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Lupus of T

ROBERT 1.

¥ UPLS Servatus, Abbor of Ferritres, has long been ce
Hed occupying a prominent place in met
is usually considered one of the most cult
He bas been called the fivst humani

ated as
val intellectual history, and he
ed men of the ninth century.,
n whe, when compared with
other men of the Cavolingian Age, attained a golitary pre-eminence in the

o i

field of humanistic studies, Since he professed o have o wide range of

litevary mterests, he has been conside

the later Renaissance. Moreover, it has been said that he digplays a wide

knowledge of Latin literature by his v

auent references to Latin authors.!
There is another aspect of his scholtarly pursuits, however, which stam
b ag the pre-eminent humanist of the Carolingian Age — his accome-
plishments as a scribe and text critic, It will be the purpose of this stady
1o consider this side of Lupuy’ literary attainments,

P8

Believing as he did in seeking knowledge for its own sake, Lupus made
ione of fis greatest aims in life not only to sequive manuscripts, but also
Psomething of a prollen because
at that time it wag often difficolt to locate books, and, when this was ac-
complishied, the loan of the precious and costly manugeripts had to be
arranged. Copies of them must then be made and the original sent back
to the owner, However, Lupus was indefatigable in increas Hm, his hhr.nv 3
resources, Anyone who had a book which was pot in the | s library
was subject o petition. Thus, he borcowed from the monasteries wf" L'ovirs,
Folda, and Prim among others, and from his friends Einbard, Wenilo,
Repinberi, and Mareward, and even went so far ag 1o ask Mmygus ¢ of York
and Pope Benedict 1T for manuscripts,

o correct and copy them, This presente:

Although Lupuos was eager to borrow books, he was very rveluctant to
lend them., Time and again he pleaded that the vonbled

VS Preven ted

safe transportation of his precious books, To Reginber

he wrote, “in

! Yor the wmost recent publication on this aspect of Lupus’ acholarship, see Wollgsng Bdelstein,

Fruditio und Safaentio: Welibild und Frziehing in der Karelingereeit, Unievsuchungen zu dloiing Hrigfon,
(Freiburg m Breisgau, 1965), 168.219,

1 a precursor of the humanists of
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o Marolo.,. impune latrocinis commitiuniur nihil securius atque

» el IN1y e
st 1ODYE It

constaniiug quam capinarum violeniia freguentator,
is inieresting to add that Lupus, in the finad paragraph of the same |
i

pestad bl

and in spite of the dangers just enumerated, 5iill s friend

sendd Aim some books, In another letter to Altwin of Sens he said that, since

e fearved o lend o mamaseript wigeh was in

atransi resolved to send it to some place of secority for

. In addidon to this, Lupus added, even though the

hiriise

g to Beny was short, yet the messenger wonld be traveling on foot

and thus more subject o penih

Librum quemn petisti multi guiboas non erat commodandas meam post

veditum fagitarant, Quare sblegandom
fr

etar, quin tibi Adus est, bune committi posse videham, tanen non satis tuto,

shim aligua, ne perire confingeret,

pene statui. Hone a me, com veneris can imipetrabis,

piod pedes erat, te non advertisse miratus sam. (Hpiav, 8),

ginbert that he would have sent the

Yoostith another letier Lupus tells Re

hook which Reginbert had cequested i he had had a suitable courier to

take it to hime “Librum quem fagitast misissern, nist lator defiisset ido-

neus. (i, T

\ /

The vich bindings of some books of those days rendered them especially
Finemar of
Collectaneum of Bede
hecausn, since it was too large 1o (it conveniently o a waller, it was
fiable to be stolen, Bot Lupus himsel would bring it to Hinemar at some

fater ddate:

tempting prizes o the highwayman., Thus, in a letter tn

Rheims Lopus said thai he was afraid o send the

Clollectaneum Hedar in apostoling ex operibus Augusting veritus sinn dirigere,
propierea gquod tantus est liber, wt nee sinng celavi nee peva possit satis commode
contineri, Quanguam, si alievatram fiever, formidanda esset obvia improborum
capacitas, quam profecto pulchritudo ipsius codicis accendisset, et ita forsitan
et moihi ef vobis perisset. Proinde tuto vobis wnemoratiom w,nmnmn ipse commo-
datirag suna, cum primo, st Deus vult, aliqguo nos contigerit sospites convenire,
(Foppist. 1OR).

Lapus has sent ten pmn cones, however, since these could be eanily carried !

Tiowas in the copying of manuseripts that Loprs was outstanding, His
thirst for knowledge, however, was not quenchied with the possession of a
manuseript, especially i it were incomplete, This is evident from a letter to
Pope Benedict 1 wheve Lopus says: “P

eciimug ctiam Dulitnem De oretore

e best edition of Lupus’ Jetters is that of L. Levillain, Loup de Ferridves, Corvespondance (Les
I Uistoire de

dassigues o Cranee, Y0 and 16, 1827.85) which was reprinded in 1964 by P Association

Cuttawme Budé "Les Belles Letives,”” AD referances ave (o this edition
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et duadecim hibros fastitulionum oratorierem QQuintiliant, gui uno nec ingent
volumine contineniur; qmm 1 utriuseue anctoram partes habemus, verm
plenitudimem per vos desideranus obtinere,” '/]”/n'\‘f., 00}, When he tried
at Ferridres of some book that his Hbvary lacked he was

1O EeL & Copy miag
dotng nothing dif
his thne were doing. But what makes Lupus nnigue is that was never

satisfied with the copy of a work he had, hut was
another copy so that he could collate the two aud arrive at a better !mﬂi

“A

This idea is brought out in a letier

ianas {“J) P)ut‘»

quas masist, cum nostris conferri fa vt ex u!ri"rgw* st possit fier,
veritas exculpatur,” (Fpuss, 69). T was this trait of Lupus that caused
Coth Beeson o vemark: “The urge forasecond copy from w?xsuh L correct

the fivst 1s almo

as strong i Lopus as the desire {or a new text, It is this

characteristic that chstingoishes him from all the other schobars of the

Middie Apes.™ Similacly, B. Norden congidered h
Lapus a hiomanist: “Wer fihle sich bei dem all

Briefe der

s trait as making
en nicht evinnert an die
wen Ve

Autoven P fa, in einem Punkte st er sogar den meis

ararniisten mit theem se

$i fangen nach neven unil

vollstandige

g

Fhmanisten voraus: er will n opute Texte, ™

blogs Texte, anng
Lupus from the standpod
texiual work, Such eminent palaeographers ag F. AL Lowe, O, H. Beeson,
B KL Rand, L. Tranbe, Po Lehmann, and W, M, Lindsay have siudied the
mannseripls which were known to Lupos and corrected by him. A 1936
disseviation, The Gellius Manuseript of /,zx;'m(\ of Ferrieres by Sister L, Mea
dealt exclusively with his manuseripe of Aulug Gellivg, and Beeson’s work
on Lupus” antograph copy of Cieero’s De oratore s o masterpiece of scho-
lavship.

Maost modern scholarship has treated

v of his

her

3

Before we discuss some of the modern work that has been done on
cevtain mannscripis ithat Lupus i known o have eriticized, it seems
advisable to Bst the manuscripts that have heen atiriboted to him, whether
corvectly or incovvectly,

Genume Lorus Manvserirrs
There has heen some dispute about the true identity of the corrector

of a few of the manuseripts attributed to Lopus, [tis generally agreed,

K Paprs of Ferridres as Seribe and Fext Criti: 4 Study of 15 Autagroph Copy af Cicere's e Oratore
1930), 4

{Cambiridge, Mass,
y - . N . N VR ¥ TS . Y; o
C Pic antibe Kunstprosa vem V1, Jafohundert vor Chrishes bis In dis Zelt der Renaissance, 20d ed.
509, 2, 7

W Ay

[RERIES

erent from what other scholarly abbots and ibrarians of

o - . S, 0y
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; ; eetar of the following e coriptysh
hawever, that Lapus s the seribe o corrector of the following AVUSCrIPLS:

terne SHG -
Valering Maximus, Facta el :’):rl{ai AMemorahilia
Condon, Brit, Mus, Harlelanus

icero, e oratore
Paris, Bkl Nar tat 5726
| ;
Livy, Ab wurhe mmh/a Honks VX
Parig, Bibl Nat lat G370 e ;
Macrolius, (mnnmwmm in Somninm Scipionis and beginning of the Saturnolia,
Book |
Paris, Bibl, Nat, lat. 7774 A
. . VY De imventi
Cicern, Orationes in Verreme (Aci 1 or, TV-VY De dnventione
Paris, Bibl Nat. lat 8623
Syrrrachyis, Fipistolae, Books [IRAVAS Y]
Vatican, Reg. lat. 597
Autug Gelhus, Nootes
Vatiean. | At tafd
Vatican, Reg. fat, 148 ) ‘
Fibering Olawding Doanatus, Talerpretationes Vergilianae Asneidos, Rooks L-V1
Vatican, Cod, tat 474
Aungustine, Sermones
Vienva, Bibl Nat Cod, 189 ) o o
[ ), philosophical covpus, Le, De natura deorum, De divinations, De fato,
. ' B ) : o Tagihigc
Timaens, Topica, Paradoxa, Lucnllus { dcademica Priovay, L legibus
Berling, Wbl NMat. fat. 126 {(Phillips 1872}
Yeronne, (hronica Fusebil

Atticae, Books PX-XX

Possimng Lupns MANUTSCRIPTS

The llowing manuscripts were included il? the Hat of Lowe o mci‘ SOME
of them have been commented on by Tyanbe, There s not universal
agreement, however, that all of them were actu ally worked on by Lupus.
‘ en rapport” with Lupus’ eritical method but
tents, such as Heirie

o

Same of them are judged o be
yoay have in fact been corvected by one of Lupus® st

ol Auxerre®

& e especially G, FL Beeson, Lupus of Frodres as Sevibe and Text Critiey B, AL Lowe, “Nugae
Padacographicae,” l’w ceudion and Liberty: Essays in Hongr of Greorge Lincoln Py (Mew York, 1931),
4, 1L Rand,
1924)

¥

Petlegrin, " Les Manuserits de Loup de Fervieves,” BECH, 1

A Swrvev of the Mamwseripts of Fours (Studies in the Seript of Fowrs, 1, Cambridge, ! .

G Haond it W Tone

Py ot Hook: iy with Sufiplemeiti s Deseriptions of Other

[RRE!

tosnppis of o DSadics s Sevipt af Lo, Leibrotyge, & TTITE IR

Varlesungen ol Abhandhengen, 4, ed, S Mrandt (Munich, 1920),

B Phe Paris, Bl Nar dae 7406, for example, whi s of Priscian

conlams some \’.\HHHH Wi

andd whiich s considersd o Lapus MS by Lowe i instead attmbuted to Heivie by

[011.14), 1, 400,

M. Manitius,

Coovehiciie der latetnischen [itevaiir des Mittelalters {Nuomich,
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Leyden, Voss, lat. £ 12b
Cicero, De seneclute
Macrobing, Commentarii in Sommium Seipionis

aria, Wbl Nat lae 57647
Caesar, De bello gallico

Paris, Bibl Nat. fat, 6332
Cicevo, Tusculanae disputationes
De senectute

Paris, Bibl. Nat. lat. 7496
Priscian, various works

Paris, Bibl. Nao N.A, 1626

Vican, De bello civile

There are three other manuscripts which ¥, Carey considers to have heen
annofated by Lupus.®

Herne 391
Cheera, e officiis

Rene 451
Quinitus Curtius, Mistoria Alexandri Muogni

Paris, Bibl, Nat. lat. 1913 A
Augnstine, Confessionss

Finally, there is 2 manuscript which the latest commentator on Lupus’
manuseripts, 1. Pellegein, claima to have been “corvigé de sa main,”®
This is the Orléans 162 (139) which containg three works of Avgustine:
D nuptits el concupiscentio, Kpistnla COVID ad Claudinom, and Contra Tulianum,

The tolal, then, of manuvseripts which have been attoibuted with more
or less cex mmly to Lupus is twenty, OF thig number it seerns safe to conclude
that at least those contained on our first list were actually written or cor-
rectedd by him, Beeson, the greatest specialist in Lupng’ textnal work,
certified only six of the total, but he died before the work of Carey and
Pellegrin appeared, Other experts on Lupus’ style and method of textual
eriticisme ave also deceased, so there remains no ane of their caliber to pass
Judgment on the vahidity of Carey’s or Pellegrin’s elaims, But there are
enough manuscripts available that can be certainly attributed to Lupus
to he able to ascertain his style and method of fextual correc

7 Lowe lists this MS as “doubual”; Pellegrin, p. 15, says, “'Les notes marginales, i'une éeriture
m;m]tmr' pe st pas de faomain de Loup.”

UNSE fram the Sceriptoriurm o ~CGeveain " Averve” (19563, 24 These MSS are Yisted

iy Petlogyin, 700 b e MSS Hsted by Carey, she agrees onty sith thie possible argibation to

HG1

faipus of 1t
¥ e Manuserits dz Loup de Fervidves,” .
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Yaopos anvp Vakrios Masmus
The year 1891 marks the beginning of modern scholarship concerning
Fapas® textual work, To was in this year that L. Traube detormined that
the revision ol the Berne 366, which containg the Facta et Dicta Memorabilia

Tranbe su

n!" Yalerins Maximusg, was by the hand of Lupuste vposed that

Popos had sged this manuseript when, for instruction in Roman history,

he dictated o his students extracts he had himsell culled from Val c‘!“?w‘
fons i the rext

Maxbmus, Furthermore, Travihe felr that the corre

a
i the margin of this manuscript were made hy Lopus’ own hand, ’Z

suggestion was later confivmed by the studies of Tra . Scmmt,n

by

be's pupil

whao showed that in addition to many mwrhnv:n‘ and marg Orrections,

ovie whole column of the Berne 366 was copied by Lupus,®
The study of the Valering Maximus manuse 11\)& wasg continued |
Lindsay, who yn!;!in!u’w% an important article on it in 19090 ¥
wwed, as we have just

simus from the Beme

oy W, M.

& briefly

reviewed the work of Traube and Schneiz which st

A 3 in

geaen, that .an‘; used exiracts of Valerviug !

dintating to his students: these extracts were later puhlished by his sindent

other

Hewic of Auxerve, Phis s as e as Tranbe goes, but Lindsay ad
tnportant facts. According to the editor of the Teubner edition of Valerins

187 s the
Bevne 366 which Kempfl claimed was ernended by some corvector in the

Maxirnus consulted by Lindsay, €, Kempl) the “codex onth

nivith centuvy with the help of o wanuseripe of fulivg Paris” Kpitome of
Valeving: sometimes the veadings from the Bpdtome ave placed in the

margin of the Berne 466, sometimes “engrafied ” in the text itself, 7t seems,
aceording to Lindsay, that the corvections made by Lopus belong to two
periods, for the readings from the fpriome wannseript are later than the
others and are not found in Heiric’s edition. Thus, they must have heen
enterved by Lipus later than the tme of his dictation, And the fact that it
is only the older series of corrections which were prior to the lectures heard
by Heirie in 860 (Traube’s date), feads Lindsay to suppose that before
taking the Nerne 366 o the leciure room so that he could dictate passages

from iy Laopus must have careflully emended the text, To do this he must
have used both his own conjectures and a second manuscript of Valeriug

Magimus, Teis the main poirpose of Lindsay’s article tn ascertain what this

MANUSCT P Wi,

(AT Y

e hangen s Ul el dite 1o Schawieller. 1 A Valerius

NMasirmnig, ete., Sitctngsherichts dev A/(ml 2it Mnm/.m Phil-Dst. Klasse (A1), 807991 (== Traube,

Vorlesungen it Abhandhngen,
U dn Keitiker des Valeeius Moximms im 9. Jahrhundert (Neaberg a. Donaw, 1901).
P2 e Archetype Uodex of Valerius Maxious,” CFh 4 (1900}, (15017
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He assumes that the tater series of corrections were made by Lupus when

he obtained an ancient manuseript of Tuling P

library of Fleuvy, This manuscript is called by Lupns “velustus codex,’

faris’ Fipitome from the nearby
whereas the second is called “novus” by him, Lupus evidendy had this
Lorrowed manuscript copied by some of his monks and then, with his own
hand, corrected the transeription by using the orviginal whenever he
detected some difficulty, Lindsay concludes, ther, that Lupus must have
used the archetype codex of Valering Maximus, a 8fth century manuseript

of Yulins Pavis” Hpitome, from which the 3 366 was cop

rne 366 with his article with the

Pandsay mcluded a Mmme ype of the
¥

nen of Lupus’ handwriting contained therein would he

o

hope that the sp

conducive to the discovery of other manuseripis which Lupus had copied

st correcied. This is in fact what happened, as we will discuss below, but
N

first it seems advisable to note briefly Lupus’ styte and method of copying

and correcting' so that we can gain a ol iight 1oto what the later

palacographers were fooking for in theiv search for ather Lopus ntanuscriprs,

Y

Lupys’ criTiCAL TRCHNTQUE

Y minuscule:

Lupus’ seript is a cleav specimen of Caroling it 15 a compact
and vniform seript which reveals a giillfol and experienced hand, This is
Mulda “he was

hardly surprising, for even while Lupus was a student a
busy iu that copying which was to give himn and his monastery so many hooks
by Christian, pagan, or barbarian writers," Lt wag at Fulda that Lopos
and another gtudent, Gerolf, had corvected a eanuscript of Rabanus
Mawrus’ Commentary on the Book of Numbers® and Lupus alone copied for
Connt Eberbacd of Frinli a large manuscript of the Leger Francorum et
Rijmariorum et Langobardorum et Alamanorunt el Havarionon** a wor
contained the national laws of these German tribes; he also adored this

which

manuscript with a verse of dedication containing
Eherhard, and with his own drawings to illusteate the sexi
Cupos’ handweiting shows elear influence of the seript of Tours: he has

mastered the Tonrs open "¢’ he avoids the higature for 'st’, except when he
o word;

s for space; the ligature NT s regularly used at i“w end
he regularly uses the K form of H; rustic capitals are used in his Ineipits
and Joxplicais. ’

is pve

e tultesCdesonpuion of Supas’ ergeal techinigue s bt in G P Reesan, Lupne of Ferndres
s Sevibe and Text Critie
MO S, Dcketr, Carolingian Portrarls (Ann Avbor, 1062), 163,
ARG, Episiola 497,

W AfCH, Veges, B

948 Kuch of the following sevtion is hased o this work,

Kavolini Aevi

o, ed. Part 3,

his name and that of
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1

The most characterstic seribat habit of Lupus, however, is found in hig

method of word division. Most scribes Latin words naturally

K

.
they were pronouneed, hat Lupus vigidly adbered (o the artificial syllabis

ficarion tanpght by Roman grammarians wherehy a syllable should begin
with as many consonants as are capable of heing pronounced, Thus,

ihes as here noted

words tike seripesi and digenus, m»rm\x“\ divided by sc

t

would he corrected by Lupus o serispsd and de-grus, "This resudis o a

ending a ling,

sl as “pooor gt heing stenck out ov expunged and the next

e beginning with an inserted "p’or g’ These added I by jutting

tion to the correction.

outside the regniar alipnwent, easily call ar

i

Laupis vot only followed this rnlv in his own scribal practice, but also made
the texts which he corvected conform to e,
A couple of othey aspects of Lupns’ te (th([l!!’ ag A text crvitic are note-

work of vevision 1s the

waorthy, Probably the mosi significant aspec

vartants which he puts in the margins, U !w variants are |

with dots on either

capital “A° (standing fov alter, aliter, alibi, alins, ali

siddes the reference is clavified by the use of two or three d over the

marginal variant and the word found in the text, Another characteristic
p

featuee is his costom of erasing parts of lines ov even whole lines and re-

writing them, e does this so skilifully that often the

CrASLTE FOCS -
detected o, 01 is noticeable, i is impossible 1o determine what was

evased,)?

had two ma-
preserve the discrepant
endation,
Moveover, he would f.u!h ully follow the archetype, preserving spaces left

Lupus showed great respect for textual oradition. I he

nuseripts of the same author, he would genera!
veadings or old reading

, resorting only oceastonally oo

vacant i the archetype or leaving spaces whare the archetyoe actually
was corrupt or appeared to Lupus to be corrupt. In addition to leaving
vacant spaces wherve he thought the passage corrupt, he also marked the
passage with the eryphia which ofien was copied directly from the archetype,
buit v same places was probably inserted

y Lupus himself,
ch Lupus shows, but

the above are the most peculiar to him anid provided the clue for furiher

There are other soribal and correctional habits wh

i

wvestigation of other ninth century manuscripis with the hope that still

furihier evidevce of Lupus’ editorial activities could be found

i | PN
Py ativid

Ponowc el dhisenss

s ob odern teelingnes usec P PO CERTOOe CYANUeN WY b fle

Speentum, V2 (10573, T0%.

wiserip, see AL Freeman, Theodntf of Oléans and the Libsi Caroling”!
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LSON ANT Lupus

This clue was most successfully followed by £, son. Taking
sdvantage of the varions hints that had appex
investigation to search for mannscripts which onee had belonged o Lupus,
and to make a study of them, During that year he began hiy investigation
by visiting the libraries of Leyden, Paris, Ovleans, and Berne, The
search proved frmth:: for he soon was able to point 1o a monber of ma-
hers, which contained the
;?ift*ly by
1, Babi, Nat,

self and other palaec

auscripts, found by }
correctiong or collations of Lupus and one
Laupus, At Paris Beeson found two mant

ritten e

fat. 7774 A contains our best witness for the text of the D¢ inventione of

Clicera '™ the other, the Paris, Bibl, Nat, lat. 5726 which convains Livy’s
Ab urbe condita, Books VI-X, known to editors of that bistorian as the
“Clocdex Thuancus,” was tater (1929) identified by . K, Rand? The
Harleianus 2736, containing Cicere’s De gratore, was identified by Beeson
in the summer of 1910 and in the following winter éhv Vat. Reg. lat, 597,
containing the Noctes Atticae, Books 1-VIIT ol Aulug Gellius, was identif
by . A. Lowe while he was examining some Vaticon manuscripts for
Beeson.® In 1915 W, AL Lindsay discovered that the ‘v’m‘ Reg. lat, 1484,
which contains the [nferpretotiones eides of Tibering Claudiog

Verpilianae
E")cmmn.‘;‘ was corvected by Lupns?® [n 1922 Beeson identified the Paris,
Bibl, Nat, lat. 8623, which containg the Kpistelar, Books 1-VIIT of Sym-
m:wlms; and in 1921 he first noted the Paris, Bibl Nat Iat, 6370, which

inchudes Macreobius™ Commentarii in Somnium .C,'r,g/)z“rmi-&‘ and the beginning of

his Saturnalic, Book 12 The last Lupus manuscrips that Beeson mentions,
i 1945, 35 the Vienna, Bibl Nat, Cod. 169, which contains the philoso-
phical corpus of Cicero® From the above discussion, therefore, we must
agree that Beeson’s investigation was very suceessfil, for of the eleven

R KL Rand and L. W. Jones, The Earliest Book of Tours, 108, judge that Lupus took this MS

with hitn 1o Fulda about 828 “io collate with a copy there that he fonnd even more defective,”
They would daie this MS as having been writien between 820-825,
Y Reeson, Lugims of Fervitres as Seribe and Toxt Critie, p. vii, ervoneovsly numbers this M8 7526,
B4 Survey of the Manusevipts of Towrs, p. 95.
BV Lupus af Ferridres ns Sevibe and Taxt Critic, p. viii.

s

Vodae Larfinae ({avabyidpe, VOIS ML fandsay saya that this BI% s Twirdien by Tours

w5 Vo n desoripiion of this

seribies and correcied by !.\,qm.x of Ferid
the Aamiseripis of Touwrs, 1434
2 For s deseription of this MS, see Rand and Jones, The Kaliest Book of  Dows, 100-101,

25 R REUREE

- Beeson, “The (o i(‘rlanmxm of Hadoard, b, 410 and “Lupus of Feyridres

and Hadeasyd,” (Ph 4% (194 191,

and, A Surcey af
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1

ts
JWaS responsible
i

manuseripts which we have placed above in our first !:s* of manuscy

identified as baving passed through the hands of Lupusy,,

fur the identification of six,
It was Beeson’s goal to publish all of the above-mentioned manuseripts,

bt he dhed with thig still ')“!\‘Ai*(‘,lﬁ)nl})ﬁ.‘i?\ﬁd. One of his students, however,

published an aceount of the Aulus Gelliug manuseript which we gh

arleianus
=n referred
t the reasor for this codex

diseuss below and Beeson bimself hrought out the edition af'
aiready oft

2736, containing Cicere’s De oratore, which we have

tells us in the preface of this work tha
he only manuscript which is an auto-

£,

heing published lirst was that 3i is
graph copy® This manuscript was studied and wanseribed ésy Beeson in
1928 but it was not antil 1930 that the entire work was published,

olar as Heeson, his r%e‘,eu \mtmn of fl\t*

As one mght expect from such a s

Harley Codex, which is the best of the oldest gronp

oratore, is clear and complete. The volume consists of two pi Part one
containg the Peeface, Table of Contents, and the lotroduction, which

Xi

P

greats of “Lupus as Scribe and ) Critic™; in this wart e

O gIves A

detailed hisiory of the manuscript, a lengthy analysiz of the work and
sgraphy, Division
al

Marginal
4

MICOT v!dw,ﬁ

methods of Lupus under different headings, such

of Syllables, Punctuation, Abbreviations, mioal )
Covrections, Inierlinear Corrections, ete,; there iz also a
Table at the eond of this section. Part two consists of an .::::m:e:ffh:m: e
production of the Havletanus 2736; t
codex containing 109 folios which were “ruled with a dry

is manuseript is a4 sguare guario-
noint for two
coluwmng with donhle vertical Hues for the text marging thers are twenty-four
Hues 1o a column, ™ except for one coluran which contabig twenty-five
ties, The text of the De pratore stands on Folio T Recto to 106 Versg, first
cobimng Folioy 106 Verso, second column to 109 Verso contain some
Lasin: poems which have no conncction with Cicero,
Beeson maintaing that Lupos is the Orst writer of the Middle Ages to
miention Cicero’s De oratore® This ocencs in the very first letier of Lupus'

correspondence, written about 829-830°% o Einhard, A fter some intro-
dm'tm“‘y vernarks 1 which he declares his devotion to classical learning
Sunt antem hi

2
s .

g)m’; asks Einhard for the loan of several manuscripts:
!. Wil de rhetorica liber... item etusdem anctoris de thelorica tres Libri in disputa-
tione ac dralogo de oratore.,.” Beeson assumed that Binhard sent the copy of the

Pl

Lawpas wf Bervidies s Soribe and Texd e, poovin,
o dhid, p. b

7 Thin statement i covroborated by M. Nanitus, Handschvifien antiker Autoren in mideltaltevlichon
Riblivthehskatalogen. { Zenivalblolt fir Hibliothekswesen, Berhelt K7 Leipuig, 1935), p, 26,

B Avcording o Levillaio, Loup de Ferridres, Uorrespondange, 1, 2,

e
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De oratore requested by Lupus, for the second mention of this treatise,
contained in o letter (Fpise., 100) to Pope Henedict HE written about

B55-858,2 shows that Lupus owned Je pratore ot that times

“Petimus etiam Pullivim De oralore et duodecim lilros Institutionumoratoriarum
Quintiliani, qui uno nec ingenti voluwmine continentur, quorum uiriusgue
ATV LS
Furthermore, as we have alre Lexs
vequested by Lupus in this letter to Einhard have come down to ug and

auncforum  paries habemus, verum plenitudinern per vos

o

obtinere. by seen,

have f‘n‘(‘n identified as having been criticized !;y ADUS: arletanus
2736, the Paris, Bibl, Nat. lat. 7774 A, and the Vat, |

;mmnnnd that Lupus must have pr

romptly retnrned t

IS

to Einhard since this was the first such ve £ the youthful monk from

“the distingnished churchman and author,” " Uhis assmption js sirengthen-
-
i

ed by the fact that every page of Lupus’ copy shows evidence of the haste

in which 1t was written.,

Lupus AND AuLus (rennius

Uhere is another detatled work, complete with facsimile NEErn
i b

a manuscript which Lupus is known to have corvected, Uhis is the 19

digsertation written by Sister L, Meagher, under Beesor’s guidance, on
the Vat, Reg. Lat, 597, which containg Hooks TX-205 of Autus Gelliug’
Noctes Atticae. She points out that the first mention of this world in the
Middle Ages,® as was the case with Cilcero’s De oratore, is found in the first
Jetter of Lupus' correspondence. Here, as we bave recently seen, Lupus
asks Einhard o send him some manuseripts, After mentioning several
other works, Lapus conclud

»

A Gellii noctium. Atticarum,
Assurance thai this reguest was granted is fhund in another letter o Fin-
hard (Epist., 5) written about six years later (836) in which Lupus explaing
why he has not returned the manuscript: Rabanus Mauras was having
a copy of it made for his own use, But Lupus promised that he would

T “pract

peturn it himsell: “A. Gellium misissem nisi rursug dlum abbas nﬂinmiswt
quesius necdum sibi cum esse deseriptum, Seripturam se vobis dixit quod
praciatum Jibrom vi mihi extorserit, Vf*mm et ilhuny el oones caeteros,
quibus vestra Hberalitate fruor, per me, si Deus vilt, vobis ipse restituam.’

eagher compared the Gelliug mmmmn'zg’;t_ with other Lapus ma-

W phid, 2, 190,

80 upus of Fervidres as Seribe and Text Critic, 5.
W Fhe Gellius Manuieript of Lupus of Fervidres
Bis iy allirmed by Manitius, Handschriften antiker Antoyen, p. 147,

vy of Chicago Dissertation, 1936,
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puseripts and found that “the corrections and the marginalia in it exhibi
s

all the carmarks of Lupus’ seript, Tt seems that Lupuos’ (ec

shout the spme thronghout all s work.

hndgue 1s

o the individual cha-

racieristics of 1his techinigque can be paralleled i the work of othe
bt the chance of Grding them all togethier i another seribe 1s very slight

the

feis this evidenee which definitely established Lupus as the cory

Crethius snavasoript, By comparing this manoscript with
Sr, Meagher also found that Lupus had vevised it more ! mm'm‘«x ; !‘ix:m

which s wri

any of the others, ™ In fact, the Gellius wmanuseript

)
121 fnliog, contains 810 words, even with the omission of proper names,
in the marginal index, whereas the De eratove, which is written in 106 {olios,
containg in its marpginal index only 11 words®

A recent article, writien by G 1 Liefiinek and concerning a manus

of Aulus Gellius, makes use of the work of Beeson and Sr.

libraries in the Netherlands to make an

1953, while visiting diffevent
mventory of manuseripts, Lieltinck came across a m;\,mm(:rim i the library
n( f(uwzm!rm which was “un chw" d":‘rnvre

Epane y;\nﬂmmmnw 6 !n %m attempt 1o Li(:éf:r ?\(’, SOUrCE o‘" ha

mannserint aeftnck vefers to thl“ two letters of 5..».,1}1)u< wh

L}

weh we have just

aunted i our discussion of Sv. Meagher’s work,  Lupus’ second letter
] B 1

3

written i 836 while he was s;!i'& a student at Fulda, s ese
A £

ity interesting
to Lieftinek., We will recall that in this letter Lupus said that he would
fave relorned o manug

ipt containing Aulug

Gelliug' Noctes Atticae to
Einhard except that Rabanus Maurus was having a copy of it made for his
awn use, Liefltinek is cevtain that the manuscript which he discovered
Cecuwarden, the Bibl Prov. de Frise, MS BLAL Feo 55, is identical with the
manuscript which was being prepared ™ To test the validity of this con-
clusion, he follows the tdeas of Sy, ted out in her Chapter
1V, which treats the sources of covrection of Lupus as found in the second

Meagher as poir

part of the Noctes Atiicae. Liefiinck conmpiles several tables to prove that the
Reginensis 597 which contains Einbard’s orviginal of this work is the bagis

Y he Gellins: Manwseript of Lupus of Fervidres, 17,

BCE Heeson,Phe Authogship of CQuid S Cerowa, ™ Classical and Mediaeval Siwdies 1n Flonor of
FOK Band (New York, 199, 6 “Lupus was goite familiay with the text of Celliusy he revised
seoviene Cosrnnghiv than any affer of o RRS B naedd e o1 e soise Dwa thousand tinwes i
oy changes and b Gelle wavginal index s omueh die Tongest,”

BT Glellins Manwseript of Lufius of Fervidres, 21,
WM M, dTAulu-Gelle

sewwarden exéontd & Fulda en B,
17

Bulletine dell’ " Ayclivio

Pateagrafice Haligno," ws. 1

¥ lhid, 14,
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for the corrections of Lupus and those found in the manuscript of Leeuw-
arden. Oue of the more conclusive charvts, in which he compares only two
pages of the Reginensis as reproduced by

rections and the manuseript of Leeuwarden, is as bllows (here abridged):*

her with Lupiw’ cor~

Hegin, 597 Corr, Loup Leeuw,

existimarent exisiumacent

crassator graggator

collocata

obrepetendi

fundatast fundamentum huuhnwumm
rafant ratayt

privativa privativast Drivativast

casus est casu el ragus el

Lupus AND SUETONILS

Thiere has been some question abont the history of the introduction of
Suctoning’ De Vita Caesarum into France, According to one view, stated
fiest by L. Uranbe,® Lupus secured from the monastery at Fulda either the
or a copy; from this manuscript Lupus
tly edited
civic of Auxerre, one of Lupus’ pupils® The evidence for this view
to Mareward, abbot of

manuseript of Suctonius that it ha
dictated certain extracts to his stuclenis which were subsequ
by ¥
is a letter (fipist,, 35) written by 1 upus m 24

Pritve, - After making other reguests, Lupus adds:

(Juaeso practerea ut acd sanctum Bonifatiom sollertem aliquem monachum
dirigatis, i ex vestra parte Hattonem abbatem® deposcat ot vobis Suetoninm
Vranquillum de Vita Coesarum, qui apud eos in duos nec magnos codices
divisus est, ad exseribendum dirigat; mihique eum ant ipsi, guod niminm opto,
afferatis ant, si haec felicitas nostris differeiuy peceatis, per certissimum nuntiom
Tameue in hac regione nusguan iveniture et credimus hoe
auocue nos beneficiam vestra liberalitate consecufuros,

mittendum curetis,

Commenting on this statement, Lun says, “Nun wissen wir, dass Lupus
sich einen Sueton aus "‘u}(!d kommen liess, weil er in Frankreeich keinen
fand,”® According to B, K, Rand, however, Thr's view is fanity in two

B jhid., 15,
B Npwes drchiv der Gesellschafi fir dltere dewische Ceschichiskunds, XXV (1901), 266 f.
36%, published

40 g Thio, “Beitraege zur Textgeschichte des Sneton,” Hermes, 36 (1001), %

a capy of it

s exirncia, We have atrendy geen nbove this avonest of Troakie applied vo Lapus’

work on Valermis hMasxioius.
LA & P

12 " Peitracge 2ur Texige

abbot of Fulda at this time,

chichte des Sueion,” 8445 this view s echoed by 1. Sandys, A History

of Uiassical Scholarship (Cambridge, 1920), 1, 661, wha says, “Servatus Lupus, who could find no
the Falds M 5"

WS of Suctoning in France, borrowed
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vespectas: sty Lupus’ request does not pmve that he did not know of any

other manuseripts of this work in France; “in bac regione” is not pe

synonymous with all of France be could have stmply meant the diocese

of Sens, since Fervidres was In this diocese, to distinguish it not only |
Geomany, but perhaps from the neighboring diocese of Tours ag well;
second, there 18 no surety that Lupus’ reguest for the manuseript was
granted

is so detailed

Rand continuey in this very detailed article -« in fact it
that a brief suramary of it is impossible - to disprove the the

ory generally

accepted before his writing (1926) that the text of the De vita Caesarum was

introduced into France through Lopus, who was successful in his appeal

» Fulda, FThis argument is strengthened by Ran refil examination
( : s races of the seript of Fuld

of the manuscripts of Suetonus, which show no traces of the seript of Fulda,
There ds a manuseript of Suetonius, however, the Memmiznus, which
Hand believes was written at Tours some two decades or more hefore
Laupus’ appeal to Marcward, ™ Rand conjectures that Lupus knew of this

ion in two vol

at Fulda, Lupus teied for the best. Fatling 1o secure a copy of the Fulda

wmas

manuscript, “hut remembering also the sumptuous e

manuscript, he succceded at ‘Pours. Kither the codex was transcribed for
oo No direct
b the Zxcerpts, have been de-
tected, 0 Finally, using evidence gathered by textual oriticism, palaco-
graphy, and history, Rand concludes that the De vite Caesarym was not
ntroduced into France by Lupus somewhat later than 844, bui actually

nge

him there, or i was loaned to him at Fervieres for that pury

descendants of Lupus’s copy, save throug

sorne thivty years or more before that time — prabably by Eihacd or
some other person of Charlemagne’s cir

Luros AND MAcrOBIUS

We pointed ont above that in 1931 Beeson identified the Paris, Bibl

Nat, fat, 6970, which contains Macrobins' Commentarit in Somminm .‘a‘:i/)irmir
avel the Legioning of s Saturnalia, Book 1) as being thoroughly vevised by

Lapns A According to Beeson, ™ this may have been the manuscript re-

B the History of de De Vita Caesavum of Suetonios in the Farly Middie Ages,” FSCPhH,
A7(10EGY, 20,

YU fhid,
Thid., 39,
B phid 4,

0f, fand and Joves, The Earliest Baok of Toues, 100101, the fallowing deseription of this MS

i

taken from thent
W Ibid, 10

&
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ferved 1o by Lupus in a letter to Adalgandus®® There are four main hands

identifiable of which Lupus s identified as Hand € fis revisions are for

the most part written in erasure, exeept for two folios which bave been

inserted by him. 5 On one page the origin

ihe page and thus left no room for a diagram but Lupus evased most of the
2 1t by using many

e diagram which was

page, rewrole the section with corrections, and comp

ahbreviations; thus, he was able to provic .
subsequently supplied,  This leaf is especially characteristic of Lupus
sevibal technigue,®

Lupus AND QUINTILIAN

Or final discnssion will be concerned about Lupus’ relationship with

Cuintitian, Untl the ninth century Quintiisn was intermitiently studied,

but . Lehmann has recently shown that this century marked a revival in

the study of Quintitiang this is seen from the many bmportant manuscripts

of this author which can he dated as of the ninth century®  Lehmann
points out that by this time the manuseript tradition had broken down into
two ol : the complete tradition existed in Ge
wanmseripts circulated which lacked various

nwany, but i France
wks; these manuseripts arve
designated mutili, ™ 1t seems that Lupus had such a mutilus which he tried
to expand by getting a complete text,

Lupus’ first attempt to get another copy of Quintilian’s Justitutio oratoria
was in 852 when he sent a letter to Alsigus of York. After asking b
send several manuscripts containing works of Jerome and Bede, Lupus
concluded: “practerea Quintiliani /astitutionum ovatorigrum libros XII per
certigsimos nuntios mihi ad cellam sancti Judoci.., divigatis..” {fpist., 87).
It appears that this request was not granted,™ (or several years later we

)(.

im o

9 U FHabeo vero Gibi phaimas gratias, quod in Macrobio corrigendo fraternum adhibuisti
faborem, quamguam librun, cujus mihi ex coden olivi divexist, pracoptaver videre, ¥st enin
revera venerabilis ef exactissimae diligentiae,” Fpist., 21

50 A Ta Penna, " Le Parisinus Latinus 6370 et le Texte des Commentariy de Macrobe,” Revue de
Philologie, 21 (19503, 180, n, 1, conjectnres that this is the folium which Lupus received from Adal-
gaudus; Lapns then, seeing that this leaf was more correct than duat of s own M3, "Ua recopié

Ang son propre wanusot”
The Farliest Book of  Tours, Plate 46,
-383,

, 76, 0 5 o a

ev o anséré cetie copie 8 la place des feuillews corvespondants

Fovr a vepresentation of this leaf, see Rand and Jones

Chie Institutio oratoria des Quinghianus i Mittelatter,” Philolopus, B9 (1934}, 34

See Pos Baskatt 7 nannihan sa the Dae Madib

wues, Sfecndung J7 0

hat ot ihe facunae i the e tradinon,

SUCH Heeson, Lupus of Ferridres as Seribe and Text Cyitie, 4, who says: "He had attempted to

sective copies of the Jecome Cowmmentary and of Quiniilian from Alisigus of Yorle (848) but

evidently withoot success
159, not #8449 which is ¥

Levillain, Loup de Fereitves, Correspondance, &, 78, dates thus letter as of

seson's daie,

al seribe wrote to the bottormn of
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find i againreguesting a complete text, this time from Pope Benedict 1
“Petimus etam  Dillivm De oratore et duodecim libros Institutionum wratorio~
e Quintiliani, quo uno nec ingent volumine condnentur; guorum utrius-

quie anctornm partes habemus, verum plenitudinem per vos desicerarmus

ohtinere.” (fipisi., 1007, The knowledgeable way in which Lupus describes
the (uintilian manuseript indicates that he knew the Pope had such a

3 when, at the behest of

on to B

manuscript; perl

aps Lupus had seen it in &
{hartes the Bald, he had gone 1o Rome on a m

nedict’s prede-
cessor, Leo 1V, Boskoll supposes ihat again Lupus’ request was not ans-

<

wered hecanse Cthe mutilated version remained i ciranlation from ap-

proxumately hus time until the discovery of a complete text by the hu-

manists in the fifteenth century,”® Lehmann traces the proliferation of

mutili o ¥leury, wader the inivative of Lupus from nearby Ferriéres, o

There is just such a manuseript, the Berne 351, which seems to have its

ovighn at Fleury, 1t has usinatly been considered a tenth century ma-
i

e certain characteristics of

vseript, but Lehunann thought that be de

Lapus’ method o it Therefore, he asker In eson for his opinion :mtﬁ
% Lo

he Rernens

ot s

1

received the following reply in a letier dated }
Breply

hct mgs, of 5“1m LIt hag !km

in tormat and seript is very like some of 1

eryphia and (= quaere) and N7 in the margio; even the curious re-
1

ference-marks are the some as those somefimes employed by Lupus, but
,

the soript of the corrector is not that of Lupus,”®  Lebmann accepted

Heesan’s opinion 5 he did show, however, that this manuseript dates from
the ninth century and not fram the tenth, Gseppe Billanovich, the latest
o

seholar o discuss the Berne 351, says that it s “vicino a Lupo.

Gonzaga University, Spokane, Wash,

56 CEnintitian in the Late Middle Ages,” 71

B Y aie Iastitutio oratoria des Quintilianns tn Miuclatier,” 357,

¥ thid., 856

Bl antica Ravenna alle Riblioteche Uinanistiche,” Aevum, 30 (1956), 329,




