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Richardus Praemonstratensis

The cCommentary the ot the Mass printed DYy the Can 0onNnsSs of
St. Vıetor the works of Hugh of St, Vıetor (Kouen, 1648),
an reprinted by 3 Migne (Patrologıa latına, vol 147 | Parıs,
455-470) under the attrıbution of John of Cornwall, 18 110 usually
attrıbuted LO Rıchard of Wedinghausen, OL Arnsberg, twelfth
CENTUTY Premonstratensian re-evaluatıon of the evıdence
avallable COoNcernNINg thıs work ralses, belheve, er10US doubts CGOIMN-

CerNınNg these attrıbutions
T’he work has een attrıbuted. IN0} everal uthors Barthelemy

Haureau, ‘‘Notice SUur une exposıtıon du de la contenue
ans les NO  N 1009, Dalı an des manuserıts
latıns la Bıblıotheque Natıonale,” olıces el Eatrauts des Manuserıts
de la Bıbliotheque Natıonale, vol 24, ”Ind part (Parıs, 145-166,
discusses a ]] the attrıbutions Lanfranc, Thomas Aquinas, Wıllıam of
St. Thierry, Hugh of St Vıector, Hugh of Kouulloy, Robert Paululus,
Rıchard of St Vıetor, an John of Cornwall. He cıtes twelfth
CENTUCY manuscr1pt from Claırvaux (NOW Troyes, Bıbliotheque
Municıpale, 302) whıch contaıns the rubrıe Sermo de CONONC,
factus un capıtulo ÜClaraevallensı quodam CANONLCO de ordıne Prae-
monstratens.. aureau beheves thıs LO be the orıginal transcrıption
of the SCTMON, an that the author Was certaın Rıchardus Prae-
monNnstratensıs. He fınds SUPPOIt for thıs thesıs 1n everal manuscr1ıpts
whıich attrıbute the work LO Rıchardus. He cıtes Lıisbon, Biıbhoteca
nacıonal, Alcobaca 1425 ambrıdge, St enedict’s College

1292 (NOW Corpus Chrıist1 College Ms 441), an quotes the
deser1iption of Oxfiord, Bodle1an Lıbrary 19992 (NOW Bodle1ıan

157) gıven by Thomas Bodley, Librorum manuserptorum biblıo-
thecae bhodleianae ÄAaAssıs SEXLA, 101 (printed ın Catalogı lkKıbrorum
manNuUusCrNPLOrUM Anglıae el Hıbernuae [ Oxford, 1697]) Rıchardı,
AÄAlbae Keclesiae Praemonstrati ordınıs T’ract De LCUS Maıssae, SCH

de dafferentves Missae un Canone, N Urucıbus facıendıs &c!’ Fınally,
aureau mentıjons margınal ote 1n late twelfth CceNtury manuscr1ıpt
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(Parıs, Bıbhotheque Natıonale, latın 812, fol 308) which refers
to the opınıon of Rıchardus Praemonstratens1s, clearly ındıcatıng
the work 1ın question. aureau then follows ean Lepaiıge, Bıbliotheca
praemONStiralenNSLS ordinıs (Parıs, 1683), 309, 1n assoclatıng thıs
Rıchardus ıth Rıchard of Wedinghausen.

T hıs assoclatıon Was fırst made by John Pıts, Relationum hıstor2-
de rebus anglıcısA bibliographical note on Richardus Praemonstratensis  65  (Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin MS. 812, fol. 358) which refers  to the opinion of a Richardus Praemonsitratensis, clearly indicating  the work in question. Haurgau then follows Jean Lepaige, Bibliotheca  praemonstratensis ordinis (Paris, 1683), p.305, in associating this  Richardus with Richard of Wedinghausen.  This association was first made by John Pits, Relationum histori-  carum de rebus anglicis ... quatuor partes complectens (De ıllustribus  britanniae scriptoribus), (Paris, 1619; reprinted, Farnborough, Hants.,  1969), pp. 255-256, and is based on a passage from Caesarius of  Heisterbach, Dialogus miraculorum, dist. 12, c. 47 (edited by Joseph  Strange [Cologne, Bonn and Brussels, 1851], vol. 2, p. 354) : “In  Arinsburgh monasterio ordinis Praemonstratensis, sicut audivi a  quodam sacerdote eiusdem congregationis, scriptor quidem erat  Richardus nomine, Anglicus natione.” According to Caesarius, Richard  died and was buried by the monks of Wedinghausen in a place of  honor. After twenty years, Richard’s tomb was opened and his hands  were miraculously saved from putrification because of his devout  work as a seribe.  Victor de Buck, in an article on Saint Ursula in Acta Sanctorum,  Octobris, vol. 9 (Brussels, 1858), pp. 92-93, discusses the early literature  on Richard, and calls into question the probability of Richard ever  having been an English canon, since no alba ecclesia can. be identified.  He alone of modern writers has questioned the authenticity of Pits’  identification while disproving the alleged authorship by Richard  of a life of St. Ursula. All other modern references to Richard that  I have seen depend directly or indirectly on the identification by  Pits.  There serious reasons, however, for doubting the identification of  Richard, the Premonstratensian canon who wrote this tract and the  seribe Richard of Wedinghausen. A review of the information avajilable  shows no grounds for such an identification. Haur6&au makes use of  three basic sources for his information about Richard : 1) the works  which refer to the author by name alone (the marginal note of B.N.  latin MS. 812, Corpus Christi MS. 441), 2) the works which refer to  Richard as a Premonstratensian canon who gave this sermon at  Clairvaux (Troyes 302, copied by Alcobaca 142) and 3) Thomas  Bodley’s description of Bodl. MS. 157 which refers to Richard as  coming from Alba ecclesia. The first set of sources offers too little  information to be useful. The second set of sources gives reliableQUATUOT pPartES complectens (De allustrıbus

bratannıae scrıptorıbus), (Parıs, 1619 reprinted, Farnborough, ants.,
1969), 259-2956, and 18 based Passase firom Cgesarıus of
Heıisterbach, zalogus mıraculorum, dıst 12, 47 (edited by Joseph
Strange Cologne, Bonn an Brussels, vol Zn 354) (€In
Arınsburgh monaster10 ordınıs Praemonstratensıs, sicut audıvı
quodam sacerdote eiusdem congregation1s, scr1ptor quıidem erat
ıchardus nomıiıne, Anglıcus natıone.” According IM0) Caesarıus, Riıchard
d1ıed an W as buried by the monks of Wedinghausen 1ın place of
honor. After twenty yı  ? Rıchard’s tomb Was opened N hıs hands
WeTe miraculously saved from putrıficatıon because of hıs devout
work Aa ser1be.

Vıecetor de Buck, 1n rtiıcle Saılnt Ursula 1ın Acta Sanclorum,
Octobrıs, vol (Brussels, 1858), 92-93, diseusses the early hterature

Rıchard, an calls into question the probability of Rıchard Eevert:

havıng een Knglısh SINCE alba ecclesıa Can be ıdentified.
He alone of modern wrıters has questioned the authenticıty of 1ıts
identificatıon whiıle disproving the alleged authorshıp by Rıchard
of hlıfe of St Ursula other modern references LO Rıchard that

ave seen depend directly indırectly the identificatıon by
Pıts

There SEeT10US TreasOoNS, however, for doubting the identificatiıon of
Rıchard, the Premonstratensjian wh wrTote thıs TAaC an the
ser1ıbe Rıchard of Wedinghausen. TEeVIEW of the informatıon avaılable
ShOWws grounds for such iıdentificatıion. aureöau makes use of
three basıec SOUTCES for hıs informatıon ou Rıchard the works
1C. refer LO the author DYy ame alone (the margınal ote of
latın ö12, Corpus Christ: 441), the works whıch refer LO
Rıchard AaSs Premonstratensıian who SaVC thıs SCcrINOIN al
Clairvaux Iroyes 302, copled by Alcobaca 142) an Thomas
Bodley’s deseription of odl 157 whıich refers tOo Rıchard
cComıng from Iba ecclesıa. The BENS set of SOUTCES offers LOO hıttle
informatıon to be useful. 'The second set of SOUTCES g1Vves relhable



66 Macy
iınformatıon for the place ın whiıich the SETINON took place, an the
Status of Rıchard A Premonstratensjan Thomas Bodley’s
inscrıption, however, deserves closer inspect1ion. twelfth CENTUTY
manuscr1pt from Jesus College, Cambrıdge, M$ Q.B20 g1VeS thıs
omMMmMentary the of the Mass ıth the followıng rubrıe
Incıpıt tractatus iın Canone M1SSe de dıfferentus 1ın facıendıs erucıbus
et, de plurıbus a l11s NECESSATUS, rıchardo abbate ecclesıe PIE-
monstracı ordınıs edıtus If thıs inscr1ption IS compared ı$th that
of Bodley, an ıth that 1C. the modern catalogers of the Bodle1ıan
collection o1Ve, it; becomes evıdent that Bodley mıstakenly read
albe for abbe, the abreviatıon for abbate The later Bodleı1an manuscrıpt
(13th-14th century follows the Jesus manuscr1ıpt ın ıts inscr1ption
which 1s gıven DYy Madan an Craster, SUMMATY (ata-
logue of estern M anuseruvpts unN the Bodleian Ln Orary al Oxford, vol Z
part (Oxford, 150 The three inscr1ptions read

Jesus College Bodleian 157 Bodlelan 157
BiZ1,; fol 11ir (Madan an Taster Thomas Bodley)
Incipit tractatus ın CanonNnNe ITractatus de differeneclis Richardıi, Albae Eeccle:
m1sse, de differentis ın mi1isse ıIn Canone 1ın erucibus 814e Praemonstrati ordinıs
facıendis erucıbus et de facıendis et pluribus allııs Tract. De Offieuns Missae,
pluriıbus In  —} necesarIils, nNnecesarıuls66  @. Macy  information for the place in which the sermon took place, and the  status of Richard as a Premonstratensian canon. Thomas Bodley’s  inseription, however, deserves a closer inspection. A twelfth century  manusceript from Jesus College, Cambridge, MS. Q.B.21, gives this  commentary on the canon of the Mass with the following rubric  Incipit tractatus in canone misse de differentis in faciendis erucibus  et de pluribus allis necessarlis,  a richardo abbate ecclesie pre-  monstraci ordinis editus. If this inseription is compared with that  of Bodley, and with that which the modern catalogers of the Bodleian  collection give, it becomes evident that Bodley mistakenly read  albe for abbe, the abreviation for abbate. The later Bodleian manuscript  (13th-14th century) follows the Jesus manuscript in its inseription  which is given by F. Madan and H. H. E. Craster, 4 Summary Cata-  logue of Western Manuscripts in the Bodleian Iibrary at Ozford, vol. 2,  part 1 (Oxford, 1922), p. 150. The three inseriptions read :  Jesus College MS.  Bodleian MS. 157  Bodleian MS. 157  Q.B:21; fol. 111r.  (Madan and Craster)  (Thomas Bodley)  Incipit tractatus in canone  Tractatus  de  differenciis  Richardi,  Albae_ Eccle-  misse,  de  differentiis in  misse in Canone in ecrucibus  siae Praemonstrati ordinis  faciendis crucibus et de  faciendis et pluribus aliis  Tract. De Officiis Missae,  pluribus aliis necesariis,  necesariis ... a Ricardo ab-  seu de differentiis Missae  a richardo abbate ecclesie  bate ecclesie Premonstrati  in Canone,  in Crucibus  ordinis editus.  faciendis &c.  premonstraci ordinis editus.  The known facts about this tract are then 1) that in the manuseripts,  the author’s name is given as Richard, 2) that Richard was a Pre-  monstratensian canon, 3) that as a canon, he gave this sermon at  Clairvaux, and 4) that sometime later he became an abbot of a Pre-  monstratensian. house. There is no evidence to suggest that he was  in any way connected with the monastery at Wedinghausen. Indeed  there is good reason to doubt any connection. There is no mention  of any abbot named Richard at Wedinghausen (cf. Norbert Backmund,  Monasticon Praemonstratense, vol. 1 [Straubing, 1949], pp. 149-151),  and it is unlikely that a man known at the great abbey of Clairvaux  and an abbot in his own right, could retire to Wedinghausen to  become a simple scribe. Therefore, until further evidence is forth-  coming, ıt would be best to treat the Rıichardus Praemonstratensis  who wrote this tract as different from Richard, the holy scribe of  Wedinghausen.Rıcardo ab Seu de dıfferentus Missae

richardo abbate eccles1ie bate ecclesie Premonstrati iın Canone, ın Crucibus
ordinis editus. facıendis AC.premonstracı Oördınıs ‚us.

T’he known aCts about thıs TAaC Aare then 1) that ın the manuscr1pts,
the author’s aAmec 1s gıven A Rıchard, 2) that Rıchard WasSs Pre-
monstratensıian 9 5} that A 9 he SaVC thıs SerINON at
Claırvaux, an 4) that sometıme later he became of Pre-
monstratensian house. There 18 evıdence to suggest that he Was

ın an Y WaYy connected ıth the MONasStery 1 Wedinghausen. Indeed
ere 18 x00d reason LO doubt an y connectıjon. There 1S mentıon
of alLY named Rıchard NF Wedinghausen (CE Norbert Backmund,
Monastıcon Praemonstratense, vol [Straubing, 149-151),
an ıt; 1s unlıkely that Ial known WF the TEa a  eYy of Claırvyaux
AaN! 1n hıs OW. rıght, could retire LO Wedinghausen LO
become sımple ser1be. T’herefore, until further evıdence 18 forth-
COMINg, ıf would be best tOo Tea the Rıchardus Praemonstratensıs
who wrTOte thıs TaCc A dıfferent from KRıchard, the holy ser1ıbe of
Wedinghausen.
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If identificatıon Oa  - be made of the author of thıs TAaC
the abbots of Wedinghausen, indıcatıon of the direetion ın whıch
research miıght proceed 18 gıven Dy the PTOVENAaNCE of the arhıest
known manuscr1pts. Of the S1X earlıest manuscr1pts, ONe 1s from
Claırvaux, LWO AT of unknown PTOVENAaNCE, an three AI from the
north of England. Of these ast three ‚0)481% of the manuscr1pts 1s Jesus
College ).B.21 whıch speaks of Rıchard DA abbot of Premon-
stratensıian house, an from St Andrew’s Abbey, Hexham
(cf James,; Deservptwve Catalogue of the Manuscrupts N the
Ludrary of Jesus College, Cambrıdge | London, 59) 'The
remaınıng Lwo manuscr1pts, Jesus College Q.G.17 and Sıdney
SussexX College 90, offer the work of Rıchard anonymously an
aD DAa LO COINe {rom Durham FG James, vO1rd., 100, an James,

Deservptwve Catalogue of the Manuservpts un the ‚Orary of Sidney
Sussex College, Cambrıidge |Cambrıidge, 36) The only SOUTCE

of informatıon whıch refers LO Rıchard Aa abbot, then, from
the north of Kngland, an there 1S SOMe evıdence that the SeTINON

Was copled there SOONMN after ıt; W as g1ven. FKurther indıcatıon aD PDCAaIS
1n thirteenth /fourteenth CeNtUrYy manuscrı1pt from Durham, which
contaılns hst ın later hand includıng the notice “ Item dıctı
Bernardı brevıs Breuws comprlatıo Domnı Rıchardı abbatıs Praemonstra-
tenstis’ (deser1bed by Kdm Mıkkers, Un tranrte ınediıt d’Etienne de
Salley S5UT la Psalmodie Citeauz, 23 119721 246-249 Of the remonstra-
ens]1an houses earl Hexham an Durham, only ONE, Alnwiıck, 18
known LO ave had abbot Rıchard Very evıdence SUTVIVEeS
concerning thıs INa  > 'The Chronicle { Melrose (facsımıle by lan
Orr Anderson aN! Marjorı1e Ogilvıe Anderson |London, dl
fol 20) mentıjons that Rıchard became abbot ın 1167, after havıng
served A pr10T at Alnwıck. sıngle charter 1S known, dated 1167-1184,
which mentıjons Rıchard, abbot of Alnwıck (Early Yorkshıre Charters,
ed by Wılllıam HKarrer, vol |Edinburgh, 269, ef. ack-
mund, vol 2, 3, an Davıd Knowles, Brooke, and Vera

London, The Heads of Relıqgrous Houses England and Wales,
940-1216 |Cambrıidge, 192)

'The manuscr1pt evıdence, then, indıicates Rıchard, abbot of Alnwıck
A possıble author of this TaCT, but ıt; must be emphasızed that thıs
18 only the moOost probable of everal possıble nes of researTch. Tee
other Premonstratensjian abbots 1ın England the AmIne Richard
durıng thıs per10d Rıchard, 1IrS of Sulby, D3 (ef.
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Knowles, Brooke aN London, O: Rıchard, abbot of Jorre,
1199 (ef: Knowles, Brooke an London, 198; an Rıchard of

outhwell, abbot of Welbeck, 0712 D aN! there 18 not
CVCN certaın evıdence that Rıchard Was Englısh abhbot 1t Ca  n

onN1y be hoped that urther investigatıon of the manuscr1pts of thıs
Ta mMay yıeld INOTE concrete informatıon.

word should be aa1d ou the datıng of the Ta If aureau 1s
Correct iın datıng Iroyes 3092 ASs COomInNg from the second half of the
welfth CENTUTY, then the Jlosest datıng whıich Can be g1ven 1s sometıme
between the mıddle of the CENTULY and the end of the CENTUCY when
the margınal ote of latın 8192 OCCUTS

Sınce lıst of manuscrıpts exısts for thıs WOrIk, the followıng
incomplete hısting mMa y the begınnıng of such hıst

12th CENLUTY
Cambrıdge, Jesus College, ).B.21; fols Ta68  @. Macy  Knowles, Brooke and London, p. 197); Richard, abbot of Torre,  c. 1199 (cf. Knowles, Brooke and London, p. 198; and Richard of  Southwell, abbot of Welbeck, c. 1197-1224 (ibid.), and there is not  even certain evidence that Richard was an English abbot. It can  only be hoped that further investigation of the manuscripts of this  tract may yield more concrete information.  A word should be said about the dating of the tract. If Haureau is  correct in dating Troyes 302 as coming from the second half of the  twelfth century, then the closest dating which can be given is sometime  between the middle of the century and the end of the century when  the marginal note of B.N. latin 812 occurs.  Since no list of manuscripts exists for this work, the following  incomplete listing may prove the beginning of such a list.  12th century  1) Cambridge, Jesus College, MS. Q.B.21, fols. 11lr-119r. «...a  richardo abbate ecclesie premonstraci ordinis editus. »  2) Cambridge, University Library, MS. Gg.4.16, fols. 97va-101vb.  « Sermo cuiusdam canonici premonstratensis. »  3) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 579, fols. 78v ff.  4) Troyes, Bibliotheque Municipale, MS. no. 302. « Sermo de canone  factus in capitulo Clarevallensi a quodam canonico de ordine Prae-  monstratens]. »  12th-13th century  5) Cambridge, Jesus College, Ms. Q.G.17, fols. 1r-8v.  6) Cambridge, Sidney Sussex College, MS. 50, fols. 1ra ff.  13th century  7) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 288, fols. 34r ff.  8) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 441, pp. 442 ff.  9) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 459, fols. 75 ff. « Summa  Mag. Ioannis Cornubiensis qualiter fiat sacramentum altaris, etc. »  10) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 461, fols 117v ff.  11) Oxford, Bodleian Library, MS. Bodl. 157, fols. 264v ff. «...a  Ricardo abbate ececlesie Premonstrati ordinis editus. »  12) Oxford, Bodleian Library, MS. Cod. Laud Misc. 115, fols.  117v ff. « Petri Comestoris liber super expositionem canonis missae. »  13) Oxford, University College, MS. 77, fols. 50 ff,riıchardo abbate ecclesıe premonstracı ordınıs edıtus.

2) Cambrıidge, University Lıbrary, ? fols 97va-101vb.
Sermo eu1usdam canonıcı premonstratensıs.

Parıs, Bıbliotheque Natıonale, latın D9(9, fols 78v Fn
4) ITroyes, Bıbhotheque Municıpale, 302 Sermo de Canone

factus 1ın capıtulo Clarevallensı quodam CanOoN1CO de ordine TAae-
monstratensı.

th-1I CENTUTY
9) Cambrıidge, Jesus College, Mse Q.6E17, fols 1r-Sv
6) Cambrıidge, Sıdney Sussex College, 90, fols Ira .

T3th CENTUTY
() Cambrıidge, Corpus Chrıist1 College, 288, fols 347 ff
8) Cambrıdge, Corpus Chrıstı College, 44 1, 449 TE
9) Cambrıdge, Corpus OChrıst1 College, 459, fols 75 ä Summa

Mag Toannıs Cornublensıs qualiter fıat sacramentum altarıs, etc
10) Cambrıdge, Corpus Chrıst1 College, 461, fols 173 FE
11) Oxfiord, Bodleıan Library, Bodl 157 fols 264 v {68  @. Macy  Knowles, Brooke and London, p. 197); Richard, abbot of Torre,  c. 1199 (cf. Knowles, Brooke and London, p. 198; and Richard of  Southwell, abbot of Welbeck, c. 1197-1224 (ibid.), and there is not  even certain evidence that Richard was an English abbot. It can  only be hoped that further investigation of the manuscripts of this  tract may yield more concrete information.  A word should be said about the dating of the tract. If Haureau is  correct in dating Troyes 302 as coming from the second half of the  twelfth century, then the closest dating which can be given is sometime  between the middle of the century and the end of the century when  the marginal note of B.N. latin 812 occurs.  Since no list of manuscripts exists for this work, the following  incomplete listing may prove the beginning of such a list.  12th century  1) Cambridge, Jesus College, MS. Q.B.21, fols. 11lr-119r. «...a  richardo abbate ecclesie premonstraci ordinis editus. »  2) Cambridge, University Library, MS. Gg.4.16, fols. 97va-101vb.  « Sermo cuiusdam canonici premonstratensis. »  3) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 579, fols. 78v ff.  4) Troyes, Bibliotheque Municipale, MS. no. 302. « Sermo de canone  factus in capitulo Clarevallensi a quodam canonico de ordine Prae-  monstratens]. »  12th-13th century  5) Cambridge, Jesus College, Ms. Q.G.17, fols. 1r-8v.  6) Cambridge, Sidney Sussex College, MS. 50, fols. 1ra ff.  13th century  7) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 288, fols. 34r ff.  8) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 441, pp. 442 ff.  9) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 459, fols. 75 ff. « Summa  Mag. Ioannis Cornubiensis qualiter fiat sacramentum altaris, etc. »  10) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 461, fols 117v ff.  11) Oxford, Bodleian Library, MS. Bodl. 157, fols. 264v ff. «...a  Ricardo abbate ececlesie Premonstrati ordinis editus. »  12) Oxford, Bodleian Library, MS. Cod. Laud Misc. 115, fols.  117v ff. « Petri Comestoris liber super expositionem canonis missae. »  13) Oxford, University College, MS. 77, fols. 50 ff,Rıcardo abbate ecclesıe Premonstratı ordınıs edıtus.
12) Oxford, Bodle1ian Lıbrary, Cod Laud Mise. 15 fols

ia Bra {T. Petrı Comestorıs lıber exposiıtionem Canon1s mı1lssae.
13) Oxford, University College, (f fols FT
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14) Parıs, Bıblıotheque Natıonale, Iatın 4959, fols 199v Br
15) Parıs, Bıbhotheque Natıonale, latın 1009, fols ff.
16) Parıs, Bıbhotheque Natıonale, latın 1858, fols US v
17) Parıs, Bıbliotheque Natıionale, latın 24.96, fols 04 v u

CEeELUTY
18) Oxford, Merton College, 267, fols 104v 1:

14th CENTUTY
19) Cambrıdge, Unıversıty Lıbrary, Gg.1.5, fols 78v-8S5bv
20) Cambrıdge, Universıty Lıbrary, fols 189rb-193vb

(incomplete).
21) Parıs, Bibliotheque Natıonale, latın 2541, fols 14v ft.

15th CENTUTY
22) Cambrıdge, Corpus Christı College, 179, fols 39v FF
23) Parıs, Bıbliotheque Mazarıne, 993 fols 160 FE

Libellus magıstrı Hugoni1s Parısı]ensıs.

U’ndated undentıfied Manuscrvpts mentioned Y aureau

24) Lısbon, Biıbhoteca naclıonal, Alcobaca 142
25) Parıs, Bıbliotheque Natıonale, atın 5317 (mentioned only

In the tıtle of Hauräau’’s artıcle)
26) Parıs, Bıbliotheque Natıonale, latın (attrıbuted

tO Rıchard of St Vıctor).
27) Parıs, Bibliotheque Natıonale, latın (attrıbuted

LO Rıchard of St Vıctor).
28) Parıs, Bıblıotheque Natıonale, latın
29) Vauclair, unnumbered manuscr1pt from the eYy (attrıbuted

LO ıllıam of St. T’hierry).
St Edmund’s House Mount Pleasant Gary MaAcY
Cambrıdge CB3 OBN

Nota. Since thıs article went ıM0 print, have discovered LWwoOo ILOTE manuscr1pts of
thiıs work

30) London, Lambeth Palace Library 147, fols. 175v {f. century).
341} London, Lambeth Palace Lıbrary 239, fols. 58 v äA binz'ographical note on Richardus Praemonstratensis  69  14) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 459, fols. 199v £f.  15) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 1009, fols: 1 ff.  16) Paris, Bibliothöque Nationale, latin no. 1858, fols. 98v ff.  17) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 2496, fols. 94v ff.  13th-14th cetury  18) Oxford, Merton College, MS. 267, fols. 104v ff.  14th century  19) Cambridge, University Library, MS. Gg.1.5, fols. 78v-85v.  20) Cambridge, University Library, MS. L1.1.15, fols. 189rb-193vb  (incomplete).  21) Paris, Bibliothe&que Nationale, latin no. 2541, fols. 14v ff.  15th century  22) Cambridge, Corpus Christi College, MS. 179, fols. 39v ff.  23) Paris, Bibliotheque Mazarine, MS. no. 993, fols. 160 S  « Libellus magistri Hugonis Parisiensis. »  Undated or unidentified Manuseripts mentioned by Haureau  24) Lisbon, Biblioteca nacional, MS. Alcobaca 142.  25) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 5317 (mentioned only  in the title of Haur6au’s article)  26) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 15988 (attributed  to Richard of St. Victor).  27) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 16499 (attributed  to Richard of St. Victor).  28) Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, latin no. 11579.  29) Vauclair, an unnumbered manuscript from the Abbey (attributed  to William of St. Thierry).  St. Edmund’s House - Mount Pleasant  Gary MAcoY  Cambridge CB3 OBN  Nota. Since this article went to print, I have discovered two more manuscripts of  this work :  30) London, Lambeth Palace Library MS. no. 147, fols. 175v ff. (12th century).  31) London, Lambeth Palace Library MS. no. 235, fols. 58v ff. « ... a Ricardo Abate  ecclesie premonstrati ordinis editus. » (13th century.)  The provenance of Lambeth Palace MS. no. 147 may be the Augustinian house of  Llanthony, near Wales (of. M. R. James and Claude Jenkins, A Descriptive Catalogue  of the Manuscripts in the Library of Lambeth Palace [Cambridge, 1930], pp- 235-236).Ricardo Abate

ecclesie premonstratı ordıinıs edıtus. century.)
'T’he PTOVENAaNCO of Lambeth Palace 147 May be the Augustinian house of

Llanthony, NeAar Wales (cf. James and Claude Jenkıns, Descruptive Catalogue
of the Manuscrvpts un the Tibrary of Lambeth Palace [Cambridge, 235-236).


