
), which was based on the programme as described in fourteenth-century sta-
tutes rather than those of . It is uncertain whether two years of biblical lectures
and lectures on the Sentences were required before the late s, and the assump-
tion that they were makes the dating of Robert’s course of study also conjectural.
Gabriel follows the modification of Glorieux’s list of occupants of fixed teaching
chairs in theology suggested in M.-M. Dufeil, Guillaume de Saint-Amour (Paris
), which divided the supposedly limited number of chairs for secular masters
between three positions occupied by canons of Notre-Dame and another six
being regional: Italy, Burgundy, Champagne, Picardy, Anglo-Norman and
Flanders, and arguing that several masters could teach simultaneously under
one chair, or shift from one chair to another. The second part is on the foundation
of the college, or ‘domus’. This section goes through the founding documentation
in the cartulary, especially the role of the French king and popes Alexander IV,
Urban IV and Clement IV. The author discusses the various means by which
Robert acquired buildings in the s and explores the importance of topograph-
ical proximity to other foundations in the region of rue St-Jacques. He also notes
that many of the first group of fellows were personally known to Robert, and that
many, indeed most of the donors came from the north of France. The third part of
the book concerns life in the college during the remainder of Robert’s life when he
held the office of provisor. The statutes and the rules of communal living are dis-
cussed, along with relations between the college and the external world, and what
poverty meant to the founder and members of the college. The book concludes
with the earliest statutes, drafted around , and the papal confirmation of
the founding of the college by the letter of Clement IV in . As Gabriel
himself acknowledges, there are no new pieces of biographical information or
new sources that change the received picture of Robert, the foundation of the
college, or its early years. The college was a joint achievement of Robert and
King Louis IX, with papal recognition from Alexander IV, despite the latter’s favour-
ing of the mendicant orders.

WILLIAM J. COURTENAYUNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN,
MADISON

Les Procureurs français à la cour pontificale d’Avignon, –. By Pierre-Marie
Berthe (preface Andreas Sohn). (Mémoires et documents de l’École des
chartes, .) Pp.  incl.  tables,  graphs and  maps. Paris: École
des chartes, . € (paper).     ;  
JEH () ; doi:./S

The proctors or agents who represented the interests of their clients at the papal
court acted as a vital link between the papacy, on the one hand, and the peti-
tioners, litigants and others who had business at the curia, on the other. By employ-
ing a proctor, the client often avoided the need to travel to the curia. Even
someone who was present there in person might be well advised to use the services
of a proctor who was experienced in the procedures and circumstances of the
curia. There has been something of a revival of interest in recent years in proctors,
and especially those at the papal court in Avignon in the fourteenth century,
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notably a series of articles by Barbara Bombi and her edition of the register of
Andrea Sapiti, proctor to the king of England and other clients (Il registro di
Andrea Sapiti procuratore alla curia avignonese, Rome ).

Proctors may be distinguished according to the different departments of the
papal administration in which they functioned (the chancery, the penitentiary,
the Rota and other tribunals, and the chamber), which is not to say that they
tended to specialise in only one department. Pierre-Marie Berthe provides an ad-
mirable summary of the proctors’ functions (p. ), and in chapters ii–v of part I he
enlarges on their areas of activity. The heart of the book (parts II–III) is a study of
the proctors who were employed by French clients at Avignon. Berthe is not here
concerned with every known proctor, rather with those for whom a regular and sus-
tained activity is evident, in other words the more or less professional proctors. He
carefully defines the criteria for selection (see pp. –), which result in a
corpus of  proctors. The author considers every aspect of the lives of these
men – the duration of proctorial activity and their subsequent careers, their
clientèle and collaboration with other proctors, their geographical origin and cler-
ical status, their academic, intellectual and professional formation (including the
public notariate), their membership of the household of a cardinal, the curial
offices that they held, and the ecclesiastical benefices that they acquired. There
are seven appendices. The first of these lists instances of proctorial activity, the
second records the duration of proctorial careers, the third the proctors’ clients,
while the fourth concerns regional groupings of proctors. The fifth appendix is
much the most substantial (pp. –) and contains a prosopographical reper-
tory of the proctors. Appendix VI lists the proctors’ monastic and episcopal clients.

This book, by a pupil of Bernard Barbiche, is based on the author’s dissertation at
the École des Chartes and his doctoral dissertation (Paris IV–Sorbonne). It is the
most comprehensive treatment of its subject for any country and for any period,
while offering interesting comparisons on the basis of published work concerning
proctors for English and German clients. The author’s archival research, notably
in the Vatican Archives, has been thorough, and his knowledge of the scattered sec-
ondary literature appears to be remarkably comprehensive. It is not a criticism of his
work to say that he has not found a body of more informal correspondence which
would have helped to bring to life the somewhat murky world of proctors – corres-
pondence of the type published by R. N. Salomon in Rat und Domkapitel von Hamburg
um die Mitte des . Jahrhunderts, I: Die Korrespondenz zwischen dem Hamburger Rat und
seinen Vertretern an der päpstlichen Kurie in Avignon  bis  (Hamburg ).
Berthe presents the results of his researches in clear prose. He has a penchant for
statistics, some of them more enlightening than others, which are expressed in nu-
merous tables, graphs and maps (the latter assembled in appendix VII).

There are a few minor slips. Thus, the data communis is incorrectly associated
with the dating of papal letters (p. ), letters of the cardinal penitentiary were
composed on the basis of the petitions, not drafts (cf. p. ), and the university
of the papal curia was more than a studium of theology (cf. p. ). It seems to
me that at least one aspect of the theme would merit fuller treatment, that is,
the activity of proctors in the audientia publica and audientia litterarum contradic-
tarum. Letters of justice and certain other types of letters were read out in the audi-
entia publica, giving the opportunity to a proctor to object to the issue of a letter, or
to ‘contradict’ it. A hearing then followed, known as the audientia litterarum
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contradictarum. Some endorsements on original papal letters reflect the process.
Although such annotations become rarer in the fourteenth century, they are still
of interest. Thus, a letter of  May , obtained by Iohannes de Bozeto,
proctor of Hugo de Fulhivis, canon of Sainte-Opportune, Paris, concerning a
dispute with the chapter of the same church is endorsed to show that a copy of
the letter was made for the proctor of the opposing party, Aubertus de
Guignicurte II (B. Barbiche, Les Actes pontificaux originaux des Archives nationales de
Paris, iii, Vatican City , no. ). In the case of a letter of  December
, obtained by Petrus de Aquila for the abbey of Saint-Victor, Paris (ibid. no.
), it was the same Aubertus who objected to the letter’s issue. Here,
however, he was another proctor of the beneficiary, and the sealed letter was deliv-
ered to him so that he could retain it until Saint-Victor paid him his fee (see the
endorsement, ‘pro salario’). These observations are intended not to detract
from Berthe’s achievement but rather to suggest that, even with the publication
of his impressive and massive book, there are features of the proctors’ work
which would repay further investigation.

P. N. R. ZUTSHICORPUS CHRISTI COLLEGE,
CAMBRIDGE

John Wyclif on war and peace. By Rory Cox. (Studies in History. New Ser.) Pp. xiv +
. Woodbridge: Boydell Press (for the Royal Historical Society), .
£.     ;  
JEH () ; doi:./S

As a political theorist John Wyclif is best known for his writings on lordship (domin-
ium), yet he also addressed the question of just war in numerous sermons and tracts
published during the reigns of Edward III and Richard II. Wyclif subjected to
intense and impassioned scrutiny the three basic criteria for just war as they had
been formulated by the medieval canonists and theologians: just cause, proper au-
thority and correct intention. Rory Cox offers the first book-length treatment of
Wyclif’s views on war; the result is a well organised, detailed and comprehensive
study of this cagey, even mercurial, medieval theologian. Cox is not the first to
take up this topic, however; for almost a century now, articles and book chapters
have been devoted to it. Cox seeks to set himself apart from the pack, therefore,
by arguing that Wyclif was not merely critical of the conduct of wars in his own
day, but was actually a committed pacifist who was morally opposed to war in prin-
ciple. In short, according to Cox, Wyclif rejected the very notion of a ‘just’ war, pre-
cisely because all war – under any circumstances – runs contrary to the absolutely
binding lex Christi. If Cox is correct, this would make Wyclif something of an
Anabaptist avant la lettre, eschewing the sword even in self-defence as outside the
perfection of Christ (cf. Schleitheim confession vi). The problem, as Cox acknowl-
edges, is that Wyclif never penned a formal treatise exclusively devoted to just
war theory. Rather, Wyclif addressed the topic across a wide array of works
wherein he voices conflicting, if not necessarily contradictory, views. When taken
in their totality, though, we find that Wyclif was by no means sanguine about the
prospects of his fellow countrymen waging a genuinely just war; and his deep sus-
picion of the entire enterprise only increased by the time of the Flanders Crusade
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