
Phılıp of arvengt’s ıla Augustinl:
The edieva Premonstratensians

and the Patriıstic Model ”

The welfth CENLUTY NECEW Augustine ell least medievals
e1eve: and modern medievalısts allırm Sometimes twelfth-century
imıtl1ati1ons of Augustinıan models looked remarkably hıttle 1ıke theır
referents for instance Gu1nbert of Nogent s book of confess10ns 0)8

Otto of Freising s chroniıcle of [WO cities‘) but they nevertheless
presented themselves d inspıred Dy Augustine s works. No CENTLUTY
SINCE SINCE his OW had had eXpansıve ıterary imagınatıon (T

theologıca capacıty, hence great abılıty comprehend and
ul uDON the legacy of the of the Latın Fathers And Augustine,
who fıgured ımportantly In the imagınatıon of mMaJor VO1lcCe in the
welfth century s dynamıc intellectual and spırıtual dıscourse. Was laımed

COTLLLNON progenıtor C VEn Dy explicıtly SIOUDS in the CONMN-

(eMPOFarY reformatıon of rel1210uUs life?).
How authors from dıfferent monastıc and canonıcal IM appropriated

Augustine s experiıence dAS priest and dASs member of rel1210uUs COIMN-

munıty hıs practices rather than hıs eology 1s less clear. edieva
vıtae of Augustine, hagıographical works whose composıtıon Was separated
from theır subject’s ea Dy SOINEC centurıes, have SONC UDE X aNll-

ined in recent scholarshıp the Augustinıan tradıtıon in the 1ddle
Ages Such works arec bıographically unoriginal and theologically
pretent10us, but 1ıle they ave lıttle Fes contribute about theır
stated subject, they have much suggest about the medieval uscs of the

Many thanks ATi®© due the communıty of Abdı) Grimbergen, especılally FrT.
an S5Sawhney, for eIr hospitalıty durıng March of 1994, in which manuscrıpt work
toward thıs artıcle Was completed the ıbliotheque Koyale, Brussels. ase!
the Saillle materı1als W das presented the Medieval Academy of meriıca 1ts prı 1994
meeting ın Knoxville, Tennessee.

Gu1bert de Nogent, De VıLa 3Ud, ed. and Tans Georges Bourgın (Parıs, tto of
Freising, ( hronıica SLVe historia de duabus CIVItatLOUS, ed. Walther Lammers, trans.
Schmuidt, Ausgewählte Quellen ZUT deutschen Geschichte des Mıttelalters 16 (Berlın,

mong Ianı y recent discussions of the onflict orders and partıcıpants’ usSe of
patrıstic SOUTCES, SCC CSP. Caroline alker ynum, Jesus Ads Mother (Berkeley, 46-58
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patrıstic past. Here.: ONC of the [WO lıves of Augustine wrıtten DYy prommnent
fgures in the twelfth-century CONLTOVETISY about the conduct of rel1g10us
ıfe ll be centrally al 1Ssue. Ihe vıta Augustint of the Premonstratensıian
Phılıp of Harvengt, composed In the 1130s°), 111 be SCCI1 In the 1g of
both ıfs classıcal OUTCCS and the hagıography of Augustine wrıtten few
decades before Dy the Benedictine monk, Rupert of Deutz“).

Both Phılıp of Harvengt and hıs earher CONteEMPOTATY upe WCOIC

prominent apologısts for theır respective orders, and theır
the patrıstiıc pasti must een Nl in thıs hıstorıical context Rupert s
tature dAS advocate of Clunıiac Bendıictinism has been ell establıshed
in John Van Engen’s recent study”). And despiıte Phılıp s lesser notoriety

modern scholars, the Premonstratensi:an W as in the welfth
CENTUTY hardly obscure i1gure. Phılıp s a  CYV of Bonne Esperance in
Brabant Was ONC of the earhest and most promiınent of Premonstraten-
s1an communitıles. Phılıp, ıts pr10r and later OL, entered the double
Convent shortly after 1ts foundatıon, around the time of Kupert of
Deutz’s ea ıIn the late I he Premonstratens1ian 1ve.: be VETIY
old 111a and had prolıfıc lıterary remaıns: hıs collected extant works fl

entire volume 1n the Patrologia Latina®). But he W ds NOtOTr10US in hıs
OW. times for another reasonN, hıs terrier-lıke advocacy of the reform of
clerical communıtlies accordıng the Augustinıian Rule In the S;
INOTITC than ten after he hıs OW version of Augustine s Vifa,
Phılıp took 1Ssue wıth ernar‘ O1 C'laırvaux OVeT whether regular

m1g properly leave hıs OW. Premonstratens1ian foundatıon in
order Jom the Cistercians’). Unsurprisingly, Phılıp lost thıs battle and
SuTItfere: ıtterLy for havıngz COMNC into confhet wıth the holy chımaera,
but he eft question of h1s O0OW convıction behalf of the ascet1ic
COINIMMNON ıfe for regular cler1ics ounded by Norbert of Gennep, DOSLUre
he developed extensively In hıs De Instıitutione cleriıcorum decade

See aro. Neel. “ Phıalıp of Harvengt and Anselm of Havelberg: Ihe Premonstraten-
s1an Vısıon of Tıme ”, Church Hıstory (1993) 487

John Van ngen, KRupert of CUTZ (Berkeley, XVIL,;
Van ngen, CSP SWA0 Sa
TIhe basıc study of Phıilıp"s CaTrcel remaıns 1Jen, “ Phılıppe de Harvengt”,

nalecta Praemonstratensia (1938) 3T5
Phılıp s conflhict 1ıth Bernard 15 analyzed Dy Douglas Roby, 1lıp of arvengt’s

Contribution he Question of Passage from One (B Another”, Anal. Praem.
(1973) On thıs matter s practical and intellectual repercuss1ons for Philıp, NO

CSP. AT
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later®) Phiılıp s ıfe of Augustine, 1ıke that wriıtten by upe of Deutz
SOINEC twentLYy before., thus CHMCI SCS firom specıfic nıche In the
twelfth-century debate ()V6T forms of rel1210uUs communıty.

Each of the [WO twelfth-century hagıographers, theır respectıve
demonstrate, approached HIS task In AWAaTEeNCSsSS at and In partıcular

indebtedness Augustine s autobiographica ACCOUNL of the experliences
eadıng hıs baptısm and Afrıca In Confessions, and the
biographical sequel completed Dy Possıdıius, OTMC of Augustine s dıscıples,
after the bıshop s ea Moreover, KRupert and Phılıp shared certaın
lıterary temeri1ty; theır works ATIC the first 1IC lıves of Augustine of
1ppO have been wrıtten SINCE Possidius’?) al least the first that
urvıve and these authors’ wıllıngness undertake the exposıtıon of

ıfe formatıve of later Chrıstian expernence ıtself espeaks both d need
and wıllıngness eplace ancıent wıth CONteEMPpOTATY interpretations.

Neıther twelfth-century ıfe of Augustine, dAS 1t turned Ouf, effectively
supplanted Possıdius’ In medieval libraries'*). Rupert’s hagıography
urviıives in Just [WO Copıes, OMNC of 1CcC has only recently een ıdentified:
thıs Vita Augustint, probably cComposed around 100 when the
Benedictine remaıned al hıs ome MONASTETY of I awrence 1n Lıe
and ell before he undertook hıs prelacy al Deutz, wıth 16 place-
1Nanle he 1S typıcally ıdentified, remaıns unedited! Phılıp s Vıta Augustinl

Ihe fourth secti1on of Phıilıp's De Institutione, tiıtled De continentia, specıfically
ırecte«| the onflıct Orders: 203 cols. 665-1206, CSP 765-8540

Bıbliotheca hagiographica 'atına antıquae mediae Aaetatıs (hereafter BHL),. ed
Socıiety of Bollandısts (Brussels, 1898-1901) 1NOSs 791 (Rupert), 793-4 (  ılıp

10) For instance. thırteenth-century codexX of saınts’ lıves from the Premonstratensian
a  eYy of Park (Brussels, Bıblıotheque royale *  s contaıns CODY of Possı1-
1US ıfe ols 123r-134v). ate rebinding has the volume virtually cContem-

Tragment of Phılıp of arvengt’'s ViLa, apparently Iso firom Park See Catalogus
codıcum hagiographicum hiıhlinothecae reg1ae Bruxellenstıis (hereafter (/at. hag.), ed
Society of Bollandısts, nalecta Bollandıana Ta (Brussels, 18506-9) L, 22900405

ll) Brussels, Bıbl LO Y 9368 See (l hagz 2:23726-30728 References eI0W
Rupert’s vıta ATC thıs iıfteenth-century manuscrIı1pt. See Iso John Van ngen, Rupert
of Deutz (Berkeley, XVIL, and 143 Ihe second CODY 18 ale Marston 267
(thırteenth century). See Franco1s Dolbeau. Revue des tudes augustinıennes 29 (1983)

An dıtıon of e1s text 15 currently in preparatıon; SCC Speculum (1994) 310-1
The attrıDution of the ıta Augustint represented in the Brussels and ale coplıes 15
ast confirmed, althoug aAs recently A} twenty AgO ıt Was questioned. Hubert

Sılvestre, whose work the attrıbution of the chronicle of St. Lawrence, Liege, demon-
trated that thıs hıstorıical work W as NOL indeed Rupert  S, suggested In the early that
the ıta Augustini ISsue ere mıg be sımılarly miısattrıbute: 10 Sılvestre, the saınt s
ıfe known 1m then only from fıfteenth-century manuscrıipt Ifrom St Lawrence
attrıbuting ıt ' Master upert, of eutz and monk of hıs place,, russels, 1Dl
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W ds circulated INOTEC wıdely than Rupert’s in the mıddle AYCS, but ıt {00

faıled take the place of Possıdius’ ıfe SVCH welfth- and
thırteenth-century collections wıth ACCESsSsS 1fs IexXxt. The early modern
edıtıon of the Premonstratensian s work, 1ıke Rupert s composıtıon of
ıts author’s early CaICcCI, 1S reprinted in the Thıs vVıtfa Augustint s
truncatıon in INALLY of ifs extant manuscrıpt coples, along wıth the dıfficulty
of dısentanglıng Its identificatıon from later vers1ions IC DOTrTOW Iirom
ıt, has thus far dıiscouraged ıts discussıon SOUTCEC twelfth-century
patrıstic study*“).

Indeed, Phılıp s hagıography of Augustine has attracted vırtually
scholarly notıice and Rupert’s has OUnN:! lıttle INOIC, despıte lıvely recent

attention the [WO abbots d advocates of theır respective rel1210Us
orders‘°). Yet Phılıp s ıfe became the basıs for the viıta Augustinı of the
fourteenth-century scholastıc preacher Jordan of Quedlinburg!*), and
presumably made ıts WaY into the perceptions of the patrıstic AYC of
INa y, INManYy university-traıned Europeans of hıs and the followıng
CeNTLUTY. More importantly herTe; together wıth Rupert of Deutz’’'s ıfe of
Augustine, Phılıp of Harvengt’s vita Augustinl provıdes specıfic nsıght
the meanıng ß the Father’s experience in the Church for princıpals
ın the twelfth-century debate OVCTI the ea rel1g10uUs ıfe

roYy 9368, fol 73v “yıta sanctı augustinı ypponensı1s epISCOPIL, QUaMl Composuılt
magıster obertus as tu1censIis monachus hulus 16619  SE seemed NnOT he in Rupert’s
typıcally polıshe style; it blended from Augustine s Confesstions and PrECIS of
Possidius’ vita ıth inelegance unımagınable, for the Belgıan paleographer, In the work of
the Belgıan aC) monk Que OUuSs apprend Renier de Salnt-Laurent SUrT upe! de Deutz‘?”,
SACFLS erudırı F (1982) E But In h1ıs TevVIeW of John Van Engen’s bıography f
upe few ater, Sılvestre acknowledged that the identificatıiıon of twelfth-century
manuscrıpt of the Samle ıta In ale codex ArSUuCcS compellingly for the hagiographical
text’s attrıbution upe! According Sılvestre, thıs ıfe of Augustine Must 1OW be COMN-

1ıdered work of the Benedictine’s you (Scriptorium (1986) 41-4)
12) For SUTVCY of extant coples of Phılıp s ıta Augustint, SCC 1Jen, nal

Praem. 15 (1939) 1556 The 1rS edıtıon W as in Chamart, Domuini 1lLppL1 abbhatıs
Bonae Spel D OMNILA (Douaı, ıt 18 reprinted in 1gne, Patrologia Latına
(hereafter PE) (Parıs, 1841-64) 203, ols 1205-34 Confusıion about whose ıfe of Uugus-
tine 15 whose 15 evıdent Ven In (äaL hag where Phılıp"s and Jordan’s lıves AdIC

iımposs1ıble dıstinguısh.
13) On upert, SCC Van ngen CS 370-5; Phıilıp, Nal ynum CSP 36-40
14) BHL 795 Jordan’s ıte 18 edited by Hommey, Supplementum Dalrum arıls,

596-625 On Jordan’s (eXT, SCC Rudolph Arbesmann, ° Jordanus of Saxony’s 1ta UQUS-
Inı Ihe SOource for John Capgrave s Lıfe of St Augustine ”, Tradıtio (1943) 2345-6 See
1Iso Cat. hag 291 where Jordan 15 quoted acknowledgıing hıs indebtedness
Phılıp; Nele also Brussels, Bıbl roYy 1351-72, fol ATv



304 eel

The general shape of Rupert’s hagıographical texti provıdes
pomints f wıth Phılıp s work. ven CUTSOL Y readıng sShows that
the Benedictine’s ıfe of Augustine tends rather epıtomiıze ıts princıpal
OUTCCS, Possıidius and Confessions, than redirect theır impact theır
readers’ of the COoONtemporarYy meanıng of the patrıstic mMO As
the Benedictine hagıographer's later CONTeEMPpOrAarYy Hugh of Vıctor
pomted oOuf about the craft of hıstory, the materı1al of the past 15 vırtually
infınıte; the hıstorlan s task 15 NOoL rehearse it all, but spın OutL

enough detaıl coherent pattern‘”). In anthologızıng Augustine s
OW memoOIrs and summarızıngz COMMEeENTS Dy hISs CONteEMPOTATY bıographer,
Rupert of Deutz Was efmnmng Just such pattern; the medieval ag10-
grapher's choıce of partıcular aSpECIS of h1ıs subject s ıfe effectıvely
INaps h1Ss crıtical perspective. the oment of the Rupert’s COMMM-

posıtion of vıta Augustint, of COUTSC, he 15 unlıkely have antıcıpated
eıther that communıtles of egular CanNnonNs and reformed monks WOU
prolıferate rapıdly throughout the rest of hıs lıfe, OT much less
that he WOU hımself In the take the Ooffensıve agamınst these e  <

rel1210uUs SrOUpPS’ self-promotion in hıs 1terary Altercatıo monachı el
clericı OT the hıstorıcal altercatıons that lay behınd But in the earlhıest

there W ds$s such need. Kupert’s work thus reflects Benedictine
eadıngz of the saınt's experıence in the relatıve calm before the full
onslaught of monastıc reform.

Comparıson of Rupert’s texti Augustine wıth these princıpal
TIESOUTITCECS sShows iımmediıately that he TEW about half of hıs materı1al
from Augustine s aCCount of hıs you and the latter from Possidius’
record of the saınt’s ıfe Christian*’). In both Rupert borrowed
heavıly, ending sımply ıft from Confessions and emend
and paraphrase materı1al from Poss1ıdıius. Hıs magerYy for hıs subject 15
ıtself heavıly Augustinıian. The saınt becomes for the Benedictine
author, d he hıs work, the pıllar of CIOU! ouldıng the Israelıtes
hrough the desert. He iınally raıns HIS w1ısdom the and in CUr10Us
transformatıon of Confessions’ early o0ks less unambıvalently posıtıve

15) Green, ug20 de e  1cCtor De tribus AXLIMLS CI CUMStANTILS gestorum ,
‚peculum 18 (1943) 491

16) E7O0; cols. [-42 See Van ngen =>  9 who S, arguıng from Phılıp
of Harvengt’s ater testimony, that Rupert’s in actual debate Was Norbert, the
Premonstratensian ounder hımself CS L)

17) Brussels, ıbl IoYy 9368, fols FAT7OTr AT ase! Confessions, fols 77v-SOv
Possıdıus.
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imagery'®). upe: DOrTOWS from Augustine s OW. ACCOUNLT
tollow hıs CONversıon and early CaIcer ASs Chrıistian. length,
consıdering the brevıty of h1s ViLla, Kupert repeats hıs subject s COIIN-

the spiırıtual StTates DEn those closest hım The hagıographer
includes extensive Alypıus, retellıng the StOr1eSs of Augustine s

frıend’s fascınatıon wıth the circus!?) and h1ıs alse accusatıon
thief“*):; KRupert incorporates another long PASSaLC Augustine s

prıde and paın OVCI hıs SOM Adeodatus*'). IThroughout, In hıs
indebtedness Confessions, the twelfth-century author chiefly
concerned that hıs reader apprecı1ate the ıllusory quality of worldly
happıness A exposed in Augustine s and hıs intiımates’ lıves.

ımılarly, In his borrowıngs from Possıiıdius’ VIta Augustini In the
orıgınal Commentar he attaches them, Rupert dwells the perıls of
heresy In the late ancıent WOT. agaın urging 1g from dangerous
secular Circumstances. Rupert cshows Augustine, AS Possıidius had 1ke-
WISe emphasızed, surrounded by Manıchees, Donatısts, Circumcellhons,
Pelagıans, and tinally Arıans, agamst all of whom he battles ndefat-
igably  22) In thıs contex(t, the saınt's prıvate habıts and his work as

monastıc ounder recede into the background. Rupert mentions that in
Augustine s early retirement in Afrıca the saınt egan ““monastery ” for
1Cc he WT' ..  1ule: short statement but wıth ımportant precepts” ).
Later, as heresy raged, Rupert’s Augustine sent out “ priests and bıshops ”
agaınst the enemıi1es of orthodoxy from thıs monastıc cCenter24)

Effectively, however, upe of Deutz lımıts hıs references AÄH=
gustine ’s rel1g10uUs communıty these few instances, thus mınımızıng
Poss1iıdius’ definıtion of the saınt s personal ıfe specıfically monastıc
and understatıng the inkage of clerical and regular ıfe 1C the earher
hagıographer had explıicıtly deseribed in that communlıty. For instance.,

18) Brussels., Bıbl roY 9368, fol F3 “Ipse est Nnım columna nubıs ın UUa
hronum SUUuI posuılt sapıentla de1, de CU1US OIC (anquam de ube plena aquıs .

19) Brussels, Bıbl roY 9368, fols JAN=-FTST. Compare Confessions 6.8, ed utella.
IO  < Juergens and Schaub (Stuttgart, FEL

20) Brussels., 1bl LOY. 9368, fols HASrTOGr. Compare Conf. ed ufte FD
21) Brussels, 1Dl rOY. 9368, tfols 76v-TIr. (Compare Conf. ed. ute 190-1
22) Brussels, ıbl roYy 9368, tols 78v-SOr. Compare Possıdius, 1ta sanctı Aure-

/ı Augustint, S ols 40-49
23) Brussels, ıbl LO Y 9368, fol GF ATE ö  S construxıt monasterium ad habıtandum

Uum pusıllo Tatrum quıbus ec1am scr1psıt regulam SCITHNOLNC brevem precept1s
gravem .

24) Brussels, ıbl roYy 9368, tfol 79v . monaster10 quO presbyter factus
constituerat multıs eccles1us presbyteros ep1SCOPOS rogaltlus ded:  1 S
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Possıdius had clearly stated that “those who 1ve wıth and under
Augustine, serving G0od In the MONaSTLeETY, WEeEIC ordaıned clerıcs of

the church al Hippo?): agaın he recorded that Augustine shared h1s
ome and hIs wıth ‘“cleries9): whom he held hıs “darım regula”*').
But upe: CONNECTIS the term clericus 0)8 anı y attention Augustine’s
companıons’ priestly STatus wıth hıs passıng references the saınt 's
rel1210uUs cCommunıty. Overall, in spıte of hıs OW monastıc profession
and CONCCINS, Kupert generally alls present Augustine d MO for
the regular rel1210uUs ıfe 10 the extent that Rupert’s ıfe of Augustine
CNCOULALCS monastıcısm, ıf does Dy stressing the vanıty of secular
experlıence. The Benedictine’s eadıng of Augustine s (CATFGC:E d priest
and bıshop thus demonstrates UNCONCETN wıth the meanıngz of the saınt’s
dual role 4S secular clerıc and monastıc leader for forms of regular
rel1g10us ıfe in the twelfth-century WOT.

On almost CVEIY EeVe in terms of 1fs imagerYy, content, and tenden-
t10usnNess Phılıp of Harvengt’s 1fe of Augustine Contrasts sharply
wıth Rupert of Deutz’s. Phılıp made vırtually HSE of Rupert’s teXT, ıf
indeed he NEW ıt: the only suggestion that he INAaYy have been famılıar
wıth hıs predecessor’s Vifa, despıte the Premonstratensian s demonstrably
extensive knowledge of the work of the Benedictine theologian“®), hes in
Phılıp s development of image burıed In Rupert s texXxt Augustine had
hıimself ıkened the renewed you of salm eagle the revived
soul of Chrıistian in both hıs exegetical work and Confessions*).
Kupert apphıes thıs INAan y other scrıptural i1gures Augustine s
OW. CONvers1ion: “when hıs you Was renewed 1ıke the eagle’s, h1s
sharp CYCS iıllumıned DYy the 1g of Christ, he flew u toward the
elouds’ 3: Ihe Samlle image, the i1gure of the eagle in hıs you be-

in Phılıp of Harvengt’'s 1ıfe of Augustine the central metaphor NO

25) 3 9 col 66 sub Sancto el CU SancCtiOo Augustino In monaster10 Deo
servıentes, Ecclesiae Hıpponensı clerıicı Ordınarı coeperunt .

26) 203, col “ (Cum 1DSO SCINDCI clerıicı una et1am OMO sumpt1ıbus
communıbus alebantur eit vestiebantur .

27) S22 col “ Indıscıplinationes UJUOYUC et transgress1OnNes SUOT U regula
el honestate, arguebat

28) See Roby 83} 203; ols 765-1206, where Phalıp responds ırectly Kupert s
Altercatiıo

29) Augustine, Ennarationes INn PSaAlmos 102.9, Orpus Chrıstianorum, Serles Latına
(Turnhout, 1459; Conf. 11.9, ed ute XL
30) Brussels, Bıbl roy 9368, fol 76v Z quantium Tatl in celo gaudıum angelıs

de1 in inventione dragıne tam prec10se Llamquam tulgentis, CU renovareftur luventus
aquıle YUJUC acutıs oculıs el ıllustratıs AÄrıstı lumıne ad nubes evolaret”.
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only for the saınt s personal Convers1on, but for the ıllumınatıon COIMN-

munıcated Dy hım the clerics lıving In communıty around hım, and by
extension theır heırs in the church throughout time. Describing
Augustine lıngering paınfully the irınges of the church in ılan,
Phılıp characterı7zes hıs subject A “"struck DYy weakness, S! that he W d$S

nOoTt yveLl Sırong enough traın hıs CYC the 12 of the eternal sun  ”
But Dy the time of hıs ca In Phılıp s aCCOUNLT, he COU dırect °°hI1s
eagle-Iıke SAZC the radıance of word”’>2).

Phılıp"s departure from hıs SOUTCE and from Rupert’s stodey
hagıographical pattern 1S suggested in these L1 guratıve and
evıdent throughout hıs text Augustine remaıns for Phılıp of Harvengt
for Kupert of Deutz theologıca prodıigy and antıheres1iarch, but the
later hagıographer embraces hıs subject’s experience in h1s OW. Hıs
I addresses hıs Vıta Augustint specıfically hıs OW. conireres,
whom he describes d interested in the nuggels of Augustine s “actıons
and habıts” INOTEC than Possidius’ prolixity”). In the sequel, Philip’s
Augustine, lıberated in arge part from hıs self-description In Confes-
SIONS OT Poss1ıdius’ eyewıtness eVideEnES. CINCTSCS ASs i1gure remarkably
resemblıng the Premonstratensians of the welfth CenturYy.

Phılıp s approxımatıon of Augustine s ıfe the Premonstratensian
pattern of COTINTHNON lıfe, mı1ıxed contemplatiıon and actıvıty in the secular
church, and double communıtıes of Inen and 15 thoroughgomng.
gaın and agaın Phılıp emphasızes that Augustine 1vVe in communıty
of regular cletTIGS; MONAaSteErYy of cleriıcs under rule”>*), Phılıp
desecribes Augustine ’s rule for these clerics in detaıl, stressing the
ULSCHNCY wıth IC the author enforced ıt hıs companions””).
Ihe Premonstratensian hagıographer portrays Augustine commıtted

the notion that the MOSsT effective pastorate Was of egular rel1210us.

31) 203, col @561 ° Reverberatus Nnım nfırmıtate proprie, in OS aeternı radıum
efigere 910)8| praevalebal oculum, um enıteretur, recedebat horrore .

32) 203, col 1230 \ In eJus radıls aquılınum intuıtum 1X1t, ei quamVI1s In terrıs
COTDOITC versare({ur, amen spırıtu iın CoelestiDus V1ixX1t .

33) 2A03 col 1205 ““Qu1a Nnım fratresPhilip of Harvengt’s Vita Augustini  307  only for the saint’s personal conversion, but for the illumination com-  municated by him to the clerics living in community around him, and by  extension to their heirs in the church throughout time. Describing an  Augustine lingering painfully on the fringes of the church in Milan,  Philip characterizes his subject as “struck by weakness, so that he was  not yet strong enough to train his eye on the light of the eternal sun”?').  But by the time of his death, in Philip’s account, he could direct “his  eagle-like gaze on the radiance of God’s word”°?).  Philip’s departure from his source texts and from Rupert’s stodgy  hagiographical pattern is suggested in these figurative passages and  evident throughout his text. Augustine remains for Philip of Harvengt as  for Rupert of Deutz a theological prodigy and antiheresiarch, but the  later hagiographer embraces his subject’s experience in his own. His  proem addresses his vita Augustini specifically to his own confreres,  whom he describes as interested in the nuggets of Augustine’s “actions  and habits” more than Possidius’ prolixity®). In the sequel, Philip’s  Augustine, liberated in large part from his self-description in Confes-  sions or Possidius’ eyewitness evidence, emerges as a figure remarkably  resembling the Premonstratensians of the twelfth century.  Philip’s approximation of Augustine’s life to the Premonstratensian  pattern of common life, mixed contemplation and activity in the secular  church, and double communities of men and women is thoroughgoing.  Again and again Philip emphasizes that Augustine lived in a community  of regular clerics, ‘“a monastery of clerics  under a rule”**), Philip  describes Augustine’s rule for these clerics in detail, stressing the  urgency with which the author enforced it among his companions®°).  The Premonstratensian hagiographer portrays Augustine as committed  to the notion that the most effective pastorate was of regular religious.  31) PL 203, col. 1210: “Reverberatus enim infirmitate proprie, in Solis aeterni radium  defigere non praevalebat oculum, et cum eniteretur, recedebat horrore”.  3) _ PL 203, col. 1230: *... in ejus radiis aquilinum intuitum fixit, et quamvis in terris  corpore versaretur, tamen spiritu in coelestibus vixit”.  3) _ PL 203, col. 1205: *Quia enim fratres ... actus ejus et mores memoria volebant clau-  dere, et libellum, qui de vita ejusdem scriptus est, propter prolixitatem ... gravabantur ...”.  3) _ PL 203, col. 1221: “... voluit in ipsa episcopali domo monasterium habere cleri-  corum, ut qui presbyter in horto regulariter vixerat, in episcopatu nihilominus pauper cum  pauperibus Deo sub regula deserviret”.  5)-PE203 CL 12250  sanctae institutionis regulam eis studuit scribere, in qua  eleganter expressit quid facere debeat subditus, quid vero praepositus, quid omnibus con-  veniat generaliter, quid singulis specialiter”.us eJus memorIı1a voleban clau-
dere, ıbellum, quı de ıta ejusdem scrıptus estT, propter prolixitatemPhilip of Harvengt’s Vita Augustini  307  only for the saint’s personal conversion, but for the illumination com-  municated by him to the clerics living in community around him, and by  extension to their heirs in the church throughout time. Describing an  Augustine lingering painfully on the fringes of the church in Milan,  Philip characterizes his subject as “struck by weakness, so that he was  not yet strong enough to train his eye on the light of the eternal sun”?').  But by the time of his death, in Philip’s account, he could direct “his  eagle-like gaze on the radiance of God’s word”°?).  Philip’s departure from his source texts and from Rupert’s stodgy  hagiographical pattern is suggested in these figurative passages and  evident throughout his text. Augustine remains for Philip of Harvengt as  for Rupert of Deutz a theological prodigy and antiheresiarch, but the  later hagiographer embraces his subject’s experience in his own. His  proem addresses his vita Augustini specifically to his own confreres,  whom he describes as interested in the nuggets of Augustine’s “actions  and habits” more than Possidius’ prolixity®). In the sequel, Philip’s  Augustine, liberated in large part from his self-description in Confes-  sions or Possidius’ eyewitness evidence, emerges as a figure remarkably  resembling the Premonstratensians of the twelfth century.  Philip’s approximation of Augustine’s life to the Premonstratensian  pattern of common life, mixed contemplation and activity in the secular  church, and double communities of men and women is thoroughgoing.  Again and again Philip emphasizes that Augustine lived in a community  of regular clerics, ‘“a monastery of clerics  under a rule”**), Philip  describes Augustine’s rule for these clerics in detail, stressing the  urgency with which the author enforced it among his companions®°).  The Premonstratensian hagiographer portrays Augustine as committed  to the notion that the most effective pastorate was of regular religious.  31) PL 203, col. 1210: “Reverberatus enim infirmitate proprie, in Solis aeterni radium  defigere non praevalebat oculum, et cum eniteretur, recedebat horrore”.  3) _ PL 203, col. 1230: *... in ejus radiis aquilinum intuitum fixit, et quamvis in terris  corpore versaretur, tamen spiritu in coelestibus vixit”.  3) _ PL 203, col. 1205: *Quia enim fratres ... actus ejus et mores memoria volebant clau-  dere, et libellum, qui de vita ejusdem scriptus est, propter prolixitatem ... gravabantur ...”.  3) _ PL 203, col. 1221: “... voluit in ipsa episcopali domo monasterium habere cleri-  corum, ut qui presbyter in horto regulariter vixerat, in episcopatu nihilominus pauper cum  pauperibus Deo sub regula deserviret”.  5)-PE203 CL 12250  sanctae institutionis regulam eis studuit scribere, in qua  eleganter expressit quid facere debeat subditus, quid vero praepositus, quid omnibus con-  veniat generaliter, quid singulis specialiter”.gravabantur

34) 205 col O: .l  ‚ voluıt in 1pSsa episcopalı OMO monasterium habere cler1-
n quı presbyter ın horto regularıter vixerat, In epi1scopatu nıhı1lomınus PaAaupeCcI GE

pauperıbus Deo sub regula deservıret .
35) 203, col F5 .& sanctae institut10on1s regulam e1s tuduıt scrıbere, In qua

eleganter expressıt quıd facere debeat sSu  1tus, quıd eCcTITO praeposıtus, quı1d omnı1ıbus COIMN-
venlat generalıter, quıd singulıs speclalıter .
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According Phılıp, the bıshop of Hıppo eft behind nNOTL only INa y
houses of GIEHES: but also Man Y communıiıtlies of governed by the
Sd1i11c rule>°). Fınally, al Augustine s €a Phıilıp “indeed
|St Augustine| IS both the Oornament and the MO!| of OUT OW Lrel1210uUS]
profess1io0n, the MIrror and the CaSuTe of (QUT form of rel1210uUse

Ihroughout hıs Vıta Augustint, Phılıp of Harvengt Augustine s
emmnence d preacher, effectively arguıng the PIIMACY of what Carolıne
ynum has OoOun est expressed In the phrase docere verbo el exemplo
teaching by word and example in the lıves of twelfth-century Augustin-
1an canons>°°®). ılıp s potrayal of hıs saıntly 19810] ASs regular prıiest, hOW-
CVCI, extends beyond Bynum s characteriızatıon of the distinctiveness of
Orme! specıfically Premonstratensian spırıtualıty. In apparent
reference the Premonstratensian ounder Norbert’s instıtution of whıte

In hıs OW) eventual! cathedral al Magdeburg, Phılıp represents A
gustine al 1ppO d “"wıshing ave of clerıics In the epISCO-
pal church ıtself, that he who had 1ve'l d priest In rural seclusıon
m1g SV As bıshop G0d under d rule d DOOTI INan IN other
PDOOT men ”’>?),. Ihe hagıographer implıcıtly lıkens Augustine s actıvıty A

ounder I8 rel1g10uUs ıfe Norbert s departure from the wılderness al Pre-
montre, wıth 1ts HE  < communıty of and hıs transformatıon of Mag-
deburg s cathedral chapter into communıty 1ıke HIS earher foundatıon40)

gaın, Phılıp claıms for Augustine the unıfıcatıon of fulfiıllmen of both
Mary and ha’s scrıptural roles. In the hagıographer’s representatıon,
Augustine s eENCOUTAZSEMENT of hıs first companıons’ study, that they
m1g “"rTead; fulfıll, and teach dıvıne Sser1pture , ulfılled the duty of
artha of Mary wıth teachıng those close hım, that 15
feeding the Lord; wıth Mary readıng and meditatıng, that 15 lıstening
the Eord”’*5 Ihe relatıve meriıts of Mary’'s and artha’s respectively

36) 203, col 228 ‘ Monaster1a tam Vvirorum QqUaMM femıinarum plene continentibus
relıquıit

37) 203. col 229 “Ipse quıppe est decus forma uJus nOstrae profess10n1s, ipse
speculum et regula nOstrae relı210N1s .

38) See Jesus other 36-58, CSD 53  ©O
39) 203; col K e voluıt in epıscopalı OMO monasterium habere clerıcorum,
quı presbyter in horto regularıter vixerat, In ep1scopatu nıhılominus Pauper CU PaU-

perıbus Deo sub regula deserviret .
40) Norbert ounded the Order’s original house in H2 He W as called the archiep1s-

copalte Magdeburg in 1126., and ımmediately establısne' h1s order ın Germany. See
Norbert aCKmun: Geschichte des Prämonstratenserordens (Graften, 29-33

41) 203, col A °° H1s Lgıtur ımpendens studıum, Marthe Marıae implevıt off1-
CIUM. CUIN docendo prox1mos, CH Marıa, egendo, mediıtando, audıens omınum .
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contemplatıve and actıve rel1g10us lıves WCEIC, d ynum has emphasızed,
commonplace of the contflıct between the monks and the through-

Outft the welfth century““). The claım of superlor1ty Dy vırtue of conjomımng
the {[WO pal INS, however, ave een peculıarly Premonstratensian
claım: Anselm of Havelberg, the order’s outstandıng eologıan of hıstory,
asserted that Norbert’s order ollowe the apostle John in sharıng the frunts
of contemplatıve experience Dy preachıing wıdely churches*®>).
ımılarly, Phılıp in h1ıs Vıta Augustinı aSSOCI1ates Augustine, hıs order’s
effectiıve tirst LTounder, In the aquılıne ımagerYy suggestive of the archetypal
contemplatıve, John, expressing the shape of Augustine s rel1210uUs 1fe
in the anguage of Premonstratensian apologetic*®).

Phılıp of Harvengt’s ınkage of hıs and HIS confifreres’ experience
thıs reformulated patrıstic MO 15 comprehensıve, extending beyond
the detaıl of h1s record of Augustine s canonıcal ıfe the tamılıar tone
of hıs VIta. For instance, Phılıp includes humorous SLOTY about the saınt ’s
relatiıonshıp wıth hıs devotes. TIhe hagıographer claıms ave OUnN!: oOut

“the FOXt of certaın StOry about old INan who, havıng venerated
Augustine all h1ıs lıfe, W as about dıe in the hope that the saılnt WOU
welcome hım heaven. Ihe INan tell asleep, and dreamed that he
arrıved al heaven’s gale, but when he looked about for hıs specı1al patron
he Sa  < Augustine. JIhe INan then anxıiously inquıred of ange
where the saınt mM1g be OUuUnN! he Was answered that Augustine, always
preoccupied wıth seekıng the dıvyıne when he 1ve earth,. Was that
much LHNOTC unable TEa hıs contemplatıon 1O that he Was In

According the angel, such saınt Cannot be expected
ShOw welcome CVCMN the MOSstT al the recently arrıved.
but he Carecs about them nonetheless*”). Phılıp of Harvengt s gentle WIt-
t1cısm encırcles hıs Premonstratensian audıence in the confidence of theır
apparently dıstant model Support.

Ihe novelty and interest for twelfth-century readers in Phılıp s ag10-
graphıical wOork, 1n Comparıson upe of Deutz’s, 1S confıirmed iın the

42) ynum 82
43) Anselm, Epistola apologetica, 1885 cols. K Compare Bynum 534). whose

sensitive analysıs of canoniıical spirıtualıty Neve:  eiess aıls unlock the meanıng f
ese f1gures in the Premonstratensian 1ıdıom.

See agaın Neel, ‘“ Anselm nd Phılıp 492-3 n1s image lıkewıise ADPCATS d
assocı1ated specıfically ıth the followers of Norbert in 1ta Orbert: archieptscopi
MagdeburgeniSsiSs, cta Sanctorum, ed Society of Bollandısts, Junu (Parıs, 823

45) 203, col 1229-30 ei  AF YUJUaC ın cuJusdam invenitur historiae ”.
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([WO l1ıves’ hıstorıes in theır and the tollowıng CenNturYy. Rupert’s 1S lıkely
ave remaıned unknown outsıde hıs OW. monastıc house*®). Phılıp"s,
the other hand, Oun: ıts AWAY Premonstratens1ian and closely

aSsSOoc1ated Cistercıan and Augustinıan communıtıies, AS the PTOVCNANCCS
of extant manuscrı1pts attest*‘). Long before 1ts coples WT catalogued
for modern lıbrarıes, however, astute medieval observer remarked
the avaılabılıty of Phılıp s work. Jordan of Quedlinburg noted that thıs
version of Augustine s 1S OUnN! ..  In INa Y old monasterı1es of the
egular CanonNns and the Premonstratensians”’*®),.

ertamly Phılıp s Vıta Augustint Was well-crafted for the uUsc 5 C
Jordan oun ıf put undergırd the self-perception of medieval
egular CanNnons As such, ıt Was copıed and OUuUnNn: wıth compatıble

form volumes amountıng self-Justificatory omnıbuses the
canonical ıfe 50, for instance, OTIlC of the Brussels volumes contamıng

manuscrıpt of part of Phılıp of Harvengt’s Vıta a1sSO includes full
CODY of Jordan of Quedlinburg s ase Phılıp's, ell N Hugh of

Vıctor’'s Soliloquies and SUOTIIIC CI1110O1S of Augustine there described
Or hıs brother hermıits”; the manuscrıpt W ds made for the MONAaStETYV

of ougeval, where the Augustinians there mıg ell have used ıt
remınd themselves of theır OW distinctiveness the Church’s
orders“”?)

The tendentiousness of the [WO twelfth-century lıves of Augustine
thus have een apprec1iated Dy theır readershıp. Both welfth-

CENTUTY hagıographers, Rupert of Deutz and Phılıp of Harvengt, called
into ervıice the 1idıoms of theır respective cCommunıties descr1ıbe the
ıfe of the Lourth-century bıshop of Hıppo. Kupert’s ACCOUunNtT

Augustine ASs MO for retreaft firom the secular WOT. SCVECI though
specıfic aSPECIS of h1s ıfe in communıty unexplored. Phılıp of Har-
vengt’'s Vıita Augustint, the other hand, proJjects the Premonstratens1ian

46) The PTOVCHANCEC of the ale CODY of Rupert s work 18 unclear. but lıkely ave een
S Lawrence; the Brussels CODY 15 certamly S{ Lawrence’s. See Brussels, Bıbl roYy. 9368,
fol Ir in fıfteenth-century hand, *hıber monaster11 Sanctı laurentu Leodiıum .

47 ) mong manuscrı1pts thus far examıned for thıs projJect, for instance, Brussels, Bıbl
Ioy Phıllıpps 4768 elonge the ('isterc1ans ambron, 185055 the
Premonstratensians Park, and 135122 the Augustinıans ougeval.

48) Brussels, ıbl roYy F3 1-72, fol 47v °° Hf habetur ]la egenda In multıs antıquıs
monaster1ls cCanon1ıCorum regularıum el Praemonstratensium . See (/at. haQ

49) Brussels, ıbl LOY 1351-72; CO Van den Gheyn, Catalogue des MANUSCYHILES
de Ia bibliotheque royale de Belgique (Brussels 1901-9) 635
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ounder Norbert’'s prescr1ıptions for h1s OW followers back Into the
fourth CENIUTY, emphasızıng iımmediacy of descent from Augustine.

Ihe [WO lıves of Augustine consıdered ere present In stra1ghtfor-
ward WAdY what twelfth-century rel1210uUs of dıfferent perspectives el1leve:
essentıial for theır confreres know about the 1ıfe of ONMNC of the
of hıstorical Chrıistlans. More ımportantliy for thıs study, Phılıp of Har-
vengt’'s Vıta Augustini iıllumınes the twelfth-century Premonstratens1ians’

of theır relatıonshıp monastıc and canonıcal tradıtion. The
identificatıon of Phılıp"s hagıographical pOSstTure accomplıshed Bere.
however, Carrıes wıth ıt 1LLOTC than intrinsıc interest. TIhe whıte CaNnonNs of
Premontre, despıte theır explosıve numbers and geographical extient Dy
the end of the welfth CeNTLUTY, and despite the distinctiveness of theır
soc1al organızatıon and apocalyptıc thought°9), remaın for modern cholars

curi10usly elusıve hıstorical phenomenon. Norbert hımself, althoug
famous preacher and ascetic, eft behıind wriıtten WOTrd. JIhe relatıonshıp
between hıs CaIcer and the canonıcal order he egan thus far remaıns
indistinct>'). Here, however, Phılıp of Harvengt’s ıfe of Augustine of
1ppO, SCCI1 agamst the backdrop of upe: of Deutz’s nearly CONteMpOrary
Benedictine aAaCCOUNLT, 1S shown suggest Norbert’s early followers
CINS recastıng the MO' of theır effectiıve first Tounder, the patrıstic
author of theır OW rule for COTILINON ıfe The twelfth-century Trder of Pre-
montre begıns CINCTLSC from AIMO the proliıferation of CONLteEMPOFAarY
rel1210Us STOUDPS In ılıp’s portrayal of Augustine d vırtual whıte CanNon

aro NEELThe Olorado College
ast aCcC La Poudre

OlOrado Springs, 80903-3298
A

50) Ssee, for instance, Guntram 1scho “ Karly Premonstratensian Eschatology: The
Apocalyptıc Myth”, in Spirituality of estern Christendom, ed Ozanne er: (C1S-
ercıan Studies (Kalamazoo, Mich., 41-71; aro Neel, Or1g1ins of the
Beguilnes”, SIeNS (1989)

51) Wılfried Grauwen, “ Dıe Quellen ZUT Geschichte Norberts VO  — Aanten ,
Norbert VON Xanten Adliger, Ordensstifter, Kirchenfürst, ed Kaspar Elm ologne,

15434


