Gift-Giving Practicesin the Utrecht
Charterhouse
Donating to be Remembered?"'
Rorr on tWulnnr

Some of the main reasons*hy the Carthusian Order became popular in the late
medieval period were the austerity of the order and its aim to stay loyal to its sober
and asceticcharacter.' Interestingly, this reputation for holiness and poverty frequently brought an excessof donor activities,often inevitably accumulating wealth
for charterhousesover time. By donating goods, the benefactors associatedthemselveswith the institution and expectedthe members of the institution to pray for
their souls. This principle of do ut des is the key element of the commemoration of
the dead and of memorial culture in generalduring the Middle Ages. Therefore the
names of benefactors can often be found in the necrologies (calendars with the
names of people who had to be commemorated) of religious institutions. Apart
from necrologies,institutions often kept a detailed administration of gifts and donors. These sources are known as necrological documents or 'documents
nécrologiques'.' In order to gain a better understanding of the gift-giving practices
it is important to study these documents in their context and to estimate their value.t This article will focus on the Utrecht charterhouse,of which severalnecrological documents have survived. These give a clear insight into the monastery's early
existenceand into the gift-giving practices.

*

This article is basedon a paper presentedat the International Medieval Congressin Leedson r4 July zor r.
r For the expansionof the Carthusian Order in the late medieval Lovr Countries, seeGaens,'De gebroken
spiegel'and Gaens,De kracbt van de stihe,85-r37.The CarthusianOrder is consideredto havebeena sourceof
inspiration for the late medievalmonasticreform movemen!;seeRùthing, 'Die Kartâuser'.
z Necrological documents were first describedby N. Huyghebaert in Les documentsnécrologiques.Later a
supplementwas written by Lemaîre entided Mise à jour. Huyghebaert divides them into documenrswith a
liurgical function (necrologies)and documentswith an administrativefunction (obiruaries).Despitethis division
he acknowledgedthat there were severaldocumentsthat could belong to both categories.It was for this reason
that the'WerkgroepMemorieboeken (FocusGroup Memorial Registers),initiated by Truus van Bueren in zoo4.
made a different distinction basedon the types of registration (aiz. registersof graves,gifts, memorial services,
namesand pittances),seeVan Bueren,'Gebruik en functie', rr-14. The \0erkgroep Memorieboekencan be
considereda direct forerunner of the MeMO project.
3 The memorial culture of lay benefactorsin the Utrecht charterhouseand the use of memorial documentsfor
researchinto memorial culrure are the centralthemesof mv PhD research.
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The Utrecht charterhouse
The Utrecht charterhouse of Nieuwlicht was founded in r39r by Zweder van
Gaasbeek,lord of Putten and Strijen (south of Rotterdam).uZweder was e wealthy
and influential knight who served under the counts of Brabant, Holland and the
prince-bishop of Utrecht.r FIe donated alarge sum of money together with four
large pieces of uncultivated wetlands from his domain in Putten and Strijen.6The
monastery was built r.5 kilometres to the north-west of the city of Utrecht. This
was a remarkable location, since it was almost 7y kilometres away from the lands in
Putten and Strijen that were consideredthe economic heartlands of Nieuwlicht.
Building a charterhousewas a costly affair.Income in the form of annual rents
was necessaryfor the upkeep of the monastery, but its construction required funds
that were immediately available.Although construction works started rn r39z and
parts of the monastery were consecratedtwo years later, buiiding activities slowed
down in r4oo when Zweder died in ltaly while on a pilgrimage. Zweder's brother,
\flillem van Abcoude, took over the role of main benefactor and financed the completion of the church, the easternpart of the greatcloister with sevencells,and two
communal buildings that bordered the Little Cloister. ln t4o7 the church was finally consecratedand in the same year \Tillem died.zDespite all the gifts the monastery received its economic position remained unstable, becauseNieuwlicht had to
pay for the embankment and cultivation of the foundation lands. As a result the
monastery could not support all its members and in r414 severalmonks were sent
to other charterhousesfor a while. By r4t7 the monks had returned. The St Elisabeth's flood of November r4zr brought about another economic crisis, since some
of the wetlands that had been embanked and cultivated shortly before were flooded, which causedvast damage.
A few years later the Utrecht Schism (1425-1449)unfolded. After the death of
Frederik van Blankenheim, bishop of Utrecht, a conflict arose between two candidate successors:Zweder van Culemborg and Rudolf van Diepholt. The schism
reached its climax between r4z5 and r4.z.In order to end the conflict Pope Martin V spoke out in favour of Zweder van Culemborg in r42j. Refusing to accept
this, Rudolf van Diepholt drove Zweder out of his bishopric the following year. As

4 Nieuwlicht is also known by its Latin nameNor.taLux, aswell as by its aliasesSint Salvator (Sana Salaator)
andBloemendaal(Vallis Floni). For the early history of Nieuwlicht, seealso Gaens,Kracbt ztandc stilte, rze-rzz,
'Iets
'De voormalige
Gumbert, Die UtrecbterKartàuser, z1,-4r,Scholtens,
over de bouwgeschiedenis'andidern,
kartuizerkloosters'.
'Zweder
enJacob
5 For biographicalinformation about Zweder van Gaasbeekand his sonJacob,seeDe Groot,
van Gaasbeek'and Vercruysse,'Eeneerherstel'.
6 The foundation charter of the monastery and the donation charter of the piecesof land can be found in the
two cartulariesthat have survived: Utrecht, Het Utrechts Archief (HUA), Kartuizerklooster Nieuwlicht bij
Urecht (Nieuwlicht),inv. nr r, fol. rr-3r and HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z,f.o\.:'r-4r.
7 The early history of Nieuwlicht is describedin rwo chronicles;HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 3 and inv. nr 4, r-6.

Gr.ft-Ghting Praaices in the Utrecht Charterhouse

r4g

a result Rudolf was excommunicated by the Pope, although he managed to maintain power in lJtrecht. Shortly afær,Zweder placed Utrecht under an interdict becausethe iity supported Rudolf, forcing a cessationof all religious services.\flhen
Rudolf tried to persuade the religious institutions to continue their activities of
worship, the institutions that were loyal to the Pope were forced to go into exile.
Nieuwlicht was among the institutions whose members went into exile. At the end
of t4z7 or the beginning of r4z8 the monks of Nieuwlicht were transferred to other charterhouses,such asMonnikhuizen near Arnhem and St Catharine's near Antwerp.8 They only returned to lJtrecht rn :'432,when Pope Eugene IV recognised
Rudolf as the bishop of Utrecht.
The temporary evacuation of the monastery can be considered a clear break in
the monastery's history. Not only did the members of the community go into exile,
it also constituted a collapse of the gift-giving economy on which the monastery
depended. After the return of the monks rn t43z the number of benefactors and
their gifts never reachedthe old level. This drop in benefactorsand gifts can also be
explained by the fact that Nieuwlicht, founded in r39r,was no longer considered a
new foundation by the r43os, which resulted in a loss of interest among potential
benefactors.It was common practice that newly founded monasteriesreceived
large gifts in their early years. After severalyears or decadesthe flow of gifts decreased.Particularly in a crty such aslJtrecht, which housed many religious institutions, there were simply too many institutions to choose from.s Despite the fact
that for Nieuwlicht the number of gifts and benefactorskept declining, its economic position started to improve quickly af.rcrthe monks'return in r432, as the lands
they cultivated finally started to pay off. This even led to the monastery lending
money to the city of Utrecht on a regular basis.
This first phase of the Utrecht charterhouseis .verywell documented, unlike the
later phasesof the monastery's existence,which lasteduntil r y 8o, when the monastery was dissolved by the city council of Utrecht. The surviving sources from
Nieuwlicht clearly show that the monastery kept a thorough administration of
benefactors,their gifts and the countergifts expectedby the benefactors,at leastuntil the monks went into exile in r428. In this article I will analyse the gift-giving
practicesconcerning the lJtrecht charterhousein this first phase,i.e.,between r3gr
and r428.\flho were the benefactorsin this early period, what kind of gifts did they
donate and what did they receive in return? Special attention will be paid to the
participation of women as benefactors in comparison to male benefactors and the
8 Nieuwlicht was not completely vacated.At least five members,among whom three monks, stayed behind,
Gumbert, Die UtrechterKartàaser, J7-1,8.
9 This standsin contrast with the gift-giving practicesin the Central Middle Ages, and in rural areasin
particular. Gift-giving practicesto religious housescreatedties betweenthesehousesand their benefactorsthat
requiredperiodic renewalthrough further gifrs,beneficesand profession.Links betweenfamiliesand monasteries
existedover hundreds of years and were constantly renewed. SeeRosenwein,To be the neigbbor; Bouchard,
Szaord,miter and cloister;Jamroziak,Rieuaulx abbey.
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shareof artefactsand works of art in the bulk of donations receivedby the monastery. Before we turn to the gift-giving practices,I will first discussthe sourcesinvolved.

The sources
The gift-giving practices at Nieuwlicht in the first forty years of its existence are
very well administrated. Apart from two surviving cartularies,there are four other
manuscripts that allow us to reconstruct thesepractices.These four manuscripts all
played a key role in the monastery's memorial culture and can be characterisedas
necrological documents. These manuscripts are a miscellany (MS a) with more than
twenty texts dealing with several aspects of the memorial culture within the
monastery,'" a necrology (MS r4)," and two registers with gifts donated to the
monastery (MS z7 and MS 28)." One of thesetwo registersof gifts, MS 27, survives
es a copy from the mid-fifteenth century only and contains the larger gifts worth
more than a hundred pounds (fig. t).The other register,MS z8 (fig. r), contains the
smallergifts. According to Peter Gumbert, MS z8 was startedaround r4oT,together with the oldest cartulary and the original of MS 27.'r He arguesthat MS z7 and
MS z8 supplement each other. In the introduction of MS z8 a reference can be
'more
'other
than
found to the
volume' (alterius oolumnis), containing gifts worth
roo pounds' (ultra centum libras monete).In addition, a fragment has survived of
the introduction of the original manuscript of MS z7 that was not copied into MS
zT,which statesthat it contains the gifts worth more than roo pounds.'aApparently, the monk who copied the original around r45o did not deem it necessaryto
copy the introduction.
\Tithout questioning the fact that MS z7 and MS z8 supplement eachother, there
are some striking differencesbetween thesetwo manuscripts that need to be pointed out. Leaving asidethe fact that MS z7 is acopy from a lost original, the most imro HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr + (MS 4). Among these texts are a necrology with the names of people to be
commemorated by the monastery, a chronicle about the founding history of Nieuwlicht, a list of memorial
servicesthat had to be fulfilled annually,a registerwith the gifts of the most important benefactorsuntil r448 and
sevenregistersof gravesof members of the monastery as well as of lay people from outside who were buried
inside the monastery.Severalof thesetexts, such as the necrology and the graveregisters,were kept until I y8o,
'Het
the year the monastery was dissolved.MS 4 was published in the nineteenth century by Van Flasselt,
necrologiumvan het Karthuizerklooster'.
r r HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr ra (MS r 4). This necrologywas basedon MS 4, but coversa shorterperiod ( r 39r r46) andcontainsthree hundred names,whereasthe necrology of MS 4 containsover two thousandentriesfrom
4 . M o r e o v e r , t h e f i r s t r w o w e e k s Joaf n u a r y a r e m i s s i n g . M1S4 w a s
r J g r t o r y 8 o . 8 4 n a m e s a p p e a r o n l y i n MrS
integratedinto the edition of MS 4 by Van Hasselt.
12 HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7 (MS z7) and HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z8 (MS z8), respectively.MS 27 was
publishedin the nineteenthcentury, De Geer,'Begiftigers'.In this article I refer to the original manuscript.
rj Gumbert,Die UtrecbterKartàaser,t3-r6, rrr-rr8.
r4 Utrecht University Library (UBU), CharrerdoosI, nr 7,hs r653.
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Fig. r First page of the registerof gifts (MS z7) containing the larger gifts of more than one
:undred pounds, 22x r; cm.IJtrecht, Het lJtrechts Archief, Klooster Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 2/t
:ol. rr.
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?ortant distinction is the different structure of the content of the two manuscripts.
-\lS z8 is mostly a chronological account in which, starting from 14r t on, the year is
ç-ritten in the margin or above the entries, making it clear in which year gifts'were
:eceived. MS 27, on the other hand, contains a list of approximately one hundred
'renefactors
and their gifts, registered by the donor's name. This means that the
qifts donated at different moments in time (in life and/or after death) are all grouped
:ogether. These gifts are mostly undated. Only four gifts are dated and two addi:ional dates are given as referencesto the year of death of the benefactor.\When the
d.onationsof land mentioned in MS 27 are compared with the donation charters
:hat were copied into the oldest cartulary it becomesclear tha\ ^part from a few enrries at the beginning of the manuscript, MS z7 does not really follow a chronological order. It is unclear, however, whether the original of MS 27 was also structured
bv the name of the benefactor,or whether the copyist reorganisedthe text.
There is another important difference between the two manuscripts. Both registers contain gifts from r39r onwards, but MS 28, which contains the smaller gifts, is
kept until r47o, while MS 27, the manuscript with the more important gifts, ends
around 1427. No new donors were added to the register af.terthat date, although
some additional information about benefactorsand some gifts must have been added at alater point. This can be concluded by analysing the entries. One of the remarks that were added later concernsJan Taets, a monk in Nieuwlicht who entered
rhe monastery in r4zz. His gifts are describedin one of the last entriesof MS 22."
Vhen he enteredthe monastery he brought with him 4yo florins and an annual rent
of zo pounds from a plot of land to the north-west of l-Itrecht. Later on he also donated another annual rent from the town of Haarlem of z5 French écws.During the
Utrecht SchismJan was sent to the Carthusian monastery of Antwerp. He did not
rerurn to Nieuwlicht in 1432,but remained in Antwerp and even took his second
profession there. He died in the Antwerp charterhouse and was buried there in
r +l8. The information about his secondprofessionand death is alsoincluded in MS
:7.'6 Another example of information added later is the last entry of the register,
ç'hich sums up the gifts of Hendrik Foek, canon of the lJtrecht chapter of St Saviour. Apart from the pittance he founded together with his mother in 1426,it also
mentions his gift of +, Rhenish florins and the donation of a chalice 'during his illnessand death' rn t439.'7
Although some new information was added at a later point, it is unclear whether
these additions 'weremade by the copyist, or whether they were made in the origi-

r t HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,foI.8r-v.
t6 It saysthat he was professedin Antwerp 'tempore disturbii ecclesietraiectensisquod convenrusfuit divisius
.:bi et defuncfllsestacsepultus',HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 27,fol.8r.
'Item
r7 It reads:
legavitnobisin infirmitatesuascilicettemporeobitusquinquagintaflorenosrenenses
et unum
;alicem'. HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 27,fol.9r. For Foek seeVan den Floven van Genderen,Heren aan de Kerk,,
't9.
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nal before it was copied. If it was the copyist who added the additional information, why did he leave out a few other important benefactorsfrom the r43os and
r44os?Apparently MS 27 was not copied to be continued. Does this mean that the
monastery did not receive large gifts after their return from exile in t43z? A look at
the two cartulariesshows that the monastery receivedquite a few plots of land and
rents. So why was the original of MS 27 not kept after the monks returned rn r43z?
\flas this document temporarily lost or did they think it unnecessaryto continue
this type of administration? It could very well be that they forgot about this administration for awhile. The entries in MS z8 between r4z6 and 1443are written in rwo
hands without mentioning the yeers. The second hand, identified by Gumbert as
that of Hendrik Bor, wrote most of them in the early r44os,when he also began a
new administration that would become MS 4." This miscellany also contains a register of gifts, but interestingly enough this register only deals with the building of
the monastery and the sustenanceof severalmonks, together with some other donations until r4jo.In total it only contains the gifts of some twelve benefactors.'eIt
was no longer continued after r4ro. No other register or manuscript survives either
that can be considereda continuation of MS z7.The monks may have started a new
administration that is now lost.
As was mentioned before, MS z8 was not kept after r47o andunfortunately hardIy any accounts have survived. This makes it unfeasible to reconstnrct the gift-giving economy of the monastery in the late fifteenth and sixteenth centuries.'"Fortunately, the gifts to Nieuwlicht up to the lJtrecht Schism are well documented,
which enablesus to gain a good insight into the gift-giving practicesof the first forty
years of its existence.For the analysisof donors and their gifts I will focus on MS 27,
becauseover ninety percent of MS z8 consistsof gifts of small amounts of money.

The benefactors
MS z7 contains nearly one hundred benefactorsor groups of donors who donated
one or more gifts to Nieuwlicht. The manuscript starts with the three most important benefactors from the time of its foundation, viz. Zweder van Gaasbeek,his
brother \Tillem van Abcoude and Zweder's steward Otto Koudaver. Thev donated
I8 In the prologueof MS 4 he statesthat he startedhis taskin November r44oat the requestof Prior Thomas
van Mijnen. MS 4, r. For the attriburion of the secondhand to Hendrik Bor, see Gumbert, Die Utrecbter
Kaftàuser, r5.
rg It could be argued that this registerof gifts was meant to be the compendium of MS 27, sinceMS z7 was
copied around the time MS 4 was also begun.However, there is some overlap berweenthe two registersof gifts.
Six benefactorsand their gifts can be found in both manuscripts,although the information given in MS 4 is much
more detailed.
20 Accountshavesurvivedfor the yearsr4t7-r458, t466-t47o and r483,which areincomplete,togetherwith a
few incompleteregistersof revenuesfrom t497-tyo7 and rtzo-rt,4.
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:arcels of land and large sums of money. The entries listing their gifts are followed
rr- entries of the other important benefactorsand their gifts.
Vhen we take a closer look at the gender of the benefactorswe observethat most
of the benefactorsmentioned in MS z7 were men (table r). Two-thirds of the bensfactors were male and one-third were female. Interestingly, Arnoud-Jan Bijs:en'eld came to similar conclusions for the benefactors of Rolduc Abbey in the
South of the Netherlands in the twelfth century." Ffowever, the division of men
:.nd women in MS z7 might not be completely accurate.Although only nine mar:ied couples are mentioned as donors, severalof the men registered as benefactors
:right have donated with the consent of their wives, even if the latter are not men:ioned in MS z7.The founder's wife, for example, is not mentioned. On the other
hand, severalof the male benefactorswere widowers. This holds true for the female
'renefactors
as well. Most of the women who acted on their own were widows.
Thesewomen gained more independenceafter the death of their husbands.Alienora van ZuyIen (d. r4o4), whose husband had died in r386, for instance,was an important benefactor of the utrecht charterhouse,but also of the charterhousesnear
Àrnhem and Geertruidenberg. In addition, she made donations to severalother reIigious institutions in Lltrecht, including St Cecile's convent and the Franciscan
convent where she was buried next to her husband."
Teern r

BeNenACToRS
ACcoRDTNG
To MS zz

Benefactor
Man
'Woman

Number of benefactors

,t
2'

Married couple (with children)

9

Group (of men)

6

Gender unknown

)

Total

The large number of male benefactors needs further clarification (table z). \flhen
ihe social standing of the benefactorsis taken into account it is evident that half of
them belonged to the clergy or were Carthusian monks themselves.And of these
Carthusian monks all but one were members of Nieuwlicht.'r
'Commemorating
2r Bijsterveid,
patronsand gifts', r49-rto.
z2 HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,fol. zv. mentions that Alienora was a donor of theserwo other charterhouses.
To Nieuwlicht she donatedamong other things a monstrance,a chasubleand money. Shewas married to Frank
r-anBorselen.A bequestof Alienora is publishedin Matthaeus, Fund.ationes,248-249
in which her burial and her
nemorial servicein the church of the Franciscansare arranged.For her last will, seealso Gaens,'Van woestijn
:raarde stad',7r-7 5.
2t They were Zweder van Boecholt (d. r433), one of the first monks of Nieuwlicht, originaliy from the
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Mare BENEFACToRsACcoRDTNG ro MS z7
Number of male benefactors

Laymen

z8

Clergy
Carthusians

a

Thirteen out of the twenty benefactorswho belonged
to the clergy were canons
holding a prebend in one of the five utrecht chapters.,a
In addition, among rhe
seven Carthusians were two former canons of the
Dom Cathedral, Hendrik van
der Laen and otto van Moerdrecht. Evidently, special
bonds existed between the
chapters of Utrecht and Nieuwlicht. The .h"pt., of
St Saviour in particuiar had
specialties with Nieuwlicht. From r39t onw"id, th.
rwo communities joined in a
confraternity, obliging each other to pr'ayfor each other's
deceasedmembers. This
was the oldest confraternity in which Nieuwlicht
participated.'r The chapter of St
Saviour as a whole was also one of the six group, of
b.n.factors..6 This institution
donated several.liturgicalvessels,ornaments, a ielic
and a stained glasswindow for
the church''z These gifts were probably donated shortly
b.for.' r4o7,when the
church reachedits completion .r,d *., .orrr..r.t.d.
1ù7henthe twenty
benefactorswho belonged to the ciergy and the seven
members
of the Carthusian order are taken out of ,Ë. .q.r.rion
itl, .pprr.nt that the number of maie and femalelay benefactorsis relatively
balanced:,g -rl. versus z5 [emale benefactors.Among these female benefacto*
th.r. were no women belonging to a religious order. The social background of these
men and women was also
more or-lessequally divided. They were .irh., citizens
of towns, mostly of Utrecht,
or.they b-elonged,g
nobility or aristocracy from the lJtrecht area.some
of them
ll.
belonged to the nobility and were citizens of'utr..ht
at rhe sametime.
charterhouseof coloqne (he enteredNieuwlicht in r396),
Hendrik van verhusen(d. r4z r), originally from the
charterhouseof Arnh'em (he enteredNieuwlicht *.-ia.)1,ùil.vrieman (d. r456),Hendrik
van der Laen
'orio
(yearof professionr4zz,d- r438),
JohanTaets(yearof p.oi.rrion r 4zz,d,.ra3s) r'j
rr.n Moerdrecht(year
ofprofessionr4z4,d'r438).Theseventhcarthusirn*as\flillemvanDiepenbroek,amonkfromthecharterhouse
of Geertruidenberg.
24 St Martin: sevencanons;St Saviour:four canons;
st Peter: one canon; and Sr Mary: one canon. Among
the
remaining sevenmembersof the clergy who were benefactors
of Nieuwlicht ... forr,..rnons from chaptersin
various cities,rwo bishopsand one priest.
2t The confraternity charterin HÙ4, Nieuwlicht, inv.
nr r8, a copy can be found in HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr
z,fol. zoTv-zo8r.
Four of those groups of benefactorswere other
carthusian monasreries,aiz. the charterhousesof
*
Geertruidenberg,Arnhem, cologne and Koblenz. Ttre sixth
g.ouf *.. the city of utr..hr tt at collectedmoney
for the benefitof Nieuwlicht afiei the st Erisaberh's
flood of Tarrl
27 HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,fo|.
5r.
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The gifts in MS z7
The gifts registered in MS 27 vary from large sums of money and plots of land to
ruilding materials, ornaments for the decoration of the church, liturgical vesseis
.:rd vestments,and books.'8 Before we analysethe gifts in MS z7 it is important to
::ote that an exact reconstruction of the gifts is not possible, since the manuscript
joes not always state all the gifts made by a person. Sometimes gifts are described
.: more generalterms, probably where many small gifts were concerned.These are
:i:en described as multi alia or diversis clenodiis,'various valuables'. Furthermore,
::rmaterial help to the monastery such as (legal) advice and assistance(consilia et
.ttxilia) is regularly mentioned, but this was not expressedin monetary value.

Money
It may not be surprising that meny of the gifts concern money. At Least66 of the 97
'oenefactors
or groups of benefactorsin MS z7 donated a sum of money. Severalof
:hese benefactors donated money as part of various other gifts, but at Ieast 4z of
them gave money only. As can be expectedthe amount of money varies from relarir-ely small to rather large amounts. Sometimes the purpose of the money is also
indicated, such as the gift of Agatha Ruusch, a crtizen of lJtrecht, who donated one
hundred florins for the construction of a monk's cell sometime before r40r, or the
gift of Willem van Merode, who donated 6oo crowns around r4r j, the time when
some of the monks had been sent to other charterhousesdue to poverty. \With this
money land was purchasedthat was to be used for the maintenanceof two monks.'e
Ir also occurred that Nieuwlicht received objects, probably jewellery, that were
sold for money, as was the case with the diversis clenodiei of knight Jan Uyten
Campen from Breda, which were sold for a hundred florins.ro

Real estate
-\part from money, land was an important rype of donation. In sum, nineteenbenejactors donated plots of land, varying from a few morgen (r morgen = o.85 hectare)

:8

One rype of gift, the annual pittance, is hardly mentioned in MS 27. There is only one reference to an annual
::ttance. Although the General Chapter did not encourege pittances as a gift to charterhouses, i! also stated that
:rev should not be refused. The annual pittances of Nieuwlicht were enlisted in a separate register that can be
iound in MS 4 (for this separate register, see HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 4, r j-19).In this register the pittances are
organised according to the liturgicalyear.The
register shows that there were not many annual pittances donated
:o Nieuwlicht

before the r43os. In MS z8 some thirty single pittances are registered for the period rJgr-r42j,
rncluding ten pittances that were donated shortly after the monks had returned to Nieuwlichtin r4t7.
29 Resp. HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,f.ol. 3r and7r.
HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 27,fol.3r. In 14r8 Jan Uyten Campen also founded a chantry in the church of
lo
Our Lady in Breda (see the contribution by Annemarie Speetjens in this volume).
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to large parcels.Most of the entries concerning donated lands were written down on
the first few pagesof MS zT.TweIve out of the seventeenbenefactorswho are mentioned on the first four folios donated land. Besides,and this is quite striking, all these
donations of land can be traced back in the (oldest) cartulary and were donated before 1414,when the monks were temporarily sent to other charterhousesdue to the
impoverishment of the monastery. Four other donations of land that can be found
elsewherein MS 27 were also donated before r414.The remaining three donations of
land were all donated in the early r42os and are entered on the final pagesof MS 27.
In the two cartulariesno charterscan be found for thesethree donations. In addition,
two of theseplots of land were donated by novicesof Nieuwlicht upon entering the
monastery. These benefactors were the already mentioned Hendrik van der Laen
and Otto van Moerdrecht. They donated severalother gifts apart from real estate.
A comparison of MS z7 wrththe cartulariesand other archival documents shows
that MS z7 gles a rather complete overview of the real estatereceived by Nieuwlicht from its start until t428. Only a few donations of real estatefrom that period
were not registeredin MS 27. The oldest cartulary contains the charters concerning
six donations of land from before 14ry that were not registeredin MS z7.r'R.markably, four of these donations were given by new members of Nieuwlicht at
the time of their profession. The fact that the donations of new members of Nieuwlicht are not consistently registeredwhereasthe administration of the benefactorsis
rather accuratemight indicate that Nieuwlicht used a separatemanuscript to register the arrival of new members of the community and their entry gifts. Such a document has survived for the Amsterdam charterhouse,with which Nieuwlicht was in
close contact.l'z
The donated lands were located in two areas:in and around the seigniory of
Putten and Strijen, where the foundation lands were located, and around tltrecht,
where Nieuwlicht was situated.An analysisof the donors and the lands donated by
them shows that there are two types of land donations. There are benefactorswho
donated land from their family estate,such as Katherina van Sterkenburg, who in
t4o7 donated z ftlorgen in \Woerdennear Utrecht from an estateshe had inherited
from her sister.rrOther benefactorspurchased land that subsequently was donated
to Nieuwlicht, such as Dirkvan Amerongen, a citrzenof Utrecht, who bought land
in Poortugaal (south of Rotterdam) for this purpose in r4oo.r+

3r One of these gifts is mentioned, however, in one of the necrologies (MS r4), on the day of remembrance of
the benefactor (28 October). The charters concerning this donation can be found in HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr r,
fol. yor-v; fol.6V-68r and HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z, fol. rorr-ro3r.
For this Liber benefactorum that also contained a separate register of gifts of lay benefactors, see De Melker,
t2
Metarnorpbose aan stad en deootie, 9, rzr, zr7-223.
HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,fol.5v. The charter in HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr r, fol. 3zv-33r. Remarkably,
tt
apart from donating z ,norgen to Nieuwlicht, Katherina also sold r nxorgen to the monastery. Apparentlv
altruism had its limits.
j4

HUA,

Nieuwlicht,

inv. nr 27, foI. zr. The charter in HUA,

Nieuwlicht,

inv. nr r, fol. z7r-v and HUA.

Gift-Giaing Praaices in tbe Utrecht Cbarterhouse

r19

Building materials
MS z7 contains a few referencesregarding the constrLrction of Nieuwlicht. The
money donated by the two founders was used ad fabricam.ts Inaddition there were
a few other gifts of money that were used for the construction of cells.r6Apart from
thesethere is the entry of the gifts from Herbert van Donk (d. tao). He was a canon of the chapter of St Mary in Utrecht and he donated, among other things, some
to,ooo bricks for the construction immediately after the monastery had been
founded.tz Another donation worth mentioning is the gift of a large church bell
(magna ca.mpa.na.)
by the Utrecht canon Hugo Wstinc.rs He also donated money
for a missal to be used on the High Altar, alarge cooking pot (unam magnam ollam) and an additional sum of money after his death.
A few donations recorded in MS z8 also concern construction works. In 14r6
and r4r 8 the monastery receivedmoney to have the western and northern hallways
of the Great Cloister paved.rr And in r42j three gifts were received for the new
wall that was being built around the monastery.4o
The gift of the church bell by Hugo \ùTstincmay have been made around the time
when the church was completed and consecratedin r4o1.Severalof the stained
glasswindows for the church must also have been donated around that time (table
l).MS z7 containsnine entries with donated glasswindows.
At least three of these windows were received at the same time, presumably
around r4o7, during what could be called a glazing campaign, probably organised
by the monastery. This may be concluded from the fact that these three windows
were all worth the same amount of money (yz florins) and are grouped together in
the register. In addition it is known that one of the donors, Dirk vanZuylen, died
in r4o8, which makes it plausible that these windows were donated before that
vear.

\iieuwlicht, inv. nr z,fol.54r-v.
t j The entry of Villem van Abcoude mentions that the money that he donated was used for the completion of
'Groot
'Klein
:he east wing of the Great Cloister with seven cells and for rwo guest houses called
Abcoude' and
\bcoude'; HUA,

Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,foI. t.

16 Mechreld van Nes and Agatha Ruusch donated money for the construction of two and one cells respectively;
HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,f.ol. zv,3r.
Herbert van Donk is the fifth benefactor who is mentioned in MS z7 and his gifts are mentioned between
t7
land donations that were given in 1394 and r393 respectively. Apart from the building materials Van Donk
donated a small house next to the bridge over the river Vecht near Nieuwlicht, a gilded chalice, a silver chain and
objects, 66o guilders and an alabaster image of the Adoration of the Magi; HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr
:;ïitlî:.
3 8 HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 27, f o1.zv. He was also provost of Elst. In r 3 89 he matriculated at the university
oi Heidelberg; De S0al, Nederlanders. Studenten te Heidelberg. Hugo died berween t4o4 and r4ro. He is not to
re confused with his namesake (d. r349) who wrote the famous collection of law texts Statuta ecclesie Trajectensis.
HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 28, fol. 6v,7r.
t9
.+o Idern,{o1. rrr.
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Tnnrn 3

DoNaTED GLASS
vrNDo\rs rN MS z7

Benefactor

Location

Value

Evert Foek, canon of the chapterof
St Saviour

Church

38 florins

Lodewijk de \7ael, citizen of
IJtrecht and his wife

Refectory

Villem Buser and Herman van
Lokhorst, successive
deansof the
chapterof St Martin
'S(rillem
van Rhenen, canon of the
chapter of St Martin and provost of
Emmerich

Church, next to the entranceof the
lay choir (devotionalportraits mentioned)
All windows in the sacristy

5 French eczs

:9 :.onns

'West
side of the church

Chapter of St Saviour
Frederik van Blankenheim,bishop
of Utrecht $3y-r44)

Church

i l r-rrrrlls

Dirk van Zuylen,knight

Southsideof the church (devotional ponrait mentioned)

; : :.tr::ns

Lodewijk van Montfoort, knight

North side of the church (devotronal portrait mentioned)

\ r r.t)rinS

SoohiaMinnenboden

Church (devotional ponrait mentioned,later moved to the chapel)

\ r i-trrrfls

's An additionaldonationof a glasswindow for the refectoryis mentionedin MS :.S.T:.' ;:.:,: (' e::it Stelladonatedmore than 8 florins for a glass,probablyaround r 396;HUA, Nieuwlichr, in'. :: : !. :... :r .

Liturgical objects, boolesandlsorbs of art
Other donations apart from (stained)glasswindows that are usuallr-absentin charters and cartularies are the various liturgical vessels,vestments and other church
furnishings, as well as (liturgical) books and jewellery. These ma\- har-ebeen mentioned in last wills and testaments.Many last wills have either been lost or are dispersed over various archives.Unfortunately, a thorough inventon- and overview of
last wills and testaments in the Netherlands is lacking, making it impossible to
make a broad analysisof thesetypes of gifts using last wills.+' No wills from before
r44ohave survived in the archive of Nieuwlicht. Moreover - and this should not be
overlooked - gifts were often donated during the donor's lifetime as u/ell. Therefore, the necrological documents are essentialfor the inventory of liturgical vessels,
vestments, furnishings and even books. According to MS z7,the aforementioned
Katherina van Sterkenburg, for instance, did not only endow Nieuwlicht with a
parcel of land but also donated a gilded chalice (unum preciosum calicem de aura-

4r

An inventory of last wills only existsfor the Frisian area;seeMol, Zorgen uoor zeleerheid.
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tum) and a silk drape (ornamentum sericuraz).
Not surprisingly, these gifts are not
mentioned in the charter by which she donated a plot of land.o'
At least z4benefactors (or groups of benefactors)mentioned in MS z7 donated
liturgical objects or books. Table 4 shows that these gifts were especiallypopular
among the clergy and women. Although the type of gift is not always mentioned
'little
valuables' or satis bonurn ornamentu.rn,'arather good ornaQtaroa clenodia,
ment'), MS z7 mentions at leastten gilded chalices.As might be expectedit were especially canons and women who were the donors of these objects (three canons,
three women, one man, one married couple, and two Carthusian benefactors).
Sevenmore chalicesare mentioned in MS 28.+rThree of thesewere most likelv donated around r j96, at the start of the construction of the church.oo
Tnnrn 4 BeNnrecroRs oF RELIGrousoBJECTS,
BooKSANDorHER oBJECTs
rN MS z7
Benefactors
Canons
'Women

Number of benefactors
T'\
7

Men

a

Married couples

2

Carthusians

2

Total

24

Books were donated by seven benefactors who were all canons, apart from the
Carthusians of Geertruidenberg. Among them was the earlier mentioned canon
Otto van Moerdrecht, who became a Carthusian in Nieuwlicht in r424. As an entry gift he commissioned and donated an illuminated copy of Postilla in propbetas
of Nicolas de Lyra (fig. I and plate rz), together with a volume with sermons, a
breviary and a psalter.+iMS z8 and MS r4 mention two other canonswho donated
books. Three further donors appearin the ex libri notes in the surviving volumes of
the Nieuwlicht librarv.o6
42 Katherina'sdonationsarelistedin HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,fol. tv; seealsonore 31.
4t Thesechalicesthat might havebeenof lesservalue than the onesmentionedin MS zT,were donated by three
women,threemen and one marriedcouple.
44 Thesechalicesare registerednear tir. .nrry that mentions the laying of the first stone of the church, HUA,
Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 28,fol. 3v.
4j SeeVan der Horst, Hand.schriften,38-44.Otto van Moerdrecht is well-known as rhe parron of several
illuminated manuscripts.For his patronageseeVan Bergen,De meestersaan Otto van Moerdrecht.
of books mentionedin MS z7 areRichardvan Oye (d. r 398),Johanvan Scharpenes,
\flillem van
46 Benefactors
Rhenen(d. r4zl, Hendrik van der Laen (d. r438),Herman van Lokhorst (d. ra38), Otto van Moerdrecht (d.
I438). Benefactorsof books in MS z8 are the dean of the chapterof St Mary andJan van Galencoep(d. razS).
Benefactorsfrom the ex libi notesfrom the Nieuwlichr library areHerbert van Donk (d. r4o7),Frank Over de
Vecht (d. r4r4) and Hendrik \flalvis, a regularcanon and prior in \flindesheim (t4o7-t4:.4).
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the
Fig. I Ex librisfrom Ms. z;2, Nicolasde Lyra,PostillainProphetas,tharmentions
'Isteliber estfratrum
by Otto vanMoerdrecht.The textreads:
donationof themanuscript
propeTraiectumquemscribefecitdominusOtto temporenoviciatussui
carthusiensium
nearlJtrecht,which
('Thisbook belongsto theCarthusians
completusposteiusprofessionem'
afterhisprofession').
dominusOrto orderedto bemadeasa novice,whileit wascompleted
Ms. z yz, fol. IIv.
IJtrecht,IJniversiteitsbibliotheek,
MS z7 contains ample referencesto works of art donated to Nieuwlicht. There
are only two objects specifiedasworks of art: a sculpted Adoration of the Magi donated by canon Flerbert van Donk and a gilded statuettedonated bv Angela Grauwerr, a crti.zenof Utrecht. MS z8 has only one referenceto a work of art. This is the
sculpted altar piece for the High Altar, which was donated bv the Carthusian Albertus Buer. FIe came from the charterhouse of Monnikhuizen, but was prior in
IJtrecht between r4o9 and t4tz and again from r42r to r4'>(.t:
Another category of works of art is not mentioned as gifts to Nieuwlicht in MS
27, although it is certain that some of these objects were present in the monastery
before 1428.These are painted or sculpted memorial piecesto commemorate deceasedbenefactorsor lay people, as well as tomb monuments for people buried in
Nieuwlicht.o8Although MS z7 contains elevenreferencesof benefactorsburied inside Nieuwlicht, some information is given about a tomb monument or memorial
Flowever, this information is more or lessgiven as backpiece in only three cases.4e
ground information accompanying a benefactor rather than to record it as a gift to
the monastery. From the register of graves of \ay people buried in Nieu*-licht in
MS + it is known that before r4z8 there were at leastten more Personsburied in
Nieuwlicht who had a memorial piece above or near their Brave.These \\'ere mostly
sculptedpieces.None of theseare mentioned in MS 27 or MS z 8."
p\, 1--v7;c)::c'
K.;-ttser,42-4J.
47 For Buer seeScholtens,'Depriorsvan Nieuwlicht',12o-321;Gumberr,
4 8 A t l e a s t z 5 o l a y p e o p l e w e r e b u r i e d o n t h e g r o u n d s tohf e m o n a s t e n ' a c c o : ' i i : i : o o : e t r : : h e r e g i s t e r s o f
gravesin MS 4. HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr 4, ro5-r:'6.
ig Thesearethe gravesof Frederikv anZuylenvanNyenvelt,Even Scoutvan der Keire and Àgathavan Halst.
to The memorialpainting discussedby Henry L.M. Defoer in thrs volume datesfrom the tyzos,i.e.,f.roma
centurylater.Interestingly,this memorialpieceis not mentionedeitherin the sourcesfrom Nieuwlicht.
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The countergifts
The benefactorsobviously expectedsomething in return for their gifts, since reciprocity was an essentialelement of the gift-giving culture. Originally the Carthusian Order only had commemorative servicesfor all benefactorsas one groupr but by
the mid-thirteenth century it also allowed individual annual memorial servicesfor
non-members of the order.t' By the end of the fifteenth century these annual memorial servicesfor benefactorswere common practice.t'It might therefore be expected that the names of the benefactors,especiallythe ones who donated the Iarger gifts that were registered in MS 27, can be found in either one of the
aforementioned two necrologies of Nieuwlicht that have survived. The main necrology that can be found in MS 4 contains more than two thousand names of people to be commemorated and was used throughout the existenceof the monastery,
from r 39r until r y 8o (plate r 3). The other necrology (MS ra) contained some three
hundred namesand was kept only from r 39r until t465. The question ariseswhether or not all benefactors mentioned in MS z7 were also entered in the Nieuwlicht
necrologies.
It is hardly surprising that the answer is negative. Only 6o of the 97 benefactors
or benefactor groups can be found in the two necrologies,leaving 37 donors without an annual memorial mass. The possibility that benefactors did not ask for an
annual memorial servicebut for the celebration of a seriesof thirty massesright after their death, for instance,should not be ruled out. Ffowever, there are examples
of benefactorswho did order an annual servicebut failed to end up in one of the necrologies. One of them was Mabelia van Steenre.She donated 7 acresof land, a
chalice and some other objects. The foundation charter of the land can be found in
the both cartularies and clearly statesthat the gift was given for an eternal memorial
service.t;Obviousll, she deservedto be included in the necrology, but was omitted
for unknown reasons.ta

t r SeeKing, Liturgies, 24.
tz Burial inside a charterhousewas not allowed either in the early phaseof the order, but this becamea privilege
that was increasinglyacceptedover time.
tt Mabelia'sdonations arelisted in HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z7,foI. zv; the charterin HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv.
:: r, fol. z9v-z9rand HUA, Nieuwlicht, inv. nr z, fol. ro3r-v.
i{ There is a chancethat Mabelia's anniversarywas to be held in the first two weeks of January and was
:::.stered only in MS r4, the smallernecrology,of which the first two weeksare missing.If that is the case,it is
::::..i:kable that a woman who donated so much was not mentioned in the main necrology of MS a. There is also
: : .s:bility that she was enteredin the necrologiesunder a different name. In both necrologiesthere is a Belia
'' '-. t):pijnen mentioned (29 October). Sheis describedas ^ nxagndbenefaarix domus
buius.However, the gift
=r':::tr:redfor her in MS r4 is a greenvelvetornamentinsteadof the silk drapementionedin MS 27.
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Conclusion
'$[rehave seen that the Utrecht charterhouse of Nieuwlicht kept detailed accounts
of the donations of their benefactors.One of thesesources,MS 27, contains a list of
important donors and their gifts. This register covers the period from r39r until
t428, when the monks of Nieuwlicht were forced into exile becauseof the Utrecht
Schism. A number of 97 benefactors or groups of benefactorsare listed from that
period, consisting mostly of canons, Iaymen and laywomen coming from the
Utrecht area.The monastery received various types of gifts, mostly money, but
also real estate,building materials, liturgical objects and books. Apparently, memorial pieces and tomb monuments to commemorate deceaseddonors were not
considered gifts to the monastery. Also, despite the generosity of the benefactors,
they were not always remembered annually in the monastery, since only 6o7o of
the benefactorsare mentioned in the surviving necrologies of the charterhouse.It
needs to be researchedfurther whether this is due to sloppy administration or
whether there are other explanations.It can also be concluded that donating large
gifts did not necessarilylead to eternal remembrance.

