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FOREWORD

Unique undertakings call for unique strategies. The Bayerische Akademie der

Wissenschaften has agreed to issue as part of its series dedicated to publishing the

hitherto unedited intellectual heritage of the Middle Ages the imposing Sentences

Commentary of the English Dominican Richard Fishacre. Of the impressive list

of volumes issued in this series, moreover, this project is uniquely international:

of the seven editors, four are European, the remaining three are North American.

Recent developments in communications technology have enabled us all to keep

in frequent touch.

Beyond the means, however, there lay the spirit. Language and cultural barriers

notwithstanding, each of us has from the very beginning enjoyed the utmost coop-

eration from his/her fellow editors. This spirit was manifest in the colloquium we

held at Oxford�s Blackfriars on 8 July 1998 to commemorate the 750th anniver-

sary of the death of Friar Richard Fishacre, attended by more than forty scholars.

Five of the editors gave brief presentations on their work in progress, and plenary

talks were given by Leonard Boyle OP, Robert Ombres OP, and Fergus Kerr OP.

Michael Robson OFMConv preached at the Mass at the end of the day. The pa-

pers, or versions thereof, were published in 1999 as a special issue of the journal

New Blackfriars, which was devoted to the life and thought of Fishacre.

I have thought it useful to preface our international edition with a volume of

prolegomena. Though I and others have been adding bits and pieces to the picture,

no one has undertaken a sustained study of the life and writings of Fishacre since

Franz Pelster�s groundbreaking effort in the thirties. This volume provides, in

addition, descriptions of all the Fishacre manuscripts, most of which have never

been adequately reported. As with other publications of the Kommission f¤ur die

Herausgabe ungedruckter Texte aus der mittelalterlichen Geisteswelt, it will be

the responsibility of each editor (Stephen Brown for Book I; me for Book II;

Gerhard Leibold, Alexander Eichinger, and Klaus Rodler for Book III; Joseph

Goering and Maura O�Carroll for Book IV) to account for the peculiar textual

situation of his/her/their book.

Dr. O�Carroll and I worked very closely together, and together we bear respon-

sibility for this volume. That is not to say that there was not some division of

labor. Because she was closer to the manuscript libraries, it was she who devel-

oped the protocol and visited the libraries in Europe to describe the manuscripts;

again for reasons of proximity, I examined the Chicago manuscript, but according

to the proforma developed by Dr. O�Carroll. Hers was also the abundance of new

information on the Fishacre tribe. Nor can I lightly say that the rest was mine, for

that would diminish the role she played in improving what I had written.
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A venture of this magnitude incurs many debts. Since my days as a doctoral

student, I had dreamt of editing Fishacre�s massive Commentary. I remember well

telling Father James Weisheipl, who had just agreed to be my Doktorvater, that

I wanted to edit Fishacre�s Commentary for my dissertation. He laughed. Thirty

years later I appreciate full well why he laughed.

It was not, however, until Maura O�Carroll pushed me on the project and

Richard Schenk OP offered to act as liaison with the Bayerische Akademie der

Wissenschaften, with which he was at that time associated, that the dream started

to assume the shape of reality. In the summer of 1987 Professor Stephen Brown

and I discussed the project over a beer in a Helsinki pub, with the result that he

signed on for Book I, which most closely represented his doctrinal interests. Act-

ing on the recommendations of several former teachers, I then invited Professor

Joseph Goering to consider joining the project, with responsibility for Book IV,

the pastoral book. He readily assented. The team was completed by Dr. Ger-

hard Leibold, who wanted the Christology questions of Book III; he in turn was

joined in 1992 by the recently graduated Dr. Klaus Rodler, who was assigned the

Tugendlehre. When Dr. Leibold assumed a teaching position at the University of

Innsbruck, his place was ably assumed by Dr. Alexander Eichinger. We all gath-

ered at the SIEPM Congress in Erfurt in 1997, presenting our �ndings at a session

devoted to the thought of Richard Fishacre and agreeing on �nal protocols and

schedules for the anticipated publication. To every one of these editors I owe an

immense debt of gratitude.

I am grateful as well to the Vorsitzender of the Kommission f¤ur die Herausgabe

ungedruckter Texte aus der mittelalterlichen Geisteswelt, Dr. Leo Scheffczyk, for

his hospitality to me and his generosity toward the project. I owe a personal debt

of gratitude to Dr. Leibold for receiving me into his home and acting as my tour

guide while I was in Munich.

My heartfelt thanks to the scholars whom I and Dr. O�Carroll have consulted

during the years of preparation, with sincerest apologies to any I may have inad-

vertently omitted: Leonard Boyle OP, Richard Dales, Albinia de la Mare, Allan

Fitzgerald OSA, James Ginther, Jeremiah Hackett, Maryanne Kowaleski, Hugh

Lawrence, Neil Lewis, Thomas Losoncy, James McEvoy, Arthur Madigan SJ,

M. Mich‘ele Mulchahey, James P. Reilly, Richard Rouse, Richard Schenk OP,

Richard Sharpe, Simon Tugwell OP, Fred Unwalla, and Rega Wood.

Finally, I thank my family � Wendy, Damian, Justin, and Christian � for

sharing their lives this past decade with a thirteenth-century friar. Without their

support and forbearance my researches would not have been possible.

R. James Long

General Editor
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I. THE LIFE OF RICHARD FISHACRE OP

Richard Fishacre was English born and bred. There is no indication in fact that

he ever left his native island, as did many Englishmen, for studies in Paris or

some other school on the continent. Nicholas Trivet reports that Fishacre was

from the diocese of Exeter, which covers Devonshire and Cornwall,1 and indeed

a search of royal and administrative records and of local ecclesiastical records in

print has turned up over one hundred and sixty references in that area2 to the name

Fishacre3 from the twelfth to the �fteenth centuries.

The story of the Fishacre family is itself a microcosm of many of the changes

and developments in English society between the twelfth and �fteenth centuries.

William of Normandy had brought with him a strong military force, most mem-

bers of which were landless. Since few intended to return to Normandy and since

the king had little money with which to reward his followers, he divided the con-

quered land in its existing Anglo-Saxon divisions among them in his role as feudal

lord. This did not mean, however, that the newly landed soldiers owned the land;

tenants-in-chief held of the king, and their tenants in turn held of them. This

arrangement ensured continued fealty and military service to the king.

The Fishacre story illustrates in its land-holdings, its bene�ces, its military ser-

vice, its legal activities, its Devonian and Cornish links, its royal service, and its

1 Annales Sex Regum Angliae, ed. Thomas Hog (London, 1845), 229 and n. 4.
2 The following sources (with the abbreviations by which they will be hereinafter cited)

were consulted: Partial Buckfast Cartulary in the Reg. Exon Grandisson III; Liber Feodo-

rum (Testa de Nevill, The Book of Fees) (= BF); Calendar of Chancery Rolls; Calendar

of Chancery Rolls Various, including supplementary Close Rolls, Welsh Rolls, Scutage

Rolls; Calendar of Chancery Warrants; Calendar of Close Rolls (= CCR); Calendar of Fine

Rolls; Calendar of Inquisitions; Calendar of Inquisitions Miscellaneous; Calendar of Lib-

erate Rolls; Calendar of Patent Rolls (= CPR); Devon and Cornwall Record Society; De-

von Feet of Fines; English Place-Name Society vols. 8 & 9 (= EPNS); Excerpta e Rotulis

Finium in Turri Londinensi; Feudal Aids: Issues of the Exchequer from King Henry III to

King Henry IV inclusive (= FA); Lay Subsidy of 1334; Red Book of the Exchequer, RS 99

(= RBE); F.C. Hingeston-Randolph, ed., Episcopal Registers: Diocese of Exeter, 10 vols.

(London, 1889�1915) (= Reg. Exon.); also G.R. Dunstan, ed., The Register of Edmund Lacy,

Bishop of Exeter, 1420�1455, Canterbury and York Society in conjunction with the Devon

and Cornwall Record Society, 5 vols. (Torquay, 1963�1972); Tristram Risdon, The Choro-

graphical Description or Survey of the County of Devon, begun 1605, probably �nished

about 1630 (London, 1811; repr. Barnstaple, 1970); Rotuli Litterarum Clausarum in Turri

Londinensi (= RLCinTL); Rotuli Originalium in Curia Scaccarii Abbreviatio; Reports and

Transactions of the Devonshire Association, 1862, proceeding (= RTDA); Victoria County

History of Devon (= VCH Devon).
3 As is the case generally with medieval surnames, the orthographic variants of Fishacre are

many: the DNB gives four (7:53), Emden has 13 (BRUO, 2:685), and the NewDNB [in press]

will list 17.
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Figure 1
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ecclesiastical members of every rank, the complexities of a highly organized soci-

ety based on land-holding. In the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries the records,

when pieced together,4 reveal Fishacres who are knights, king�s clerks, sheriffs,

royal commissioners in the shire, priests, a monk and a friar, a tailor, several sol-

diers, and lawyers.

The earliest recorded Fishacre, and very likely the founder of the family, is a

Martin de f�shacre,5 a knight holding a military fee of the Bishop of Exeter, who

witnessed a charter between the years 1148 to 1156. The family loses its main

Fishacre holdings with marriages of the daughters, Jane (or Joan) and Agnes, of

the last Martin de Fishacre in the late fourteenth century; and the Fishacre name

disappears altogether with the death of Sir Edward de Fishacre, rector of Cullomp-

ton, in 1433 or 1434. The family that began with a soldier ended with a priest.

There are three places that bear the name: Fishacre Barton, Combe�shacre, and

Coleton Fishacre6 � all in the same vicinity of south Devon7 � and it seemed

reasonable to conclude that the name of the family is toponymic, that is, de Fish-

acre, the form of the name that most often appears. However, the places with the

name Fishacre attached to them do not appear in the written records until after

1228,8 almost a century after the appearance of the surname. The more likely

story, therefore, is that it was originally a nickname applied to a Norman knight-

4 The story of the Fishacres is an excellent example of the piecing together of a local history

which is more concerned with the daily activities of life on the manor, in the parish, in the

hundred, and in the shire. Such information is like a jig-saw with many missing pieces.

With respect to Devon, however, we are blessed with a wealth of records: the edited reg-

isters of the Bishops of Exeter, a partial cartulary of Buckfast Abbey, some late sixteenth-

and early seventeenth-century accounts of the shire, the Victoria County History, and the one

hundred and thirty-plus volumes of the Reports and Transactions of the Devonshire Asso-

ciation, which includes the Exon. Domesday. In maps there are the riches of the Ordnance

Survey together with many original maps of various parts of Devon available in the RTDA.

In national records there are the Royal records as edited in the Rolls Series; by the Historical

Manuscripts Commission; by the Public Record Of�ce, and others.
5 The fact that Martin is the most common Christian name in the Fishacre clan, and in fact in

almost continuous use from one generation to the next, both lends weight to the claim that

Martin I was the founder and also shows clearly that the family was Norman in origin. It is

very possible that the name Martin in the de Fishacre family indicates the heir.
6 The names do not predate the Normans: in Exon. Domesday Book Combe�shacre is re-

corded as Comba and Coleton Fishacre as Coletona; there is no reference to Fishacre Barton

(Exon. Domesday, ed. O.J. Reichel, VCH Devon, 1:375�547, esp. 469�70).
7 The area between Paignton�Brixham in the east, the extension of the Fosse Way in the north,

and the estuary of the river Dart in the west is the most likely place of the original Fishacre

holdings. Much of this area was part of the rich and extensive manor of Paignton, held by

the Bishop of Exeter as tenant-in-chief of the king (RBE, 2:556); Martin de Fishacre is one

of the household knights of the Bishop of Exeter in 1210�1212, and so would have held a

military fee carved out of the Bishop�s land-holdings. A Martin de Fishacre gained 16 acres

in Galmpton in 1199 and land in Woodhuish in 1219.
8 RTDA 40 (1908), 116.
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Figure 2: London, British Library Egerton Charter 2894

Charter between Martin de Fishacre and Osbert de Waddeton,

between 1216 and 1240, detailing the former�s acquisition of the manor.
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turned-landowner who had the farming practice of using �sh to manure his �elds:

hence, �sh-acre.9 As the family grew in social importance their name became

attached to places which they held over several decades, even for more than a

century. In Richard Fishacre�s lifetime the family was established in the main

properties they held for many years, namely Combe�shacre, Coleton Fishacre,

Waddeton, and Moreleigh, and probably Fishacre Barton, which was part of the

manor of Combe�shacre. One can conclude from their increased holdings that

the family was growing fast, that it had several able members, and that their land

holdings were increasing in importance. Moreover, the fact that three of these

early thirteenth-century Fishacres were serving the Church in one way or another

indicates a certain level of social standing.

A second junior branch of the family turns up in Dublin at this same time,

although the references are fewer than those to the Devon Fishacres. The �rst

Dublin Fishacre, Warin, in 1226 is acting for the archbishop of Dublin,10 and in

1234 is appointed Chamberlain of the Exchequer there; that is, Warin is a king�s

clerk, a privileged position.11 From the royal records we learn that Warin has

a younger brother, Isaac, who is required by the king to take over Warin�s Ex-

chequer job when between 1237 and 1242 the latter has to travel on the king�s

business.12 Although 1256 �nds Warin still at the Exchequer, about 1275�127913

a Warin de Fissacre witnesses a charter in Devon. Might it be that he had retired

to his ancestral home at the end of his years of service in Dublin?14

In the �rst half of the thirteenth century there are a number of signi�cant

Fishacres who were more or less contemporary with Richard Fishacre OP. There

is Martin de Fishacre (very possibly two persons of this name, father and son)

whose main holding is Waddeton, acquired probably through marriage with Isa-

bella of Waddeton and attested to by charter.15 Martin is an important person in

the area, serving on several royal commissions16 and witnessing at least one char-

9 In fact, the probable location of the earliest family holdings (as well as three of the thirteenth-

century holdings, Waddeton, Coleton Fishacre, and Ringmore) is near enough to the sea to

render �sh a plentiful commodity and hence an economically feasible fertilizer. See also

EPNS, 9:510�11.
10 RLCinTL, 2 (1220�1227): 16.
11 CPR (1232�1247), 67.
12 CCR (1237�1242), 215�16.
13 RTDA 64 (1932), 53�54.
14 For the remaining members of this junior branch of the family see O�Carroll, ��The Fishacre

Tribe�: the Family Origins of Richard Fishacre OP,� in the special commemorative volume

of New Blackfriars 80 (1999), 324�45.
15 London, British Library, Egerton Charter 2894 is the record of a Martin de Fishacre acquiring

Waddeton from Osbert de Waddeton. Though the date is not recorded, it was early in the

reign of Henry III, i.e. between 1216 and 1240.
16 BF, 2:767, Martin de Fishacre is appointed to a commission of inquiry in the hundred of

Haytor, c. 1242�1244.
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Figure 3
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ter for Buckfast Abbey.17 There is Sir Peter de Fishacre who holds in Moreleigh

together with Woodleigh, Battleford, and Grimstonleigh of the honor of Plymp-

ton.18 Both men have children, although it is not possible to identify them. Sir

Peter is patron of at least two bene�ces: one the church of Moreleigh19 which

he is reputed to have built; one at Stoke Rivers20 in the north of the shire. This

latter bene�ce is held by Warin de Fishacre,21 whom we have already seen as �rst

a clerk and then a baron of the royal Exchequer in Dublin22 and who probably

returns to Devon in the late 1270�s.23 Warin has a brother Isaac, whom we have

already encountered at the Dublin Exchequer.24 There is a Sir William de Fish-

acre, probably son and heir to a Martin at Waddeton, who serves in the Welsh

campaign of the Lord Edward25 and was exempted from taxes and other duties

for the time of his service.26 There is Robert Fishacre, a canon of the Augus-

tinian priory in Launceston, latterly its prior and then its ex-prior.27 At least two

of these, Warin and Isaac, are brothers. All of them at this time in the existence of

the Fishacre family are likely to be blood relations as cousins.

The Fishacre families �ourished in the rest of the thirteenth century and in

much of the fourteenth century.28 In the course of the �fteenth century it appears

17 Partial Buckfast Cartulary in Reg. Exon., Grandisson, 1561�1610, only some are dated.

Some of the Fishacre witnesses are noted here: Charter IX, 1571�2, Martinus de f�shachre;

Charter XIIII, 1574 (�rst part missing) dated 1248�1249, Martinus de f�ssacre; Charter XXI-

III, 1581, January 1281�1282, Petrus de ffyshacre, Miles; Charter LIIII, 1601, Martinus de

f�ssacre; Charters LVIII and LIX, 1603�4, Martinus de f�shacre. Note the different spellings

of the name in the local charters.
18 FA, 324 and 332; RTDA 31 (1899), 389; RTDA 40 (1908), 115; RTDA 43 (1911), 226.
19 Reg. Exon., 1: Bronescombe, 83.
20 Reg. Exon., 1: Quivil, 328.
21 Reg. Exon., 1: Quivil, 356, by 11 July 1282 when another priest is appointed. Sir Warin de

Fishacre has resigned his bene�ce which was in the patronage of Sir Peter de Fishacre.
22 CPR (1232�1247), 67.
23 RTDA 64 (1932), 53�54. This refers to the oldest manorial record held at Waddeton in 1932.

Its current whereabouts in unknown.
24 CCR (1237�1242), 215�16.
25 CPR (1247�1258), 658�59: 29 December 1257. William de Fissacre is one of nine people

�of those staying in Wales in the service of the king and Edward his son, and have protection

with clause (possibly volumus) to last as long as they are there on the said service�.
26 CPR (1247�1258), 611, some time in 1258: �Exemption at the instance of Edward, the

king�s son, of William de Fissacre of the county of Devon from being put on assizes, juries

or recognitions and from being made sheriff etc. against his will�.
27 Reg. Exon., 1: Bronescombe, 200�02. The �rst house of secular canons had been established

in the �rst Launceston castle at St. Stephen�s. Their comportment, however, led to their

replacement in 1127 by Augustinian canons who later transferred the priory to the riverside

in Newport. Also P.L. Hall, ed., The Cartulary of Launceston Priory, a calendar. Devon and

Cornwall Record Society NS 30 (Torquay, 1987), xi�xxxvii.
28 The rise in social status of the Fishacre family is indicated by their later varied armorial bear-

ings. We have gained valuable insight about the arms of different members of the Fishacre
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that the male line died out and with it the name, and the Fishacre holdings passed

to the families of the female heirs.29

We know that Richard de Fishacre is a man who grew up in South Devon. He

travelled its ancient lanes, knew its tumbling rivers in their steepsided wooded

valleys, its broad estuaries, and the sea near at hand, saw for himself the farming

of its rich soil. He may well have visited his relatives as the families spread

westwards through that part of Devon known as the South Hams and over to the

Tamar valley and Cornwall. But equally he was familiar with Dartmoor and its

unique harsh landscape. He would probably have visited Ashburton and Buckfast

Abbey several times. He may well have been to Crediton, where the Bishop had

his chief manor, and also to Exeter, the cathedral city. It is very unlikely, however,

that he �rst met the Dominicans in Exeter, as their priory there was not founded

until 1232.30 By that time Richard Fishacre OP was already unusual in his family

for having left Devon and for having become a friar.

Richard possibly went from Devon as a young man to the schools in Oxford

with the intention of becoming a priest of the Exeter diocese. Already two of his

wider family, Robert and Warin, were in the Church, while Sir Peter had the means

to provide a further bene�ce. Once in Oxford, however, he may have become one

family in a report made for us by P.L. Dickinson Esq., Richmond Herald at the College of

Arms. Mr. Dickinson�s searches among printed and written records have shown that sev-

eral coats of arms are attributed to the Fishacres. He drew our attention to the four coats of

arms attributed to Fishacre in J.B. Burke, The General Armory of England, Scotland, Ireland

and Wales (London, 1884), 351. Two of them are from Devon and one from Ulster. All of

them have �sh in various numbers and types: for example one Devon family has six �shes,

while another has three pike; the Irish family has three pike with a chevron. Yet another,

with no place or date mentioned, has a single dolphin. According to later records of the

sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, several of these coats of arms are found in Combe Fish-

acre, Moreleigh, Ilsington and Plymouth (all places in south Devon) and also in Crediton in

central Devon. The earliest written references to them, including the �rst in the Ashmolean

Roll of about 1331�35, come from the fourteenth century. It has not been possible to include

in the report any full survey of heraldry on seals and monuments. Mr. Dickinson concludes:

�As things stand, there is no documentary evidence that anyone named Fishacre was using

arms prior to the reign of Edward III. In these circumstances, none of the coats of arms

mentioned can be safely attributed to Richard de Fishacre OP.�
29 For a more exhaustive account of the Fishacre family see O�Carroll, �The Fishacre Tribe�

(n. 14 above).
30 Between 1221, the year of the Dominicans� arrival in England and 1248, the year of Fish-

acre�s death only 23 of the 51 priories were in existence. At the start settlement was slow

but carefully considered, as no foundation was made without the full number of twelve as

required by the Constitutions: Oxford, 1221; London, 1224; Norwich, 1226; York, 1227;

Bristol, 1230; Exeter and Shrewsbury, 1232. Initially Oxford was the place of novitiate,

of priory school, of provincial school, and of general school. See O�Carroll, A Thirteenth

Century Preacher�s Handbook: Studies in MS Laud Misc. 511 (Toronto, 1997), 60�67.
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of Jordan of Saxony�s catches.31 Whatever the account of his vocation, it would

appear that he entered the Order of Preachers within the �rst decade of its arrival

in England in 1221.

As a student at the �rst Oxford Blackfriars, he would have come under the tute-

lage of Friar Robert Bacon, the �rst Dominican master in theology at the young

studium. Bacon was already magister when he embraced the Dominican rule,32

and it was for this reason that the customary novitiate was dispensed with in his

case.33

We do not know precisely when Fishacre incepted in theology, but it was prob-

ably by 1240. Although commenting on some book of Peter Lombard�s Sentences

was eventually required of all candidates for the degree of master of theology,

becoming therefore the exclusive province of bachelors, the evidence suggests

that Fishacre�s Commentary � like the Sentences Commentaries of Alexander of

Hales,34 Roland of Cremona,35 and probably also of Hugh of St. Cher36 before

him � was the work of a master.37 He writes the work under obedience, he says

31 Jordan wrote in November of 1229: �At the studium of Oxford, where I am at present,

the Lord has given us great hopes of a good catch� (Beati Iordani de Saxonia Epistulae,

ed. A. Walz, MOFPH 22 [1951], 4). Jordan�s hopes seems to have been realized a decade

later when a letter from the Oxford prior, William of Thetford, revealed that the priory had

forty novices; see K.W. Humphreys, �Three Letters of William of Thetford, O.P.,� Journal

of Ecclesiastical History 5 (1954), 203. Cf. C.H. Lawrence, The Friars. The Impact of the

Early Mendicant Movement on Western Society (London, 1994), 74, and M.W. Sheehan,

�The Religious Orders 1220�1370,� in The History of the University of Oxford, ed. J.I. Catto

(Oxford, 1984), 1:199.
32 Beryl Smalley, �Robert Bacon and the Early Dominican School at Oxford,� Transactions of

the Royal Historical Society (4th Series) 30 (1948), 1.
33 Cf. Thomas of Eccleston (who records it with a note of disapproval), Tractatus de adventu

Fratrum Minorum in Angliam, ed. A.G. Little, 2nd ed. (Manchester, 1951), 81: �Consue-

verunt enim ipso die ingressus sui, si vellent, pro�teri, sicque fecit bonae memoriae frater

R. Bacun.�
34 Alexander de Hales, Glossa in IV libros Sententiarum Petri Lombardi, eds. Pp. Collegii

S. Bonaventurae (Quaracchi, 1951), 1:66*.
35 M. Mich‘ele Mulchahey, �First the Bow is Bent in Study . . . �. Dominican Education before

1350 (Toronto, 1998), 60.
36 Until we have a critical edition of Hugh�s Commentary, of which there are extant at least

a dozen witnesses, the question of whether it is a magisterial work will remain a matter

of conjecture. The DTC asserts without the offer of evidence that Hugh lectured on the

Sentences in 1230 as a master. Principe has dated the written form of the work c. 1230�1232

(Hugh of Saint-Cher�s Theology of the Hypostatic Union [Toronto, 1970], 14), but that does

not tell when he lectured on the Sentences or even whether it was before or after his entry

into the Order. I am grateful to Simon Tugwell OP for reviewing the scanty evidence for me.
37 Pelster in his �nal word on the subject placed the beginning of Fishacre�s regency in ca. 1245

and therefore the Commentary shortly before 1245, without however giving the reasons for

his position other than the assertion that bachelors read the Sentences (�Das Leben und die

Schriften des Oxforder Dominikanerlehrers Richard Fishacre [† 1248],� ZKT 54 [1930],
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in the prologue, though lacking in strength of mind and body38 � a protesta-

tion more credible coming from a master than from a student. Had the Sentences

been a part of the theology curriculum, and hence the assignment of every student

volens nolens, the mention of obedience would have been redundant.

Furthermore, his reference in the same prologue to his work on the other part of

theology,39 which was moral theology or Scripture, is probably to his commentary

on the Psalms. Although no extant copy has been discovered, its publication was

attested by the earliest bibliographies.40 That the work achieved written status,

however, suggests that its author was a master; the fruits of the cursor biblicus

were seldom published.

Lastly, a bachelor would simply not have had the authority to introduce an

innovation such as the Sentences Commentary represented at Oxford. The editors

of the Commentary of Alexander of Hales, the �rst at Paris, had reached the same

conclusion with respect to Alexander and his Glossa.41 In fact, the �rst Oxford

statute regarding the Sentences as part of the theology curriculum does not appear

until 1253 (the year of Grosseteste�s death), and even then the aspirant to the

grade of master was given a choice between lecturing on a book of the Bible or

Lombard�s Sentences or Comestor�s Historia.42 One should avoid the temptation

of anachronistically imposing later regulations on an earlier time.43

530�31). This represented a change from his earlier opinion, namely, that Fishacre�s Com-

mentary was a magisterial work (�Der ¤alteste Sentenzenkommentar aus der Oxforder Fran-

ziskanerschule. Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte des theologischen Lehrbetriebs an der Oxforder

Universit¤at,� Scholastik 1 [1926], 64�65).
38 �Sed ad tantam sublimitatem imperfectum meum viderunt oculi vestri � et non unicam im-

perfectionem sed duplicem, scilicet imperfectionem scientiae in mente et virium in corpore.

Tamen oboedientiam nec valens nec volens declinare, con�dentiam habeo in eo de quo dici-

tur Eccli. 15: Quoniam multa est sapientia Dei et fortis in potentia� (R.J. Long, �The Science

of Theology according to Richard Fishacre: Edition of the Prologue to his Commentary on

the Sentences,� MS 34 [1972], 97).
39 Ibid. See below.
40 See Trivet, Annales, 229; SOP, 1:118; John Leland, De Rebus Britannicis Collectanea, ed.

T. Hearne (London, 1774; repr. London, 1968), 4:38; and Thomas James, Ecloga Oxonio-

Cantabrigiensis (London, 1600), 1:9. Franz Pelster claims he searched in vain for the work

(�Das Leben,� 522).
41 Alexander, Glossa, 1:66*.
42 �Statuit universitas Oxoniae, et, si statutum fuerit, iterato consensu corroborat, quod nullus

in eadem universitate incipiat in theologia nisi prius rexerit in artibus in aliqua universitate,

et nisi legerit aliquem librum de canone Bibliae vel librum Sententiarum vel Historiarum, et

praedicaverit publice universitati� (Statuta antiqua universitatis Oxoniensis, ed. S. Gibson

[Oxford, 1931], 49).
43 Cf. Mulchahey, Dominican Education, 166�67: �It can no longer be assumed that every

Dominican commentary on the Sentences is the work of an author who at some time was a

university bachelor, or that it was otherwise produced in the university environment . . . �.
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If the terminus post quem of Fishacre�s Commentary can be �xed at 1241,

and the terminus ante quem as 1245,44 that would allow the Dominican master

approximately four years for the composition of such a massive work. It would

be dif�cult to conceive of the work being done in less time. That would also

allow three additional years of regency, a period during which Fishacre exercised

the of�ce of a master theologian, which was to lecture, to dispute, and to preach.

The fruits of these last years are detailed in the next chapter.

Whether Fishacre succeeded Robert Bacon as the sole regent master or whether

they both held chairs simultaneously is not altogether certain. Our earliest source

is Nicholas Trivet, writing two generations later:

Fuerat huic [S. Edmundo Rich] socius in schola magister Robertus Bacon, qui

Oxoniis regens in theologia praedicatorum ordinem est ingressus. Post ingres-

sum vero lectiones suas in scholis sancti Edwardi per plures continuavit annos.

Sub quo primus de fratribus incepit frater Ricardus de Fissakere Exoniensis

[Oxoniensis ed.] diocesis, legens una cum fratre Roberto praedicto in scholis,

quas fratres infra locum, quem nunc habitant, habuerant.45

Hinnebusch interprets Trivet as meaning that the two Dominicans held chairs si-

multaneously (una cum).46 However, Trivet also says legens una cum, not regens

una cum, implying that Bacon could have continued to lecture as master emeritus,

while his student was the sole regent, or vice versa. Never in the thirteenth cen-

tury, moreover, is it recorded of the Dominicans or Franciscans that either Order

held more than one chair concurrently within the theology faculty at Oxford, and

in fact judging from events at Paris, there would have been considerable opposi-

tion to such a move.47

Emden interprets this same passage very differently: because Trivet wrote le-

gens instead of regens, Fishacre lectured in the schools, he says, probably as a

non-regent master.48 Matthew Paris, in a text cited below, simply states that Ba-

con and Fishacre lectured in the same faculty.

Joseph Goering suggests a third position: reading Trivet to say that Bacon

taught in St. Edmund�s chair at St. Edward�s, even after he became a friar, and

that Fishacre, having incepted under Bacon, taught in the friars� school at Oxford,

one can thus claim that they were both legentes, one in the �university� and the

other in the Dominicans� convent.49 Since, however, the term regent master was

44 See below, chapter III, �The Sentences Commentary�.
45 Trivet, Annales, 229.
46 EEFP, 364, n. 38.
47 Cf. CUP, 1:254, n. 230.
48 BRUO, 2:685.
49 Private correspondence. This is also the position favored by Mulchahey, Dominican Educa-

tion, 366, n. 50: �Admitting that the two may have lectured together at Blackfriars does not

imply formal recognition for Fishacre was either sought or obtained from the university.�
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not part of Dominican vocabulary, it was not used in their schools.50 The regency

therefore would have applied only to the secular studium.

It is worth remembering that at this early date in the history of the English

Dominican province Oxford was a provincial studium and a priory studium as

well as an incipient general studium.51 For the considerable burden of teaching at

these three levels more than one lector would be needed. There is thus no problem

about Robert and Richard both lecturing at Oxford in the same faculty at the same

time, but in different venues. In fact, there could well have been a third lector

whose task was that of priory lector in charge of the priory studium.52

If Bacon was master already in 1219, he would have been approaching sixty by

the time Fishacre incepted and hence probably quite prepared to share the teaching

responsibilities with his younger confrere, if not turn over the regency altogether.

There are now also ample data that, unlike the seculars, the Dominicans used

their chairs at Paris and at Oxford to train masters for their convents and would

therefore rotate the men in and out after a term of three years, so that others might

in turn be formed.53 Pelster puts Bacon�s retirement about 1244, but advances no

reason for holding this.54 At any rate it does not touch our thesis: Fishacre might

well have been a master of theology without at the same time holding the title

magister regens.

Death came for both friar Richard and his mentor, Robert Bacon, in the same

year, 1248. Fishacre�s death would have come later in the year, if it is the same

Richard Fishacre who served as an executor of a prominent baron, Herbert Fitz-

peter, on the Sunday before the feast of the Ascension.55 If his inception as master

took place about 1240/1241, Fishacre would have been in his early to late forties

50 See Mulchahey, Dominican Education, 378, n. 111.
51 The proposal for the Dominican school at Oxford to be granted studium generale status

(along with Bologna, Cologne, and Montpellier) was con�rmed only in 1248 and not imple-

mented until 1261; see Mulchahey, Dominican Education, 351�52 and n. 2.
52 See Mulchahey, Dominican Education, 352�78, and chapter two of O�Carroll�s A Thirteenth-

Century Preacher�s Handbook, 35�74.
53 Daniel Callus, �The Tabulae super Originalia Patrum of Robert Kilwardby O.P.,� in Studia

Mediaevalia in honorem R.J. Martin (Bruges, 1948), 251. Callus, in fact, traces the regencies

of the masters who succeeded Fishacre (Simon of Hinton [1248�1250]; Hugh of Mistretune

[1250�1253]; Peter Manners [1253�1256]; Robert Kilwardby [1256�1261], all of whose re-

gencies were singular and of limited duration. Cf. Jean-Pierre Torrell, Saint Thomas Aquinas,

Vol. 1: The Person and His Work, trans. Robert Royal (Washington DC, 1996), 98.
54 �Das Leben,� 521, and �Der ¤alteste Sentenzenkommentar,� 56, n. 4. In 1244 Robert is still

acting in a capacity of some importance, but not necessarily that of a magister regens (see

CPR [1232�1247], 442).
55 See British Library, MS Harley 1708, f. 114b and British Library, MS Cotton, Vespasian

E. xxv, f. 61b; cited from Josiah Cox Russell, Dictionary of Writers of Thirteenth Century

England (London, 1936), 115.
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when death claimed him.56 In one of the very few autobiographical references in

his writings, Fishacre protests in the aforementioned prologue that he was labor-

ing under a twofold handicap: the �rst affecting his mind (lack of knowledge), the

second his body (physical weakness):

But for such great excellence your eyes have observed my imperfection �

and not a single imperfection but one that is two-fold, namely imperfection of

knowledge with respect to the mind and of strength with respect to the body.57

A colophon in the form of a prayer at the end of the �rst book of one of the Paris

witnesses, moreover, alludes again to a lack of physical strength:

I ask you, dear reader, whoever you are, to beseech God on behalf of friar

Richard de Fishacre, who has produced this work, that the Lord will preserve

his soul now and forever and grant him strength of body so that he might bring

the rest of this work to a successful conclusion. Amen.58

These personal glimpses, if they are taken as more than commonplaces, can be

seen as intimations of Fishacre�s weak constitution and hence premonitions of his

demise at a relatively young age. He was buried under the west wall of the church

of the new priory built in the Jewry outside the walls.59

Matthew Paris, who generally wasted little affection on the friars, wrote this

moving tribute:

And in the same year [1248] two friars from the same Order, than whom there

were none living who were superior in theology and the other sciences, nor

indeed equal, as it is thought, namely Friar Robert Bacon and Friar Richard

de Fishacre, who lectured with distinction in the same faculty for many years

and gloriously preached the word of the Lord to the people, from this world

migrated to God.60

56 The minimum age of inception, barring any dispensation to the contrary, was 35; cf. CUP,

1:79. However, unless the friar were already a quali�ed master in law or theology prior to

entry, he seldom went straight through his quali�cations, but alternated study and teaching.

We cannot therefore be very precise in our estimates.
57 �Sed ad tantam sublimitatem imperfectum meum viderunt oculi vestri � et non unicam im-

perfectionem sed duplicem, scilicet imperfectionem scientiae in mente et virium in corpore�

(Long, �Science of Theology,� 97).
58 �Rogo te, lector, quicumque es, ut roges Deum pro fratre Richardo de �xacre, qui hoc opus

edidit, ut eum dominus nunc et semper in anima custodiat et in corpore vires prebeat, ut

residuum operis ad �nem prospere perducat. Amen.� (Paris, Biblioth‘eque Nationale lat.

16389 [henceforth S], f. 90v).
59 Hinnebusch, EEFP, 365; Leland, Collectanea, 4:59. A surviving part of the priory, the

second foundation at Oxford, is currently one of the interior walls of the School for the Deaf

at the bottom of St. Ebbe�s Street.
60 �Et eodem anno [1248] duo fratres de eodem ordine quibus non erant maiores, immo nec

pares, ut creditur, viventes in theologia et aliis scientiis, videlicet frater Robertus Bacon et
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Such are the meagre facts established by the best authenticated sources. Whatever

other details have crept into the vita are the result either of the inventiveness of

sixteenth-century antiquarians or the pious imaginings of earlier hagiographers.

The accounts, for example, of Fishacre�s studies at Paris,61 his intense friendship

with Robert Bacon such that he died of grief shortly after his teacher�s death, and

the commencement of his teaching as early as 1234 can all be traced to Leland

and Bale.62 Gerard of Frachet, on the other hand, is the sole authority63 for the

edifying tale of Fishacre�s death:

An English lector named Richard, being at the point of death, called out: �Pray

earnestly for me, brethren, for soon I shall have to encounter some terrible

apparitions.� His eyes then began to roll uneasily, and by the pallor of his

features and wild gestures he gave signs of the terrible agony he was passing

through. After a while he exclaimed on regaining consciousness: �Oh, blessed

be God, I am saved, thanks to the prayers of my own brethren and of the Friars

Minor, whom I have always especially loved.� And so, giving glory to God in

his fashion, he gave up his spirit.64

A second tale from the Lives of the Brethren concerns the apparition during his

�nal illness of a friar Richard, whom the editor identi�es as possibly Fishacre:

frater Ricardus de Fishakele, qui egregie plurimis annis in eadem facultate legerunt et populis

gloriose praedicaverunt verbum Domini, ab hoc saeculo ad Deum migraverunt� (Chronica

maiora, ed. H.R. Luard [London, 1880], 5:16).
61 J. Pits mentions expressly: �Parisiis eum aliquando studuisse auctor est Lelandus� (Rela-

tionum historicarum de rebus anglicis [Paris, 1619], 317). J. Bale, never one to temper his

extravagantly anti-papalist language, embroiders Leland�s account and has Fishacre study-

ing �goat-stags and tragelaphs and other monstrous scurrilities of the sophists at Oxford and

Paris (Et horum [Dominicorum fratrum] obtenebratus nebulis cimericis, deliramentisque fa-

naticis excaecatus, nihil Oxonii et Parisiis prater tragelaphos et hircocervos, aliasque sophis-

tarum scurrilitates monstri�cas protulit)� (Scriptorum illustrium Maioris Brytanniae catalo-

gus [Basel, 1557], 295).
62 Pelster, �Das Leben,� 521.
63 Although too often dismissed as too hagiographical, the Vitae Fratrum is not without histor-

ical value. As Simon Tugwell reminded us in a private correspondence (16 May 1999), the

text was revised by Humbert of Romans, who would have corrected it had Gerard gotten it

wrong.
64 �Cum frater Ricardus, lector in Anglia, morti appropinquasset, ait: �Fratres, orate pro me,

quia cito terribiles apparebunt.� Post hoc cepit oculos terribiliter huc et illuc convertere et

admirabilis timoris signa vultu et gestu monstrare. Tandem ad se rediens ait: �Benedic-

tus Deus, salvatus sum ad instanciam fratrum nostrorum et fratrum minorum, quos semper

dilexi.� Et glori�cans Deum emisit spiritum� (Gerardus de Fracheto, Vitae Fratrum Ordinis

Praedicatorum, ed. B.M. Reichert [Louvain, 1896], 277; Lives of the Brethren of the Order

of Preachers 1206�1259, trans. Placid Conway, ed. Bede Jarrett [London, 1924], 261�62).

The editor of the English translation claims that the manuscript used by the translator was

not always the best (vii).
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In the same province of England when brother Richard was now near death, he

suddenly cried out: �Woe, oh woe to you who say the divine of�ce negligently,

for the souls in purgatory protest that you so tardily and tepidly ful�ll what

you owe them.� Then he added these few words: �Alas, the Blessed Virgin

complained to her Son, in my presence, about you, that that little bit that you

say about her you recite so imprecisely and with a heart so lacking in devotion

that it is accounted as nearly nothing. But I heard such a melody in heaven

as no one could even imagine on earth.� Having said this he fell asleep in the

Lord.65

Beyond this there is silence.

65 �In eadem Anglie provincia cum frater Ricardus iam exanimis esset, subito clamavit: �Heu,

heu vobis, qui divinum of�cium negligenter dicitis, quia conqueruntur anime de purgatorio,

quod ita tarde et tepide solvitis, quod eis debetis.� Et pauca superadditis: �Heu, beata Virgo

conquesta est Filio, me presente, de vobis, quod istud modicum quod dicitis de ea indistincte

et indevoto dicitis corde quod quasi pro nichilo deputatur. Ego autem audivi melodiam in

celo, qualem nullus nec cogitare posset in terra.� His dictis in Domino obdormivit� (ibid.,

165; trans. mine. The Conway translation [Lives of the Brethren, 148] here bears little re-

semblance to the Latin text).



II. FISHACRE�S WRITINGS

In addition to his magisterial Sentences Commentary, Fishacre produced a num-

ber of other theological writings in his brief career as magister sacrae paginae.

The extant works, however, are not always easily reconcilable with the earlier bib-

liographies.1 Nicholas Trivet attributes to him, besides a Sentences Commentary,

a commentary or postillae on the Psalms (as far as Psalm 70), which were, he

says, very beautiful and intermixed with delightful moral lessons:

Hic Richardus super Sententias scriptum temporibus suis perutile composuit,

et super Psalterium usque ad psalmum septuagesimum postillas edidit pulcher-

rimas, moralitatibus suavissimis intermixtas.2

In 1339 this commentary was recorded as being at the priory at London, when the

provincial, Richard of Winkley, ordered an inventory to be made of the library, and

was still there and at Norwich when Leland made his visits about 1536.3 Leland4

and Bale5 record the work, and at least one copy survived the Dissolution: in 1600

Thomas James writes of a copy at New College, Oxford, catalogued as MS 248,

whose incipit was missing.6

That Fishacre had lectured on some book of Scripture, moreover, is suggested

by his remarks in the prologue to his Sentences Commentary. Dividing the science

of theology into two parts, he says the �rst part has to do with the highest good and

the second with the highest truth. Although both parts are contained indistincte

in Holy Scripture, modern masters focus on moral matters when they lecture on

Scripture and leave the more dif�cult doctrinal questions for their glosses on the

Lombard, where there is no difference between lecturing and disputing. But then

he addresses his readers, saying that now that they have heard instructions in moral

matters, the ratio ordinis demands that they advance to the dif�cult questions

about the faith:

1 In fact, the earliest catalogues � the Catalogus Stamsensis, the Catalogus Laurentii, and

the Catalogus Upsalensis � ascribe only a Commentary on the Sentences to Fishacre; see

Laurentii Pignon Catalogi et Chronica, ed. G. Meersseman (Rome, 1936), 21, 66, and 75.
2 N. Trivet, Annales Sex Regum Angliae, ed. Thomas Hog (London, 1845), 230.
3 William A. Hinnebusch, EEFP, 365�66. See also Richard Sharpe, HLW, 476.
4 De Rebus Britannicis Collectanea, ed. T. Hearne (London, 1774; repr. London, 1968), 4:28.

Hinnebusch is of the opinion that Leland�s report of a copy at Rievaulx (Fizaker super Deus

illuminatio) may be a reference to a postill on Psalm 26: Dominus illuminatio mea et salus

mea (366). Cf. The Libraries of the Cistercians, Gilbertines and Premonstratensians, ed.

David N. Bell, Corpus of British Medieval Library Catalogues 3 (London, 1992), 140, no. 22.
5 Scriptorum illustrium Maioris Brytanniae catalogus (Basel, 1557), 295.
6 Thomas James, Ecloga Oxonio-Cantabrigiensis (London, 1600), 1:9. Echard repeats the

story a century later (SOP, 1:118).
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Ideo haec scientia, quae est de uno ex duobus, habet partes duas: una est

de unitate affectus cum summa bonitate, et alia est de unitate aspectus cum

summa veritate. . . . Utraque fateor harum partium in sacro Scripturae canone

� sed indistincte � continetur. Verumtamen tantum altera pars, scilicet de

moribus instruendis, a magistris modernis cum leguntur sancti libri docetur.

Alia tamquam dif�cilior disputationi reservatur. Haec autem pars dif�cilior de

canone sacrarum Scripturarum excerpta in isto libro qui Sententiarum dicitur

ponitur. Unde non differt hic legere et disputare. . . . Quia ergo in praeceden-

tibus de moribus instruendis audistis, ratio ordinis et consummationis exigeret

ut et secunda pars, quae est de quaestionibus circa Þdem difÞcilibus, nunc

convenienter legeretur [emphasis mine].7

In other words, Fishacre is here embarking on the second part of his students�

theological instruction, asserting that they have already heard lectures on Scrip-

ture, arguably the missing postills on the Psalms.

Leland, from whom most subsequent bibliographers draw, also lists a commen-

tary on the parables of Solomon, for which he even supplies an incipit (Multiplici

ratione audiendum).8 This attribution is repeated by Bale,9 by Echard,10 and more

recently by Kaeppeli11 and Sharpe,12 but as yet no such work has been identi�ed.

Also assigned an incipit is a work entitled De poenitentia (Quia ut habet S. Au-

gustinus).13 Although this work has likewise never been recovered, Henry of

Kirkestede (known as Boston of Bury) reports that there was a copy at St. Bene-

dict�s, Hulme.14 Predictably, the title appears in the lists of Bale, Echard, and

Kaeppeli.15

Other titles in the post-medieval bibliographic tradition carry little or no weight

and more than likely are mere commonplaces. Bale, and subsequently Echard,

list titles such as Postillae morales, Commentarii Bibliae, Quaestiones variae,

and Quodlibeta.16 This last title even makes Kaeppeli�s list, on the strength of

Leland�s having seen such a work at King�s College, Cambridge.17 Conceivably,

the Quodlibeta might refer to the collection of questions excerpted from the �rst

7 Long, �Science of Theology,� 96�97.
8 Collectanea, 4:152.
9 Catalogus, 295.

10 SOP, 1:118. Echard gives his source as John Pits (Relationum historicarum de rebus anglicis

[Paris, 1619]) and adds, somewhat skeptically: �ubi tamen serventur non monet� (�he gives

no advice as to where they are kept�).
11 SOPMA, 3:305, no. 3468.
12 Sharpe, HLW, 476.
13 Bale, Catalogus, 295; SOP, 118; SOPMA, 3:305, no. 3470.
14 Cambridge, Univ. MS Add. 3470, f. 128; cited from Russell, Dictionary, 115.
15 See n. 13 above.
16 Bale, Catalogus, 295�96; SOP, 1:118.
17 SOPMA, 3:305, no. 3469. Cf. Leland, Collectanea, 4:1715.
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two books of the Sentences Commentary, now catalogued as Trinity College MS

O.1.30,18 but that is purely conjectural.

Finally, Russell drew attention to an unidentiÞed tract by Fishacre on the theo-

logical virtues that is cited at the end of Magdalen College (Oxford) MS 60:

de amore Dei . . . patet satis clare in tractatu quem Richardus F�sachee frater

de ordine predicatorum composuit de tribus virtutibus theologicis, scilicet spe,

�de, et caritate . . . 19

Leonard Boyle speculated that possibly the anonymous De Þde, spe, et caritate

contained in Corpus Christi College, Oxford, MS 32, was the aforementioned

treatise by Fishacre.20 Although Emden preserved the tentative nature of the

ascription in his Register,21 Kaeppeli on no additional evidence upgraded it as

probable.22 It has recently been demonstrated, however, that neither internal nor

external evidence can establish that Fishacre is the author of the Corpus Christi

text, and that if he did write a treatise on the theological virtues, it has not yet

surfaced.23

Other works, not listed in any of the older bibliographies, however, have been

identi�ed as Fishacre�s. First, there is ample evidence, internal and external, that

the treatise on heresies (Legi Augustinum), appended to Vatican Ottob. lat. 294,

was written by Fishacre.24 In the Gonville and Caius College witness of Fishacre�s

Sentences Commentary there occurs the following marginal note:

Hic deest questio de eternitate uel increacione mundi, que scripta est una cum

questione de luce in paruo volumine ante questionem de heresibus.25

Several folia later, the ascription is con�rmed by a second note:

Hic deest questio de luce que scripta est in paruo quaterno cum questionibus

de heresibus.26

18 This manuscript has been edited and published: Long, �The Moral and Spiritual Theology

of Richard Fishacre: Edition of Trinity Coll. MS O. 1. 30,� AFP 60 (1990), 5�143.
19 Oxford, Magdalen College MS 60, f. 264. See Russell, Dictionary, 115. Richard Sharpe

records the treatise as cited in BL MS Burney 356, f. 117v (HLW, 477).
20 L.E. Boyle, �Three English Pastoral Summae and a �Magister Galienus�,� Studia Gratiana

11 (1967), 140, n. 15.
21 BRUO, 2:286.
22 SOPMA, 3:305, no. 3471.
23 Joseph Goering and R. James Long, �Richard Fishacre�s Treatise De Þde, spe, et caritate,�

Bulletin de philosophie m«edi«evale 31 (1989), 103�11.
24 Citt‘a del Vaticano, Biblioteca Vaticana Ottob. lat. 294 [henceforth V], ff. 287a�294vb. This

treatise has been edited and published: Long, �Richard Fishacre�s Super S. Augustini librum

De haeresibus adnotationes: An Edition and Commentary,� AHDL 60 (1993), 207�79.
25 Cambridge, Gonville and Caius College 329/410 [henceforth C], f. 170vb. See Pelster, �Das

Leben,� 529, who �rst called attention to this note.
26 C, f. 175va.
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The fact, moreover, that the treatise on heresies is sandwiched between two au-

thenticated works27 by Fishacre in the Vatican manuscript provides supporting

evidence. Thirdly, there are stylistic considerations: in particular, Fishacre�s char-

acteristic hesitancy to commit to a position (nec asserere presumo, asserere non

audeo, non assero tamen) and the frequency of the shibboleth fateor.28 Lastly,

and most convincingly, there are several references in the heresies treatise to the

Commentary and at least six parallel passages.29

Fishacre�s point of departure is Augustine�s catalogue of heresies from the be-

ginning of the Christian era to his own time. Claiming that Augustine did not

present reasons in refuting the heresies he enumerated, Fishacre undertakes to do

just that, that is, for each of the heresies he will give the heretics� reasons and the

reasons of the Catholics against them. In fact, of the ninety heresies listed by Au-

gustine Fishacre responds only to the �rst six, leading some scholars to conclude

that the work is incomplete.30

Following immediately upon the adnotationes on heresies in the Vatican manu-

script is a question on the Ascension of Christ (Quesitum fuit de ascensione: qua

uirtute Christus ascendit?).31 Again, although anonymous, there can be no doubt

of Fishacre�s authorship. As with the previous work, the same arguments �

physical location, style, and parallel passages with the Commentary � can be

marshalled.32 Moreover, stylistic clues,33 the rather un�nished nature of the text,

and the character of the not infrequent errors strongly suggest that the original

was in the form of a reportatio.

In this little work Fishacre approaches the subject of the Ascension with orig-

inality and daring. In fact, until Aquinas�s careful and thorough discussion of the

question, Fishacre�s opuscule stands virtually alone with respect to the extent to

which he makes use of the new science. Invoking the Aristotelian concepts of

natural place, natural motion, gravity and levity, vacuum, and time, he asks by

what power Christ�s ascension took place: that is, was it by virtue of his divinity,

his body, or his soul? Opting for the last, he further asks whether the Ascension

was gradual or instantaneous, and �nally in what direction Christ ascended.34

The marginal notes from the Gonville & Caius College manuscript referred

to above, which are possibly in the author�s own hand, alluded to a little vol-

27 The second work is the question on the Ascension of Christ (see below).
28 Long, �Super librum De haeresibus,� 207�08.
29 Ibid., 208. There should be no question mark in Kaeppeli�s list: see SOPMA, 3:305, no. 3473.
30 Ibid., 208�09. Cf. Pelster, �Das Leben,� 531, and EEFP, 365.
31 This question has also been edited and published: Long, �Richard Fishacre�s Quaestio on

the Ascension of Christ: An Edition,� MS 40 (1978), 30�55. Cf. Kaeppeli, SOPMA, 3:306,

no. 3474.
32 Ibid., 31�32.
33 For example, dicebat; ad hoc quod dicis; cuius des subtilitatem; responde.
34 Ibid., 38�40.
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ume (parvum volumen) or a notebook (quaternus35) which contained, in addition

to the aforementioned Adnotationes super librum De haeresibus, two additional

questions: one on the eternal duration of the world, the other on the metaphysics

of light.36 In the process of preparing the critical edition we have now recovered

these questions, which survive by virtue of having been appended to a London

manuscript of the Commentary37 and subsequently incorporated into appropriate

places in the text of a Paris manuscript of the same commentary.38

Since these questions do not appear in the text in the earliest manuscripts of

the Sentences Commentary,39 clearly they were written after the completion of the

latter, that is to say, during the �nal three or four years of Fishacre�s life.40 Both

pieces exhibit a growing con�dence on the part of the author, a master of theology

in full possession of his powers, boldly exploring new ground, transcending the

work of Grosseteste on the same issues.

In his question on the eternal duration of the world, Fishacre unquestionably

has Grosseteste�s Hexaemeron open on the desk before him. But he has just as un-

questionably rethought the issue, adducing new arguments and placing the whole

in a systematic (one might even say scholastic) context. He provides the tra-

ditional Aristotelian arguments for the world�s eternal duration, refutes each in

turn, then provides arguments � some of them quite subtle � for the world�s

temporal duration.41

35 On the use of this term in the thirteenth century see L.J. Bataillon, �Exemplar, Pecia, Quater-

nus,� in Vocabulaire du livre et de lÕ«ecriture au moyen öage, ed. O. Weijers (Turnhout, Bel-

gium, 1989), 206�19.
36 A marginal note in Bologna, Biblioteca Universitaria lat. 1546 [henceforth B], repeats the

allusion: �questionem de eternitate mundi que deest habes in alio volumine questionum

. . . �. It is altogether possible that the unbound volume of Fishacre�s opuscula survived into

the sixteenth century and was what Bale was referring to as quaestiones variae.
37 The question on the eternity of the world is copied on some blank folia at the end of London,

British Library Royal 10. B. vii [henceforth R], ff. 386b�388va, and the question on light

follows directly upon it (ff. 388va�389a).
38 Paris, Biblioth‘eque Nationale lat. 15754 [henceforth P], ff. 87vb�89va and 91b�91vb. Both

of these questions have been edited and studied: see Long, �The First Oxford Debate on

the Eternity of the World,� RTPM 65 (1998), 52�96; and Long and Timothy B. Noone,

�Fishacre and Rufus on the Metaphysics of Light: Two Unedited Texts,� in Roma, magistra

mundi. Itineraria culturae medievalis: M«elanges offerts au P‘ere L.E. Boyle ‘a lÕoccasion de

son 75e anniversaire, ed. Jacqueline Hamesse (Louvain-la-Neuve, 1998), 517�48. Both texts

will be reproduced as Appendix A and Appendix B in the edition of Book II of the Fishacre

Commentary.
39 That is, in B, C, R, and V; see chapter IV, �The Manuscripts� below. It is signi�cant that both

pieces appear in appropriate places in the text of Fishacre�s Commentary only in P, which is

a later copy (see below), and in R, an early manuscript, appended at the end where the scribe

found some blank folia.
40 It will be argued below that the terminus ante quem is about 1245.
41 Long, �Eternity of the World,� 57�64.
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Fishacre�s short treatise on light likewise draws its inspiration from Grosse-

teste but again goes beyond the latter in asking new questions: namely, is light a

substance or an accident, and is it body or spirit? After a thorough exploration

of both positions, Fishacre concludes that light is not an accident nor a spirit, but

rather a corporeal substance.42 So bold and original was his position, however,

that he drew the �re of the Franciscan, Richard Rufus, who was possibly acting

as a surrogate for the bishop of Lincoln.43

Two additional questions � on the nature of the heavens and on the Genesis

text declaring the division of waters in the �rmament � are likewise identi�ed by

a marginal note in C:

Nota quod hic desunt due questiones, una de celo, alia de aquis super celos, et

sunt infra, folio 183.44

In B there appears a similar note:

Hic desunt quedam questiones de celo quas habes alibi ubi est tale signum.45

These questions appear in the text (at Book II, distinction 14, chapters 2 and 4)

in later manuscripts, including P, but are omitted from the earliest witnesses. Our

conjecture is that these likewise are the fruit of Fishacre�s disputational activities

after he completed his Commentary and like the questions on the duration of the

world and on light were later tipped into relevant places in the Commentary text.46

Finally, a word must be said about Fishacre�s sermons. As a friar Preacher his

vocation was to preach and as a master of theology he preached principally to uni-

versity audiences. Although most medieval sermons that survive are anonymous,

Russell has identi�ed as many as ten sermons that are Fishacre�s, contained in

four different manuscripts.47 Of this number only two have been published and

studied. The �rst is on the Pauline text Non enim heres erit Þlius ancille cum Þlio

libere (Gal 4,30), and it betrays clear links with the Sentences Commentary.48 For

his theme, for example, he returns to the image he exploited in the Commentary,

that of Sarah and Hagar. He also re-uses his unusual theory of hell being a place

of compression, density, and darkness. The �rst version of the sermon, moreover,

contains many lively exempla, including proverbs in English and French and some

about royalty.49 The second sermon is on the text Ego autem sicut oliua fructifera,

42 See Long and Noone, �Metaphysics of Light,� 518�23.
43 Ibid., 523�28.
44 C, f. 179va.
45 B, f. 127a.
46 These will be printed as Appendix C and Appendix D in the edition of Book II.
47 Russell, Dictionary, 115. Kaeppeli repeats Russell�s list (SOPMA, 3:305, no. 3472).
48 O�Carroll, �Two Versions of a Sermon by Richard Fishacre OP for the Fourth Sunday of Lent

on the Theme �Non enim heres erit �lius ancille cum �lio libere�,� AFP 54 (1984), 113�41.

O�Carroll dates the sermon between 1240/43 and 1248; PreacherÕs Handbook, 90.
49 The source of the stories about royalty had been problematical, except that in the reign of

Henry III Dominicans were often chosen as confessors by the royal family. The existence



Fishacre�s Writings 37

comparing the Virgin Mary to the olive tree, and bears witness to Fishacre�s theo-

logical methodology: that is, to make the fullest use of the new science � in this

case the pseudo-Aristotelian De plantis � in the service of theology.50 Mary, for

example, like the tree, reproduces without any assistance from a male and yields

her fruit, furthermore, without the loss of integrity and without experiencing pain.

If there is a lesson to be learned from this reordering of the Fishacrean corpus, it

is this: lists of titles without any texts or sources of texts indicated should always

be viewed with suspicion. Too many medieval and (even) modern scholars, in

this and other cases, have tended simply to reproduce the titles recorded by their

predecessors with no hard evidence that these were anything but pure fancy. In the

meantime, there have existed authentic works which, because they have hitherto

not been identi�ed, have not received their proper attention.

of Fishacre cousins in the royal Exchequer in Dublin, moreover, suggests a further possible

source for some of his stories.
50 Long, �The Virgin as Olive-Tree: A Marian Sermon of Richard Fishacre and Science at

Oxford,� AFP 52 (1982), 77�87.





III. THE SENTENCES COMMENTARY

Richard Fishacre�s Commentary on Peter Lombard�s Sentences remains by far

his most signi�cant contribution and the literary work on which his reputation

principally hinges. For several reasons Fishacre�s Commentary occupies a unique

place in the history of the genre. To begin with, it was the �rst such work written

at Oxford,1 and that fact alone invites special attention.

We have argued above2 that Fishacre composed the work after he had incepted

as master of theology and that four years was a reasonable time to allow for its

composition. As to the precise dates, we are able to suggest only probable ter-

mini. The most reliable terminus post quem is provided by a reference in the third

distinction of the second book to a proposition condemned by the bishop of Paris

in 12413:

Novi multos modernorum magistrorum morulam cum Magistro hic ponere, in

tantum etiam ut quidam sententiam excommunicationis intulerint in illos qui

suae potestati ordinariae subditos dixerint in eodem instanti creationis angelos

peccasse et cecidisse.4

A marginal note to this text in one of the manuscripts makes clear the reference:

Nota quod isti fuerunt magistri parisienses qui de�cientes argumentis per ex-

communicationem arguunt opinionem suam.5

The terminus ante quem is less �rm. Fishacre�s citations of the Nicomachean

Ethics are to the older translation, the so-called Vetus, not to the translation made

by Grosseteste.6 Since Fishacre would surely have made use of the new (and

more complete) translation, and since Gauthier dates the Grosseteste translation

between 1246 and 1247, the Fishacre Commentary would have been �nished be-

fore the latest version of the Ethics arrived on the scene.7

1 Perhaps the earliest evidence is provided by a scribal note on the �yleaf of Oxford, Oriel

College 43: �Fishacre primus doctor de ordine predicatorum qui scripsit super librum Sen-

tentiarum.� See Daniel A. Callus, Introduction of Aristotelian Learning to Oxford (repr.

London, 1944), 32. The scribe surely means the Þrst at Oxford. Otherwise this note would

be dif�cult to reconcile with the fact Hugh of St. Cher�s Commentary was written approxi-

mately a decade before Fishacre�s and several years after he had joined the Order (see chap-

ter I, �The Life�).
2 See 24�25.
3 See CUP, 1:171.
4 Fishacre, In 2 Sent., dist. 3, cap. 4.
5 R, f. 105va.
6 See e.g. In 2 Sent., dist. 27, cap. 1.
7 Aristoteles Latinus, 21/1�3, fasc. 3 (trans. Grosseteste: textus purus), ed. R.A. Gauthier

(Louvain, 1972). Albert the Great was already lecturing on the Ethica some time before
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Figure 5: Oxford, Oriel College 43, f. iiiv

Inscriptions in two different hands claiming that Fishacre was the �rst of his

Order to write on the Sentences; the second adds that he was buried at Oxford.

Figure 6: Paris, Biblioth‘eque Nationale lat. 16389, f. 90vb

Prayer for Fishacre�s health of mind and body by a

scribe who thought him still to be among the living.
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A more compelling case can be constructed from the time required for writing

other works. As detailed in the previous chapter, it can now be con�rmed that

Fishacre composed several smaller treatises, which were either incorporated into

the body of the text of the Sentences Commentary in one or more codices or

appended thereto in others. Among these are four quaestiones, perhaps argued in

the schools, which �nd their way into later copies of the Commentary,8 as well

as unique copies of the treatise on heresies and the question on the Ascension of

Christ, which are appended to V . All of these writings are the disputational works

of a mature scholar, written after the completion of the work on the Sentences.

Allowing a productivity rate of a question or treatise per term, a minimum of

three years must be allowed for their composition, supposing no prolonged period

of incapacitating illness before his death in 1248.9 This pushes the date for the

completion of the Commentary back to 1245.

With the information currently available to us we cannot claim more than that

Fishacre�s Commentary was roughly contemporaneous with the issuing at Paris

of Albert�s Sentences Commentary and the Summa fratris Alexandri.10 The inves-

tigation of possible Fishacrean in�uences on Albert�s work11 and the Alexandrine

Summa awaits the publication of Fishacre�s Commentary. There are, however,

several indications to suggest that the two Parisian works found their way across

the Channel within a very short time. First, there are three marginal additions

in the Cambridge witness of the Fishacre Commentary mentioned above from

two Albertine treatises, the De poena parvulorum and the De peccato originali,12

1252; Alberti Magni Super Ethica: Commenta et quaestiones, ed. W. K¤ubel (Opera omnia,

ed. Colon. 14/1 [1968]), Proleg., v�vi.
8 These include a question on light, on the eternity of the world, on the nature of the heavens,

and �nally on the division of the waters (Gen 1,6�7). The former pair are found in only two

of the manuscripts, the latter two in four of the manuscripts. The only manuscript which

contains all four questions is P, which belonged to the Parisian master Gerard of Abbeville,

who bequeathed it to the library of the Sorbonne upon his death in 1271.
9 A colophon in an incomplete witness of the Commentary (viz. S, f. 90v) is either a com-

monplace or an expression of the scribe�s awareness that Fishacre�s constitution was not the

strongest. See chapter I, �The Life�, n. 58, for the text.
10 Albert�s Commentary was complete by 1249, with the date of 1246 being given by one of

the arguments in Book II (James A. Weisheipl, �The Life and Works of St. Albert the Great,�

in Albertus Magnus and the Sciences, ed. Weisheipl [Toronto, 1980], 22). The terminus ante

quem for the Summa halesiana is given by the Quaracchi editors as 1245 (Prol., cccxl).
11 Callus mentions his indirect in�uence on Albert, but gives no instances; Introduction, 32�33,

and NCE 12:479. Timothy Noone, however, has found an unmistakable reference to Fish-

acre�s view on the metaphysics of light in Albert�s Super Dionysium De divinis nominibus,

cap. 2, n. 31. Since Fishacre is identi�ed simply as quidam, we anticipate that other refer-

ences will be equally anonymous and therefore dif�cult to �nd. We are grateful to Professor

Noone for sending us this reference.
12 See lib. 2, dist. 30, cap. 1 (C, f. 237) and cap. 5 (C, f. 238) and dist. 33, cap. 2 (C, f. 244).
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both dated circa 1246 by the Cologne editors.13 There is in addition a lengthy

passage in the Vatican witness, apparently in the hand of the original scribe, from

the Summa fratris Alexandri.14 What we infer from these instances is that Fish-

acre had not seen these works at the time he was committing his Commentary

to writing, but that scribes (or, in the case of the Cambridge manuscript, possi-

bly Fishacre himself) were aware of the pieces early in the history of the text�s

transmission.

More than simply being the �rst out of the gate, however, the Fishacre Com-

mentary is unique because it seeks to effect a relationship between speculative

theology and the already robust English tradition of science, which went under the

rubric of philosophy.15 In the rich and dense Prologue already referred to Fishacre

borrows imagery from the book of Genesis to illustrate the af�liation: Abraham

according to the biblical account is obliged to have sexual relations with Hagar,

the slave woman, before he is able to impregnate Sarah. The aspiring theologian,

in other words, must have commerce with the worldly sciences, before he can with

any hope of being productive enter the chambers of the queen of the sciences.16

The science of theology has two parts, Fishacre claims: the one focuses on

God as the supreme goodness; the other on God as supreme truth. The former is

concerned with instruction in morals, the latter with the more dif�cult questions

concerning the faith. Fishacre commonly refers to this division in terms given

currency by Grosseteste, namely, aspectus (study of the theory) and affectus (the

concerns of right moral living).17 Though both parts are contained indistinctly

(indistincte) in the sacred text, modern masters, as he calls them, treat the former

part in their commentaries on Sacred Scripture; the latter and more dif�cult part

is extracted from the holy canon and placed in the book called the Sentences.18

13 Albertus Magnus, Quaestiones, eds. Albert Fries, Wilhelm K¤ubel, and Henry Anzulewicz

(Opera omnia, ed. Colon. 25/2 [1993]), xxvii.
14 See V at lib. 2, dist. 18, cap. 5, ff. 235v�236.
15 See e.g. Long, �Science of Theology,� 71�98; and S.F. Brown, �Richard Fishacre on the

Need for �Philosophy�,� in A Straight Path. Studies in Medieval Philosophy and Culture: Es-

says in Honor of Arthur Hyman, eds. R. Link-Salinger, J. Hackett, M.S. Hyman, R.J. Long,

and C.H. Manekin (Washington DC, 1988), 23�36. For a more detailed study of how this

methodology impacts on his theology of the created world see Long, �The Role of Philos-

ophy in Richard Fishacre�s Theology of Creation,� in Miscellanea Mediaevalia 26, eds. Jan

A. Aertsen and Andreas Speer (Berlin, 1998), 571�78.
16 Long, �Science of Theology,� 85. The aphorism of the schoolmen Non est senescendum in

artibus is here echoed in Fishacre�s warning that those who pursue the sciences exclusively

have grown so old in the embraces of their mistress that when they �nally go in to the lady of

the house, they are unable to father children owing to their advanced age, just as the elderly

David slept with Abisag but knew her not (ibid., 86).
17 See James McEvoy, The Philosophy of Robert Grosseteste (Oxford, 1982), 107, 135, 138,

257�58, and 331.
18 See Long, �Science of Theology,� 96�98.
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Thus in his Commentary Fishacre treats systematically all the doctrinal ques-

tions raised by the Lombard text and even some that are not. Sometimes this

treatment is in the nature of a simple gloss on the Lombard text, sometimes the

reader is treated to the full apparatus of a scholastic disputation, with arguments

for and against and a solutio. This methodological device, new for the Oxford

studium, was of crucial importance in the evolution of scholastic thinking. For

thinkers to reach the heights of speculative theology, which some historians re-

gard as one of the most splendid achievements of the High Middle Ages, they had

to distance themselves from the restrictions of textual commentary and engage

the philosophically interesting questions that the text suggested.19 Eventually the

questions became free-standing, either as disputed or quodlibetal questions, or

questions that became the building blocks of the great summae.20

The division of theology into two parts advocated by Fishacre seems to have

fallen foul of the formidable Bishop of Lincoln and former Oxford master, Robert

Grosseteste. The earliest documented evidence of Grosseteste�s opposition is in

the form of his letter to the Oxford masters,21 insisting that all their lectures (ves-

tras lectiones omnes), especially those in the morning hour, the time set aside for

what were called the ordinary lectures,22 be based on the books of Sacred Scrip-

ture. Instead, continued Grosseteste, the hora matutina was being given over to

unspeci�ed books (the Sentences are not mentioned by name), which were not,

like Sacred Scripture, foundational.

Although James Ginther has recently made the case that there is no evidence

in Grosseteste�s letter that he was opposed to the new theology but simply to its

preeminent place in the curriculum,23 it must at the same time be admitted that

Grosseteste�s letter certainly does not represent an endorsement of the kind of

speculative theology represented by the Sentences commentaries. Quite the con-

trary: the bishop�s letter is quite unambiguous that all ordinary lectures be based

on Scripture, which for him was theology.24

19 It is precisely this independence from the biblical text that bothered more conservative

thinkers like Roger Bacon: �Et liber Sententiarum non adhaeret textui (s. Scripturae), sed

vagatur extra textum per viam inquisitionis� (Opus minus, ed. J.S. Brewer, Fr. Rogeri Bacon

opera quaedam hactenus inedita [London, 1859], 329).
20 See Artur Landgraf, �Sentenzenglossen des beginnenden 13. Jahrhunderts,� RTAM 10

(1938), 55.
21 See Roberti Grosseteste quondam episcopi Lincolniensis Epistolae, ed. H. Luard, Rolls Se-

ries, 25 (London, 1861), no. 123, 346�47. Luard suggests a date of 1246, based on its loca-

tion in the manuscripts (cxxix), and this would �t with the chronology we are constructing.
22 Since only masters lectured ordinarie, this reference provides yet another argument that

Fishacre�s Commentary was a magisterial work.
23 James Ginther, �Theological Education at the Oxford Studium in the Thirteenth Century:

A Reassessment of Robert Grosseteste�s Letter to the Oxford Theologians,� FS 55 (1998),

83�104.
24 See Lawrence, The Friars, 143.
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Hard on the heels of the Grosseteste letter, in fact, came a sealed letter, an epi-

stola secreta, issued by Pope Innocent IV and addressed to the redoubtable bishop

of Lincoln. After some general comments about the vocation of the theologian to

lay bare the obscure passages of the divine law,25 he gets to the point of the letter:

We send word to you (mandamus) not to prohibit our beloved son, friar R. [Fish-

acre presumably] of the Order of Preachers, teaching at Oxford in the theology

faculty, from lecturing ordinarie on the books of the Sentences, but rather en-

courage the same in order that he might lay bare to his attentive listeners, in

accord with the grace bestowed on him, the profound contents and necessary

truth of that book, since in it are to be found testimonies by Catholic teachers,

worthy of belief, which assert the truth that must be adhered to by believers

when the darkness of error has been dissipated.26

Since the papal letter follows the bishop�s letter by a year or less, it is dif�cult

not to reach the conclusion that the former was a response to the latter�s pastoral

reprimand of Fishacre, since the Dominican master was the only one � to the best

of our knowledge � who was lecturing on the Sentences at Oxford.27 Rightly or

wrongly, at some point Grosseteste�s letter to the masters seems to have been

interpreted as hostile to a theology other than one based directly on the sacred

text. Hence the pope�s intervention on Fishacre�s behalf.

There is a second noteworthy feature of the Fishacre Commentary: namely,

that having made the distinction between moral and speculative theology in his

prologue, with the promise of isolating the dif�cult questions concerning the faith

for students already instructed in the moral message of the Scriptures, Fishacre

time and again turns aside from the speculative considerations prompted by the

25 �Episcopo Lincolniensi. Cum illa, quae suae profunditatis obscuritate velantur, eorum qui

exercitatos habent sensus in legis perscrutatione divini sint studiosa indagine capacioribus

revelandas ut enodatis altioribus et quae confusione ambigua humanis intellectibus pervium

iter claudunt, ad intelligenda cetera accessus facilis habeatur sicque cessent scopuli scro-

pulosi et calliginosis montibus in plana conversis perscrutantibus scripturas via sani pateat

intellectus per quem �dei liqueat veritas et amplectanda morum disciplina pandatur� (Padua,

Bibl. Antoniana MS 79, ff. 49v�50). This letter has been edited by G. Abate, �Lettere �se-

cretae� d�Innocenzo IV e altri documenti in una raccolta inedita del sec. XIII,� Miscellanea

Franciscana 55 (1955), 347, n. 149.
26 �Mandamus quatenus dilectum �lium fratrem R. de ordine Praedicatorum apud Oxoniam

docentem in theologica facultate a lectione ordinaria libri Sententiarum non debeas pro-

hibere, sed potius inducas eundem ut secundum gratiam sibi datam continentiam profundam

et veritatem necessariam ipsius libri auditoribus aperiat studiosis, cum in eo catholicorum

doctorum inveniantur testimonia �de digna quae depulsa erroris calligine tenendam �delibus

asserant veritatem� (ibid., f. 50).
27 Ginther is at a loss to provide an alternative explanation for the pope�s letter (�Theological

Education,� 103).
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Lombard text to draw some moral lesson for his reader. The Fishacre Commen-

tary, in short, is replete with these moralitates.28

When discussing the immutability of God in the �rst book, for example, Fish-

acre �nds occasion to inveigh against religious who, owing perhaps to a harsh

word on the part of a prelate, change convents or, even worse, change religious

orders. The topic of God�s simplicity in the same distinction urges the reader to

adhere to the Simple, that is to God, who is without fold (sine plica). Fishacre

recalls St. Paul�s warning that he who cleaves to a harlot becomes one body with

her; the same holds true for those who cling to their possessions, to their cattle,

horses, lands, villas, to their gold and silver � attachments that are even more

egregious. The man in the parable [Luke 12,19] who says: My soul, you have

plenty of good things laid by for many years to come; take things easy, eat, drink,

have a good time Fishacre condemns as enjoying his plenty at the expense of those

who want even the necessities of life. And so forth throughout the Commentary.

Since many of these excursions are obtrusive and break up the �ow of the

argument, one has to wonder what Fishacre is up to. Was he trying to minimize

the difference between the Bible as locus of moral instruction and the Sentences

as locus of the more dif�cult speculative issues � indeed, minimize the difference

between Scripture and the Sentences? Had the opposition of Grosseteste come to

his attention even as he was �eshing out the theological project he had sketched

in his prologue? Or did he simply anticipate the kind of objection that a vigilant

prelate with a more traditional notion of theology might raise?

Whatever the answer, it is clear that Fishacre�s Commentary delivered more

than it promised, and the result was an integrative work of theology that is rare,

if not unique, in the genre of Sentences commentaries.29 What is also a matter of

historical record is that the new theological methodology eventually triumphed.

At mid-century Richard Rufus wrote what was probably the �rst Sentences Com-

mentary by an Oxford Franciscan, re�ecting in the proemium what he took to be

Grosseteste�s view of theology, which is that it was coterminous with Scripture:

At this point some people like to raise certain general questions regarding theo-

logy itself, and this thanks to this summa of the Master [Lombard]. This does

not seem to me to be necessary, since this summa is not theology itself, nor

even any part of it. For the divine Scripture is whole in itself, perfect quite

28 Many of these lessons, at least from the �rst two books of the Commentary, were gathered

together by an enterprising scribe, perhaps a Cistercian monk (judging by the provenance

of the manuscript, which was Fountains Abbey in Yorkshire), and issued separately. This

text has been edited and published: Long, �The Moral and Spiritual Theology of Richard

Fishacre: Edition of Trinity Coll. MS O.1.30,� AFP 60 (1990), 5�143.
29 See Long, �The Integrative Theology of Richard Fishacre OP,� in the special commemorative

volume of NB 80 (1999), 354�60.
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apart from this and every other summa. . . . Nevertheless because this is the

custom, we too will touch on some of [these issues].30

Rufus was, however, �ghting a war that was already all but lost. Although there is

no evidence that Simon of Hinton, the Dominican master who succeeded Bacon

and Fishacre, lectured on the Sentences, nor Hugh nor Peter,31 Robert Kilwardby

did, and so apparently did every Dominican bachelor thereafter. In 1253 the Ox-

ford masters passed the statute mentioned above, that seems in retrospect to have

been an attempt at compromise.32 By 1267, however, Oxford had capitulated to

the Parisian custom and mandated use of Lombard�s Sentences as the text to be

covered by students in the theology faculty.33

Even after Friar Thomas Aquinas had found the Sentences wanting as a theo-

logy text for beginners and composed his own, the Dominicans themselves con-

tinued to mandate use of the Lombard in their convents.34 It was not until the

sixteenth century, in fact, that the Summa theologiae would replace the Sentences

as the friars� standard textbook of theology.35

* * *

Since Fishacre�s sources will receive detailed study by the editors of the various

books, there is little need to say much here. Since, moreover, the sources will

differ from book to book, anything said here will need to be quali�ed. It can,

however, be safely asserted that in addition to the usual array of patristic sources

that were invoked by the scholastic theologians of the High Middle Ages, Fishacre

was particularly open to the newly translated sciences of Aristotle and the Muslim

commentators. As Daniel Callus noted a half century ago:

30 Oxford, Balliol Coll. MS 62, f. 6va. Peter Raedts says of Rufus�s Commentary that it was

�politically inspired. Richard had to take note of the Bishop of Lincoln�s letter to the Oxford

theologians which took the form of a spirited defence of the identity of theology and Bible

commentary, at least in theory� (Richard Rufus of Cornwall and the Tradition of Oxford

Theology [Oxford, 1987], 150).
31 See above, chapter I, �The Life,� n. 53.
32 See ibid., n. 42.
33 We take 1267 as the terminus ante quem from Roger Bacon�s philippic in that year against

the modern theologians who had abandoned the source of Christian truth, the Bible, in favor

of novelties. Cf. Opus minus, ed. J.S. Brewer, 329.
34 See Mulchahey, Dominican Education, 156.
35 Ibid., 165�66. One of the principal reasons for the longevity of the Sentences as the center-

piece of Dominican theological education was the need for coherence with the programs at

Paris and Oxford: in other words, as long as bachelors of theology at the major studia gene-

ralia were required to lecture on the Sentences, friars being trained in the provincial studia

with an eye to being sent on for doctoral studies continued to be drilled on the same work,

no matter the superiority of the Summa theologiae (ibid., 344).
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It would certainly be an exaggeration to claim Fishacre as an ardent Aris-

totelian. But there is no doubt that his knowledge of the new learning, com-

pared with that of many of his contemporaries, was astonishingly wide. This

is, perhaps, why Matthew Paris praises him, not only as a pre-eminent theolo-

gian, but also as a scientist, in theologia et aliis scientiis. His commentary on

the Sentences is . . . the �rst Oxford commentary in which Aristotelian learning

was introduced in theological speculation.36

More recent studies have expanded the non-Christian sources to include such �g-

ures as Avicenna, Averroes, Moses Maimonides, Ptolemaeus, Alpetragius, and

Alhacen (whom Fishacre knows simply as auctor Perspectivae).37 How deeply

Fishacre penetrated these sources is a further question.38 Theologians of Fish-

acre�s generation, raised as they were on the tradition of Christian Neoplatonism

�rst forged by Augustine, simply did not have the hermeneutical tools wholly

to absorb the new learning. It is not surprising therefore that Fishacre is often

eclectic in his approach and not infrequently falls victim to a false syncretism.39

Among the moderns, that is, those of Fishacre�s own generation and that of

the immediately preceding, the list of sources includes Simon of Tournai, Prae-

positinus of Cremona, William of Auxerre, Hugh of St. Cher, and Alexander of

Hales. However, the single most important in�uence � saving perhaps that of his

mentor, concerning which we have no measure, is that of Robert Grosseteste.40

36 Callus, Introduction, 31�32. Cf. Pelster, �Das Leben,� 536�37.
37 For example, W.H. Principe, �Richard Fishacre�s Use of Averroes,� MS 40 (1978), 349�60;

idem, �Early Explicit Use of Averroes by Richard Fishacre with respect to Motion and the

Human Soul of Christ,� Actas del V Congreso Internacional de FilosoÞa medieval (Madrid,

1979), 1127�37; S.F. Brown, �The Reception and Use of Aristotle�s Works in the Com-

mentaries on Book I of the Sentences by the Friars Preachers in the Early Years of Oxford

University,� in Aristotle in Britain During the Middle Ages. Proceedings of the international

conference at Cambridge 8�11 April 1994, ed. J. Marenbon (Turnhout, Belgium, 1996),

351�69; and Long, �The Reception and Use of Aristotle by the Early English Dominicans,�

ibid., 51�56.
38 Fully a third of the references to Aristotle in Book II, for example, can be found in a �ori-

legium edited by Jacqueline Hamesse (Les Auctoritates Aristotelis [Louvain, 1974]), which

suggests that Fishacre�s acquaintance with certain dimensions of Aristotelian philosophy �

namely, the psychology, the ethics, and the metaphysics � remained on the aphoristic level;

see Long, �Reception,� 54�55.
39 In Book II, for example, Fishacre cites with approval the Aristotelian aphorism that all of our

knowledge begins in the senses, then embraces an Augustinian noetic of divine illumination;

the two positions are simply incompatible.
40 See e.g. R.C. Dales, �The In�uence of Grosseteste�s Hexaemeron on the Sentences Commen-

taries of Richard Fishacre, O.P. and Richard Rufus of Cornwall, O.F.M.,� Viator 2 (1972),

271�300; J. McEvoy, Gli inizi di Oxford. Grossatesta e i primi teologi (1150—1250) (Mi-

lan, 1996), 72�78; and K. Hedwig, Sphaera Lucis. Studien zur Intelligibilit‹at des Seienden

im Kontext der mittelalterlichen Lichtspekulation (M¤unster i. W., 1980), cap. 5: �Robert

Grosseteste: Sphaera Lucis.�
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Although the fact of Grosseteste�s authority has long been known to scholars, its

extent has through the editing process come more fully to light.41

The extent of the in�uence of Fishacre�s Commentary is yet to be plumbed and

in large measure awaits the appearance of the edition. Scholars have discerned

his in�uence on Simon of Hinton�s work, on an R. de Stavington, on Franciscans

William of Melitona and Bonaventure, and on Kilwardby, who may or may not

have been a student.42 In a negative sense, Fishacre�s most direct and penetrat-

ing in�uence was on his Franciscan contemporary, Richard Rufus of Cornwall.

Scholars in recent years have been chronicling the several Fishacrean teachings

with which Rufus took issue, sometimes emphatically so,43 and it is expected that

even more will come to light.44

We have noted above an indication of Fishacre�s in�uence on Albert the Great.

What effect, however, his work had on his younger confrere, Thomas Aquinas, is

uncertain. Until further investigation, we are left only with a tantalizing marginal

note in a Toulouse manuscript of Bernard Gui�s De quattuor in quibus:

F. Ricardus Fissakre natione Anglus tempore S. Thomae, et eo antiquior, qui

super sententias profundissime scripsit, cuius scripta S. Thomas desiderabat

habere.45

41 See e.g. Long and Noone, �Metaphysics of Light,� 518�19; Long, �Richard Fishacre�s Trea-

tise De libero arbitrio,� Moral and Political Philosophies in the Middle Ages. Proceedings of

the Ninth International Congress of Medieval Philosophy (Ottawa, 17�22 August 1992), eds.

B. Carlos Baz·an, Eduardo And·ujar, L·eonard Sbrocchi (Ottawa, 1995), 2:879�85; idem, �The

First Oxford Debate on the Eternity of the World,� RTPM 65 (1998), 54�64; and idem, �The

Cosmic Christ: The Christology of Richard Fishacre OP,� in Christ Among the Medieval

Dominicans. Representations of Christ in the Texts and Images of the Order of Preachers,

eds. Kent Emery and Joseph Wawrykow (Notre Dame IN, 1998), 335�37.
42 Callus, Introduction, 32�33, and NCE 12:479. For the many parallel doctrines with Kil-

wardby see the introduction to Quaestiones in librum primum Sententiarum, ed. J. Schneider

(Munich, 1986), 26*, 29*, 38*�45*, 53* and 55*.
43 Raedts, Richard Rufus, 27�9, 140�46, 150�54, 157, 160, 163�64, 189, 208�20, 234, and

Long and Noone, �Metaphysics of Light,� 517�48.
44 The project to edit all of Rufus�s extant works has been undertaken by Dr. Rega Wood and

her associates.
45 SOP, 1:118.



IV. THE MANUSCRIPTS

There are sixteen manuscripts which have been identiÞed as containing all or part

of the Sentences Commentary of Richard Fishacre.1 The manuscripts, Assisi,

Biblioteca Comunale 162,2 and Brescia, Queriniana B. VI. 2,3 formerly assigned

to Fishacre, proved in the event not to be his. The list with their sigla is as follows:

B Bologna, Biblioteca Universitaria lat. 1546 (xiii) I—III

C Cambridge, Gonville and Caius College I—IV

329/410 (xiii)

T Cambridge, Trinity College O. 1. 30 (extracts,

I and II only)

Cg Chicago, University MS 156 (xiii) III (in part)—

IV (in part)

Lp Liverpool, University F. 4. 18 (xiii ex.) IV (imperfect)

R London, British Library Royal 10. B. vii (xiii) I—IV

L London, Lambeth Palace 116 (xiv) prologues only

Np Napoli, Biblioteca Nazionale VII. C. 19 (xiii) IV (imperfect)

A Oxford, Balliol College 57 (xiii) I—IV

N Oxford, New College E. 112 (xiii ex.) I—II

Og Oxford, Oriel College 31 (xiii ex.) indices only

O Oxford, Oriel College 43 (xiii) I—IV

P Paris, Biblioth‘eque Nationale lat. 15754 (xiii) I—III

S Paris, Biblioth‘eque Nationale lat. 16389 (xiii) I—II d. 3

V Citt‘a del Vaticano, Biblioteca Vaticana

Ottob. lat. 294 (xiii) I—IV d. 8

W Wien, ‹Osterreichische Nationalbibliothek I—II

lat. 1514 (xiii)

1 F. Stegm‹uller, Repertorium Commentariorum in Sententias Petri Lombardi (W‹urzburg,

1947), 1:348—49; T. Kaeppeli, SOPMA, 3:303—06.
2 See G. Mazzatinti, Inventari dei manoscritti delle biblioteche d�Italia (Florence, 1894), 4:49,

and V. Doucet, Commentaires sur les Sentences. Suppl·ement au r·epertoire de M. Fr·ed·eric

Stegmueller (Florence, 1954), 88.
3 Stegm‹uller, Repertorium, 1:348.
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From the mid-thirteenth century, St. Thomas Aquinas became the theologian par

excellence for the Order of Preachers, and other Dominicans, while making their

contributions, had less signiÞcance. Richard Fishacre is of the Þrst generation

of Preachers, not among the founding fathers, but following hard on their heels.

Among his contemporaries were Hugh of St. Cher, Raymond of Pe÷nafort, William

Peraldus, Peter of Rheims, and Albert the Great. As we saw above, according to

Bernard Gui Thomas Aquinas was sufÞciently interested in FishacreÕs work that

he wanted his own copy of FishacreÕs Commentary.4 Comparison of the sur-

viving numbers of FishacreÕs Commentary with the English Dominican Robert

HolcotÕs († 1348) Wisdom Commentary and his Pictures5 illustrates that, while

FishacreÕs theology and philosophy are of undoubted interest, his work did not

become popular in the same way as did HolcotÕs, which ran to numerous manu-

scripts and even early printed books. While one must allow some element of the

sixteenth-century factor6 to be the cause of so few manuscripts of FishacreÕs re-

maining, in no way can it be the whole story. Fishacre is at the beginning of

the study of theology within a university context in England. He is a younger

contemporary of the great Robert Grosseteste7 and, as we sketched above, much

inßuenced by the theology of Grosseteste, yet he is also an independent thinker

and teacher. His theology was ultimately overtaken, but it continued to exercise

its inßuence.

What is of great interest, giving rise to many questions for which there are

no easy answers, is the geographical spread of those manuscripts of FishacreÕs

Sentences Commentary which we actually possess.8 Currently they are found

in England, in Austria, in France, and in Italy, with one even having travelled

anonymously to the United States.9 Here, one must distinguish between medieval

and modern holdings of the manuscript.

Fishacre manuscripts of which we know at least one medieval owner number

fourteen. Bologna 1546 (B) belonged originally to S. Domenico, Bologna. Is it

4 See chapter III, ÒThe Sentences CommentaryÓ above, n. 45.
5 Beryl Smalley, English Friars and Antiquity in the early Fourteenth Century (Oxford, 1960),

133—202, esp. 137—48.
6 The dissolution of the monasteries and the consequent wholesale destruction of manuscripts

(and particularly those of the friars) in England from 1534/5 onwards is a fact which distorts

a view of English manuscript holdings in later medieval times.
7 Robert Grosseteste was a polymath, a great scholar, associated with the formal academic

start of the University of Oxford in the early thirteenth century; the Þrst regent master to

teach the Oxford Franciscans in theology; and from 1235 until his death in 1253 bishop of

Lincoln, who with the help of the Dominican and Franciscan friars, carried out in his diocese

the pastoral reforms in clerical education and preaching envisaged by the Fourth Lateran

Council of 1215.
8 M.R. James, The Wanderings and Homes of Manuscripts (London, 1919).
9 University of Chicago 156. It was originally assigned the misleading title Promptuarium

Homileticum, a title which it still bears on its new binding.
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possible that, like religious today, one copy of any work written is held by the

general archives of the order, and so an early copy went to Bologna? Cambridge,

Gonville and Caius 329/410 (C) was very probably one of the theology manu-

scripts acquired by E. Gonville for his new hall and has remained there ever since.

Cambridge, Trinity O. 1. 30 (T) was probably made for the Cistercians at Foun-

tains Abbey in Yorkshire and only reached Trinity in the early eighteenth century.

London, BL Royal 10. B. vii (R) belonged to St. Mary Overy, the great Augus-

tinian house near London Bridge, and then to Trinity Hall, Cambridge. London,

Lambeth Palace 116 (L), part one, belonged to the Benedictine Abbey of St. Au-

gustineÕs in Canterbury. The unusual Naples manuscript VII. C. 19 (Np) was

probably in the Augustinian house of Carbonara soon after its foundation in the

fourteenth century as it is recorded in the earliest catalogue of 1552. The Oxford

College manuscripts arrived there mainly through gift or bequest of past masters

or fellows: Balliol 57 (A) was given to the College by Bishop William Gray, a

bibliophile and humanist, in the late Þfteenth century; New College E. 112 (N)

was given by Archbishop Cranley between 1408 and 1417; Oriel 31 (Og) was

given by OrielÕs famous lodger, Thomas Gascoigne, who had a great interest in

thirteenth-century English theology, by 1458 at the latest, but possibly earlier;

Oriel 43 (O) was given in 1430 by John Martell, a former fellow of Oriel.10 Paris,

Bibl. Nat. lat. 15754 (P) was owned by the secular master Gerard of Abbeville

and bequeathed by him to the Sorbonne in 1272, while Paris, Bibl. Nat. lat. 16389

(S) was in the Sorbonne library, probably by 1321 and certainly recorded in its

1337 Catalogue. The Vatican manuscript probably belonged to at least one Do-

minican priory in northern Italy before being bought between 1470 and 1490 by

Marco Barbo, Patriarch of Aquileia. Lastly, Wien lat. 1514 (W) was bequeathed

in 1405 by Master Stephen von Enczesdorff to the Collegium Ducis, a constituent

College of the young university there. The two manuscripts for which we have no

medieval owner are Chicago 156 (Cg) and Liverpool F. 4. 18 (Lp).

It is most unlikely that many of these fourteen manuscripts were actually made

by their known medieval owners. Theology manuscripts, especially ones as lengthy

as FishacreÕs, were not only expensive to make, but very costly to buy. In some

cases, they were an investment, and in default of any banking system whereby

ready cash could be obtained, they were a source of money. Such was one of

the uses of Balliol 57. They were, in late twentieth-century terms, items of high

market value. Probably most of the manuscripts above were acquired through

the booksellers, mainly in Oxford and Cambridge. When religious houses, which

were probably the main sources of theology texts, had spare copies of books, such

were sold to the stationers. Fellows of Colleges were persons who could afford

10 For these donors see BRUO: Gray 2:809—14, Cranley 1:510—11, Gascoigne 2:745—48,

Martell 2:1231.
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to buy such books. That is the way most of the donors named above probably

acquired their copy of FishacreÕs Sentences Commentary.11

Many of the above manuscripts by their characteristics are English manuscripts

in making as well as in content. Notwithstanding, manuscript mobility is certainly

illustrated by the Fishacre manuscripts, and the geographical sweep indicates a

genuine widespread, although probably specialist, interest in his theology and

philosophy.

Lastly, within our sixteen manuscripts there is considerable diversity of literary

content. Only four of them are full copies of the four Books of FishacreÕs Sen-

tences Commentary: ACOR. Several are incomplete, but in varying states of in-

completeness: BPV have Books I—III, V also has eight distinctions of Book IV; N

and W have Books I—II; while S has only Book I and three distinctions of Book II.

Oriel 31 only has indices to FishacreÕs Commentary. Cg has only a partial text of

Book III and what seems to be most of Book IV; Np and Lp have only Book IV,

but neither is a full copy of the text. L has only the prologues to each of the four

Books, and T has only extracts from the Þrst two books of the Commentary. At the

end of this Fountains manuscript, the scribe disarmingly notes that he has taken

only extracts because of the prolixity of the original. Clearly in whatever manner

the Fishacre Sentences Commentary is used in these manuscripts, the variety of

use indicates that FishacreÕs writings were appreciated and in the language of the

Dominican Constitutions were useful.12

The problem of relationships among the sixteen manuscripts is exempliÞed

in at least two interesting coincidences concerning change of scribe in identical

places, which have been noted by the editors of Book III. The Þrst involves two

manuscripts, V and R, while the second involves these two manuscripts and B as

well. In the Þrst, the change occurs at f. 244va line 29 in V and at f. 252a in R.

This change involves a repetition of text in the latter. The second change of scribe

occurs at f. 205a line 12/13 in V, at f. 211a line 25 in R, and at f. 218b four lines

from the bottom in B. In R the change signals severe confusions in the text.

Both instances of common change of scribe entail editorial problems. A com-

mon change of scribe could indicate the end of one gathering or section and the

start of another in an exemplar. Does this mean that the above three manuscripts

had a common source for Book III? But, given the editorial problems the common

place of the scribal change contains, it could also indicate a muddled approach not

11 M.B. Parkes, ÒThe Provision of Books,Ó in Late Medieval Oxford, eds. J.I. Catto and Ralph

Evans, vol. 2 of The History of the University of Oxford (Oxford, 1992), 407—83.
12 ÒConstitutiones antique ordinis fratrum predicatorum,Ó ed. Henri Deniße, Archiv f¤ur Litera-

tur- und Kirchengeschichte des Mittelalters 1 (1885), 194; Dominican Constitutions, Pro-

logue (in the translation of W.H. Hinnebusch, The History of the Dominican Order [New

York, 1973], 2:6: ÒOur study ought to tend principally and ardently and with the highest

effort so that we might be useful to the souls of (our) neighboursÓ).
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only by the scribes, but by the person organizing the overall copying of the text

and his available documentary sources.

* * *

Dr. OÕCarroll was given permission by Albinia de la Mare to use the Proforma

she recommended to her students, which in turn was her amended version of one

that Julian Brown had devised.13 In applying this template to the scholastic theo-

logy of Fishacre, however, Dr. OÕCarroll dicovered that some elements of the

physical description Þt better under content. SpeciÞcally, these are corrections,

marginalia, and hands. Thus emerged the pattern by which the Fishacre manu-

scripts were described.14

There remain some elements within the descriptions which need further expla-

nation or comment. These will follow the order of the description.

As far as catalogues of manuscripts are concerned there was much disparity.15

The best were those written in comparatively recent times, such as the catalogue

of the Balliol manuscripts by Mynors,16 and the catalogues which resulted from

the marathon manuscript description work of M.R. James. These made the task of

describing far easier. Others, such as V, had no printed catalogue at all or, like the

two Paris manuscripts, had very sketchy descriptions. The catalogue describing

Cg has an incorrect title and attribution.17

With regard to the contents of the manuscripts three items are worthy of note:

the use of scholastic abbreviations, the incidence of the Grosseteste indexing sym-

bols, and the sorting out of scribal hands. These manuscripts are rich in scholastic

abbreviations for patristic authorities such as aug�/au� for Augustine, g�g� for Gre-

gory, dam� for John Damascene, b� for Bernard. There is also a rich assortment of

abbreviations for scholastic arguments and descriptions, such as 9
a for ÔcontraÕ,

exm for ÔexemplumÕ, Na/na for ÔnotaÕ, obo for ÔobiectioÕ, opo/opp�o for ÔopinioÕ,

Qo/qo/Q/q for ÔquaestioÕ, Ro/ro for ÔresponsioÕ and So/so for ÔsolutioÕ.

13 The practical recommendations of Richard Hunt and Neil Ker about what was needed in a

full description of a manuscript undoubtedly played their part in this formulation. There is a

very helpful analysis of the task of manuscript description in the Preface to vol. 1 of Aegidii

Romani Opera Omnia. Catalogo dei manoscritti (Florence, 1987). This analysis has been

modiÞed in later volumes.
14 See the revised Proforma at the end of this introduction.
15 Owing to this range of completeness and reliability, it was thought best simply to repro-

duce the descriptions from the published catalogues in an appendix (see 213—22) and not to

include them in the descriptions that follow.
16 R.A.B. Mynors, Catalogue of the Manuscripts of Balliol College Oxford (Oxford, 1963).
17 See M. Jewett and R.J. Long, ÒA Newly Discovered Witness of FishacreÕs Sentences-

Commentary: University of Chicago MS 156,Ó Traditio 50 (1995), 342—45.
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The Fishacre manuscripts, moreover, reveal many incidences of the symbols

commonly linked with Robert Grosseteste.18 Nowhere, however, in the manu-

scripts of FishacreÕs Sentences Commentary are GrossetesteÕs symbols used in

his characteristic way, namely for identifying speciÞc content and linking pas-

sages together. Rather the symbol patterns are used for annotating Ñ rather like

footnotes Ñ either missing passages or extra material or the place for a distinc-

tion. In a way GrossetesteÕs symbols were handy reference patterns which could

be used for wholly different purposes Ñ the patterns are the same, but the mean-

ings are not. It is likely that this is an English, possibly Oxford, adapted usage.

An understanding of differences between hands often comes only after long

acquaintance with a manuscript. In some cases the change of hand was clear. In

other cases it was far less clear. In view of the differences in surface of parch-

ment, in nib shape and wear, in disparities in ink, both of color and strength, of

variations in temperature when the scribe was writing, in the mood changes of the

scribes themselves, and all the other factors which inßuence handwriting, a con-

servative view was taken in the following descriptions. Where a change of hand

is indicated, this is in many cases a suggestion rather than a deÞnition.

In C there is evidence of at least three pecia marks. Such a small sample of

pecia markings is difÞcult to interpret, particularly as they do not, from external

observation, seem to relate to the content of the text as such. Overall lack of

pecia markings in these Fishacre manuscripts strengthens the opinion offered by

L.J. Bataillon that DestrezÕs theories about the pecia system are not necessarily

a universal criterion for the making of all medieval scholastic manuscripts, and

that on the whole manuscripts made in England did not seem to give evidence of

a pecia system.

In the section on the physical description of the manuscript, the question arose

of how to measure or indicate some aspects. Experience has shown that impres-

sions are rarely accurate. Counting seemed the safest way of establishing some

facts. But because one cannot have absolute certainty that one has observed all

that is to be seen, the numbers given are relative; hence the signiÞcance of the

word about. The following convention has been used for most number records:

numbers up to 100 are recorded in words; numbers over a 100 and numbers used

to record lines and columns are recorded in numbers only. Strict arithmetic ac-

curacy is not claimed in the numbers recorded. Nevertheless, the number is a

genuine indication of approximation. This caveat applies also to the sections on

quality of parchment, and the measurements involved in giving the dimensions of

18 R.W. Hunt, ÒManuscripts containing the Indexing Symbols of Robert Grosseteste,Ó The

Bodleian Library Record 4, no. 5 (September 1953), 241—55. The manuscripts examined

were Oxford Bodleian Library: Bodley 150, Bodley 198, Bodley 785, Hatton 102, Lat.

th.c.17 ff. 158—248, Laud Misc. 746, Lincoln lat. 33, Trinity Coll. E. 17 ff. 1—42, 90—98;

London BL: Harley 3111, Royal 5 D x; Lambeth Palace: 151.
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leaves and of the writing block. There is one further problem about measurement,

with which all who have endeavored to obtain the width of a folio in a tightly

bound manuscript will be familiar: how much is to be allowed for the binding?

On the whole we tried to measure what was there, without adding any binding

allowance. Thus all the measurements are in harmony with each other in an ap-

proximate way, but total accuracy is not claimed in the way it can be claimed in

modern book-production. Part of the problem of course lies with the origin of

the parchment. Sheep for all their similarity are not factory-produced to identical

size. The cost of parchment was high, and so the production of folios for manu-

script making made the best available use of the sheep skin at the cost of all folios

being exactly the same size.

Another matter has emerged in the course of writing the following descriptions.

Who is the person who draws the lines on the pages and establishes the pattern of

the page? Is it the scribe or, if a scriptorium is the locus, the one who prepares the

parchment? This question has arisen as on a number of occasions the same hand is

writing within a different page pattern. It is difÞcult to note the exact differences,

but they seem to focus on the number of vertical columns allowed beside the

two-column writing block. Many manuscripts of scholastic works have an extra

narrow margin in the outer edges of the writing block where annotations such

as numbers or abbreviations are written. Some have an extra margin on the outer

edge of the page, the function of which is less discernible. Yet others have parallel

lines near the edge of the page at the top and at the bottom. Not always are these

used. The top parallel lines are often used in a completed manuscript for the Book

and Number identiÞcation. It would seem that these Fishacre manuscripts raise

some questions about the book production of their time. In so far as the narrow

lines either in the side or bottom margins are concerned it would seem to be the

scribe who draws these in at need.

Finally, there is one scribal characteristic of most of the Fishacre manuscripts

which is rarely seen elsewhere,19 namely the insertion chießy in the bottom mar-

gin, a few times in the top margin and sometimes within the actual text, most

often by the scribe, of summaries of the main text in distinction form. In some

manuscripts these are called arbores rami�catae. They are an unusual literary

device, found sometimes in other thirteenth-century manuscripts and may prove

to be a factor for identifying manuscripts made in England, or by English-trained

scribes.20

19 Note such summaries in distinction form in MS Laud Misc. 511, ff. 5—50v, where they are

used as summaries of the sermons in the main text. This is an English Dominican manu-

script, a preacherÕs handbook, made between 1256 and 1275, very probably in Oxford, and

containing one of the few sermons attributed to Richard Fishacre.
20 See R.H. and M.A. Rouse, Preachers, Florilegia and Sermons: Studies on the Manipulus

Florum of Thomas of Ireland (Toronto, 1979), 20. Although owing to the efforts of Franz



56 The Life and Works of Richard Fishacre OP

There remains but to draw attention to some practices which, if found, indicate

that a manuscript is English in its making. Some years ago Neil Ker noticed the

practice of writing above the line of the drawn writing-block or within the drawn

writing-block.21 He observed that this change occurred about the middle of the

thirteenth century. If examples of either practice are found, this can help towards

dating a manuscript. An older scribe trained in the Þrst half of the thirteenth

century would write above top line after the mid-thirteenth century, even into the

1270Õs. A younger scribe trained at the time of this change would write below

top line from the mid-thirteenth century onwards. Hence the use of this change in

scribal practice for dating is approximate rather than precise.

Sonia Patterson22 researched ßourishing practices in English (largely Oxford)

and French (largely Paris) manuscripts and found some elements in ßourishing

which were indicative of either an English or French provision. Lastly, in relation

to ßourishing itself, the occurrence of blue painted initials with ßourishing in red,

and no red initials ßourished blue, indicates an English rather than a French prac-

tice. While none of these practices are sufÞcient on their own to identify and date

a manuscript, they are helpful indicators, and if several or many of these practices

occur within one manuscript, the probability that the manuscript is English in

origin is strengthened. As such they have been used in the following descriptions.

Pelster, Richard Hunt, Neil Ker, and Graham Pollard over one hundred manuscripts, span-

ning more than 150 years, have been identiÞed with this device, it makes its Þrst appearance

in the Fishacre Commentary (ibid.).
21 N.R. Ker, ÒFrom Above Top Line to Below Top Line: A Change in Scribal Practice,Ó Celtica

5 (1960), 13—16.
22 Sonia Patterson, ÒParis and Oxford Manuscripts in the Thirteenth Century.Ó B.Litt. thesis

(Oxford University, 1969). See also a more recent publication about ßourishing and deco-

ration of initials: Patricia Stirnemann, ÒFils de la vierge. LÕinitiale ‘a Þligranes parisienne:

1140—1314,Ó Revue de l�art 90 (1990), 58—73.



Towards a Description of a Fishacre Manuscript: Proforma

1 HEADING

1 Pressmark
2 Title(s), or summary of contents, and language
3 Date and origin
4 Provenance
5 Catalogue

2 CONTENTS

1 Contents: notation of each article or sub-article
2 Corrections
3 Marginalia, including any notes, numbers, symbols etc. and interlinear notes
4 Hands

3 PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION

Make-up of the MS

1 Number of leaves, including all end or added leaves
2 Foliation, including all early and mistaken foliation
3 Materials: papyrus, membrane, or paper; ink
4 Overall dimensions of the leaves
5 Written space (including writing above top line or below top line); ruled space;

ruled lines; numbers of lines in columns
6 Numbering of columns and lines
7 Quiring/Collation
8 Arrangement of sheets (hair and ßesh sides)
9 Pricking

10 Ruling
11 Quire signatures and leaf signatures
12 Catchwords/Cues

Handwriting

1 Guide-letters for initials; notes for rubrics or illustrations
2 Changes of scribe or rubricator in relation to contents and/or quiring
3 Texts of scribal signatures, mottoes, monograms etc.
4 Titles: scripts, color etc.
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Decoration and Illumination

1 Minor initials, line Þllers etc.
2 Illuminated initials and borders
3 Flourished initials
4 Historiated initials
5 Miniatures

This section should include attributions to region, scriptorium/workshop, or artist,

with texts of artistsÕ signatures, mottoes etc.

Binding

1 Date and origin
2 Technique
3 Decoration

Opening words of the second leaf

Further Comment Ñ if relevant

4 PROVENANCE

1 Recipient (if known), with record of dedication, heraldic devices, inscriptions,

marginalia etc., including entries in catalogues, references in correspondence etc.
2 Later owners, with similar record of evidence, including entries in auction and

booksellersÕ catalogues.

5 BIBLIOGRAPHY
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Figure 7: Cambridge, Gonville and Caius College 329/410, f. 236v

Extensive arbor ramiÞcata, a device for dividing the text that Þrst

appears in the Fishacre manuscripts, and decorated initial (I).
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Figure 8: Cambridge, Gonville and Caius College 329/410, f. 252v

Arbor ramiÞcata, line numbering by Þves, marginal

drawings, and a cue in the lower right hand corner.
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Figure 9: Cambridge, Gonville and Caius College 329/410, f. 289vb

Pecia mark in upper right corner (hic incipit .6. pec.); also use

of arabic numerals to identify arguments and marginal nota.
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Figure 10: Cambridge, Gonville and Caius College 329/410, f. 380

Example of page layout beneath an arbor and the writing block of the

page, determined by vertical and horizontal lines; pricking on left.
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Figure 11: Cambridge, Gonville and Caius College 329/410

Spine of manuscript with stitching visible, a hole in the cover

(possibly for chaining), and evidence of parchment under the leather.
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Figure 12: Cambridge, Trinity College O. 1. 30, f. 29

Colophon (Explicit de secundo libro) in red ink;

notice also prickings on the right side of the page.
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Figure 13: London, British Library Royal 10. B. vii, f. 211

Canceled text; begins at point where hand changes

(col. 831, line 25); drawing of face at bottom right.
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