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Abstract

Library inventories are widely acknowledged for their
importance in intellectual history, but there are few
detailed studies of library classification in this context.
The discussion centres on the inventories of 36 English
private libraries from 1521 to 1640, with a view to
understanding what could have prompted a compiler to adopt
one system of arrangement instead of another. Nine of the
inventories are transcribed from unpublished manuscripts,
including lists of the books of William Paget, 4th Baron
Paget (1617), William Somner (1639), and a previously
unidentified catalogue of the books of the physician Wil-
liam Rant (1595). The classification of books was a matter
of some concern at the time: the problems raised by library
classification were beginning to attract the attention of
writers on the subject, and a compiler’s approach was not
always as haphazard as it may seem at first. On the whole,
however, the classification of books was more spontaneous
than deliberate, and it is for this reason that it was
often finely attuned to the professional concerns and per-
sonal interests of owners, as well as to the cultural cli-
mate of the time (religious controversies, interest in lan-
guages other than Latin). The medieval trivium was losing
its momentum in the classifications of the period, and ma-
thematics, for centuries associated with the quadrivium in
classifications, was viewed in a new light under the influ-
ence of Neo-Platonism. New trends in library classifica-
tion appeared side by side with age-long practices, thereby

underscoring the deeply transitional nature of the period.
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Typographical errors

p.6 para.2 line 2: ’'ave’ should read 'have’
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.23 line 18: ’furlfill’ should read ‘fulfil’
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Paget no.70 : ‘uver’nimo’ should read ’‘Géronimo’

Paget no.747: ’Bedat’ should read ’Bégat’

Paget no.1257: Note should end with square bracket

Paget no.1341: ‘unum’ should read ’vnum’

Paget no.1353: "Antonius Volscus’ should read ’Valentinus Volscus’
Paget no.1434: ‘d’un’ should read ‘d’vn’
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Somner ne.192: ‘on no.190 above’ should read ‘on no.191 above’
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Abbreviations and definitions

Apart from common abbreviations such as e.q., i.e., id.,
ibid., viz., M.D., B.C., the number of abbreviations used
has been kept to a minimum. The common abbreviations for
the names of states of the United States of America (e.g.
'Washington, D.C.’ for ’Washington, District of
Columbia’) have been used, mainly in the bibliographical
details of the books listed below and in the bibliography

on p.559-585.

1. Abbreviations of catalogue entry numbers and citations

Specific entries in the catalogues discussed in the study
ave been referred to in the form ’‘Plutarch (Paget entry
669)’ or, in a paragraph explicitly concerned with a
particular catalogue such as the Paget catalogue,
’Plutarch (entry 669)’. 1In both cases ’entry 669’ refers
to entry 669 in the Paget catalogue transcribed in

Part II.

Citations (mainly in footnotes and in the
introductions to individual catalogues in Part II) have
been given in the form ’J.A. Smith (no.50)’ or ‘J.A.
Smith (no.50, p.10-20)’, ’no.50’ referring to the number
of the item in question in the bibliography of works

cited.

2. Other abbreviations

Adanms Adams, Herbert Mayow (compiler). Catalogque of

books printed on the Continent of Europe,

1501-1600, in Cambridge libraries. 2 vol.
Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 1967.



Barbier

BL

BN

c.

Darlow
& Moule

DNB

Durling

ed.
fl.
fol.

Index Au-
reliensis

Italian
STC

MS

no.
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Barbier, Antoine Alexandre. Dictjonnaire des

ouvrages anonymes. 3e éd., revue et augmentée.
4 vol. Paris : P. Daffis, 1872-1879.

British Library. Genera ataloque of printed
books to 1975. 360 vol. London : Clive Bingley

1979-1987. With: Supplement (6
K.G. Saur, 1987-1988).

and K.G. Saur,
vol. London :

Bibliothéque Nationale. Catalogue général des

vres im més de la bliothéque Nationale :
auteurs. 231 vol. Paris : Imprimerie
Nationale, 1897-1981.

circa.

Darlow, Thomas Herbert, and Moule, Horace
Frederick (compilers). Historical catalo
he nted editions o o cripture
Library of the British and Foreign Bible
Society. 2 vol. in 4. London : Bible House,
1903-1911.

e o
the

Stephen, Sir Leslie, and Lee, Sir Sidney

(editors). The dictionary of national
bibliography. 63 vol. London : Smith, Elder,

1885-1900. With: Errata (ibid., 1904) and
Supplement (3 vol. Ibid., 1901).

Durling, Richard Jasper (compiler). A

catalogue of sixteenth century printed

books in the National Libra of Medicine.
Bethesda, Md. : National Library of Medicine,
1967.

edition.

floruit.
folio or folios.

Index Aureliensis : catalogus librorum
sedecimo saeculo jmpressorum. Aureliae

Aquensis [Baden-Baden] : Valentin Koerner,
1965- . In progress.

Marshall, Robert G. (editor). Short-title
catalog of books printed in jtal and of

books in Italjan printed abroad, 1501-1600,
held in selected North-American libraries. 3

vol. Boston, Mass. : G.K. Hall, 1970.
manuscript.

number or numbers.

The national unjon cataloque, pre-1956
imprints ... 754 vol. London : Mansell,

1968-1981.
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OED The Oxford English dictjonary ... 13 vol.
Oxford : Clarendon Press, 1933. With:
Supplement (4 vol. Ibid., 1972-1976).

p. page or pages.

Poynter Poynter, Frederik Noél Lawrence (compiler).
c e o ed books jin e W com
storica edica a ooks inte

before 1641. London : Wellcome Historical
Medical Library, 1962.
sl. sine loco.
S.N. sine nomine.
st Saint.
STC Pollard, Alfred William, and Redgrave, Gilbert
Richard (compilers). short-title cataloque
o 00ks inted England otland, &
Ireland, and of English bookes printed abroad,
1475-1640. 2nd ed., revised and enlarged. 2
vol. London: Bibliographical Society,
1976-1986 (vol.l, 1986; vol.2, 1976).

vol. volume or volumes.

3. Definitions

In most cases, it has seemed unnecessary to use terms in

a very narrow or restricted sense. The following

definitions are intended to clarify the uses made of

certain terms which are often given special meanings

elsewhere.

Book: in the context of the 16th and 17th centuries, any

bibliographic item, whether printed or manuscript, and

irrespective of the number of physical parts in which

it may have been written.

Cataloque: this term has been used here in the broadest

sense to include all types of book-lists, irrespective

of their size, purpose, function or arrangement.

Classed catalogues, shelf-lists, donations lists

(including bequests), post-mortem inventories,
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inventories of property, have been treated here as
various types of catalogues.

Classification (of books): the term ’classification’
ususally implies a more detailed and sophisticated
system of arrangement than is actually found in
Renaissance library catalogues, but it has been used
here for any form of bibliographic arrangement, however
basic and rudimentary it may seem to the modern eye. A
collection of books, or a library catalogue, may be
arranged by subject, by language or other criteria, all
of which come here under the umbrella of
classification.

Heading: the term used in a catalogue to describe the
contents of a group of books; e.g. ’‘Anglici libri’;
’Paperbookes’; ’‘Theologici’; ’Books in folio’; ’Popishe
manuscripts’.
ivate 1ib : a collection of bibliographic items in
private hands; a personal collection of such items,
regardless of their number.

Volume: the physical state of a book. A book may be
written in one or more volumes (e.g. ’‘Hispania
illustrata. Vol.III’); a book may comprise two or more
parts, all in one or more volumes (e.g. ’‘English
navigations III parts. Vol.II’); two or more different
books may be bound in a single volume (e.g. ‘Savanorola
in orationem Dominicam & psalmos penitentiales; ejusdem
eruditorium confessorum, & Triumphus crucis. Vno

volumine’).
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Transcription principles used in Part II

When transcribing texts from manuscript sources, the
general intention has been to interfere with the
originals as little as possible. It has been felt,
however, that the nature of the documents considered here
does not warrant facsimile transcription, and no attempt
has been made to give a full account of the physical

state of the manuscripts.

1. Spelling, capitalisation and numerals

Spelling, capitalisation and numerals have been kept as
found in the original, and so have the long ‘i’ (e.g.
’iij’, ‘cum alijs’, and ‘vj d’ in sums of money) and the
letters ‘u’ and ‘v’ (e.g. ‘vniuersa’).

However, features not easily reproduced have
had to be changed: the digraphs ‘@ / and ’ ®’ have been
transcribed as ’ae’ and ‘oe’; the long ‘s’ has been
transcribed as ’s’; and old Greek has not been retained
(e.q. 'Qvopﬂ" has been rendered as ‘Yvuwuat’),

The initial double ‘f’ has been transcribed as ‘F’,

and ‘y’ (for 014 English thorn) has been transcribed as ‘th’.

2. Abbreviations

A few abbreviations still in common use today, such as
’'Dr’, have been retained. In sums of money, ’iﬁ’, ’1i.’
and similar abbreviations have been consistently rendered
as ’£’, and shillings and pence have been left as ’s’

and ’‘d’. Other suspensions and contractions have been
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expanded, with the expanded characters underlined, e.qg.
’comaundement’ has been transcribed as ‘commaundement’.
Many abbreviations could be expanded in more than
one way, and the original intention of the writers are
far from being always evident, not only in respect of
spelling but also of wording. When an abbreviation could
be expanded in more than one way, guidance has been
sought in the writer’s predominant practice, when this
could be ascertained. The wording used in the book
described (in the case of printed books) has also been
taken into consideration, e.g. ’‘Orig: Palat. Freher.’ has

been expanded as ‘Origines Palatinae Freheri’, not ’Origo

...’, because the book is entitled ’‘Originum Palatinarum
commentarius’. When such guidance is not available, the
abbreviation has been left as such, with the abbreviation
mark represented by a period or colon (as found in the
manuscript) or by an apostrophe (when the abbreviation
mark is not easily reproduced).

A special case has had to be made when the Latin
words for ‘commentary’ and ’‘volume’ are abbreviated.
*Comment.’ could stand for ’‘commentum’, ‘commentarius’
and other words, and ’3 vol.’ could often be expanded
either in the nominative or the ablative. When no
overall pattern is discernible in the original, these
abbreviations have been expanded arbitrarily as
‘commentarium’ in the plural (usually in the form
’‘commentaria’ or ‘cum commentariis’, as appropriate), and
‘volumen’ in the nominative (e.g. ’3 volumina’).

Otiose marks of abbreviation have been ignored.



- 12 -
3. Buperior characters, insertions and deletions

Superior characters have been silently lowered when this

causes no confusion, e.q, ’wth

/ and '4t°' have been
transcribed as ’‘with’ and 74to’, but 'viijth' has been
transcribed as 'viijth' (‘viijth’ not clear enough).
Interlined matter has been treated in the same way.

Corrections achieved by superimposing one character
over another have been reported in editorial notes.

Matter crossed out in the original has been enclosed
in pointed brackets: < >.

Matter which has been rendered illegible through
damage to the manuscript has been enclosed in oblique
strokes: / /.

Editorial insertions have been enclosed in square

brackets, e.g. uncertain readings have been indicated in

the form ’[?]anotamye’.

4., Punctuation

The compilers’ often capricious use of punctuation has
been retained in many cases, but not systematically. In
the case of numbered catalogue entries, for instance,
punctuation has been used in accordance with each
writer’s overall practice; and in sums of money, ’s’ and

’d’ have been transcribed without any punctuation.

5 nnotations of cataloque entries in Part IIX
The annotations following each catalogue entry have been
given here only as an aid to identification, and they do

not purport to give full bibliographical descriptions.
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Unless otherwise stated, the information has been taken
from the General cataloque o rinted books of the
British Library (BL). Other sources consulted have been
recorded using the abbreviations listed on p.6-8 above.

Authors’ names have been kept in the form given in
BL, but not necessarily in the full form supplied there
(e.g. the BL heading for Lancelot Andrewes describes him
as ’successively Bishop of Chichester, of Ely, and of
Winchester’, but he has simply been recorded here as
’‘Lancelot Andrewes’). Names not in BL have been given in
the form found in thé sources indicated in the editorial
notes. When the form of name given in the sources
consulted (e.g. Savonarola; Ayrault) differs from that
found in the manuscript (e.g. Savanorola; Aerodius) both
forms have been supplied, as follows:-

Girolamo Savonarola (Savanorola)
Pierre Ayrault (Petrus Aerodius)

When the specific edition of a book could not be
indentified, the edition noted is usually the first found
in the sources consulted, followed by ’‘etc.’ in cases
when more than one edition could apply. In the case of
STC items, the place of printing has not been included if
London, following STC practice.

Queries have been used liberally in the form of a
question mark placed immediately before a name or title.
Queries, however, have not always been used when the
original gives a title without an author’s name, on the
basis that in so many cases, authorship of such titles
can be attributed only tentatively.

Entries deleted in the original have not normally

been annotated.
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Chapter 1

ntroduction and review of the terature

1., Topic

Of all the human faculties, one of the most pervasive is
the ability to organise and rationalise the world and the
things in it.1 Attempts to organise knowledge may be
traced throughout the history of mankind, from the
systems elaborated by philosophers and encyclopaedists in
Antiquity to the intricate classifications developed by
taxonomists in modern times.2 Pedagogic classifications

too have a long history,3 and the classifications devised

1. Drawing on the analogy between English ‘man’ and
Sanskrit ‘man’ (or ’‘manu’, meaning ‘think’), S.R.
Ranganathan commented that classification has always been
with mankind, ever since thinking began (bibliography,
no.192, p.16). It has been pointed out, however, that
animals also possess the faculty to classify objects

(E. de Grolier, no.44, p.22).

2. After reaching a peak in the 19th century, there was
a sharp decline in the interest aroused by philosophic
and scientific classifications of the universe of
knowledge as a whole. Philosophers have since largely
diverted their attention to other pursuits, whereas
scientists, because of the increasing emphasis on
specialisation, have concentrated on classification
within specific sciences instead of classification of the
sciences as a whole (R.G.A. Dolby, no.101, p.167, 188).
As for encyclopaedias, the general pattern is now the
alphabetical arrangement, although classification is
still occasionally a notable feature, as in the
’Propaedia’ volume of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1974
edition onward. For a general history of encyclopaedias
and their arrangement, see R.L.W. Collison (no.89). On
taxonomy, particularly in the 18th and 19th centuries,
see D. Knight (no.146).

3. There is no definitive history of curriculum
development, with its implications for the development of
pedagogic classifications. There are sketches in most
general histories of education, as well as more
specialised studies such as the survey of curriculum
changes in the 19th and 20th centuries by P. Gordon

and D. Lawton (no.119).
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by various cultural groups have aroused the interest of
anthropologists and sociologists.4 For centuries
librarians have grappled with the practical difficulties
of arranging the books in their charge, and a similar
concern has been shared by bibliographers,5 publishers,

6 and museum keepers.7

printers, booksellers,
Historical considerations of these various types of
classification are fraught with difficulties, some
specific to a particular type of classification, others
common to all. Bridging the intellectual and cultural
gap that separates the past from the present is one of
the fundamental problems of historiography. Changing
concepts and terminology constitute a common difficulty
in historical enquiries, and this applies to the
interpretation of o0ld classifications too. The scholarly

interests and problems of the past were often very

different from those of today, or were at least expressed

4. The classifications used by primitive people, for
instance, have been studied by E. Durkheim and M. Mauss
(no.102). A more recent example of the interest shown in
the socio-cultural factors underlying the development of
classification is Classifications in their social
context, a volume of essays edited by R.F. Ellen and D.
Reason (no.104).

5. The chronological development of bibliographies from
their beginning in the second century (with Galen) to the
end of the 17th century, has been traced by T. Besterman
(no.73). The variety of Renaissance bibliographies is
well illustrated in A. Taylor’s survey of ’Renaissance
guides to books’ (no.215).

6. A description of early printers’ catalogues,
book-fair catalogues, catalogues in books and auction
sale catalogues has been given by H.G. Pollard and

A. Ehrman (no.189).

7. A history of the cataloguing and classification of
museum exhibits is included in D. Murray’s survey of
museums (no.172, vol.l, p.205-230).
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differently. Many burning issues in the 16th and 17th
centuries, not only in theology, but also in fields as
diverse as law, history, medicine and philosophy, are now
neglected. In the Renaissance as in other periods of
time, perceptions of knowledge as recorded in books were
different from those of the present day. The arrangement
displayed in library catalogues of the period, therefore,
does not always make immediate sense to the modern mind,
although it often conveys an appearance of utmost
simplicity.

The present study focuses on the arrangement of book
holdings in English private libraries of the Renaissance,
as perceived through extant catalogues of those
collections. It examines the circumstances in which
those systems were conceived or adopted; their sources
and backgrounds; and the ways in which they relate to the
individuals behind them and to currents of thought

prevalent at the time.

2. 8cope of the study
The libraries of 16th and 17th-century England have been

grouped into cathedral and parochial libraries, early
forms of ‘public libraries’, university and college
libraries, libraries of learned societies, and private
libraries.® Tnhis study is primarily concerned with
records of book collections in private hands, including

collections which are only known to posterity through

8. This is the classification adopted for the framework

of J.G. 0llé’s Library history : an examination
guidebook (no.181).



- 17 -
inventories made after the death of their owners
(post-mortem inventories); and collections given or
bequeathed to institutions, as recorded in donations
lists.

This type of library has been chosen chiefly
because on the whole there is more variety in the
arrangement of books in private collections than in
institutional libraries. As institutions became more and
more organised, their libraries tended to share the same
pattern of arrangement. In the period under
consideration, the general trend for university
libraries was to follow a pattern of arrangement

reflecting the traditional order of academic studies.?’

9. From the 16th century the classifications used in
many Oxford and Cambridge libraries conformed to one of
two types of arrangement, which have been called
’monastic order’, with theology first, and ’‘academic
order’, for the reverse (P. Gaskell, no.115, p.109-112).
This traditional arrangement is occasionally encountered
in earlier libraries: the holdings of Cambridge
University Library, for instance, were listed in monastic
order in an inventory drawn up in 1424, and in acadenic
order in a shelf-list of 1473 (H. Bradshaw, no.79). The
somewhat uniform order of faculties (especially Theology,
Law and Arts) and their subdivisions was also commonplace
in university catalogues from the period, as it was in
17th-century printed university catalogues (H.G. Pollard
and A. Ehrman, no.189, p.251). An exception was the
arrangement adopted by Thomas James c.1624 for the
subject catalogue of the arts section of the Bodleian
Library, which included such classes as Architecture,
Optics, Geography, Chronology, Metaphysics, Military
arts, Moral philosophy, Politics, Natural philosophy,
Rhetoric and History (G.W. Wheeler, no.237).

As far as the catalogues of monasteries, schools and
other institutions of Renaissance England are concerned,
some were arranged by subject, such as those of Syon
Monastery, 1526, and Winchester College, 1566, but
similar examples are not forthcoming (see S.R. Jayne,
no.136). The catalogues of such institutions, therefore,
appear to offer a more limited scope for a detailed
discussion of subject arrangement.
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In contrast, private collections were often more
individualistic in their arrangement, because individual
owners were not bound by institutional policies,
traditions or practices.

Not surprisingly in an age when private book
ownership benefited from the dispersal of libraries at
the time of the Dissolution and from the widespread
availability of printed books for those who could afford
to purchase them, catalogues of private collections of
Renaissance England abound. Most of these are not
arranged or organised in any way, either because they are
inventories on decease drawn up by executors whose only
concern was to account for property, or because the
collections were too small to warrant arrangement; but a
sufficient number of private catalogues displaying
evidence of arrangement have survived to support the
study.

From the extant records of private collections, a
corpus of core catalogues on which the study is based has
been assembled. These records were selected because they
presented evidence that the collection was arranged
according to some system, however imperfect or
rudimentary this system may seem in retrospect (details
of these records may be found in Part II below). Records
of collections which do not display any evidence of such
organisation do not form part of this corpus, however
important they may be to the general history of book
collecting and collectors.

England has been chosen as a geographical limit not
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merely because a single country constitutes a convenient
boundary, but also, more importantly, in order to
introduce a measure of unity into the study and to ensure
easier access to original sources. The year 1500 is
purely an arbitrary starting point for the period under
consideration as a whole (whereas the earliest catalogue
in the corpus is dated 1521); and the terminal year 1640
has been selected to coincide with the limit set in
bibliographical publications such as the STC. These dates
are not significant in themselves, but they do point to a
period of profound importance in the history of Western
civilisation as a whole, and of England in particular.
This is not the place to engage in a debate on the nature
of the Renaissance, but few would disagree that these
were times of tremendous changes brought about not only
by the spread of the ideals of Renaissance humanism, but
also by considerable religious turmoil and by new
discoveries in most spheres of human endeavour. The
interactions of the new with the old, as represented by
medieval tradition, made this a fascinating transition
period in English history.

Records of collections which do not strictly fall
within the scope defined above have not been ignored, as
they are important for comparison purposes. They are

therefore occasionally mentioned.

3. Purpose and objectives
The chief purpose of the study is to reach a better

understanding of the various systems of arrangement
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displayed in the book catalogues under consideration.
The specific objectives this entails are outlined below.

The arrangement adopted in a catalogue is not always
obvious. An essential objective, therefore, is to
ascertain how the catalogues discussed in the study are
arranged; how one system of arrangement differs from
another; what some systems have in common with others:;
and how book classification was regarded in the
Renaissance.

A clue to an understanding of the arrangement of
Renaissance book catalogues may be found by seeking what
the systems displayed in those catalogues owe to the
past, and to what extent they were novel at the time.
There are two aspects to this question: firstly, the
process of transformation and adoption of certain ideas
borrowed from the past; secondly the impact of 16th and
17th-century currents of thought on long-established
views of the organisation of knowledge as recorded in
books.

In addition to situating ideas in the broader
context of previous experiences, it is essential to
examine how systems of book arrangement relate to the
intellectual, cultural and social life of the period.
More specifically, the aim here is to unravel what such
systems can reveal about compilers and owners, either as
individuals or as channels of currents of ideas; how far
intellectual, social and cultural factors influenced the
arrangement of library catalogues, and, conversely, how

far the arrangement of these catalogues reveals how
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people understood and interpreted the intellectual
climate of the time.

The nature of the Renaissance has attracted enormous
controversy and is likely to remain a subject for debate

10 The present study cannot make

for a long time to come.
sense if it does not attempt to find out to what extent
the arrangement of books in catalogues fits the existing
theories of the nature of the Renaissance. More
specifically, does this type of arrangement concur with
the view that the Renaissance was a sudden re-discovery
of things kept in darkness for centuries; or, on the
contrary, does it point to the Renaissance as a mere
continuation of medieval developments; or does it support
the traditional via media, according to which the
Renaissance was a transitional period? This introduction
is not the place to elaborate on the positions adopted by

Renaissance scholars at various times, but the arguments

raging over this issue are central to the present study.

4. Limitations of the study

Based as it is on extant records of private book
collections, the study depends on the availability and
accessibility of these records.

Tracing the existence of book catalogues of the
period under consideration has been facilitated in recent

years by the publication of an important guide to their

10. For a history of interpretations of the nature of the
Renaissance, see W.K. Ferguson (no.108).

"
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identification and location, Sears Jayne’s Library

o he En s n sa (reviewed on p.35
below), but Jayne’s survey does not claim to be fully

11 It may one day be possible to trace all

comprehensive.
the extant book catalogues from this period,12 but
embarking on a thorough search for hitherto unnoticed
catalogues would be quite beyond the scope of this study.

Access to book catalogues is made easier and easier
as more of them are being published. At the time of

writing, however, many are still in manuscript form.

Transcription of these has been beset by the usual

11. Jayne has been criticised for his heavy reliance on
lists of books from the scholastic communities of Oxford
and Cambridge. In a valuable attempt to redress the
balance, P. Clark has conducted a survey of over 2,500
Kentish inventories of property, 1560-1640 (no.87).

12. An increasing number of private library catalogues
are being published on an individual basis. In addition
to these, transcriptions of the book-lists of Cambridge
men from the 1530s to the early 1620s have been published
in an important work by E.S. Leedham-Green (no.154).
Mention must also be made of an ambitious American
project to publish the texts of private library
catalogues of the English Renaissance. This was recently
launched under the provisional name of ’The Catalogued
Library of Renaissance England (CLRE) Tudor and early
Stuart collections of printed books’.

For the medieval period there are several sources of
information: N.R. Ker has contributed an important
list of manuscripts and printed books belonging to
corporate bodies down to ¢.1450 (no.142); S.H.
Cavanaugh’s unpublished Ph.D. on books privately owned in
England, 1300-1450, records 8,000 or so printed wills,
inventories and other sources (no.83); a project to
publish the inventories of British libraries up to about
1540 was started in the early 1980s under the auspices of
the British Academy, and the first volume in the series,
devoted to the library of the Austin Friars, is scheduled
for publication by the British Library in 1989. Similar
series exist for German, Swiss and Austrian library
catalogues, and research into the catalogues of French
libraries from the 9th to the 15th centuries (including
their systems of arrangement) is being carried out at the
Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique in Paris (D.
Nebbiai, no.173).
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readability problems inherent in this type of material,
but these problems have not been so severe as to affect
the results of the study. Most of these manuscript
catalogues are to be found in London, although it has
been necessary to consult some of them elsewhere, and

a photographic reproduction has had to be relied on in
the case of a manuscript now in America (the catalogue of
the books of Sir wWilliam More, see Part II).

The scope of the study, particularly its
chronological and geographical limits, makes for a
specific approach. Any conclusion drawn might not
therefore apply to classification systems used for other
types of libraries or for libraries of other countries or
periods. 1In view of these limitations, no claim is made
that the study deals with all aspects of library
classification in Renaissance England. The aim
throughout has been to examine catalogues, and analyse
and interpret their arrangement in order to fulfill the

objectives outlined above.

5. Anticipated contribution

A mere antiquarian interest in the past is usually of
little benefit, and criticisms of past ideas now
superseded are futile. More profitable is an attempt to
understand the past, and this is the approach firmly
adopted here. The interpretation of a system of
arrangement as evidence of how men understood and
organised the world in which they lived is an

epistemological task which concerns all knowledge. This
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type of exploration is more than an antiquarian
divagation: it is an instructive historical study,
leading us to compare what happened in a former age with
changes taking place in our own.

Students of intellectual history can afford to
ignore few areas of human experience. Research in the
history of libraries and bibliography is especially
rewarding, because of the widely acknowledged
interdependence between a book collection and the culture
of its time, as mentioned above. In particular,
catalogues of the libraries of the past can make a
significant contribution to the history of the book and
of ideas. The principles of construction of a catalogue
as an expression of the intellectual milieu of its time
can be similarly researched, as the present study will
attempt to illustrate. When the organisation of library
catalogues can be shown to reflect the structure of
knowledge at a given time, much can be learnt from it.
Ideas which may already be familiar to students of
intellectual history can be looked at in a different
light when they are shown to permeate the arrangement of
library catalogues. In certain cases the arrangement of a
book catalogue can add to our knowledge of the compiler
or of the owner of the collection. Confirmation of other
researchers’ conclusions in many different fields is
often to be found in the arrangement of a catalogue. The
study and interpretation of philosophical ideas may be
supplemented and enriched by a study of classification in

library catalogues. In short, it is hoped to show that
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the arrangement of a catalogue is one of the many sources
of information at the disposal of a student of
intellectual history,13 and that as such it cannot be
overlooked. This type of research has never been
undertaken before on such a scale in the context of
private libraries of the English Renaissance.

The unpublished catalogues on which the study is
based are transcribed in Part II, with notes on the
identification of catalogue entries. In addition to
their role in accompanying the text of the study, it is
hoped that the transcriptions will be found useful in

their own right.

6. Organisation of the study

The study is arranged in two main parts: Part I consists
of the text of the study, and Part II contains the corpus
on which the text is based. Part I is in three sections,
as outlined below.

Starting after this introduction (Chapter 1), the
first section is concerned with classification practices
in Renaissance England (Chapters 2-4). Chapter 2 covers
the position taken by some 16th and 17th-century writers
on book classification, and examines whether certain
writers and compilers exerted an influence on the

arrangement of library catalogues of the period.

13. For the view that much can be learned about the
structure of knowledge at different periods from the
organisation of library catalogues, see A. Taylor
(no.213, p.153-154). On the socio-historical background
to library classification, see B.I. Palmer (no.51,
p.7-15).
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Book~lists were compiled for various reasons and
purposes, and Chapter 3 examines the relevance this had
to their arrangement. Chapter 4 asks if is there any
evidence to suggest that some compilers took an active
interest in the arrangement of their material.

The relevance of contemporary concerns and interests
is the subject of the second section (Chapters 5-7). Many
catalogues use headings to describe the groups or
sections in which the books are arranged, and the
terminology used in these headings is of direct relevance
to the study. Chapter 5 discusses these against the
background of medieval terminology. Chapter 6 pursues a
biographical line of enquiry and attempts to show how
classification in some catalogues reflects the personal
interests or professional concerns of compilers or
library owners. The particular significance of
arrangement by language in Renaissance catalogues is
contrasted with medieval practices in Chapter 7.

The relationship between book classification and
certain intellectual ideas is the subject of the third
section (Chapters 8 to 10). Chapter 8 examines the
methodological difficulties inherent in this line of
enquiry. Chapters 9 and 10 consider the place of the old
medieval trivium and quadrivium in bibliographic
classifications, and their fate under the influence of
Renaissance humanism.

The conclusion (Chapter 11) attempts to synthesise
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the contents of individual chapters to show to what
extent the objectives set out above have been fulfilled.
The documents forming the corpus on which the study
is based are listed in Part II, which, together with its
Appendix, consists of two alphabetical sequences of
owners’ names. Each document is preceded by factual
information such as sources used. The first sequence
consists of transcriptions of unpublished catalogues
(notes on the principles followed in the transcription of
the catalogues appear on p.10-13 above). The second
sequence (the Appendix) gives details of other catalogues
and documents, mainly published catalogues, which have

not been transcribed here.

7. Methodology

In dealing with the past, various avenues of research
have been pursued in library history in general and the
history of library classification in particular. For a
very long time indeed, library histories remained

14 It was not until well into the

antiquarian in nature.
present century that the limitations of purely
descriptive studies were fully recognised, and that the
case was made for a fresh approach. Only in the 1930s
was it first argued that the public library is
conditioned by its social milieu, and since that time the

history of libraries has been studied increasingly

14. The development of library historiography from
Antiquity to the present time has been surveyed by
R. Krzys (no.150).
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15 This and similar

according to their social context.
approaches have also been used for special aspects of
library history, and on occasion for the relationships
between a system of library classification and the
intellectual, cultural and social climate of the period
in which that system was adopted. The profound social
and ideological changes that followed the French
Revolution, for instance, were felt in practically every
walk of 1life, including discussions on the problems of

16 Looking at the even more

arranging library materials.
distant past, the order of the books listed in
Carolingian monastic library catalogues has been shown to
be closely related to monastic life.17

There is no apparent reason to suspect, a priori,
that such an avenue of research cannot be pursued for
classifications of any period, whether they have long
ceased to fulfill their function or not. This is the
approach adopted here.

Analysis of the arrangement of the catalogues could

be carried out from different angles. At first glance,

15. The American A.K. Borden argued for this new approach
to the study of library history in a paper published in
1931 under the title ’The sociological beginnings of the
library movement’ (no.76). This pioneer article has

been said to be at the origin of the ’‘new library
history’ approach (M.H. Harris, no.123, p.17-18). For a
brief history of approaches to library historiography in
Great Britain and the U.S.A., see J.G. 0Ol1¢é {no.180,
p.11-27).

16. Classification from the time of the French Revolution
to the end of the 18th century is the subject of chapter
7 of vol.1l of E.I. S8amurin’s Geschichte (no.56; see
especially p.214-223).

17. B. Scrivner (no.199).
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it might seem enough to rely on the headings found in
certain catalogues, but this would be a very simplistic
approach indeed, because headings do not necessarily
provide a full or reliable indication of arrangement.
Further evidence of classification may often be found
through closer examination. To establish whether the
books are listed in discrete categories, e.g. by subject,
it is necessary to answer such questions as, Is there any
evidence of such categories when a catalogue does not
label them by means of headings? When headings are found
in a catalogue, how well do they identify the groups of
books listed under them? Within a discrete category, is
there any evidence of sub-categories, even when there is
no heading to indicate this may be the case? Answers to
these questions can only be found through a careful
examination of the catalogue entries themselves. In the
case of unpublished catalogues, this calls for the
transcription and identification of these entries, and
this has been recorded separately in Part II.

Before the structure or organisation of a catalogue
can be safely ascertained, the books listed have to be
identified because the descriptions given in Renaissance
catalogues are often very brief and obscure. 1In the case
of the unpublished catalogues transcribed in Part II,
this identification work has only been carried out to a
limited extent: no systematic attempt has been made to
identify specific editions or to include the wealth of
bibliographical information normally supplied in full

editions. To attempt to provide full editions would not
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only have been unrealistic in view of the number of
catalogues involved; it would also have been inconsistent
with the objectives of the study. The catalogues in Part
II, therefore, are best regarded as preliminary editions
presented here in support of the study.

As stated above, one of the objectives of the study
is to determine to what extent the arrangement of books
in catalogues fits the various theories of the nature of
the Renaissance. From a methodological point of view,
the decision was made not to colour the study with
preconceived ideas, and therefore not to take sides on

this important issue until the end.

8. Review of the terature
The history of classification in its various aspects,
especially the classification of knowledge, has been the
subject of numerous studies. In comparison, there are
few studies devoted exclusively to library classification
in 16th and 17th-century England. Many authors on the
history of library classification have attempted
ambitious overviews of the whole scene in a few pages,
either in a chapter or in a journal article; some have
concentrated on other periods; others have cast more
incidental comments on the subject, sometimes in the
wider context of a history of libraries. There are also
useful statements on library classification in intro-
ductions to modern editions of catalogues of the period.
The level of interest generated by the subject is
indicated in the bibliography (p.566-569 below), where

references to general histories of classification are
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given. On the basis of their scope, four published works
have been retained for the purpose of the review below.
They are E.I. Samurin’s Geschichte der bjibliothekarisch-
bibliographischen Klassifikation, Munchen-Pullach, 1967

(bibliography, no.56); D.M. Norris’ sto o

cataloguing and catalogujng methods, 1100-1850, London,
1939 (bibliography, no.49); S.R. Jayne’s Library

cataloques of the English Renaissance, Godalming, Surrey,
1983 (bibliography, no.136); and W. Milde’s ’Uber
Blicherverzeichnisse der Humanistenzeit (Petrarca, Tommaso
Parentucelli, Hartmann Schedel)’, Wiesbaden, 1984
(bibliography, no.167).

Samurin’s Geschichte is a monumental history of
library and bibliographic classification, originally
published in Russian, 1955-1959. It is the only
universal history of the subject on a large scale and
covers the entire scene, from ancient times to the
present, in the West and in the East, with some coverage
of the classification of knowledge. Chapters 4 and 5 in
the first volume deal respectively with the ’‘Renaissance’
period (which the author defines as the 15th and 16th
centuries) and with the 17th century. Chapter 4 begins
with a rapid overview of political, religious, cultural
and educational developments in Europe under the
influences of Renaissance humanism and of the
Reformation. This is followed by a brief survey of
library catalogues of the period (including the
recommendations of Florian Trefler, 1560, and those of
Andrew Maunsell, 1595); the library classification of

Frangois Grudé de La Croix Dumaine (1584); the systematic
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encyclopaedias of Giorgio vValla (1501) and Raffaele
Maffei (1506); the classification adopted by Conrad
Gesner in his universal bibliography (1545-1549); the
philosophic classifications of Angelo Poliziano (1491),
Alejo Venegas (or Vanegas) de Busto (1540), Juan Huarte
(1575) and Mario Nizolio (1553). Chapter 5 opens with
developments in knowledge in Europe during the 17th and
18th centuries and, as far as the period 1500-1640 is
concerned, deals with early library classification theory
(Gabriel Naudé, 1627; Claude Clément, 1635; Joannes
Rhodius, 1631); as well as the classification of
knowledge of Sir Francis Bacon (1605 onward). Samurin
notes that, in contrast to medieval libraries,
l16th-century book collections were faced with new
circumstances. New demands were placed on libraries of
the time because of the growth of literature on the
natural and social sciences (’die natur- und
gesellschaftswissenschaftliche Literatur’), in line with
increased secular interests; the emergence of a new
reading public of sea-farers, jurists, merchants and
others; an increased literary output due to printing with
movable type; and the proliferation of books denounced by
the Catholic Church as bad or harmful (’schadlich’).
Faced with the combination of these factors, the author
concludes, the 16th century witnessed an improvement in
cataloguing standards, developments in cataloguing
theory, and the drafting of new classifications.

Volume 2 of Samurin’s Geschichte, devoted to the

19th and 20th centuries, is nearly twice as long as
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volume 1; less than one tenth of the overall total is
reserved for the 15th, 16th and 17th centuries in Western
Europe and England; and a mere six lines are left for the
classification of books in private libraries of the 15th
and 16th centuries. The period 1500-1640 is consequently
limited to a large extent to well-known case histories.
The book is particularly valuable, however, for its
treatment of classification in the context of cultural
developments. Historians in the West, however, are
likely to find Samurin’s approach a constant source of
irritation, because of his blatant Marxist view of
history: chapters 4 and 5 include references to such
topics as capitalist trends (‘kapitalistische Tendenzen’)
and middle-class or bourgeois ideology (‘’biirgerliche
Ideologie’), as well as quotations from Engels and Marx,
whereas the important work of Sir Thomas Bodley and
Thomas James at the Bodleian Library in the early 17th
century is omitted altogether.

The scope of Norris’ history is clearly indicated in
her title (A histo of catalo ng and catalogquin
methods, 1100-1850). Although her main interest is in
catalogues and cataloguing methods, she does include a
consideration of classification practices. She works
through the subject a century at a time, and the chapters
concerned with the period 1500-1640 are chapters 6 and 7,
respectively entitled ’‘Library catalogues 1500-1600’ and
’The Bodleian Library catalogues’ (chapter 8, ’‘Library
catalogues 1600-1700’ actually starts with 1650). In

addition to the Bodleian catalogues of 1605 onward,
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Norris examines the library catalogues of Syon Monastery
(Isleworth, Middlesex, 1526) and Bretton Monastery
(1558) ; the cataloguing methods of Conrad Gesner (1548)
and Florian Trefler (1560); and Andrew Maunsell’s
bibliography of English printed books (1595). With the
exception of the Bretton catalogue, which is not classed,
the documents she includes are relevant to the history of
library classification.

Norris finds that one of the major achievements of
the 16th century was the vague realisation that some
system of cataloguing and classification had become a
necessity (Trefler advocated a classed library catalogue,
and Maunsell a classified bibliography). This new
attitude towards cataloguing and classification was
continued in the next century, when men such as Thomas
James of the Bodleian took the needs of library users
into consideration and looked at the catalogue as a key
to the book collections. This, she concludes, was in
contrast to the inventory of property of the past, and it
marked the break between what she calls medieval and
modern cataloguing.

Norris’ policy is to print generous portions of
catalogues and to quote extensively from authors. The
advantage of this approach is that it provides ready
access to some original documents, complemented by an
interesting synthesis of the state of cataloguing and
classification at various times; but the disadvantages
are that she has little room to spare for descriptions

and comments of her own, and her summary of 16th and
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17th-century cataloguing and classification relies on the
evidence found in a mere half dozen or so documents.

Jayne’s Library catalogues of the English
Renajissance is a different type of work from either of
the above. It lists 274 institutional library catalogues
and 574 catalogues of private collections, all English,
from 1500 to 1640. It also contains a useful
introduction based on the compiler’s personal examination
of these catalogues. Jayne’s remarks on classification
are in part III of his introduction, under the title ’The
techniques of the catalogues’.

Jayne identifies three radical changes that took
place in English libraries between 1500 and 1640: under
the combined influence of the invention of printing with
movable type and the intellectual upheaval of the
Renaissance and Reformation, books were increasingly
collected by individuals; greater numbers of books could
be collected because printed books were cheaper than
manuscripts; and libraries ceased to be regarded as
static collections on fixed subjects. Among the results
from these changes, new classifications were devised to
accommodate works which did not fit traditional systems
of arrangement.

Jayne’s book is designed as a ’directory’ to the
identification and location of English library
catalogues, and it is unique in the extent of its
coverage. The 1983 edition is essentially a reprint of
the original edition (Berkeley and Los Angeles,

California, 1956), but it includes a new preface with
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details of additions. The book contains a long
introduction, which is valuable because it is well
documented, but which does not purport to be anything
other than an introduction.

Unlike the three works above, Milde’s piece on
book-1lists of the humanist period includes no English
example, and stops before the 16th century. It is
however included here because its approach is eminently
relevant to the present study. Against the background of
medieval book classification practices, Milde examines
three different types of book-lists: Petrarch’s list of
favourite books (c,1333), Tommaso Parentucelli’s ‘Canon’
(a desiderata list of the second half of the 15th
century) and the library catalogue of the physician
Hartmann Schedel (c.1498).

Milde focuses on the order of merit (’die
Rangordnung’) exhibited in book catalogues, and argues
that this order reflects the value placed on certain
subjects at different times. In many medieval
catalogues, this order revolves around the Bible, which
comes first because of its crucial role in the Christian
life. In second place comes the whole body of
theological writings necessary to the interpretation of
the Bible and to the teachings of the Church; and in
third place come secular texts. Milde argues that this
rank order was challenged under the influence of
humanism, when the ancient authors began to be studied
for their own sakes, and the medieval system of

arrangement tended to be reversed.
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Milde’s paper is one of the rare attempts to
investigate the links between old book catalogues and the
intellectual climate of the time when they were compiled.
The disadvantage of the author’s approach is that he
works within the very tight framework of a contribution
to a workshop (on book catalogues from the 16th to the
18th centuries). As a result his study is based on only
three case studies and remains brief, but he argues his

case persuasively.

A study dealing exclusively with classification in
private catalogues in England, 1500-1640, has yet to be
written. There are only a few studies relevant to the
subject, and, with the exception of Jayne, they lack
detailed and comprehensive analysis of the available
evidence. Because most of them cover vast spans of time,
they tend to emphasise more recent periods.

There are several reasons why the topic of this
study has not been the object of more in-depth studies.
Systems of book arrangement have grown in complexity
through the long history of library classification, from

18 down to

the essentially practical schemes of Antiquity
the complex general and special systems of today, many of
which rest on firm theoretical bases. In comparison with

current practices, the systems of arrangement of 16th and

18. Despite the scarcity of evidence, attempts have been
made to discover the arrangement of holdings in ancient
libraries. E.A. Parsons has made a tentative
reconstruction of the subject classification used for the
papyrus rolls in the two libraries of Alexandria (no.185,
p.210-218).
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17th-century book collections appear so simple, even
simplistic, that they could easily be dismissed at first
glance as being of no interest. Another reason why the
arrangement of old library collections has attracted
little attention along the lines suggested here, is that
a synthesis would be difficult to achieve: on the one
hand the sources of information are extremely
diversified, with different types of libraries and
records not easily traceable or accessible; and on the
other hand, systems of classification in library
catalogues are highly individual and do not form easily
discernible patterns. This study challenges the view
that old systems of arrangement, such as those of 16th
and 17th-century book collections, cannot be profitably

studied.
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Chapter 2

ar writings of relevance to bra

Cl&SSi:iCBL‘iOQ

Introduction

In the long history of developments in librarianship, the
proliferation of literature concerning library
classification is a relatively recent phenomenon.
Independent contributions on the subject do not seem to
have been written during the medieval period, and
medieval library classification practices and cataloguing
methods have to be inferred from surviving inventories,
or from press-marks and contents lists in surviving

1 On the other hand, as far as the period

manuscripts.
dealt with in this study is concerned, external sources
of information on library classification may be found
under the pen of scholars and library keepers, sometimes
in works written outside the immediate context of a
specific book collection, or even in personal
correspondence. As time passed and the necessity was
increasingly felt for improved ways of arranging books on
the shelves of libraries and in libraries catalogues,
more and more writers on library classification made
their voices heard.

What early writers on library classification had to
say is interesting in itself, but it also raises the

question of the audience upon whom their writings fell.

In many schemes in use today or in the recent past the

1. K. Christ (bibliography, no.85, p.35-36).
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direct influence of the ideas of imdividual writers and
compilers can easily be traced. Indeed a careful study
of the major classification schemes of today is an
essential prerequisite to any serious attempt at
understanding the problems of modern classification.
Going back in time a little, the last century was the
heyday of schemes such as the System of the Paris
Booksellers, which proved extremely influential in France
and other countries alike.? Before the 19th century,
however, the question of direct influences on library
classification is beset with difficulties, the more so
the further back in time one goes. The origin of the
French System itself has been ascribed to the work of
different individuals by different historians.> similar
uncertainties surround the 17th-century classification of
Claude Clément or Claudius Clemens (1594-1643).4 Some
say that Clément influenced Gabriel Naudé (1600-1653) and

5 6

others,~ but this view is not shared by all. Naudé, in

turn, is said to have had a lasting influence on

2. E. de Grolier (no.44, p.58-59). W.C.B. Sayers
(no.55, p.120-124).

3. For various claims in this respect, see E. Edwards
(no.103, vol.2, p.773).

4. In 1635 Claude Clément published a work on various
aspects of librarianship, including the arrangement of
books, under the title Musei, sive bibliothecae tam

privatae guam publicae extructio, instructio, cura, usus,
libri IV ..., (no.25).

S. A. Maire (no.165, p.183). Naudé was the compiler of
the catalogue of the important library of Jean de
Cordes, published in 1643.

6. E. Edwards (no.103, vol.2, p.770-771).
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classification practices, but it is no easy matter to
pinpoint his direct influence on individual schemes. ’

Early writers of relevance to library classification
did not deal only with the organisation of library
catalogues and the arrangement of books on the shelves of
libraries, but also with the provision of indexes to
library collections, and with the classification of books
in bibliographies. The case studies presented below
concern writers who were either librarians or
bibliographers, or both, but who were also actively
engaged in other pursuits. They are the Swiss physician
and naturalist Conrad Gesner or Gessner (1516-1565); Sir
Thomas Bodley (1545-1613), a diplomat (before devoting
himself to the refounding of the university library at
Oxford); Bodley’s librarian Dr Thomas James (1573-1629),
author of religious controversies; and the French
physician Gabriel Naudé, already mentioned above. Two
other writers, who, it has been claimed, have influenced
the development of library classification, are also
included in this survey: the statesman Cassiodorus
Senator (died 575 A.D.); and Tommaso Parentucelli da
Sarzanna (1397-1455), who was to become Pope Nicholas V

(1447-1455).

1. Conrad Gesner (1516-1565)

In their writings about library classification, 16th and

7. R.A. Harvey, for instance, attempted to show Naudé’s
influence on the c.1794 catalogue of Henry Cavendish’s
library, but acknowledged that that catalogue observed
the spirit of Naudé’s recommendations rather than
following them to the letter (no.124, p.285, 288).
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17th-century scholars and librarians convey the
impression that there was a universal lack of interest in
the subject, and a lethargic adherence to tradition.
Conrad Gesner, for one, apparently did not favour the use
of subject classification for the shelf arrangement of
library books. In a passage on library classification in
his Pandectae (1548)8 he recommended the most simple
system he could conceive, in the firm belief that it
would be enough to shelve books by size - in two
sequences designated by the letters M and P for ’‘Magnus’
and ‘Parvus’ - and to assign running numbers to the
books. Only two indexes to such a collection would be
maintained: an alphabetical author index, consisting
merely of authors’ names followed by the letter M or P,
as applicable, and the appropriate running numbers; and a
shelf-1list, arranged by running numbers, to be updated

whenever necessary. 9

8. The Pandectae was first published in 1548 as part II
of Gesner’s Bibljotheca universalis, under the title of
Pandectarum sjve partitionum universaljum ... libri XXI
(no.28). Much of the information from which the above
account of Gesner is derived may be found in a paper by
H.H. Wellisch (no.233). There is also a good account of
Gesner’s ideas on classification, by W.R.B. Prideaux
(no.190, p.10-14).

9. Gesner wrote (Pandectae, fol.21v): ‘Qui primum in
bibliotheca reperientur libri, ordine aliquo secundum
magnitudinem per nidos, tabulas, aut pulpita disponantur,
& numerus singulis inscribatur atramento ... Reperiantur
igitur in bibliotheca libri, alij maioris formae, quibus
M literam hic adscribemus docendi causa (singamus enim
eiusmodi esse, & magnitudine & nominibus) alij minoris,
qui litera P notentur. 1Istis pro magnitudine dispositis,
numeri primi ordinis adscribentur, hoc modo:

fcatullus, M. I.
Tibullus, M. II.
’Beda, M. III.

[etc.])’
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When putting forward these recommendations for the
cataloguing and shelving of library books, Gesner had
very much in mind the cathedral library in 2Zurich, one of
the libraries which he frequently used. The catalogue of
that library had been compiled in 1532 by one of his
teachers, the Hebrew scholar and theologian Conrad
Pellikan (1478-1556). Gesner was familiar with the
catalogues of several libraries, but he singled out
Pellikan’s as especially worthy of praise, introducing
his recommendations on library classification in the
Pandectae with the following laudatory statement:-lo
’I shall now describe the arrangement of indexes for
library collections, whether public or private,
small or large, following the example of our teacher
Conrad Pellikan, who has applied the same
arrangement to the organisation of the Zurich public
library.’
It is evident from this passage that Pellikan’s
cataloguing methods had made a deep impression on Gesner.
Yet Gesner followed the model of his former teacher only
partially. Of Pellikan’s catalogue, Gesner retained only
the principles of an alphabetical list by authors and of
a shelf list arranged by running numbers. Of Pellikan’s
classified subject catalogue and subject index to that
catalogue, on the other hand, Gesner says nothing.
It is intriguing that Gesner did not make any

mention at all of the subject section of the Zurich

catalogue, because there can be no doubt that as a

10. My paraphrase. The original reads: ‘Nunc rationem
parandorum indicum in publicas uel priuatas etiam magnas
bibliothecas ostendam, exemplum secutus D. Conradi
Pellicani praeceptoris nostri, qui in publica Tigurina
Bibliotheca ordinanda eandem rationem obseruauit’
(Gesner, ibid.).
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regular user of libraries and of library catalogues,
Gesner must have recognised the importance of easy and
effective retrieval. It is conceivable that Gesner gave
much importance to the provision of an authors’ index
because he supposed that serious researchers would know
exactly who wrote the books of relevance to their
studies. Such a feat would not have been as unattainable
then as today, but it would still have been a tremendous
achievement, particularly when it is borne in mind that
Gesner recommended the adoption of the Zirich system in
’public’ and private libraries alike, regardless of their
subject scope or even of the size of their holdings.

More conclusive evidence for Gesner’s real attitude
towards subject classification in library catalogues may
be found in the Pandectae itself. When he compiled his
huge Bibliotheca universalis, Gesner clearly saw the
limitations of providing only for author access to a
large number of books, and this is why he added to it a
very sophisticated classified subject catalogue in the
shape of the Pandectae. Gesner’s concern for subject
classification, however, was not limited to
bibliographies. In the preface to his Bibliotheca,
Gesner expressed the hope that his bibliography would
also serve as a substitute for a library catalogue - all
the librarian would have to do was to indicate in the
margins of the Bjbliotheca which books were held.11 It is
not unreasonable to suggest that Gesner’s wish included

the use of the Pandectae as well, in the sense that

11. H.H. Wellisch (no.233), p.13.
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scholars could rely on his subject catalogue when a
subject approach to a library collection was needed.
Gesner’s lack of interest in library classification,
then, was only apparent, and is to be viewed in the
context of the very real interest in bibliographic
classification demonstrated in his Bibljotheca. From
personal experience, Gesner knew that many libraries had
no subject catalogue or provided for only a rudimentary
subject approach to their collections. With his
Bibliotheca (and Pandectae) he thought that he would
provide librarians and scholars with a ready-made answer
to their retrieval problems. The Pandectae, Gesner
evidently believed, made it unnecessary for libraries to
compile sophisticated subject catalogues of their
holdings. Even today subject approach to many library
collections, especially of early printed books, is only
possible through printed bibliographies arranged by

subject.12

2. 8ir Thomas Bodley (1545-1613) and Thomas James
(1573-1629)

When Dr Thomas James accepted the first post of Keeper at

12. Primary sources relating to the history of medicine,
for instance, are notoriously difficult to classify or
index, because of changing concepts at different periods
of time. Users of libraries specialising in such fields
usually have to refer to subject bibliographies before
they can turn to the library holdings themselves.

For a general treatment of such problems in the
context of specific libraries, see E. Clarke (no.88);
and E. Gaskell (no.114). M. Whitrow has also written on
this problem in relation to the history of science and
medicine, but with special reference to the secondary
literature (no.238).
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the Bodleian Library,13 under the supervision of Sir
Thomas Bodley, he was apparently under some
misapprehension as to what the job would entail. James
was a prominent and highly active figure in the popular
theological disputes of the time and, as his
correspondence with Bodley reveals, he was disappointed
to find that his library duties left him little time for
studying the books in his care. This, however, does not
mean in any way that he neglected his duties as Keeper.
On the contrary, he was unflagging in building up and
organising the collections, and even Bodley, who often
disagreed with him, acknowledged his zeal.14

At the newly founded Bodleian, shelf arrangement was
kept as basic as possible. As new books were received,
they were simply divided by size, into folios, quartos
and octavos. The physical restrictions imposed by the
shelves thus overcome, the books were then further
subdivided into the subjects of the four faculties, and
within each faculty, they were arranged roughly in

15

alphabetical order of authors’ names. Prime

13. For an account of the foundation, official opening
and first librarians of the Bodleian Library, see I.G.
Philip (no.187, especially chapters 1 and 2, on the
period 1598-1652).

On early Bodleian catalogues, see G.W. Wheeler
(no.236) and S. Gibson (no.116). For cataloguing methods
during Bodley’s administration, see S. Jackson (no.131).

14. Sir T. Bodley (no.22, p.xxxiv-xxxv). For a
re-evaluation of James’ librarianship, see D.G. Davis
(no.95).

15. Sir T. Bodley (no.22, p.xix); G.W. Wheeler (no.235,
p.94-95).
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consideration, then, was given to ensuring that the books
fitted on the shelves, and subject arrangement was
limited to giving readers some idea of where the books
pertaining to each faculty were shelved.

The order of the four faculties, preserved in the
first printed Bodleian catalogue of 1605, was abandoned
in the second printed catalogue (1620) in favour of
strict alphabetical arrangement. The reasons for this
change of cataloguing policy were made clear in the
opening lines of James’ preface to the 1620 catalogue:
the alphabetical arrangement is preferable, he explained,
because it makes it possible for researchers to find all
the works by a given author at a glance, and because it
does not present the difficulties inherent to
classification, such as the problem of establishing the
subject categories to which certain books belong.16

Despite appearances, providing subject access to the
books in the Bodleian was of great concern to James.

This was so true that he undertook the formidable task of

compiling a catalogue of subjects for each faculty,17

16. ‘Ad hunc scrupulum eximendum ex animis hominum,
sciendum est, non semper liquidd constare in qua & duabus
facultatibus liber sit reponendus: praeterea, laboriosum
fore, ejusdem Auctoris opera veluti abscissa Absyrti
membra in vnum colligere ... His oneribus iam levamus
studiosum Lectorem, qui si de aliquo Authore, aut
alicujus scriptis sollicitus anxiusque fuerit, inveniet
nullo negotio Authorem quem querit, & eiusdem Autho[r]is
opera omnia, vno aspectu atque intuitu; ita vt via
commodiore ad satisfaciendum percunctantibus vti non
possemus’ (T. James, no.31, Preface, section 1.
Underlining and capitalisation as in the original.)

17. Three of these subject catalogues survive, covering
Theology (compiled c.1607), Law (c.1614) and Arts (c.
1624 or 1625). For details see G.W. Wheeler (no.235,
pP.94-110).
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claiming to have personally examined the contents of the
books themselves, rather than relying on their titles.1®
His alphabetical subject catalogues were exhaustive,

comprising numerous subject headings, often subdivided
further into ’minutissimas portiones vel sectiones’.1?

It was not to the detriment of classified
arrangement that James relied on intricate alphabetical
subject indexes for subject access to the collections.
Fine classification, it is true, attracted little or no
attention on the part of Bodley and his Keeper, but it
does not follow that classification at the Bodleian,
broad as it was, was neglected.

Bodley’s correspondence reveals his concern for the
correct classification of individual books in catalogues.
In a letter to James dated February 5, 1602, Bodley
reprimanded James for parts of his classified manuscript
catalogue of the library:-20
’TI should thinke it fitter to place Lex. Heb.
Auenarij./ Grammat. Heb. Bertrami, among your Art

bookes: for that lexicons and grammers are no more
for one science then an other.’

And again, on Augqust 15, 1604, he wrote in the same vein:—21

’Some of your bookes are, me thinkes, displaced: as
Bertrams Heb. grammer, which should not be in
Diuinitie, nor Althusij Politica.’

18. Ibid., p.70, 97-98.

19. Sir T. Bodley (no.22, p.x). In the Theology
catalogue, for instance, the main heading ’‘Mundus’ is
subdivided into sections such as ’De mundi creatione’,
’De fine mundi’ and ’‘De contemptu mundi’ (G.W. Wheeler,
no.235, p.98).

20. sir T. Bodley (no.22, letter no.21).

21. Ibid., letter no.103.
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Not only was Bodley interested in making the most of the
broad classification imposed upon the Bodleian by the
university curriculum; he was also concerned with the
order of the four faculties according to which the books
were shelved and catalogued. Until 1604 the order on the

shelves and in James’ manuscript catalogues was:-

South side North side
Theology Medicine
Law Arts

In 1604, however, the Law books had to be transferred to
the North side in order to make room for the expanding
Theology section. This move apparently raised the
possibility of giving precedence to Medicine over Law, by
shelving the Law books between Medicine and Arts. Bodley
opposed the move, writing on April 18, 1604 :-22
’And touching your question, whether Lawe or
Physicke, shall take the first place, I doe finde
it agreed on, by most men, that Lawe in most places
hath the precedence, and as the faculties are
martialed nowe in the Librarie, we haue giuen it
vnto them: so as in my iudgement, we shall doe
best, to passe it in silence, without making any
question.’
The classification of books, then, was clearly a matter
of concern to Bodley and his Keeper. It evidently
mattered to them whether a book was properly classified
or not, and their discussion of the best order for the
faculties shows conclusively that to then,
classification, however basic and traditional it may have
been, involved more than merely shelving books in a

convenient place.

22. Ibid., letter no.91.
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3, Gabriel Naudé (1600-1653)

Gabriel Naudé’s Instructjions concerning erecting of a
library (first published in French in 1627)23 dealt with
the theory of library organisation on an unprecedented
scale. In this influential book Naudé stressed the
importance of catalogues as a means of locating books and
identifying them bibliographically. He also declared
himself in favour of the traditional shelf arrangement of
library books by university faculties, and it could be
hastily concluded from this that he had little interest
in library classification. Upon closer examination,
however, his statements on the matter indicate otherwise.

The reader of the Instructijons cannot fail to notice
that the arrangement of books on library shelves and in
catalogues and bibliographies is given a whole chapter
(chapter VII), entitled ’Of the Order which it is
requisite to assign them’. 1In itself this testifies to
the importance Naudé attached to the matter, and the
contents of the chapter show that the proper arrangement
of library books was of crucial importance to him. He

was acutely aware that the ability to provide for the

retrieval of books was at least as important as the

23. Naudé’s work was first printed in 1627, under the
title Advis pour dresser une bibljothéque, and a second
edition, revised by the author, appeared in 1644. Besides
several French editions and a Latin translation, it was
translated into English by John Evelyn. I have used a
modern reprint of Evelyn’s text, originally published in
1661 (no.35). The underlining and capitalisation used

in the original have been retained in this and subsequent
quotations from Naudé.
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existence of the books themselves:-24

’The seventh point ... is that of the Order and
Disposition which Books ought to observe in a
Library:; for without this, doubtless, all inquiring
is to no purpose, and our labour fruitless ... I
affirm, moreover, that without this Order and
disposition, be the collection of Books whatever,
were it fifty thousand Volumes, it would no more
merit the name of a Library, than ... a vast heap of
stones and materials, that of a Palace or a house,
till they be placed and put together according to
rule, to make a perfect and accomplished structure.’

Naudé was not satisfied with vague statements concerning
the importance of the proper arrangement of library
books. His concern for library organisation led him to
discuss and criticise various library classification
schemes, such as that proposed in 1584 by his compatriot
Frangois Grudé de La Croix Dumaine (1552-1592).25 Naudé
disliked such schemes because they departed from
traditional, well-tried practices, and therefore
complicated retrieval unnecessarly. This is why he
strongly believed in the virtues of the traditional shelf
arrangement by university faculties:-2%
’I conceive that [order] to be alwayes the best

which is most facil, the least intricate, most
natural, practised, & which follows the Faculties.’

24. Naudé (no.35, p.122-123).

25. La Croix Dumaine suggested to King Henry III that he
should establish no less than a ’‘perfect library’ (’une
biblioth&que parfaite & accomplie de tous points’). This
would be based on his bibliography or ’‘Bibliothéque
Frangoise’, which was arranged in alphabetical order, but
which he proposed to index by means of a complicated and
unorthodox classification into ’‘cent buffets’, i.e. 100
classes or cases (nho.29).

In Naudé’s opinion, such a scheme ’spoils and perverts
the natural [memory], and ... seems not to have any other
scope but to torture & eternally crucifie the Memory'’
(Naudé, no.35, p.1l25).

26. Ibid., p.126.



- 52 =
Naudé did not stop here but went one important step
further. What he actually proposed was not a systen
limited to the four traditional university faculties, as
was the case in the Bodleian Library; instead it was a
classification giving more detailed subject access to the
books, while based on the traditional arrangement by
faculties. His system:-27

’,.. follows the Faculties of Theologie, Physick,
Jurisprudence, Mathematicks, Humanjty, & others,
which should be subdivided each of them into
particulars, according to their several members.’

Naudé then proceeded to give examples of what he meant,

emphasising:-28

’... that the particular Treatises follow the rank
and disposition of their matter and subject, ...
(and] that all Books of like argument & subject be
precisely reduced, and disciplin’d in their destin’ad
places; since in so doing, the memory is so
refreshed, that it would be easie in a moment onely
to find out whatever Book one would choose or
desire, in a Library that were as vast as that of

Ptolomy ([sic].’
Naudé had evidently considered the question of library
classification with care and attention. He was ready to
answer objections from those who would argue that

classification is a vain pursuit and a waste of time

because of:-29

’,.. the difficulty of handsomly reducing and
placing of certain mixed Books in any Classes or
principal Faculty ... But to this I reply ... that
there are but very few Books but what are reducible
to some order.’

27. Ibid,
28. Ibid., p.128.
29. Ibid., p.129-130.
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he influence o assiodorus (died 575 A.D.

A work from as far back as the 6th century has attracted

the attention of library classification historians, some

of whom have seen it as containing the first recorded

0 The work

outline for the subject arrangement of books. >
in question is Cassiodorus’ Institutiones, compiled some
time after 551 for the benefit of the monks of Vivarium,
the monastery founded by Cassiodorus himself several

years earlier.31

It is well known that Cassiodorus’ work was
extremely influential for many centuries after it was
written. However, before conclusions can be safely drawn
as to its relevance to the development of library
classification practices, the nature of its influence has
to be investigated.

The Institutiones divinarum et humanarum litterarum
(title varies) is a work of great importance, on more
than one count. Dealing as it does with Cassiodorus’
personal recommendations for the study of choice authors,

both religious and secular, it is a mine of bibliographic

information known to have been used by early medieval

30. Thus J.J. Murphy, in her brief survey of medieval
library classification (no.171, p.28).

31. On Cassiodorus’ life and works, see J.J. 0’Donnell
(no.179). The best Latin text of the Instjtutiones is
the edition by R.A.B. Mynors, published with a critical
introduction; and there is an English translation, with
an extensive introduction, by L.W. Jones (no.24). Many
dates and events concerning Cassiodorus are the objects
of considerable controversy and speculation.
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libraries as an acquisitions guide.32 From a
classification point of view, the very systematic
structure of Cassiodorus’ survey of the liberal arts in
Book II of the Institutjones served to re-inforce the
influence of the liberal arts as a classification
concept. Book II was widely circulated throughout the
Middle Ages, independently of Book I, and there can be no
doubt that it was instrumental in fixing the idea of the
trivium and quadrivium in the medieval mind. 33
The direct influence of Cassiodorus’s Institutiones,
Book II, may be seen in many of the classifications
proposed by medieval theorists and compilers of
encyclopaedias. Insofar as the popularity of the
trivium and quadrivium is also in evidence in many
library classifications compiled over several centuries,

Cassiodorus’ indirect influence on library classification

cannot be denied.

5. The influence of Tommaso Parentucelli (1397-1455)

The Dominican convent of St Mark in Florence was the

32. Specific connections between the Institutiones and a
ninth-century library catalogue of Murbach Abbey in
Alsace have been traced by W. Milde (no.166). According
to Milde, four of the seven lists of desiderata in the
Murbach catalogue can be traced to Book I of the
Institutiones, which can therefore be seen to have served
as a guide to the books the Abbey’s library should have
held.

33. According to E.I. Samurin (no.56, vol.l, p.38) the
division of the liberal arts into the trivium and
quadrivium is to be attributed to Cassiodorus:
’Cassiodorus wird auch die Einteilung der "Sieben freien
Kinste™ in "Trivium®" und "Quadrivium" zugeschrieben, die
spater allgemein in Gebrauch kam (vor ihm gab es diese
Einteilung nicht)’.
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site of a magnificent public library erected in 1444 and
eventually dispersed in the 19th century.34 The core of
the collection at the time of its foundation consisted of
the manuscripts bequeathed by the humanist and
bibliophile Niccold Niccoli (1363-1437), which amounted
to several hundred volumes. One of the founding patrons
of the library was Cosimo de’ Medici (1389-1464), and he
felt that his most urgent task was to build up the
library’s already considerable collections. To this
effect, Cosimo commissioned a list of manuscripts worthy
of acquisition from the bibliophile Tommaso Parentucelli
da Sarzanna, who was to become Pope Nicholas V.35

Several scholars have suggested that Tommaso’s
Canone bibliografico, as it came to be called, was not
only of bibliographical importance, but was also of
interest from the point of view of the history of library
classification. For instance, Tommaso has been boldly
linked with the subject arrangement of the library
catalogues of Henry, 1lst Baron Stafford (1501-1563)36
and, more cautiously, of Piero di Cosimo de’ Medici

(1414-1469).37 Others, on the other hand, have rejected

34. On the formation of the St Mark library, see B.L.
Ullman and P.A. Stadter (no.225).

35. Tommaso Parentucelll was secretary to the Bishop of
Bologna, Cardinal Niccold Albergati, an outstanding
bibliophile, before his election as Pope in 1447. He was
a patron of the arts, literature and scholarship, and the
founder of the Vatican Library (J.J. Delaney and J.E.
Tobin, no.97).

36. A.H. Anderson (no.64, p.88). On Stafford’s
catalogue, see Part II, Appendix.

37. P. Kibre (no.144, p.274-278). F. Ames-Lewis (no.63,
p.31-32).
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this view, maintaining that the Canone was a guide for
the acquisition of manuscripts, and no more.38 Two
questions have to be answered before the matter may be
disposed of. Firstly, was the Canone originally intended
to serve as a plan for the subject arrangement of a
library? Secondly, was it used by others as such,
regardless of Tommaso’s original intentions?

It is quite clear from even the most casual glance
at the Canone that Tommaso was not concerned with
classifying his material. His inventory is a list of
desiderata, and no subject heading stands out to indicate
a breaking down into subject groups.39 Upon closer
examination, however, it appears that Tommaso made some
attempts at subject grouping. Theology, represented by
the bulk of the entries, comes before secular topics, as
one would expect. Aristotle and his commentators come

40 that Aristotle is here

next, and it has been suggested
in parallel to the Bible and its commentators. Where
Parentucelli definitely departs from medieval book-lists,
however, is in his list of books on other subjects. After
a small group of mathematical texts by Euclid and others,
Parentucelli lists humane literature, in no particular

order but introduced as ’De studiis humanitatis’. This

last group comprises, among other subjects, grammar (e.g.

Varro’s De origine lingquae latinae), rhetoric (e.q.

38. B.L. Ullman and P.A. Stadter (no.225, p.112, note 1);
E. Piccolomini (no.188, p.111-112).

39. The Canone has been printed in full by G. Sforza
(no.201, p.359-381).
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Quintilian’s De jinstjtutione oratoris), poetry (e.q.
Virgil) and history (e.g. Sallust), the list ending with
a note inviting the addition of more history titles (‘’et
quicquid ad historiam pertinet arbitror apponendum’).

In view of its rough subject arrangement, it is not
surprising to find that the Canone bears few similarities
with the arrangement displayed in carefully constructed
library catalogues of the time. This is true even of the
St Mark Library for which the Canone was specifically
compiled. In actual fact, the only similitude between
the subject arrangement of Tommaso’s list and that of the
earliest extant catalogue of St Mark (dated 1499 or
1500) is the sharp separation of Theology from secular
subjects.41 Even less resemblance is to be seen between
the Canone and the unclassed inventories of Tommaso’s own
library, drawn up under his successor Pope Calixtus III.42

The only extant manuscript copy of the Canone is
prefaced by a note written in 1463 by a librarian of the
convent of St Mark, Leonardo di ser Uberto, who merely

describes it as an inventory compiled by Pope Nicholas V

at the request of Cosimo de’ Medici.43 As shown above,

41. The arrangement of the St Mark inventory is
detailed in B.L. Ullman and P.A. Stadter (no.225,
p.109-112).

42. F. Ames-Lewis (no.63, p.443, note 91).

43. The original note, in full, reads: ‘Jesus.
Inventarium Nicolai Papae V, quod ipse composuit ad
instantiam Cosmae de Medicis; ut ab ipso Cosma audivi,
die xij novembris 1463, ego frater Leonardus Ser Uberti
de Florentia, Ordinis Praedicatorum, praesente patre
frate Sancte de Florentia, Priore Sancti Marci
Florentiae, eiusdem Ordinis’ (quoted by G. Sforza,
no.201, p.359).
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the Canone was simply commissioned for acquisition
purposes, and there is evidence that this is the use it
was put to, not only by Cosimo but also by others. Any
similarity with the subject arrangement of catalogues of
the time is limited to the sharp demarcation of Theology
from humane literature. This made the Canone an
important document in the history of ideas, but it does
not provide enough evidence to assert that it exerted a
direct influence on library classification practices.
Catalogues such as those of the libraries of Piero de’
Medici and Henry Stafford are similar in their
arrangement, not because their compilers consciously
followed the Canone or any other specific document, but
rather because they belonged to the same era and were
subjected to the same currents of thought, as the

subsequent chapters will show.

Conclusion
Early writers on library classification, such as Gesner,
Bodley and Naudé, were outstanding figures in the
development of the subject from the 16th century onward,
all the more so because they were part of a very small
band of men whose writings on the matter have survived.
Library classification may not have been the business of
many at that time, but the statements mentioned above
remain as evidence that some, at least, showed
considerable concern for it.

The advice or example of these early writers may not

have been followed by everyone engaged in the cataloguing
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of libraries; but on the whole, they concurred in taking
as their terms of reference the traditional library
practices then in force, and they showed little sign of
being influenced by individual positions on the subject.
Calls to observe a common consensus of opinion were
repeated for some time afterwards. The German
philosopher and inventor Gottfried Wilhelm von Leibniz or
Leibnitz (1646-1716) also made recommendations for the
arrangement of library collections on the basis of
current practices. Defending his preference for the
traditional order by university faculties, he wrote: ’‘We
make use of it in the universities, and in the
arrangement of libraries.'44
Tradition, as exemplified in the arrangement of
various libraries, inevitably played some part in the
arrangement of private collections and their catalogues.
The owner of a private collection and the compiler of the
catalogue of that collection, sometimes one and the same
person, could have visited other libraries and seen their
catalogues. The Bodleian Library catalogue of 1605, for

instance, was in the library of several early 17th-

44. G.W. Leibniz (no.33, p.626).

Leibniz is chiefly remembered as a prolific writer on
philosophy, mathematics, natural science, theology,
history, politics, jurisprudence and philology. He is
less known as a librarian, but he was an active librarian
during most of his adult life. At the age of 22 he
became librarian to the diplomat and bibliophile Baron
Johann Christian von Boineburg, then (in 1676) to the
Hanoverian court of Johann Friedrich, Duke of Brunswick-
Luneburg, and finally, towards the end of 1690, he was
placed in charge of the renowned Bibliotheca Augusta at
Wolfenbuttel. Studies of Leibniz’s librarianship include
those by E. Maas (no.158); L.M. Newman (no.174); H.G.
Schulte-Albert (no.198):; and D.K. Bowden (no.77).
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century private collectors. Although collectors used such
catalogues for bibliographical purposes, they could
hardly fail to note the strengths and weaknesses of their
arrangement. The same would have applied to the
arrangement of collections they used, perhaps during the
course of their formal university education, or during
visits in later life.

With the exception of Bodley, the writers on library
classification mentioned above were writing about private
and institutional libraries alike. As it turned out,
their advice to stick to traditional arrangement was
followed mainly by institutional libraries, intentionally
or not. The catalogues of private libraries tended to
exhibit a greater variety in their subject structure than
their institutional counterparts, and were subjected to
diverse influences. On the whole there is no actual
evidence that they were directly influenced by what was
written on the subject or that they consciously followed
individuals such as Parentucelli. Influences in this
field are more likely to be found in the general currents

of thought prevalent at the time.
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hapter

The purpose of classification

Introduction
The materials gathered for the present study share at

least one characteristic - they all exhibit some form of
subject arrangement, albeit with varying degrees of
detail and sophistication. It does not follow, however,
that the compilers of the inventories under consideration
all resorted to subject arrangement for the same reasons.
Unlike its present-day counterpart, bibliographic
classification in the 16th and 17th centuries was not
always used for the rational arrangement and retrieval of
documents. Although true classed catalogues were
compiled during that period, many inventories displayed a
classification which was no more than a vague shadow of
shelf arrangement. In some cases it is even difficult to
imagine what purpose classification could have served at
all; and in other cases classification was used for a
variety of practical purposes far removed from retrieval
as it is understood today.

The various purposes for which inventories were
compiled necessarily interacted with the classification
they displayed. Some inventories of the period under
consideration seem to fit neatly into well-defined and
well-known categories, such as post-mortem inventories
and donations lists. Others are not so easy to put into
categories, and a catalogue which, say, is divided into

various subject sections but also lists the books
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according to size and gives their value, may be described
as a classed catalogue, as a shelf-list or as a priced
list. Characteristics such as these must be taken into
account if classification is to be studied in proper
perspective, but it is not enough to ask whether a
document is a donations list or some other type of
inventory; it is more to the point to ask what relevance
this had for the arrangement of the inventories; for what
reasons and to what ends inventories were arranged in
subject order; and to enquire into the compilers’
intentions, motives and objectives.

This chapter is not concerned with all the
catalogues discussed in the study. There are many
reasons why catalogues were arranged by subject, and most
of these reasons are intimately related to topics dealt
with in other chapters, such as the personal interests of
compilers (Chapter 6 below). The present chapter focuses
on post-mortem inventories and on donations lists,
because these may be conveniently discussed as a group.
In contrast, the 1575 list of books owned by Captain Cox,
of Coventry, is also included here because it is quite
unlike the other lists in the study, as will be seen

further below.

1. Expediency

Compiling a true classed catalogue has never been a small
task. Rather than being content with listing the books as
found on the shelves, in size order and perhaps within

subject groupings, the compiler of a classed catalogue
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had to satisfy himself that he had scanned all the
relevant shelves before leaving one subject group and
proceeding with another. 1In addition to preserving the
integrity of subject classes, compilers were forced by
the very nature of the classed catalogue to give at least
some constructive thought to the organisation of their
catalogues before embarking on their task. In many
book-lists, however, classification was only used for
convenience, and this is especially the case with
post-mortem inventories.

Drawn up by a lawyer or, more likely, by his clerk

or clerks,1

a post-mortem inventory was solely concerned
with accounting for the existence of books as physical
entities, listing them in the order in which they
happened to be found - much like pieces of furniture -
and giving their appraised values. It is hardly
surprising, therefore, that classification is not a
feature of many post-mortem inventories; and that when
such inventories are arranged by subject, the arrangement
is often rudimentary and not particularly remarkable. A
survey of the classification practices of the time,
however, could not be complete if such inventories were
not taken into consideration.

Because post-mortem inventories were concerned only
with recording items of property, the classification

sometimes apparent in them had lost the function it may

have had originally, because that function had become

1. H.G. Pollard and A. Ehrman (bibliography, no.189,
p.200).
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irrelevant to the business in hand. When not altogether
dispensed with, the original subject arrangement a
collection might have followed during the owner’s
lifetime usually survives in vestigial form, as in the
post-mortem inventory of the printed books of the
humanist Bryan Rowe, Fellow of King’s College, Cambridge
(died 1521; see Part II, Appendix). Traces of
classification may be found in this inventory, where
theological books, although scattered throughout (entries
30-34, 61, 68 etc.), are also listed as a solid block
(entries 1-27). The post-mortem inventory of the effects
of Thomas Daye, Canon of Christ Church, Oxford (died
1568; see Part II, Appendix) includes 137 entries,
roughly in three subject classes (Law, entries 1-36;
Theology, entries 37-119; and Humane literature, entries
120-137), but these classes are not titled. 1In the 1545
inventory on decease of the Cambridge surgeon John
Perman, or Parman (died 1545; see Part II, Appendix) the
first book is listed on its own, and the remaining 219
entries are arranged under three subject headings
(‘Theologi’, entries 2-50; ’Poete oratores &c:’, entries
51-100; and ’Medici chirurgi’, entries 101-220). These
headings, however, do not account for the entire
collection: ’‘Theologi’ actually ends with entry 21, and
is followed by a group of 29 entries on astronomy,
mathematics and other arts (entries 22-50), which is not
given any heading.

When they adopted the structural characteristics of
classed catalogues, some inventories on decease used

classes merely to facilitate the identification of
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property. The 144 entries in the 1596 inventory on
decease of Benedict Thorowgood, of Trinity College,
Cambridge, are mainly for legal and theological books,
but entries 91-93 read, respectively: ’20 poetry bookes’,
20 history bookes’ and ‘7 rhetorike bookes’ (see Part
II, Appendix). Naturally, very little information on
subject arrangement can be inferred from such sources.2
Post-mortem inventories occasionally paid closer
attention to the arrangement of the books and adhered
more faithfully to the arrangement found on the shelves
of the owners’ libraries or in existing catalogues. The
post-mortem inventory of the books of Andrew Perne
(c.1519-1589) is a long list comprising 2,585 entries
(see Part II, Appendix). The greater part of these, the
books kept ’in the vpper studie’, are listed in more
classes than would perhaps be expected of appraisers:
’Grammatices’ (entries 1-202), ‘Philosophie’ (entries
203-274), ’‘Theologie’ (entries 275-520), ‘Catholici’
(entries 521-948), ’‘Alij mixti’ (entries 949-1223),
'Lutherani’ (entries 1224-1599), ’‘Geometrie’ (entries
1600-1621) and ’‘Mappes’ (entries 1622-1646). Within the
’Alij mixti’ and ’‘Lutherani’ classes, the books are
listed in distinct groups, although not with their own
subject headings, such as British authors (entries
1422-1537), and catechisms and confessions (entries

1538-1577) . Why subject arrangement was adhered to

2. The Thorowgood list is reminiscent of many wills. Sir
Nathaniel Bacon’s 1614 will, for instance, does not
itemize any book, although Bacon’s collection was very
extensive, but simply mentions ’‘all my English printed
and written books; the French law books ..., and the
Latin’ (quoted by D.J. McKitterick, no.162, p.24).
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more conscientiously in some cases than in others is
largely a conjectural matter, but perhaps this was
sometimes found to be the least troublesome way of
drawing up an inventory. In most cases, however, there
would have been no reason to retain any arrangement at
all if the clerk found it more expeditious to dispense
with it.

2. Institutional influences

It is not always easy to discover the specific purpose or
motive behind individual inventories exhibiting some form
of subject arrangement. The difficulty here is to
determine the extent to which a book-list shares the
characteristics of an inventory of property or, on the
contrary, approaches the modern concept of a catalogue.
Lists of donations to libraries are closely related to
inventories of property in the sense that they were meant
to itemize books which had been the object of a transfer
of ownership. Classification in these lists would
therefore be a secondary consideration, at best.

An example is the list of the books given in 1594 by
the physician Robert Barnes (died 1604) to the library of
Merton College, Oxford, of which he was a Fellow (see
Part II, Appendix). The books in that list are roughly
arranged in subject order, with Astronomy and Mathematics
(entries 1-10) followed by Medicine (entries 11-33),
Hebrew (entries 34-37), and Philosophy (entries 38-47),
but the compiler did not make a point of using any

subject heading. In another case, that of the 170 or so
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legal and theological printed books bequeathed to All
Souls College, Oxford, by David Pole, Bishop of
Peterborough (died 1568), one of the extant lists of the
bequest begins with Law, and another with Theology (see
Part II, Appendix).

On the other hand, the books donated to a library
had to be listed to certain cataloguing standards if the
donations list was to serve a useful purpose for the
recipient of the gift. If classification was resorted
to, there would be advantages in following the
arrangement adopted by the receiving institution, or some
other arrangement of a traditional nature: not only were
such lists compiled by people attached to an institution
and familiar with the subject arrangement of its books,
but a donation was destined to be integrated with the
collections already in the institution, even though it
might be shelved separately.

This is well illustrated in a list of books donated
to Cambridge University Library by the statesman Sir
Nicholas Bacon (c.1509-1579) in 1574 (see Part II). The
description and arrangement of the 94 entries of the
inventory are typical of 16th-century catalogues, and the
contents and order of its subject divisions, together
with its subject headings, provide an excellent ground
for a discussion of the motives behind its arrangement.

Although Bacon donated his books to Cambridge
University in 1574, the earliest extant lists recording
the donation appear to be the catalogue of Cambridge

University Library drawn up in 1583 and a similar list
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compiled at around the same time by Matthew Stokys (a
Registrary and Esquire Bedell at Cambridge). No record
of Stokys’ procedure, of course, can be expected to have
been kept, but it seems reasonable to assume that his
task was to assess Bacon’s donation. This he did by
accounting for the books in such a way that a mere glance
at his list would suffice to appreciate the extent of the
donation. To accomplish this efficiently, all that was
required was to strike a balance between, on the one
hand, giving sufficient information for the assessment of
the donation and, on the other hand, retaining a
traditional subject arrangement for ease of consultation.
Consequently Stokys’ list was a typical product of

its time. His descriptions were brief, usually
consisting of an author’s name and the title of his work
(e.g. entry 3, ’‘Erasmi Adagia’); and subject order was
equally traditional, the inventory being arranged in
eight broad subject divisions, with the following
headings:-

Grammatica

Rhetorica

Dialectica cum philosophia

Cosmographia

Geometria

Astrononmia

Arithmetica

Musica
It is readily apparent that Stokys’ general order was
that of the old trivium (grammar, rhetoric, dialectic)
followed by the quadrivium (geometry, astronomy,
arithmetic, music), with philosophy and cosmography

between the two. The compiler was obviously very anxious

to conform to that arrangement. Like many of his
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contemporaries he listed books on dialectic and
philosophy - both moral and natural - under a single
subject heading; but unlike many, he used the term
’Dialectica’ as the first word of his subject heading to
ensure that the trivium would be easily recognisable.
Furthermore, he was intent on retaining the arrangement
of the liberal arts even when they were represented by a
few books only. He even went as far as to make a whole
subject section out of a single volume (entry 92,

Ramus’ Arjthmetica) so as to complete the quadrivium, and
the music section only includes two items, one by the
Greek peripatetic philosopher Aristoxenus and the other
by the humanist poet and musical theorist Henricus
Glareanus (entries 93-94).

It is not necessary to look far afield for possible
similarities between Stokys’ subject arrangement and that
in contemporary catalogues of Cambridge University
Library. In the very same year as Sir Nicholas Bacon
made his donation, John Caius published a classified list
of the Library’s holdings. Not surprisingly Caius’
subject categories coincided almost exactly with Stokys’,
thus showing both men’s conformity to a long-established
and well-accepted standard:-3

Grammatica : Poetica
Dialectica, Philosophica
Rhetorica, Historica

Arithmetica, Geometria, Astronomia
Cosmographia, Musica

3. The sections above were the first five of eight
subject categories in Caius’ list, the last three being:
’Biblica : Doctores’ - ’Theologica’ - ’‘Legalia’. Caius’
list, printed in the ’‘Liber primus’ (p.85-87) of his

Historia Cantebrigiensis Academiae (1574), was reprinted
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As was mentioned in Chapter 1 (p.17 above), not all
institutional catalogues followed the same traditional
arrangement by faculties. Similarly, not all donations
lists were arranged in a predictable way. The list of the
printed books donated in 1628 to Sidney Sussex College,
Cambridge, by Lucy Russell, Countess of Bedford (died
1628) and her mother Anne Harington (see Part II) is

arranged under the following headings:-

Entries no.

Libri historici 1-76
Libri mathematici 77-146
Libri grammatici et critici 147-168
Libri poetici 169-178
Oratores et libri humaniores 179-190
Libri philosophici 191-198
Libri dialectici 199-203
Libri politici 204-206
Iurisconsulti 207-209
Libri medici 210-211
Liber theologicus 212
[Additions, not classed] 213-222

As another example, the 581 books left to the Bodleian
Library by Robert Burton (1577-1640) were listed in 1640
by John Rous, Bodley’s Librarian, in the following eight
classes (see also Part II, Appendix):-

Books in folio

Libri in quarto

English books 4°

Maskes, comedies, & tragedies
Comedies & tragedies

Books in 8° lattin [sic])
Libri anglici in 8°

Sermons in 4to

Explanations for unconventional arrangements such as the

(Continued from previous page)

in E.S. Roberts’ edition of the works of Caius (no.23).
The list was based on a 1574 shelf-list of the University
Library, which Caius re-arranged by subject. On the 1574
and other shelf-lists of the Library, see J.C.T. Oates
and H.L. Pink (no.178).
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above are not forthcoming. Perhaps it was felt that
giving as large a number of subject classes as possible
would emphasise the value of the collection and encourage
similar gifts. This interpretation is supported by the
very small number of items listed in some of the classes
of the Bedford list above, as if the compiler tried his
best to highlight the subject range of the collection.
Institutions were keen to record such gifts in special
registers, the intention being to impress prospective
benefactors with the generosity of others,4 and the
Bedford donation is recorded very neatly on vellum
leaves, with the subject headings prominently displayed

in red ink.

3. A special case : the 1575 list of Captain Cox’s books

Very occasionally an inventory will stand out because of
the specific purpose for which it was compiled. Such is
the case of the list of books belonging to Captain Cox of
Coventry. This list was published anonymously in 1575 or
1576 as part of a work entitled A lLetter (see Part II,
Appendix), and the author referred to himself in the text
as ’Ro. La’, ‘R.L.’, ’Laneham’ and ‘Langham’.

At first sight, there seems to be nothing remarkable

about the subject arrangement of the list. 1In the

4. Thus Sir Thomas Bodley, speaking of the donations
register to be kept at the Bodleian Library: ’The Keeper
shall procure that booke to be written, with a special
faire & pleasing hand: & withall to be exposed, where it
may be still in sight, for euery man to viewe, as an
eminent and endles token of our thankfull acceptation of
whatsoeuer hath bin giuen, and as an excellent
inducement, for posteritie to imitat [sic] those former
good examples’ (quoted by G.W. Wheeler, no.235, p.l1l44).
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author’s own words, this consists of ’matters of story’,
followed by ‘Philosophy both morall and naturall’
(including ’poetry and astronomy, and oother hid
sciencez’), ’playz’, ’ballets and songs’, and finally
‘Allmanaks’. A hurried glance at the list may even give
the impression that the first and second sections are
reserved for story-books and works on ‘Philosophy’ merely
because of the large number of items involved (47 out of
61) . The reader, however, is told that Captain Cox’s
ballads and songbooks included not only the seven listed
but also ’a hundred more’; yet this category of material
was placed last but one. If the arrangement of the list,
therefore, has any significance at all, factors other
than size of holdings must be accounted for before a
satisfying explanation can be reached concerning the
order of the sections making up the 1list.

On closer examination, the arrangement of the list
can be seen to have been carefully constructed, for a
specific goal. The author’s purpose can be inferred from
the text of the Letter itself, which proves to be quite
revealing in this respect.

The circumstances surrounding the conception of the
book are clearly established by the author. On July 9,
1575 Queen Elizabeth arrived at Kenilworth Castle, near
Coventry, where she was entertained for 19 days. Her
host and favourite, Robert Dudley, Earl of Leicester
(1532?-1588) spared nothing to make her stay memorable,
and as one of the Queen’s entourage, the author was so

impressed by this array of festivities that he felt
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compelled to put down in writing the details of what he
saw. This he did in the form of a ’letter’ to his friend
Master Humphrey Martin. As another friend of his, the
book collector Captain Cox, took a prominent part in the
proceedings, the author could not resist the opportunity
to include an account of the Captain and his library.

To draw up a formal catalogue of Captain Cox’s
library amidst a description of the Kenilworth
festivities would not only have been incongruous, but
would also have been a cumbersome addition to a document
composed in the form of a letter to a friend. The author
quite adroitly surmounted this difficulty by blending his
list of Captain Cox’s books - no less than 62 items -
into his narrative. In this way he turned what would
otherwise have been a tedious enumeration of titles into
an illustration of the Captain’s personality and
interests. In order to derive maximum effect from this
exercise, the author was not content with showing which
titles were in the Captain’s library, but he also made
the full range of the collection manifest by grouping the
books in well-defined sections. The author’s aim was to
impress his friend Martin and other readers of his
letter, and it was to this end that he presented Captain
Cox’s collection in the order and terminology given in
the Letter.

There can be little doubt that Captain Cox’s books
were listed in the way that was best suited to the
purpose of the Letter. The ease with which the books are
described and the author’s ability to blend his list
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smoothly with the rest of his narrative strongly suggest
that he listed the books as he personally intended.
Instead of going from shelf to shelf, laboriously writing
down the details of each book as he would have found it,
he revealed that much of his account was based on memory.
True, he said that during the festivities he took ’sum
notez and observationz (for I can not be idl at ony hand
in the world)’,5 and it was evidently on such notes that
he based the greater part of his account. At times,
however, he admitted that he had to rely on what he could
remember, as when he explained that he was listing
Captain Cox’s philosophy books from memory: ’‘Whearof part
az I remember ...'.6 This mixture of note-taking and
memorising largely explains why he could not possibly
report everything he saw, but could only relate ‘a part
heer’, as he ’‘coold not see all, nor had I seen all coold
well report the hallf’.’ Similarly his list of the
Captain’s story-books disappointingly ends with the
words, ’‘with many mo then I rehearz heer’;8 and after
listing seven of the Captain’s plays, he added in a
frustratingly casual way, ‘and a hundred more, he hath

fayr wrapt up in Parchment and boound with a whipcord'.9

This account, then, is not altogether complete or

5. A letter ...; edited by R.J.P. Kuin (no.32, lines
22-23).

6. JIbid., line 664.
7. Ibid., lines 37-38.
8. JIbid., lines 659-660.

9. JIbid., lines 676-677.
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thorough, and what the reader is left with is very much
what the author chose - consciously or not - to relate.

In the case of the Captain’s books, there was a good
reason why the author could be content with trusting his
memory. The type of books read by the Captain was
familiar to a middle-class audience, so that no elaborate
description was necessary for the books to be readily
identified by his contemporaries. The author could
therefore safely turn his list of Captain Cox’s books
into a continuous narrative, supplying only the briefest
of titles and even leaving out the authors’ names in
almost all cases. His very first catalogue entry, for
instance, reads ’‘King Arthurz book’, and doubtless refers
to Malory’s Morte d’Arthur.

The author’s main criterion for selecting the
elements he saw fit to include in his Letter is clearly
revealed in his writing style. Far from remaining an
impartial reporter, he could not resist emphasising those
events which aroused his enthusiasm. For instance,
having tremendously enjoyed the tournament held on Sunday,
July 17, he concluded his description of the event with
the following typical hyperbole: ’I beleve it woold have
mooved sum man too a right meery mood, thoogh had it be
toold him hiz wyfe lay a dying'.10 He is not wanting in
his unbounding enthusiasm for Captain Cox either. To his
obvious delight, the Captain distinguished himself in the
mock-battle held that same Sunday, proving himself to be

’a valiaunt captayn of great proowes az fiers az a fox

10. Ibid., lines 604-606.
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assauting a gooz, waz so hardy too gyve the fyrst
stroke’.ll He introduced the Captain as ‘an od man I

12

promiz yoo’, that is to say, a singular or remarkable

man. Captain Cox, he continued, was ’in the field a good

13

marshall at musterz’, and he was manifestly ‘hardy az

Gawyn, for hiz tonsword’ or two-handed sword ‘hangs at

his tablz eend’.14

In civil life, the reader was told, he
was a prominent and respected citizen of Coventry, being
’of very great credit and trust in the tooun heer, for he
haz been chozen Alecunner’ or inspector of ales ‘many a
yeer, when hiz betterz have stond by: and ... hiz
judgment will be taken aboove the best in the parish, be

15 The author praised Captain

hiz noze near so red’ [sic].
Cox’s virtues through his book-list too. The Captain, he
said, did not merely collect books of stories and of
philosophy merely for the sake of owning them, but was
very learned in the fields represented in his collection:
’great oversight hath he in matters of story’ and ’‘in
Philosophy both morall and naturall, I think he be az
naturally overseen’. The author, then, betrayed a
constant preoccupation for enhancing or exaggerating the
image of the Captain in his readers’ eyes. This account,

then, besides being not altogether complete, is to be

read as a very personal, subjective view of what the

11. Ibid., lines 710-711.
12. Ibid., line 644.
13. Ibid., line 687.
14. Ibid., lines 645-646.

15. Ibid., lines 687-692.
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author saw at Kenilworth Castle and in Captain Cox’s
home. It is precisely through his subjectivity that his
intentions in listing the Captain’s books are made
manifest.

The narrator’s admiration for Captain Cox, his
professed knowledge of the man’s character, and his
intimate knowledge of his library, strongly suggest that
the two were closely acquainted. Friendship would
certainly account for many of the author’s complimentary
remarks concerning the Captain’s personality and
interests. In addition to friendship, furthermore,
social class membership provided a strong bond between
them. We know no more about Captain Cox than what is
contained in the Letter, but the Captain emerges from the
author’s description as a typical member of the
Elizabethan middle-class - ’‘by profession a Mason, and
that right skilfull’.l®

Towards the end of his Letter - his only work - the
author described himself at great length, saying that,
born in Nottinghamshire, he attended St Antholin’s and St
Paul’s schools in London, up to the fifth form. He later
became a member of the Mercers’ Company, and his business
frequently took him abroad, where, said he with immense
pride, he learned Spanish, Latin (i.e. Italian?), French
and Dutch. Eventually he was made a Keeper of the
Council Chamber, and it was in this capacity that he
followed the Court to Kenilworth Castle. He spared no

detail regarding his interests in life, confessing,

16. Ibid., lines 644-645.
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Storyez I delight in, the more auncient and rare, the

17 and, ‘A, muzik iz a nobl Art'.1

more lykesum untoo ne’,
Like many of the middle class, he could play musical
instruments, ’‘noow with my Gyttern, and els with my

Cyttern, then at the Virginallz'.19

Like Captain cCox,
then, Langham was very much of the Elizabethan middle
class.

The authorship of the letter has become a matter of
dispute in recent years. It has been alleged that it was
the work of the scholar and antiquary William Patten
(€.1510~-¢c,1600), who wrote it as a farce at the expense
of Langham, hence the ludicrous style in evidence
thoughout the work.zo If the author was Langham, he was
obviously intent on presenting his friend in the best
possible light, lavishing praise after praise upon him;
if, on the other hand, he was Patten, he certainly
succeeded in lampooning the Captain through his
exaggerated eulogies.

Captain Cox’s books, it must be emphasised, are not
to be regarded as typifying the whole range of
middle-class reading. With the exception of plays, which
were loved by the middle class and by courtiers alike,

21

despite a strong Puritan opposition, the Captain’s

17. Ibid., lines 1646-1648.

18. Ibid., line 840.

19. Ibid., lines 1614-1615.

20. For a discussion of the pros and cons of the
argument, see R.J.P. Kuin (no.151). Dr Kuin argues that
the author of the Letter was Langham, not Patten.

21. L.B. Wright (no.243, p.603-604).

8
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books only represent a part of the popular reading of the
time, a part which the aristocratic classes were quick
and eager to denigrate as frivolous trash. Langham was a
proud representative of the commercial, bourgeois middle
class, but he was equally intent on improving his social

22 being a courtier as well as a mercer, and he

status,
appears to have been caught between these two conflicting
currents of thought. Whether the letter is taken at face
value or as a parody, the author was well aware of this
dual interest, and it is most interesting to see how this
influenced his arrangement of the list and his comments
thereon.

Clearly, story-books were firm favourites with
Captain Cox. Middle-class readers as a whole shared his
love for ’‘matters of story’, and were keen to refute the
attacks of the aristocratic classes, who saw them only as

23 This explains why the author did not

a waste of time.
hesitate to place story-books at the top of his list,
commenting rather grandly that Captain Cox had ’great
oversight’, that is, was very learned, in this field.
This section of ’matters of story’, which includes
more than half of the total number of titles given (33

out of 61, ’‘with many mor’ [sic] unspecified items), is

squarely divided into two groups: romances on the one

22. On the self-respecting pride of the middle class in
their social status, and their ambitions for social
improvement, see ibid., p.3, 19-42.

23. On the vogue of story-books, and the attitudes of the
middle and aristocratic classes towards them, see ibid.,
p.375-417.
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hand (entries 1-16) and, on the other hand, tales, short
stories, ballads and poems (entries 17-33). At first
glance, it may appear that the distinction between these
two groups is one of form only, but a closer examination
reveals that the books were listed in their respective
sub-groups because of the types of story they contain.
Thus romances constitute a homogeneous group because
books like Malory’s Morte d’Arthur (entry 1) or the

legendary Life of Virgil (entry 15) tell stories which
bear little resemblance to the jest-books and ballads
(not included here for their musical aspects) which form
the majority of the second sub-group.

The author was careful enough to place romances
first, because, although the genre was then fast becoming

24

old-fashioned, it still enjoyed considerable favour,

even with some aristocratic readers.25

Further, Langham
doubtless shared the view, held by the populace, that not
only entertainment, but also much instruction could be
derived from what many still believed to be historical

accounts.26

It was manifestly for the same reason that
miscellaneous tales, short stories and ballads came
second only to the more serious romances: it was commonly
argued that much benefit could be gained from reading
tales, either because of the moral most of them

contained, or because of the healthy laughter they

24. H.S. Bennett (no.71, p.249-250).

25. L.B. Wright (no.243, p.85).

26. Ibid., p.376.
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provoked.27
The second section of the list is also revealing.
It is introduced with carefully picked words, the author
pointing out that it dealt with ‘Philosophy both morall
and naturall’ and included ’‘poetry and Astronomy’. Words
such as these were obviously meant to impress the reader
into thinking that Captain Cox was ’naturally overseen’,
not only in story-books, but in more weighty matters too.
If, on the other hand, the work was intended as a parody,
the reader would be quick to see that very little
astronomy and natural philosophy was to be found in the
list, save in the popular encyclopaedic treatise The
shepherds’ calendar (entry 34). The feeble promise
that Captain Cox possessed more books on ‘oother hid
sciencez’ is a meager substitute for solid evidence.
Either Langham was desperately trying to show that his
friend was not slower than most in the rapid awakening of
the middle class to the ’scientific’ literature of the

28

time, or Patten was enjoying himself at the expense of

someone he considered a pompous upstart. The reader, in

27. In this connection, typical is the prologue to the
collection of jests entitled Scogin (item no.29 in
Langham’s list): ’‘Considering ... that mirth is so
necessary for man, I publish this Book,... to make men
merry: for amongst divers other Books of matters I have
made, my delight has been to recreate my mind in making
something merry; wherefore I do advertise every man, in
avoiding pensiveness, or too much study or melancholy, to
be merry with honesty in God, and for God, whom I humbly
beseech to send us the mirth of Heaven. Amen.’ (Quoted
in F.J. Furnivall’s edition of the Letter. London :
Chatto and Windus, 1907 (The Shakespeare Library).
p.lxvii-1xviii.)

28. On the curiosity shown by the middle class for the
growing world of science, see L.B. Wright (no.243,
p.549-602).
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fact, is left with what is a very miscellaneous section,
dominated by works touching on ethics.

That the list contained only one medical treatise -
Andrew Borde (or Boorde), brev o ea -
curiously sandwiched between plays and ballads, testifies
to Captain Cox’s preference for light literature over

serious works.29

Also significant is that the author
should make this single title stand out, by introducing
it with the phrase ’and heerwith ...’, thereby drawing
the reader’s attention to a dignified subject, albeit
poorly represented in the Captain’s collection.

Unlike the story-books in the first section, the
ballads or song-books listed next were usually of such
poor quality - both in literary form and physical

make-up =30

that even Langham felt at a loss to defend
them. He therefore placed them in penultimate position,
only listed the titles of seven of them, almost as if
listing more would be detrimental to his evaluation of
Captain Cox, and quickly dismissed the rest (’a hunderd
[sic] more’) as tied in a bundle. Similarly the very
popular almanacs or prognostications were conventionally

31

associated with the taste of common folk, and so they

29. This is further emphasised by the fact that Borde’s
work was part of that mass of books intended for the
ordinary man and woman. Writes Borde himself: ‘I do not
wryte these bokes for learned men, but for simple and
unlerned [sic] men’ (quoted by H.S. Bennett, no.71,
p.183).

30. Ibid., p.254.

31. L.B. Wright (no.243, p.450). This is not to deny, of
course, the immense attraction astrology had for certain
individuals among all classes of people (H.S. Bennett,
no.71, p.201).
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were reserved for the bottom of the list.

The arrangement of captain Cox’s collection, then,
tells a story of conflicting currents of thought. To be
sure, both Langham and Cox displayed an enterprising
spirit typical of the Elizabethan middle class, and
neither was content with remaining only a master of his
trade. The difference between the two, however, was one
of intellectual interests and pursuits. On the one hand,
the Captain’s holdings imply that he was primarily fond
of light reading, and they include very few of the more
serious and educational works which were beginning to
attract a middle-class audience eager to further their
social status. In cultivating a taste for old-fashioned
romances and popular reading to the exclusion of
everything else, the Captain, in effect, was unwittingly
identifying his intellectual interests with those of the
lower classes. On the other hand, if Langham was the
author of the Letter, his position was not so clear-cut.
In no way did he deny his love for the kind of books
Captain Cox possessed, especially story-books; but,
implicit in his arrangement of the list was his regret
that the Captain did not also collect literature of a
more serious nature, particularly in the fields of
‘philosophy’ and the ’sciencez’. This stongly suggests
that Langham’s taste was more characteristically

32

middle-class than his friend’s. If the work is

regarded as a parody, then Patten was emphasising

32. On the breadth of middle-class reading interests, see
L.B. Wright (no.243, p.83).
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Langham’s roots in a devastating manner.

The list of Captain Cox’ books thus illustrates the
complexity of the Elizabethan middle class which, of
course, is not seen as a uniform entity but as a
composite body of very individual members, each with his
own inclinations, interests and pursuits. Langham’s
list, therefore, whether it was written in earnest or
not, is to be counted among the many documents
contributing to a better understanding of the socio-

cultural aspects of Elizabethan England.

Conclusion
Unravelling the motives which led a compiler to adopt a

particular subject arrangement can be very informative,
as in the case of the account of Captain Cox’s library.
Even when the precise reasons for the compiler’s choice
of classification cannot be established, there is still
much value in looking into the matter. When inventories
were as scrupulously classed by subject as the donations
list of the books of Sir Nicholas Bacon, it is evident
that classification was of concern to the compilers.

The compilers of post-mortem inventories, on the
other hand, adopted what could be called
’second-generation’ classifications, or classifications
copied from existing subject arrangements - either the
order of the books on the shelves, or the order of
classed catalogues which the clerks took as their models.
To them classification was a secondary consideration,

almost a superfluous feature, and they normally paid
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little attention to it, if any. Classification in those
documents had lost its original function in the eyes of
the compilers.

An enquiry into the motives behind the
classification of documents as diverse as the ones
discussed above has serious methodological implications.
If these motives are disregarded, an investigation of
subject arrangement could rely on false assumptions and

draw unsound conclusions.
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Chapter 4

nterest clagssjificatio

Introduction
When considered superficially, library catalogues of the

English Renaissance give the impression that
classification was of little concern to the compilers.
Organisation in any form is absent from many catalogues
of the period, particularly catalogues of private
libraries; and when some order can be perceived, it seems
to be either simple in the extreme or so uniform as to
suggest a total lack of interest on the cataloguer’s
part. This is true, at least to a certain extent, of the
catalogues which fall within the scope of this study.

A consideration of the importance attached by
cataloguers to the classification of books, and of the
extent to which they showed an interest in the matter,
raises two important questions. On the one hand, were
cataloguers indifferent to the subject arrangement they
followed, did they resort to it at random, as if it did
not matter which arrangement they adopted? On the other
hand, was classification a deliberate, conscious choice,
or did cataloguers content themselves with conforming to
rudimentary traditional practices at the expense of
personal initiative?

An answer to the second of these questions will be
sought in subsequent chapters, which will examine it from
various points of view. 1In Chapter 2 above, some

evidence of external interest in the classification of
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books was presented, and Chapter 3 has already shown that
interest in classification was not altogether lacking in
certain catalogues, even in donations lists and
post-mortem inventories. In the present chapter other
catalogues will be examined for evidence pointing to at
least a measure of concern in subject arrangement on the

compilers’ part.

An apparent neglect
A cursory glance at the documents under consideration
gives the impression that the compilers’ sole
preoccupation was to list books merely to record their
existence.

Typically a compiler would give the books only the
briefest of description, in the form of an author’s name
followed by the title of the work. Entries with just a
title without the author’s name abound, and so do entries
with an author’s name without any further information.
Identification of specific editions, let alone of
specific copies, -is often impossible, and this is a
particularly acute problem in lists which were apparently
nothing more than personal records. The lack of
attention paid by many cataloguers to detailed
descriptions raises doubts as to their concern for
cataloguing the books properly, let alone for classifying
them.

The general appearance of the book-lists of the
period is not usually impressive either. Physicians, for

example, were in the habit of keeping a medley of
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personal jottings in notebooks. Such notebooks, often
well-worn through frequent use over a period of years,
were not infrequently used to record lists of their
owners’ books. When their appearance leaves much to be
desired, these notebooks can give the unfortunate
impression that any book-list they may contain was
compiled hurriedly and carelessly.

Leafing through the Bernard book-list of c.1640 (see
Part II), a casual onlooker might be left with the
distinct impression that it was rather carelessly
prepared. At first, the book-list appears to be little
more than an afterthought, starting as it does from the
back of a small notebook, with the book turned upside
down, and working its way towards a medley of medical
jottings and personal accounts. At first glance, there
is little to suggest that the compiler attended to his
business with care, let alone that he showed any interest
in the arrangement of his material. Despite appearances,
however, the Bernard list was not compiled on the whim of
the moment, but was carefully constructed to facilitate
retrieval of the books. The compiler not only provided
subject access to the items listed, arranging his
material by topics, but he also took the precaution to
add an alphabetical author index to his subject section,
an unusual step at the time in a private library

catalogue.1 Far from being carelessly listed, many of

1. The practice of appending an alphabetical author index
to a classified sequence can be traced back to such early
examples as Johann Tritheim’s bibliography, compiled
towards the end of the 15th century, and the library
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the books are described with indications of date, place
of publication and printer’s name; and although it is
true that no systematic method was followed by the
compiler in this respect, it is interesting to note that
his efforts to include such bibliographical details did
not tire towards the end of the list, as so often
happened in other catalogues. For identification
purposes, little needs to be added to entries such as
’'Gregorij Magni opera. Basileae, Frobenius 1551. tomi 2’
(entry 10) or ’Vrsini opera tomi 3. Heidelbergae 1612’

(entry 285).

2, Adherence to shelf order

The most interesting catalogues from the point of view of
the history of classification are not those which
slavishly follow shelf order or some traditional system
of subject arrangement. They are those which approach
the modern concept of the catalogue insofar as they
strive to account for the various subject categories
represented in a collection. As a general rule the less
a catalogue has in common with inventories of property,
the more individual its subject arrangement, which can be

regarded as reflecting the compiler’s or library owner’s

(Continued from previous page)

catalogue of Syon Monastery, Isleworth, dated 1526 (R.F.
Strout, bibliography, no.210, p.262). By the beginning
of the 17th century, when the Bernard catalogue was
compiled, the practice was widely recommended by Sir
Thomas Bodley, Gabriel Naudé and others (jibid., p.265),
but the compilers of private library catalogues did not
often follow suit, presumably because of the restricted
scope and purpose of that type of catalogue.
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personal interests and outlook on the contents of a
collection. The study of this type of catalogue is the
most rewarding because of the lack of standardisation in
classification practices in 16th and 17th-century
England. Catalogues in the form of shelf-lists, on the
other hand, may appear to reflect the compilers’ lack of
interest in classification - all they had to do, it would
seem, was to list the books in the same order as they
were found on the shelves. In a sense, all the
catalogues considered in this study are inventories of
property, insofar as they record what private

individuals owned; furthermore, most of these catalogues
give indications of bibliographical size, and to that
extent are shelf-lists. This is more the case with some
catalogues than with others, however.

In view of the effort involved in compiling a true
classed catalogue, it is not surprising that most
compilers limited themselves to shelf-lists; or, after
starting with the intention of compiling a catalogue with
clear subject divisions, they grew weary of their labours
and gradually neglected the task before them; or again
they gave a semblance of compiling true classed
catalogues, while listing a miscellany of books on
various subjects under deceptively specific subject
headings. Such endeavours could offer little help in
retrieval, and were therefore more akin to the inventory
of property - of which they may be said to be a variant -
than to the classed cataloque.

A typical example is that provided by the 1615
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inventory compiled by Christopher Keighley for William
Cecil, 2nd Earl of Salisbury (see Part II, Appendix). At
first glance, this looks like a true classed catalogue,
the classes being ‘Diuinitie’ - ’Historie’ - ’Naturall
philosophie & phisice’ - ’Bookes of diuerse sortes’ -
’Philologie’ - ’Lawe’. Keighley obviously intended to
put on record what books Salisbury had on a given
subject, doing his best, for instance, to list all
’Diuinitie bookes’ in a single section, even though they
were shelved both ‘vpon the lefte’ and ‘vpon the righte
side at the vpper end of the Librarie’. However,
Keighley failed to put his intentions into practice, and
his subject arrangement is not all that it looks.

Keighley’s catalogue, in actual fact, is no more
than a mere shelf-list in the strict sense of the ternm,
his arrangement being first by subject, then by size; or,
in the case of Divinity, first by subject, then by
location, finally by size. Furthermore he apparently
gave the names of his classes the vaguest of meanings.
Thus his History section contains, as one would expect,
accounts of secular and ecclesiastical history, as well
as biography, but also geography (’80ta: Libri Ptolomei
(sic]) in fol.’, fo0l.9r), architecture (’Architectura
Vitruuij in fol.’, ibid.), perspective (’Perspective R.
Cotton. in fol.’, ibid.), navigation (’/The second volume
of Navigacion in fol.’, fol.9v), the military arts
(‘Militaris ordinis Iohannitarum Rhodiorum authore
henrico Pentalione [Heinrich Pantaleon] - fol.’,

fol.10v), belles-lettres (’I1l decameron di Boccacchio in
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4’, fol.llv), bibliography (?Cathologus librorum
bibliothecae oxoniensis bis - 4/, fol.1l2r), grammar
(’Grammattica Latina in vulgare in 4’, jibid.),
horsemanship, (’Pluuinell Instructions for Horsemanshipp
in french - foll.’, fol.14r) and other unrelated
subjects. His other sections too are largely
miscellaneous, and this is not entirely because such
terms as ‘Natural philosophy’ and ‘Philology’ then
encompassed very broad concepts; titles on other subjects
are listed under these headings, such as politics
(’Nobilitas politica vel civilis in fol.’, fol.14v), the
military arts again (’/Imprese stratagemi militaris de
Barnard Rocka - fol.’, ibid.), moral philosophy
(’Aristotilis Ethica bis in 4/, fol.15v) and rhetoric
(’Aristotilis Rhetorica in 87, fol.l16r) in the Natural
philosophy section; and logic (’Tolletti Logica in 4to’,

fol.21v) in the Philology section.

3, 8ize and value of the books

Catalogues which give appraised values of the books

are, on the face of it, typical inventories of

property. Classification would not normally be of key

importance in such inventories, but this is not to say

that priced lists necessarily paid no attention to it.
When the physician Edward Barlow decided to make a

list of his library on February 20, 1590, he made it

clear that he intended to account for the ‘rates’ of the

books, ’as they are rially [sic] worthe’, and he ended

his 1list with the words: ‘The hole some of money, of all



- 93 -
my bookes according to the prices heere sett downe is £25
12 8 9 d’ (see Part II). Yet Barlow did list his books
in distinct groups: he started with a large untitled
group of 129 items, followed by 14 entries classed as
’Diuinitie’ and 27 classed as ’‘Historye’. It would
appear that Barlow started with the most valuable part of
his collection, the first 129 items being valued at
£17.3.10 whereas the following 41 items were only deemed
to be worth £1.13.4, a difference quite disproportionate
to the number of items involved.

Looking at the ¢.1640 list of the library attributed
to Samuel Bernard (already mentioned on p.88-89 above) it
appears that the compiler, in common with many at the
time, was especially interested in the size and value of
the books. The value of the books is scrupulously
recorded against nearly every entry, and it sometimes
seems that the price of a book was all that the compiler
was concerned with. In itself, an entry such as ‘4 s.
Clemens’ (entry 18) reveals little about the book except
its value: is the author Clement of Alexandria, or is it
Clemens Romanus?) and several similar examples could
easily be found. The value of the books also appears to
have played a role in the arrangement of the material,
because large and expensive items seem to have been
gathered together to form the bulk of the first section,
under the heading ’Patres’. It might be concluded that
such factors as size and value were more important to the
compiler of the Bernard list than subject arrangement;

and that this may well explain the flaws in the subject
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arrangement of the catalogue. Theology books, for
instance, are not listed together but in four different
groups - ’‘Patres’ (entries 1-29); ’Commentatores in
Scripturas’ (entries 67-88); ’‘Theologici’ and ’Sermones
sacri’ (entries 212-268); ’Theologi latini et anglici’
and ’‘Scholastici’ (entries 284-304) - each separated from
one another by unrelated categories. Another example of
unhelpful arrangement is the section ’Sermones sacri’,
which should start with entry 265, not entry 268. At
best, then, the book-list appears to be little else than
a priced list or shelf-list - a banal inventory of
property.

The subject arrangement of the Bernard catalogue may
seem at first to be yet another jumble of the subject
headings usually found in catalogues of the period, but
this is only a superficial impression. 1In reality, the
compiler did adopt a systematic arrangement, although,
the catalogue being for his personal benefit, he made no
effort to make this arrangement evident to others (a
point which will be developed in Chapter 7 below).

The 1628 Bedford donations list (see Part II)
appears at first to reflect the compiler’s preoccupation
with the size of the books. Like many lists of the
period, it conscientiously groups the books by subject,
then by size, e.g. the first section is split into ‘Libri
historici in fol:’ (entries 1-49), the same ’in quarto’
(entries 50-65) and again ’in octavo’ (entries 66-76).

As mentioned in the previous chapter, however, the main
concern of the compiler was to indicate the range of

subjects included in the collection.
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Lord Stafford’s 1556 catalogue has all the
appearances of a mere shelf-list (see Part II, Appendix).
It would seem that Stafford worked through his
collection shelf by shelf, listing the books in the order
he found them, for he began each subject division with
the larger volumes (folios and quartos, presumably kept
on the lower shelves) and tended to list other volumes in
descending order of size (mainly octavos and sixteenmos,
doubtless kept on the upper shelves). This is the case
in three divisions, in which books are listed in
descending size order only: division VIII (Medicine and
Surgery) thus begins with folios (entries 1-17), then
lists quartos (entries 18-31), octavos (entries 32-49),
duodecimos (entries 50-51) and sixteenmos (entries
52-58); division I (Civil law) starts with folios and
quartos mixed together (entries 1-15), then lists toge-
ther octavos and sixteenmos ({entries 16-27); and division
II (Canon law) also mixes folios and quartos at first
(entries 1-13), followed by octavos (entries 14-17).
Stafford even took care to record the location of
volumes in book-cases. According to him, his study had
four such cases or classes, and shelf arrangement was as
follows:-
Divisions I and III: ‘in dextra parti prime classis’
Division II : ’in sinistra parti prime classis’
Divisions IV to IX: apparently in three other classes
Lord Stafford’s catalogue, in actual fact, listed the
books strictly by size in only three subject divisions:
divisions I, II and VIII, as noted above. Except for
categories IV and IX (History and Theology), where no

order at all is discernible, Stafford repeatedly broke
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shelf order for the express purpose of listing related
books together in subject subdivisions. To give but one
example, Cicero’s Rhetorica, being a folio, naturally
begins division VI (Rhetoric and Philosophy), but is less
expectedly followed immediately by three octavos, another
folio and a sixteenmo - all on the same subject; had
Stafford followed shelf order in this instance, his books
on rhetoric would not have been listed together.

There is therefore strong evidence of a marked
effort on Stafford’s part to transcend the physical bonds
imposed on him by the various sizes of his books, and to
present a catalogue in which subject arrangement is
generally preferred to shelf order.

In a similar vein, the marginal shelf indications
found in Sir Thomas Smith’s 1576 catalogue (see Part II,
Appendix) show that Smith generally listed his books
shelf by shelf, e.g. ’‘on the est side’, or ‘on the 4th
shelf’. As a result, his books on medicine are not
listed all together in one subject group: having listed
the bulk of them (from the ’fourth’ and ’‘fifth’ shelves)
under the heading ’Medicinae, of phisick’, he later added
those shelved on the ’vppermost shelf’ under the separate
heading ’Phisic’. Just like Stafford, however, Sir
Thomas Smith did not generally follow shelf order
slavishly. Instead, he made a conscious effort to list
books on the same subject together, regardless of their
distribution on the shelves. Had he strictly adhered to
shelf order, his sequence of subjects would have been

more in line with the confused order below than with the
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arrangement of the catalogue itself:-

Side Shelves
Phisic West side ‘Vppermost’
Historiographes id. ’Highest’,2,3
Medicinae, of phisick id., 4
Philosophica id, 4
Medicinae, of phisick id. 5
Philosophica ia. 5
Astronomica id. 5
Ciuil law ’Est side’ *Vppermost’
Architectura id. 'Highest’
Theologica id. 2
Iuris ciuilis et canonici  jid. 4
Grammatica et poetica id. 4
Common law id. 24
Turis ciuilis et canonici id. 5
Grammatica et poetica id. 5

Instead of listing books shelf by shelf, Smith stopped at
the end of a subject sequence on the shelf he was working
on, then looked for other books on the same subject on
the next shelf. When he was satisfied he had located
all the books on a given subject, he then proceeded with
the next subject on the shelf he had started with.

The 1639 catalogue of the books of William Somner
(see Part II) gives indications of size in the
description of individual items, not as a feature of the
arrangement of the catalogue. The catalogue does start
with folios, but only limited attention is paid to size.
John Stow’s Survey of London in folio, for instance, is

next to the same author’s Summary of English chronicles,
which is in 16° (entries 120-121).

4, Classes and sub-classes

In common with most of his contemporaries, Sir Thomas
Smith made no consistent or systematic attempt at

classifying the books in his collection, and he was more
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interested in broad subject groups than in fine
classification. Yet the contents of his broad subject
classes reveal that he did make some attempt at grouping
books in sub-classes, particularly in his 1566 catalogue.
In both the 1566 and the 1576 catalogues, Smith
begins his Theology section with editions of the Greek
and Latin fathers, Augustine coming first according to
the well-established medieval tradition. These are
followed by a few general works by non-Catholic
theologians, in particular Luther. Also common to both
catalogues is the order of most of the remaining items in
this section: Smith tended to place the Bible (texts and
versions) and related works (commentaries, sermons and
concordances) before a miscellany of theological works.
In the medical section of his 1566 catalogue, Smith
sharply distinguishes between medicine and surgery on the
one hand, and veterinary medicine on the other hand.
That supreme classical authority, Galen, is at the head
of the list (entry 431), and another of his works is
found further down the section of medical books (entry
447). This section chiefly consists of duplicates of the
works on medical botany listed under the heading
Philosophy, supplemented by popular books of ’secrets’
(collections of remedies) such as the De secreti of
Alessio Piemontese (entry 446). Intermixed with these
are several surgical works such as those of Guido de
Cauliaco (entry 438) and Joannes de Vigo (entry 439).
Contrasting with this miscellaneous listing is the block

of four items on veterinary medicine which ends the
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medical section (entries 448-451; these are followed by
later additions), for instance Jean Massé’s Art
veterinajre (entry 449).

Even donations lists such as that of the books of
Sir Nicholas Bacon (see Part II) sometimes contain
evidence pointing to the importance of classification for
the compiler. In the case of Bacon’s books the
compiler’s concern with classification becomes evident
when the contents of his subject sections are analysed.
Not content with the traditional headings of ’‘Grammatica’
and ’‘Dialectica cum philosophia’, the compiler subdivided
these two sections, thereby showing an interest in
classification which is not immediately apparent.

The first 23 items of the inventory are listed under
the heading ’‘Grammatica’. This first section is clearly
divided into literature (entries 2-11) and language.
Language, in turn, is split into grammatical treatises
(entries 12-15) and dictionaries (entries 1,16-23). The
literary sub-section is dominated by the classics,
containing as it does ancient Greek poetry, comedy and
tragedy (Homer, Aristophanes, Sophocles), with
commentaries (entries 2,5-7,11). Modern authors,
however, are also present, with the verse of the poet and
humanist Angelo Poliziano (entry 9); Erasmus and
Richerius’ compendia of literary passages (entries 3-4);
and the works of Laurentius Valla (entry 10), here
doubtless because of his Elegantiae linquae lLatinae, a
controversial textbook of Latin grammar with considera-
tions of prose style. Grammatical treatises follow the

usual language arrangement - Hebrew (entry 12), Greek
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(entry 13) and Latin (entries 14-15). Dictionaries
conclude the ’‘Grammatica’ section, and only one of them
is separated from the others: Thomas Cooper’s Thesaurus
(entry 1), a popular compilation based on Sir Thomas
Elyot’s dictionary.

The section headed ’Dialectica cum philosophia’,
characteristically, is more varied; but it is not the
miscellaneous section usually found in catalogues of that
period under the heading of Philosophy. It comprises
three sub-sections - philosophy (natural and moral) and
logic (entries 30-59), followed by works dealing with
miscellaneous arts and sciences (entries 60-62), and
finally theology (entry 63). More specifically,
philosophy sensu stricto is represented by early writers

on the subject, viz. Aristotle, Plato, Seneca, Boethius

and Plotinus (entries 31-34,39-41,47); moral philosophy
by Aristotle and Plutarch (entries 35-38,53); metaphysics
by Aristotle (entries 49,54,58); natural history and
’physics’ by Aristotle, Pliny the Elder, Julius Caesar
Scaliger, Conrad Gesner and Girolamo Cardano (entries
30,42-45,52,56,59); logic by commentaries on Aristotle’s
Organon (entries 46,48,50-51,55,57). Miscellanies
consist of Georgius Valla’s encyclopaedic résumé of all
the arts and sciences (De_expetendis et fugiendis rebus,
entries 60-61) and of Petrus Ramus’ Scholae in liberales
artes (entry 62), which deals mainly with grammar,
rhetoric, dialectic, physics, metaphysics and
mathematics. Theology ends the list, with a manuscript
Psalter (entry 63).

Going beyond the subject headings used by the
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compiler of the catalogue of Bacon’s books, the actual
subject structure he adopted for his first and third
divisions is more complex than it looks at first. It may

be tabulated as follows:-

n es
'Grammatica’
Literature 2-11
Grammar and dictionaries
Grammatical treatises 12-15
Dictionaries 16-23
’Dialectica cum philosophia’
Ancient philosophy:; moral
philosophy; metaphysics;
natural history and ’‘physics’;
dialectic 30-59
Miscellaneous arts and sciences 60-62
Theology 63

The same pattern of subject divisions and subdivisions
is present in the 1556 catalogue of the books of Henry,
first Baron Stafford, mentioned earlier in this chapter
(p.95-96 above). Stafford appropriately began his list
of works on the Civil or Roman law - his first subject
division - with an item of a general nature,
Disputationes diversorum doctorum dominorum (entry I, 1),
which gathers the legal contributions of no less than
nine authors. The next four items - editions of the
weighty Digest and Codex - set the tone for what is a
solid collection of works such as Joannes Ferrarius’
commentary on the Institutes of Justinian (entry I, 17),
where the medieval mixes with the modern.

Stafford’s next broad subject division, Canon law,
solemnly begins with the Decretals of Gregory IX and
continues with a miscellany of legal works, including

William Lyndewode’s Constitutiones provinciales
(entry II, 5).
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The books on Grammar and Poetry (division III) are
given in four distinct groups. First there are a few
grammatical treatises on Latin as well as Greek, Italian
and French, such as Joannes Sulpicius’ scholastic
textbook Qpus insigne grammaticum (entry III, 3). Then
come various books of schemes and tropes, commonplace
books and other textbooks of rhetoric, such as Erasmus’

De duplici copia verborum et rerum (entry III, 9). A few

dictionaries and word-books follow, such as Robertus
Stephanus’ Dictjonarjum propriorum nominum (entry III,
17). Finally the fourth group consists of works combining
education and literature, such as Erasmus’ satirical
Stultitiae laus or Encomium moriae (entry III, 33), and
is dominated by classical writings in verse such as
Aesop’s Fables (entry III, 24) and Ovid’s De remedio
amoris (entry III, 35).

The two topics of division VI - Rhetoric and
Philosophy - are not mixed together but form two separate
groups. Thus, books such as Cicero’s De oratore (entries
VI, 1-2) and works designed for the study of the art of
letter-writing are not confused with items such as
Aristotle’s writings on natural and moral philosophy
(entries VI, 24-25,31) or the modern Treatise of moral
philosophy by William Baldwin (entry VI, 38). Immediately
after Philosophy comes another broad subject division,
devoted to the more technical arts. Starting this seventh
division is a small group of books dealing with
*Cosmography’, in this case physical and human geography

(e.d. Joannes Boemus’ Fardle of facjons, entry VII, 2).

Next come three titles on husbandry, starting with
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Varro’s De re rustica (entry VII, 5) and followed by a
series of books on the arts forming a miscellany for the
simple reason that they are represented by one item each:
Architecture with the classic De architectura by
Vitruvius (entry VII, 8); the well-known emblem book of
Alciatus, Libellus emblematum (entry VII, 9); military
arts with Vegetius Renatus’ De re mjlitarj (entry VII,
10); a topical treatise on ancient coinage, weights and
measures, Leonardus de Portis’ De re pecunjaria (entry
VII, 11): and works on the arts of writing, drawing,
carving, hawking and hunting (entries VII, 12-16).

The subject structure of Stafford’s catalogue may be
represented as follows (miscellaneous sections are not

shown here):- ri
Entries no.

’I. Iuris civilis libri’

General 1

Digest and Codex 2-5

Miscellaneous civil law 6-27
*II. Ius pontificum’

Decretals 1-3

Miscellaneous canon law 4-17
III. Nomina librorum grammaticorum et poetarum’

Grammatical treatises 1-8

Textbooks of rhetoric 9-14

Dictionaries and word-books 15-17

Poetry 18-38
'VI. Libri rhetorices et oratorum et

philosophorum’
Rhetoric, oratory and letter-writing 1-22
Philosophy (natural and moral) 23-38

’VII. Cosmographiae, rei militaris, rusticae,
pecuniariae, perspectivae, et
aliarum artium’
Geography (physical and human) 1-4
Husbandry 5-7
Other arts (architecture, emblems,
military arts, coinage, calligraphy,
drawing, carving, hawking and hunting) 8-16

S. Compilers’ scope notes

Sir Edward Coke, the renowned lawyer, was not the author
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of his library catalogue, which was written for him by an
unknown hand in, or shortly before, 1634 (see Part II,
Appendix). When a book-list was not written expressly at
the owner’s request, as in the case of Langham’s list of
Captain Cox’s books, responsibility for the arrangement
of the catalogue can be reasonably assumed to rest
squarely with the compiler, not the owner. On the other
hand, the owner’s involvement in a catalogue’s
arrangement becomes a possibility when the catalogue was
actually commissioned. In many catalogues, there is no
way this can be established, but there are exceptions,
and the catalogue of the books of Sir Edward Coke appears
to be one of them.

Although not written in the owner’s hand, the
catalogue of Coke’s library does seem to have been made
under his close supervision. Coke himself presented it
as if he had written it, appending his autograph
signature to its title: ‘A Catalogue of all my bookes
both printed and manuscripts’. Furthermore, he appended
his autograph signature to many of the sections of the
catalogue, evidently as his mark that the entries were as
they should be. It is difficult to imagine how he could
have endorsed the various sections of the catalogue if
its subject arrangement had not also met with his
approval.

Furthermore there is evidence that the compiler was
not only interested in the way he arranged his material,
but also that he went out of his way to devise a subject

arrangement compatible with Coke’s interests as a lawyer.
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The ’lawes of England’, the compiler explained, come
second after Divinity ’because they are derived from the
lawe of god’. Similarly History follows Law because
’approved histories are necessary for a iurisconsult’,
and he was quick to point out that disciplines such as
Philosophy ‘are handmaides to the knowledge of lawes’.
Other sections are similarly prefaced.

The explanations given by the compiler of Coke’s
catalogue are not always convincing, and some of them
appear a little forced and contrived. The Dictionaries
section, for instance, is awkwardly introduced with the
words ‘And for that dictionaries are aides and helpes to
all that went before, and that followe after, they shall
come in the next place’. Similarly, books on various
’sciences’ are artificially and rather unconvincingly
grouped together for no better reason than that ‘there is
noe knowledge of any worthie science but maye stand a
iurisconsult in steade at one tyme or other’. Yet these
statements, however contrived they may seem, are evidence
that the compiler did pay attention to the way the
catalogue was divided by subjects. That his explanations
sometimes fail to convince ik merely a reflection on the
inadequacies of the cataloguing practices of the time,

not a sign that subject arrangement did not matter.

Conclusion

It would be easy to conclude from a superficial
examination that little concern for library

classification was displayed in Renaissance England. It
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does not follow, however, that this is true of each and
every catalogue from that period, and it would be
inaccurate to conclude that all cataloguers were utterly
careless and unconcerned when arranging books by subject.
In actual fact, evidence of interest in the
classification of books, and of concern for the proper
organisation of libraries and catalogues by subject, may
be found in documents that have survived to our day. The
compilers of 16th and 17th-century library catalogues
could have listed the books in their charge in a random
way, and many did just that. Others, however, arranged
the books in subject sections, which may or may not have
entirely coincided with the arrangement of the books on
the shelves; they assigned subject headings to the
various sections; and rather than leaving it at that,
they subdivided certain subject sections, thereby showing
an interest in classification which becomes more evident
when one turns to the contents of the subject classes.

In the final analysis, however, it is not always
possible to determine to what extent subject order was
the deliberate product of an individual’s concern for the
arrangement of his material. What a close examination of
catalogues reveals, on the other hand, is that some
cataloguers at least did not adopt a random approach for
the classification of their books. The implication is
that the subject arrangement which they adopted made
sense to them, although this may not be obvious to us.
Even when it cannot be established that subject

arrangement in a library catalogue is any more than the
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passive reflection of the compiler’s intellectual or
personal background, much information can be gleaned from
such background, as will be shown in the following

chapters.
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Chapter S

he subject headings in bra ataloques

Introduction

The compilers of the vast majority of 16th and
17th-century classed catalogues resorted to time-honoured
terminology in the titles of their classes. The same
headings seem to recur from catalogue to catalogue, and
it may appear that not much of interest can be found in
them. Some catalogues, however, departed from the
practices usual at that time. Private library catalogues
in particular were sometimes very individualistic in
their choice of subject headings.

In the context of cataloguing, innovations in the
terminology of subject headings are of course of no
interest from a purely lexicographic point of view:
cataloguers had no part to play in the development of
language. Where the interest lies is in the introduction
of terms common in contemporary usage into a
traditionally conservative framework. It is precisely
because library classification used to be adverse to
change that departures from usual practices can be
informative.

To look at this closely can give an insight into the
personal interests of the cataloguer, who was sometimes
the library’s owner. It can also underline the
popularity or importance of a subject at the time; and it
may be seen as a clear reflection of significant changes

in currents of thought.
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1. Continuity
On the whole, 16th and early 17th-century private library
catalogues retain the well-established medieval view of
the world in the terminology used for their subject
headings.

Classes for the medieval liberal arts can be easily
recognised in these catalogues. Parts of the trivium are
still there - with headings such as ’‘Dialectica’ (or
’Logica’), ’Grammatica’ (and ’Poetica’), ’‘Rhetorica’ (and
‘Oratores’); and the quadrivium is also well represented,
from the general term ’‘Mathematica’ to the more specific
’Arithmetica’, ’Astronomia’ (and ’‘Astrologia’), ‘Musica’
and ’‘Geometria’.

The medieval faculties too are conspicuous, with
headings such as ‘Theologia’, ‘Philosophia’ (both
‘moralis’ and ’naturalis’), ’‘Lex’ or ’‘Jus’ (both ’‘civilis’
and ‘canonicus’), and ’‘Medicina’ (or ’Phisica’).

Continuity is also manifest in the use of such
miscellaneous medieval catalogue headings as
'Metaphysica’, ’Res militaris’, ‘Alchemia’,
‘Architectura’, ’‘Cosmographia’ and ‘Historia’ (or
'Historiographi’).

There was nothing in the literature of the time to
suggest that headings such as these had become in any way
inaccurate to describe the subject sections in book
catalogues. These headings may now look hopelessly
inadequate insofar as they only provide a broad indication
of the subjects represented in a catalogue; but from a

terminological point of view they made good sense.
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2. Dramatic literature
Although there was a sound basis for cataloguers to
continue the medieval tradition, some did not hesitate to
use terms not employed in the catalogues of a bye-gone
age. This was the case of the cataloguer of the books of
Robert Burton (1577-1640).1

After Burton’s death on January 25, 1640, the majority
of his books passed to the Bodleian Library, following the

2 Upon their reception, the books

provisions in his will.
were listed by John Rous, Bodley'’s Librarian.3 Rous’ list
was hurriedly made and some of the sections into which it
was arranged bear simple labels such as ‘Books in folio’
or ’Libri anglici in 8°’. The list looks so devoid of
interest that when it was first printed, the editor saw
little point in transcribing it as it stands, preferring

to re-arrange the entries alphabetically by authors’

names, with additional bibliographical details (see Part

1. Details of the life of Robert Burton, the celebrated
author of the Anatomy of melancholy (first published
1621), are not forthcoming (see DNB for a brief account).
His personal library, which has largely survived down to
this day, is of particular interest because it is one of
the few existing sources of information on this great
literary figure.

2. The provisions regarding the disposal of Burton’s
library may be found in an appendix to his will, dated
August 15, 1639: ’If I have any Bookes the University
Library hath not lett them take them If I have any bookes
our owne library [Christ Church] hath not lett them take
them’ (quoted by C.E. Simons, bibliography, no.204,
p-219). Specific books or small groups of books, the
appendix stipulates, were to be left to named individuals.
Apart from these, a total of 581 titles were received at
the Bodleian, while duplicates and books the Bodleian did
not want, totalling 473, went to Christ Church (W. Osler,
no.183, p.185).

3. On John Rous, also spelt Rouse and Russe (1574-1652)
see DNB.
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II, Appendix).
As far as the arrangement of the list is concerneq,

Rous listed the books in eight groups, under the following
headings:-

Books in folio

Libri in quarto

English books 4°

Maskes, comedies, & tragedies

Comedies & tragedies

Books in 8° lattin

Libri anglici in 8°

Sermons in 4to
Despite its lack of sophistication, this arrangement is
noteworthy because Rous made no attempt whatsoever to
conform to traditional subject categories. A substantial
number of Burton’s books - about a third? - deal with '
theological matters, yet no subject heading is used to
indicate this. 1In itself the absence of a traditional
heading such as ‘Theology’ is not remarkable: division by
format instead of subject was a common feature of
catalogues from that period. What makes the absence of
traditional subject divisions conspicuous, however, is
the presence of the unconventional headings ’‘Maskes,
comedies, & tragedies’ and ’‘Comedies & tragedies’. Rous’
use of these two headings is interesting on more than one
count.

First the use of such terms as ’‘Maskes’, ’‘Comedies’

and ‘Tragedies’ is unexpected in a catalogue made for an
institution. Rous was not in the same position as the

cataloguer of a private library, who may have felt at

liberty to indicate the contents of a collection

4. W. Osler (no.183, p.190).
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regardless of rigid cataloguing terminology sanctioned by
centuries of practice or by institutional policy. 1In any
case, private library catalogues of the period do not as
a rule use headings similar to Rous’, although a few
examples may be found: the ¢.1634 catalogue of the books
of Sir Edward Coke lists four items under the heading
’Italian playes’ (entries 876-879); and the 1575 list of
Captain Cox’s books includes a section of four specified
items headed ’auncient playz’ (see Part II, Appendix, for
both). Also rare in a book catalogue is the term
'masque’ or ’‘mask’, although it had been in use in the
English language for over a century before Rous listed
Burton’s books.5

Rous’ subject headings are also interesting because,
most curiously, they loudly advertised types of literature
which the founder of the University Library, Sir Thomas
Bodley, did not want to be added to stock. Bodley was
especially scathing in his comments on English plays, and
he repeatedly warned the Library’s Keeper against such

‘riffe raffes’ and ‘baggage bookes’, which could only

5. The first recorded use of the term is reportedly
found in Edward Hall’s Chronicle, in a passage relating
to Henry VIII (under the year 1512): ‘On the daie of the
Epiphanie at night, the kyng with xi. other wer
disguised, after the maner of Italie, called a maske, a
thyng not seen afore in Englande’ (quoted by E.E.H.
Welsford, no.234, p.130). Welsford also discusses the
considerable controversy surrounding the interpretation
of Hall’s words (ibid., p.131-139).

Collections of plays included those of Sir Edward
Dering (1598-1644) and William Percy (1575-1648). On
Dering, see T.N.S. Lennam (no.1l55); and on Percy, see E.
Miller (no.168).
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discredit the Bodleian:-%®
’I can see no good reason to alter my opinion, for
excluding suche bookes, as almanackes, plaies, & an
infinit number, that are daily printed, of very
vnworthy maters ... Were it so againe, that some
litle profit might be reaped (which God knowes is
very litle) out of some of our playbookes, the
benefit thereof will nothing neere counteruaile, the
harme that the scandal will bring vnto the Librarie,
when it shalbe giuen out, that we stuffe it full of
baggage bookes ... This is my opinion ...: & the
more I thinke vpon it, the more it doth distast me,
that suche kinde of bookes, should be vouchesafed a
rowme, in so noble a Librarie.’
Why Rous decided to single out Burton’s plays and
masques, highlighting them with subject headings, is
largely a matter for conjecture. In retrospect these
items may nowadays be considered to form an especially
valuable part of Burton’s collection, from the dual point
of view of bibliography and literary history, but such
value judgment on the part of a 17th-century librarian at
the Bodleian is unlikely. When Burton’s Latin books were
listed separately in the Benefaction Book, the lighter
literature represented in his collection was dismissed in
a derogatory comment, to the effect that he had donated
scores of comedies, tragedies and other trifles, chiefly
in the vernacular, which were too numerous to be itemized
(’Porro [dono dedit] comcediarum, tragediarum, et
schediasmatum ludicrorum (praesertim idiomate vernaculo)
aliquot centurias, quas propter multitudinem non

adjecimus').7

6. Letter to Dr Thomas James, dated January 15, 1612
(Sir T. Bodley, no.22, letter no.221). There are similar
injunctions in letters no.26, 162 and 220 (ibid,).

7. Quoted by W. Osler (no.183, p.185) from W.D. Macray
(no.163, p.66).
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In the light of the passage above, it is not
impossible that Rous tried to warn the University
administrators of that part of Burton’s library which
Bodley would have considered to be dubious, to say the
least. On the other hand, it is tempting to think, as has

8 that Rous deliberately chose

been suggested elsewhere,
to retain such books for the Bodleian, against Bodley’s
injunctions, and that he boldly advertised what was in
effect a very significant change in the history of
acquisitions at the Bodleian. If this is the case, then
Rous’ efforts remained largely unnoticed for a long time:
it was only with the publication of the 1843 Bodleian
catalogue, over 200 years after Burton’s donation, that
the acquisition of all the plays given by Burton was made
generally known.9

Whatever Rous’ motivations, his subject headings
remain an eloquent testimony to the literary tastes of his
friend Burton. On a wider scale, they may be seen as
reflecting the popularity of plays with the people of the
time in general, and the fondness of the aristocracy and
the Court for masques. The eminent composers of masques
of the period - Ben Jonson, George Chapman, Francis
Beaumont, John Fletcher, James Shirley and many others -

are well represented in Burton’s collection.10

8. I.G. Philip (no.187, p.33).
9. Ibid.

10. The outbreak of the Puritan Revolution halted the
success of the genre in England, and the last
representation of a masque at the time is said to have
taken place in the very year Burton died. This was Sir
William Davenant’s Salmacida spolia, also in Burton’s
collection (E.E.H. Welsford, no.234, p.240-243).
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Rel ous controversies
After preaching to the lawyers at the Inner and Middle
Temples for over eight years, William Crashaw or Crashawe
(1572-1626)11 was driven by financial difficulties to try
and dispose of his considerable private library for cash.12
In 1613 he formally offered his library for sale in a
letter addressed to the Middle Temple treasurer, benches
and fellows, emphasising its size and detailing its scope
by means of a classified synopsis of contents (see Part
II, Appendix).

The theology section in Crashaw’s synopsis is finely
subdivided (by 17th-century standards)13 into no less than
ten sections and subsections. Rather than just following
the example of many of his contemporaries, who would have
been content with a general heading such as ’‘Theology’ or

'Divinity’, Crashaw laid great emphasis on the scope of

11. William Crashaw, father of the poet Richard Crashaw,
was appointed to preach in the Temple Church twice weekly
in February 1605, and he vacated the lectureship in June
1613. The most comprehensive treatment of his life and
career is by P.J. Wallis (no.229). I have followed the
spelling ‘Crashaw’ used in DNB.

12. For details of Crashaw’s misfortunes, see R.M. Fisher
(no.110).

There is no reason to doubt that Crashaw was
overstating his case when he wrote that his library was
‘one of the most complete libraryes in Europe (that of
Oxforde excepted)’ - quoted by R.M. Fisher (no.111,
p.123). On Crashaw’s library, see also P.J. Wallis
(no.228).

13. Another case of detailed classification is that found
in the catalogue of an unknown owner, evidently a
physician, undated but probably compiled in the 1620s (see
Part II, Appendix). The major part of that collection is
catalogued under 28 subject headings, all medical, which
are unusually specific for a collection of the period,
e.d. ’De pulsibus’, ’De febribus’, ’‘De thorace’.
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his theological collection of printed books by means of
the following headings:-
1. Scriptures
2. Counsels
3. Fathers
4. Protestants
5. Papists
Commenters
Controversies
Postillers
Schoolmen
Casuists
All of the headings above make use of terms which were
highly topical in Crashaw’s days, and nearly half of them
had actually been coined in his own century or the one
before, viz., ’Protestants’, ’Papists’, /Schoolmen’ and

14 By 1613 these terms were in common usage in

’Casuists’.
many walks of life, and so are not in themselves
especially remarkable; but in the context of traditional,
conservative book cataloguing, the use of such terms was
far from being the norm, and it is on this count that
they are worthy of note.

In addition to reflecting clearly some of the major
preoccupations of his time, Crashaw’s headings stand as a

vivid illustration of his own involvement with

theological matters. Crashaw’s synopsis is exceptionally

14. The earliest documented uses of those terms in the
English language, according to the OED, are:

- ’pPapist’: 1521 (from French ’‘papiste’ or Latin
'papista’, both also 16th century).

- ’Protestant’: 1539 (from German or French ‘Protestant’,
first applied to those who joined in the protest at the
1529 Diet of Spires).

- ’Schoolman’: before 1540.

- fCasuist’: 1609.
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revealing, because the terms used for his subject
sections are charged with emotional content to an unusual
extent for such a document. Although the synopsis is
constructed as if it could serve as the framework for a
classed book catalogue - with numbered sections as well
as subdivisions - Crashaw’s terminology is in keeping
with that which he would use, say, in a private
correspondence.15

Crashaw was notorious for his outspoken religious

16 and it was quite consistent with his character

views,
that he denigrated, in unison with countless numbers of
his contemporaries, ’‘Romish’ or ’‘Popish’ authors in
general, and, in particular, what was perceived as the
excesses of casuistry and scholastic theology. 1Indeed,
to produce documented evidence for the invidious use of
the terms in question would necessitate quoting from
nearly every anti-Catholic work from the period. Crashaw
could not well have used the controversial term
’Catholics’, for this was claimed as their own by Roman
Catholics and Protestants alike - a claim which was the
very foundation of Crashaw’s Manuall for true Catholickes
(first published 1611). The more neutral designation

’‘Roman Catholic’ had been used in England since the early

15. On August 14, 1609, Crashaw wrote to Salisbury about
’the abuse of Scriptures by Popes and popish Doctors, in
support of popish doctrines, with which abuse the author
of the above libel charges Protestants’ (quoted by P.J.
Wallis, no.228, p.216).

16. Because of his strong views, Crashaw ran into
difficulties with church censors in July 1609 (ibid.,
p.214).
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17th century,17 but Crashaw preferred the terminology he
was accustomed to, and he chose instead the derisory and
contemptuous word ’‘Papists’. As if to leave the
recipients of his letter in no doubt as to where his
allegiance lay, he reinforced his choice of terms by the
equally opprobrious use of the words ’‘Schoolmen’ and
*Casuists’. In contrast, the authors who were
sympathetic to the religion of the Realm were simply
given the neutral label 'Protestants'.18

It would be an understatement to say that the printed
books and manuscripts avidly collected by Crashaw
constituted a working library. It would be nearer to the
truth to say that they were his whole life. The fervour
he mustered in his crusade against Roman Catholicism is
plainly evident in his works and what has survived of his
correspondence. It is somewhat more surprising to find
this sentiment associated with the formal synopsis of the
contents of a private library. In addition to
conjuring up a true picture of Crashaw’s personal beliefs
and character, his synopsis may be seen as a succint
expression of the upheavals and turmoils of an entire era
in English history.

The subject headings used in the Divinity section of

17. 1605 is the earliest reference in the OED.

18. In 16th and 17th-century usage (according to the
OED), the term ’Protestant’ was generally used as the
opposite of ’Catholic’ in the restricted sense of ‘Roman
Catholic’. It was only later that ‘Protestant’ lost its
favour with those who emphasised that ‘Catholic’ is not
necessarily synonymous with ‘Roman Catholic’.

The terms ’casuists’ and ’schoolmen’, of course, were
not always used in a derogatory way.
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the 1634 catalogue of Sir Edward Coke’s library (see Part
II, Appendix) are strongly reminiscent of those used by
Crashaw. In Coke’s catalogue, the eleven divisions in
the Divinity section fall into three broad groups, viz,:-

’pivinity’ books and manuscripts (further subdivided

by size and language)

’Popishe’ books and manuscripts

‘The true and certaine foundacion of all divinitie’

(i.e. the Bible and the Book of Common Prayer)

Coke was first and foremost a lawyer, and it is no
exaggeration to say that law dominated his life.
Theological matters, however, were also of great
significance to him. In common with many libraries of
the period, Coke’s collection contained far more books on
theology than on any other single subject, even law (292
entries for ’Divinity’ against 199 for ‘Lawe’). This was
partly a sign of the times, of course, but Coke’s
interest in religion ran deeper than that. Wwhat
attracted his attention was not merely a system of
religious beliefs in themselves, but rather the crucial
role religious attitudes played in the life of the
country. It was because of his close professional
involvement in the legal and political fields at mnational
level that he took a rigorous stand in matters of faith.

Coke’s views on religion are perhaps best
illustrated by his attitude during the famous Gunpowder
Trial of 1605. Speaking for the prosecution as
Attorney-General, he hotly maintained that the men on
trial were not to be judged for their Catholic faith as

such, but because of their stand as English Catholics.

This, to him and many others, was a contradiction in
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terms, for one could not be at once English and at the

19 What was

same time give first allegiance to Rome.
perceived by many as a conflict of loyalties had been a
raging issue since the time of Henry VIII, and
anti-Catholic feelings were fuelled by the intolerance
and determination of men such as Coke. The prevailing
dread of the influence of popery is manifest in a
question devised by William Cecil, Baron Burghley
(1520-1598) and often put to alleged conspirators:
’Should the Pope send an army to England, for whom would
you fight, Rome or England, the Pope or the Queen?’20
Bibles are listed in various places throughout the
Divinity section of Coke’s catalogue, e.g. ’Biblia lat:
fol:’ (entry 5) under ‘Divinity books in folio’; ‘An
olde lattine bible in 8°. large parchment’ (entry 211)
under ’‘Divinity manuscripts’; and ’A great Bible in fol:
covered with blacke leather with brasse bosses published
by Mathewe Parker Archbishoppe of Canterbury with
Cranmers prologue to the same, with pictures &c:’
(entry 292) under the ’True and certaine foundacion’
heading. This is n;t to say, however, that Bibles were
listed as found on the shelves, without any regard for
subject allocation. 1In actual fact, a definite pattern
of purposeful arrangement emerges when the contents of
the Divinity section are examined. Far from giving no

thought to the subject arrangement of the Bibles, the

compiler was careful to distinguish between Protestant

19. Coke’s attitude during the Gunpowder Trial is
recounted in detail by C.S.D. Bowen (no.78, p.219-236).

20. Quoted ibid., p.85.
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Bibles on the one hand, and Catholic translations and
editions on the other. 1Items such as ‘Parte of a Doway
bible in 4°. Engl:’ (entry 253) and ‘A Rhemishe Testament
in 4°. Engl:’ (entry 263) were resolutely placed among
the ’‘Popishe books’, for the simple reason that Catholic
translations were widely distrusted by Protestants who
frequently accused Catholics of wilfully falsifying the
original texts.

Only Bibles and one book of Common Prayer are to be
found under the heading ’Foundacion of all divinitie’.
It is not altogether clear why only certain Protestant
Bibles qualified for inclusion under this separate
heading, although the compiler’s detailed descriptions
suggest that they were of special value. What is clear,
however, is that the compiler made a special point of
highlighting this privileged group of Bibles as the
’Foundacion of all divinitie’. 1In contrast, relegating
Catholic Bibles to the ‘Popishe books’ section was the
compiler’s way of re-asserting the seriousness of the
rift between the religion of the land and the Romish
persuasion, and the meaning and import of his subject
arrangement is all the clearer for it. 1In effect, his
arrangement of Divinity consisted of a thesis (’Divinity’
or true religion), followed by an antithesis (’Popishe’
religion), the compiler concluding that the last word
should be left to the supreme authority of the approved
versions of the Scriptures, the ’‘True and certaine
foundacion’. He thereby unequivocally stated a

declaration of intent: the whole point of theology was to
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gather evidence for determining the true faith. As a
result, the opposition between ’Divinity’ and ‘Popishe’
books is plainly seen as a burning issue of primordial
importance in the lawyer’s library.
Coke was by no means a Puritan, but his religious
intolerance smacked of the kind of fanaticism for which

21

Puritans were notorious. Such an attitude may have been

commonplace, and the term ‘Popishe’ was indeed in common

2 put it is somewhat unexpected to find

use in Coke’s day,2
it reflected in the structure of a library catalogue.
Subject categories such as Coke’s ’Popishe Books’ and
Crashaw’s ’‘Papists’, set resolutely in opposition to the
accepted religion of the day, are vivid reminders of the
deep emotions stirred by the religious controversies of
the time, in which Coke and Crashaw played an active
role.

Contemporary references to Anthony Higgin, Dean of
Ripon in Yorkshire (1608-1624), appear to be chiefly
restricted to brief factual details and dates. Higgin
left no published work, and his will is one of the

3

scarce surviving documents in his handwriting.2 Little,

therefore, can be asserted concerning the course of his

21. This is not to say that all Puritans were extremists
or that only Puritans hated popery. P. Lake (no.152) has
argued convincingly that Puritanism cannot be reduced to
a simple definition, and that some Puritans were
moderates, others radicals.

22. The first documented use of the term is dated 1528
(OED) .

23. Higgin’s will is partly quoted by J.T. Fowler
(no.112, p.373); and by J.E. Mortimer (no.169, p.2).
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life and career, let alone his intellectual interests.

The paucity of documents relating to Higgin makes
each and every existing source of information on the man
especially valuable, and this is certainly true of the
catalogue of his library that he himself compiled shortly
before his death in 1624 (see Part II, Appendix).
Although this catalogue is restricted to his theological
books and therefore accounts for only part of his
library,24 it may be used as a basis for a general
discussion of Higgin’s character, as will be shown below.

Higgin had many points in common with William
Crashaw, the Puritan lecturer discussed earlier in this
chapter, although the two men differed in several
respects. They both belonged to the same era, although
Higgin was born a decade or two before Crashaw. Both were
educated at St John’s College, Cambridge which, by the
time Crashaw was a student there, had become a centre of

25

Puritanism. Both took the cloth, but Crashaw is

remembered as a vociferous Puritan, whereas there is no
evidence to suggest that Higgin was thus inclined. Both
knew each other, on a professional rather than personal

26

plane. Both collected books and thought their

24. Nearly 500 volumes on a variety of non-theological
subjects have been traced as formerly belonging to
Higgin. For a brief account of these, see J.E. Mortimer
(no.169, p.6-8).

25. P.J. Wallis (no.228, p.213).

26. Crashaw was one of the prebendaries at Ripon when
Higgin was appointed Dean in 1608, and Crashaw gave him a
copy of his Romish forgeries, published two years before
(J.E. Mortimer, no.169, p.5).
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collections worth passing on to others for posterity.27

Similarities and differences between the two men are
also in evidence in the nature of the book collections
they built up, as well as in their personal accounts of
them. Unlike Crashaw, Higgin compiled a traditional
shelf-1ist, but both expressed the scope of their
collections by means of subject headings. Although Higgin
did not share Crashaw’s vested interest in advertising the
subject contents of his library, he nevertheless thought
it useful to indicate which subjects were to be found on
such and such a shelf. Considered from a terminological
point of view, Higgin’s headings can throw some light on
his personality, particularly when contrasted with
Crashaw’s.

Higgin indicated the subject contents of his shelves
or classes as follows:-

Classes

Biblia Sacra 1-5

Conciones 6

Patres 7-11
Leiturgiae et missalia 12
Commentarii 13-20
Scholastici 21-22
Polemici 23-27
Loci communes et catecheses 28-30

Higgin collected controversial and Catholic literature as
avidly as Crashaw and, like Crashaw, he wanted his

subject headings to indicate that both Protestant and

27. The fate of Crashaw’s books after his death is
largely unknown, as he failed to persuade the Temple to
purchase his collection (R.M. Fisher, no.111, p.122-123).
Higgin, on the other hand, made provision in his will for
his books to form the foundation of a library at Ripon
Cathedral, and a majority of them is still there (J.E.
Mortimer, no.169, p.2-3, 8-9).
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Catholic works were well represented in his collection.
Where the two differ, however, is in their treatment of
Catholic literature. 1In contrast to Crashaw’s headings,
Higgin’s contain nothing that would have caused offence
to catholics, and this may indicate that there was a
difference in the two men’s personalities.

That Higgin was probably not the bigoted individual
Crashaw was is also indicated in that he did not object to
the use of traditional Catholic terminology alongside that
favoured by Protestants. This is clearly apparent from
one of his subject headings - ’Leiturgiae et missalia’.
This heading was largely suggested to him by the titles of
the books concerned, such as ’Missale Eboracense’ (Classis
12, entry 4). The term ’mass’, from which ’missal’ or
'mass-book’ is derived, was considered objectionable by
many 16th and 17th-century Protestants and was not used
in any of the Prayer-books except the very first one.28
By accepting the term ’‘missal’ for his immediate
purposes, Higgin gave his subject headings a remarkable
air of impartiality, whereas Crashaw would have made a
point of denigrating Catholic literature in his headings.
Viewed in this context, Higgin’s use of the term
’Scholastici’ as a subject heading probably did not carry
with it the disdain displayed in Crashaw’s synopsis.

The inventory of the books of Andrew Perne, Dean of
Ely (c.1519-1589) is also of interest here (see Part II,
Appendix). Unlike the Crashaw and Coke catalogues, it

was a post-mortem inventory, drawn up in a detached,

28. Information from OED.
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professional manner by appraisers concerned with the
valuation of property. The compilers’ matter-of-fact
approach is clearly reflected in their choice of
moderately worded headings for religious literature:
'Theologie’, ’Catholici’ and ‘Lutherani’. The
appraisers, of course, may have been following the
arrangement in a list compiled by Perne himself. 1In that
case, the theological headings in the list are fully
consistent with Perne’s character, because he had a
reputation for pliancy and pusillanimity in religious

affairs.29

Conclusion
Assuredly it would be a gross misinterpretation to suggest

that Coke’s compiler and Crashaw were excessively
fanatical while Higgin and Perne’s appraisers displayed a
spirit of tolerance and impartiality more akin to
present-day attitudes than to 16th and 17th-century
thinking. What does appear from a careful comparison of
the subject headings used in the above catalogues,
however, is that it would be hard to imagine Crashaw
using Higgin’s headings, and Higgin Crashaw’s. Crashaw’s
headings may be said to be typical of the terminology
used by that extreme form of English Protestantism
traditionally associated with Puritanism, whereas
Higgin’s suggest that his beliefs, however strong they
may have been, did not rob him of respect for his

*adversaries’. Indeed, if one had no more information on

29. Details in DNB.
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Higgin than the subject headings of his catalogue, it
would be very difficult to tell which faith he subscribed
to. In the absence of further evidence, there the matter
must rest.

The headings used in the donations list of the books
of Robert Burton, on the other hand, clearly show that a
university library did not necessarily have as rigid and
traditional an outlook as one might suppose. Only five
years after Burton’s death, Bodley’s stipulations that
only scholarly works should be acquired were broken, when
a group of contemporary Civil War pamphlets were bought

for the Bodleian.30

30. G. Hampshire (no.122).
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Chapter 6

Classification as a reflection of
personal and professional jnterests

Introduction

The catalogues of private libraries are often studied on
the assumption that the books listed in them can reveal
something about their owners. This line of enquiry is
not without its pitfalls,1 and to adopt the same approach
on the basis of the arrangement of a catalogue calls for
even greater caution. Yet among the various motives for
the adoption of a particular subject arrangement in a
private library catalogue, the compiler’s or owner’s
personal or professional interests often played an
important part. Connections between subject arrangement
and a compiler’s personal interests cannot be found in
each and every private library catalogue, but when such
connections can be detected, they can lead to an
understanding of the reasons behind the subject
arrangement adopted in a catalogue, and they can even
contribute to our knowledge of the person behind it.

It would seem logical to assume that catalogues
likely to reveal the kind of links suggested above would
be classed catalogues compiled by the owners of the
collections concerned. This, however, is not always the
case, and the catalogues discussed below are of several

types.

1. For a discussion of this approach, including its
pitfalls, see A. Taylor (bibliography, no.213).
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1, The opening section of classed inventories
At first glance, it would seem that the catalogue
compiled by the physician Edward Barlow or Barlowe in
1590 (see Part II) is not arranged very carefully at all.
It starts with a large unspecified section of 129 items,
followed by smaller groups of Divinity books and
'Historye bookes, newes & suche like’. Despite
appearances, however, Barlow had firm intentions
concerning the organisation of his 1list.

Barlow’s first section was not titled, but this does
not mean that it was miscellaneous. On the contrary, it
contains just the type of books which a physician of the
period would want to consult. Besides strictly medical
works, this section includes such works as Pliny’s
Naturalis historia (entry 20) and an almanac by Leonard
Digges (entry 107), which stands as a witness to the
relevance of judicial astronomy to the medical
practitioners of the day. A few items seem out of place,
e.g. the well-known French grammar of John Palsgrave
(entry 31), but on the whole this first group of books
can be described as the Medicine section of Barlow’s
catalogue.

Catalogues which start with a section relevant to
the owner’s occupation are of course frequent. This is
even the case in inventories of property, such as the one
of the surgeon John Deighton (1640. see Part II).

Because of his profession, the vast majority of
Deighton’s books were medical, and the compiler naturally

started his inventory with the ’Libri medici’ which were
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in Deighton’s possession.

Besides professional occupation, personal interests
are sometimes in evidence in the arrangement of library
catalogues. John Bale (1495-1563) was actively engaged
in the rescue of manuscripts at a time when libraries
were being ransacked and priceless manuscripts were being
used as waste paper, and he assembled a valuable

2 1In 1553, the year following

collection of manuscripts.
his appointment as Bishop of Ossory in Ireland, he was
forced to abandon his collection and flee to the
Continent, ‘Papistarum violentiis coactus’, as he wrote
in the preface to his catalogue (see Part II, Appendix).
In view of his activities as an antiquary - his
inventory, presumably compiled from memory, was published
as part of his catalogue of British authors - it is
hardly surprising that he listed his manuscripts in the
following classes:-

British history (’Chronica et historiae

Brytannicorum scriptorum’)
Foreign history (’Chronica & historiae externorum
scriptorum, cum alijs’)

Miscellaneous (’Miscellanea diuersorum’)
Another example showing a relation between the
arrangement of a book-list and the owner’s chief
interests in life is the catalogue of the books of
William Somner (1598-1669), compiled in 1639 (see Part
II). Somner’s list, like many at the time, appears at

first to be arranged in a very banal way. The 282

2. The dispersal of libraries until the reign of
Elizabeth has been studied by C.E. Wright (no.242). On
the Dissolution of the monasteries, see G.W.0. Woodward
(no.241). Documents on the Dissolution have been
published by J. Youings (no.245).
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entries are arranged into just four classes:-

‘Law books’

’0f history and antiquity’
’Divinity books’

'Of severall sorts’

Somner was not a lawyer by training - his formal
education ended when he left the local free school he
attended in Canterbury - yet he applied himself with
great enthusiasm to the study of law and antiquities. One
of his biographers wrote of him that ’‘he has indeed
shew’d himself an absolute Civilian, and a complete
Common Lawyer.’3 His reputation as an antiquary grew as

he published several books, the first being The

antiquities of Canterbury (London, 1640). Somner was

well acquainted with various scholars and

antiquaries. Among his correspondence, for instance,

is a letter he wrote on May 29, 1649 to Sir Simonds

D’Ewes (1602-1650),4 concerning one of his projects:
Noble Sir

My humble Service presented, according to yours to
Mee last Week: I haue heere inclosed sent you my
TRANSCRIPT from Brampton such as it is, Lame indeed,
& so ill written, as few but my selfe can make any
use of it. I quite omitted what I found in Sjir
Hen. Spellmans Councills the Lawes I mean
Ecclesiasticall & since I tooke it out, what with
additions, & various Lections which I found in some
other Bookes, & my marginall Notes withall, it is
much otherwise then when I first copied it from
Brampton. Such as it is, if it may doe you Service.
I shall be very glad, onely craving yt when (att
your own Leisure) you haue done with it. you will be
pleased to returne it to him who alone in a manner
(being written as it is) can make use of it. ...

Somner’s combined interest in law and history is clearly

3. W. Kennet (no.141, p.59).

4. British Library, Additional Ms 22,916, fol.57r. On
Somner and D’Ewes, see A.G. Watson (no.230, p.1ll passim).
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seen in his Treatise of Gavelkind (London, 1660), a book
addressed, according the title page, to ’‘Kentish-men and
others, especially such as are studious, either of the
ancient custome, or the common law of this Kingdome’.
The table of contents reads:

1. The true etymologie, and derivation of the name ...

2. The nature of Gavelkynd-land in point of partition.

3. The antiquity of Gavelkynd custome ...
4. Whether Gavelkynd be properly a Tenure, or a Custome

5. Whether before the Statute of Wills (32 and 34
Hen.8) Gavelkynd-land in Kent were deviseable, or
not.

Law also happens to be the very first section of the
catalogue carefully compiled by Henry, first Baron
Stafford (1501-1563) in 1556 (see Part II, Appendix).
Lord Stafford is reputed to have studied common law at
Gray’s Inn, although there is no absolute evidence of his
education. The active and sometimes troubled public life
which he led may have prompted him to choose Law as the
opening section of his catalogue.5
There is not always a link, of course, between
classification and profession or interests. The
appraisers appointed when John Perman died in 1545 used

the following rough arrangement for the post-mortem

inventory of his books (see Part II, Appendix):-

Entries no.
’Theologi’ 2-21
[Mainly astronomy and mathematics] 22-50
'Poete oratores &c:’ 51-100
'Medici chirurgi’ 101-220

Perman was a surgeon, and Medicine might therefore have

5. On Stafford’s public career, see A.H. Anderson
(no.66).
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been expected to come first in the list of his books, but
it came last. This is reminiscent of the arrangement
found in several catalogues, where the usual practice of

placing Theology first was not followed.6

Re u eran
Religious intolerance was mentioned in the previous
chapter in the context of the wording of the subject
headings used in catalogues. The same applies to the
order of classes in certain catalogues.

When William Crashaw (1572-1626) wrote a synopsis of
the contents of his private library in 1613, he listed
his books under what were in effect subject classes (see
p.115-118 above and Part II, Appendix). These classes

[
were arranged in a seemingly conventional and traditional
manner, beginning with the Bible and ending with secular
subjects such as History. Despite their apparent
banality, however, Crashaw’s headings (given below
without their subdivisions, for the sake of clarity) were
arranged in an order which mattered a great deal to him:-

1. Scriptures

2. Counsels

3. Fathers

4. Protestants

5. Papists

6. Lawe

7. Cosmographye

8. Historye

Constituting as they did the very basis of Puritan

6. Theology is last, or among the last classes, in the
catalogues of several secular libraries, such as Trinity
Hall, Cambridge (1384) and Cambridge University (1473),
but also in the library catalogue of St Paul’s Cathedral
(1458) and in the 1504 catalogue of Syon Monastery.
These catalogues are discussed by D.M. Norris (no.49).
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theology - to which Crashaw fervently subscribed - the
Bible, the Councils and the fathers, in that order, came
first in his scheme of things, which he carefully
numbered himself. In the Puritan view, Roman Catholicism
had corrupted Christianity as it originally was, and a
return to the sources of the true faith was therefore
essential. Dependence on (1) the Bible (2) the Councils
(3) the Fathers’ works, was unequivocally re-affirmed by
Crashaw in his will. ‘I renounce and abhorre ...
Poperie’, he saiqd, because: -’
’1.: By the course of the whole Scriptures WCh
beinge the voyce of God condemne & pronounce Poperie
to be not of God ... 2: by the oldest ffathers and
Councells in the best & purest tymes whoe for divers
hundreth yeares doe all speake for the truthe and
the leaste footinge of many principall poyntes of
Poperye cannot be discerned in them unlesse in suche
as be by them forged or corrupted ...’
That his mind was so concentrated on this line of thought
can be seen in a letter he wrote to the classical scholar
Isaac Casaubon (1559-1614), where he reported that he had
’compiled a catalogue’ of the library of Henry Savile
(1568-1617) with a view to acquiring it. As an
indication of the scope of Savile’s library, Crashaw gave
Casaubon an outline of its subject contents. In doing
so, as far as the theological books were concerned, he
used precisely the same arrangement as for his own
library: ‘A certain man named Savill’, he wrote, ’‘has in
his possession about 500 manuscript volumes: amongst them

are some thousand texts or various books of Holy Writ,

Councils, Fathers, Theologians, Historians, Poets and

7. As quoted by P.J. Wallis (no.228, p.216).
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Philosophers'.8
In addition to devoting much of his life to the

restitution of the Fathers and Councils - the subject of
his Romish forgerjes and falsificatjions (1606) - Crashaw
spared no expense to collect the works of the exponents of
theology, both Protestants and, in order to better
denounce their errors, Roman Catholic. Both were equally
important to Crashaw’s activities, albeit for different
reasons and purposes, yet he placed ’‘Protestants’ before
’Papists’ in his synopsis, thereby confirming that this
was a scheme based on a well thought out hierarchy of
value judgments.

Since theology played such a vital part in Crashaw’s
life and, by extension, in his synopsis, secular matters
could only come second in his estimation. It follows,
therefore, that in placing Law, Cosmography and History at
the end of his scheme, Crashaw was not passively following
the well-established tradition of cataloguing theology
before other subjects. On the contrary, he was in effect
tacitly re-affirming his moral and intellectual position
in life.

As can be seen from the books he wrote and from his
private correspondence, Crashaw did not construct some
special system of arrangement when he laid down the
categories into which his books fell. To him his
theological books could serve but one purpose - to help
him in the vindication of his faith and in his attacks on

Roman Catholicism. 1In this context the arrangement he

8. Quoted ibid., p.218-219.
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used in his synopsis was one that occurred naturally to
him, and none other would do. He most subjectively
translated the very essence of his system of beliefs into
a subject arrangement which can best be described as a
profession of faith.

It was pointed out in the previous chapter
(pP.124-125 above) that in his shelf-list of c¢.1624 Dean
Higgin (died 1624) did not discriminate between
Protestant and Catholic authors in the same way as
Crashaw did in his synopsis. Differences in the two
men’s attitudes towards Roman Catholicism are also borne
out by the arrangement of Higgin’s subject classes (see
Part II, Appendix).

Whereas Crashaw drew a sharp dividing line between
Protestant and ’‘Popish’ literature, Higgin was happy to
mix the two together. 1In Higgin’s section ’‘Commentarii’,
for instance, Protestant authors such as Jean Mercier
(died 1570), Professor of Hebrew in the College de France
in Paris, and the Protestant Reformer Martin Bucer
(1491-1551) rub shoulders with Catholic exponents such as
the Spanish Jesuit Juan Maldonado (1533-1583) and the
Portuguese Jesuit Sebastian Barradas (1543-1615).
Similarly, under the single heading ’‘Polemici’, the two
trends of belief are not separated as in Crashaw’s
synopsis, but are gathered together - a most appropriate
arrangement in view of the proliferation of works such as
the attack by Cardinal Robert Bellarmino (1542-1621) on

King James I, and the answer by Bishop Lancelot Andrewes
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(1555-1626) .°

The above offers additional evidence pointing to the
contrasting personalities of Crashaw and Higgin, who may
be seen as the embodiment of certain religious tendencies
in England at that time: extreme attitudes, on the one
hand, with Crashaw, who would seize every opportunity to
emphasise the differences between Protestantism and Roman
Catholicism; and, on the other hand, less aggressive
trends with Higgin, for whom religious fervour did not

equate to fanaticism.

3, Civil and Common law

As seen in the above examples, it is sometimes possible
to show that the subject arrangement of a classed
catalogue is closely related to the personal interests of
the owner. Not all catalogues, of course, can be studied
along these lines. If, for instance, a catalogue was
compiled on behalf of a collector, and the compiler
cannot be identified, conclusions from the catalogue can
only be drawn with the greatest caution.

Sir Edward Coke, the renowned lawyer (1552-1634),

was not the author of the catalogue of his library, which

9. Higgin’s entries for the authors mentioned include:

- ’Maldonatus in 4°F Evangelia’ (classis 15, entry 6)

- ’Barradius Concord in Evang:’ (classis 15, entry 7)

- ’Mercerus in Job: Prouerbia’ (classis 15, entry 12)

- ’Aretius Felinus [j.e. Martin Bucer] in Psalmos’
(classis 15, entry 16)

- ’Torti [j.e. Robert Bellarmino] resp: ad regem
Jacobum’ (classis 26, entry 3)

- ’Andreae [ji.e. Lancelot Andrewes] tortura Tort:’
(classis 26, entry 4)

- ’Eiusdem resp: ad Apologiam Bellarm:’ (classis 26,
entry 5).
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was written for him by an unknown hand in 1634 or shortly
before that (see Part II, Appendix). In spite of this,
the catalogue’s subject structure can be shown to reflect
Coke’s interests, and the catalogue therefore makes an
interesting study from that point of view.

As one of mankind’s most ancient institutions, Law
features prominently among the major subject divisions of
library catalogues, past and present. During the period
under consideration, as in previous centuries, the ‘Lawe
Bookes’ or ’‘Libri Juridici’ were usually grouped together
in a single section of a classed catalogue, and the
terminology used in the subject heading for that section

10 The presence of a Law section

did not change very much.
in a large number of catalogues certainly underlines the
importance of the subject, but otherwise there is usually
nothing remarkable about it.

When Law is subdivided into subsections, on the
other hand, the subject headings used for the subsections
warrant closer examination, for they eloquently express
the concerns of the time. In an age when religion played
such a significant part in people’s lives, it is no
surprise to find that the headings used for specific

branches of Law usually focused on Civil Law as distinct

from Canon Law. The headings ‘Libri Juris Civilis’ and

10. To take examples from Part II (Appendix) the 1618
catalogue of the books of Sir Thomas Knyvett lists Latin
books under the heading ’‘Libri utriusque Juris’ and books
in English under ‘Lawe Bookes’; and the 1615 catalogue of
the library of William, 2nd Earl of Salisbury has ’‘Lawe’,
this heading being changed to ’Leges’ in the 1637
catalogue of that library. Other examples showing such
minor variations could easily be found.
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’Libri Juris Canonici’ made frequent appearances in
catalogues, in one guise or another. 1In his 1556
catalogue, for instance, Henry Stafford used both ‘Iuris
civilis 1ibri’ and ’Ius pontificum’ (see Part 1I,
Appendix).

The use of subject headings for other branches of
Law was not as widespread. This was particularly the
case with the long-established English or Common Law.
University library catalogues were more likely to mention
Civil (Roman) Law because it was on the curriculunm,
whereas Common Law was taught in the Inns of Court; and
owners of extensive and valuable private collections
tended to embrace books on both Civil and Common Law
under a single heading. It seems that only a special
interest in legal matters would have warranted a separate
heading for English or Common Law.

Lord Coke certainly fulfilled that condition. His
education at the Inner Temple, followed by his active
professional career in various capacities, were in that
branch of Law called Common or English. He was
passionately attached to the cause of Common Law, and he
played a crucial role in its defence and development.11
In distinguising, by means of two separate headings, the
’Lawes of England’ from the ’‘Civill lawe’, the compiler
of Coke’s catalogue made a point of expressing the
relation between his chosen subject arrangement and

Coke’s interests as a ’‘jurisconsult’.

11. Coke, it is widely acknowledged, proved to be the
champion of the cause of Common Law (C.S.D. Bowen, no.78,

p.251 passim).
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It also seems that the order in which Coke’s legal
headings were listed was not left to chance. Books of
the ’‘Lawes of England’ are listed first, whereas those of
the ’Civill Lawe’ come ‘in the next place’. This
arrangement makes interesting comparison with the 1566
and 1576 library catalogues of Sir Thomas Smith (see Part

II, Appendix). The relevant headings follow in tabulated

form: -
Smith 1566 Smith 1576 oke 1634
Iuris ciuilis Iuris ciuilis, et The lawes of
canonici England
English law Common law Civill lawe

In placing English Law before Civil Law, the compiler of
Coke’s catalogue was not acting on the whim of the
moment. In view of Coke’s passionate involvement in the
field of English Law, it comes as no surprise that the
compiler gave it precedence in his scheme. Precisely the
same reasons are behind the arrangement of Sir Thomas
Smith’s library catalogue, but the result, this time, was
the opposite. As Regius Professor of Civil Law at
Cambridge, Smith naturally placed Civil Law before
English or Common Law in both his 1566 and 1576
catalogues. The connection between Coke’s and Smith’s
professional interests and the subject arrangement of
their legal books can hardly be fortuitous.

The arrangement chosen for Coke’s catalogue was a
total reversal of cataloguing practices then in common
use. Instead of focusing on Canon lLaw and Civil Law as
two distinct categories, ignoring other branches of law,

Coke’s compiler set Civil Law in opposition to Common
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Law, allocating a separate heading for each. This
opposition is all the more evident because he listed
Canon Law books under his ’Civill Lawe’ heading,
anonymously as it were, instead of grouping them together
under a heading of their own. ‘Lib: decretalium
d: Gregorij Pape: ix’ (entry 442) is an example.

It could be argued that Canon Law did not warrant a
separate heading in this catalogue because Coke owned
only a few books on that subject. Quantity of books in
itself, however, was not the only criterion for the
compiler’s subject arrangement. No fewer than 13
separate sections of the catalogue contain less than 10
entries each. Coke, for instance, had only four books on
Rhetoric, yet a separate section was devoted to this tiny
group (entries 752-755).12 The compiler could have done
the same for the Canon Law books in the collection, but
the fact is that he did not.

Here again, a parallel may be drawn between Lord
Coke’s catalogue and Sir Thomas Smith’s. Smith made no
attempt to distinguish Civil from Canon Law and listed
books from both categories under one heading. Smith used

fTuris ciuilis’ for both Civil and Canon Law in his 1566

12. The other sections are: ’Divinitie books in 16°’ (5
entries: 185-189); ’‘Popishe manuscripts’ (8 entries:
280-287); ’True and certaine foundacion of all
divinitie’ (5 entries: 288-292); ’civill law books in
12°*’ (6 entries: 486-491); ‘Italian books of
philologie and grammar’ (5 entries: 779-783); ‘Italian
books of poetrye’ (7 entries: 869-875); ’Italian
playes’ (4 entries: 876-879); ’Bookes de republica’ (5
entries: 911-915); ’Concerning herauldry and armes’ (8
entries: 916-923); ’‘Pedegrees in paper’ (7 entries:
951-957); ’‘Agriculture and architecture’ (6 entries:
1027-1032); and ‘Italian books of letteres’ (7 entries:
1191-1197).
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catalogue and renamed that section ’‘Iuris ciuilis, et
canonici’ in his second catalogue of 1576, while the
catalogue of Coke’s library used ‘Civill lawe’ to the
same end. The distinction between Civil and Common Law
was clearly of greater relevance to the professional
interests of Coke and Smith than the distinction between
Civil and Canon Law, and this is evidently why Common Law
was allocated a separate heading in the catalogues of

their libraries.

Professional concerns vs private interests

The implications that may be drawn from the study of a
catalogue are usually limited insofar as a single
catalogue necessarily remains the record of a collection
only at a specific point in time. Some private
collections of the period under consideration, however,
were catalogued more than once in the space of a few
years. The catalogues of such collections can provide an
insight into the development of a library and the way in
which alterations in its arrangement reflect its owner’s
changing interests. The library maintained by Sir Thomas
Smith at his mansion house of Hill Hall, in Essex, is an
example. This library was first catalogued by the owner
himself on 1 August 1566 and again, ten years later, on
April 9, 1576 (see Part II, Appendix).

When he re-catalogued his collection in 1576 Smith
worked from shelf to shelf on the ’est side’ of his
library in precisely the same way as he did on the ’‘west

side’. There is no reason to suspect that he had
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proceeded otherwise when compiling his first catalogue
ten years previously. The difference is that in 1566 the
books were shelved in Smith’s ’galerie’, whereas by 1576
they had been moved to his ’studie’. Because of his
respect for shelf order, Smith did not have a completely
free hand in the subject arrangement of his catalogues.
Not too much significance, therefore, should be attached
to the order of subjects in his catalogues. Nevertheless
there is no escaping the fact that the two catalogues
differ markedly in their arrangement. The arrangement of
the earlier catalogue is very reminiscent of the
importance attached to various subjects at Cambridge,13
whereas the later catalogue exhibits a less formal

choice. The subject headings found in the two manuscript

catalogues may be tabulated as follows:-

6 ca o 576 cataloque
Theologiae Historiographes
Turis ciuilis Medicinae, of phisick
English law Philosophica
Historiographj Astronomica
Philosophica Architectura et de pictura
Mathematica Theologica
Medica et chirurg. Iuris ciuilis, et canonici
Grammatica et poetica Grammatica et poetica
Graeci libri historici Common law

et philosophici Phisic

De architectura Ciuil law

It is no surprise to find that the 1566 catalogue begins,
in a very traditional manner, with Theology. Not only

was it common practice for catalogues to begin thus, but

13. A useful summary of curriculum developments in Tudor
universities may be found in C.R. Thompson (no.221,
p.8-20), and M.H. Curtis has contributed an important
study of Oxford and Cambridge from 1558 to 1642 (no.93).
See also Chapter 7 below. On Smith’s university, J.B.
Mullinger’s history (no.170) is somewhat dated, although
still useful.
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theological studies at Cambridge (and Oxford too) ranked

14 This formal

supreme in the Tudor university curriculum.
beginning was matched by Smith’s choice of Law as his
second subject in the catalogue. Although legal studies
at Cambridge suffered an almost continuous decline after
the 1549 Injunctions of Edward VI’s Visitors, civil law
was both Smith’s profession and a widely recognised

> It may be said,

avenue leading to the political life.?!
therefore, that it was at least as much out of
professional duty as out of genuine personal interest

that Smith gave Law such a privileged position in his
catalogue. As mentioned earlier in this chapter, the
catalogue of Lord Coke, another lawyer by profession,
started in exactly the same way as Smith’s, with Theology
followed by Law.

History and geography follow civil law in a most
logical fashion, for although these subjects had but
little importance in the university curriculum, Smith
ranked ancient and modern history highly, considering them
to be an essential complement to the professional study of
civil law.l®

The next two sections of the 1566 catalogue,
‘Philosophica’ and ‘Mathematica’, cover the subjects

studied in the Cambridge Arts Faculty. The highest

achievement of the Arts course was the mastery of

14. J.B. Mullinger (no.170, vol.2, p.414-415).
15. Ibid., p.131-138, 423.
16. So he said himself in his inaugural address at Cam-

bridge in 1541 (jibid., p.129-130). On geography in 16th
and l17th-century England, see E.G.R. Taylor (no.217-218).
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philosophy,17 and throughout the 16th century Aristotle
officially remained the most studied classical

18

philosopher:; also central to the formal Arts course were

rhetoric and logic (dialectic), as well as the old
quadrivium (arithmetic, music, geometry and astronomy).19
With the exception of music, for which Smith did not care
much, all these subjects are given prominence in the
’Philosophica’ and ’Mathematica’ sections of the 1566
cataloque.

Having reached this point in deciding the order of
subjects, Smith had but little choice with the last two.
The great centres of medical education in his day being in
Padua, Montpellier and other foreign cities rather than

20

English ones, it would have been illogical for Smith to

give more prominence to medicine in a scheme apparently
bound by English university traditions. As for Grammar
and poetry, the study of belles-lettres had no place in

21

the university curriculunm, and when not altogether

abandoned, grammar was at best considered an elementary
subject.22

The 1566 catalogue is thus as good a reflection of

17. Philosophy occupied the third and fourth years of an
Arts undergraduate’s course of study (C.R. Thompson,
no.221, p.9).

18. Ibid., p.10.
19. Ibid., p.9.
20. Ibid., p.14.
21. Ibid,., p.l0.

22. In 1549, for instance, a royal commission ruled that
the study of grammar should be completed before entrance
to university (J. Simon, no.203, p.252).
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university education as shelf order would allow. In it
the faculties and major university fields of study can be
easily recognised and occupy prime position. In the
following table, presented here as a summary, the subject
divisions of Smith’s catalogue are expressed in scholastic
terms, with the most important university studies in upper
case:-

THEOLOGY

LAW

History

ARTS

PHILOSOPHY
Mathematics

MEDICINE

Grammar and poetry

Greek books (history and philosophy)

Architecture
If the 1566 catalogue may be seen as displaying a formal,
scholastic subject arrangement, Smith’s 1576 catalogue,
in contrast, may be said to do just the opposite. The
weighty matters of Theology and Law, far from retaining
the positions of prominence they enjoyed in 1566, were
relegated almost to the other end of the scale in the
1576 catalogue. In the 1576 catalogue Smith made no
attempt to collocate university subjects, as he had done
in 1566, and ’‘Philosophy’ was casually separated from
Theology and Law.

In the 1576 subject divisions, prominence is given to
subjects which occupied a more subservient place in 1566,
and this is done in more than one way: there is a new
order of subjects, the first two now being History and
Medicine; there is the introduction of ’‘Astronomica’, a

class not used in 1566; and ’‘De architectura’, a class

appended to the 1566 catalogue for later additions, is
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firmly among the other classes of the 1576 catalogue.
Although Smith may not have attached any particular
significance to the order of his subject classes, it is
tempting to regard the arrangement of Smith’s 1576
catalogue as showing him in a different light. It is
almost as if he had been freed from the strictures
imposed by university statutes and as if he were now more
concerned with home reading than professional interests.
In short, the new 1576 arrangement could be seen as
giving us a glimpse of the private man.

As far as those subjects which gained prominence in
the 1576 arrangement are concerned, Smith read widely in
history not merely because he knew how beneficial this was
to a student of civil law but, more importantly, because
he, in common with many of his contemporaries, had always

3 As for

been genuinely interested in the subject.2
Medicine, Smith had an active practical interest in
remedies; and he was fascinated by astrology and

architectural design.24

Any analogy between the arrangement of Smith’s

23. On the popularity of history books in the second half
of the 16th century, see H.S. Bennett (no.71, p.215-216).

24. Smith loved to experiment with remedies of all kinds,
and in illness would turn to his medical books. Thus, on
31 May 1576, he wrote to his friend John Thynne: ’‘My
speech is as evil as ever it was for the which to
recover, the physicians had so tormented my body and
brought it so weak, but all in vain. For as it appeareth
to me now by reading of old authors, it is a matter to be
done with cure of hand of a surgeon and to be cut away
that doth let my speech’ (quoted by M. Dewar, no.99,
P-187). On Smith’s interest in astrology, see jbid.,
p.65, 182. On Smith and architecture, there is strong
evidence that he was responsible for the architectural
design of his mansion house of Hill Hall (ibid., p.192).
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catalogues and his professional and private interests, of
course, can be pursued only up to a point, particularly
when it is borne in mind that he was following shelf
order. Despite his interest in Greek, Latin, Hebrew and,
no doubt, modern languages, ‘Grammar and poetry’ are
placed towards the end of the 1576 catalogue.25

It may be tempting to see in the arrangement of the
two catalogues left by Smith a valuable composite source
of information on his attitude to the various subjects

represented in his library, but this is only a
possibility.

Conclusion

The arrangement of private library catalogues, then, can
sometimes be interpreted as relating to the personal
concerns and professional interests of the owners of the
collections. Of course this does not mean that this line
of enquiry can always be pursued successfully. It would
be very unwise to assume that all catalogues lend
themselves to this approach. The arrangement of many
catalogues is capricious and cannot always be relied upon
to provide a guide in this matter. The arrangement of a
catalogue can still be a fruitful source of information,
however, especially when considered together with other
sources, such as the contents of a collection, and what

may already been known about an owner.

25. Besides his interest in the Greek tongue, already
mentioned, Smith translated some of the Psalms (ibid.,
p.64).
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Chapterxr 7

Classification by langquage

ductio
Both continuity and change have been part of the
development of book classification practices down the
centuries. Patterns of continuity are sometimes as
clearly discernible as patterns of change. Practical
convenience, for instance, has been singled out as the
major force behind the groupings of subjects in
successful library classification schemes, from ancient
times to the present day.1 On the face of it,
arrangement by language has been a feature of library
catalogues for so long that it hardly seems worthy of
mention. 1In actual fact, the patterns of change and
continuity surrounding classification by language may be
profitably examined in a historical context, as the
following survey will attempt to show.

The discussion below focuses on 16th and
17th-century catalogues of English private libraries. A
study of change and continuity, however, can only be
meaningful if these catalogues are examined against the
background of their medieval predecessors and the wider

scene of European cataloguing practices.

1. It was on such a historical basis that J. Thompson
(bibliography, no.222, p.147) elaborated the formulation
of practical convenience as one of the principles of
librarianship.
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1. Continental Europe
It may be safely stated that the arrangement of
manuscripts by language is a rare occurrence in medieval
library catalogues. Perhaps the best known example -
often cited because of its exceptional nature - is that
of the ninth-century catalogue of the Abbey of St Gall,
which starts with a section headed ’‘Libri Scottice
Scripti’, reserved for items in the ’Scots’, or insular,
hand.? Manuscripts written in insular hand are also
listed at the end of the tenth-century catalogue of the
Abbey of St Columban, Bobbio, although no heading was
assigned to that particular section of the catalogue.3
Interestingly a similar group of books, this time headed
’Libri in Vulgari’, is also found in a 1461 catalogue of
the same library.4 Few other examples have been found.

The picture is quite different when catalogues from
the Renaissance period are considered. Division by

5 as may be seen

language is frequent in such documents,
from some 15th-century Italian private library catalogues.
Catalogues of the collections of Pandolfini (15th or

perhaps 16th century);6 Piero di Cosimo de’ Medici (1456);7

2. B. Scrivner (no.199, p.431).

3. A brief outline of the catalogue’s contents is given

ibid., p-.432.

4. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.531).

5. A definite trend to include language subdivisions in
library catalogues is first noticeable in 15th-century
Italy (A. Derolez, no.98, p.35).

6. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.564).

7. Ibid., catalogue no.557.
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the Este family in Ferrara (late 15th century);8
Francesco Gonzaga (1407);9and Francesco Sforza (1459)10
all include a section for books in the vernacular. Greek
forms a separate section in the Pandolfini catalogue
mentioned above, as well as in the catalogues of Federigo
da Montefeltro, Duke of Urbino (before 1482)11 and
Francesco di Angelo Gaddi, of Florence (1496).12 Latin
is singled out in the Ferrarese private collection
catalogue mentioned above; Hebrew in Montefeltro’s; and

French in Sforza’s.

2. Language classes
A similar contrast pertained in England, this time

largely betweeen pre- and post-16th century catalogues.
One of the rare examples of medieval catalogues
containing divisions by language is the 1162 inventory of
Durham Cathedral Library.13 This catalogue is noticeable
because of its section ’‘Libri de Phisica’, but also
because of its section ’‘Libri Anglici’ (books in
Anglo-Saxon). After the 15th century, on the other hand,

arrangement by language occurs with increasing frequency

8. Ibid., catalogue no.551.

9. F. Ames-Lewis (no.63, p.442-443, note 89).

10. Ibid.

11. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.683). On the
library of Federigo da Montefeltro, see also also S.R.
Herstein (no.127).

12. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.553).

13. Ibid. (catalogue no.460); D.M. Norris (no.49,
po 14-18) .
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in English catalogues, as the examples below will show.

Language classes were sometimes used merely to
distinguish Latin books from those in the vernacular.
This is particularly obvious in lists such as the 1586
post-mortem inventory of the books of William Anderson, a
Priest from Peterborough (see Part II, Appendix). The
bulk of Anderson’s collection was theological, as
expected, but the Theology section of the inventory
(entries 1-61) is not headed ’‘Theology’. It begins
instead with an untitled section of 46 Latin books,
followed by English theological works under the heading
’'Libri anglici’ (entries 47-61). Similarly the donations
list of the books of Robert Burton (1577-1640), drawn up
in 1640 by the Bodleian Library, includes sections such
as ’English books 4°’, ’Books in 8° lattin’ and ’‘Libri
anglici in 8°’ (see Part II, Appendix).

Sometimes catalogues were concerned with singling
out one or more of the learned languages. This is the
case with the ¢.1539 post-mortem inventory of the books
of the Cambridge man Edward Moore (see Part II,
Appendix). In addition to a section headed ‘De lingua
romana’ (2 entries), the list of Moore’s books started
with a section entitled ’‘Libri greci’ (containing no
fewer than 32 entries) and ended with a section simply
called ’‘Hebraica’ (9 entries).

More often than not, catalogues containing language
divisions were concerned with both learned and vernacular
languages. Such catalogues would often freely mix

together language and subject categories. The catalogue
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of the collection of an unknown owner, compiled around
1610 (see Part II, Appendix) listed some printed books in
subject sections and others in classes such as ‘Libri
hispanici’ (1 entry only) and ‘English bookes’ (6
entries). The manuscripts were separately listed under
the three headings ’‘Libri manuscripti graeci’, ‘Latini
M.S.’ and ’‘Italici M.Ss.’.

The 1583 list of the printed books of John Dee
(1527-1608) in BL Harley MS 1879 is arranged under
various headings, sometimes by language, sometimes by
subject (see Part II, Appendix). For clarity,
indentations are used here, and sections with no heading

or no language indication are omitted:-

o no.
[Libri compacti] (20r-73r)
’Paracelsici libri compacti’ 60vV-64r
’Germanice’ 60v=-62r
’Paracelsica latine’ 62r-62v
’Hebraici. Chaldaici compacti’ 66r-68v
’Grammaticalia nonnulla, compacti’ 69r-70v
’Libri anglici compacti’ 71r-73r
Libri non compacti’ (74r-92r)
’Graeci’ 76v
’hebraici’ 76v=-77r
’Libri italici non compacti’ 86r-87r
’Libri germanici non compacti’ 88r-90r
’Paracelsici & chemici non compacti’ 90v-92r
’‘Latine’ 90V
Germanice’ 91r-92r

Turning briefly to Scotland; the 1611 catalogue of the
books of the poet William Drummond of Hawthornden
(1585-1649)14 was quite deliberately arranged by
language, by the owner himself, in the following

classes: -

14. The catalogue has been edited, with an extensive
introduction, by R.H. MacDonald (no.161).
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Latin
Theology
Philosophy
Law
Poetry
Prose
Greek
Hebrew
English
French
Italian
Spanish
Drummond was not particularly interested in arranging his
material by subject: his ‘Prose’ section is miscellaneous,
and there is no order within the language classes other

than Latin.

3. Language subdivisions

Some catalogues went one step further than the examples
given above. They used arrangement by language not
merely for sections in their own right, alongside subject
categories, but for the subdivision of subject
categories. Such arrangement is sometimes, but not
always, obvious at first glance, and so it may be useful
to examine a few examples in detail.

The catalogue of Sir Thomas Knyvett’s library was
drawn up a few months after his death in 1618 (see Part
II, Appendix). This catalogue was carefully compiled,
and the subject sections were very deliberately
subdivided by language (with the exception of the
’Medici’ category), e.g. the Theology section:-

Libri theologici [latini in folio]

Theologici latini in 4°, 8°, et 16°

Theologiens francois

Diuinitie bookes in English

Hispani theologi
Italici theologi
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The relationship between the structure of the
catalogue and the holdings of Knyvett’s library cannot be
ignored. Knyvett owned few Greek books, and it cannot be
a coincidence that there is no ’Greci’ or ’Grece’ section
in the catalogue. About three quarters of the total
holdings are in Latin, just under a tenth are in English,

15 The

and the rest are in French, Spanish or Italian.
number of printed books in modern languages is
sufficiently high to assume that it played some part in
the way the catalogue was arranged.

It has been observed16 that there is much overlap
between the various subject sections of the catalogue.
This would suggest that the compiler was more interested
in arranging books by language than in assigning them to
correct subject categories.

In contrast to Knyvett’s, the catalogue written for
Lord Coke (1552-1634) shortly before his death (see Part
II, Appendix) made no consistent attempt at keeping
different languages separate. In several sections of the
catalogue, one language rubs shoulders with another, as
in the group of Divinity books in folio at the very
beginning of the catalogue (’Divinity books in folio -
Latine and Englishe promiscue’). Nevertheless the
different.languages represented in the collection are
frequently specified in section headings (for clarity,
other sections are omitted here, and brackets and

indentations are used):-

15. D.J. McKitterick (no.162, p.26).

16. Ibid.
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n es .
(Divinity]) (1-292)
Divinity books in folio:Latine and
Englishe promiscue 1-67
Books of divinitie in 4°.Lat. 68-99
Books of divinitie in 4°.Englishe 100-150
Divinitie books in 8°.lat:é&c: 151-184
Divinitie books in 8°.Englishe 190-210
Italian books of divinitie 225-234
(Approved histories] (492-720)
State matters, chronicles, histories, &c:
fol:&c:histories of England &c: 492-519
French books of histories &c: 520-537
English books of histories &c: 538-560
Greeke, Latin:English and French &c:in fo:
4°.8°. &c: 561-640
Italian books of historie 641-692
[Philosophy, rethoricke, grammar, lodgicke and
schoolebookes] (721-783)
Italian books of philologie and grammar 779-783
[Poetry] (818-879)
Italian books of poetrye 869-875
Italian playes 876-879
[Tracts and discourses. Diversi argumenti] (1033-1190)
In Lattine, English, and French &c: 1033-1097
Italian discourses and other books &c: 1098-1190
Italian books of letteres 1191-1199

Coke’s collection is remarkable because of the
number of books it contains in modern languages: no less
than a third of the total holding is in modern languages
other than English,17 and this is eloquently represented
in the headings used for the various sections of the
catalogue.

In arranging his material, the compiler of the
€.1640 Bernard catalogue (see Part II) appears to have
been primarily concerned with the distinction between, on
the one hand, books in English or emanating from England,
and, on the other hand, books in the learned languages. A
small Theology section concludes the list, and the

arrangement may be simplified as follows:-

17. W.0. Hassall (no.125, p.xx).
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[Authors in Greek and Latin])
Patres
Historici greci et latini
Commentatores in Scripturas
Philosophi greci et latini
Logici latini
Oratores greci et latini
Philologi
Poetae greci et latini
Mathematici
[English authors, or authors of ‘English’ books])
Historici anglici
Theologici
Sermones sacri
Paperbookes
Anglici libri
(Other theologians])
Theologi latini et anglici
Scholastici
There can be no doubt that the first of these three broad
groups was intended for books in the learned languages:
out of the nine categories in that group, four are
specifically subdivided as Greek and Latin, e.q,
‘Philosophi greci’ and ’Philosophi latini’. As for the
group of English books, the ’‘Historici anglici’ and
’Anglici 1ibri’ categories are self-explanatory, and an
examination of the other categories reveals that when the
entries are not concerned with books in English, they are
reserved either for items printed in England, or for
books by English authors. For instance, the ’Theologici’
category is mainly concerned with entries in English,
such as ’Montague of tithes’ (entry 223), but also
includes ’English’ items such as ’Dr Prideaux orationes’
(entry 238; the book is in Latin but the author was
English) and ’Marcus Antonius de Dominis de republica
ecclesiastica’ (entry 227; the author was not English,
and the book is in Latin, but it was published in

England). Conversely Bernard’s Greek and Latin books
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include Plutarch’s Moraljia in an English translation
(entry 96, listed under the heading ’‘Philosophi greci’),
as well as a few Latin works printed in England and
Scotland (entries 46-48).

It cannot be expected, of course, that the compiler
adhered to this arrangement with faultless consistency:
among the ‘English’ books, there are some with no
apparent connection with England, e.qg. ‘Zanchius, de
operibus Dei’ and ’Zanchij miscellanea’ (entries 246-247;
the author was not English, and the books are in Latin
and were printed abroad). Such inconsistencies are the
norm in catalogues of the period, and in no way
invalidate what is said above about the compiler’s
general intention.

When, sometime before he died, Sir wWilliam More
(1520-1600) decided to include a rather long ’‘note of all
my bookes’ in his account book (see Part II), he started
his list in a banal way, with ‘Lattyne bookes of
diuynytye’. The overall arrangement of his list is here
of interest, however, because the books are listed in
four broad language categories, as shown in the following
schematic representation of the headings used:

(1. Latin]

Lattyne bookes of dyuynytye
Other Lattyne bokes vz poets stories &c.

[2] Italyon bookes

[3] Frenche bookes

[4. English]

Scripture bookes in Englishe

Cronicles [in English]

Treatisis stories and other Englishe bookes
Bookes of the lawe [in English]

More was able to stick to his arrangement by language

fairly consistently. His ‘Italyon bookes’ include not
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only works in Italian, but also at least one English
translation of an Italian book (entry 110, identified
tentatively as Luis de Granada’s Conversion of a sinner,
translated from an Italian version) and William Thomas’
popular Italian grammar, written in English (entry 105).
Remarkably, nearly two thirds of More’s books were not in
Latin.

On the face of it, languages had no part to play in
the arrangement of the 1617 catalogue of the books of
William, 4th Baron Paget (1572-1629), for there is no
mention of language in any of the section headings used
in the catalogue (see Part II). The general arrangement,
as indicated by the headings used by the compiler, is by
the broad subject categories commonly found in catalogues
of the period, e.g. ’Theologici’ and ’Historici’. Within
each subject, books are subdivided by size - again a
convention of the times. Looking at the contents of the
various sections of the catalogue, however, a definite
pattern of arrangement by language comes to light: it
appears that as soon as a section was large enough to be
subdivided by language, the compiler had no hesitation in
doing so.

The section on Rhetoric, for instance, contains only
11 items, and these are therefore listed regardless of
language, e.g. Aristotle in Greek (entry 1253), in
Italian (entries 1256-1257) and in Latin (entries
1260,1262). History in 8°, on the other hand, is clearly
arranged by language: first a small group of Greek or
Greek-Latin editions, e.g. of the ubiquitous Plutarch

(entries 669-670); then a substantial section of books in
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Latin (entries 674-725); modern languages follow,
starting with Italian and Spanish (entries 726-732, e.q.
Sebastiano Fausto’s life of Ezzelino III da Romano, entry
732; Francesco de la Portilla’s book on the Order of St
James, entry 729); French comes next (entries 733-770,
e.qg., Cato in French, entry 767; Jean de Serres’ works on
French affairs, entries 752-755); and English ends the
list (entries 771-776, e.q, the English translation of an
anonymous work by Giovanni Botero, entry 775).

As in other catalogues of the period, arrangement by
language was not carried out with faultless accuracy in
the Paget catalogue. In many instances, a few Greek
books found their way into a group of predominantly Latin
works; somewhat more unexpected is the inclusion of an
unidentified German item described as ’Liber quidam de
destillationibus germanice scriptus’ among Latin books in
the section ’Libri Medici & Chymici in folio et 4°’
(entry 1005). On the whole, however, evidence for the
compiler’s intention to subdivide by language is
overwhelming, as may be seen in the following tabulation
(for the sake of clarity, only those sections where
arrangement by language is clearly visible have been

represented here) :-

Entries no.

Theologici (1-388)
[4° Latin] 85-158
[4° Modern languages other than English] 159-169
(4° English] 170-206
(8° Latin] 208-307
[(8° Spanish] 308-310
[(8° French] 311-328
[8° English] 329-345
[(16° & 32° Latin] 346-368

[16° & 32° Modern languages] 369-374
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Historici (469-804)
[fol. Greek] 469-478
[fol. Latin] 479-512
{fol. Modern languages other than English] 513-523
(fol. English] 524-534
[4° Greek] 558-562
[4° Latin) 563-598
[4° Spanish] 599-602
[(4° Italian & French]) 603-638
[4° English] 639-657
[8° Greek-Latin] 667-673
[8* Latin] 674-725
[8° Italian and Spanish] 726-732
[8° French] 733-770
[8° English] 771-776

Philosophi (805-1003)
[4° Latin] 844-880
[4° Modern languages] 881-900
(8° Latin] 905-966
[8° Modern languages] 967-982
[16° & 32° Latin] 986-997
[16° & 32° Italian] 998
[16° & 32° French] 999
[16° & 32° English] 1000-1001

Medici & Chymici (1004-1060)
[(fol. & 4° Latin) 1004-1013
[fol. & 4° Modern languages] 1014-1019

Mathematici (1063-1218)
[fol. Latin] 1063-1092
[fol. Italian] 1093-1096
(fol. English] 1097-1103
[4° Latin] 1114-1155
[4° Italian & Spanish] 1156-1165
[4° French] 1166-1170
(4° English] 1171-1182
[4° Italian & Latin] 1183-1184

When a section was large enough, then, the compiler’s

tendency was to supplement his subject and size divisions

with language subdivisions, usually Greek and Latin,

followed by Italian, French, then English. As in the

other catalogues considered above, the nature of the

holdings seems to have played a significant part in the

compiler’s decision to subdivide by language.

4., Factors of change

This brief survey has presented some evidence that
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language as a criterion of arrangement was not viewed in
the same light in medieval catalogues as in later ones.
The number of medieval catalogues using language
divisions and subdivisions is quite disproportionate to
that of later catalogues. Unless this disproportion is
to be accepted as mere coincidence, it must be regarded
as an integral part of the wider intellectual climate of
the times.

It seems that medieval compilers took language into
consideration in the arrangement of their catalogues when
it was so conspicuous that it made the manuscripts stand
out. In this context, it is difficult to dissociate
script from language, and it is possible that a section
such as ’‘Libri Scottice Scripti’ in the 9th-century St
Gall catalogue mentioned earlier was intended as an
indication that the language in question was difficult to
understand, or even as a warning that the script was
difficult to read. In cases where the number of such
manuscripts was too small to warrant a section on its
own, the same purpose would be fulfilled by means of a
description such as ’Expositio psalterii scottice
conscripta’, which ends the 11th or 12th-century library
catalogue of the monastery of St Maximin at Treves.l®
In this sense, a language division could be seen as a
mere extension of the palaeographical notices drawing
attention to the physical characteristics of manuscripts.

Relegating books in the vernacular to the end of the

18. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.206).
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catalogue, as was usually the case, also seems to
indicate a value judgment on the compilers’ part.

In later catalogues the situation was more complex,
and various forces appear to have been at work. By and
large medieval libraries assumed that nearly everything
woréh reading would be found in Latin. In the course of
time, however, language came to be looked upon in a
different light under the influence of humanism and of
the Reformation. The study of Latin and Greek was
actively encouraged by the humanists, and so these
languages became an integral part of the ’‘new learning’.
As for the Reformation movement, it advocated an
interpretation of the Bible based on the study of the
original texts. The philological basis of biblical
exegesis was also felt to be necessary because of the
religious controversies of the time, and English
translators of the Bible, such as William Tyndale (died
1536) emphasised the importance of the original
languages. Given that an increasing number of libraries
made a conscious effort to collect the Greek and Latin

editions prized by the humanists,19 it is little wonder

19. A survey of 12th-century catalogues of Western
libraries has found only rare appearances of Greek books
(J.S. Beddie, no.69, p.5). In this country, despite the
interest in Greek learning aroused by Robert Grosseteste
and Roger Bacon, few works in Greek were listed in
library catalogues before the 16th century (P. Kibre,
no.l144, p.265-266). From the 16th century on, Greek
books appeared with increasing frequency in English
catalogues, under the influence of humanist studies, and
in the libraries of the Oxford colleges, a conscious
effort to acquire such books may be traced back to the
1530s (P. Gaskell, no.115, p.6).

(Continued next page)
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that those languages should have been taken into
consideration in the arrangement of catalogues.

Hebrew was also used as a criterion of arrangement
in some of the catalogues mentioned above. Little
interest was shown in Hebrew in pre-Reformation times,
but the Kabbalah exerted a tremendous attraction for
writers such as Giovanni Pico della Mirandola
(1463-1494). As with Greek, the combined influence of
humanism and the Reformation highlighted the importance
of Hebrew. Although not as popular as Latin and Greek,
Hebrew was far from being absent from English library
catalogues of the 16th and early 17th centuries, and the
inclusion of Hebrew divisions in some of these catalogues
is evidence of the interest it generated.zo

As far as modern languages were concerned, private
collectors gradually developed an increasing interest in
works written in their own vernacular; witness the ever
increasing number of translations available, and the

emergence of compilations such as Philibert Mareschal’s

Guide to French books (1598) and Andrew Maunsell’s

(Continued from previous page)

Classical and humanistic texts in Latin were
collected before those in Greek, and the celebrated
15th-century library of Humfrey (or Humphrey), Duke of
Gloucester (1391-1447) is an outstanding example of the
influence of the Italian Renaissance on English
collectors. On the rise and development of humanism in
15th-century England in general, and on Duke Humfrey in
particular, see R. Weiss (no.232).

20. G.L. Jones has argued for a re-evaluation of the
interest in Hebrew studies in 16th and early 17th-century
England (no.140).
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Catalogue of English books (1595).21 A genuine interest
was also increasingly shown in the literary output of
other nations, in their own tongues, even though Latin
remained the most widely used medium by most of the
educated classes. A great many Italian books found their
way into England in the 16th and early 17th centuries,
because Italy fascinated the English; French retained its
widespread currency; and Spanish also aroused

considerable interest.22

The use of language as a
criterion of arrangement in many library catalogues is
evidence of the strength of the interest aroused in books
written in the vernacular.

In the case of the Bernard catalogue, mentioned

21. Mareschal’s Le quide des arts et sciences et

omptuajire de tous livres, tant compose e traduicts
en francojs (Paris, 1598) was the first bibliography
arranged by subjects restricted to books in a vernacular
language (A. Taylor, no.214, p.69-71).

Maunsell’s Cataloque of English printed books was
published in two parts in 1595 (no.34). Maunsell had

hoped to publish a third and final part to his Cataloque,
on ’‘Humanity, wherin I shall haue occasion to shew, what
wee haue in our owne tongue, of Gramer, Logick,
Rethoricke, Lawe, Historie, Poetrie, Policie, &c.’
(Maunsell, The seconde parte of the cataloque ...
Dedication ‘To the Worshipfull, the Maister ... of the
Company of the Stationers ...’). Maunsell unfortunately
died before bringing this project to fruition. oOn
Maunsell, see E.P. Statham (no.208, especially vol.2,
part 2, p.664~665).

22. On the interest shown in England for Italian, French
and Spanish books, see H.S. Bennett (no.70-72, especially
no.72, p.135-139). The appeal of Italy to the Elizabethan
mind has been discussed by J.L. Lievsay (no.156-157), who
has examined a variety of sources showing the popularity
of Italian books in England in that period. Works in the
Romance languages, especially in French, were conspicuous
in English libraries of the 14th and 15th centuries (P.
Kibre, no.144, p.273), and the cultivation of the French
language in England during Tudor and Stuart times has
been dealt with comprehensively by K. Lambley (no.153).
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above, arrangement by language may be tentatively

explored along other lines, as shown below.

S, Grammar school curricu
On the sole basis of its contents, the Bernard library
presents a somewhat confusing picture. In common with
many collections at that time, it contains works
characteristic of various cultural and intellectual
trends. Items such as those listed in the ’‘Patres’
section of the Bernard catalogue could of course be found
in catalogues of almost any type and period. No more
surprising is the presence of scholastic theology (e.g.
Thomas Aquinas, entry 303) alongside religious
controversies such as the celebrated battle of words over
Puritanism which raged between Thomas Cartwright and John
Whitgift around 1570 (entry 232). As in many catalogues,
prominence is given to Aristotle, who solemnly begins the
*Philosophi Greci’ section with no less than six of his
works; but the influence of the ’‘new’ thinking of Ramus
and Talaeus is also present, e.g. with the Rhetorica of
the Ramist schoolmaster Charles Butler (entry 158).23
In seeking to discover something about a book
collector, it is simply not enough to determine which
subject is most represented in the catalogue of his
library. If that were the case, many such collections

would have to be attributed to ecclesiastics, and the

Bernard library is no exception, with as many as 129

23. For the influence of Ramus and Talaeus in England
from the last quarter of the 16th~-century onward, see
T.W. Baldwin (no.67, vol.2, p.58-59). On Ramus
generally, see W.J. Ong (no.182).
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entries pertaining to theology, out of a total of 304,24
Caution is to be exercised when drawing conclusions from
sheer numbers, yet the presence of a large number of
certain types of books - not necessarily the most
numerous ones - can lead to interesting speculations.

The Bernard catalogue includes practically all the
books most commonly owned by Cambridge men in the 16th
century, e.qg. Aesop’s Fabulae (Bernard entry 157):;
Aristotle’s Ethica (entry 91) and Poljitica (entry 93):
Caesar’s Commentarijes (entry 60); Calepinus’ Dictionarium
(entry 160); Cicero’s De offjciis (entry 101), Epistolae
(entry 119) and Orationes (entry 116); Erasmus’ Collogquia
(entry 154); Euripides (entry 165); Aulus Gellius (entry
127); Homer (entry 167); Horace (entry 188); Livy (entry
53); ovid (entries 186,199); Petrus Lombardus’ Sententiae
(entry 304); Plautus (entry 192); Plutarch (entry 96):;
Quintilian (entry 155); Sallust (entry 55); Terence
(entry 198); Valerius Maximus (entry 51); Laurentius
Valla’s Elegantiae (entry 126); Virgil (entry 201); Vives
(entry 146); and, of course, the Bible (entries 234,250,
294,297).25 The list should also include Plato and a few
other names which do not appear in the Bernard catalogue.
The Bernard catalogue also makes interesting comparison
with the kind of books actually used by university
students in the course of their studies. For instance,

the list of books bought by Archbishop Whitgift, Master

24. The theological books in the Bernard catalogue are
listed under the following headings: ‘Patres’ (29 items),
’Commentatores in Scripturas’ (22 items), ’Theologici’
(56 items), ‘Sermones Sacri’ (1 item), ‘Theologi Latini
et Anglici’ (17 items), and ’Scholastici’ (4 items).

25. L. Jardine (no.134, p.16-17), from an analysis of
150 book-lists of Cambridge men, 1535-1590.
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of Trinity College, Cambridge, in the 1560s and 1570s,
for students in his care, included the above-mentioned
Cicero’s Oratjones, Caesar’s Commentarjies, Homer and
other Greek authors, as well as Seton’s Djalectijca
(Bernard entry 110).26 A similar trend appears when the
Bernard catalogue is compared to the books listed in
university statutes. According to the Oxford Nova Statuta
of 1564/65, the specified authors for determination were,
in grammar, Linacre (Bernard entry 142) or Virgil (entry
201) or Horace (entry 188) or Cicero’s Epistolae (entries
118-119) or Priscian (entry 144); and the authors on
rhetoric were Cicero’s Orationes (entry 116) or
Praeceptiones (not in Bernard), or Aristotle’s Rhetorica
(entry 92).27

Despite what has just been said, it has been
suggested that the books catalogued in the Bernard
notebook are more reminiscent of a schoolmaster’s

collection than a physician's.28

The catalogue, for
instance, lists many books which were eminently relevant
to grammar school pupils, e.g. the Greek grammars of
Clenardus (the ‘official’ school textbook in the latter
half of the 16th century, entry 117) William Camden (the
standard text in 17th-century schools, entry 124) and

Jacobus Ceporinus (entry 125), as well as the well-known

26. Ibid., p.20. On Seton, see T.W. Baldwin (no.67,
vol.2, p.34). Other textbooks primarily intended for
university students included Keckermann’s manuals on
ethics (Bernard entry 99), logic (Bernard entries
108-109) and astronomy (Bernard entry 204). On
Keckermann, see K. Charlton (no.84, p.147-148).

27. Oxford statutes to 1634 have been collected and
edited by S. Gibson (no.117).

28. So S.R. Jayne (no.136, p.153).
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Greek lexicon of Scapula (entry 135).29 If it is assumed
that Bernard was both the compiler of the catalogue and
the owner of the library (see Part II) the overall
contents of the notebook imply that he was a clerk, not a
schoolmaster; but it is not impossible that the book
collection was that of a schoolmaster, and that it was in
trust to Bernard, in the same was as the sums of money
recorded in the notebook were in trust to him. All this,
of course, is a matter of conjecture, but what can be
shown from an examination of the catalogue and its
arrangement is that the library clearly reflects the
grammar school education ideals of the time and that the
catalogue is consistent with that compiled by someone
with a grammar school background.

Without attempting the all too ambitious task of
summarising the complexities of curriculum development in
those days,30 it may be said that the primary purpose of
grammar schools remained the teaching of the classical

languages, especially Latin. Like their medieval

29. T.W. Baldwin (no.67, vol.2, p.619). John Brinsley,
in A consolation for our grammar schools, published in
1622, has this to say concerning Camden and Clenardus:
’For most easy and speedy attaining to the Greek tongue,
which hath been wont to be so difficult and tedious, God
hath provided these ready helps. For the grammar, Master
Camden’s is of all other most easy and profitable, as I
take it, like as for Westminster so for all our schools,
for that it follows the order of our Latin grammar most
directly ... For all other difficulties and wherein it
seems to fail, see Cleonard’s Greek grammar, with
Antesignanus ... Hereunto adjoin, if need be to enquire
further, the anomalies, dialects and other difficulties
set down alphabetically in the end of Scapula’s
dictionary’ (quoted by D. Cressy, no.91, p.85).

30. For education in Tudor England, see K. Charlton
(no.84) and J. Simon (no.203). For grammar schools in
the same period, see also C.R. Thompson (no.220).
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predecessors, first-year university students were
expected to have enough Latin to enable them to follow
lectures in that language,31 but such pressing demands
were not made of other subjects, which were subservient
to Latin, in varying degrees. For instance, the study of
Greek at grammar school had long been thought desirable
and had gained momentum during the latter half of the
16th century, especially from the time of Queen
Elizabeth.>2 However, even during the first half of the
17th century, when the Bernard catalogue was written, the
teaching of Greek at grammar school remained
propaedeutic, as all subjects did apart from Latin.33

Looking in this light at the catalogue attributed to
Bernard, the emphasis on a sound Latin education is
evident in the arrangement of the books in learned
languages. Greek seems to be given almost equal attention
to Latin, with the ’Greci’ and ‘Latini’ subdivisions
noted above, but this is not actually the case. From the
contents of the Greek subdivisions, it is apparent that
Latin still had pride of place in the compiler’s eyes,
because nearly all the identifiable entries concerned are

for Greek-Latin editions. The first major part of the

31. A summary of pre-university training in early
17th-century England has been given by W.T. Costello
(no.90, p.43-45). On the medieval scene, see H.
Rashdall (no.193, vol.3, p.341).

32. K. Charlton (no.84, p.116-118).

33. Ibjid., p.44-45. The importance of language, j.e.
Latin, was emphasised time and time again by the
humanists. To the humanist Vives (1492-1540) language
was ’‘the treasury of culture and the instrument of
society’ (quoted by J. Simon, no.203, p.106).
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catalogue, then, gives precedence to Latin and
acknowledges the importance of Greek studies, even though
it pays 1lip service to Greek rather than treating it on
an equal footing with Latin. Despite these
qualifications, it is noteworthy that the compiler made a
point of highlighting the Greek books in his catalogue
headings, in itself an eloquent testimony to the interest
in Greek authors then prevailing.

As mentioned earlier, other subjects in the grammar
school curriculum were secondary to Latin, which
permeated everything taught. The teaching of Latin, of
course, was not limited to grammar in the present-day
sense of the term, and the o0ld trivium of grammar/
rhetoric/dialectic was as indivisible at grammar school

4 The difference, however, was

as it was at university.3
one of degree. The linguistic basis of the trivium was
the province of the grammar school, whereas the emphasis
at university was on rhetoric and dialectic. The first
years of university education, in other words, provided
an extension of what was started at grammar school,

rather than an introduction of subjects not studied

35

before. This may well explain why the Bernard catalo-

gue, while acknowledging logic (only 7 entries: 107-113)

34. L. Jardine (no.134, p.20).

35. In 1630, John Wallis stressed the preparatory role of
pre-university education, saying that he learned Latin,
Greek, ’somewhat of Hebrew’, and adding: ‘And I was
taught somewhat of Logick: as a preparation to a further
study of it in the University’ (quoted by W.T. Costello,
no.9%0, p.44).
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and rhetoric (a mere 3 entries: 114-116), pays particular
attention to ’Philologi’ (46 entries: 117-162); and in
view of the close association of grammar with what would
now be called belles-lettres, it is hardly surprising to
find that the ’‘Philologi’ section includes not only
grammars and lexicons, but also items such as Cicero’s
Epistolae (entries 118-119).

In the grammar school curriculum, then, the emphasis
was on the trivium, particularly Latin grammar, and, in
comparison, the quadrivium was only touched upon.36
Again, this is reflected in the catalogue under
consideration. Of the quadrivium, there are but three
entries, under the heading ’Mathematici’. All other
sections deal with either theology or subjects of prime
importance to humanist grammar school educators, viz.
history, philosophy, logic, oratory, philology and
poetry. As will be shown in Chapter 9 below, no
particular significance is to be attached to the order of
these subjects in the context of humanist education
ideals.

Instead of emphasising a specific order of subjects,
the curricula of the time prescribed the reading of
choice authors. As far as humanist educators were
concerned, the syllabus did not consist as much of
disciplines, such as history, philosophy, poetry and

other arts, all in Latin, as of the authors in those

36. Even at Cambridge, mathematics made little impact in
the earlier 17th-century undergraduate curriculum

(ibid., p.102-104).
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fields.3? rThis emphasis on authors rather than subjects
is quite in keeping with the section headings used in the
catalogue under study. Actually, several of these
headings could be read as applying either to subjects or,
on the contrary, to a class of writers, e.,qg. ‘Comment.’
could be short for either ’‘Commentaria’ (or another form
of the same word, such as ’‘Commentarii’), or
’Commentatores’. Some unabbreviated headings, however,
unambiguously refer to authors, viz. ’Patres’, ’‘Poetae’,
and ’‘Theologi’ (although there is also ’Theologici’).
This is also apparent in the later catalogue of the
Bernard library, included in the same manuscript
notebook, which gives the headings ‘Commentatores’ and
’Philosophi’ in full, in addition to ’Patres’ and
’Poetae’. This has been taken into account in the
transcription given in the appendix, and it does seem to
suggest a preoccupation with authors quite in keeping
with the concerns of grammar school educationalists.

The presence or absence of certain books, of course,
is not proof of any grammar school association with the
Bernard catalogue, but the overall contents of the

catalogue do seem to point that way. The catalogue’s

37. The statutes drafted by John Colet (1467?7-1519) for
St Paul’s in 1518 were echoed for many years in the
writings of humanist educators: ‘As touching in this
school what shall be taught of the masters and learned of
the scholars, it passeth my wit to devise and determine
in particular, but in general to speak and sum what to
say my mind I would they were taught always in good
literature both Latin and Greek, and good authors such as
have the very Roman eloquence joined with wisdonm,
specially Christian authors that wrote their wisdom with
clean and chaste Latin, either in verse or prose ...’
(quoted by D. Cressy, no.91, p.50).
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subject arrangement too is consistent with a grammar
school background. In the absence of further evidence,
it is unfortunately not possible to reach a more definite
conclusion, and the Bernard catalogue is interesting in
that it illustrates the difficulties attending an
interpretation of the arrangement of a catalogue. With
its classes ’Philologi’, ’‘Logici latini’, ’Oratores
greci’ and ‘Oratores latini’, the Bernard catalogue seems
in keeping with the programme of studies of the
university curriculum of the time: the BA course at
Cambridge was concerned almost exclusively with the
trivium of Grammar, Dialectic and Rhetoric. Similarly,
the compiler’s insistence on a distinction between Greek
books and books in Latin would suggest, at first, a
university environment. However, when considered
together with the contents of the catalogue, this

arrangement may be looked at in a different light.

Conclusion

Patterns of change are not always obvious, particularly
to the modern mind. This is the case with changes in
classification practices involving arrangement by
language. 1In today’s classification schemes, arrangement
by language tends to be regarded as an extension of form
instead of having real subject significance, except in
the areas of language and literature. In the
classifications adopted in 16th and 17th-century English
libraries, however, it often had special significance in

that it was truly a reflection of the times.
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It is true that the role of printing, as opposed to
the manuscript tradition, had much to do with the
emergence of language as a criterion for the arrangement
of many library catalogues. There is more to it than
that, however, because the output of the printing presses
was dictated by the intellectual currents of the time. By
reflecting the prevalence of certain types of books, the
arrangement of library catalogues reflected these same
intellectual currents.

This is not to say, of course, that language was
never used for more pragmatic and expedient reasons than
those suggested above. It is probably fair to assume
that a judgment value was being cast by drawing attention
to the English items in the list of the books left to
the Bodleian Library by Robert Burton (mentioned above).
In another list, that compiled in 1590 by the physician
Edward Barlow (see Part II), it is no coincidence that
most of the books in the first section (untitled) were
mainly in Latin: this first section, as seen in Chapter 6
above, consisted mainly of Barlow’s medical books, and
these constituted the most valuable part of his
collection. Barlow was primarily interested in working
out the value of his books, ‘as they are rially worthe’,
and the less valuable portion of his collection happened
to coincide with the vast majority of his English books,
which he arranged in two sections, one for Divinity, the

other for History (actually a miscellaneous group).
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Chapter 8
The conceptual basis of book classificatjions:
ethodolo a d cu e

Introduction
The relevance of philosophic and pedagogic classifica-

tions to the history of ideas seems to be a matter of
course. It would indeed be difficult to study one
without reference to the other. On the other hand, the
relevance of the classification of books to the history
of ideas is not always immediately evident. 1In actual
fact the study of book classification in relation to the
history of ideas is fraught with difficulties, and cannot
be properly undertaken without reference to these
difficulties.

There are basically two main issues at stake in this
connection: the vexed question of the similarities and
differences between the classification of knowledge and
the classification of books; and the equally complex
matter of the influence of intellectual currents on book
classification. It is not the purpose of the present
chapter to give a definitive answer to these matters; the
wisdom of seeking an absolute answer is indeed
questionable. What will be attempted here, however, is
an outline of the difficulties which attend a study of
the relevance of intellectual currents to the

classification of books.

1, Problems specific to the classification of books

A philosophic classification may be studied on the
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assumption that, by definition, it represents an
individual’s interpretation of the universe of knowledge.
No such assumption, however, may safely be made
concerning book classifications, which are not concerned
with knowledge per se but with knowledge as recorded in
documents. This is a fundamental difference of approach:
a philosophic classification, in the period under
consideration, was initiated by a desire to organise
knowledge, but the prime intention of the compiler of a
library catalogue was to record a collection of books;
any thought about the arrangement of the catalogue came
second. The basic difference between the two types of
classification is further accentuated by physical
considerations such as the number of books on a given
subject, the size of the books, the status of manuscript
vs printed books or of bound vs unbound books. Whereas
such physical considerations play no part in a
classification of knowledge, their influence on the
arrangement of library catalogues of the period is
undeniable. Catalogues, for instance, often started with
large books, or with a subject which was particularly
well represented in the collections concerned, and books
dealing with more than one subject were no less frequent
then as they are now.

In spite of their differences, bibliographic and
non-bibliographic classifications share similar
structural characteristics, dealing as they do with the
various departments of learning. Traditionally both

present a hierarchical breakdown of the universe of
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knowledge into its constituent parts, and the compilers
of both types of classification share the difficulties
inherent in such a task.l

However, because of its very nature and the special
purpose for which it was compiled, a library catalogue or
a bibliography cannot be expected to give an
interpretation of the world of knowledge as comprehensive
as a philosophic classification would. Classed
bibliographies of the period under consideration are
sometimes finely subdivided by subject (an example is
Conrad Gesner’s Pandectae and Partitiones, 1548-1549),
but the library classifications of the time, in contrast,
give the appearance of extreme simplicity. From a modern
point of view, the difficulty lies in establishing what
this simplicity means: was it merely the expression of a
simplistic view of knowledge, or did it have real
validity at the time, as an expression of the world of
knowledge contained in books?

For the same reasons, a lucid view of the universe
of knowledge may be expected of a philosophic
classification, but it would be unrealistic to expect
this of 16th and 17th-century library schemes. In many
cases, the rationale behind such schemes is far from
being self-explanatory, and leaves an impression of
confusion. This impression is accentuated by the
prevalence of miscellaneous and all-embracing classes in

library catalogues of the period. A ’Miscellanea’ or

1. E. de Grolier has pleaded passionately against the
view that the two types of classification are completely
separate (bibliography, no.121, p.6-12).
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’Diverse sortes’ class suggests that the subject
arrangement of certain books was considered a liability,
and a class labelled ’‘Libri critici poetici &c.’ (’etc.’
was a common appendage to headings) seems to imply that
little thought went into the classification of books. It
is not an easy task to identify those schemes for which
this impression is justified, and those for which it is
not.

Book-lists of the period are frequently studied for
what they can reveal about their owners’ intellectual
interests. The lists of books owned by 16th and early
17th-century Cambridge and Oxford men have attracted much
attention because these lists survive in large numbers,
and their study has sparked off a great deal of
controversy about the extent of the influence of humanist
reformers and of the persistence of medieval scholastic

tradition at Oxford and Cambridge.2 Extending this type of

2. The view that Oxford was conservative and scholastic,
whereas Cambridge was reforming and humanist (cf. S.R.
Jayne, no.136, p.51,53) has been repeatedly challenged
(for the view that Aristotelianism continued from the late
14th century to around 1650, albeit not in the same form
as in the Middle Ages, see C.B. Schmitt, no.197). Besides
gathering evidence for the emergence of an English strand
of humanism in the early 1500s, J.K. McConica has shown
that extant book-lists from the 1520s onward reveal
significant humanist activities at both Oxford and
Cambridge (no.159, p.44-75, 88-92). These findings are
supported by M.H. Curtis’ survey of Oxford and Cambridge
book catalogues in Tudor times (no.92). On the basis of a
survey of 150 inventories of the books of Cambridge men,
1535 to 1590, L. Jardine has argued that the Arts course
at Cambridge at the time was influenced by humanist
reformers and departed from medieval scholastic tradition
(no.134). On humanist libraries in early Tudor Cambridge,
see also M.H. Smith (no.207). For the Oxford scene, M.H.
Curtis has investigated 87 inventories of Oxford students
for the period 1558 to 1642, concluding that in Tudor
times Oxford was no more conservative and scholastic than
Cambridge (no.93, p.135-137,285-286).
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investigation from the contents of a library to the
arrangement of an inventory is likely to be just as
controversial. Identifying the currents of thought which
the arrangement of an inventory appears to reflect is no
small task. In particular, currents of thought can be
difficult to situate in time. They may have been
borrowed from the past and used unadulterated; or they
may have been adapted and changed; or again they may have
been new currents of thought. Deciding which of these
possibilities applies to any given situation can be
problematic.3

As individuals gave their own personal
interpretation of how knowledge could be advanced, a huge
variety of classification practices came to be developed,
and on the whole the classification scene emerges as a
highly individual one. A title frequently appears in
more than one catalogue, but not always in the same
subject category. A student without any knowledge of
the period might be forgiven for being confused by the
following examples: Christianus Adrichomius’ Theatrum
terrae sanctae is found under Divinity in one catalogue
(Coke entry 13) and under Historici in another (Paget

entry 505); William Barret’s Jus reqgis, siv e absoluto

et independenti saecularjum principium dominjo, is under

3. The period was a melting pot of changing attitudes
concerning the various departments of knowledge. From
the 16th century onward, for instance, changing
conceptions of truth emerged as natural philosophers and
natural scientists began to emphasise observation and
experiment. The result was new intellectual contacts
between natural science and all other fields dealing with
experience and matters of fact (B.J. Shapiro, no.202).
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Theology (Knyvett entry 194) and History (Coke entry
612); Aesop’s fables under Philosophy (Knyvett entry
1228), Poetry (Coke entry 841) and Philology (Bernard
entry 157); Claudius Aelianius Praenestinus is usually
under History (Rant entries 167,202) but occasionally
under Philosophy (Knyvett entry 970); Henricus Cornelius
Agrippa’s De occulta philosophia (Medicine, Knyvett entry
331; ’Astronomorum et arithmeticorum novorum’, Stafford
entry V, 13); Alexander ab Alexandro’s Dies genjales
(History, Somner entry 132; ’‘Oratores et libri
humaniores’, Bedford entry 181); Leon Battista Alberti on
architecture (’Agriculture and architecture’, Coke entry
1028; Mathematics, Paget entry 1141); Angelus Carletus’
Summa Angeljica is usually under Theology (Knyvett entry
35; Paget entry 115; Lumley entry 79; Higgin, classis 22,
entry 9) but also under Law (Somner entry 54);
Aristophanes’ comedies (Poetry, Bernard entry 174;
Grammar, Bacon entry 5); Aratus of Soli (Poetry, Paget
entry 1346; Mathematics, Knyvett entries 810,858);
Francis Bacon’s Wisdom of the ancients (Philosophy, Paget
entry 991; Philology, Bernard entry 161; History, Le
Squyer entry 171; ’Morality’, Le Squyer again, entry 465;
Poetry, Coke entry 868; and ’‘Tracts and discourses -
Diversi argumenti’, Coke again, entry 1091); Boethius’ De

consolatione philosophiae (Philosophy, Knyvett entries
1083,1209; Poetry, Paget entry 1386); Thomas Bozius’ De

ruinis gentium (Philosophy, Knyvett entry 1130; Theology,

Paget entry 255); Johann Theodor de Bry’s America and

Indja orientalis are under History (Bedford entries 1 and



- 182 -
31 respectively) and Mathematics (Knyvett entries 806 and
805 respectively).

Because of the diversity in classification
practices, it is sometimes difficult to discern any
pattern at all in the organisation of a large number of
book catalogues and bibliographies. The classification
used in such documents might therefore be dismissed by
some as smacking of confusion or carelessness on the
compilers’ part. This, however, should not be hastily
concluded of all compilers: as discussed in Chapters 2-4
above, some did exhibit a measure of concern for the
organisation of catalogues.

There is a difference, of course, between showing
concern for the choice of an appropriate classification,
and devising a special scheme ideally suited to the
particular circumstances of a collection. There is
little point, however, in speculating about whether
compilers methodically constructed the schemes they
followed or, on the contrary, passively reflected the
vision of the world which was prevalent at the time. 1In
either case the question to be faced is whether library
classification may be considered to be an implicit
statement on the various departments of knowledge as

represented in books.

2: A lack of consensus

Library historians who have ‘taken position on the
relationship between the classification of books and its
intellectual background are not always in agreement with

one another.
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It has been argued quite categorically that library
classification was without philosophical foundation
before the 19th century.? only since that time, in that
view, can library classification be said to have been
conditioned by the intellectual environment of its time.
Others, however, have maintained that the influence of
scientific and philosophical thought on library
classification can be traced in any age, whether it was
deliberate or not.5 Yet others have acknowledged a
certain influence of the classification of knowledge on
library classification, but have pointed out that library
classification has been historically conditioned far more
by social, cultural and ideological conditions.®

Turning specifically to the Renaissance period, some
historians have concentrated their attention on the
libraries of various institutions, and they have observed
that 16th-century librarians did not feel the need to
addpt their classification schemes to the ’‘new knowledge’
because their libraries were still restricted to a very
limited field of knowledge. According to them it was only

in 17th-century libraries that a system of main and

sub-classes came about, to keep up with the increase in

4. It is on that basis that early schemes of library
classification were dismissed altogether from J.H.
Shera’s discussion of the relationship between
philosophic classification and library classification
in the context of their intellectual environment
(no.57).

5. This optimistic approach was adopted by D.J. Foskett
(no.41).

6. E. de Grolier (no.44, p.58).
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knowledge.7 In contrast, the review of literature in
Chapter 1 above has already mentioned some studies
pointing to the intellectual climate of the period as an
influence on the classification of books (8amurin, Jayne,
Milde). Other studies have reported a link between
library classification and currents of thought, pointing
to the application of humanist characteristics in the
arrangement adopted by 15th-century Italian bibliophiles.8

It is not always clear what the authors mentioned
above mean when they write about the intellectual
background of library classification. Some may have had
in mind the application of a particular philosophic
system of knowledge to the classification of books, while
others may have been referring to more general currents
of thought. In this and the next two chapters, the
liberal arts have been chosen to illustrate the relevance

of a specific system of knowledge to the classification

of books.

rends book class cation
It is well known that the liberal arts, arranged rigidly
as subdivisions of the trivium and quadrivium, were among
the most salient and enduring characteristics of the
medieval conception of knowledge, both per se and as

contained in books.? This apparently innocuous statement

7. These are the views of T. Besterman (no.73, p.16-17).
See also A. Hessel (no.128, p.55-57).

8. A. Derolez (no.98, p.33-35).

9. There is a voluminous literature on the liberal arts
in the Middle Ages. For a recent survey of the subject
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could be seen as reinforcing the view that there was a
point in time when the Middle Ages ceased en bloc and
the Renaissance ushered in a new period of enlightenment.
Those willing to go down that road might think it
appropriate to speak of bibliographic classifications
retaining the liberal arts unadulterated as having a
distinct medieval flavour; and, conversely, they might
argue that a scheme which made no attempt to preserve the
identity of the liberal arts may be said to be
post-medieval in character. Little is usually to be
gained through generalisations, however, and the validity
of sweeping statements such as these must be thoroughly
tested if a satisfactory position is to be arrived at.

In view of the pervasiveness of the trivium and
quadrivium throughout the Middle Ages, it comes as no
surprise to f£ind that many early bibliographic
classifications which list the liberal arts by name tend
to keep them together under the trivium and the
quadrivium. Many libraries, of course, did not have
holdings in all the liberal arts, and their arrangement
did not therefore adhere to the trivium and quadrivium,
but a few examples of those that did are given below.

The quadrivium and the trivium rigidly follow one

another in library catalogues such as that of Peterhouse

(Continued from previous page)

in connection with the basic curriculum of medieval
education and other facets of medieval culture, see D.L.
Wagner (no.227). For a general survey of medieval
classifications of knowledge, see J.A. Weisheipl
(no.231).
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College, Cambridge (1418):-10

[Quadrivium]
Astronomy
Alchemy
Arithmetic
Music
Geometry

(Trivium])
Rhetoric
Logic

Grammar
Later in the same century, the arrangement of the library

of the Abbey of St Mary in the Meadows (Maria de Pratis),

Leicester, includes:-11

[Trivium]
Grammar
Poetry
’De sophistria’
Logic

‘Philosophia’

[Quadrivium]
Arithmetic
Music
Geometry
Astronomy

Some compilers even made it abundantly clear that they
followed an age-long tradition: after opening his library
catalogue (g.,1412) with the sections Grammar, Poetry,
Logic and Rhetoric, the German physician Amplonius von
Ratingk, or Ratinger, of Rheinberg (died 1435), fully
endorsed rhetoric as the ‘third subject of the trivium’ .12
Other examples include the library catalogues of Le Puy
Cathedral (11th century), with Grammar, then Dialectic,

then Rhetoric.13 Early printers’ catalogues followed

10. A partial transcription may be found in D.M. Norris
(no.49, p.87-90).

11. Partial transcription in T. Gottlieb (no.120,
catalogue no.482.)

12. Quoted by P. Kibre (no.144, p.378). Partial
transcription in T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.6.)

13. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.379).
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suit, such as the 1498 list of ’Libri graeci impressi’
issued by the elder Aldus, which begins with the classes
Grammar, Poetry and Logic.14
Long after the 15th century had come to an end, the
traditional arrangement of the liberal arts was still
observed in a number of classification schemes. John
Cajius’ 1574 list of the books which in his time were in
Cambridge University Library (see p.69 above) was neatly
arranged according to the Trivium and Quadrivium. As late
as 1616, Paulus Bolduanus’ intricately classified
bibliography, entitled Bibliotheca philosophica, included
an ’Artes liberales’ section in which Grammar is followed
by Dialectic and then by Rhetoric, whereas the quadrivium
is represented successively by Music, Arithmetic, Geometry
and Astronomy.15 Conrad Gesner’s classified bibliography
of 1548-1549 includes a contents table16 beginning with:-
Artes et scientiae
Sermocinales
Grammatica
Dialectica
Rhetorica
Poetica ...
Mathematicae
Arithmetica
Geometria
Musica

Astronomia
Astrologia

Philibert Mareschal’s Le quide des arts et sciences

14. Partial transcription in E. Edwards (no.103, vol.2,
p.761).

15. Description in A. Taylor (no.214, p.71-77).
16. Gesner, Partjtiones theologicae (no.28, verso of

title page). The complete synopsis has been reproduced
(with a few adaptations) by E. Edwards (no.103, vol.2,
p-763).
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(1598) includes a section ’‘Ars [sic] libéraux’ consisting

of:-17

(Trivium])
Grammar
Rhetoric
’Langues’
Dialectic
[Quadrivium])
Arithmetic
Music
Geometry ‘et de tous poids et mesures’
’Cosmographie, Geographie, Topographie’
Astrology

Similarly the anonymous Bibliotheca exotjica (1610), a
classified list of books in languages other thaf Latin and
German, included the categories Dialectic, Rhetoric and
Oratory, and Grammar, all as a group.18 One of the main
classes of the Dutch clergyman and scholar Joannes
Lomeier’s De bibliothecis ber singqularis (1669) was
devoted to Oratory, Poetry and Grammar.lg
To complicate the scene further, it would not be
accurate to think that the trivium was conceived by
medieval cataloguers and bibliographers as an indivisible
triad, for not all medieval catalogues preserved the
homogeneity of the trivium. Thus the 1391 catalogue of
Durham Cathedral inserts Medicine between the two
categories ’Libri philosophici et logici’ and ‘Libri
grammatici’ (a later catalogue, dated 1416, follows the

same arrangement):-20

17. A. Taylor (no.214, p.69-71).
18. Ibid., p.99-101.
19. H.G. Schulte-Albert (no.198, p.145-146).

20. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogue no.461 and 466). D.M.
Norris (no.49, p.57-63, 78-87).
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Poetry and Rhetoric

Philosophy and Logic

Medicine

Grammar
Grammar, Rhetoric and Dialectic follow one another in the
traditional manner in the library catalogue of the
Benedictine foundation of Christchurch Priory, Canterbury
(dated 1313 to 1331); but the much earlier catalogue of
the same institution, dated 1170, separates the two
sections Grammar and Rhetoric from the section on Logic,

dialectic and law by no fewer than five classes.?1

Conclusion

The nature of the Renaissance has been interpreted in
different ways down the ages, and the view that the
Middle Ages suddenly ceased at some definite point in
time and were replaced by a period of enlightenment was
recalled earlier in this chapter. By now it would seem
that the examples presented above beg for a radical
revision of that view, and it could be hastily concluded
that no historical development or change can possibly be
discerned in the arrangement of these documents.
Continuity appears to be confirmed by the persistence of
the terminology used by compilers to label the categories
in their catalogues. Terms such as ’‘Rhetorica’,
’Grammatica’ and ‘Poetica’ appear with predictable
regularity in countless book catalogues, seemingly
regardless of time or place. The clear patterns of the

old medieval trivium and quadrivium, easily recognisable

21. D.M. Norris (no.49, p.36-43).
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in numerous medieval catalogues, can also be seen in
later catalogues. On the other hand, quite a few
medieval catalogues do not seem to comply with such
patterns at all.

When delving more deeply into the matter, however,
some library catalogues may be seen as reflecting major
currents of thought, even though this may not always be
immediately apparent. To appreciate this, it is
necessary to look at the concepts behind the terms used
in catalogues. When the concepts, and not simply the
words, are examined in detail, the structure of a library
catalogue can sometimes be seen to stand as an
indisputable witness to the enduring influence of a

specific philosophical tradition.
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Chapter 9

e boo ss ation

Introduction
The preceding chapter has drawn attention to the ways in

which the liberal arts were represented in some
classifications at different times. As far as those
classifications are concerned, the story seems to be one
of continuity over a period of many centuries, down to
and including the 16th and 17th centuries.

Genuine changes of emphasis occurred, however,
whenever traditional thinking was challenged by other
currents of thought, as interests in fields of study
changed due to a widening of views on the universe of
knowledge. Under the influence of Renaissance humanism,
this was reflected with remarkable regularity in a number
of classifications, where the branches of the trivium are
still present but the trivium itself is not preserved any
longer as an entity. In the examples which follow, the
branches of the trivium have been printed in capital

letters for clarity.

1. A change of emphasis
The library catalogue of the Italian Gaspar Zacchius

(died 1474), dated 10 February 1408,1 inserts History

between Grammar and Oratory, and begins:-

1. Transcription of classes in T. Gottlieb (biblio-
graphy, no.120, catalogue no.696).
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Opera Chrysostomi greca
GRAMMATICI

Poete

Greca volumina storicorum
Greca volumina ORATORUM

The 1456 inventory of the private library of the humanist
and patron of the arts Piero Cosimo de’ Medici begins
almost exactly as Zacchius’ (Piero de’ Medici’s 1464/65
inventory follows the same arrangement):-2

Libri sacri [j:.e. Bibles, liturgical manuscripts,

patristic texts]

GRAM[M]ATICI

Poeti

Storia

Arte [i.e, RHETORIC]

Filosofia
In much the same vein, Robert Constantin’s Nomenclator
(1555) - a classified bibliography of ’‘insignium
scriptorum’, or best books - mentions all three branches
of the trivium, but makes no attempt to keep Rhetoric and
Grammar together.3 It begins thus:-

GRAMMATICA

Linguae

Commentarii

Historia

Poetae

RHETORICA

DIALECTICA
A similar arrangement may be found in a 1546 sales
catalogue of the printer Robert Estienne,4 where

divisions 5 to 11 are:-

2. Full transcriptions in F. Ames-Lewis (no.62-63).

3. R. Constantin (no.26). I have followed Constantin’s
arrangement for the entries in the main body of his
bibliography, rather than the slightly ambiguous
tabulation he gives on pages 2-3 of his introduction. A
description of Constantin’s work may be found in A.
Taylor (no.214, p.54-8).

4. Partial transcription in E. Edwards (no.103, vol.2,
p.762).
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GRAMMATICA
Poetica
Historica
RHETORICA
Oratoria

DIALECTICA
Philosophica

2, An emerging pattern

Turning to the catalogues on which this study is based
(see Part II for details) the list of books left in 1628
to Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge, by Lucy Russell,
Countess of Bedford, and her mother, Anne Harington,
forms an interesting contrast to that of Sir Nicholas
Bacon’s books, donated to Cambridge University Library in
1574. Whereas Bacon’s list scrupulously adheres to the
old trivium, as mentioned in Chapter 3 above, the trivium
in the Bedford list is considerably diluted. Grammar,
Oratory and Dialectic are indeed found in the Bedford
list, but the integrity of the trivium cannot be said to
be preserved in that list. The relevant sections of the
list are as follows:-

’Libri grammatici et critici’

Poetry

’Oratores et libri humaniores’

Philosophy

Dialectic
Apart from the donations list of the books of Sir
Nicholas Bacon, there are few examples of the trivium in
the catalogues gathered together for this study. The
€.1634 catalogue of the books of Lord Coke includes the
following group of four sections:-

[Philosophy]

Rhetoric

Grammar, Logic ’and schoole books’
’Italian books of philologie and grammar’
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In his arrangement of Greek and Latin books, the
compiler of the ¢,1640 Bernard catalogue listed authors
on Logic (only seven items), Oratory (only 3 items) and
Philology (46 items), successively and in that order.
The ‘Philologi’ section in that catalogue consists
chiefly of the important grammars and treatises of the
day on the Greek and Latin idioms, such as Clenardus’

tutjones ae _graecae (entry 117); Camden’s

Institutio graecae grammatices compendiaria (entry 124);
Ceporinus’ Compendjum grammaticae graecae (entry 125):
Valla’s Elegantiae linguae latinae (entry 126);
Scaliger’s De causis linguae latinae (entry 143):
Calepinus’ Dictionarjum (entry 160). Little is known of
the background of the Bernard catalogue, but the owner’s
interest in philology is plain to see. It is in evidence
not merely in the contents of the collection, but also in
the basic arrangement of the catalogue, which highlights
Greek and Latin authors by separating them quite
deliberately from writers in the vernacular. In this
light, the substitution of the term ’‘Grammar’ for
’Philology’ cannot be regarded as merely accidental, but
is fully consistent with the Renaissance humanist
concerns discussed in Chapter 7. Despite appearances,
therefore, there is little ’medieval’ about the
arrangement Logic/Oratory/ Philology used in the Bernard
catalogue.

The breaking up of the trivium is truly in evidence
in the catalogue compiled in 1617 for William, 4th Baron
Paget. Grammar and Rhetoric are next to each other in

the Paget catalogue, but Logic is most definitely not.
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The relevant sections are as follows:-

Vocabularies and Grammars

Rhetoric

’Variarum rerum ... scriptores’ [i.e, miscellaneous]
Poetry

Military arts

Logic

A similar example is the ¢,1605 list of the boocks of Sir
Henry Tresham (died 1559). This basic shelf-l1list of
about 2,300 manuscripts and printed books is arranged in
several subject classes, but unfortunately the order
originally intended is lost because the list survives as
a series of leaves pasted in no particular order into a
large volume, and the classes are now scattered. At the
end of the volume, however, there is a synopsis of
classes, which, as far as the disciplines of the trivium
are concerned, reads:-
Philosophici
Dialectici
Ethici
Phisici
Metaphisici
Rethorici (sic])
Gram[m]atici
The concept of the trivium does not seem to have
preoccupied the physician William Rant either. He may
not have been at the forefront of Renaissance humanism,
judging from the mere score or so of ’‘dictionaries and
grammers’ which he owned, but he listed a very
respectable number of books under the heading ‘History
and poets’ in his inventory of 1595. Not surprisingly
over a third of his books were concerned with his
profession, although he opened his list in a most
traditional manner, with Theology (’Phisik books and

surgery’ coming in second place). Rhetoric is not
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represented in his inventory which, as far as the other
disciplines usually associated with the trivium are
concerned, includes:-

Dictionaries and Grammars

History and Poetry

Philosophy (natural and moral)

’Logik and books of epistles’
The 1556 catalogue of the library of Sir Thomas Smith
includes books on rhetoric, dialectic and grammar, but
these are by no means listed next to each other. Whereas
‘Grammatica et poetica’ is a section in its own right,
such items as George of Trebizond’s Rhetorica and
Rodolphus Agricola’s Dialectica are listed in the
’Philosophica’ section. The last six sections of Smith’s
catalogue are:-

Philosophica

Mathematica

Medica et chirurgica

Grammatica et poetica

Graeci libri historici et philosophici
De architectura

3. The humanist trend
As shown in the preceding chapter, the traditional

disciplines of Grammar, Poetry, Rhetoric and Dialectic
were found in medieval and post-medieval classification
schemes alike. 1In the medieval conception of the liberal
arts, the trivium was composed of Grammar (often together
with its companion Poetry); Rhetoric; and Dialectic or
Logic. Despite unavoidable exceptions and variations,
this triad, together with the quadrivium, was firmly
implanted in the medieval mind as representing the

disciplines preparatory to the higher studies of
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Theology, Metaphysics and Ethics.

It would be futile to attempt to summarise in a few
lines the contribution of Renaissance humanism to the
history of ideas.5 For the purpose of this essay, it
will be sufficient to point to one clear example of what
was happening to the trivium in 16th-century England:
Roger Ascham (1515-1568).

Roger Ascham left no catalogue of his library, but
his classification of reading matter may be found in the
second part of his Scholemaster (published posthumously
in 1570), one of the most popular treatises on the
education of children in Renaissance England.6 Ascham’s
scheme shares some of the characteristics of both
philosophic and bibliographic classifications,
although, strictly speaking, it is directly concerned
with neither.

Ascham’s classification was concerned with the
different kinds of discourse (’diversa genera dicendi’)
and was given as follows:-7

Poeticum
Historicum

in Genus
Philosophicum
Oratorium

For a full historical appraisal of his system, it is

essential to consider what Ascham tried to achieve through

5. P.O. Kristeller’s works remain classics on the
subject, particularly as far as the Italian Renaissance
is concerned (no.147-149 represent only a fraction of his
output).

6. Ascham (no.20). On Ascham, see L.V. Ryan (no.196).

7. Ascham (no.20, Book II, p.138).



- 198 -
his classification, and what led him to the structure of
his scheme. Key factors in these respects include the
nature of the entities Ascham was classifying, as well as
his educational objectives. These can be ascertained
through a careful consideration of his book as a whole, in
which he made his intentions quite clear.

The genesis of the Scholemaster was recounted in
detail by Ascham himself in the first part of his book.
One afternoon in December 1563, Sir Richard Sackville
(died 1566) asked Ascham to recommend a schoolmaster for
his grandson Robert Sackville (1561-1609), 2nd Earl of
Dorset. During the ensuing discussion between the two
men, Sir Richard was so impressed by Ascham’s expertise
in matters of education that he asked him, as Ascham

8 to:-

recalled from memory,
put in some order of writing the chief points of this
our talk concerning the right order of teaching and
honesty of living for the good bringing-up of
children and young men. And surely, beside
contenting me, you shall both please and profit very
many others.

Thus was born the idea of the Scholemaster, which Ascham
wrote primarily for the ultimate benefit of school-age
children. As he explained in his ’Preface to the
Reader’, his book was meant to assist children both with
their schooling and with their growth to maturity:-9
Because no schoolmaster hath charge of any child
before he enter into his school, therefore, I
leaving all former care of their good bringing-up to
wise and good parents as a matter not belonging to

the schoolmaster, I do appoint this my schoolmaster
then and there to begin where his office and charge

8. Ibid., ’A Preface to the Reader’, p.S8.

9. Ibid., p.12.
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beginneth. Which charge lasteth not long, but until
the scholar be made able to go to the university ...
Yet if my schoolmaster ... shall teach him somewhat
for his furtherance and better judgment in learning
that may serve him seven years after in the
university, he doth his scholar no more wrong, nor
deserveth no worse name thereby, than he doth in
London who, selling silk or cloth unto his friend,
doth give him better measure than either his promise
or bargain was.
To achieve this, the ’‘curriculum’ set out in Ascham’s
Scholemaster was designed to fulfil a double objective -
the teaching of Latin as a necessary preliminary to
university studies and serious learning and, at least
equally important, moral upbringing and character
building. This dual aim, which followed the ideals of
Renaissance humanist educators, was clearly stated in the
title and subtitle of the book, which read:
The Schoolmaster; or, Plain and perfect way of
teaching children, to understand, write, and speak
the Latin tongue, but specially purposed for the
private bringing-up of youth in gentlemen’s and
noblemen’s houses ...
Accordingly Ascham divided his Scholemaster into two
‘Books’ or parts, their running titles being,
respectively, ‘The Bringing-up of Youth’ and ‘The Ready
Way to the Latin Tongue’. Book I was concerned
exclusively with fundamental principles of education,
moral training and the formation of character, but Book
IT (on ’the Latin tongue’) did not deal only with the
technical acquisition of Latin. 1In Book II Ascham
rejected various methods of teaching Latin and
recommended the use of two - translatio ljingquarum or the
technique of double translation (for the beginner) and
the doctrine of jmjtatio or the perfecting of one’s style

after the models of the finest authors (for the more
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mature student). It was amidst his long discussion of

imitatio that Ascham presented his classification, and he

made it quite clear that to him eloquence - the object of

imjtatjo - was inseparable from good up-bringing:-10

Ye know not what hurt ye do to learning that care not
for words but for matter and so make a divorce
betwixt the tongue and the heart. For mark all ages,

look upon the whole course
Latin tongue, and ye shall
and good words began to be
of those two tongues to be
began ill deeds to spring,

of both the Greek and
surely find that when apt
neglected and properties
confounded, then also
strange manners to oppress

good orders, new and fond opinions to strive with old
and true doctrine, first in philosophy and after in
religion, right judgment of all things to be
perverted, and so virtue with learning is contemned
and study left off. Of ill thoughts cometh perverse
judgment; of ill deeds springeth lewd talk. Which
four misorders, as they mar man’s life, so destroy
they good learning withal.

Ascham therefore concluded:-11

This foresaid order and doctrine of imitation would
bring forth more learning and breed up truer judgment
than any other exercise that can be used.

In his classification, then, Ascham was not concerned
with the organisation of knowledge, but rather with the

means of selecting the choicest books and authors. His

selection criterion, he explained, was also that of his

friend and teacher Sir John Cheke (1514-1557):—12

The true difference of authors is best known per

diversa genera dicendi [through the different kinds

of discourse] that every one used. And therefore
here I will divide genus dicendi, not into these

three - tenue, mediocre, et grande - but as the

matter of every author requireth ...

These ’‘different kinds of discourse’, or ‘the matter of

10. Ibid., Book II, p.1l15.

11. Ibid., p.118.
12. Ibid., p.138.
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every author’, referred only indirectly to subject
matter. What Ascham was really concerned with in his
classification was style, as he reiterated:-13
These [four categories] differ one from another in
choice of words, in framing of sentences, in handling
of arguments, and use of right form, figure, and
number, proper and fit for every matter, and every
one of these is diverse also in itself ... And thus
the true difference of styles in every author and
every kind of learning may easily be known by this
division.
In this context the order of Ascham’s four ’‘classes’ was
irrelevant, just as the old medieval trivium had become
irrelevant to his purpose. 1In Ascham’s system, Grammar,
Poetry and Oratory did not have to be tied together as
they had been in traditional medieval schemes, but could
be separated by other disciplines, because the texts
representative of these disciplines were to be studied
for a unique purpose. Instead of being an ordering of
knowledge, Ascham’s classification was given to
illustrate, in a convenient and clear-cut way, the scope
of the reading matter most conducive to good upbringing.
In summary, Ascham may be seen to have set for
himself the goal of educating children along very
specific guidelines. His choice of imitatio as the best
method the more advanced pupils could follow to bring
their Latin to perfection led him to discuss ’what author

doth meddle only with some one piece and member of

eloquence, and who doth perfectly make up the whole

13. Ibid., p.138, 141. This does not imply that the
humanists attached more importance to style than to other
educational aims. Literature, they maintained, was to be
studied for its contents as well as its style (J. Simon,
no.203, p.107-108).
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body’ .14

The answer he proposed was in the form of a
classification of books into Poetry, History, Philosophy
and Oratory - ancient, traditional concepts, to be sure,
but concepts presented here in a form fundamentally
different from that found in medieval classifications.
Ascham’s goals were not his prerogative, but were
shared by a wide circle of humanist educators, and it is
in this broader context that the roots of his
classification are to be sought. Under the influence of
humanist ideals such as Ascham held, such rigid
categories as the trivium and quadrivium gave place
to entirely different views on those same topics.
Grammar, Poetry and Rhetoric were still very much at the
forefront of humanist preoccupations, but not any longer
as part of a long venerated triad. Instead, these
topics, together with others such as History, were being
examined in a new light, that is, for the contributions
they could make to classical studies. They were regarded
as focal points for humanist interests, and as keys in
the pursuit of humanist educational goals. In this view,
an entity such as the trivium had now become irrelevant.
In abandoning the concept of the trivium for a core
of subjects of chief importance to them - in particular
Grammar, Rhetoric, Poetry and History - the humanists were
not replacing one classification with another. They were
not interested in ordering knowledge or fields of study,
and what mattered to them was to identify the topics which

were of particular significance in the pursuit of their

14. Ascham (no.20, p.138).
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igeals.

As the terminology used in the humanists’ schemes was
largely the same as that used for centuries before then,
their schemes may give the appearance of merely continuing
the medieval tradition. 1In actual fact, their schemes
record a subtle, yet profound change of emphasis. As less
importance was given to the grouping of fields of study
and more importance to the individual studies themselves,
the order in which the studies were listed became of
secondary importance to them. Whereas the medieval
trivium refers to a fixed pattern of topics, the
humanistic outlook relates to a looser arrangement of

what were considered to be the most important studies.

4. The ‘014’ and the ’new’ rhetoric

As far as rhetoric is concerned, a definite pattern of
development can be traced down the centuries. At this
point it may be useful briefly to trace the evolution of
ideas on rhetoric, from classical antiquity to the Middle
Ages and the Renaissance. Again, no attempt will be made
to present a complete summary of what is a very complex
question.15

Rhetoric and the art of oratory were cultivated by

the Greeks and Romans for a specific purpose - that of

15. The information given here has been taken mainly from
D.L. Clark’s study of rhetoric and poetry in the
Renaissance (no.86). The combination of rhetoric and
philosophy can be traced to the humanism of 15th-century
Italy (J.E. Seigel, no.200).

For a select bibliography of the history of
rhetoric, not recent but still useful, see W.S. Howell
(no.129, p.64).
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persuasive communication, especially persuasive public
speaking. In that view, style was imbued with a very
special meaning, for it was cultivated as the means of
giving effective expression to subject matter. 1Insofar as
rhetoric was linked with the art of persuasion, it was
clearly related to logic and philosophy.

In time, however, classical rhetoric gradually lost
two of its most prominent elements, that is, jinventio
(finding material to build up arguments and refute
fallacies) and dispositio (arranging material for
convincing presentation to an audience). The original
meaning of style thus became distorted, until in the
Middle Ages rhetoric was debased to a consideration of
style for its own sake, as mere superficial
ornamentation. As this perverted rhetoric was taught in
medieval schools by the grammaticus, who would select
passages from the poets for this purpose, poetry was then
commonly grouped with grammar and rhetoric, the three
being bonded together by considerations of language and
style alone; hence the triad Grammar/Rhetoric/Poetry, so
often encountered in medieval classification. Even on
those occasions when they split the trivium, medieval
cataloguers usually kept Rhetoric and Grammar together,
as in the 1372 catalogue of the library of the Austin
Friars of York, which separates Logic and Philosophy from
Grammar and Rhetoric by means of no less than five other

classes:-16

16. Partial transcription in D.M. Norris (no.49,
p.47-52).
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Logic and philosophy

’Prophecii et supersticiosa’

Astronomy and astrology

Civil law

Canon law

’Auctores et philosophi extranei’

Grammar

Rhetoric
The relevance of these developments to the present essay
is that, with the gradual unveiling of the classical
tradition during the Italian Renaissance and, later,
during the English Renaissance, jinventio and dispositio
were slowly restored to Rhetoric, and there was a
definite move of rhetoric away from poetry in the
association of ideas prevalent at the time. As
disciplines such as rhetoric and grammar were being
re-examined from a different angle, the medieval trivium
was irremediably weakened and gradually lost its
relevance.

Evidence that such an important trend permeated the
arrangement of library catalogues is not forthcoming. The
rough systems of the period, designed for the arrangement
of books on the shelves of a library or in a catalogue or
inventory, do not easily lend themselves to the
sophisticated distinctions mentioned above. 1It is
however tempting to see traces of changing attitudes
concerning rhetoric in the catalogue of the private
library of Henry, Lord Stafford, carefully compiled by
the owner himself in 1556 (see see Part II, Appendix).

Traditional categories such as Grammar and Rhetoric
are prominent in Stafford’s catalogue, but the trivium in

that catalogue is clearly non-existent as an entity. The

first six subject classes are reproduced below, with the
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topics traditionally associated with the trivium - or
what are left of them - in capital letters for the sake
of clarity:-
I. Iuris civilis 1libri
II. Tus pontificum
III. Nomina librorum GRAMMATICORUM et poetarum
IV. Historiographorum libri
V. Astronomorum et arithmeticorum novorum
VI. Libri RHETORICES ET ORATORUM et philosophorum
It can easily be seen from the above that Stafford’s
arrangement is very much in line with the humanistic
pattern suggested earlier: not only is the trivium split
and unrecognisable as an entity, but Rhetoric is
categorically separated from Grammar and Poetry.
Membership of the pattern in question poses an
interesting problem: because the pattern involves the
dispersion of categories which used to be collocated, it
could be argued that schemes such as Stafford’s are not
following a pattern at all, but merely list various
subjects at random. It should not be forgotten, however,
that stafford displayed more care and concern than most
of his contemporaries in describing his books, and there
is also evidence that he was careful about his subject
arrangement (see p.95-96, 101-103 above, and Part II,
Appendix). There can therefore be no reasonable doubt
that Stafford’s scheme was meaningful and was fully
compatible with his vision of the world.
If stafford’s scheme is meaningful, it remains to see
in what ways. Indubitably Stafford’s catalogue stands as
an eloquent witness to the increasing loss of influence

suffered by the o0ld medieval trivium at that time.

Further conclusions are perhaps less evident and call for
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renewed caution, but may nevertheless be put forward when
it is considered how Stafford’s scheme fitted in with
contemporary thinking on the place of rhetoric in the
universe of knowledge.

Both in contents and arrangement, Stafford’s
catalogue was not eccentric in any respect. Stafford’s
reading interests - hence his intellectual outlook - were
shared by many of his contemporaries. Common thinking
about learning in general would naturally extend to common
thinking about the organisation of knowledge, and it is
not surprising to find that the subject arrangement of
Stafford’s catalogue bears a striking resemblance, as far
as the arts are concerned, to the classification advocated
in other documents of the time. Far from being an
accidental product, Stafford’s arrangement of Grammar,
Poetry, History and Rhetoric is almost the exact replica
of the arrangements found in the schemes of Piero de’
Medici, Zacchius and Constantin mentioned on p.191-192
above.

Viewed in this light, Stafford’s arrangement does
seem to reflect the humanist interest in Grammar, Poetry,
History and Rhetoric. Furthermore the renewed association
of rhetoric with philosophy and logic, away from grammar
and poetry, seems to place such schemes as Stafford’s in
the direct lineage of the classical tradition of
rhetoric.

As usual with catalogues from that period, this is
not the end of the story. For all the care and attention

he brought to his catalogue, Stafford was not absolutely
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consistent in his classification of rhetoric. He assigned
most of his books on rhetoric to his clearly-labelled
section /‘Libri rhetorices et oratorum ...’; but he also
listed a few handbooks of schemes and tropes, commonplace
books and other textbooks of rhetoric - such as Erasmus’
De duplici copia verborum et rerum (entry III,9) - under
the separate heading ’‘Nomina librorum grammaticorum et
poetarum’. At first glance this might be seen to
invalidate what has been said so far about Stafford’s
attitude to the relation between Rhetoric and Grammar, but
in actual fact, it merely confirms it.

When Stafford compiled his catalogue in 1556, the
’‘new’ rhetoric was only just beginning to assert itself in
England, and it was not generally accepted until the
17th century.17 Sstafford’s classification of works on
rhetoric such as Erasmus’ Copia - one of the usual
textbooks in the traditional 16th-century English grammar
school curriculum -18 4o hardly surprising. It merely
reflects the propagation of the perverted medieval
understanding of rhetoric.

In conclusion, a completely clear picture cannot be
expected to emerge from even a carefully constructed
scheme such as Stafford’s. It would certainly be
ill-advised to count it as one of the rare English

library catalogues reflecting the gradual emergence of

17. Widespread recovery of classical rhetoric in England
was retarded, in part, because the average 16th-century
schoolmaster considered the arrangement of books such as
Philipp Melanchthon’s unsuitable for teaching purposes
(F.R. Johnson, no.139, p.434).

18. T.W. Baldwin (no.67, vol.2, p.71-72).
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the ’new’ rhetoric in England at that time. Nevertheless
Stafford’s classification gives an interesting glimpse of
the turmoil the traditional disciplines of Grammar and

Rhetoric were undergoing in 16th-century England.

S. The ’Artes humaniores’

In view of what has been said above, it is not surprising
to find that instead of the medieval trivium, a number of
16th and 17th-century catalogues use headings fully
consistent with Renaissance humanist ideals.

A poetry section is found in some medieval
catalogues, such as ‘Libri diversorum poetarum’ in the
1391 and 1416 catalogues of Durham Cathedral Library,19
but Poetry occurs with almost regular frequency in the
arrangement of the catalogues considered in this study
(see Part II for details): ‘Poetae’ (Paget, 1617 and
Bernard, c.1640); ’‘Poetica’ (Matthew Parker, c.1593);
’Poesy’ (Scipio Le Squyer, 1632); ’‘Nomina librorum
grammaticorum et poetarum’ (Stafford, 1556); ‘Grammatica
et poetica’ (Smith, 1566 and 1576); ’‘History bookes and
poetes’ (Rant, 1595); ’Poets stories &c.’ (More, c.1600);
’Poetici et musici’ (Knyvett, 1618); ’‘Libri critici
poetici &c.’ (unknown owner, c.1610). The post-mortem
inventories of the books of Edward Moore (c.1539) and
John Perman (1545) have, respectively, ‘Poetae’ and
’Poete oratores &c:’. The four early 17th-century
travelling libraries prepared by William Hakewill for Sir

Julius Caesar and others are all divided into three

19. T. Gottlieb (no.120, catalogues no.461 and 466).
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sections: Theology and philosophy; History; and Poetry.

Philology has already been noted above in connection
with the Bernard catalogue (p.172 and 194 above). A
philology section also appears in the Coke catalogue, as
‘Italian bookes of philologie and grammar’; in the ¢.1610
catalogue of the unknown owner mentioned in the previous
paragraph, as ’Libri orat. poet. philologi’; and in the
1615 and 1637 catalogues of the books of William Cecil,
2nd Earl of Salisbury, as ‘Philologie’ and ‘Philologia’.

’‘Oratores et libri humaniores’ (Bedford, 1628)
speaks for itself, but the section ’‘Libri philosophici et
aliarum artium humaniorum’ in the 1618 catalogue of Sir
Thomas Knyvett’s library deserves further comment. The
subject arrangement in that catalogue can be summarised
as follows:-

Libri theologici

Medici

Libri historici, politici et geographici

Libri mathematici

Libri philosophici et aliarum artium humaniorum

Libri poetici et musici

Libri vtriusque iuris
This arrangement can be contrasted with that of the
catalogue of the largest private library of the
Elizabethan period, the 1609 shelf-list of the books of
John, Lord Lumley (1534?7-1609). Lumley’s books were
arranged in eight subject classes:-

Theologi

Historici

Artes liberales et philosophi

Medici

Legistae

Cosmographi et geographi

Common lawe bookes
Musici
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The section ’Artes liberales et philosophi’ in the
Lumley catalogue includes all the disciplines of the
quadrivium and of the trivium. 1In contrast, Knyvett’s
arrangement does not give any account of the liberal arts
as such, but draws attention to the humanist concerns of
the time in the heading chosen for his philosophy
section, ’‘Libri philosophici et aliarum artium

humaniorum’.

Conclusion

An interesting picture emerges when systems of book
classification are examined from the points of view
suggested above. The preservation of the trivium in
classification, despite various individual variations,
remains characteristic of the period preceding the
emergence of Renaissance humanism. When loosely arranged
in classifications, on the other hand, the components of
the trivium are suggestive of the influence of humanist
thinking.

It cannot be overemphasised, however, that it would
be a gross oversimplification indeed to try to
encapsulate the spirit of an entire period in such a
simple view. As shown in the previous chapter, not all
medieval classification schemes followed the trivium, and
the trivium was still used in some schemes a long time
after Renaissance humanism had begun. Furthermore,
compilers of library catalogues had to grapple with the
difficulty of classifying works which encompassed the

disciplines traditionally associated with the trivium,
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such as nota es doctorum virorum in grammaticos
oetas osophos (o] os eges,
edited by Jodocus Ascensius Badius (Paris, 1511).

Another reservation is that the period witnessed
important conceptual changes which are not easy to
interpret. Dialectic, for instance, was very much in
evidence in both the contents and arrangement of the
book-lists of the time, just as it had been in previous
centuries. However, to conclude that Aristotelian logic
was as pervasive then as it had been in medieval times
would be an extremely simplistic interpretation. It has
been forcefully argued that dialectic, as taught in
Cambridge in the second half of the 16th century, was not
Aristotelian in character but developed as a reformed
brand of dialectic as a direct response to a humanistic
view of learning.zo In that view, the Dialectic class in
a book-list of the period would not have the same meaning
as the Dialectic class in a medieval book-list.

Because of these reservations, the examples shown
above cannot be expected to reveal any more than a
general tendency, and it is plain that great caution must
be exercised when interpreting the significance of a
classification in the context of the history of ideas. It
is equally clear that in this field, hard and fast

conclusions are not to be drawn lightly.

20. L. Jardine (no.135).
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Chapter 10
The quadrivium in book classifications

Introduction
As individual fields of study, the components of the

quadrivium have never lost their relevance: arithmetic,
geometry, music and astronomy have as much reality today
as they had in former times. What has changed down the

centuries, of course, is the scope of these subjects as

well as the relationship they enjoy with one another and
with other fields of study.

The story of the quadrivium is similar to that of
the trivium (see Chapter 9 above) insofar as neither was
preserved as an entity in the arrangement of most of the
catalogues selected for this study. To draw conclusions
solely on that basis, however, would be unwise in the
extreme. An examination of the quadrivium in the context
of classifications of different types and of different
periods reveals a very complex situation, as this chapter

will attempt to show.

1. The quadrjvjum and the mathematical sciences

When the disciplines of the quadrivium are found in
bibliographic classifications of the period under
consideration, they are usually listed as subdivisions of
Mathematics. In Robert Constantin’s Nomenclator of 1555
(a classified bibliography already noted on p.192 above)
the tabulation of headings used for the subject

arrangement of the bibliography includes a Mathematics
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section which is subdivided as follows! (in this and
other tabulations in this chapter, capitalisation and
indentations are used for clarity):-
Mathematica

ARITHMETICA

MUSICA

GEOMETRIA

Cosmograph., geograph.

Astrologia

ASTRONOMIA, genethiologia

Optice & optrice, diuinatio
According to its title page, the second part of the
Cataloque of English printed bookes (1595), by Andrew
Maunsell (died 1595), ’‘concerneth the Sciences
Mathematicall, as Arithmetic, geometrie, astronomie,
astrologie, musick, the arte of ware, and nauigation’.
Another example is the Bibliotheca exotica published
anonymously in 1610 (already mentioned on p.188 above).
Although music appears on its own at the very end of this
bibliography, the anonymous compiler subdivided his
Mathematics section into Architecture, Geometry,
Astronomy and Arithmetic. That this was a long-lasting
trend is indicated by a later example: the very detailed
classification elaborated by Ismael Bouillaud or Boulliau
for the catalogue of the important library of Jacques
Auguste de Thou the Elder, published in two volumes in
Paris as late as 1679, is not easily summarised, but
Boulliau’s treatment of Mathematics is unambiguous.

Among the sections and sub-sections of Philosophy, which

forms the second part of the catalogue, Boulliau

1. Constantin (bibliography, no.26, p.2).

2. J.A. de Thou (no.36).
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squarely subdivided Mathematics into Arithmetic, Music,
Geometry and Astronomy.
Outside the bibliographic field, classifications of

knowledge followed a similar path. In his enormous

encyclopaedia De expetendis et fugiendis rebus opus
(1501),3 the Italian scholar Giorgio Valla (¢.1430-1500)

arranged his material in a systematic way, starting with
Mathematica (introduced in Book 1). To him, Mathematica
is distributed into Arithmetica (Books 2-4), Musica
(Books 5-9), Geometria (including Optics, Books 10-15)
and Astrologia (Books 16-19). Among the sub-branches of
speculative or theoretical philosophy in the scheme

published by Francis Bacon (1561-1626) from 1605 onward,4

3. Valla (no.37).

4. There are references to Bacon’s classification of
knowledge in several of his works, including the Novum
organum, and his Parasceve ad historiam naturalem et
experimentalem (first published 1620) contains an
elaborate classification of natural history (R.L.W.
Collison, no.89, p.82-84).

The clearest account of Bacon’s overall scheme is in
Book II of his Advancement of learning (1605), and a more
detailed version of his scheme is in Books II-IX
(collectively entitled ‘Partitiones scientiarum’) of his

De dignitate et augmentis scientjarum libri IX. The De
dignitate, usually referred to as De augmentis, was part
of a greatly enlarged Latin translation of the

Advancement, and was originally published in 1623 as
vol.l of Bacon’s works. English translations of the De
augmentis appeared after Bacon’s death under the title
The advancement and proficience of learning, or the

artitions of the sciences, and these translations are
not to be confused with the 1605 and subsequent editions
of the Advancement of learning.

I have used the standard edition of Bacon’s works,
collected and edited by J. Spedding, R.L. Ellis and D.D.
Heath (no.21), which includes an English translation of
Bacon’s Latin philosophical works (vol. 4-5,
'Translations of the philosophical works’). In this
edition Bacon’s classification of mathematics is in
vol.3, p.359-366 (in the Advancement) and in vol.1,

p.576-578 (in the De augmentis).
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the Mathematics section was arramged as follows:-
Pure
GEOMETRY
ARITHMETIC
Mixed
Perspective
MUSIC
ASTRONOMY, theoretical
Architecture
Engineering
The examples above are not presented here to suggest that
Mathematics was somehow a Renaissance equivalent of the
medieval quadrivium, or that one took the place of the
other. It would be a mistake to interpret the
arrangement in these classifications either as a new
development, a genuine conceptual change, or merely as a
superficial change of terminology.

Bacon’s arrangement of Mathematics was no novelty.
Centuries before him, in the twelfth century, probably in
the late 1120s, Hugh of St Victor composed the
Qidascalicon.5 His intention was to provide the students
attending the open school at the Abbey of St Victor in
Paris with a survey of all they should read and of the
order, manner and purpose which should govern their
reading. In this work Hugh subdivided ’Theoretical or
speculative’ philosophy into Theology and Mathematics.
The latter he subdivided into Arithmetic, Music, Geometry
and Astronomy. The medieval tradition of listing these

four disciplines under Mathematics is in fact as old as

the quadrivium itself. 1In the sixth century,

5. The standard Latin edition of the Didascalicon is by
C.H. Buttimer, and there is an English translation with a
useful introduction and notes, by J. Taylor (no.30).
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Cassiodorus, one of the chief early exponents of the
medieval system of the liberal arts, was quite clear on
this. In his Institutiones, written after 551 A.D.,
Cassiodorus subdivided speculative or theoretical
philosophy into Physics, Mathematics and Theology, and he
subdivided Mathematics into Arithmetic, Music, Geometry
and Astronomy: ’Divisio mathematicae: arithmetica -
musica - geometria - astronomia'.6

It is not surprising, therefore, to find that Conrad
Gesner’s synopsis of 1548-1549 (mentioned on p.187 above)
has a distinct medieval flavour. Gesner’s scheme is
concerned with ’artes and scientias’ which are explicitly
labelled ‘sermocinales’ (the traditional medieval term
for the trivium) and ’‘mathematicas’ (which is used for
the quadrivium).

So far, then, it seems clear that the subdivision of
Mathematics into the disciplines of the quadrivium was by
no means the sole province of the Renaissance. This
could be interpreted as favouring the argument of
continuity between the medieval period and the
Renaissance, but to let the matter rest here would be

telling only half the story.

2. The Platonic and Pythagorean traditions

What the authors mentioned above had in common, from

Cassiodorus to Valla, was a Platonic view of the world,

6. Institutiones, Book II (’Liber secundus saecularium
litterarum’), III.21. I have used the critical edition
by R.A. Mynors (no.24).
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coloured with a Pythagorean slant.’ The use of rigid
labels such as ‘Platonist’ and ’‘Pythagorean’ can be
misleading without further qualification, because labels
fail to account for nuances, but they are used here for
convenience, and the literature of the period lends
support for their use. Valla, for one, did not hesitate
to make reference to ’‘the Pythagoreans’ to support his
four-fold division of Mathematics: ’Pythagorei’, he wrote
in the introduction to his encyclopaedia, ‘igitur
mathematicam totam scientiam quadrifarie distribuendam
esse censuerunt’.8

The mathematical basis of the classification of the
sciences can be traced back to the Pythagoreans in Greece
(sixth century B.C.).9 Their classification of
Mathematics into Arithmetic, Geometry, Astronomy and
Music was retained and adapted in the next century by
Plato, who treated this system as leading to the highest
study of all, Dialectic. These four sciences were
abstract studies. The Pythagorean element in Platonism

sought to interpret nature in mathematical or

7. There is an excellent and clear summary of
Renaissance Neoplatonism by P.O. Kristeller

(no.149, p.50-65). Other good surveys of the subject
include those by E.W. Strong (no.209, p.185-218) and
E.A. Burtt (no.81).

8. Valla (no.37, Book I, xxi).

9. Several general histories of mathematics give
overviews of the development of mathematics from
Antiquity onward, but being written for mathematicians,
they are perhaps more useful for the technical
information they contain than for their treatment of
currents of thought. See, for instance, M. Kline
(no.145, p.24-55, 200-249). There is a bibliography of
the history of mathematics by J.W. Dauben (no.94).
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quantitative terms. The understanding of numbers was
necessary to understand God and the universe. Astronomy
thus came to be regarded as the mathematics of the
heavens; and the number symbols, numerical ratios and
formulae contained in music led the Pythagoreans of
antiquity on a quest for the harmoniousness of the
universe. Aristotle’s overall approach was on a
different basis, and as a result the importance of
mathematics was lessened, but Aristotle’s Mathematics
retained Plato’s four sciences, with the addition of
Optics and Mechanics.

The Middle Ages first learnt of the Greek
systematisation of the mathematical sciences through
Plato’s Timaeus, and it was therefore under the influence
of the Platonic view that the quadrivium came to be
allied to the trivium as the preparatory studies to the
higher studies of Theology, metaphysics and ethics.
Aristotle’s supremacy, from the time his works were
rediscovered in the late twelfth century onward, did not
alter the position of the quadrivium but re-inforced it.
The influence of the Neoplatonism of the early Middle
Ages was weakened, although the enthusiasm for
mathematical studies was still shared by some, such as
Roger Bacon in the 13th century. The handful of medieval
classifications of mathematics noted above pre-dated the
13th century, and coincided with the period when the
strength of Neoplatonism was at its peak.

When Renaissance humanists started on their labours

to recover the treatises of the ancient world, first in
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Italy, and only later in England, they did not confine
their interests to literary works, but applied their
craft to scientific treatises as well. The general
classical revival of the period is inseparable from the
recovery of Greek mathematical manuscripts, and there
were close connections between humanists and
mathematicians. Scholars at that time turned with
renewed enthusiasm to mathematics as a key to all
knowledge, in an effort to unravel what was interpreted
as God’s mathematical design for the universe.
Neoplatonism was once more at the fore.10

The flowering of Neoplatonist thought in
15th-century Italy was a significant departure from
previous centuries, because it occurred with renewed
enthusiasm. Pico della Mirandola, for instance, believed
in a universal harmony which lent itself to mathematical
interpretation: ‘Through numbers is to be had the way to
the investigation and understanding of all that is

11

knowable’. The outlook of lé6th-century scientists in

10. The interest in mathematics shown by Italian scholars
of the gquattrocento and cinquecento was accompanied by a
process of revival and restoration of the mathematical
sciences similar to the general classical revival
undertaken by the humanists of the time. This has
prompted some to speak of a Renaissance of mathematics,
and the case for this has been forcefully put forward by
P.L. Rose (no.195).

Marsilio Ficino (1433-1499) was instrumental in the
introduction of the full range of Platonic and
Neo-Platonic thought to 15th-century Florence, before the
movement spread beyond Italy. For a recent study of
Ficino, see M.J.B. Allen (no.61).

11. Quoted by P.L. Rose (no.1l95, p.9).
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England was also predominantly Platonic.1?

A second reason why this renewed Platonic thinking
was of special significance was that it was linked with
epoch-making developments. Astronomy was still the
mathematics of the heavens, as it had been in antiquity
and throughout the medieval period; but when Copernicus,
Kepler and other key figures of Renaissance astronomy
asserted the fundamentally mathematical structure of the
universe, they were introducing a concept of immense
metaphysical importance. To the medieval mind the
geometrical universe meant that the earth was the only
legitimate point of reference for astronomers, but the
‘new astronomy’ shifted that point of reference and at
once overthrew the thinking of the age.13 In the context
of Renaissance Neoplatonism, astronomy belonged to
mathematics in a very special sense indeed.

A ’mathematician’ in the Renaissance was primarily a
scholar pursuing the medieval arts of the quadrivium,
just like his medieval predecessors. Unlike their
medieval predecessors, however, Renaissance men were

interested in a number of activities which drew heavily

12. G.L. Finney (no.109, p.52-56). Finney deals mainly
with the persistence in England, until the early 17th
century, of the Pythagorean idea that an understanding of
music can be a key to an understanding of the universe.

M. Feingold (no.107, p.115-121) has found that the
probate inventories of the books owned by l1l6th-century
Cambridge and Oxford men provide a measure of the
interest aroused by mathematics. W.P.D. Wightman has
conducted a useful survey of 16th-century scientific and
mathematical texts (no.239), and studies of the output of
English writers on mathematics in Tudor and Stuart times
include those by M. Boas (no.75, p.184-221) and E.G.R.
Taylor (no.216).

13. E.A. Burtt (no.81, p.40-44).
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on mathematical knowledge. The Platonic view that number
and proportion played a fundamental role in the structure
of the universe was not new, but it was expanded: artists
and architects too were mathematicians in the sense that
they depended on mathematical principles for perspective,
harmony and proportion, as will be seen below.

The Platonic tradition, then, was by no means a new
development in the Renaissance; but to conclude that its
significance in the Renaissance was the same as in
previous centuries would be a gross misinterpretation.
For the purposes of this chapter it will not be necessary
to enter the debate on the role of Renaissance
Neoplatonism in the stimulation of the study of the
sciences in that period. What can be made, on the other
hand, is an assessment of what took place in the
16th and early 17th centuries, against the background of
previous centuries.

A discussion of this topic cannot fail to include an
account of the famous preface published by John Dee
(1527-1608) in Henry Billingley’s translation of Euclid’s
Elements (1570),14 which has been described as one of the
most forceful expositions of the influence of Platonic

15

philosophy on 16th-century mathematics. In this

14. Euclid (no.27). Dee’s preface is described on the
title page as ’a very fruitfull Praeface made by M. I.
Dee, specifying the chiefe Mathematicall Scie[n]ces, what
they are, and whereunto commodious: where, also, are
disclosed certaine new Secrets Mathematicall and
Mechanicall, vntill these our daies, greatly missed.’
Dee’s classification, which is to be found in the text of
the ’Mathematical Praeface’, appears under the title
‘Groundplat’ (facing sign. Aiiijv).

15. F.R. Johnson (no.138, p.151-153).
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preface, Dee presents a ‘most plesaunt, and frutefull

Mathematjicall Tree, with its chief armes and second
(grifted) braunches’ (Dee’s underlining in this and in

subsequent quotations from him). Dee’s ‘mathematicall

tree’ extends far beyond the medieval quadrivium, as the

following partial tabulation shows (several subdivisions

omitted for the sake of clarity):-

Sciences, and Artes Mathematicall
Principall
Arithmetike
Geonetrie
Deriuative from the Principalls
The names of the Principalls
Arithmetike, wvulgar
Geometrie, vulgar, which teacheth measuring
Prope names
Perspectiue
Astronomie
Musike
Cosmographie
Astrologie
Statike
Anthropographie
Trochilike
Helicosophie
Pneumatithmie
Menadrie
Hypogeiodie
Hydragogie
Horometrie
Zographie
Architecture
Nauigation
Thaumaturgike
Archemastrie

Dee’s preface is an impassioned plea for the study of

mathematical sciences, almost a Ne