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(From Transactions of the Archeological Society of Gilasgow. ) :

ACCOUNT OF A COPY OF THE FIRST EDITION OF THE
SPECULUM MAJUS OF VINCENT DE BEAUVAIS, 1473

SUPPLEMENT TO NOTES ON BOOKS OF SECRETS, PART 11
BY

JOHN FERGUSON, M.A,

PROFESEQOR OF CHEMISTRY IN THE UNIVERSITY OF GLASGOW.

[Read to the Archaological Socicty of Glasgow, Thursday, December 18, r884.)

On a former occasion,® and in connection with books on arts and
inventions, T happened to refer to the work of Vincent de Beauvais as
perhaps the most voluminous of the Middle Ages, and certainly one of the
biggest printed before 1501, and I gave a brief account of copies of two
different editions of the Speculum Naturale. At that time I was in possession
of the Specwlum Historiale also; and had consulted the descriptions by Van
Praet® and Brunet,® but the question as to the date and printer of the volumes
did not specially interest me until I completed the work by acquiring the
remaining divisions—the Speculum Doctrinale and Speculum Morale.

It is unnecessary to say that in English there is absolutely nothing about
this remarkable monument of fifteenth century art, except a notice in the
catalogue of Kloss's library*sold by auction in 1835—fifty years ago—a cata-
logue that has long since disappeared.

The fullest collation I have seen is by Van Praet. It has been copied and
condensed by Brunet, who, however, has not taken the trouble to check Van
Praet’s statements, and it is followed also by Graesse.s The descriptions by

1 Tramsactions of the Avchaological Society of Glasgow, 1883, vol. IL p. 246.
 Catalogue des Livves imprimés sior Vélin, Paris, 1822, T. IV. pp. 290-298.
* Manws!, Paris, 1864, T. V. col. 1253.

¢ Catalogue of the Library of Dy, Kloss, London, 1835, Nos. 3943-45.

 Tvdsor de Livres Rares, Dresden, 1867, VI. Sec. Part. p. 325.
Al :
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other writers® are so vague, and are so defective in numerical data, that they
are useless for real bibliographic purposes, however interesting they may be
from other points of view. But especially as clearing away some of the con-
fusion which has enveloped the subject ought to be mentioned the short
tract of Desbarreaux-Bernard® ‘on the first edition of the Speculum Majus.
Indeed, it was owing to the perusal of his tract, and the detection of want of
agreement between his account and my own copy, that I was led to examine
the latter more attentively, apart altogether from its connection with books
of secrets. Desbarreaux-Bernard enjoyed the advantage of being able to
compare several copies of the so-called editio princeps, and he had thus
the means of classifying their differences and of observing the relationship
of the various issues. But his account, like those already quoted, is both
defective in numerical data and erroneous. He, too, seems to have ac-
cepted Van Praet’'s numbers as correct, and he has thus helped to per-
petuate very misleading blunders, besides introducing some inaccuracies of
his own.

The consequence of such non-agreement among the different authorities is
to make the description of a previously unknown copy of the first edition an
absolute necessity. And here I cannot but regret that Hain did not live to

* Maittaire, Amnales Typographici, Amstel. 1733, I. p. 324. He had seen only the
8. Naturale and the S. Aistoriale with the colophon, and says that the first edition is of
the rarest occurrence. De Bure (Biblicgraphie fnstrsctive, Paris, 1768, Histoire, T. L
P- 247) speaks with uncertainty about it, and simply discusses opinions. Clément
(Biblivthique Curiense, Gottingen, 1752, T. III. p. 77) has a long and very interesting
account of the first edition, pointing out its beauty, value, and great rarity; but unfortunately
he gives no collations, so that it is not possible to identify the different parts, though it is
obvious that they were not all of one issue. The 5. Historiale had Mentellin’s colophon,
Panzer (dnnales Typographici, Norimbergae, 1793, I p. 18) assigns all four parts to
Mentellin, but without giving sufficient collations. In these works references to other
authorities will be found.

" Etude Bibliographique sur IEdition du Speculum Quadruplex. . . . Attribude &
Sean Mentel, , ., . Pars, 1872, 8vo, pp. 25, and 2 leaves of fac-similes. In spite of
various inaccuracies and doubtful criticism, which I shall have to notice in the following, I
think the author has proved his main thesis that three distinct editions rank under the editio

princeps. 1 am not so sure about the proportion he assigns to Mentellin.
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of the work." It is the result of the perusal of a vast number of books, and
much of its value for the present time turns upon the fact that it contains
extracts from books which are no longer in existence, or have disappeared
into libraries where they are unknown.

It is divided into three parts called Specula—Mirrors, viz.: Speculum
Naturale, Speculum Doctrinale, Speculum Historiale, To them is added a
fourth: Speculum Morale, which bears Vincent's name, although it is probably
not by him.* Into that question it is needless to enter here. For bibliographie
purposes it must be included, for whether genuine or not, or contemporary in
authorship or not, it forms part of the edifio princeps.

Two hundred years after it was composed, the book was printed. It is
difficult to say exactly how many volumes it fills, for that depends on the
way the sections are arranged, but, taking these as they occur, it may be
divided as follows:

Speculum Naturale, 2 volumes,

b

- Doctrinale, 1 volume.
" Historiale, 4 volumes,
i Morale, 3 volumes,

This makes ten volumes in all, but, as I have it, it is bound in six volumes.
Mentel®* says it is in ten; Van Praet says it is in eight; De Bure enters
into an argument to prove that it was in ten; Graesse says it is in Eeven,
but may be arranged in nine. The number is of no real importance.

The first edition of this great work is usually said to have been printed at
Strassburg by Johann Mentellin in 1473-76. The reason why it is assigned
to him is that his name is found appended both to the Specwlum Historiale
and to a copy of the Speculum Morale, and the dates above-mentioned are also
found in these sections respectively. The assumption is then made that the
other sections which have no name and date were also printed by Mentellin

1 Details are to be got in Quétif and Fchard’s Seriptores Ordinds Pradicatorum, Lutet.
Paris. 1719, L p. 212, and in Daunou’s essay already referred to.

2 Quétif and Echard examined this point, and decided against the authenticity of the
5. Morale.

* De Vera Typographia Origine Paranesis, Paxis. 1650, p. 78.

- Raile,

















































2” The 6y-line edition, with the peculiar A and R:

o

Speculum Naturale. One volume of this very rare edition Desbarreaux-Bernard
discovered in the Toulouse Library.
o Doctrinale. This is well known, and there is a variation of it.
4 Historiale. This is mentioned by the bibliographers, and I have quoted
the copy in the Bodleian.
0 Morale. Never printed in this edition, according to Desbarreaux-

Bernard.
3" The 62-line edition, with Mentellin’s name :—

Speculum Naturale. Desbarreaux-Bernard thinks this edition was seen and described
by Maittaire.

i Doctrinale. No copy known.
i Historiale, This is the common one.
5 Morale. There 1s a copy with Mentellin’s. name and the date 1476, in

the Bibliothéque Nationale, The copies in the British Museum and
Bodleian and my own copy have no name or date.

It has been the general custom of bibliographers to mix up these different
issues and assign the result to Mentellin. The arguments against this view
were clearly set forth in Kloss’s Catalogue and have been more fully discussed
by Desbarreaux-Bernard. It has been on the whole successfully shown that
the 66 and 67-line editions were executed by some unknown printers, and
that Mentellin’s 62-line edition is probably the third in order. Desbarreaux-
Bernard has further given reasons for believing that the S. Aforale never
appeared in the 66 or 67-line edition, but was printed for the first time in the
62-line edition by Mentellin.

It does not seem to me, however, that Desbarreaux-Bernard has been so
successful in proving that Mentellin printed the whole four Specu/a in the
62-line form. The S. Historiale and the dated S. Morale are perfectly certain,
and so probably is the undated S. Morale. But for the S. Doctrinale he can
produce no evidence in any shape, and as to the S. Vafurale he is only able to
infer that Maittaire saw a copy. Maittaire, indeed, saw the S. Nafurale and
the S. Historiale. The latter had Mentellin’s name and date, and both were
printed in a type “Gothicus et satis venustus.” Desbarreaux-Bernard assumes
that if the S. NVafurale had been a 66 or 67-line copy, Maittaire would have
noticed the difference in the type, and he thinks that the phrase “satis
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venustus” applies more accurately to Mentellin’s “round” type than to the
semi-gothic of the other editions, Maittaire’s copy, he therefore concludes,
was of the 6z-line edition.

I should never think of denying the possibility of a 62-line copy of the
S. Naturale, but 1 should like some more conclusive evidence. Maittaire
probably never troubled himself about the not very striking difference between
the semi-gothic and the round characters, and the phrase safis venustus seems
to me more applicable to the type of the 66-line edition than to Mentellin’s.
Moreover, Maittaire calls the character go#his, and part of Desbarreaux-
Bernard’s argument against the 66 or 67-line edition being by Mentellin is
that Mentellin's characters are not even semi-gotiic but sound, and he criticises
Van Praet on this very point. Moreover, not one single 62-line copy of the
S. Naturale is quoted by any authority, Maittaire included, and the whole
passage appears to me to have had its meaning warped for Desbarreaux-
Bernard—by his pre-conceived notion of three distinct and enfire editions,
of which one only is by Mentellin. In the meantime the only conclusion
that seems to agree with the facts is that, whether the 66 and ‘67-line
editions were printed by Mentellin or not,* only the S. Historiale and Morale
in the 62-line form can be definitely ascribed to him. If copies of the other
portions in the same form should ever be discovered, then Desbarreaux-Bertrand
shall have proved this part of his thesis also, but until the actual copies or
stronger proofs of their existence are produced, this part of his conclusions can
be regarded only as a hypothesis. It is just possible that Mentellin for some
reason did not find it necessary to reprint the S. Naturale and Docirinale at
all, but confined himself to the S. Historiale, and added the S. Morale, which
had not appeared before. It is a curious confirmation of the view that the
common copies (if such a thing can be spoken about) are those not only
which have been described in the present paper, but which are best known
to every bibliographer—viz., .S, Naturale, 66 lines; 5. Docirinale, 67 lines;
S. Historiale, 6z lines; S. Morale, 62 lines, Those which occur more rarely

1 That the 67-line one was mof, is probably proved by the occurrence of the curious
capital R, which is not met with in any acknowledged work by Mentellin, It occurs also
in the 67-line edition of the Catholicom, of which very rare work there is a copy in the
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are: S. Nafurale, 67 lines; and 5. Historiale, 67 lines. Those which are
quite unknown are: S. Nafurale, 62 lines; S. Doctrinale, 62 lines; S. Merale,
66 and 67 lines. There must be some reason for this—I do not think that it
has as yet been fully given.

I have spoken just now of “the common copies,” but such a phrase is
entirely relative, for there is hardly any book less common than a complete
set of the editio princeps (however constituted) of the Speculum Majus,
Besides the copy now described, there are only other two in this country
which I know of, one in the British Museum, and one in the Bodleian. In
the Sunderland Library there were only the S Natwrale and S. Historiale.
In the great library at Althorp there are—according to Dibdin*—only three
out of the four volumes of the S. Aistoriale.  After ransacking all the published
catalogues obtainable, I have been able to find no other copies. But, besides,
every one, Maittaire, De Bure, Clément, Brunet, &c., &c., has without excep-
tion alluded to its extreme rarity, and Desbarreaux-Bernard has added that
if an occasional section of it be met with, even it is usually incomplete,
The present copy, therefore, as containing all the parts, and representing
the first three issues, is specially important.

These volumes, however, possess atditional interest to their rarity, for they
occupy a conspicuous place in the history of printing. They are among the
earliest specimens of the art, they are certainly among the first—if they be
not actually the first produced at Strassburg. It has been even claimed for
Mentellin that printing was discovered by him at Strassburg, but though that
claim has been long since disposed of, there is no doubt that Mentellin was one
of the first printers. The magnificence of the edifio princeps of the Speculum,
in which Mentellin may be said to have a share, shows what an artistic
perfection printing reached almost as soon as it was invented. The paper—
better than the best of modern drawing paper—the ink, black and lustrous,
the size of the page, the width of the margins, the arrangement of the matter,
everything reveals the fact that the first printers were artists, not mere
mechanics ; and when one contemplates these volumes, the expression regal,
which has been used regarding them, is assuredly felt to be the most appro-

Y Supplement to the Bibliotheca Spenceriana, London, 1822, p. 33, No, 1036,
















