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Hıstory, fıction, and fact often dıfficult dıstinguish. In the
COUTSC of tıme, they en into ONEC another, ıth the result that 1919  S
hıstory 18 TrTeated Such Was the fate of the ONgZ1INS of the Order of Her-
mıts of Saılnt Augustine (Ordo eremıtarum sanctı Augustinl, ESA:
Ooday, OSA) In less than 100 YCAars from the bull of Pope Alexander
I Licet ecclesiae catholicae of Aprıl 1256, 1C brought together
Varıo0ous eremitical the TEa Unıion form the ESA, the HIS-
torıcal aCCOountT of the ESA’s foundatıon had een transformed, and
11ICc  S image of Augustine had een created. Rather than the monastıc
bıshop of 1PpPO, aASs he had een known throughout the 1ddle Ages
and into the early fourteenth CeNLUTY, ugustine W ds restyle: the
hermıit ounder of hıs er of Hermuits Central (0 thıs I1Cc  < ıimage of
Augustine WEIC Augustine’s Sermones ad fratres SUOS INn ese
SCITINONS, however, aTre Lorgery Yet the OMZ1INS of hıs Torgery
en1gma, and mMoOost ıkely ıll remaın hıs 1S all the ILNOTEC unfortu-
ate SINCEe these SCITINONS became intrıcately and ıntımately connected
ıth the ate medieval understandings NOTt only of the ONg1NS of the
OESA, but also of Augustine hımself, serving AdS the SOUTCE of fierce
CONLTOVEISY and debate from the mıd-fourteenth CENLUTY the GV of
the Reformatıion, when eventually the Augustiniana Was itself
transforme: from cConcerning the authenticıty of Augustine’s heritage

the orthodoxy of hıis eology and how ıt W as eıng taught in Wiıt-
enberg Ihe medieval understandıngs of Augustine and the OrTg1Ns of
the ESA are longer accepte d hıstory, and ave NOT een for
quıte sometime. Yet must COTMNC 9T1IDS ıth the fact that OUT OW
understandıngs AdIc NOL al] that dıfferent when ıt OoOWnN 1t. In
terms of PTOCCSSCS, Irom ose of OUT medieval Understand-
ng 1S hıstorically condıtioned, and OUT OW hıstorically artecte: COIMN-
SCIOUSNESS” 15 d “playful” AaSs W as that of the ater 1ddle Ages.‘ 15
hus that er ere SUTMIC the ONMZINS of the ESA, and
the ate medieval understandıngs and creations hereof, In hope of COIMN-
trıbuting the ON-g01nNg attempt define and understand ourselves In
comıng LLLOTEC hıstorical understandıng of the hıstorical record *

NS-'  FORG (JADAMER, Iruth and Method, 2nd revised edıtıon, tran:  N Joel Weın-
sheimer and Donald arshall (New YOork,

See also forthcoming study, Aug2ustinus Noster. Interpreting Augustine and
Augustinianism In the Later Miıddle Ages, SMRT Leıden: Brıiull Academıic Publıshers).



SAAK

One often reads that the egends concerning Augustine the
oundıng Ttather of the hermıiıts WCIC by the early fourteenth CENTUTY
already long-standıng ral tradıtion. Yet CVCN Balbıno Rano, OSA,
laımed that ere 15 eviıidence that members of the ESA cons1ıd-
ered themselves ave een members of er establıshed by
Augustine before 1308 T HIS. for Rano, Was termınus DOst GQUEM, NOTL

termınus qUO Appeals °°oral tradıtion ” rather convenılent.
Eschewıing extual evıdence, they explaın how "legends  29 CAaie be
wıthout havıngz g1ve documentatıon. Yet ıth the transıtıon from
*O1 al tradıtion ” extual tradıtıon, AICcC confronted ıth the prob-
lem of the un1ıformity and coherence of the preceeding °°oral tradı-
tıon  27 especlally when the extual tradıtiıon evidences ack of un1-
Lormity and ack of coherence. Moreover, close OUT CYCS 18 the
PTOCCSS of creation, the PTOCCSS of myth-makıng. Appeals ral
tradıtıon of hat “must ave een  27 sımply deflect the 1ssue of 1ter-

1ctıon The “fictıon” W ds already there In the Suppose °°oral ira-
dıtiıon ”. 1THIS. though, 1S of hıstorıical method and approach,
and NOTt only obscures, but also denies the creatıve PTOCCSSCS of image
“"COMCCHON . IC tımes, ıf NOoTt always, slıps Into the realm of
image “creation9 4 Ihe ate medieval Augustine W as created UugusS-
tine. For the hıstorlan, the MoOst excıting aSspect hereof 1S the analysıs
of the creatıon tself, wıthout appeals posıted °°oral tradıtiıon ” that
Can explaın, and explaın AWAaVY, the NECWNCSS and excıtement of the T1C-
N10NSs themselves. W ds only in the aftermath of 13927 when Pope
John XII granted the petition of ıllıam of Cremona, the Prior (Gijen-
eral of the ESA, that the Hermuts should ave custody of Augustine’s

presented early vers1ion of SOIMNEC of hat here ollows the Sermones ad fratres
INn In ecture al Vıllanova Unıiversıty, hosted Dy the Augustiniıan Instıtute in
theır ecture ser1es, Lectures in the Augustinıan J radıtion, under the “"Creatıng
Augustine: The Sermones ad fratres In and the Collectanea Sanctı Augustini
of Jordan of Quedlinburg. ” WOU lıke thank Father TIThomas Martın, O08 for
the invıtatlon, and Father Martın well, together ıth Father Karl Gersbach, 0.5
for theır COMMENTIS Ihe section below the OrTg1NSs of the ESA Was
prıvately publıshed In the Newsl/etter of the Australıan Augustinlans, and 15 avaılable

theır websıte, would 1ıke thank Father iıchael Endicott, 0)N) for
that opportunıty and for h1ıs INMENTIS ork and hıs Support thereof. ıthout
the help, SUPPOTT, and eENCOUTAgEMENL of Father Gersbach and Father Martıjn Schrama,
0S thıs present ork would have SCCH the lıght of day In addıtıon,
MOST grateful Krıisti Palmer, Lıbrarıan of the UPU Universıty Lıbrary, who
acquıred for the microfilms needed complete thıs proJect, and the Departmen
of Hıstory and the School of Lıberal Arts f UPU which provıded the fundıng.

BALBINO RANO, 0S The Order of Saıint Augustine ome, 20-21
On the 1ssue of “ımage cCorrection ” and ““image creation ” SE forthcoming

study, AÄug2ustinus Noster.
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body In Pavıa hat ugustine WAas created ANCW dS the founding father
of the

The New Augustine
In Iresco In Santa Marıa Mıser1icordia In Bologna,

fınd ıimage of Augustine g1VvIng hıs ule 18 four hermits. One of the
hermıiıts has een identified d Martın Luther Luther visıted Santa
Marıa Miısericordia hıs trıp Rome in 1510 OPPOSC the
propose un1on of the observant and conventual branches of the (Gier-
INan Augustinlans under ohannes VOIN Staupıtz. The depıictions of the
four hermits had shortly thereafter een paınted OVCT, only ave
eCn restored In 193 Here fınd Luther devoted adherent the

See SAAK, Creation of Augustinian Identity in the Later Mıiıddle
Ages,  27 Augustiniana (1999), 109-164, 7512856

“ Lorenzo Costa assıeme 13C0OMO0 Francıa aflfrescö In Santa Marıa della Mise-
rcordia Bologna sant’Agostino in TONO che affıda la Sua regola quatiro disce-
polı che glı Stanno intorno, fra ualı S1 voluto TCONOSCeETE Martın Lutero. quatirodiscepoli rappresentatı SOMTIO attent1 compuntı nell’espressione de]l V1ISO, CONSCI della
responsabılıtä che S1 StannoO ssumendo. Agostino il NO vescoviıle la mıtra
In indossa il Sal10 UTO de1 monacı agostin1anı. La S1 svolge in Ula CamneTa
che S1 affaccıa CON due finestra PanNnOoTamMa agreste semplıce dı grande SCTC-
nıta. L’affresco SI TOVAa pılastro Ira due cappelle nella chlesa della Misericor-
dıa Questa chıesa fu acquıstata PCI mıiılle lıre daglı Agostinıianı della Congregazionedı Lombardıa nel 1473 daı monacı Olıvetani, che ”’avevano asclata vent1 Nnı prıma
PCI rıtornare ıchele ıIn Bosco. La chıesa CIa In condı1zion1 disastrose, tuttavıa la
stima dı CUu1l godevano glı Agostinıianı ece S1 che S1 la solıdarietä del
Comune delle famiglie facoltose dı Bologna. L/’edificiıo0 U CONVeEenNTLO rıtornarono Os1
al primıtıvo splendore. In partiıcolare la potente famıglıa de1 Bentivoglıo, che CIa legataall’altra chlesa agostinı1ana dı G1acomo, dove la cappella dı famıglıa, 1ON
mManc®oO ll diırottarvı SUO1 mı1glıor1 artıstı OM 11} Francıa 11 Costa L’affresco dun-
YJUC databıle attorno ql 1516 Questa data corrısponde all’anno ın CUul Martın Lutero
(che dal 1501 al 1505 sogglornato ad Erfurt), In V1agg10 PCT Roma, S1 fermö CON
11 confratello che l’accompagnava, ne]l 391160 della Mıserıicordia. Dıcono SUO1 bI10-
grafl che 10 accolse iInverno gelıdo CON mMO LCVC Che uNO de1 fratı rıtrattı S1a
propr10 Lutero NON scr1ıtto da alcuna parte, arı 1indızı 10 fanno credere. Innan-
zıtutto 11 s1ıgnıficato dell’affresco chlaro: Agostino 11 grande dottore della Chlesa

fondatore dell’ Ordine. Al SUO1 pledı VI SOMNO quatiro personagg1 che quel m
SOMTIO consıderatiıi DIU rappresentatıvı de]l SUOoO pensiero della SUua scuola. Martın Lutero
NON GFa eret1co la SUa fama DUO ACCCSOo la fantasıa de]l prıore de]l COM-
mıttente. D’altra 11 confronto ira le iımmagını de]l g10vane Lutero L’affresco MoOstra
som1glıanze sorprendentı. interessante Osservare che 19(0)8! molto m dopo, quandoTmaıl Lutero CTa dıventato eret1co, ı] prıore, che SAaPCVa molto bene ch1 fosse que]lfrate raffigurato al pledı dı Agost1ino, fece dare una INanO dı blianco sulla parte infe-
rore dell’affresco, cancellando tuttı quatiro personagg1. Quetsa Ooperazıone NON
avrebbe AaVuto NON DCI nascondere qualcosa dı SCOMOdo. Solo ne]l 1931
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ESA and hıs Order’s prımacy d the S SOMNS of Augustine.’ hıs
ımage 1S In keeping ıth Luther’s OW margınal nOotes of 1509/1510

Augustine’s De Verd religi0Nne, where Luther cıtes Augustine’s De
Vıta el morıbus clericorum, and lashes Ouf agaınst acCco Wımpfelıng
for denyıng the authenticıty of these SCITHNON\NS and Augustine’s dS-
t1C life.® The [WO SCITITIHNONS In question, the dıtors of the Weımar
Ausgabe of Luther’s works noted, WEeIC part of the pseudo-Augustin-
1an Sermones ad fratres In Luther’s defense of theır authentic-
Ity 15 nevertheless not wıthout merit. Though ese [WO SCITNON\NS WEeIC

part of the pseudo-Augustinian collection, they aAIic actually genulne
SCITNONS of Augustine and cırculated separately SCITIHNON\NS 355 and
356 under the tıtle Luther cites?

When Luther Joımned the ESA In L303 the image of the ..  NEW
Augustine ” Was already ell establıshe: aSs Caln be SCCH In codex /8SA
19a of the Kupfterstichkabinett In Berlın, 1Cc contaıns 1L 1ustrate:
ıfe of St Augustine, known dS the Hıiıstoria Augustini.'° OmMpOse:
between 1430 and 144 In entral Germany, the Hıstoria consIısts of

prımo SOomMmmarıo TreSTauTro dı pulıtura evıdenzlato la de1 quatiro fratı
Costa dıpınse anche una pala COM Agostino In San 10Vvannı in Monte SCINDIC olo-
SNa nel 1497, PCI la cappella dı Iacopo Chedinı. Agostino V1 raffigurato CO  ; la
Madonna, 10vannı altrı santı Secondo Vasarı Francesco Francıa dıpınse l Santo
anche un tavola pPCI la cappella Bentivoglıo in San 13C0OMO0 Maggıore Bologna.
Fu esegulta DCI 10vannı I1 Bentivoglıo, s1ıgnore dı Bologna ne]l 1499 raffigura la
Vergıine fra Florı1ano, Agostino, (Hovannı Evangelısta Sebastı1ano. Un ’altra SUua D'
81 TOVaAa alla Pınacoteca dı Bologna, m uor della porta in Strada Castiglione
della Misericordia. ” Assoc1l1azıone Storico-Culturale Agostino (hereafter cıted
ASCSA), http://www.cassiclaco.ıt/ITA/001a ıttorı/costa.htm. The wehbhsıte f the
Assoc1iazione 1S rich and wondertul It 1S, ONg other thıngs, In effect
virtual research lıbrary for Augustinian studıes.

The ESA referred themselves the “true SOMS of Augustine ” al least SINCE
ICHOLAS ÄLESSANDRIA “ Sed NOS fıhlu immediate ah Ka Augustino]
genıtı, 1ıdeo plane portamus s1ıgnum 1PS1US, scılıcet habıtum quUO USUus fuınt statım DOStL
Conversionem. Numquam Nım ultra INaTec talıs habıtus VISUS est qualem portant
anonI1cı regulares, sed rel1g10s1 induuntur de Nn1270 el 1918) latam unıcam
cor1g1a ciınguntur. ” ICHOLAS AÄLESSANDRIA, Sermo de heato Augustino, ed Bal-
bıno Rano, In iıdem, ° LOSs dos Primeras Obras Conocıdas sobre el Urıigen de la Orden
Augustiniana, ” Analecta Augustiniana (1982) 352-3706: 31653

artını Luthers Werke Krıtische Gesamtausgabe, 61 vols ( Welmar, 1883-
9.12,7-18 For Wımpfelıng, e note below

For the SCITNONS, SCC LAMBOT, ed Sermones selecti sanctı Augustinli. Stromata
Patrıstica ei Mediaevalıa Utrecht, 1924131

Ihe Hıstor1ia Augustini has been pubıshed Dy the Courcelles ın theır work,
Iconographie de Saıint Augustin. Les Cycles du De'G Sıecle (Parıs, For theır dıis-
CuUsSs10N of the Hıiıstoria, SCC 29-64; for the work ıtself. SCC plates HXX V: It
1S also avaılable alA, http://www.cassıiciaco.it/ITA/001ago/Histori istor.htm
(hereafter cıted HA)
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13 SCCNHNCS from Augustine’s ıfe In thırty-nıne of those SCCNCS, 11UIMMN-
eTrs 118 78, fınd VeEIY prec1ise emplotment of Augustine’s

from hıs baptısm fo hıis foundatıon of wıthın the
ep1scopal cCompound in 1ppo er havınz een ordaıned bıshop.
hıs epıscopal TV W ds$ Augustine s IT monastıc foundatiıon.
er hiıs baptısm (scene 39), Augustine W ds dressed In the of
hermıiıt by Bıshop Ambrose (scene 40) Thereafter, together ıth Mon-
1Ca, Augustine, dressed d hermıit ıth tONSUre, went 18 STaYy ıth
Simplicıanus and hıs hermıits (scene 41) er Moniıca persuaded her
SON Afrıca (Sscene 42), Monica and Augustine —  e theır
leave of Sıimplicianus (scene 43), vel before eparture, Simplicıanus
S1veEs Augustine number of hIs hermıiıts ACCOMDANY hım Afrıca
(scene 44) On elIr Journey, Augustine and hıs of hermuiıts VIisıt
the Iuscan hermıiıts (scene 47) er the ea of Monica (Sscene 50),
uDON reaching Afrıca (51) Augustine 15 Oun eachıng hıs hermuıiıts
(scene 52) and preachıing in 1ppO (scene 53) He then Bıshop
Valerius (Sscene 54), who granits hım and establısh
(Sscene 35 4C Augustine then does, together ıth hıs hermuits
(scene 56), and then Q1VveEs h1ıs hermıiıts hıis ule (scene 34 er hav-
ıng een ordaıned priest (scene VB Augustine buıllds nother

and jilse agaın g1ves h1ıs hermıits hıs rule (scene 74) ree
SCCI1CS ater, Augustine 15 ordaıned bıshop, and In 6, 1Ss shown
establıshıng hıs 1r monastıc Ltoundatıon, thıs ONEC wıthın the ePISCO-
pal Compound. The artıst 1Ss VeC clear: Augustine ounded hıs er
of Hermıuts in 1ppoO, er havıng returned from ılan, together ıth

of hermuiıts rece1ved from Sımplicianus, and for these hermuıts
he composed hıs ule In the antepenultimate C} long after ugus-
tine’s ea Pope John XII 15 portrayed d ellıng the Hermuiuts: $6We
eem ıt WO that the father 1S g1ven HIS SONS, the head hIs
members, the master hI1s students, and the cCommander hıs sol-
diers, ”} texti taken dırectly irom John’s Bull Veneranda Sanctorum
of 327 granting the Hermuts CO-Custody ıth the C'anons of Uugus-
tine’s tomb in San Pıetro In 1e] TO in Pavıa. According 18 least

“Dıgnum estimamus ut 1l11s, SuUl1s membriıs, magıster NR disc1ıpu-
11s, dux SU1Ss mılıtıbus commendatur. ” | CCOURCELLE, Iconographie de Saıint Aug2us-
EIN, plate XXXV;: A, H 9 {A}

ınıbı tanquam membra SUOoO Capıtl, fılı patrı, magı1stro dıscıpuli,
ducı mılıtes, coherentes Deo ei 1ps1 Sancto, auctoriıtate fultı apostolıca, precordıialıus
1ubıletis, ubı el PraeceptorIis vestr1, atTıs, Ducıs, Capıtıs Augustinı noverıtıs relh-
qu1as fore sepultas. ” John AAXIIU, Veneranda SANCLIOTrUM, January [927: In

Maıiıocchi and Casacca, eds.. C'odex Dıplomaticus Ordinis Eremitarum Sanctı
Augustini Papiae, vol (Pavıa, HL1
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ONeC author/artist, thıs Was the true and genumne hıstory of Augustine
and hıs hermits. ®

In the Hıstor1ia Augustinl, fınd representatiıon of Augustine
that 15 In keeping ıth hat ave elsewhere referred the Mof Augustine”.!“ Moreover, the emplotment of the Hıstoria Augustini
Was In the mıd-fıifteenth CENTUTY tımely ON  ® Controversy VeT POS-Sess10N of Augustine between the Hermuts and the Augustinian Canons
had een ragıng off and SInNCe John AXIISs proclamatıon In favor
of the Hermits in 18394 It W ds heatıng HGE agaın, beginning in
14 /4 At 1Ssue W dads how Augustine should be portraye the 1919  <
cathedral eing built in ılan, namely, Hermıiut d> Canon.
(nHan Galeazzo Vısconti, uke of Mılan, interceded and chose the Her-
mıts, 1C fueled the debate VT whether Augustine had first
ounded hıs er of Hermuts OT hıs T of Canons. oth sıdes PTO-uCce: N6 WaVe of polemical works arguıng eir case. !> In 1481,

Ihe Historia Augustini bears VE close relatıonship another texti edıted bythe Courcelles, 1ta Sanctı Augustini Imaginibus Adornata, Etudes Augustiniennes(Parıs, 1964) hıs texti 18 In Boston Publıc Liıbrary, med the Courcelles
g1ve the older sıgnature: and EANNE (COURCELLE note: An pomt de VUucC
de l’1conographie augustinıenne, est le document le plus complet de la vIie de saınt
Augustin. ” Ibid., 8 For Comparıson of the 1ta ıth the Hıstoria Augustinl, SCC
forthcoming study, AÄuU2ustinus Noster.

The Myth of Augustine ” 18 term have employed refer the re-creation
of Augustine the eremuitical founder of the ESA Thıs DTOCCSS began after John
XXIIS Veneranda SANCLIOTrUM of EW embers of the ESA, In the ensumng conflıct
ıth the Canons which order W as the or1gınal Ordo Sanctı Augustinl, re-wrofte
Augustine’s bıography V that he had first ounded h1ıs Order of Hermits, before
havıng establıshed hıs Order of Canons. We Call SSS thıs development In the Anony-
LI1OUS Florentine’s nıtıum 1Ve Processus Ordinıis Heremitarum Sanctı Augustini dated
1330 In Nıcolas of Alessandria’s Sermo de heato Aug2ustino of 1332. In Henry of
Friemar’s Iractatus de orıgine el DVYOSFESSU Ordinis Fratrum Eremitarum Sanctı
Augustini of 1334. and then In Jordan of Quedlinburg’s Collectanea Sanctı Augustiniof 1343 and hıs Liıber Vıtasfratrum of 1358; SS6 Saak, High Way Heaven. The
Augustinian Platform Between Reform and Reformation, SMRT (Le1-den, , 160-234; and ıdem, * I.NE Creation of Augustinian Identity In the Later
Mıddle Ages,  79 AÄugustiniana 49 (1999) 109-164, 2751706 Klaus Schreiner has taken
eXception Ssomewhna: USC of the te “m th” wrıting: A ı Debatte stehen
nıcht Formen und Funktionen der J radıtionsbildung. Es geht nıcht dıe Erfindungdessen, Was MC Leland Saak nıcht gerade glücklıch als "augustinischen Mythos’(Augustinıan myth), als einen VO  —_ ‘Mythenbildern’ (mythmakers) ausgedachtenMythos der Ursprünge und Gründungen’ (myth of OT121NS and foundations) bezeıch-
netl hat 5 Schreiner, Kın erz und iıne Seele ıne urchristliche Lebensform und hre
Institutionalisierung 1Im augustinısch gepräagten Mönchtum des hohen und späaten Mıiıt-
telalters, ” in Regula Sanctı Augustinl. Normative Grundlage differenter Verbände IM
Mittelalter, ed Gert Melville and Anne Müller (Parıng, F 1-47; See also
Schreiner’s booklet, Nımm, lies 77 Aug2ustinus als Vorbild (exemplar) und Kegel (reg-ula) Klösterlicher Buch-und Lesekultur IM spaten Mıiıttelalter (Parıng,
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Ambrosius de Cora, Prior General of the Hermiuits, publıshed hıs Defen-
Sor1um Ordinis Eremıitarum Sanctı Augustini, ıIn 16 he argue
forcefully for the Hermiuts’ posıtıon. Ambros1ius ncluded d evıidence

number of SCITHNONS of Augustine that proved beyond shadow of
ou that Augustine NOoTt only had ounded hıs Order of Hermuts ırst,
but had also preferred hıs Hermuts dAS the best form of rel1g10us life.16
In ICSPONSC, the Augustinian Canon Eusebius Conradus rebut-
tal, publıshed together ıth seiecte works of Augustine In Venice In
1484 Conradus argue: that these SCITNON\NS WeTC NOoTt genulne, and there-
fore they COU nNnoTt Support the of the Hermits.!’ Ihe debate
became heated enough that Pope S1xtus intervened and prohıbıited

ASPAR ELM, "AugZustinus Canonicus-Augustinus Eremuita Quattrocento
Cause Celebre, in Tiımothy Verdon and John Henderson, eds., Christianity and the
Renaissance. mage and Religious I[magınatıon IN the Ouattrocento (New Y ork,
i

Quod autem epıstolas neget1s Ka scr1ıptas ad heremitas, auft illas SSC ugus-tinı, 1d NCSAIC NON potest1s extfant nım NON solum epistole, sed et1am SCITINONES dıg-n1ıssımı ad heremitas ab Augustino ecclesıe doctore sıne dubı0 editı "Tertia verıtas
est quod Tatres ordınıs fratrum heremıitarum sanctı Augustinı solı IS A SUNtT fratres
sanctı Augustinı NON obstante quod multı In imıtentur regulam SUam, quod Ordo
iste precessıt alı08 ordınes preter ordınem sanctı Basılhn. ” Ambros1ius de Cora.
Defensorium Ordinis Eremitarum Sanctı Augustini (Rome, 1481 |wıthout folıatıon
pagınation]

uSsSeDIUS Conradus, Annotatıo hrevissime IN Orenm scribentium SANCIUM
Augustinum fuLisse heremita, In Augustinus, Opuscula (Venice, Ihe edıition 15
wıthout pagınatıon folıation. It 18 Iso avaılable onlıne at http://inkunabeln.ub.uni-
koeln.de/vdıbProduction/ the websıte of the Verteıiılte Dıgıtale Inkunabelbibliothek,

Jomt proJect of the Universıity and City Lıbrary of Cologne and the erzog AugustBıbliothek in Wolfenbüttel. Ihe onlıne version 1s pagınated and ıt 1S the pagınatıon
of the dıgıtalızed version that refer. Here OIMC finds Conradus’s work 545B-

Conradus wrıtes: ° Premonstrabo 1g1tur prıma i1sta JucC Sunt conclusiones
septem | semptem COd.| chrıistiane verıtatı contrarıe qUas irater Paulus Bergomensıs
ordınıs heremıtarum In SUO 1ıbello descripsit YJUaASQUC frater Ambros1ıius e1iusdem OTrdı1ı-
N1IS generalıs In septem reduxıt In scr1pt1s el illas imıtatur el predicat QUaSs CRO et1am
verıtates septem appellabo DCI antıphrasın propterea quod In illıs nıhıl verıtatis COINN-
perı potest. ” Ibid., 546B; “Quod Jle scrıpture JuUC SUNT SCITNONECS ad heremitas
epıstola Sıgisberti S1 JUC alıe sınt YuC dıcunt Augustinum fecisse duas regulas
tempore 10C0 eit NO domiını dıctis u {lle scrıpture SUnt false el iıdeo HEC
In ceter1s YJuUC diıcuntur fıdes danda est sed mendacıa SUnt respuenda. ” Ibid.,

548A; “ dequıitur dıctis alıa conclusıo falsa UUa introducitur Augustinus In SCI-
mon1ıbus ad heremitas falso ıllı attrıbutis. ” I!bid., 548B;: “ deptima verıtas est Ser-
OM quı intıtulantur sanctı Augustinı ad heremitas Crc Sunt composıtı beato
Augustino. Contra: sta conclus1ı1o0 est falsa Contra doctrinam catholıcam. ” I!bid.,

550A Conradus’s arguments WEeEeIC not: based sophısticated knowledge of
Augustine, NOT detaıled examınatıon of the Sermones themselves. Indeed, hıs
OW erudıtion regardıngz Augustine s works 1S questioned hen he followed hıs

Ambrosius ıth the pseudo-Augustinlian, De spırıtu ef anıma, presented
authentic ork of Augustine; Lbid., a
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all further discussıon of the matter.!8 The papa pronouncement, how-
CVCI, dıd lıttle 18 que the furles, and In 1505, the humanıst aCco
Wımpfelıng argue that Augustine had 1ve' neıther ermı1 11OT
as Canon, but Was secular priıest and bishop."” Though Wımpfel-
In ’s posıtıon Was the mMoOost COININON image of ugustine ıIn the later
1ddle Ages, namely, the image of Augustine A bıshop and father of
the church, the bıtter feud between the Hermuts and the Canons had
become ‘““late medieval CUAUS: celebhre. 29°20)

Yet EVENn before the aAaPPCATANC of the Sermones, ere WeEeIC
three in1 first fınd the re-creation of Augustine d the
ounder of the Hermiuts: the Anonymous Florentine’s Inıtıum SZIVe
Processus Ordinıis Heremıitarum Sanctı Augustinlt, Nıcolas of Alessan-
1T1as  ? Sermo de heato Augustino, and Henry of Friemar’s T ractatus de
orıgine el DVYOSTESSUÜ Ordiınis Eremitarum Sanctı Augustini.“' Ihe first
of these Was wrıtten 1330 Nıcolas BaAVC hıs in Parıs in 1332
and it 1S clear that he knew the Inıtıum. Henry Composed hıs T racta-
[US In 1334, and ıt 15 MOST lıkely that he had CODY of 1colas’ SCI-
I1HNON hıs desk Moreover, fınd INOTC and LLOTC embellıshment
from the Inıtıum Nıcolas, and from Nıcolas Henry, yel they al]
agreed that Augustine had fırst ounded hıs er in Halyı“ ere 15

ELM, "Augustinus Canonicus-Augustinus Eremita, ”
ACOBUS IMPFELING, De integritate (Strassburg, 31 On 31 July 1503,

Ihomas Wolf wrTrote Wımpfeling offering HIS undyıng Support for hıs posıtion that
Augustine had been monk In the face of the harsh criıtique Wımpfeling’s De
integritate recel1ved: ° Mırarı satıs NON OSSUN, Wympfelinge amıc1ssıme, quorundam
monachorum audacıam, quı velutı hereticum Crıimıinarı contendunt, quod in [uUO De
integrıitate 1ıbello quaedam In medium adducıs, quıbus conıcere Suspicarıque lıcet
dıyum Augustinum 1ICC cuculla ndutum 1ECC professione fulsse monachum. ” TIThomas
Wolf Jacobus Wımpfelıng, Jacobı Wimfelingi Opera Selecta Epistolae/Jakob
Wımpfelıing, Briefwechsel, vol 1’ 183 ed tto Herding and Dieter ertens
Munich, 495-496

ELM, “"Augustinus Canonicus-Augustinus remuta. ”
21 NONYMUS FLORENTINUS, Inıtıum 1ve Processus Ordiınıis Heremitarum Sanctı

Augustinl, ed Balbıno Rano, ın *4O dos Primeras bra Conocıdas, ” 551-351: NICO-
LAS ÄLESSANDRIA, Sermo de heato Augustino, ed Balbıno Rano, in °° L.OS dos
Primeras Obra Conocıdas, ” 352-3706; HENRICUS RIEMARIA, Tractatus de orıgine
el DFOSTESSU Ordiınıis Eremitarum Sanctı Augustinl, ed Rudolph Arbesmann, Au2us-
Ffinıana (1956), One should also mention In thıs context the AaNONYINOUS 1ta
Aurelı Augustini contaıned in Florence, Bıblıoteca Laurenzıl1ana, Plut SuUD 48,
the Sarllec manuscrı1ıpt that contaıns the Inıtıum and Nıcolas’s Sermo. Rano dates the text

between 1272 and 15331 though earher date wıthın thıs per10 INOTE lıkely
Whıle there ATIC eremuitical interpolatıons, ere 15 nothing In thıs ([eEXT indıicate that
1t played al y defending the ermıiıts agaınst the Canons, and there 1S evıdence
that speaks agaınst it domg See Saak, Hıgzh Way Heaven, 189-194

SAAK, ıeh Way Heaven, 209-218; SCC also iıdem, °"I’he Creatiıon of Augus-
tinıan Identity in the ater Miıddle Ages,  27 Augustiniana (1999), 109-164, 2541286
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evıdence, pr10T ese eX  C} that the egends they relate WeIC

already in ex1istence. Henry’'s aCCount 1S the most comprehensıve, SV

though both Nıcolas and the Anonymous Florentine aAic LLLOIC orıgınal
in re-creating Augustine s foundatıon of the ESA Sometime er
Henry’s treatıse, however, 11ICW SOUTCEC W as discovered that offered
conclusıve proof of the Hermiuts’ Casec agaınst the Canons: the words
of Augustine hımself, AS contaıned In hıs SCTINONS h1s hermuits.
Hereın fınd emplotment of Augustine s ıfe that countered the

of the Anonymous Florentine, Nıcolas, and Henry, and that
Oun artıstiıc express1ion in the Hıstor1a Augustini.“ Though the VeEI-

S10NS of Henry and hıs confreres remaıned, the contradıcting aCCOunt
OUnN! in the Sermones ad fratres In became the po1n of COIN-

tention. Eıther WayY, in the later 1ıddle Ages, ugustine W as newly
created saınt, Augustine Was myth And consequently, L0O0 WCCIC

the OTMZ1NS of the ESAÄA
Ihe Sermones ad fratres In heremo, 4S collection, WEeIC them-

selves creatiıon of the early fourteenth century.“ Yet before turnınz
the question of the Org1Ns of ese SCTITINONS, IC had such

influence the rel1210uUs ıfe of the ater 1ddle Ages, fırst eed
re-examıne the hıistorical evidence for the ONg1NSs of the OESA, for

only then 11l ave foundatıon uDON 1C Judge the myth-
makıng that Occurred In the aiterma of IS 2 in er words,
before turnıng the myth, hat Was the hıstory?

I1 The Origins of the ESA

In 1956, ıt W as clear: the ESA had een establıshe Dy the
Tea Union, evidenced Dy Pope Alexander < bull Licet Ecclesiae
Catholicae.  25 Yet In several studies spannıng the decades of the

the S, Balbıno Rano c<hed much 11Cc  < 1g the ONg1NS of the

23 The emplotment of the Hıstor1ia Augustini ollows that of JORDAN UEDLIN-
BURG'’'S 1ta Sanctı Augustinlt, which W as based uDON the Sermones ad fratres In
For edıtiıon of Jordan’s Vıta, SCC S5AAK, High Way Heaven, 774-810 Ihe Boston
manuscrıpt of the 1ta Sanctı Augustinı Imaginibus Adornata included explıcat-
ıng the portrayed. TIhe author 4ase: his (eXT primarıly the Confessions, Pos-
s1dıus’s ıta Sanctı Augustinl, JORDAN’S Vıta, and the Sermones ad fratres In
1ll be detaılıng ese relatıonshıps in forthcomıing study, Augustinus Noster.

See eI0W
See Augustiniana (1956), the commemoratıve volume of the 700% annıver-

Sar y of the TE al Uniıon, which still contaıns foundatıonal artıcles for all research
the Augustiniıan tradıtıon In the later Miıddle Ages
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ESA and ıts early tradıtions.%© One of the results of hıs work W as that
the OT121NS of the ESA should be SCCMH d havıng een establıshed in
1244 Order, ” Rano asserted, “came into eing in March 1244
through the unıtıng of several hermit STOUDS, d decreed Dy [WO
of Innocent 1 Incumbiıt nobıs and Praesentium nobis, both 1issued
the SaJmInle day, December 1 12 As result of Rano’s work,
increasıngly COININON school of opınıon In the er oday SCCS 1ts
foundatıon egınnınz ıth the le Unıi0on ”, the un1on of the JIus-

Hermuts In 1244 In that CONntexXt, the TEeA| Union, then, 15 COIMN-
1dered ave een continuatiıon of the unıfiıcation of the UuguS-
tinıan Hermits, and though ıt represents 1909  S departures, ıt stands In the
tradıtıon of the 0ONgOoINg development of the ESA that had een egun
in In eifect: the sıgnıfıcance of Licet ecclesiae catholicae has
een relegated {O being of secondary importance.“”

Does such presentatıon, though, fıt ıth the hıstorical record?
TIhe ate medieval Augustinians had 18 theır hıstoricıty nNOoTt only
ıth respect the conflıict ıth the Canons, but also In 1g of the PIO-
hıbıtion of 11C  < orders 1ssued al the 1r Lateran Councıl of LZ15
1Was repeate In 1274 al the Second Councıl of Lyon The newly
created ESA had ert that G1r OT121NS COU be ate before the
prohıbıtion, and thus they endeavored 18 sShow that the Order COUuU be
traced all the WAaY back Augustine hımself. Though the importance
of Innocent and the le Unıion” dıd NOTt unnoticed, and the

BALBINO RANO,0The er f Saint Augustine; idem, °°Los dos Primeras
Obras Conocıdas sobre el Orıgen de la Orden Augustinliana, ” Analecta Augustiniana(1982) 331-376; ıdem, 1 San Agustin los origenes de Orden Regla, Monas-
ter10 de Tagaste Sermones ad Tatres in eremo, ” In San Agustin el XVI Cente-
NAarıo0 de Conversion 386/87-1987, La Ciudad de Dios, Revista Agustiniana(El Escorı1al, 649-727; idem, °San Agustın Orden Algunos Sermones de
Agustinos del Primer S1gl10 (1244-13 Analecta Augustiniana 53 (1990) /7-93;
Augustinian Origins, Charisma, and Spirituality (Vıllanova,

BALBINO RANO, The Order ofN Augustine, Ihe date of March 12  ® refers
the first General Chapter of the L1CW Order For the early hıstory of the OESA, SCC

also AVID GUTIERREZ, The Augustinians INn the Middle Ages, 6-13 (Vıllanova,
and MOoOst of all, ARIO MATTEI, “ Pre-Istoria Agostinıana, ” Omnıa religi0ne

ur GCaulfi. CAarısmı ed LSELEUZLONLI ecclesiastiche. Studı In Onore dı CoOosimo Damlı-
A  S FOnseca, ed Pıerantonio Pıattı and Raffaela JTortorellı (Congedo, 103128
atte1’s work 18 MOST thorough, yel the early hıstory of the Order, that 1S the hıstoryof the Varıo0us STOUDS that amnnle COmprıse the ESA, 18 stil] VeErYy much In need of
ınvestigation.

dee, for example, the hıstory of the Order presented OSANET.
http [/wwWw.osanet.org/whoweare/en/default.asp page=hıstory&language=en&sec-10n=who.

ÄLBERIC MEDER and ALPH KUITERS, “Licet Ecclesiae Catholicae,”
Augustiniana (1956) 9-36
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fourteenth-century Augustiniıan frıar, Jordan of Quedlınburg, argue
that Alexander had completed the unıon of Augustine s dıspersed
heırs that had een egun by hIs predecessor, Pope Innocent, © In the
created Myth of Augustine ” the fourteenth-century Augustinians POL-
trayed Augustine hımself AS havıng eTTEeGiEe the Gireat Union.}! Yet
for modern scholars, ere 15 such eed IO the antıquıty of the
rder, and the re-dating of the Order’s foundatıon from 1256 1244
15 Sımply matter of the hıstorıical record. TIhe question that must be
as therefore, 18 hat extifent 0€Ss the ıttle Union” of 1244
indeed represent the foundatıon of the T answWwWer thıs YUUCS-
t10n, must reiurn the hıstorıical evıdence.

Though the ate medieval members of the ESA viewed them-
selves dAS standıng In COnNntInuOuUSs lıne of SUCCESSION from Augustine s
fırst monastıc foundation,“ there 1S hıttle evidence indeed AS tOo hat
appene Augustine s monastıc communıty er ıts dispersıon
resulting from the raıds of the Vandals The earhest reference ave
15 the bull of Gregory VUIL, Apostolica nobıs licet, ate December
PTIS7, 1C oranted priviıleges and indulgences 1{8 “the beloved SONS,
Prior, and TOLNeTS of the er of St Augustine In the ermıtage (In
eremo) of St James of Aquavıva Cal Pisa.  ”33 In the early thırteenth

°“ Unde beatus Augustinus, volens dıspersıonsem SUAaAC Relıgi0n1s congregarIı,
succedent1 el In Sede apostolıca, scılıcet domıno Alexandro I in visıione
apparuıt, grandıs quıdem capıte, sed membriıs exı1lıs. Ex Ua visione velu dıyıno ]0:105

ulo DapDa Oommınıtus un1ıonem PCI praedecessorem SUUTIN domınum Innocentium
inchoatam consummavıt. ” ORDANUS (QUEDLINBURG (de Saxon1a), Liıhber Vıtas-
fratrum .44 ed Wınfrıdus Hümpfner and Rudolph Arbesmann, Cassıc1acum (New
York, 47 .80-85 (hereafter cıted VF) Here fınd nNnOoTt only Jordan’ss
nıtıon of nnocent’'s role In the creation of the OESA, but Iso the MOoOST developed VeEI-

S10N of the ..  myth of Augustine ”, at least central aspect thereof; for the ..  myth
of Augustine, ” SCC nofe above.

31 See Hıgh Way Heaven, 160-234:; 279-284:; SCC alsoO notfe above
and notfe below

Though the late medieval Augustinians created hıstory for Augustine s OW

monastıcısm, there 18 question that Augustine hımself lıved monastıc hıfe: SC ADOLAR
/ZUMKELLER, Das Mönchtum des heiligen Aug2ustinus, Cassıc1acum XI (Würzburg,

° Dılectis flıs Prior1i (et fratrıbus) Ordınıs (S.) Augustıirtı in Sanctı
(Jacobı Aquavıva Liıburnam Pı(sa nae) D(10cesı1s) deg(entibus), Salutem ef
Apostolıcam benedıiıctionem. (In) Apost(olıcae Sedis admınıstratione) Nobıs, l1cet
imbecıllıbus (vırıbus) collat(a) decet); ut honestis pet(enti1um) deside(r11s) (cum solıta
ben1ignıtate provıdeamus) Exhiıbıta s1ıquıdem Nobiıs 1usta) vest(ra) pet1i(t1)o, dılectis-
SIm1 (Priıor el Iratres), In qua [ sequıtur Dars partiıcularıs, QUaC conlecturıs restau-
randa NONMN est| vVobıs) indul(gentiam unıus annı) el quadragınta cd1erum annuatım (ın
ann)ı(versarıo dedicatıiıonıs eccles1ae vestirae Jacobı (indulgemus), (ıtem facultatem)
Christ1i fidel1um confessiones audıendi, prae(terea) (1n) coemeterl1a (fıdeles) sepelıendı

in caemeter1s ecclesıms... sepulturam. Nos vestr(1s) (pre)cıbus inch-
natı dıctam eccles1am. Datum Pacie: . ENIGNUS VAN ‚UDK, OS5A, ed., Bullarıum
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CeENLUTY fınd the PAapaCY takıng heremuitical STOUDS In alYy under ıts
protection, though wıthout desıgnatıng them ASs the er of St ugus-
tine CVen dAS followıng Augustine’s Rule ** varıant of the OITIC1a.

Ordıinis Eremitarum Augustint. Periodus formationis, 7187:1256 (Würzburg, 964),
19 onlıne at http://www.tiscalı.ıt/ghirardacci/bullarium/bullarium.htm. hıs 18 the

moOonastery that Nıcolas of Alessandrıa and Henry of Freimar claımed St Francıs
“joimmed” before foundıng hıs OW. order: SCC SAAK, High Way, 214715 There WCIC,
certamly, SIOUDS lıyıng accordıng Augustine’s ule prev10us 1187 The Augus-
tinıan Canons followed Augustine’s Rule, dıd later the Domuinicans. The question
here 18 NnOoTt the earhest evıidence have for the influence of Augustine s Rule, but
rather the ONgZ1NS of Order of Augustine. TIhe hıstorıicıty of the ule ıtself 15 NnOL
wıthout 1ts problems. Though Luc Verhejjen’s exhaustive work the extual tradı-
t1ons of the ule MOST persuasıvely, ıf noTt conclusıvely, TOVECS the authenticıty of the
Rule, modern scholars have a(0)1 always taken note; SCC LUC V ERHEUEN, La Regle de
saınt Augustin, Vol Tradıtion manuscrite, vol Recherches historiques (Parıs,

and 1ıdem, Nouvelle Approche de la Regle de saınt Augustın Abbaye de e-
fontaıne, SC also (JEORGE LAWLESS, Augustine and his Monastıic ule Oxford,

In standard U of medieval intellectual hıstory, Marcıa Colısh could still
claım that Augustine’s ule W ds or1ginally letter NUNS; SCC COLISH, Medieval
Foundatıions Western Intellectual Iradıtion, 00-1499 (New Haven,
Augustine’s OW) monastıc lıfe has only rarely entered into portrayals and interpreta-
t10Ns of Augustine, medieval Augustinıan monastıcısm for that atter. Ihe best
treatment of Augustine’s OW monastıc ıfe 15 still ‚JUMKELLER S, Das Mönchtum des
heiligen Augustinus. Yet tury dAYO, rnst TIroeltsch argue that Augustine s OW)
monastıc ıfe Was the first eXpress1on of °Chrıstian cultural ethıc  27 See OELTSCH,
Augustin, dıe christliche Antıke Un das Mittelalter. Im Anschluss die Schrift ‘“De
(iviıtate Dei,” (Berlıin, and S5AAK, Hıgh Way Heaven, 57

We SCC thıs, for example, In the bull, Iustis petentium, of Innocent IL, dated
October 205 “ Dılectis filus fratrı eremitae el fratrıbus 1US de radıce Montis
NevoniensIs, Salutem eic Iustis petentium desider1s dıgnum est Nos facılem praebere
9eit vola, QUaC rationıs tramıte 11ON dıscordant effectu prosequente complere.
Quapropter cdilect1 In Domino fılı devotionem, Y Ua CIga eirum ei Nos 1DSOS
habere NOSCIMINI, attendentes VvesiTas CU omnıbus bonis tam eccles1asticıs
YQUamı mundanıs. UJUaC In praesentiI ratıonabiılıiter possıdet1s aut In futurum lust1is moOdiıs,
praestante Domuino, poterı1t1s adıpı1scı, subh etr1 el nOostra, ehicıs recordatıonis Inno-
cent11 Papae praedecessorI1s nostrı vest1g11s inhaerentes, protectione SUSCIPIMUS. Spe-
clahlıter autem pOossess10nes, qUas nobılıs mulhıer Italıa fılı 1US eidem ın
eleemosynam CONCESSETUNLT auft Cas 1uste el pacıfıce possidetis, vobıs eit PCI VOS domu1
vestrae auctorıtate Apostolıca confirmamus praesent1s scr1pti patroc1n10 Uu-
nımus. Nullı CI SO OmMN1INO eicCc atum Lateranı 111 Kalendas Aprnılıs, Pontificatus
nostrı MNO sept1imo. ” VAN LUUK, Bullarıum, hI1s Dull W ds reissued by Hono-
T1US 111 18 October 217 addressed “ Dılectis fıluns Oberto pri0r1 el fratrıbus Erem1
de Moriımundo, Salutem etc  97 I!bid., Sımilar prıviıleges and protection WEIC
extended the Hermuits of Brettino, which became part of the (jreat Union estab-
lıshıng the ESA In 12506, though agaın wıthout mention of UGUSTINE ° Dılectis fıl-
11S Prior1 el Fratrıbus Ecclesiae Erem1 de Brıctinis, Salutem el Apostolıcam benedic-
t1ionem. Sacrosancta Romana Eccles1ia devotos el humıiles fılıos assuetae pletatıs
offic10 propens1us dılıgere COonsuevıt, el PTaVOTUM homınum molest1i1s agıtentur,
COS (anquam pla mater SUaC protection1s munımıne confovere. Ea propter, dılecti in
Domiıino lı vestrIis lust1s postulatıonıbus CONCUrTENTES ASSCHSU, VCS-
iTras ei locum, In JUO dıvıno est1Is Obsequ10 mancıpatı, CUu omnıbus Don1s, UUaC In
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tıtle of the rder, gıven by Pope Alexander in the TE Unıion of
1256, 15 OoOun already ıIn 192728 in the bull of Gregory 1 Conquestı
SUNL, addressed the Archdeacon of Aretino concerning the Mg
and prıvileges of “ the pr10r and TOtNhNers of the hermıiıts of Rosıa, of
the er of St Augustine.  2239 In December of the Samlec VYCAL, Gregory

granted the request of of hermıiıts In the dioces1is of ret-
tino lıve accordıing the ule of St Augustine, absolving them
from the observance of theır pPrev10us order. What 1S sıgnıfıcant ere
1S that Gregory acknowledges that ess hermıiıts ounded ..  NEW
Order”, Aase‘ the ule of Augustine.”® Seven YCars later, 13

praesentiarum rationabiılıter possıdet1s aut in futurum honestis modiıs (dante Domino)
poterıt adıpı1scıl, sub Beatı efr1 nOsira protectione SUSCIPIMUS. Specılalıter aute:
ecclesiam Blası1 de Brictinis CU pertinent11s SU1S, possess1iones alıa bona VCS-

ira sıcut omn1a iuste pacıfıce possidetis, vobıs el PCI VOS eıdem eccles1ae VCS-

tirae auctorıtate apostolica confirmamus el praesent1s scr1pti patroc1n10 COMMUNIMUS.
Nullı CISO OMN1INO homınum lıceat hanc pagınam nOostirae protect1on1s ef confirmatıo-
N1Ss infrıngere vel el USu emerTarıo0 contraıre. S1 qu1s autem hOC praesumpserit
indıgnatıonem Omnipotent1s De1 et eatorum Petrı ef Paulı Apostolorum 1US
noverıt INCUFrSUTrUumM. atum Lateranı VI Kalendas Decembriıs, Pontificatus nostrı 1NO

pr1mo. ” TEZOTY I Sacrosancta Romana Ecclesıia, dated November 1217 Ibid.,
k4

‘“ Dılecto fılıo archıdıacono Aretino, Salutem eic Conquestıi Sunt 15 pr10r
fratres heremıtarum de Rosıa, Ordınıs Augustint, quod de Radıicundula, de adı de
Montanea, de antıano ei de ancto Quirico de Ton1 unıversıtates homınum. Rustic-
UCIUS de Rosıa, Mercatante ei Brachius, fılıı quondam Baldızoni1i de onte Chıuanı,
Tatres laılcı Volterranae ei Senens1is dioecesum Uup' terr1S, domiıbus, vine1ls, olıvernus,
possess10N1bus ef rebus allıs in1ıuriantur eisdem. Ideoque discretion1 {uae PCI aADOS-
tolıca scr1ıpta mandamus, quatenus, patrıbus CONVOocatıs, audıas Causam ST appella-
t1ıone remota, debıito fıne decıdas, facıens quod decreverI1s PCI CENSUTAaAMNl eccles1astıcam
irmıter observare, DrOV1SO iın unıversıtates praedictas excommunicatıon1s vel inter-
dıictı sententlas proferas, nIıs1ı Nobıs UD hoc mandatum receperI1s speclalem. lTestes
autem quı fuerıint nominatı, S1 de gratiag, od10 vel subtraxerınt, CeEMNSUTAa sımılı
appellatıone Cessante compellas CI U testimon1um perhıbere. atum apud em
Veterem Nonı1s Martıl, Pontificatus nostrı annn pr1mo. ” REGORY L  ‚9 Conquesti sunt,
dated March 228 Ibid.,

‘“ Dılectis tiluıs Fratrıbus Eremi1 de Brisctinis Fanensı1ıs Dioecesıis el alııs Fratrıbus
Eremo Ips1 subılect1s, Salutem el Apostolıcam benedictionem. Cum olım, sıcut intellex-
IMUuSs, MOLfu propr10 quendam Ordinem inveneri1t1is ei ad 1DS1US observantıam VOS

duxeritis astrıngendos, quıa tandem ıllo relıcto, CUl NON esse‘ de Ordınıbus approbatıs,
Beatı Augustinı regulam recepIist1s [8| Cupıltıs In irrefrangabılıter obser-
VaTre, Nos vestrIs supplicatıonıbus inchnatı VOS ab observantıa praedicti Ordiınıs absol-
ventes, vobıs perpetu1s tempor1ıbus invıolabılıter observarı concedımus regulam
memoratam. Nullı CTSO eic atum Perusıil VI Idus Decembris, Pontificatus nostrı
1NO secundo. ” (JREGORY L ('um olım Sıcult intellexımus, dated December 228
!bid., Ihe DrevV10US ule that had been followed W d> mMoOst lıkely the ule of
St Benedict. On March 1244, nNnnocen released the JIuscan Hermiuts from obe-
cdience the ule of St Benedict, placıng them under the ule of Augustine:
°“ [ Dıilectis fılus Prior fratrıbus heremitis In Tuscıa Ordınis Augustini, Salutem eicCc
(um 15 petitur, quod 1ustum est el honestum., tam V1g20Tr acquıtatıs, qUam ordo
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arc 235 Innocent 1ssued hıs bull Ouae OomMNıUmM conditoris, COIMN-

iırmıng the constitutions of the IN  S order.*/ On September 1243,
Innocent further grante the Hermiıiuts of Brettino the ng ear COIMN-
fessions and preach, and stıpulated that wıthın three months of the
ea! of Cr DT10T general, 1919  S pr10T general must be lected Inno-
cent eferred theır er pIa religi0, and recognized the offices
of visıtators, definıtors, pr10Tr generals, and the ex1istence of General
apters, in other words, much the Sa|rmne STIructiure that SOON Was
be had Dy the OESA >° Rano laımed that nNnocent had granted such

ex1igıt rat1on1s, ut ıd PCI sollıcıtudınem officı nostrı ad debitum perducatur effectum.
Exhıbita sıqu1dem Nobıs vesira pet1it10 continebat, quod CUu Regulam Augustinı
vobıs concedendam duxerımus, vobıs SUCCESSOTIUS vestrIis perpetu1s uturıs
emporıbus observetur, DCI dılectum fiılıum NOSIrum Rıchardum Angelı ia-

Cardınalem prom1ss1one, YyUam de observando Ordine Benedicti vel
UOCUMGUC alıo0 feceratis de specıalı mandato NOSITO SIt1S penıtus absoluti, Nos absolti-
t1onem Ipsam ratam gratam habentes, ıllam auctorıtate Apostolıca confıirmamus el
praesent1s scr1pt1 patrocını10 COMMUNIMUS. Nullı CT SO OMNINO eic Datum Lateranı
Kal Aprılıs Pont. nostrı NNO pr1ımo. ” Innocent 1  n C'um nobis, dated 28 March
1244 Ibid.,

“ Dılectis tılıus Priori el Fratrıbus Erem1 de Brictinis Fanensıs Dıi0ecesIis, Salutem
Apostolıcam benedictionem. Quae omn1ıum Condıtoris honorem el profectum

continent anımarum praec1puo dılıgentes, quod quı1dquıid ıIn des1ider10 praeterılla gerıtur apud De1 sapıenti1am PIO nıhılo repute(lur, dıgnum ore pProv1dımus, uft In
11S, JUAaAC intu1ltu salutıs aeternae Cupıit1s, Nos favorabıles ad Redemptorıis glorı1am
habeatıs. Sane praesentata Nobıs vestra petit10 continebat, quod VOS vıitla Carnıs
cuplentes extinguere, ut succedente virtutum gratia possıtıs perenn1s vitae bravıum
obtinere, delıberatione provıda statu1st1s, ut SCINPCT In Commun1ı refector10 comedentes,

festo Exaltationis Sanctae Crucıis qu ad festum Resurrectionis Dominicae,
praeterquam in dıebus Domuinicıs (exceptI1s posıtıs mınutis In necessıtate fratrıbus)
jei1unetis; bıs in dıe rel1quo tempore comesturI, praeterquam In quarta SseXtia fer1a
temporıbus alııs ab Eccles1ia constitutis, 1S1 PT10T, quı DTOo tempore fuerI1t, alıter CUu
fratrıbus duxeriıt dıspensandum. Debiles JUOQUC ıter agentes ad observantıam
dictı le1UN mıiınıme teneantur, PT:  m In SseXtia fer1a Quadragesimae Martını1

temporıbus allıs PDCI Ecclesiam constitutis. Insuper fratres, UOTUM UNUSqu1Squecultellum habeat 191(60)  — acutum, abh CSUu Carnıum condımento Sangu1n1s melius sagl-min1s];, praeter infırmos, penıtus abstinebunt. Caseum el OVa trıbus dıebus In heb-
domada comesturI 1, eXcept1s Quadragesima Sanctı Martını1 Septuagesima eit solem-
nıbus le1UNIIS PCTI Eccles1iam constitut1s, in quıbus CC ter agentes CAasSsCcum OVAa
comedant, lıcet iıllıs vescend1 sıngulıs allııs temporıbus lıberam habeant facultatem.

Statulstis praeterea ut vobıs annıs siıngulıs celebretur Capıtulum generale, In YJUOdıffinıtores Priore ef visıtatorıbus elıgantur. Ipsı CIO dıffinıtores CUu visıtatorıbus
Nnı praeterit1, corrıgendı reformandı tam In capıte QUam In membrIs, YJUaC CC-
t10N1S reformatıonis officı10 noverınt indıgere, lıberam habeant potestatem. Item
quod visıtatores et1am ordınentur, quı Oomn1a OCa fratrum visıtent, corrıgant el refOor-
ment, secundum Deum ei Beatı Augustinı Regulam, secundum QUam statulstis
Domino In amularıi, viderınt expedire. Ceterum humıilıter attendentes
quod Regnum De1 1910)8| In pret10sa veste consıstıt quod induit paupertatıs habıtum
Condıtor sıngulorum, laudabılıter statu1lst1s, ut Tatres vestrI1 Ordıinıs de colore SCUu val-
OTC vestium mınıme contendentes SCHILDCI In e1Is vılıtatem observent, el tunı-
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priviıleges the unıfied {Iuscan Hermuts in hıs bull ota devotorum of
273 arc 1244 thus establıshıng the fırst the foundatıon
charter, then the first General Chapter, and then the granting of the
privileges preach and hear confessions.?  9 Yet the fexti of ota eVO-

15 the Samllec text d that of Innocent’s bull of the SAarmllec issued
September 1243 ıth the only exception eing that the later bull 15

addressed “TO the beloved SONS, Prior, and brother hermıiıts in Y HS
CanYy of the er of St Augustine,  740 whereas the former 15 addressed
“TO the beloved T1O0T and brothers of Brettino.  2241 Moreover, Just {WO
and ONMNC half months before the supposed °“ foundatıon charter ” of the
OESA, Innocent issued charter of privileges 18 the Hermuts of ret-
t1no, establıshıng elIr rıght follow the ule of St Augustine and
exempting them from lay eccles1astıcal interference.*  2

C: unl cuculla ef duobus scapuları1s sınt content!; ıtem quılıbet frater cingatur desu-
DCI ampla Corm1g1a NO  —_ CONsuta el Jla Contentus existat; ıtem quod NON utantur hıne1s
indumentI1s, NC exira eTreMUM possess1iones, praeter um el sılvam, habere Prac-
Ssumant. uper habendıs calıg11s, calce1ıs simılıbus pr10r secundum SUUuIl arbıtrıum
potestatem habeat disponendi. Item quod nullus In fratrum rec1platur, nIısı
rel1210Sus extiterıt ve]l constitutus In alıqua praelatura. uare Nobis humıilıter supplı-
castıs, ut ulusmodiı apostolico dıgnaremur munımıne roborare. Nos 121-
tur vestrIis just1s prec1ıbus inclhinatı 1psum auctorıtate Apostolıca confırma-
1I1US el praesent1s scr1pti patrocın10 COMMUNIMUS, 1ure dioecesanorum ep1scoporum in
omnıbus SCHIPDCI salvo. TI Nullı CITZO etc  27 atum Perusıil 111 Idus Martıl, Pontifica-
{[US nostrı 1NO Octavo. ” Ibid., 19

°“ DDilectis prl1o0r1 eit fratrıbus de Brictinis, Fanensı1ıs dioecesı1s. ota devotorum
Ecclesı1ae, QUaC Tuctum salut1ıs geternae continere perspi1cımus, quO potiora Sunt

Oomn1ıbus, lıbenter ad effectus deducı ogratiam PTOCUTAMUS. Hınc est quod NOos vestrIis
p11S desider11s annuentes ut de lıcentia el ASSCIISU d10c0oesanorum recCctorum

parochialıum ecclesiarum Tatres sacerdotes Ordınıs vestrI1 recurrentium ad 1DSOS COMN-

fessiones audıre e1s paenitentiam intıngere salutarem eCNON ut ıllı eisdem,
quıbus virtutum OMINUS contulıt scı1entiam praedication1s eif gratiam, possıint populıs
DTODONCIC verbum De1 vobıs auctorıtate praesentium concedımus facultatem

Caeterum, qula PCI Nos provıdı CupIltıs quod vestira pla Relig10 dıgna spirıtualıbus
proficere incrementis s1bı PTIO tempore oportune commodum pPrOV1S10N1S acceleret el
dıutina dıspendıa vacatıon1ıs 1gnoret, statuımus, ut obeunte te; fıhlı pr10T, vel [UOTUM

quolıbet SUCCESSOTUMN, visıtatores quı Priore dıffinıtorıbus vestrI1 Ordınıs 11NUA-

tım In generalı capıtulo statuuntur, convocatıs unıversıs el sıngulıs prior1bus locorum
ad heremum vestram spectantıum, abh e1s pPCI electionem canonıcam el concordem de
priıore facıant prov1di, ıta ut ultra tres 1INECNSCS heremus 1psa prıore NON vace quod
S1 forte 1ustum impedimentum NOMN fult, dıct1 priores el Tratres ab eisdem VIS-
ıtatorıbus pCI eccles1astıcam, appellatıone postposıta, compellantur. Nullı
CTISO eic atum Anagnıl1ae I1 Kalendas Octobris, Pontificatus nostrı 11NO pr1mo.
Ihid.

RANO, The Order,
°“ Dılectis fil11s Prior1 fratrıbus eremıit1is in Tuscıa Ordınıs Augustin1i,

Salutem ete;  27 VAN UJDK, Bullarıum,
See note 38 above.
See VAN UDK, Bullarıum,
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So hat make of all 15 If the foundatıon charter of
the ESA Was Innocent bull Incumbit nobis of December
12453 ere has O be SOINC legıtimation, SOINE evidence that Incumbit
nobis Was dıfferent from Prev10us Why WOU NOT Cum LIım
intelleximus of Gregory December recogn1ızıng the Hermıits
of TeiIlnNO ..  NECW order” following the ule of St Augustine SCIVC
Just d well, especılally In 1g of the ater constıitutions and privileges”?
Rano dates the foundatıon of the ESA 1244 ase'‘ Incumbit
nobıis dS the Order’s foundation il but Incumbit nobis 0€eSs nNnOoTt

d far o0€eSs Licet ecclesiae. ITrue, ıt unıted the Iuscan Hermits,
ıth the eXxception of the Wıllıamites, and that 15 NOoTt wıthout sıgnıf1-cance . ® Incumbit nobıs also placed the Iuscan Hermuts under the PTO-
ection and guldance of Cardınal Rıchard Annıbaldı, and Annıbaldı
has een SCCI the maJor force behind of TEa Unıion of
The question, though, 15 whether such INOVC represents the founda-
t10n of 1919  < order such aASs the ESA Though the unıted Iuscan Her-
mıts had houses outsıde of aly ..  1n places beyond the Alps, ”® It Was
only after the Great Unıion of 1256 that the ESA became truly inter-
natıonal er ıth centralızed admiınıstration governing all houses
of Augustinian hermıiıts Incumbit nobis W dS$S not d comprehensive dS
Was Licet ecclesiae, but then why nNnot back 18 Cum Tim intellex-
ImMuS? TIhe influence of Cardınal Annıbaldı 1S certamly factor 18 COMN-
sıder, but 18 1t sufficient claım that therefore the OT1Z21NS of the TEA!
Unıion be found ıth hıs protectorate of the Iuscan Hermits?
Rano argued that the te rdo SE Augustini Was or1g1nally vırtually
SYNONYIMOUS ıth Regula SE Augustinl, dıstiınguıishing OSEe followers
dS the rdo CANONILCUS from the rdo MONASTLICUS, WEeIC the Bene-
dıctines, and ıt 1s NOT wıthout sıgnıfıcance in thıs 1g that several
papa specıfically relleve the addressed eremitical SIOUDS fIrom
adherence the ule of St enedic follow the ule of St UuguS-
tine. Yet Incumbit nobıs 1S addressed “TO al] the ermı1 SONS COonst1-
tuted In JTuscany, ıth the eXception of the Williamites, %0 whereas

4 For the Wıllıamites, SC ASPAR ELM, Beıträge ZUFr (G(reschichte des Wıl-
helmitenordens (Cologne,

See S5AAK, Hıgh Way Heaven, 44-48% See also FRANCIS ROTH, 0N ucar
dıinal Rıchard Annıbaldı. First Protector of the Augustinian Order (1243-1276), ” Aug2us-finıana (1952) 26-60, 108-149, 230-247; (1953), 21-34, 283-313; (1954) SN  S

See NNOCENT IV’s bull Religiosam vıtam eligentibus f 31 May 17253 ° Dılec-
{1s fılus PriorI1 fratrıbus eremuitis ultramontanıs partıbus constitutis, praesentibus
qUamı futurIis, regularem vitam professI1s, In perpetuum. ” VAN LUIK, Bullarium,

“ Dılectis fiılıs un1ıversı1ıs Eremitis, eXcept1s Fratrıbus Gulnlelm1, PCI uUusc1am
constitutis, Salutem etc  23 NNOCENT 1 Incumbit nobis, December 1234 Bullar-
IUM,
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Licet ecclesiae 1S explıcıt that it 1S formıing all hermuıiıts hereın I1HNECIMN-

tioned iInto ..  one profess1ion and regular observance of the er of
Hermiuts of St Augustine.  2947 The ıtself 1S 11CcC  S departure In PIC-
VIOUS u  S, the Varıo0us STOUDS of Italıan hermuiıts WeTiIC des1gnated
the °hermuiıts of brother John the Go0od, of the er of St Augustine, ”

the °hermuıts of Brettino, of the er of St Augustine, ” OT
“ the brother hermits of Rosıa, of the rder of St Augustine. ” ANANCUMDL
nobıs states that all the hermıiıts in Tuscany cshould ASSUMME “ the OMNC

ule and order of St Augustine,  2748 yel 0€Ss nNnOoTt establısh 1919  S er
title.* TIhe fırst reference ave the rdo Eremıitarum Sanctı

Propterea dudum Nobis mandatum Apostolicum emanavıt ut de sıngulıs
domibus vestrI1s, Uarum quaedam Sanctı Guillelm1, quaedam Sanctı Augustinı
Ordınum, nonnullae autem Ta| ohannıs Bon1, alıquae EC) de Fabalı, alıae VCIO de
Brictinis censebantur, el apud homınes ambıigu1s interdum nuncupatiıonıbus vaccılla-
bant, duo fratres CUl pleno mandato ad NOsStiram miıtterentur praesenti1am, quod 1NOS-
ira CIrca VOS salubrıter ordinaret dısposıt10 recepturIl. Cumque Tatres hu1lusmodı ad
em Apostoliıcam aCCessissent OTalll dılecto Hnlı0 NOSITO Rıccardo Angelı d1acono
cardınalı, YJUCIMN negot10 Uun10N1s vestirae perficıendo deputavimus vice nOostra, suffic1-
entia ad 1d exhıbuere mandata, el in Generalı Capıtulo VeEeSITO in Urbe celebrıter COIMN-

gregalo, nomiıne omn1ı1um quıbus fuerant destinatı ei de COMMUNI Capıtulı eiusdem
ASSCNHNSU, VOS eit domos vestras in uUuNnam Ordıinıs observantıam ei vivendı formulam un1-
formem redig1, UNUMYUC e1s ovıle erı Generalıs Prioris praesiıdentia gubernan-
dum unanımıter Consenserunt, ut, PCI gratiam un10n1s el conformiıtatıs hu1lus-
modi, e1s 1uxta Conceptum Votum paupertatıs spontanee perpetua pOSsess1ıoNUumM
terrestriıum abdıcatıo remaneret eit 1PS1S baculos vel ferulas deferendi1 imposıta S -
sıtas tolleretur, collata in cardınalem eundem provıdendiı vobıs vice de Generalı
PriortI tot1us Ordıiınıs nıhılomiıinus potestate. OITO dem cardınalıs, nostrı auctoriıtate
mandatı VIVO ad CUM SCITINONC directi SCHNON el concordı eorundem Tal PTaC-
dict1 Capıtulı cCONsensi0Ne suffultus, unıversas domos el congregatiıones VvVesiTas ın
uUuNnanl Ordınıs FEremitarum Sanctı Augustinı professionem l regularem observantıam
perpetuo COUNIVIt sub Generalıs UTa PriorIis, canonıce instituendı PIO tempore Prac
allıs Provıncıalıbus CCHNOIMN el conventualıbus sıngularum domorum prior1bus, ICSU-
larıter gubernandas, e ut ovılıs Domuinicı unıonem unıversalıs Capıtıs unıtas
Consummare(t, , dılecte fılı frater Lanfrance, in Generalem Ordınıs eiusdem TI0orem

patrem, Spiırıtus Sanctı gratia invocata, praefecıt eti1am, Nobıs specı1alıter
in mandatıs acCceperal, confiırmavıt;: VOS un1ıversos el SUÜl VESITOS baculıs vel
ferulıs deportandıs el quod NON cogamını ad recıpıendas possess1iones alıquas vel
habendas, decernens perpetuo 1beros el exemptos. ” ÄALEXANDER IV, Licet ecclesiae
31 Aprıl 1256 Ibid., 163

° Nos nolentes VOS sine pastore sıcut VCS errantes DOStL vestigla CVd-

garı unıversıtatı vestrae PCI Apostolıca scrıpta mandamus, In UNUumMm VOS ICH-
ulare proposıtum conformantes, Regulam Beatı Augustinı eft Ordınem assumatıs
secundum CUM profiteamını de CaefeTro VOS Victuros; salvıs observantıls SCUu constitu-
tiıonıbus facıendis vobıs, dummodo eiusdem Ordinıs NON obvıent instıitutis. ” INNO-
CENT I Incumbit nobis, 16 December 243 I!bid.,

-  at it Was unıon of Varıo0ous eremuitical STOUDS ere 15 question. Ihe 1Ssue
here 1S that the designatıon rdo Sanctı Augustini Was reference the Ordo UNON-

ICUS, ANO pointed Out As such 1t had been In IN SINCE al least 187 (see above,
IX and W ds>s applıed ell the Hermuts of John the G00d and the Hermuits of
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Augustini 15 In the bull DuilectiYl priores el atres of Innocent I
ate‘ August 1252 >0 Yet Innocent dıd nNnOot consıstently uUscC the
rdo Eremitarum Sanctı Augustinl, and moOost often sed “the er of
ST Augustine ” desıgnatıon of partıcular of hermits >}
Moreover, Aprıl 1255 Innocent WTOLTLEe 4 all pr10rs and TO  3
CI of the er of Hermiuts, ” concerning theır profession and abıt,
S1VINZ the responsı1bilıty for insurıng unıformıty the pr10Tr general,
Lanfranc of ılan, who WOU SOON become the first Pr10T general of
the OESA >*% Lanfranc Was member of the Bonıites (the Hermuts of

Brettino. No 1ICW tıtle 18 gıven the unıon In 1244, and it 18 only ıth Licet Eecclesiae
that there 18 11CW ordo, ComprIise of the unıfıcatıon of Varlıous eremuitical STOUDS, all
of which WCIC, al eas Prev10Ous 1256, of the Order of St Augustine. There 15
evidence in the papa bulls previ1ous 1Ce. Ecclesiae claım that the unıfıcatıon of
the {Iuscan Hermuits In 1 244 Wds ...  pre un1o0n, unıon ”; the lıne could Iso be SCCI1

runnıng irom the Bonıiıtes Licet Ecclesiae. Ihe priıviıleges granted the {Iuscan
Hermuits ın the bull Religi0sam vıtam eligentibus of Innocent } dated 26 Aprıl 1244
(Bullarıum, 46) virtually identical those oranted the ermits of Brettino in
Quoties nobıs petitur of ()ctober 1243 (Bullarıum, 28) The Salllec privileges WeEeTIC

granted the Hermiuits of Brettino November 1245 (Bullarıum, 35} and the
Bonuites 26 Aprıl 1246 (Bullarıum, 56) There 15 evıdence priviılege the 1uUs-
Cal Hermıuits the of Augustiniıan Hermiuts that led the (Gjreat Union. Only
OTr0OUg!| study, however, of the PIC 1Ce: Ecclesiae hıstory of Augustinıan eremitical
monastıcısm Can ched definıtive lıght the question the OTZ1NS of the ESA

° Venerabilıbus fratrıbus unıversıs Archiep1scop1s Ep1SCOpDIS praesentes hıt-
eras inspecturIs, Salutem eic Dılecti filı Priores Tatres Ordıinıs Eremiutarum

Augustinı Nobis humıilıter supplıcarunt, ut e1Is construendı eccles1as el domos in ter-
TS, manerI11s el pOSsess10N1bus, QJuUaC bı Chrıist1 fidelhibus conferuntur, audıendı

celebrandı dıvına offıcıa In eisdem eccles1i1s el recıplendIı eccles1astıca Sacramenta
l1ıcentiam de benıgnıtate solıta largıremur; vobıs 1g1tur quı locorum diıoecesanı ex1Ist1-
{1s in hac partı deferre volentes, unıversıtatı vestrae PCI Apostolıca scrıpta mandamus,

e1Is concedatıs lıcentiam postulatam sıne 1uUr1ıs prae1ud1ic10 ahen]. Datum
Perusı1ı1 {I11 Nonas Augusti, ont nostrı NNO decımoa. ” Ibid., 07 See also ıDLd.,

101
51 Thus, for example, the usual form of address Canl be SCCI1 in nnocent’'s bull

Oul1a apostolicı (UT'd of Aprıl 1244 “ Dılectis fiılus Prior1 fratrıbus Eremitarum
Ord Aug In JTuscıa, Salutem eic  27 I!bid.,

NNOCENT I Admonet Nos CUYdA, dated Aprıl 1253 [bid., I0 The form
of profession here establıshed W ds essentially identical the form of profession of
the ESA ° Fratres eti1am, quı de Caefero in Ordıne VeSITO debuerint profiter1, eıdem
Priori Generalı vel erto 1US nunt1io profiteantur hoc modo Ego facıo profes-
s1io0nem el promıitto obedientiam Deo el Marıae Vırgını el t1ıbı Prior1 Generalı Td1-
N1ISs Eremitarum tu1sque Successor1ıbusq ad MoOortem secundum Regulam Augus-
tını el Constitutiones Fratrum ISt1uUSs rdınıs. ” Ihıd. Matte1 argued that Alexander
had wanted Phılıp of Parrana, the Prior General of the {Iuscan Hermuiuts be the 11CW
Prior General of the ESA, but that Phılıp had declined, that the choice alle
Lanfranc. Matte1, ° Pre-Istorıia Agostinıiana, ” 09-1 Matte1 NOTESs that thıs 18 known
TOM work wriıtten after 322 and he cıtes anoO hIs SOUTCE 'The texXT in question
15 the Anonymous Florentine’s Inıtıum; RANO, “a As dos primeras obras conocıdas, ”
345 hıs 1s the only known (eXTi that reports Alexander’s preference for Phılıp. TIhe
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John the (070] and ere nnocent addressed the Bonıites sımply A the
er of Hermits TIhe fırst form of profession later sed Dy the ESA
W as establıshed for the Bonıites. Ihe Bonuites, the Iuscan Hermits, and
the Hermuts of TeIHNNO WCIC ST1 ree VCLY 1OHNC orders, SV ıf all
three indıvıdually COU be eferred d the er of Hermiuts, OT

the Hermuts of the er of St Augustine, and SCVOCMN ıf ardına Annı-
had specı1al relatıonshıp 18 the {Iuscan Hermiuts. In all PIC-

VIOUS Licet ecclesiae the term rdo St Augustinı indeed
refer the ..  Way of lıfe” expressed In the ule of St Augustine,
Rano indıcated. Ihe prımary des1ignatıon 1S the des1ıgnatıon of the

tself, the TOLNeTS of John the Good, the Hermuts of reilnO,
eic. 1C AIc then further desıgnated d “Of the er of ST Uugus-
tine.” And the Samnle Cal be sal1d of the ıttle Umnion. “ Wıth Licet
ecclesiae, HE  < uUusSsec the fore: the er of St Augustine 15

longer sımply desıgnatıon for partıcular SrOup’S WaYy of lıfe,
but 15 the er that 1S eing establıshed, ONEC er and ONMNC profes-
S10N, of the Hermiuts of St Augustine.” The pPOSSESSIVES should NnOT

Anonymous Florentine sStates such In the mM1 of relatıng the fiırst known ACCOUNLT of
Augustine appearıng Alexander in V1S1ON, AaCCOUnNtT of which Alexander brought
about the Great Union: “ Insuper tempore Allesandrı DAaDC 1111 erat prior predıct1 Trd1-
n1ıSs frater Phylıppus de Parrana, SUDCINOTUM amator el Jampas umı1n1s vıirtutum. (u1us
tempore predictus DaDa Alexander abh beatı Augustini, e1 iın visione INAaSNUS
capıte el ParvVus membrıs AaDPDAaAICHS, prımo 1910108 SUl1 pontificatus predictum Ordınem
tam In person1s Q Ua In oratlis augmentavıt, hu1c Ordını brictones, fabarıos, 1ambon1-
{as, guglıelmiıtas jungendo, gratias NUMMY Ua simıles alıcul relıg10N1 tradıtas
|condonando], uft ın Suls privileg11s cContene(tur, prediıctum TrTatrem Phyllıpum volens,
ut antea Srat: prıorem dıet1 Ordınıs preficere, quı obmissıs hulus re1l oratıa multıs
lacrımıs fere obtinuıt. E [uUunNC Tatrem Lanfrachum de Mediolano, 1Irum
dentem, e1Is priorem institult generalem, ut PCI SUOSYUC, fıdeles VIiH1S el Ca-
{1S iranchos aceret, quod plene qu in hodiernum dıem acıuntON THE ORIGINS OF THE OESA  107  John the Good), and here Innocent addressed the Bonites simply as the  Order of Hermits. The first form of profession later used by the OESA  was established for the Bonites. The Bonites, the Tuscan Hermits, and  the Hermits of Brettino were still three very distinct orders, even if all  three individually could be referred to as the Order of Hermits, or as  the Hermits of the Order of St. Augustine, and even if Cardinal Anni-  baldi had a special relationship to the Tuscan Hermits. In all bulls pre-  vious to Licet ecclesiae the term Ordo St. Augustini seems indeed to  refer to the ‘“way of life” expressed in the Rule of St. Augustine, as  Rano indicated. The primary designation is the designation of the  group itself, the brothers of John the Good, the Hermits of Brettino,  etc., which are then further designated as “of the Order of St. Augus-  tine.” And the same can be said of the “Little Union.” With Licet  ecclesiae, a new use comes to the fore: the Order of St. Augustine is  no longer simply a designation for a particular group’s way of life,  but is the Order that is being established, one Order and one profes-  sion, of the Hermits of St. Augustine.°® The possessives should not go  Anonymous Florentine states such in the midst of relating the first known account of  Augustine appearing to Alexander in a vision, on account of which Alexander brought  about the Great Union: “Insuper tempore Allesandri pape IMII erat prior predicti Ordi-  nis frater Phylippus de Parrana, supernorum amator et lampas luminis virtutum. Cuius  tempore predictus papa Alexander ab amore beati Augustini, ei in visione magnus  capite et parvus membris apparens, primo anno sui pontificatus predictum Ordinem  tam in personis quam in gratiis augmentavit, huic Ordini brictones, fabarios, iamboni-  tas, atque guglielmitas iungendo, gratias numquam similes alicui religioni traditas  [condonando], ut in suis privilegiis contenetur, predictum fratrem Phyllipum volens,  ut antea erat, priorem dicti Ordinis preficere, qui obmissis huius rei gratia multis  lacrimis fere recusare obtinuit. Et tunc fratrem Lanfrachum de Mediolano, virum pru-  dentem, eis priorem instituit generalem, ut per se suosque, fideles a vitiis et a pecca-  tis franchos faceret, quod plene usque in hodiernum diem faciunt ...”” Anon. Flor. /ni-  tium (ed. Rano, 344-345). It is here too that we find the idea that the Williamites and  the Hermits of Brettino were joined to the Tuscan Hermits, a position against which  I am arguing here, and for which there is no evidence aside from the /nitium. The  Anonymous Florentine was most desirous to prove Augustine’s connection to the Tus-  can Hermits, for whom he wrote his Rule in Centumcellis and who formed the first  foundation of the OESA. It would only be natural that the Prior General of the Tus-  can Hermits would become the first Prior General of the OESA in this light. Espe-  cially since this account includes the first textual evidence of Augustine’s appearing  to Alexander in a vision as the catalyst for the Great Union, Alexander’s desire for  Philip of Parrano to be the first Prior General must be interpreted in the same vein.  This is not a piece of historical evidence; it is mythography. There is more actual his-  torical evidence of Alexander’s close relationship to Lanfranc already before the Great  Union than there is to any desire of Alexander’s to have the new Order led by Philip.  53 Alexander first used the title Ordo Eremitarum Sancti Augustini in his bull Hiis  quae pro animarum of 31 July 1255 (VAN LUuJwK, Bullarium, n. 152), but thereafter  returned to the former usage, such as in his bull Pacis vestrae of 13 August 1255:  “Dilectis filiis... Priori Generali et universis prioribus atque fratribus Eremitarum Ord.  B. Augustini. ” /bid., n. 154.Anon. Flor Int-
fium (ed Rano, 344-345) It 15 here IO0 that fınd the ıdea that the Wıllıiıamites and
the Hermiuts of Brettino WEeTC joıned the {Iuscan Hermits, posıtıon agaınst which

arguıng here, and for which there 1S evidence asıde TOM the Inıtıum. Ihe
ONYyMOUS Florentine W das MOST desirous oAugustine s connection the JuUs-
Can Hermits, for hom he WTOTEe hIs ule In Centumcellıs and who formed the first
foundatıon of the ESA It would only be natural that the Prior General of the AMS-
Can Hermuts would become the fıirst Prior General of the ESA in thıs lıght. Espe-
cClally SINCEe thıs aCCOUunNLT includes the fırst extual evidence of Augustine’s appearıng

Alexander in V1Is1ıonN the catalyst for the TE A Union, Alexander desıre for
Phılıp of Parrano be the first Prior General MUST be interpreted 1n the Salllc veın.
hıs 15 noL plece of hıstorical evidence;: it 1S mythography. There 18 INOTEC actual hıs-
torıcal evidence of Alexander’s close relatiıonshıp Lanfranc already before the TEA|
Unıion than there 15 anı y desıre of Alexander’s have the 11ICcC  S Order led Dy Phılıp.

Alexander first used the tıtle Ordo Fremitarum Sanctı Augustini In hıs bull Hıtzs
QUAE DFO anımarum of 31 July 17255 (VAN LULHK, Bullarıum, [SZ): but thereafter
eturned the former DC, such in hıs bull Pacıs vestrae of ugust F7
“ Dılectis nlus. Prior1i Generalı unıversı1ıs priıor1bus fratrıbus FEremiitarum Ord

Augustini. ” Ibid., 154
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unnoted the Hermiuits In question longer the Hermuits of John the
Go0od, the Hermuts of Rosıa, OT of rettino; NOW, for the first tıme,
they the Hermits of St Augustine, 1C form ONEe er 15 only
ıth Licet ecclesiae that ave Ssoc1al desıgnated dSs eing
“Of Augustine ”, namely, the hermits of Augustine s Order Itf OMNEC

18 o0k into the hıstory preceding the (Gireat Unıion for the OT1-
QINS of the rder, developments ıth respect the Tuscan Hermuts
ave greater claım than do those regardıng the Hermuits of TeLIHNNO

the Hermiıiıts of Jo  S0 the 00d Whıle ıt 1S certamly mportant
pDo1nN antecedent developments, of1 Incumbit nobis 1S ONC

others, the ESA only Camnle into eıng ıth Licet ecclesiae.
If the ESA should be SCCI1 aASs havıngz een establıshed Dy Licet

ecclesiae and the (Gireat Unıion of 1256. rather then the Union”
of 1244, ST1 MUuSst ask hat dıfference o€es thıs make? On the ONEC
hand Can only answer that ıf makes real dıfference at all
hether modern cholars SCC the ESA dS havınz een establıshed in
1244 In 1256 0€eSs NOot mpıinge uUDON the hıstorical development of
the er thereafter, 11OT the Order’s CONtemporary ıdentity. Mem-
ers of the er aAIic ST1 the “°SONS of Augustine ”. Yet the other
hand, getting the hıstory rıght  29 18 NOT secondary CONCErN In-
Ing the TE A Unıion ıts hıstorıical sıgnıfıcance, whıle NOtLt dıscount-
ıng the importance of the le Unıi0on”, begın realıze ANlCW
that hat happened In early Aprıl of 1256 W as somethıing NCW, HC  S
eparture, and 1CW creation. Such W ds recognızed ell Dy the
early fourteenth-century Augustinlan “mythıfiers”, though they went
OE Step beyond and sought provıde connection between the foun-
datıon of the er In 1256. and Augustine’s or1g1inal establıshment of
hıs Order of Hermiuts, In 1C tradıtıon the members of the ESA In
the fourteenth CENLUTY ST1 stood.>* Central the endeavor of
"reclaımıng ” Augustine WEeIC the Sermones ad fratres In

The connection W as made Dy claımıng that Augustine Was INn effect responsI1-ble for the G’reat Unıon. In the Inıtıum, the earhest t(exTi includıng such AaCCOUNLT,
read108  E. SAAK  unnoted: the Hermits in question are no longer the Hermits of John the  Good, or the Hermits of Rosia, or of Brettino; now, for the first time,  they are the Hermits of St. Augustine, which form one Order. It is only  with Licet ecclesiae that we have a social group designated as being  “of Augustine”, namely, the hermits of Augustine’s Order. If one  wants to look into the history preceding the Great Union for the ori-  gins of the Order, developments with respect to the Tuscan Hermits  have no greater claim than do those regarding the Hermits of Brettino  or the Hermits of John the Good. While it is certainly important to  point to antecedent developments, of which Incumbit nobis is one  among others, the OESA only came into being with Licet ecclesiae.  If the OESA should be seen as having been established by Licet  ecclesiae and the Great Union of 1256, rather then the “Little Union”  of 1244, we still must ask what difference does this make? On the one  hand we can only answer that it makes no real difference at all.  Whether modern scholars see the OESA as having been established in  1244 or in 1256 does not impinge upon the historical development of  the Order thereafter, nor on the Order’s contemporary identity. Mem-  bers of the Order are still the “sons of Augustine”. Yet on the other  hand, getting the history “right” is not a secondary concern. In return-  ing the Great Union to its historical significance, while not discount-  ing the importance of the “Little Union”, we can begin to realize anew  that what happened in early April of 1256 was something new, a new  departure, and a new creation. Such was recognized as well by the  early fourteenth-century Augustinian “mythifiers””, though they went  one step beyond and sought to provide a connection between the foun-  dation of the Order in 1256, and Augustine’s original establishment of  his Order of Hermits, in which tradition the members of the OESA in  the fourteenth century still stood.°* Central to the endeavor of  “reclaiming” Augustine were the Sermones ad fratres in eremo.  °# The connection was made by claiming that Augustine was in effect responsi-  ble for the Great Union. In the /nitium, the earliest text including such an account, we  read: “... predictus papa Alexander ab amore beati Augustini, ei in visione magnus  capite et parvus membris apparens, primo anno sui pontificatus predictum Ordinem  tam in personis quam in gratiis augmentavit, huic Ordinis brictones, fabarios, imaboni-  tas, atque guglielmitas iugendo, gratias numquam similes alicui religioni traditas [con-  donando] ...” Initium (ed. Rano, 345). This account would be repeated and embel-  lished by NICHOLAS OF ALESSANDRIA in his Sermo de beato Augustino of 1332, by  HENRY OF FRIEMAR in his Tractatus de origine et progressu ordinis heremitarum sancti  Augustini of 1334, and by JoRDAN OF QUEDLINBURG in his Liber Vitasfratrum; see  SAAK, High Way to Heaven, 200-217, 280.predictus papDa Alexander ab beatı Augustinli, e1 in Visione INASNUScapıte DarvVus membriıs AaPPparecns, prımo annn SU1 pontificatus predictum Ordinem

in person1s quam In oTatl1s augmentavıt, hu1c Ordınıiıs briıctones, fabarıos, imaboni1-
tas, guglielmitas lugendo, gratias NUMUaAM sımıles alıcul relıg10n1 tradıtas |cCOnN-donando|]108  E. SAAK  unnoted: the Hermits in question are no longer the Hermits of John the  Good, or the Hermits of Rosia, or of Brettino; now, for the first time,  they are the Hermits of St. Augustine, which form one Order. It is only  with Licet ecclesiae that we have a social group designated as being  “of Augustine”, namely, the hermits of Augustine’s Order. If one  wants to look into the history preceding the Great Union for the ori-  gins of the Order, developments with respect to the Tuscan Hermits  have no greater claim than do those regarding the Hermits of Brettino  or the Hermits of John the Good. While it is certainly important to  point to antecedent developments, of which Incumbit nobis is one  among others, the OESA only came into being with Licet ecclesiae.  If the OESA should be seen as having been established by Licet  ecclesiae and the Great Union of 1256, rather then the “Little Union”  of 1244, we still must ask what difference does this make? On the one  hand we can only answer that it makes no real difference at all.  Whether modern scholars see the OESA as having been established in  1244 or in 1256 does not impinge upon the historical development of  the Order thereafter, nor on the Order’s contemporary identity. Mem-  bers of the Order are still the “sons of Augustine”. Yet on the other  hand, getting the history “right” is not a secondary concern. In return-  ing the Great Union to its historical significance, while not discount-  ing the importance of the “Little Union”, we can begin to realize anew  that what happened in early April of 1256 was something new, a new  departure, and a new creation. Such was recognized as well by the  early fourteenth-century Augustinian “mythifiers””, though they went  one step beyond and sought to provide a connection between the foun-  dation of the Order in 1256, and Augustine’s original establishment of  his Order of Hermits, in which tradition the members of the OESA in  the fourteenth century still stood.°* Central to the endeavor of  “reclaiming” Augustine were the Sermones ad fratres in eremo.  °# The connection was made by claiming that Augustine was in effect responsi-  ble for the Great Union. In the /nitium, the earliest text including such an account, we  read: “... predictus papa Alexander ab amore beati Augustini, ei in visione magnus  capite et parvus membris apparens, primo anno sui pontificatus predictum Ordinem  tam in personis quam in gratiis augmentavit, huic Ordinis brictones, fabarios, imaboni-  tas, atque guglielmitas iugendo, gratias numquam similes alicui religioni traditas [con-  donando] ...” Initium (ed. Rano, 345). This account would be repeated and embel-  lished by NICHOLAS OF ALESSANDRIA in his Sermo de beato Augustino of 1332, by  HENRY OF FRIEMAR in his Tractatus de origine et progressu ordinis heremitarum sancti  Augustini of 1334, and by JoRDAN OF QUEDLINBURG in his Liber Vitasfratrum; see  SAAK, High Way to Heaven, 200-217, 280.Inıtium (ed Rano, 345) Thıs aCCOUnNLT would be repeate and embel-
lıshed Dy ICHOLAS ÄLESSANDRIA ın h1s Sermo de heato Augustino of F33SZ. DyHENR RIEMAR In hıs I ractatus de orıgine el DFOSFESSU OFrdinıs heremitarum sanctı
Augustini of 1334, and Dy JORDAN QUEDLINBURG ıIn hIs Lihber Vıtasfratrum; SCC
S5AAK, Hıgzh Way Heaven, 200-217, 280
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1881 The Sermones ad fratres ıIn

TIhe Sermones ad fratres In known oday, when they
ATC known 58 all, present ıIn 1gne’s Patrologia Latıina, IC DICS-
ents the (exti of the Sermones d publıshed In 1685 by the Maurists.°>
TIhe aurısts NnCcCIude prefatory warnıng of the SPUr10US nature of
the SCITNONS, 1C 15 reproduced in Migne.”° Further, they mentiıon
that they ase theır edıtıon the autograp of the Collectanea Sanctı
Augustini of Jordan of Quedlinburg, ıth 1C they Collate: al least
[WO er manuscripts.” Jordan’s Collectanea, IC he donated
the 1brary of hıs Order’s studıum In Parıs In 1343 has en een SCCI1

the first collection of the Sermones. In 1gne, the Sermones ad
fratres In consıst of seventy-S1x SCITNONS Ihe extfent 1C
the aurısts ase‘: theır dıtıon Jordan, however, must be YUCS-
t1oned when OIlC takes ote of the fact that In hıs Collectanea Jordan
NnCcIiIude only wenty-three Sermones ad fratres SUON In Jordan
NncIiude thırty-fFıve ECXIS under the general rubrıc Sermones Sanctı
Augustini.”® In 1l10N the twenty-three abeled Sermones ad fratres
SUOSN In heremo, AIc S1X SCITITNONS desıgnated A4S ad presbyteros SUOS,
and S1X ad populum.”? NCIUCdE:! in the aurıst dıtıon [WO of the
S1X Sanctı Augustinı ad presbyteros SUOS, and four of the S1X

Sanctı Augustini ad populum.° The Maurısts ollowe the
Froben edıtiıon of Augustine’s SCITNONS, one Dy Erasmus In 528/29
TIThe MerbaCc edıtıon of Augustine’s SCITNON\NS of 1495 W as the first

40,-
4 % M
4 „ 1235 currently preparıng crıtical edıtıon of Jordan’s Collectanea

Sanctı Augustinlt, the autograph of whiıich 15 extfant in Parıs, Bıblıotheque de L’Arsenal,
751 (hereafter cıted Jor. Parıs, BnkF lat. 5338 contaıns fiıfteenth-

CeNtLurYy CODY of the Collectanea: SCC SAAK, High Way Heaven, PF F For DIC-
lımınary edıtıon of ORDAN S 1ta Sanctı Augustinl, SCC ıbid., E}

For the Tabula of Jordan’s Collectanea, SC6 S5AAK, °{ he Creation of Augus-
tinıan Identity, ” Z RE

Iwo of the Jordan includes under the general rubrıc of ad DFES-
byteros UOS noTt SCIL1LONS The fırst 1S tıtled: De triıbus COonstitutioniıbus Augustini

proprietate clericorum, and the second: Ouod fibı liceat habere proprıum,
lihbro de ıta clericorum; Jor. Coll., fol

Ihe SCITI110115S5 Jordan included ad presbyteros numbers and
In MIGNE;: Jordan ad populum ATC numbers 4 $ 44’ and in IGNE;

The ad populum, De LeELUNLO el oratıone 15 lısted In Mıiıgne’s collection under
Sermones SUupposıiticı, 39,1886-7 In the Tabula of Jordan’s autograph, only the
first ad fratres In numbered In the fexti ıtself, thereafter the
numberıng continues but NnOoTt consecutıvely and 81011 consıstantly. Thıs ıtself indıcates
that Jordan Was Copyıng these SCTIIL11OMNS from another numbere: collection, collec-
t10n5sS.
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edıitiıon 18 contaın all seventy-Ss1X sermons.®! Between 1343 and 1495,
therefore, the Sermones ad fratres In nNnOTt only SICW firom
twenty-three SCILTNONS 18 seventy-Ss1X, but also incorporated SCITIINON\NS
hat Jordan had explıcıtly exXxCcIude irom the collection, namely, Jor-
dan Serm. Augustini ad presbyteros SUOS and ad populum became

ad fratres In Moreover, SCITNONS number and 28
of Jordan’s collection, designated SCITINONS ad presbyteros SUONS, aAIic
NCIudE: DYy the aurısts’ in theır collection, but these [WO SCTITINONS
In fact genume SCITIHNOMNS of Augustine, numbers 355 and 356 SCI -
INONS and 53 of 1gne’s collection of the ad fratres In

TIhe problem face. therefore, 15 NOt only the or1g1n of these
SCITINONS, but also the development of the collection ıtself. hereas In
1943, Rudolf Arbesmann notfe 1st of 23 extant manuscrI1ıpts of the
Sermones ad fratres In9 though admıtting thıs Was incomplete,°
In 2002 aspar Elm COU ıdentify 4724 extant manuscrıpts, ase
the Vıenna proJect catalogıng the manscrıpts of Augustine’s works ®©
Moreover, Elm nOoTte  9 the Vıenna proJect 1S only two-thırds COIMN-

plete, and 0€Ss NOT z  « into ACCOUNT translatıons early printed edi-
t10ns. TIhus, Elm concludes, the Sermones ad fratres In had
greater impact than dıd 6 VEn Augustine’s ule ıtself, extfant accordıng

Verhehjyen in STA manuscripts.®“ In thıs 1g hat dealıng
ıth 18 nOoTt SOTINC quaınt and CUr10uUSs oddıty of rather obscure rel1g10us
order, but ıth maJor text influencıng the rel1g10uUs ıfe such of ate
medıieval and Renatlssance Europe.

nu quıte recently it had een assumed that the Sermones ad
fratres INn WEIC the work of sıngle torger. In 1943, In reJect-
ng the perhaps natural assumption that eiıther Jordan hımself W as the
author of these SCTITINONMNS OT another Augustinian erm1 had een
defend the KESA in the Context of the debate ıth the (Canons,
Arbesmann argue °° HOr [WO thırds of the Sermones ad fratres In
ncomprisıng all oOse collected and sed by Jordanus. fınd

KARL ERSBACH, OS 1S currently workıng the printing tradıtıon of the
and he informed that the lıst of seventy-Ss1xX SCITIHNONMNS first ADDCAaIS in

Amerbach’s edıtıon of Augustine’s SCIILHOINS of 1495, and that the Maurısts followed
the Froben edıtıon of Erasmus, which included the Sermones SpUr10UsS.

VE N
ASPAR ELM, “ Sermones ad fratres INn Pseudoaugustinische 1L ebens-

regeln für Eremıiten und Kanoniıker, ” In Regula Sanctı Augustint. Normatıve (Grund-
lage differenter Verbände IM Mittelalter, ed Gert Mejlville and Anne Müller, Pub-
lıkatıonen der Akademıiıe der Augustiner-Chorherren VO Wındesheim (Parıng,
- 534
I!bid., A On Augustine s Rule, SC KUC VERHEUEN, La Regle de saınt

Augustin, ols (Parıs,
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that the author 1S 181011 Augustinian Hermıit but Benedictine monk
who 1Vve. long before the time when such falsıfıcatıon WOU ave
served the suspected PUTDOSC. specı1al study of thıs question ıll
SOONMN appear.  27065 Such study, however, dıd ADPCAL, unless
Arbesmann W as referring the artıcle of J< Bonnes, publıshed ıIn
945/46, the SETINONS of eoffrey Babıon, in which he argued that
the Sermones a  atres In MM  ® AaSsSe| extual parallels and DOT-
roWwIngs, WEeIC ater than the welfth century.® Nevertheless, the
obscurıty of the sermons’ Org1Ns has sSımply continued, ıth varyıng
ates proposed AS definıtıve, rangıng from the welfth CENTLUrY the
fourteenth.

In the ate S: Balbıno Rano and Katherine als presented
persuasıve evidence for datıng the ONZ1NS of the SCTIINON\NS the four-
teenth century.® Walsh’s argumen W as that had the Sermones ad
fratres In een extant, they surely WOU ave een sed Dy the
anONYMOUS Florentine, 1cholas of Alessandrıa, and Henry of Friemar
for eIr portrayals of the Order’s Augustinian origins.® Whıle arg Uu-
ment “rOM sılence” Cal be completely CONVINCINZ, ıt 1S ın thıs
RN w rather persuasıve when 8)0 takes into aCCOunNntT that these authors
WEIC V1g0rously lookıng for WaYyS fo the Hermıits Casec agaınst
the Canons, and WeEeIC certamly drawıng upON and embellıshıng each
others’ work. Ihus, ıt 15 1ITrS ıth the anONYMOUS Florentine that
fınd assoc1latıon between the or1ıgınal ESA and St Francıs: the
assertion that Augustine had tırst ounded h1ıs er of Hermiuts in alYy
before bringing them back 18 TICE: aCCOount of Augustine aDPCAI-
ıng ıIn V1IS10ON Pope Alexander I 1C therefore acted d the Cat-

alys of the (Gireat Union of 1256: and notable argument agamınst the
prior1ıty of the Canons. All of thıs lore W as then further embellıshed
and strengthened in 1colas’ aCCount, who the des1gnatıon of
Sımpliıcı1anus d hermıiıt, and further still ın Henry’'s 69 f of these
authors had known of the SCIMONS, they surely WOUuU ave sed them
If, therefore, Can accept thıs argument A4S perSuasıVve, ıt INCAans that

VF, A
E BONNES, “a des plus ogrands predicateurs du Xx II° s1elcle: eoffroy du

LOTOUX dıt eo1froy Babıon, ” Revue Benedictine, (  5-4 1742215
BALBINO RANO, ‘San Agustin 108 or1igenes de Orden egla, Monaster1o

de JTagaste Sermones ad Tatres In eremo, ” La Ciudad de Di0s 200 (1987) 649-172 7:
K ATHERINE WALSH, “ Wıe e1n Bettelorden (s)einem (Gründer kam Finglierte Iradı-
t1ıonen cdıe Entstehung der Augustiner-Eremiten, ” In Fälschungen IM Mittelalter,

vols., Monumenta (Germanıae Historica Schriften 37 (Hanover, 1988-1990), 52 585-
610

ALSH, “ Wıe e1in Bettelorden, ” 596-/
S5AAK, Hıgzh Way Heaven, 194-218
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the Sermones ad fratres In originated sometime between 1334
and 1343

In thıs 1g als highlighted the central ıimportance of the
chancellor of Parıs, de ardıs, for the OT1g1NS of the SEermOonNne70
Arbesmann had note: that [WO fifteenth-century manuscrıpts of the

ONMNC from Berlın and OMNC from Danzıg, mentıon that the SCI-

I1NOMNS WeTC found in arlıs Dy de Bardis./! Arbesmann further I1NCIN-

tioned the atıcan and Parıs manuscrI1pts of de ardıs collection of
Augustine’s SCTMONS, claımıng that eıther he had coplied from Ordan,

they had both copied irom COMMMON source. ’® als however,
inverted the relatıonshıp. She cshowed that the atıcan manuscrıpt dıd
nOoTt date from the fiıfteenth CenturYy, mistakenly noted in the cCata-

Ogue, but Was fourteenth-century manuscrıpt and W as de Bardıs’
personal CODY, datıng the per10d of hıs chancellorshıp, that 1S, irom
1336 118 1349 Moreover, the Vatıcan manuscrıpt had SCI-

IMONS in the margıns. °*Every entry‚” als explaıned, °"that
would ater become of the Sermones ad fratres In, 15 found
unsystematically and haphazardly in the manuscrI1pt, much in the
maın text ASs in the margıns, namely, AS the collector had COM ACTOSS

them  »73 Thus, als concludes, fOor de 15 there W as ..  stan:
dar _- collection and he dıd not des1ıgnate the SCTINONS AS ad fratres In

The ıtle, accordıng als most approprliately be COIN-

ıdered ave or1ginated ıth Jordan. /“
Balbıno Rano has SONC beyond the argumen irom sılence

present Casc that the author of the Sermones ad fratres In
knew and sed the works of the Anonymous Florentine, Nicholas of
lessandrıa, and Henry of Friemar. ” Rano’s [WO maJor pleces of (eX-
tual evıidence CONCETN the phrase, Instigante DIA and
S1IC pervenı In Afrıcam DLa defuncta, el aedificavi, ul videtis,
monasterıium, In qUO UNC In solitudine gentibus segregalum,
irom J1 The extual parallels between these and
1ıcholas of Alessandrıa s Sermo de heato Augustino and enrYy of
Friemar’s Iractatus, aAIic such that dırect extual relatıonshıp exists./’®

WALSH, “Wıe eın Bettelorden, ” 598-600
/1 V ' XXVII.

Ihıd.
‘“ Jede Eıntragungen, dıe späater als Teıle der Sermones ad Tatres in

erkannt werden sollten, finden sıch unsystematısch und wiıllkürlich verteıilt, sowohl 1m
Haupttext WIeE auch Rand, also WwI1ıe s1e dem Sammler untergekommen waren. ”
ALSH, “Wıe eın Bettelorden, ” 599

Ibid., 600
RANO, ‘San Agustin I0S origenes de Orden, ” 7} Kl  IN
Ibid., 7A2
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Moréover, noTt mentioned Dy Rano, in AA fınd placult
deo centarıum AUMEruMmMatrum mıinhL donare ıllumınans corda NOSLra
AON solum SANCHSSIMOS patres solıtarıos Imıtarı, sed etiıam In hac solt-
tudiıne MOTEe apostolorum OMNLA communlıter possidere, NOS SECTITVATEe el
postea docere el DEr vobıs precıipere voluit.!” The reference
Augustine avıngz een gıven OIMC hundred TOLNerTS Was referring the
“ tradıtion that Augustine hıs Rule.: and thus ounded hıs 1IrsS
monastıc communıty, in Centumcellıs Ihıs assertion, however, 15 1Irs
found In the Sermo de heato Augustino of 1CNO013aSs of Alessandria. ”®
Ihe author of the Inıtıum mentioned Centumcellıs, but laımed that thıs
Was only ONMNC possı1bilıty for ugustine s 1IrSsS monastıc foundatıon, and
that the prec1ıse locatıon CannotTt be determined.”? The Inıtıum 15 the
ITS exftfant extual reference Centumcellıs, and Nıcholas’s Sermo 18
the first texi that defimitively Centumcellıs the locatıon of
Augustine s 1IrS monastery.° ere 1s evıdence that the author of

JOR., COl fol 276
“ Dıicti autem heremite in prefata heremo inter Romam Vıterbium In

UMMeTO el merI1ıto satıs C1to creverunt, quod iıbıdem cellas CONSITUXeEeTrUuN 1uxta locum
quı Centum cellıs dicıtur ef habıtatores ıllıus reg10N1s In dıcta heremo eccles1iam in hon-
OICIN Sancte TIrmmitatis 1DS1S fratrıbus edıifıcarunt ei ıbı in temporı1s fuıt Dr1ImMUus
IO0Cus Ordınıs heremiıitarum sanctı Augustini. ” Nıcholas de Alessandrıa, Sermo de
SANCLILO Augustino (ed Rano, 365)

nıtıum (ed. Rano,
IThe legend that Augustine had fırst ounded hıs order of hermuits in Centum-

cellıs 18 not such wıthout evıdence. Though there 15 documentatıon of ugus-
tine’s foundatıon, ere W as SIOUD of hermıiıts in Centumcellıs in the of
the Holy Trmity, which ater tradıtiıon had Augustine establıshıng. In the bull, Pıum
estT, afte\ ecember 1243, that 1S, the Salllec date the °“ foundatıon charter” of the
OESA (see above), nNnnocent places the hermuits of Centumcellıs under the aAIiIc of
Rıchard Annıbaldı: °“ Rıchardo Marıae in Cosmedın 1aCONO Cardınalı, Apostol1-
Ca Sedis Legato. Pıum est el et1am laude dıgnum, ut VITrOS rel1210s0s, quı relictis
omnıbus serviıunt solı Deo, dign1s attollamus favorıbus el foveamus consılus OT-
tunıs, ut nostrı suffultı subs1d10 possınt hıberius Domino famuları. (um 1gıtur SsıCut
dılect1 fılıı pr10r el Tatres herem1 Irınitatis de Centumcellıs Nobıs
curaverınt OTUMmM facultates adeo sınt tenues el exıles, quod 1ps1, reliıcto sanctae COIMN-

templatıon1s ot10, Coguntur neCcessarıa mendicare. Nobis humilıter suppliıcaverunt, uft
quietius 1berius possıint impendere Domino famulatum, eccles1iam Severae PCH-
tus derelıctam, JUaAC 1Urı1s elt proprietatıs Ecclesiae ornanae exIistıt, e1s de ben1ign1-
tate Sedis Apostolicae concedere De 1g1ıtur CIrcumspectione plenam in
Domiıino fıducı1am obtinentes mandamus quatenus, inquisıta P praem1ss1s plenıus
utılıtatli, 1 IeM InvenerI1ıs ıta CSSC, concedas eisdem prlor1 el fratrıbus PCI 1DSOS
OTU Ordını in supradıctam eccles1am. S1 expedire viderıs 1Ce NnOsiIra
contradıcere eic atum Lateranı VII Kal Januarı1, Pontificatus nostrı NNO pr1ımo. ”
VAN UDK, Bullarıum, 31 Ihe followıng YCAl, in Iustis petentium, dated March
1244, NNOCEN! takes the hermıiıts of Centumcellıs under the protection of the holy
SCC ° Dılectis fiılus Prior1 el fratrıbus erem1 Irmutatis de Centumecellıs, Salutem eic
lustis petentium desıder11s dıgnum est Nos facılem praebere COMNSCNSUNM el vola, QUAaC
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the Inıtıum 1cChNolas knew the Sermones ad fratres In GFE  9 and
yel the extual parallels indıcate that there 15 extual relatıonshıp. The
ONC hundred TOTtNerTS Augustine Was gıven In h1is first in SCI-
INO  > 24 15 attempt the Centumcellıs image, though
places the fırst foundatıon in the outskırts of 1ppo hıghly
lıkely that the author of A knew Nıcholas Sermo. hus Rano
dates the collection, though definıtive be g1ven, between
1:34./ and 1357 ®! Such ate datıng, however, 1S rather unlıkely g1ven
Jordan Collectanea.  82

rat1o0n1s Tamıte 19(0)8| dıscordant, effectu CONSEQqUENLE cComplere. Eapropter, cdilectı fılı
In Domuino, vestris 1ustis postulatıonıbus CONCUrrentes ASSCIISU vesiras
el heremum Irmuitatis In qua dıyıno vacatıs Obsequ10 Cu omnıbus bonis tam eccle-
s1astıc1ıs QUaM mundanıs, JuaC In praesentI ratıiıonabılıter poss1idet1s auft in futurum
lust1is modıs, praestante Domuino, poter1t1s adıp1scı, sub PetrI1 el NOsIra protectione
SUSCIPIMUS. Specıalıter autem ruralem eccles1am Severae, Ua ad Oomanam Eccle-
S1am, ut asseratıs, immediate spectantem dılectus fıllus nOster R(ıchardus) Marıae
ın Cosmedin Dıac C Dn  O, de mandato NOSITO. consıderata tenuıtate facultarum VCS-
Tarum, vobıs contulıt intuıltu pletatıs, in eisdem Cardınalıs ıtter1ıs plenı1us dicere
continer], vobıs ei eıdem PCI VOS auctorıtate Apostolıca confirmamus PTac-
sentis scr1pt1 patrocın10 COoMMUNIMUS. Nullı CISO eicC Datum Lateranı 111 Kal Aprılıs
Pont. nostrı1 N1NO prımo. ” Ibid., ere 15 mentıion here of the unıon of the
Iuscan Hermits; Cf. UD On Centumcellıs, SCC NNIO BRUNORI,; ° 1 Eremo della
Irınıta Centumcellıs in Joseph Schnaubelt, Frederick Van Fleteren, and
George Radan, eds.. Augustine INn Iconograph,y. Hıstory and Legend. Collectanea
Augustiniana (New Y ork/Washıngton/Baltımore/Boston/Bern/Frankfurt Maın/
Berlın/Vıenna/Parıs, 223-268 BrunorI1 lısts [WO other documents testifyıng
Centumcellıs. Ihe first 15 the ıta Guillelm: Dy Albert of Sıena, ate: between 157
and 1181 Dy BrunorI1, and the second 1S of etier Comester, that had been
attrıbuted Augustine, dated before 1178 oth explhicıtly claım that Augustine
had ounded hıs Order of Hermuts ın Centumcellıs. f both of these WCIC SCH-
ulne, 1t WOUuU g1ve evıdence of early date of the legend of Augustine havıngz
founded hıs Order in Centumcellıs, that 1S, pPrev1ous the Unfortunately, the
legıtimacy of neıther fexti Cal be upheld. Ihe texti of the 1ta Guillelm: TUNOTI cıtes
(see BRUNORI, Appendıx 8 244-24’7) 1s that publıshed by Michaelıs Angelus (Zar-
olıs in 1582 Michael W ds hımself member of the ESA Ihe that g1ve
Droo of Augustine havıng ounded the Wıllıamites ıIn Centumcellıs AIc interpolatıons.
There 15 evidence that the early Wıllıiıamites 'acel theır foundatıon Augustıine,
NOT that Centumcellıs W as locatıon for the Wılhliamıites. The Hermuits of the holy
Irmity al Centumcellıs, placed under the guardıanshıp of Rıchard Annıbaldı, WeTC
NOT the Wıllıamites. Moreover, the Wıllıamıites followed the ule of S ıllıam.
I1hough or1ıgıinally part of the TE A Union of 256 establıshıng the ESA, the
Wılliamites succeeded from the unıon In 1266 See ELM, Beıtrage, 108-1 19 IThe SCC-
ond texti Brunor1 offers evidence 15 ON attrıbuted Augustine, which BrunorI
claıms Was authored Dy Peter Comester. BrunorI1 cıtes BALBINO RANO artıcle, *°San
Agustın los or1genes de orden, ” 650-651 1-131] BRUNORI,; endnote 4’ 239
TIhe reference 15 actually found In Rano’s artıcle DaASC 683 334 In footnote 139
Here Rano sStates that the in question (sermo 3 E 198,1813-1817), INa Yy
have been COMpOSe Dy Comester. but In anı Yy Casec, W d>s interpollated by Ambros1ıus
de Cora, the Prior General of the ESA who publıshed hıs Defensorium Ordiniıis
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Rano, A4Ss had scholars!previously, assumed that there W as SIN-
gle forger and/or compıuer of the collection. Most recently, however,
aspar Elm has argue that 19{011 only Can noft A4ASSUINEC ere W as

c  standard ” collection of the Sermones ad fratres In E but also
that eed {O realıze that these SCTINONS COUuU VC ell ave een
wrıtten Dy dıfferent authors al dıfferent times.° Sımply put, Im’s
argument 18(011 only makes 9 ıt also Corresponds the evıdence.
Elm has pomnted the twelfth-century controvers1es between the
newly emerging Augustinıan Canons and secular priıests ASs havıng PTIO-
vided the mMO for the Sermones ad fratres In F  C} for in thıs COMN-

(exti 1{070 there WEeEeIC forged ascr1ibed Augustine.““ Yet hat he
dıd nNnOTt mention, 15 that al least ONC of the SETINONS Jordan ncluded in
hIs Collectanea, the unnumbered ad populum De penitentia,
lısted 4S the thırty-thırd Texti of the collection, 1S extfant in manuscrıpt
474B of the Bıblıotheque d’la Arsenal In Parıs, and dates from the
welfth CEeNTLUTY. In other words, in Jordan’s collection of Sermones
Sanctı Augustinı ere ATC [WO authentic SCITNOMNS of Augustine, and al
eas ONEC pseudo-Augustinian irom the welfth CEeNTLUTY, GVn

ıf other of the SCIILNOIMNS in the collection date irom the thiırteenth OT

fourteenth cCentury. The SCITI1HNOIN De penitentid, however, W as NOL
ncluded in the Sermones ad fratres In Dy the aurısts, and ne1-
ther Was the immediıately preceding ıf in Jordan’s collection,
which has een attrıbuted (aesarıus of Arles.® In pomm of faCt: there
W as nOoTt sıngle forger. Was there, however, sıngle collector who
provıde the SOUTCEC of the transmissıon?

remıtarum Sanctı Augustinı in 481 ' PCTO hay YJUC anadır que la referenc1a YJUC
encCcuentra este sermoOoOn sobre la Regla dada POI San Agustin el onte Pısano
una int[e]rpolacıon terg1versac1On; este sermoön verdadero irae

nada de]l onte Pısano:;: irae la interpolacıon terg1versacıon Massarı de Cor1  27
RANO, San Agustın los or1gınenes de orden, ” 683, 139 In other words, the
explicıt references Augustine havıng founded hıs Order of ermıiıts in Centumcel-
11s anlec NOT from etfer Comester,. ıf he W as indeed the author of the OIl, but from
Ambros1ius de Ora in the later fıfteenth CeNLUTY. TUunOTr1 s artıcle 1S, nevertheless,
ıth ese Caveals, useful gu1de the tradıtiıon of Centumcellıs the first founda-
105n of the OESA

x 1 RANO, ‘San Agustin l10s origenes de Orden, ” 14
Ihe date of 343 has been assumed the date of the donatıon, SINCE Jordan

made visıtatıon Parıs for the prı0r general in 1343 I here 1S, however, COIN-

crete evidence that Jordan dıd indeed present hıs Collectanea the house 1n Parıs iın
1343, though he 15 clear ıIn hıs prologue that he 15 g1ving hIs ork hıs brothers ın
Parıs.

X A ASPAR ELM, ‘“ Pseudoaugustinische Lebensregeln, ” 528-9
Ibid.,E

ORIN, Sanctı C’aesarıl Arelatensıis Sermones MARETIOLL, 551-556:
cıted by AÄRBESMANN, VF, IN
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IThough als Rano, and Elm ave ere OUT understand-
ng of the Sermones ad fratres In9 al eas Dy complıcatıng the
matter sıgnıfıcantly, hat has nNOoTt een noted 15 that of the LWENLY-
three Sermones a  altres In of Jordan’s collection, only [WO
OUnN! in the Vatıcan manuscrıpt of de ardıs, numbers and Ser-
199(0)01 of Jordan’s collecti0on, De vigilia natıvıtatıis Domuni, 1Ss Oun
in the margın egınnıng folı10 51rb Sermon of Jordan’s collec-
tı10n, De natıvıtate Domuinl, 15 found in the texti egınnıng folıo 67vb
In both de Bardıs designated these SCITNONS ad heremuitas.
Moreover, Oll0 fınd in the margın the
Assumptıion of the Blessed Vırgin Mary, and ere L00 de Bardıs noted
that ıt 1S ad heremutas. hıs 1S NOT present In Jor-
dan collection, NOT In that of the Maurısts. OI! Was NOTt the SOUTCE
for de Bardıs, and the Vatıcan manuscrıpt of de Bardıs’ collection,
Vat Lat 479, Was 19(0)1 the SOUTCC for ordan, 11OT 0€eSs it SCCI1H that they
are' COININON source. ®

TIhe relatıonshıp between de Bardıs’ collection of Augustine s
SCITNONMNS, Jordan’s Collectanea, and the extual tradıtıon of the Ser-

ad fratres In 15 yel {O be determıiıned Such endeavor
COUuU VC ell be made infinıtely LLLOTC dıfficult, ıf NnOot ımpossı1ıble,
when nofte, dıd neıther als LLOT an yONC else, ıth OIlC CD-
tion,©/ that the Vatıcan manuscrıpt of de Bardıs’ collection 1s IncCom-
plete Vat Lat 479 15 VC large manuscrI1pt, consısting of SR olıa
contamıng DF 300 SCTITINONS attrıbuted Augustine. In the preface to
the work, de 1S explaıns that he has organızed hıs collection of
Augustine’s SCITNONJNS, 1C he had OoOUun In Varıo0ous monasterlies and
old ooks, iInto fıve parts Ihe Tirst COMNCEINS the e and saınts of
the Old Testament: the second, the sollemni1ties and saınts of the New
JTestament; the thırd, the words and wrıtings of the Old estament; the
ou the words and wrıtings of the New estament: and the fıfth, the

of and ımpedıments 18 the Church and the 1Ina ends of the
x00d and the evıl ®® Vat Lat 479, however, only contaıns the first [WO

The 'arls manuscrıpt of de Bardıs’ collection, BnkF lat 2030, mentioned by
ESMAN, 15 actually CODY of the Vatıcan MS, Vat lat. 479 See below for INOTE

de BARDIS Collectorium and ıts extual tradıtion.
See below
“ Incıpıt Collectorıum SCITNONUM sanctı Augustinı116  E. SAAK  Though Walsh, Rano, and Elm have furthered our understand-  ing of the Sermones ad fratres in eremo, at least by complicating the  matter significantly, what has not been noted is that of the twenty-  three Sermones ad fratres in eremo of Jordan’s collection, only two are  found in the Vatican manuscript of de Bardis, numbers 19 and 20. Ser-  mon 19 of Jordan’s collection, De vigilia nativitatis Domini, is found  in the margin beginning on folio 51'. Sermon 20 of Jordan’s collec-  tion, De nativitate Domini, is found in the text beginning on folio 67‘.  In both cases de Bardis designated these sermons as ad heremitas.  Moreover, on folio 290“ we find a sermon added in the margin on the  Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary, and here too de Bardis noted  that it is a sermon ad heremitas. This sermon is not present in Jor-  dan’s collection, nor in that of the Maurists. Jordan was not the source  for de Bardis, and the Vatican manuscript of de Bardis’ collection,  Vat. Lat. 479, was not the source for Jordan, nor does it seem that they  shared a common source.®  The relationship between de Bardis’ collection of Augustine’s  sermons, Jordan’s Collectanea, and the textual tradition of the Ser-  mones ad fratres in eremo is yet to be determined. Such an endeavor  could very well be made infinitely more difficult, if not impossible,  when we note, as did neither Walsh nor anyone else, with one excep-  tion,® that the Vatican manuscript of de Bardis’ collection is incom-  plete. Vat. Lat. 479 is a very large manuscript, consisting of 325 folia  containing over 300 sermons attributed to Augustine. In the preface to  the work, de Bardis explains that he has organized his collection of  Augustine’s sermons, which he had found in various monasteries and  old books, into five parts. The first concerns the deeds and saints of  the Old Testament; the second, the sollemnities and saints of the New  Testament; the third, the words and writings of the Old Testament; the  fourth, the words and writings of the New Testament; and the fifth, the  ornaments of and impediments to the Church and the final ends of the  good and the evil.® Vat. Lat. 479, however, only contains the first two  %_ The Paris manuscript of de Bardis’ collection, BnF lat. 2030, mentioned by  ARBESMAN, is actually a copy of the Vatican MS, Vat. lat. 479. See below for more  on de BARDIS’s Collectorium and its textual tradition.  87 See below.  88 “Incipit Collectorium sermonum sancti Augustini ... invenit monasteriis ac vet-  eribus codicibus in quibus erant inordinate pro magna parte dispersi ...habet autem  collectorium ultimo quinque partes principales: In prima parte collecti sunt sermones  de quibusdam gestis et sanctis veteris testamenti. In secunda de sollempnitatibus et  sanctis novi testamenti. In tertia de verbis et scriptis veteris testamenti. In quarta de  verbis et scriptis novi testamenti. In quinta de ornamentis et impedimentis ecclesias-  tici fidelium et de retributionibus ultimis bonorum et malorum.’”” ROBERTUS DE BARDIS,invenıt monaster11s vel-

erıbus codıicıbus in quıbus eran inordinate PIO N partı dıspersı habet autem
collectorıum ultımo quınque principales: In prıma parte collect1 SuUunt SCITHNONECS
de quıbusdam gest1s el sanctıs veterI1s testament]. In secunda de sollempnitatibus ei
sanctıs NOVI testament1 tertia de verbıs el scr1pt1s veterıs testament!. In de
verbis el scr1pt1s NOVI testament1 In quınta de ornamenti1s el ımpedıimenti1s eccles1as-
t1C1 tıdelhum ei de retriıbutionıbus ultımıs bonorum eit malorum. ” ROBERTUS ARDIS,
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parts It COUuU be that de Bardıs dıd indeed ave set collection of
ad heremitas that paralleled Jordan’s collection, ıth the

exception of the the Assumptıion, but that he organızed hıs
work dıfferently, placıng them throughout the fıve parts rather than
keeping them all together. Not only the Danzıg and the Berlın I1allUu-

scr1pts irom the fiıfteenth CENTLUTY mentioned Dy Arbesmann, but C1I-

OUS other fiıfteenth-century manuscrıpts and al least [WO fourteenth-
cCentury manuscrıpts nclude the explıcıt that ese WCIC SCITITNOMNS oun
In Parıs by de Bardis . Moreover, in each CasSc the collection
contaıns the Saillc SCITNON\NS found in Jordan’s Collectanea, only [WO of
1C aATic present In Vat Lat 479, and do 1a(011 nclude de ardıs SCI-

19910)8| the assumption.
We 111 de Bardıs’ Collectorıum shortly, but for 1O

hat Can Sa Yy for certaın 15 that al eas ONMNC of the Sermones ad
atres INn orı1g1ınated in the welfth CeNLUTY; that Jordan dıd not
uUusc de 15 the SOUTCE of hıs collection; that independent
of Jordan al eas Tee of the SCTTINONS had een desıgnated ad heremı-
{A4S that [WO authentic SCTITINON\NS of Augustine WEIC of the ““OT1g1-
nal” collection: that there Was tradıtıon establıshe early in the
transmıssıon that the Sermones ad fratres In had een Ooun in
Parıs Dy de Bardıs; and that Jordan Collectanea W as NOoTLt the
SOUTCEC of the early transm1ssıon, though it Stan:! wı1ıtness the
early transmıssıon. I0 SC in LNOTC detaıl hHhOw thıs Was S eed
turn, al eas momentarıly, irom the question of the datıng and author-
sh1ıp of the Sermones the early extual tradıtions.

The arlıes Textual Traditions of the Sermones

In analyzıng the extual tradıtıons of the Sermones, C leav-
ng de ardıs collection asıde for the time eing, pom al least fıve

Collectorıum sanctı Augustinlt, Vatıcan City, Bıblıoteca Apostolıca Vati-
Canada, MS Vat lat. 479, fol 11'8

For example: Vatıcan Ci1ty, Bıblıoteca Apostolıca Vatıcana, Vat lat 1264
|Tfourteenth century], fol 123; Vıenna, Osterreichische Nationalbıibliothek, Codex Vın-
Obonensıs Palatınus 3466 |fourteenth century], fol.147; Vıenna, Schottenklosterbib-
1othek, CX Scotensis-Vındobonensıi1ıs 132 |fourteenth/fifteenth century], fol 80ra

Morın has pominted Toulouse 169, dated the fourteenth turYy, whiıich
claıms that the SCIT110O11S ad fratres In WCIC found In the abbey of Saınt-Denıis,
wriıtten Dy Father Johannes, priest In the church of Saılnts (Gervasıus and Protha-
SIUS in the time of Kıng Pıpın, and then made theır WaY the papal 1Drary in Avı-

NON ORIN, *Notes d’ancıenne lıtterature ecclesiastıque, ’ Revue Benedictine
(1896) 346-347; cıted Dy RANO, *°San Agustin I0S or1gines de orden, ” 70
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1SUNC extual tradıtions, 3© Canl be determıiıned ase analy-
SIS of Varı0ous tourteenth-century manuscrIı1pts, detaıulıng which SCITNONS
they include and In IC order. As Can be SGEN in 1, ave
compared Jordan’s collection ıth ten other manuscrı1pts, of
; 6 A ate‘ the fourteenth CENTLUTY. The first column 15 sımply

numerıcal of the order of CXiS:; from ONC (0 thırty-five. TIhe
thırty-fıve des1ıgnated Sermones Augustini In Jordan’s (l
lectanea lısted In the second column, ıth the numeratıon g1ven dSs

present In Jordan’s autograph. The 1T‘ column then o1Vves the 1UMN-

ering of the SCITHNONS present In Jordan’s autograph d they aAaPPCAar in
1gne Ihe remamnıng columns present the order of SCITHNON\NS of the
respectıve manuscrI1pts, lısted accordıng Jordan’s numberıing. Ihus,
for example, the first texTi g1ven In Jordan’s autograph 1S numbered

DFIMUS In the autograph, whereas the first fext present ın INan-

uscr1pt 7 abeled thereın DFIMUS, 1S the Samne Jordan
numbers VICESIMUS DFIMUS, though thıs 1S the second such 1UMM-
ere In Jordan’s collection. The 1IrS in Jordan’s col-
ection 15 the SaJmIılle the first numbered of 1gne
TIThe 1IrS abeled such In L, therefore, 1S the SaJmnııe 4S
the thırtıeth texf in Jordan’s collection and 15 lısted In 1gne d SCI-
INON On OCCAas1ıon, for sake of clarıty, ave NcCcIude the CI-
at10Nn g1ven In the manuscrıpt in question in parenthesı1s after the 1UM-
ber of the gıven accordıng Jordan’s collection (whıich then
corresponds the sequential ordering of In the first column).

Sermones ad fratres In er of Sermons

ıgla Codicum

ordanı de Quedlınburg, Collectanea Sanctı Augustinl, Parıs, Bıb de
senal, 751
Patrologia Latına
Vıenna, iInd Pal 3466 cent.)
Berlın, StB, eo Lat Y (15° cen
Vıenna, ınd Pal 4410 (1370)
Vıenna, ınd Pal 4800 (14° CeNt)
Vıenna, Schottenkloster, 1520 62) 5th CEHL.)
Innsbruck, Cod 501 (14 cent.)
Klosterneuberg, Stiftsbib Cod 387 Gent.)
Klosterneuberg, Stiftsbıb Cod 789 44 cent.)
Cologne, Domsbıib., Cod 082 cent.)S AL DEL Berlın, StB, theol.lat.fo 23 (45% cent‘)
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Sermons 118 27 AdIcC desıgnated Dy Jordan the Sermones ad
fratres In 9 and sequentially numbered ell in Jordan’s
(exXxt ese then OllOwWwe: by Augustini ad presbyteros
HıpponensIis. The first De obedientia, 15 numbered At first
OIlC m1g consıder thıs sımple crıbal CITOTL, wrıting in Roman
numerals for Z but the numberıng ““dıfficulty” continues. Jordan
OllOowWwe: the twenty-Iourt: of hıs collection, numbered by hım
ASs 26, ıth and 28, the [WO genumne SCITNONS
of Augustine. He then nserted brief texti ıth separate rubrıc, De
triıbus constitutionıbus Augustini proprietate clericorum, which
remaıned unnumbered, and thıs W as Ollowe:' Dy another, des1gnated

Ex TO sanctı Augustinli de Vvıta clericorum. The exft 1S
then gıven the number In Jordan Tabula prefacıng hIıs collection,
after thıs Was COMINC ad populum, des1ıgnatıon
ONMNC 0€Ss 18(0)! fınd in the text itself. In the texXT, the SCITNONS 11UMN-

ere but in the Tabula, only SCITIHNONS 1-23, the Sermones ad fratres
In E numbered. In an Y CaSC, the In the texTi that fol-
lows the explıicıtly numbered 30: 1S explıcıtly numbered 21
Here agaın ONC must SuSpect scr1bal CITOIL, sımply omıttıng Roman
numeral ten Owever, Jordan’s second 21 NcIiude In hIs col-
ection 1S followed then by 29, and then Dy the second
In Jordan’s collection numbered The ast three SCILTNONS not
numbered Dy Jordan Even allowıng for scr1ıbal CITIOL, ave COMN-
CIuU that eıther OT! had SOMMNEC pPreiLy Ser10us problems ıth n_
Ing, OT, he Was Copyıng from SOITIIC other numbered collection, col-
lect10ns, of SCITNON\NS Do the er fourteenth-century manuscrı1pts shed

1g thıs?
The sımple 15 that they do nOL, eas nNnOoTt really,

NOoT A4S much d m1g lıke Of the ten manuscrıpts presented In
}, manusrıpts A, and hrough ate the fourteenth CeNturYy,
ıth 5, and being iıfteenth-century manuscrIpts. In each CaSC, how-
CVCTI, the SCIIL1OIMNNS numbered sequentıially, though 1070 has Varıo0us
numeratıon In the later SCITLONMNS hus manuscrıpts )D’ ”‚ nclude
twenty-Iive SCITHNOMNS, numbered sequent: 1  Y d the Sermones al  alres
Inr manuscrıpt F, wenty-three; D, twenty-nıne; and B. ırty-
four, and agaın, all numbered sequentially. hıs ets SCC that A, B
E, G, 7, E, and Orme!‘ sıngle OUD, includıng the SaJmInle SCITNONS,
albeıt In dıfferent order. The ıffering order of the SCITNON}NS in these
manuscrIı1pts, however, 1S one DYy STITOUDS, 10 ave summarızed in
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Sermones ad fratres In er of Sermons

Serm 19227 Serm Z 26, 18,

In ese ten manuscrı1pts ONC identify four STOUDS of SCI-

INONS, namely, usıng the numberıng of Jordan’s collection, SCILINONS

1-12; SCILNONS D17 SCITNONS 19-22; and then SCTINONS 21726.18,
and A, G, and present the SCILTNONS In thıs order; C E, and
egın ıth the alpha TOUD, Oll0OWEe: Dy the delta TOUD, then the heta
TOUD, and end ıth the QOUD, begıns ıth the TOUD,
ollowe Dy heta and9 and concludes ıth the alpha
hıs varıatıon in arrangement COU VC ell be accounted for Dy the
arrangmen of the quıres eing copled; In er words, that
A,.C,.E,G,‚H ,K and represent specı1fic extual tradıtıon of the Ser-

a  altres In E} ıth the varıatıon in orderıng attrıbuted
the varıatıon in the order of the quıres. hıs includes SCILNONS
LEF of Jordan’s collection of ad fratres In9 together
ıth OTMIC 9 number of Jordan’s collection ad presbyteros,
and [WO, numbers 71% and 29, desıgnated Dy OT in hıs Tabula
ad populum In al] ese manuscrı1pts, al] ese SCITINONS, NC agaın,
dIiIC numbered sequentlally and tıtled Sermones ad atres In‚
ıth OMNC exception: In the second of the collection, 1C 1S
Jordan number 26, 1S explıcıtly des1ignated N ad presbyteros del The
Samllle 15 nNnote: such in manuscrIıpts B, D: and
the SCIIT11ONS in the losest order that of OoOrdan, lıstıng ıIn order 11U111-

ers 1-22, but then rather than concludıng ıth 273 of Jordan’s
collection, has Jordan number the twenty-thırd of the
collection, 1C 1S then explıcıtly nNnote: ad presbyteros. F, there-
fore, represents another iıdentifiable extual tradıtiıon, and the SaIllec Call
be saıd of and
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has twenty-nıne ad fratres INnr though SCI-

INON 15 In 15 Jordan’s 26 and explıicıtly nOotes that ıt 15
ad presbyteros. then ollows ıth 18 of Jordan’s collection,
which then agaın des1ıgnates ad heremuıitas. 15 yvel another mMat-
ter. besman laımed that * most closely approaches that of Jor-
danus’s collection.  22790 hat indeed be the CASeEe ollows Jor-
an s numberıng of CITNONS 1=-22.: though ıth ONC exception.
nserted Jordan’s between SCTIIL11OMNS and Sn whereas Jor-
dan ncluded ASs the first ad presbyteros, dırectly föl=-
lowıng 273 and the explıcıt for the ad fratres SUOS INn
heremo. Wıth actore: out for the moment, both Jordan and

nNncIude the Saillle ad fratres In , ıth the only
exception eıng Jordan 273 L00 ollows in thıs ordering,
maıntamıng SCITNOMNS 1-22,. and then, hlıke ordan, appendıng  27
26, but ıke B, omıttıng The insertion of In
between Jordan’s SCTINONS and 1S NOT wıthout 1C4SON Ihe rubrıc
of 26 present in states De obedientia heatı UQUS-
HINn ad presbyteros SUOS quando Ffult fratribus In heremo
habitantibus, quando Fortunatus presbyter Manicheus venıt Yponem.?'
In the conclusıon of Jordan’s 4, Augustine SstTates that he must
leave hıs hermuıts and reiurn Hıpppo debate Fortunatus.”* TIThe
eginnıng of then hıs hermıiıts hI1s Victory NT
Fortunatus.”® In the Collectanea, 15 the 1IrS ad P ed:
byteros SUONS, yel mention 15 made there in the rubrıc of Fortuna-
{us Sermon 15 OIlC of the explıcıtly eremuitical SCITNONS, namely,
ONMNC that COUuU only ave een composed er 13072 Towards the
end of the © Augustine addresses hIis priests and explaıns that

VF, XXVII.
91 Berlın, StB eo 43 fol 7  -

“ Supplico vobıs fratres ut NON turbeminı de INCca TICCUSSUÜ, decreveram nım diu
inter VOS consoları el vobıscum habıtare qu ad festum dominıce aSCENSIONIS. Sed
adversarıus nOster Fortunatus ad partes pervenıt el ideo redıire Hıpponem OMN1INO COIM-

pellor, cuplens ıllum videre eit Cu Ilo parıter 1sputare. Ipse Nnım L[OLO affectu d1iss1ı-
PaICc CONaAaTUr 1108 YqUOS peperı1 in viscerıbus carıtatıs. State PTO Tatres el nolıte def1i-
CCIC, ut Fortunatum, sıcut publıce sancte fide1 insıdıatur, ıta ef NOS 1Ipsum CUu! SU1S de1
ogratia coadıuvante publice et CoONnvertere ad viam verıtatıis pOossımus. ” Jor.
Coll: 4, fol vl  s  ra

03 °° Kratres Car1ssıml., annuntıio vobıs gaudıum INASNUM quon1am Fortunatum
manıcheorum presbyter de1 gratia superaviımus, ef obstinatus in SUuUo velut er
fılıus perdit1on1s plebe NnOstra recessıt confusus. ost CU1US baptızavı ere
sexagınta PaganOs, quı 19)| alıqualıiter adherebant el GE modo SUu' ad NOS,
cuplens perficere ODUS quod INCePL:. Jor. GÖöHN:: 3, fol 8ra

See below
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he had desıred return them 18 debate Fortunatus.” thus makes
perfect nclude thıs between the ONMNC in 1C uguS-
tiıne hıs hermıiıts that he must leave them debate FOr-
(unatus, and the followıng in Jordan’s collection, in IC
Augustine ANNOUNCECS hıs Victory VCTI Fortunatus. has thırty-four
SCITNONS, and Jordan has thırty-fıve, albeıt [WO aAIic nOoTt such SCI-

INONS, and AT nNnOTte: such In Jordan’s rubrıc, though they ar
ncluded In the general of SCTINONS ad presDyteros SUONS
also includes {[WO SCITNONS NOT (010181 In Jordan’s collection, number 28
in B, de filio prodig20, and ıIn B, de SANCILIAa Monica. 15 also
sıgnıfıcant oftfe that SCILNONS 373 and In correspond Jordan’s
SCTIIHNONS and 28, 11 9 the [WO authentic SCITIINONS of Augustine,
numbers 355 and 356 Yet ın the explıcıt of ın B, fınd
the notatıon: xplicıt de Vıta el morıbus clericorum 27926
0Ug the second de Vvıta el morıbus clerıcorum 15 lısted ıIn

34, in the explıcıt ıt des1gnates ıt A4S paral-
lel 15 SCCII1 in D, IC includes Jordan’s SCTINONS and 26 namely
the de Vıta el morıbus clericorum, sıngle conclude the
collection desıgnated that W as of the
fact that ere Was collection of the ad fratres SUONS INn her-
enm cırculatıng that concluded ıth 29 eing the de Vıta et
MoOrıibus clericorum. dates from the fourteenth CeNTUTY, and thus
early there W as tradıtıon of the Sermones that contaıned LWenNLY-
ıne SCITNONS, concludıng ıth the de Vıta el morıibus clericorum.
Moreover, mMoOst lıkely sed manuscrıpt ıIn the extual tradıtıon of
D, otherwıse, there 15 explanatıon for ıstıng the ast ın
the collection and then in the explicıt claımıng ıt W as

Z CI SO murmuratıs? Cur de 111Cca absentı1a dolorem habere ostendıitıs? Facıte
YJUC placıta Sunt mıh1 el {[uncC ubıcumque fuero vobiscum CTO q add-
tionem seculı. Decreveram Nnım Gr e1isdem rusticanıs me1s In carıtate humıilıter
habıtare [} ad festum sancte aSCENSIONIS domuinı. Nec ad VOS redire optabam

VOS emendatos SSC COBNOVECICO. Sed quon1am Fortunatum adversarıum ad
partes Oocculte velu lupum perven1sse 1am sent10 deo compulsus SUTN ad VOS,
cuplens ıllum videre el CU parıter dısputare el iıllum concultare domıno auxıl1ante
quı tot1ıs vıirıbus dıssıpare Conatur lugulare fil108 quod peperI1 In viscerıbus carıtatıs.
Orate 1g1ıtur el NOS vobıscum g volumus desinentes de 111Cca absentija amplhıus 1t1-
SaIc Trate nolıte deficere ut Fortunatum manıcheorum presbyterum Ssıcut publıce
CIie tıde1l christiane insıdıatur, ıta el 19(0N C SUI1S de1 oratıa coadıuvante publıce Cu

DOSSIMUS. Orate SsIıne interm1issıione ut INanNeIC dıgne pOossıt1s invocatıone cler1-
qua PCI gratiam vocatı est1s. ut dum vocabımını ad mercedem in dıe NOV1ISSIMO

NOMN sıcut ficus absque fructu maledicamını succ1damını ei In ignem mıttamını
tamquam destructores leg1s erIram OCCupantes el pereun(tes in inıquıtatıbus vestris. ”
Jor. COH.., 26., fol Va-

Berlın, StB. eo lat.qu 49 fol DZZV
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What ave ere 15 fıve dıstinct extual tradıtions of the Ser-
ad fratres In E} namely, that of ordan; Z that of

AiCECCHA and K; 3 that of 4 that of and ® that of F, though
COUuU represent early collection IC W as sed by and but

ıth the inclusıon of addıtional SCILTHNONS ıle only and contaın
SCTITNONS that nOoTt be found In Jordan collection, OIMNlC of them

ave derıved irom Jordan, L1OT served the SOUTCEC for Jordan
ere 15 SOMNNC indıcatıon, however slıght and/or speculatıve, o

suggest that there Was “ orıginal” COTC collection contaıns twenty-
three SCITNON}NS, Jordan numbers 112792 and then number 26, the ITrS of
Jordan’s SCTITINON\NS ad presbyteros, C 11070 1S desıgnated d such in

and Jordan designates SCITNONS 1-23 the ad fratres
In If represented the “or1gmal core ” collection, namely, OMNC
that OI! {[00 had ACCESsSS O, then he WOU ave realızed that ere
WEIC twenty-three SCITITINON\NS in the collection, but that the ONC,
273 In and In B, Was actually ad presbyteros. TOM another
collection, OI! COUuU ave then gotten al least SOTNC of the other
SCITHNOMNS he included ave eady mentioned that OT has [WO SCI -
1L110O11S numbered 24 and [WO numbered Number 273 of Jordan
collection 1s the “°odd out  27 18 speak Of ese e1g u_

scr1pts, only includes Jordan 25% but 0€eSs the CL
of the collection, between numbers and D, In fact, includes

Jordan’s SCITIMNONS, In 1t1on {O 23% numbers 22 and and 28
together d> the ast of the collection, numbered 29, ONC of
1AI present in the other manuscrıpts, IC the exception of B,
1C though omlıtts Jordan’s If WEeEeIC factor ese
four SCITHNONS Out of D, the result WOU be collection of twenty-five
SCITNONS, the Sallle twenty-ITive SCTITNONS NCIUCE:| in the other collec-
t10ns, arranged d in C: namely, ASs the alpha STOUD OllO0OwWwe: Dy
and beta, and ending ıth HNL  9 ıth ONC exception. begıns ıth

of Jordan collection, cContinues ıth 3: and then
skıps 4: in other words, in D’s OW numeratıon, fınd

T ollowe by Z Oll0Owe: then Dy 4, that 1S, the 1r
of the collection 1S explhıcıtly numbered QUAFTUS In COU
VC ell be that sed al least [WO SOUTCCS, namely, the ° core col-
ection ” of D SCITNONS, and then another SOUTCE ÖT SOUTCECS for SCTI-
11101155 DD 28° and of Jordan’s collection, AS ell for the SCI-

IHNONMN De contrıtione COordis, OoOun neıther in Jordan collection 910)8 In
that of the Maurısts. Yet ıth d wıtness, Can actually hypoth-
es17e [WO *°cCOre collections”, namely, ““or1ginal” COTC collecthon of
the Sermones ad fratres In consısting of wenty-[Wwo SCITNONS,
and the ““secondary ” CO collection C then NCIUCdE: these [WeENLY-
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L[WO, that 18 SCTINONS }-22, and of Jordan’s collecti0on, ell
SCTINOMNS 71% and of Jordan collection for (0181 of twenty-Iive SCI-
19910)855 COUuU also be that Jordan d ell had multıple SOUTCECS for hıs
collection, namely, the ° core collection ” of [WeNLy-LWO SCITNONS and
then another SOUTCEC OUTCCS for the remamnıng SCITIHNOMNS of hıs col-
ection hıs SCeNAaTIO COU ell explaın the dıfficulty in number-
ıng In the “°coOore collection ”, namely, SCTIINON\NS Ü7 of Jordan’s col-
ection together ıth 26, Jordan WOU ave known that the
Sermones ad fratres In consısted of wenty-three SCITINONS, but
that the ast of the collection W as desıgnated ad presbyteros.
Had Jordan had avaılable hım another numbered collection, he COUuU
ave then sed ıt for hıs collection, substituting numbered 27 1{0 COM-

plete the 273 Sermones ad atres In M  E Ollowe!' then by
ad presbyteros. hıs COU then explaın the repetition of SCITNON}NS

numbered 21 and 22. namely, Jordan’s 71% and 7714 WEeIC numbered
in Jordan’s numbered SOUTCC, OllOWEe! Dy 23 1C he then sed
replace the ONMNC ad fratres In that Was actually ad DFeES-
byteros And yel, 15 also bıt od  y includes ıt the ast
of the SCITNON\NS, “ inserts ” ıt between SCIILNONS and , and the er
manuscrı1pts nclude it in the delta TOUD, namely, SCILTNOMNS 217 26,
18, and of Jordan collection In all the manuscrI1pts, includıng Jor-
an s collection, SCETTINON\NS VEr} AIc rather stable, ıth the only varıa-
t1on In order eing ase the groupıng of the alpha, beta, and
HNL STrOUDS, and the Om1ssıon of 18, EXCEDL in and
The “or1ginal” COTC collection thus AapPCAIS ave een SCITNONS 1-22,
1C then ıIn WEeIC expanded nclude of Jordan’s col-
ection whereas in the er manuscrIıpts WEeIC expanded by the delta

and the transpositıon of 1 and then in B, WEIC

expanded Dy SCTIINONS approximatıng, though NOT equatıng, ose of
Jordan’s collection. hus ere could ave een three CLE CoOllecCchOons
the prımary COIC collection of SETINON\NS 1=22: the secondary COI col-
ection represented Dy and F‚97 1C Jordan also used; and then
fınally the ert1ary COTC collection of the alpha, beta, HN  9 and delta
groupIng

In an Y CaSC, thıs 15 further pPro0 that manuscrI1pts Ar COUu 187011
ave een derıved from Jordan’s collection, 11OT COUuU ave Jordan’s
collection een derıved from 7 Moreover, ıf ASSUIMNE that the
Sermones ad fratres In collection SICW VCI tiıme, then GT
ans collection of twenty-three Sermones ad atres INn COIM-

1ne: ıth four ad presbyteros and ST ad populum represents

hat 1S, ““factorıng out  27 the other SECTINONS included in that dIC nOoTt In
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exXpansıon of the tradıtıon from the twenty-three SCITINONS of I the
twenty-five SCITITINONS of A,.C,E,G,H I and K, and the twenty-nıne SCI-
IHNONS of D, though approximatıng the thırty-four SCITNON\NS of B, CVCIMN
ıf ncluded SCITINONS nNnOoTLt OUunNn! ıIn Jordan hat the collection Was

expandıng 15 indıcated d ell by Jordan hımself, for hıs Liber Viıtas-
fratrum, Jordan cıted three ad fratres INn 187011 ncluded
In hıs Collectanea, numbers Zl 28 and of the 1gne edition.?® Jor-
dan, In an Y CasScC, W ds$ NnOoL the first o1ve the collection ıts ıtle, SINCE

de Bardıs knew SCITHNONS and of Jordan collection
SCITINONS ad heremuitas. The SaJIllec applıes the des1gnatıon ad DFES-
byteros. BYy Jordan’s time there WEeIC already Sanctı UQUS-
INnı ad fratres SUOS INn heremo and Sanctı Augustini ad DFES-
byteros cırculatıng IC al SOTINNC poIn coalesced into collection of
LWenNLy-LWO OT twenty-three SCITNON\NS, 1C then became expanded 18
thırty-three SCITNON\NS by 1343 and 18 seventy-Ss1xX SCITINONS by 1495 If

de 1S dıd indeed discover these SCITIHNOMNS In Parıs, he dıd
A4Ss ON-gomng investigatıon and he Was nNOot alone. Jordan 1{070 states

In the prologue hıs Collectanea that these SCITHNONS WEeEeIC found in
arıs and In Avıgnon al the papa Ccurlıa and sent him.?? If -
not ıdentify the or1ıg1inal forger of ese SCITITNONS, the of the
orıgınal forgerYy, ıt o0€es SCCIN MoOst lıkely that Cal locate the fOor-
SCIY In arıs and date ıt between 1334 and 1:343; ıth it eing hıghly
lıkely that earher date urıng thıs per10 15 L1LLOTIC 1kely than later,
gıven the extual tradıtıon already avaılable Jordan by 1343

Moreover, ave indıcations that ere W ds orıginal “core’‚
selt of SCITNONS, rather three “C()I'e” sefs, AdS ave Just discussed. Yet
in the scheme ave presented, SCITNONS 18 and present problem
How 0€eSs OIlIC aCCOUunNT for the transposıtıon of 18 from the

VF, A
ü& Quıa 1uxta dıctum sapıent1s ad locum nde ereunt flumına revertunt ut ıterum

uant Hınc est quod CRO fIrater Jordanus de Saxon1a dıctus de Quedelıngburg inter SCO-
lares Parısiensis MINımus, quosdam SCITILLIOTICS beatıssımı patrıs nostrı doctorIis eX1m11
Augustinı C quıbusdam allııs tractatıbus SCHu opusculıs vel legendıI1s de ıta gest1s
eiusdem sanctı patrıs SUC pıe matrıs sancte Monıice, de translatıonıbus

ad fıde dıgna assertione fidelı communıiıcatıone, unde YUUAQUC exemplarıa
devenerunt, quıbusdam quıdem de Parısıus, quıbusdam C143 de (Curı1a Romana, 11O11-
nullıs QUOQUC de antıquıs ei approbatıs monaster11s ad perduct1s, ın NUmM volumen
colleg1ı Ipsumque ad locum Parısıensem 1111 ut1que COP10SUM, unde omn1a Ssclen-
tHarum flumına exIıire diınoscuntur destinare satheg1. Quatenus exınde uat ıterum PCI
ordınem unıversum, obsecrans In visceribus carıtatıs, ut quıcumque Tatrum de stud1ı10
CONVENLUS nostrı Parısıensı1is, CUu1 hunc lıbrum In lıbrarıa eiusdem CONVENLUS ad COIMN-

utiılıtatem pondendum PTO mMmunusculo carıtatıs donare decrev1, In legerıt vel
eu forsıtan transcıbı fecerI1t, ore{i DTIO donantıs anıma. ut Augustinı merit1is el fru-
1Iur gaudı1s. Amen. “ Jor. COM ProOl:, fol 1vb
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“COI'€” of SCTIINONS 122 the “”COre” of the alpha, beta,9
group ? When approac the question of the "or1ginal core ”

from thıs perspective, it VeEIY odd that SOMNCONE al SOTINEC time
WOU ave removed 18 from the segential ordering 18 nclude
ıt in the delta Further, stands d problem dASs well, ıth ıts
inclusıon of the de cContrıtione COFdLIS nNnOoTt found In the er
collections, includıng Jordan and that of de Bardıs In Vat Lat 479,
and the Samne Can be saıd for B, 1C includes SCITNONS de LEIUNILO, de
filio prodig20o, de Cena domini, and de SANCIA Monica, the first three of
1C AT also present in 1gne d> SCITNONS 23 Z and 26 of 1C
then E and 28 WEIC later cıted by Jordan In hıs er Vitasfratrum.
Vat Lat 479 adds another problematıc DIECE. namely, the
the assumptıion of Mary des1ignated ASs ad heremitas, though NOT found
in Jordan the er collections What AI make of thıs ı,
I have SCn O1ng, z  ’ Jordan Collectanea, de ardıs collection,
and manuscrıpts AS d al] valıd wıtnesses the "or1ginal” collection?

1Irs should reıiterate that ere 1Ss g00d I1ICason for oıng S  s
SINCE OÖOIlCc of these collections COuU ave een derıved dırectly from
the others, namely, that 1S, Jordan’s collection, de ardıs collection,
manuscrIıpts ACKGH 1 and aSs TOUD, and then manuscrIıpts and

ere 15 evıdence, and g00d deal of evidence the CONIrarYy,
claım that anı Yy of these tradıtions represent the Urtext. Yet do

gel glımpse of hat m1g ave een the or1ıgınal COTC ave already
suggested ree COTE collections. The COININON denomiıinator
speak, aAIc the SCITNONS of the alpha, beta, and STOUDS. I0 thıs
COTC then ave the “ eratıcal ” SCITNONS, namely, SCITINONS 18,
230 26, 21° 20 Z 28 and 29, together ıth those In and In de
Bardıs’s collections not oOun In others, followed then ASs ell by SCI-
INON of Jordan collection and the three unnumbered ad
populum Wıth the eXception of SCITINON\NS 18 and 26, all these other
SCTIINONS Can be SCCH “°addıtions” the “Core collection ”. Sermons
18 and ATC the problem If pOos1 SCITNONS 18 and AdSs °°Jlater
addıtiıon ” the COTC collection, then they cırculated wıthın the delta
TOUD, ıth the eXception of HOow, then, AI understand Jor-
an s collection, 5, and B If, however, Jordan’s collection, 5, and
represent the "or1g1inal COre - HhOwWw dIiIC understand the groupıng
of 18 ıth delta? 10 ıt makes INOTEC pDOS1 SCTITINONS
18 and havıngz een ° core collection” inserted between
SCTINONS and 19, 111e then 22 Was al the end,

dASs in between SCITNONS and D than ıt 0€es 18 posıt 18
extracted Irom the COIC collechon and then grouped ıth other
words, Was SCITINON 18 "or1glanally” eratıc ” SCITNON that W ds
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added the ‘“ stable ” core , OI, Was ıt or1ginally of the stable
core ” that then became displaced”? FEıther 15 possıble, but the former

the IMNOTC lıkely. If that 1S the CaSC-C, then revise the

original &I1 collection, 0)1 collect10ons. As hypothesıs, would pOsSI
alpha, beta, the original ° core collection”, ıth the er
SCTMONS, the eratical ONCS, being ‘“Jater” addıtions hereto In that CaSCc,

then, the only complicatiıon 1S why dıd Jordan, the tradıtiıon h1ıs ( OE
lectanea rePTICSCnts, 5, and insert In hat had een

sequential lıstıng of twenty-one 6‘} And then why dıd J and
further add 26°

TIhe last question 15 perhaps the eası1est gel around, ıf nOot solve.

Sımply put, the tradıtiıon “ discovered” 773 and the tradıtıon
discovered 26: before others WEeIC added They iıkewıse
discovered 18, and nserted into the pPrev1OuUs

TIhe tradıtıons of manuscrı1pts ABC.E,GH; and then °°dıs
COVEGEIC

5° the delta STOUD, addıng ıf J81(0) the or1ıgınal “OOÖre.. then dıs-
covered 3 which it inserted into the alpha TOUD, and the

de contrıtione COYdLS which ıt inserted into the delta TOUD,
whereas “discovered ” the SETMONS de JeLUNLO, de LLLO prodig20, In
Cend domuinl, and de sSancla Monuica. then also discovered 7972
which ıt inserted into the TOUD, and then the {[WO authentic SC1 -

MONS of Augustine, numbers and What thıs would imply, ere-
fore, Was that ere Was ‘“original” forgery of SEermMONS of the alpha
beta, and SgrOUPS, hereafter referred the “COI'C”, which
then ater SermOoNSs became attached they WEeIC found forged,
includıng the authentic SETMONS of Augustine, and al eas the ONMNC

pseudo-Augustinian of the twelfth Century De penitentid, PICS-
ent In alone. Further, it would INCAall that the four extual tradıtiıons

pointed earlhıer, namely, that of R the alpha, beta,9
OUD, P and D, actually four phases of the collection s expansıon
and development from the ..  Core collection . hıs ‘“evolutionary ”
model, would arguC, better “ presevers the phenomena ” than ave

prev10us ACCOU based DYy and large Jordan and the Maurısts, but
thıs 1S aSs far d Cal present ıth respect the development and

OTMg1NS of the collection such.

Ihe Thematic Core

Yet ere MaYy be addıtional eviıdence st1il] when iu  -} from
the development of the collection Its conte If OT'! Cann!' be
saı1d ave een the author of these SCTIMONS, and ıf he Can longer
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be saıd ave the collection Ifs he Was Neve  eiess the
1Irs use these SCITNONS defend hıs er basınz h1s newly COIMN-

structed Vıta Sanctı Augustinı present hıs Collectanea upON
them 100 In oıng Jordan contrıbuted 1919  S of ugustine
aASs the oundıng father of hIs er of Hermuts presenung conclusıve
evidence agaınst the Casec of the Canon 101

As mentioned prevıo0usly, Katherine als argue that 1E
OI W as NOoTt the orıgınal forger he Was the ONC SIVC the collec-
105 Ifs Yet de Bardıs whose collection Was Contemporaneous
OI ıf NOoTt earher accordıng 1{0 als des1gnated three SCITNONS
ad heremıitas only {[WO of 1C AICc Oun Jordan collection
Therefore, als COrrecCct that de 1S COU NOT ave
een OI! hIs SOUTITCEC de 15 proo that ere WEeTIC
SCII1HNONS cırculatıng des1gnated ad heremitas 118 Jordan
and thus Jordan cannot be saıld ave the tıtle (0 the work Yet
the formulatıon a  atres SUOS 181011 Oun 18 Jor-
dan It 15 mMoOSstTt lıkely that the °core collection already des1gnated the
SCTITNONS ad heremitas aSs dıd de 1S 1l1e OT' then rephrase
1t ad fratres SUOS ıle PICSCIVINS the or1g1inal ” tıtle
hıs explıcıt 23 1C STafes Expliciunt Augustinı
ad heremıitas 102 hIıs Supposıt10N addıtional weıght when
ote that manuscrıpts SIVC unıform the collection Most
frequently fınd Sermones Sanctı Augustin a  alres SUOS heremı-
[AS though also COMNC ACTI1OSS5 the varıall10ons ad fratres SUOS de
eremo)\9 Sermones heatı Augustinı ad heremıitas SUOS atres SUON de
VILA heremuitica SECUu solitaria‘  04 a  alres heremo \ and ad fratres
SU0ON heremitas heremo Yponenstis 106 In Nal the des1gnatıon
er 273 d xplicıt ıbellus SANCTI Augustıini de
VILA solıtarıa el heremuitica OS enim intiıtulatum invenıende AanlıqQqua Iıt
fera followed then by the rubrıc Sermo Augustinı

100 For edıtıon of JORDAN 1ta Sanctı Augustinı Nan SAAK High Way
Heaven T14 S10

101 See forthcoming study, Augustinus Noster
102 Jor oll fol 30)19
103 Cologne Domsbıibliothek cod 1082 (15° cen fol 2V

Vıenna, Vınd Pal3466 (414n cen! fol 104"; explıcıt: Explicıunt SCI-
beatı Augustinı ad Tatres SUOS heremiıtas YUUOS quı1dam

SIUS dıcıtur ı1i1VENISSC Ibid., fol 14/T
105 Vıenna, Schottenkloster 139 ent )7 fol 64va explicıt: “ Expli-

1un' SCITIHNONCS reverendissimı patTıs Augustinı ad Tatres heremo Nnvenft(dı Parısıus
domiıno Rupto de Bardıs . Ihid fol 8()ra

Innsbruck cod 591 cent.) fol (iIn marg
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ad fratres SUON In heremo de LEIUNLO, XXULLL, 107 o1VINg eTe recognıtıon
that there WEeTIC “or1ginally” twenty-three SCTINOMNS ad atres SUONS In
F  C} 3C though Dy the fifteenth CEeNtUrYy had expanded. do 1a(011
INcCan be m  ıng mountaın Out f mole hıll, but the po1n 1S,
GVn ıth respect the there 1S unıformıty in the early tradı-
t10NsS, IC has SOMMC pertinence for the question of how dıd SCTINON\NS

Jordan desıgnated ad presbyteros and ad populum end eing ad
fratres SUON In heremo?

The sımple anıswel IS! could be, knowıing VE ell that ıIn
such atters there 1S truly A “siımple: anısWwWCer, that the tıtle 1S
descriptive, INOTC than interpretive. In thırteen of the thırty-three SCI-

INONS included in Jordan’s collection, Augustine and ere IMNCcAan

the pseudo-Augustine and/or the created Augustine explıicıtly states,
in ONC WaY another, that he 18 addressing hıs Trothers In
ese ave marked In ıth asterıks. hus In the I5rSs SCI1I -

INO, read: An therefore, most beloved brothers, lıving together
ıth YOU In thıs ermitage In the anlc of OUT God, ıt 1S pleasıng feel

ON accordıng the apostolic ıfe and POSSCSS al] thıngs in COIMN-

mon Sermon 15 compıiulatıon of SOITS, constructed for the most
firom the Regula and the rdo MonasteriL. Yet ıt 1S NOT dıifficult

SC how ONMNC could easıly des1ignate thıs AS eing ad fratres
SUOS In and the examples dIC easıly multiplıed. Sermon
eg1Ins Fratres Mel el etıtıa COFdIS Mel, whiıch 15 formulatıon OUuUnN!

ell in SETTINON\NS 9, 10, 12 14 and We also fınd the salutatıons
fratres dilectissıml, fratres CAarıSSIML, and fratres Mel When gel

In Jordan’s collection, the 1IrS of the ad DVES-
byteros SUOS, read: In omniıbus operibus VestrLSs sacerdotes del
dilectissıiml;: in other words, ıt 1S clear from the fext ıtself that ° AUgus-
tine  27 15 addressing hıs prliests. In thıs Augustine makes clear
dıstıncetion between hıs “prests ” OT ““CleriesS : and hıs “brothers”. In
other words, OMNC gels the impress1i0n that when Augustine 1S address-
ng hıs ‘“brothers , he 1S referring h1ıs °“ hermıits . TOM the texXt tself,
MNCC agaln, it 1S clear in that Augustine 15 Z1VvINg hıs SCI-

I1NON ad presbyteros, noted Dy Jordan AS ell d Dy B, D, F and
Ihe problem IS; however, that for the other SCITHLOINS ncluded by Jor-
dan In the ad presbyteros SUOS, d ell 4S oOse ad populum,
fınd the salutatıon fratres karıssıml OTr Jratres Mel Only 1S
clearly addressed ad presbyteros SUOS, whereas for the other SCTINONS

there 1S nothıng In the CX themselves indıcate where hOow they

107 Berlın, StB, eo lat 45 (415° cen! fol 204
108 Jor. COL., l fol 3rb
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should be grouped It cöuld VC ell be that the assoc1latıon of fratres
ıth heremitae INn led the inclusıon of SCITINOMNS Jordan
grouped d eıther ad presbyteros ad populum ıth Oose ad fratres
SUON In

OI! ncluded wıthın hıs Category of ad presDOyteros,
in addıtiıon 4C 15 clearly desıgnated A such, the [WO
genume SCITHNONS of Augustine, de COMMUNL Vıta cleriıcorum, and SCI-
INON 30, de legendo SACYTUAM scrıpturam. 15 clear from the texti of SCI-
INONS and 28 that Augustine W as addressing hIs priıests dS bıshop
wıthın the ep1scopal residence. Moreover, SCITINONS AJ and 28 CIrCU-
ate: independently separate work of Augustıine, 1C Jordan’s
Tabhula indıcates ell when he desıgnates 24 ASs de COM-
MUNL Vıta clericorum, prımus, and 2% n_

dus, 0O€eSs B, and when in ese [WO SCIINONS, albeıt nverted ıIn
order, aAaPPCAr sıngle numbered 20 though 187011 desıgnated
d ad presbyteros. Sermon 30, however, sed the salutatıon fratres
mMel, and g1ves indıcatıon that Augustine 15 exphicıtly addressing
hıs prıests. How, then, dıd it become part of the ad DFES-
byteros In Jordan’s collection, especılally when ote that
1Ss NOot present in the collections of Aa Ihe only ANSWET that Can
thınk of, 1S that Calllec 18 Jordan together ıth SCITINONS 26i

and 28, 1C he then appende the collection he already had,
and SINCe 15 explhicıtly ad presbyteros, thıs provıde: Jordan
ıth des1gnatıon. Such explanatıon 1S ase the posıt-
ing of the 018> collection, and thus eed the 1Ssue of
datıng and OTNZ1NS.

Ove discussed Rano’s and evidence that the Ser-

9 al eas SOMIC of them, sed the works of the Anonymous
Florentine, Nıcolas of lessandrıa, and Henry of Friemar. IThe eviıdence
Rano brings 1S from J4 Yet there 1S addıtıonal internal eV1-
dence of fourteenth-century datıng. Sermon 3, de Lustitia, concludes
ıth condemnatıon of and admoniıtion agaınst lıvıng IN Spirıtu lih-
ertatıs, ın the free spirit.:" hıs 15 te that refers the “heresy“ of
the “ free SPIHIL - which d Lerner has demonstrated, Calllec into
being dSs te  z the Councıl of Vienne.!!9 Therefore, 13 COU

109 °° Hf 1deo S1 in NnOSITa congregatıone alıquem talem invener1mus, quod deus
avertal, quı S1IC lusti1t1am calcare voluerıt, NON tenendus est sed expellendus Bst,
Lamquam Vivere volens in spiırıtu lıbertatıs SUC quıbus amen 1ıberet NOS deus sıcut
hactenus fecıt PCI gratiam ut nOstra sancta immaculata rel1210 de bono In melıus
SCINDCI augmentetur, DCI lesum Christum salvatorem nOSsStrum, Amen  97 Jor COIL,

13, fol
110 ROBERT LERNER, The Heresy of the Free Spirıt IN the Later Middle Ages

(Berkeley,
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NOT ave een composed pr10r 1312 OT! hımself WTOTEe 19(0)  S ost
treatise agaınst the “ Free Spiırıts ”, but the extual varıants between
Jordan collection and that of manuscrıpts Zn preclude the assertion
of Jordan the author Yet thıs g1ves addıtıional posıtıve evidence
for datıng the collection, al least SOINC of the SCTITINON\NS thereof, the
fourteenth CeNTWurY. (G1ven the fragmented extual tradıtıons of the col-
lections, ıt COUuU ave een that al eas SOITNNC of the ad
atres In WEeTIC indeed pr10r 1334, GVEeENn though Henry
of Frıemar, Nıcolas of lessandrıa, and the aNONYMOUS Florentine had

owledge of them Sermon 15 in anı y CasSC, COU 191011 ave ecn
wrıtten Pr10T 1312 Yet 13 15 OIlC of four SCTIINONS that o1ve
indıcatiıons of later date Of the hırteen SCITNONMNS that g1ve explıcıt
mention of eing addressed ad fratres In, there LOur, 11U111-

ers A 5 Z and 26, that SCCIN COU only ave een composed after
1327 ese ave mMar In ıth plus S12N. ave already
mentioned 130 the date of the or1g1n of the heated CONTTOVEISY
between the Augustinian Hermıiuts and the Augustinian Canons VT

1C order Was the genulne rdo sanctı Augustinl, inıti1ated by Pope
John X XS granting the Hermuts Jomit custody of Augustine’s tomb
In Pavıa. hereas there AICc hırteen SCTIINONS ıIn Jordan collection
that exphicıtly refer fratres In 9 only ese four g1ve explıcıt
evıdence for the priorıity of the Hermiuits.

In 4, de prudentia, the author includes PAssSasc ase!
the authentic 355 In 355% the chronology 15 OIlC

where Augustine Camme 1ppO Oun monasterY, but W as first
ordaıned priıest, and then Valerıius SaVC hım the garden for the
moOonasterYy, and then, after becoming bıshop, Augustine ounded
MONA: of presbyters wıthın the ep1ı1scopal residence.!!! The 1ssue of

111 “Quaerebam ubı constituerem monaster1um, ut uluerem Cu fratrıbus
meı1s... Venı ad istam C1u1tatem |scıl. Hıpponem] propter uldendum amıcum, QuUeM
putabam lucrarı O; deo, ut nobiscum esse‘ in monaster10; quası SCCUTUS, quıa
locus habebat ep1scCopum. Apprehensus, presbyter factus SU: eit PCI hunc gradum ad
ep1scopatum peruen\1. Non adtulı alıquıd, 1910)8| uenı ad hanc eclesiam, n1ısı GE HIS
indumenti1s quıbus illo tempore uvestiebar. Et qula hoc disponebam, RN G in OoOnaste-
T10 CU fratrıbus, cognıto instituto ei uoluntate INCA, beatae eEINOTAC Valerius
dedıt mıh1 hortum ıllum, in qUO est MNUMNC monaster1um. Coep1 bon1 proposıtı Tatres
collıgere, COMPAUDCICS INCOS, nıhıl abentes, sıcut habebam, ef imıtantes me  27
Augustinus, 353 De morıibus cleriıcorum, DFIMUS (ed ambot, 25,1-24)
C °° E 0 fIratres me1l dilectissimı ıta ut pUuLO sancta SSE, ut multı vobıs
viderunt ef audıerunt, enı ad Civıtatem Hıpponensem ef SCCUTC perven1] quıa ep1ISCO-
PUS eTrat SAaNnCTIuUsSs homo Jie Valerılus, Non nNnım credebam ep1scoparı. Ideo SCCUTEC PCI-
enı Cu Carl1ssımis aMICIS me1s, Evodio, Simplic10, Nebrıdıio, ei Alıpıo nıl
dıviıti1arum el de1 gratia coadıuvante, favoratus NOMN modicum predicto SCI1IC
Valer10 In heremo segregala gent1bus multo labore Tatıgatus, edıificare cepl ONnads-
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when and where ugustine ounded hıs first monasterY, and for whom
he WTO hıs rule Was the 1ssue of contention between the Hermıuts and
the Canons, ıth the Hermuts ryıng sShow that Augustine ounded
hıs order before he W as ordaıned, makıng the distiınction between
fratres mel and presbyteros. IThe author of the Inıtıum, 1cholas of
lessandrıa, and Henry of Frıiemar all laımed that Augustine had first
ounded hıs Oorder ıIn aly In the locatıon of Augustine s
IrS 15 1ppo Accordıing the D} Augustine Cainlec

Hıppo ıth h1s friends Evodius, Sımplicius, ebrıdıus, and Alıpıus,
and ıth them establıshed Valerıius DaVC Augustine
place INn heremo, and there Augustine ounded hıs first MONAaSTETY.
Thereafter, the fexti 1S clear, Augustine Was conscrıpted be ordaıned
AS priıest bıshop (eDISCODUS presbyter) and then J6 agaın estaD-
lıshed monasterY. Augustine’s hortus, in became In her-
en and there 1S clear emporal distinction between Augustine found-
ing hıs and then, only ater, eing ordaıned. hIs SaJmıe

pPAasSsSagcC, further developed and elaborated, 1s Oun: ell In SCITITINONS
13 and In Augustine 1S addressing hıs presbyters, and
makes ıt VELY clear that he also lıves ıth hıs fratribus In eremo.\}*

terıum eft CUu longlo0r1 anxıletate congregaVvı In NUMm de1 PCI NECINOTA habıtantes.
Et S1IC vobıiscum parıter Vivere cepl secundum regulam apostolıcam, omn1a U-
nıa habentes nıchıl In propr10 possıdentes. Deinde placuıt el quı segregavıt
utero matrıs INCC, miıchı dıcere, ascende super1us, ei CUu N: molestia factus SU

ePISCODUS presbyter. Kt quon1am vobiscum hıc SSC NON poteram, in domo ep1scop1
presbyteros habere voluı CUu eisdem parıter Vvivere GeEDL Jor. Coll.,
4’ fol 7va-b ere SCC the “"re-wrıting” of Augustine s ACCOUNL. Augustine could be
read have already establıshed MONAaSTETY SINCE he WAas visıting frıend ...  ut nobi1s-
Gr esse' in monaster10, ” but thıs mMust be read iın lıght of the above Passapc.
Quaerebam ubı constituerem monasteri1um, ” that al the time of Augustine s visıt

Hıppo, whıle he planned establısh moOnasterTY, and ope h1s friıend would Jom
hım, he had nOoTt yel done untiıl Valerius DaAaVC hım the garden in which do In

4‚ the ACCOUNT 18 much 19910)8%° prec1ise and the detaıls AIC tılled In, ‚VCI ıt W as
based upOonNn authentic of Augustine.

1172 “Eg0 autem sacerdotes de1 altıssım1ı, ut multı vestrum viıderunt el audıre
enı ad hanc C1ivıtatem Cu Carıssımis me1s amıicIıs, Evodio. Simplic10, Alı-

DI1O el Nebrıdıo el Anastasıo. SECUTUS den1que venl, quı1a sc1ıebam presuları Sanctum
Valerıiıum. Propterea SCCUTUS aCCESSI NON haberem ın V OS potestatem, sed ut

ablectus In domo domuinı, omnıbus dıebus ıte INneceC 1NON ut mi1iniıstrarı deberem.,
sed minıstrare el pacıfıce V1vere optabam in solıtudine. Nıchilaue dıyıt1arum
attulı, sed de1 gratia coadıuvante favoratus et1am Sancfto SCIIC e1PSCODO Valer10
monasteriıum INn heremo agentibus segregatum mu labore fatıgatus edificavı ef CUu

long1o0r1 anxı1etate de1 DCI CINOTAd habıtantes INn UuUNUuIN congregaVvı ei CUu e1s
parıter Vvivere cepl secundum modum el regulam sub sanctıs apostolıs constitutam.
Omn1a cCommunıter habentes poss1ıdentes, viventes in vigılıus ei oratıonıbus Ta 1d
quod explicare Quorum fama ad sanctı ep1scopIl Valern pervenıt ei
placuıt S1ıb1ı ın heremo 1105 visıtare el stetit dA1ebus tredecım 1b1, donans mıhı hortum
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Moreover, the fratres AfIec be example for the prıests, SINCEe they
lıve LNOTC rel1g10us ıfe Sermon Augustine admoniıshıng
hıs priests VCT theır Jealousy of the hermits, of IC concerned
the 1ssue of how much time Augustine W ds spendıing ıth hıs hermıiıts
compared hıs time ıth hıs prıests, 0)18 In er words, the exient
whiıich Augustine properly elonge ıth hıs hermuıts OT ıth hıs
canons .11 Here SC the Samnle onflıct that Was ragıng er 1327
and indeed, ıt ADDCATS that ıt 15 iımpossıble for thıs 18
ave een composed PreV10US to 1327

The Samıe Canno(, however, be saıd for SCITNONS A 15 and 24
namely, 1l1e ıt 15 clear that In SCITHNONS 4, 1:3 and 24 Augustine fırst
establıshe hıs hermuits before hıs presbyters, that 1S, hıs CaNnONS, these
ree SCITIINON\NS do not, In and of themselves, exphıicıtly present the COIN-
Thıct ıth the CanNnonNs We date er 15412 but then

5Sd y that SCITINONS 4, 13; and 2 should also be ate' after 13727
2067 ere 1s certamly plenty of extual parallels ese

four SCITHNONS ogether, and therefore, assıgn date O them all of
after 1A75 Owever, ıt 15 possıble that the author of Was

drawıng uUDON SCITNONS 4, 13i and 28 rather than al four SCITHNON}NS hav-
ng een composed Dy the SaJmnlle author al the SaJmııe time. What dıstın-
gulshes SCITNONS 4, 1 and 24 irom SCITNON 26, 1S that whıle ıt 15

amenıtatıbus plenum In planıtıe posıtum. Et quı1a agentiıbus erat segregaltus, lıbenter
iıllum suscepI ut edificarem et1am monasteriıum fratrum QUOS tales inveneram, quales
invenıre des1iıderavIı. Quo edıificato placuıt el quı segregavıt de uüutero matrıs 11166 ef
VOCaVvıt PCT gratiam SUam mıhı dıcere, amıce Aascende Super1us. Et SIC C moles-
t1a el grandı anxıletate factus S{l ep1SCOPUS presbyter. Et qula l fratrıbus me1s ut
hactenus faceram SCHAPCT COTDOIC habıtare NON poteram, propterea infra domum ep1S-
CopIl VOS cler1cos habere voluı el IHNOX vobıiscum secundum ormam apostolıcam Vivere
cep1 Placuıt vobıs Oomnıbus 1910088! In deo sentire ei Oomnıa communıiter poss1ıdere. Hoc
autem facere voluıstis 1910)8| COacte sed sponte, YUu ad mMortem vivere sıne Propr10
profiter1 voluıstıs. ” Jor CO 2 E fol

113 “ Igıtur sacerdotes, Cavefte deficı1atıs in temptatiıon1ıbus, Cavelte rebelles
mıhı SIf1S publıce vel occulte, SIT1S mı1ıhı 1deles, SIf1S mı1hı eit obedientes. Et S] vobıs
V est ei molestum, egredimını foras, pergıte ad Tatres I11COS discıte abh e1S, qula
mıiıtes SUnNt el humıles corde, spırıtu eit tılı obedientie. Egredimin1 foras el
quıd est1Is quıd 1DSs1 SUnt consıderare VOS volo. Nunquı1d el VOS ales quales ei 1ps1
sunt? utıinam ales esset1Is Ssıcut ef 1ps1 sunt! VOos nNnım VOTatiores el 1ps1
sobrietatıs, VOS discursores C1ıvıtatıs el 1ps1 VISUS homınum fugıunt. VOos inpudıcı 1ps1
castı. Vos derisores el 1DS1 ferventissımı OTrTatores Vos pellıbus cunıculorum vel Varı-
1 UT ornatı 1am est1Is el 1ps1 OVINO habıto colore nıgerrimo, asperrımoque induti sunt,
preter YUUC intrınsecus SUnt Vos delıcate pascı curatıs, varıas ei 1ps1
pOostquam herenum intraverunt NUNd Ua Sumpserun' VOos ına electa inebrI1-
antıa querIı1t1s el 1ps1 pusıllum AUUuC recıplunt. Vos balte1ıs mılıtum mundo
desıideratis el 1pDs1 ZONIS camelorum renıbus succınctI! IHNOTC Helye el lohannıs decoratı
sunt  27 Jor. COH:: 2 C fol 3 2rb
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explicitly clear in 4, 13 and 21 that Augustine first establıshe hıs
hermıiıts, and only after havıng become bıshop dıd he establısh hıs
CanONS, there 15 explıcıt onflıct presented. As ave already I1H1ECIMN-

tiıoned, In fınd Augustine havınz COM 1ppoO together
ıth hıs rTIienNds Evodius, Nebrıdıus, Simplıcıus, and Alipius. *'“ In SCI-
IHNON 71 fınd further 1st of Here Augustine 15 explaınıng
hOwWw he Callle oOun hI1s hermıiıts in Afrıca 15 clear that 1pPpO 1S
the locatıon of ugustine’s fırst moONnaSsterYy, but ere 15 t1e ıth aly
Before Augustine efit Mılan, he went Simplicıianus and as hım
for SOTINC TOLNerTrSs whom he COU take ıth hım establısh

In Afrıca Sımplicıanus SAaVC hım twelve Anastasıus, Fabı-
anus, Severus, Nıcolaus, Dortheus, Y ssac, Nycostratus, Paulus, Cyrıl-
lus, tephanus, lacobus, and Vıtalıs ese: together ıth hıs TIeENds
Evodıus, Alıpıus, and Ponticiıanus, Tavele' ıth Augustine irom ı1lan

Thagaste. *!” In 26, then, fınd that Augustine Camne

1ppO (801018[ ıth hıs friends Evodiıus, Simplicıus, Alıp-
1US, ebrıdıus, and Anastasıus, 1st that includes Anastasıus from SCI-
199(0)8| 216 ıth the 1st of A 116 In er words, ave three dıf-
fering SCITINON has Augustine comıng fOo 1ppo ıth
Evodius, Simplicıus, ebrıdı1us, and Alıpıus; has ugustiıne
comıng 1ppO ıth Evodius, Simplicıus, ebr1ıdı1us, Alıpıus, and
Anastasıus: Yl 1STS Anastasıus d ONEC of the fratres UuguS-
tine rece1ved irom Sıimplıcı1anus, and then together ıth these twelve
and Evodiıus, Alıpıus, and Ponticı1anus, Augustine ounded hıs
MONASTETY In Afrıca Are nNOL, therefore, dealıng ıth three SCDa-
rate authors? The author of each of these SCITILLOIMNS 15 ryıng be
PreGcise and A possıble, Z1VviINng of the or1ıgınal
of Augustine’s fratres Why, ONC mMust ask, WOU forger, who 15

114 See above, note 1T2
115 “ Kt pla maftre instigante apud ediolanum ut ad patrıam TCINCATCIN, CUpI-

CHS et1am COS habere In viscerıbus Carıtatıs el GE e1s parıter Vivere ad virum S1m-
plıcıanum iıllum quı luventute Sua deo devotissıme Vixerat In OMnı carıtate perreXx1
deprecans AA etu ei gemitu ut mıhı quosdam de SU1S de1 donaret donavıt
miıchı COS paterne. uare donavıt mıh1 COS paterne ” Quı1a sc1ebat velle OMNas-
terıum In TICA edıificare. Est assumpt1s Anastasıo, Fabıano, Severo, Nyco-
lao0, Dortheo, Y saac, Nycostrato, Paulo, Cyrıllo, Stephano, lacobo Vıtalı pauperculo,
qula pecunıe sacculum apud Mediolanum invenıt ef 1NON rapult de JUO 1am SCIIHNOTCII

perfecımus, qula invenıt el 1OMN rapult, T1ICC potest abıre voluıt. Hırs
assumpt1s Comıtarı cupıebam CUu Carlssımı1ıs me1s aMICIS Evodio, Alıpıo el Onl1-
C1aNO, quı dıu fuerant el Cu ceterI1s duodecım UJUOYUC UD! ASSUMIDSCIAM
illos amam et1am SanCtus mıhı descripserat el S1IC perven1 In Afrıca pla
atre defuncta edificavı ut videtis monasteriıum In qUO HMN in solıtudıne
agent1bus segregatum. ' Jor. COU:. 2 fol

116 See above, noftfe 3
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tryıng present consıstant, hıstorıcal aCCOoUunL, g1ve dıfferent VOCI-
s1ıo0ns? Sermon 2A1 omıts Simplicıanus, 11e presenting Dy far the most
extensive 1st Sermon ollows the acCount of 4, but includes
Anastasıus from A Sermon 24E15 NOTLt Aase) the
authentic 3550 ASs SCITIHNONS and that the author
of 15 ryıng bring the [WO Uunts of SCTIINONS and 23
ogether, Dy includıng Sıimplicıus from and Anastasıus from
Sermon SA Moreover, dırectly asoclates itself ıth

Dy concludıng ıth Augustine explaımıng hıs presbyters that the
1ICason he had returned them from hıs fratribus In 15 because
he Wants debate Fortunatus, which g1ves then manuscrıpt legıt1-
matıon for includıng Jordan between Jordan SCITNON\NS
and Sermon concludes ıth Augustine ellıng hıs fratres In
that he must leave them 18 1ppO order debate and refute
Fortunatus Sermon then begıns ıth d aCCOUNT of how Augustine
champione: VT Fortunatus. If Can date after 1312,
then the SAadIMNE date apphıes and 26, and 1{8 as well,
for takes ıts po1in of departure the theme of D7
namely sılence, In statıng: ° Most beloved rothers, NO only should
yOUu keep sılence In the ermitage, but also S1e7e uDON prudence. ”” **
In thıs 1g WOU AISUC that SCTIINONS 3 4, Y and 13 Can al] be
ate' er 1312 and Camnle from the SadIne author, that 21
Was MoOst lıkely composed by dıfferent author, and that
W as cComposed eıther Dy the author of SCITINONS 3_9 and K3 by
another author, but not the author of 21 though the author of

knew 24 What, then, ıf anythıng, 0€Ss thıs ave
tell about the composıtıon of the collection?

Well, first it underscores the fact that ere WeTC multıple authors
for the or1ıgınal collection, and CI INCcan Jordan’s collection anı y
of the others ell Jordan’s collection includes DE from
Caesarıus of Arles, and the de penitentia, IC IMaYy be from
Caesarıus, but certamly ates ater than the welfth tury Sermon
26 W d>S certamly wrıtten after 1377 and SCITNONS .49 and 13 WeTIC
wriıtten after 1312 though COU ave een wrıtten after 1327 well,
but WEIC NOT wrıtten by the SdIlle author d the author of Zl
1C- to ave een cComposed only after 1334, ase‘: the
extual parallels the Anonymous Florentine, Nıcolas of exandrıa,
and Henry of Friıemar, IC then WOU app1y well,
SIncCe ave argue that the author of knew 24 Yet

117 Tatres karıssıml , 1910)8! solum sSılentium debetis tenere in heremo, sed et1am
prudentiam rapere. ” Jor. Coll., 49 fol 6rb
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ere is more. Looking al the collection thematıcally, identify
progress1ion of Augustine’s blography. Sermon 15 placed in

around the YCar 395 namely, Augustine’s debate ıth Fortunatus, dASs
15 Sermon Z however, 15 Cast In the ast YCar of ugus-
tine’s lıfe, hıs VE ast arewell Sermon 22 De oratıone, begıns
1ıth Augustine sayıngz ‘6My brothers and the JOY of heart, the time
has COMEeE for hım who sent YOU, but do NOT be
sad.” Sermon 1 de margarıtis regularıs INStELutLONIS, has Augustine
addressing hıs fratres and eachıng them how lıve the apostolıc lıfe,
drawn from the Regula and the rdo Monasteril, IC places the SCTI-
INON ıIn Augustine’s bıography before hıs havıngz een ordaıned. In
er words, the collection begıns ıth the beginnıing of Augustine’s
foundatıon of h1is order of hermıiıts and continues through hıs ordına-
t1ıon prıes and biıshop, extending to hıs e ın ave
already suggested that ase. analysıs of the “°Core collection”,
that the or1ıginal “Core” collection W as the alpha, beta, and M
STIOUDS, SCITINONS 1=:12. 13-17, and 19272 hıs “°COre collection ”
then supporte thematıcally Dy the development of Augustine’s bl10g-
raphYy wıthın the SCITNONS We dIe STL however, left ıth the problem
of SCITINONS 18, 23, and If the G collection en! ıth
22 why dıd ordan, OMNC else for that matter, then continue ıth
SCITINONS 23 and 26, and how dıd gel into the pıcture?
ave eady suggested that SCITNONS 23i 26, and 18 WEIC “ eratıc ” SCT-
INONS, namely, SCITINONS Composed alfter the orıgıinal COTC collection.
Ihıs 1s suggested by the analysıs of manuscrıpts A and ıt 1S SUP-
porte ell Dy the aurıst collection. What fınd ıth the Mau-
rsts 15 that the COTE collection of the alpha, beta, IN groupıng 15
maıntaıined, ıth the eXxception of Sermons 18 and 26, then
are inserted between eta and9 and must remember that
SCITINONS 18 and form half of delta, though in delta the order 1S
reversed. Keeping and together makes thematıcally,because both SCITINON\NS deal ıth “ grumblings”, ıth 18 eing de MUF-
mMmuratoribus el penLS inferni and de obedientia, in 1C Augustine
ebukes the MUFrMUFAal:  es hıs priests who AIic complaınıng
Ou the fratres. Sermon 23 1Ss also tıtled de obedientia, and in D, 1S
nserted between SCITHNON\NS and 6, the latter of 16 18 also de obe-
dientia. In other words., there 18 evıdence of ematıc groupıngs, 1C
then begs the question how dıd 18 become inserted between
eta and M In Jordan collection, in F and, together ıth SCI-
INON 26, by the Maurısts? Agaın, Can only speculate, but the inser-
t1on of 18 es make As the collection PTOSTECSSECS the-
matıcally, fınd ıt beginnıng ıth Augustine’s establıshing hıs
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hermuits, before mOving preach the monastıc virtues and vices,
namely, 9 sılence, prudence, 9 obedience, PETSEVECIENCC,

and hate, the PUrı1CYy of conscıence and hope, tears and pen1-
humuilıty and prıde, ortitude, Justice, agaınst the WI1S-

dom of the WOT. the value of rememberıng the ast Judgement,
how e1isure 1S be avoıded, and CHVY hıs then
OE for the 1sStmas vig1 and Chrıstmas, the themes of SCETTINONS

and 20, whiıch had already een prepared ın the fırst SCTINOMN when
Augustine exhorts hıs dearest TOtLNeTrS be born agaın in order 18

ave hrıs re-formed In them love (G0d and then e1Ir ne1ghbor,
SINCEe ese AIec the that AIc first and foremost g1ven u

118word for word cıtatıon of the opening lınes of the rdo Monasterı
ere 1S thematıc and theological continulty in the progression of
the SCTMONS, whiıich 1S then continued ıth Z the three

of monks and pOVEITY, and then Z Augustine s
farewell address praycenl. In other words, Augustine begıns by
exhorting hıs fratres the heremetical ıfe and establıshıng them
thereın, then continues csShow them hOwW actually lıve ıt, hat
vıirtues must be cultivated and hat avolded, before rhapsodıizıng
the 17 of (Chrıst, whiıich would then OW ONC be reformed,
namely, be the frater ONC 1S mea be, and closes ıth hıs salu-
tatıon and exhortatıon continue the path Dy remamıng constantly
In praycer. ere 1S nOoTt only chronological in the CT col-
lection, but alsO theologıcal and rel1210Us 0)41  @ Sermon 18, de MUFVF -

muratorıibus el penLS infernl, fıts ın VELY ell the ına preparatıon
for the natıvıty. Could ıt ave een inserted elsewhere? Certainly, but
it 0€es make the MOST for ıt appCal In the ıIn the
place that it 0€Ss In Jordan’s collection and in and

Yet hat Ou 23° For SOTINC T1CasSONMN Jordan continued
hıs collection, er the COITIC collection, ıth 23 which the-
matıcally makes s SsInNCEe Augustine had died shortly after O1V-
ıng Of the manuscrIıpts ere analyzed, only ncluded SCI-

1NON 273 in the collection, and ere A 1S inserted between
SETINONS and 6, in other words, together ıth obedi-
CNCC, SINCE 28 1S also obedience. ollows ıth

26, 1Cc. agaln, 1S obedience. Now hope ıt 15 beginnıng
become clear, ıf it hasn’t een already, the Jegıtimacy for call-

| 1X “ Sed ante omn1a Tratres Carıssımiı qUOS ıterum partur10, donec reformetur in
vobıs Chrıistus, dılıgatur deus, deinde proxX1mus, qula sta Sunt princıpalıter
vobıs data. ” Jor. COl 1, fol 3m-b Cfe °° Ante Omn1a, Tatres Car1ssım1, dılıgatur
deus, deiınde proX1imus, qul1a ista Ssunt praeceptla princıpalıter nobıs data.  - Ordo
Monastern (ed VerhejuJen, 148., 1-2)
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ing thesé SCILTNONS “eratıc ” In the Varıo0ous collections, they become
nserted in Varıo0us places. Sermon E 1s in the Mauriıst col-
ection the COTC collection ere Ooccasıonal textual ınks between
the SCITNONS indıcatıng sequentıial order, such 4S beginnıng
ıth reference 18 the preceding ONGC, 0)8 TT-
ing back the debate ıth Fortunatus that had een announced in SCTIT-
INON 4, and such aASs explıicıtly statıng that ıt ollows ırectly
er 9, and ere 1S in 10U0N the thematıc progress1ion. Wıth
the “ eratıc ” SCITINONS, however, such 1n Cal be oun though

do fınd t1e in ıth the COTC, such basıng
ıtself SCITNONS and Al

In thıs 1g pattern 1S beginnıng become clear. ere W ds>
COIC collection of Sermones ad fratres SUOSN In9 consısting of

the alpha, beta, HIL grouping To thıs orıg1nal COIC WeIC ater
other SCITNON\NS, that Dy Jordan’s tıme., hat had een cok

ection of wenty-one SCITHNOMNS had collection of ırty-
three The earhest addıtions be made WEeEeTC the SCITHNON\NS of the
TOUD, and of these SCTIINON\NS and 18 circulated independently
ell Of the COTC collection, hırteen of the LWeNLY-ONe SCITINONS

explıicıtly heremitical, and SCITNON\NS 3 4, 5L and 153 Cal be ate' DOSt
1342 ere 1S suggest1ive extual evidence claım that SCITNON\NS 4,
Z and WCIC wrıtten Dy dıfferent authors, and Can eTI1n-
ıtıvely be ate. pOost 1A27 and MOSstT 1kely pOst 1334 Wıth regard
Jordan’s collection, 774 15 of ('aesarıus of rles, and
the de penitentia ates later than the welfth CEeNTUTY. The
assumptıion that ere Was sıngle forger, Call longer be asserted,
1OT that the forgery 1S be ate': the welfth, thırteenth, four-
teenth CENTUTY: ıt W as al] of the above. The COIC collection dSs such dıd
NOoTt COTINC iInto eing untıl after 13 12 1764 provıdes the Ffermınus DOST
qUEM for SCITNONS 3: A 3, 3: and Z 15 hıghly lıkely that the other
eremetical SCITITNONS AICc be ate' accordingly, but ere 15 specıfic
Pro0 for o1ng Only SCITHNONS 24 and Can be definıtıvely ate'‘
pOSst 1327 and MOoOStT lıkely pOSL 1354: though ıt 1S lıkely that SCTITINONS
6} 4, 5: and 13 WCIC d ell When COMDAIC Jordan’s collection
ıth other tourteenth-century collections, ıt becomes clear that JOT=
an s collection represents al eas oOu of development,
namely, the COIC collection er SCITNON\NS of the delta WeIiIC

then er ZE Joıned the STOUD, and then Ltinally the rest
In er words, Jordan Collectanea 0€eSs NOT er the earhest col-
lection, G VENn the earlıest tiıtled collection, of the Sermones ad fratres
INn does, however, er the fırst example of how the Ser-

adatres In WEIC sed Jordan ase‘| hıs bıography of
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Augustine the Confessions, the pPrev10us Vıtae of Possıdıus, Phılıp
of Harvengt, and the Legenda Aurea, and the Sermones. Here Jordan
cıted SCTINONS A 13 16, Z 2 26, Z and Jordan cıted the Ser-

times In hıs Vıta, ıth the largest number of Cıtat1ons eing
26, ıth S1X, Oollowe: Dy 210 ıth Jordan sed

the Sermones aSs proo of the hıstorical OrTg1NSs of the ESA havıng
een ounded by Augustine hımself pr10r all y aSsSOC1atıon ıth the
canons.1!  D Even ıf Cannot place the OrT121NSs of the Sermones In the
context of the controvers1es between the ermıiıts and the Canons,
EXCEDL for 26; and perhaps 24 ase‘ ıfs post-1334
datıng, they certamly WEeIC conscrıipted for such, VEn though de Bardıs
Q1ves proof that rel1g10uUs polemic W as 18(0)1 the only CONTEXT in which
the Sermones WEeIC created and/or used, do actually al] of the 111aN-

uscr1pts ave mentioned, asıde irom Jordan’s, SINCEe OMNC of them
of Augustinıan PTOVCNANCE., hereas fOor the Benedictines al

Aachen, from whence manuscrIıpt L: and for the Schottenkloste
of Vıenna, from IC ave I the Sermones ad fratres In
WEIC valued artıculatıon of Augustinıan monastıcısm In ıfs MOST SCH-
eral form, for the Augustinian Hermiuts., they offered conclusıve evV1-
dence of theır OW Order’s priority and PIIMAaCY

VI The Collectorium Sermonum Sanctı ugustin!ı of Robert de
Bardıs

de Bardıs’s Collectorium Sermonum Sanctı Augustinl
seemıingly ca into question the “neat” extual hıstory ave DIC-
sented above. Arbesmann, als Rano, and Elm all pominted the

119 Thıs datıng then {00 has s1gnıfıcance for the datınz of ordan’s Collectanea,
al eas in ıts final Arbesmann had claımed that Jordan egan ork hIs (ZOl-
lectanea early whıiıle he Was studyıng in Parıs. have dısputed such

early date and have argued that the fınal vers1ion of the C'ollectanea 15 be ate'
in the S’ MOST lıkely er 1334:;: SCC Saak., igh Way Heaven, )60-226 Jordan
began hıs work ıth the the dıd nNnOot exıist pri0r 1334, then
Jordan’s C'ollectanea must be dated after the time of the “°Ccore collection ”; 1343 15
the termınus anlte QUENML, hen Jordan SaVC hıs Collectanea h1is (Order’s house In
Parıs. What dealıng ıth here 15 thus relatıvely short D: of time. Some-
time er 1334 the OTC collectiıon of the ad fratres In W as COIl-

tructed, and perhaps er ‘“ eratıc ” SCTITINONS well, and then sometime thereafter,
but prev10us 1343, Jordan NnOTt only discovered these SCITINONS, but also included
them In h1is C’ollectanea and used them the basıs for hIs composıtıon of hıs 1ta
Sanctı Augustinl. Durıng ese nıne,K irom 1334 343 much W as gomng
0) and precısely hat and/or HOW ıll stil] MOST lıkely remaın MYSTeTY.



IHE ORIGINS IHE OESA 141

importänce of de ıS thıs Conftex(t, [WO manuscrı1pts ave een
mentıjoned, Vat lat 479 and Parıs, lat 2030 OVe ave eady
noOotfe that Vat lat 4’79 15 iıncomplete, contamın? only the first [WO of
the five parts mentioned Dy de 1S cComprising hIs Collectorium.
arls, BnF lat 2030 15 Ifteenth-century CODY of Vat lat 479, and
4S such, the SCITINONMNS exftfant in Vat lat 479 in the margıns dIC present
in the texTi of Parıs, BnF lat 2030 In Vat lat 479 only [WO SCITNON}NS
in Jordan’s collection ATIC present, and etre 15 addıtional E}
desıignated ad heremitas, NOT be oun in Jordan’s collection . 129
Already ıIn 1958, (Hovannı Pozzı pominted Ouft that Vr lat 479 15
iıncomplete, contamıng only the Tirst [WO parts of the fıve parts of

de Bardıs’s Collectorium: the remalnıng three parts, Pozzı
eTtaule: extfant in Valencıa, 481; Valencıa 481 15
the continuatıon of Vat lat 479}21 In er words, ıf Vat lat 479
Was the personal CODY of de Bardıs, Valencıa 481 W as
ell Neıther Walsh, 1OT Elm, 11OT Rano, diıscussed thıs manuscrI1pt,
and neıther dıd Arbesmann, though he Can be excused due the
war. 122 The ımportance hereof 15 that Valencıa 481 contaıns
the “ or1ıginal” collection of de Bardıs, and Tee
through fıve of hıs organızatıon of Augustine s SCITNONS In part f1ve,

fınd concludıng section contaiınıng the Sermones ad fratres SUOS
123heremuitas.

At irst. ere be vırtually relatıonshıp between de
Bardıs’s collection, that of ordan, that of the other ten manuscrIıpts
surveyed above:

120 ROBERT BARDIS, Collectorium sanctı Augustinl, Vatıcan City,
Bıb Apost., Vat lat. 479, fol 51rb, fol 67vb fol

121 GIOVANNI POzZzI, *R oberto de Bardı Agostino ” in Italıa Medioevale
Umanistica (1958) 139-153 See Iso ıdem, “Il Vat Lat 479 ed altrı Codicı 11NO-
tatı da Roberto de Bardı, ” in Miscellanea del C/entra dı Studi Medioevalı (1958)
125-165; 1ıdem, Ta Tabula dı Jean de Fayf Collectoriıum dı Roberto de’ Bardı, ”
in Miscellanea (illes (Jerard Meerseman, Italıa Sacra (Padua, 28311

1272 BESMAN publıshed h1is ACCOUNLT of the Sermones ad fratres INn heremo DICS-
ent In Jordan Collectanea, in hıs introduction the ecrıitical edıtıon of Jordan Iıber
Vıtasfratrum, publıshed in 1943 Arbesman, thus, W as also wrıting prev1ous Pozzı.

123 Valencıa, 481, fIhe manuscrıpt 15 pagınated, NOT folı-
ated, In modern hanı  -
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L11

Sermones ad heremuitas: er of Sermons
de ardıs, Collectorıum Sermonum Sanctı Augustinlt, Valencıa,

MS 481

de Bardıs, Collectorıum ordan, Collectanea

Sermo 21
De trıbus gener1bus monachorum
eit de sancta paupertate ad fratres
SUOS heremitas
Sermo
De dıscıplına el modo vivendı
COTUMN ın heremo
Sermo
De obedientia
Sermo Deest
De obedientia
Sermo 15
De obedientia
Sermo
De ACC
Semo

14Sermo
De acrıma el compunctione
Sermo 13
De fortıiıtudıne
Sermo 11
De perseverantıa
Sermo 13
De lustic1a eit 1Uud1C10
Sermo 13
De mi1iserıcordıia
Sermo irn
De Ss1lenc10
Sermo 15
De erseverancıa rudentia

14Sermo
utiılıtatem vig1larum el labdre

utılı Conftra otiosıtatem check]
11Sermo r
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De humıilıtate el erbila
Sermo 18De humilitate et superbia   Sermo 18  _ De invidiaDe invıdıa
Sermo
(ontra Tes ef
detractatores
SermoSermo 20  Contra iram  A(Contra Iram
Sermo 21

sımplıces quod NON debent
SAaDETC lusauam ODOTrTtet
SermoRF TE  Sermo 22  De obedientia ad presbyteros suosDe obedientia ad resh SUuUoS
Sermo 27
ad ludices: Rogatus nobıs
ludices lıcet 8{84 Fortunato

de ardıs, Collectorium,
ars Prıma ef secunda, Vat Lat
4 79; Parıs, BnF lat 2030
De vigılıa natıvıtatıs Domuin1ı
De natıvıtate Chrıstı
De assumptione beate VIrg1Inıs
Marıae_ De nativitate Christi  ‚ De assumptione beate virginis  } Mariae19  20  deest  E OF

Here fınd hat 15 indeed apparently aphazar collection.
De Bardıs’s order of SCTIINONS bears sımılarıty the others, and he
includes ree SCITIINON\NS NOT OUN! in the other collections, that 1S, de
Bardıs’s 4, Z and hen the the assumptı0on
In part [WO of the Collectorium. And yeL, uUDON further analysıs, de
Bardıs NCIUdE: the Same SCITINONS, albeıt in radıcally dıfferent order,
d> dıd Jordan and manuscrıpt F namely, In Jordan’s numberıing, SCT-
I1HNONS 1: and then hıs WOU SCCIN, therefore, g1ve
addıtional evidence of the “Core” collection. Wıth regar| the unıque
orderıng, Valencıa 481 SUOTIIC 1g TIhe scr1be NncIude

oftfe prefacıng the SCITHNONS

Here follow certaın SCITLLOIMNS of blessed Augustine h1ıs OW hermuiıt
brothers, 16 specılally CONCEITIN the solıtary and eremitical lıfe, 1C
the collector wanted from each other, althoug In keeping
wıth the subject atter, SOTINC of them WEIC able be placed and
ordered otherwiıse, and thıs Was done make ıf easler fiınd how
Augustine fırst Ca the CIty of 1ppoO, and how thereafter he ul
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mO and 1Vve' wıth hıs brothers in the hermitage, and then
124hOow he W as made bıshop of the Samllc CIty.

There IS. though, explanatıon ASs which SErTMONS WEeTITC ..  Te-
ordered ” the basıs for oıng S NOT why de 15 wanted the SCI -

MONS be separated ah Invıcem. Yet thıs could also be referring
the SETMONS found in parts and I1 of the Collectorıum, which include
Jordan’s numbers and It could VeLY ell ave een that de
15 sed d hıs SOUTCC the “Core” collection of SCTINONS 1=22, ıth
the appended and then addıtional SCTMONS, but then wanted g1ven
them NC  < order wıthın hıs grand collection of Augustine s SETIMMONS

such. In CaSC, de Bardıs’s Collectorıum W as nOot the or1ginal
collection and Sre 1S evidence that indıcates that he had found
ese SermMOonNS A collection in Parıs, the extual tradıtıon claımed,
unless he had 1rS discovered the COTC collection and then ‘“ decon-
structed lt” for h1is Collectorıum ase‘ the Collectorium, ere 1S

possıbıilıty that ıt A4Ss such could ave served the basıs fOr the col-
ection of Jordan of anı Yy of the Sr collections discussed above.
1S independent wıtness the earlıest textual tradıtiıons of the Ser-

and the arhest collection thereof, namely hat ave termed
the “C()re” collection. We ave ‘“behind ” de Bardıs’s Collecto-
r1um, Just d ave “behind ” Jordan’s Collectanea, fınd the

OMZINS of the ‘“or1ginal” collection, and in composıtion, of the Ser-
adatres In erem That, however, mMaYy be possıble.

VII The Sermones and the Relig10 Augustini

At SOINC pomn between 1334 and 1343 SOMCOILIC gathered
together SETMONS ascriıbed Augustine, SOILLC of which WEIC wrıtten
after 13 12 and SOMIC eTt 1334, though others date back the welfth
CenturYy. Shortly thereafter. other SETINOMNS became attached

the collection, IC included EeVCMN earher SCTIMON\NS, such ose
of Cesarı1us de Arles, and [WO authentic SETIMONS of Augustine. It Was

P10US Tau though OIC en based the authentic words of ugus-
tine. TIhe OTE collection of the Sermones ad fratres In W as SOOIMN

124 “ Hıc subsequuntur quıdam SETIMONECS beatı Augustinı ad fratres SUOS herem1-
{as quı specılalıter cCOoncernunt solıtarıam el heremıiıt1ıcam vitam, quOS voluıt collector
abh invicem SCDATAIC, lıcet secundum mater1am alıquı OTUum possent alıbı el alıter Ordı-
narı el pOnL, ei hOcC factum estL, ut facılıus inven1ı possıt quomodo 1pse Augustinus venıt

pr1ımo ad Ccıvıtatem Y pponensem, el uomodo postea construxıt monaster1ıum el

habıtavıt Cu fratrıbus SU1Ss in heremo, deinde quomodo factus est predıicte Civıtatis
episCOpus. ” Robert de Bardıs, Collectorium, Valencıa, 481, 581AÄ Pozzı
alsSoO mentioned thıs note: PozzIı,
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playv a fundamental role in the rel1g10us hlıtfe of ate medieval Europe,
and beyond. ıle cholars MaYy reject the words of ese SCTITINON\NS

being authentic, ere 15 much thereın that artıculates the genumne Mens

Augustinlt, ASs Maarten de Kroon sugeste in 1972 ıth respect the
of Pseudo-Augustinian writings. '“ TIhe words WeICc the fıctıon,

but Was the doectrine? In hıs Sermo de heato Augustino, Nıcolas of
lessandrıa Was perhaps the fırst pomn thıs dıstinction when he
laımed that Augustine much that ere Was WdY possıble
for hım fo ave hımself physıcally wrıtten ıt all ome of hıs works
WCCIC taken OWN by scr1ıbes, and thus Canno be saıd be hıs ‚DT €-
SIJ verbis, but nevertheless, CVCN 1f NOoTL wrıtten explıicıtly Dy hım,
should al be consıdered hıs works.126 hıs W ds the sentiment behıind
the Sermones ad fratres In M  9 ICCOVCI, CVCI if Dy creatıon, the
teachıngs of Augustine, 1C WEeIC d controvers1al In the fourteenth
CENTUTY, they WOU be in the fifteenth and sıixteenth centurıes, and
has they had een already in the oOu and centurIies. Most lıkely,

1ll know who W ds or1g1nally responsıble for the Sermones
a  alres In9 and MaAaYy know precisely HhOWwW and why
the collection Camnmne into eing e1Ir author, compuiuler, and forger Can-
NOT ave egen Jordan hımself, 1910)8 de ardıs, NOT the aNONY-
IHNOUS author of the Inıtium, Nıcholas of Alessandrıa, OT enNTYy of
Friıemar, sınce Jordan’s collection represents fourth generatıon col-
lection, and siınce the Inıtıum, 1colas, and Henry, the VE authors
who WEeIC MOoOSstT responsıble for the creatıon of the Myth of Augustine,
Treated of Augustine’s 10gTapAY contradıcted Dy the Sermones.
hereas Was certamly composed after 1327 and the break-
Ouft of the CONTLTOVEISY between the CanonNnNs and the hermıts and MOoOSstT

125 See KROON, “ Pseudo-Augustin 1Im Miıttelalter. Entwurf eiınes Forschungs-
berichts, ” Augustiniana (1I97Z}; 5112530

126 ° Fertur ıtaque quod Marcus Terentius Varro apud atınos innumerabıles SCT1P-
sıt lıbros Apud TCCOS Calıcıdorum mMIrI1s attolıtur audıbus. De nostrıs ıtaque Or1-
301 apud T1CCOS SC mıiılıa legıtur lıbros SCT1pSI1SSe. Horum den1ıque OINNE studıum
Augustinus mIro ingen10 eit sclenc1a vılıfıcat. Nam prıvatım dıctando tantque in
eccles1ae dıversısque l0C1s dısputando conscr1psıt, ut VIX Cu1quam stud1o0sorum diıebus

noct1bus, NON solum scrıbere lıbros e1us, sed He legendo OCCUTTIt. Ideo dicıt
quod doctor katholicus: ° Mentitur quı legısse Tatetur. ’ Hec ılle Kx hoc potest
solvı dubium COTINIMMNUNC quomodo potuıt scrıbere, quia forte multa QUamMı COIM-
munıiıter oquendo vel predicando vel dısputando dıcebat, IM reportabant el ıpse
approbabat. (Immnı1a tamn dıcebantur D' Augustin1. ” NICOLAS AÄLESSANDRIA,
Sermo de heato Augustino (ed. Rano, 356-357/) Nıcolas cıtes Possıdius hıs SUOUTCC
Rano nNOoTtfes that such texti 15 not found In Possıdıus, and Isıdor of Seville

poss1ıbly Hugh of St Vıctor the SOUTCC, ıbid., 356, 135 The ast eulogy, * Men-
tıtur quı leg1isse fatetur, 1S also poss1ıbly from Isıdor, and there 1S CC-
dent for thıs pPassagc In the Anonymous Florentine 1ta Sanctı Augustinl; ıbid.,
137
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lıkely 15 be ate' pOSL 1334, SINCEe ıt pr  S 26 which
ase extual evidence post-dates the works of the earhest histor1-
ans of the rder, and whıle SEeETMONS and 13 MmMay VeELY ell ave had
the SaImllc temporal OTg1NS, all the other SECETINOMNS of the collection could
ave een composed previ1o0usly, though the ftermınus DOost qUEHM for
SETINONS 3, 4, I: and 13 Can be determined ave een 1312 Never-
heless, irom al least 1292 0) when 11es of Rome became the Prior
General of the ESA, 1f nOot from ıts VeLY beginnıngs in 1256: the
ESA W as ell of the eed assert ıts historical pr1maCy
1S thıs broader, IMOTC general contex(t, rather than the specıfic CONTLro-

beginnıng in 132% which iıtself W ds part of the oN-g0o1ng
endeavor, that provıdes the historical Context fOor the OTZ21NSs of the Ser-

ad fratres In As first stated by Augustinus of Ancona
ın 1326: Augustine s relıgıon W as the hıghest form of Christian PCI-
fecti0on, for Augustine embodıied, in himself, in hıs rule, and in hıs
order, the mMoOst perfect life. 127 As such, Augustine’s hermıiıts held

place of prımacy wıthın the hıstory of Christianıty tself. yel Uugus-
tine W as 181011 Just the ounder of hıs er of hermıits, and then of hıs

he W as the ONgZ1N of relıgıon iıtself in the westT, and the Sapı-
ens archıitector ecclessıie, Jordan called hım  128 TIThe creatıve PTOCCSS
Was nOoTt sımply that of creating 181  S bıiography of Augustine, dıd
Jordan, NOT that of creatıng the documentatıon the Hermuts’
Casc, the creatıve PTOCC5SS W as re-Ccr‘ Augustine C VCT aAanNC W in al]
facets of the Christian ıfe in general, and in the rel1g10us ıfe in SPC-
cıfıc. It Was thıs creatıve PTOCCSS that produced the Sermones ad fratres
In original creatiıon and collection, 1C then SICW far

beyond ıts or1ginal bounds, reachiıng all the WaY back the oOu and
CenturYy, and extendıing into the fourteenth CeNTurYy and beyond.

Was the creatıve PTOCCSS that had ıts ase the exhortatıon of UugusS-
tine himself. addressed hıs fratres in 355 be, in the words
of Paul, imıtators, Just AS imıtate Christ.!?? Behıind the fabricatıon,
behind the fiıction, fınd the fact and the hıstory of the authentic
creatıve impulse of the Sermones ad fratres In the reli210
Augustinıt.

AI See S5AAK, High Way Heaven, 146-156
128 See SAAK, ‘ Quilıbet Christianus: Saılnts In Socıety in the Sermons of Jordan

of Quedlınburg, ESA: in Models of Holiness In Medieval Sermons, Fédération
Internationale des Instituts Ad’Etudes Medievales, eXTIs el Etudes du oyen Age Iı ed
Beverly ayne Kıenz/e9 ıth Edıth Wılks Dolnikowskı1, KOosemary rage Hale, Dar-
leen Pryds, and Anne ayer (Louvaın-!a-Neuve, 320-321; 336-338

129 AÄUGUSTINUS, 3533:; De MOr1LIDUSs clerıcorum, DFIMUS (ed. Lamboaott,
24,5-8)
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111 On Origins

Or1g1ins AIC OUT fascination, OUT fixatıon. Once determıne the
or1g1n of somethıng, thınk ave COTNNC ıth that IC
explaıns everythıng  27 And yetl findıng the or1g1ın of almost anythıng
15 deceptively dıifficult ome hıstorıical phenomena do indeed ave
iıdentifhable OrNg1N, at eas they SCCI1I Chrıistianıty egan ıth
Jesus of Nazareth, al eas CannotTt ave egun prev10us Jesus of
Nazareth Yet the Chrıistian In Jesus’ day, ıf Call EVCN

anythıng such, W as far dıfferent firom the Chrıstian mMmoOoveme':
of Paul, the Chrıstian mMovemen! er the establıshment of the eccle-
s1astıcal lerarchy, the Chrıstian mMmovemen! er the Christianıza-
t10Nn of Rome, the Christian mMoOovemen after the rnse of papal INONAT-

chy, OT the Christian MOovemen er the Reformatıon, ECVECn the
Chrıstian MOVven!!| after the Tse of the adıcal Chrıstian 1g When,
therefore, dıd ..  istianıty ” eg1n And what, aitera. do OSse eg1IN-
nıngs tell about Christianıty in alıy partıcular cultural-political COIMN-

6X And yel understand Chrıstianıty historically, do NOT eed
back and SCC the OTNZINS of Christianıty the udaısm of the fırst,

second, thırd-century BCE? And then COUuU 191011 TA| ıts OT1g1NS
back the EIMNETSCHNCC of monotheism? Or theologıically peakıng, do

NOot ave back creation? AN of sudden, identifyıng the
OMNgZIN(S of Chrıistianıty becomes CVGr complex, determıiıned by hat
ONC Dy Chrıistianıty In the first place The OMNZ1INS SCCIH loose
theır Concrete hıstorıical ex1istence and become N upON interpreta-
t10nN. Ihe ONg21Ns of Chrıistianıty ave only MOST ephemeral relatıon-
shıp Jesus of Nazareth The OTg1NS of Christianıty dIiIC fıirst and fore-
MOSsT nOoTt much problem of hıStOry, they dIiIC problem of
hermeneutics. So much for explanatıon.

utatıs mutandıs, the Same Call be saı1d of the OT121NSs of the
ESA Aprıl 1256 15 mark of demarcatıon: 11Cc  < instıitution Was

estabhlıshed known AS the er of Hermiuiuts of St Augustine. Yet do
NOT fınd the OT121NS of the Tea Union, 0)1 In er words, the OT1-

91NS of the OrTg1NS, in the “T4tfle Union” of 1244, In the develop-
ment of the Hermıuts of Brettino, the Bonuites®? But then cshould
NOoTt o0k for the ONg1NSs In the SC VCH earher development of medieval
eremıticısm ? Or 6VeNn in the tradıtıon of Augustinian monastıcısm that
Can be saıld 18 ave had ıts OTZ21NS In Augustine s OW monastıc COIMN-

munıty”? In VE real WAdY, and nNOT only A4Ss reductio ad absurdam,
A4S perpetuatıon of myth, Augustine W the or1g1n of the ESA

We all ave OUT mY We all] ave OUT StOrI1eSs of OUT OrN21NS,
where Came from and hOwWw ave COM be who Such
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MECMOTY, such understandıng, 1S part and parcel of OUT identity.
Debunkıng the MY of the pastl, and those of the present, 15 funda-
mental responsıbıilıty of the hıstorıan, and yel for those long dead and
SONC, for those who CannoO reflect theır OW debunked myths, hat
value 0€eSs such debunkıng have”? Certamly there 15 the 1Ssue of h1is-
torıcal ‘“ accuracy , wanting ere aVO1d altogether the 1sSsue of h1s-
torıcal ..  th”, whıch 15 central for OUT OW understandıng of the past
Yet OT' of Quedlinburg, for example, 1S longer around for
debate and attempt hım that hıs emplotment of Augustine s
bıiography Was Just plaın Jordan understandıng of h1ıs Order’s
OTg1NSs Inay be dıfferent irom OUTI OW. and miıght not hold the
scrutıny of hıstory, but ıt W as ALS understandıng and thus central,
foundatıonal COITIPOIICIIt of hıs identity. As Miırcea Eliade reminded
us, virtually all SfOrT1ES of ONZINS mythic:}” Debunkıng ose myths
15 just the beginnıng, and in terms of comıng historical understand-
Ing, 1S nOoTt SVOH the moOost important endeavor of the historıan, which 1S

do hıstory, and SG the OT121NSs of those myths and how they
emerged and hOw they functioned, and hat impact they made. For the
ate medieval Augustiniıan Hermiuts, the Tea Unıi1on of 1256 Was

maJor po1n of development, but perhaps s1ignıfıcant W as Pope John
XXII's granting the ESA custody of Augustine s body In Pavia. ®1
Only thereafter dıd the Hermiuts create ne  S identity for themselves
AS the irue SONS of e1Ir father Augustine. It Was thıs identity that W as

ave such iımpact the religio-cultural ıfe of Kurope for the rest
of the 1ddle Ages and beyond. TIhe Sermones ad fratres SUOS In

asıde from the [WO genulne SCTINONMNS of Augustine, WEeIC fOr-
SCIY f ere 1S valıdıty in the old proverb that *trut! 1S Stranger than
fiction, ” ere 15 also valıdıty in the statement that often ı1ctıon has
far greater hıstorıical impact than dıd OT 0€Ss truth hıs forgerYy, ıIn
anı Yy CasSC, had greater ımpact the ater 1ddle Ages than dıd the
truth, for ıt DaVC the iIirue SONS of Augustine theır identity Dy revealıng

them the OTMZ21NS of CIr er In INa y WaYyS, the OTZ21NS of the
ESA, al eas In terms of ıfs identity comprised of the iIirue SONS of
theır father Augustine, aATrec be Oun not in 1256, NOT In 1244, but

130 IRCE. ELIADE, The Sacred and the Profane (New York, idem, Myth
and Realıity (New York,

131 In both the Hıstor1ia Augustini and the Boston Viıta, the emplotment OV!

firom Augustine s ° tınal resting place” in Pavıa, ıllıam of Cremona’s petit1on for
custody of Augustine s body, and John X18 granting thereof. Whıle they both
include SCCENCS of Augustine havıng visıted the Iuscan Hermiuits (Histor14, ASCA, HA,
4 E} Vıta, 417, ed Courcelles, 06-107), there 15 representation of eıther the Luttle
Unıion the Great Union.
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ıIn the tWwO decades er BB urıng 1C time forgery W as PTO-
uce indentıty created, and H  S understandıng Orme: hıs
Ne  < understandıng and identity WEeIC ave long-lastıng impact
Europe d it metamorphızed from medieval early modern. And thus,
for al] OUT debunkıng, and for all OUT hıstorical ACUMECIL, the Sermones
ad fratres In remaın fascınatıon, ı11e eIr OT121NS Ar SEL
and MOST ıkely l always remaın, en1g2ma.

FErıc AAK


