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" HUMANISM AND.SCHOLASTICISM IN THE ITALIAN
RENAISSANCE *

Ever since 1860, when Jacob Burckhardt first published his famous
book on the civilization of the Renaissance in Italy 1, there has been a
controversy among historians as to the meaning and significance of the

Italian Renaissance2. Almost every scholar who has taken part in the -

discussion felt it was his duty to advance a new and different theory.
This variety of views was partly duc to the emphasis given by individual
scholars to different historical personalities or currents or to different
aspects and developments of the Italian Renaissance. Yet the chief cause
of the entire Renaissance controversy, at least in its more recent phases,
has been the considerable progress made during the last few decades
in the field of medicval studies. The Middle Ages are no longer con-
sidered as a period of darkness, and consequently-many scholars do not
sec the need for such new light and revival as the very name of the
Renaissance would scem to suggest. Thus certain medicvalists have
questioned the very existence of the Renaissance and would like to ban-
ish the term entirely from the: vocabulary of historians.

In the face of this powerful attack, Renaissance scholars have assumed

a new line of defense. They have shown that the notion embodicd in
the term Renaissance was not an invention of enthusiastic historians of
the last century, but was commonly expressed in the literature of the
period of the Renaissance itself. The humantists themselves speak con-
tinually of the revival or rebirth of the arts and of learning that was
accomplished in their own time after a long wonwom.o..m\ decay 3. It may

* This article is based on a lecture given at Brown University on December 15, 1944.
[An Italian version of it appeared in Humanitas V 10, Oct., 1950, 988-1015.]

1 Die Cultur der Renaissance in Italien, Basel, 1860.

2 For the controversy about the Renaissance, see 1. Baron, * Remaissance in Italien ",
Archiv fiir Kulturgeschichte, XVII, 1927, 226-52; XXI, 1931, 95-119. J. Huizinga, *“ Das
Problem der Remaissance *, in his Wege der Kulturgeschichte, tr. W. Kacgi, Munich, 1930,
89-139. Sce also the discussion in the Journal of the History of Ideas, 1V, 1943, 1-74. [Scc
now: Wallace K. Ferguson, The Renaissance in Historical Thought, Boston, 1948).

3 K. Burdach, Reformation, Renaissance, Humanismus, 2nd ed., Berlin-Leipzig, 1926;

“Wallace K. Ferguson, ** Humanist Views of the Renaissance.”, Amcrican Historical Review,
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554 STUDIES IN RENAISSANCE THOUGHT AND LETTERS

be objected that occasional claims of an intellectual revival are also found
in medieval literature 4. Yet the fact remains that during the Renais-
sance scholars and writers talked of such a revival and rebirth more
persistently thaii at any other period of European history. Even if we
were convinced that it was an empty claim and that the humanists did
not bring about a real Renaissance, we would still be forced to admit
that the illusion itsclf was characteristic of that period and that the term
Renaissance thus had at least a subjective meaning. .
Without questioning the validity of this argument, I think that there
are also some more objective reasons for defending the existence and the
importance of the Renaissance. The concept of style as it has been so

DSvieteieg viveiimaetl Lo

successfully applied by historians of art 5 might be more widely applied
in other fields of intellectual history and might thus enable us to reco-
gnize the significant changes brought about by the Renaissance, with-
out obliging us to despise the Middle Ages or to minimize the debt
of the Renaissance to the medieval tradition.

‘Moreover, I should like to reexamine the relation between the Middle
Ages and the Renaissance in the light of the following consideration.
Scholats have become so accustomed to stress the universalism of the
medieval church and of medieval culture and also to consider the Italian
Renaissance as a European phenomenon, that they are apt to forget
that profound regional differences existed even during the Middle Ages.

The center of medicval civilization was undoubtedly “France, and all”~

XLV, 193940, 1-28. [Id., The Renaissance in Historical Thonght, I. c., p. 1 ff]. Herbert .
Weisinger, “ The_Sclf-Awarencss of the Renaissance ', Papers of the Michigan Academy of
Science, Arts, and Letters, XXIX, 1944, 561-67. [Id., * Who began the Revival of Learn-
ing ", ibid., XXX, 1945, 625-38; Id., * Renaissance Accounts of the Revival of Learning ",
Studies in Philology, XLV, 1948, 105-18; Id., * The Remnaissance Theory of the Reaction
against the Middle Ages... ", Speculum, XX, 1945, 461-67; Id., *“ Idcas of History during
the Remaissance *, Journal of the History of Ideas, VI, 1945, 415-35; F. Simone, La coscienza
della Rinascita ncgli Umanisti francesi, Rome, 1949; E. Garin, * Umanesimo ¢ Rinascimento 2
in Problemi ed orientamenti critici di lingua e di letteratura italiana, cd. A. Monmigliano, vol. III:
Questioni e correnti di storia letteraria, Milan, 1949, 349-404). Most of the passages quoted
by these scholars are later than the beginning of the fiftcenth century, Yet Frate Guido
da Pisa in his commentary on Dante wrote as carly as 1330: * Per istum cnim poetam
resuscitata est mortua poesis... Ipse vero poeticam scicntiam suscitavit ct antiquos poctas
in mentibus nostris reminiscere fecit  (O. Bacci, La Critica letteraria, Milan, 1910, p. 163).

4 Burdach’s attempts to derive the concept of the Renaissance from religious or
mystical traditions no longer convince me. However, a Carolingian poct has the follow-
ing line: “ Aurca Roma iterum renovata renascitur orbi” (E. K. Rand, * Renaissancé,
why not?”, Renaissance, 1, 1943, p. 34). Milo Crispinus says in his biography of Lan-
franc: “ quem Latinitas in antiquum scientiac statum ab co restituta tota supremum debito
cum amore agnoscit magistrum . (Migne, P.L., CL, 29). For the political aspect of the
conception, scc P.E. Schramm, Kaiser, Rom und Renovatio, 2 vols., Leipzig, 1929. Sce
also Augustine’s judgment on Ambrose (Soliloguia, 11, 14, 26): “ille in quo ipsam eclo-
quentiam quam mortuam dolebamus perfectam revixisse cognovimus .

5 E. Panofsky, * Renaissance and Renascences”, Kenyon Review, VI, 1944, 201-36.
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other countries of Western " Europe followed the leadership of that
country, from Carolingian times down to the beginning of the fourtcenth
century 6. Italy certainly was no exception to that rule; but whereas the
other countries, especially England, Germany, and the Low Countries,
took an active part in the major cultural pursuits of the period and follow-
ed the same general development, Italy occupied a somewhat peculiar posi-
tion 7. Prior to the thirteenth century, her active participation in many
important aspects of medieval culture lagged far behind that of the
other countries. This may be observed in architecture and music, in
the religious drama as well as in Latin and vernacular poetry in gener-
al 8, in scholastic philosophy and theology 9, and even, contrary to
common opinion, in classical studies. On the other hand, Italy had a
narrow but persistent tradition of her own which went back to ancient
Roman times and which found its ‘expression in certain branches of the
arts and of poetry, in lay education and in legal customs, and in the
study of grammar and of rhetoric 10. Italy was more directly and more

continually exposed to Byzantine influences than any other Western

European country. Finally, after the eleventh century, Italy developed
a new life of her own which found expression in her trade and economy,
in the political institutions of her cities, in the study of civil and canon
law and of medicine, and in the techniques of letter-writing and of

“secular eloquence 1. Influences from France became more powerful

6 E. Gilson, *“Humanisme médiéval ct Renaissance ”, in his Les Idles et les lettres,
Paris, 1932, 171-96. [E. R. Curtius, Europaeische Literatur und Lateinisches Mittelalter, Bern,
1948, pp. 41 ff and 387 ff). .

7 The isolation of-Italy in the Middle Ages and the comparative scantiness of Italian
anteccdents for Dante has béen noted by K. Vossler, Mediaeval Culture, tr. W. C. Lawton,
New York, 1929, 11, 4 ff. Die Géttliche Komddie, v. II, pt. I, Heidelberg, 1908, pp. 582 ff.

8 There are notable cxceptions, such as Guido of Arezzo, Alfanus of Salerno, and
Henricus of Scttimello, but they do not change the gencral picture. For the share of
Italy in medicval - Latin culture prior to the thirtcenth century, scc. F. Novati and A.
Monteverdi, Le Origini, Milan; 1926; A. Viscardi, Le Origini, Milan, 1939; M. Manitius,
Geschichte der lateinischen Literatur des Mittelalters, 3 -vols., Munich, 1911-31.

9 Although scveral of the most-famous representatives of scholastic theology were
Italians, such as Lanfranc, Anselm, Peter Lombard, Thomas Aquinas, 'and Bonaventura,
they did: most of their studying and tcaching in France. For Lanfranc, sce F. Novati,
*“ Rapports littéraires de I'ltalic ct dc la France au XI? sitcle ”, Académie des Inscriptions. et
Belles-Lettres, Comptes Rendus des Séances de I'anne 1910, pp. 169-84. A typical represent-
ative of Italian theology in the cleventh century was Peter Damiani, and his background
was juristic and rhetorical rather than philosophical, sce J. A. Endres, Petrus Damiani sund
dic weltliche Wisscuschaft, Miinster, 1910.

10 For the history of education in Italy, see G. Manacorda, Storia della scuola in Italia,
2 pts., Milan, n. d. Typical representatives of Italian rhetoric in the tenth and cleventh
century arc Gunzo of Movara and Ansclm the Peripatetic. It should be noted that the
library of Bobbio in the tenth century was rich in grammatical treatiscs, but possessed
few classical poets (G. Becker, Catalvgi Bibliothecarum antiqui, Bonn, 1885, 64 fL.).

11 Ch. H. Haskins, The Renaissance of the Twelfth Century, Cambridge, Mass. 1927. For
sccular cloquence, sce below.
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only with the thirteenth century, when their traces appeared in archi-
tecture and muwsic, in Latin and vernacular poetry, in philosophy and
theology, and in the ficld of classical studies 12. Many typical wnomcna.
of the Italian Renaissance may thus be understood as a result of belated
medieval influences received from France, but grafted upon, and »mm.m_d.u
ilated by, a more narrow, but stubborn and different n»m.ﬁ.u tradition.
This may be said of Dante’s Divine Comedy,. of the religious mnuswp
which flourished in fiftcenth century Florence, and of the chivalric
poetry of Ariosto and of Tasso. .

A similar development may be noticed: in the history of learning.
The Italian Renaissance thus should be viewed not only in its contrast
with the French Middle Ages, but also in its relation to the :p_.mp:
Middle-Ages. The rich civilization of Renaissance Italy did not spring
directly from the equally rich civilization of medicval France, but from
the much more modest traditions of medieval Italy. It is only about
the beginning of the fourtcenth century that Italy witnessed a nnnnﬂnnmowm
increase in all her cultural activities, and this cnabled her, for a certain
period, to wrest from France her cultural leadership in dn\omnmn: m:nomn,
Conscquently, there can be no doubt that there was an HBF.E Renais-
sance, that is, a cultural Renaissance of Italy, not so much in contrast
with the Middle Ages in general or with the French Middle Ages, but
very definitcly in contrast with the Italian Middle Ages. It appears
from a letter of Boccaccio that this general development was well under-
stood by some Italians of that period 13, and we should keep ﬁ_mm devel-
opment constantly in mind if we want to understand the history of
lcarning during the Italian Rcnaissance.

12 For French influences in the thirteenth century, sce G. Bertoni, ‘1 U:.NE:P 3rd .&m
Milan, 1939. Many poems and prose works by ._S_mu:. authors were written :~. mﬂ“:nr.mﬁw
much of the carly vernacular poctry and prose in Italian is derived from Frenc! models,

13 After having praised Dante and wnnz:.n:.um the restorers of poctry, mOnnunn_o_ .WEM
tinues: “ inspice quo Romanum corrucrit m:in_..:wz..“. quid insuper E:_o.uom__onsi celel __..nn
titulos ct poctarum myrthea laurcaque serta _:nn_:».: . quid in memoriam revocare m—unn
tarem disciplinam... quid legum auctoritatem... quid morum conspicuum specimen. :
ommia... una cum Italia reliqua ct libertate caclesti a maioribus nostris... -._nm?nn.n sunt et a
nationibus cxteris aut sublata aut turpi conquinata labe sordescunt... et si omnia nowmnﬂ.m
nequeant, hoc saltem poctici nominis fulgore... inter r.._.n_uu.nau nationes Roma unw*n.n_-p u._nM..—R
veteris maicstatis possit ostendere ™ (letter to Jacopo Pizzinghe, in: Le lettere e :M_ e ine
di-Messer Giovanni Boccaccio, ed. F. Corazzini, Florenze, 1877, p. 197). [Sce K. w_._nn_wn. 9 H_F.MB_.Nno
und dic geistige Wandlung sciner Zcit, Berlin, 1913-28, pp. 510 £]. Also .m.u:._n_:. in his n.m.
ter to Peter of Mantua, after admitting that Rome now has _.ou".:nn ..:_MS.Q power, 2y
that there is no excuse for her being cxcclled by other nations :—.__Sn:.w distinction. _QET
debam igitur apud nos emergere qui barbaris illis quondam mn:.:v:m m.u_nnm:..:.n. _Sm:ﬂ -“E_M.“
criperet, qualem me tibi (rcad: te mihi) fama et 5:-3._":.3 !.._p.n—o Eo.:.::J , 3 .m..:_m_n:.
the achicvements of Peter of Mantua in the ficld of logic (Epistolario di Coluccio f
cd. F. Novati, IIl, Rome, 1896, 319 f).

FROM THE MIDDLE AGES TO THE RENAISSANCE 557

The most characteristic and most pervasive aspect of the Italian
Renaissance in the field of learning is the humanistic movement. I need
hardly say that the term * humanism ” when -applied to the Italian
Renaissance, does not imply all the vague and confused notions that
are now commonly associated with it. Only a few traces of these may
be found in the Renaissance. By humanism we mean merely the

general tendency of the age to attach the greatest importance to classical
studics, and to consider classical antiquity as the common standard and
model by which to guide all cultural activitics. It will be our task
to understand the meaning and origin of this humanistic movement
which is commonly associated with the name of Petrarch.

Among modern historians we encounter mainly two interpretations
of Italian humanism. The first interpretation considers the humanistic
movement mercly as the rise of classical scholarship accomplished during
the period of the Renaissance. This view which has been held by muost
historians of classical scholarship is not very popular at present. The
revival of classical studics certainly does not impress an age such as
ours which has practically abandoned classical education, and it is casy
to praise the classical learning of the Middle Ages, in a time which,
except for a tiny number of specialists, knows much less of classical
antiquity than did the Middle Ages. Morcover, in a period such as
the present, which has much less regard for learning than for practical
achievements and for * creative writing and “ original thinking, a
mere change of orientation, or even an increase of _n:oi_nn_mﬁ in the
ficld of learning does not seem to possess any historical significance.
However, the situation in the Renaissance was quite different, and the in—
crease in, and emphasis on, classical szmsm had a tremendous importance.

There are indeed several historical facts which support the interpre-
tation of the humanistic movement as a ise in classical scholarship.
The humanists were classical scholars and contkibuted to the rise of
classical studies 14. In the fild of Latin studics, they rediscovered a
number of important texts that had been hardly read during the Mid-
dle Ages 15. Also i the case of Latin authors commonly known during
the Middle Ages, the humanists made them better known, through

14 For the classical studies of the humanists, sce G. Voigt, Die Wiederbelebung des clas-
sischen Alterthums, 3rd cd., Berlin, 1893, 1L, 373 £ Sir J. E. Sandys, 4 History of Classical Schol-
arship, 1I, Cambridge, 1908, pp.- 1 fi.

15 These discoveries included Lucretius, Tacitus, Manilius, scveral -plays of Plautus, and
several orations and rhetorical works of Cicero, See R. Sabbadini. Le scoperte dei codici la-
tini e greci ne’ secoli XIV e XV, 2 vols., Florence, 1905-14; M. Manitius, Handschriften antiker
Autoren in mittelalterlichen Bibliothekskatalogen, Leipzig, 1935,
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their numerous manuscript copies 16 and printed editions, through their
grammatical and antiquarian studies, through their commentaries, and
through the development and application of philological and historical-
criticism.

Even more striking was the impulse given by the humanists to the
study of Greek. In mm&..n of the political, commercial, and ccclesiastic
Telations with the Byzantine Empire, during the Middle Ages the num-
ber of persons in Western Europe who knew the .Greek language was
comparatively small, and practically none of them was interested in, or
familiar with, Greek classical literature. There was almost no teaching
of Greeck in Western schools and universities, and almost no Greek
manuscripts in Western libraries 17. In the twelfth and thirteenth cen-
turics, a great number of Greek texts were translated into Latin, either
dircctly or through intermediary Arabic translations, but this activity
was almost cntirely confined to the fields of mathematics, astronomy,
astrology, medicine, and Aristotclian philosophy 18,

During the Renaissance, this situation rapidly changed. The study
of Grecek classical literature which had been cultivated in the Byzantine
Empire throughout the later Middle Ages, after the middle of the four-
teenth century began to spread in the West, both through Byzantine
scholars who went to Western Europe for a temporary or permanent
stay, and through Italian scholars who went to Constantinople in quest
of Greck classical learning 19.  As a result, Greek language and literature
acquired a recognized place in the curriculum: of Western schools and
universities, a place which they did not lose until the present century.

16 It is not generally realized that fiftcenth century manuscripts of the Latin classics are
probably more numcrous than those of all previous centuries taken together. These manu-
scripts are despised by most modern editors, and their value for cstablishing a critical text
may be small. However, their existence is an important phenomenon since it reflects the
‘wide diffusion of the classical authors during the Renaissance.

17 Louise R. Loomis, Medieval Hellenisms, Lancaster Pa., 1906.

18 For the translations of the twelfth century, scec Ch. H. Haskins, Studics in the His~
tory of Mediaeval Science, 2nd ed., Cambridge, Mass, 1927. For the thirtcenth century,
sece M. De 'Wulf, Histoire de la philosophie médidvale, 6th, ed., II, Louvain, 1936. A bibliog-
raphy of Latin translations from the Greck is still a major desideratum, even though some
partial contributions have been made rccently. [Sce esp. J. T. Muckle, ** Greck Works
translated directly into Latin before 1350 ", Medigeval Studies, IV, 1942, 3342; V, 1943,
102-14. A morc comprehensive bibliography is now being prepared by a group of un_._oT
ars. For the study of Greck in the Middle Ages, sec now the articles of R. Weiss, cited
above, art. 3]. . :

19 For the study of Greek classical literature in medieval Constantinople, sce K. Krum-
bacher, Geschichte der byzantinischen Literatur, 2nd ed., Munich 1897, 499 ff. .H”rn direct
influence of this Byzantinc tradition on the Greek studies.of the Italian humanists is w@o-ﬂ
any question. There may also have been some indirect Byzantine influence on the Latin
studies of the humanists. The range of interest of the humanists resembles that of many

Byzantine scholars.
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A large number of Greck manuscripts was rno.:mrn from the East to
Western libraries, and these ‘manuscripts have formed the basis of most
of our editions of the Greek classics. At a later stage, the humanists
published printed editions of Greck authors, wrote commentaries on
them, and extended their antiquarian and grammatical studies as well as
their methods of philological and historical criticism to Greek literature.

No less important, although now less appreciated, were the numerous
Latin translations from the Greek due to the humanists of the Renaissance.
Almost the whole of Greek poetry, oratory, Emno&omm—m,r%. theology.
and non-Aristotelian” philosophy was thus translated for_the first time,

whereas the medieval translations of Aristotle and of Greek. scientific writ-

ers were replaced by new humanistic translations. These Latin translations

of the Renaissance were the basis for most of the vernacular translations of

the Greek classics, and they. were much more widely read than were
the original Greck texts. For in spite of its remarkable increase, the
study of Greck even in the Renaissance never attained the same general
importance as did the study of Latin which was rooted in the medicval
tradition of the West. Nevertheless, it remains a remarkable fact that the
study of the Greek classics was taken over by the humanists of Western
Europe at the very time when it was affected in the East by the decline
and fall of the Byzantine Empire. -

If we care to remember these impressive facts, we certainly cannot
deny that the Italian humanists were the ancestors of modern philolo-
gists and lhistorians. Even a historian of science can afford to despise
them only if he chooses to remember that science is the subject of his
study, but to forget that the method he is applying to this subject is that
of history. However, the activity of the Italian humanists was not
limited to classical scholarship, and hence the theory which interprets
the humanistic movement merely as a rise in classical scholarship is not
altogether satisfactory. Tlhis theory fails to explain the idéal of cloquence
persistently. set forth in the writings of ‘the humanists, and it fails to
account for the enormous literature of treatises, of letters; of speeches,
and of poems produced by the humanists 20,
~ These writings are far more numerous than the contributions of
the humanists to classical scholarship, and they cannot be explained as a
necessary consequence of their classical studies. A modern classical schol-
ar is not supposed to write a Latin poem in praise of his city, to welcome

20 For the literary production of the humanists, sce Voigt, op. cit., II, 394 ff,, V. Rossi,
Il Quattrocento, 2nd cd., Milan, 1933.
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a distinguished forcign visitor, with-a Latin speech, or to write a political
manifesto for his government. This aspect of the activity of the human-
ists is often dismissed with a slighting remark about their vanity or
their fancy for speech-making. I do not deny that they were vain and
loved to make specches, but I am inclined to offer a different explanation
for this side of their activity. The humanists were not classical scholars

who for personal reasons had a craving for cloquence, but, vice versa,
they were professional rhetoricians, heirs and successors of the medieval
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rhetoricians 21, who mn<oHonm!mmm‘._V_mmmn.,..n.rmmL‘mma,.v. and modern, that

the best- way to achieve eloquence was to imitate classical models, and

who thus were diiven to study the classics and to found classical philol-
ogy- Their rhetorical ideals and achievements may not correspond to
our taste, but they were the starting point and moving force of their
activity, and their classical Jearning was incidental to it.

H,._H other current interpretation of Italian _EEE%.ME. which is prev-
alent among historians of philosophy and also accepted by many other .
scholars, is more ambitious, but in my opinion less sound. This inter~

pretation considers humanism as the new_philosophy of the Reenaissance,

which arose in opposition to scholasticism; the old philosophy of the
Middle Ages22. Of course, there is the well known fact that several
famous humanists, such as Petrarch, Valla, Erasmus, and Vives, were
violent. critics of medieval learning and tended to replace it by classical
lcarning. Morcover, the humanists certainly had ideals of learning,
education, and life that differed from medieval modes of thinking, They
Wwrote trcatises on moral, cducational, political, and religious questions
which in tonc-and content differ from the average medicval treatiscs on
similar subjects. Yetthis interpretation of hnimanism as a new philos-

21 The link between the humanists and the medieval rhetoricians has been recognized
only by very few scholars, such as F. Novati, H. Wicruszowski, and E. Kantorowicz.
These scholars, however, chiefly noticed that the medicval rhetoricians show some of the
personal charactéristics commonly attributed to the humanists. I should like to go further
and to assume a_ dircct professional and literary connection_of which the personal similar-
ities are merely a symptom. Thc common opinion is quitc different, and most historians
speak of the ars dictaminis as if there were no humanist rhetoric, and viceversa. See below.

22 For the contributions of the humanists to philosophy, sce: F. Ucberweg, Grundriss
der Geschichte der Philosophie, 11T, 12 th ed., Betlin, 19246 ff; G. De Ruggiero, Storia
della filosofia, pt. 3, 2ud cd., 2 vols., Bari, 1937; G. Gentile, La Silosofia, Milan, n. d.; E.
Cassirer, Individuum wund Kosmos in der Philosophie der Renaissance, Berlin-Leipzig, 1927.
For further litcraturc on the entire subject of Renaissance philosophy, see P. O. Kristeller
and J. H. Randall Jr,, “ The Study of the Philosophies of the Renaissance ", Journal of
the History of Ideas, 11, 1941, 449-96. [E. Garin, La filosofia, I, Milan, 1947, pp. 169-274;
Id., Der italienische Humanismus, Bern, 1947; Id., Filosofi italiani del Quattrocento, Floience,
1942; C. Carbonara, Il secolo XV, Milan, 1943; G. Saitta, Il pensiero italiano uell’mane-
simo e nel rinascimento, vol. 1: L'Umanesimo, Bologna, 1949]. .
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ophy fails to account for a number of obvious facts. On one hand. -
we notice a stubborn survival of scholastic philosophy .n_:osmro:n nrm
Italian Renaissance, an inconvenient fact that is usually cxplained by the
intcllectual inertia of the respective philosophers whom almost nobod
has read for centuries and whose number, problems and literary ?.om:nvx\ .

tion are entircly unknown to most historjans, On the other, most of
the works of the humanists have :ozm:mnomo‘w&ﬁr w_Eouowr%oﬁ:

in the vaguest possible sense of the term.  Even their treatiscs on philos-
ophical subjects, if we care to rcad them, appear in most cases rather

superficial and inconclusive if compared with the

rec. with the works of ancient or

medieval philosophers, a fact that may be indifferent to 2 general histo-
tian, but which cannot be overlooked by a historian of philosoply.

I think there has been a tendency, in the light of later mn<o_ow5n:a.
and under the influence of a modern aversion to scholasticism, to oxpmn.
gerate the opposition of the humanists to scholasticism, and to assign
to them an importance in the history of scicntific and philosophical thought
which they ncither could nor did attain, The reaction against this tend-
ency has been inevitable, but it has been equally wrong. Those scholars
who read the treatises of the humanists and noticed their comparative
emptiness of scientific and philosophical thought came to the conclu-
m.mo; that the humanists were bad scientists and philosophers who did not
live up to their own claims or to thosc of their modern advocates. [
should like to suggest that the Italian _humanists on the whole were

neither good nor bad philosophers, but no philosophers at all. 22

The htimanistic movement did not originate in the field of philo-
sophical or scientific studics, but it arose in that of grammatical and
rhetorical mn:.&ﬁ 22* The humanists continued the medieval tradition
in these fields, as represented, for example, by the ars dictaminis and the
ars arengandi, but they gave ita new direction toward classical standards
and classical studies, possibly under the impact of influences reccived

[22* This statement docs not mean, as E. Garin implies (Giornal, itico, 1 .
that I mn_&u nrn. philosophical significance of the Fn:%&»:nm mh”“m m..“ﬂ:..n_nwowwmm.nnnc.m wwv
. u».r This point has been rightly indicated by R. McKeon, “ Hﬂn“.ummmu:nn :“n. inn_. d
in w._:m.ohowrw ", Studics in the History of Ideas, 11I, 1935, 37-114. * That u_.:.n. in the n~=oT
phasis in the three arts, that subversion of dialectic to grammar, is in itsclf sufficicnt t
account for ::.u changes which the Renaissance Is reputed to ::.B made” (I. ¢ :mdo
I'am not conyinced by McKecon’s attempt to distinguish within the Hﬂo:ummmu.:nm. wm ﬂcﬁh
scparate trends, an E.:mrnmmm on grammar represented by Erasmus, and one c:.LES&n
represented by Nizolius. [The grammatical character of early Italian humanism and it
—w.m\”. yﬁmozw :V.n M&:.:n of Hwn:..%n_w have been illustrated in the recent studies of R, ﬁ\nw_mm

awn-of Humanism in Italy, London, 1947; “ Lincamenti per una storia mm_ imo
umanesin: ", Rivi: ica itali Puim,
i iy HMM:M__..U_.MMMMMW y Rivista storica italiana, LX, 1948, ua.ouaa" Il primo secolo dell’uma-

37.
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from France after the middle of the thirteenth century. This new devel-
opment of the field was followed by an enormous m.noénr. both ms....rn
quantity and in the quality, of its teaching and its _:.Q..pQ mnom.snnop
As a result of this growth, the claims of the humanists for their m.:wE
of study also increased considerably. They claimed, and temporarily
attained, a decided predominance of their field in nﬂo_ﬁnnnpq and unnozﬁmn
ary education, and a much larger share for it in professional n.Em uni-
versity education. This development in the field of mBE.Q.SEn& “E.m
thetorical studies finally affected the othier branches of learning, but it
did not displace them. After the middle of the fifteenth. century, we
find an increasing number of professional jurists, wr%mm&u:m.. .52_81
maticians, philosophers, and theologians who cultivated humanistic stud-
ics along with their own particular fields of study. Consequently, a
humanistic influence began to appear in all these other mnm.nsnnm.. It
appears in the studied elegance of literary expression, in the increasing
use made of classical source materials, in the greater knowledge of history
and of critical methods, and also sometimes in an émphasis on new
problems. This influence of humanism. on the other sciences certainly
was important, but it did not affect the content or substance of -the

En&oﬁnﬁm&mozmmn...wpm.wom&mm.nnm.mo_”nrornamima.v&:mpcp»u
teurs in those oﬁronmnﬂmm, had nothing to offer that could replace their
traditional content and subject matter. ‘ .

The humanist criticism of medieval science is often sweeping, 71@
it does not touch its specific problems and subject-matter. Their main
charges are against the bad Latin style of the medieval mw:romm. .umm_umn
their ignorance of ancient history and literature, and against their con~
cern for supposedly uscless questions. On the on.rn_.. hand, even those
. professional scientists who were most profoundly influenced _u%. rcwﬂmnu
ism did not sacrifice the medieval tradition of their field. ‘It is ?.mE%
significant that Pico, a representative of humanist mr.momomrﬁ and Alciato,
a representative of humanist jurisprudence, found it necessary to .mnmnwwm
their medieval predecessors against the criticism of humanist rhetoricians 23.

Yet if the humanists were amateurs in jurisprudence, theology,

medicine, and also in philosophy, they were themselves professionals

23 ico’s defense of the medieval E.Eouomrn—.m against Ermolao wwnvuno... see my
article, m...om_%_%-wmuzn M_npﬂoama and its Relations with Humanism w:& Scholasticism "', ﬁ.s:im
.I_.nuc.. VIIIL, 1939, 203 f. [Q. Breen, ' Giovanni Pico della Z_Mznwm_wﬂ .Mwmn”“:w OoMWmnpnn %m

; hy and Rhetoric, " Journal of the History of Ideas XIII 1952, 26.] For ey
MM_MM””M@ON zn“n.u_ medieval .?&m.mm against Valla, scc R. Sabbadini, Storia mA OR.EE.:E}EE. Tu
tin, 1885, pp. 88-92; B. Brugi, Per la storia della giurisprudenza e delle universitd italiane, Nito-

vi saggi, Turin, 1921, pp. 111 ff.
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in a number of other fields. Their domain were the fields of grammar,
thetoric, poetry, history, and the study of the Greek and Latin authors.

They also expanded into the field of moral philosophy, and they made

some attempts_to invade the field of logic, which were chiefly attempts

to reduce logic to rhetoric 24,

Yet they did not make any direct contributions to the other branches
of philosophy or of science. Morcover, much of the hunianist po-
lemic against medicval science was not even intended as a criticism
of the contents or methods of that science, but merely represents a
phase in the “ battle of the arts ”, that is, a noisy advertisement for the
field of learning advocated by the humanists, in order to neutralize and
to overcome the claims of other, rivaling sciences 25. Hence I am in-
clined to consider the humanists not as philosophers with a curious lack
of philosophical ideas and a curious fancy for eloquence and for classical
studies, but rather as professional rhetoricians with a new, classicist
ideal of culture, who tried to assert the importance of their field of
learning and to impose their standards upon the other fields of learning
and of science, including philosophy. .

Let us try to illustrate this outline with a few more specific facts.
When we'inquire of the humanists, it is often asserted that they were
free-lance writers who came to form an entirely new class in Recnaissance
society 26, This statement is valid, although with some qualification,
for a very small number of outstanding humanists like Petrarch, Boc-
caccio, and FErasmus. However, these are exceptions, and the vast
majority of humanists exercised either of two professions, and sometimes
both of them. They were either secretaries of pri or_citics, or_they

were teachers of grammar and rhetoric at universitics or at seconda

24 This humanist logic is represented by Valla, Agricola, Nizolius, and Ramus. For
Nizolius, see R. McKcon, * Renaissance and Method in Philosopliy ”, Studies in the History
of Ideas, 111, 1935, 105 ff. For Ramus, sce Perry Miller, The New England Mind, New York,
1939, pp. 154 ff.

25 For the battle of the arts, sce The Battle of the Seven Arts... by Henri d’Aundcli, cd.
L. J. Pactow, Berkeley, 1914. There was a rivalry between medicine and law, in which
the humanists were not directly concerned at all. Sce L. Thorndike, “ Medicine versus
Law at Florence” in his Science and Thought in the Fifteenth Century, New York, 1929,
24-58. Bchind this kind of literature is the rivalry of the various facultics and sciences at
the universitics, a rivalry that found its expression in the opening lectures delivered cvery
year by each professor in praisc of his own ficld. One such lecture by the humanist
Philippus  Beroaldus senior, professor ‘at Bologna, is entitled * Declamatio philosophi,
medici ct oratoris” (in his Varia Opuscula, Basel, 1513). Of course, the prize is given to
the orator. [Sce now Coluccio Salutati, De nobilitate legum et medicinae, cd. E. Garin,
Florence, 1947, p. XLVI ff. E. Garin, La Disputa delle Arti nel Quattrocento, Florence, 1947).

26 J. Burckhardt, Die Kultur der Renaissance: in Italien, 13th cd., Stuttgart, 1921, p. 151.
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schools 27. The opinion so often repeated by historians that the human-

istic movement originated outside the schools and universities is a myth
which cannot be supported by factual evidence. Morcover, as chan-
cellors and as teachers, the humanists, far from representing a new class,

were the professional heirs and successors of the medieval rhetoricians, .

the so-called dictatores, who also made their carcer exactly in these same
two professions. The humanist Coluccio Salutati occupied exactly the
same place in the society and culture of his time as did the dictator Petrus
de Vincis one hundred and fifty years before28. Nevertheless there
was a significant difference between them. The style of writing used
by Salutatd is quite different from that of Petrus de Vineis or of Rolan-
dinus Passagerii. Moreover, the study and imitation of the classics which
was of little or no importance to the medieval dictatores has become
the major concern for Salutati. Finally, whereas the medieval dictatores
attained considerable importance in politics and in administration, the
humanists, through their classical learning, acquired for their class a
much greater cultural and social prestige. Thus the humanists did not
-invent a new field of learning or a new professional activity, but they
introduced a new, classicist style into the traditions of medicval Italian
thetoric. To blame them for not having invented rhetorical studies
would be like blaming Giotto for not having been the inventor of painting.

The same result is confirmed by an examination of the litcrary pro-
duction of the humanists if we try to trace the medicval antecedents of
the types of literaturc cultivated by the humanists 29. If we_ leave

aside the editions and translations of the humanists, their classical intcrests

27 For the carecrs of the humanists, sce the works of Voigt and Rossi.

28 For the conncction of Salutati with the medieval tradition of the Ars dictaminis
and Ars notaria, scc F. Novati, La glovinezza di Coluccio Salutati, Turin, 1888, pp. 66 ff.
This chapter was reprinted with important omissions in his Fresehi e minii del Dugento,
Milan, 1908, pp. 299-328. There is [at Naples] a manuscript of the carly fiftcenth century
transcribed for a young student of rhetoric, which contains the letters of Petrus de Vincis,
together with those of Salutati, and of the latter's contemporary Pellegrino Zambeccari
(L. Frati, “ L'epistolario incdito di Pellegrino Zambeccari ", Atti e Memorie della R. Depu-
tazione di Storia patria per le provincic di Romagna, Scr. 1V, vol. XIII, 1923, pp. 169 ff).
[Another manuscript with the same content is in the Hague (Epistolario di Pellcgrino Zam-
beceari, cd. L. Frati, Rome, 1929, pp. XVII ff). I am indebted for this information to
Ludwig Bertalot]. Although Burdach’s attempt to make of Cola' di Rienzo the central
figure of the Italian Renaissance must be rejected, it should be noticed that Cola was a notary
by profession and owecd a good deal of his reputation to the style of his letters *and
speeches.  [Burdach who emphasizes the influence of Joachimite ideas on Cola, fails to
mecet the objection that Cola became familiar with these ideas only after his flight from
Rome (Rienzo und die geistige Wandlung seiner Zeit, Berlin, 1913-28, p. 10)).

29 For the literary production of the humanists, sec the works of Voigt and Rossi.
For their historiography, scc E. Fucter, Geschichte der neueren Historiographie, 3rd cd..
Munich, 1936. '

"Theoretic
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are chicfly represented by their numerous commentaries on _ancient

authors and” by a niimber “of “anfiquarian and” miscellaneous treatiscs.

works on grammar and. rhetoric, mostly composed for “the
school, are quite frequent, and even more numerous is the litcrature of
humanist historiography. Dialogues and treatises on questions of moral

philosophy, education, politics, and _religion liavé attracted most of the

attention of modern historians, but represent a comparatively small

proportion of humanistic litcrature. By far the largest part of that

literature, although relatively neglected and partly unpublished, consists
of the poems, the speeches, and the letters of the humanists.

If we look for the medieval antecedents of these various types of
humanistic literature, we are led back in many cases to the Italian gram-
marians and rhetoricians of the later Middle Ages. This is most obvious
for the theoretical treatises ‘on grammar and rhetoric 30. Less generally
recognized, but almost equally obvious is the link between humanist
nm_”.mmmwuxmxm%r% and medieval ars dictaminis. The style ‘of writing is dif-
ferent, to be sure, and the medieval term dictamen was no longer used
during the ‘Renaissance, yet the literary and political function of the
letter was basically the same, and the ability to write a correct and clegant
Latin letter was still a major aim of school instruction in the Renais-
sance as it had been, in the Middle Ages 31.

The same link between humanists and medieval Italian rhetoricians
which we notice in the field of epistolography may be found also in the
field of ‘oratory. Most historians of rhetoric give the impression that-
medicval rhetoric was exclusively concerned with letter-writing and
preaching, represented by the ars dictaininis and the somewhat younger
ars praedicandi, and that there was no secular eloquence in the Middle
Ages 32, On the other hand, most historians of Renaissance humanism
believe that the large output of humanist oratory, although of a some-

30 For the grammatical studics of the humanists in their relation to the Middle >mnm.

scc R. Sabbadini, La scuola e gli studi di Guarino Guarini Veronese, Catania, 1896, pp. 38 ff.
. 31 There are many. humanist treatises on cpistolography, and many collections of
‘ salutations " in humanist manuscripts. The letters of most major humanists were collect~
ed and reprinted primarily as models for literary imitation.

32 Ch. S. Baldwin, Medicval Rhetoric and Poetic, New York, 1928, pp. 206 ff. and
228 ff. especially p. 230; R. McKeon, * Rhetoric in the Middle Ages”, Speenlum, XVII,
1942, 27 £ For the . Ars dictaminis in Italy, especially during the twelfth century, sce
O__...I. Haskins, Studies in Mediaeval Chulture, Oxford, 1929, 170-92. Sce also: E. Kanto-
rowicz, ** An * Autobiography’ of Guido Faba ", Mediaeval and Renaissance Studies, 1, 2,
1943, 253-80. The same, * Anonymi ‘ Aurea Gemma’ "', Medievalia et Humanistica, 1, 1943,
41-57. Hclene Wieruszowski, ** Ars dictaminis in the Time of Dante”, ibid., 95-108.
For the Ars pracdicandi, sce H. Caplan, Mediaeval Artes Pracdicandi, 2 vols., Ithaca, N. Y.,
uemx.“ma" Th. M. Charland, Artes Praedicamdi, Paris-Ottawa, 1936. Italy’s contribution to g
the literature on preaching scems to have been small and belated. - w
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what dubious value, was an innovation of the Renaissance due to the
effort of the humanists to revive ancient oratory and also to their vain

fancy for spcech-making 33. Only in recent years have a few scholars -

begun to rcalize that there wasa nosm&nnmr_.o. amount of secular eloquence
in the Middle Ages, cspecially :p.,.Hnw._% 34,1 do not hesitate to conclude
that the o_oazn:no of the humanists was nro continuation of the medieval
ars_aregandi just as their epistolography continucd the tradition of the
ars dictaminis. It is true, in taking up a type of literary production
developed by their medieval prédecessors, the humanists modified its
style according to their own taste and classicist standards. Yet the prac-

—_—

tice of mmnnn_TE&nEm was no invention of the humanist, of course, since
it is rp&_v‘ absent from any Tuman ‘society, and since in medicval Italy
it can be traced back at least to the eleventh century 3.

Even the theory of sccular speech, represented by rules and instructions
as well as by model speeches, appears in Italy at least as early as the

thirtcenth century. Indeed practically all types of humanist oratory

have their antecedents in this medieval literature: wedding and funeral

speeches, academic speeches, political speeches by officials or ambassa-

dors, decorative speeches on solemn occasions, and finally judicial
speeches 36, Some of thesc types, to be surc, had their classical modcls,

33 Voigt, op. cit., II, 436 ff. Ch. S. Baldwin, Renaissance Literary Theory and Practice,
New York, 1939, p. 39 ff. [For a typical collection of humanist orations, scc L. Bertalot,
" Eine Sammlung Paduancr Reden des XV. Jahrhunderts,” Quellen und Forschungen aus
italienischen Archiven und Bibliotheken XXVI 1936, 245-67].

34 Sce the studics of E. Kantorowicz and H. Wicruszowski, and especially A. Ou__nn:.
Lecloquenza, Milan, 1904-38, pp. 430 ff,

35 Galletti, loc. cit.

36 Some of the rhetorical treatises and models of the thirtcenth century are discussed
by Galletti, op. cit., 454. ff. Guido Faba’s Parlamenti ed epistole (ed. A. Gaudenzi, I suoni,
le forme ¢ le parole dellodierno dialetto della citta di Bologna, Turin, 1889) include, scveral

-model speeches. Models for political and funeral speeches are inscrted in the anonymous

L

“ Oculus Pastoralis " and in other treatiscs written for the instruction of city officials (F.
Hertter, Die Podestdliteratur Italiens im 12. und 13. Jahrhundert, Leipzig-Berlin, 1910). For
an cxample of carly academic oratory, scc H. Kantorowicz, * The Poctical Sermon of a
Mediacval Jurist™, Journal of the Warbirg Insiitnte, 11, 1938-39, 22-41. For the spcech of
an ambassador, scc G. L. Haskins and E. Kantorowicz, *“ A Diplomatic Mission of Francis
Accursius and his Oration before Pope Nicholas 111", English Historical Review, LVIII,
1943, 424-47. The medieval legal background of the wedding specches of the humanists
has been studied by F. Brandileone Saggi sulla storia della celebrazione del matrimonio in Italia,
Milan, 1906, but he docs not mention any pre-humanistic wedding speeches. Rhetorical
rules and samples arc included in some of the carly instructions for advocates; scc M. A.
von Bethmann-Hollweg, Der Civilprozess des gemcinen Rechts in geschichtlicher Entwicklung,
VI, Bonn, 1874, pp. 148-59. Uoznon_?m:ow Rhetorica - Novissima (ed. A. Gaudenzi, Bi-
bliotheca iuridica medii aevi, 11, uo_om:n. gmcmv is not a treatisc on dictamen, as most scholars
scem to assume, but a rhetorical instruction for advocates. Also the treatise of Jacques de
Dinant, published by A. Wilmart Analecta Reginensia, Vatican City, 1933, pp. 113-51,
covers judicial oratory. It is often asserted that the humanists did not cultivate judicial
oratory (Rossi, 154), yet this is contradicted by a passage of Jovius (Burckharde, 176),

\ @
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but others, for example, academic speeches delivered at the beginning
of the year or of a ?ﬁsnEma course or upon conferring or receiving
a degree, had no classical antecedents whatsoever, and all these types
of oratory were rooted in very specific customs and institutions of medieval
Italy. The humanists invented hardly any of these types of speech,

but they' merely applicd their. standards of style and elegance to a
previously existing form of literary expression and thus satisfied a de-
mand, both practical and artistic, of the society of their time. Modern
scholars are apt to speak contemptuously of this humanistic oratory,
denouncing its empty rhetoric and its lack of “ deep thoughts”. Yet
the humanists merely intended to speak well, according to their taste
and to the occasion, and it still remains to be seen imnnrnn.nrAw% were
less successful in that respect than their medieval ?n&nnnwmoa or their
modern successors. Being picces of “ empty rhetoric ”, their speeches
provide us with an amazing amount of information about the personal
and intellectual life of their time.

In their historiography, the humanists succeeded the medieval chron-
iclers, yet they differ from them both in theic merits and in their
deficiencies 37. 'Humanist historiography is. characterized by the rhetor-
ical concern for elegant Latin and by the application of philological
criticism, to the source materials .of history. In both respects, they are
the predecessors of modern historians 38. To combine ‘the requirements
of a good style and those of careful research was as rare and difficult
then as it is at present. However, the link between history and rhetoric

‘that seems to be so typical of the Renaissance was_ mmwnnan a medieval

_wm.mmmmn.Zono:_%éumarnS»n?:mom_:wnoQEnFoH.n.pn&oﬁ:nroor
subordinate to that of grammar and rhetoric, but we also find quite a
few medieval historiographers and chronists who were professional

grammarians and rhetoricians 39. Even -the Renaissance custom of

and there are at least a few Sn::w_nm of .Em.n_u_ specches no:.momnn_ by humanists) Lconar-
do Bruni Aretino, Hi istisch-Philosophische Schriften, ed. Baron, Leipzig, 1928, p. 179;
J. Paquicr, De Philippi Beroaldi Junioris vita et scriptis, Paris, 1900, pp. 96-113). A systcmatic
investigation - of the various types of humanist oratory and of their medieval antecedents
has not yet been undertaken. It ought to include a_study of the mutual relations between
sacred’ and sccular cloquenge, and of possible Byzantine influences. Sce Krumibacher,
454 f.and 470" T Rope to tétuta to this subject -in-a-scparate-atticle.

37 Fueter fails to discuss the rclations between medieval and humanistic historiography.

38 I should like to mention Carolus Sigonius for his masterful discussion of the forged
charter of Theodosius I for Bologna 'university (Opera Omnia, VI, Milan, 1787, pp. 985 ff.).
His remark on the task of history, made in connection with the donation of Constantine,
is a quotation from Cicero: * primam legem: historiae ess¢ ut ne quid falsi audcat, ne
quid veri non audeat” (ibid., p. 985, cf. De Oratore, 1I, 15, 62).

39 For example, Boncompagno of Signa (Liber de obsidione Anconae, ed. G. C. Zimolo,
Bologna, 1937) and Rolandinus of Padua (Cronica, cd. A. boannm_. Cittd di Castcllo,
1905-08).
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princes and cities appointing official historiographers to write their history
scems to have had a few antecedents in medieval Italy 40.

Most of the philosophical treatises and dialogues of n_ﬁ.rcsﬁzmma
arc really nothing but moral tracts, and many of them deal with subject
matters also treated in the moralistic literature of the Middle Ages. There
arc, to be sure, significant differences in style, treatment, _sources, and
solutions. However, the common features of the topics and literary

patterns should not be overlooked cither. A thorough corparative study

of medicval and Recnaissance moral treatises has not yet been made so far
as I am aware, but in a few specific cases the connection has been pointed
out 4l. Again it should be added that m._wmruwmmNiMm._mlvn.n:ﬁnowiw_..wmm@hh
and moral philosophy which became so apparent in the Renaissance
had its antecedents in the Middle Ages. Medieval rhetoric, no less than
ancient rhetoric, was continually quoting and inculcating moral sentences
that interested the authors and their readers for their content as well
as for their form. Morcover, there are at least a few cases in which
medicval rhetoricians wrote treatises on topics of moral philosophy,
or argued about the same moral questions that were to excrcise the minds
and pens of their successors, the Renaissance humanists 42, .
Less. definite is the link between humanists and medieval Italian

rhetoricians in the field of Latin poetry. On the basis of available evi-

dence, it would scem that in the Italian schools up to the thirteenth
century versemaking was less cultivated than in France. Throughout nr.o
carlier Middle Ages, historical and panegyric epics as well as verse cpi-
taphs were composed abundantly in Italy, yet prior to the thirtecnth
century her share in rhythmical and in didactic poetry seems to have been
rather modest 43, It is only after the middle of the thirteenth century
that we notice a marked increase in the production of Latin poetry in

40 G. Dertoni, Il- Duccento, p. 263. Machiavelli was on the payroll of the university

i iting his Florentine history.
of Ha.mu%m”:sﬂm. __A.wm_cn:. Machiavelli’s v:.w._a and its Forerumers, Durham, N. C., Gmm. The
question De nobilitate, dear to the humanists of the mmm.o:mr nn__"cuw..iuu.w_nnumw n_an:mumm
in the thirtcenth (G. Bertoni, * Una lettera amatoria di Pier della M\_m:u y Oa«.za:.m storico
della letteratura italiana, LVIIL, 1911, p. 33 ff). The humanist treatises on the m_mEn_v. and
happiness of man also continued medicval discussions (G. Gentile, *“ Il concctto dell :oE%
nel Rinascimento ”, in his I pensiero italiano del rinase to, 3rd ed., Florence, 1940,
pp. 47-113). . ) ) :

42 agno of Signa wrote two moral treatises: Amicitia (cd. Sarina Nat| han,
Hﬂc.:n...mum_mmw._,ww%wn malo .W:R::_..q et senii (cd. F. Novati, Rendiconti della Reale Accademia
dei Lincei, Classe di Scienze Morali, Storiche e Filologiche, Scr. V, <w_. 1, 1892, pp. mo.om.wvm.

43 Novati-Monteverdi, Le Origini; F. Novati, L'influsso del pensiero latino sopra ~.n ::...:
italiana nel Medio Evo, 2nd ed., Milan, 1899; U. Ronca, Cultura :.&._anvs? e poesia Na:_ma
d'Italia nei sccoli XI e XII, 2 vols., Rome, 1892; F.]J. E. Raby, A History of Seccular Latin
Poctry in the Middle Ages, 2 vols., Oxford, 1934. .
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Italy, and the appearance of ‘the teaching of poetry in the schools and
universities. This development coincides with the earliest traces of
Italian humanism, and it is tempting to ascribe it to French infucnces 44,

The same may be said with morc confidence of the literature of
commentaries on the Latin classics, which arc the, direct result of school
teaching. It is often asserted that Italy throughout the Middle Ages
was closer to the classical tradition than any other European country.
Yet if we try to trace the type of the humanistic commentary back into
the Middle Ages, we find hardly any commentary on a Latin poct or

prose writcr composed in Italy prior to the second half of the thirteenth

b SAd A S| 4 2 Kk em e o, e RO e A e

century, whereas we find many such commentaries, from the mifith

century om, written in France or in the other Western countrics that
followed the French devclopment 45. .Only after 1300, that is, after the
carliest phase of humanism, did Italy produce an increasing number of
such commentarics. Also of antiquarian studics there is very little
cvidence in Italy prior to the latter part of the thirtcenth century 46,
Whereas we have abundant information about the reading of the Latin
poets and prose writers in the medieval schools of France and of other

44 The rise of Latin poctry in Italy begins with the Paduan group of ** pre-humanists *’,
scc G. Bertoni, Il Duecento, pp. 272 ff.; N. Sapegno, Il Trecento, Milan, 1934, pp. 149 ff.
45 A comprehensive study of the literature of medicval and Remissance commentar-
ies on the classical authors is 2 major desideratum. Much scattered information may be found
concerning the commentaries on individual authors. The commentari itten beforc 1200
L.m;._..m..muoowcv.

are listed in Manitius, op. cit. An interesting survey of such commenta

BIH(Hancéanf, s hiddéd inthe Histoire littéraire de la France, XXIX (1885) 568-83. Hau-
réau lists only onc- commentary f<_mnrnmm...mm=m«mmlnm-mm:.mm._m..zﬂwﬂ...Om Ttaliai Grigin are
also certain legal glosses on -Seneca, written in the twelfth century (C. Pascal, Letteratura
latina medievale, Catania, 1909, pp. 150-54). There are’ also some Italian commentaries on

Martianus Capella, but this refers to the teaching of the  artes ™ rather than that of the

“authores . The Paduans began to study Sencca’s tragedics, and after the end of the .

thirteenth century, the number of classical commentaries begins to increase. That thesc
carly Italian commentators were acquainted with the work of their French predecessors
has been shown in the case of Giovanni del Virgilio by F. Ghisalberti (* Giovanni del
Virgilio espositore delle * Mctamorfosi """ Giornale Dantesco uCQA:\. 1933, 31 ff). Re-
lations between medieval and humanistic commentaries are also noticed -by Eva M. San-
ford (“The manuscripts of Lucan: Accessus and Marginalia , Speculum 1X, 1934, pp.
278-95. [For the history and form of medicval_commentarics, sec now: E. A. Quain,
“The Mecdieval Accessus ad auctores "y Traditio 111, 1945, 215-64; R. W. Hunt, “The
Introductions to the * Artes” in the Twelfth Century ”, Studia Mediaevalia i hisiorem ad-
modum Reverendi Patris Raymundi Josephi Martin (Brugis c. 1949) 85-112; R.B.C. Huygens,
* Accessus ad Auctores ', Latomus XII, 1953, 296-311; 460-84. Cf, also L of," !
sche Literaturzeitung XXXI1I 1911, 3166-69. An important exception which scems to deserve
further study is the ms. 404 of the Pierpont Morgan Library in New York which was
written in Italy in the twelfth- century and contains the complete works of Horace with
carly glosses (Italian Manuscripts in the Picrpont Morgan Library, by Meta Harrsen and George
K. Boyce, New York, 1953, p. 6 no. 7). The dating of the manuscript has been confirmed
to me by Prof. Luisa Banti].
46 Scc Sabbadini, Le scoperte.
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Western countries, and whereas such centers as Chartres and Orléans

in the twelfth and carly thirteenth century owed much of their fame s

to the study of the Latin classics 47, the sources for Italy are silent dur-
ing the same period and begin to speak only after the middle of the
thirteenth century 48. It was only after the beginning of the fourteenth
century that the teaching of poctry and of the classical authors became
firmly established in the Italian schools and universitics, to continuec .
without interruption throughout -the Renaissance 49. Italian libraries,
with the one exception of Monte Cassino, were not so_well furnished
with Latin classical poets as were some French and ( A.Mnn.s.wms, libraries,
and it has been noticed that the humanists of the fifteenth century made
most of their manuscript discoveries not in Italy, but in other countries.
/The conclusion seems inevitable that. the: study of classical Latin authors
‘was comparatively neglected in Italy during the earlier Middle Ages and
was introduced from. France after the middle of the thirteenth century 50.
The Italian humanists thus took up the work of their medieval French
predecessors just about the time when classical studies began to decline in
France, and whereas the classical scholarship of the earliest humanists in its - i
ratige and method was still close to the medieval tradition, that of the
later Renaissance developed far beyond anything attained during the
Middle Ages. Conscquently, if we consider the entire literary production
of the Italian humanists we arc led to the conclusion that the humanistic

movement scems to have originated from a fusion between the novel :

47 A. Clerval, Les éeoles de Chartres an moyen dge, Paris, 1895; L. Delisle, *“ Les écoles
d’Orléans au douzitme ct au treizidme sitcle , Annnaire-Bulletin de la Société de Ihistoire
de France, VII, 1869, 139-54. Scc also Pactow, The Battle of the Scven Arts. For the con-~
trast of “artes” and * authores”, sce E. Norden, Die antike Kunstprosa, 11, Lcipzig,
1898, pp. 688 ff. and 724 ff. To the well known material on the study of the ‘‘ authores ”
in ‘medicval France, I should like to.add the following.passage from the chronist Landul- ‘
phus Junior, which scems to have remained unnoticed: * revocare Yordanum de Clivi a
provincia que dicitur Sancti Egidii in qua ipsc Yordanus legebat lectionem auctorum non -
divinorum sed paganorum * (Historia Mediolanensis, ed. C. Castiglioni, Bologna, 1934,

p- 18). The event must be dated shortly after 1100 A. D. ' -

48 Perhaps the carliest dated evidence of the reading of classical. authors in an Italian
school of the Middle Ages is the criminal record of the theft of * three books of Ovid "
from a teacher of grammar in Bologna (1294), sce O. Mazzoni Tosclli, Racconti storici
estratti dall'archivio criminale di Bologna, 111, Bologna, 1870, 39 f

49 In 1321, Giovanni ‘del Virgilio was appointed. to lecture at Bologna on versification
and on Virgil, Statius, Lucan, and Ovid (Ghisalberti, loc. cit., 4 f).. L.]J. Pactow comments
on this document as follows: * This was a good beginning... but the fair promise had no
fulfillment " (The Arts Conrse at Medieval Universitics, Urbana-Champaign, 1910, p. 60).

Actually, the promise did find its fulfillment in the development of Italian humanism.
The:teaching of the classical authors never ceased in Italy after that memorable date which
coincides with the approximate time when Petrarch was a student at Bologna.

50 For French influences on Italian humanism in the fourteenth century, sec also B, L.
Ullman, * Some Aspects of the Origin of Italian Humanism , Philological Quarterly, XX,
1941, 20-31. .
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interest in classical studics imported from France toward the end of the
thirteenth_century and’the much eatlier traditions of medieval Ttalian
nruwmﬁ...o.m.m. e s
~ We have seen that the humanists did not live outside the schools
and universitics, but were closely connected with them. The nr,&a
commonly held by the humanists were those of grammar and rhetoric 51,
that is, the same that had been occupied by their medieval predecessors,
the dictatores. Thus it is in the history of the universities and schools
and of their chairs that the connection of the humanists with medicval
thetoric becomes most apparent. However, under the influence of
humanism, these chairs underwent a change which affected their name
as well as their content and pretenses. About the beginning of the
fourtcenth century poctry appears as a special teaching subject at Italian
universities. After that time, the tcaching of grammar was considered
primarily as the task of clementary instructors, whercas the humanists
proper held the more advanced chairs of poetry and of cloquence. For
eloquence was the cquivalent of prose writing as well as of speech. The
teaching of poetry and of cloquence was theoretical and practical at the
same time, for the humanist professor instructed his pupils in verse-
making and in speech-making both through rules and through models.
Since classical Latin authors were considered as the chief models for imi-
tation, the.reading of these authors was inseparably connected with the
theoretical and practical teaching of poetry and of eloquence. .
Thus we may understand why the humanists of the fourteenth and
fifteenth century chose to call their ficld of study poctry and why they
were often styled poets even though they composed no works that
would qualify them as poets in the modern sense 2. Also the corona-
tion of poets in the Renaissance must be understood against this back-
ground 53. It had been originally understood as a kind of academic

‘

51 Burckhardt, op. cit., p. 154. 5

52 K. Vossler, Poetische Thcorien in der italienischen Friilrenaissance, Berlin, 1900.

53 The work by V. Lancetti, Memorie intorno ai poeti laureati d’ogni tempo e d’ogni nazione,
Milan, 1839, is antiquated, but has not been replaced. Important contributions were made
by F. Novati, “ La suprema aspirazione di Dante”, in his Indagini e postille duntesche, Bo-
logna, 1899, p. 83 ff. and by E. H. Wilkins, “ The Coronation of Petrarch ™, .mwﬁ_:::.:
XVIII, 1943, pp. 155-97. I belicve that the coronation ceremony devcloped from the public

" recitals and approbations of books at the medieval universitics (on such approbations, sce

L. Thorndike, *Public Readings of New Works in Mediacval Universitics *, Speculum,
1, 1926, pp. 101-3, and the additional notes by Haskins and Thorndike, _.S.&." pp. 221 and
445 ff). The intermediary link is the coronation of the approved book, as in the case of
Boncompagno at Bologna 1215 (Novati, Indagini, p. 86 f). There is mnmES.nﬁmn:nn
that Mussato was crowned not only for his tragedy Ecerinis, but also for his historical work
on Heury VII. Also the diploma of Petrarch’s coronation refers to him repeatedly as a
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degrec, and it was granted not merely for original poetic compositions,
but also for the compctent study of classical poets 54,

History was not taught as a separatc subject, but formed a part of
the study of rhetoric and poetry since the ancient historians were among
the prose writers commonly studied in school. Moral philosophy was
always the subject of a separate chair and was commonly studied from
the Ethics and Politics of Aristotle. However, after the be inning_of the
fiftcenth: century, the chair of moral philosophy was often held by the
humanists, usually in combination’ with that of rhetoric and poetry 35,
This combination reflects the expansion of humanistic learning into the
field of moral philosophy. The chairs of Greck language and literature
which were an innovation of the fourteenth century were also com-
monly held by humanists.- This tcaching was not as closcly tied up
with the practical concern for writing verses, speeches, or letters as was
the study of Latin, and it was therefore more strictly scholarly and philo-
logical. On the other hand, since the fiftecnth century we find several
cascs where humanist teachers of Greek offered courses on Greek texts
of philosophy and science and thus invaded the territory of the rival-
ing ficlds 56.

Later on the ficlds of study cultivated by the humanists were given
a new and cven more ambitious name. Taking up certain expressions
found in Cicero and Gellius, the humanists as- carly as the fourteenth
century began to call their field of learning the humane studies or the
studies befitting a human being (studia humanitatis, studia humaniora) 57.
The new name certainly implics a new claim and program, but it cov-
cred a content that had existed long before and that had been designated
by the more modest names of grammar, rhetoric, and poetry. Although

poct and historian (Opcra Ommia, Bascl, 1581, 1V, 6-7), and there arc later cases of persons
crowned as pocts and orators. .

54 Petrarch was cxamined by King Robert of Naples and took the king's testimonial
letters to Rome, that is, followed much of the procedure that was used for academic de-
grees in the kingdom of Naples. His diploma resembles doctoral diplomas and grants him
the authorization * tam in dicta arte poetica quam in dicta historica arte... legendi, dispu-
tandi atque interprctandi vetcrum scripturas ct novas (read: novos) a seipso... libros et
poemata componendi... ’ (loc. cit.).

55 The chair of moral philosophy was held, for example, by Barzizza and by Filelfo.

56 Lectures on the Greek or Latin text of Aristotle and other philosophical authors were
given at Florence by Marsuppini, Argyropulos, and Politian, at Bologna by Codrus Urccus,
and at Padua by Leonicus Thomacus. I expect to treat this subject in a futiré study of
the Italian universitics. ‘ :

57 On lhumanitas in Roman antiquity, scc W. Jacger, Humanism and Theology, Mil-
waukee, 1943, pp. 20 ff. and 72 £. [M. Schneidewin, Die antike Humanitaet, Berlin, 1897,
pp- 31 ff; R. Reitzenstein, Werden und Wesen der Humanitdt, Strassburg, 1907; 1. Heinemann,
* Humanitas ", in Pauly-Wissowa, Real-Encyclopaedie der classischen Altertumswissenschaft, Sup-
plementband V, 1931, col. 282-310; J. Niedermann, ‘Kultur, Florence, 1941, pp. 29 ff].
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some modern scholars were not aware of this fact, the humanists ccrtainly
were, and we have several contemporary testimonies showing that the
studia humanitatis were considered as the equivalent of grammar, rhetoric,
poetry, history, and moral philosophy 58. -

Thesc statements also prove another point that has been confused
by most modern historians: the humanists, at lcast in Italy or beforc
the sixteenth century, did not claim that they were substituting a new
encyclopaedia of learning for the medieval one 59, and they were aware
of the fact that their field of study occupied a well defined and limited
place within the system of contemporary lcarning 60. To be sure, they
tended to emphasize the importance of their field in comparison with

58 The clearest statement is found in the famous library canon composed by Nicholas V
in his youth for Cosimo de’ Medici. After having listed many books on theology, then
the works of Aristotle in logicis, in physicis, in metaphysica, and in moralibus, the Arabic
and Greck commentators on Aristotle, other philosophical works translated from the Greek,
and works on mathematics, he continued as follows: “ de studiis autem humanitatis quantum
ad grammaticam, rhetoricam, historicam et poeticam spectat ac moralem... ” (G. Sforza,
*“La patria, Ia famiglia cd i parenti di papa Niccold V', Atti della Reale Accademia Lucchese
di Scienze, Leltere ed Arti, XXIII, 1884, p. 380). An cducational charter of the Jesuits of
1591 speaks of “ studia humanitatis, hoc est grammaticae, historiae, poeticae ct rhetoricac "
(quoted by K. Borinski, Die Autike in Poetil: und Kunsitheorie, 11, Leipzig, 1924, p. 327).
[Pierre Bersuire calls Petrarch *“ poctam utique ct oratorem cgregium in omni morali philo-
sophia nec non ct historica ct poctica disciplina cruditum " (F. Ghisalberti, ** L'Ovidius
moralizatus di Pierre Bersuite ”, Studj Romanzi, XXII, 1933, p. 90). After Leonardo
Bruni’s death, according to his cpitaph in S. Croce,  historia luget, eloquentia muta est,
Ferturque Musas tum Graccas tum Latinas lacrimas tenere non potuisse . Peter Luder -
announced at Heidelberg in 1456 public courses on * studia lumanitatis id cst poctarum
oratorum ac hystoriographorum libros ”, and at Leipzig in 1462 on “studia humanitatis,
hystoriographos, oratores scilicet ct poetas ”’ (L. Bertalot, * Humanistische Vorlesungsan-
kiindigungen in Déutschland im 15. Jalichundert Zeitschrift fiir Geschichte der Erziehung
und des Unterrichts V 1915, pp. 3-4)).

59 This was attempted, however, in the sixtcenth century by Vives in his work De
tradendis_disciplinis. T

60 The humanist Leonardo Bruni, when comparing Dante and Petrarch, attributes
greater knowledge in philosophy and mathematics to Dante, * perocche nella scienza delle
lettere ¢ nella cognizione della lingua latina Dante. fu molto infegiore al Petrarca ™ (Le
Vite di Dante, Petrarca e Boccaccio, ed. A. Solerti, Milan, n. d., pp. 292 f). For Bruni,
the learning of Petrarch is not universal and does not include philosophy. [In-his carly
letter to Antonio da S. Miniato, Ficino proposes to abandon his previous rhetorical style
and ‘to speak instead as a philosopher (** deinceps philosophorum more loquamur verba
ubique contempnentes ct gravissimas in medium sententias adducentes ™', Forll, Bibliotcca
Comunale, Autografo Piancastelli n. 907, scc above, art. 7a). In the preface of his De
regimine sanitatis, Antonio Benivieni relates that he turned from * Onumo.,.‘mo artis studia ™ to
philosophy and medicine (cd. L. Belloni, Turin, 1951, p- 19). Alamanno Rinuccini, in
the letter to his son Filippo which is a tract on cducation, insists that it is nccessary to
proceed from the study of grammar and ihetoric (*ubi nostrorum hominum plerique
gradum sistere consueverunt ) to that of philosophy (Lettere ed Orazioni, cd. Vito R. Giu-
stiniani, Florence, 1953, p. 97). Pontanus in. his dialogue Acgidius speaks of the decline
of eloquence aftcer the end of the Roman Empire, * cum tamen disciplinae ipsac in honore
essent habitac, id quod physicorum theologorurnque multitudo quae post Boetium extitit
plaiic declarat, tum in Hispania, tum in Galliis Britanniisque ipsaque in Germania ™ (I dia-
loghi, cd. C. Previtcra, Florencé, 1943, p. 259)].
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the other sciences and to encroach upon the latter’s territory, but on the
whole they did not deny the existence or validity of these other sciences.

This well defined place of the studia humanitatis is reflected in the new

term. humanista which apparently was coined during the latter half of

the fiftcenth century and became increasingly popular during the sixteenth
century. The term seems to have originated in the slang of university
students and gradually penctrated into official usage 61. It was coined
after the modcl of such medieval terms as legista, jurista, canonista, and
artista, and it designated the professional teacher of the studia humanitatis.
The term humanista in this limited sense thus was coined during the
Renaissance, whereas the term. humanism was first used by nineteenth
century historians 612, If I am not mistaken, the new term. lumanism
reflects the modern and false conception that Renaissance humanism,
was a basically new philosophical movement, and under the influence
of this notion the old term humanist has also been misunderstood as
designating the representative of a new Weltanschauung. The old term
humanista, on the other hand, reflects the more modest, but correct,
contemporary view that the humanists were the teachers and represent-
atives of a certain branch of learning which at that time was expanding
and in vogue, but well limited in its subject matter. Humanism thus

did not represent the sum total of learning in the Italian Renaissance.

61 Rossi (op. cit,, 6 and 15) cites a poem of Ariosto (1523) for the carliest appearance
of the term umanista in Italian, and an cpigram of the late fifteenth century for the cacliest
appearance of the term Jwmanista in Latin. I have not been able to verify the latter pas-
sage, but I found the following passage in a vernacular letter written in 1490 by the rector
of Pisa university to the officials in Florence: * avendo le S. V. condocto quello Humanista
che non & venuto ”, this will be a disappointment for many forcign students who have
come.* per udire humanitid * (Angelus Fabronius, Historia Acadeimiae Pisanae, 1, Pisa, 1791,
pp. 369 £). [The original letter (Archivio di Stato, Florence, Studio Fiorentino e Pisano,
XI, £ 14) was sent by Andreas dal Campo notarius studii to the Officiali dello Studio on
Dcc. 4, 1490. The original has “non cssendo venuto” and some other variants not
relevant to our problem]. During the sixtcenth century, the Latin term Jmmanista appears
in the university documents of Bologna and Ferrara. John Florio in his Italian-English
dictionary has the following entry: * Humanista, a humanist or professor of humanitic !’
(A Worlde of Wordes, London, 1598, 164). [Other examples of this usage are given by
A. Campana (“ The Origin of the Word * Humanist* ”, Journal of the Warburg and Cour-
tauld Institutes, 1X, 1946, 60-73) who arrives.at the samc conclusion as to the origin and
meaning of the term. The term occurs repeatedly in the Epistolae obscurorum virorum
(K. Brandi, Das Werden der Renaissance, Gocttingen, 1908, p. 23). The original mcaning
was still alive in the cightcenth century. S. Salvini (Fasti Cousolari dell’ Accademia Fiorentina,
Florence, 1717, p. XIV) mentions Francesco da Buti as a * dottore in grammatica, come
allora si dicevano gli Umanisti ”.. And Leibniz states of Valla * qu'il n’étoit pas moins Phi-

. losophe, qu’ Humaniste ™ (Essais de Thdodicde, §405)].

61a [Apparently the term Humanismus was coined in 1808 by F. J. Nicthammer to
denote the cducational theory that tricd to defend the traditional place of classical studies
in the school curriculum (W. Riiegg, Cicero und der. Himanismus, Zuerich, 1946, pp. 2 ff.).
Gocthe (Dichtung und Wahrheit, Bk. XIII, published 1814) uscs the term in the sense of
humanitarianism (my attention was called to this passage by Prof. Dino Bigongiari)].
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If we care to look beyond the field of the humanities into the other
fields of learning as they were cultivated during the Italian Renaissance,
that is, into jurisprudence, medicine, theology, mathematics, and natural
philosophy, what we find is evidently a continuation of medieval learn-
ing and may hence very well be called scholasticism. Since the. term
has been subject to controversy, I should like to say that I do not
attach any unfavorable connotation to the term scholasticism. As its
characteristic, I do not consider any particular doctrine,. but rather a
specific method, that is, the type of logical argument__represented by

R e b iieit - Lot

n._,ﬂmlw_.x_wﬂ of the Questio. It is well known that the content of scholastic
philosophy, since the thirteenth century, was largely based on the writings
of Aristotle, and that the development of this philosophy, since the
twelfth century, was closely connected with the schools and universities
of France and England, especially with the universities of Paris and of

Oxford. The place of Italy is, however, less known in the history and

mnM&ww_.ﬁm.._.mm..ww scholastic philosophy. Several Italians are found among

the most famous philosophers“and theologians of the twelfth and thirt-
ecnth centuries, but practically all of them did their studying and teach-
ing in Francc. Whercas Italy had flourishing schools of rhetoric, of
jurisprudence, and of medicine during the twelfth and carly thirteenth
century, she had no native center of philosophical studies during the
same period. After 1220 the new mendicant orders established schools
of theology and philosophy in many Italian cities, but unlike those in
France and England, these schools of the friars for a long time had
no links with the Italian universities. Regular faculties of theology
were not established at the Italian universitics before the middle of the
fourteenth century, and even after that period, the university teaching
of theology continued to be spotty and irregular.

Aristotclian philosophy, although not entirely unknown at Salerno
toward the end of the twelfth century, made its regular appearance at
the Italian universitics after the middle of the thirtcenth century and
in close connection with the teaching of medicine 62; I think it is safe
to assume that Aristotelian philosophy was then imported from France

62 For the relation between theology, medicine, and philosophy in Italy, see H. Rash-
dall, The Universities of Europe in the Middle Ages, 2nd ed. by F. M. Powicke and A. B.
Emden, Oxford, 1936, I, 261 ff, There is some Aristotelianism in the writings of Urso
of Salerno (carly thirteenth century), and there was a group of theologians and canonists
at Bologna in the twelfth century who were influenced by Abelard. Yet the regular
connection between medicine and Aristotclian philosophy, which was to become character-
istic of Italian science, appears for the first time in the writings of Taddeo of Florcrice
(late thirteenth century). [Sce now B. Nardi, * L’averroismo bolognese nel secolo XIII

¢ Taddco Alderotto ™, Rivista di Storia della Filosofia, 1V, 1949, 11-22].
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as were the study of classical authors and many other forms of intel-
lectual activity 6. After the beginning of the fourteenth century, this
Italian Aristotclianism assumed a more definite shape 64. The teaching
of logic and natural philosophy became a well established part of the
university curriculum. and even spread to some of the secondary schools.
An increasing number of commentaries and questions on the works of

Aristotle reflcct this teaching tradition, and numerous systematic treatises
on philosophical subjects show the same general trend and background.
During the fourtcenth and fiftcenth centuries, further influences were
reccived from Paris in the field of natural philosophy and from Oxford
in the field of logic 65; and from the latter part of the fourteenth century
on we can trace an unbroken tradition of Italian Aristotelianism, which
continued through the fiftcenth and sixtcenth century and far into the

scventcenth century 66. i
The common notion that scholasticism as an old philosophy was

superseded by the new philosophy of humanism is thus again disproved
by plain facts. For Italian scholasticism originated toward the end of

the thirteenth century, that is, about the same time as did Italian human-
ism, and both traditions developed side by side throughout the period
of the Renaissance and even thercafter.

63 The influence of the school of Paris upon the carlicst Italian Aristotclians ought to
be: further investigated. The carlicst tangible fact scems to be the notice that Gentile da
Cingoli, who became a teacher of logic and philosophy at Bologna around 1300, attended
a coursc on Aristotle by Johannes Vatc who appears at Paris around 1290 (M. Grabmann,
Mittelalterliches Geistesleben, 11, Munich, 1936, pp. 265 £). It is well known that Peter of
Abano, the supposed founder of the school of Padua, studied at Paris and was in personal
relations with Jean de Jandun. As late as 1340 the physician Gentile da Foligno is reported
to have advised the ruler of Padua to send twelve youths to Paris to study the arts and
medicine (H. Denifle and E. Chatelain, Chartularium Universitatis Parisiensis, 11, Paris, 1891,

. 558).

P 64 M. Grabmann, * Studien tiber den Averroisten Taddeo da Parma ”, op. cit. 239-60;
Id., “Der Bologneser Averroist Angelo d’Arczzo ™, ibid., pp. 261-71. Peter of Abano
and Gentile da Cingoli belong to the same period. Urbano of Bologna would scem to
belong to the sccond half of the fourteenth century. [Annclicse Maicr, * Einc italienische
Averroistenschule aus der ersten Haclfte des 14. Jahrhunderts , in her Die Vorlaeufer
Galileis im 14. Jahrhundert, Rome, 1949, pp. 251-78; M. Grabmann, * Gentile da Cingoli,
cin italicnischer Aristotclescrklacrer aus der Zeit Dantes ™, Sitzungsberichte der Bayerischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften, Philosophisch-Historische Abteilung, Jabrgang 1940, Heft 9 (pub-
lished 1941)].

65 P. Duhem, “ La tradition de Buridan ct la science italicnne au XVI sidcle ”, in his
Etudes sur Ldonard de Vinci, I, Paris, 1913, pp. 113-259; Id., “La dialectique d’Oxford
ct la scolastique italicnne ™, Bulletin Italien, XI1I, 1912, and XIII, 1913.

66 For this Italian Aristotclianism, scc Ucberweg, op. cit., pp. 22 ff. ]J. Brucker, Historia
critica philosophiae, 1V, pt. I (Lcipzig, 1743), 148 ff. K. Prantl, Geschichte der Logik im Abend-
lande, 1V, Leipzig, 1870, pp. 118 ff.; pp. 176 ff.; pp. 232 ff. E. Renan, Averrods et I'aver-
roisme, Paris, 1852, 2nd rev. ed., Paris, 1861. [M. Clagett, Giovanni Marliani and late Medieval
Pliysics, New York, 1941; E. Garin, La filosofia, Milan, 1947, vol. I, 338-52; 1I, 1-G5.
B. Nardi, Sigieri di Brabante nel pensiero del Rinascimento italiano, Rome, 1945].
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However, the two traditions had their locus and center in two
different sectors of learning: humanism in the field of grammar, rhetoric,
and poctry and to some extent in moral philosophy, scholasticism in the
fields of logic and of natural philosophy. Everybody knows the elo-
quent attacks launched by Petrarch and Bruni against the logicians of
their time, and it is generally believed that these attacks represent a vigor-
ous new movement no_vnE.ﬂm against an old entrenched habit of thought.
Yet actually the English method of dialectic was quite as novel at the
Italian schools of that time as were the humanistic studies advocated by
Petrarch and Bruni 67, and the humanistic attack was as much a matter
of departmental rivalry as it was a clash of opposite ideas or philoso-
phics. Bruni is even hinting at onc point that he is not speaking quite
in earnest 68, Such controversies, interesting as they are, were mere
episodes in _a long period of peaceful coexistence between humanism
and scholasticism. Actually the humanists quarreled wich among

each other as they did with the scholastics. Moreover, it would be quite
wrong to consider these conitroversies as serious battles for basic prin-
ciples whereas many of them were meant to be mercly personal feuds,

intcllectual tournaments, or rhetorical exercises. Finally, any attempt to

reduce nromo controversics to one issue must fail since the discussions
were concerned with many diverse and overlapping issues 69. Therefore,

we should no longer be surprised that Italian Aristotelianism quictly
and forcefully survived the attacks of Petrarch and his humanist successors.

But the Aristotelianism of the Renaissance did not remain untouched
by the new influence of humanism. Philosophers began to make abund-
ant use of the Greek text and of the new Latin translations of Aristotle,
of his ancient commentators, and of other Greek thinkers. The revival
of ancient philosophies that came in the wake of the humanistic move-
ment, especially the revival of Platonism and of Stoicism, left a strong

} . / . -

67 Usually the introduction of English dialectic in Italy is attributed to Paul of
Venice at Padua about 1400. Yet Pecter of Mantua, whom Prantl and Duliem treat as
an author of the fifteenth century because of the publication date of his treatises, lived dur-
ing the fourtcenth century and probably died in 1400 A.D. He taught at Bologna and
may have been the first Italian follower of the Oxford school. See the letter addressed to
him by Salutati (note 13 above), and Novati's footnote which gives scveral biographical
m.».np and references to manuscripts, all unknown to historians of philosophy. A manuscript
with ~.ommnu_ works of Peter is at Columbia University Library. The text of the *“ loyca
Fercbrigh ™ appears in the library of the Franciscans in Assisi as carly as 1381 (Manacorda,
op. cit., pt. I, p. 361).

mm After having joked about the Barbaric names of the English logicians, Bruni contin-~
ues: ..mn quid Colucci ut haec joca omittam quid est inquam in dialectica quod non Bri-
tannicis sophismatibus conturbatum sit?” (Leonardi Brumi Aretini Dialogus de tribus vatibus
Florentinis, ed. X. Wotke, Vienna, 1889, p. 16).

69 For somec of the humanist controversics sec R. Sabbadini, Storia del ciceronianismo.

. 38.
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impact upon the Aristotelian philosophers of the Renaissance 70, Yet
in spite of these significant modifications, Renaissance Aristotelianism

ssasiused the supdissal schelati, iediten, sl 5% Sty Brak:
It prescrved a firm hold on the university chairs of logic, natural philos-
ophy, and metaphysics, whereas even the humanist professors of moral
philosophy continued to base their lectures on Aristotle. The literary
activity of these Aristotelian philosophers is embodied in a large num-
ber of commentarics, questions, and treatises. This literature is difficult
of access and arduous to read, but rich in philosophical problems and
doctrines. It represents the bulk and kernel of the philosophical thought
of the period, but it has been badly neglected by modern historians.
Scholars hostile to the Middle Ages considered this literature an unfor-
tunate survival of medieval traditions that may be safely disregarded,
whereas the true modern spirit of the Renaissance is expressed in the
literaturc of the humanists. Medievalists, on the other hand, have large-
ly concentrated oi the carlier phases of scholastic philosophy and
gladly sacrificed the later scholastics to the criticism of the humanists
and their modern followers, a tendency that has been further accentuated
by the recent habit of identifying scholasticismi with Thomism.

Conscquently, most modern scholars have condemned the Aristo-
telian philosophers of the Renaissance without a hearing, labeling them
as empty squibblers and as followers of a dead past-who failed to under-
stand the living problems of their new times. Recent works on the
civilization of the Renaissance thus often repeat the charges made against
the Aristotelian philosophers by the humanists of their time, and even
give those attacks a much more -extreme meaning than they were orig-
inally intended to have. Other scholars who are not favorable to the
humanists cither include both scholastics and humanists in a summary
sentence that reflects the judgments of seventeenth-century scientists and
philosophers. Only a few famous figures such as Pietro Pomponazzi
scem to resist the general verdict.

There has been a tendency to present Pomponazzi and a few other
thinkers as basically different from the other Aristotclians of their time
and as closely related with the humanists or with the later scientists.
This is merely an attempt to reconcile the respect for Pomponazzi with
modern preconceptions against the Aristotclians of the Renaissance.
Actually Pomponazzi docs not belong to the humanists or to the later

70 For Stoic clements in Pomponazzi, see L. Zanta, La renaissance du Stoicisme an XVI®
siécle, Paris, 1914. For Platonic clements in Pomponazzi scc above, art. 14.
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scientists, but to the tradition of medieval and Renaissance Aristotelian-
ism. The number of modern scholars who have actually read some of
the works of the Italian Aristotelians is comparatively small. The most
influential comprehensive treatment of the group is found in Renan’s
book on Averroes and Averroism, a book which had considerable merits
for its time, but which also contains several errors and confusions which
have been repeated ever since 71, If we want to judge the merits and
limitations of Renaissance Aristotelianism we will have to proceed to a
new direct investigation of the source materials, instead of repeating
antiquated judgments. It will be necessary to study in detail the questions
discussed by these thinkers, such as the doctrine of immortality and its
demonstrability, the problem of the so-called double truth, and the
method of scientific proof 72. Due consideration should also be given
to the contributions made by these Aristotelian philosophers to medicine
and natural history, and to the influence they exercised upon such early
scientists as Galilei and Harvey 73, Current notions about the prevalence

of Thomism among the Aristotelians, about the controversy of the Aver-
roists and the Alexandrists, about the continuity and uniformity of the
school of Padua, and even the very concept of Averroism will haye to

be reexamined and possibly abandoned. Also the widespread belicf that

71 E. Renan, Averrods et Paverroisime, 2nd ed., Paris, 1861. Renan’s work has been
superseded for the thirteenth century by P. Mandonnct (Siger de Brabant et I'averroisme lati
an XIII'® sidcle, 2nd cd., 2 vols.,, Louvain, 1908-11). There is a widespread belief that
Renan has been entirely superseded by Mandonnet, but this is obviously not true for the
fourtcenth and latet centurics. The recent article by M. M. Gorce, * Averroisme ”, Diction-
naire d'Histoire et de Géographie Ecclésiastique, V, 1931, 1032-92, does not supcrsede Renan
cither, although it supplements him in a few details; Gorce largely follows Renan for
the later period and does not correct any of his major mistakes. There is a faicly large
literature on Pomponazzi, .and a monograph on Cesare Cremonini by L. Mabilleau, Etude
historique sur la philosophie de la Renaissance en Italie, Paris, 1881. [See now Nardi, op. cit.].

72 An important contribution to the latter problem has been published by J. H. Randall
Jr. (* The Development of Scientific Method in the School of Padua ™, Journal of the History
of Ideas, T, 1940, 177-206). r

. 73 For the contributions of the Aristotelians to umxnn...:nr-nn:ﬂ:n«. science, see L. Thorn-
dike, A History of Magic and Experimental Science, vols. V-VI, New York, 1941. For Gali-
lei’s connection “with Italian Aristotclianism, scc Randall, loc. cit. 1 should like to add
the following detail: Everybody knows Galilei's statement that the nobility of a science
depends on the certainty of its method rather than on the dignity of its subject matter
(Opere, Edizionec Nazionale, VI, 1896, p. 237; VII, 1897, p. 246). Remembering this state-
ment, I was surprised to find among Pomponazzi’s Questions on the first book of Aris-
totle’s De anima the following onc: * Nobilitas scicntiae a quo- sumatur. Quacstio est
3 quo sumatur magis nobilitas scientiae, an a nobilitate subiccti an a- certitudine demonstra-
tionis vel acqualiter ab ambobus " (L. Ferri, ** Intorno alle dottrine psicologiche di Pictro
Pomponazzi ', Atti della Reale Accademia dei Lincei, Scr. II, vol. III, .umqmnqm. pt. III, p. 423).
Pomponazzi does not give a clear answer as does Galilei, but it is obvious that Galilei’s statc-
ment is not an isolated aphorism, but a conscious answer given to a traditional question
debated in the Aristotclian schools of philosophy. [Sce E. Garin, La Disputa delle Arti
nel Quattrocento, Florence, 1947, pp. XHI ff].
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the Italian Aristotclians were athcists and free-thinkers who merely did
not dare to say what they thought to be investigated in its origin and
validity 74. ‘

Thus we may conclude that the humanism and the scholasticism, of
the Renaissance arosc in medieval Italy about the saine time, that is,
about the end of the thirteenth century, and that they coexisted and
developed all the way through and beyond the Renaissance period as
different branches of learning. Their controversy, much less persistent
and violent than usually represented, is merely a phase in the battle of
the arts, not a struggle for cxistence. 'We may compare it to the debates
of the arts in medicval literature, to the rivaling claims of medicine and
of law at the universitics, or to the claims advanced by Leonardo in his
Paragone for the supcriority of painting over the other arts. Humanism
certainly had a tendency to influence the other sciences and to expand
at their expense, but all kinds of adjustments and combinations between
h umanism and scholasticism were possible and were successfully accom-
plished. It is only after the Renaissance, through the rise of modern
science and modern philosophy, that Aristotclianism ‘was gradually
displaced, whercas humanism became gradually detached from its rhe-
torical background and cvolved into modern philology and history.

Thus humanism and scholasticism both occupy an important place
in the ‘civilization of the Italian Renaissance, yet ncither represcnts a
unified picturc, nor do both together constitute the whole of Renaissance
civilization. Just as humanism and scholasticism coexisted as different

branches of culture, there were ._..uxn.mEnm them other - important, and

perhaps even.more important branches. I am. thinking of thi¢ develop-
. S .)!.f.:.v.;..,~|.(l.xn .

ments in the fine arts, in vernacular literature; ifi #i¢ inatheinatical sciences,

- 74 Most of these notions go back to Renan and have been repeated ever since, cspe-
cially by French scholars. As I hope to show in a forthcoming study, there is no evidence

for the existence of an Alexandrist school in the sixteenth century; there is hardly a uniform
Averroist tradition, especially not in the sense used by Renan, who fails to distinguish -

between the use made of Averroes as a commentator and the adherence to specific Averroist
doctrines such as the unity of the intellect; there was no distinctive school of Padua,
especially not in the fourtecenth century, but merely a broad movement of Italian Aristo-
telianism. in which the university of Padua came to play a leading role during the six-
teenth century; many philosophers listed by Renan as representatives of the Paduan school
actually never lived in that city; the tradition that the Paduan Aristotelians were atheists
and free-thinkers is mainly based on unverificd anecdotes and insinuations and developed
in France during the seventcenth and cighteenth century when the free-thinkers of that
period were looking for forerunners whereas their orthodox opponents had no reason to
defend the memory of thinkers who had tried to compromise between reason and faith
in a way that was no longer considered permissible or possible by cither side. [P. O. Kris-
teller, *“ Petrarch's * Averroists *,” Bibliothéque d’Humanisme et Renaissance XIV (Mclanges
Augustin Renandet) 1952, 59-65. Id., * El Mito del Atcismo Renacentista v la tradicién
francesa del librepensamiento ", Notas y Estudios de Filosofia IV 13 (1953) 1-14].
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and in religion and theology. Many misunderstandings have resulted

rom the attempts to interpret or to criticize humanism and scholasticism
in the light of these other developments. Too many historians have
tried to play up the fine arts, or vernacular wonﬁ.w. or science, or religion
against the “ learning of the schools”  These attempts must be rejected.
The religious and theological problems of the Protestant and Catholic
Reformation were hardly related to the issues discussed in the philo-
sophical literature of the same time, and supporters and enemies of human-
istic learning and of Aristotelian philosophy were found among the
followers of both religious parties. The development of vernacular
poetry in Italy was not opposed or delayed by the humanists, as most
historians of litcrature complain. Some humanists stressed the superiority
of Latin, to be sure, but few if any of them seriously thought of abol-

Jdshing the wvolgare in speech or writing. On the other hand, many

humanists are found among the advocates of the volgare, and a great
iumber of authors continued to write in both languages. Again, mod-
crn historians have tried to interpret as a struggle for existence what
in fact was merely a rivalry between different forms of expression 75,

The admirable development of the fine arts which is the chief
glory of the Italian Renaissance did not spring from any exaggerated
notions about the creative genius of the artist or about his role in socicty
and culture. Such notions are the product of the Romantic movement
and its cighteenth-century forerunners, and they were largely forcign
to the Italian Renaissance 752, Renaissance artists were primarily craftsmen,
and they often became scientists, not because their superior genius antic=
ipated the modern destinics of science, but because certain branches of
scientific W:oé_ommo. such as anatomy, perspective, or mechanics were
considered as a necessary requirement in the development of their craft.
If some of these artist-scientists were able to make considerable contri-
butions to science, this does not mean that they were completely inde-
pendent or contemptuous of the science and learning avhilable in their time.

75 On the question of Latin and volgare as discussed by the humanists, sce R. Sabbadini,
Storia del ciceronianismo, 127-36. 1 do mnot agrec with his presentation of the problem.
The orations of Romolo Amaseo, and the similar onc of Sigonius, were primarily defenscs
of Latin as a ficld of study, without any intention to abolish the volgare. We still need a
history of the Italian literary language that would show its gradual expansion, at the ex-
pense of Latin and also of local dialects, according to the various regions of Italy as well
as to the various branches of literary expression. The problem was formulated by . Burck-
hardt (13th cd., p. 418). [Sce above, art. 23).

752 [P. O. Kristeller, *“The Modern System of the Arts ™, Journal of the History of
Ideas XII 1951, 496-527; XU 1952, 17-46]. ’ ’

N
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Finally, mathematics and astronomy made remarkable progress dui-

ing the sixtcenth century and assumed increasing importance in their

practical applications, in the literature of the time, and in the curriculum
of the schools and universities. If this development did not immediately
affcct philosophy, this was duc not to the stupidity or inertia of con-
temporary philosophers, but to the fact that physics or natural philos-
ophy was considercd as a part of philosophy and that there was almost
no traditional link between the mathematical sciences and philosophy.
Galileo was a professional student and teacher of mathematics and astron-
omy, not of philosophy. His claim that physics should be based on
mathematics rather than on logic was not merely a novel idea as far as
it went, but it revolutionized the very conceptions on which the curric-
ulum of the schools and universitics was based. It is hence quite under-
standable that he was opposed by the Aristotelian physicists of his time
who considered his method as an invasion of their traditional domain
by the mathematicians. On the other hand, there is no evidence that

Galileo met with any serious resistance within his own field .of mathe-
matics and astronomy in which the main chairs were soon occupied by

his pupils. If we want to understand and to judge these developments
we must know the issues and the professional traditions of the later
Middle Ages and of the Renaissance,

Modern scholarship has been far too much influenced by all kinds
of prejudiccs, against the use of Latin, against scholasticism, against the

medieval church, and also by the uniwarranted effort to read later devel-
opments, such as the German Reformation, or French libertinism, or

nineteenth-century liberalism or nationalism, back into the Renaissance,
The only way to understand the Renaissance is a direct and, possibly,
-an objective study of the original sources. We have no real justification
to take sides in the controversies of the Renaissance, and to play up
humanism against scholasticism, or mnrormm&ma.pm&:mﬁ humanism, or
modern science against both of themy. Instead of trying to reduce every-
thing to onc or two issucs, which is the privilege and curse of political
controversy, we should try to develop a kind of historical pluralism,
It is easy to praise everything in the past which rpEuoE. to resemble cer-
tain favorite ideas of our own time, or to ridicule and minimize ' every-
thing that disagrees with them. This method is neither fair nor helpful
for an adequate :nmonmnws&nm,om the past. It is equally easy to indulge
in 4 sort of worship of success, and to dismiss defeated and refuted ideas
with a shrugging of the shoulders, but just as in political history, this
method does justice neither to the vanquished nor to the victors. Instead
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of blaming each century for not having anticipated the achievements
of the next, intellectual history must patiently register the crrors of the
past as well as its truths. Complete objectivity may be impossible to
achieve, but it should remain the permanent aim and standard of the
historian as well as of the philosopher and scientist. .



