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I  have begun a ' long- te rm s tudy  o f  the  manuscr ip t  t rad i t ion  o f  the

works of  Denys of  Rycket l  (Dionysius Cartusiensis,  l4O2-I471).  In the fo l low-

ing  s tudy  I  sha l l  repor t  some f ind ings  o f  my in i t ia l  research  in  l ib ra r ies  in

the  Low Count r ies ,  Germany,  and Aust r ia .2  Through th is  repor t ,  I  seek  in -

fo rmat ion  and adv ice  f rom o ther  scho la rs  who doubt less  know o f  manuscr ip ts

which have not  yet  come to my at tent ion.

I. Denys of RyckeL and. hís Writings

Right ly  d id J.  Huiz ' inga g ' ive a prominent  p lace to Denys of  Rycke' l  ,
Carthusian of  Roermond, jn  h is  Hey.bst  d.es Mít teLaLtens.3 For Denys was

cer ta in ly  a  harves ter  o f  the ' l  i te ra ry  cu l tu re  o f  the  Midd ' le  Ages.  H is  learn-

i  ng encompassed the vr i  t i  ngs of  Chr i  s t i  an fathers ,  monks ,  scho' last ' ic  doctors ,
and  canon is ts ,  as  we l l  as  pagan  and  non-Chr is t ian  sages :

e t  mu ' l tos  
' leg i  

auc tores .  .  .e t  qu idqu id  na tura l  ium Ph i  I  osophorum
habere  po tu i ,  P la ton is ,  P roc l i ,  A r i s to te l i s ,  Av icennae ,
A' lgazel  i  s ,  Anaxagorae,  Averro i  s ,  A ' lexandr i  ,  A l  phorabi  ,  Abubather i  s ,
Evempote ,  Theophras t i ,  Themis t i  i ,  êc  a l  io rum.4
1'Modern  R i  j ke ' l  ,  in  L imburg  near  S in t  Tru iden.  The fo rms R icke l  ,

Ryke l  ,  R ike l  ,  a ' l  ias  de  Leuwis ,  Leewis ,  Lewis  appear  in  the  manuscr ip ts .  The
Lat in  fo rm wh ich  appears  in  the  manuscr ip ts  i s  a lmost  invar iab ' l y  D ionys ius
Cartusi ens i  s ;  D' ionysi us Cartus i  anus becomes current wi th the pri  nted edi t ' ions .
The epithets used for Denys are frater, uenerabt-Lts pater, magíster, diuus,
depending upon the provenance of  the manuscr ipt .  For  Denys'  genealogy,  see
Jozef N'icolaers, Leuens der H. Ida Van Leeu,t (pe Leuis): Dionysius Van Leeuu
(De Leuís ) bijgernand den lhrthuizer, I I (Tongeren , 1914 ) .

2 .- I  wish to acknowledge the constant  encouragement and help of  Professor
Pau l  Oskar  Kr is te l le r ,  Dr .  Raymond Macken,  o fm,  and Dr .  Adr iaan Pat t ' in ,  omi .
The research reported in th is  paper was funded by the Amer ican Counci l  of  Learned
Societ ies.  The project  was conceived in 1979,  in  the Summer Inst i tute for
Med ieva l  S tud ies ,  Un ivers ' i t y  o f  Pennsy lvan ia ,  in  a  seminar  d i rec ted  by  Dr .  Dav id
Dumvi l  le ,  Cambr idge Un ivers i ty .

3J. Hu'izinga , Herbst d.es lulítteLaLters: Studien uber Lebens- und
Geístesfornen des 1-4. and 15. Jahrhuná.ey,ts ín Frankreieh und in den Nieder-
Land.en (Stuttgart, 1953 ) .

4Doetoris Eestatiei D. Dionysíí Catktsíaní Opena omnia, cura Monach.
s .  o rd .  Car t . ,  42  in  44  vo ls .  (Mont reu j l ,  Tourna i ,  Parkmins te r ,  1896-1913 ,
1935), Ptotestatío ad super' íorem su?,tm, I ,  pp. LXXI-XXII.  Hencefonruard, this
edi t ion wj l l  be c i ted opera omnia.
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Denys'  reading was not  on ' ly  among more ancient  wr i ters.  He was
acqua in ted  w i th  some humanis t  au thors ,  whose wr i t ings  were  beg inn ing  to  exer t
in f luence in the Low Countr ies in the f i f teenth century.  One may remark a
cer ta in  per iod ic  quaï ' i t y  in  Denys '  La t in  s ty le ,  and in  many ins tances  a  neo-

Lat in  d ic t jon .  However ,  the  au thent ic ' i t y  o f  these s ty l  i s t i c  fea tures  cannot
Ue Oetennined unt j l  the work of  Denys'  s ix teenth-century edi tors is  s tudied
more  thorough ly .  In  fac t ,  Denys  cu l t i va ted  a  p la ' in  and s imp le  s ty le .  He

read and prai sed the De uita soLítar'ía of Petrarch , poeta egregius, but i n

repor t ing  the  teach ing  o f  tha t  work ,  Denys  s ta tes :  "Sed quon iam s t i lus
Franc isc i  rhe tor icus  es t  a tque d i f f i c i l i s ,  sensum pot ius  quam formam verborum
Franc isc i  inducam" .5  Denys  s imi la r ' l y  " t rans la ted"  the  works  o f  John Cass ian

ad stiLun faer,LLirm,m.6 These formu I ae , contrary to the i dea of ornateness ,
echo a  s ty l i s t i c  p re fe rence no tab le  among cer ta in  nor thern  humanis ts .  As
par t  o f  h is  re fo rm o f  d ia lec t i c  and rhe tor ic ,  Rudo lph  Agr ico la  (1444-1485)

urged a p la in and "perspicuous" sty le whereby words were immediate ' ly  t rans-
parent  to  th ings .T  Agr ico la 's  re fo rms were  themse lves  in f luenced by  the
pedagogic pract ice of  some teachers associated wi th the schools of  the Brethren
of  the  Common L i fe ,  and were  a l ready  in f luent ia l  in  the  f i f teen th  century ' in

the  Low Count r ies  and Germany.B Agr ico la 's  s ix teenth-century  ed i to r ,  A la rdus

Amstel redamus (1491-1544),  re lated Agr icola 's  reform of  the verbal  ar ts  to

Augus t ine 's  teach ing  concern ing  the  p r io r i t y  o f  " th ings"  over  "s ' i gns" .9
A' f  ardus wrote eneomia for  the pr inted edi t ion of  Denys'  works;  suggest jvely,
he praised Denys' styLus simpLer, because i t  so aptly conveyed the ?es of his

doc t r i  n . .10

Whatever  h is  s ty l i s t i c  mer i ts ,  Denys  was poss ib ly  the  most  p ro l j f i c

wr i te r  o f  the  Midd ' le  Ages.  He was accus tomed to  make l i s ts  o f  h is  wr i t ihgS,
pr imar i l y  because,  ds  he  sa id  h imse l f ,  "mu ' l  ta  mih i  adscr ibuntur  opuscu la ,  quae

Snn uita et regimíne pr'íneípum, III. a. 53, opera omnía XXXVII, p. 495.
6 ornoo onmia X .
7' De írusentione diaLeetíea Líbr-í. . . pen ALardam AemsteLredornun ae-

eunat ius  emenáat í  (Co1ogne,  1539) ,  I I ,  3 ,  p .  196,  I I ,  25,  p .  31.6 ,  e t  passím.
a
"See T.  Heath ,  "Log ica l  Grammar,  Grammat ica l  Log ic ,  and Humanism in

Three German Univers i t ies" ,  Stud ies  ín  the Renaíssanee,  XVI I I  (1971) ,  9-64.
o
"B. DeGraaf , Alardus AmsteLrednrarc (149L-L544) (Amsterdam, 1958) ;

A. J. Ko] ker, ALardus AmsteLredanus en CormeLíus Cror.us: hrtee Amsterd.artse
Príester-Humanisten ( l{i jmegen, 1963 ) .

LjEn"*ritmr D. Dionysii Cartlusiani, eognomento doetoris ertatiei,
a,ttore ALatdo AmsteLredano, in Opemtn mínomrn tonttts pr-írm,ts (Cologne, 1532).
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non fec i " .  In  one o f  these,  Denys  g ives  the ' jn te rna l  marks  by  wh ich  one may
recogn ize  h js  au then t i c  wr i t i ngs .  F i rs t ,  near l y  a l l  o f  them conc lude  w i th  a
formul  a ic  enordíum. '  "Qui  est  super omnia Deus subl  imis et  benedictus.  Amen" .
Secondly,  h is  works proceed per az, t ieuLos.  F inal ly ,  one may discern h ' is
writ ing er stíLo, í tem ternre et forrno.IL In 1466 Denys made a I ist of his
works  fo r  the  monks  o f  the  Char te rhouse in  Bruges .  Th is  l i s t ,  a  copy  o f
wh ich  ex is ts  in  Bod ' le ian  L ib ra ry ,  Rawl  inson  c .  564 ,  names 118  t i t l . r .12
Another  l i s t  wh ich  Denys  made,  a  copy  o f  wh ich  ex is ts  in  T r ie r ,  S tad tb ib l io thek ,
63L/ t5624o,  227r-229v,  compr jses 141 t i t ] . r .13 Af ter  Denys,  others made
l i s ts  o f  Denys '  works .  The  monas t i c  e rud i te  T r i themius  c i ted  144  t i t l . r .14
A registmrm of  authors and t i t les,  compi led in the s ix teenth century at  the
house  o f  the  Canons  Regu la r  a t  Rook loos te r  near  Brusse ls ,  de r i v ing ' la rge ïy  f rom
Tr j themius ,  ascr ibes  146 works  to  Denys .  Th is  I i s t ,  Êspec ia ' l  l y  va luab le  be-
cause i t  no tes  the  loca t ion  o f  manuscr ip ts ,  may now be found in  Us temeich ische
Nat iona' lb ' ib l  io thek (UNB) s l r l  L2694,  106r-107v.  The conf  la ted l ' is t  made by
Die t r i ch  Loher  fo r  the  Co logne ed i t ion  o f  Denys 'works ,  repr in ted  by  the
Car thus ian  scho lar  Theodorus  Pet re ius  in  1609,  swe l ls  to  over  180 t i t les  w i th -
out  enumerat ' i  ng "var i  a i  tem al  i  a  Carmi num genera :  Epi  s to l  ae & so ' lu t i  ones
dub io rum s ine  numero" .15

Not  on ly  i s  the  number  o f  Denys 'works  1arge ,  the i r  va r ie ty  i s  g rea t

and the s ize of  many of  them is huge.  Denys wrote in a lmost  every genre of
re1 i  g i  ous I  i  terature .  F i  rs t ,  he wrote the k i  nds of  works immedi  ate ly  per t i  -

nent  to  h is  monast ic  vocat ion .  These wou ld  jnc lude h is  amp ' le  commentar ies  on
each book of  Scr ipt r r . ,16 h is commentar ies on the hymns and other i tems of  the
l i tu rgy ,  and  h is  compos i t i on  o f  l i t t l e  o f f i ces .  A  g rea t  number  o f  h i s
t rea t ises  concern  the  t rad i t iona l  top ics  o f  monast ic  l i fe .  Denys '  mys t ica l
works ,  t rea t ing  the  f ina l  end o f  the  contempla t ive  vocat ion ,  wou ld  seem to  be
the t reat ises towards which a l ' l  o f  h is  other  l i terary ef for ts  were d i rected.

Among these one should inc1ude Denys'  commentar ies on a l l  o f  the wr i t ings of
pseudo-Dionys i r r .17  S ince  pseudo-D ' ionys ius  was thought  to  have apos to l i c

Ltopnoo 
omnía I ,  pp. XLIX-L.

LZt  have not  consu l ted th is  manuscr ip t .  See opena omnía I ,  p .  L  n .  L .
The 

' f  
is t  is pr inted in A. Mouge' l  ,  Dionysius der l (arthaeusen (Mi. j lheim a.d.  Ruhr,

1B9B) ,  pp .  106 -L09 .
13thi ,  

l is t  is pr inted in P. Teeuwen, Dionysius de Karthuizer en d.e
phíLosophisehe-theoLogísehe Stroomingen aan de KeuLsehe Uniuersiteit (Brussels-
N i jmegen ,  1938 ) ,  pp .  101 -108 .

14S.. De ser'íptoríbus eecLesiastieís (Base'l , L4g4) , ci ted 'in opera
or rTn io  I ,  P .  L  n .  1 .

15F0 ,  Loher ' s  l i s t  see  ope ra  omn ia  I ,  pp .  XL IX -LXX;  Theodorus  Pe t re ius ,
3tbLt otheea Cantltsiana,, síue fLLustríun saeri Carhtsiensis ordinis ser'íptom,m
cataLogas (Co1ogne,  1609;  Gregg repr .  1968) ,  pp.  49-80.

16^--}pera 
omnía, I-XIV.

L7^-' Opena omnía, XV-XVI.
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author i ty ,  Dietr ich Loher and Petre ius app.op. iateïy t is t  these cornmentar ies

immediate ly af ter  the commentar ies on Scr ipt r . . .18 Denys a lso commented on

the seaLa Paradisí  of  John Cl imacus and paraphrased works of  John Cassian.19

These two authors were sources of  the eremit ic  t rad ' i t ' ion of  which the Car-

thus ians  cons idered themse lves  to  be  the  leg i t jmate  he ' i rs .

Second ' l y ,  and less  typ ica l l y ,  Denys  composed scho las t ic  ph i ' losoph ic

and theo log ica l  works .  In  Denys 'mind ,  these served the  pr imary  in ten t  o f

h is  s tud ies ,  "sacram Scr ip tu ram exponere" .20  As  a  s tudent  a t  the  Un ivers i ty

of  Cologne,  Denys wrote a t reat ise on the topic (urgent  among fo l lowers of  the

uía antiqra) n" ente et essentio.Zl Denys carr ied his scholastic trai ni ng

wi th h im back to the monastery in Roennond.  There he wrote massive commen-

tar ies on the Sentenees of  Peter  Lombard,  about  whjch we shal l  say more.

Besides these,  Denys composed several  works which e i ther  avowed' ly  or  in  fact
paraphrase works of Thomas Aqui nur.2? The repeating or reformulat ' ing of the

doctr ines of Thomas Aquinas was a common practice among fol ' lowers of the uía

ant iqua.  Denys '  a l leg iance to  th is  schoo l  i s  ev ident  in  two more  unusua l

works. Denys composed an ExheLcosís er Surwna D. GuiLheLmi Antísiodorensis,

unfortunately now 
' lost.23 

Frequentïy fol lowers of the uía antiqua rev' ived the

works  o f  the  ear l ies t  scho las t ic  doc tors ,  whose rea l i sm was w i thout  ambigu i ty .

Denys also produced a large commentary on Boethius' De consoLatione phtLo-
a .  2 4sophiae.- '  For the schoolmen of the thirteenth century, the ConsoLatío was

somewhat o ' ld- fashioned.  However,  in terest  in  th js  work was rev ' ived in the

fourteenth and f i f teenth centur ies,  when quest ions concerning God's omnipotence,

foreknowl edge,  prov ' idence,  and predest i  nat ion came to the forefront .25

Lgopnooomn ía  I ,  pp .  L IV -LV ;  Pe t re i us ,  p .61 .
L9 opuoo omnia, XXVI I-XXVI I I .
Z}*or"statio 

ad superíonem, p. LXXI.
21S . .  Teewenr  p .  34 .  Th i s  t rea t i se  i s  now los t ,  and  has  no t  been

pr in ted .  The ' inc ip i t  g iven  in  Loher 's  l i s t  i s  "Quemadmodum Ar js to te les
pro f i te tu r ,  re rum a l iquae sunt  un iversa les ,  ê l iquae par t i cu la res" .

?25"" Teeuwen, pp . 27-32, 108-135, et passim.
23Inc ip i t  g iven  by  Loher :  "Prooemium:  S icu t  vera  d i ' lec t ione d j l  ig i tu r

Deus super  omnia" .
?4rr*oootiones in v Libros De eonsoLatione phiLosophiae B, Setsent ní

Boetii, Opera omnia XXVT. See P. Courcel I e, La ConsoLatíon de phíLosophíe
dnns La tradítíon Littànaíre: Antêeêdents et postêy,itê de Boàee (Paris, L967),
pp. 328-29 .

25saa Lêon Baudry , La o,uereLLe des futurs eontingents (Louuaín L465-
1475)  (Par i s ,  1950) .
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Fina l l y ,  Denys  d id  no t  con f ine  h js  l i fe ra ry  e f fo r ts  to  the  contempla-

t i ve  l i fe  o f  the  monastery ,  wh ich  the  specu la t ions  o f  the  doc tors  a rguab ' l y

serve .  A  la rge  propor t ion  o f  Denys '  wr i t ings  fa l l  under  the  rubr ics  o f  works

"qu ' ibus  fo rmatur  s ta tus  hominem" ,  and "quae praemissos  s ta tus  in  fe l i cem

d i r igun t  f i nem" .26  As  i s  we l l  known,  Denys ,  l i ke  many  in  h is  t ime ,  was  con-

stant ly  concerned wi th the reform of  the whole Church in head and members.

To th is  end he composed specuLa or  ut tae for  the var ious estates of  Chr is t ian
o 1  

|  a  !  , r  ê  r  2 8vocat ion, ' '  and personal  le t ters of  counsel  s tne nwnero.- -  Few of  the lat ter ,

apparent ly ,  surv ive ;  among the  los t  le t te rs ,  accgrd ing  to  a  modern  h is to r ian ,

is  a large comespondence wi th Margaret  of  York,  the mother of  Mary of  Bur-
2 0

gundy."  We are not  surpr ised that  Denys wrote complete sequences of  sermons

de tempore and de sanct is  for  re l ig ious;  he d id the same as r^re l l  for  those

outs ide the monast . .y .30 These sermons,  and perhaps some other wr i t ings

directed towards Chr is t ians outs ide the monastery,  Í i lày have been urged upon

Denys  by  the  Franc iscan preacher ,  Jan  Brugman.3 l  Denys  a lso  jo ined the  most

1 ive ly  ju r id i ca l  and  apo loge t i c  ' i ssues  o f  h i s  day ,  compos ' ing  t rea t i ses  on

s imony,  the  re la t ion  be tween Pope and Genera l  Counc i l ,32  and aga ' ins t  Is lam.

265. .  the  I  i s ts  o f  D ' ie t r i ch  Loher  and Pet re ' ius .
27grt not to be included among these are the f ive speeuLa onmis status

Vrumarne uítae, printed by Di etri ch Loher and the modern edi tors (Opera omnía
XLI I ,  pp .  647-847) .  These are  somet imes a t t r ibu ted  to  Denys  in  manuscr ip ts .
Thejr  author is  now known certa in ly  to be another Carthusian,  somet ime f rom
Roermond and a f r iend of  Denys,  Jacobus van Grui t rode.  See M. Ver jans,
"Jacobus van Gru i t rode. '  Kar thu izer .  (+L475) " ,  ons  gees teL i j k  Er f ,  V  (1951) ,
435-70 .

28S. .  the  l i s t  made by  Denys  in  Teeuwen,  p .  108.
29Lw Hommel , Mar,íe d.e Bouz,gogne ou Le grand. heritage (Brussels, 1945),

p .  85 .
30^--opera omnia, XXIX-XXX. In this edit ion, the sennones de tentpore for

both re l ig ' ious and seculars are prr 'n ted together in  one vo1ume, and the sevrnones
de sanet is  for  both re l  ig ious and seculars are pr inted together in  another.
These ser ïnons t ravel led d i f ferent ly  in  manuscr ipts,  where the sequences for
re l ig ious  were  cop ied  separa te ly  f rom the  sequences  fo r  secu la rs .  See Bruxe l les ,
Bib l io thèque Royale Alber t  LêF,  1133-1135,  2r-189v (sennones de tentpore hyemaLi
pro reLigíosís; seyrnones de sanetis hyamaLes). J. Van den Gheyn, CataLogue
des manuseríts de La BibLiothàqtte RoyaLe de BeLgique, I I I  (Brussels, 1903), n.
1942,  pp .205-206.  See a lso  Ut rech t ,  B ib l  jo theek  der  R i jksun ivers ' i te i t ,  195
(I L 19) (Serrnones de sanetis per hyemen; sermones de tempoz,e hyemaLi pro
reLígíosís).

31W. Ír{oll , Johnnnes Bmqman en het godsdienstig Leuen onzer vaderen, I
(Amsterdam, 1854),  pp.  70-81;  A.  Stoelen,  "Denys Ie Chart reux",  Diet ionnaíre
de sp i r i tuaL i tê ,  I I I  (Par is ,  1957) ,433,  th inks  tha t  among o ther  works ,  Denys '
sermons for  seculars were wr i t ten at  Brugman's request .

32Fo,  an  exce l len t  survey  and c lass i f i ca t ion  o f  the  ex tens ive  conc i l ja r
I i te ra tu re ,  wh ich  ment ions  Denys  in  pass ing ,  see  Franc is  0ak ley ,  "Natura l  Law,
the Corpus lvlystícum, and Consent in Concj l iar Thought from John of Paris to
Mat th ias  Ugon ius" ,  SpeeuLum,  LVI  (1981) ,  786-810.
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Hav ing  l i s ted  a l l  o f  h i s  t i t l es ,  Denys  says  tha t  the re  a re  "a l ia  mu l ta

opuscu la  quorum nomina nunc  non occurunt  memor i . " .33  Indeed,  àS we have
seen,  Denys'  la ter  admirers uncovered many more;  prodigeous as Denys'  memory

was ,  and  as  inde fa t igab le  as  subsequen t  ed i to rs  have  beenn ' i t  i s  poss ib le  tha t

there  are  s t i l l  more .

The 'usua l  ques t ion  a t tends  Denys '  enormous l i te ra ry  p roduc t ion .  A

la te r  scho ' la r  sa id  tha t  j f  he  had no t  seen them in  the  au thor 's  own hand,  he

cou' ld not  have bel ieved one man to have wr i t ten so many rorkr .34 Denys h im-

se l f  a t t r ibu ted  h is  p roduc t ' ion  to  the  goodness  o f  the  Ho ly  Sp i r i t .35  H is

reputed  s tu rdy  hea l th  sure ly  he1 ped.  None the  
' less ,  

the  ques t ion  s t i l l

remains :  how d id  Denys ,  a  Car thus ian  monk ob l iged to  rec i te  the  o f f i ce  fo r

many hours  a  day ,  and to  o ther  appo in ted  du t ies  as  we l l ,  f ind  t ime to  wr i te

so  much? Cer ta in ly ,  Denys  wro te  in  t imes se t  as ide  fo r  read ing  and med i ta -

t ion ;  Pet re ius  p laces  Denys '  wr i t ing  w i th in  the  contex t  o f  the  t rad i t iona l

four fo ld exerc ise of  the Carthusian monk,  " ïegendi  ,  seníbendi ,  orandi ,  med' i -

tand i ,  con templand i " .36  Anse lm Stoe len  jn fo rms us  tha t  the  f i f teen th-

century Carthusian observance was dif ferent from the modern, and that Denys

would have had an hour between' lauds and pr ime and a few more before mat ' ins

unava i lab le  to  the  modern  *onk .37

Stoe len 's  no te ,  ê l though  ins t ruc t i ve ,  does  no t  sa t i s fac to r i l y  reso lve

the  ques t ion .  The prob lem en la rges  when one remembers  tha t  un1 ike  Bernard

of  C la i rvaux  or  Thomas Aqu ' inas ,  Denys  d id  no t  have secre tar ies .  He no t  on ly

authored his works,  he wrote and copied them hjmsel f .  And he not  on ' ly  wrote

them once;  because his super iors wished to reta in copies of  h ' i  s  works in the

l ibrary,  and to have others for  c i rculat ion,  Denys of ten made two copies of

many o f  h is  tex ts .38  A fu r ther  ques t ion  concern ing  Denys '  l i te ra ry  p roduc-

t ion ar ises.  Where d id he obta in the texts of  the many authors whom he
quotes ,  paraphrases  or  a l ludes  to  in  h is  wr i t ings? L igh t  may be  shed over

thi s matter when the CathaLogus Carthusianonm from the Roermond Charterhouse

i  s  agai  n avai  labl  e for  pub' l  ic  scrut i  ny.39 However,  ho matter  how extensive

33S. .  the  I i s t  p r in ted  by  Teeuwen,  p .  10B.
34P.t . ,  B lomeveen,  quoted in opera omnia I ,  p.  XIV.
3ífuorustatio ad superíoz,em, p. LXXI.
36Pat r . i us ,  p .  50 .
37Anr. l *  Stoel  en,  "Denys the Carthusian",  The l t4onth,  n.  s .  XXVI (1961),

218-19 .
3BSaa A. Mougel , Denys Le Chartnetrc, L402-L47L, sa uie, son r6Le, LLne

nouuelLe êditíon de ses ou'l?ages (Montreui I -sur-Mer, 1896 ) , p. 85 .
39th f  ,  ca ta logue is  housed in  the Arch ives in  Roermond,  Swa' lmers t raat

t2, See there M. \, i tt:. Tulden, fru)entaris uan de arehieuen'uan de paroehíe
St,  Christofomts, L797-L945, no.651. However,  [ t l r .  van Tulden informs me that
the cata logue is  temporar i ly  in  the pr iva te  use o f  Mr .  J .  Geur ts ,  I ' l i jmegen.
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the  l ib ra ry  o f  the  Char te rhouse o f  Roermond máy have been, ' i t  i s  doubt fu l
that  a monast ic  

' l  
ibrary owned al l  o f  the books Denys r^ .ud.40

Denys'  massive commentar ies on the sentenen" I  may provide a c lue to
h is  method o f  l i te ra ry  p roduc t ion .  In  these Denys  records ,  usua l ly  by  means
of  paraphrase,  the  op in ' ions  o f  many doc tors  on  each ques t ion ,  add ing  here  and
there a comment of  h is  own. Clear ly ,  these commentar ies were not  wr i t ten to
fu l f i l l  any univers i ty  requirement.  In Denys'  t ime,  abbreuíat iones of  the
Sentenees which stated conclusions but  omjt ted argumentat ion were popular

among monks  and o ther  re l jg ious  who l i ved  fa r  f rom un ivers i ty  centers .  These
seeming ly  served non-academic  purposes ,  such as  c lass i fy ing  mater ia l  fo r  and
a ' id ' ing  the  memory  inmed i ta t ion .42  At  f i r s t  g lance,  Denys '  la rge  commentar ies
wou ld  seem to  be  the  oppos i te  to  such abr idgements .  And Vet ,  in  enumera t ing
the t i  t l  es of  h i  s  works,  Denys ' indi  cates that  he concei  ved h i  s  commentar i  es
on the Sentenees as an abr idgment or  " reduct ion":

Super  quatuor  l ib ros  sentenc ia rum scr ip ta  doc torum scho las t icorum
reducendo  in  unum v ide l i ce t  a l l exandr i  de  ha l i s ,  sanc t i  thomi ,
a lber t i  magn i ,  sanc t i  bonaventure ,  êg id i i  de  roma,  pe t r i  de
tharen tas ia ,  F ichard i  de  med ia  v i l l a ,  w i lhe lm i  par i s iens is ,
domin i  an th is iodorens is ,  henr i c i  de  gandavo ,  u l r i c i ,  Sco t i  e t
hanybaï ' is  (Tr ier ,  Stadtb ib l  io thek,  63L/L562+o,  22Br)  .43

Further, Denys d' ist i l led the matter of these commentaries ' in eompendia of
phi losophy and theo' logy s jmi lar  in  des ' ign to the widely read Compendíun theo-
i -ogieae uerí tat is  (1268) of  Hugh R' ipel in of  Strasborrg.44 The same re lat ion

39  (con t 'd )Eu .n tua l1y ,  
i t  w i l l  be  re tu rned .

Tulden for  h is  generous he' l  p  in  Roermond.
40^' "Sure1y Denys was sent  books for  use f rom elsewhere.  One wonders i f

he  had some access  to  the ' l  ib ra ry  o f  N icho las  o f  Cusa.
4L^' -Opera omnía,  XIX-XXV (2) .
42On sentenees abbrev i  at i  ons , see tr lart i  n Grabmann r "Handschri f  t l  i  che

v i t te i lungen l jber  Abbrev ia t ionem des  Sentenzenkommentars  des  se l igen Papstes
I nnozenz V . (Petrus de Tarantas i  a 0. P. +L276"1, Diuus Thomas (Fre' iburg,
Swi tzerland), XXIV (1946), L09-I2; 7. Alszeghy, "Abbreuiat iones Bonaztentumae.
' 'andschr i f t l ' iche Auszt ige aus dem Sentenzenkommentar  des h l  .  Bonaventura in
v i t te la l ter" ,  Gregor iar lutTt ,  XVII I  (1947),  474-510;  Nicholas H.  Steneck,
i: '-ence and Creation in the IuliddLe Ages. Henry of Langensteín (d.1397) on
]e , :es is  (South  Bend,  1976) ,  pp .  9 -10 ,  18 ,  25 ,  190 n .  2 ;  Pau lus  Venetus ,  Super
:':--:r. Sententiamtm Johannis de Rípa Leettrcae abbreuíatío, ProLogus, ed.
='ancis Ruel lo (F lorence,  1980).  The abbreuíat iones were put  to var ious
-ses ;  a l l  seem re la ted  to  memory .

43^' -See Teeuwen,  p .  103.
44Sa. Denys ' ELementatío phiLosophiea, seu eornpendíun phiLosophiae,

3'c llnentatio theoLogiea, seu eon'rpendíum theoLogdae, Opera omnia XXXI II .
- .S r  R ipe l j n ' s  work  i s  p r i n ted  among  those  o f  A lbe r t  t he  Grea t ,  opena  omn ia ,
e3 .  3o rgne t ,  XXXIV ,  pp .  1 -306 .  0n  th i s  t ex t  see  Mar t i n  Grabmann ,  t u t i t t eL -
:.:;:'--'-=hes GeistesLeben: AbhandLurrgen zur Gesehíehte der SehoLastík und
' . - . : - - ) . ,  I  ( r ep r .  H i l deshe im-New Yo rk ,  1975 ) ,  pp .  175 -85 .

I  w ish  to  thank  Mr .  van
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ho lds  be tween Denys 'expans ive  scr ip tu ra l  commentar ies  and h is  Ep i tome.o .

totíus BibLíae., wh'ich condenses and arranges the nobiLíones sententiae of each

book.45 Perhaps this pattern of anpLiftcatio-abbreuiatio pertains in some way

throughout  Denys'  corpus.  In any case,  one suspects that  Denys'  commentar ies

served him personal ly  as storehouses of  matter  top ' ica ' l  
' ly  

arranged (accord ' ing to

an order of  quest ions or  to the h istor ía of  Scr ipture)  f rom which might  be in-

vented mater ia l  for  d iverse other  composi t ' ions.  Such a ready method would

ease the  burden o f  compos i t ion  cons iderab ly .

Indeed,  methods  o f  invent ion ,  c lass i f i ca t ion ,  and ar rangement  a re  a

str ik ing feature of  the f i f teenth century in general ,  and were appï ied to the

sp i r i tua l  l i f e  in  par t i . r l . r .46  Wesse l  Gans fo r t  (+1489)  used  Agr i co la ' s

methods of  topical  inrrent ion to assemble h is encyc ' lopaed' ia of  medi tat i  on,47 and

h is  techn iques  in  tu rn  in f luenced the  encyc lopaed ia  o f  Jan  Mombaer  (c .1460-

1502) .48 In his Roseh.rm Mombaer al so used Gerson's luionotessaron, which reduces

the four  gospels to on. .49 For the moment,  we shal l  note that  Gerson's work

ant ic ipates Denys'  Inonopanton,  which reduces a l l  o f  the Ep' is t les of  Paul  to one.
Interest ' ing ' ly ,  the vogue for  the ars of  Ramón Lul l ,  So evident  ' in  the s ix teenth

century,  was a l ready current  dur ing the t ime of  Denys'  
' l  
i fe  at  the Univers i ty  of

EN
Co1ogne. " "  Lu l ' l  ' s  a r t  was  f requent ly  employed as  a  means fo r  top ica l  jnvent ion

and encyc lopaed ic  c lass i f i ca t ion .5 l  I t  i s  wor th  remember ing  tha t  the  two most

45^'-2p)era omnía XIV, pp. 539-707 .
46F. Sax' l  ,  "A Spi r i tual Encycl opaed' ia of the Later M'iddl e Ages " ,  JournaL

of the Watbung and. Courtauld fnstittttes, V (1,942), BZff .
4Tcansfort, seaLa meditationis, opena omnia (Gron'igen, 1614) , pp. Ig4-

4t2.  See the comments of  Gerhard Ri t ter ,  "Romant ic  and Revolut ionary E' l  ements
i n German Theol ogy on the Eve of the Reformat'ion " , j n The Reforrnatíon in l,ledi-
euaL Penspeetíue, ed. Steven E. Ozmont (Chicago, L97L), pp. 4L, 48-49, h. 47.
R i t te r  th inks  the  in f luence m' igh t  in  fac t  go  the  o ther  way.  0n  Agr ico la 's
re la t ion  to  re l ig ' ious  cu l tu re  in  genera ' l  ,  see  Lewis  t l .  Sp i tz ,  The ReLtg tous
Renaissance of the German Humanists (Cambridge, Mass., 1963), pp. 20-40.

48S. .  H .  l , la t r igan t ,  "La  Mêd i ta t ion  mêthod ique e t  l ' êco le  des  Frères  de
la vie commufiê", Reuue d'aseêtíqrre et de mystique, I I I (L922) , 134-55; "La
mêdi ta t ion  mêthod ique e t  Jean MauburnuS" ,  RAM,  IV  (1923) ,  L3-29 .

49Sa. Pierre Debongnie, Jean l4ombaey, de BmtxeLLes, Abbê d.e Lzuny: Ses
êenits et ses nëforrnes (Louvain, L927), p. 34. 0n Gerson's Monotessaron, see
Garry E. Haupt, êd. Thomas More, Treatise on the Passíon, Treatíse on the
BLessed Body, fnstmtetíons and fuaAers, The CompLete Wonks of St. Thomas tr4ore,
XI I I  (New Haven,  1976) ,  pp .  xxv i -c lxx i i ,  pass ím.

50tn the teaching of  Heymer ic de Campo, the Alber t is t  who inf luenced
Nicholas of  Cusa,  and perhaps Denys as wel1 .  See E.  Colomer,-  De La edad media
aL rena,etrníento (Rqnón LuLL - NíeoLá.s de Cusa - Juan Píeo deLLa t\ínandoLa)
( Barcel ona, L975) , pp . 109- 223 , passin.

51saa Paolo Rossi, CLaT)is uniuersaLís: Anti nrnemoníehe e Logíea com-
binator ia da LuLLo a Leibníz (Mi lan-Naples, 1960);  Frances A. Yates ,  The Av,t
of lr, lenony (Peregri ne €d. , 1969 ) , pp. 175-96 .
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or ig ina l  ph i losophers  o f  the  f i f teen th  century ,  t l i cho las  o f  Cusa and P ico
de l la  M i rando la ,  were ,  I i ke  Denys ,  b ib f  i oph i les ;52  in  one  respec t ,  the ' i r
cen t ra l  ph i ' losoph ic  p r inc ip les  a re  ins t ruments  whereby  to  reconc i le  the
op in ions  o f  many au thors  found in  the  ï ib ra ry .

I f  there  shou ld  be  some method o f  invent ion  under ly ing  Denys '  compos i -
t ion ,  i t  can  on ' l y  be  d iscovered by  a  care fu ï  s tudy  o f  Denys 'wr i t ings  as  a
whole,  something not  yet  at tempted.  Moreover,  s tudy of  the manuscr ipts of
Denys '  works  (a t  leas t  the  au tographs  and d i rec t  cop ies) ,  o f  the i r  means o f
d ispos i t ion ,  rub ica t ion ,  annota t ion ,  and c ross- re fe rence,  wou ld  g rea t ly  i l -
l umine  such  an  aspec t  o f  Denys ' though t .  The  p r in ted  ed i t i ons  o f  Denys '
works,  êVinc ' ing the modern value of  uni formi ty,  tend to smooth over these "un-
even" features of  manuscr ipt  books.

I I . The Autognaph Manuserípts and the tuínted Editíons

Since Denys penned h ' is  own works,  and somet ' imes cop' ied them twice,  one
m' ight  expect  that  desp' i te  the usual  turns of  for tune,  a good number of  auto-
graphs would be extant .  Unior tunately,  the known nemains are scant .

The h is to ry  o f  the  au tograph manuscr ip ts  i s  c lose ly  assoc ia ted  w i th  the
pr in ted  ed i t i ons  o f  Denys 'works .  A l though  a  few o f  Denys 'works  were  p r in ted

before  1500,53  the  f i rs t  ma jor  ed i t ion  was ach ieved a t  the  Char te rhouse o f
St .  Barbara  in  Co logne in  the  s ' i x teenth  century .  Th is  ed i t ion  o f  Denys 'opera
was accompl  ' ished almost  s i  ngl  e-handed' ly  by Di  et r  jch Loher.  Through cor-
respondence Dietr ich acquired the sums needed for  the project ,  and sought
manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys 'works .  He t ranscr ibed and ed i ted  the  tex ts ,  and saw
them through the hazards of print ing. Between the years L521, and 1538 he
produced f i f ty-seven voïumes of  Denys'  works.54

Die t r i ch  had the  good fo r tune se ldom met  by  ed i to rs :  fo r  h is  ed i t ion ,
w i th  few except ions ,  he  was ab le  to  acqu i re  au tograph manuscr ip ts ,  most  o f
which had been kept  at  the Charterhouse of  Roermond. Dietr ich 's  good for tune,
however ,  d id  no t  guarantee  the  prec is ion  o f  h is  under tak ing .  H is  f i rs t  con-
cern  was prac t ica l .  Denys 'wr i t ings  were  needed urgent ly  by  a  weakened Church

52saa J. t'{arx , Verzeiehnis der Haná.sehriften-SarrnLung des HospitaLs zu
i' 'es bei Bey'nkasteL a.fir4oseL (Trier, 1905); Pearl K'ibre, The Líbnany of Pieo
:ei,La lnlírandoLa (New York, 1936 ) .

53saa, ê.g.r  M. Louis Polain,  CataLogue d.es Liures ínrprtmês au quin-
z ' ,he sièeLe des bdbLíothàqutes de BeLgiqrn (Brussels,  1978),  I :  947, t i48, pp.
508 -610 ;  I I :  1304 ,  1305 ,  1307 ,  1308 ,  1309 ,  1310 ,  1311 ,  pp .  5L -54 ;  IV :  3877 ,
ep .  187 -BB .

54J. Greven , Die KóLner l{artause uná die Anfcinge d.er lhthoLisehen Reforrn
i r  )eutschLand (Mt ins ter ,  1935) ,  pp.  50-85;  Heinr ich  Ri j th ing,  "Loher  (D ' i rk ,
i i e t r j ch ,  Th iemy) " ,  D íe t .  de  sp ín . ,  IX  (Pa r i s ,  L976) ,  462 .
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jus t ly  chas t ized  by  the  ev i l s  o f  the  Reformat ioh .  C lear ' l y ,  D ie t r i ch  worked

rap Íd ly .  One  doub ts  tha t  even  i f  Denys 'co rpus  were  sma l le r ,  D ie t r i ch  wou ld

have labored longer over the fewer works at  hand.  Moreover,  Dietr ich found

Denys '  wr i t i ng  a  cu rs ive  bookhandss  d i f f i cu l t .  He  compla ined  tha t  he  had

needed to  d iv ine  the  sense (w ' i th  the  a id  o f  the  Ho ly  Sp i r i t )  where  Denys '

wr i t i ng  was  i11eg ib le .56  Anse lm S toe len ,  who  looked  a t  some o f  the  manu-

scr ip tS ,  judged tha t  D ie t r i ch 's  e f fo r ts  were  as  good as  they  cou ld  b . .57

However ,  the  op in ' ion  o f  K .  Swenden seems equa l ly ,  o r  more ,  p robab le :

L 'êcr i  tu re  d i  f f  i c i ' l e  du  Char t reux ,  I  e  mauva i  s  ê ta t  de  conserva-
t ion  de  cer ta in  manuscr i t s ,  l e  beso in  d 'a rgen t ,  l e  manque
d 'app l i ca t ion  des  impr imeurs ,  l es  dê f i c ienc ies  techn iques  de
f  impr imer ie  e t  auss i  

' l es  
s ' ingu l  iè res  concept ions  c r i t iques  de

Loër  sont  au tan t  d 'ê lêments  qu i  d iminuent  la  va ïeur  de  l lêd i t ion
co lona ise  e t  en  dêparent  la  p resenta t ' ion  typograph ique.5S
For the most  par t ,  the modern edi t ' ion of  Denys'  opena omnía (1896-

1935)  s imp ly  repr in ted  the  s ix teenth-century  ed i t ion ,  mak ' ing  a  few tac ' i t

emendat ions ,  and present ing  the  works  in  a  v isua l l y  more  read ' ib ' le  fo rmat .

The modern  ed i to rs  d jd  consu l t  some manuscr ip ts ,  and as  we sha l ' l  see ,  p r in ted

some t rea t ises  no t  p r in ted  be fore .  When th is  ed j t ion , ' insp i red  in  par t  by  the

encycl ica l  Aetewt i  Patr is  of  Leo XI I I ,59 was f  i rs t  conceived,  the Carthusian

fathers asked the scholar  A.  l r1.  P.  Ingo' |d60 to search the autograph manuscr ipts.

Ingo ld  a l ready  knew o f  one  au tograph ' loca ted  in  the  l i b ra ry  o f  N icho las

o f  Cusa in  Bernkas te l -Kues .  Ingo ' ld  was soon a le r ted  to  severa l  manuscr ip ts  o f

Denys 'works  possessed  by  the  Un ive rs i t y  L ib ra ry  in  Louva in :  numbers  I27 ,130 ,

2L3,  2L4,  and 233.  One of  these,  2L3,  contain ing Denys'  commentar ies super

Jerernian, Bamteh, Threrns, and Ezeehi,eLent bore the inscription Ad domum Can-

tVtttsiens. Runerm,rnd., and indications that the manuscript had been used for the
E q
""Photographed specimens may be found

Denys Le Chartretrc,
56Mougel 

, Denys Le Chantreun, p. 85 n . 3 .
S7sto. l .n,  "Denys Ie Chart reuX",  432.
58K. Swenden, "Denys Ie ChartreuX", Dietíonrmire dthistoire et de

geographie eeeLesiastíque, X IV ( 1960 ) , 258 .
59n,  a young man, Leo XI I I  read a t ranslat ion of  Denys'  quatuon homínis

rnuissimís, and in 1BB4 wrote verses in Denys' honor. See Opera omnia I,  pp.
IX-X.  Reputed ly ,  P ius  XI I  had re t rea ts  based on  Denys '  sp i r i tua l  doc t r ine .
Apparent ly  Denys  has  re ta ined h is  in f luence among peop le  in  h igh  p laces .

60 lngo1d 's  f ind ings  are  repor ted  in  a  ser ies  o f  smal ' l  a r t ' i c les :  "A  la
recherche des manuscrits de Denys-le-Chartreux", Entz,aít du l4essager des
seiences histoniquLes de BeLgíque, LXIX (1895), 1-5; A pamplet, 2 fasc., A La
neeherehe des manuserits de Denys Le Chartreun ï. Rurcemonde, CoLogne, Bm,rneLLes,
Vienne. If. Louuain, Ates Treuès. ïff. NouueLLes dêeouuertes d BmtreLLes,
Vienne,  ete.  (Montreui I -sur-Mer,  LB96).  Number I I I  was a lso pr inted separate ly
in nuLLet in er i t íq te,  2e ser .  I I  (1896),  351-57.

in  opera omnía I ,  and in  Mougel ,
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pr i  nted edi  t ion i  n 1533 .  tJhen he cr)mpared 
' the 

manuscr i  pt  wi  th the manuscr i  pt
in  Bernkas te l -Kues ,  Ingoïd  was de l ' igh ted  to  f ind  tha t  the  handwr . i t ing  and
paper  were  the  same.  0n  the  bas is  o f  th i s  iden t j f i ca t ion ,  Ingo ld  was  ab le  to
determine that 233, containing commentaries super epístoLas canonicas and on
the  SeaLa parad is í  o f  John C l imacus ,  was  a lso  an  au togruph.6 l

Ingo ld ' s  f i nd ' ings  a t  Louva in  l ' i t t l e  ava i l  us .  A l l  f i ve  manuscr jp ts ,
two au tographs  and th ree  cop ies ,  were  des t royed ' in  the  f i re  o f  Ig I4 .62  They
did not  share the good for tune of  another manuscr ipt  f rom the Charterhouse of
Roermond,  D.320,  housed a t  Louva jn  and l i kewise  thought  to  have been des t royed
in  the  f i re  o f  1914 .  Th is  manuscr ip t ,  con ta in ing  the  copy  o f  U l r i ch  o f
Strasbourg's sunrna de Bono used by Denys himself,  had in fact been removed to
St rasbourg  be fore  the  f i re .  I t  was  subsequent ly  des t royed in  Louva in  dur ing
Wor ld  War  I I ,  bu t  no t  be fore  a  mic ro f i lm had been made by  the  Pont i f i ca l  In -
s t i tu te  o f  Med iaeva l  S tud ies ,  Toron to ,  where  i t  s t i l l  ex is ts .63  Today  on ly
one manuscr ip t  con ta ' in ing  a  work  o f  Denys  may be  found a t  Louva in .  Th is
manuscr ip t  was  t rans femed f rom the ' l  ib ra ry  o f  the  Grand Sêm' ina i re  in  Meche len .
Bes ides  severa ï  t rea t ises  by  Thomas a  Kempis  and o ther  wr i te rsn  i t  con ta ins  a
copy of the SpeeuLum eonuersionís peceatonun magistrí dyonistt de Leuuis aLias
rt-keL ordínis earthusinrrí".64

L i  s ts  o f  Denys  '  wr i  t ' i ngs  ment i  on  "  Ep i  s to l  ae  mul  tae  ad  Car .  N i  co  .  de
6 E

Cusa Leg." . - -  There are today no remnants of  a correspondence betu leen these
two ' important  theolog' ians of  the f i f teenth century.  However,  the associat ion
between them is otherwise documented.  Denys accompanied Cusanus for  par t  of
the  Card ina l ' s  lega t ' ion  th rough Germany and the  Low Count r ies  in  1451 -52 .66

a 1or lngo ld ,  A La reeherehe I I ,  pp.  B-12.  One f inds here a  photograph
specimen of Denys'  rn Jererníam.

625.. E. de Moreau , La BíbLt-othàque de Ltïlniuensitê d.e Louuain 1G3G-
L9L4  (Louva in ,  1918 ) ,  nos .  63 -67 ,  pp .  66 -67 .

63^--See Francis J. Lescoe, God as First PrincipLe ín uLrieh of Strasbourg
(C r i t i ca l  Tex t  o f 'Summa De  Bono '  IV ,1 )  (New Yo rk ,  1979 ) ,  pp .  70 -73 .  Th i s
manuscript  conta' ins a treat ' ise de homine thought once to be Ulr ich's,  but not l t
a t t r ibuted to  the f i f teenth-century  John of  Mechelen.  See A.  Pat t in ,  Le
ttTraetatus de homdne" de Jean de lfiaLines: Contr,íbutíon à Lthistoíre de
LtALbertisme à Ltl lniuersítê de CoLogne (Leuven, 1977).

645.. C. De Cl ercq , cataLogue d.es manuserits du Gyand. Sêminaire d.e
) ' laLínes (Gembl oux-Par j  s,  1937 )  ,  p.  93 :  cod. 34, 67va-7SrD. Thi  s manuscr i  pt
i s  now  i n  Leuven ,  B ib l i o t heek -Facu l t e i t  de r  Godge lee rdhe i t .  I  w i sh  t o  t hank
Dr .  E .  D 'Hond t  f o r  h i s  k i nd  he1p .

65^- -Opera  omnía  I ,  p .  LXVI I I ,  n .  L7L ;  Pe t re ius ,  p .  79 .
66Fo .  t h i s  l ega t i on ,  see  Dona ' l d  Su l  I  i van ,  "N icho las  o f  Cusa  as  Re fo rmer :

The Papal Legat ion to the Germanies, 1451 - 'J.452",  MedíaeuaL Studies, XXXVI
(L974) , 383-428. For Denys see E. Ewig , Die Anschauungen des Kartciusens
)ionysius uon Roerrnond ilber den ehristLíehen }rdo in Staat und Kirehe (Bonn,
1936 )  pp .  7 -8 .
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Denys addressed two of hi s works to Cusanus, the MonopantoníT and an Ep1,-

Logatio in Libnm Job: Tnaetakflus de eaLLsa diuersitatis euentuum hu ono*,68

The Ia t te r ,  wr i t ten  "ad  ins tan t iam Reverend iss imi  D.  Card ina l i s  de  Cusa" ,

t rea ts  ques t ions  concern ' Íng  the  in f luence o f  d iv ine  jus t i ce ,  fo r tune,  and

the stars in human af fa i rs .  Scholars re late other  works of  Denys,  h is  De

a,tetorítate swrmi pontt;fieís et genenaLís coneiLíí69 and Contra perfídíart
7n

I f iahomet i , ' "  to  h is  f r iendship wi th Cusanus.  Lynn Thorndike observes that  the

subiect of Denys' 
,Contra 

uitia superstitíoru,un was a maior concern of the

Cusanus  lega t ion . ' ^

Three manuscr i  pts of  Denys '  authent ' ic  wr i  t i  ngs st  j  I  I  ex i  s t  i  n  Cusanus '

l i b ra ry  a t  S t .  N iko laus-Hosp i ta l ,  Bernkas te l -Kr . r .72

1 .  Bernkaste l  -Kues,  St .  Ni  kol  aus-Hospi  ta l  ,  L2.73

This book b inds together severa1 manuscr ipts.  Fol  ia  75r-114v bear Denys'

Inlonopanton, or as the preface states, the "episto' las beatissimi pauï ' i  aposto] i
quas i  in  unam red igendo ep is to lam"  (75r ) .  The handwr i t ing ,  paper ,  e tc .  con-

f i rm th is  as the autograph which Ingo' ld knew. The work is  addressed

"Reverendiss imo in cr is to patre ac domino Domino Nicolao de cusa sacrosancte

romane ecc les ie  card ina1 is  p rec la ro  e t  nunc  sanc te .  ac  apos to ' l  i ce  sed is  legato

de la te re  per  ang l  iam a tque a lman iam.  .  .  in  s incer iss ime car i ta t i s  v ' i scer ibus

cord ia l  i ss ime pred i ' lec to  Fra ter  D ionys ius  Car thus iens  js "  (75r ) .  Th is

epistoïary preface suggests that  the work was composed about  the t ime of  the

ïegat ion  in  1451-52.  A  no te  in  Cusanus '  hand on  75r ,  a ' l  though no t  d ' i rec t l y

referr ing to the work,  g ives a date of  th i r ty- f ive years af ter  the Nat iv i ty ,

1419,  that  is ,  1454.  Denys'  Iu lonopantonwould seem to be a f i t t ing g i f t  for

Cusanus. In Nicho' las'own terms, i t  is a eontpLíeatio omníum, a fold' ing

together  o f  a ' l  I  Pau l ' s  ep is t les  in to  one.  Perhaps  th is  au tograph is  ex tan t
precisely because i t  was sent away from Roermond.

2 .  Bernkas te ï  -Kues  ,  S t .  N i  ko l  aus-Hosp i  ta ' l  ,  !g7  .7  4

This manuscr ipt  conta ins two works against  Mohammed. The f i rs t  of  these,

1r-193v, compri ses four books , 1) eontra Legem maehometí (1r) ; 2) tz,aetatuts

eontra errores ALehorarum (30r) ; 3) contra doetrinqn maehonteti (116v); 4)

67 opuoo ornnía XIV, pp. 465- 537 .
^Bopuoo ornnía V, pp. 45-80.
69opuno omnia XXXVI, pp. 525-674 (3 books).
7jrhid.. . ,  pp . 23L-442 (4 books).
7lLynn Thorndike, A History of Magie and. EryerínentaL Seíenee., IV

(  New York,  1934) ,  pp.  ?9L-94.
72 t  w ish  to  acknowledge  the  k ind  he lp  o f  Rek to r  Dr .Ot to  Huno ld ,  S t .

Ni  kol  aus-Hospi  ta l  ,  Bernkaste l  -Kues .
73J. Marx, Verzeiehnis der Handsehriften-SanrtLury, pp. B-9.
74J. 

Marx , T'erzeíehnís der H;nCsehr't;ften-SenrnLuyry, pp. 106- lO7 .
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d.e euangeLíeis doeumentis ( 163r) . Nei ther the manuscri pt nor the modern

cata loguer  ident i f ies  the  au thor .  However ,  Cusanus ' in  a  no te  on  10Bv (book

2) remarks that  the work seems to agree wi th that  of  "d ionysius car tus iensis" ,

except ing that  the second book jn th is  manuscr ipt  seems to be lacking four

chapters " ' in l ibro meo". The work is indeed a copy of Denys' Contra perf idíqn

I4ahometi.  The text of the second book, despite Cusanus' remark, has forty-

e igh t  chapters ,  jus t  as  the  pr in ted  ed i t ions .  Cusanus '  no te  suggests  tha t  he

owned another manuscr ipt  of  the work,  perhaps even an autograph.

3 .  Bernkas te l  -Kues  ,  S t .  f l i  ko l  aus-Hosp i  ta l  ,  263 .75

This s ingle manuscr ipt  in  one hand contains a t reat ise de potestate papae et

eoneiL i i  genenaLis (1r-46r)  wi th a "supplement"  (46r-63r) .  Nei ther  the

manuscr ipt  nor  the modern cata loguer ident i f ies an author.  The text  proves to

be a copy of the first two books of Denys' De auetor'ítate sunmi pontifieis et

generaLis eoneiLí i  Ltbrt tres. The unnumbered forepage recto bears the fo' l low-

ing  insc r ip t ion  in  Cusanus '  hand :  "Hunc  I ib rum donav i t  m ih i  mag is te r  go t -

f r i dus  hab i tans  in  co l leg io  s .  Je ron im i  co lon ie  L445  in  d ie  s .  f ' l o r jn i " .

In te res t ing ly ,  no th ing  in  th is  manuscr ip t  ind ica tes . tha t  Cusanus knew th is  to  be

Denys'  work.

The modern cata ' logue of  Cusanus'  
' l  
ibrary wrongly ass ' igns another work

to Denys , the cordiaLe traetans de quatuor nouissínis, St . Ni ko'l aus -Hospi ta1 ,64 ,
169r-189v.76 This is  a common misat t r ibut ion to Denys of  a work composed in

the four teenth century,  widely c i rculated thereaf ter ,  by Gerard van Vl ieder-

hoven.  This confusion seems to have ar isen because the t i t ' le  of  Gerard 's

work confl ates the ti t l es of two of Denys' works , the CordíaLe siue praeeovdiaLe

and De qtatuor homínis rnuíssin't.77

Dietr ich Loher had gathered L4L autograph manuscr ipts for  h is  pr inted

ed i t ion .TB These manuscr ip ts ,  however ,  d id  no t  remain  in  Co logne.  Pet re ius

in 1609 noted that they had been returned to the monastery in Roermond.Tg

75rbid. . ,  pp.  255-s6.
76rbid. . . ,  p .  72 n.  16.
77 CoodíoLn síue pvaecordiaLe, opera omnia XL, pp. 445-65 ; De Quatuor

homínis nouissimís" Opera omnía XLI, pp. 489-594. See B. Haurêau, Notiees et
ertraíts de qteLques maraseríts Latin de La BibLiothàqte NationaLe, I (Paris'
1890) p. 3441, S. Axters , BíbLiotheea Dontdnieana Neez.Landíea Iularwtseripta 7224-
1s00,  pp.  290-9L;  J .  A.  Mulders,  "Gêrard de V' l  iederhoven",  Díet .  de spi r . ,  VI
(Par is ,  1967) ,  283.

7BLr.i di us Verschueren , De BibLiotheek d.er Karhtizers uan Roerrnond.
(T i lbu rg ,  1941) ,  p .  68 ,  n .  63 .

79P.t r " ' ius,  pp.  50-51 :  Quippe cum omnia propr ia conscr ipser i t  manu,
s icu t i  eandem e t iamnum v idere  l i ce t  ex  ingent ibus  a l iquot  vo lumjn ibus ,  Rurae-
mundam h inc  (cum a l iqu ' in  nob is  iu re  typograph ico  debebantur )  pauc js  an te  ann is
asportat i  s  .
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Petre ius '  test imony,  àt  least  in  regard to t l ' re  manuscr ipts '  departure f rom

Cologne,  seems re l iab le .  No au tograph manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys '  works  ex is t  in

Cologne today.  l ' loreover,  ro autographs are recorded in the cata logue of  St .

Barbara 's  
' l  
ibrary compi led in the late seventeenth century;80 nor do the

studi  es of  modern schol  ars i  ndi  cate that  any remai  ned ' in  Col  ogne.Bl  F i  nal  ly ,

a  manuscr ip t  now in  Co logne,  wh ich  may have been cop ' ied  d i rec t l y  f rom an

autograph,  I  i kewise  seems to  conf i rm Pet re ' ius '  tes t imony.  H is to r isches  Arch iv

der Stadt  Kóln GBfo B BZ contains a copy of  Denys'  commentary on Cl imacus'

seaLa paradisi (2ra-186rb), made at the convent of the Crozierr83 in Cologne in
h

L4BZ (188r " ) .  An  inscr ip t ion  on  the  top  o f  2 r  in  a  seventeenth-century  hand

80S.. the KataLogen d.er KóLnet, KartciuserbíbLiothek i n the H j stori sches
Arch iv  der  S tad t  Kó ln .  A l though the  la rge  reg is te r  jnd ' i ca tes  no  au tographs ,
i t  does g ive s ' ignature-entr ies for  several  manuscr ipts of  Denys'  works.  Some
of these are to be found in the Histor isches Archiv today,  somet imes rebound
and separated f rom other works wi th which they were or ig inal ly  bound.

Blnf chard Bruce lvlarks , The MedieuaL Itlanusertpt Library of the Charter-
house of  St ,  Barbara in CoLogne,  2 vols.  (Salzburg,  L974);  Joachim Vennebusch,
"D ie  B t jcher  der  Ko lner  Kar táuser .  7ur  Gesch ich te  der  K los terb ib l io thek  (1431-
L794)" , i n Díe l{artause ín KoLn (Festsehrt,ft dev, EuangeLisehen Gemeínd.e KóLn
zwn 5A. Jahrestag der Eíra'teíhung der Kartciuserkirehe in KóLn zur EuangeLisehen
Kirehe qm L6. September L97I), PP . 77-104.

S2Joach im Vennebusch, Die theoLogtsehen Hand.sehriften des Stadtarehius
KóLn f : Díe FoLio-Handsehn'íften der Gymnast aLbíbLíothek ( Co 1 og ne-V'i enna , 197 6) ,
pp.  18-20.  I  wish to thank Dr.  Vennebusch and Dr.  Manfred Groten of  the
His to r isches  Arch iv  fo r  the i r  generous  ass is tance.  I  w ish  a ' l so  to  thank  Dr .
Ro land H isse t te  and Dr .  Kur t  Róss ' le r  fo r  the i r  k ind  he ' lp  in  Co logne.

B3th .  Croz ie rs  in  the  Rh ine land were  f reqyent  cop ie rs  o f  Denys 'works .
See also H' is tor isches Archiv GB4o 257,  135ra-22} ib "Tractatus de modó per-
ven'Íendi ad veram et perfectam dei et proximi di lect ionem" (Denys' De perfee-
t ione earítat is díaLogus, opera omnta XLI, pp. 347-417). This manuscript was
cop ied  a t  the  house o f  the  Croz ie rs  in  Co logne ( I r ) ;  see  Joach im Vennebusch,
Díe theoLogisehen Handsehr'íften des Stadtarehíus KóLn ff : Díe Quart-Hand-
sehriften der GyrnnasíaLbíbLiothek ( Co1 ogne-Vi enna, 1980), pp. 262-63 .
Historisches Archiv GB4o L82, 109r-137v (Denys' SpeeuLum de eonuersione pec-
eatomtm, Opera omnia XXXIX, pp. 395-420). See forepage verso, "Pert inet
c ruc i fe r is  in  co lon ia" ,  and Vennebusch,  I I ,  pp .  203-205.  Another  manuscr ip t
cop ied  by  the  Croz ie rs ' i n  Co logne  i s  to  be  found  in  Wien ,  Us te r re ich ische
Nationalbibl iothek, 4931, Lr-S8v, De symonía uítanda, (opera omnia XXXIX, pp.
283-329).  See I r .  The manuscr ipt ,  61r-83v,  a ' lso contains a t reat ise eontra
Denys' work. See , TabuLae eodt eum manu seriptorum pra.eter Graeeos et Oríen-
taLes ín BibLiotheea PaLatina Vindobonensi assen)atom,rm, I I I (V i enna , 1869 ) '
pp. 424-25. A number of manuscripts conta' ining works by Denys, made by the
Croz ie rs ,  a re  to  be  fopnd today  in  L iêge.  See B ib l io thèque de  I 'Un ivers i tê  de
Liège, gSgCrL4Lr-153vb (Denys-'  exhortátoriumnouíeiorl tm, openaomnía XXXVIII,
pp .  523-45) .  Th is  manuscr ip t  i s  d iscussed in  J . -P .  Depa i re ,  Le  B ibL io thèqt te
des Crosiers de HuA, de Líège et de Nanur, II (1969-70), p. 62. Depaire, II '
pp.  L26,  139-40,  L43-44,  232,  c i tes other  manuscr ipts contain ing works by Denys
and copied by the Croziers now in L iêge,  Grand Sêminaire.  As yêt ,  I  have not
been ab le  to  ga in  access  to  th js  co l lec t ion .  Genera l l y ,  the  Croz ie r  books  I
have seen are workmanl i  ke, Í ïr i  ddl e-grade manuscri pts .



133

states that  "Commentar ia hec conscr ipta sunt  át  e lucubrata per  D.  Dionysium
Car thus Íanum,  monachum Car thus iae  Ruremundens is  ub i  e t  hu ius  or ig ina l ia  as-
servantur" .  The autograph of  th is  work,  wê shal l  remember,  was destroyed by
f i re  a t  Louva in  in  L914 .

Hop ing  to  f jnd  more  au tographs ,  and on  Pet re ius 'word  hav ' ing  surmised
that  the manuscr ipts were returned to Roermond f rom Cologne,  Ingo' ld turned his
at tent ion to the h istory of  the ' l  ibrary of  the Charterhouse in Roermond.

Evident ly  none of  the manuscr ipts were destroyed in a f i re of  1554,  for  over
one-hundred years ' la te r  in  1665 the  Bo l land is ts  no ted  tha t  150 vo lumes o f
Denys 'works ,  "ab  i l l o  compos i ta  ac  propr ia  mana exara ta" ,  were  to  be  found in

the Roermond Charterhouse.  Short ly  af ter  th is  test imony,  ' Ín  the same year,  the
Charterhouse in Roermond again suf fered f i re;  but  s ince at  the beginning of  the
eighteenth century the Carthusians stated thei r  in tent  to make a new edi t ion of
Denys 'works  f rom the  Roennond manuscr ip ts ,  and s ince  they  d id  no t  a l ' l ude  to

any destruct ion of  them, Ingold presumed that  most  of  the manuscr ipts were st i l l
extant  ' Ín  Roermond at  the beginning of  the e ighteenth century.S4

From tha t  t ime  un t i l  1783  Ingo ld ' l os t  s igh t  o f  Denys 'manuscr ip ts ,  a
s igni f icant  lacuna as we sha' l  

' l  
see.  From 1783 Ingci ld was ab' le to draw an out-

l ine of  the subsequent  h is tory of  the Roermond manuscr ipts.  In 1783,  the

Emperor  Joseph I I  suppressed many re ' l  ig ' ious houses in the Low Countr ies,  and the
l ibrar ies of  most  of  these houses,  inc lud ' ing the Charterhouse of  Roermond, were
apprehended.  At  f i rs t ,  the l ibrary of  the Charterhouse was entrusted to the
Bo l land is ts ,  who  made a ' l  i s t  o f  i t s  ho ld ings .  Th is ' l  i s t  shows twen ty - f i ve
manuscr ip ts  conta in ing  works  by  D.nys .85  In  1785,  d t ' leas t  some o f  the  ho1d-
'i ngs were sol d to the Chanbre HënaLdiqte i n Brusse'ls , whi ch was attempti ng to

rebui ' ld  i ts  l ibrary recent ly  destroyed by f i re.  The Roermond manuscr ipts
seemingly stayed in the l ibrary of the Chqnbre HênaLdíqte unti ï  L794, when the

French invaded the Low Countr ies.  At  that  t ime,  Baron M. Beydaels de Zi t taer t

was commissioned to t ransport  the manuscr ipts of  the l ibrary out  of  Brussels to

safety. Fol l  owi ng a route through Dtjssel dorf ,  Wtjrzburg, Rati  sbon, and Li nz,

Beydaels carr ied the manuscr ipts to Vienna.  Af ter  several  years of  negot ia-

t ions,  Beydaels turned over the manuscr ipts he had t ransported to the Emperor 's

agents.  From a vague l is t  made by Beydaels,  Ingold guessed that  Beydaels had

t ranspor ted  f i f teen  manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys 'works ,  and he  conc luded tha t  a l l  o f

these entered the pr ivate ' l  ibrary of  the Emperor .  Al though he d id not  invest i -

gate manuscri pts i  n Vi enna, I  ngo' ld judged that two manuscri pts l  i  sted i  n

B4lngo ld ,  A La reehenehe I ,  pp.  4-5 .
Bs th i s  ' l  i s t ' i s  pub l i shed  i n  Luc id ius  Ve rschueren ,  De  B ibL t ,o theek  de r

l,sz,tuizev,s uan Roermond., pp. 4l-64 .
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Becker 's  ca ta logue o f  the  Emperor 's  p r iva te  l ib ra ry  were  manuscr ip ts  o f

Denys 'works  f rom Roermond.B6 At  th is  po in t  Ingo ' ld 's  researches  o f  Denys '

manuscr i  pts ended.

In  a  s tudy  o f  the ' l  ib ra ry  o f  the  Car thus ians  in  Roermond pub l ished in

1941,  Luc id ius  Verschueren resumed and re f ined Ingo ld 's  research .  L ike

Ingold,  Verschueren did not  f ind documented evidence that  the Roermond manu-

scr ip ts  had been des t royed in  the  f i res  o f  1554 and 1665.  Verschueren a lso

determi ned that a' l though the Charterhouse of Roermond was p' lundered by the

Protestants jn 1572,  and books in the l ibrary were scat tered and damaged,  the

monks  la te r  were  ab le  to  regather  and repa i r  the  manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys '  workr .BT

Fur ther ,  Verschueren pub l jshed the  l i s t  made by  the  Bo l land is ts  in  1783,  and

found modern ' loca t ions  o f  some o f  the  manuscr ip ts .  Verschueren ident i f ied

two o f  the  manuscr ip ts  on  the  l i s t ,  con ta ' in ' ing  works  by  Denys ,  àS those d is -

covered by Ingold at  Louvain and destroyed in 1914.  Verschueren thought  that

another manuscript on the Roermond l ist,  êÍ 'r  autograph of Denys' Serrnones de

tentpore eurn erposítione EuartgeLiomtn et Ept stoLam,tm DominíeaLium, was a'lso

dest royed a t  Louva in  in  1914.88  By  means o f  ca ta logues ,  Verschueren loca ted

four  o ther  manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys '  works ,  recorded on  the ' l  i s t  o f  1783,  in  V ' ienna.

Three of  these he judged to be autographs:  Becker 9393,  contain ing Erposí t íones

LitteraLes et míst ieae super Genesim et Erodum (s' ignaled by Ingold); Becker

97L4 (s ic ) ,  con ta in ing  severa l  smal l  t rea t ises ,  some o f  them autographs  (s ig -

naled correct ly  by Ingold as Becker 79L4);  Wien,  UNB 14809 (Supp1 .  2632),  con-

tai ni ng the TnansLatio et erpLieatio Cassiani de CoLLationíbus Pot* .89

More recent ly ,  ' in  1967,  E.  Persoons made a survey of  manuscr ipts f rom the

suppressed re l ig ious  houses  in  the  Low Count r ies  now loca ted  in  V ienna.  To

the three supposed autographs from Roermond Persoons added a fourth, Wien, UNB

SN t2798 (Becker  9387) ,  wh ich  he  labe led  "D ' ionys ius  R ike l  ,  0pera" ,  and wh ich  he

matched rather  broad' ly  wi th i tems 3-12 on the l is t  publ ished by Verschu. .* . .90

B6 lngo ld ,  A  La  reeherehe  I I I ,  pp .  3 -6 ; BuLLet in cr i t íque, 351-55.
und Príuat BíbLtotheken Sr. 14.Becker, Die SawnLungen der uereinten FqníLien

Kaisens"  I  (V ienna,  1873) ,  7914,  9393.
STv"arahueren 

, De BtbLíotheek d.er l{arh.tizers uan Roernond, pp. 25-27 .
B B -  . 1" " rb íd . ,  p .  42 ,  n .  7  (Louva in  21 ,3)  r  Í1 .  13  (Louva in  233) .  Verschueren,

pp. 43-44, Í 't. L7 , matched the manuscri pt of the Sermones de tempore wi th
another destroyed in the f i re at  Louvain,  De Moreau,  p.  67,  n.  66 (Louvain 127).
Ingo ld ,  however ,  had seen th is  manuscr ip t ,  and sa id  tha t  i t  came f rom the
Charterhouse near 's Hertogenbosch. See .4 La recherche I I  ,  p. I  .

B9vaarahueren 
, De BtbLiotheek d.er Karhtizers Dan Roerrnond, pp. 4!-43,

nn .  1 ,  19 ,  21 .
90E.  Persoons,  "Handschr i f ten  u i t  K loos ters  in  de  Neder landen in  Wenan" ,

Arehief - en BíbLiotheela,sezen in BeLgië, XXXVIII (L967), 84-86, Í 'tÍ1. 169, L99,
180,  LBz.  Persoons matches I79 (UNB SN L2798) wi th Verschueren,  p.  42,  nn.  3-
t2 .

M.
Der
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Al l  of  these i tems,  commentar ies on Scr ipturb,  were reputed by Verschueren to
be autographs.  Strangely Persoons did not  rernark that  Verschueren had al ready
ident i f ied  one o f  these ( i tem 7)  w i th  a  manuscr ip t  burned a t  Louva ' in .

0n  the  bas is  o f  the  f ind ings  o f  Ingo ld ,  Verschueren,  and Persoons,  one
shou ld  have expec ted  to  f ind  four  au tograph manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys 'works  in
Vienna.  However,  only two of  the manuscr ipts c i ted contain autographs.

1 . Wi en, UNB 14089 (supp' l  2634 .91 Verschueren n . 1.9 .

Thi s manuscri pt contai ns one work, 1r-145r , D. Díortysíi Cuthusiani ín trans-

Lationem suan opuseuLon)n foannís Cassianí pnesbyteri (1r) ', D. Dionysii Car-

thusiani ín transLatíornrm. . . CoLLationum patm,m (43r) . (These rubr ics

are  a  d i f fe ren t  hand f rom the  tex t ) .  The scr ip t  o f  the  tex t ,  FUbr ica t ion ,
paper,  etc.  show th is  to be an autograph,  as Verschueren suspected.  Further ,

an  inscr ip t ion ,  par t ia l l y  e f facedr  0n  a  parchment  lea f  pas ted  to  the  ins ' ide

f ron t  cover  reads :  " ' l i ber  Car thus iens is  in  Ruremunda q(u i  )  con t ine t  in  eo

Trans ' lac ' io  L iborum Cass ian i  ad  s t i lum fac i ' l  imum (?)  deuot i  p (a t r i s )  dyon is i i

Car thus iens is  in  Ruremunda manu sua propr ia .  .  . " .

2.  t l i  en,  UNB SN 12836 (Becker 79L4) .  Vers.chueren n .  2L .
This book b inds together several  separate manuscr ipts wr i t ten by at  least  f ive

di f ferent  hands.  The contents of  the book match those c i ted by Verschueren

i n the Roermond I i st. Verschueren had a1 ready determi ned that the Darcta

meditatio super psaLum fn te dominí spenaui (75r-78r) was a work by Savonarola,

not Denys , and the Oratío deuota abbatís Effrem super PsaLrmm l(ísere mei (78v-

81v ) was not Denys ' ei ther . Ne j ther i s the spea)Lum peeeatom,m (7lv-7 4v) ,
wh ich  an  anno ta t ion  to  the  inc ip i t ' i den t i f i es  as  a  work  o f  Augus t ine  (71v) ,

and the expf  ic i t  as "edi tus a beato iheronimo secundum quosdam ve1 a beato

august ino secundum a' l  ios "  (74v) .92 The manuscr ipt  conta ins another work en-

ti tl ed SpeeuLwn peeeatom,tm (65r-7lr); however, notes i n the manuscri pt i denti -

fy the work as Denys' SpeeuLum anatom,m rm,tnÁi. Indeed, this work corresponds

to  the  tex t  o f  tha t  name on D ie t r i ch  Loher 's  l i s t  and pr in ted  in  the  modern

edi  t ion.93 Surpr i  s i  ngly,  however,  there i  s  ev i  dence that  th i  s  at t r i  but ' ion i  s

spur ' Íous (See Appendix) .  The manuscr ipt  conta ins other  works of  Denys about

which there is no doubt z De uita LaadnhiLt eoniugaLitm (2r-56r);94 infLon-

matorítan díuínd onords (B2r- L02v) ;95 d.e uíta et negimine presuLum (104r-

9LrobuLou eodiq,tm in Btbliotheea PaLatina, VI I I (Vi enna ' 1893 ) ,
p.  7 .

92 In . ip ' i t :  "Quon iam kar iss imi  in  v ia  hu ius  secu l  i  fug ' ien t is  sumus d ies
nos t r i  s icu t  umbra .  .  . "

93^- - Opsera ornnia XXX I X , pp . 485- 93 .
94rn Lou.dabiLi oita eonjugatomnn, opera onrnia XXXVI I I , pp. 55-117 .
95^--Opera omnia XLI ,  pp.  315-44.
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t44r) ;96 de uita miLitari (145r-156v );97 Db uíta LaudabiLi uiduantm (157r-

180v) ;98 De a.tstodia eordís (181 r-2L0.) .99 Now, d i f ferent  scr ibes wrote

2r-81v,  BZr-102v,  104r-144r,  157r-180v,  and 1B1r-2L0r.  The manuscr ipt  157r-

180v bears the colophon "Scr iptus per manus (s ic)  ade ro lans seu welwis pres-

b i te r i  Anno dom' in i  1459 sex to  ka lend is  oc tobr is  In  opp ido  Ruremund is"  (180v) .

Thjs scr ibe f requent ly  copied Denys'  works. l '00 104r-L44r is  a separate

manuscr ip t ,  compr is ing  th ree  qu i res  o f  twe lve  fo l ia ,  and one qu i re  o f  s ix

fo l Ía .  l44v  is  b lank i  the  las t  lea f  o f  the  qu i re  has  been to rn  ou t .  The

manuscript containing the de uita et negimine presuLum is the only one in the

whole book wr i t ten by Denys h imsel f .

3 .  t l i en ,  UNB SN 12806 (Becker  9393) .  Verschueren n .  1 .

As Verschueren says, this manuscript contains Denys' commentaries in Líbntn

genesis l l ra-ZlSub).101 But  the manuscr ipt  is  not  wr i t ten in Denys'  hand.

In fact ,  i t  is  not  f rom Roermond. 0n the parchment forepage ( I r )  one may dis-

cern  an  inscr ip t ion  wh ich  has  been erased.  Under  u ï t rav io le t  l ' i gh t  the  in -

sc r ip t ion  reads :  "Per t ine t  Car thus ien .  domus Sop(h ) ie  p rope  busc(0 )duc(e ) " .

In other  words,  th is  manuscr ipt  was copied at  the Charterhouse of  S.  Sophia in

Vught, near 's Hertogenbosch, where Denys was the f irst rector.I02 The fore-

page Iv  bears  an  o ld  number  18 .8 .8 ;  on  the  sp ine  o f  the  b ind ing  one ' f inds  the

numbers5Ms.s . r28 ,

4.  t l ien,  UNB SN L?798 (Becker 9387).  Persoons n.  
'J .79.

Thi s work, whi ch Persoons sai d contai ned scri  ptura' l  commentari  es by Denys , i  n

fact  conta ' Íns no works by Denys at  a l l .  Instead i t  conta ins cop' ies of  four

96^  .--op)era omnía XXXVII, pp. 7-57.
Q 7
" '  rb id . ,  pp.  565-83 .
9Bo" LatdabíLt uíta uidaamnn, opera omnia XXXVI I I , pp. LIg-42.
oo
"De perfeetu spíríhtaLi et cotstodía eordis, Opera omnia XL, pp. 467-

502.
100Sa.  Bruxe l ïes ,  B ib .  Roy . ,2670-2682 ,1 r -116v  " .  .  .  sc r ip tus  per

manus Ade ro lants seu welu is presbyter i  anno domino 1459" (116v);  1L7r- I25v
(15a8);  149r-174r,  "Scr iptus per manus Ade Dwe' luwers seu welu is anno domini
1454m" ( L74r) ,  189r-218v ( 1a55) ;  2LBv-227v, "Scri  ptus per manus Ade Dwe'lueres
presb i te r i  Welw is  Anno domin i  1455"  (227v) .  See F .  Masa ' Í  and M.  Wi t tek ,
Mamtseríts datês eonsemsës en Belgiqt u, I I I (Brussel s-Ghent, L974) , nn. 296,
343,  375.  See note 140 below.

'ol*noa onmia I-I I .
LO2^-- - -See Luc id ius  Verschueren,  "De B ib l io theek-Cata log  der  Kar tu ize  S.

Sophia te Vught" ,  Histor ' íseh Ti jdsehfrft ,  XIV (1935), 372-402; XV (1936), 7-
58 .  Verschueren,  o f  course ,  does  no t  c i te  th is  manuscr ' Íp t  in  the  ar t i c ]es ,
s ince he had a ' l ready matched i t  wi th the f i rs t  i tem on the Roermond l is t .
The s i te of  the o ld monastery in Vught  is  72-74 Taalst raat ,  where a v i ' l  la  now
stands. The ancient gate, restored, bears the inscript ion Ao l47L- Domus
Sophia 40 1B4B Sophiaberg.  I  wish to thank Mr.  Wi l ' l  iam van Hof f  and Mme.
Francine Cat t le  van Stratum for  help ing me to locate the s i te.
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o ' ld  Tes tament  books ,  Tob ie ,  Iud i th ,  Es ter ,  Idb .  Nor  does  the  manuscr ip t  cor -
respond to any of  the Roermond books on Verschueren's l is t .

A l though there  are  o ther  known manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys 'works  in  the

Uster re ich ische Nat iona lb ib l io thek , l03  none o f  them is  an  au tograph.  Thus ,

where one had thought  to f ind at  least  four  autographs in Vienna,  there are

only two,  14089 and SN 12836.

These f ind incs  in  V ienna are  provok ing .  A t  each po in t  o f  the  h is to ry

of the Roermond manuscripts sketched by Ingold and Verschueren the number of

Denys'  manuscr ipts d iminishes.  There ' is  a great  d iscrepancy between the 150

vo1umes ment ioned by the Bo' l  landists in  1665 and the twenty- f ive manuscr ipts

noted by thei r  successors in 1783.  The f i rs t  f igure may be unre ' l  iab ' le .  But

the Rooklooster registrwm (h| ien, UNB, SN L2694) has otherwise proved to be

re1 iab le ,  and i t s  compi le r  tes t i f ies  to  L46 t i t les  o f  Denys '  works ,  "omnis  in

ruremunda" ,  in  the  beg inn ing  o f  the  s ix teenth  century  (106r -107v) .  Ver -

schueren has extracted f rom th is  l is t  e ' ighty- f ive t i t les which do not  appear

on the ' l  i s t  o f  1783.104 I f  these were  no t  des t royed by  f i re  o r  p lunder ing ,

where d id they go before l7B3? Did a l l  o f  the manuscr ipts apprehended in

1783 go to the Chanbne HêraLCique in 1785, oF were some sold or dispersed to

other co1 I ectors? If  ,  as Ingol d opi nes, Beydael s transported f i f teen manu-

scr ip ts  o f  Denys 'works ,  what  happened to  the  ten  more  on  the ' l  i s t  o f  1783?

Were some lost  or  d ispersed dur ing the journey f rom Brusse' ls  to Vienna? Did

Beydaels negot iate to keep some f rom enter ing the Emperor 's  pr ivate l ibrary?105

103tl i .n, ONB, 13900 (suppl .  2678), as Verschueren thought (nu BibLiotheek
der lhrtuizers uan Roerrnond., p. 45, n. 25), is a manuscript from Roermond, but
not an autograph. 1r-189r was copied "per me Johannem heysen de grama fratrem
ord in is  car thus iens is  in  ru remunda"  in  1483 (189r ;  L8 l r ,  28r ) .  The manuscr ip t
contains two works by Denys, De gnauítate et enonnítate peeeati (1r-29r), and
"Tractatus de venerabi ' l i  sacramento fratr is dyonisi i" ,  L92r-235r ( in a second
hand). The ereepeiones de senteneiis qtomtndon patmm eathoLíeo?um et gent-
iLíwn, 30r-181r, is not, as Verschueren thought i t  might be, Denys' De erempLis
et documentis authentdeis, but simply a fLoreLegia of various fathers on dif-
ferent vices and virtues. See TabuLae eodieurn, VII (Vienna, 1875) ,  p. 28L,

We are abïe to identi fy another Roermond manuscrjpt that contains a
work by Denys. Wien, ONB L5228 (Suppl .  2663),68ra-94vD, are excerpts "Ex ' i I-' f  
umi nator io saluator i  s  sc iencie"  (see Opena omnia XXXIX,  pp.  7 -242) .  0n 2r

is  a  smal l  f ragment  f rom Denys 'commentary  on  C l imacus .  Verschueren,  pp .  55-
56 ,  n .  139,  d id  no t  c i te  these p ieces .

I  wish to thank Dr.  Eva l rb l ich of  the UNB for  her  generous assistance
to my research there.

L04De BibLiotheek der lhrhlizers uan Roerrnond., pp. 64-68.
lose.yaaels '  af fa i rs  have been wel l -scrut in ized by students of  manu-

scripts from the Low Countr ies. See, for example, Jean Deschamps, IhedieuaL
Manuserípts from the Lou Countries in FaesimíLe f : The Vienna l4arntseripts of
the tseeond Partt of the tspiegeL HistoriaeLt (Copenhagen, L97I), pp. 79-84.
Never the less ,  in  regard  to  Denys 'manuscr ip ts  a t  leas t ,  the  documents  o f  Bey-
dae ls '  journey  and negot ia t ions  w i l l  aga in  need to  be  s tud ied .
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In  any  case,  on ly  four  Roermond manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys 'works  can be  found in
Vienna,  where they were supposed to be;  only +-wo of  these contajn autographs,
and on Ïy  one o f  them is  in  the  Emperor 's  p r iva te  co l lec t ion .  I t  seems c lear
that  the Roermond manuscr ipts u/ere d ' ispersed in ways undetected by Ingold and
Verschueren.  Fur ther ,  I  th ink  we must  recons ider  Ingo ld 's  surmise  tha t  the
manuscr ip ts  a t  Louva in  had wended the i r  way  back  f rom Aust r ia .  Poss ib ly ,  they
took another route f rom the Charterhouse in Roennond;  unfor tunately,  we

shal l  probab' ly  never know how they amived in Louvain.
A t  leas t  no t  every  door  i s  c losed,  fo r  an  au tograph manuscr ip t  has

come to  l i gh t  i n  Be lg ium.

Bruxe l ' l es ,  B ib l io thêque  Roya le  A lber t  1 t t ,  I I .  1037 .
Th is  i s  a  sma l l  manuscr ip t ,  14 .0  x  10 .5  c f f i ,  2  +  88  fo l ia .  An  in -
sc r ip t ion  on  Br  s ta tes :  "L jber  Car thus iens is  in  Ruremunda.  .  .  L ibe r  de

laud ibus  super ' laudab i l  i s  de i  venerab i l ' i s  e t  devot i  pa t r i s  dyon is i i  Car thus ien-

s is  in  Ruremunda manua sua" .106 Indeed,  the  manuscr ip t  was  wr i t ten  by  Denys

h imse l f ,  as  the  scr ip t ,  rub ica t ion ,  e tc .  matches  the  o ther  known autographs .
The manuscr ip t  con ta ins  on ly  a  s ing le  work ,  Denys '  paradox ica1 encomium o f  God
through d iv ine  names.  However ,  i f  th is  manuscr ip t  cor responds w i th  one o f

the two possibte Roermond manuscr ipts l is ted by Verschueren,LjT th is  work may
have been bound at one time wi th two others , Denys ' Horae de Saneta Trinítate
et Deitate, and his Horae d.euotissimae de Passíone Domíni. l'08 The recent
provenance of  the manuscr ipt  may prove to be reveaf ing.  0n Br,  one f inds
the  fami ' l  i a r  s tamp and  in i t ' i a l s  o f  S i r  Thomas Ph i l l i pps  (S ' i r  T .P . )  w i th  the
number 4066.  The manuscr ipt  was acquired by the Bib l io thèque Royale f rom the
Phi  I  1 i  pps col  

' lect i  
on i  n 1BBB. 109

l , le  in tend,  of  course,  to pursue th is  thread through the maze of  the
Ph i l l i pps  co l lec t ion .  For  now we are  ab le  to  ver i f y  on ly  four  au tograph
manuscr ipts of  Denys'  works:

1 .  B ruxe l ' l es ,  B ib .  Roy . ,  I I .  1037 .

2 .  Bernkas te l  -Kues ,  S t .  N i  ko ' laus-Hosp ' i ta l  ,  t2 ,  75r -114v .
3.  Wien,  ONB, 14089 (suppl  .  2632).

4 .  Wien ,  UNB,  SN 12836 ,  104r -L44r .

tOUoonoa omnía XXXIV, pp. 410-536.
107 De BíbLtotheek der Karhtizers uan Roerrnond., p. 45 n . ?3, but see

a lso  n .  24 .
108^---De Latdibus sanetissimae et indiuiduae Trinitatís, per modum horamm,

and Horae de passione domini, Opena onmia XXXV, pp. 133-53, 3Lt-26.
109The acquis i t ion informat ion is  f rom the card cataïogue of  the Bib.

Roy.
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t I I . Lost and. ï.lnknotin hloz,ks

A number  o f  t i t les  on  the  l i s ts  o f  D ie t r i ch  Loher  and Pet re ius  a re
sa id  to  be ' los t .110  Denys 'modern  ed i to rs  made some e f fo r ts  to  recover  los t
works.  They found a few which Loher had not  found,  and pr inted them ei ther
i n a vo'l ume of opera inedita
to thei r  overal l  arrangement of  Denys'  works.

Among Denys ' opena inedíta the modern edi tors pri nted two sermons r êÍt-
titled SerTno ad v'eLígiosos (de nomine monachil and Serrno aLter ad reLigíosos
(de temerario iuctíeío uítanda), which they discovered in a manuscript,  Bruxe' l  les,
B ib .  Roy . ,223I -2245.LLz  Th is  manuscr ip t  may be  consut ted  today ,  and i t s
evidence corroborates the edi tors '  judgment.

Bruxel ]es , Bi b . Roy. , 223I-2245 .
Th ' i s  manuscr ip t '  wr i t ten  by  a t  leas t  f i ve  scr ibes ,  i s  a  monast ' i c  misce l ' lany
dat ing f rom the f i f teenth century.  The table of  contents (1r)  bears the in-
scr ip t ion  "L iber  Car thus iens is  in  Ruremunda" .  Two anc ien t  numbers  are  pas ted
on the  fo repage rec to ,  ch .69  Rur .  and (? )  LZg.  The two sermons pr in ted  by
the  modern  ed i to rs  a re  found in  fo l ia  105r -110v .  The f i rs t  (105r -108r )  has
the ti t'le Serrno utíLissirrus ad reLígiosos de nomíne monnehi. i nc . " Vid.ens
íhesus eiuitatem íhemtsaLem fLeuit super eam Luce 19 Carissimi fratres cur
dominus ihesus saluator  noster  ingratam ac perf idam urbem def leui t  aduertamus
ne  e t  nos  s imus  s jm i l i t e r  dep lo rand i  e t  i n te r  i l l os  reprobos  computand i "  (105r ) .
A  no te  in  the  le f t  marg in  o f  105r ,  wF i t ten  in  d j f fe ren t  hand than the  tex t ,
s tates "scr iptus per venerabi lem patrem frat rem dyonis ium".  The second sermon
(108r-110v) has no t i t ' le, but beg' ins with the text "pharizeus stans hee apud. se
orabat deus graeías ago tibí non sum eeter,í horniní 

'luce 
LB. Carissimi fratres

prebet  mich i  causam a tque mater iam u t  a l iqu ' id  loquar  vos  de  temerar io  iud ic jo
phar izeus  is te" .  In  the  r igh t  marg in  o f  10Br  a  no te  by  the  annota tor  reads
"Ab eodem dyonis io car th" .

Having come to th is  manuscr ipt ,  the edi tors cou' ld have uncovered more.
Fo1 i a 98r- 105r conta i n another sermon , enti tl ed Seyrno in festo omníum sanetomtm
de oeto beatítutddnibus i nc . "Videns íhesus turbas ascendit in montem (? )
mathei  7 Car iss imi  f rat res legi tur  quod al lexandro nato pater  e ius putat  (?)
phi l ipus rex macedonuí Í r  ar ís totoLi  scr ips i t  natus est  michi  f i l iusrr .  A note in

110- ,- - - l lo t  count ing let ters ;  soLut iones,  etc. ,  near ly  th i r ty  works are
miss ing ,  accord ing  to  these  l i s t s .

Ltlrouoo 
omnia XLI I .

LLz^-- - -lrri nted i n Opena omnia
CataLogue, I I I, n. 2L98.

XLI,  pp.  627-37.  See Van den Gheyn,
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the r ight  margin of  98r  wr i t ten by the annotator  of  105r is  ef faced but  read-
abl  e under u l  t rav i  o l  et  

' l  
ight .  I t  s tates " f  rat rem p0 dV( i  i  )  Carth "  .  Aï  though

the erasure of  the note is  suspic ious,  and the abbreviat ion has too many pos-

s ib i l i t i es ,  th is  a t t r ibu t ion  to  Denys  wou ld  seem to  have as  much au thor i ty  as

the  o ther  two.  Th is  sermon ' is  no t  to  be  found in  the  pr in ted  ed i t ions .
Fol ia 11.0v-113v contai ns a "Capiktlwn utiLissirrun de modo iudteanÁ.i et eor-
nipienái pro reLtgiosís Tercio de vita domini ihesu christ i  volumine frater

ludo lphus  ord in is  nos t r i "  (110v) .  Th is  work  cor responds to  the  work  
' l i s ted

in the table of contents (1r) , CapituLum utíLissirrum de mode corr-ípíendí et

iu&íeanài reLigíosís en LudoLpho Carthusiensis. The subj ect de modo judieand.i

et eorcípienát was more than once treated by Denys . I t i s the subject of a
sermon fo r  re l ig ious  fo r  the  th i rd  Sunday o f  Advent '113 i t  i s  l i kewise  the

subiect  of  one of  Denys'  soLut ione".114 The excerpts in the manuscr ipt ,  drawn

from Ludolph of  Saxony,  àre of  course not  e i ther  Denys'sermon or  soLut io.
The la t te r  i s  a  fu l ïy  deve loped t rea t ise  in  twenty  a r t i c les .  Cur ious ' l y ,  how-

ever,  both the excerpts in the manuscr ipt  and the t reat ise have the same ex-
p l i c i t ,  w i th  Denys '  iden t i f y ing  s ignature :  "e t  in  iud icando ac  cor r ip iendo
non of fendamus ut  ipse f ina1 i ter  cum glor ia susc ' ipere nos d ' ignetur  qui  est

super  omnia  deus  sub l im is  e t  bened ic tus  Amen deo grac ias"  (113v) .  A  no te  by

the annotator in the lef t  margin of  110v may answer the r iddle:  "compi ' la tum
per fratrem dyoni si  um" . Agai n, Denys seems to have i  nvented hi s matterin

the books of  other  authors,  and stored i t  topical ly  for  use on var ious occa-

s ions.  This seems a reasonable pract ice,  for  Denys says in h is  soLut io that

the quest ion concerning the r ight  manner of  judging and comect ing is  proposed

to  h im f requent ly . l l5

Besides the two sermons for re1 igious the modern editors printed some

more ample treatises not printed before, which they presumed to match t i t les

on the vari ous 
'l 
i sts . One of these, enti tl ed De passione domint, saLuatonis

. , .  ,  116diaLogus, --- they judged to correspond to a work non irusent-um on Dietrich

Loher's 
'l 
ist, meditationes siue de modo neeoydationis domínieae passionis.

The edi tors d ' iscovered th is  work in a Carthusian manuscr ipt  f rom the s ix teenth

century ,  "No.  4L ,  b ib l io thecae Argent inens is  seminar i i " .  I  have no t  ye t  been

able to seek th is  manuscr ipt ,  at  the t ime of  the edi t ion in Strasbourg.  How-

ll3sut*o pnumts, Dominíea III Aduentus, opera omnia XXIX, pp . 69-70.

"ooruoa 
omnia XL, pp. 7-4g.

Lts f t id . "  p .  9 .  Concern ing  the  sub jec t  o f  h is  t rea t ise ,  Denys  says :
Et  quon iam mater ia  i s ta  ïa t i ss ima es t  a tque d i f f i c i l i s  ac  sa ' lubr is ,  eam d i la -
tare intendo;  et  ea quae pro utraque quaest iones solut ionem procedam (p.  9) .

L  L6^-- - opena onmia XXXV, pp. 263-309 . See note, p. 269 .
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ever ,  the  tex t  as  p r in ted  meets  Denys '  c r i te r ia  fo r  au thent ic i t y ,  s ince  i t  i s
arranged per art icuLos and concludes wjth the identi fying erordium.

Another t reat ise pr inted by the modern edi tors for  the f i rs t  t ime is

less cer ta in.  In 1914,  D.  D.  l , la f fe laer t  jn  Bruges d iscovered a sma' l  I  work

" in te r  a l ia  var io rum Auctorum scr ip tê ,  in  cod ice  quodam manuscr ip to  b ib l io -

thecae nos t rae  ep iscopa l is " .  A l though the  manuscr ip t  d id  no t  ind ica te  an

author  fo r  the  work ,  ê l though the  v rork  had no  d is t inc t  t i t le ,  and a l though the

ident i fy ing erordium was absent ,  l , la f fe laer t  on the basis of  the t reat ise 's
general  subiect  matter  and arrangement in "paragraphs or  ar t ic les"  concluded

sine uLLa dubitatíone that the treati se vvas composed by Denys .II7 Waffel aert

matched the treatise with the De trípLiei uía said to be non inuentum by Diet-

r i ch  Loher .  The modern  ed i to rs  accepted  Waf fe laer t ' s  conc lus ion ,  and re -
printed the work under that t i t le among Denys' opera ínedita.

Waf fe ' laer t ' s  vague no t ice  d jd  no t  make ' i t  easy  to  f ind  the  manuscr ip t .

However ,  th rough the  k ind  he lp  o f  o thers , l l8  I  have been ab le  to ' loca te  i t .

Brugge,  Groot  Seminar ie ,  405.

Th is  i s  a  messy  book ,  b jnd ing  together  many d i f fe ren t  manuscr ip ts .  The book

conta ins  a  misce l ' lany  o f  works ,  and seems to  be  o f  Car thus ian  provenance.

The parchment f i rs t  recto bears the inscr ipt ion "L iber  Carthusium (s ic)  prope

dulmaniam";  on 109r one f  i  nds a negístnm (of  books )  "mi  ssum de Col  onia uni

Ruremund i  car thus ie  e t  i ' l  l e  u l t imus mis i t  f ra t r ibus  dauent r iens is " .  The

t rea t ise  pr in ted  in  the  modern  ed i t ion  is  found on  fo1 ia  134r -141v  (140v  b lank) .

Th is  i s  a  separa te  manuscr ip t  in  one qu i re  o f  ten  fo l ia ,  wr i t ten  in  a  low-grade,

f i f teen th-century  sc r ip t ,  near ly  curs ive .  The manuscr ip t  does  no t  ind ica te  an

author i the ti tl e i s di scurs i ve: Q,rcmodo eristo eontpetat raeio tn'ípLieis uie
(134r )  .  Un l i ke  a lmos t  a ' l  I  manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys 'works ,  the  d iv i s ions  o f  the

text  ( the word "ar t ic les"  does not  appear)  are not  c lear ly  rubr icated.  In

short ,  there is  noth ing in the manuscr ipt  that  s t rengthens Waffe laer t 's  weak

arguments.  Sureïy,  the subject  of  the threefo ld way is  not  d is t inct ive to

Denys  in  the  la te  Midd le  Ages.  Th is  work  must  be  cons idered dub ious .

The modern editors noted that a sermon of Denys for the feast of St.

Francis had served as a preface to a conference he had writ ten for a General

L L 7 ^  r \  r r - . . . . ^ ' t -  - - ^ r  t t À r ^ . - ^ - ^ : r  / r ^ - ^ ! r - - - ^ r - . - !  ^ - ^ 1 1 ^  r - ^ ^ ) J r - -  -  '  .- - '0 .  D .  Waf fe laer t ,  "D ionys i i  Car thus ian i  ope11a ined i ta :  De tn ip -
Líei uía", CoLLationes Bm,tgensis, XIX (1914), 8l-97, t53-62. The text is re-
pr inted in opera onmia XLI I ,  pp.  475-85,  and Waffe laer t 's  conclusions are
quoted there.

11BI  w ish  to  thank  Dr .  C laud ine  Lemai re  o f  the  B ib l io thèque Roya le ,
Bruxel les,  and Kan.  Paul  Declerck,  President ,  Grootseminar ie te Brugge,  for
he lp ing  me to  ident i f y  th is  manuscr ip t .  Kan.  Dec le rck  d ied  on  L7  December ,
1981 .
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Chapter  of  the Franciscans held at  Meche]en in 1464.119 Denys h imsel f  men-
t ions  th is  "Co1 lac io  missa  cap i tu lo  genera ' l  i  f ra t rum minorum de observanc ia" ,
and Dietr ich Loher marks the work as 

' lost .L20 
The modern ed' i tors,  however,

were  a le r ted  to  a  codex  "ms.  9068,  !2o ,  b ib l io thecae reg ' iae  Monacens is ,  in  quo

reper iun tur  f ragmenta  hu jus  Co l la t ion is " .121 I  have no t  ye t  been ab le  to  in -
ves t iga te  th is  manuscr ip t  in  Mun ich .  Moreover ,  another  manuscr ip t  per ta in ing

to  the  Chapter  o f  the  Franc iscans  in  Meche len  in  1464 has  come to  1 igh t .  A
recen t  no t i ce  c i tes  a  manuscr ip t  i n  Wash ing ton ,  D .C. ,  Ho ly  Name Co l lêgê ,  27
(s ig .  Wa 1) ,  wh ich  among o ther  th ings  conta ins  "une le t t re  de  Denys  de  Rycket
à Jean Brugman à l 'occasion du chapi t re gênêral  tenu à Mal ines en L464". I22
Th is  may we l l  be  one o f  Denys 'many los t  le t te rs ,  oF even the  conference i t -
se l f .  I  hope to  de termine th is  soon.

Most  of  the works c i ted as lost  by Dietr ich Loher and Petre ius have
never been found.  One hopes that  some of  these wi l l  reappear,  s ince there
are many interest ing t i t ïes among them. Perhaps a lso authent ic  works never
ment ioned by Denys,  oF never before at t r ibuted to h im by scholars,  wi l l  be
d iscovered.  Indeed,  such a  work ,  ' i nc luded in  a  manuscr ip t  o f  mus ica l  t rea t ises
once owned by Raphael  De Marcate l l js ,  has recent ly  been at t r ibuted to Denys.

Gent ,  R i j ksun ivers i te i t ,  70 . I23

This is  a beaut i fu l  parchment manuscr ipt ,  inc lud ' ing many elaborate d ' iagrams
among the mus i  cal treati  ses i  t  contai ns . The manuscri pt has been wel 

' l  -

descr ibed by Alber t  Dero ' lez.  Derolez says that  one of  the i tems in th is  manu-
script '  a De arte rm,rcíeaLí (77v-123v), ' is "one of the numerous treatises by the
wel l -known F lemish  encyc lopaed ic  scho la r  Den is  the  Car thus ian" .  Th is  a t t r ibu-
t ion is  puzzl ing,  s ince no such work is  referred to by Denys or  h is  la ter  ed ' i -
tors.  However,  one should not  judge out  of  hand that  Denys d id not  compose a
De arte rmtsieaLd. He di d attempt to comprehend the 

'l 
i bera'l arts , and the

Pythagorean and Boethian lore that  character izes the f i rs t  par t  of  the t reat ise

"n 
rrnoa omnia XXX I I , pp . 465-69 .

120saa Teeuwen,  p .  108;  opera  onmia  I ,  p .  LXVI I I ,  n .  !70 .

" 'roura omnia XXXI I ,  p. 472. Thi s woul d seem to be Mi. jnchen, Bayeri sche
Staatsbibl iothek, CLM 9068. See C. Halm and G. Meyer, CataLogus Codiewn
Intinomtm BibLiotheeae Regíae trhonaeensís, II, pt. 1 (Munich, 1874), p. 80.

122S..  the not ice in "Bul ' le t ' Ín  codico ' logique",  scr íptor ium, XXV (1971),
333,  n.  727,  for  Esser (Kajetan) .  "Ein bedeutsames Fragment der  'Regula non
bullata' des hl .  Franziskus", Franziskmisehe Sh.rdien, LII  (1970), 92-LL9.

123thi ,  manuscr ipt  is  descr ibed in Atbert  Derolez,  The Library of
RapVneL De lilareateLLis, Abbot of St. Bxuonts, Ghent, L437-L508 (Ghent , 1979) ,
pp.  227-34.  I  wish to thank Dr.  Derolez for  h is  assistance.
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was w i th in  h is  ken.  Fur ther ,  Denys  seems to  have had a  prac t ica l  mus ica l

bent ,  and he d id wr i te commentar ies on I i turg ical  hynns and a t reat ise De modo
1 4  1 .  t z ApsaLLena'?, .  -  None the less,  the work is  who11y unknown, and no author for

the t reat ise is  named in the manuscr ipt .

Derolez was not  the f i rs t  to assign th is  t reat ' ise to Denys.  He based

his at t r ibut ion on a not ice made by Lynn Thorndike and Pear l  Kibre.L25 They

in turn were d i rected by the at t r ibut ion made in the n ineteenth century by

Baron Ju les  De St .  Geno is :

ce  t ra i tê  es t  d iv ' i sê  en  deux  par tes :  I 'une  theore t iea ,  l ' au t re
pncet íea.  D'après le pro logue,  j l  paraï t ra i t  que Denis Lewis
de Ryckel  ,  du pays de L ' iège,  chart reux à Ruremonde,  serq! !  I 'auteur
de cé t ra i te ou iout  au móins du prologue susment ionnê .126

De S t .  Geno is 'guess  was  no t  un in te l l i gen t .  He  seems to  have  based

his opin ' Íon on a text  f rom the pro ' logue which immediate ' ly  fo l lows a passage

concern ' Íng the praise of  the angel  ic  h ierarchies:

Quod et  ego loquens at testor :  pro par te sacr i  ord in is  nostr i
Car tus iens is  exper ien t ia  doc tus  qu ia  dum nos  per  mus icam ve1ut
in cant ico novo:  quidem sanct i  patres nostr i  nos docuerunt  typo
v ide l i ce t  e t  exemplo  quatuor  an jma l ium que s tan t  an te  th ronum de i
e t  agn i :  /  e t  dant  g ' lo r iam in  conspectu  v ig in t i  quatuor  sen io rum
requiem non habent ia:  pro modulo nostro benedictum deum in donis
su is :  e t  sanc tum in  omn ibus  oper ibus  su is :  omn ium equ idem v is i -
bi 

' l 
i um et i nvi s i bi 

' l 
i um condi torem et p1 asmatorem mi rabi I ern quantum

fragi  l  i tas humana suppetat :  d ie ac nocte bened' icamus:  
' laudamus

et  g lo r i f i camus e t  d iv ' inum o f f i c ium per  quod ad  g lo r iam sempi -
ternam vocamur et  ducimur (79ro/79v4).

Interestingly, in a treatise entitled Contra destabiLern cordis inordinationem,

t rea t ing  the  proper  "Laus  Car tus iana id  es t ,  qua l i te r  bonus  car tus ianus .  .  .

max ime in  septem hor is  canon ic is ,  Deum devota ,  s tab i l i  a t ten taque mente  laudare

debet" ,  Denys too considers the music of  the angel ic  h ierarchies as an exemplar

of monasti c prai ,".L27 The prol ogue of the De ante rmtsiealí has an erordíun

which dif fers from Denys' customary one:

et  f inal i ter  nos et  animas nostras quantum possumus in holocaustum
offer imus:  e i  qui  potens est :  deposi tum nostrum servare ' Ín  extreme
re t r ibu t ion is  d iem.  Jus tus  iudex  /  Ihesus  c r is tus  de i  f i l i us
dom' inus noster .  Qui  cum patre et  spi r j tu  sancto v iv i t  et  regnat
deus .  Per  in f in i ta  secu la  Amen (79v4-01 .

However, Denys does not in eve,ry instance conclude his work with the usual

9-t32;
L24_ . ,  .'-'Enpositío hymnomtm aliquot eeeLesiastieom,tm, Opera ontnía XXXV, PP.
TraetatuLus de modo deuote psaLLendi, Opera ornnia VI, pp. 695-708.
125Lynn Thorndi ke and Pearl Ki bre, .4 cataLogue of rneipíts of laedíeuaL

Seientifíe Wnitíngs in Latín ( Cambri dge, Mass . , 1963 ) , p. 699.
L26J. De St. Genois, Maruser'íts de La BíbLiothàq,re d.e La víLLe et d.e

L'llniuersítê de Gand (Ghent, LB49- 52) , pp . 300-301 , Íl . 42L .
L27 ̂vpera. ontnía XL, pp. 190- 259; see p . 194, and a . 2-ll, pp . L97 -208 .
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formul a:

Nunc ergo  s imu l  laudemus,  adoremus,  bened icamus,  ê t  to t i s  v i r ibus
veneramur Deum verum et  v ' ivum. .  .  quoniam ipsum solum decet
omnis  laus ,  h jmnus e t  g lo r ia ,  honor ,  magn i lUdo e t  la t r ia .  Cu jus
nomen s i t  Uenêdictum pér saecula inf in i Ía.L28

These fo rmulae ,  o f  course ,  a re  commonplace,  bu t  the  poss ib i l i t y  tha t  the  De

arte rrusieaLi or at I east i ts prol ogue i s by Denys cannot be excl uded
simply because i t  wants the usual erordium. None the less, the internal

ev ' Ídence of  th is  text  is  not  s t rong enough to overcome the lack of  external
evidence,  or  to just i fy  the at t r ibut ion of  a new work to Denys of  Ryckel .

IV . Maruserdpt Copies of Denys I Works

I sha' l  
' l  

not attempt here to say something about every manuscript copy

of works by Denys I have seen. Rather, I  shal I  remark general patterns of
d isseminat ion which have so far  emerged,  Signal  a few copies not  ident i f ' Íed in

s tandard  ca ta logues ,  cor rec t  some mis ident j f i ca t ions ,  and ind ica te  cop ies  o f
spec ia l  in te res t .

The two largest  s ingle col lect ions of  manuscr ipts of  Denys'  works known

to  me a re  in  U t rech t ,  B ' ib l i o theek  der  R i j ksun ive rs i te i t ,  and  Bruxe l les ,  B ib l io -

thêque Roya le .  The B ib l io theek  der  R i jksun ivers i te i t ,  U t rech t ,  has  ca ta logued

twenty-three manuscripts containing works by Denys. Fourteen of these were
made in the late f i f teenth and ear ' ly  s ix teenth centur ies at  the Charterhouse
in Bloemendael  near Utrecht l29 fqost  of  the others in the col lect ion were made

in  re l ig ious  houses  in  o r  nearby  Ut rech t .

The manuscr ipts f rom the Charterhouse near Utrecht  are as typica ' l  in

thei r  contents as they are untypical  in  thei r  product ion.  Eight  of  them con-

tai n bi bl i  cal commentari  es , another sequences of sermons for rel i  gi  ous , and

three others devot ionaï  and pract ical  monast ' ic  t reat i r . r . l30 t , , le  sha' l  1  speak

Lzg^. .---DiaLogíon 
de fide eathoLiea, Opera omnía XVIII, p. 530.

L29Fo,  manuscr ip t  product ion in  th is  Char terhouse,  see J .  P.  Gumber t ,
Díe Utreehter I{artchtsen und ihre B'ileher in fm.ihen filnfzehnten Jahrhundert
(Leiden,  L974).  Since the copies of  Denys'  works were made late in the
century,  they general  ly  fa l ' l  outs ide of  Gumbert 's  considerat ion.

l3oB ib ï i ca l  commenta r ies  a re  found  in  186  ( I I I  D  7 ) ,187  ( I I I  H  9 ) ,
188  ( r l r  B  6 ) ,  190  ( r I  C  1 ) ,  191  ( r r r  D  14) ,  L9?  ( r I  F  2 ) ,193  ( I  H  10) ,  194
( IV  C 14) .  195  ( I  L  19)  con ta ins  se rmons  fo r  re l ig ious ;  L97  ( I  L  4 ) ,199
( IV  E  2 ) ,236  ( I I I  E  13) ,  devo t iona ' l  works .  In  these  c i ta t ions ,  the  f i r s t
number is  the number in the cata logue,  P.  A.  T ie le and A.  Hulshof ,  CataLogas
eodicwn marlLr sen'íptun BibLiotheeae \lníuersitatis Rheno-Traieetínae, 2 vols.
(Utrecht ,  1887-1909).  The s ignature in parentheses is  the current  shel f -
mark;  but  s ince these are subject  to change,  the L ibrary prefers scholar ly
c ' i ta t ion by cata ' logue number.  I  wish to thank Drs.  R.  Pyls and K.  van der
Hors t  fo r  the i r  cour teous  coopera t ion  in  the  B ib ' l io theek  der  R i jksun ivers i te i t .
I  wish a lso to thank Dr.  Jan De Kok,  ofm, for  h is  assistance to my research in
Utrecht .
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of  the  two remain ing  manuscr ip ts  p resent ly .  'Here  we shou ld  no te  tha t  no t

on ly  in  Ut rech t  bu t  e lsewhere  Denys '  b jb l i ca l  cornmentar ies ,  sermons,  and
pract ica ' l  devot ional  works have the greater  f requency among surv iv ing manu-

scri  pts .

By far  the greater  number of  manuscr ipt  copies of  Denys'  works which
I  have seen and h is  au tographs  as  we l l  a re  wr i t ten  on  paper  in  midd le  to
' low-grade 

scr ipts.  Most  copies are bound in codices wi th works by other
authors.  The seven manuscr ipts which I  have invest igated f rom the Charter-
house near Utrecht  d i f fer  marked' ly  f rom th is  general  pat tern.131 Al  1 are
wr i t ten  on  parchment  in  care fu l ' l y  p r icked and ru1ed doub le  co lumns,  w i th  c lear -
1y  marked qu i res .  l , J i th  one except ion ,  each is  wr i t ten  by  a  s ing le  scr ibe  in

a hand which emulates a formal  ,  goth ' ic  textua1. l32 The manuscr ipts are regu-
1ar l y  o rnamented  w i th  f i l l ed  and  pen- f ' l ou r i shed  jn i t i a l s .  The  un i fo rm,  h igh-
grade,  and somewhat o ld- fashioned product ' ion of  these books suggests that  the

Car thus ians  near  Ut rech t  were  a t tempt ing  to  make a  d isp lay  co l lec t ion  o f  Denys '

operq, .  I f  th is  is  t rue,  i t  is  possib le that  other  works were copied for  the

col lect ion,  and that  some of  these m' ight  eventuaï1y appear somewhere.  One

wonders i f  the Carthusians near Utrecht  borrowed autographs f rom thei r

brethren in Roermond for  copying;  one cannot  determine th is  easi ly ,  s ince none

of  the works in the extant  Utrecht  manuscr ipts corresponds wi th any in the known

autographs .

Two of  the manuscr ipts f rom the Charterhouse near Utrecht  are especia ' l ly

noteworthy for their contents.

1 .  U t rech t ,  B ib l io theek  der  R i j ksun jve rs i te i t ,  196  ( I  M 4 ) .

Thi s manuscri pt contai ns three works by Denys : Librí de eonternpLatíone (Srg-

125va) ; d.e mortifíeaeione uiuifiea et reforrnaeione interna (l27vb-157ra); and

díaLogus inter ihesum et puem,m (157ra-173ra).133 A' l though Denys' teaching on

contempla t ion  is  sca t te red  th roughout  h is  wr i t ihgS,  the  f i rs t  t rea t ise  o f  th is
manuscr ipt r  êS Anselm Stoe' len says,  of fers " ' l  'exposê systêmat ' ique le p lus com-
p ' le t  que Denys  nous  a i t  donnê de  sa  doc t r ine  myst ique" .134 Th is  manuscr ip t

1 ? 1^ " '185 ,  LB6,  LB7,  Lgg ,  Lgo ,  196 ,  1gB.
132The scr ibe  ident i f ies  h imse l f  in  f i ve  o f  these manuscr ip ts .  Three

mbo ldum de  Ieyd is " ,  185  (155rb ) ,  186
)4) .  Another is  copied "per  f rat rem
t80)  .  198 is  wr i t ten  in  two d ' i s t inc t
a carefu l ly  formed hybr id scr ipt ;

lrmbol dus resumes . Wermbol dus f i  ni  shed
ly he took over for  another scr ibe,  or

poss ib ly ,  la te  in  h is  career ,  he  was exper iment ing  in  the  ear ly  par t  o f  the
manuscr ipt  w' Í th a new scr ipt .  For  Wermboldus,  see Gumbert ,  pp.  39,  286,  309.

L33 ^- -L rperaomnia  XL I ,  pp .  133-289 ;  XL ,  pp .  83-116 ;  XXXVI I I ,  pp .  185-207 .
134, ,Denys le Chart reuX",  439.
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contains the only copy I have found of Denys' De eontempLatíone Librí tres,
so esteemed by h is modern students.

2 .  U t rech t ,  B jb l io theek  der  R i j ksun ive rs j te i t ,  198  ( IV  E  7 ) .
This manuscr ipt ,  the greater  par t  of  which was copied by Wermboldus de Leydis

1 ? t r
in  1510,rJ5 contains two works :  d,e passionibus anime l t ra-+s.u) ,136 and d.e
diuírn essentia (48ra-110r4). Denys wrote two works enti t led De diuina es-
sent ía;  one is  lostr l3T and the other  is  a l ternat ively t i t led De Lumine
ehristíena,e theorían.t38 The d.e d.íuírn essentía of th i s manuscri pt, however,
is neither of those, but rather a copy of Denys' treatise De natura aeterni et

. 1 . 1 3 9
uerl, 4e7..

Th is  la t te r  manuscr ip t  i s  s ign i f j can t  because  i t  i s  one  o f  the  seeming-
ly  few wh jch  conta in  p roper ' l y  specu la t i ve ,  o r  "ph i losoph ic " ,  works  by  Denys .
I  have d iscovered on ly  t "o l40  o thers .  Le iden,  Un ivers i te i tb ib l io theek ,
Maatschapp i j  der  Ned.  Le t te rkunde,352,  a  Car thus ian  manuscr ip t  f rom St .  Soph ia
in Vught, l4L contains one text, Denys' dyaLogíon inter theoLogun et phiLosopfunn
de fíd.e eathoLiea . . . oeto Líbz,í ( 1r-191r ) .L42 Tri er, Stadtbi bl i othek ,
l lg6/L2758o, 1r-49v, contai ns a copy of Denys ' phi 1 osophi c eompendium, the
ELernentaeío phíLosophiea. Denys ' treati se i s here bound wi th several Lu'l l i st
works,  inc luding a de ar te memoria at t r ibuted in the manuscr ipt  to a Joannes
Froweyis (51r-58r), and an "Epithoma rntseneionum . . . De inventione rerum et
verborum in  d icendo"  (79r -105)  a t t r ibu ted  to  Lu l l  in  the  manuscr ip t .  Th is
la t te r  t rea t i se  inc ludes  severa l  d iag rams (81r ,84v ,  BBr ,91r ) .  In  l i gh t  o f
what  we have remarked concerning the organizat ion of  Denys'  corpus,  these sur-

1355. .  no te  !32 .
136 opnoo ornnia XL, pp . 32L-gZ .
1375. .  op-ena omnia  I ,  p .  LVI I I ,  n .  64 ,  fo r  Loher ,  who g ives  the  inc ip i t

"Omnis  p rocess io " ,  and  Pe t re ius ,  p .66 ,  who  g ives  none .  In  the  l ' i s t  o f  h i s '
works (Teeuwen, p.  194),  Denys d ist inguishes th is  t i t le  f rom the De Lumine
ehnistiarl.a,e theon'íae and De nntura aeterni et uer-í dei, the two other works as-
soc ia ted  w i th  the  same t i t le .  0n  th is  mat te r ,  see  A.  S toe len ,  "De Chrono log ie
van de Werken van Dionys ' ius de Kartu izer .  De eerste Werken en de Schr i f tuui -
kommentaren", Saeris emtdír i ,  V (1953), 363-66.

l3Sopnoo omnía XXXIII,  pp. 233-513.
139  ^-- -opena ornnía XXXIV,  pp.  7-97.
140unl.r,  one wishes to include Denys '  De dístantía penfeetionis

díuinae et Turnanae, opena onmia XXXIV, pp. 255-89, in this category. This work
is copied in Bruxel les,  Bibï iothêque Royale,  2670-2682,  L74r-189r,  a f i f teenth-
century manuscri pt from Roermond. See Van den Gheyn , CataLogue, I I I , n. 2IBl,
pp .  329-30 .

141S. .  Luc id ius  Verschueren,  "De B ib l io theek-Cata loog der  Kar tu ize  S.
Soph ia  to  Vugh t " ,  H is t .  T i jd .  X IV ,395-97 .  I  w ish  to  thank-Dr .  J .  B iemans
fo r  h is  he lp  in  the  Un ive rs i te i tb ib l i o theek ,  Le iden .

t42^---opera omnia XVII I ,  pp.  269-530.



147

round ings  to  h is  t rea t ise  are  suggest ive .  Dènys '  t rea t ise  in  the  manuscr ip t ,
once owned by the Abbey of St. Matthias in Trier, has been the object of
repeated confus ' Íon.  F i rs t ,  a l though the copier  of  the text  knew i ts  author,
a  la te r  annota tor  c rosses  ou t  Denys '  name and rep laces  i t  w i th  "Raymund i "  (1 r ) .

This annotator was as much confused by the entry in the tab' le of contents as

he was by the other  works in the manuscr ipt .  There ( forepage recto)  he aga' in
c rosses  ou t  "dyon is i i  Car thus iens is  Rurmund(ens is ) "  and rep laces  the  phrase

with "Raymundi" .  Secondly,  a s ix teenth-century cata loguer of  the l ibrary of

the Abbey of  St .  Mat th ias assigns the work to Denys,  but  g ives i t  a  wrong

t ' i t ' l e :  "E ' lementa t io  ph is i ca  D ion is i i  ca r thus iens is  ru remundens is " . l43  F ina l -

]y ,  the modern cata logue of  the Stadtb ib l io thek fa i ls  to at t r ibute the work to
Denys .144

The dear th  o f  cop ies  o f  Denys '  ph i losoph ic  works  suggests  tha t  h is  re -

nonn {as not  that  of  a scholast ic  doctor ,  oF even a speculat ive myst ic .  0f

course,  one must  not  presume too ear1y,  for  manuscr ipts of  Denys'  scho' last ic

and specu la t i ve  works  may tu rn  up .  In  any  case,  the  co1 lec t ion  o f  manuscr ip ts
in  Bruxe l ' les ,  B ib l io thèque Roya le145 fo l lows the  same pat te rn  as  the  co ' l  lec t jon
in Utrecht .  The card cata logue of  the Bib l io thèque Royale c i tes twenty-one

Lat in manuscr ipts contain ' ing works by Denys of  Ryckel  .  Near ly  a l ' l  o f  the

works copied in them may be def ined as speci f ica ' l  ïy  monast ic ,  ascet ica ' l  ,  or
devot ' ional .  Some manuscripts have Carthusian provenance; severa' l  others were

143--  ' -  t 'h is  s ix teenth-century (1535) inventory is  pr inted in Josef  Monte-
baur, Studíen zur Gesehiehte den tsibLiothek der Abtei St, Euehanus-ldatthías zt)
Tr íe r  (Fre iburg  im Bre isgau,  193L) .  For  the  "E lementa t io  ph is ica" ,  see  p .  109,
n.  577.  This inventory c i tes many t i t les for  Denys,  most  of  which are now
los t .  However ,  P .  Pet rus  Becker ,  osb ,  "Not izen  zur  B ib f  io theksgesch ich te  der
Abtei St. Eucharius-St. Matthias", in Arrnania Treuirensia: Beitrcige zt/tr
tníerer BibLíotheksgesehiehte (Trier, 1960), pp. 37-56, has been able to trace
the modern location of many works on the old inventory. I  wish to thank Dom
Becker  fo r  h ' i s  ass is tance in  Tr ie r .

1445.. G. Kenten'ich, Hand.sehniften d.er StadtbibLiothek nt Trien, VII
(T r ie r ,  1910) ,  p .  L22 ,  n .  1036 ,  i tem L .  S im i la r l y ,  Ken ten ich  fa i l s  to  a t -
tri lgte the De ayta uia saLutis et eontanptu rm,tndí 'Ín Stadtbibïiothek, 689/
25180, 104-140, to Denys. See Hand.schríyten, VI (1910), pp. 34:38, i tem 15.
The eontna pLuraLítatem benefíeiom,un i n Stadtbi bl i othek , 681/878uo, t62-186 , i s
a'f  so a work by Denys. Kentenich, Handsehniften VI, pp. 24-25, i tem 3, assigns
the authorship to the scr ibe,  Wi ' lhelmus de Brede.

145I  w ish  to  thank  Dr .  J .  Deschamps fo r  h is  ass is tance ' Ín  the  B ib ' l  io -
thêque Royale.  I  wish a lso to thank Drs.  Werner Verbeke and Marcel  Havera ' ls
o f  Katho l ieke  Un ivers i te i t ,  Leuven,  and Fr .  A .  Ampe,  s j ,  and Dr .  F .  Hendr ickx ,
Ruusbroec Genootschap, Antwerpen, for their aid in locating manuscripts from
the Low Countr ies.



148

made in  houses  o f  the  Windeshe im Congregat ion .146 Indeed,  a  survey  o f  the
co l lec t ion  in  the  B ib l ' io thèque Roya le  revea ls  t l ra t  as  Denys  had been in f luenced
by teachers of the deuotío moderna,L4T so he in turn instructed i ts later fol-
lowers .  Prominent  among the  Brusse ls  co l lec t ion  o f  Denys '  works  are  b ib l i ca l
commentar ies, l4B al though one commentary ascr ibed to Denys in the card cata ' logue
of  the  B ib l io thèque Roya le  i s  in  fac t  no t  h i r .149 However ,  i f  Denys  is
depr ived  one commentdFy,  he  ga ins  another .  B ib l io thèque Roya le ,  I I .  1405,  a
book  once be long ing  to  the  Fr ia rs  Mjnor  in  Le iden (1 r ) ,  con ta ins  a  copy  o f
Denys' rn seamÁ.on qyínquagenotl  PsaLtet,t t  (3ru-132rb). The author is not
iden t i f i ed  in  the  manuscr ip t  i t se ï f ,  no r  i s  he  iden t i f i ed  in  the  ca ta ' l ogue  o f
Van den Gheyn.150

My ef for ts  to d iscover a l l  o f  the extant  manuscr ipts of  Denys of  Ryckel 's

works  have ius t  begun.  In  1896,  Dom Mouge l  ,  who apparent ïy  had a ' l  i s t ,  s ta ted
tha t  he  knew L40  manuscr ip t  cop ies ,  40  in  Be ' lg ium,33  in  Germany ,3 l  i n  the

L46.- '-See 
Het fnteLLeehteeL Leuen ín de llindesheimse KLoosters 'in BeLgië

(15de L8de Eeuw) (Werkgroep "Het  Geestesleven in de Late Middeleeuwin" van
de Katho ' l  ieke  Un ivers i te j t  Leuven)  (Leuven,  1976) ,  p .  L27,  Bethe1ehem te  Herent
(B ib .  Roy .  891) ;  p .  227,  Korsendonk te  Oud-Turnhout  (B ib .  Roy  .  862) ;  pp .  24 t -
42,  Sint-Maartensdal  te Leuven (Bib.  Roy.920-922,  L26L;  see also Leuven 214,
and Par is ,  B ib l .  Arsena l  482,  pp .  245-46) .  B ib .  Roy .  11894-11901,  and 11817-
11840,  contain ' ing f ragments of  works by Denys,  are a lso f rom S' int -Martensdal  .
Dr.  Marcel  Havera ' ls  advised me of  these two manuscr ipts.

147Aft . ,  Denys lef t  the abbey school  of  the Benedict ines in Sint-Truiden,
he entered the school  of  the Brethren at  Zwol le,  under the Rector  John Cele.
See K.  Swenden,  "Dionysius van Ri  jke1 ,  Biograpische nota" ,  ons geeste l i jk  Er f  ,
XXIV (1950) , 170-81 . A'lbert Gruys , Jean de Sehoonhouen ( I.SSO-t.4SZ) . Son
intezpretation de f Jean 21L5ttNtaimez pas ee mond.e, ní a qtí est dans ee mondett.
De eontentpttt Ttuius rmtndi. Textes et êtudes, III (N'ijmegen, 1,967), pp. 36-40,
has shown that  Jan van Schoonhoven's t reat ise d i rect ly  in f luenced Denys'  De areta
uia saLutis ae rm,tndi eontemptl)s. This treatise is among the most frequently
copied of  Denys'  works.

l48B.r*elles, Bib. Roy. , 862 (super ysion pnophetan, 1r-208r); g2}-g22
(super septem epistoLas eanonieas apostoLo?Ltm, Ir-242ri super apoeaLípstm
beati Joharmis, 242r-346t); LL20-LL21, (in euangeLio saneti Luee, 1r-231v).
For I I .1405, see the body of the paper. For 920-922, see Van den Gheyn,
CataLogae, I ï I ,  n. 2180r p. 329; for Lt20-It21,. íbid.,  h. 2185, p. 334.

1498. r *e l les ,  B ib .  Roy . ,605 conta ins  a  la rge  commentary  on  the  Apoca-' lypse 
which does not  correspond wi th Denys' .  The error  seems to go no fur ther

than the n ineteenth-century rebinder.  I  have not  yet  ident i f ied the text .
150J. Van den Gheyn , CataLogue d.es manusert)ts d.e La Bibliothàqute RoyaLe

de BeLgiq, te,  I  (Brussels,  1901),  n.  24L,  p.  tL7.  The entry for  th is  com-
mentary under Denys' name in F. Stegmiiï ler, Repertorium BíbLicwn laedíí Aeoi, II
(Madr id ,1950) ,  n .  2095 ,  pp .  268-69 ,  does  c i te  Brux . ,  B ib .  Roy . ,  I I  1405  (241) .



149

Nether lands ,  10  in  France,  6  in  Eng ' land,  4  i ;  Swi tzer land,  2  in  l ta ly ,  and
"abou t "  Lz  in  Aus t r ia . l ' 51  So  fa r  my  s tud ies  have  been  ï im i ted  to  l i b ra r ies  in
the  Low Count r ies ,  Germany ( four  l ib ra r ies ) ,  and Aust r Ía ,  bu t  I  have a l ready
seen ha l f  Mouge l ,s  to ta l ,  and have c i ta t ions  fo r  as  many more  th roughout
Europe.  And i t  is  cer ta in that  I  do not  know each of  the manuscr ipts Mougel
knew.  When D ie t r i ch  Loher  f i rs t  assembled  manuscr ip ts  o f  Denys ,  works ,  he
def ined h is  labors  as  hercu lean:  when he  sought  the  manuscr ip t  o f  one work ,
those o f  th ree  o thers  wou ld  appear .LSz My exper ience has  been s imi la r ,  a t
leas t  in  regard  to  manuscr ip t  cop ies .  But  the  grea tes t  t reasures  Denys ,
autographs and manuscr ipts of  lost  works have for  the most  par t  e ' luded my
net ,  as  they  d id  the  researches  o f  p rev ious  scho lars .

D ionys ius  contempla tor  ex imius ,  e t  sc r ip to r  uber r imur
in  o i io  nego t io t i , s ,  ê t  i n  nego l io  o l ios is  esse  sc iv i i ' t ss

Chartreun, p. BB.
p.  47I  .

Carmel .  ,  quoted opera onmia I,  p. VI.
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APPENDIX. Denys of  Ryckel  and the

SpecuLum onatorum mundi

In  h is  l i s t  a f  Denys '  works ,  D ie t r i ch  Loher  makes the  fo l low jng  en t ry ,

repeated by Petre ius in 1609:

SpeeuLum qnatom,m rrundí. Prooem'ium . Vi dete quomodo caute ambul eti s :
non quas i  inp ip ' ien tes :  red  jmentes  tempus,  quon iam d ies  mal  i  sun t
(Ephes .  V . ) . t

D ie t r i ch  Loher  p r in ted  th is  t rea t ise  in  1530,  and the  modern  ed i to rs  repr in ted

the text among Denys ' opera ̂ inooo.Z

The title SpeeuLum anatoram rm,tndí, however, does not appear on the

l i s ts  made by  Denys  h imse l f .  Nor  does  the  ear ly -s ix teenth  century  compi le r

of  the Rooklooster  registmtm, who c la ims to have seen Denys'  manuscr ipts in

Roermond, c i te the t i t le .  One wonders,  then,  how Dietr ich Loher came to at-

tr ibute the treatise to Denys. The enonditun of the text, êS printed, is not

exac t ly  Denys '  s ignature .  I t s  conc lud ing  coup le t  cou ld  cause an  adm' i r ing

ed i to r  to  overcome scrup les ;  o r i t  m igh t  be ,  as  we sha l l  see  present ly '  an

ed i to r ia l  touch:

Fug ia t  e rgo  qu i  sa ' l var i  d is idera t ,  u t  poenas in to le rab i les  e t  hor -
r ' Íbi  ies dec' l  inet et evadat, êt regnum coelorum amoenum et jucundum
cum Sanct i  s  et  e ' lect i  s  ,  eorum mer i  t i  s  et  preci  bus poss i  deat .  Quod
nob is  t r i buere  d igne tu r  Jesus  Chr is tus  jn  saecu la  sub l im is  e t
bened ic tus .  Amen.J

As previously noted, a manuscri pt of the SpeeuLum antatom,m mundi from

Roermond exists in  Vienna.  The informat ion of  th is  manuscr ipt  deserves care-

fu' l  consi derati  on .

Wien, UNB , sN LZB36 (Becker TgLq .4

This book f rom the Charterhouse in Roermond binds together separate manuscr ipts

wr i t ten by at  
' least  

f ive d i f ferent  scr ibes.  The book contains several  t rea-

t ise{, some by Denys, including an autograph of de oita et regímine presuLum

(104r-144r) ,  and some by others.  (See the body of  th is  study for  the book's

contents) .  Among i ts  var ious t reat ises,  the book inc ludes two bear ing the

ti tï e SpeeuLum peeeato?wr. One of these (7Lr-7 4v) was copi ed i n 1462; the

scr ibe at t r ibutes the work to e i ther  Jerome or  August ine.  The other t reat ise

wi th the same t i t ' le  (65r-71r) ,  cop' ied by the same scr ibe in L462 (7 l r ) ,  is  the

text 'enti tl ed SpeeuLum qnatom,m rmtndí i n the pri nted edi ti ons :

Lopnoo omnia 1,  p.  LXVI ,  Í1.  140;  Petre ius,  p.  76 .
zopnoo onmia XXXIX, pp. 485-95 .
3 rb id. ,  p.  495 .
4saa Verschueren , De BibLiotheek dey, Kartttizers uan Roennond., p. 44,

n .  2 l  .
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(incipit). Videte qtomodo eaute onbuLetis non qttasi insipientes
sed ut sapientes redímentes ternpus quoniott dies maLi sunt Propterea
rnLite ft,erí intprwdentes sed ínteLLigentes que sit voluntas dei
Apostol  us paulus eonseíus eoneíLiotan dei  sciens quod inf in i te
sun t  ce les t i s  pa t r i e  de l i c i e  quas  nec  ocu lus  v i d i t  nec  au r i s  aud i -
v i t  que  nec  p ro  mu l t i t ud ine  e t  magn i tud ' i ne  i n  co r  homin i s  ascend-
erun t  (65r ) .

(exp ' l  i c i t ) .  Fug ia t  e rgo  qu i  sa lvar i  d is idera t  u t  penas  e te rnas
hor r ib i les  dec l ine t  e t  evadat  u t  regnum ce lo rum e t  iocundum cum
sanct js  e t  e ' lec t i s  eorum mer i t i s  e t  p rec ibus  poss ideat  Quod nob js
concedat  ihesus  c r is tus  in  secu la  bened ic tus  Amen
The scr ibe  o f  th is  tex t  does  no t  name an au thor ;  he  beg ins  s imp ly  " In -

c ip ' i t  specu lum pecca to rum"  (65r )  ,  and  ends  "es t  f j n j sannodom' in i  mcccc lx i i i "

(71r ) .  However ,  in  each o f  these p laces  an  annota tor

65r ,  he  cont inues  the  rubr ica ted  ' inc ip ' i t  d i rec t l y  in  a

Dyon is i i  Car thu .  Specu lum amatorum mund i  " .  L ikewise ,

makes  an  add i t i on .  0n

b lack  ink :  "ve l  rec t ius

between the  " f in is "  and

"anno"  o f  the  scr ibe 's  las t ' l  i ne  the  annota tor  inser ts  by  means o f  care t

"specu lum amatorum mund i "  (71r ) .

The same annotator  makes comments on and adds to the or ig ina1 table of

con ten ts  (1 r ) .  The  o r ig ina l  tab le  o f  con ten ts ,  wr i t ten  in  a  l i gh t  b rown ink ,

cor responds w i th  the  works  o f  the  f j rs t  81  fo l ia  o f  the  manuscr ip t  book ,  tha t

is ,  w i th  the  work  o f  the  f i rs t  sc r ibe .  The f i rs t  en t ry  in  the  tab le  i s  "De
v i  ta  ' ' l audab i ' l  i  con iuga ' l  ium"  (2 r -56r )  j  n  the  manuscr i  p t .  In te res t i  ng ' l y ,  i  n

the  l ine  beneath  th is  en t ry  the  t j t ' l e  "Specu lum conuers ion is  peccatorum"  is

crossed out .  Both of  these are bracketed,  and the hand of  the or ig inal  tab ' le

no tes  "Ed i tus  a  venerab i l i  ac  deuot i  f ra t re  domino dyon is io  R ike l " .  The

second i tem o f  the  or ig ina ' l  tab le  i s  "Duo specu la  (peccatorum)"  ( th is  las t  word

is  c rossed ou t ) .  A  bracket  d jv ides  the  two inc ip i ts  "V idere  quo caute

ambule t is  e tc "  and "Quon iam kar iss imi  in  v ia  hu ius  secu l  i  e tc " .  Beneath  each

of  these our  annota tor  ampï i f ies .  Under  the  f i rs t  he  wr i tes  in  b lack  ink

"Quod edi tum est  a dyonis io Carth et  vocatus Speculum amatorum mundi" .  Under

the second,  in  order to d is t ingu' ish the two speeuLa. ,  he wr i tes "Quod speculum
peccatorum dic i tur" .  Besides the two specuLa entered here and copied in fu l l

the  f i rs t  manuscr ip t  con ta ins  f ragments  o f  a  th i rd .  0n  the ' las t  fo l io  o f  the

manuscr ip t  (B lv ) ,  one f inds  a  tab le  o f  e igh t  a r t i c les .  These ar t i c les  a re

taken from Denys' SpecuLun de eonuersíone peecatorum, the tit le crossed out in

the or ig inal  table of  contents.  Perhaps the scr ibe intended to copy th is

work,  but  was unable to complete the task. In any case the annotator of the

manuscr ip t  recogn izes  the  ar t i c les :  "Nota  quod hec  prescr ip ta  cum ar t i cu l i s

sunt  de  specu lo  peccatorum a  dyon is io  Car thu .  quod h ic  non habetur "  (B lv ) .

At  th is  point  we shou1d observe that  whereas the wr i ter  of  the table

is careful to name Denys as the author of two works, including the work never

ac tua l l y  cop ied , ' Í t  i s  the  annota tor  a lone who names Denys  as  the  au thor  o f  the
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SpeeuLum qnatorwn rm,md'í,  and gives i t  th' is t i t le. As we have indicated, the

or ig ina l  tab le  ends  w i th  the  f ina l  con ten ts  o f  the  f i rs t  manuscr ip t  bound in

the  book .  The annota tor  f i l l s  ou t  the  tab le  w i th  the  conten ts  o f  the  book 's

four  o ther  manuscr ip ts .  H is  en t ry  in  the  tab le  compr ises  f i ve  t i t les :

I tem In f lammator ium d iv in i  amor is5

De v i ta  reg imine  presu lum6

De vi ta mi I  ' i tum condecenti  7

De v i ta  laudab i l i  v iduarum8

De cus tod ia  cord isB

The annota tor  b rackets  a l l  o f  these w i th  the  no te  "Ed i t i  a  venerab i l i  ac

devoto  pa t re  Dyon ' i s io  R ike l  Car thus iens is  in  Ruremunda"  (1 r ) .  S ince  the  four

manuscr ip ts  bound w i th  the  f i rs t  con ta in  no th ing  bu t  tex ts  by  Denys ,  i t  wou ld

seem that  the assembler  of  the separate manuscr ipts in tended a convenient

vo lume o f  Denys 'works .  Tha t  assemble r  m igh t  ve ry  we l l  have  been  the  an-

notator .

The compos i t ion  o f  th is  book  ra ises  impor tan t  ques t ions .  Why d id

the annotator attri bu te the SpecaLun artatoram rrundi to Denys , i nasmuch as

Denys lef t  no record of  the t reat ise,  and the manuscr ipt  does not  ascr ibe i t

to  h im? Where d id the annotator  f ind the t i t le  he bestows upon the t reat ise?

Did  the  annota tor  base h is  ident i f i ca t ion  on  sub jec t  mat te r ,  a  sub jec t  mat te r

sim'ilar to that of Denys' SpeeuLwt de coru)ersíone peeeatorL4rn, a work which the

annota tor  knew we l l  enough to  recogn ize  e igh t  a r t i c le  t i t les?  One w i l l  remark

that  the text  in  the manuscr ipt  lacks even the cur ta i led euordíum "subl imis et

bened ic tus"  tha t  appears  in  D ie t r i ch  Loher 's  p r in ted  vers ion .  One might  a ' l so

remember that  because of  a s imi lar i ty  of  subject  matter  Jacobus van Gruj t rode's

five SpeeuLa omnís status htunanae uitae were commonly attributed to Denys, and

that one of these was a SpeeuLun homt)ru,m rm,mdnno-rr.9

Another manuscr ipt  extant  ' Ín  Vienna fur ther  comp' l  icates the problem.

o f  wh ich

582r-102u.  This text  is  in  a separate manuscr ipt  of  two quires,  one
has  12  fo l ia  the  o ther  10 .  103r -v  a re  b lank .

6t04.-L44r.  This is  Denys'  autograph manuscr ipt .
7 I45" -156v .  Th is  i s  a  separa te  qu i re  o f  12  fo l ia .
BTh.r .  two texts 157r-180v,  L81r-210r,  compr ise one manuscr ipt .  There

are  s ix  qu i res  o f  e igh t  fo l ia ,  and one o f  s ix .  The f i rs t  qu i re  o f  the  second
tex t  (181r -186v)  was or ig ina l l y  e igh t  fo l ia ,  bu t  j t s  f i r s t  two have been to rn
out .  Two di f ferent  scr ibes copied the two texts;  the f i rs t  text  was cop' ied
by  Ade ro ' lans  seu we lw is  in  1459 (180v) .

9^-Opena omnia XLII,  pp . 763-94.
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Wien ,  Domin ikaner  Konven t  B ib l io thek ,  cod .  35 /36 .10

Th is  book ,  be long ing  to  the  Domin icans  in  V ienna (219v) ,  b inds  together  two
f i f teenth-century manuscr ipts (4r-183v;  184r-Zl9v) .  Severa ' l  scr ibes con-

t r jbu ted  to  the  book 's  p roduc t ion ,  th ree  o f  whom d id  most  o f  the  copy ing  (4 r -

L7 6r; 184r-200r; 200v -2L6r) .  The book contai ns a mi sce' l  
' laney 

of treati  ses ,
one of whi ch i s ti t l ed SpeatLum qnatonnn rmtndi (141r-148v ) , and another

SpeeuLum peeeatorís (184r-1.BBv ) . These are the two specuLa found i n UNB SN

12836 . The manuscri pt does not name an author for the SpeeuLum onatom,rm
rmtnfuí ,  but  the t reat ' ise is  the one pr inted in the edi t ions of  Denys'  works. l1

As s ta ted ,  the  manuscr ip t ' inc1ud ing  th is  t rea t ise  was wr i t ten  by  one

scr ibe  (4 r -176r ) .  A  co lophon g iv ing  a  da te  fo l lows the  f i rs t  work  in  the

manuscript,  excerpts from a commentary on the decretal of Lateran Counci l  IV

(1215), Fírníter eredtrmts (54-65r) :

Exp l i c i t  t rac ta tus  mul tum u t i l i s  e t  fo r t i s  p ro  de fens ione ec-
c les ie  e t  f ide i  ca tho l i ca  Ed i tus  per  venerab i lem doc torem Bened ic tum
Abbatem mars i l ie  Anno domin i  MoCCCCoXXI I Io  (63r ) .

A1 though one would wish c lar i ty ,  th is  co ' lophon is  ambiguous at  every crucia l
point .  Since nei ther  scr ibes nor authors are wont  to cal l  themselves venerable

doctors,  and s ince the rubr ic  at  the head of  the t reat ise states that  "Hec sunt

col lecta et  excerpta ex summa Bened' ic t i  abbat is  mars i ' l  ie  super capi tu ' lo  Fi rmi ter

c red imus"  (4v) ,  one can presume tha t  the  person named jn  the  co lophon is  the

author  and tha t  the  copy is t  i s  someone e lse .  The ident i t y  o f  Bened ic t ,  Abbot

o f  Marse i l le  i s  obscure .  The most  l i ke ly  cand ida te  to  be  found among those

recorded ' in standard reference works and this is far from even probable is

a  cer ta in  Bened ic t  (+1 ,427) ,  success ive ly  B ishop o f  Marse i ' l ' l e  (1397-1418) ,  Fond i

(1418-1422),  and Verol i  (1422-1427).  In 1397,  whi le Bishop of  Marsei l ' le ,
1 n
"There is a typewrit ten catalogue of this l ibrary: Verzeiehnis der

Handsehriften des Domdndkanerkontsentes in Wien bis zum Eende des 1-6. Jahr-
hunderts.  Bearbei tet  von Dr.  Fel  ix  Cze' ike (1952) .  See pp.  32-34.  I  wish
to  thank  Dr .  Ju l ian  P lan te ,  H i ' l  

' l  
Monast ic  l v lanuscr ip t  L ' Íb rary ,  S t .  John 's  Un i -

vers i ty ,  Co l  
' l egev i l le ,  

M ih Í I . ,  fo r  supp ly ing  me what  in fo rmat ' ion  he  had con-
cern ing  th is  manuscr ip t .

1 l t , l i .n ,  Domin ikaner  Konvent  B ib l io thek ,  cod  .  35 /36 :  ( inc ip i t ) .
Videte quomodo caute ambulet is  non quasi  ins ' Íp ientes sed ut  sap' ientes redimentes
tempus quoniam dies mal i  sunt  propterea nol i te  f ier i  imprudentes sed inte l -
l igen tes  que s i t  vo lun tas  /  Apos to lus  pau lus  Consc ius  cons i l io rum de i  sc iens
quod  in f in i te  sun t  de l i c ie  ce le t i s  pa t r ie  que  nec  ocuJus  v id i t  nec  aur i s
aud iu i t  que nec  pre  magn i tud ine  e t  mu l t i tud ine  in  cor  homin is  ascenderunt  (141r -
v )  .  .  .  (exp1 ic ' i t )  .  fug ia t  e rgo  qu i  sa luar i  des iderea t  u t  penas  e te rnas  in to l  -
le rab i les  e t  homib i les  dec l ina t  e t  euadet  (s ic )  ad  regnum ce lo rum amenum et
iocundum cum sanct is  et  e lect is  eorum mer i to et  precibus possideat  ord in is  nos
prestare d igni tur  qui  cum patre et  spi r i tu  sancto v iv i t  et  regnat  deus per in-
f in i ta  secu la  sec lo rum AMEN (148v) .
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Bened ' i c t  was  g iven charge o f  the  Bened ic t ine  Abbêy o f  S t .  C lement  in  T ivo l i .

However,  i t  is  not  known whether Benedict  was an abbot ,  0F even a Benedjct ine,

and there is  no record of  h is  hav ' ing wr i t ten a commentary on the decreta l  of

La teran  IV .  Fur ther ,  th is  Bened ic t  d id  no t  I  i ve  jn  Marse i l le  a f te r  L423.Lz

But i f  th is  person should be the author of  the commentàFy,  the date in the

colophon could refer  to the year in which he composed the text ,  and the manu-

scr ip t  cou ld  have been cop ied  any t ime a f te r  tha t  w i th in  the  century .

However,  i f - -as seems more 1 ike1y according to customary pract ice--

the  co lophon re fe rs  to  the  da te  o f  copy ing ,  Denys 'au thorsh ip  o f  the  SpeanLun

anatom,m rm,tndí i s prejudi ced by the manuscri pt. For Denys then must needs

have writ ten the work before he was twenty-one or twenty-two, and probably

ear l ier .  In L42l  Denys matr icu ' la ted at  the Univers ' i ty  of  Cologne,  and for

the  nex t  two years  he  was busy  fu l f i l ' l  i ng  requ i rements  fo r  h is  master ' s  l i cense.

He did not  enter  the Carthusians in Roermond unt i l  1424-25.  Further ,  Denys

himself says that his first opusatLum wd,S his Contra detestabíLem eordis ín-

ondírnt ionem, and according to the chronology establ ished by Stoelen,  th is  work

was wr i t ten short ly  before 1430.13 Yet  another fact  pre judices Denys'  author-

shi p of the SpeeuLun anatom,rm rm,tndí. The same treati se, enti t'led SpecuLum

peeeatomtrt de eonternpfu rm,trdi o? De speeuLo peeneatom,tm, is printed in editions

of  the works of  Bernardine of  Sienna (+1444). ' -

In  l igh t  o f  th is  c i rcumstant ia l  ev idenc . ,15  and un t i l  s t ronger  ev idence

12S.. the entry in the Díctíonnnire dthistoire et d.e geographiqte ee-
eLes ias t iq te ,  V I I I  (Par is ,  1935) ,  270.

13A. Stoelen,  "De Chronologie van de l , lerken van D' ionysius de Kartu izer" ,
36L-72. Stoel en signif  icantly does not ment' ion the Spec,uLun onatomtm i n the
fu ' l  ler  chronology in "Denys le Chart reuX",  where he c i tes a l ' l  works "qui  permet-
ten t  une ind ica t ion  chrono log ique '  (432) .

L4Soroti 
Bernav,diní Senensis ordint)s seraphiei minomtm opera omnía, ed.

J .  De ' la  Haye  (Par i s ,  1635 ;  new ed .  Ven ice ,  1745) r  I I I ,  pp .431-40 .  Bernard -
inescho lars  a re  no t  sure  the  work  i s  h is .  See J .  Heer inckx ,  "Bernard in  de
Sienne" ,  D ie t .  de  sp in . ,  I  (Par is ,  1937) r  1519.

15t  have seen one other manuscr ipt  of  the work,  a t iny seventeenth-
cAntury book copied for  devot ional  use:  Histor isches Arch' iv  der  Stadt  Kóln,
W^69 , 24Lr-27 4v. The work i  s attr i  buted to Denys here, but i  t  may wel 

' l  
have

been copied f rom the pr inted edi t ion.  See the handwri t ten cata logue of  the
Hi stori sches Archiv, Hand.sehriften: Meditatíones, Líures dtheures, Gebet-
bi leher. 222 IV . I  have noti  ces for three other manuscri pts .  (  1) Bi b' l  i  o-
thèque de  Co lmar r  f f iS .28  (195) ,  104- t22 .  Th is  i s  a  f i f teen th-century  manu-
script from the Abbey of Marbech. The cataïogue attr ibutes the work to Denys.
See CataLogue gênêraL des marwseríts des bibLíothàques pubLiqttes Ce Franee:
LVï .  CoLman (Par is ,  1969) ,  p .  L4 .  (2 )  Herzog l ichen B ib l io thek  a)  Wol fen-
bi . i t te ]  ,  3237,  139-1.46.  A f i f teenth-century manuscr ipt ;  see 0.  von Heinemann,
Die Handsehriften der HerzogLíehen BibLiothek zu tloLfenbíitteL, IV (Wolfen-
b i . i t te ' l  ,  1900) ,  p .  294.  (3 )  Oxford ,  Bod le ian  L ib rary ,29397 (now Ms.  Add.  A .
280). Cop' ied in Erfurt,  1459. See F. Madan, Sutwnary CataLogue of Westewt
Iulanuseripts in the BodLeian Líbrar14 at }rford whieh Haoe Not Hitherto Been
Deser ibed,  V (Oxford,  1905),  pp.  6L3-14.
Denys .

The cata' logue ass' igns the work to
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to the contrary is brought forward, I  thinl we must label the SpecuLum

unatovam munfut  doubt fu l .  And al though he evident ly  saw another manuscr ipt , l6

i t seems probabl e that Di etri ch Loher attri buted the Speculun qnatorum rrurtdi

to Denys because of  the annotat ions ' in  UNB SN 12836,  s ince he obta ined his

manuscr ip ts  f rom Roermond,  and th is  one inc ludes  an  au tograph.

n ato ln  the  smal l  examples  we o f fe r ,  one w i l l  no te  tha t  some read ' ings
presen t  in  D ie t r i ch  Loher ' s  tex t  bu t  m iss ing  in  UNB SN 12836  a re  jus t i f i ed  by
Dom. Kon.  Bib.  c .35/36.  l r ' le  do not  presume, of  course,  that  Dietr ich saw the
la t te r  manuscr ip t ,  s imp ly  another  one.
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Corrigenda

For ttexordiuntt (!) read ltexplieÍËtt:

page LZL, lÍ.ne 3.
page L4L, Line 2; lLne 8.
page 143, f-ine 8 up.
page L44, Line 8"
page 150 , l-ine L2 "
page 152, líne 6 up.

For tthominemtt read tlhominumtt:

page L23, line 4"

For  "  (L548)  "  read re (1458) 'o :
page L36 , note 100 

" 
l.Íne 3 "

, For "destabilen" read trdetestabilem":

page 143, Line 12 upr .

For "L462" read "L463" g
page 150 n lÍ.ne 2 up.

, 
t9" " (54-65r) " read n' (4r-63r) ":

page 153, paragraph 2, 1íne 4.
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