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it Such a prowslure is, however, highly unsatisfactory, Tor sooner or later justifi-
cation is bound to he dananded of them. 1t is not, in ether words, suflicient
merely to muster contrary  stylistic evidence. The informaton  accwmuiated
hrem othar sources must be proved erroncous, or the two lhiﬁgs S 1D SOme
way be reconciled,

The lollowing notes concern themselves in large part with & re-examination
al the eolophons and the other explicit signs that underly an accomulation ol
information concerning the history of certain snanuseripts, In some cases, the
reexamination has reveated the accumulated  informzdion to be downright
erroneeus; in others ju has yevealed it 1o be merely incomplete. Tnoall ases, the
re-exsmination has seemed to (ontribute something to a more exact histovy, The
notes thus deal very listde with styles ol fgural illostration, They are meamt
rather to clear the doud Tumber [rom the roud o a juster view ol stylistic
evalition.

VoA Devotional Psalter in the Bibliotecq Lanrenziana.

A devotional Psalter Trom the once flourishing Monastery of 5. Michele o
Martid now in the Biblioteca Lanreneiana in Florence (Plut 178y s of a quality
and richness ninusual i Dadian manuseripts of the eleventh and tweilth centuries,
not enly in fis figural slustrations. but also in s initials, mach gold having
been employed everywhere (). [t is probably  for this reasom that it has
attnacted grenerahanordinary attention ever since it became known (o histo-
vians in the cighteenth centary (23 10 furndshes a particudarly hritliant example
of the gradual aceretion of wn histovicsl tradition that teday needs re-exmnination
heeruse latterday judgments ol the Psalter's age based upon the siyle of s
illustrations, indtials and seript have come inte conllict therewith.

Fhe radition Frst grew up about the name, Giovannd, which appears several
times in e codex. The name iy inseribed about the figure of & mouk shown

kneeling helore the Virgin and Child on ol 155 - 1015 - MO - who is certainty

Ay Most wiiters have veforred w this codex properly as o Pazher {see followg note),
anet Davidsahn went one step Birther wward exaciness in deseribing Hoas w4 combined salier
and Praverhonk. But even thon he pointed oat that s the Taavensinng isell, i1 was come
v. Fhis term owas tly wsed by Giopenh, ahifwongh

0 a Paahen

maniy refened 1o oas & B airly conviste

@ subetitle over his study

MY IETL Bandini . Cetadozus, Vobo Locols, i Y291, Mayco lastyi. fhu-
sia Pitndee, Vol LPL L2 NG9, ¥ Ranalli, Stovie delle belle arti in Hafu, Vol L
poo A 1B AL Neri. o« I Castelio ¢ 1% i Poggin Marturi prese Poggibonsi o My,
dnvice della Tatdefia, Vol, 11, 1RE, ppe 11850 Yol L1800, pp. 8200 12231, 107 07, Vol
IV, 1RGE, pp, RG2; e, Vel HE po W2, and netes 1896, R Davidsohn, Gewhichic
o Flerens Vol 1opp. B8] 82798 trepeated n Btalian ol 1812 PO pp. 1881 L) 1EHE
I'. D Ancona, La minfatura fioreaiing, Yol 11, pp. and Vol 1.0 PLOTL D B the
sane, da miviature ialienne, po 8, e PLOTG 92T, 1L P oesca, Meria delladte itadinna,
oo MBTD TR, AL Gievgeti, o2 Breviavio Ji Popgibonsi « Sor. Calwmbaria i
Foenwe, Ard, pp. BRES& 98T AL ML Adavi min inediti dei secoli X1 e NI
defla Bibl Tamensiana =, Lo Bibliofpfia, Vol XXXIX, p. 104,

v Cadic
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the conuissioner and owner of the ook, and it is repeated in peaitential prayers
o Tolsc W8 MY v, 173 voand 171 v, ol which more below.

Bandini was (he first o identily this Giovinni with o Giovanni, Abbat
al S Michele, wmentioned inow docament ol 1061 (1. In the atmosphiere ol
tderdating prevalent when Banding wrote, i scomed possible tha e codex
was made abows that dime, Today it seens entirely impossible, 11, wday, we
wished 1o strewch @ point in order o retain Bandin's identifieation, we sight
behieve that s AbLol was stll alive about twenty-five years fater and thus
wrive

ta date lov the manuseript about 1085, Much further we conld not go,
lov U is known From wentien of him in a4 docament that an Abbot Uberto was
governing the Movastery in 108U 80 But even such a dating would be unae-
ceptable.

However, in 182830, GHorgettf, working a1 a moment when such carly
ditings in general were constantly heing questioned, proposed, vaher, (o
ientity the Glovanni of the codex with a fiovunni miniatore mentioned i a
5. Michele document supposedly drawn up between 1070 and 1076, and o
attvibute o him re miniatnres in e coxlex (3). e went on o identity this
Giovanni with a Giavanni metdoned as Abhot of the Monastery in two doe-
wments ol I8, concluding that he must have succedeed (o the Abbacy in the
fosi decade ol the twellti century (). He dubbed s Abbot Giovanni 1] 1o dis-
tnguists him rom the Abbot Giovanai ol 61 He helieved that the codes
win most probalily ilhasoated by Giovinsi sometime in the Tast two decadoes
ol the eleventh o ntnry, thus while he was sdll o mere monk, but }um,ihl)‘ at

the Lnest in the first decade ol the pwellth century, after, tha = be had hecome
Abhbol,

th Copy ol the ariginat jo Flosesce, Avcd, di Stlo, Coede delf spedaley i fonrjatio;
published by Lo M acos i, dutignitates ifelicae medii acvi, Mitno, Vol, 1. 1738 col,
BHOM it av e YL dnnades Comaldiionses, Vol | ol 21100
Norvdo epocics Yal 3L pp. 107 207,

soatd oniees; dhiscusaed I:y

2} Florene, el di Niata, Carte de Wk peddeide i Borifasior o, Noevi, opocif . Vol
L ppe 2024400 wha gives a nssslation of e subsiange,

O3 Flonvawe, Avedr, df Stedon, Caonie delt O fiedede i Henitazio; piblished In Gaiorvrgeti,

apeditppe PSR exeopis Blom B owith disausion in Nevi. ofn eit, puvonn especially
Vol Jh po 1260 Vel B pp 26:27, See, (uviher, below,
When Glovgetti stated fofr it o 13y that all previons aothoritios were agreed an A bbot
niomight have been e sevibe, he ened. Bandind bad spoken ol him only as the
awners Nei had ealied ime s s astede o, Davidhobin bad delinitely helieved he ovderesd
it b another sonk, while IV Sncona, s, ailted Bime o commissinner. Tn B, he Bimseld
seetts o tave beer the fing o st thal e Gengani of the oodes b Bane been either
it seribe or s illesnaor,

i

1) e Abbot Chevimi s amentioncd in two dooiments of TS, one o Bt of Paselald
Bl ather ac locd nisiction. conceming land o, Noeri opoein Valo 1V, P B Giops
potti had Dim o wentioned also B docnosent of HO7, Bin this woild soam w0 Be an enor,
Fhis documensn, @ danation of

anl e the Monasiery by Maehilhi, dv patblished by Dol s
Weuwn & Cimict, Seife ded Huachi, vie, Vol 1V, P ARG who, howewer, were
to ddecipher the mne of 1he
IV pa sl give @t I ds ool v

ilile
Abbot. Nor does Novio who drtes the dorament sop it Vol
e, possible thae Giorgeni was able 1o wead 51, hot sinee e
wisthenh velevs divectly te Nevi dn the matier, this wondd seem oadikely,
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Meanwhile, in 1927, Toesca, judging frem: the style of the illusurations,
had already said that the codex could not have Leen made belore the middle
of the wwelfth century, but had left it in this rather vague position, In 1937,
Miss Alari followed him, but assigned it more definitely to the second half of
the century, Toesca made no mention of Bandini's dating, and Miss Alai,
who wrote aflier the appearance of Giorgetd's article, nade ne mention either
ol Bandini's or of Giorged's.

Naow all the stylistic evidence, it seems (o me -- that of the seript, of the ini-
tials, wndl of the ilwstrations ~ combines o demonstrate that the codex might
have been made in the decade 1140 o 1150 but that it is much more likely (o
have been made Detween 1145 and 1155, And lest there be any misunderstanding,
it demonstrates that it condd not have heen made later.

It might at first sight be thought that the same tactic could be used wifh
relerence o Giorgenti's Giovanai 13, that is, that we might suppose him still
alive in those years, But knowledge of the welith-century Alshots ol the Mon-
astery prevents this; e miust have died before 1114, Tor & new Ahbot by. the
name of Raniero is mentioned in a2 document of that year (1. Therclore, either
Grozgetti must have been as mistaken as Bandini had been, or the stylistic
evidence must have been misinterpreted. The conflict is munifest; it calls (or
resolution.

Lintend o consider the evidence of the script and the initials in a
torthcoming study of Central Itatian injtiad styles in the peviod. The c\‘id{'nc‘(-
of the illustrations must await an opportunity o treat it inzensively. Yec this
much should perhaps here be said, if Tor no other reason than that conlusion
ks been introduced by their having been called Siencse (Giorgetd) and cven
Cassinese (I'Ancona, 1923), and Decause their atoibution o Florence seems
never 9 have heen very positively aflfirmed (2). T believe them o be as Flor,
enting as they could well be. A comparison of the Crucilixion on fol. 165 v.
with Crueifix 432 in the Uflizi shonld serve o convinee that the two ave from
the same general ambient (8). This ambient is, for a great many reasons, most
fikely to have been Florentine. It mwust suflice here to point out that the

(1) On ahis docament, of. Neri. of. cit, Vol IV, p. 82, This Abbot is mentioned
alsoin a document of 11D (Nervi, oo i),

(2) Bandini made no auvibution; neither dil ot the
script is implication he onsidered it Tuscan. Ranalli simply seferred o l.:\‘xlu. Neriomade
ao attribmtion, Davidsabn, by xaying that Abbot Giovanni § ovdered 3t {or himsell, probablhy
meant 1o imply that it was made in the region. D'Ancona incdeded it as @ ‘l-'ln.u'nlinc \r-mk
in his Miniatwra fiorenting of 19N, having the fllustratey tained, bowever, in Montecassing,
work, La miniature italioie, bas v outright Cassinese, bt ju may well he ihat
this was a distertion resnlting from the tanslation, Toesca considered it under Jusean En:un:-
seripts, and said it owas written for the Monastery, Giorgeni thought the illustrations Sicnese,
Al disputed 1he Florentine atribnticn but made no other.

(3) 1 refer here only o the flustrations in the body eof the Psatter, not Iul nn‘,::-. of
the Calendar, which, as Alari vecognized, ave by a dillevent, thangh probably ake Viotentine,
hand. The Crucifikion is reproduced by D'Ancona, in 1814, and again, in color, in 14825,
while Giovgerti pubtished several of the important illusirations in the hody of the Psalter.

triy but his jpdasion of the mann-
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pecultar sigrag linear Pay in the draperies, so similar in the 1wo works, iy
typheal only in Florence, where it continued until the middle of the thirteenth
century, in the works of the Bigallo Masier, his group, and even in the Master
ol Crucifix 444,

Tt will he opportune 1o add, hecause some wrilers have seemed uncerit
ol the fact, that there is Jitde doubt the Psahier was mile in 8. Michele itself.
The saints celehrated in the Sanctoral assie wll buc uneguivocally that it was,
Anmong them are not only Donnine, Cerbone, and Miniato, a combination
which almost certainly places iz in Tuscany, but also Zenohio Episcopo (Flor-
ence) wxl Romolo Episcopo (Fiesole), which place it in the Florentine region,
and, finally, Bononio {or Bolonioy, the first Abbot af . Michele a Marwari
itsell, which places it in the Monastery (1),

Buy this note s caoncerned, rather, with dmnmmlr;uing thae there has never
been wny sound reason  for identifying the Giovansi ol (he codex with
any ol the Giovannis mentioned i the dociments, least of all with cither the
first or the secand Abbot of the name, that Bandini's identification depended
upen careless abservation, thas plausibitivy was lent Giorgeni's multiple identi-
frations by o sevies of subtle forcings of the evidence, misinterpretidions agl
errors, amd that the w

s thercfore perfectly clear for dating the manoseript
dccarding to the evidence ahservable i jis s ript initials and Ggaral iMustations,
There waorld be io resson W consider Bandini's identification at any length,
foy the date implicd in 3 would not Ioday be seriously considerad by any, hil
it not exercised an insidious influence wpon subsequent writers. Ti.swas hased
simiply on the identity of namme between the Giovimi of the Psalier and 2
Ginvanni who was Abhot, and upon the heliel that the Psalwer might hive been
mikle about the time this Abbar Giovanni was mentioned, that is 1061, Bat Gio-
vami was one of the commaonest of ail names in the period; it recurs again and
again i documents - in these notes, we ourselves shall be up 1o onr ears in
Gioviomis. A mere identity of name could be ne ground whatsoever for the
identdification of two individuals, even two monks in the swme Monastery.

But Bandizd, perhaps without any precise intention, gave flalse plausibility
to the identification when e stated that one of the prayers i the codex mentions
Abbot Giovamni, for he thus created the impression 1hat there was in addition
an identity of Ofliee, Tn reality, the pravers refey on the one hand ta 2 Gio.
van, on the other hand 10 an Abbot, Mt weiohere ta an Abbol (ioranni,
O fols. 18, 173 v. and 1741 v, s famnedns tuns fobannes, and on fois. I8,
V9 v, and 175, it is pro Abbaie nostro (Z). Nor is the figure of Giovanni kneeling
before the Virgin on fol. 155 distinguished in any way as an Abbot. Thus, there

() B interesting 1o uoie, nevertieless, thar the peenliar position of S Michele ag
the Junction of the by-tead o Flovence with the wpreat Via Franchigena thin led lrom
Lucen 10 Rome, which placed it in dose cantact also with Luca and Sienr qonl Fisad, s
in all probability veficeted in s Litany — by the presence of Antime (Sienay and Romuno
{Lucca).

(2) For these mayers, of, Bandini, af. vt cols, 425, 335,




[ LR {ARRISON

wis, even on the face ol things, no identity of Olfice o strengthen the jdentity
of name.

Bul Bandini was guilty ol a yet more consequential ovensight. In the ppayer
on [ol 18, addressed w God, the pissage mentioning the Abbot reads: .. Fos
Psalmas consecrafos, guos cgo indignus pecealor decantare cupio in honore nomi-
nis twd, & Bealae Vivginis Mariae, & onotium sarclovem fuoerion, pro me aisere
infelice ftlo sew pro Abbate nostvo, & omal Congregatione il connnisse, sive oo
cunclty consaguineis pess dhis. 1o seems plain fron this tha Giovasmi the awner
ol the bosk was definitely mof the Abbot, at least when the book was made —
whether he Iater becisse Abbot could never be determined, The idesstity ol
Oiee ds thus proved in w positive manner to have been ponexistent. it is all the
move surjwising thad Banding coudd suggest an identification with the Abbot,
since he himsell prints the praver in full (1),

Bandint's oversights bore fruit in Davidsohn, In 1886, this scholar simply
assumed that Bandini's suggestion the Psalter had been made under Abbot
Giovanui abont 1061 was a lact and deduced Dram it that this Abbol was
lover of the wrts, [t must be sail that the deduetion on such tennons growdy
would fnany case have been precavious. On the other hand, it taust be said
i Pavidsohi's defence that he was not direatly interesied in the art-historical
aspect ol the matter - he went on simiply 10 tmply, by remarking uwpon the
ibject s of one ol the penitendal pravers in the codex and <deducing
thevelvom special sinluines in Gievanni, that love of art and sinluiness were
gernnne characteristios in the Albot ad o suggest that he was nou the sort of
man o laver the religions relovms then being carried out (2),

The material lor a legend thus concocted about Abbot Glovanni [ appesyued
o Giovgetti so agrecable w his own belicfs thae he wok it over bodily for his
Abbot Giovanni 1, withoutr, appavently, any rvecemsideration whatsoever ol
Bandini’s Lacts, And he proceeded to even greater ciremmstantinlness in de-
seribing the Abbots sympihetic and art-loving characeer, thus adding - and
this s essential s his argument -« to the ddentity of pame ol ol dhee
further fdentity ol connection with the arts, The docament of 1076076, which
mentionsd a Giovam:i sefniatore, whony, as has been said, he bronght into the
nexus, added plausibitity to this artistic theme, and he sought o add Turther
plansibility by citing vel another Aartari document, this one of 1089, which a
Giovanni manaco indrgno. one of the witnesses, signed with a laney monogiun
instead ol with the usual pedeswrian signatre, dedueing from this slight facy tha
he was artistiec and wighe be idertificd with the Gioviomi who was ansindatire

e1) fhed. el 395,

(@ For dhe most abjece of them, see the excerpt primted by Giovgetni, ofn dil,
o P32 Ao maner of o, Davidsoln was iflaudvised to dedoge speciad sinfulsess frome il
ahject tone of the praverns, for sueh pravers were repeated again and again as meve vote (o
sphae, withent individual signifcance, Thus, for exampie, 1he identieal prasers are found in
aaother 1 ascan m;imm‘ripl of the supe [u-riz_ul (H133-43) now in the British Musewmn (Yaies
Fhampson, cold, 203, on e st Totin lodiowing the Gilendar {entered inoa contemperary hamiy
aned in e Hymaoal, the mast alfea being exackly repraduced on fols, 158, 358+,
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pitinter and had ilosoated e Palie T3 Thuss the legend ol an art-loving
monk Giovanai, mentoned as o winiature painter in HY056, signing with
A artistic mosogram a dacament ol 1089, elected Abbot in the first decade of
the dollowing century, mentioned s Abbot in docnments of 1108, who lad
ordered, ewied of illustated « beantitul Psaleer sometime between H080 ang
FEIO, was neadly rownded oul. Giorgetti even went on o supgest, on the basis ol
what he hetieved 1o be the Sienese character of the $llustrations, that his Gio-
vilund was horn in Sjenese lervitary,

Tewill be wise st this poing 1o consider corain diticalties in Giorgetsi's
dating of the Psaiter, which shonkl lave an impartmt eflect upon the
acceptahility ol Dis thearies generally, He speaks of the Abhot Giovanni 13
as having governed the Manastery vom 1107 10 111, the laver year being that
al adochment in which his successor, Rasicra, is mentioned. So o set (he
Hodes wiss indtsel) a0 highly guestionable procedure, Tor there ix nothing 1o
ted ws that Ranicra was not elected a lew venrs carlier {9, Towever, realizing,
ab deast, that Giovini might actially have heen elecied o lew vears helore
TRO7, e miost often states - less precisely b maore proadendy — that he was
clected i the fvst decrde of the twellth centary. Now, at one place in his
narvitive, he savs that Giovanni mads the Psalior after having repented and
become Abbot, which would mean in the first deeade of the twellih century,

while ehowhere he siys the work is most Hikely to have been done in the Jast
hwo decades o the eleventh century, though stidl allowing boomight have been
deane v the first decide of the twellth (3. No resolution ol s contradiction
N Giorgetd’s mind could today be found, nar would it, in lact, he imporant,
for there was, e reality, o room Tor the vaguer dating, WRG-TTIO, fmplicd in
the second npinion,

Giorgeai himsell cited a decree given by the Countess Mathilds on June
20y, 1094, by which she confinmed the possessions ol the Monastery, ;mlcl in
which o Giovanngd i mentioned (1) But he dailed o notice that this '(Eim';mni
was the Abbat, thas dut Giovanni 1] alveady heon elecied o the Oflice in

UG i Sioce b filr . o :
W ) Since he Tailed also o notice that the Giovitnnd ol the codesn was

delinitely nof the Abbot at the tinme the cadex was nunde (see above), he failed
to understind that i the Giovanmi of the Psdter wnd the Abboy Giovanni
were indeed one, then the Psalier must have heen wiade before he beeane

Abbouin 1088, | s important o insts on this, for manv who, helieving that

Giovgeud™s thearies permitied a dading in the early twellth contury, aceepred

UY Flovence, deede, i Stara, Carte detlithpedale di Bonifuzio, Vhiv i3 the At of Foun-
dation ab w Hospice by the monks o the Manmisteny: «h Nexi. oop et Val 111 IHIRAI

2y On the vy probably fwuehad inothe 1107 date, aoe, poLonote 3

M Giorgetic wp b, ppo 132 135

) M, p. 130

() The docnent &5 printed in (el in Delia Rena & Camici . Serie det
e, e, Vol L pie B8 e name veciing ou po

co Que smprda Be o howe caniilam seribeve LOgaaRNG Fomanifony nestiiv din many bohoay.
wiv A bdaitisg sepie frd, menaste i e Meaing Do affevendu pusniinns,
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tHiem, will, no doubt, understanding that they impose a dating in the lae

cieventh, be prepared without [urther ado to reject them,
Nonctheless, we shall lellow the watter o the end.
Giorgetti's multipie ddentifications rest, in the last analysis

upon three
identities — the idéntity of name, the identity of Office, and the identity ol an
artistic, or artloving naware (1).

As to the idendty of muene, this would, as has been said with relerence (o
Bandini's use ol it, hardly be vilid ground for the identification. There weve
Lo snany Glovananis abroad at the time — it would be perilous even o hold it
uniikely thag, through the loag timespan involved — from 1070-76 to 1108
(or event only to 1099} - there were two monks of the same name in the
Monustery (2). Some of the names may in aceual fzet reler w identical individuads,
It on the basis of name alone, there is absolutely no %ay of deciding whick
they are, ol deciding, that s, how the names should be grouped.

With reference 10 Qffice, objections 10 twe of Giorgeud's identilics
need to be considered: first, to the identification of the Giovanni of the codex
with the Giovanni sfniatore of 1070-76; and second, 10 his identification with the

tions

Abbot Giovamni 1L As 1o the firs, the Giovanni of the 1070-76 document was
net, as far as can be gathered from the document, a monk at all. He is relerred
to at one point as Jolunnes clevicus de Gaiene, and at another as Johannes
miniator (see zlso helow)., While he might later have become a monk, and even
are Abbot, this is by no means certain. The identification is, in any case, much
less convincing than it would be were this Giovanmi actually catled o monk in
the <document, As to the second, we have already seen that when the Codex
was made, its owner, Giovanni, was nof the Abbot. Nor Is there any evidence
that he ever beaune one, so that the postulate of aw identity of Gflice hetween
the Gioviomi of the codex and Abbou Giovinmi of 1108 is airy as wetl,

But the weakest prop for the complex ol identilications is that involving
the artistic connections ol the supposed Giovanni.

In the first place, it is obvious thac only il the conchusion that a Giovanni
ordered, owned ov Mustrated the Psalter is foregone, as, for example, Pavidsohn
belicved it was {he was thinking, of cowrse, of Giovasni 1), are there any
grounds at all for calling M artJoving. 16 on the contrary, what we are trying

11} 1 vests also. of course, upon an identity of lecus — &il the Giovannis, inchuding
i of the Paalior, woere connected o some way with 8. Michele o Marnud, Boc in view of
tie dong timespan involved amd The commonuess of the wame Glovanni, e weight can e
assigned this ddentity,

&3 1 may even cte yet anether rclerence {0 a Giovinni, which Glorgend seems 1o bave
onerlaoked. aomank ol that name acting as vepresentative ol S Michele in the seddement of

a ditigation in 1076, concerning certain properties hedd by the Morastery but claimet by
aae Sieene, a ceric ov clok of Flovence, who might, teo, be bronght into connecdon widh the
wihers, This docomment ds spoken of an Jeagth by Noevi fofp eit, HL ppo 1852000 1 s
perbaps necessny o insist diat thiv doectment 35 onol the saie as the doanuent ol JO70-54,
cited severab times by Giorgeni, wha, sirangely enengh., does it mention it ac all. Sce. Turther,

Lic b

NOYI

S ON CERTA
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to prove is precisely that a Giovanni ardered, owoel or itlustated the Psaloer
because he was art-loving, as was Giorgetd, then o say he was art-loving hecase
he erdered, owned, or illustrated the Psiler, as did Giorgeli, s mevely begging
the question. “The eutive ides that a Glovanni, either the Abbot of 1061 or
the monk ol 1089, Jater, in 1049, Abbot, was art-doving and therefore might be
supposed 1o have been the commissioner, owner, or Hustrator of 1the Psalter
wits based upon argisient in a vicious circle,

fin the second place, as to the value w be given o witness Giovanni's fancy
wonogram at the bottom of (he document ol 1089 as o reason lor jdentilying
hiim either with a Giovanni miniefore mentoned in 107076 or with an Abbot,
supposed o be art-toving, lule comment need, § believe, be made (13,

D the third place, tie fink in the chain which seemed the sirongest, the
Giovanni mdnietore ol the J070.76 docwment, 1ums out 10 be the weikest of
all, for it is fowmd upon exsmimution of the terms of the document 1o be admost
certainly beyond the vange ol physical possibiliiy that he could have been the
same as the monk Gloviomi of 1089, st Jess as the Abbot Giovinmi of 1009:1 108,
The tuer that Giorgewd limsell printed 1the docwment in ITnll renders all the
more surprising his misisterprention of it (2).

The document vecounts the circumstances that gave rise o a dispute over
ceriiin propertics hetween the Monastery ol 8. Michele and one Sizone. 1t has
ne date and s matilate avthe end, but o fevminns anle guem for it s furnished
by yet another document, dated in 176, by which the representative ol the
Countess Beawvice of Tuscany decided the dispute in favor of the Monastery.
Near its heginning. one flow

» Castalda de Marturi and one Johannes elevicus
de Gainno are mentioned togerther, and toward the end, the same Castaldo
Bonizze s mentioned with a Jolwnes miriator, 1'his repeated coupling woull
inatsedl suggest thit bhoth references to Giovanni are to the same person, ikl
the cative contest confinms this. Forthermore, v is ahmost certain that the

() Asamanter of Mo, Giorgenti went even Tavther in his nse of the document of
P B concerns, a3 has been sadd, the tounding of o Flospice By the monks ol 5. Michele,
andd the mame Giovomd moraco indegnn appears wmong (he witheses anl its fool. He sug-
gestedd thak, nevertheless, this Glovimni might have plased o leading vele in e enlevpyise,
becanse the Hospice was known stifl 121 vews later as the Spedate del Chevico Giovangi
(apcite P 133) - 5 Mospice of (his name s mentioned abse, be i neted, in Magildas Dooa.
tian of {00

anel he added this evidence ol geneions hinanity W Bis ovcumstantial por

Oaval of his Gliovinni™ chinacter, Bee it is highhy danhtfal, in (he fust phrce, whether the
leacking spivit i the downdasion wonfdl go anowntioned in the hoedy ol the doannent, to
appei el s winses e Hs el Moreoser, Nevi lind shieahy manel aod appaneinly with
gooth pemen, diag the fdentilivtion of the Hoxpice fouaded by e monks with Uit catled
s deb Chericn Giovanni « was the vesnlf of o coshiasion tofi ciL L p 200 note 1),

8 Nerdo wha hid guoted excerpts fron this dotument fofo it N po 26), relerved 1o
Loatensa Canting o the fac it was <drawn up shovtly abier 1070 Canting does, indeod, make
the stagemeny, bt it is ebyvious Irom s wards i he was piving only a peesonad beliet, and
since Jieogives no oveasan lor i s impossibie to judge iosatidny (Letere a divend it
sogaelil sopoc alcune bevie e Uastetle i Tosana, Flovewe, 1808, foten 10 Memarie delia

feova i Poggibenid, ppe 32370 Cantind quctes the dociment i inil with aun

fost grvons,
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lirst term, efericns, yeierred not to an ecclesiastic but w u cerk, a1 sc |'i|:-¢!._wlnr:
wis cosadiipistrator of wargravial altairs, and that the second term, miniador,
velerred not o a painter ol miniatires but to one who used minium in .lh(,'
rubrication ol masiseripts, thos thay the later was used as o sy|1cc'ciot'hu':xi.
synonym for the fovmer (1), L this s so, then the idea of an wrt-loving Giovanni
is i'urhur weakened. But the matier may be thonght uncertain and need il
e pressed. The point w make here s that the twe terms speak lov an identity
ol the twa relevenees in the document.

The document tells how one Gyinizo had ceded to the Tuscan .\I;n‘p,“
Uigo (36 1-1601) the Castle of Papaiano and the Church of 8. ;\ll(}ll‘[‘ll, retiining,
!u‘m'(-\‘m‘, the usudruct for himself, and how ex o die margraviad aflzirs were

v

administered by Bowrzzo and Gisvaoind, how Ugo thereafier lounded l]].L‘ Moy
astery of ;\Im'l;zl'i {048y and wraed over to it much property, induding the
(1:m!l- and Church, but how his successor, Bonilazio (1002123, having l}(!\':ih!(ll-
ed the Monastery, confiscated its property and how the Castaldo Bmwm. Wity
rednvesied as administraor ol dw Castie, one Feo frresbyter Leing appointed
wargravial chaplain in the Churehl It goes on to tell how the next Margrave,
Raniern (JO14-21), reinvested the Monastery with tide to much pl't)l){'l"l)’, imrl
retnined much for himself, the staws of the Castie and the Chureh h(‘m»pnlch
somewhat uncertain, Bogoes on o el how Beano, son and heir 0.{ (;lli]]lll(.).
evidently wking advantage of (he uncertainty concerning m.le, denied that his
lather's cession o Uge had ahenated his right 1o dispose of the IH-”.P[:.?W HEN|
began o sell anel rent parts of i, and how Sivone, a (lcnr,‘ ar r-lc.:rk. ol l-xon'mcu\
s ol the Leo preshyter mentioned above, who was still Noing, houghe the
Chapel Trom Benno against the advice of his I'zllllg:‘, who had doubts -;nlm}u
Heanoe's vight to sell. At the same tme, the Ahbot of the Monastery pressed Il.x
cliiin (o the Chapel, but was unable 1o oblain smislzction because the :|dnAu-
nistritors considered it 1o have been retained by the Margrave. Meanwhile
Sizeme, oo, demanded ol vhe Castaldo Bonizze and Johanies miniolor [h;u.hv
be invested with title m what he had bought from Benno, hut these, having
been bribed by another interested pavty, one Ardingo, whose exact role in the
praceedings need not coneern us, relused, .

The only reason Tor retailing all this is (o show thal, although llil\
sennewhat (I:‘ﬂ'irnl( to [ix the exact date of the fatest evenss in connection with
which Giovanni's name appears for the second tme, it is most likely l.hfl[ they
saok place still urder the Margrave Raniera (Lo, before }()2-]), tn‘ a lew years
tater. But however that wmay be, it seems clear that & Giovanni who was old
enough o admindster margravial property juse before 888 must have been horn

(1} Clooon ahis point, eog, W Wattenbucoh, Das Selivifticesen dm Mitielalier,
KR B % i o b Pras Sl i o
3 eiprige IR0 ppe 2054, ST and espedially pp. 383-68% The exad moment at which
ol e ' fi i 3 igarat i o s Lire i nont
i i i r apainter of Dgoval itheavations tooh |
extension of the meaning of miniator (o a0
ots e Jonntil semewhal lagev. Moreover,

iy determinable, but it i not likely (o Bave been widespr : ‘
Beve, there iy, i addition, thie condest of day administration to make the yestvicted meaning
e, there ds, £ . ¥

e e likely,

NOTES ON CERVAIN NI CENT. FIALLAN MSS,
A least in 980 and s more Fikely 1o huve been horn several vears carlier, say
shout 975, #1070 — aceepting dhis as he approxinate datz of the document
= he would, sl living — which is nor ag gl certaing — have heen 090 (o 95
yeurs of age, Tle coukl certainly noc bave signed o document i HIRG or have
hren elected Abbot of the Maonastery i 1099, el bess be sull living in ] 108,
Tlass, even i1 the interprewation of miniator s mindunoe
and even il g dating ol between 1990 4nd i,
this Gievanni coudd have

sinter b concded,
PO were wecepted for the Paaloer,
had nothing o <do with i1,

What then have e fetiz Oniy a

series ol docunienis elerving ta an
llllk”()\\'ll number

ol Gievannis spreidd over more dun
which can an any grounds a2 a)
Hois possible Giar one or more
vinni, I we have o aw

ocentury, none of
I beidentilicd with the Giovinni ol the codex!
ol the documents do iy fae veler ey this Gios
Ay ol knowing shich, AU that cin be sk with any
degree of cortainty is that the Psalier

was commissioned ad owned by monk
et oan Ahbog

- wnned Glovanni wmd that o her evidenee -
the initials, amd he figaral il
the middle of the twelf) century,

in the seripr,
ations - 1oty he mnst have been ative about

oA Glant Bible in the Vatican and an Foangelary
b the Billiotece Lavrenziona,

A giant Bible, unee in §. Cecilin in Rome
102 winde the Barbering Cidle
is one of the Eportan pieet

s which cnne o the Vatican in
ctiou (Barberini No. N1L 80 now Buarls, fat. b7,
S the complex of Roman painting during the
revival ol dhe late eleventh ane of the twelfth conury, Writings on it Turnish an
example of how the faulty ohsery
ncerning stylistic evolution, for
ol the Psalter Mot consider
dost-toenrrea heliel they Bad

ation of historvics] evidence can distort our ideas
here, conrary 1o what had occrared the cise
i acteally induced ar histarians o give up 2
achioved about the Bible's place in history.
Tl Bibie scems st 1o huve

been wentioned ju 1913 by Bannister, who
tin connection with a lew lines of musical nottion
in i No douln on the strength ol a natice atr tol. B08 toncerning the
dedication of s altay (e SoMBmenin in S, Cedilia i HOU8, he concloded it
wits written belore (ha yearand on the strength of tormadly rubricated dae,
T v the lowes righthand sagin of fol, 507,
same hand and miniom as (he neighboring
vear, And ro dogh

avcorded it a shor Pavagrapi

which s abviousty it the
rabric in the rext, probably in this
on - dhe soength of e same naotice,
concerning altars and celies in the el i are
he believed i writien for 5. Cecilin, Tn jauy,

anl other notices
on the sume folio (508 v,
Quentin, aceepting Bannister's

Ay VoM. Bannjs CV L Mowunienti vabicani i ftleoiattia iensiete datinn, Leipeig,
1013 130, No. 115,
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observitions concerning the date, plced the manuseript about 1097 (1), And
on the strength of a figare of 8. Cecitia between Tiburzio and Valeriano, whiclk
appears on fol. 4 v, and ol thy votices on fol. 308 v, he considered that it
came [rom S, Cecilia.

However, i 1927, Toesea, occupied vather with the siyle of the figural
ilustrations in the Bible, afier having correctly placed those in an Evangelary
ol the Biblioteca Vallicelliana in Rome (cod, E. 18) a1 the beginning of the
twelfth century, suggested that the lormer were perhaps of a somewhat Iater
Phase {23, He mttached the Bible 1o his Umbro-Roman graup, but said nathing
concerning its refations with 8. Ceailiz. But in 1929, having no doubt meanwhile
recansidered the evidence ol the manrginal date, he reversed his previous position,
adiiered 1o the date coo 1097 and even suggested, on the strength of one of the
notices on dol. 308 v, concerning the dedication in TORG ol a new altar o 8.
Ceciliz, that the Bible might have been made a bit helore 1097 and possibly
closer 1o HORO (), e spoke at (this tme ol the « appartenenza ovigindrin » ol
the Bible 1o the chweh, but what exaaly he meint 1o convey by (his phrase iy
unclear, In 1493, Laduver, too, accepled 1097 as the approximace date, uoud, on
the strength ol the figure of S, Cecitia on fol f v, and the notices on fol 308 v,
staied that the provenance of the Bible from the church was assared, i tacture
for the church probahle (3. Finally, as ke as 1951, 1 mysell spoke of o date
about 1687 (5). Thus, a graduad agreement had been achieved wbout the date ol
the Rible in the neighborhood of 1097, as well as about its close connection
with 8. Cecilia, although nohody had had the courage to state in so many words
thiet it might have been made /2 5. Cecilia {6).

A belief thae the Bible might have been wade in 8. Ceeilin wounld, as a
matier ol fact, have heen justifiable, for @ HBourishing monastery s known w
Bave heen attached to the Church ar an early date (7). The eld Chureh el
had by the carly ninth centary Tallen into extreme decay. Paschal | {817.21)

&

h #l. Quentin, Méwmage e Pilablissement o dexte de de Uualgate, cie. Romee,
FO2L 1o disd et been mentdoned cither by H, Besger in 1883 o by Swarvsenskioin his
Sabburger Melerei of 1013 among the many others of the group in connedion with tieie ine
Huence e Saleburg.

2y ¥, Teesca, Stovia deifarte ilaficrm, 1927, p, 1033,

(W Vhe sane, Minfature somane, cte., Bt i archend, ¢ stovin dedlavie, Ri
L pp. 7470

h G. Ladnev, ftalicaische Malerei e 1, Jaloh., Jr;iil.’xnr?i der afterli, Kaisevleses
in Wien, e Foo Vol VO3, pp. A5,

By L. B Gavrison. Addenda ad budicem 1Bl davee, Vol XXXV, 19533, po 200,

(o} Onty Hoeckler, i 1030, by joeining the Bible to the group, committed himsell (o
Novth Halian sitvibution. to which he held fov the whale gvoup, (ollowing Berper (1803
snd Nwarvenski (M) (dbendiindivciie Miniaiyren, pp, 68710 "Fie Bible was mentioned
akn by N, Gabbriclii, La Bibbia Atdantica della Bid, Beviana i Cenovo, e, Aee,
o Hibil d'ltalia, Vol VI 1S BNEENRI RS S

{7y Onodchis Monaszery: J. Ladevohi. S Caeciliae,
eic,. @ vols, Rome, 1728020 Vol Lopo 200 Vol 1, po 70 XL Laevinson, Doecemenii di
wre, Soc, vam, i star, pat., Avelivio, Vol, XTI, 1926, pp. 3300 363, 365;

ista, Vol, T,

Acta, of Transtyvbering Busilica,

S, Ceeilin in Trasie

M. Arvmcellini, Le chdese i Rowa, eic, od vocem,
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teconstvacted iy and buile the Monastery, 1n 110G, the Maonastery - was in jis
v reconstructed by Pasehal 1L The Monstic Order residing in it @ this
time is, unlortunately, nor determinabic wilh certainty, Pictro Damiani {died
W72y speaks of & Canonicam Beatae Cacciline Franstyberim, from which we
may deduce that it was in his day under Canonicat Ruie — and, indeed, a1 wa
dition has it at one dme under he Coanonicl Laferanensi, Bual daer he
Benudictines ave known 1o have held i, Whethey the Ganons or the Benedictines
were in Alhe Monastery at the end of the cleventh anl beginning al the wellth
(:'mm'.)f 18 a0t established, bat in cither case, §t is entirely possible - altheugh
there is no documentary evidence ~ thae seriptoriam was active there then,
We shall, indecd, bring strong evidence in favor ol belicving thau it was,

.f\"uw.smlw time afwer my first contact with (he Bitle, a second, more supicnt
smmindtion of i, and more wmatnre consideration, convineed wme that (he
seript, the dnitials, and the Bgural illusuations all combine to asert that
Toeser had been closer ta the trath in 1987 more precisely that the Bille
maust have heen made in the decade between 115 and Tl2h, and tan there was
mnch wmiss with the evidence ol the 1087 dute, which seemed 1o compel
placing v nuny yoars too carly and which, since it made of the Bible the only
ehieted manuseript in (e Gty Roman group that congains itlustrations, slon(.l

'

in the way of a vewsonable view o stylistic evolution, FC tonvineed  me, 1ao,
that "Toeseit was eorrect in making it a Romsan wark, but that thougir it might
!mw; !:{:('n mile for or in 8. Cecilia, the grounds thus fay used for postalating
its origizal or carly comnection with that Ghureh were imvalid, l

My second examination revealed, in short, what ail, including mysell, bhad
failed o yemark, samely chat the maginal date, along with ali |]u- dated
notices concerning altars and relics in &, Cecilia, ave in a sepavate, intercilyed
brachure, comprising Tols, 304 to 308 v, — probably wken from some other
codex — the original wext of which, from fol, 804 10 ol 308, shows o s
entively diflerent from and earlicr than 1 in the main body of the Bible gl
aninitial 1 oentively diflerent fram and cindicr dan all lIu‘- oiber Qnitials, 1

.I'(:\'(':I]('{‘. taa, o dadt overlooked enidrely by Fadner o thougly noticed by
Foesea stighted by him, ramely that the frst quaternion, from (o), 1 1o fol, § \,_"
which contains the 8. Cecitie illustration, is a thirtcenth-comury replacement (1),
It revealed, wrelove, that she 1007 ol nathing at all concerning the main
Lody ol the Bible and (hat none of the evidence concerning 8. Cecilia, either
the illustration on 1ol 4 v, or the notices concerning altars in the Ghureh on

I Taecea flar, 12y b this GURLCYNION. < algaanto il farde s than the ves
ol the Bille, noting the sodpt with tenden
the impartant evidence I Sacure for 8, Cecili

s towsnd ahe Gothic, bui becuase he belieyed
o lie i e notices on fol, W08 v and because,
nedanbt, be wis bess imerested i s than in the wore genetal g of
laid mo-emphasis on the maner. The |
brielli, op ety
sratians o S, el

Roman Licturve, he
eness ol e gratemion was noted also by Gl

A6 Bovckler, confyomied with the neeessity ol accounting for the iitg-
Novih Iralic woik,
S Certlise qund calbed the T TS

ailed Rinse ol 1he other evidenoe ol lacation
Ronin acdedition,




14 B GARRISON

1ok 308 v, can be used to comieet the main bady of the Bible with the Church
helore dhe moment these Tolios were added o it

I ovder 1o make entirely cear the sitation s revealed and s implica-
Lions for the history of the Bible, it will be nec

ary o examine i some detail
the entire: makearp of (he presest volume and abe relations beoween s
various paris.

T lile ol the volume scems o lave been rather a harvied one, {or the
lact that she fivst quanes

ion, which contains 8t Jerome's rologue and the
apeiing parts o the Old Testnnent, is a thirweentheeentury replacement sugpesty
that it must in the course ol the twelith or very early thirteenth century have
been bidly dimaged ac the front. ‘The scribe of (his quaternion used the seript
watarai o him, which would be nermal carly in the ter century; fram this
the aeplavement can be dated approximately, But the ifluminator and iHus-
trtor - i this case the nawre of the work makes it certain one ndividual way
both - fmited, or tried o imitate, the older style ol initials and ilusuations —
aovery exeeptional example of such imiwtion in the period - with resulus
fitde short of horvifying, On lol. 1 v, is the tall-page F ol the Frater Ambrosiug
in Jerome's Prologae, on Tol 4 a farge initial 1D, on fol. 1 v. the oft-citel figure
ol 8 Cecitin standing between Valerian and Tiberius, an lol. § o fuli-page
Genesis ilhust

ation, colored only in small part, and on lob & vo o darge 1 lelt
unfinished in oudine « at this point the artist must have become discouraged
with his efforts — and justifiably (1).

Iportant here is the Tact that one of (he props ased lor the theory that
the Bible was made for S, Cecilin is thus destroyed, for the 8. Ceeilia illustradon
fliciies only that it was in the Monasiery in the carly thirieenth century,

The Ok Testament ends with 71 Macchabiees at the bottom ol o, 200 v,
At the top of Tol. 300 begins a Prologus Quattuar Ecangeliorim, with which is
g oon Tol. 800 v, This is
Inltowed at once by a Breviriom, that is an analysis of (he Gospel uf S Mat-
flrewe. which ends in e right cobwnn on fol, 801, The Explictt of (his fre-
Waritm is inominiam capitals, with uncial reminiscences (fig. 1y bvmedinely
Below B s an mseviption iu Jarger,  heavier minium capitals: JOMANNES
PRESIITER VIVAT IN CHRISTQ, und immediately betow this was onee a
fong inseription ina wavyline miniwm ame, which has been completely
sevatched amway, only traces of the frame remaining, The Canon Tables necupy
lals. 301 v, 302, 302 v, anel 304, 'Fol. 308 v. is entirely hlank.

At this paing hegins the inserted brochure with the date, Te runs om0l

comtinuous w Prologre fov St Matthew alone, endi

1) For all these elements, with the exception of the S Celin iHustradion, in which he
sk one for himself, he st bave had heluve him, and hekl osely 1o, a maedet simitar
1 the ot
Panthenn; Vat,

T ilinstrazed Bibles now known, seh as den leom 5 Maria ad Mantvies
12058y, o thae from the Duome of Tadi Var, lat, TS Bt 4 st
e been samewhat diflerent from cither of these two excinples, edense his Gene
cuttaing a fhal scene non Townd in cither of tie

i ilusration
s the Nacrifee of a Famb, The ilhustiations
are veprontuced v Loadner, afs cif, without hing that they wre nnt of the same period 15
thow o the pest of the Bibie!
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301 ‘m 08 v thes it consisg ol five Jeaves i s g makesino, nog @ foll Qui-
f(.””,”“' On fol. 364, ac the wp ol the lelt cotin s the opening rabvie: Libelly
Pypicam gevens fignerann sef Hysickri Peteris Postamenti (fig. ). The tex heping
with the initial B alveady noted, On lob 505 i another ;lll)l'il‘: T .".i.'n'.'fu.;

falfifrethly con depranr oo ludiwur perurerne abnemic crlycn
e 1L tradir e uda lagquer fC‘ﬂl{'pcn:{lr‘Dt'-t{m
Agult wmdien Pilan er de barmba Licpome . o
fﬂ"‘.xr‘ﬁe thtrec feputam . e refirreen
doctron eturde bapnrme.

Ny 2
o et Iefgmandar o

E X PLY ¢11

B R E v AR vad.

TOHANNES PRESBIERVIVATIN x70.

. SR - —— [

R

Fig. Lo Rome Bink Vaticma, Barh, b, YL lal 01,

Typieae figirae sei Hysielon{ in Euangebo, On (ol

307 oecurs ver anothe
; . : O anothe
Tevanyin Preshiteri e ;

Sed
I 0 the margin next 1
thiv rubic that the dae neeurst ANN. DL MUNCV S ENBL VAL 1L
asimple wavy-ding lame {hig. 3). Following ie St 1side e's e
De nomiine aecolesioe, and e vedigiane hyistiang.,
This iy the original wxe of the insere:
ol 308, Tv iy 4 by

generibies monachorum, [y

W within
elovistiune nontine,

el with o vubricneed litle.
woemls it the hotom of the

A el column on
@ single hand (1)

- hrahe vight column s st adlded

) s is s in spite ot diflere

NS 1o e disonesed,
T necessgry

oo et e ey appen
Pavchment and hat wn 1l

lov with reference o rhese differe

nee-
Letween e wiilintg an 1l

sonile sutfices ol 1l
veul sintaces, st the oy e ol L8O« S g07 it
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text, with rubric, by w different but approximuazely  contemporary  hand:
Atferanus dicit..

With relerence to the 1097 date, it is, in reality, diflicult to nterpret. Placed
irregularly in the margin next to a text that calls for wo dating ol the sort, it is

18810vs Ty Pream o REMSFL

i PN .
A" GvAR Scidlysipora e TertsTe
L A—— T M— S TAMTI,

\

[ 1 . - .

WX AC RV ERENTISS1000"

| b

borofio . yfidomuf™ , Qtl‘.ahm nooflimanommale

‘ army- ua:r.nf'“rdhmamd&uulsdwlf. Qe fZabal.
I:S'om UnAGUAri omnnﬁ Mnrm'ﬁtzmmué a[zc‘f

.. cqorme breure: deflopaa. conmaxcdouar e plama,

xo yymtaﬂun[mfrrddqnnuf‘. que qanexplica, A

i armooge brovor- fhloRribornd deoaun | ,

uge nelibellimodum ﬁ?mﬂ cfficre: _'nrcplmzﬂimr}
- B vrFern cenlioares crrrade@atul o

:
i

]

Fig, 2.« Remme, Bikl Vaticang, Barb, fui. 587, fol, 304
|4

mainral to think ol it as a seribe’s entry of the diy on owhkich he reached this
point in his fabors - thus that it can be Qsed 10 date, at least uppl't)xilnululy.
the cadex from which the nsert was taken, And while this may be correet, it
st be admiced thiat it i not absolugely certain. The question now s, inoany

case, ess haportance than onee it had !

MR Bebgy identical, afl the Btter gols, 300 v, 305, 306 v, and 3U7) being idensical. 3 he ditfer.
it ned enly as oo dillerence of duetus inducad by he diflerence i surbace,

[H 31 [EIEAN E10 l‘N}
B it neted, wo, thae it is the soript on the rough swelaces that is the most distinetive ami
vl and comprehensibly o, becaose fo was there the sivibe anst have e the greatest
its chigacer ol must Lave been, therckore, the mast conscions ol his and.

eilotts o mainta
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Al the notices concerning altars and re
ol 308, Over them iy o rihvics Fpy
Ihe first motice 1ells of (e dedlicatio

lies in 8. Ceeilia are on he verso of
(e Sanetorum of Eneenin alturiion (1),
alion s Chuar el

i 2 o e 1l . ot the Church of 8. Gecilin by Paschal |
22 d s phacing dhe Badies of Ceeilj

: o other saints in i, Fhe '
ather notices concerning the } o ot

acing ol relics in various attary i i
Hher notice H s o thedy dedi-
i . . e 1 . H i

(;I_l‘(,lli.A Svl.‘s.fi.\.ltrni 133, 5. Maria Hian \udvews W07, 8, Giovanni Battisg
DL S Coeciling 1073, 4 new altar o 8, Cedilia 1080 :

and the making ol 4 silver
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Fig. 50 Rome, Bib, Vatica, b, fat, 587, Fol. 307

shitttre AR THIYAN
ve ol the siing in the e yewr (2) bnmediately helow 1lieae

. PR O : notices iy g
HBEETREHON moadingun capitals: GHIZIY | A

ESACERDOTT VENTAA CONCEDE

LT G explain the chyhewin only s

. . earruption ol o) i : . i
lovm epitominng 1oy e ilerne) I o epitomin, Pharal of the medinesal
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. By SoMarmctis lor 8. Manmenia. St abo hiv own notes, ibid., Pip. 4518
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[OTIANNI (fig. 4). AN these natices are by ".SE"."'IC hand, whi(:h. h %}‘)l; él])]r)fll-
venuy, the sume as that responsible for the principal text of the insert (but sce
helow), ‘ e comtermin e

tinder the imscription, another hand has added 3 nou‘ct fom,c..]mn,l1 W
dedication ol an altar to S. Marmenia in 1048, while h(:!(}\\' this sull, )t(:l. :mc).thcr.
a rougher, hand has added an undated notice coneerning the altar of . j;unlpr‘}:

The facts that the dated notices including the second ane ol 108G are
lormally headed {and perhaps signed; sce below), that they are in good book

l HIFS 0 fuappe dnno pad factl yeona maor o q*t;lsz .!
m;—'\j:'l rufcamrxp‘n"wpzq‘lmmﬁ perfama '{,:.b?’f\f_xv‘- P
lnqu.\.ﬁ!rfr ey ’f?"f:{u‘-f‘??\r rtf Seitienr, Ty Tm?-a: :
Apti . Grbanep. marallimphr. -Féhr'sm mraaga
o . Eoflesaimar. Gordianm. Ma_mt}:.uu.. pr.gf;
mr;u L -pt;r: o Nalap '{vm.i‘ . Lamtfu-m{‘f{zdnr- P)Lu
Lines nayay mf, i L‘T’A:ﬂg‘. '-l'cm]-..g.".!v;flc}.ojnm;

' IDI";F,.G] rchn {.‘lccrfh"'ﬂf- lf.’.";‘lﬁ"yﬂ‘ H?-.'.i‘td:l‘}"I;T'.l S
Benecdicn P{r}“l . '{1:. ,\nn?ru{};b;‘l . _P(’r.‘?-'i:‘i ‘.]‘1 :'r(‘rz‘?l. l-

oo dac. N y wlaidiac . €l apr{al dx',\ c. '],utu; Carndie

I Grecoriifubdiac . Reovnant cfk . I‘r' Ficd, .-

X o SACFRDOTINFRI \M CONCENF LO HARNL.

I NALTARE 5 CE MAR MEN1E qlrod et index
era Manu ;\lﬂmfmawmfr funr rtLLg:t loczc;:e _

Fig. 4. - Reme, Bibl Viticana, Bavb. la, 587, fol. 308 v,

sevipt ddentical throughoiut — :md the ink, too, remains the smue — and that l.h.(’
S Andrea notice s out of chronologicad order, a1l demonstrate that they were
wrilten at one dme as o vetrospective summiary — that they were not cRTrent
entries made as the events they tell of occurred. They could not, therefore, in
any case be used as Toesca used thens o place the writing « closer to 1(18()‘Lh:|:-x
1097 » (1) They can have heen written only after the codex [rom which the insert

o} The Tact that the oviginal notices go only ta 1080, though prabably added I;Inulm
" simerval, the
IDWE or emvdy dn 1093, simphe means that theve were ma new dedications in ihe interva
first aller llll" cotlex wis compieted being (hat of 1083, whicdh was daly cnierel,

NOTES ON CERTAIN XII CENT. ITALIAN bSS, ™
wits tiuken had heen completed, i probably alter 1097, But in view ol the lisct
that another natice concerming an event ol [HU8 was aclded below them, and most
tikely very shorty after the event, i seens necessary to suppose that they were
written soon alwer, v jy late in 1087 or carly in 1093,

At the sume time, the second prap Tor the beliel thar the Bible may have
been made for 8.

s deswroyed, for sinee all 1he entries coneerning that
Chureh are in the insert, they serve w indicate only that the older codex from
which the insert was iken wis jn the Church smmediatcly alter being made -
whether it was made there or not remdins uncerain, They (ol) nothing con-
cerning the Bible, exeept, of course, that it muse sometine fave heen Brought to
5 Cecilia 1o have the rochure inserted, which we should know in any cse both
From the veplacement ar ity beginning, with the figure of S, Cecilia, amd (rom
its Jater presence in the Church,

On fol. 309 begins (he Gospel of Matllew in the same hanel as the text of
1 Macchabees preceding the inserealaed hrodsre, Later on i the volume are
twa Joss importig inseres, both in the same hand as the main ext of the insert
adveady <liscussed. One, o single lead only, Tols. 561.361 v., contining a Profogus
Labvi Actian Apostolorum, is between the Episties 1T Peter and [ John, The
other, another single leal, fols, 371871 v, a Genones Epistolarum beati Pauli
Apastoli, is belore Payl to five RBowmuns,

That we have in these fnseris o do with clements aken from an earlier
anlex, or codices - all (hree need not have come from the same work — and not
with oviginal elements i a different hand is confirmed by several details, Thag
the first insert s an extraneaus intevealation is evident from the heterogencous
LeXL it contains, mrost of whicl has rathing 1o do with = Bible. Tt was probably
tzken Irom 2 volume of Miscelfanea, Tn any ise, il can have hees used here
ab the beginning of e Guspels only because it containg 1he Libellus Typicae
figurae sci Mysidori in Fvangelio, which is taken {rom. St Lsidove’s Atlegorine ox
Nowo Festemento, and which is, [ecisely, his exphination ol the Four Fyangelist
Symbaols (13 Only (his has any relevanee a2l g this peint in the Bilde, T
the second insert is an extruncons element is equatly certain. Jos 1oxt concerning
the Aets of the dposties is only vaguely relevant hetween o Apostolic Epistles.
But what is more decisive js that it actually cues the Capitiln for the Epistle of
fodin, sehich wre on ol 360 v, from the Epistle itsell, which is on ol 364, And
the third insert too, though its text, an anaiyiis of the Epistles of Pand, is more
appropriate at the place it aceupies, cuts the Copituda of Pawius aell Ramanos
from the 1ext in the same wity.

Now, all three inserts are in g wpe of seript, possibly related 16 (hat of 1he
Catinese relorm, which though it began in Farfa in the fate cleventh contury
became characieristic there iy the first quarter of (he nwelfih. This particular
serip differs sulliciently from the Farfese, however, (o preclude confusion there.
with, 1t is of greater solidity, compactiess and squareness, ard U is somewhar
more slumting (figs 2, B Te s, indeed, of so distinetive an appearance that we

Y O NMignee. Panol fu. Vel LNNNHIL ol 117,




shall e able 1o recognize it again in another work (see below). All the rest of
the Bible, on the other hand, is written in a roumder minuscule ol highty Caro-
tine character (fig. 5). Phis general type ol seript, used over mosi ol Luly since
the Carolingian reform reached the Peninsula in the ninth century, kad, cspe
ehdly in Rowman seriploria, been steadily degenerated, veaching the nadir of
irregular ugliness in the late eleventh, Then, a first attempt at improvement seems
to Bave heen made - o improvement thit had reached the stage ol perlecdon
seen in the Bibie only Lite in the first quarter ol the twellth centry.

And simiboly, the mitial 1 az the beginning ol the firse insert 3y ol a col-
orless, calligraphic style, strongly influenced by the Otonian, which was used
int Farlit, as well as in Subiico and in some Romam monasteries no clearly iden
tilicd, through most ol the eleventh cenuory, wnd which survived in certain
savipterii into the twellth (Bg. 23 Al e other initials in the Bible, en the
other e, are ol @ (ullcokoned geomewical siyle that originaed in Rom
very carly in the Jourth quarter of the eleventdn century and nnderwent stendy
refinenent thererlter, reaching the stage seen in the Bible onty wwand the end
ol the fivse quarter of the wwelfth tig. B).

Ot hoth seript and initiads, Eshall treat move fully in a forthcoming sindy
of wweilth-century Cenwal fialian initial styles. Suflice it here o say that both
the seript amd the dndtials in the main body of the Bible would be normal consi.
devahly Tuter than the seript and the initia in the inserts, and that the distinetion
between the two iy sulficient (o vitiale any excuse one might be tempred o make
lor previons lailares o observe g,

T shaukd, then, be dear that the 307 date in the inserd s completely ine
levant to the dating of the Bibice, and that we are perfecly Tree to date i accord-
irg te the evidence ol the seript, the initiaks and the iHustrations, all of which
place it as has been said, in the decikle between 1145 and 1125,

feshoukd be equally olear that the illastrations of S, Cecilia in the first

qraterivion, as well as the allusiony to the Charel in e insert, are irelevant o

the determination of the Bible's place of lactare. We are, at this poing, el

withowt sy indication of the seriporium that prodoced it As far as the evidence
so kar reviewad is concerned, iCmight Bave been hrought from some ather Ronus
monastery and had hoth the inseris amd (he replacement added in 8. Geeilia,
pevliaps though not necessarily av e same moment in the thireenth cenory.

Forlunatgly, strong light may be thrown an the problem of the seriptoriom
By nnather codex, an iflustrated Pvangelary in the Bibliotees Laurensdana (Plut.
FECTY which shows wmistakable signs of having been made for S, Cedilia,
and which was very probalidy srede fnthe anached monastery (1),

T'his Fyangelary has already been coupled with the Hible by Toesca (iazm,
who pointed out the cose relations between the iltustiadons in the twa works.

e

PO 4e 0 L, Me eruditione afistotoras, Flovence, 1738, ppe 208730 G Rian .

chini. frawpeharon Quodraplex, 1748, Vol 35 po 5850 AL M. Bandini, Catafogis,

Vab L4770 cols M9 e . Toesca, St af. il 92E po 153 and lig, 7360 the
wi 1A, 2

st Mrniradare vomane, ofr o, V4
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He was, morcover, the first 1o suggest, on the basis of the style ol its illustrations,
that the Lvangelary is Roman, and with this idea in mind, he could plausibly
imerpret an inscription at its end telling that it was offered 1o St. Cecily 1o mean
that it came from the Churelu ol 8. Cecilia in Rome {fig. 6}, Further he did not
go. The insaription is as follows:
ACCIPITO PARVUM MUNUS CAECILIA SANCTUAM
QUOD FIBI 1O1AN § DEVOTE PRESEL
ET BENE QUIT DICTUS CELESTI DOGMATE GOMPTUS

What has not been noted belore is that since this inscription, which is in
rubricated capitals with uncial traces, is regularly placed st the houom of the
righthand column on the last folio of the Evangelary and is by the same hand

Fig. 6 - Florence. Bibl Lawrendana, Mt 17.27, 1ol 150 v,
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anlin the sime minium as 1he rubries throughout (e vodex, 3t can be tiken as
@ sort of colephon, thus as goad indication that the Lvangehny wis made jor
the Church of 8. Cecilia, Mool js o he extracted from a group ol lections that
loliow the Gospels - part of the original work. They are for Epiphany, the L
Supper, Holy Sawrday, Resurrection, Ascension, Pentecost, S, Tiburdo, 8. Ur-
bano PP, and S, Ceailia, As is known lrom the first notice in the Prineipal insere
in the Bible (lol. 308 v, the bodies ol ss. Cecilia, Tiburzio and Urbang were
the most importane among hose placed i the high altar of the Church by
Paschal 1. "The presence of celebrations lor only these sitins along with the Major
Feusts can be explained only Ly supposing the Evangelary o have been made
tor the Church,

But it seems, taking all things into account, that one lurther sLep can be
tuken, Although there is no preod, iviy most reasonable 1 believe that the 1
gehoy was actually meade in the attached Monastery, which was, as h: already
bren poined out, an important one, This iy likely whether it was inhabited by
monks or by canons ander monkish rule. Certainly, there are no grounds ar ail
lor believing it was Brovght from elsewhere,

What has not been Bitherto noged cither is than the principal seribe of thiy
Lsingelary is the savic as (he seribe of the iree inserts in the Bible, or anather
s close 10 Bhw as 10 he w all intens and purposes indistinguishable from hing,

-

el thar the inidal of the first sert il the initiads of the LEvungelary arve by
the same uminaior (whether scribe wnd illnninawor WETC one s uncertain),
or by illuminators so close 1o esch other as to be 1o 1l inenes and purposes
indistinguishable {ligs. 7, 8). In the initinds, nate the similarity not only of sengral
charieter, bt also ol sueh minutae as the shapses in the foliage, the « bindings »
Aross the shalts, and the careless g

vse Yines placed here and theye HINESEY
hoth shafs and otiagestems in groups of two or three, The extremely close rela-
tions hetween hotlh script and initials shonkd e manilest in our reproductions,

Further — the very close velitions between the inscviption containing the
mame Giovinmi on fol. 308 v, of the Bible ind che inseription at the end of (he
Evangelary are 10 he noted (figs. -1, B). The wo inscriptions are, ipparendy, by
the same hand, |1 they are, then they might be tiken as the signatures of
seribe and be used s conlirnnttion ol an identity of seribe in the Bible inser
and the Fvangelary, However, serious diflicnley stands in che wiay ol this
interpretation. The SEipt of the natices helow which the Hibie inscription s
phieed, and 1o which fComust i s

sigrature refer, shows such marked
divergencies from the s ript ol the nin hady of the fsert wand of the l‘f\';mgt'lm'y
that s is diflieult 1o convinee onesell alt the seripe iy by dw same hand, Tn
other words, it seems that il the inseription an fol. 308 v, is indeed a signature
e the added notices, it cainnor be that of the wri

F ol the main body of tie
insert — which js the pare that resembies the Evangelary — and ihus, finalty,
that it cannm be the signature of the Evangelary sevibe, Tt might he possilie,
perhaps, w explain the divergencies in SCPC by supposing the same hand 1o
have worked at different ages, different stages ol latigne, o difleren degrees of
formality — sueh notices as those added an ol 308 v, (i nol require the
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carelud attention of formal book seripl. But any such explission would he
highly speeulative: the mller st rensiins wncertain, Besides, there by, as

—
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Fig. 7. - Viorence, Bibl, Lawvenviama, Mo 1727 lel, 3,

wilt e seen, wo compelling reason lov believing cither mseripuion o be the
sigrature of aoscribe.

Bul however these things may be, however the Jikelihood ol an identity
between the seribes and illwminazors ol the Evimgehiry and of the codex Tvom
witich the imerts were taken be Judged, there can be no doubt i the wwo

NFIES ON (Zi-'.R'l‘.»\!.\' Xli (Zi-‘..\"l', I'l'.-'\l.!:\:\‘ A\ISS. z5

eodices were written and illuminaed in the same seriptorivm and that this
seriprovinm is most Yikely 1o bave been in the Mo astery ol 8, Ceeilin.
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Fig, B Vhaenee, BibL Lowvensiana, Mlar, 1597, 4ol 7,

Woemay now retwrn to the Bible. Evidence that it oo was made in the
same seripovian Hes in the relations betweesr its itusirations and 1hose ol the
Evangekoy. They do not merely show similarities with these, Fhey are, siylisti-
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cally, divect derivatives therefrom (1), They are by less skiflul painter, whose
relations with the painter of the Evangelary can best be described as those ol
pupil with master. The very spec

il relations between the two works should he
maade manilest by conlronting them with all the others that have by various
authorities been brought into the Roman group. But the mere staitement must
here suflice; detaiied comparisons must wait upon an apportunity 1o consider pro.
loundly the style of the entire group.

The conclusion is shvious, While it is possible to beliove tha the lesson of
the Evangelary's Hustrations was learned by the itlustrator of the Bibde in some
other Roman monastery, it is more satislaclory 1o believe that he worked in
the sume scriptorium that had produced the Lvangelary, He way even have
bid the Evangelary hefore him as model. This scriptorivm, it may here he
repeated, scems most likely o have been in §. Cecilia,

Fismally, it would scem that the multiple relations of w1l tiree colices, the
Evangelary, the codex from which the Bible inserts were taken, and the Bible
itsell, with §. Cecilia, constant rronghout their known history

Cast an anra ol
plausibifity about the postulate that all three were made in & seriplorium in the
attached Monastery, The codex ol the inserts may, as has been seen, hive
been snade about 1097, A comparison between the simple initial ol the firgt
inserc and the initials of the Evangelary would of itsell suggest that the lauer
were the more mature, the later, work, And e siyle of the Evangelary ilin.
strations concurs. fooplaces them in the decade hetween 110 and 1120 or
thereabonts and this may thus e accepted as the approximate date of (he Evan-
geloy, The Bible, then, may very well have been made a few years ke,
that is - as we have supposed on the basis of its script, inftials and figural siyle
- in the decade between 1115 and 1125,

[t remains to give some short consideration to the sey

il Il|)].‘(’ill‘il'ﬂ('(‘$ of
the name Giovanni in the three codices, in order to detevmine whether they may
e made (o yiekl any confirmation of the datings proposed. They are, it wilt be
remenmhered, as lollows: on [ol. 301, in the main body of the Bille: IOMANNES
PRESBITER VIVAT IN GHRISTO; on ol 808 v, in the fmsert: CHRISTE
SACERDOTY VENIAM CONCEDE TOHANNL and at the end of the Fvan-
gelarys ACCIPITO PARVUM MUNUS CAECILIA SANCTURM, QUOD ‘TIR]
TOHANNES DEVOTE PRESBITER OFFERT..,

Two alternatives presenc chemselves concerning these inscriptions: they may

he avtograph signatures of servibes — and note that the designation of priest is
not aguinst this, for priesss under Canonical Rule lived tike monks and followed
similar pursuitss — or they may be allograph invocations in laver of Benelactors

1) Toesea (1920) published an excellent comparison hetween the Evangelny's Mathiew
amd ihe Hilde's Naum, in which the deivitive natore of the later shonld be dear (AR Y N
the same Fxangelary figese shoubd be compared alse the 3ible's Hoseabk (lod, 1815, The Eyan-
fefanys S Mark should be compared with 1he Bible's
while it 8t Leke Bnsls faing oo in the Ribies Itag

enthroned lgure ar the head of 1 Kings,
digfall 1o,
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ol the Chireh, perhaps e donors of the codices. All theee need nol, ol course,
Le the same in his vespect, and it is o be consideral abso than i one or e
ather case, seribe and henelactor may have been an identical  indivicduasl,
Untlorsunately, in the whsence ol specifie inlormation Irom all the inseriptions,
it is impossible 1o determing the wuth concerning them, Nevertheless, chose
examination reveads coertain possibititics, or probabilities.

The inseription on fol. 408 v. of the Bibice is placed innnediately aley o
well-defined section ol wext, that is, the historieal entries concerning altars in
S Ceclia, ds symmcetvically and tormadly plsced with relerence 1o that ext,
and shows lewers that confoinm fairly well with those in the rubric
ol the wxr (figs. 2,

at the head

Iz A3 0 was, dhus, most probably written at the same tine
s the ext Boamight, then, be the signiure of the scribe. Bol since its ters
are equally appropriate s benelzctor, it may, though widtten by the seribe of
the text above it nevertheless be an fnvoeation in favor of « henelactor.

Simitar corsiderations are in order with reference 1o the fnseription au the
end of the Fyvangelry, 11, o0, as has

already Leen pointed out, js regularly placed
and s dnthe swne hiod and mingam as the sabrics of the codex (figs, &, 7, 8).
1t te0, might, therelore, he the signatare of wseribe, Bt here again, it5 erms are
approprinte to a bhenel

tor as well, "Fhe term « offert » s commissionesd
(o purchasedy and-gives cquntdly as oweld oas wrotesmd-gives, And the relerence
Lo Giovinnis crodition, 1oo, would he approprine to vither,

The imseription on lol 303 of the Bible, on the other hand, seams mere
tikely to be an altograph invoeation. 1t was very evidently added sometime zfer
the text above it had heen completed, for it is asynmetrically placed and is
stighily crowded, its tetiers are diflerent froms thase of the B traen Fx plicit
above i and s miniwm is somewhat duller (hg. 1. Lo wonld be diflicnlt o
explain the fater addition of a seribe's signatare, and especiadty difficult o
exphain ity addition ac deis particular point, for the serip of the Bible-text that
follows the insert (fram fol. 509 onwardy is the same as tha which precedes the
imsert, so that the inseription does not nark any change of se
thereiore,

he, T seems,
SIEE LG aeeept it as written i lavor of @ benefactor — it might very
well Bave heen added o e Bible at the woment its Giovanni had carned special
distinction, esteem oy wratitucde in 8. Ceocilin,

Asecond guestion must, of course, at ance avise voncerning these inscriptions:
i any tva of the Giovinmnis mentioned in them be taken s the sane indivicdual?
But nefther s any definite answer possible to this question. 1T the inseriptions
are allograph, nothing positive can be determined i this respect (hat see below).
As has beew painted out i snother couneetion, the name Giovanni was one of
the commonest of the tme. Moeve identity of name is 1o sign of identity ol
peran. Nor does the gualifieative appellation of priest make muters much
sinepler, for theve would e nathing natoward in sipposing three pricsts of the
same girne in the samwe Canoniea, especially as a periad of from Klween to twenty-
five vears may be fnvolved, Indecd, in the single wotice about the sttue nude
of S Ceeilia i 1080, shich is o Tol. 868 v of the Bible, three diflerent pricsts of
the wame appear:s o fohannes avelisacerdos, o Tofwrnies preshriber, and u
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Johannes subdiaeonus (hy. 1)) There ave, as has been pointed out, some grownds
for Lelieving that the inscription on fol. 308 v. of the Bible was written by the
sume hazxd as that at die end of the Evangelary, But uniess it were eertain that
oth are antograph signataves, which it is not, the Tnct would not argue for an
iddentity of the two Giovannis, for though written by the same person, they might
reler o two different persons,

I the speculations thus far undertaken, nothing lor or against the datings
proposed for the manuseripes has been found. But we may perbaps make other
speclations yield somie confinnation of thens, or ay least some information in
comsonance with them, Guentin was atzempting something ol the sort for the
then commonly accepted 1097 date for the Bible when he suggested identifying
the Johannes preshiter of the inscription on fol. 301, whom he believed 1w e a
seribe, with the fobannes arclisacerdos of the 1080 notice an ol 308 v, Bt
this identification is, as a matter of facr, less likely than another he might have
made — indeed, it is difficuit o uaderstoed why he picked ont this particutar
Ciovanni in the notice. In view of the perfect correspandence of appeliation, (he
Jakannes preshiter of fol. 30} would more likely be the Johannes preshiter ol the
notice! Tn either case, o Giovanni of 1080 might very well have been living and
writing in 1097, or in 1007 798, when, we have supposed, the notices were actuaily
written.

And on similar grounds, i¢ would have been more plausibie o identily the
Tohaies avehisacerdos ol the notice willk the Jolannes sacevdos of the
inseription just below it - the synecdoche in the latter term is 3 natural one.
Ty fact, in the somewhat unusasl tesms, sacevdos and archisneerdos — instead
ol preshiter and avehipresbiter — may lie evidence in favor of the identification.
A Cardinal priest who was the titular of one of the great Roman churches had
the title of Arehipresbiter. (1), 'The connotations of this title were at the time
distinet and well known to all. Erom 1058 onward, possibly until 1088, 1he
Archipreshiter of 8. Cecilin was Desiderius, Abbot of Monwcassino (2). Being
absent from his Roman woure most of the time, he mry al z given moment,
which need not have been waeh hefore 1080, very well have appointed W vicar
and have designated him as drchisacerdas precisely o disCnguish te title
from his own. But the notice on fol. 308 v. informs us that the statue of S, Ce-
vilia, made « temporibus domini Johannis archisacerdotis », was mauls in 1080,
Howe sre correct in believing thac the Bible was produced hetween 1115 and 1125
and that the inseripian on fol, 301 wis added alter it was done, then e iden-

tificiiun becomes somewhat less attractive, for it is somewhat less fikely that a
Giovanni Tiving in 1080 would stll be living and writing about 1190,
But however these things may be, yet another identification presents fself.

M L Movyani, Didienavie di evudizione stovicoseciosiotica, ad vorem,

@O Cliaconio, De Vil Ponr, Vol T po #8535 C. B, Pisera. la gerarchia
ravdinafizia, Rome, 1708, pp. 825 . L, Carvdel
Sarin Homang Chicss, Vol 1 Rome, 1782, pp. 214
nafi di Saxte Nomania Chiew, e, Rome, 1888, p. 66,

Meworic storiche de’ Cardinali delia
Fo Cviscalari, Stevia dei Cardi
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Although there is nothing 19 compel ity aceeplance cither, it seems worthwhile
o calb attention to it il Hor no other reason than that others who have writien of
these Giovanmis have overlooked ji, theugh it 3s, in [act, the most auractive of
all. .

I spite ol what has been said concerning the dificulties ol determining
whether any of the Giovannis were the same (nndess (he inseriptions be taken as
antogrieph signatares), there is this o be said. i the inscription at the end ol
the Evangelary and that added 1o the Bible on Tol. 301 are allograph invocations,
there ave some grownds Tov helieving thens 1o veler 1o the sae Giovanni. Eacl
waortld almost certainly reler (0 a person ol greal prominence in 8. Ceeilia, and it
seems somewhat more likely that there woutd be one person ol the name of
sufficient: rominence to appear in invocations in books made there than two
persons. I other words, it seems sonzewhal more likely that the inseriptions refer
to the same person than o dilferent persons.

Now, precisely in the first quarter of the twelfth centary, we find o person
ol the greatest prominence in 8. Ceeilin who was nanied Giovianni, the titular
Avelhipresbiter of the Chuarch, appeisted by Paschal 1. Ciaconio says ol him:

lehanne. Freshiter Cardinalis "TiL Sanctae €
interfuit, & sohseripsit Condilio Vistallensis {ie.

of Goasgaliag HHOR), & Lateranensis fi.c, 1112), &

post Paschatis obhitam, aon adiis Cardinalibus Gebinm
clegit, Obiie suli [onerio 11 Ppost anmnm 1128, (),

ecitine

Thes Giovanni ks supposed o have been made Cardinal and tlar of the Church
st the seeond ardainments by Paschal, wsoally though not abways placed jo 1104,
The year of his deatly, o, Fas at times heen questioned, it baving been said that
it must have been Lefore 1185, (2). But though the tevmini of his stewardship are
somewhat abscure, it is nonetheless cortain that he was the titmlar of the Chureh
precisely during the period within which we helieve hoth Evangelary amd Bible
were produced. He ds the persen of prominence most likely 10 he mentioned in
vorations of the sort with which we may be dealing.

TCds even possible 1o believe that it was this some Giovinni who was a
sacerdos in the Church about 1007 98, Uts that the Giovimi ol the inscription
on fol 308 v, 100 0y he. Whether the Johannes avehisacerdos of he notice
eomeerning 1080 as well snight be brought into the nexus is here, as hefore, on
the gronnds of iy carly date saomewhat doubiul, In any case, this klentification
would comzlort onr datings of the wo coddives, or rather, wonld vield information
in comsomaiee with thenn, But in the cil, 1 do nol wish to insist upen it, for 10
do se would be merely 1o add 1o the vist secumulation of doubtind statements
madle i such matters. Nothing can, in veality, be said with certainty ahout the

M Ciavanin, oot Vol §op, M2 (Na, 1,
12y A Ghovanng Robenle Capizacchi s supposed 1o have been Archipreshifer of & Co-

ciiiain that yeuwr b Cavdelba, doe ary, B dwe s disagreement among anthorities
vven torlay,




three inseriptions: they el nothing incontestable about the identity of thei
Criovinmis, or about the date of the manuscripts in which they oceur,

8. A Giant Old Tesiament in the Falican.

A glant Okl Testament in the Vatican (Val, la 42163, from the Monastery
ol 8. Croce in Fonte Avellana, near Gubbio, in the twellth century within Papal
territory, which cosntiing numerous eolored initizls, is, though it coning no
hgural iflustrations, of great importance o the history ol painting indivecly,
for, having a colopbion which comprises a dite and from the wrms of which can
be deduced the tact that it was made in Lhe Monastery, i serves as a kingpin in
establishing the evolution of Central Tralian inidad styles and thus Tarnishes
valuable evidence dor dating other nunuseripts that contain both |

s did
ihstrations (1), Bt writings about this manuscript afford o surprising example
ot how carelessly historical evidence of the sort can at taes be treated. Although
the coloplion has twice been reproduced in full, no attempt was, apparently, ever
wale tadecipher it a picee of negligence that has encouraged two erroncous lines
ol apinion to havdew about the manuscripy, one of which placed it from seventy
five to one hundred years oo early, the other of which placed it more than one
handred and twenty-five y

ars o fute!

The manuscript seenss fivst (o have heen mentionel hy Vercellone in 1860 (2).
He informs us that 7t wis brovght from 8. Croce in 1562, to be used in the re-
vision of the Vulgate, about that (ime being spurred (83, In accordance with the
underdating vife in his day, he hael it of the enih cencury, s he suggested thag
it might be part of a Bible known 1w have been given 1o the Mowastery by
S Pietro Damiand, its Abbot from 1018 1o T0ER (1), Tle relers in support o Migne,
without any explanation (33 But we hind the relerence 1o e meevely Lo the yepring
ol an opuseula by Piewo, de ording evemitarum of facultatibing cremi Fonlis
Avellanae, in which ke tells of having supplied the library of the Monastery with
niny books, induding an Old and a New Testament,

The damage wrought by this tentive suggestion would not have
been great had not. as lae as 1919.20, G, Vit

alentd, on the basis of i, decided

thy See iy favtheoming sundy of vwellih-century Central Diatian initial siyles,

B Nercellone, Vaiare fectiones Pulgaiae, Vol 1, Reme, 1860, pooxXiN, nete 2
N )

O On Tel 1 in g sisteenth- or seventeenth-ceniy Bk, iy Bt Monasterti 8, Cracis
Fortiv Avellanae, "Phe prewnt binding can be dated ¢ tealy between 1623w 1626, by (e
Papal steiwma on the frent, Trlan VIL 02, and by the Librdan’s stemma on e hack,
Ceheltuzai (H618-26).

G Niwatevri, On breentario di codiel del see. NIH, o e vicende delln Bibia.
tecas delldrchivin o del Towra di Fonte Aveltana, La Bibbiofdin, Vol XN, 10918.19, PP LENLGHL
TS Vol NN ul9-ag, e BRI VIT NG, 201308 (. T Bbwm . The Fate Adveltana
Libemiv, dn 8L Peter Bamien: Hi Feaching ev the Sprivituwal Life, Waskingon, 1. L 117,
pp. SR

5} Patvol, Int, Vol, CNIV, el 3310
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that he had in this Okl Testamens debmitely identified the one given by
S Picva (1), And be Jemt phasibility o (his identification by quoting
rony the handwriten Catnlogee of the Vatican
that the Bible was dated 1070, Bur it we
finel that he misquoled it Whether his Preconce
certiin, but certain is 1hat e

Library 1w the  eflect
arrn 1o this Catilogue,  we
pians influenced the error s not
Caralogue lus 1270, noc 1674 {2). It is Vercellone
and Vitaletd who printed the colophon in full without atempting o decipher it
In 14980, Bocekier, 1o, alignad himself with Vitaletdi as 10 the date, Ane though
he celled wutention to the Fonte Avellana provenance
the Bible was written by o monk Atw ind a Prior Savinus, he lailed o connect
the two lacts, maintaining it was Nowh Haliwn e probably  AMilanese (3).
Whether the 1270 date in the Vatican Catal

and went on 1w say that

agre wis actudly based upon
stmisreading of the colophon cannet be sgid. Bud
ol opinion, whicly had zhready reache
Berger disted the Bibie in e thivieent
It was he who had firsg suggested th
way

tay ie belind dhe other ling
d publicity in Berger's work of 18938 ).
i l(‘l]lil]‘y

and calied its ext a e mixwere.
atabl the group with which he commected it
North Itatian and Jrobably Milwnese, by 022

22, Quentin removed the texiual
urigin ol the group w Reme, but he leh Berger's dating ol this member of it
unchatienged (5).

And yer the mater shonld have Leen very simple. The colophon, which 1s
on the List Page ol the vokame, reads as tollows:
CODICE LAM FACTO.TIRE FRATRE VITA SI1T ATTO,
FITSTUBIO CEIES PARS MAGNA VOLUMINIS HUILS
) CTRERE MINUS PRIOR ADBENS CIENCTA SAVINUS
PENTIMFECTD QIUS LIRRIS CONSTARE BUOBLS,
HOREAL PECCA LIS FIUS 150 811 FONS PHET V) 35,
SEMPER I ABSQUE MORA LICTOR CUM | £GERS ORA,
VIRCINEL PARTUS FUERAT FUNG TEMPORIS o
SEXTUS MILLENUS BIS JER NOVIESOUE DI

First, s o the dae

Cgiven iu e dast fine! The Tirst nomeral,
sized hecause it

sexlies, is emplie
ws special importance, hecuse, in lact, o give
year, whife all e acjectivial numerals, bis, fey
be relerred 1o the decenys,

s the exact unit
vl navies) mst ul:\'inusly
The date must, then, be read: 1006 plus two times
pius three times plus nine tmes gen, plus six,

or 1000 plus fourieen times en,
plus six, or H6) Hlus 1, plos 6

vory dinadly, TG,

dy Vivaleroi, apnoelty e fibtinfilia, Vol NN 1My, J I RIS RS

9) Vatican Libuvary, Manmaipt Raom, redcterce valiome No, 305, P b

Ot P oG8, G4, T,

G Op it 141

3 O vit, I 36 “the Rible was mentioned wlsa by F, Aaman,
ver 1RO0 el Frethog i B 1o, It :
mentioner baadly, by N
it the twelfih iy,

e Pidgara Sixtina
6L bat he werely aproted Vercelhme, T he Bible was
Gabbyielli, sfoeit pp G

whe s the andy one 1o phice
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Second, as o the sariptorium! A Savinus §s recorded as Abbot of the Mona-
stery of 8. Croce precisely from 113 o about 1159 (1 There ¢an. thus, be no
doube that the codex wis actually produced in the Monastery,

4. 4 Giant Bilile in the Bibliotecu Nazionale in Rowe.

A giam Bible in the Bibloteea Nuzionale in Rome (Sessor. 2) (‘()H{ilillh. se-
verad HHwstvations and s, therelore, of some importance to che history ol painting,
It cune (o the Library in 1875 — ui the time of the Library's organization, that is
= as parl ol the Fondo Sessortano (2). At its end is a colophon with the date, 1193
Yeu doubts have arisen concerning botlu its date and its place of lacture. Though

m 1927 Toesca mentioned withont comment the date in the colupbon as well as
the provenance from % Croce in Geruszlemme and cslled the Bible probabiy
Roman, in 1929 he without explanation guestioned the date il relegated the
Bible 10 a feowote of works veluted e Rome bt ol uncertain paivia (3). The
provenance [rom 8. Croce seems, indeed, w fic in nicely with an awribution w
Rome, but the volume's carlier Wistory <lewmonstrates that icis endvely ivrelevant
ta the problem of atribution, And certainly the date in the (.nlnphm'\ sv_cn?s 10
settle che question of period. Yot close examination reveals thac it is entirely

frrelevant te the problem ol dating.
The colophon rewds s follows:

VOS GUL ME PROSPLCITES NU
DEO DATE GRATIAS AT ORAYE
U1 SULS SEQUACIBLS DARE RE
HEG FUR ADDUCERL
PHCIEUIR LAURENTIHS NUNCG
QU M I3 FIERE COMPO?
QUEM DEUS EXAGERYT MULE

CESSE COMULETUM

',

! TVGUATTS,
SANCTIO ROPHILLO VER] TETONATUR
UV ME SIC COMPONEREY SATIS BEST ORTATUS,

LU A MULTIS SIQUINRENM PER ME EST AMATUS,
GPERT AUXTLIUAL §S1UIC QU DEDERT

VIPREUVSOULE HOMINIS SOSPEIATEM MERE.

TRESBE EIS QUIS TE O PATER VERE,

ET AR 4 GAUDTA 10508 NOSOL 2
ANNO MILLENG O AG NONAGEND

TRIBUSQUE ADVINCITS

HOS FACEPUM SI'U COGNTEUM CUINCTES, ).

MGl A, Gibebti, Monpgiafia deliwntive Menastera i 5. Crore i Fonte Avel-
Joasa i i ed abbatic Vaens, 1RSE, ppo VRS2 aned especiadby e F20.

2 1 handly needs vecalling chan the entive Fonda Sessornitno is so designaned  precisely
bewitise Bocatne from 1he Sessorfan basilic The Jasw altecting Religions Onders was promulgaicd
o Rame in 1873 ol Nelda Santovite Viehi. la N Bl Nasioale Contrale 1t
fovin Pmannede Hofn Nomas b sue ovigind, de sue vaccolte, §osuni servisd, Rome, 1095,

(Y P Toes e, of et 1927, 00 1132 note Ry the sime, of eit, 1020, o, 6

) The wolophon was copied by the compiler of the hambwtitten Catdogue of (he

ti, nete 2,
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With veference o the dace! 1e iy casily discernible, with only & modicun of
diligence, that this colophen is in a sevipt wholly different from thal of the
Lext ol the Bible. 10 s in another ink, it i much smaller, icis much more Go-
thivizing, and it lorms a column that is mnch narower than thae ol the ext
abiove it Thowgh 0 is in a noymd position. iU is phundy a0 Luer addition. s
seript would be normal in the very late owelfdt or in the thirteenth century, It
was inall likelihood simply copied Trom some other codex, a codex that iseld
must have been made in THE, Al while the stybe ol the seript might permit
believing it w

capied immediately in 1H3%, i seems more reasomable o believe
that it was copice

Esomoewhat fater. 4 terminns anfe quem for (Ui lovnished by
twa ol three notices just below it, which were possibly entered in 1274 (ee helow),
I any cise, is clear that it cannon be wsed 1o date the Bible — (hat Toesci wits
carrect i guestioning the 1193 cae.

With reference to the place of facture! The notices just helow the colophon
el us that probably at least irow 1274 1o 1508, (he Bille was in G aro, a
castellon w short distance 1o the southwest ol Forli, and adowost cortsinly in the
Chureh of 8. Reparaa there (1

Anno witenn ducentesimo sepluagesmo quanto gt recondiling

i ccchesia e e

Fale wodeminn episcopn
Richelme, dic dominica X131, dic in exitng oonlinis

A denmind nilens docemiestine septuagesin TY1o qun

recomcilian fudt ecclesia sanete Tepi
chario a daming episcopn Radilia,
in exite acebifs,

Anno 1305 Tad. T11L die dominicho X131 Mensis Tonii,

in mane, sepulion (it viv nobilisimas domins Guiitehinns

te de chias
o chomi

Comes Castricarii, anima cuins quicschat in pate. i)

The yepedition of 1the notice concerning the reconseeration of the Church
seenes explainable only by supposing the second CRLFY Witk MeHnt as i correctior
of the first, particularly as to the name of the Bishop, who in 1271 was, as a
matter of fact, Rodullus (83 This snay be some indieation that they are suhse-
guent by some time to the event they record, for an ervor of the sort would he
unimaginabic while Raodullus was still Hving, In any case, however, a terminus
aale quem lor thenin B30% s fixed by the thind entry, which s in o different
hand and ink.

Fonda Sexsonane, stll wsel in tie Bibliotea Nadonale, e omitted, however, the wa hines
heginning with Yanweta Ropiilin

aned with U4 wie sie comnpoperet, possibly bhecause the Jat
wird in o eich is so ditfienic o dedipher. 1 osake no caing w have salved (1 probiem; the
reading praposed mav seen 1o present semme ditficutiy, e the manter is of na impuatimee lieve,

) Gl GuNCin i, Tiwstrusione stovien detPantivo Gastolle di Castrocara, Madighi
IR andd o S Repanata, . 407 4

e,

£} These notices, oo, e copicd in the hamtwritien Catalogue of the Fonde Sesorviane.

(3) Onthese Bishops sonstlt consenicinly U g he 11§, fulia Sacre, Venier ed Vol 15,
ol A70 The vecomscoration need net hive taken place after an Interdien, or any savt of pro-
Tanation: e Cange ks peefecely clear on this i his pavagraphs o the word reconcitiore.
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Buc he this as it may, the colophon jsedl can be mude o yield e infor
madion that the Bible wis much carlier, that is ac the thne the colophon was
copied, in the region of Forli and thus almost cerainly in S, Reparata. It is the
mention of 5. Rubilio tha gives the clue. For sradition has a 8. Rufillo in the
bady, buried at

fourth century Bishop ol Forlimpopoli, cose to Forli, whe
first just ontside the Tovmer wwn, was, when this 1own was destroved in 1360,
removed to the Jatter (1) Fhis 8 Rulillo has sbways heen espeeially vencrated
throughout the region, numerous churches being dedicated to him (here. ¥His
veneration in Castrocare s a foregone conclusion — a Tact that may well explain
why a colophon referving w him was of sudlicient interest to be copied into ano-
ther book. [n any case, the facts about 8. Rufillo ave almost certain evidence i
the colophon was copied in 8. Reparata and thus that the Bible was already
there at the tme. But it hardly need be said thas this fact throws no Hght
whatsoever on the place in which the Bible was made,

We are thus fefu without any explicit indication ol the Bible's date or ol
the center that produced i (2). To determine these things about i, we nmust wiry
1o the seript, the initdals, and the Bgural ilhestrations. All these clements combing,
1 bhelieve, o date the Bible in the latter part of the thivd guarter or the carly
part of the fourth guarter of (e twelith ceatary, say between 2165 and 1185 or
0, and to make it a work ol the Roman region. It can, then, be supposed o
have been bhrought o S Reparat in Caswrocava in the Tate twellth or carly
tiivieenth century and to have had the eolophen added there then,

I B GarrisoN
Rome, 14952,

Ay Gl Ughelli, opocit, Voll 10, cols, 50488, 4455 July, Vol IV, 87782 Lan-
Lanzani savs dutr most of the inlormation about

roni, Diocesi d'Hafia, 20d od., pp. 72182,
S Ruhito isoanreliable, Bat this anreliability weukl not allec the potency o the radition
A e twelldy o thiveeno centuyy.,

t2) In order to muke our information complele, an fmaipiion in the lower vighthaaed
wangin of lob 273, the end of @ quaternion, mast be veported; HUNC QUATERNTM KGO
BENCEVENNE EMI ET SCRIBERE FECT MEIS EXPENSIS PROCANIAMA TGHANNIS RA-
PRIS MED T ALIORUM MEORUM PARENTUM, If anvone can turn up a Benciveni with
i hiother mamed Giovanni, the problem of the place of facawme may be sobvoed.

In margine all'edizione critica dei Sonetti
del Burchiello

Di due manoscritti sino ad oggi ignorati

T un recente pubblicazione (1) tva 0§ maneserin pit impovimi delie dug
faniglie i cui sioseimde B vadidone manoseriva dei sonetti del barhicre et
di Calimabe, ne indicavo dne {Introdusione, pag. 10, no 8, di propriety dei
FEditore Signor Alde Olsehki, impornti pev et ¢oper lesiore, ai find di ouna
Miturs edizione oritien, Di uno di esi non s'eras i avula naotizia, nentre
dell’altro se ne conosceva si Pesistenza, ma nessuno sapevi dove losse medato a
fiires Ui lortanaia eoincidenss i ha permesso di studiarli ¢ di confronarh

€O a0 pennd gl conoscing (). Qui ne riissiome in eve i oriseliat.

H prima dei due manoseriui delle vinme del avbieve di Calimala, di cui

doyui L deserizione =i fini di una Tutara edizione eritica, appareneyvit in ovigine

Al Bibliotees dei Munnoli Tegrimi i Locea, come sioviteva da wna nota
longitdisile sul margine desiro detla primn et appena deggibile: D1 CASA
MINUYTOLL VEGRIMI . Pawd poi a far parte della biblioveea del cone Bat-
tigling di Wiminig, ii quale, neghi ubtimi mesi del 1907, aedendo di aver rin-
racciazo Fautogrido del Brehiello « non so se jrer personale convinzione o er
parere da terse persone espressa - si vivolse al dote Mg, allone bibliotecario
detla Laurenziana, per un gindizio e servisse ad eliminare ogni dubbio.

Conlrontands fa seristinn del wamaseritto con quetla i ana leter auto.
del B.esistente netArvchivio i Stato di Firense, il Mars non ha mmimesso

né eschiso Pautografia, Un insiome & ragioni, o pring di wigte 'erronea inelo-
sione nella raceolta di componimenti che al B sicoramente non APPArteRgong,
eltre alla incompletessa & alauni sonetd, B escladono nel modo Pt assoluto.
Forse & stata I rassomiglinnza calligrafica a legittionoe B aota a matita nel-
Minterno del pinto superiore: “Awtograph of Burchicla ' appostavi da mano
maoderna,

M bemenicn di Giovanng detio il 8 archielle, Sonctti inediti e

aolti el mdinati da Midele Messing, Biboteca detlAyelmnm Rowosicun, S, foovel 43,

Lo S Oliki Editore, Firene, 1032,

1w Alde Obeliki, che soblle aflidarmels perehi e oratto mie agio 1 potesi

cotlizionare 5bmio piG vive vingiasiaeenio.



