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A SURIVEY ON INQUISITORLAL
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(CHAM, Universidade NOVA de Lisboa)

CCORDING TO PHILIPP GASKELL, THE CORE PURPOSE OF THE
A bibliographical science is «to serve the production and distri-

bution of accurate texts» [1972, 1]. The early modern two-sided
censorship, prohibition and expurgation, addresses the question of book
production and distribution inasmuch as it interferes with the book
market and raises issues in particular towards scribal expression and text
reception. Consequently, the history of censorship is tightly linked to the
bibliographical concerns, which implies a global approach. This point tends
to oppose the skepticism among historians of culture and ideas: as Alain
Viala summarized, «the Ancien Régime censorship cannot be viewed but
through localized approaches»'. In the debates raised by papers I read
on microcensorship, it has been frequently argued that considering the
individual book comes down to doom the field to a case-to-case study
and leads to deprive the field of large scale theorization. Microcensorship
is deeply rooted in the study of individual book. After defining this kind

* This chapter had the support of CHAM (NOVA FCSH / UAc), through the
strategic project sponsored by FCT (UIDB/04666/2020).

1. «la censure d’ancien régime ne peut étre envisagée que par des études localisées.
See Viala 2009, 340 (my translation).
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of textual control in the early modern period, the present work aims at
showing its transversality and unity in diachronic and synchronic terms
and then at analysing the information provided by the investigations I
have been carrying out since 2010.

INTRODUCTION: WHAT IS MICROCENSORSHIP?

At first, microcensorship is not the only modality of books and texts
control, but it happened to be the most sophisticated and systematic put
on place during the early modern period in European countries so as to
address the question of the proliferation of books consecutive to the
printing technology. The word appeared in the last decades in the context
of the Internet, referring to word deletions in social networks. An article
entitled The Velocity of Censorship: High-Fidelity Detection of Microblog Post
Deletions was published in 2013. It dealt with keywords based automatic
proceedings of censorship [Tao Zhu 2013]. More recently, the collaboration
of Google with China authorities through the Dragonfly case illustrated
powerful censoring procedures of blocking access to information. The
notion of microcensorship is used here as a near synonym of expurgation.
A «near synonym» because expurgation, from the Latin word expurgatio,
officially referred to textual censorship by the early modern Inquisitorial
cultures. Ugo Rozzo, a specialist of Roman censorship, described the
expurgation as an innovation introduced in 1559 [1997]. This is true only
in the perspective of the sixteenth century catholic censorship and of the
making of the modern indexes of prohibited books, the first of which to
be published was produced by the Parisian Faculty of Theology®. In fact,
this procedure largely overcomes all time and space boundaries. Historically,
the procedures of control of texts come back to the Antiquity [Gil 1961,
254, on Curitius Maternus; Rudich 2006-2007; Wilson 1983] and, geographically, all
cultures, inquisitorial or not, from the Antiquity to our times, used textual
purifying procedures, from suppression to substitution. Textual modes
of euphemisation, like medieval moralizations [Bisconti 2000; Lachaud 2010],
French classical ad usum Delphini editions [Volpilhac-Auger 2000] or nineteenth

2. About modern indexes of prohibited books, see the editions of Martinez de
Bujanda in bibliography.
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century bowdlerization [Jones 2001, 1, 276-277; Perrin 1994], is another common
and still available procedure in this framework.

Closer to the so called innovation, the early modern censorship cata-
loguing technology is rooted at least in two kinds of lists: the catalogs of
errors, with the famous Parisian thirteenth century Collectio errorum [Bianchi
1999, 58-61 and 215; Thijssen 1998] and the lists of heretics, like Bernardo de
Lutzenburgus’s Catalogus haereticornm, published from 1522 to 1537. A few
years before the official introduction of the catholic expurgation by the
Tridentine commission for the Index [Sacra Congregatio Index: librorum probibitornm
1564] and the first expurgatory [Index expurgatorins 1571], the Spanish published
a Censura generalis, a list of biblical errors to be amended [Censura generalis 1554].
Early modern expurgatio should also be approached within the framework
of Humanism and of what Anthony Grafton, focused on the Renaissance
typographers, called the «culture of correction» [2011]. Organized practices
of censoring corrections of ancient texts are documented from the end
of the Quattrocento [Monfasani 1988].

The censorship studies tend to be fragmentated, which can be explained
by the national approaches according to the variety of confessions, legal
systems and politics of control in European counttries. Differences existed
even between the Inquisitorial countries [Bethencourt 1996, 9-11], and some-
times conflicts happened [Mattos 2013]. However, comparative approaches,
still lacking in the field of the censoring proceedings [Alcald 1992, 421-456;
Infelise 1997, 261-279], and analysis of technological transfers (with, for
example, the adoption or the counterfeits of indexes of prohibition) lead
to a more unifying and comprehensive but also complex view shown by
this mapping of European connexons.

As mentioned above, microcensorship is a systematic and specific
modality of text control but its tools spread far beyond the boundaries
of the inquisitorial countries. The question of their use in non-inquisi-
torial countries demands further investigations. Some were initiated for
the French case [Baudry 2018 & 2020b; Quantin 2015]:
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institutional links, active exchanges

receptions (from, to)

figure 1
Mapping the European production and the world reception of inquisitorial indexes

THE PROCEEDINGS: TWO EXAMPLES OF HOW MICROCENSORSHIP
WAS ACHIEVED

The methodology of early modern microcensorship was initially
carried out in the framework of the history of medicine in Portugal.
The analysis of the items targeted by the censors show that the medical
works represent between 5 and 11% of the total items to be expurgated
according to the indexes of expurgation published between 1571 and
1624. Further investigations were extended to the humanist Thomas
More [Baudry 2016], to the French historians (between 7 and 18% of the
total) [Baudry 2013] and the Classical authors. One can consider that these
investigations are the tip of the iceberg: except some precise works in
other disciplines, the biggest part has to be methodologically carried out
in Theology, Law, the other sciences and Humanities. This does not mean
that nothing has been done on textual censorship in these areas, mainly in
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Literature’. In the case of Law, probably the field less studied, the works
of Laura Beck Varela are worth noting [2013].

Microcensorship specificity relies on the fact that expurgative censor-
ship was principally carried out thanks to the use of ad hoc indexes.
Referred to under the generic title of Index librorum probibitorum or Indexes
of probibition, these instruments have been updated along the centuries and
delivered precise information about all censoring prescriptions within the
texts listed. The main outcome of these investigations consists in assum-
ing the non-arbitrarity and assessable effectiveness of microcensorship
practices that imply all the indexed works.

Let us consider two cases. At first, Amato Lusitano’s works, a Jewish
Portuguese Physician, were read all over Europe. His copies can be easily
located in our days throughout the libraries. His first indexation comes
back to the Portuguese expurgatory of 1581 that imposed four suppres-
sions [Catalogo dos livros 1581, 27v]. Deletions and corrections were amplified
up to the hundred from the next Portuguese expurgatory published in
1624 [Baudry 2017, 39 and 58-59]. Dov Front, a physician interested in Iberian
early modern censorship, published two articles on his expurgation [Front
1998 & 2001]. Their interest comes from the impression he felt toward the
mutilated copies, some of which he bought in Spain. For him, the pres-
ence of the cen expurgator sor is revealed by his seemingly bad-tempered
inky deletions: undoubtfully, while reading the text he had been reacting
against the scandalous propositions of the author and supressed passages.
This trend can also be illustrated by Silvana Menchi’s contribution: she
set up an interesting typology to describe Erasmus’s expurgations listing
diferent levels of phenomena (chronology, material interventions, targeted
contents). However, she failed to unify the normative proceedings used
for microcensorship and concluded that the subjectivity of the individ-
ual censor played a critical part in the censoring practices [Menchi 1997].
Though we sometimes might be tempted to infer subjective attitudes
from deleting styles that make the words unreadable or not, nothing was,
in fact, more objectively achieved than expurgation.

Of the 82 copies consulted in the Portuguese libraries, 49 show
evidence of censorship (59.75%). Every mutilated copy may provide

3. The bibliography is quite abundant but dispersed as most of the contributions
concern one authot’s work. As to Portugal, see Martins 2005.
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multifaceted information, in particular about the circumstances of expur-
gation (agent, place, date, from the sixteenth to the eighteenth centuries),
the style of the deletions, and, more crucial toward a theorization, the
degrees of censoring practices.

Secondly, let us consider Oliva Sabuco’s Nueva Filosofia. The majority
of the copies located in the local funds (nine of fourteen) are those of a
Portuguese edition published in 1622 which is an expurgated reprint. Of
the remaining five Spanish editions, four show evidence of censorship.
Therefore, it is likely that the Portuguese public could not but read a
purified text, whether from the original prints (1587 and 1588), whether
in the expurgated one [Baudry 2017, 26 and 35]. Both cases illustrate the
two axes of the microcensoring chain from the printed and handwritten
copies to the cleansed texts. Microcensorship was a planned operation
within the censoring chain which can be mapped by the following table:

2]
2 ITOPOLOGY]| PRAGMATICS SURVEY
<
5 indexation censoring operations microcensorship efficiency
with an index
(except Classics)
PRINTED
REPRINT
BOOK (editio emendata)
=5 Lt o i’ e
= MUTILATED
a7
E EXPURGATION COPIES
< Ll et nar A e
=
censura previa
Jigure 2

Inquisitorial microcensorship: phases of analysis and primary material

Historically, most of the phenomena observed as the microcensoring
of printed texts happened during the post-press period. The censura previa
is left apart because it happened as a pre-press procedure; technically, it
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also deals with the issues of microcensorship but the manuscripts are
not copies but originals.

Furthermore, from these investigations that cover more than 600
copies we can state that expurgation was a bureaucratic task. According
to the sociologists of the organisation, bureaucracy aims at limiting the
arbitrary and at resolving the issue of organizational efficiency [Mayntz
2010]. As a border case, some wrong deletions appear to have been made
under mere routine. In chronological terms, a stabilized situation, that is
the full effectiveness of phases 1 and 2, could not be fully implemented
before the production and diffusion of the expurgatories, that is from
the last quarter of the sixteenth century®. We can say that the seventeenth
century was the golden age of microcensorship.

Just a few words about the Classics [Baudry 2020a]. They were scarcely
indexed (except Artemidorus and Lucian). When their name appears in
an index, in the great majority of the cases it is because they are edited
or commented by heretics, like Platon edited by Serranus or Ciceron by
Melanchthon. Therefore the textual purification was mostly achieved for
pedagogical purpose, in particular in the Jesuit colleges [Fabre 1995]. The
expurgated copy of a Classic, like Horatio’s poetry, and of any other
modern author looks exactly the same.

SOME REFLEXIONS ON THE FIELD OF THE MICROCENSORSHIP
STUDIES

Early modern censorship: effectiveness and efficiency

Early modern censorship inefficiency is a commonplace in the histo-
riography®. Many historians checked out situations in which prohibition

4. Consider Index expurgatorins 1571 (not for overall diffusion); Catalogo dos livros
1581; Index librorum expurgatorum 1584; Index librorum expurgandorum 1607; Index librorum
probibitornm 1612; Index Auctorum 1624; Novus index 1632, and Novissinus librorum probibi-
torum et expurgandornm index 1640.

5. See Costa 2013, 267; Manningn 2009, 73; Leitao and Martins 2006, 49-50;
Rodrigues 2005, 190; Jones 2001, 11, 1152; Marquilhas 2000, 365 and 372, and Domingos
1993, 193-194.
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was not achieved and where, according to modern patterns, it should
have occurred. Thus they induce the weakness or near inexistence of real
controls. Besides, contrary to the eighteenth century, in particular with
the investigations in the clandestine book and the market policies (with
a reference, in passing, to Robert Darnton’s studies), the history of eatly
modern censorship lacks documents to assess the flows. The historians
are mainly doomed to investigate the remaining products. Recently, Beck
Varela explained that we cannot expect full efficiency due to the very
limits of the laws and circumstances themselves [2015, 71-89]. It may also
appear easier to measure the effects of censorship on one individual,
for example a writer or the owner of books, than on a collective level.
But a survey on a specific print production may give strong answers on
censorship efficacy [Pailler 1981]. The methodology of microcensorship
studies also gives evidence to varied degrees of efficiency, as for example
with Amato Lusitano and Oliva Sabuco. And, contrary to the studies on
macrocensorship, or full prohibition of the works, such investigations
lead to collect meaningful datas and therefore may aim at generalizing
factors. But, as the investigations are limited to the extant copies (however,
thousands of them), we only can assert that relatively to a given number
of copies that have been consulted one by one, x percent provide infor-
mation about aspects of microcensoring achievement. These elements
make up the basis of data to launch comparative approaches between
petiods, disciplines and places.

When we speak of efficiency, we should precise on what level: the
market as a producing-consuming framework, the intellectual producer (the
«author») or the material producer (from printers to sellers), the consumer
(collective, individual). According to José Pardo Tomas, a historian of
the scientific censorship in Spain, it is all about a question of readership:
«Censorship almost did not impact on the individuals (most of them were
far from its reach), not even on the books, but in fact addressed the readers
by whom it was obviously mainly concerned»®. There is deep continuity
between the apprentice reader and the learned adult: both relie more or

6. «La censura inquisitorial no actud casi sobre los autores (la mayoria de ellos
lejos de su alcance), ni siquiera sobre los libros por si mismos, sino que iba claramente
dirigida a los lectores: ellos eran su principal preocupaciény. See Pardo Tomas 2003 &
2004, 12 (my translation).
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less directly on the books. These highly suspicious objects, in particular
since they have been multiplied thanks to typography, are controlled both
externally, at the level of the market, and internally, within the text. The
first investigations encourage thinking like Bianchi who, on the point of
medieval censorship, was convinced that the mechanisms of ideological
control generally achieved their goal’.

Self-censorship is an important issue for the historians once it deals
with expression and textual creativity, possible factors of innovation and
sometimes sources of heterodoxy. But this capacity is first the apanage
of the learned community. The massive effect of microcensorship over
everyone’s intellectual life must have reached, in number of people and
degrees of sensibility, proportions that self-censorship, related to theoriza-
tion of controls effectiveness, can be considered as a collateral issue®: text
silencing, as the microcensorship proceedings can be defined, provides a
key answer against the dangers of books and texts. Strategically focused
on the receptors, its tactics allow description in every aspect. In other
words, analysing the levels of effectiveness reflects the search for efficiency.

Cleansing the library: microcensoring as a massive attack

microcensorship procedures and consequent efficiency are related to
cultural topics such as the anti-humanist reaction against the proliferation
of books and their selection between good and bad works, full or partial
orthodox and unorthodox texts’. Seemingly paradoxical, microcensoring

7. «Les mécanismes de controle idéologique [...] ont en général atteint leur but».
See Bianchi 1999, 57.

8. The concept of self-censorship was born among the early twentieth century
psychologists and later adopted by the historians of censorship studies. See Binet &
Simon 1908, 140-145. Originally a mental mechanism of correction, it became the
equivalent within each individual of the institutions of control, henceforth the idea of
an interiorisation of the «censor». In this way, Charles Dejob, though deprived of the
concept of self-censorship, argued that «in France, in the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries, no expurgated editions were published; the authors ended up expurging
their works themselves» (1884, 198). However, Dejob, who was uninformed about
expurgated editions in France, interestingly links his theory of French classicism to the
post-Tridentine structures of control.

9. On the notion of anti-humanism, see Gouhier 1987.
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exhibits the silencing of the texts. Showing what should not be read, the
«censor» (generic term for the function and its agents) aimed at moving
away from innocent reading, setting up an individual mental cordon
sanitaire around the book. A generalized suspicion shades over what
originally was a divine invention for the humanists. In that sense, the issue
of the libraries is crucial until the eighteenth century as Lucien Nouis
showed in his essay From the infinite of the libraries to the unigue book [2013;
my translation]. The raise of librarianship (in French «bibliothéconomie»)
in the inquisitorial context is not a coincidence. The French Jesuit Claude
Clément [1635, 396 and 404], a professor at the Imperial College of Madrid
under the reign of Philip II, wrote a treatise on library science applied
to the Royal Library of Saint Lawrence of the Escorial. A «sacral space»
[Géal 1999, chap. 6], the library is, according to its decorum, the mirror of
the triumph over the Evil, exhibiting condemned heretics, like Paracelsus
or Sleidanus, in the form of caryatids. It is also a cleansed space out of
which, in conformity with the inquisitorial censorship, undesirables are
exputgated, hidden or burnt'’. In another passage, Clément explains the
politics of control we are interested in here: for him, some books vowed
to jail (in Latin, carcer) may be read by faithful people because they are
a mix of good and bad things, as it is the case with the texts written by
mathematicians, poets, chemists, philologists and historians [1635, 432].
These happy few in the temple of the Muses, above any suspicion, are the
ones who deserve reading licenses because they are theologically trained
to separate the wheat from the chaff. Achieving this task for the common
of the mortals, microcensorship, for its part, meets pragmatism: if the
rot has already set in, you should remove it and keep the useful part. For
us, the ultimate consequence is that theology appears to make a breach
in its own fortress, opening to secularization by removing itself from the
other disciplines, in particular sciences. In this sense, microcensorship

10. According to Jean-Louis Haquette 2008, 211, Naudé and Clément conceive the
library within a same common humanist background. He sees in the Muse/ an «ency-
clopedic cumulative logic» (dogique encyclopédique cumulative», 204). But he never
takes into account the Jesuit’s firm position against the heresy materialized through the
library decoration and the book cleansing procedures (Clément 1635, 396, 404 and 433).
Naudé was the exact opposite librarian, claiming against the Roman expurgations: 1644,
88; see also 31-33 and 96-97. On the question of the good and bad books, Montaigne’s
humanism opposes Descartes’s anti-humanism, as is exposed in Baudry 2015, 278-280.
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studies meet the need for a reevaluation of secularization and the process
of disenchantment'".

CONCLUSION

The study of early modern microcensorship proceedings drastically
improve our understanding of what was done and give us a clearer and
more comprehensive view of the phenomena. No theory of censorship
and, broadly, of text controls can avoid factors that implied, during centu-
ries and at a high level, much human and intellectual resources, from the
quest of the targets to the control of the consumer. The necessity for
wide and systematic investigations on this field can be grounded on the
fact that, inside the early modern censorship studies, this field is now duly
methodologized and proved to provide varied upstream and downstream
information.

Another point is that microcensorship studies occupy a central position
at the crossroads of theorizations. Against the vertical traditional concep-
tions of medieval and early modern censorship and following Alain de
Libera’s steps on censorship as a mediator and a «historical operator of,
in the words of Samantha Sherry, a «productive process» [2010, 2], various
theorizing frameworks were set up in the last decades that shed light on
specific relationships and operating modes involving powers and strongly
embodied by individuals, like the theories of theological negotiation for
the jewish canon [Raz-Krakotzkin 2007], commercial collaboration in Geneva
[Jostock 2007] or self-control among the Spanish historians [Esteve 2017].

Civil and religious learned’s spatiality is tightly framed between creative
productive spaces, in particular writing rooms or halls, academies, printing
houses, and the consuming and diffusing places like bookshops, libraries or
reading spaces. This is where intervene three kinds of agents according to
Jean Jehasse in his study on the raise of literary criticism: «The words Critic
and Crities are equal to ‘censorship’ and ‘censors’, ‘correction’ and ‘correc-
tors™» [1976, 672]. Obviously, microcensorship studies meet the general
concerns about the history of deletions. Besides Grafton’s approach, we

11. The paradoxical effect of the catholic censorship on, at least, eatly modern
culture has not been taken into account by Taylor 2007.
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can join Bernard Cerquiligni’s perspective of literary genetics and a «new
philology» towards the writing of a «history of the correction of printed
stuff» . Though Cerquiligni never tackles the issue of censorship, the
purpose of the microcensorship studies critically addresses the issues of
modern history of authorship and text-making,

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Alcalj, Angel, «LLa censura inquisitorial de la literatura del Siglo de Oro en Espafia
y en Portugal: comparacién de sus ‘Indices’ y sus resultadosy, in Matfa L.,
Tuccl, ed., Inqguisicao: Ensayos sobre mentalidade, heresias y arte, Rio de Janeiro:
Mercado de Letras, 1992, pp. 421-456.

André, Jehan, I e catalogne des livres censureg; par la faculté de theologie de Paris, Patis, 1544.

Baudry, Hervé, «Histoire de faire le ménage: les historiens dans les Index de
livres interdits», Communication at the colloque international ADEFFI
Histoire(s), Maynooth NUI, 18-20 octobre 2013 (unpublished).

——, Le Dos de ses livres. Descartes a-t-il ln Montaigne?, Paris: Champion, 2015.

, «Thomas More’s Ufgpia in eatly modern Portugal and Spain: the censorship
of a nest of vipersy, in Utopia(s)—Worlds and Frontiers of the Imaginary, Leiden:
CRC Press, 2016, pp. 299-304.

——, Livro Médico ¢ Censura na Primeira Modernidade em Portugal [on line],
Lisboa: CHAM, FCSH/NOVA-Uac, 2017, <https://run.unl.pt/
handle/10362/38844>.

, «Du bon usage des index inquisitoriaux (prohibition et expurgation) en

France xvi-xvII© siecles», presented at the Collogue international 1. Inguisition

romaine et la France a I'«age tridentiny (X1/*-XIX" siecles), Université de Limo-

ges, 22-23 février 2018; paper to be published by Publications de I’'Ecole
francaise de Rome.

, «L.a microcensute des classiques (XvI°-xVvII® siecles): perspective diachro-

nique et analyse locale d’efficacitéy, Seizieme Siccle, 16 (2020), pp. 41-67. [a]

, «Les index de censure en France aux xvi‘—xvi® sieclesy, in Mathilde
Bombart, Sylvain Cornic, Edwige Keller Rahbé & Michele Rosellini, eds.,
«A qui lira...». Littérature, livre et librairie en France an XVII sizcle, Tiibingen:
Narr Vetlag, Collection «Biblio 17», 2020, pp. 386-399. [b]

Beck Varela, Laura, Literatura juridica y censura, Valencia: Tirant lo Blanch, 2013.

12. «Une histoire de la correction des choses imprimées». See Cerquiligni 1989, 20.


https://run.unl.pt/handle/10362/38844
https://run.unl.pt/handle/10362/38844

A SURVEY ON INQUISITORIAL MICROCENSORSHIP OF BOOKS 71

, «El censor ineficaz? Una lectura historico-juridica del indice de libros
prohibidos», RJUAM, 31/1 (2015), pp. 71-89.

Bethencourt, Francisco, Histdria das Inquisicoes. Portugal, Itdlia e Espanha, Lisboa:
Temas e Debates, 1996.

Bianchi, Luca, Censure et liberté intellectuelle a I'Université de Paris: XIII-XIV* siécles,
Paris: Les Belles lettres, 1999.

Binet, A., & Th. Simon, «Lintelligence des imbécilesy, L2 Année psychologique, 15
(1908), pp. 1-147.

Bisconti, Donatella, «Ovide dans les Pistole de Luca Pulci: allégorie au service
de la moralisation de la littérature érotiquer, Arzana. Cahiers de littérature
médiévale italienne, 6 (2000), pp. 139-173.

Censnra generalis quiblus] recentes haeretici sacram scripturam asperserunt, Valladolid:
Francis. Ferdinan. Corduben, 1554; reed. Venezia, 1562.

Cerquiligni, Bernard, Eloge de la variante: Histoire critigue de la philologie, Patis: Seuil,
1989.

Clément, Claude, Muses, sive Bibliothecae tam privatae quam publicae extructio, instructio,
cura, usus, libri IV, accessit accurata descriptio regiae bibliothecae S. Laurentii Escu-
rialis, insuper Paraenesis allegorica ad amorem litterarnm, Lugduni: J. Prost, 1635.

Costa, Julio M. R., «Arte Médica: breve olhar sobre alguns impressos quinhen-
tistas e seiscentistas da BPMPy, in Humanismo, Didspora e Ciéncia Séculos X171
¢ XVII, Porto: Universidade de Aveiro & Biblioteca Publica Municipal do
Porto, 2013.

Dejob, Chartles, De /influence du concile de Trente sur la littérature et les beanx-arts cheg
les peuples catholigues. Essai d'introduction a ['bistoire littéraire du siecle de Lonis XI1/,
Paris: Ernest Thorin, 1884.

Domingos, Manuela D., «Visitas do Santo Oficio as naus estrangeiras: Regimen-
tos e quotidianos», Revista da Biblioteca Nacional, VIII/1 (1993), pp. 117-229.

Esteve, Cesc, «‘Contenerse en los limites de la prudencia’. Autocensura y discurso
histérico en la temprana modernay, Manuscrits. Revista d’Historia Moderna, 35
(2017), pp. 103-124.

Fabre, Pierre-Antoine, «Dépouilles d’Egypte. L’expurgation des auteurs latins
dans les colleges jésuites», in Luce Giard, ed., Les [ésuites a la Renaissance.
Systeme éducatif et production du savoir, Paris: PUE, 1995, pp. 55-76.

Front, Dov, «The Expurgation of the works of Amato Lusitano», The Book
Collector, 47 (1998), pp. 520-536.

, «<The Expurgation of Medical Books», Sixteenth-Century Spain Bulletin of
the History of Medicine, LXXV /2 (2001), pp. 290-296.

Gaskell, Philip, A New Introduction to Bibliography, Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1972.




72 HERVE BAUDRY

Géal, Francois, Figures de la bibliothéque dans ['imaginaire espagnol du Siecle d'Or, Patis:
H. Champion, 1999.

Gil, L., Censura en el mundo antigno, Madrid: Revista de Occidente, 1961.

Goubhier, Henti, L. Anti-humanisme an XV'II siecle, Paris: Vrin, 1987.

Grafton, Anthony, The Culture of Correction in Renaissance Enrope, Chicago: Univer-
sity of Chicago Press, 2011.

——, Humanists with Inky Fingers. The Culture of Correction in Renaissance Europe,
Firenze: Olschki, 2011.

Haquette, Jean-Louis, «LLa place de I'iconographie dans la rélexion sur les
bibliotheques au XvII° siecle», Littératures classiques, 66 (2008), pp. 197-213.

Index: Auctornum damnate memorie, Ulyssipona: ex off. Petri Crasbeck, 1624.

Index: excpurgatorius librorum qui hoc seculo prodierunt, vel doctrine non sane erroribus
inspersis, Antwerp: Ch. Plantin, 1571.

Index: librorum expurgandorum in studiosorum gratiam confecti tomus primus, Romze:
Typographia R. Cam. Apost., 1607.

Index: librornm expurgatorum, Madriti: apud Alfonsum Gomezium regium typo-
graphum, 1584.

Index: librorum probibitorum et expurgatornm, Madriti: apud Ludouicum Sanchez
typographum regium, 1612.

Infelise, Mario, «La censure dans les pays méditerranéens, 1600-1750», in Hans
Bots & Francoise Waquet, eds., Commercium litterarium. 1600-1750, Paris:
Belin-De Boeck, 1997, pp. 261-279.

Jehasse, Jean, Renaissance de la critigue, Paris: Vrin, 1976.

Jones, Detek, Censorship: A World Encyclopedia, London: Fitzroy Dearborn, 2001,
vol. L.

Jostock, Ingebotrg, La Censure négociée: le contrile du livre a Geneve 1560-1625,
Geneve: Droz, 2007.

Lachaud, Magali, La littérature narrative médicvale et la littérature pour lenfance et la
Jeunesse en France a ['épogue contemporaine (état des lienx et modes de transmission),
Limoges: Université de Limoges, 2010, 2 vols. (Doctoral thesis)

Leitao, Henrique & Ligia Martins, O Livro Cientifico dos Séculos X1 e XV'1. Ciéncias
Fisico-Matematicas na Biblioteca Nacional, 1.isboa: Biblioteca Nacional, 20006.

Manning, Patricia, [/vicing dissent in seventeenth-century Spain: Inquisition, social criticism
and theology in the case of «E/ Criticon», Leiden-Boston: Brill, 2009.

Marquilhas, Rita, «Sobre a censura inquisitorial portuguesa no século Xvim, in
M. Abreu, ed., Leztura, Histiria e Histdria da 1 eitnra, Sao Paulo: Mercado de
Letras, 2000.

Martinez de Bujanda, Jesus, Index de ['Inquisition espagnole: 1551, 1554, 1559, Sher-
brooke & Genéve: Editions de ’Université de Sherbrooke & Droz, 1984.



A SURVEY ON INQUISITORIAL MICROCENSORSHIP OF BOOKS 73

——— Indexc de I'Université de Paris: 1544, 1545, 1547, 1549, 1551, Sherbrooke &
Genéve: Editions de 'Université de Sherbrooke & Droz, 1985.

s Index de 'Université de Lonvain: 1546, 1550, 1558, Sherbrooke & Genéve:
Editions de 'Université de Sherbrooke & Droz, 1986.

— Indexc de Vienise, 1549; Venise et Milan, 1554, Shetbrooke & Genéve: Editions
de I’Université de Sherbrooke & Droz, 1987.

s Indexc d’Anvers, 1569, 1570, 1571, Shetbrooke & Genéve: Editions de

I’Université de Sherbrooke & Droz, 1988.

, Indexc de Rome, 1557, 1559, 1564: les premiers Index romains et I'Index du concile

de Trente, Sherbrooke & Genéve: Editions de I’Université de Sherbrooke &

Droz, 1990.

, Index: de Inguisition espagnole, 1583-1584, Sherbrooke & Genéve: Editions

de I’Université de Sherbrooke & Droz, 1993.

 Indexc de Rome, 1590, 1593, 1596: avec étude des Index de Parme’ 1580 et Munich’

1582, Sherbrooke & Genéve: Editions de 'Université de Sherbrooke &

Droz, 1994.

, Index: de ['Inguisition portugaise: 1547, 1551, 1561, 1564, 1581, Sherbrooke &
Genéve: Editions de 'Université de Sherbrooke & Droz, 1995.

——, Thesaurns de la littérature interdite an XV'I° siecle: auteurs, onvrages, éditions, avec
addenda et corrigenda, Sherbrooke & Genéve: Editions de I'Université de
Sherbrooke & Droz, 1996.

Martins, Maria, & T. Payan, A4 censura literdria em Portugal nos séculos X111 e XT/1I1,
Lisboa: FCG & FCT & MCES, 2005.

Mattos, Yllan de, A Inquisicao contestada: criticos e criticas ao Santo Oficio portugnés
(1605-1681) |on line], Niteréi: Universidade Federal Fluminense, 2013.
Published: Rio de Janeiro: Mauad Editora, 2014. <https://app.uff.br/
riuff/bitstream/1/230/1/Mattos%2c%20Y1lan-Tese-2013.pdf> (Tese de
Doutorado).

Mayntz, Renate, «I” idéaltype wébérien de la bureaucratie et la sociologie des
otrganisations» [on line], Trivium, 7 (2010), pp 1-10, <https://journals.
openedition.org/ trivium/3781>.

Menchi, Silvana Seidel, «Sette modi di censurare Erasmoy, in U. Rozzo, ed., [a
censura libraria nell’' Europa del secolo X171, Udine: Forum, 1997, pp. 177-206.

Monfasani, John, «The First Call for Press Censorship: Niccolo Perotti, Giovanni
Andrea Bussi, Antonio Moreto, and the Editing of Pliny’s Natural History»,
Renaissance Quarterly, XLI/1 (1988), pp. 1-31.

Naudé, Gabrtiel, Advis pour dresser une bibliothéque, Patis: Rolet le Duc, 1644.

Nouis, Lucien, De /infini des bibliothéques an livre unique. L archive épurée an X1/ 11I°
sicele, Paris: Classiques Garnier, 2013.



https://app.uff.br/riuff/bitstream/1/230/1/Mattos,%20Yllan-Tese-2013.pdf
https://app.uff.br/riuff/bitstream/1/230/1/Mattos,%20Yllan-Tese-2013.pdf
https://journals.openedition.org/trivium/3781
https://journals.openedition.org/trivium/3781

74 HERVE BAUDRY

Novissimus librorum probibitorum et expurgandorum index, Madriti: ex typographaeo
Didaci Diaz, 1640.

Novus index: librorum probibitorum et expurgatorum, Hispali: ex typographaeo Fran-
cisci de Lyra, 1632.

Pailler, Denis, «Les réponses catholiquesy, in R. Chartier & H. J. Martin eds.,
Histoire de l'édition francaise, I: e livre conguérant: du Moyen Age an milien du X VI
sicele, Paris: Promodis, 1981, pp. 327-347.

Pardo Tomas, José, «Censura inquisitorial y lectura de libros cientificos: una
propuesta de replanteamientoy, Téempos modernos, 9 (2003-2004), pp. 1-17.

Perrin, Noel, Dr. Bowdlers Legacy: A History of Expurgated Books in England and
America, Atheneum, 1994,

Quantin, Jean-Louis, «Les institutions de censure religieuse en France (Xvi-xvi®
siecles)», in G. Fragnito & A. Tallon, eds., Heétérodoxies croisées. Catholicismes
pluriels entre France et Italie, X1/ T-X V1 siecles, [on line], Rome: Publications
de PEcole francaise de Rome, 2015, <https://books.openedition.org/
efr/2837>.

Raz-Krakotzkin, Amnon, The Censor, the Editor, and the Text: the Catholic Church and
the Shaping of the Jewish Canon in the Sixteenth Century, Philadelphia: University
of Pennsylvania Press, 2007.

Ribeiro, Antonio, Catalogo dos livros que se prohibem nestes Regnos, Lisboa, 1581.

Rodrigues, Isilda T., Amato Lusitano e as perturbagoes sexuats, Vila Real: UTAD, 2005.

Rozzo, Ugo, «espurgazione di testi litterari nell’Italia del secondo Cinquecentoy,
La Censura libraria nell Europa del secolo X171, Udine: Forum, 1997, pp. 219-271.

Rudich, Vasily, «Navigating the uncertain: literature and censorship in the eatly
Roman Empire», Arion, 14/1, (2006-2007), pp. 7-27.

Sacra Congregatio Index librorum probibitorum cum regulis confectis per Patres a Tridentina
Synodo delectos, Romae: Apud Paulum Manutium Aldi E, 1564.

Sherry, Samantha, «Censorship in Translation in the Soviet Union: The Mani-
pulative Rewriting of Howard Fast’s Novel The Passion of Sacco and Vanzetin,
Slavonica, XV1/1(2010), pp. 1-14.

Tao Zhu et al., The Velocity of Censorship: High-Fidelity Detection of Microblog Post
Deletions [on line], New York: Cornell University Libr., 2013, <https://arxiv.
org/abs/1303.0597>.

Taylot, Chatles, A Secular Age, Cambridge-Mass.: Harvard University Press, 2007.

Thijssen, J. M. M. H., Censure and Heresy at the University of Paris. 1200-1400,
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1998.

Viala, Alain, «De la censure comme capillarité», Papers on the French Seventeenth
Century Literature, 71 (2009), pp. 333-346.

Volpilhac-Auger, Catherine La collection «Ad nsum Delphiniy: I'Antiquité an miroir
dn Grand Siecle, Grenoble: Ellug & Université Stendhal, 2000.


https://books.openedition.org/efr/2837
https://books.openedition.org/efr/2837
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.0597
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.0597

A SURVEY ON INQUISITORIAL MICROCENSORSHIP OF BOOKS 75
Wilson, N.G., Scholars of Byzantium, London: Duckworth, 1983.

RESUMEN: En este trabajo el autor ofrece un panorama sobre cuestiones relati-
vas a la microcensura en la Alta Edad Moderna. Esta nocién de microcensura
pretende abarcar la historia tedrica y practica de la expurgacion de textos. Se
fundamenta metodolégicamente en la observacion, el analisis y la interpretacion
de todos los fenémenos que afectan a la produccion textual de la Alta Edad
Moderna, impresos y, en menor medida, libros manuscritos. Este acercamiento
sistematico se ha llevado a cabo hasta ahora en casi mil copias en bibliotecas
portuguesas y no portuguesas, la mayotia en disciplinas de humanidades y cien-
cias. Es el momento de preguntarse qué lecciones se pueden extraer desde este
enfoque metodolégico y cuales son los resultados en este contexto y desde una
perspectiva europea mas amplia.

PALABRAS CLAVE: censura, expurgacion, Alta Edad Moderna, Portugal.

ABSTRACT: In this paper, the author provides an overview of the issues of eatly
modern micro-censorship. This notion aims to cover the theoretical and practi-
cal history of the expurgation of texts. It is methodologically grounded on the
observation, analysis, and interpretation of all phenomena throughout the early
modern textual production, that is, printed and, in a lesser degree, handwritten
books. This systematic approach has been done so far on nearly a thousand
copies in Portuguese and non-Portuguese libraries, mostly in the disciplines of
humanities and science. It is now possible to ask ourselves what lessons we can
learn from such a methodological approach and what are its outcomes, both in
this context and in a broader European perspective.

KEYWORDS: censorship, expurgation, early modern period, Portugal.



