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T'he oTea revıyıal of the relig10uUs ıfe the welfth CENTUTCY Wa

by unmıxed essing Just As the renewal of the Roman
Church the eleventh CENTUTY had produced the struggles of the
Investiture Controversy, the development of the 116e  z orders of
reformed monks an Canons produced bıtterness wıthın the old orders
an tensıon between the reformed orders themselves T’heses traıns
an classes WeIe not the SISN of an y fundamental antagonısm but

TeACtTION to the tradıtiıonal but NO inadequate practical arIfahse-
ments 1C. had flex1bılıty to the instıtutLions of the relig10us
lıfe

One of the whıich thıs tensıon showed ıtself most clearly
WasS the practical problem of the rel1g10Us who wıshed LO break hıs OoOWe

of stabılıty to INLOVE to another house another observance From the

(Caput «dissertationis: Stabılıtas and Transıtus: Unterstandıng Passage From Reltqgrou8
Order LO AÄAnother 12th €  TY Monastic Controver8sy. Direectores: rof. Kuttner
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tıme of Pachomius there had been evolutjiıon of the CONCcePTt of
stabılıty, from sımple commıtment LO the ascetic ıfe to absolute
VO of stabılıty of place, made exphicıt by the ule of St; Benediet.
The only exception which practice had allowed LO thıs Vo WasSs the
permı1ssıon to .  gZo higher,  29 LO INOTEe austere form of lıfe, an even
then ıt, Was generTally agreed that pProDer permiıssıon Was NECESSATCY ıf
the ımputatıon of sinful evıty” WaS to be volded

Before the twelfth CENTUTY thıs arrangemen had been sımple an
reasonably satısfactory. It Was generally agreed that the monastıc
ıfe Waßs INOTe austere than :that of the Can ONS, especlally the secular
Canons an those who ollowed the ule of Aachen. Insıde the monastiıc
order ıt W3S a{IsSOo usually possıble to that certaın observances
WeTe hıgher” than others, wıth Cluny takıng prıde of place, prıde
reinforced by everal papa prıvlleges.

The development of reformed orders of Can OonNnsSs an monks, CS  d
clally the Cisterclans an Premonstratenslans, Sse thıs workıing
arrangement. The Black Monks, In partıcular those of the Clunijae
Observance, objected Joudly TOo the pretentions of the N  < orders.
They WeI® threatened Dy loss of prestige, an Dy the defection of
SsSOImne of theır mMost. enthusı1astiec members LO the newfangled obser-
Vanlces of the reformers. Even the reformed orders had theır troubles:
the CanNnonNns of Premontre 1n partıcular suffered {rom the tradıtional
inferlorıty of the canonıcal order, AaS well s the overwhelming: fame
of St, Bernard.

As result the per10d between 1125 an 1175 IS marked Dy éreat
outpourıng of polemical lıterature the subject of the superl0rty
of Varlous rel1g10US orders, and the ımpossıbılity of Passage, LransSılus,
eXcept into their OW: fold. The SUTVIVINg etters of the per10d AIe
sStrewn ıth complaınts an Justifications of LraNnsSılus, and tTaCcts
contaınıng INnOoTe abstract discussions of the problem abound.

There however, TO be only ONne CcCase where Can see both
exchange of etters about partıcular Ccase of transıtus and INOTe

extended disecussıion of the 1ssues raılsed by the incıdent. As uck
WON. ave it, üoNne of the Man’y of transıtus iın which St; Bernard
Was involved concerned Premonstatensian D} whose PTI10T,
Phıilıp of Harvengt, objected strenuously to Bernard’s allowing hıs
Teception at Clairvaux. Phılıp. was defeated, but returned CO the PTIO-blem later tOo consıder ıt INOTEe calmly an at length Hıs 23
ment typıcal of the SoTTt of WE2PONS sed by the Canons regular
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agalnst the monks. 1 has partıcular ınterest, SINCE ıt Ca  m be related
LO partıcular incıdent, an SINCE r involved the ‘“chımaera of h1ıs
age’„ St, Bernard.

Phılıp of Harvengt 1S hardly medıeval celebrity. He led quıet
ıfe ın well Trdered mMONaSterY, an WasS engaged ın CONLLOVeErSYy
whıich changed the COUTSEe of hıstory. There uUurvıves CONteEMPOFrarY
bıography, and the consıderable bulk of hıs wrıtiıng provıdes lıttle
that 1S personal. Kven hıs etters, OT 1C only about LWenNtYy SUCVIVE,
AI prımanıly dıdactie, an tell relatıvely hıttle about Phiılıp hımself.
Nevertheless, he 1S OnNne 8 the most ımportant theorısts of the clerical-
canonıcal tradıtion ın the twelfth CENTUTY, an Ma]or fıgure In the
battle between the monks an the CAaNODS regular OVerLr the problem
of transıtus.

The MEASTE informatıion which SUTVIVES about Phiılıp’s early lıfe
Can be quickly told He W as born early ın the 12th CENTUTY, though
the eX9aC date 15 unknown. 1) The place 1S a 1sO not certaın, thoucgh
the village of Harvengt ear Mons ın Haılınault 15 very lıkely. According
LO hıs OW: statement, he Was orn of the COINIMNON people, 2) but ıt 1S
very dıfficult LO be SUuTe how hlıterally ‘*common ” hıs famıly wWeTe

Haınault Was full of amıles of mınıster1al rank who WEeIiIe not technı-
Gally noble, ahd even well-born non-noble miıght uUuSe TOp of
humilıty the of house of POOT Can onNns 3)

Philip’s educatıon Was excellent. He Was famılhllar ıth MOost of the
classıcal uthors read in the chools of his day, and Was the master
of Latın style whiıich could from the elaborate complexıty of
SOINe of hıs etters to the sımplicıty of hıs saınts’ lıves, intended for
readıng LO large numbers iın the mo9Nastery refectory. Philıp claımed
to NOW Some Hebrew, though ıt probably amounted tOo little INOIe

than the efiymology of SOImNne Hebrew piıcked from Jerome’s

213 SO8B tandem fines adolescentiae. See SIJEN, Phrlippe de Harveng,
bbe de Bonne-Esperance, An Praem., 1938), 39n

203, 98D Letter nobiliori plebeius viderer aduları.
There 18 evidence for gifts TOom the lords of Harvengt to the abbey of Bonne-

Esperance. See SIJEN, O crl 38n.
203, 341A.
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gl0ssary 5 \ There evıdence that he NeW INOTe than few words
of Greek

Like Nan Y of hıs CONtemporTarıes Phılıp rece1ved hıs TLONSUTE A

VCLY INnan an then contınued hıs educatıon the household
of the bıshop of Cambrai1 6) There 15 evıdence of al Y formal study
beyond thıs though SOINe ave understood the PAaheSYTI1C the schools
a,1 Parıs evıdence that he WaS ONCe tudent there The style of
hıs WT1UNg far from scholastic, an there Arle one of the references
LO the Ne  —_ methods of dıialeetie that WOou indıcate famıharıty ıth
the schools; Philıp" proto-‘ ‘unıversity” CAPDEIIENCE must be S1-
dered doubtful

We NOW vVeELY hlıttle of Philıp lıfe Cambraıi, an beyond hınt
that he suffered sSoOme oTreat dısappomtment apparently hıs hopes
of eccles]1astica. preferment the Page 15 blank tıll 1119 In that
Norbert of Xanten the Tea wanderıng preacher of CONVEeTITS10N visıted
Cambral an WasSs enthusliastıcally Tecel1ved Dy Bıshop Burchard
Phılıp SOoOonNn abandoned the bıshop household an presented hımself
NF Premontre LO enter the NOVvıtlate In ate 1126 early 11027 colony
Was Sent out from Te&montre LO found the abbey of Bonne Ksperance
an Phılıp LO ave been aM ON the Canons chosen for thıs reESPON-
sıbılıty. 9) By the early 1130 he WAas of Bonne--Ksperance,
rapı promotıon whıich he notes ıth sOInNne prıde ı later letter LO
Pope Kugenius I1II 10)

hıttle later, sometime ] the early S, P hilıp became involved
the CONtTOVerSYy ıth St. Bernard of Claırvaux which ıIN the center

of OUTL knowledge of hıs lıfe of Bonne Ksperance eft for Claır-
au X wıthout PETMISSION an efused LO return when Phılıp summoned
hım

The aIiIne of thıs regular 15 not absolutely Certaın, but 1
VeLY lıkely that he WAas cahled Robert St Bernard mMmentl0ons

Robert long letter LO the abbot of Premontre Il) an! ıf that ıden-

9) TInber ınterpreiatiıonıs Hebraicorum TLOMMLTVUM., ed Adriaen, al Corpus Christi
AL OTUMmM (Turnhout 1959

6) 203 A . SIJEN, O' NR An Praem 15 139
/) 203 31 Letter

Tbıid 08 103 Letter 13
9) SIJEN, O crl nal Praem 1938)
10) 203 S9IC Letter 192
11) 1892 455 Letter 253
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tiıfıcatıon COTTEeCT. 1% possıble tO elr from both sıdes of the fence the
incıdent whıich caused Philıp much rouble

Papal privıleges LO the order of remontre an LO Donne Ksperance
partıcular requıred that AL Y on regular wh WI1IS LO transfer

LO another order mMust ave the DETMISSION of the abbot an chapter 12)
Brother Robert made hıs ITANSIEUS LO (lamrvaux wıthout PEIHLSSLION,
an Was U fıirst. efused After rTeturnınNg for short tıme to Bonne-
Ksperance, however he fled LO Claırvaux, an thıs ıme WaS

accepted DYy St; Bernard 13)
FHFor SOINne TeAaSON, perhaps connected ıth the a WwWesome reputation

of the gTeAL abbot, of Claırvaux Abbot Odo of Bonne Hsperance
LO ave turned OVeLr LO Phılıp the respons1ıbılıty for handlıng the GCase 14)
It fell LO Philıp LO WT1Te letter to Bernard protestuung the hıgh handed
an uncanoniıcal aCT of FECE1LVINS thıs fugıtıve thıs apostate 15) Bernard
Ma y not ave receıved thıs letter he claımed always LO NSWeTt 1s
cCorrespondence promptly 16) Phılıp later suggested that SiNGce he had
rece1ved answWel the fault must ave een wıt h the post

12) mong the long SeTrT168 of papal privileges LO Premontre confirmiıng the mmunıty
from unauthorized LrANnSılus 1) Pope Honorıius 11 (16 Feb 1126 1eC profession1s CanO-

eisdem eccles1s al claustris audeat S1116 COIMMINUNL congregatıon1s
PETIIMISSIONG Cdiscedere, discedentem CcIOÖO nullus EPISCOPOTUM, nullus abbatum, nullus
monachorum, S1Ne COMMUNI litterarum cauflone SUSCIDETFE 79244 164 1250

Pope Innocent I1 (2 Mar 1138 Quemadmodum UQUAC seme!l Deo dicata Sunt
ad SUuS saeculares redire non possunt 1La Qu1l de Deo locıs vestrIis SETVITE voverunt
atque SC1IPSOS profession1s vinculo astrınxerunt a ‚Ha loca S1Ne licentia praelati
SUul transıre 110  g possunt. Nulli Crg» abbati, vel PLII1OL liceat professos vVvestros
ANOoN1CO: SIVe COMNLLVEISOS absque libera licentia praelatı Sul SUSCIDETE., Et 1d1psum AUGC-

‚OT1TLATe apostolica prohibemus QU1S attente profession1s vestrae aliıquos vobis invıtıs
‚USUu termerarıo retinere (J: 7878, 179, 350- 1) Ö)3) There ı Iso local privilege for
Bonne sperance of Pope Innocent 14 Fratrum etlam vestrorum, Q Ul stabilitatem et
obedientiam promıserunt absque PTFOPT1H abbatis et capıtulı SUul licentla nullus discedere,
discedentem nullus praesumat retinere (J 8271 179 623 B) his privilege
undated but Delhaye, Bernard et Phrlıppe de Harveng Bulletin de Ia
Soc. hrstorıque archeol. de Langres XI 156 (1 May notes that the COPRPY  A
presently at Bonne--Essperance 1 dated r Jan 1137

18) PLh 203,
l4) 203 XD CUu: Ecelesia nOosStra PFOPRINHN abbatis providentia tuncG careret

Delhaye, O' crl 132 suggests that Philip would ave taken charge of
atter which required the consent of the chapter ell the abbot

15) Ep 203 ere diseussion of this letter LURK, (isteren
Statuta Antıquissıma Analecta Ordınıs (ristercıensıs 1949) 49 51

16) 203 8S7C sed ut miıh] pOosSt dietum est vestras 110ONM merult eadem
epistola PCETVEN1ITC Bernard had remarked ı9{0}  - fuit 116246 consuetudinis hactenus nolle
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Phılıp fırst letter contaıns evıdence which helps tOo date the whole

CONLIOVeErSY Phıilıp refers LO papa privilege of Innocent II
1138 to Premontre, which confırmed the orıginal oTan LO St

Norbert of MMUNILYy {rom WraNnsıtus wıthout PETMISSION of the abbot
and chapter NO brother of who has promıised obedience and
stabılıty shall leave wıthout the PETIINISSION of hıs OW: an cChap-
ter an 1f he leave, let One are LO keep hım 17)

There 15 also explicıt reference LO the treaty of 11492 between the
abbots of the whıte monks an the whiıte Canons hıch orbade
the strongest terms the reception of member of the other order ıth-
out the consent of both 18) That treaty Was sealed DYy Bernard an
Philıp NSISTtS 15S ımportance e ‘It IS known that 1 has een ettled
between the abbots of YOUT order and INıne that fOoT the sake of
16 MUSte be strictly forbidden for ahyOoNeE tOo dare keep the relıg10uUs of
another, wıthout the PETMISSION of the abbot of that relig10USs 19)

Phılıp fırst letter combınes indıgnatıon an humılıty The humble
sSsometımes even abject tone of Parts of the work not SULDIISINS
ıtself Phılıp Was relatıvely mMan an the of 1 best
obscure house of regular CanNnons St, Bernard the other hand Was
the most LOWwerınNg fıgure the eccles1astical WOT. al the aAPOSCEC
of hıs fame and influence. But when in LO C:  ' Phiılıp 0oes
not pull hıs punches: of Bonne--Esperance has broken hıs
stabılıty an fled LO Clairvaux, to the despite of the priıvıleges of
Bonne--Hsperance, and of the Order of Premontre, and LO the candal
of the whole 20)

At thıs pomn indıgnatıon breaks through LO the surface Thıs actıon
ouches Bernard’s holiness hıs ] uSt1ICe, even hıs charıty Is 1% possıble
that Bernard 15 1gnoran of the privılege of Pope Innocent;? How
could thıs be? The Text Philıp quoted had een COIMMonNn form papal
respondere hominibus, et1am pusillis. ec6e VACANDARD, Vıe de St. Bernard, abbe
de Claırvauz (Paris, 1920), vol 4i

17) 203, T8C; Novit 1111 bonae m Innocentium 1M PCTAaSSE et hoc
idem scr1pto commendasse, sine licentia abbatis et capıtuli nostrI,

Tatrum nostrorum nobis secedere, recedentem praesumat retinere.
note AB

18) Canivez, Statuta Capıtulorum Generalium (ıisterciensis (Louvain, 1933),
Ssee Iso SPAHR, Zum Freundsschaftsbüundnis zwıschen (ısterciensern und

Praemonstratersern : (histercienser Chronıik BXXH 1966 10-
19) 203, 78C.
20) Tbid.
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priviıleges SINCE a least the tıme of Urban I1 in the ate 11th CeNtury 21)
And CeVenNn ıf Bernard werTe not of the priviılege, N had somehow
had lapse of INEINOLY about the Citeaux-Premontre Lreaty of 1142,
he had been remınded Ral ıntformed. There Was longer an y CXCUSNC

for retaınıng the al Claırvaux; let Bernard ShOWwW hıs go0od inten-
tıons by dıspatchıng hım back al ONCeEe

Bernard celaımed LO ave receıved permission (O accept the fugıtıve
from the ahbot of Premontr:  € the abbot of Bonne-Esperance,

an from ‘“some others Aas well.” 22) Philıp denıed the of
this TepOT, but WAasS careful LO suggest that Bernard had een mMI1sS1IN-
formed ; ıt would do LO suggest that Bernard Was har T’he
abbot of Bonne-Ksperance had ONCGE een requested LO g1ve that
Perm1SS1ON, in the of Pope Kugen1ius 11L, but he had stead-
fastly efused to do unless directly commanded by ““over-riding”
authorıty. 24) The POPDE dıd not make that demand of the abbot,
aCccordıng LO Phılıp, an even ıf he had the Case WON1. not be settled.
Both of the papal prıvıleges whıch Philıp quoted requıre the consent
not only of the abbot-which WaS sufficıent In most Benedietine houses
-„but of the chapter as ell 25) Phılıp, Aas Pr10T of Bonne-Ksperance,
spoke fOr the chapter, an ıt Was clear LO hım that the chapter had
never consented IM®) thıs scandal.

What then WeIie Bernard’s grounds for not returnıng the the fugıtıve
canon % According tOo Phılıp, Bernard’s EXCUSe Was ZAhaft it would
not befit hıs order LO Treturn an yoNe who had ONCGeEe een recei1ved.” 26)
Phiılıp chose LO interpret thıs ın VeLY personal S! not 1n the
general canonıcal which Bernard probably intended. Hor Ber-
ard the monagtic order, al least the order of Citeaux, WasSs the

21) LEVISON, Eıne angeblıche Urkunde Papst (Zelasıus Zeıtschrift der Savıqny-
Stiftung fur Rechtsgeschichte, Kan. Abt. 111 1918, 27-43

22) 203, 79B Quod abbas Praemonstratensıs, et noster abbas, et alıi, nescl0O Qul,
praedicto fratrı licentia CONcesserunt...

28) Pope Eugenius probably met the abbot of Bonne-KEsperancein Paris. The POP®©
Was there between April An 11 June 1147 1ın connect.on ith the preaching of the
second erusade. Of. SIJEN, 0 C 4 9 anı FLICHE et MARTIN, Hiıstorre de l’Eglise,
vol (Paris, 195.

24) Pl 203, 79C.
25) his pomt, which 18 confirmed by the privileges quoted above In note 2 9 15 emphas-

ized by DELHAYE, CW., 132n
26) 203, SOR: on esse vestri ordinis ut semel receptum reddere

debeatis.
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INnOTe strıct observance the rel1qro arcbhıor an return LO the INOTe
lax abservance, the relvqr0 laxıor of the regular Canons be they of
the He observance of Tremontr&e OT the old observance of the ule
of ÄAl1x, WO1 be formal OSTaSY Phılıp chose LO understand Bernard
usSe of order the of personal dıgnıty an rephıes that
whatever Bernard order Ma y be 1t would be shocking ON ıf 17
dıd not include obligation LO keep the an do Uunto others
A he WOU. ave one NTtTO hımself. T’his ] the language of

wrıting to abbot who had attempted LO Qquas. ratıonal
appeal Dy reference In8 abbatıal dıgnity ; it avolds the of the
dıgnıty of the monastıc an canonıcal orders, subject whıich Phılıp
later made much ofı hıs reflections “On the YFormation of the Clergy.

Thıs ı15, however, the cliımax: of Phılıp" ındıgnatıion ; from thıs pomt
the letter there I5 steady coolıng of tone Phılıp dıd not admıt

that there had GCVvVer een papal dıspensation the Case, but NnNsısSts
that CVCN 1: there had been, the Lext of Corinthlans WOU. apply
All thıngs AaAIe allowed them, but not, al thıngs ALle expedient. 27)
Wicked souls abound, an! such people would rE]O1CeE the confusıon
of the canonı1cal OTder ; Bernard should not allow the for
such candal LO

Neıither should Bernard forget the ıimphication of the ıdeal of the
apostolic hıfe T’he Lıfe of theapostolıc communıty Jerusalem,
where these Was ONne heart an OoOne mınd” all thıngs 28) has been
the ideal of the COM IMnNonNn lıfe, both MONAastIiC an canonıcal al
least the tıme of St Augustine 29) an 1 W as especlally ear to the
Canons regular who Sa St Augustine As SOmMme theır patron.
It COu. hardly ave had quıte the sSame ıimpact for St, Bernard,
but even for hım thıs appeal LO unanımıty WOU. ave recalled the
“ truly apostolıc ıfe which CVeEeIl MONAaSTIC authors Sa A the hıistorical
an spirıtual foundation of monastıcısm.

Philip then turned o theme whıich he repeate: number of
other OCCasS]ıons relıgion, which ı15 LO Sa y the ‘ regular” clergy, ı15 STOWINS
U remarkable rate, but al the sSame tıme the quarreling an COM-

27) Cor
28) cts ultitudinis autem eredentium Tat COTr un um et una NeC

QUaE possidebat aliquid Suumnn CSSC dicebat, sed erant illis COM-
Un

28) See Charles DEREINE, Vıe COMMUNE, regle de St Augustin, Chan0orNeES reguliers
AlLe sz6ecle : REHE, XM 1946), 365406
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petıtıon between orders that there has been decline ın charıty,
whıch 1S the eEsSSeNCcE of relıg10n. 30) ‘What order 18 there which oes
not ave SOINe dispute %” 31) he asked, an then nNnOTtTEes SOINe of the
110OTIe notor10us specıfiıc T’he (isterclans an the Clunacs attack
each other, though they combıne agaınst the regular Canons Thıs
1Ss disaster not only for the orders themselves but for the whole church:
the secular clerks AICc deprived of the g00d example of the regulars,
an the possıbılıty that a 1l clerks would become regulars, hıch scemed
real LO mMan y ın Philıp's tıme, 32) 1S made INOTEe TeMOTtC Kven the regular
clergy themselves ll be destroyed: humilıty 1s corrupted ınto prıde
by asuch peculiarly ırntatıng habıts s the (Cistercian boastıng of theır
purıty of hlıfe Kven St. Bernard had LO admıt that the claım that the
observance of Citeaux Was the only WaYy LO heaven WasS not OonNLy una-

postolic, but dangerous LO the of the church. 33)
ılp elosed hıs letter ıth few words f concıllatıon. He expressed

the hope that he be allowed IN® do SOIlNeE small SETVICE fOT the LWO orders,
an begged the favor of reply from St Bernard. T'he sudden change
1ın tone of ese ast paragraphs disıngenuous LO modern
reader, accustomed LO the bluntness of modern epıstolatory style.
However, the strıct conventlons of letter wrıtıng whıch the mıddle
ASCS inherıited from the ate Kmpire demanded that both the beginnıng
of letter an the conelusıon should produce favorable impressiıon

the reader, matter how violent the attack ın the body of the
LEexXxt mM1g be 34) There 1S 1645011 LO ou that Phılıp Was Incere
iın both hıs passıonate attack St Bernartd’s actıon, an hıs deferen-
tial respeCct for St Bernard personally an the Cistercılan order ın
general. As Dom ean Leclercqg remarTtks PYTOPOS of monastıec etters,
“takıng medıeval text ser10usly oes not NecesSsarıly I11Neca1 takıng
all of ıts EXpPrESSIONS hterally.” 85)

30) PL 203, S4A
31) 1 bıd., S3B uls jJam rdo s1ıne querela conversatur ?
32) Gerhoch of Reichersberg. Peter UÜLASSEN, vON d Z CN Biographie

(Wiesbaden, 1960), 75-84
83) 203, 8S4C; for BERARD, ef. Ämologia ad GAuillemum abbatem un Öpera, 111 ed.

‚eclercq, el al. ‚ome, 81-89
34) CURTIUS, Huropean Interature and ;he ALın Middle Ages (Princeton, 1967),

07-13
35) Dom Jean LECLERCQ, T’he Love of Learnıng and the Desire for (7od, (New York,

224
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We Can NO return LO the letter otf St Bernard to Hugh, the
of Premontre&. 36) Hugh LO ave wrıtten long an VEIY unhappy
letter LO Bernard, complainıng of the TE& number of incıdents whıch
WeTe dıisturbing between the orders of Citeaux an remontre
ın spıte of the LLeatLYy of 11492 The fact that Hugh should ave wrıtten
LO Bernard, the abbot of Claırvaux, instead of LO the abbot of Citeaux,
the offıc1al head of the order, 18 ONne INOTEe bıt of evıdence for Bernard’s
overwhelming importance ın the rel1ıg10us lıfe of Kurope 1ın the mıd-
twelfth CeNTtUrY. Hugh’s letter has not SUrvV1ved, but ıt 18 possıble LO
reconstruct ıt almost ın iıts entirety from St. Bernard’s reply

Bernard proceeded directly to the pomt, an took each incıdent
apparently ment.oned by Hugh Ags 18 often the Case wıth St; Ber-
nard, the reader 18 irequently caught by the SsSerene confıdence
which Bernard shared ıth INan y of hıs fellow Cistercians that, they
werTe (7+0d’s8 sıde, that theır actıons, matter how shabby they
May aPpPPCAar LO CYyYCS of flesh, ATIe PUI€ LO CYyYES of faıth, CVE6EN ıf only
other Cistercians Ca  n} be expected to share that faıth

Bernard dıd not explicıtly mentıon eıther Phılıp Bonne-Esp6e-
T but {rom the deser1iption he Q1Ves of the affalır of Brother KRobert,
who has fled unnamed Praemonstratensian house an been
accepted a1 Clairvaux, ıt veEry probable that Phıilıp's problem
WF Bonne-Esperance 1S ın question. Bernard’s fırst lıne of defense 1S
negatıve: he urged Brother Robert I0 leave. 37) Bernard rather
spoils the 1mpressıon of thıs firank statement, however, DY remındıng
Hugh that when he had preached IM0} the communıty al Premontre

Jarge number of the Canons had attempted LO to Claırvaux,
“struck LO the heart an converted DYy the words of sermon. ” 88)
That word “°converted”’ alone speaks gTea deal of Bernard’s attıtude
He professed Te@Q respect for the canonıcal order ın general an Pre-
montre hıgh standard of ascetic1ısm iın partıcular. but felt the deep
convıction that only the monastıec order an the observances of (Nteaux
CONU. provıde the true an total CON version which the goal of the
relig10us lıfe

36) 182, 412-8
37) 182, 455B mıinıme CrZo praedictum Tatrem Robertum aliquando ut vobis

exiret solicitavlı.
38) I bıd. Inveni C  s  184 In claustris vestris, quı ad verbum praedicationis nostrae COIMN-

puncti et Conversıi ad 1058 venire disposuerant...
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TOM ıts VeELY beginnıng the order of Premontre had een profoundly

influenced by the reform of (lteaux. TOM the color of theır whıte
habıts, LO the constitutional SETUCTKUTE of the order, ıth ıts genera]l
chapter al remontre an the visıtatıon of daughter houses by the
parent communıty, Citeaux had provıded the model for St Norbert’'s
instıtution. 89) It Was only natural that IMNan y Canl regular, impressed
by the charısmatiıc POWETI of St Bernard, especlally when theır O W.

ounder had dıed far aWAaY ın the Slavıc marches as archbishop
of Magdeburg, 40) found the temptatıon tOo ]Jomm the Cistereians 1TTeS1S-
table not,  27 they mMay ave thought, ‘“seek 91 Citeaux that
thentiıe observance which only attempt LO imıtate for better

outsıde Q’) 41)
Phiılıp Was thus faced ıth LWO threats LO hımself an hıs posıtıon

AsS pr10T of Bonne- Ksperance. As SUDEeTOT of the communıty he Wa

threatened DYy the loss of ONe of hıs CanONS, loss whıch could loose
avalanche of desertion hıch would Teaten the lıfe of hıs communıty.
And at EeVEN INOTIeE profound level, there Was threat LO the value
of the WayYy of ıfe whiıich he had chosen, an of whıch he felt hımself
LO be the defender. The only Justificatıon for Fransılus Wa the rıght
of Passase from infer10Tr WaYy of lıfe LO higher ONe, LO tolkerate
thıs particular CcCase would be not only IM0 set precedent, but LO cut
T the ear of the regular canons’ claım LO represent the authentic
apostolıic lıfe

In the erucıal paragraph where Bernard g1VeES hıs aCcount of the
flıght of Brother Robert an hıs reception al Claırvaux, Bernard be-

distressingly INgENUOUS: ‘‘Brother Robert sald that yOUTL (Hugh

39) See HEJIMAN, Untersuchungen über die Praemonstratensergewohnheirten : nal.
Praem. 1926), 5-3  D

40) Norbert died ın 1144 There 18 evidence ın the Dralogus anter Clhunzacensem
(sstercıensem monachum, ed. MARTENE, T’hesarus anecdotorum (Parıs,
vol 5| col & that ın al ljeast sSOLLC monastıic circles Norbert Was considered

apostate, who had abandoned his profession of the apostolic ıfe of pOoverty and Val-

gelical preaching to become ord archbishop: OmMinus Norbertus cQAieitur apostasse,
factus de nudipede assenNnsSorTe asın]l, ene calceatus et ene vestitus, aleratı
equı de heremita, curilalis ın Cur1a Lothariı imperatorIıs: de Panc cibarıo et lı pulmen-
tarıo, acd regales et splendidas epulas: de 081 contemtore mundi, MAagnus aCctor IR
TU mundıi. (Col 1618

41) DELHAYE, O Ci.; 131 “Pourquoi, pensent certaıns premontres, Nn ' irons-nous
Pas chercher ans les monasteres cisterc]lens l’authentique observance QUE NOUS

d’imiter vaille UE vaille du dehors a
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of Premontre) consent an that of hıs (Odo ot Bonne-Ksperance)
had been granted ın ALLSWeTr LO hıs reQqUESTS N had not been
from you D papal command. If yYOUu deny thıs, it, 1s one of
responsıbılıty, but hıs.” 42) Bernard Ma y ave been unNnaware of the
necessiıty for the consent of the chapter fOor Robert’s Lransıtus, but
the celaım he makes LO such dove-hıke sımplıcıty 1S diıfficult LO aCccept.
Bernard Was masterful INan, accustomed LO 91VINg orders an afraıd
of neıther kıng NOT POPE; ıt; 1s hard indeed LO imagıne hım not makıng
quıte SUTe hat Robert Was LO hıs second aPPECATANCE al Claıir-
E

'The traıl of evıdence 1881 leads back LO Phılıp"s etters. ome three
after wrıting hıs first letter. but before the deaths of FPope

Kugen1ius an St Bernard ın 11593 Philıp WTOLTLE the abbot of Claırvyaux
an the POPDE These three had been extremely troubled ONES
for Phılıp Persecution had COINe from outsıde, an even from
hıs OWIL brethren al Bonne-KEsperance. The eXaCc nature an SOUTCEe of
thıs persecutıon 1S bıt dıffieult BO pın down; Phılıp 1Ss ’ PTO-
bably A much from desıire not IM0} st1IT an Y fıre that ImMay urk ın
the ashes s from the polıte ambıgulty useful ın wrıting to f1gures
As powerful A St Bernard an Pope Kugen1ius I1I1

It that SOonN after Phılıp began hıs CONtFrOVersSy ıth Bernard,
Touble began for hım NF ome Detractors, whose iıdentities AI 1MpOS-
sıble LO d1iscover, began LO cırculate complaınts that Phılıp Wa wastıng
the TeSOUTCeES of Bonne-KEsperance, Was ambıtious an A hungrTy.
These charges WeIe probably a 11 the INOTeEe caffieult LO refute, SINCE
Abbot Odo of Bonne-Ksperance LO ave been ın retırement,
leavıng the whole respons1ıbılıty of the runnıng of the abbey LO Phılıp
AasSs PTIOT: Philıp ecelaımed that the abbots of hıs order WeTe ell disposed
toward hım, an both Nıcholas, the bısbop of Cambrail, and Bartho-
lomew de Jur, the bıshop of Laon, 43) defended hım. Bartholomew
ın fact had een patron of remontre {rom ıts foundatıon, an
Philıp received from hım the gıft of cıncture, hıch he recogn1ızed
As token of {avor iın the darkest days of hıs troubles. 44)

42) 182, 455
48) 203, 92, Ep 12 only mentJons Laon, but Cambrai’s SUpport Can be inferred

TOmM Ep L 203, 10:77
44) 203, 72
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But the other sıde, both Philıp's metropolıtan, Samson of Keıms,

an the abbot of Claırvaux supported hıs enemıles. 45) AÄAs the PTESSULES
mounted the sıtuatıiıon al Bonne-Ksperance became 1NOTe uncomtTor-
table, an it became clear that Phıilıp would ave LO leave hıs ome
to o1ve the trouble chance LO die oOWn Phıilıp aN! Q1X cCompanıons
receıved perm1ssıon from Nicholas of C'ambraı IKO) JO ınto voluntary
exıle. 46)

There 18 aolıd evıdence LO locate the place Phılıp spen hıs LWO
of ex1ıle. St, Martin s AL 0N 18 possıbılıty Bıshop Bartholo-

IN  S would ave been nearby LO 1 ve morTal support but 18 Pre-
montre ıtself, SINCE general chapter ere {inally cleared Phılıp of
the charges agalnst hım 47)

The exıle Was total allure ın restorıng 9L Bonne-Ksperance.
It dıd o1ve Phılıp the tıme for the composıtıon of hıs ımportant CO1N-

mentary the Song of oNgs, but the opportunity for completing
that work Was Olle of hıs feWwW consolations. At fırst the Can onNns who
receıved hım WeIe extremely SUSPICLOUS, but As he chowed hıimself
to be respectable, an the troubles Snr Bonne-Ksperance SECW steadıly

1ın spıte of hıs absence, there Wa general change of ear Philıp
egan LO SEEIMN aunfferer for Justice’s sg ke. general chapter 1 Pre-
montre heard hıs Case about 14152 48) an Phılıp W asS cleared of all
the charges agalnst hım. an restored LO hıs offıce N! dıgnıty wıthout
qualification.

It Was not long after hıs rehabılıtation that Phılıp wrToOte the etters
to St Bernard an FPope Kugen1us I11 hıch ave een the OUTITCES

for the narratıve. Both Ar useful for understandıng hıs personalıty,
but SINCE they carefully a VOo1d CONtLOVEeTSY, they ad: hıttle LO under-
standıng of Phılıp's doectrine of transıtus. 1$ hıkely that Phılıp
thought long an CV en bıtterly the subject whıch had caused hım
such trıal an humılıatıon, but he scarcely mentJıons transıtus 1ın the
etters whıch followed the erIsıs. Hıs PULDOSC then Was to TEeINOVE the
ast traces of antagon1sm, not to re-fLight ost battle.

45) 203, 93B OPPTESSOTLES tun abbatibus caeterıs et 1l nomiıinatıssımo abbatı de
Claravalle, epISCOPIS QuUOYUE, Insuper archiepi1scopo de te et tuıs absentibus sunt ocuti,
et PTo SU:  © voluntate Causamhl SUuam ın illorum aurıbus prosecutl...

46) 203, 93
47) ese Ar the places suggested by DELHAYE, O' C. 136

48) 203, 96 B: The date of the chapter Ca  - not be exactly established, but the
ea of Pope Eugenius I1LL In 1153 provides Fermınus ad QUEM.
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None of the etters, NO CeVenNn the entiıre dOossl1er, Cal be sa1ld to provıde
treatıse the subject of Lransıtus, but TeV1eEW of theır contents

sShOows that SOINe of the elements noted before s part of the pattern
of argumentatıon the subject do apPCal iın rather abrıdged form.
Philıp makes exphcıt appeal LO the Eegula ayostolorum 4 AL the
foundatıon of the COININON lıfe, an imphcıtly appeals LO the continulty
of the apostolie lıfe ın the canonıcal tradıtıon. Kven INOTeEe elaborately,
he contested the appeal of the (Cisterc1ans to theır MOTe austere Customs
— evıdence of hıyher WaY of lıfe 50) Bernard, the other hand,
DY hıs reference LO ‘“conversion ” 51) made the tradıtıonal monastıc
appeal LO the hıyher ascetic standards of the monastıec ıfe Phıilıp
also explored the confhet between the admiıttedly hızh standards
of (isterclan asceticısm an the true humilıty of the apostolic ıfe 52)

Nevertheless, the basıs otf Philıp's arguments W as the law
Philıp relıed prıimanıly speclal papal prıvıleges an other Jlegal
documents, such A the LLeatLYy between Citeaux an Premontre; such
defenses proved LOO fraıl LO withstand the moral force which St.
Bernard brought LO earT. T'he law whıch he had rehed Was made
DYy an abbots, an COu. be changed DYy them all LOO easıly.
But behind that wrıtten law 15 the unchangeable natural law, which
Philıp Was convınced made transıtus from the canonıcal LO the monastıec
order decline to lower form of lıfe an thus &  Sta

It WasSs SOINNE after hıs rehabılıtatıon, probably after he had be-
COINe abbot of Bonne-Ksperance, that Philıp oun the time LO wrıte
the Justification of hıs posıtıon f{rom thıs INOTIe fundamental point
of VIEW. The context 18 hıs long iın fıve Darts Om the FKFormatıon
of the Clergy,; 3) ramblıng, allegorical reflection Seripture intended
LO teach clerks the nature of theır office, iıts duties and its prıvıleges.
The princıple of organızatıon 1S not the logıc of the schools, proceeding
by syllogısms, but the assoclatıon of words an ımages from the SCN1P-
Lure Philıp Passes from 0)41% extended metaphor I0 another, makıng
much of purely verbal parallels, an bulldıng SLOW eırcles of AT
ment around problem, instead of tracıng hlıne of dialeetie from

prem1se LO conclusıon.

49) 203, 82D
50) 203, 83-84
91) note
52) 203, 4  D
53) 203, 665-1206.
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The fourth sectıon of the work IS titled ‘(On the Continence of the
Clergy, ” an roughly the fırst half of thıs o0es treat clerical cel1bacy
1n SOINeE ashıon. 54) But the second half mentions the subject ;
ıt, 15 concerned ıth the PTrODET relatıonshıp between the monastıec
an canonıcal orders. At ast Philıp had found the place LO discuss
the deep I1ssues which hıs battle ıth Bernard had exposed. The fırst
part of thıs sectıon 18 ıdealızed hıstory of the canonıcal order,
whose OT191NS AT found in the apostolhc communıty. hılıp found ıt
possible tOo trace direct Iıne of descent from Jerusalem LO Pr  emon  tre
The emaılınder 18 refutatıon of the monastıe polemic DYy Kupert
of Deutz, the Argument between the Monk and the er. 55) In thıs SECeC-

tıon, ılıp broke httle DE W SrToUuNd; he diseussed agaln those eXTS
f{from St. Jerome, 16 when wrenched from ontext sed 50

SUPPOITt the superlor1ty of ONe order OT the other Still, iın gleanıng
thıs eroded field he managed LO harvest SOMe doetrine AaS yet CX-

ploited.
Hor Phılıp, the solution to the moral problem of transıtus 1s to be

found 1ın hıstory, an the hıstory he g1VES IS the myt of the apostolıc
OT1Z1NS of the canonıcal order. One of the constants of medieval 1STO-
rical wrıtıng 1s the desıre to fıind authentiec OUTCES ın the earhest an
hohest tradıtiıons. 56) Monastıc authors elaımed that theır true
founder Wa the prophet Elijah, who egan the tradıtıon later en

an developed by St Anthony of the Desert an St. Benediect 57)
FKor the CanonNns regular the authentic SOUICEe of theır order WasSs AÄAaron
and the levitical priesthood deseribed iın Deuteronomy. But for both
the monks an the CanNnoNns regular the purest spring from whıich al
theır hıstory flowed Wa the apostolıc communıty iın Jerusalem,
vıvıdly deser1ibed ın chapters 1-4 of the cts of the Apostles. 58)

Siınce the tıme of St Augustine, the iıdeal of celiıbate clergy hıvıng
iın communıty of pPOSSESSIONS an obedience In8) COININON Superl10r

a4) ITbıd.,
55) 170, Altercatio monachi et clericı, quod liceat onacho praedicare.

There 18 another draft of this work 1n ENDRES, Honorius Augustodunens18, Beıtrag
ZUT (Zeschichte des geistıgen Lebens aM Jhdt. (Kempten-Munich, 1906), 145-7

56) Cf. DICKINSON, T’he Orıqgens of the Austın (anons and CLr Introductkon ınto

England. (London, 1950), 67-72
57) RUPERT DEUTZ, uper quaedam capıtula Regulae 20L Benedictı abbatıs, 170,

col and 534; De 2la erE

58) cts apostolca, 170, 647
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had been linked LO the rule of ıfe observed iın the apostolıc COIN-

munıty. 59) Luke Sald : He faıthful a ]] lıyed together an owned
everythıng ın COMIMON , they sold theır g0o0dS aN! pOSSESSIONS an
shared OUt the proceeds themselves accordıng LO hat each ON  D

needed.” 60) T’he nostalgıa for thıs tıme of unıty, when there Was .  one
heart an ONe mınd ” 61) iın the Church, went veELYy deep. 'T'he text form
Luke Just quoted Wa thought of ASs the ule of the apostles, an WasSs

the inspıratıon for clerical communıtıes NF a 11 tımes.
Philıp W4S that thıs rule of mutual charıty, though al the

heart of the Christian church, 1s veErYy dıffieult LO observe. erTe WeTIie

salınts of the Old testament Joseph an hıs brothers WeTe example
Phılıp sed wh: WEeIieC not able LO lıve 1n the Samne COUNtrY ıth
each other, much less ı1n the communıty of the COININON lıfe 62) ven
the church ın Jerusalem dıd not long retaın the purıty of ıts orıginal
institution. When the fırst persecutions CcCame the apostles dispersed
LO the ends of the earth, an wıth the end of theır communıty
the relaxatıon of theır WaYy of hıfe Paul still referred ın hıs etters LO
the Church a Jerusalem Aa the 8a1n t8s an the (€poori’ but 6vV6eL

then the fırst, fervor Was eıng diluted. 63) 'T’hıs sad instabılıty 1S
theme LO which Phılıp referred several tımes. Hıs etters contaın several
strıkıng statements of the paradox opposiıng the V1gOTOUS expansıon
of the relig10us lıfe LO the apparen contraction of the spirıt of charıty.%%)

It 18 1ın the context of the lamentable decline of charıty ın the ıfe
of the church that Phılıp introduces the monastıec OTder. 65) Regretting
the ost purıty of ıfe 1n the apostolıic communıty, OMe of the most
ervent OChristlans renounced the world, CC  and iın manly ashıon
betook themselves LO the confınes of the solıtary hlıfe.” 66) The mıddle
ASCS had fondness fOTr findıng OT1Z1NS ın etymologıes; the word

59) Sanctı Augustun 2ia scrvpta Possıdio eEDPLSCOPMO, ed. W EISKOTTEN (Princeton,
1919), 48 (Augustinus) CUu: Dei SerVIS vıyvere coepit secundum modum et regulam
sub sanctıs apostolis CONSTLILULAM

60) cts 2! 44.-  On
61) cts 4,.32 The eXpression COT N INITNIE el ANımMma Was favorıte slogan of the enthu-

siasts for the COM OIN ıte.
62) 203, 767
63) I bid., 768-9 Rom 1 ’ 2  e 1 Cor. 1 $ 1- etc.

ö4) 203, 83-84 (Ep. ad Bernardum) an ıbid., 87-8 (Ep € ad eundem).
65) I bıd., 7690 Haec infirmitas, hie efectus, haec dissolutio clericorum, fons

quidam et OT1g0, quantum mihı videtur, xtitit onachorum.
66) I bıd., 770B et ad vıitae solitarıae augustlas Secse virilıter transtulerunt.
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monachus Wa derıved from MONOZOANTES those who lıve alone OT

the much less probable though allegorically even 1NOTE interesting
MONOCULUS the INnNan ıth siıngle GYC, sıngle iıntentJlon. 67) In
eıther Ccase the humılıty an subordinate character otf the monastıec
hıfe WasS stressed VeCLY heavıly ; the fırst monks appreclated the dıgnıty
of holy orders, for example, but thought themselves unworthy of
such tatıon Theır holy sımplicıty >hal determıiınatıon LO flee the
temptatıons whıch had corrupted the COININON ıfe ın the earlhıest
communiıtıes efused EVEN the consolatıon of lıteracy. 68)

Philıp could not overlook, however, the 1n whıch monks WerIe

promoted LO hızh ecclesiastıcal honors. He admıtted that suchr
tıons took place, but emphasızed that they WeIc accomplished by
force 2hal Y much agalınst the wıshes of the monks, who realızed
that theır vocatıons WeIie being radıcally compromısed

According LO Phılıp the teacher of the fırst monks of the Christian
dıspensatıon Was St ark the evangelıst, whom A ancıent tradıtıon
identified A the ounder of the sSce of Alexandrıa. 70) Philıp made
cleart distinetion, however, between ark the member of the apostolıc
communıty an thus regular, an the fırst monks wh:' fled
into the desert Aas illıterate laymen LO follow hıs advıce.

Phıilıp then sketched the development of monastielsm. In Palestine
movement developed LO restriect the eXeTrCISE of manual labor,

basıe part of the orıginal monastıc ıdea, In favor of extended psal-
mody, but Phılıp insısted that thıs movement had clerical character.

The only: properly clerical element in the moggstic 'turgy _Was the
67) 203, 7708
68) Tbid., 7731 Non enım alienum PTOfeééio fllonachioa. judica‚&it S1 quis ad eam

CON versionI1s gratig venliens ıtteras 1gNOTaVvıt, CU: eIUs esset propositum 1O.  S tam Sclen-
t1ae Llitteratum studium adhibere, Quamhı jejunia et vigilias et OPUS Manuum

69) 1b1d., 14126 et ad honores ecclesiast1icos In v1ıtus raperetur.
70) Tbid., 772-3 Convolantibus 1g1tur In 11UI1L tam litteratis Quahı illıteratiıs ı1n sSubur-

biO0 Alexandria monasterı1um monachorum Marcus instıtult, quibus et vivendi OTINAaIN

et disciplinae rıgorem imposult volens 60OS laborı INan uun tam diligenter insıstere, ut
et torpor1 et t10 agılitate StTeN Ua possent resistere ; et 810781 ad allıorum suspens] UNUS-

cula propr10 sibi necessarı1a victus acquırere. The SOUT C® of this legend 18 ultimately
Eusebius, but Philip probably knew it TOM CASSIAN, I'nstıitutes, E (Nıcene N 'ost-
Nıcene Fathers, Serl1es IL, vol X; 206 °*Kor ın 0OSe early days of the faith when
only eWw,.and those the best of InNeN, WerTrTe known by the name of monks, who, they
received that mode of 1ıfe Tom the Evangelist Mark of blessed MEINOTY, the first LO

preside VEr the church of Alexandria as Bishop....” Iso Rupert of eu‘ 1z, 170,
535
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celebratıion of the euchartıst whiıich took place only Sunday, and
whıich Was performed DYy clerks who had Joıned the MONAaSTIC u_

N1ICYy W To explaın how those clerks became members of the MONASTIC
order the fırst place Philıp suggested that the decadence of the
clerical order an the fervor of the MONASTIC ıfe caused INAaLLY unthınk-
InS clerks LO apostatıze an become monks The number of these
apostate clerks SOoOnN became gTea an theır MOtT1LVeSs WeTie y0o0d
that charıty orbade that they be deprıved of the SA of orders 72)

That 15 how the sı uatıon stood untiıl the welfth CENTUTCY an the
ogTea 1E  ce of the canonıcal order In rTeCOUNTINZ thıs bırth
Phılıp WasSs careful I8 STTEeSS that 1 iınvolved not only the CanonsSs regular
but also the monks makıng the close COOpPeTatION of the LWO professions
possıble an NECESSaLY He began ıth glowıng Praılse of Citeaux 78)
the StrıIctNeEesSs of theır observance an the fact that they lıve DYy the
labor of theır hands partıcularly commended the Cisterclans R9 Phialıp
The fact that they WeEearLr whıte habıts also interested hım Philıp Was

always prepare to see s1gnıf1canNce details of clothing, even though
he had insısted elsewhere that black Was the approprıate color for
the MONAaSsStıICG habıt 74) There 15 6 vVen eulogy of Clairvaux, a ]] the
InoTe MAagNahım0uUs 16 W of the personal feeling that Clairvaux
an 1ts abbot must ave arTOUsSed Philıp after the ontfhet about
the fugıtive Robert

After Claırvaux Phılıp returned LO rTemontre The s5aIne vırtues
whıch WeIe restored to the monastıc order by (iteaux ave een reborn

the Can regular Q,U remontre The whıte nen of the CAaNOoNS

habıt deserves the sSa1ne PTaISe for ICS fıttıngness Aas the whıte wool
of the Cisterclans, and the deser1ption of Premontre econcludes ıth

burst of enthusıasm for the wonderful WAayY 1 combiıines the dignity
of the clerical order ıth the humilıty of the INONAaSsSTIC 75)

Thıs pıcture which Philıp paınts of the development of the MONAaStTIC
and canonıcal orders bears strıkıng resemblance LO the narratıve
portıon of the privılege issued by Pope Urban II LO the Canons of

71) Tbıd
72) 2038; 833
78) 203, 836.
74) 203, SO3B- Philip W as interested the symbolism of clothes. The whole

first. part of his De contıinent:a clericorum } econcerned ıth the sym bolism of the priestly
garments of the levitical code. O: 203,

7n) 203, S40.
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St; Ruf 91 Avıgnon 1091 76) and subsequently LO arge nıumber of
houses an CONgTEZAatIONS of regular Canons Thıs priviılege which
Was excerpted the law collections of Ivo of Chartres and
(Aratıan 77) an had become COININON form sed the papa chancerYy,
W4 quıCe possıbly known LO Phılıp Both Urban I1 and Phılıp divyıded
a 11 relıg10US INTO members of the L woO oTea branches of the Church
the monastıc an the canonıcal orders, an both authors noted that
the MONASTIC branch flowered A the canonıcal declined Both uthors
re]o1ced that the Oorders WeTe®e ©  5 190  < flowering the welfth
CENTUTY, an insısted fırmly that although the monastıc order WaSsS

extremely worthYy, the canonıcal profession WasS closer LO the apostolic
liıfe, an hıgher dıgnıty Both required that regular leave
hıs profession for the MONAaSTIC order wıthout PETMISSION, even ıf
seekıng strıcter observance

z  z

As regular Phılıp Was partıcularly sensıitıve LO the problem
of the relatıon between the clerical profession an the monastıc order
I WasSs absolutely essent]jal for hıs posıtıon to maıntaın that although
monks WeIt allowed LO perticıpate holy orders DYy dıspensatıon,

clear separatıon must be recogn1ızed between thıs permitted EX'!

O1LISC of the V of orders LO provıde euchartıst for the monastıc

communıty, and the general CaIe of souls whiıich pertained LO the
clergy alone. + monks attempted LO break oOWNn thıs distinetion,
they would be tempted LO secularmatters an lose theır peculıar
dıgnıty as PersONSs ‘“dead LO the world 537

Thıs point hıch Philıp undertook to wıith INass of
erudıtion. If the monastıc order could be shown LO clerical
functjions only by specıal dispensatıon, the posıtıon of the essentially
clerical Canons regular would be securely established nNnCce theır
superlor1ty Was establıshed, the fundamental princıple of Lransıtus,
that Passase LO higher WaYy of ıfe IN the only permissıble change,

76) 5763 *“Codex diplomaticus Ordinis Sanctı Rufi, ” ed CHEVALIER, 'ull de
la SOC dEmnartementale d’archeologıe et de statısihque de la Dröme 1891) asc 91
The SaIne ormula found the second privilege for Rottenbuch 28 Jan 1092
5459 Cf Moıs, Das Staft Rottenbuch (Munich 7 151 338

77) Ivo, Decretum, VI 411 159 533) (ed FRIEDBERG Leipzig, 1879) Gratian
C19 q3 c3
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would work LO the benefit of the Canons an neutralıze al y claım
whıch the monks’ gTEeAaTEeT auster1ty mıght SCEeIN LO g1ve them 78)

Phıalıp 2AM1GTLE! that the monks of hıs day would f{ınd ıt difficult
to beheve that the responsıbılıtıes of the clergy 1n the ancıent church
eXtTeNde EVEN LO the pastoral Cal of the monks. But he sed the
etters of Pope St Gregory A hıs SUOUICEC, an C10e! four ın
which Gregory strictly orbade monks ın holy orders LO celebrate
the eucharıst outsıde theır monaster]les INı ın an Yy WaYy ıth the
WOT. 79) Such arguments {rom Gregory’s etters had double force:
Not, only Was Gregory ON‘ of the founders of the medıieval PaDaCcY
and Ma ]Or i1gure ın the hıstory of the law, 80) he Was also
gTea father of monks. We ave diseussed 1ın earher chapter the
q uestion of Gregory’s relatıon LO St Benedıct, but whatever the aCts
of the Case, the welfth CENTUTY thought of Gregory A monk an
Benedietine. Hıs mystical wrıtıngs WeTe 1 the foundatıon of al
monastıec theology, 81 an he Was ONe of the gTea UCCE5S55>5S StOTI1ES of
the monastıec order. Along ıth Martın of Tours, he Was irequently
cıted PrO00 of the worthiness of monks LO asSsSume the hıghest offıces
iın the church., an atıl! retaın theır monastıe profession. 16 fınd thıs
grea monastıe doector provıdıng Case agaınst the monks’ rıght to
clerical POWEIS must ave seemed SEeTrlOUSs blow LO the monks.
In addıtıon LO thıs Case {rom authorıty, Phılıp made Case {rom

hıstory LO show that monastıe1sm Was essentaally unclerıcal. There

/8) Thıs IS not to Sa V that there WEIC not other TEeAaSONS for opposiıtion by Canons TCRU-
lar LO the eXercıise of the CUTA AaANnıMAarum ; tıthes and of churches WT both
veErVv ıimportant SOUT’CeEesSs of Incomes for monks and Canons alike. CONSTABLE,
Monastıc T'ithes from ELr Origıns LO the Twelfth Century (Cambridge, England, 1964),
passım.

79) 203, A A The etters MS in Gregory’s Regıstrum, ed. Ewals an
Hartman, MG&  m Epistolae I7 vol 415-6 Letter YI 3 9 1422 ;
Letter VJL, 44, 1426 ; an vol 2} J2-0, Letter L I C 1542

c9) MCLAUGHLIN, Le ires ancıen droit monastıque ANS l’occıdent (ParTis, 1935),
181 nNnOotes that B  oug. Tegory’s etters Were not ell known ın Merovingian and

early Carolingian period, the mıd Sth CENtUrY marks their revival. his IS the peri0d of
the revival of law which produce the Dionyso-Hadriana, eitc

81) LECLERCQ, et &l., La Sprırıtualite du yYyEen Äge (Paris, 1961), pp 11-44 anı 99
(St Gregory): celui-cı apparalt le guide paterne. dont Cces generatıons eprouvaljent
le besoin. On transeriıt guere qu’il disait de la conNnalssance de Dieu; plus qu ’un
doeteur mystique, il est, POUT Gces premilers s1iecles du AA age, quelque sorte
maitre des NOvı1ıcCes.
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have, for example, been who concealed theır SCX an LOSeE@e LO

hıgh office monasterıes of inen certaın Kugen1a eVvVelnl became
abbot 82) Hor Phılıp thıs 15 clear PrOO that abbot has essentially
clerical character It WaSs inconcelıvable that devout W O: would
pretend LO the dıgnıty of holy orders but ‘ARKbot- Kugen1a WasS

commonly reputed S91n 83) Phılıp a 1s0O suggested that St. Benediet
hımself Was ordaıned there entıon otf hıs takıng
orders the Diralogues of Pope Gregory 34)

The ule of Benedact DAVC further evıdence 85‚ monks WeIe

allowed ıXO hbe ordaıned only for the sake f the needs of the COMMUNITY,
and clerks could be admıtted LO the COMMUNITY onNLy under
certaın condıtlons 1U 15 cleart that the ma]OoTIcy of Benediet - monks
WeIie laymen Thus those days Phılıp supposed the clergy had
L1EAaSON LO complaın of the aSGTESSLION of the monastıc order implyıng
that such grounds d1ıd EX1IST. the welfth CENTUCY the monk

holy orders dıd not LO be clerk but rather found hıs CONSIC-
gatıon the members of the monastıc COMMUNITY instead of
other body of laymen 86)

One of the complaıints agalnst the monks which Was Philıp
mınd Was the monastıc POSSCSSION of churches an church 87)
He accounted for such POSSCSSIONS LWO Ways The dechne clerical
standards decline whıich 1% WaS the Cannn TArLSON d  0A,  etre LO TEVEeTrTSEC

had suggested that priest-monks mıght provıde INnoOoTe decent
ETrTVICEO of the altar the eTr hand the charıty of the clergYy had
suggested that SOINe SOUTCE of honest 1NCOMME had LO be found for
those clerks who WerTe unable LO SUppPOIt the responsıbılıtıes of the

82) 203 778AÄA Kugenla QUOY UE ' Cu fervore diyını SPITITUS aestuaret et
saecularis Con versatıonıs latitudinem exhorescens, angustam vivendi sem1ıtam atffectaret
femineum deponens habitum, OU.: VILE ESSEe putaretur, monasterı1um est VITOTUM,

quUo 110  S solum monachus, sed et LEemMPOTIS abbas aCcta est monachorum
Quis 1g1Cur eredat talem monachum, 11 talem abbatem, SAaCTIS ordinibus sublimare,
divina peragentem myster1a altarıbus praesentarıi ?

83) DELHAYE, T’he.Legends of the Sarnts (Notre Dame, 1961), 199 and 203

84) 203, 778 B
85) Sanctı Benedaıictz Regula monachorum, ed. SCHMITZ, ed., Maredsous, 1955

De sacerdotibus Y Ul monaster10 habitare voluerint. De sacerdotibus INONa

sterl1]
86) 203 778D
87) See Constable, Monastıc Tıthes (Cambridge, 1964 SSD 159 61
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clerical profession wıthout the COTTEeCTIVeE dıscıpline of the monastıc
ıfe 38)

These developments led LO exactly the SOTT of disaster that Pope
Gregory had attempted LO prevent Contrary LO a 11 rıght an ] ustıce
monks WeIe rıch though vowed LO poverty an being human they
had fallen into the of thınkıng themselves LO the clergy,
who weTe often reduced LO degradıng poverty 89)

Thıs pıcture provoked flash of bıtterness from Phılıp These monks
AIe pharısees ‘“they CIOSN the sSc45 an the desert for the sake of
sıngle proselyte” 90) LO hım that the MONASTIC order 15 the
worthiest the Churcech NT 15 not OUT advıce they Sa y, ‘that yOou

LO another order you COU not fınd OnNne INOTIE noble than
OUTS 91 Not only AI laymen deceıved DYy thıs SOTT. of propaganda
but the monks decelve themselves Phılıp acıdly suggested that untiıl
they Caine LO better understandıng of theır place they should hlıke
the hulammite of the Song of Songs, ‘“pasture theır a! follow
theır flock 92)

After Gregory an Benedict Philıp found St Jerome authorıty
for hıs CONvıctıon of the S  T1OT1UY of the clerical LO the essentially
lay monastıc profession Lıke Gregory, Jerome Was known LO the m1d-
dle ASCS S great monastıc doctor., aN! Man y monks had quarrıed
hıs etters to make Case agalnst the Canons regular To turn the
monks’ great doctor agaınst them ONCe Was one of Phılıp" most
effective assaults.

Philıp fıirst referred LO Jerome letter to the monk elıodorus 93)
According LO Philıp the burden of that letter 15 the dıfference between
the monk an the clerk °“”The clergy feed Christ’s sheep ; monk

of theır flock 94) Though the posıtıon of the monk 15 INOTE SCCUTE,

88) 203 779
89) 1Tbıd 780B Videntes autem nonnulli monachorum SeCcse clerieis ditiores putant
niıhılominus digniores
90) Math 15
91) 203, 780B Nec nostrı est concili ut ad alıum ordinem debeas proficisci, CU:

NOStro sublimiorem 110  n pPOSSIS adipisci
92) T bıd See Song, ÖOr Philıp’s Commentary
98) 203 793 A Jerome, Letter Leittres, ed Labourt vol (Paris,

41
94) Tbid. Clericı VES pascunt, CgO AaSCOT, Il de altarı vivunt, mihı infructuosa

arbori SCCUTIS ponitur ad radices, 81 INUNUS ad altare a(0)81 defero.
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the clerk I5 Phılıp then confirmed thıs thesıs from the letter
to Rusticus 95) The clergy AT the legıtimate heıirs of the Levıtes
whiıle the monks inherıtance 15 the dıgnıfied but lay sonshiıp of the
prophets and especlally the ast of the prophets John the Baptıst 96)
'Thıs led 11P 1nto d1gressıon est the tıtle ‘ Baptıst" should ead
an yOoNEC LO SUSPeECTt that the monks ave the rıg ht LO baptıze, Pope
Gregory 15 quoted LO that only the MOst exceptional

15 17 permitted for monk LO baptıze take CUTe of souls 97)
The partıcular attack thıs doectrine of the relatıon between the

clerical and the MONAaStIC lıfe LO which 1D chose LO reply Was the
Debate between Monk and OClerk of Kupert of eutz ere Rupert
had defined the esSSsSecNCceEe of the clerical state A erTV1CeE of the altar 98)
Phılıp counterattacked by SuggesSTNS that accordıng LO Levitical
precedent 1% would be IMOTe 2ÜCCUTATEe to Sa y clerks AL those wh
lıve from the altar 39 99) But ıf thıs definıtıon 15 pressed LOO closely,
160 faıls by attemptng LO LOO much Some who lıve from the altar
such As NUNS, ALIe n o clerks an Can become clerks On the other
hand there AIe SOINe clerks such s the CanonsSs of rTemontre wh:
lıve from the labor of theır OW. hands N! refuse the 11NCOTNe€ of altars
‘“From which 1 15 clear, Philıp SaysS ‘that even ıf 1t IS PTrODEr for
clerks LO hıve from the altar, still not a 1l who do 2AIe clerks 59 100)

Lest 1t SsSeceIn that he had refuted definıtıon which Kupert
sed Phılıp then returned LO Kupert or1g1nal formulatıon clerks
AaTe those wh: the altar Kven thıs definıtion PTOVES LOO much

served an Man ythere AI Man y WaySs which altar Canl be
of them ave nothıng to do ıth being clerk Performing the 0ODUS
Der IS part of the SETVICE of the altar, an yet Man y NON--clerks;
such s NUNS, perform ıt. 101)

On INOT® theoretical level, Phılıp attacked Rupert’ (N arguments
from the authority f St. Jerome, Just s he had sed Jerome hıs

95) Jerome, Letter 125, ö ed. cıt vol 7’ 1961), HI8
96) 203, 793-
97) 203, 794 GregorYy, Letters 1881 56 1261 Kegıstrum, ed. cit.,vol
216
98) 170 539C Clericatus 19101281 scıent.a lıtterarum 110 tonsura vel habitus Luus,

sed altarıs est offieıum
99) 203 810C
100) I bıd., S11C: Kx QuUO pate QU18&, CS1 est clerıcorum ViIVere de altarıi,

Ja tamen NO}  5 J0a clericı sunt Q uı virunt de altarı.
101) 203, 812
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O W: posıtıve arguments. Kupert had sed the letter tOo Nepotıan
extensıvely LO that the cleri1cal an the monastıe orders COu
be unıted IM sıngle PEISON. Usıng both the context an specıfıc
orammatıcal pomints, Phılıp contended that Jerome Was nOot wrıtıng
ou the °°]ıfe of the clerk an the monk”’ 102) combıned ın OoOne PETSON,
but rather LO clerk the responsıbılıtıes of the clergy. According
LO Phılıp the TaC the monastıe lıfe LO whıch Jerome referred Was

separate pıece wrıtten LO Nepotıan by hıs uncle. 103)
Havıng brıefly stated h1s OW. posıtıon, an cleared aWaVY the debrıs

of Kupert’s arguments, Phılıp WasS able IM0 construct hıs OW. theoryof the nature T the clerical ı1fe an ıts relatıon LO monastıelsm. He
began ıth the word clericus. The problem ıth “°cler k” 1S that ıt; has

wıde spread of meanıngs, irom ‘hterate person ” to ..  man Iın holyorders.” Phılıp remembered that, NU  m) who had been ell educated
referred LO herself S bonus clerıcus. 104) Thıs kınd of 18 dange-
FrOUS, SINCE 1$ blurs the fıne pomnts of argument, an Phılıp took
Care LO elımınate ün By analogy ıth that SOTT. of9 he nNoTte: a ]]
who rıde horses COU. be called knıghts, SInce rıdıng an fıghting AaTe
characteristies of the order of knıghthood. But there WeTe Man y monks
those days who rode hOTrSes, and Man y POOT INeN, even DOOT clerks,
who had been forced LO defend themselves 1th SWOTd. 105) In Phılıp"s
OW ıfetime the Can ons of Brioude WerTe forced LO take ALINS LO defend
theır church, an though the actıon Was improper, ıt made those Cahons

less clerks, an 1NOTeEe knights. 106) In the Same WAaY, :  not
INnan who performs the duties of monk 18 monk In fact. 107) There
ALIe laymen who fast A monks ought tOo do, an there Are monks wh:
dress an 3C 1ıke the al wedding. Worse yet, there ArTe monks
who cCovet holy orders, not for the sake of the g00d Work, but for the
license LO CSCHPNE the cloıster.

Wiıth thıs problem of definıtiıon ın miıind, Philıp attempted defini-
tıon of the clerıcal order which WOU. make possıble A, autheptic

102) 170, 540 Caeterum ad Nepotianum ser1ıbit de ıta monachorum 1 clericorum,
icd est quı monachı. pariter et clerici Sunt.

].03) Letter Was written ın 394, when Jerome Was living the monastıc ife 1n Bethle-
hem Nepotian had ın fact become monk before taking holy orders. CAVALLERA,

Jeröme vIE el SON (KHuvre (Louvain-Paris, 1922), 1853
104) 203; S16D Fui enım bonus clericus. n  ote the masculine OrM.
105) 1 bid., 817
106) T bid.,
107) 1 bıd. S1IC etiam NOn OmMnıs quı monachi agıt offieium monachus est.
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distiınetion between monks and clerks. He began ıth the outward
S19NS of the clerical order: the tLonsure an habıt ese S19NS ALr not

superficlal ; they AaArIe somehow of the esSSecNCceEe of the clerical SLATEe 1ın
Way that less visıble qualities ALC not 108) 'To uıunderstand much

medieval CONtLLOVeErSY thıs attıtude must hbe appreclated ; the outward
an visıble S19NS, EVEN of clothıng, ALIC truly sıgnıfıcant of the ınward
an spirıtual 9 an 1n SOIMNe constitute that 109)

It 18 when Phılıp went beneath the outward S1&NS tO explore the
invısıble esSssSeNCcCce of the ordo elericorum that the 1mMprec1ısıon of twelfth
CENtUrYy termınology betrayed hım Iın spıte of thıs cautıon. The ordo
celerıcorum 18 veELY lıke reluqr0 (a “ relıg10Us order, would Say)

socıety defined DYy COININON OWS an COININON PUrPDOSEC, but the
ambigulty of elerıcus prevented Phılıp from sımply definıng 0Ydo A

rel1qr0. 110) In Tact, a [} that Philıp could affırm 18 that the ordo clerscorum
consısts of a ]] those who ave been sealed ıth the aAille of the Lord,
an who WeaLIl as theır habıt the sıgn of thıs sealıng. 111) T'hıs sealıng

nrofessı0 Ia y not ave aln y dıreect conneetıon ıth “*servıce LO the
altar.” Many clerks ın mM1nOr orders AarIe promoted bO the priest-
ho0od, an Ha y ave hıturgıcal duties 91 a ll Phıalıp SaVC Aas example
LWO 111en who made clerks presumably DYy eing tonsured
but lıved Aas laymen until they mıddle-aged. sSynod then COIINM-

pelled them LO return LO the nrofESSLO the habıt an tonNsure of
the clergy. E‘A Ina.  } 18 Judged LO be A clerk not by orders whıch allow the
SETVICE of the altar but by the professuo whıich he has taken on. 112)

Phılıp recounted bıt of hıs OW. experlence LO <ShOW that thıs Was

true EVEeN fOor the regular clergYy. He received mMInoOrT OoTrders VeELY early,
N! on1y decıded to enter MONasStery ın adolescence. NCce ere,
he dıd not take ma]or orders untiıl after YCaL. Nevertheless, he dıd

108) 203, 803
109) ote for example that the L2th degree of humility ın the Rule of Benediucet 1S,

**for the monk not only ın h1ıs heart, but CVOGIl 1n hıs VeLY body LO ShOW hiıs humility
LO all who SCcc hım O 69) Cassıan LOO begins hıs discussion of the monastıc ıtfe
ın the Institutes I, 1-9 ıth explanatıon of the monastiıc habit (Institutes, trans.

Gibson, Nicene and Post-Nicene Fathers, 2nd Ser1es 11 (Grand Rapıds, 1955),
201 .5

110) 203, 823 Est quıppe huilus profession1s assumpt1i0 quoddam religion1s S12 -
naculum, 1101 1psa religlo...

111) Ibid., 824
112) T bıud., 8T Non ergo propter ordınes PCr QUOS altarıo ministratur sed assumptam

professionem quis sSSec clericus judicatur.
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not NF an Y tıme LO be clerk 113) On the other hand, it 18 possıble
for clerk to being clerk, even ıf he contınues LO eXercIse
sacerdotal DOWELIS. he Oa  - become monk. 114) knıght who becomes

monk CE4aSEeS LO be knıght, CvVen 1E eT changıng hıs profession
he should be sent LO rıde horseback In the WaYy he ONCe dıd S

knıght. He 18 longer knıght, but monk horseback. clerk
who becomes monk 1S longer clerk, but only monk ın holy
orders, who Ca  } perform certaın clerical functions, wıthout havıng
the S1007 y the full responsıblılıty of the clerical order. 115) It 18 possı-
ble {Or monk to aAsSssume the responsıbılıty of holy orders an the
ervice of the a  ar ıt 18 possıble fOor clerk LO adop the regular ıfe
an its perfection. What 1S ımposs1ıble 18 for the monastıc an clerical
profess1ions, symbolızed by theır 1'AO habıts, LO be confiused. The as-

tıc nrofessı0 o0€es not forbıd the reception of orders, but ıt 1s INncOoMpa-
tıble ıth the clerical professt0. Both professions ALl ancıent an
holy, but the cleri1cal profession 1sS unıque an SUPTEME ın ıts dıgnity,
as the channel of (+0d’s SIACE ın the world

T’hıs SUpeT1OT dıgnıty of the clerıcal profession needs not only explan-
natıon, but defense agalnst the monastıc arguments 1n favor of the
combınatıon of persona|l askesis an clerical POWETS. It Was the basıs
of the whole monastıc elaım LO the na altıor that the monastıe life
could also be argued LO be the nıa arctıor. The extremely austere
observances of Premontr  ©: which WEeIe ı1n fact INOTeEe SCcCVeIre than Ian y
monastıc CUSTOMS, COu. ave provıded Philıp ıth CasS y defense But
SINCE the defense of the whole canonıcal order, not Just the ordo NOVUÜUS,
Was Philıp"s intention, he preferred LO uSe arguments which WOo1. be
effective even ıf the standard of austerıty could be questioned.

113) I bid., 8S28D Plerumque etiam inter VOS, Tatres, videtis nonnullos conversarı"
quı valefacto pristinis moribus et vıitae seculari, aggrediuntur intra celaustrum obedientiae
SsSu disciplina Vvıvere reguları, quı nullo ambigente ın clericorum UINeTO tLam quam
nommıne jam habentur, et Lamen nondum ad ordines promoventur.

114) Tbıd., 829C; UÜbi nullam ment.ionem facıt de his ordinibus POLr qUOS acceditur
ad altare, 1CC ab e1s dieit vestem monachicam discordare ; sed ab professione qula
quı1s legitime clericatur QURE proprI1o charactere, sicut et professio monachicho titulatur.

115) 203, 832-3 ote that the ‘**monk horseback” under the Name ‘“Knights
of the Temple” Was not only phenomenon of Philip’s day, but speclial project of St.
Bernard’s. ‘**Liber ad milites templi, ” Omera, I1J1, ed. Leclergqg,
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The fırst of ese arguments Wa the argument ad homınem. Philıp
suggested that the personal holiness of monks 1s by hat it

ought LO be It W3as, he insısted, paınful LO hım to make thıs SoTrTt of

argument, but there Was much LO erıticıze ın the monastıc order, and
truth Was INOTIeE ımportant than modesty. ılıp WasS, of COUISC, wrıting
ın 9TEA tradıtıon of monastıc self-eritic1sm, an moOost of hıs agtıre

the monks 116) 1s CeNtO of the works of St. Jerome, the MOS waspısh
of the atın Fathers Kven ose Partts which AL Phılıp's OW. invention
ATtTe 1ın Jerome’s style they revolve around number of etymologıes,
an concentrate the dechne of fastıng ın the monastıec practice of
the welfth CEeNtUTY. 117)

Phiılıp Was then faced ıth the problem that the general eNOT of
Jerome’s letters, 1ın spıte of the satırıc nature of Ial y individual
parts; strongly {a vOrs conversıon tO the monastıc hıfe

How 18 it possible for Jerome LO urge hıs correspondents WaYy
of lıfe which he attacks® To answel thıs questlon, Phiılıp returned LO
the hıstory of monastıcısm. Sınce b least the tıme of Cassıan Tee
y pe: of monks ave een recogn1zed: the sarabaıtes, the cenobıtes
and the anchortıtes. 118) T'he monastıc tradıtıon has, 1n general, maın-
taıned that the anchorıtes held the most worthy place, ın virtue of
the purıty an dıfficulty of theır conversıon. Kven St. Benedicet, the
gTea champıon of cenobiıtic monastıcısm, SECcCEINS LO allow the possıbılıty
of cenobitie monk graduatıng LO the ıfe of solıtude Benedıct saldı
that the cenobiıte Was the ““strongest” kınd of monk, 119) but
claımed that he WwWas the most perfect the moOost worthy.

Philıp proceeded bYy analogy {rom Benediecet LO Jerome. The StLAte
of the anchorıte 1S perhaps worthıer ın the abstract, but it; 1s a lso VELY
dangerous iın practice. Benedıict properly recommended the aafer
COUISC. In the Same WaY, Jerome proposed LO hıs correspondents not
the most diffieult an worthy sbate, but sufficıently worthy One

116) 203, 784 Gregorius, Hieronymus QuUOS onstat 1ıta et scientla floruisse et

quO8S tam 1 \ QUuUamı nomıne SCIMUS monachos extjtisse, et ordinem monachicum prou
decuit dilexerunt, et monachorum vıtıa N1ECC timore nım10 19015160 OTe NOX1O tacuerunt.

117) 203,
118) Ibiıd., 794.-5: Irıa SSec ın Kgypto SENECIA monachorum NO  7} solum idem Hieronymus

sed et Johannes Cassianus dicit. Primum ‚U: sSunt hi qul dieuntur Sarabitae, secundum
cenobitae, tertiıum anchoritae. (ASSIAN, Conferences 1 '9 e ed. Cu., 480

119) 19 48 His (Sarabaites) erg Omissıs, ad ecenobıtarum fortissımum N:
disponendum adjuvante Domino venlamus.
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whıch IS much safer for the fraıl mortal. There ALr VCLY few INnen wh:
ALC ahle LO sustaın the attacks of the devıl ın the exposed emınence
of the hermıtage ; they would be better oftf In the Convent, where the
COIMNINORN ıfe ENCOUTASES the 00 an makes the ımpulses of evıl
egsier LO ““ He 1INan whom the sSCces LO stand ın the
hıghest place 18 he who 1S aLLAaACKEe fırst. an moOost bıtterly.” 120) The
Sarmne 18 true of the relatıve posıtı1ons of the clerical an monastıc
OTrders. Jerome urged Hehodorus LO become monk, est placed ın

hıgher posıtıon he unequal LO the temptatıions of the clerical
lıfe an fall vicetım LO hıs OW. audacıty.

1S the glory an the burden of the clergy LO SO OuUt into the ange-
OUS world an bring it LO CHArISt: wıthout losıng themselves Phılıp
quoted the proverb, C(It 1S Aiffieult LO OUC pıte an not get black” ;121)
ıt 1S veELY dıffieult for the clerk LO hıs InnNOocence in the profane
world Phılıp suggested that Jerome, of the weaknesses of hıs
correspondents an knowıng them barely ahble LO sustaın the labors
of the monastıc lıfe, W as certaın that they would not be able LO keep
PULE theır WaYy®s under the far INOTIe ONerL responsıbılıtıes of the
clerical lıfe For the Sa_mte TeAasoN, monks should be VELY careful not
LO jJudge the faılures of clerks Aas Phılıp had Just Judged the monks.
They ave no ıdea how much heavıer the responsıbılıtıes of clerks ALC,
how much INOTe terrıble the temptatıions. If the monks seek LO AasdsSSsume

the role of eter, they IA Yy fınd themselves playıng udas, the apostle
who broke under the straın of hıs responsıbıltıes. 122)

Philıp sed thıs samle argument LO reply LO the monastıec claım that
the laW, DYy awardıngz the Alle penalty LO A lay-monk an
clerk, suggested that the prıest-monk must be hıgher than eıther: the
law 18 COTITECT ; the conclusıon 18 absurd The COTTECT understandıng
of the equal penalty 1S the relatıve dıfficulty of the temptations which
the monk an the cler. ave LO face. The clerk 18 ın far INOTe exposed
posıtıion, an 1s thus faced ıth far 11NOIe diffieult temptatıions. T'he
penalty for betrayıng hıs oblıgatıons 15 still SCVEIC, SINCE the clerk
has oblıgatıon to lead the aıthful, but 1t 18 a,1s0 mercıful, consıdering
the clerk’s dıffiecult posıtıon. The monk has such CÄCUsC, he had

120) Z03; 798C Quem enım hostis considerat stare sublimius, oppugnat instantıus,
instat et aCT1US.

121) I bıd., 799AÄ u1a er° dıfficile, est piıcem tangere et nullatenus inquinare,
CUu saecularibus vıvere et consortio NO gravarı....

122) 203, S00D
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renounced the world an fled temptatıon. Phılıp thus neatly turned
the tables the monks by drawıng the conelusiıon that the equality
of penalty Was evıdence that the monk 18 1n fact infer1o0r LO the clerk 123)

Phiılıp Was then abhle LO COMe LO posıtıve coneclusıon. Havıng refuted
such obvıous mıstakes z M! the equatıon ot riches an dignıty, he had
shown that eVEIl austerıity of 1ıfe Wa not the saIlle Aas dıgnıty of PIO-
fess10n: ““ The quantıty of deqnıtas o€es not depend the quality
otf hfe:” 124) The dıgnıty of order 18 actually objectıve an essential ;
ıt has LO do ıth the formel ause of the OTder an nothıng IK9) do 1ıth
the personal holiness of ıts members. It Ia y H1y not be true that
monks AL hoher than clerks; hat IS ımportant 18 the fact that the
Canons regular, clerks DÜT excellence, ave greater dıgnıty ın 1eW
of theır OT1Z21NS an funectJions. 111P coneluded: the monks keep
theır greater sanctıty, humbly leavıng LO the clerks theır OW. greater
dignity.” 125)

Thıs monastıec humılıty IK0) whiıich Phılıp appealed WaS acknowledged
by both the monks an the Cannn regular As the spirıtual cornerstone
of the relig10us ıfe We ave SCECII, however, that ıt could be sed by
the monks A offensıve WEaPON iın theır struggle ıth He  z orders
an observances: humılıty could be maneuvered ONTO the sıde of the
tradıtiıonal agalınst Al Yy novelty which could be defined As proud, EVEN

ıf ıt stressed SOMme orıgınal form of humilıty. Phılıp, the other hand,
sed thıs tradıtıon of monastıc humilıty defens1ıvely, to emphasıze
the SUpeT10T dıgnıty of the clerical profession, matter hat the
humble sanctıty of the monastıe order mıght

In the fırst place, he appealed LO St Augustine, the ounder of the
Canons regular, an! the orTeates Doector of the West Augustine had
expressed hıs opınıon when he had sa1ld: ‘°even x00d monk wıll
hardly make good clerk.” 126) The SUPIEME monastıc vırtue, whıich
1S humılıty, Can only suffer arm from monk’s attempt GO seek the PI1-

123) 203, 808-9
124) Ib2ıd., 782D CU: quantıtas dignitatis 110.  - pendeat vivendi qualitate.
125) 1 bıd., 792C Habeant igıtur sibi majorem monachi sanctıtatem, relinquentes

clericis ma]jorem humiliıter dignitatem.
128) 203, 8SO2C: OU. etiam bonus monachus V1X bonum clericum facıat. See

Augustine, Letter 6 9 3 '9 298



08 Roby

vileges of the clergy, an ONCe humılıty 1S in]ured, al the other monastıc
virtues wıther aWAaY Both the monastıec state an the clerical AI

holy, but it would be an folly LO imperil the perfection of
the lower state for the dangers of the hıgher ONEG.

Phılıp developed thıs thesıs by allegorical interpretatıon of
Secripture: €£My people of Koypt Aafie blessed, but Israel 1s I Y inherıtan-
ce 127) Israel 1s the portion of the Lord, an wıthın Israel the Levıtes
AIe ose who ave other portion than the Lord They Ar the type
of clerk, whose {rom the Greek kleros, meanıng “10t” 028

‘“portion.” T'hus the clergzy, an especlally the regular clergy wnı
ave renounced al other inherıtance Dy voluntary pOoverty Ale Israel,
the inherıtance of the Lord

'T ’he {1gure of the monk, however, 1s ZyYP The meanıng of Koypt
15 ‘“darkness,” which 1S sıgn of humilıty, the characteristic monastıc
virtue. T’he black cowls of the monks AI the most obvıous eXpTreSSION
of thıs symbolısm. Hıstorically, ZypP Was the ome of the fırst monks,
an St, Benedıiıct, (St ‘° Blessed”‘) Was the father of monks ıIn the West

Kach po1ın ın thıs allegory Wa intended IM® emphasıze the holiness
of the monastıc Order, whiıle leavıng doubt that the clerical order
Was SUper10T ın dign1ity. Thus the ‘“hblackness” of the monastıc order
remıinded Phıiılıp of the complaınt of the COUNTLY grl 1ın the Song of
ONgS: “I black, but beautiıful, daughters of Jerusalem.” 128)
T'he monastıc order 1S beautıful, hbut of humble an obscure OT1g1NS, not
LO be compared LO the nobilıty of the clergy.

Finally, Philıp returned LO the practice of transıtus. erTe AL LWwO

poss1ıble LTEAaSONS for passıng {irom the clerical to the monastıc profess1ons:
prıde an humilıty. To become monk Out of prıde, based the miısta-
ken opınıon that the monastıc profession 1S hıgher than the clerical,
1 LO become apostate, PUre and sımple. Philıp had the most brutal
thıngs LO Sa y about an y clerk who, ‘hıke dog, TeLurns IM0} hıs OW.

vomıt.” 12 9) T'he guult of such S1iNn 1Ss INOUS, an leads LO damna-
tiıon.

It 18 poss1ble, however, LO become monk 1ın humilıty. I1 clerk
wWweTie to find that he did not ave the moral fortıtude whıich the clerical

127) 7 bıd., 803A Benedietus populus INEUS Aegypti haereditas autem INne2 Israel.
See Isajlah 19,

128) 203;, See Song 17
129) 203, 830.
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ıfe demands, then he could properly retreat from the exposed heights
of the clerical profession LO the saier, hıdden valley f the monastıc
profession. Thıs conelusıon derıves Jogically from the interpretation
of Jerome’s letters, an the StrEeSS the genulne, though 1nTferl10T, WOTLI-

hıness of monastıc humilıty. T'he clerical lıtfe, though I1NOTeEe noble,
18 also INOTeEe dangerous for the soul. T'he monastıec lıfe, though less
worthy, 18 safer. (‘It 1sS therefore much eas]ıer LO achleve perfection
as monk than Z clerk, an thus g00d clerk 1s harder LO fınd
than g0o0d monk.” 130)

Phılıp W as even wıllıng to admıt ER the lax lıfe ın sSOmme clerical
communıitıes could revolt go0d clerks an drıve them ınto strict 1NON-

astıc communıtıies, ıf they dıd not <+NOW of places where other clerks
led strict and regular lıfe These g00d clerks decıde LO TENOUNCGE the
clerical profession, not exactly because they feel unworthy of 16 but
because the scandalous fashıon in hıch ıt 1s observed leaves choı1ce
but LO flee present OCccasıon of SIN. ‘ Leavıng they do no% ACCUSEe the
clerical order, but clerical IS , Jolnıng the monks they do not

speak for the dıgnıty, but for the sanctıty of the monastıc order.” 181)
But NO that there aIe places ıke remontre where the clerical ıfe
1s properly led, there 1s INOTIe CXCUSE, eXcept culpable 19NOTaNCE.

In an y Case, Q,  oug ıt 1S still laudable for an y layman LO become
monk, SINCE the Passase from the world LO the mMONasStery 18 toward
INOTe worthy lıfe, ıt would be vVeLYyY TalIe fOor cler to be Justified

ın takıng the monastıc habıt The Lord ll not allow LO be tempted
beyond OUTLI strength; clerk should be VELY SUuTe that he 1S really 1NCa-
pa of the clerical responsıbilıties before fleeıng from them LO the
monastıc order.

$ 18 also clear that an y clerk who felt obliged to asSsSume the monastıec
habıt from feelıngs of Inadequacy would be guulty of sinful prıde ıf
he later trıed to reclaım the clerical habıt Kven ıf the humılıty which
led hım LO the monastıc order WasSs false an he WeIe oblıged LO return
LO hıs orıginal profession, ıt 18 only rıght that he should WEaT the
monks’ habıt of humılıty 2A5 S19n of hıs apostasy and repentance.

1 30) 1 bıd., 889B: Est enım ut praedictum est multo facılius ad monachicam qQuam
ad clericalem perfectionem pervenire, multosque pretios1us, et ideo Tarıus bonum cle-
rcum (QUamm bonum monachum invenire.

131) 1T bıd. Deserens autem illum NON ordinem sed accusat clericorum
Vero istum 1910741 dignitatem, sed ganctıtatem commendat monachorum.
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Phiılıp thus found Justificatıon fOr the of Urban 11 182) which
Wa understood LO FEYULLE apostate clerk LO return LO hıs OTder
but LO TEINALIL the ast the choır an WEr the MONASTIC habıt A

peNAaNCC 133)
'T’hıs 15 really the end of the argument Phiılıp dıd however make

SOINeEe eifort LO soothe al y hurt feelings the of hıs reasoN1Ng might
ave caused He insısted that an order mMust be maıntaiıned
above a, 11 else If monks would only observe theır holy humiılhıty, an
ıf clerks would only use theır Super10T1Ly Gospel ashıon there
would be for the SUSPICLION an r valty which had COINeE LO
characterıze theır relatıons Some monks could profitably take orders
an become clerks SETVINS the oreater world Aas St Gregory an St.
Martın had one erTe AI a 1so clerks who AIie really not fıt for the
clerical lıfe aN! 0Ug seek refuge the holy QqUI an humıilıty
of the monastıc lıfe 184)

'Thıs COOPeTatıLVeE V1S1011 Was not achlıeved The squabbles of the
monks an the CanonNs regular continued 1nto the thirteenth CeNtUTY,
when the LISC of the mendıcant orders provıded N  < competıtıion
for vocatıons 'Thıs Nne an the papal centralızatıon ofthe
Jegal structure ot Christendom eventually caused the to fade
into insıgnıf1canNce Philıp s formulatıon of the Case from the sıde of
the CanonsSs regular TeEIMNalNnsS classıc, however Kven though he Was

unable ıN® WIN the fıeld, hıs SE  SS an refusal LO be ontent ıt.h
makıng purely technical points prevented the monks {rom takıng
a ]] the honors 1 the hsts

Central Washıngton ate College DOoUGLASS RoOoBY
Ellensburg, Wash (U A.)
132) Gratian, Bn q3 c2 Mandamus et universaliter interdieimus QU1S Can ONICU:

regulariıter professus, Nn181 (qucd absıt) pnblice lapsus fuerit monachus efficietur uod
S1 decreto NnOsStro contrarıe TacsumıeNs id tentaverıt ad ordinem Can0onNn1ıcum prac-
CIPIM1LUS ut redeat et deinceps memorlalem cucullam deferat et ultimus choro maneat

133) It not certaın that ‘*“deferat” DE e wear’” but that Was the ınterpretatıon
Philip Dave 203 834 huiusmodi proselytus pOosSt assumptum habitum monachicae
humilitatis, revert] 1910)81 conceditur ad Pr10T18 habitum dignitatis S 1 Tdo sublimior
humilıter epOSItUS facilius resumatur, Justo amplius contemtibilis videatur

134) Tbıd 835C Cum Erg ANTtTa SOCIeETtas inter clericalem et monachicum ordinem
abeatur, ut de altero ad alterum diverso amen modo, ut praedictum est transeatur,
decet umMmMOPETEC ut inter paX et concordia teneatur ? Tbid S34D Ita quidem et
1STa clericos SUOS monachicum ordinem transıre sustinebit Cu 10N) latendiı et silendi,
laborandı, et lugendi fervens desideri1um obtinebit, et exinde nonnullos ad ecclesiastıcum

officium 1NO.  - pigebit quOS amen 1ıta et scıentla idoneos pervidebit


