sought (8) uUsec whatever materı1al he COUuU COINC

ıth evidence. Thus the Initium g1ves the Hrst mention of St Francis
connection wıth the Iuscan hermits. and the Hirst textualization of
ugustine appearıng O exander VIS1ON. Approximately [WO VCars
later,. Nıcholas of Alessandrıa ffered embellished ACCOUNTS of both these
events, and turned Simplicıanus himself into hermıiıt Apparently awıng
directly from Nıcholas, Henry of Friemar then composed the first treatise
explicıtly defense of the rder, in WAIC he 11078 then rewrote hat he
found his SOUTCE. The SstOr1es INay ave all een Common owledge’,
and they certamly would become S! but between 33() and 1334, in
Florence, Parıs, and the Countf{s of the OEBSA’s OFg1ns became
increasingly mythicızed they became increasingly textualized.

It 1S empting ell to SCC the embellishment of the myt.
progressing it moved north. Havıng begun in alY, moOost lıkely
Florence ıth the Yıta and Initium, the myth of Augustine spread arılıs
ıth Nicholas Sermo, and then received its mMoOst owerYy expression in the
Erfurt of Henry. Such itinerarıum 1S especlally compellıng ıf ave
een successful above in arguıng for Henry textual dependency
Nicholas’ Sermo. VYet the fact remaılns that regardless of Henry’s appeal (8)
“ancıent egends’, and regardless of the quidam dicunt’s offered by Henry
and ıcholas rhetorical strateglies for S1ving theır aCCOUunNnfs plausıbıilıty,
unless NC SOUTCCS discovered, the arlıest eXTIs exian representing the
Or1g1ns of the ESA the ONCS ave treated above, and the ONeSs

1C find development of the STOTY, the in 1C find the
creation and embellishment of the Augustinian myth Nicholas ermoO 15

182 “ ...quod sancta mater eccles1ia sanctiıssımum Augustinum nNOSITO ordını DTO VeCIO

ef singuları capıte recognoscıt et PCI CONSCQUCNS fratres hu1lus ordınis 1US ver1 filıı
eft 1US membra propria 1C1 debent.” Hen. FAaC: (105,174-177).
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the arlıest eXtian! text that explicitly alnlıncs Centumcellae the first
locatıon of the OE>SA, Augustine havıng 1ve' wıth the hermits there for

VCalS, and at theır request, composed hıs Rule, which then he later
established Afrıca, ONCEC avıng returned 110 hıis homeland Nıcholas
Sermo also the earlıest textual wıtness avaılable, then recogn1ızıng
development of the acCcount WOU. be LNOTIC (ENUOUS, eing the rst
textualizatiıon of oral tradıtion. But the fact that the Initium leaves the
precise detaıls Vaguc, arguıng only, though forcefully, that Augustine’s
first ermiıtage Italy, and there he first wrote the Rule, that
the tradıtion of Centumcellae not firmly established 1330 that it

sımply accepte fact. TIhe generally known, accepted, and repeated
aCCount of Augustine’s early eremuitical ıte Was created and establıshed in
the of the 1 330’s when the author of the Initium, Nıcholas, and
Henry created the Augustinıan myth 1in answering the question of hat
made ONC ugustinı1an, question that not existential, but
ON that demanded clear the political contest for custody of
Augustine’s relics and tomb In the early ourteenth cen! the

183Augustinian er transformed into ‘mythıc communıty
(fO hbe continued)

The Hague TY1C elan!

183 TIhe term, ‘mythic communıty’ ears similarities Brıan Stock’s °textual
communities’; SCC Stock, The Implications of Literacy. Written Language and Models of
Interpretation In the Eleventh and Twelfth Centuries rınceton, idem, Listening
For The Text On the [J/ses of the Past (Baltimore, The dıfference 1s that the center

around which the communıity 18 formed 18 particular myth rather than particular teXL,
though acknowledging the dıfficulties In efinıng °text distinct irom c  myth’ The

Augustinian myth Was certainly textual, but the text of the myth Was nOL necessarıly
i1mıted by anı y g1ven wrıtten teXt. In this lıght, ıth broad understandıng of tex'
mythiıc communıty Can be considered be specıial Lype of textual communlıty. T' this
extent, “mythıc communıity’ also resembles Renaissance C1IVIC myths SCC, for example,
Donald Weinsteın, Savonarola and Florence. Prophecy and Patriotism In the Renaissance

(Princeton, FEdward Muır, (ivic Ritual ıIn Renaissance Venice (Princeton,
and Rıchard Trexler, Puhlic Life In Renaissance Florence (New York,


