
excellent chance of success, with the pope, for example, confirming only three out
of the nine candidates appealed under Henry III. This is an excellent book, hence-
forth the leading authority in its field. It has implications well beyond the confines
of thirteenth- and fourteenth-century England.

NICHOLAS VINCENTUNIVERSITY OF EAST ANGLIA

The world of St. Francis of Assisi. Essays in honor of William R. Cook. Edited by Bradley R.
Franco and Beth A. Mulvaney. (The Medieval Franciscans, .) Pp. xvi + 
incl.  black-and-white and colour figs + colour frontispiece. Leiden–
Boston: Brill, . €.     ;  
JEH () ; doi:./S

While I cannot claim to be a close friend of Bill Cook, I have seen enough of him
over the years to recognise that he is both a good man and an extremely interesting
one. More to the point, I have been consistently impressed by the dedication with
which he has pursued his major scholarly passion, early visual representations of St
Francis, and the quality of his work in that field. The essays collected in this
Festschrift examine a wide variety of topics stretching from the thirteenth to the
twenty-first century (though most involve St Francis in some way) and predictably
vary in quality. Perhaps it was also predictable that my favourites should be essays
dealing with Cook’s major preoccupation. Bradley Franco contributes an essay
entitled ‘The functions of early Franciscan art’ which clearly and concisely tells
us just that, no small accomplishment; while Alexandra Dodson’s ‘Trial by fire:
St Francis and the sultan in Italian art’ raises questions so relevant to my own re-
search that I barely resisted the temptation to fire off an email asking them. Yet
the article that I most enjoyed pondering is one that barely mentions St Francis:
Sarah Ritchey’s ‘Illness and imagination: the healing miracles of Clare of
Montefalco’, which offers insight not only into why doctors and healing saints
could coexist in medieval Montefalco but also what modern doctors might learn
from it all. Cook’s own closing essay, ‘My life with Saint Francis’, offers disarmingly
modest reminiscences and in the process provides an example of how, unwittingly,
we often back into the very topics that will sustain us for the rest of our lives.

DAVID BURRVIRGINIA TECH

Early commentaries of the rule of the Friars Minor, I: The  commentary, Hugh of Digne,
David of Augsbury, John of Wales. Edited by David Flood OFM; III: Angelo Clareno.
Edited by David Burr. Pp. vi + , xlvii + . Bonaventure: Franciscan
Insitute Publications, . $. (paper).     ;  
  
JEH () ; doi:./SX

The evolution of the Rule of St Francis of Assisi and the tensions that accompanied
its preparation and confirmation by Honorius III on  November  are
reflected in the order’s rich hagiographical tradition. The scruples felt by an
unnamed novice and by a friar named Richer about the possession of a psalter
and other books feature in the Compilatio Assisiensis, which depicts the founder
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as a tenacious defender of his vision and insights. While the saint reiterated the
spirit of the Rule, the years following his death created a vacuum that the minis-
ters-provincial and general were unable to fill with any authority. This diffidence
was reflected in the decision of the general chapter of  to seek the guidance
of Gregory IX on the interpretation of the Rule. The pope responded with Quo elon-
gati on  September , an interpretation that paved the way for further
comment by groups of friars and individuals.

The questions raised by the first generations are set forth in two volumes pub-
lished by the Franciscan Institute at St Bonaventure’s University. The first book,
edited by David Flood OFM, contains the group of commentaries compiled
between / and . The Parisian masters examined the application of
the Rule to the changing circumstances of the expanding order that was already
established throughout the Latin Church and was active in mission territories.
They upheld the saint’s teaching regarding dispensations from the papal court
and they articulated the friars’ misgivings, while acknowledging some areas
where reform was required. They signalled their intentions by citing both
Gregory IX’s Quo elongati and Francis’s Testament in the first chapter. The polemical
tone, defending the order against its increasingly vocal critics, was a significant
topic in this text. It is even more pronounced in the commentary by Hugh of
Digne, a friar from Provence, writing in the later s. The prologue to this com-
mentary affirms that Hugh had no intention of making use of the controversial dis-
pensations that had been granted to the friars. Aware that some friars disputed
passages from the Rule, Hugh travelled to Assisi to consult the regula bullata. He
also examined the testimony of St Francis’s close companions and consulted
friars renowned for their wisdom and holiness of life; some of these had known
the founder (pp. , , ). Hugh frequently invoked the moral and spiritual
authority of the fratres antiqui, who understood the Rule and how it should shape
various areas of mendicant life. The development of conventual complexes was dis-
couraged and Hugh urged the friars to build on a modest scale with timber and
mud rather than stone.

The example of the fratres antiqui chastised contemporaries who had accepted
relaxations. David of Augsburg (†), who had accompanied Berthold of
Regensburg on his preaching tours, was often invited to expound the Rule to
novices and the illiterate friars. There was, he maintained, a three-fold reason for
the divine institution of the order: first, it was a port of salvation for those escaping
the shipwreck of the world; secondly, it was a school that encouraged the diligent
study of the virtues; and thirdly, the friars should edify people by preaching doc-
trine, giving good example and offering intercession for their neighbours. David
relied on the accounts of the older friars who were witnesses to how the Rule was
observed in the lifetime of the founder. John of Wales, too, wrote for the junior
members of the order and explained terms for them. Those in search of relaxation
found little comfort in this exposition from this prominent Parisian scholar, who
argued that the Rule was divinely inspired and should be kept in an appropriate
manner. John recommended that Francis’s words should not be diluted
(pp. –). His account of the order’s mission of preaching was set forth in
chapter ix, where he reminded his confrères that the founder wished himself and
the friars to be of use rather than to focus on themselves alone. The credibility of
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their preaching was to be enhanced by their good relations with the local bishop.
Preachers were to be approved by the minister-general and their words should be
carefully measured. They were to resemble the Apostles in their preaching. The
welfare of souls was the main purpose of the office of preaching rather than an os-
tentatious display of erudition; friars were admonished to address vices and virtues.
Sermons were to be brief in imitation of the Son of God (pp. –).

Thepublicationof the second volumeof early commentaries, withmaterial by John
Pecham and Peter Olivi, is eagerly awaited. Meanwhile, the third volume, edited by
David Burr, is devoted to the exposition by Angelo Clareno. This is preceded by a
lengthy introduction on Angelo’s life, the corpus of his writings, the commentary
on the Rule and a substantial bibliography. It is by far the fullest of the treatments
and it is compiled by a formermember of the order, who was living under the author-
ity of a Benedictine abbot of Subiaco. Ample space is accorded to his use of theRegula
non bullata and Angelo’s extensive knowledge of Greek patristic sources, which are
quoted copiously in this commentary, written about /. Angelo voices the trad-
ition that the confirmation of the Rule was announced by Innocent III during the
Fourth Lateran Council (pp. , ).He wentmuch further than the earlier commen-
tators in his assertion that the founder foresaw many of the abuses that had subse-
quently tainted the order’s good reputation. Particular invective was reserved for
the decision to focus on urban centres at the expense of life in the hermitages,
excesses in buildings and the multiplication of the schools, especially under the ad-
ministration of Crescentius da Iesi, minister-general from  to , when
Aristotelian materials were introduced. The accumulation of books, circulating in
ever greater numbers, was a cause for concern in reforming circles. Towards the
end of the commentary Peter Olivi emerges with greater frequency as an authority
on the Franciscan cosmos.

Typographical errors are a rarity in these two attractive volumes. Exceptions are
‘need great care less [lest] they lack the discipline’ (i. ) ‘cwhat’ (iii.).
Commentaries on the Rule reflect the history of the order and the friars’ desire
to be faithful to the heritage of il poverello. These two volumes, edited by scholars
deeply immersed in Franciscan literature of the thirteenth century, will be
warmly welcomed by students of the order.

MICHAEL ROBSONST EDMUND’S COLLEGE,
CAMBRIDGE

Le Souverain, l’office et le codex. Gouvernement de la cour et techniques documentaires à
travers les libri officiariorum des papes d’Avignon (XIVe–XVe siècle). Edited by
D’Armand Jamme. (Sources et documents, .) Pp. vii +  incl.  black-
and-white and  colour figs. Rome: École française de Rome, . €.
    
JEH () ; doi:./S

One of the most conspicuous features of the papal residence at Avignon was the
bureaucratisation of the practices of papal government. This is reflected in the
abundance of records that survive from the fourteenth century, above all those
of the papal chancery and the apostolic chamber. The present volume concerns
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