
THE I {ANUSCRIPTS OF THOI , ' IAS ERPENIUS

By J.  C.  T.  Oates

l,ly subject is a coLlection of manuscrlpts written in

Arabic,  Persian,  Turk ish,  Syr iacr  Hebrew, Copt ic,  Javanese'  and

ualayt ancl I bring to it a mincl guite unclouded by any know-

ledge of any of those tong'ues. I make this confession not

because I have any objection to being thought more learned than

I am, but because some of you certainly understand some of those

languages, and would guickly perceive that I do not; and if I

were discovered affecting to understand those things which I do

not understand, you might perhaps go on to infer that I also do

not understand those things which I think I do unclerstand' And

so my last state would be worse than my first'

These rnanuscripts were collected by Thomas van Erpe,

conunonly catfed Thomas Erpenius, professor of oriental langTuages

at the unlversity of Leyden, who dieil of the plaque on 13 Novem-

ber 1624, a few weeks af ter  h is for t ieth b i r thday'  He Possessed'

as well as rnanuscrJ.pts, a library of printed books and a Press

which he had equipped at his own exPense for the production of

or iental  texts.

I shall begin by stating in outline what happened to

Erpenlusrs manuscr lpts af ter  h is c leath.  I  shal1 then c i te a

number of learned authorities in support of my statsnent of

these facts,  ani l  to show that  i t  is  inconceLvable that  they

should ever hawe been lgnored, forgotten, or mlsunderstood' I

sha1l  then c i te other author i t ies '  equal ly  learned, to show that

they have nevertheless been misunderstoocl, forgotten and lgnored'

And I  shal l  end by t ry ing to reconstruct  the facts in greater

detal l .  My method wi l l  necessar i ly  entai l  sorne repet i t ion '  and

this I  hoPe You wi l l  forgive.

Erpenius,  then,  d ied on 13 Novenber 1624'  Two days later

Gerardus Johannes Vossius del ivered in the theological  lecture-

ha11 of  Leyden Univers i ty  a funeral  orat lon in honour of  h ls

dead col league, descr ib ing j -n moving words his l i fe and hls

I i fe 's  work,  and the projects of  h is pr int ing-press lef t  uncom-

pleted by his unt imely death-  This orat ion,  ) r 'at io in o lvLtun

ZLar"Lssi*i ac pr.aestantissiwL 'L)L!-- Thomae Erpenii, was published

ee offieina Erpeniana in 1525, and to it were added a number of

funerary verses and a catalognle cf  Erpenius 's books,  both manu-

scr ipt  and pr inted.  This col lec*- i -cn of  verses ,  Petr"L SevtLDerLi

Manei Erpeniani. Quibus acceiur: i;teedia uat"torum, has its

own t i t le-page and col lat ion,  A-F-,  the catalognre of  Erpenius 's

l ibrary beginning on El  recto benea'-h i ts  own drop-t i t le  and

occupying sheets E and F;  but  the : l t le-page of  the )v 'at io

makes it clear that tlne 1z'atio ani --he llanes form one public-

ation, though in two parts: Aeee 1'.,.-.: .'.nebrLa anicortm CaTnrLtn.

i ten 'Catalogus Libv 'o in orLenLaTi- . - ,  :  ' : '  te l  mfr tuscrtpt i '  DeL

edtt i ,  in  b ibLi .otheea Erpeni-ana e:e: . - - '  Ambigul t ies in the



i.ay-out of the CataLogus and j.n the description of sorne itsns
make exact enumeratl,on lmposslble, but the number of manuscrlpt
volumes l is ted is  not  less than nJ.nety- three,  and the number
cf  pr inted books is  about 150.

Leyden Univers i ty ,  which al ready owned the or iental ia
bequeathed to i t  in  1609 by J.  J.  Scal iger '  was of  course
anxious to add Erpenlusrs books to i ts  l ibrary.  Neqot iat lons
fcr their purchase were begrun in l4ay 1525 and continuecl until
the following November, $rhen they suddenly ceased, at a moment
when i t  seered l ikely that  agrednent was about to be reached:
and they ceased because the Duke of  Buckingham' who was staying
at  The Hague in November and Decsnber 1625, ungxpectedly inter-
vened and bought the manuscripts. on June 1st of the following
year (1625) BuckinEham was elected Chancel lor  of  Cdnbr idge
IJnivers i ty ,  which now looked to h im for  some spectacular  bene-
fa.ct j -on.  There was ta lk of  h is intent ion of  bui ld ing a new
Lrniv:rs l ty  l ibrary and of  bes+-owing Erpeniusrs manuscr ipts
r ipon i t ;  but-  he had done nothing by 23 August  1628, the date

1 )- r is  assassinat ion by John Fel ton at  Portsmouth.  Erpeniusrs
manuscr ipts thus passed to h is widowed duchess,  who eventual ly
qresented them to the univers i ty  in June 1632. They were
s ; re l ved ,  as  t he  un i ve r s i t y  accoun t s  show ,  i n  a  p ress  made
spor:raLIy for  them, on which was pJ-aced a connenorat ive inscr ip-
i  i . i n ;

Iten paici Lo Ed.oarde Woofuuffe foz, a pt,esse for the
Areb,!.cke book.es e6-O-0j lten to the Snith for Lockes,
l;tt'r,es ar.d plates fon the presse in the Ltbratg fot'
l :he thtkes bookes €I-4-O; I ten for  ur tght i r ,g the
D:.Lkes 'tnscrti.^1:ior. upcn his deske cf bcokes tn the
i , LD ) 'A r t ,  U - IU -U .

when about 1650 an industr ious under- I ibrary-keeper named
.ionathan Pi.ndar compiled the vol'.:me known as the Donors' Book
he l . is ted the Dukers books cn his f i rs t  t t r ree pages,  preceded
rr l_-v by the copy of  h ls own works which King James I  qave in
l '2a.  Thcy number e ighty-seven voh:rnes.  Five of  them are not
; r l r n t - i f i ab l e  i n  t he  Voss ius -Sc r i ve r i us  Ca taLogus  o f  L625 i  anJ
r  . ,  r  f  . l ^ F  , r F m c  n y i - - ^ r  . ^ .  - - -  ,  g  a r e  n o t  i d e n t i f i a b l eP r r r i L E u  t q  q t v ? 4 '

l r  ' . , ) e  l ) o n o r s '  B o o k ;  b u t  o f  t h e  e i g h t y - s e v e n  v o l u m e s  l i s t e d  i n

i r .  i ) ( )nors '  Book  a l l  save  one are  ident i f iab le  in  the  L ib rary
(  t a y ,  f h e  m r s s i n c  i L e m  b e i n g  t h e  e j g h t y - s r x t h ,  w h i c h  P i n d a r

. -  : r c  f  s u c h  n c v e l ,  t h o u g h  i n c o m p r e h e n s i b l e ,  i n t e r e s t  t h a t  h e

r i ' s - r l b e d  i t  a t  ] e n g t h ,  t h u s :  " S o m e  r h a r a c t e r s  u p o n  r e e d s

br ;nd  in  w i th  two s t i cks  and s t r ings  or  ra ther  o f  the  Leaves
' i  a  T o d d y  t r e e  w r i t t  i n  t h e  I n d u s t a n  C h a r a c t e r  c o n s i s t i n g  o f

. 2 . 1  ] e a v e s  e i g h t  a n d  t w e n t - i e  l o o s e  l e a v e s  i n  f o l i o  a n d  p a p e r . "

r t  the  e igh ty -s ix  ident i f iab fe  vo f r . : rnes ,  some conta in  Erpen ius 's
:  r i n d r a n h -  n r  d c q e r i n t i v e  t i t l e s  i n  l a t i n  a n d  o t h e r  n o t e s  i n

i , i s  hand;  o thers  conta in  descr ip t i ve  t i t les  and no tes  in  the

: ' r r r i  o f  A b r a h a n  W h e l o c k ,  a  s c h o l a r  i n  A r a b i c  ( a n d  i n  A n g l o -
' . r : cn)  who was Un ivers i ty  t - ib ra r ian  f rom 1629 to  1653.  These

. "  r . , - r i o f i v +  t i f l c s  a r e  s o r n e t i m e s  a b b r e v i a t e d  f r o m  t h e  V o s s i u s -

I
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Scriverius Catalogtts i and further abbreviated they are always

the source of Jonathan Pind.arts entries 1n the Donorsr Book.

The special bookcase which the Library naile and its

inscriptj-on r.rere destroyed more than two centuries ago: yet if

the Library hacl contrivecl to lose, not one of Erpenius's manu-

scripts, but all of thsn' along with the relevant archives and

documents, there would still be arnple evidence that Buckingham

bought thefl and that the Llbrary once Possessed them. In 1627
Vossius publtshed hj-s De histo?icis Latinie Libt"L tres, dedrc-

ati.ng it to Buckinghdn, of whose encouragement of learning he

writes thus: "There was a clanger that the manuscripts tthich my

dear colleague the late Thomas Erpenius hacl collected over the
years at great risks and expense from the East and from Africa

and elsewhere might be unhappily scattered, to the detriment of

the republ ic  of  let ters.  As soon as you became aware of  th is '

at  your Highness's b idding and as a resul t  of  your great  bounty,
this noble library was ransomed from the unclerworld' as it were,

for the public Aooal and especially for that of the University

of  carnbr idge." l  Si rn i lar ly  in L642 John Selc len wr i tes in the
preface to his eclition of Eutychius that, whereas there j-s no

rnanuscr j .pt  of  th is author in the r ich or iental  col lect ions at

Leyden, or in the Isnbrosiana at llllan, or in the Escorial-, or
j-n the Bod1eian, or ln the library of the Earl of Arunalel,

there is nevertheless one ln the University Library of Carnbridge,

among the books which forrnerly belongecl to Erpenl-us and were
gj.ven to it by the Duke of Buckingham;1 and although Selden hin-

self did not use the Cambrldge manuscript, Pococke took some

readings f rorn i t  for  h is own ecl i t l -on of  1625, in which he repr int-

ed much of  Seldenrs preface,  inc lu i l ing the passage I  have just

quoted. Meanwhile in L642 Sir Henry Wotton had given in his

Short Vieu of the Life and Death of George ViLLers (which was

four times reprintecl before 1585 in rhe ReLi'quiae Wottonianae) a

ci . rcumstant la l  accountr  to which I  sha1l  return,  of  the Duke's
purchase of the manuscripts and of their presentation to Canb-

ridge by the ilowager duchess. Nor is there lack of other testin-

onies.  Br ian wal ton,  in the Pt 'oLegomena to h is Pol-yglot t  Bib le

of  1557-50 descr lbes a volume of  the Hebrew bib le dated 1347 at

Cambridge ,  he says,  "one of  the books belonging to

Erpenius {h ich the Duke of  Buckingham gave to the Univers i ty ."J

J. H. Hottinger, in nis BibLiothecarius quadl"tpat'titus, published

at Z. i i r ich in 1564rwr i tes,  ln h is paragraph on the l ibrar ies of

cambridge: "Biblt,otheca publica, quan Bucl{inghoniae Dw' occas-

ione Bibliothecae Etpenianae distraetae, aurit, mtltos Codices
possidet  Arabicos."a This I  g ive in lat in because I  cannot be

sure what Hottinger meant by the word distraetae. Did he rnean

simply dtu ided,  in the sense that  Erpenlus 's manuscr l -pts were

separatedl after his cleath from his printed books? Or clid he

mean, in accordance vrith a contrnon usage of the word in classical

Lat ln,  soLd of f  in paz'celsz The quest ions are not  rhetor ical ,

and at  the end of  th is paper I  shal l  t ry  to answer them.

I  do not  doubt that  i t  would be possib le to cul l  many other

references sirnil-ar to these from the works of seventeenth- and

eighteenth-century or ientaList  scholars,  and I  shal I  not  labour



the point much further; but If any doubts yet linger some
confirmatory hints may be founcl in Bernard's Catalogi. of !697,
where his list of rnanuscrj-pts in the University Llbrary, ltself
reprinted from James'g Eeloga of 1600, ls extended by an Aucta-
z,iwn of sixty-three volumes e bibLiotlpcd oiz"i clariesi,nri Tlnmae
Erpeni i , ;  in  Le Long's BibLiotheea Bac?a, f i rs t  publ ished at
Leipzig in 1709;) in the Bibliotheea bibliothecarutn of ttontfauc-
on (Par is,  1739),  being abbre,v late i l  select ions f rom Bernar i l ;
and in the t ravel  d iar ies,  posthnously publ ished in I?53-4,  of
the informative but unlikeable zacharias Conrad von Uffenbach,
who in 1710 visited the Unj-versity l,lbrary and saw Erpenius's
manuscripts (though his gnricle Thomas Baker could not te11 him
whether a1I of them had come to Canrbridge), and moreover copied
down the conmemorative inscription written on vellum and hanging
in a f rame at  the end of  the bookcase.6

I I

By the middle of the eighteenth century therefore the pres-
ence of Erpenius's manuscripts at Cambridge had been clocumented
and publicised beyond any apparent possibility of misunderstand-
ing or doubt; and the facts have of course been stated and re-
stated s ince then,  br lef ly  by Henry Brat lshaw in h is h istor ical
sketch "The University Library" (flrst printed in the Canbr4dge
Ihtioersttg Cazette in February anal March 1869 and reprlnted
both in 188I as his Memorandwn 1Vo.6 and ln 1889 in hi.s CoLLeeted
Pqers)  and in greater  detai l  by E.  c.  Browne in an ar t ic le
which he pri.nted in the Joutnal of the RoyaL As.)atic Soaiety in
1894 ("Descr ipt ion of  an Ol i l  Pers ian Comnentary on the Ku'ran")
and in 1896 in the j-ntroductLon to his CataLogute of the Persian
Manusct Lpts in the Library of the tlnioersitg of Canbridge.
Sone in i t ia l  bewi lderment among the c i t izens of  Leyden was of
course inevi table,  s ince the Duke made his purchase unexpectedly.
guickly,  and secret ly  at  the very moment when their  own negot-
iat ions seerned to be about to be successful ly  concluded: and
we nay suppose that the usual we1l-inforrned sources did not keep
si lent .  One of  thern was Erpenius 's f r iend Andreas Rivetus,  who
in a letter written from Leyden on 29 January 1626 told Johannes
Meursius that Buckingham had bought the books and presented them
to Oxford. '  ThLs apart ,  I  do not  f inc l  any posi t ive mis informa-
t ion in pr int  unt i l  the nineteenth century,  I t  is ,  however,
cur ious that  \^rhen in 1658 J.  H.  Hott inger pr inted in the appen-
dix to his Prontuat Lutn siqe bibLiotheca orientaLis the catalo-
gues of  four or iental  col lect ions,  he chose not  to state the
locat ion of  the Bibl iotheca Etpeniana ( the contents of  which he
repr inted,  abbreviat ing many entr ies and omit t ing three al tog-
ether, either from the Vossl-us-scriverius Catalcgtts or from some
other source very s imi lar  to i t ) ,  though he refers in h is text
(p.72) to Erpenius 's manuscr lpt  of  Eutychius,  'which I  saw in
England at  Cambridge' ,  and,  as we have seen, made no bones about
stat j .ng in 1564 that  Cambri i lge possessed. the whole col lect ion.
I t  is  certa in ly possib le that  later  generat ions were mis led by
ltrhe senno aeadenieus delivered on 29 October 1674 by lriedrich
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Spanheim before the University of Leyden and printed^in the cat-

a logue of  i ts  l ibrary which was publ ished that  year.o This

address is written in the kind of hot-house tatin which causes

the reader 's  spectacles to steam over whi le s imul taneously

reducing his brain to the consistency of boiled cabbage; but it

is  st i l l  possib le to c l lscern that  in one passaqe Spanheim at t r ib-

utes the r iches of  the or iental  col lect ions at  Leyden to the

successive agencJ.es of  Scal iger,  Erpenius,  and Gol ius (parar"Lo

prLnlbn Scal'Lgero, tfrn Urpenio . . - ac tandem Jacobo GoLioal .

Scal-iger bequeathed books to the University, and Golius travelled

to the east in oraler to buy then with the University's money;

Erpenius doubt less encouraged the Univers i ty 's  acquis i t ion of

oriental books whenever he could. But whether Spanheim believed

that Erpenius dicl more than this is something which only Spanheim

could te l l  us.  There is  certa in ly no ment. ion of  Erpenius in the

Speatmen catalogi codLcwn WS, oz"LentaLiun BibLiothecae Aeademiae

Lugduno-Batauae p.u:- out by H. A. Hamaker in 1820, where the pre-

gninence of the oriental collections at Leyden is unarnbiguously

ascr ibed to the Judgment and generosi ty of  Gol ius,  Scal iger '  and

Levlnus warner (Nec ilLud profecto aLiter fi-et"L potuit' Quippe

eLar"Lssina seculi decini septinrL ingenia, Golius, SeaLiger' et

llarmerws, nagna judicLo in eligendits, sulftne LibeTaLitate i.n cobnen-

dis MSS. ueriati suntz see the beginning of the Pt'aefatio) '

The first Dutch writer to attempt an account of the events

concerning Erpenius 's l ibrary af ter  h is death was Matth i js  Sieg-

enbeek in the second vol tmte,  publ ished in 1832, of  h is h istory

of  Leiden Univers i ty . l0 Erpenius,  he says,  had arranged for  h is

whole col lect ion of  or iental  books,  both manuscr ipt  and pr inted'

to be of fered to the Univers i ty ,  "and,"  he cont inues'  "a l though

they decided to buy thsn and f ixed a generous pr ice of  5,OOO

gui lders,  no fur ther pfggress was made in the matter :  for  what

reason ,  I  canno t  saY . " t t

Siegenbeek,  then,  knew nothing about the Duke of  Buckingharnrs

part  in the af fa i r ;  no more did the author of  the f i rs t  two vol-

umes of  the catalogrue of  or iental  manuscr ipts at  Leiden which

cornmenced publ icat ion j -n 1851. This d ist inquished scholar  -

accord. ing to h is t i t le-page he was a Master of  Theoret ical  Phi los-

nnhw -  a nnetor  or  Hrmane Let ters '  a corresponding member of  thc

Royal  Dutch Academy and of  the Acaderny of  History of  Madr id,  an

Hono ra ry  Fe11ow o f  t he  As ia t i c  Soc ie t y  o f  Pa r i s ,  and  i n  t he  Un l v -

ers i ty  of  Leyden Professor of  History and Assistant  Exposator  of

the warner Bequest  -  th is d ist inguished scholar ,  whose ant ic lxac-

tic narne r.tas Dozy, introduced the first volume of his catalogue

with an account of  the col lect ion 's h istory and growth'  Of Er 'pen-

ius 's l ibrary he wr i tes thus:  Erpenius had lef t  a nurnber of

books, both printetl and manuscript . Gol.ius (who had been

elected !o succeed him as Professor of  or ientaf  Languages) was

anxious to keep then for  the Univers i ty .  He to ld the Curators

that both the prlnted books and the manuscripts were essential

for  the performance of  h is dut ies as a teacher,  and that  one of

Erpenius 's last  instruct ions to h is wi fe hai l  been that  she was to

give the Univers l ty  the preference above aI l  other potent ia l  pur-



chasers. tte added that foreign dealers had made known their

wish to buy the library for the PaPal ltuncio' but that the

widow preferred to sel1 to the curators and was asking 4,000

f lor ins,  which was ErpenJ-us's own valuat iont  she wanted I1000

florins paid down, and the rsnainder in three annual instal-

ments of the same amount. The curators were very willing to

buy,  but  lacked the money.  Final ly  the Counci l  of  the States

of  Hol land and l lest  Fr iesland made i t  possib le for  the Curators

to buy by rnaking them an irrcnediate grant of I,000 florins from
publ ic  funds,  the 3 'OOO f lor ins outstanding to be paid of f  hal f

f rom publ ic  funds and hal f  by the univers i ty . l2 "one might

suppose therefore,"  Dozy concludes,  " that  aI I  Erpenius 's manu-

scr ipts are in our l ibrary,  rn ixed up wi th Gol ius 's:  but  a con-
par ison wi th the catalogue appended to Vossius 's speech shows

that  the opposi te is  the case.  we do not  possess,  for  example '

the two copies of  the dict ionary of  a l -Jawhar i ,  one wr i t ten in

Baghdad A.H.673, the other in four volunes in quarto '  lacking

the second volume; we do not  possess,  e i ther,  the seven volumes

of the Universal  History of  l4 i rchond, or  the turk ish t ranslat ion

of  Tabar i  -  in a word,  a l l  the mam:scr ipts which were of  some

value.  Some of  Erpenius 's manuscr ipts,  i f  not  a l l  of  them, have

made their  way to the Canbr ia lge Univers i ty  L ibrary,  I  know not

how" ;  and  he  t hen  c i t es  E rpen ius ' s  ce l eb raLed  manusc r i p t  o f

Eu t ych ius  and  h i s  manusc r i p t  o f  fm ra ' u r l -Qays ,  wh i ch  Re i ske  i n

1 7 4 2  h a d  s t a t e d  t o  b e  a t  C a m b r i d g e . ' )

rn the first of the AddenCa c't enendantia published in the

f i f t l r  vo l ume  o f  t h i s  ca ta l ogue  i n  1873  Dozy  ^ f f e red  a  pa r t i a l

co r rec t i on  o f  t h i s  na r ra t l ve ,  quo t i ng  S ieqenbeek ' s  s t a temen t

that  for  reasons unknown the Univers l ty  fa i led to buy the manu-

sc r i p t s .  1 t .  i s  some  i l l u s t - r a t i on  o f  t he  danqe rs  o f  ove r - s i e . i a l -

i za t i on  i n  scho la r sh iF  r ha t  f i f t een  yea rs  ea r l i e r  " f .  A .  V :n  C r r
r -  a - .  - . , L r i - h ^ 4  - h ^  r o : q . n s : r . i t e  c l e a f l V  f : - ' , . e  r t _ - : - l f  f .d d  , I a u  t s u u l r r r r c q  Y u r  u c  e + ! q ! r r

Erpeni .us in the fourth voLume of  h is d ict i -onary c:  DJtch nd: ion-

al  b iography,  though he makes the mistake of  supposing that

Buckingham bought,  not  the manr:scr ipts onlyr  but  the whole l ib-

r a r y .  '  -

Dozy ' s  na r ra t i ve  was  f i r s t  amp l i , ' i ed  i n  1888  by  Mar t i n
I ' heodo r  Hou tsma ,  who  pub i i shod  f r om a  ranuscL rp t  a t  LeYden  se l -

ec ted  l e t t e r s  w r i t t en  bY  g rpen lus .  Go l j - r r s ,  and  wa rne r . ' "  I n

his very br ief  accotrnt  of  * .he negot iat ions between the Univer-

s1 t y  and  t he  w idow  hc  re fe r s  t o  a  docmen t ,  pub l i shed  i n  1696 ,

f ron which i t  appears that  the Univers l tv  u ished to acquire nct

t . hc  manusc r iD t - s  on l v  bu t  t he  who le  l i b ra r - v  and  a l so  t he  o r i en ta l

press,  wh- ich the widow was required *-o grua:aa+-ee wourd remain in

Leyd .en ;  and  f r om th i s  he  deduced  t ha i -  t he  L r r vc r s i t y ' s  p r ima ry

ob jec t -  was  t o  secu re  t he  p ress ,  and  t ha t  when  i t s  sa fe t y  was

assu red  by  i t s  pu rchase  by  t he  E l zev i r s ,  negc t i a t iDns  f o r  Lhe

l l b ra r y  we re  abandoned  as  o f  on l y  n i no r  impo r tance . "  E rpe t r i t r s ' s

manusc r i p t s ,  he  con t i nues ,  we re  so ld  and  < l i spe rsed  (De rkaeh i  c -
1,)€?strooid geraakt) ,  and some of  then were l -ater  acquired by the

Bodleian (here he points to a Koran which casaubon gave to Erpen-

:us,  an<l  was eventual ly  bequeathei  ' -o the Bodleian by Archbishc'p
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Marsh, who bought lt at Gotius's sale) and others by Cambridge
(here he points to Hottinger's reference in his Pnamtum"tun Eo

the manuscript of Eutychius, and to Erpeniusts manuscript of

the psalms in Syriac, "which was also at cambridge when the

London Polyglot t  was pr inted."17)

The next move in this garne of historical snakes and ladders
was made in 1905 by P. C. l{olhuysen, who j-n his history of the

Leyden Universlty Llbrary asserted that that library had bought
the whole of  Erpenius 's l ibrary in 1625.ro Since Molhuysen was

Keeper of Manuscripts at Leyden this egregious untruth doubtless

carried conviction to some; but we must give him credit for real-

is ing his mLstake and for  acknowledging i t  in  1915 in the second

volume of  h is excel lent  edi t ion of  the Leyden Univers i ty  archives:

Erpenius 's l ibrary,  he there wr i tes,  I^ras not  bought by Leydent i t

was bought by the Duke of Buckingham, who gave it to Oxford'
according to a letter which Rivetus wrote to Meursius on 29 Jan-

uary 1626. And so the first misinforrned rumour was revived nearly

three centur ies af ter  i ts  f i rs t  propagat ion.

By this tlme you may well have concluded that in this matter
the fault of the Dutch ls reading too little and writing too much,
so I r^rll1 add only three further examples to show that error and

confusion st l1 l  pers ist :  j -n 1925 P. S.  van Ronkel  descr ibed the
provenance of  Erpenius 's Malay manuscrapts correct ly  in h is textr20

but stated in his English suntrnary that they had been bought and
given to Cambriclge by the Drke of Wellington (thus eclipsing the
performance of  Sanue1 Lee, who in h is polyglot t  Bib le of  I83l
at t r ibuted Buckingham's benefact ion to the Duke of  Somerset) ;  the

current  Dutch c l ic t ionary of  nat ional  b iography says (1930) that

Buckingham gave Cambridge Erpenius 's pr inted books as wel l  as h is

manuscr ipts;zr  and a standard guj-de to the history of  Arabic
studies in Europe, publ ished at  le ipzig in 1955, fo l lows Dozy's

error of just ovef a century ago in asserting that the whereabouts
of  Erpenius 's manuscr ipts of  l4 i rchond and the Turkish Tabar i  is

unknown. 22

l I I

Among the archivaf  mater ia l -  of  Leyden Univers i ty  Fubl is l - .ec
by Molhuysen are the minutes of  decis ions taken by the curatcrs

of  the Univers i ty ,  and in these the course of  the negotrat lons
between the widow Erpenius and the Univers i ty  can c lear ly be :c--

Iovred (Mo1huysen, Brannen, pp.  L22-4).  The representat ives : :

the two part les f i rs t  rnet  on 13 l ' lay 1625, when Professor Thysr:s

and Hieronymus ale Backere,  act ing for  the widow, of fered to sel- l
to the Univers i ty  " the arabic and other or iental  books lef t  by
Erpenius and about elghty-four in number" (de Arabisehen enle
avtdere )r'LentaeLsche boecken, by den uoozn. Erpenio naegeLaeter-,

ende omtrent  o ien ende tacht ieh in t t  getal l ;  the pr ice asked
was 4,OOO gui lders,  of  which one quarter  was to be paid inrned-
lately and the remaining three quarters in three annual instal-

ments. The Curators declcled to seek a subvention from the prov-



ince of Hollanal and West ?rieslancl, and appointed ilelegates to'
negotiate with the provincial go(TerrEnent. Both partles then
agreecl to adjourn fulther dlscussions for a fortnight.

The curators' delegates put their case before the councll
of the states of Ho1land and west ?rlesland at The Ha$re on 16
May. Their meeting is recorded both in the minutes of the
Curators and in the mlnutes of the Council tBtonnen, pp. 205-6).
The Curators explained that Gollus neecleil the books for the
proper performance of hls professional duties; that it had been
Erpenius 's own wish that  h is books should,  i f  possib le,  remaln
in the University; that certain forelgn alealers were seeking to
buy thern for the Papal Nuncio; that the wiclow hail offered to
sel l  then at  Erpeniusrs o$rn valuat ion of  4,000 gui lders,  payable
in four annual instalments; anal that the University now sought
the Counci l rs d i rect ion and advice s ince i t  haal  no money.  The
curators and the Counci l  then discussed, and re jected,  the
advisability of applying for a subvention to the states Generaf
also -  i .e.  to the centra l  goverrsnent of  the Nether lani ls .  The
Council agreed that it was not desirabl-e to allow the books to
fall into strange hancls or to leave the province' and therefore
authorjsed the curators to proceed with the purchase, the prov-
ince to provide 1,000 gui lders insnediately ancl  1,500 gui lders

over three years provlcled that the university raise another
1 ,500  gm i l de rs  ove r  t h ree  yea rs  a l so .

There is  no record that  the Curators and the widow's
representatives met on 27 Nlay , as they had agreed to do: but
if any meeting betvleen them took place on that day they certainly
found themselves at  cross purposes,  fot  the Curatc)rs d iscovered,
as is shown in their minutes of 12 Aug:ust, that they had complet-
e ly misunderstood what i t  was that  the widow was of fer ing to se11.
According to their  own record of  their  meet ing of  13 May they
were negot iat ing for  " the arablc and other or iental  books lef t  by
Erpenius and about elghty-four ln m-nnber." This, they now ex-
plained, they had understood to mean both the rnanuscripts and the
printed books, though how they can have supposed that the entire
Iibrary consj-stecl of about eighty-four volunes when the Vossius-
Scriverius CataLogus shows that it contained three times as many
passes comprehension.  At  any rate the wic low's representat ives
made i t  c lear that  what they had of fered to sel l  for  4,000
gui lders was the col lect ion of  manuscr ipts only.  On 12 August
therefore the Curators referred their  d i f f icul ty  to Rochus van
der Honert ,  who had been one of  their  delegates to the Counci l
of  the States of  Hol land and west  FrLesland on 16 l ' lay:  i f  he had
understood that  the or ig inal  of fer  snbraced only the manuscr ipts l
then their purchase was to be proceeded with on the terms already
arrangecl ,  on condi t lon that  Erpenius 's press rernained in Leyden;
i f  he had understood that  the of fer  hat l  inc luded the pr inted
books as weI1, then Golius was to be asked to examine them and
to put a valuation on such as he thought r./ould be useful to the
Univers i ty ,  so that  a reasonable adcl l t ional  palment might  be
author ised.



.  The last  meet ing between the two part ies took place on 14

November. Thysius and Golius declared on behal-f of the widow

that  they were wi l l ing to aI1ow the Curators to select  and

retain such printed books as they thought useful for an addit-
ional pa1'rnent of 150 guilders. At this the Curators made an

ent i re ly new proposal :  they would pay the widow 5'200 gui lders -

I ,000 gui lders down and the rsnaini ler  in s ix annual  insta lments
of  700 gui lders each -  provided she caused Erpenius 's press to

remain at Leyden, in return for the oriental books, both manu-
scr ipt  and pr inted,  together wi th a1l  such books,  whatever their

language, as might  serve to i l - lustrate or iental  languages and

I ikewise aL1 those books which were c leared out  on Erpenius 's

death and deposlteil with hls widorc, it being understood that she

would reta in the pr lce of  such or iental  pr inted books as she had

sold s ince her husband's death.  Thysius and Gol ius agreed to

consult the widow; but negotiations were never resutned. They

had been bedevilled by an inltial misunderstanding, and they had

been too protracted;  and the Univers i ty  had t r ied to dr ive +-oo

hard a bargain -  these,  in fact ,  are precisely the reasons gaven

by Rivetus in h is let ter .  to Meursius for  the Univers i tyrs fa i lure

to buy the books: "BibLiatheca Erpeniana' qu@n & etisti'naueranus
Academi.oae Bibliotheeae accessuron' prout decretum fuerat, ninia

iniecta moz,a, & dut"iorLbus conditionibus tiduae propositis' aessit

Acadenr[ae Axoniensi
be t te r  o f fe r .

"  AIso,  the widow had received a

Buckingham arrived in The Hagrue on 9 November and stayed

there unt i l  the th i rd week of  December.  The purposes of  h is

mission,  in which he fa i led,  were to persuade the Danish ambass-

ador that the English exchequer could no longer afford to give

the King of  Denrnark the promised monthly subsidy of  830'000 in

money or  men, to br ing about a grand al - l iance against  Spain and

the Empire,  and,  i f  necessaryr  to pawn the crown jewels.  I t  is

not  to be supposed that  a statesman -  even of  Euckrngham's
ca l i b re  -  shou ld  t u rn  spon taneous l y  t o  t he  buy ing  o f  o r i en ta l

manuscr ipts when engaged in such high matters as these.  The

irnpulse came, not  f rom Ussher '  as Bradshaw plausib ly suggested'^.

but  f rom a member of  Sir  Henry wotton's household.  John Dinley 'z '

who af terwards becane secretary to the Queen of  Bohemiat  and i t

l ies in a let ter ,  exasperat ingly dated " th is Saterday mornir 'g '

1625 , "  t n  t he  Pub l i c  Reco rd  o f f i ce  G .  P .  84 /122 ) .  The  c red i t

for  d iscover ing i t  must  be given to w. N.  sainsbury.  who publ ished

i t  in 1859 in h is Or ig inaL unpubLi 'shed Papers i l lustz 'at iue af  the

Li . . fe of  futbensta and to Sainsbury al -so must be given the discredi t

of  as complacent ly incur ious an edi tor ia l  annotat ion as I  have ever

seen: "We are unable to say whether l the suqgest ion that  the Duke

purchase the manuscr ipts l  was carr ied into ef fect" ;  and the credi t

for  not ic ing the re levance of  th is let ter  to the history of  the

Univers i ty  L ibrary must be given to Char les Say1e, who found i t  too

late for incorporation in his Anr,cie r:f C,zrnbrLdge IJnioet'sity Lib-

Tar" l t  ( : .916).  I t  is  addressed to Sir  Dudley Car leton f rom Leyden'

and reads thus:
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Rioht  Hon"^- :

Erpennius, who pelhaps was knowne to Yr LP by sight;
to mee onely by fame, left a famous Librarie of Manu-
scr ipts in the Easterne Languages,  to be of fered (by
his owne orcler) first unto the States. They, upon hls
death,  referred i t  to the Curators of  th is Univers l t le;
who all this while have kept the wldow j-n suspence &
now pretend their stock is exhausteal & have left her to
her best Chapman. Yesterday they gave her libertle; and
then I stas brought to have a sight of thern. I was told
that  the Jesui tes of  Antwerpe,  of  Spaine & Rome too,
have underhand inployed some Merchants to buy them in a
poke; and surely they have no good end to hunt after
such Or ig inal ls .  I  know not .what they are,  my juclgrment
goeth not  beyond my eies,  wch can onely te l l ,Yr  LP that
they are fa i re ly wr i t ten,  in rare paper & wEn exquis i te
diligence; & so much they deserved in the owners estirna-
t ion,  that  besides the great  chardge c inquis i t ion over
the wor ld to purchase then,  he ra ised of  h is owne purse,
a howse, & a matr ix  of  let ters for  their  impression.
The rate of  them is 4,000 gui lders or  400 pounds;  upon
his death-bed he reckoned that  they cost  h i rn nere 5,000
gi ldrs & to ld h is wi fe that  the Bish.  of  Winchester
ll,ancelot Andrewes] would give her the monie for them.
They seeme to be a t reasure of  the Or iental l  toungs &
are not  l j -ke]y to l ie  long on the boord.  Whereupon I
thought it ny dutie to Yor LoP g to our Universities
f ^  d i v a  \ r ^ r r  i r c t . n +  n n t i a a  f h a r ^ f  f h ' +  i f  r , ^ , ,  ^ L ^ l l

f inde i t  f i t t inge. ,  you would then please acguaint  the
Duke his Grace wcn the occasion u perswade him that  he
cannot lay out  so smalf  a suf l t rne,  rnore for  h is ot 'ne
honour.  Yr l ,P wi lbee a Benefactour too,  i f  you can
helpe them into England.  f  have sent  annexed a Cata-

.  ^ f  + h ^  h y i h + ^ i  + ^ ^  r h r f  v r  T  n i d h t  c o at u g  u E  u  r  L r r s l t  ,  d  u !  L l l c  I , !  r i r  L c q  L 9 9  ,  L . . *  _

al l ,  but  the Iast  are of  smal l  moment.  I  shal l  humbly
a t t end  Y r  L ,ps  o rde r ,  r t h  r  bos " . . h  nav  bee  has t cned  w lh
Yr IPS convenience,  that  wee be not  p ievented.  .  .  .

The widow, I  suggest ,  was no mean sales$romar.  And now the
story is  taken up by Sir  Henry wotton:

He re ,  i t  we re  i n i u r i ous  t o  ove rs f i p  a  Nob le  Ac t  i n
the Duke dur ing th is inployment,  which T must for  my
n : r f  . a l p h r e 1 - o  : l ^ n v e  a l  I  h i s  e x n e n s e s :  t h e f e  w a s  a

Co l l ec t i on  o f  ce r t a i n  r a re  Manusc r i p t s ,  exgu i s i t l y
wr i t ten in erabique and sought in the most remote parts
by  t he  d i l i gence  o f  E rp i n i us ,  t he  mos t  Exce l l en t  L i ngu i s t ,
these had beene lef t  to the Widdow of  the said Erpin ius,
and were upon sai le to the Jesui ts at  Antwerper L icour ish
Chapmen of  such Ware.  Whereof  the Duke get t ing knowledge,
by his worthy and l -earned Secretary Doctor  Mason, Inter-
verted the bargaine, and gave the poore widdow for them
five hl rndred pounds,  a sunme above their  welght  in s. i Iver .
and a mixed act  both of  bounty anC char i ty ,  the more laud-
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able being fiuch out of his naturall Element' These

were they' which after his death were as Nobly

presented,  as they had been bought,  to the Univers i ty

of Carnbridge, by the Dutchesse Dowager, as soone as

she unalerstood by the aforesaid Doctor Mason' her

husbands intent ion.  .  .  .  .z)

And so towards the end of 1625 Buckingham helped Erpenius's

manuscr ipts into England,  as Dj-n ley had suggested'  Six months

later ,  on 1 June 1626, a l  the King's wish and af ter  the members

of  the Senate had been subjected to great  pressures ( in which

l4ason hras an actlve agent for the tluke) , Buckingham was elected

chancel lor  of  the univers i ty  by 108 votes to 102.  He inunediately

declared himsel f  anxious to serve the Unlvers i ty :  "And s ince I

am so far  ingag'd unto yow,"  he wrote,  " r  wl l l  presume upon a

fur ther courtesie,  which is ;  that  yol t  woulc l  be pleased to suppl-y

me wi th your advice,  and suggest  a waye unto me (as my sel fe

l ikewise shal l  not  fayle to th ink upon some meanes) how wee may

make posteratye remsnber,  yow had a thankful l  Chancel lor '  and one

that  real ly  both loved yow-& your Univers i tye '"26

The Univers i ty  repl . ied,  in snivel l lnq lat in composed by

George Herbert ,  that  to answer such a quest lon f rom so exal ted

a quest ioner was ent i re ly beyond the capaci ty of  their  own hur 'b le

inte l l igences.  Nevertheless there was comrnon ta lk of  the Duke's

i n ten t i on  o f  bu l l d i ng  a  new  l l b ra r y  and  o f  bes tow inc  E rpen rus ' s

manuscr ipts upon i t .  Dr.  John Preston'  the Master of  Emranuel '

removed f rom Cambridge to L. incoln 's Inn,  because, according to h is

biographer Thomas Ba]1r" the Duke was chancel- l -or ,  and would enceav-

^ r r r  f 6  i r o ra t i a t e  h imse l f ,  and  be  a  Bene fac to r ;  and  had  b rough t

[sz]c l  r rpenius Manuscr ipts,  and did ver i ly  intend to found a Lib-

rary;  and so i t  would be easie,  and in h is power,  to out  h im'  of

the col lege and Univers i t l ' . "27 Ussher h imsel f  was act ive in

prodding the Duke onward'  as may be seen f rom two tet ters which

he wrote in June 1626 ta Sa:rruel  ward,  the Master of  Sidney Sussex:
" I  have  dea l t  w i t h  you r  chance l l o r  ve r y  e f f ec tua l l y  f o r  t he  e rec t -

ing of  your l ibrary,  to which he is  of  h imsel f  exceeding foruard:

r  have procured him to send unto Leyden for  a l l  the pr inted Hebrew

books of  Erpenius his l ibrary;  which together wi th h is manuscr ipts '

wh i ch  he  ha rh  aL ready ,  he  pu rpose th  t o  bes tow  upon  you r  un i ve r s i t y '

I  have also persuaded him to send th i ther for  the matr ices of  the

Syr iac,  Arabic,  AEthiopic,  and Samari tan let tersr  and to bestow

them l - ikewise upon you" (16 June) ;  but  on 23 June Ussher reported

to ward that  news had reached hj-m from Leyden that  a l l  Erpenius 's

pr inted books were al ready sol-d,  and that  the or iental  matr ices

had been bought by the Elzevirs,  "so that  now you must content

yourselves wi th h is maruscr ipts only '  which are a very rare

treasure indeed, and for  which^your univers i ty  shal l  rest  much

behofden to Your chancel lor . " 'o

None of  these hopeful  intent ions had been t ranslated into

act ion before the Dukers assassinat ion on 23 Auqtust  1628'
: l rpenius 's manuscr ipts now passed intr  the possession of  the
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duchess,  and a new stage in their  h istory began. Ear ly in 1629
we find Ussher suggesting to an unnaned correspondent that if
the King might be persuacled to buy the Barocci manuscripts,
"now brought into England by ur .  Fetherstone the stat ioner,"
and to add the Erpenius collection to thern, "it would make that
of his l*{ajesty a royal library indeed" Ulhole Vonks, r,I , 42I).
Whether Charles ever considered this suggestion I do not know;
but if he did so, then the Earl of Pdnbroke, who bought the
Barocci  manuscr ipts for  the Bodleian,  deserves the thanks of
Cambridqe as well as of Oxford.

Abraham Whelock was elected University t,ibrarian at cam-
br idge in the late surnmer of .  L629, and ear ly in 1532 he became
the first holder of the Readership in Arabic foundecl by his
patron s i r  Thomas Adams. As yet ,  however,  the Univers i ty  L ib-
rary possessed but  one Arabic manuscr ipt  (a Koran,  presented by
wi l l ian Bedwel l  in  153I)  and perhaps two pr inted books (Erpenius 's

edi t ions of  t f 'e  Pentateuch and New Testarent) ,  so that '  the
acquls i t ion of  addi t ional  tsxts being now of  urgent  importance'
j -hc T, ihrervrs f r ipndq turned their  minds once more to the manu-
q n r i n i - q  n f  F r n a n i r r q  a n d  t ^  t h a  a r f e  n f  n o r 5 g 6 5 l 6 p .  T h e i r  c h i e f

agent was Richard Holdsworth,  a future Master of  Emanuel  and
benefactor  of  the Library,  at  th is t ime rector  of  the London
pa r i sh  o f  S t .  Pe te r - l e -Poe r  and  P ro fesso r  o f  D rv i n i t y  a t  G reshan
Col lege;  and i t  is  in h is let ters to whelock (preserved in
sancrof t 's  t ranscr ipts in the Bodleian) and in Sir  Thomas Adarns's
let ters to Whelock ( in the Cambridge Univers i ty  L ibrary)  that  the
course of  these f inal  negot iat ions rnay be t raced,  though imper-
f ec t l y ,  s i nce  Whe lock ' s  own  pa r t  i n  t he  co r respondence  has  no t
(so far  as I  can discover)  surv ived.

The  ea r l i es t  r e fe rence  i s  i n  a  l e t t e r  w r i t t en  by  Adams  t o
Whe lock  on  16  March  163 l / 2 :  "You r  l e t t e r  I  r ece i ved  w i t h  t he
inclosed to Mr,  Howlesworth,  who is gone th is af terncone about
the busines you ment ioned & is  minded. to let  you heare f rom him
next  wicke."zY on the 23rd Adams reported that  Holdsworth " tou1d

ne the last  wicke he was going about the bookes you ment ioned but
as I remember the vallew of them was not tould me above the one
hal f  of  the summe you ment ioned. Howsoever i t  is  very wel l  they
a re  ob ta i ned  f o r  you r  Un i ve rs i t i e ,  &  I  conce i ve  t he  p resen t  f r u i t i -
t ion [szc]  of  them wi l l  be most cormnodious for  your sel f  & much
conduc inq  t o  t he  f u r t he rance  o f  t he  wo rke  i n t ended "  (Dd .  3 .  12 ,
rV,  r ' ro.6 i  ,  This let ter  is  a&ni t tedly obsc'ure,  and Adams seems to
be  coun t i ng  ch i ckens  as  ye t  unha t ched .  l j j s  nex t  l e t t e r  ( i b i d . ,

No .22 ) ,  o f  30  March  1632 ,  i s  howeve r  c l ea r  encugh :

whatsoever the feare at  Cambridge be Least  these or iental l
bookes wi l l  be diverted,  yet  I  hope your Unaversi t j -e is
in bet ter  l ikel ihood to have them in regard cf  some late
endeavours than in t ruth i t  was former l -y.  Howsoever
suppose otherwaies,  the certa inty is  th is,  Mr Houlsworth
r r n n ^ n  t h a  r a . a i  n i -  n f  w n r r r  I  F 1 - t  p r  

' l  
w i  c k p q  : c o e  I  a q  T  i .  e k a

i  + \  , . i ^ - r  i * ^ ^ i  - f  6 l  i '  f ^  f  h 6  h n r r c o  n f  f  h a  + r r i - h o <  r  c n . L af L /  w E r r L  r l u i l E u a a L c l l  u  J y q ^ u

to Mr Bowles her Chaplain who : rcr : rsed his fur therance &
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to moove the dutches about them within a few daies, &

Mr Houlesworth reply ing that  my L:  of  L incolne lBishop
John wi l l iams, a benefactor  of  the l ibrary of  St .

John's,  Carnbr idgel  had al ready made way to the dutches

about them, t1n Bo\.rles answered, I wish he had spake

with her,  but 'he dld not ,  onely he acknowledged he

spake unto him about them, the second time Mr Holsworth

repayring thither recd this answere from Mr Bo\^rles tha!

the dutches replyed that  shee would consider of  i t ,

then did Mr Holst tor th understand pr ivately that  there

was qreat  meanes used to gaine the bookes for  oxford,

the 3d tlme Mr Holsworth went to l"1r Bovtles for the

dutches resolut ion wch was that  shee would speake to

the xing about thern, thereuppon l4r Holsworth acquainted

the Ear le of  Dover lHenry Careyl  being his par iss ioner

wth the busi-nes & prepared him wtn several l  arguments

to the dutches but not neeting wtn her he went to my

Lord of  Hol land lHenry Rich,  Ear l  of  Hol land,  Chancel lor

of  the Univers i tyJ by whom meanes was used to h is

maiest ie,  & thus i t  is  hoped that  the iewel ls  wi l l  be

reserved for  Cambridge & to morrow th is nobleman afore-

named wi l l  s t i r  againe about , i t  & we hope we sha11

understand the danger is  prevented thus you wi l l  s t i l l

say Praised be the Lord dai ly  even the C'od that  helpeth

us  &  pou re th  h i s  ben i f i t es  uppon  us .  .  . "

Who is doing what,  or  saying what to whom, is  perhaps not

always crystal  c lear.  However,  Ada,ns cont inued to keep Whelock

fu11y  i n f o rmed  o f  wha t  was  be ing  done :  cn  6  Ap r r l '  " I  spoke

Lh i s  day  t o  Mr  Ho l swo r th  t ouch ino  t he  bookes ,  &  he  assu red  me

that he hath bine 3 times this wicke about them & that my Lord

of  Hol fand is  sol- l ic i ted & promiseth his best  endeavour,  & he

hope th  t hey  w i l l  be  sho r t l y  ob ta i ned ,  he  do th  de fe r  t o  w r r t e

un to  you  un t i l l  he  ha th  ce r t e i ne  newes "  ( i b i d . ,  No .7 ) ;  and  on  ! L
t4  Ap r i l ,  "Th i s  day  I  spoke  t o  Mr  Ho l swo r th  &  he  acqua in ted  me  w" "

t he  se ' Je ra l l  passages  t he  l as t  w i ck  occu r r i nc  * - c ; ch i ng  r - he  bookes

&  do th  assu re  me  t ha t  t hey  w i l l  be  had  f o r  ycu r  ' J : 1 " ' e r s r ' - l '  N  r - ha t

t he re  i s  no  cause  t o  f ea re  t he  d i spose l l  o : -  t hen  eLswhe re  one i l

t ouch ing  t he  manne r  t o  ob ta i n  t hem w tn  exped i t i on  he  w l l i  w r i t e

t he  nex t  w rcke  t c  t he  V i ce  Chance l l o r  i f  t h i s  succeed rng  w rcke  do

not open the way in a c leare course .  -  .  Mr Houlesworth is  l rc

l esse  so l f r c i t ous  t hen  you r  se l f  f o r  t he  sa fe  &  speed ie  l r c ' : r r r l c

c f  then
"  ( i b i d . ,  N o .  8 )

Soon  a f t e r  t h i s  t he  Un i ve rs i t y  add ressed  a  pe t i t i on  t o  t he

Duchess in Engl ish,  beqging her to grant  i t  "a favour once intend'ed,

as  we  have  o f t en  hea rd ,  by  you r  G r :  nob le  Husband  deceased " ;  " t he re

wanteth now,"  the pet i t ion cont inues,  s ince pr ivate generosi ty has

found the st ipend for  an Arabic professor,  "but  matter  and store.

of  Bookes to encourage and cher ish th is new studdy amongst  us '" ' "

This approach proved to be not  ent i re ly tact fu l  or  opportune,  and

the  Duchess ' s  r ep l y  ca r r i es  some  a i r  o f  r ebuke :  " .  '  '  t he  Manu -

sc r i p t s  you  des i r e ,  a re  no t  as  ye t t  i n  r ny  power ,  ye t t  I  w i l l

endeavour to get t  them, and prevent your sending aqaine unto mee
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in th is part icular .  In the meant ime ny conscience beares mee
witness I that I have been l-n all things hitherto zealous to
further the executj.on of whatsoever I have understood to bee my
Deare Lords Intent ions.  And in due t ine I  hope, there wi l l  be
reason to have my fa i thfu lnesse in that  poynte.  (soe farre as I
am able)  approved even by Cambridge i tsel fe."r r  Holdsworth,
too,  Lhought the Univers i tyrs pet i t ion unt inely,  wr i t ing on 11
May to whelock: "I could have wisht the University had stayed
their letter, till we had gott the King to have moved Ye
Dutchess:  but  now that  they have broken the ice,  they nust
needs helpe to c lose i t  & strengthen i t  againe,  by another
Iet ter  to the Chancel lor ,  that  he would move the King to g ive
his royal l  assent  for  there i t  only sta ies:  This good in the
rneane time hath come by the paines vrhich hath been taken, that
the books are saved. Otherr.rise there is some cause to feare
they had been transferred to Oxford but that it was prevented
by t imely interposi t iot ' ,=. ' r32 Final ly ,  aLI  came to a happy out-
come on 8 June, when Holdsworth wrote again to Whelock "wi th

al l  thanks for  your great  love,  e aI I  wel l  wishes of  comfort  in
your p lace,  & al l  ioy for  the Arabick books which are th is day
sent down to Cambrige' r ;  the Univers i ty ,  he added, should not
omit  to send a let ter  of  thanks to the Duchess,  and the Vice-
Chancellor should write to l' '1r Bor.rles, "who hath bene a great
advancer of  th is business."  Adams conf i rmed the news to
Whe lock  i n  a  l e t t e r  o f  t he  sane  da te  (ULC ,  l 4S .  M .  3 .12 .  IV ,
No.IOl .  On 13 June the Univers i ty  sent  to the Duchess an
unexcept ionable expression of  i ts  grat i tude in a l -at in let ter
fu l l  of  abstruse words and convoluted construct ions composed
by the Publ ic  Orator  Robert  Creighton;  and Creighton del ivered
h e f n r e  i - h a  I T n i l t o r q i f w  i n  f h a  n r a q o n . a  ^ f  p ^ l - \ a r f  M ^ c ^ n  ^ n . 6  f h 6

Duke ' s  sec re ta r y  and  now  the  Duchess rs  r ep resen ta t j . ve ,  a  speech
announcing wrth many superf luous rhetor ical  quest ions the
Duchess ' s  g i f t ,  r eca l l i ng  how  the  Duke  had  ou tb i d  t he  Jesu i t s
of  Antwerp -  iLLi  quiden pret ia a Duce superat i  c ,1,  t t re l , i  Teeess-
e:Ltunt  -  and how (a new detai l )  af ter  the manuscr ipts had been
h r n r r a h f  t ^  F n d ' l : n . l  t h a \ r  h : r i  h o n n  c ^ r r d h t  l - \ r '  t h o  I I n i  r r o r c i  i r r  n f

Par i s ,  as  we I I  as  by  env ious  compe t i t o r s  a t  home ,  and  pay ing
tr ibute to those who had supported the Univers i ty 's  cause,
narning, however, among them - and you will remember that Wotton
named him also -  only Mason himsel f .

The re  i s  s t i I l '  howeve r ,  one  ques t l on  wh i ch  rema j -ns  unanswered .
I n  U f f enbach rs  copy  o f  t ho  i nsc r i p t i on  wh i ch  was  p l aced  on  t he
Dukers bookcase at  Cambridge the manuscr ipts were descr ibed as ad
hastan Locatos,  which is  the c lassical-  lat in for  "put  up for
auct ion":  and so the quest ion must be br ief ly  ccnsidered -  was
the re  a  pub l i c  auc t i on  o f  E rpen ius ' s  mam:sc r i p t s?  I  t h i nk  no t /
for  j - t  is  a very for tunate and very bold b idder who at  a sale of
manuscr ipts,  "about e ighty- four in nr :mber" ,  secures elghty-seven
of them for  the cur iously round f ig.ure of  E500. \evertheless,
Ho t t i nge r  desc r i bed  E rpen ius r s  I i b ra r y  i n  1664  as  C ' s r rac to ,  wh i ch
rn i gh t  mean  ' so l d  o f f  i n  l o t s r ;  and  D in l ey  enc losed  i n  h i s  l e t t e r
t o  Ca r l e ton  a  ca ta l og ' ue  o f  t he  manusc r i p t s ,  '&  o f  t he  p r i n t ed  t oo r :
but  th is rn iqht  have been a wr i t ten l is t .  or  nore probably the
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printed catalogue of the library which occupied the last tlto

sheets of  Vossius 's ?rat io.  I  th ink i t  possib le that  Erpenius 's
widow had some extra copies of these t\ro sheets struck off -

after all, she owned the press that prj.nteal thsn - for the bene-

fit of such licourj.sh chapmen as might make an offer: and it

may be one of these extra copies that found its way into the

l ibrary of  Petrus Francius,  whose auct ion-catalogue Lists as Iot

1270 anong the quartos a voh:ne or bundle of catalogrues described

as T,  Erveni i :  J ,  Rutqers i i :  D.  Heinsi i :  G. I .  Vossl : i :  A.  RLoet i :

?.  Scr | ier i i ;33 brr t  r  do not  bel ieve that  any formal  auct ion was

held;  and i f  an auct ion was heJ.d,  or  contemplated,  I  cannot f ind

any auction-catalogue survivinq to prove it.

There the stcry ends.  On the l -owest  level  of  pract ical i ty

it demonstrates the folly of keeping a widow waiting too 1ong.

For researchers in the humanities it shows how much time a grown

man can waste an assetnbling material which he will eventually
red.uce to a mere footnote. It demonstrates beyond a doubt that

nuch of  what we f ind stated as plausib le and authent ic  nat ters

of  fact  is  1 ikely to be untrue and that  once a fa lsehood has got

rnto pr int  i t  ls  l ikely to be accepted and repeated by respectable

scholars r :nt i l  i t  becomes almost impossib le to eradicate j - t .

NOTES

rPerLculun erat, ne, Reip. Literat"Lae ddrmo, niserb dLsper-

L.te:r,entur Linguaril OrLentali'um todices; quas sultnrus uir, & atrLciss-
lmus eol lega mea, Thomas Erpenlus 6 paxopirng , ex artente' Aft"tca,
terrLs aLiis, tot cnnis, marLnis periculis & inrpensis, eongessi'sset'
Vi,x iLLud eogn1ras, cttn ecee, CeLsitudinis tuae jussu, ac Libet:alit-
ate sunrnA, nabiLis bibliotheca, publico, ac irtpr"Lmis Cantabz*Lgiensis
Academ|ae bono, quasi ab 01'co t'edin'ttuv'.

2Sed uerb in Bibl iotheea CqntabrLgiensi publ iec, ErettpLat"
AnnaLium eius reperia)r' inter Libz'os BLbLiothecae- Cri'ettal"s ihcrra'.
Erpenii ,  quibus iLLa pr"iden donata est a GeorEa. : : t . .  !1a3)"t- i i . ;7- ' ; ; ' ,
ejusden Aead.errtae CancelLar"Lo,

3"Entant et ian in BibLiotheca CantabrLg, t) t ' -er : : ' : :-" '  
'  

: :  -

quas Acaden';ae donali t  Dur Buckinganius,Bibl ia he':r: ' -3i '"

section xrr,  De Lingun ChaLdai.ca et Targtttnim, p. 85.

4cap. rr ,  De uarLis bibLiotheais in genet'e '  p. 16.

5s.. pp. '7a'5t "BibLia Hebt'aea . ,  .  Ertat cun ceter ' :  '5- '

Erpenianis br dano Duais Buekinghonii in BibL. publica Cc'.:-:-'.-
iensi," with references to Bernard and walton; and p' 23I: "-: '" :-- '

Atabicb eharaetette SA?o . . Hic codet una cum reLiquis Ir;-'-;-":
BibL. Cantabz"Lgiensi publtcaei.Llatus est," wiLt '  a reference t:
Bernard.

,Merkul 'Lz:dige Reieen, rrr,22, 38-9; Canbridge under C\e . ' '
A n n e ,  e d .  J .  E .  B .  M a y o r  ( c a m b r i d q e .  I 9 I l ) ,  p p .  f 4 2 ,  I 5 7 - 8 .
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'Meursius, Opera, ed. G. Lami, 12 voIs. (Florentiae, 174I-
63) ,  x r ,  447-8 .

a ^  ,  -6 C ataLo gus Bibliothe eae Publi e ae Lug dano -Batao ae noli t e!
z.ecognitus. Aecessit ineornpatabllis thesanzws Librorwn o?Lenta-
Liun, praecipue I'ISS,

gspanheim, 
s ig.  **2 verso.

r jceschiedenis den Leidsehe Hoogesehool ,  r r ,  13.

l lDo.h,  hoewel  tot  d len koop besloten,  en daartoe eene som
van ruim f5000 bepaald werd, had dezelve nogtans (om welke reden
is rn i j  n iet  gebleken) geenen voortgang.

1 2 ^  ,  e' zCataLogus codieun oy"ientaliwn BibLiothecae AcademLae
Lugduno Batauae, r ,  v i i - ix .

r3Tha.z,aphae MoalLakah cun sehol i ts  Nahas,  ed.  J.  J .  Reiske
( L u g d .  B a t . ,  L 7 4 2 ) ,  p . x x v i .

14"De ui tmuntende verzamel ing boeken, waar in vele zeldzarne
werken gevonden worden, is  doordenHertog van Buckingham, ten
dienste van de Academie van Cambridge,  aangekocht."  Eiographisch
Wootdenboek det ,  Nede?Landen, v,  2t2.

t5"Ui t  d.  oostersche Correspondent ie van Th.  Erpenius,  Jac.
Gol ius en Lev.  warner,"  ln Vet 'handeLingen der Koninkl i jke
Akadenie tot I'letensch.qpen, AfA. Letterkunde, 17de deel.

i 6c f  .  l , t .  J .  de  C ,oe je  and  M .Th .  Hou t sma ,  Ca ta i : 3 : ^ . -  eod ieun
Az,abi co tun Bib Li o the cae Acadeni ae Lugduno - BataD ae, 2na ed.
(Le iden ,  1888 )  ,  T ,  i v - v ,  n . :  e  qu ibus  pa te , l ,  ncn  t cm twr ,

actun fuisse de Erpenii Coiicibus, sed imprLmis Ce tgcogrcrphia
Erpeniuta quan postea ElzeuierL enerunt. Quwn auten constay,et
hanc supelLectiLen in uy,be Leida.e manlur@n esse, nulLa cvrplius
erat quare es aerarLa pubLieo ueL acadenico nagni iLLi swnptus
essent faciendL,"

17col .  d.  Syr ische Propheten-codex .  .  bevond. z ich reeds
aldaar toen de Londensche Polyglot  gedrukt  werd,

I  q ^'  a  Ges ehtedenLs . r .er ' ,J , ' i  )  et 's i te i ts  -El  a : ; -  c  t i ' .e  ek i .e Leiden,
p .  24 :  De  ve rzame l i ng  Oos te r sche  handsch r i f t en  we rd  i n  1625
ui tgebreid d.oor den aankoop der b ib l iotheek van Th,  Erpenius .  .
na eenig loven en bieden, daar Curatoren ook z i jn gedrukte
boeken  w i l den  koopen ,  g i ng  z i j n  gehee le  oos te r sche  b i b l i o t heek
voo r  f . 5200  aan  de  Un i ve rs i - t e i t  ove r .

"b ronnen Tat  de

zaMededeel ingen d.er  k.  Akad. Ddn r /et . ,  Afd.  let terkunde 59,
S e r i e  A ,  n o .  8 .
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