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al punctures (near the center of the folios) demanded by the two
columus of text on folios 2" and 2" of a quire whose other leaves have
only one column are punched through all the leaves; this is a time-
saving operation. Again, if some or all of the original prickings
are misplaced, corrections are made, frequently by the use of prick-
ings of a contrasting type.”! Other equnally profitable observations
can easily be made.

¢ Thus, in the last quire (14) of Morgan 76} the first set of prickings (round
poles) way slightly misplaced and a second set (nearly vertical slizs) was placed
in the proper position and used for the ruling.

CO

LYNN THORNDIKE

THE PROBLEM OF THE COMPOSITE MANUSCRIPT

In the making and copying of medieval Latin manuscripts two
opposite processes may be distinguished. Standard works of con-
siderable length, which were used as textbooks in the universities
or in the convent schools of the friar orders, needed to be multiplied
in many copies, but at the same time the original text should be
preserved unaltered. Accordingly an exemplar or standard text
was maintained in an unbound, loose-leaf state consisting of sections
of eight pages each. A student or copyist conld borrow one of these
peciue for a small fee and get the next one when he returned the
former. Thus approximately one hundred persons could be making
copies of one text of 800 pages at the same time.!

The other process of manuseript makiing was that of the indi-
vidual who Qesired to copy or to have copied for him in a single
volume a number of relatively brief treatises by different authors
of his own selection. Sinee this was his own affair, he might alter
the word order or even the wording of his anthors to make the mean.-
ing clearer or the style more acceptable to himself, or just because
he was a bit careless and indifferent as to such matters. e might
purposely omit some of the text which did not seem to him worth
the trouble of copying, or condense it a little, or expand it a little.
or embody a previons marginal note in the text, or add a new note
of his own, or make such other alterations as he chose. He might

U See JEAN Destrez, La Pecia dans les manuscrits universitaires du X111 et
dw X1V siécle, Daris, 1935. For earller poetical florilegia, see Dom A, WILMART,
Le florilege de NSaint-(fation, Revue bénédictine, XI,VIIT (1936), 1-40, 147-181, 235-258.
Yor a type of MS compiled ©for the use of ¥nglish lawyers during the period of
the first three Bdwards ”, see Groroe R, WoopBINE, Four Thirteenth Century Law
Tracts, 1910, pp. 1-3.
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know the authors and titles of the works which he was copying so
well that he would not bother to record them. He might in;ert
anonymously a composition of his own. B
S0, while the exemplar was a single text which aimed to be
standard divided into handy pieces, the ordinary learned Tatin
manuaseript is often a composite of different, treal‘;ises in all sorts
of permutations and combinations, not merely of selection and
arrangement of the component treatises, but in the characteristics
and }feculi.a,rities of the text of each. This sitnation raises several
que.si.u_ms. What do such composite manuseripts reveal a,partv fx:blll
their particular constitnents? How may they best be classified and
cfmtalogrmd? How was the choice of the cmﬁponent treatises E‘{er-
cised, limited and determined, especially in the case of thoée b(*nv‘l"ing
upon A common topic or field? What scope was possi'ble»ilrvl ﬁm
selection ? » )
The problem of the cataloguing and analysis of complex scientific
Tm’.muscripts may be illustrated by the e‘xmlnple of Sloane 734—57 nﬁ
Important alchemical collection in the British Museum.? ’Fhe) ov}‘d
lon'p;—}m.m] catalogue of the Sloane manuscripts ® divided this m;’mu;
seript into 62 component parts, whereas Mrs. Singer’s mdre 1'()5611{'
c:'\,tn,]ngue“ distingnished 91 items, some of whieﬁ hbwovvr ;*;)‘m—,
bined items which had heen listed separately before". EVG;'I 9(; {)Oth
catalogners left large stretches of the text virtually ﬁnc:’lt)a];)gm-d
n,n(! unidentified. These portions consist in the ma&'n bof ﬁnmororis
recipes, opera tions, extracts and passages which would rm}nire
s«,vez's_).! hundred separate entries for their complete and sa,i'isf":wfvrn'\;
r:lnsm*?pi,ion. It took Mr. W. .J. Wilson 42 pages thns{ t}) (:ntn,]lor«m‘b
the single Tehigh University alchemical 11:1‘:‘1r1‘11mcrip1; of JA:r:ylnldh 01;
,Ilfrrlsi.sols“" :1.an a;hnos.t; two hundred pages to describe it more f'u]]y.,“
herefore (his wonld he a colossal task, if nndertaken for a ]:1.1'-;:(1

* Tor a fuller discussion of it X
o nlie SCUSS L see LysN PronNmike, A Study in the i
of Complex Scientifie Manuscripts, 1siv, XXIX (1938) 377~’9"’ ' / e Anatuais
A continuation in 9 vols. of Pr ) 10
/ I § ro0fs of o projected eatlalogue
MSS. 1-1091, cirea 1837 shelfmark, Clircle 84a e of Soane
. ) 'Y . y o ) ’
i ‘/:mf::«;n‘n;m /:\ /‘\I‘h ‘Sm(apn, asslsted by Annie Anderson, Catalogue of Tatin
cular Alehemical Manuseripts in Great Britoin and Ireland dating from

before the XVI Century, Uni ¢ er e -
. Century, Un i ) 2 ] : :
1030, 1981, ¥. Unton Académique Internationale, Brussels, 3 vols., 1928,

* Catatogue of Latin and Vern
oo ! dteneand Vernacular Alohemical Manuscripts i nite
States and Canada, Osiris, VI (1939), 836 pp., at pp. 478-514 rints n the thited
Hehemical Manuseript by Arnaldus de Bruzella, Osiris, YT (1926}, 220-105

S An
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pumber of manuseripts. Dut it is doubtful whether such material
could be adequately catalogued in any other way. For in the past
history of chemistry, metallurgy and technology, or of medi-
cine, surgery and pharmacy, the particular process or operation,
secret or recipe or cure, may have as great importance as a longer
theoretical treatise or an wunoriginal compilation from previous
authors, Cataloguers of manuscripts have long since been accusto-
med to itemize state papers in detail, or, in the case of a series of
germons or collection of poems to list each homily or sonnet sepa-
rately with its incipit. Tt is high time that they recorded in at
least equal detail the learned and scientific writing of the past
which possesses some real content and is not mere words.

If a composite manuseript is all written in the same hand, or
if it is clear from colophon or note that all the component parts
were copied for the use of a single individual, the codex obviously
reflects the personal interest and knowledge of its maker or orderer,
and also those of a particular period. We have, for instance, the
handbooks of practising physicians and alchemists, such as that
of Leonard of Mauperg described by Professor Corbett,” containing
not merely medical or alchemical tracts but, as already notfed, in-
nnmerable recipes taken from a multiplicity of sources and perhaps
including some experiences or experiments or discoveries of the
writer. Such manuseripts combine within one cover a working
library with a laboratory notehbook or a clinical vecord of cases.
Or they may reflect the professional interests of a lawyer or logician
or theologian or astronomer and astrologer. Others are common-
place books displaying a miscellaneous literary interest. In all
these instances what is left out may be as significant and revealing
as what is included. The personal liberties which the maker of the
new manuscript has taken with the old fexts also have their import.
There is a field open to conjecture not only why certain treatises
have been included but why this or that particular extract from a
past work was made. If the manuscript was not put together for
protessional purposes and does not deal with any one special field
of knowledge exclusively, its combination of subjects provides fue-
ther food for thought as to the type of mind back of this conglo-

T Fames Corserr, [alehimiste Léonard de Maupery (XI1Ve siccle): sa collection
de recettes et ses voyages, Bibliothoque de VFEcole des Chartes, XCYIL (1936),
182-41, .
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meration of ideas. Why were these treatises on different topies

5

thus brought together ? This last question may also be asked in the
case of manuseripts written in different hands or of which the
component parts were bound together at a later date. Why were
they bound together?

It may be of some value in determining past intellectual relation-
ships and associations of ideas to note in what sort of manusecripts a
given treatise is found and what are the other treatises which most
often accompany it; in other words, to observe its manuscript setting
and the company which it keeps. Take the anti-clerical and anti-ec-
clesiastical Defensor pacis, coposed in 1324 by Marsiglio of Padua,
with its advocacy of the lay state and leanings towards popular
sovereignty, whose author had o flee from Paris to Louis of Ba-
varia. Unlike his Defensor minor, it is fonnd in a number of manu-
seripts. We are not surprised to find it in one with Wyelif on eivil
lordship,? or in another with a dialogue by Ockham and erroneous
articles of Wyclif,® or even in a third with Gerson on the ecclesia-
stical power and Hervaeus Natalis on ecclesiastical jurisdiction.*®
Rut it is a bit surprising to find it immediately following the work
of 8t. Bernard on contempt of the world in two fourteenth century
codices,'" both of which open with these two works, although their
subgequent contents are quite different. Quite different, I say, and
yet their respective owners were apparently in accord in liking to
familiarize themselves with varied or almost diametrically opposed
viewpoints. The one continues with the treatise of Richard itz-
Ralph against sturdy beggars, an anonymous tract on the papal
power, the moral compendium of Raoul Prestes on the republie, an
epistle of Lucifer dated 1351, and a bibliography of the writings of
Aquinas. The other includes two translations of the Koran, works
of Nicholas of Lyra against the Jews and the Moslems, letters of the
emperor of China to the pope and of Christians living in Camba-
keth, and disclosures by converted Waldensians.

There may further be significance in the order in which related
works occur, although, so far as my knowledge goes, there is likely
to he more variety than uniformity in this respect. This may he

s Pavis, Bibllothéque Natjonale, Tatin MS 15860, 14th century.
s Paris, Itibl, Nat. Latin 14619, 15th century.

' Paris, 3N 14620, 15th century.

Woparig, BN 14503, 15690,
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illustrated by a number of manuscripts, for the most part of the
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, containing works of Galen in
Tatin translation. Iach such work is indicated by a capital or small
letter of the alphabet as follows:

A De utilitate pulsus a De elementis
B De voce et anhelitu b De virtutibons naturalibus
¢ Anathomia ¢ De complexionibus
D Megategni d De malitia complexionis
K De interioribus e De critieis diebus
I" Secreta f De crisi R
G De differentiis febrium g De signis interiorum
H De utilitate respirationis h  Liber secretorum
I De causis respirationis i De digpermate
J  De icteri cura i De acecidenti et morbo
K De dispensantibus k De causa morbi
T. De bono habhitu 1 De ingenio sanitatis
M De dignotione in somniis ~m De invamento membrorum
N De duodecim portis n De sectis
O De marasmo o De spermate
P De rigore et tremore p De iuvamento anhelitus
Q Tiber pharmacorum q De differentia pulsuum (Mega.
pulsus?)
R De febribus r De tactu pulsus
S Optima constructio s De compendiositate pulsus
T De secretis secretornm t  Diagnosticon
U De sententiis u De simplici medicina
W De temporibus v De causis pulsus
X De temporibus paroxismorim w De regimine sanitatis
Y Megapulsus x De cibis (or. alimentis) ‘
7. Peri craseos vy De motibus liquidis '
& Podagra 7 lib, ii ad Glauconem

They oceur in the order indicated in the following manuscripts :
157 Boulogne-sur-Mer 197, 13th century
heyxGoNTnveAUdpwl  Bourges 299, 14th century
cuawbBdjkvGpmeyBqrsxlf  Breslau University TV. F. 25 -
Ttuvqwxyz&  Cesena dextr. XXTIL, 1, 13th century
abedefghij  Cesena dextr. XXV, 1. 13th century
lemnopdqrsj Cesena dextr. XXV, 2, 13th century
acndmlrAyBOjDEIefol  Chartres 284, 13th century
JFRAZGebH TR0 KLMSWX  Chartres 208, 14th century

Miscellanea Q. Mamcari, VI T
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DEujwGteAyBhedaToNmqr  Irfurt, Amplon. F. 249, 13-14th

century i
(BwObE Florence, Laurentian Library, 73, xi, early t4th century
lgGlewjebAd  Klosterneuberg 126, 14th century
achuh sqABj ' Leipzig 1118, 13th century
acdumbCorAByDIjleth(or IF'?)  Leipzig 1184, a mid-fourteenth cen-

tury list of “ Libri Galieni quos communiter habemus i
acdbBrjfenymullRwl  Montpellier 18, 13th centory
aQnjwliRedfeSxbuy  Munich, Nat. Bibl. Latin D
abCoNFryBmEDjfeGvwxPedul  Oxford, Balliol Sollege 231,

14th century
acdujDfegh  Oxford, Merton College 218, 14th century
achmjliDeflu  Paris, Bibl. Nat. Latin 14389, 14th century
acudmlrAyBCjDERefIoN - Paris, University 125, 13th century
OledwbjGef  Vatican, Palat. lat. 1095
DipB  Vatican, Palat. lat. 1097
mYsqy Vatican,Palat. lat. 1099
clnj...EmfbG Vienna 2273
leJkGjdQBeRle  Vienna 2044

Somewhat similar resulis arve seen in the case of the contents
of some sixteen manuscripts of the Lullian alchemical corpus, and
in manuscripts containing works of Nicolas Oresme and Henry
of Hesse.™ .

On the other hand, the frequent association together of the
same group of treatises may hold trune not only of the works of a
single author like Aristotle, or of texthooks on the same subject
like Philaretus on the pulse, Theophilus on the urine, the Apho-
risms and Prognostics of Hippocrates, and other tracts making
up the Ars medicinae,™ or like the Insolubilia, I'mpossibilia, Conse-
quentiae and so on of late medieval Jogic, but also of more advan-
ced works sneh as accompany the optieal tracts of Alkindi, Tideus
and psendo-Buelid.'®

Such striet nnity in subject-matter is by no means always obser-

7 In the spaces left. blank occur tracts not covered hy the above alphabets,
namely, Experimenta, De typo, De dinamidiig, De catarticis, in that order.

2 Qee my History of Magic and Heperimenlal Seience, IV, 61923, and II1,
TAR-AT respectively.

o Cpaunes L TAsKIng, Studies in Medicval Sclence, 1924, p. 269, note 63,

5 Qee the contents of the MS8S as catalogued by Bobnano in Abhandlungen cur
Gesehichie der mathematischen Wissenschafien, XXV, 3 (1911, 123-47.
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ved. Or at least what seem to us anomalies and inconsistencies
¢reep in, but they should perhaps warn and inform us of a diife-
rent mental outlook them. A fourteenth century manuscript atb
frfart ' is in the main a collection of mathematical, astronomical,
physical and optical treatises of a high order. If has a Latin trans-
lation of Archimedes on burning mirrors, two tracts on weights
by Jordanus, the work on the magnet of Petrus Peregrinus, the
Perspectiva communis of John Peckham, the works on mirrors
aseribed to Tuelid and to P’tolemy, Thomas Bradwardine on pro-
portions, an Algorismus de integris, the Canons of John of Saxony
on the Alfonsine Tables, an anonymous Theorice plenetaruwm, a
table by Petrus de Dacia of the positions of the moon, and a little
known treatise by a .James of Naples for the students of the Augu-
stinian convent there. So far the contents would seem to reflect the
purely scientific interests of some forerunner of modern speciali-
zation in the exact sciences. But we have not yet seen the whole
picture. Between the work of Bradwardine on proportion and three
books of Buelid’s Hlements with the commentary of Campanns of
Novara come a table of interpretation of dreams and a tract on
judging horses. Between Peregrinus on the magnet and the Theo-
rica planetarum occur tables of conjunctions of the planets sug-
gestive of astrology.

At the Bodleian in Oxford a membrane manuscript which is
mostly of the early fourteenth century'” has scattered among its
27 items, besides Latin poems-—three of which are of a religious
turn-—and theological tracts, an arithmetic, several works on com-
putus, others on the calendar and astronomy, Peregrinus on the
magnet, Secercta seeretorim ol psendo Aristotle, the alchemieal
Speculum seeretorum variously ascribed to Roger Bacon or Albertus
Magnus, the astrological medicine of psendo Hippoerates, the long
passage on weather prediction from the 18th book of Pliny’s Natwral
History," the Physiognomy of Polemon, the prophecies of Merlin,
Marbod on gems, Peckam’s Perspective, and  Messahala, the

; ‘
e

o Amplon, (). 387,

7 Dighy 28, The first eight leaves, containing the Massa compoti of Alexander
of Vil Dei, are early 13th century.

WOTE is found separately and anonymously in most MSS uas a Tiber de pre-
gagify tempestatum withont Pliny’s opening parageaph and was so printed by
ervor in Appendix 18 to vol, 111 of A History of Magic and Beperimental Science,
Dighy 176, fol. 60 has the opening paragraph.
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Arabic astrologer, on the astrolabe. These works of experimental
and oceult science constitute the fifth, tenth, eleventh, thirteenth,
ninetéenth and last six pieces in the manuseript. The two exelu-
sively theological tracts are the twelfth and twentieth items. Sand-
wiched in between these and one another come the other 14 works
indicative of a poetical or mathematical bent. Thus a broad mental
outlook is suggested and the combination of varied modes of
thought, but withal considerable curiosity as to the occult.

I'rom what diverse sources a composite manuseript might have
been gathered may be illustrated from au astronomical and astro-
logical collection covering 119 Jeaves and including 82 items. 1t
dates from the fourteenth century, when it belonged to William
Rede, bishop of Chichester. A note on the verso of the first leaf
records that he wag given part of it by master Nicholas of Sand-
wich ; purchased part of it from the executors of Thomas Bradwar-
dine, archbishop of Canterbury, who died in 1349; bought another
section of it from the executors of Richard Camsale; wrote part
of it with his own hand and had a portion of it copied off for him
from other manuseripts.’ Tt was a good thing that William Rede
formed thisx composite manuseript, for it alone has preserved and
transmitted to posterity what seems our earliest known detailed and
systematic record of the weather over a considerable period, namely,
seven wears.”’

How wuch time and pains the putting together of a single com-
posite manuscript might take is further shown by another codex
of the last decade of the fourteenth century,®* much of which seems
to have been written ont with his own hand by Donatus de Monte
of Chiusi. On May 3, 1891 at the nineteenth honr he began to copy
a question by the famous doctor of medicine, Marsilius de Sancta
Rophia, as to the multiplication of species, a topic treated hy Roger
Bacon in the previons century. Donatus aid not finish copyving it
until the 27th of the month., On August 27 he completed a question
by Alhertinus of Diacenza on the contact of solid bodies, and on

v Oxtord, Bedleinn, Dighy 176.

» Merle's MN Consideraciones Temperiei pro 7 annis.,. The earliest known
journal of the weather.., 1837-1344, reproduced and translated under the supervi-
sion of (. 1. Symons, London, 1891, follo. For an earlier hut briefer record in
12691270 see 4 History of Magic and FHeperimental Science, TI1, 141, note 3.

M Oxford, Bodleian, Canon. Mise, 177,
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September 3 at Padua the treatise on the first and last instant which
John of Holland had composed at the university of Prague in 1369,
During the next year, 1392, Donatus finished copying the work
of Gregory of Rimini, general of the Angustinian order, who had
died in 1358, on intension and remission of forms, and on December
29 he brought to a close the disenssion of the same topic by Blasius
of Parma, who was still living and not to die until 1416. At the
time of copying this treatise Donatus was already a doctor in arts
and was studying medicine. On Maveh 4, 1393, which was the first
Sunday of Lent, he completed another (reatise, on the theme of
augmentation and diminution. The next recorded addition to the
manuscript by him was on December 29, 1935, at Chiusi, whither
he had returned to spend the Christmas holidays with his father
and where he enviched his collection with the work en proportions
of Thomas Bradwardine. On February 12, 1396, during very heavy
rains at Paduoa, where he had now hecome a doetor of medicine axs
well as of arts, he finished copying a treatise on maximum and
minimum, “subtly composed ) he says, “ By Lineriig or Suiseth
or Rosetus at some English university . From October 15 to 19
he wrote down a question on the elements by Marsilins de Sanela
Sophia which bore upon the topic of intension and remission. This
copying was done in the house of .Jacobus de Vellegio, while
Donatns was waiting to ¢o to Venice to take a house there, and
during heavy raing and a Tunar eclipse.  On February 4, 1399 he
copied another (reatise on the first and Jast instant, this time by
Walter Burley, the Yinglish schoolman. The last record in this
manuseript of works copied hy Donatns was on January 29, 1401,
when he completed the questions of John of Casali on action, of
which the first dealt, with the velocity of the motion of alteration.
ITe adds that he hegan (o copy them fomrfeen years ago at TPadna
“in the time of my vonth . e completed them at the turn of the
century in Chinsi.

The remaining treatises v the manuseript. interspersed between
those already mentioned, are not specifically siened and dated hy
Donatus and are vsually not in hix handwriting. But they are on
similar topies and sometimes are the compositions of professors
al Padna, so that they may well have heen collected by him or
copied for him. At first glance it might scem dubious whether the
present manuscript is his original, since the treatises with his eolo-
phons do not ocenr in sirictly chronologieal order of theip copyving.
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As at present constituted, the codex heging with works which he
copied in 1396 and 1399. Yt appears, however, from the table of
confents that it originally opened with two treatises by Jean Bu-
ridan and ended at leaf 213 with the (alble of contents. The works
copied in 1396 and 1899 have somehow been substituted for those hy
Buridan, whereas they would more properly be added after leaf
213, as ave the questions by John de Casali which Donatus finished
in 1401,

I space permitted, 1 might go on to describe other manuseripts
that include a number of the works which Donatus thus put toge-
ther. But not precisely the same selection would he found in any
two of them. All display a similar specialized interest, but it is
expressed differently in each individual case.*”

This grouping of several specialized treatments of the same field
or related topies continued to be manifest in early printed col-
feetions. which indeed perhaps sometimes simply reproduced the
treatises in a single composite manuseript sueh as we have been
deseribing. Tlor example, the edition of Venice, 1505, which opens
with Bassanus Politus De modalibus, also contains a treatise on
proportion introduetory to the Calewlationes of Suiseth, further the
works on proportion of Bradwardine and Oresme, those on the
latitude of forms of Orvesme and of Blasius of PParma, an anony-
mous Tractatus sex inconvenientinm, the Quaestio of John of Ca-
siali on the velocity of the movement of alteration, and that of Lila-
sins of Parma as to lifting two solid bodies which are in contact.

In a period when Latin was the universal language of learning
and culture, and, aside from its emplovment in the church service,
was used almost exelasively by intellectuals, and when manuseripts
were guarded more closely hy their possessors than printed books
are today even by professional librarians, we find many a striking
continnity of fradition in subject of author, and many a concate-
nation of distinguished ownership of o given codex.  John of
Gmunden, the Vienna mathematician in the early fifteenth century,
was still interested to compose a work on the instrument known as
Albion, of which Richard of Wallingford had written early in the
previons century.  Gmunden’s treatise passed into the hands of

 Voenice, St Marks VI, 62 (Valentinelll, XTI, 20, VI, 155 (Valentinelli, XY, 18
VI, 88 (Valentinelli, XT, 17); VI, 149 (Valentineli, X1, 28,

TSI
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Johann Virdong de Hassfurt, another mathematician,®  astro-
nomer and astrologer of the early sixteenth ceuntury.

A final question which suggests itself is; Why does the same
work rectr & number of times in the extensive libraries of men like
Amplonius Ratinck de Berka (1360-1435) and Hartmann Schedel
of Nirnberg (1440-1514), whose manuscripts are, or were, preserved
at Erfart and Munich vespectively 7’ These men were not mere
hook collectors but learned physicians who acquired manuseripts
with the aim of nsing them for professional and scholarly purposes.
They were not princes or prelates whose hooks were selected and
ordered tor them : they purchased these themselves, often abroad,
and sometimes made their copies with their own hands. One reason
why the same freatise recurs so many times is that it is found in
diﬁ“m*mni, combinations with other tracts, and that the manuseript
was presumably acquired for the sake of what was new in it, despite
the fael that mueh of its contents was alveady in the acquirer’s
library. However, the combinations, too, are in considerable mea-
sure (thlplicm;ions. And not only may there he several separate
copies of the same single work, but in a single manuseript the same
treatise may ocenr twice, sometimes even written in the same hand.
It iy hard to believe that a scholar or professional man who had
Jaboriously copied off a text for his own use would forget that he
had done so and begin over again. But a professional copyist who
exeented a muliiplicity of such orders withont interest in the
content might do so, either inadvertently or fra undulently. Some-
times the second version breaks off after a page or two has been
written, indicating that the duplication had been discovered.

With regard to the larger question it may be surmised that the
qeavirer either was inferested.in procuring ditferent versions of
a text which he might compare, ov that he was after all morve or

@ yatlenn, Palat. lat. 1869, 1444 A D., fols. 1753, What way be an older
copy than this which passed into Virdung's possession s at Munich, cod. Iat.
14888, 4to ibth century, fols. 340-(410), De compositione et usu instrumenti Albyoen
a. 1480 editus. Concerning Virdung's MSS see further f8ig, XXV (1936), 363-T1;
XXXIV (1948), 201-03.

» Coneerning Ratinck see WiLarLyM ScHUM, Beschreibendes Verzeichniss der
Amplonianischen Handschriften-Sammung zu Erfurt, Berlin, 1887, especially pp. v-
Iviii, « CGleschichte des Amploniug und seiner Sammiung», and pp. 785-867, « Das
von Amplonius eigenbiindig um 1412 angelegte Verzeichniss seiner BibHothek »,

Concerning Schedel see Ricwarp Srauser, Die Schedelsche Ribliothelk, 1908,

A
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less a promiscuous collector., As time went on, he may have deve-
loped a passion for gathering as many copies as he could of certain
favorite works. Or it may be that, after his library had attained
a certain size, the law of diminishing returns began to operate so
fur as the obtaining of new works was concerned, and that he had
either to cease adding to his ecollection of manuscripts or be sa-
tisfied for the most part with further copies of texts already in his
possession.

It this supposition be true, we would have some measure of the
extent and limits of the literary output in various fields at various
times in various areas, and, against the impression that much has
been lost or has not vel been discovered, which we get by inference
from the survival in so many cases of only one manuscript of a
given work, could set the failure to include sueh material by the
most assiduous manuseript collectors of the medieval period itself.
This would algo have an important bearing on the fundamental
problem wheter the extant manuseript remains are too scanty @
percentage of what once existed to draw satisfactory conclusious
from them, or whether they are by and large fairly representative
of the thought and seience, learning and letters, of that period,
and this quantitatively as well as qualitatively.

s
S

MEDEA NORSA

ANALOGIE E COINCIDENZE
TRA SCRITTURE GRECHE E LATINE NEI PAPIRI

5 ovvio e naturale che un reciproco influsso e interferenze visi-
bili tra le forme delle scritture latine e delle greche si possano ri-
scontrare in Iigitto, dove per pin secoli I'uso delle due lingue e
delle due seritture fu contemporanco, quantungue di fronte al
greco, che era la parlata di tutti, la lingua ufficiale e popolare cosi
dei greci come degli egiziani ellenizzati e degli asiatici, il latino
rimanesse limitato alla cerchia militare e alle cancellerie di ordine
superiore,” a un numero dungoe relativamente esiguo di individii.
It noto che le legioni romane stanziate in Kgitto furono dapprima
tre, ridotte poi a due, se non proprio ad una sola, che Ia massima
parte dei documenti latini provengono appunto dalla cerchia mili-
tare ¢ che ben rari sono i documenti delle alte sfere amminisira-
tive di Alessandria doyv'era usato i1 latino sebbene gli editi i pe-
viali e le ordinanze dei prefetti fossero diffuse nel paese in lingoa
greca. Tl greco era la Jingua ufficiale delle cancellerie delle metro-
poli dei vari nomoi e tutti gli impiegati statali e comunali, dallo
stratego in gin, ignoravano il latino.* Essendo quindi tanto inade-
guato il camipo delle due lingue e per conseguenza il numero delle
seritture latine rispetto alle greche,” il confronto non & facile na

' La cancelleria del prefetto, delldpydwacric, dellidioc Aéyoc, del inridicus o
auelle degll epistrateghi

AL SRIN, Untersuchungen zur Geschichte und Verwaltung Aeguptens unter
Rimischen Herrschaft, pp. 149 sgg., 166 sgg.; U. WILoREN, Ueber den Nuizen der
tatcinischen Papyri, in Alti del 1V Congresso indernazionale @i Papirologia (1}
renze, 19385), Milano, 1986, p. 102 sga.

* 81 econtnno a decine At mighaia § papiri greci; quelli latini Invece sono ap-
pena 200-250: si cfe, Max Tawm, Zentralblatt fiir Bibliothekswesen, XV, 18995 B, 1L
Van TToeseN, Rotman cursive Writing, Princeton, 1015 a gresti si devono agginungere




