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Miıchael de Massa’s Ouaestiones ın Sententias remaın ON of the
richest unedıted and, for the mMoOost unstudiıed of the fourteenth
CENUTY. The prelımınary groun work WaS ald Dy Damasus Trapp almost

half CENLUTY dDU, but VE lıttle usec has been made of Massa’s work
S1nce then‘. Thıs 18 due iın the fact that Massa Was rarely cıted iın
medieval and therefore 18s hought be relatıvely mM1nOr gure
INOTC important inhıbıtıng factor, however, from the fact that
Trapp  S attrıbution Massa of the AaNONYMOUS Ouaestiones book I1 of
the Sentences contaıned only ın OMNC manuscrI1pt, Vat lat. 1087, has nOTL
been unıversally accepted, thus callıng into question what actually
belong Miıchael de Massa® Thıs Oou has been generated NOT DYy STY-
l1stic dıfferences but by the fact that everal medieval authors cCıted
Miıchael de Massa’s questions book of the Sentences, but ON EVCT
cıted his questi1ons book 11° Moreover, the Content of SOM of the
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quest10onNns Vat lat 087 especılally the physıcal theorı1es of the OcC-
WOUuU belong chronologically closer the debates that

erupted VCTI hought at Parıs al the end of the ıle
Massa the Sentences has been ate' Dy rapp 1375

decade and half earlıer Apart from the fact that 1{ completely
escaped CON{teEMPOTATY the problem wıth Massa Ö  % authorship
of the IeX1 Vat lat 1087 15 thıs ıf STOUD known 4S the Occamistae
WETC aCiıve at Parıs Dy 1325 and ıf theır physics WEeEIC ready
controversıal al that iime why 15 there other enuon of that SIOUD 08

those 1SSUCS al 'arls between 1326 and
The followıng CX  on of the evıdence wıll CONCceENTTTate

three PO1NTIS the authentic1ıty of Vat lat 1087 N work of Miıchael de
Massa the ıng of Massa x i1ıme d SentennarıuUs and the and
assemblıng of the questions nNnCIude: Vat lat 1087

AUTHENTICITY VAT LAT 087

The TSt task 15 of COUTSC establısh whether the COomMMEeNtTtarYy
book {1 of the Sentences OUunN! only Vat lat 087 15 unquestionably
Dy Miıchael de Massa Much of the evidence 1C Irapp Aase!| N1IS
conclusıon that Michael de Massa Was the author of thıs teExXt 15 uDON

SUggESUVE but ultımately inconclusıve TIhe fact that Vat lat
087 Was copled by the SaJmne ser1ıbe and elonge: the Samnle A

Bologna Unıv 27214 MAaNuscCrT1DL of Massa ar Y Dbook does
NOTL that the SaJmle PCTSON authored’ both works Moreover the
--references book 11 that author COMMENTLATY book dIC

eneral standard establısh that they refer specıhcally Massa’
COMMENTATY boo and ON else‘

Both man copıed A fourteen!  -Century textualıs COINMON

UunıversıLy DOoOk production Neıther hand could characterized Littera Paristienstis
hat the hand of the LWO entica| establıshed by the COININON formatıon
of letters and by the frequent USC of elongat' archaıc (Uncıal and Carolıne) 1N1ı
letters especılally the and hese paleographiıc. characterıistics Ssuggest
1an DITOVCNANCE Both Manuscrıpts WEeIC in the POSSC; of IThomas Parentucellı de
Sarzana (later Pope Nıcholas V) who BaVC Bologna, Unıv 2214 the Bologna CONventL
of the ugustinıan ermı of ıcholas Albergatı Cardınal PTOLECIOT of the
Augustin1ans Vat lat 1087 remaıned the papa. ıbrary

For example Vat. lat. 1087 58r refers the author earlhıer the
subject of theology, standard of INanYy prologues the Sentences (Trapp, 105)
The for references d1sCusSs1ONs h1s Prologue of Aureolı:ı theory of
experienliae and not1LLLA abstractıvya (Vat 1831-v 191v 714v Irapp, 127 130) whether
the of DEr Old dıst (Vat. 179v Trapp, 127) of the
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[W  ®] pOo1nts, however, the parallels SCCIMN closer. The author of
the ar y book 1L, N Tapp already noted, refers several times
h1s discussions of creatıio Aactio ın dıstiınctions five and nıne of DooOk L, and
althoug. there verbatım parallel that WOUuU establısh DOSI1-
t1ve proof, Massa does discuss that 1Ssue ın dıstiınctions five and nıne of
book INOTITC than WOUuU be for MOStL authors®. More tellıng, however,
1$ reference In Vat lat 1087, L82T. that identifies 1fs author ASs INECIN-
ber of rel1g10us order (”omnes doctores nOstr1') and 1C aDDCATrSs be

reference back the question contaıned ın Bologna, Univ. 2214
S0v'

Univ. 2214 5()v Vat lat 1087,
De artıculo ubı restialTHE QUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  193  At two points, however, the parallels seem closer. The author of  the commentary on book II, as Trapp already noted, refers several times to  his discussions of creatio actio in distinctions five and nine of book I, and  although there are no verbatim parallel passages that would establish posi-  tive proof, Massa does discuss that issue in distinctions five and nine of  book I more than would be true for most authors®. More telling, however,  is a reference in Vat. lat 1087, f. 182r, that identifies its author as a mem-  ber of a religious order ("omnes doctores nostri") and which appears to be  a reference back to the question contained in Bologna, Univ. 2214, f.  50v’  Univ. 2214, f. 50v  NVat. lat. 1087, £. 182rb  De quarto articulo ubi restat  ... dictum fuit in prologo  inquirendum: Utrum Deus ut  libri Sententiarum in quaes-  est subiectum habitus theo-  tione illa: Utrum subiectum  logici contineatur sub obiecto  theologiae contineatur  adaequato nostrae potentiae et  sub obiecto adaequato  Tamen omnes  sub obiecto adaequato habitus  metaphysicae.  metaphysicae, patet ex dictis  doctores nostri ....  quid sit tenendum.  A subsequent user of Univ. 2214, believing the text in Vat. lat.  1087 to be by the same author as Univ. 2214, noted in the margin of  Univ. 2214, f. 134va: "De tota materia istius quaestionis quaere in additio-  nibus secundi proprii [sic],” referring to the question "Utrum creatio actio  sit realiter idem quod actus aliquis absolutus intrinsecus ipsi Deo" in the  Vatican ms, f. 17v. All references, however, in the text (as opposed to the  margin) of Univ. 2214 to matters treated in book II as well as to books II  and IV are all in the future tense, describing an as-yet unrealized plan, and  augmentation and diminution of qualities in dist. 17 (Vat. 72v, 91vb; Trapp, 109, 112), on  numerical form in dist. 24 (Vat. 69v, 88v; Trapp 109, 110), of cause and effect in dist. 36  (Vat. 48r, Trapp, 101). In some cases, an earlier treatment of a topic appears in Univ.  2214 in a different distinction from the one referred to in Vat. lat. 1087; cf. Trapp, 106,  109.  ® See, for example, Vat. lat. 1087, ff. 11v, 18r, 19v, 20r, 21r, 21v, 22r, 23r.  7 If this particular wording is more common than I think it to be, then the evidence  for attributing Vat. lat. 1087 to Michael de Massa would be weakened. Similar language  does occur in other authors in the body of a question, but not as a question title; see, €.g.,  SCOTUS, Ordinatio, Prol., pt. 3, q. 3 in Opera omnia, vol. I (Rome, 1950), pp. 98, 114;  OCKHAM, Ordinatio, Prol., q. 9, in Opera theologica, vol. 1 (St. Bonaventure, 1967), 230-  31; THOMAS OF STRASBOURG, /n primum Sententiarum, Prol., q.3 (Venice, 1564), f. 13v.1ctum fult ın prolog20
iInquirendum: {Jtrum Deus Ul rı Sententiarum In QUAAES-
e2s[ suhıectum habıtus theo- tione Ila Utrum subiectum
logici Contineatur sub obıecto theologiae cContineatur
adaequato potentiae el sSub obiecto adaequato

TamenSub obiecto adaequato hitus metaphysicae.
metaphysicae, dictis doctores nostrıTHE QUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  193  At two points, however, the parallels seem closer. The author of  the commentary on book II, as Trapp already noted, refers several times to  his discussions of creatio actio in distinctions five and nine of book I, and  although there are no verbatim parallel passages that would establish posi-  tive proof, Massa does discuss that issue in distinctions five and nine of  book I more than would be true for most authors®. More telling, however,  is a reference in Vat. lat 1087, f. 182r, that identifies its author as a mem-  ber of a religious order ("omnes doctores nostri") and which appears to be  a reference back to the question contained in Bologna, Univ. 2214, f.  50v’  Univ. 2214, f. 50v  NVat. lat. 1087, £. 182rb  De quarto articulo ubi restat  ... dictum fuit in prologo  inquirendum: Utrum Deus ut  libri Sententiarum in quaes-  est subiectum habitus theo-  tione illa: Utrum subiectum  logici contineatur sub obiecto  theologiae contineatur  adaequato nostrae potentiae et  sub obiecto adaequato  Tamen omnes  sub obiecto adaequato habitus  metaphysicae.  metaphysicae, patet ex dictis  doctores nostri ....  quid sit tenendum.  A subsequent user of Univ. 2214, believing the text in Vat. lat.  1087 to be by the same author as Univ. 2214, noted in the margin of  Univ. 2214, f. 134va: "De tota materia istius quaestionis quaere in additio-  nibus secundi proprii [sic],” referring to the question "Utrum creatio actio  sit realiter idem quod actus aliquis absolutus intrinsecus ipsi Deo" in the  Vatican ms, f. 17v. All references, however, in the text (as opposed to the  margin) of Univ. 2214 to matters treated in book II as well as to books II  and IV are all in the future tense, describing an as-yet unrealized plan, and  augmentation and diminution of qualities in dist. 17 (Vat. 72v, 91vb; Trapp, 109, 112), on  numerical form in dist. 24 (Vat. 69v, 88v; Trapp 109, 110), of cause and effect in dist. 36  (Vat. 48r, Trapp, 101). In some cases, an earlier treatment of a topic appears in Univ.  2214 in a different distinction from the one referred to in Vat. lat. 1087; cf. Trapp, 106,  109.  ® See, for example, Vat. lat. 1087, ff. 11v, 18r, 19v, 20r, 21r, 21v, 22r, 23r.  7 If this particular wording is more common than I think it to be, then the evidence  for attributing Vat. lat. 1087 to Michael de Massa would be weakened. Similar language  does occur in other authors in the body of a question, but not as a question title; see, €.g.,  SCOTUS, Ordinatio, Prol., pt. 3, q. 3 in Opera omnia, vol. I (Rome, 1950), pp. 98, 114;  OCKHAM, Ordinatio, Prol., q. 9, in Opera theologica, vol. 1 (St. Bonaventure, 1967), 230-  31; THOMAS OF STRASBOURG, /n primum Sententiarum, Prol., q.3 (Venice, 1564), f. 13v.quid S1f tenendum.

subsequent useT of Uniıiv. 2214 belıeving the IeXT ın Vat lat
087 De Dy the SaJmIne author N Univ. 2214 noted iın the margın of
Univ. 2214 Va "De {O  } materı1a 1St1uUs quaest10n1s UUaCTEC 1ın dd1ıt10-
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nNnOTL cross-references the texti of Vat lat Sımilarly, the
references ın Univ. 2214 sexternl extraordinaril nOL references
the Aaddıtiones OUun! ın boo 1L, but references m1ssıng seCt10ns that
WEeIiIC have been inserted into OT attached boo I9 TIhus, despite the
fact that SOMNC of the evidence and argumentatıon of Tapp does nOT

h1s Casl, the evıdence isolated here makes 1t almost certaın that Vat. lat
1087 W asSs indeed wriıtten and edited by the Samıe author as that of the
aTYy OUunNn! ın Bologna, Univ. AAA R Moreover, Michael de Massa’s
authorshıp of the IYy OounNn! in Bologna, Univ. 22314 1S beyond
question. He 1$ mentlioned in the colophon Of that manuscript 4ASs the
author'®©. And the C1tat1ons of the OpIn10ns of Michael ın the
Sentences cCommentarıes of Gregory of Rımin1 and ONSUS argas of
Toledo mentioned above references book Can be Ooun In
this work.

BB Unıv., 220wb "sSıcut patebıt ın secCcundo lıbro”:  . Unıv. 223va "sSıCut VideDitiur
In SseCundo TO de gTaVI moOovente . M  S Unıuv. Ta A pertranseco ium quıa PTo
tetig1 super1us alıquas de. gTavI1OrT1bus dıfficultatıbus CIrca 1stam mater1am, Q.51. [um et1am
quı1a i1stam quaestionem el lıas duas SCquUENLES ntendo dıffuse proposI1ito SUMCIC in
secundo lıbro ”“  - Unıuv. Respondeo quıa materi1am stam intendo magıs
proposıto determiıinare in SeCUNdO TO194  W.J. COURTENAY  are not cross-references to the text of Vat. lat. 1087%. Similarly, the  references in Univ. 2214 to sexterni extraordinarii are not references to  the additiones found in book II, but are references to missing sections that  were to have been inserted into or attached to book I°. Thus, despite the  fact that some of the evidence and argumentation of Trapp does not prove  his case, the evidence isolated here makes it almost certain that Vat. lat.  1087 was indeed written and edited by the same author as that of the  commentary found in Bologna, Univ. 2214. Moreover, Michael de Massa’s  authorship of the commentary found in Bologna, Univ. 2214 is beyond  question. He is mentioned in the colophon of that manuscript as the  author!®*. And the numerous citations of the opinions of Michael in the  Sentences commentaries of Gregory of Rimini and Alfonsus Vargas of  Toledo mentioned above — all references to book I — can be found in  this work.  ® E.g., Univ., f. 220vb: "sicut patebit in secundo libro"; Univ. 223va: "sicut videbitur  in secundo libro de gravi movente se"; Univ. 226ra: "... pertranseo tum quia pro parte  tetigi superius aliquas de gravioribus difficultatibus circa istam materiam, d.31, tum etiam  quia istam quaestionem et alias duas sequentes intendo diffuse a proposito resumere in  secundo _ libro  "; Univ. 226rb: "Respondeo quia materiam istam intendo magis a  proposito determinare in secundo libro ..."; Univ. 225va: "licet in hoc falsum dicant sicut  videbitur, Deo duce, in tertio libro." The same holds true for most of the text in the  Vatican manuscript. Vat., f. 15ra: "Et quia non intendo hic deducere quaestionem sub isto  sensu: Utrum de potentia dei absoluta possit alicui creaturae communicari a deo potentia  creandi, nam ista quaestio locum habebit circa principium quarti libri sententiarum"; Vat.  17va: "quaere in quaestione illa: Utrum Deus possit quodcumque ens corruptum reparare,  libro quarto f." (the ’f’ probably a scribal misreading of ’s[ententiarum]’); Vat. 17vb: "de  quibus videbitur circa principium quarti libri sententiarum”; Vat. 66rb: "probam in prima  quaestione quarti libri ...." Vat. 69vb: "Hoc locum habet tractari in quarto libro et de hoc  ibi videbitur"; Vat. 73vb: "Sed de hoc videbitur in quarto libro”; Vat. 77va: "Sed de ista  materia nihil dico ad praesens definitive, dicam de hoc in quarto libro sententiarum"; Vat.  94ra: "Sic implicaretur difficultas Utrum Deus posset facere motum in instanti. Et de ista  difficultate videbitur in quarto loco, et ideo pertranseo" (again, ’loco’ probably a scribal  "  misreading of ’libro’); Vat. 94va:  ... quia dicunt aliqui quod entitas aevi, de facto  contingenter intrinsece successio, potest fieri a Deo tota simul. Sed de hoc videbitur in  quarto libro"; Vat. 175va: "Et de istis quattuor quaestionibus agetur in tertio libro in  tractatu de partibus imaginis.” Ibid.: "Et de istis quattuor quaestionibus agetur in quarto  libro in tractatu de beatitudine."  ? Univ. 198ra: "De aliis vero tribus quaestionibus motis circa istam distinctionem  require in sexternis extraordinariis in quibus tetigi succincte puncta difficultatum.”; Univ.  210vb: "De ultima quaestione, scilicet Utrum verbum in divinis dicatur notionaliter,  dicetur in sexterno extraordinario ubi patet quod dicitur notionaliter.” It should be noted,  however, that some questions in the additiones to book II are also called quaestiones  extraordinariae.  Michaelis de Masa ...."  ©0 Bologna, Univ. 2214, f. 234vb: "Hic liber es} scriptum in primum SententiarumUnıv. 225va "hcet In hOcC falsum 1Can: SiCut
videbitur, Deo duce, in tertı lıbro.” TIhe Sal  C for MOSL of the text in the
Vatıcan manuscrnpt. Vat., F  3 "Et quı1a NONMN ntendo HIC deducere quaestionem Ssub Sto

Utrum de potentia de1 absoluta possıt alıcul cCreaturae COMMuUNICATI deo potentia
creandı, ista quaesti0 locum habebit 1rca princ1ıp1um quartı ıbrı sententiarum ‘; Vat.
1 /va quaere In quaestione ıl  S Utrum Deus possıt quodcumqu! enNs COMIruUpLiUmM ‚Di  „
lıbro quartio E (the ’f’ probably scr1ıbal misreadıng of s[ententiarum] ); Vat. 1/vb "de
quıbus videbıitur 1rca princıp1um quartı ıbrı sententiarum ”; Vat. 66rb A  probam in prıma
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1bı videbitur  xx Vat. 73vb' "Sed de hOoc videbitur in quartio lıbro”; Vat. /[Tva "Sed de ista
materı1a NL diıco ad definıtıve, dıcam de hOocC in quario TO sententiarum ”; Vat.
Y4Ara: "SI1IC ımplıcaretur dıfficultas Utrum eus facere In nstantı Et de ista
dıfficultate videbitur in quartio 10CO, el iıdeo pertranseo” (agaın, "10C0 probably SCI1

A|miısreadıng of 'lıbro’); Vat. O4va:194  W.J. COURTENAY  are not cross-references to the text of Vat. lat. 1087%. Similarly, the  references in Univ. 2214 to sexterni extraordinarii are not references to  the additiones found in book II, but are references to missing sections that  were to have been inserted into or attached to book I°. Thus, despite the  fact that some of the evidence and argumentation of Trapp does not prove  his case, the evidence isolated here makes it almost certain that Vat. lat.  1087 was indeed written and edited by the same author as that of the  commentary found in Bologna, Univ. 2214. Moreover, Michael de Massa’s  authorship of the commentary found in Bologna, Univ. 2214 is beyond  question. He is mentioned in the colophon of that manuscript as the  author!®*. And the numerous citations of the opinions of Michael in the  Sentences commentaries of Gregory of Rimini and Alfonsus Vargas of  Toledo mentioned above — all references to book I — can be found in  this work.  ® E.g., Univ., f. 220vb: "sicut patebit in secundo libro"; Univ. 223va: "sicut videbitur  in secundo libro de gravi movente se"; Univ. 226ra: "... pertranseo tum quia pro parte  tetigi superius aliquas de gravioribus difficultatibus circa istam materiam, d.31, tum etiam  quia istam quaestionem et alias duas sequentes intendo diffuse a proposito resumere in  secundo _ libro  "; Univ. 226rb: "Respondeo quia materiam istam intendo magis a  proposito determinare in secundo libro ..."; Univ. 225va: "licet in hoc falsum dicant sicut  videbitur, Deo duce, in tertio libro." The same holds true for most of the text in the  Vatican manuscript. Vat., f. 15ra: "Et quia non intendo hic deducere quaestionem sub isto  sensu: Utrum de potentia dei absoluta possit alicui creaturae communicari a deo potentia  creandi, nam ista quaestio locum habebit circa principium quarti libri sententiarum"; Vat.  17va: "quaere in quaestione illa: Utrum Deus possit quodcumque ens corruptum reparare,  libro quarto f." (the ’f’ probably a scribal misreading of ’s[ententiarum]’); Vat. 17vb: "de  quibus videbitur circa principium quarti libri sententiarum”; Vat. 66rb: "probam in prima  quaestione quarti libri ...." Vat. 69vb: "Hoc locum habet tractari in quarto libro et de hoc  ibi videbitur"; Vat. 73vb: "Sed de hoc videbitur in quarto libro”; Vat. 77va: "Sed de ista  materia nihil dico ad praesens definitive, dicam de hoc in quarto libro sententiarum"; Vat.  94ra: "Sic implicaretur difficultas Utrum Deus posset facere motum in instanti. Et de ista  difficultate videbitur in quarto loco, et ideo pertranseo" (again, ’loco’ probably a scribal  "  misreading of ’libro’); Vat. 94va:  ... quia dicunt aliqui quod entitas aevi, de facto  contingenter intrinsece successio, potest fieri a Deo tota simul. Sed de hoc videbitur in  quarto libro"; Vat. 175va: "Et de istis quattuor quaestionibus agetur in tertio libro in  tractatu de partibus imaginis.” Ibid.: "Et de istis quattuor quaestionibus agetur in quarto  libro in tractatu de beatitudine."  ? Univ. 198ra: "De aliis vero tribus quaestionibus motis circa istam distinctionem  require in sexternis extraordinariis in quibus tetigi succincte puncta difficultatum.”; Univ.  210vb: "De ultima quaestione, scilicet Utrum verbum in divinis dicatur notionaliter,  dicetur in sexterno extraordinario ubi patet quod dicitur notionaliter.” It should be noted,  however, that some questions in the additiones to book II are also called quaestiones  extraordinariae.  Michaelis de Masa ...."  ©0 Bologna, Univ. 2214, f. 234vb: "Hic liber es} scriptum in primum Sententiarumquıa dıcunt alıquı quod ent1! aevl, de aCto
contingenter intrınsece SUCCESSIO, fıer] Deo tOLa sımul. Sed de hOC videbıitur In
quario lıbro”; Vat. va "Et de Siis qualiuor quaestionıbus agelur In tert!‘ lıbro in
ITaAaCLalu de partıbus Imag1nıs." Ibıd. "KEt de. SUSs quaestion1ıbus In quartio
1Dro in tractatu de beatıtudıne.  *

Unıiv. 198ra: "De alııs CIO trıbus quaestion1ıbus moOtHts 1rca stam dıstıncthonem
requıre In sextern1ıs extraordınarıls in quıbus et1g1 SuccCıncte puncla dıfficultatum.”: Unıyv.
210vb "De ultıma quaestione, scılıcet Utrum verbum In dıvinıs dıcatur notionalıter,
dıcetur In SECEXIEINO extraordıinarıo ubı quod dıcıtur notionalıter.” It should noted,
however, that SOMINC questions in the Aaddıtiones book I1 also called quaestiones
extraordinarıae.

Miıchaelıs de Masa194  W.J. COURTENAY  are not cross-references to the text of Vat. lat. 1087%. Similarly, the  references in Univ. 2214 to sexterni extraordinarii are not references to  the additiones found in book II, but are references to missing sections that  were to have been inserted into or attached to book I°. Thus, despite the  fact that some of the evidence and argumentation of Trapp does not prove  his case, the evidence isolated here makes it almost certain that Vat. lat.  1087 was indeed written and edited by the same author as that of the  commentary found in Bologna, Univ. 2214. Moreover, Michael de Massa’s  authorship of the commentary found in Bologna, Univ. 2214 is beyond  question. He is mentioned in the colophon of that manuscript as the  author!®*. And the numerous citations of the opinions of Michael in the  Sentences commentaries of Gregory of Rimini and Alfonsus Vargas of  Toledo mentioned above — all references to book I — can be found in  this work.  ® E.g., Univ., f. 220vb: "sicut patebit in secundo libro"; Univ. 223va: "sicut videbitur  in secundo libro de gravi movente se"; Univ. 226ra: "... pertranseo tum quia pro parte  tetigi superius aliquas de gravioribus difficultatibus circa istam materiam, d.31, tum etiam  quia istam quaestionem et alias duas sequentes intendo diffuse a proposito resumere in  secundo _ libro  "; Univ. 226rb: "Respondeo quia materiam istam intendo magis a  proposito determinare in secundo libro ..."; Univ. 225va: "licet in hoc falsum dicant sicut  videbitur, Deo duce, in tertio libro." The same holds true for most of the text in the  Vatican manuscript. Vat., f. 15ra: "Et quia non intendo hic deducere quaestionem sub isto  sensu: Utrum de potentia dei absoluta possit alicui creaturae communicari a deo potentia  creandi, nam ista quaestio locum habebit circa principium quarti libri sententiarum"; Vat.  17va: "quaere in quaestione illa: Utrum Deus possit quodcumque ens corruptum reparare,  libro quarto f." (the ’f’ probably a scribal misreading of ’s[ententiarum]’); Vat. 17vb: "de  quibus videbitur circa principium quarti libri sententiarum”; Vat. 66rb: "probam in prima  quaestione quarti libri ...." Vat. 69vb: "Hoc locum habet tractari in quarto libro et de hoc  ibi videbitur"; Vat. 73vb: "Sed de hoc videbitur in quarto libro”; Vat. 77va: "Sed de ista  materia nihil dico ad praesens definitive, dicam de hoc in quarto libro sententiarum"; Vat.  94ra: "Sic implicaretur difficultas Utrum Deus posset facere motum in instanti. Et de ista  difficultate videbitur in quarto loco, et ideo pertranseo" (again, ’loco’ probably a scribal  "  misreading of ’libro’); Vat. 94va:  ... quia dicunt aliqui quod entitas aevi, de facto  contingenter intrinsece successio, potest fieri a Deo tota simul. Sed de hoc videbitur in  quarto libro"; Vat. 175va: "Et de istis quattuor quaestionibus agetur in tertio libro in  tractatu de partibus imaginis.” Ibid.: "Et de istis quattuor quaestionibus agetur in quarto  libro in tractatu de beatitudine."  ? Univ. 198ra: "De aliis vero tribus quaestionibus motis circa istam distinctionem  require in sexternis extraordinariis in quibus tetigi succincte puncta difficultatum.”; Univ.  210vb: "De ultima quaestione, scilicet Utrum verbum in divinis dicatur notionaliter,  dicetur in sexterno extraordinario ubi patet quod dicitur notionaliter.” It should be noted,  however, that some questions in the additiones to book II are also called quaestiones  extraordinariae.  Michaelis de Masa ...."  ©0 Bologna, Univ. 2214, f. 234vb: "Hic liber es} scriptum in primum SententiarumBologna, Unıuv. 2214, 234 vb: "Hıc lıber est scrı1ptum In prımum Sententiarum
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DATE ICHAEL MASSA’Ss PARISIAN BACCALAUREATE

But dıd Miıchael de Massa ecture the Sentences al arlıs in
2267 We have VE few bıographical detaıls for Miıchael de Massa.
We NOW that he Came from Massa In the reg10n of S1ena and elonge
the Beccucc1 famıly. We also NOW that he Was definitor for h1s province
al the General Chapter of the Augustinian order al Venıce in June 13352;
and that he died al Parıs 1n May 1337 ıle ST1 achelor of eology
and Was urlı1e': wıth Coples of h1is wrıtings al the Augustinian CONvenT ın
Paris The datıng of h1s Sentences aTrYy 1325-26 Was PTO-
DOSe: Dy Tapp [W  ] pleces of evıdence. iıchael Op1In10Ns cıted in

quodlıbetal question of the Augustinıian, James of Pamiers (de
Appamiis)"“, hought have been gıven early ın 1326 the basıs that
SOMMNEC of the authors cıted WEIC actıve ın 1375-26 and that Durand of St
Pourcaın 1$ cıted in the Quodlıbet N bıshop of Puy, position he
ceased hold ın 326 econdly, Tapp introduced supporting information
that Massa ın h1s ar Y book (Unıv. Z Or-v eferred

exander of Elpıidio 4S Dr10T general of the Augustinian Oorder
offıce Alexander ceased hold ın ebruary 1326 when he became bıshop
of ma Since Massa frequently C1Ites hıs fellow Augustinlian, eTar! of
S1ena, wh: read the Sentences al Parıs 1322-:23. Massa’s ar y
boo of the Sentences WOUuU SCCIN have been wrıtten between LD
and 3726

The evıdence fOor PrMINUS Aanlte quem of 3726 ase. James of
Pamıiers and Alexander of Elp1idio 15 NOT dS  N certaın dS has been assumed.
Fırst, the Quodlıbetal question of James of Pamıiers,r what has
been sa1d of 1t; Was probably NOTL Composed ın 1325-26, NOT Wäas 1t NECCESS-

arıly held at Parıs The ftermınus DOst qUEM for the quodlıbet 1s 1324 Since
In OMNC of the quest10ons James refers quaestio that aster Francıs of
archıa determined al Avıgnon, and Francıs WaSs lector al the Franciscan
CONveENnT in Avıgnon fIfrom 3974 13982° The fact that James also C1ıtes

11 Bıbliographia Augustiniana I8l 1renze,
12 PELSTER, Zur ersien Polemik Aureaolı SEINE uästionen und sein

Correctorium eftrı Aureolıi, das Quodlibet des Jacobus de Apamılıs O.E.S.A.,
Franciıscan Studies (1955) 30-4 7, "Quantum ad prımum respondet frater
Michael de Massa Ostrı ordınıs quod sıne alıqua repugnancı1a essenc1a el relatıo vel

alıa, 1S1 1ud ‚gnNeL, SSC CI duo posıtıva eft TE DCI
CONSCQHQUCNS ecIam ualı Sıne mnı dıstınccıone el non-ydemptitate el negacıone
UN1us A10) alıo, servalıs DrOpPT11S DOSILVIS. ”

13 Ibıd, al Contra stas racC10Nes argu1 magıster Francıscus de Malrchia] In
quadam questione, (Qquam determinavıt in urıaTHE QUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  195  THE DATE OF MICHAEL DE MASSA’S PARISIAN BACCALAUREATE  But did Michael de Massa lecture on the Sentences at Paris in  1325-26? We have very few biographical details for Michael de Massa.  We know that he came from Massa in the region of Siena and belonged to  the Beccucci family. We also know that he was definitor for his province  at the General Chapter of the Augustinian order at Venice in June 1332,  and that he died at Paris in May 1337 while still a bachelor of theology  and was buried with copies of his writings at the Augustinian convent in  Paris''. The dating of his Sentences commentary to 1325-26 was pro-  posed by Trapp on two pieces of evidence. Michael’s opinions are cited in  a quodlibetal question of the Augustinian, James of Pamiers (de  Appamiis)'*, thought to have been given early in 1326 on the basis that  some of the authors cited were active in 1325-26 and that Durand of St.  Pourcain is cited in the Quodlibet as bishop of Le Puy, a position he  ceased to hold in 1326. Secondly, Trapp introduced supporting information  that Massa in his commentary on book I (Univ. 2214, f. 130r-v) referred  to Alexander of S. Elpidio as prior general of the Augustinian order — an  office Alexander ceased to hold in February 1326 when he became bishop  of Amalfi. Since Massa frequently cites his fellow Augustinian, Gerard of  Siena, who read the Sentences at Paris c.1322-23, Massa’s commentary on  book I of the Sentences would seem to have been written between 1323  and 1326.  The evidence for a terminus ante quem of 1326 based on James of  Pamiers and Alexander of S. Elpidio is not as certain as has been assumed.  First, the Quodlibetal question of James of Pamiers, contrary to what has  been said of it, was probably not composed in 1325-26, nor was it necess-  arily held at Paris. The terminus post quem for the quodlibet is 1324, since  in one of the questions James refers to a quaestio that master Francis of  Marchia determined at Avignon, and Francis was lector at the Franciscan  convent in Avignon from 1324 to 1328'°. The fact that James also cites  *! D. A, PERINI, Bibliographia Augustiniana II (Firenze, 1931), 191-92.  * F, PELSTER, Zur ersten Polemik gegen Aureoli: seine Quästionen und sein  Correctorium Petri Aureoli, das Quodlibet des Jacobus de Apamiis O.E.S.A., in  Franciscan Studies 15 (1955), 30-47, at 44: "Quantum ad primum respondet frater  Michael de Massa nostri ordinis quod sine aliqua repugnancia essencia et relatio vel  quecunque alia, nisi aliud repugnet, possunt esse vere duo positiva et habere per  consequens veram dualitatem sine omni distinccione et non-ydemptitate et negacione  unius ab alio, servatis propriis positivis."  ° Ibid, at 44: "Contra istas raciones arguit magister Franciscus de Malrchia] in  quadam questione, quam determinavit in curia ...”
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the of 1ra Gerard Odonı1s) the distinection of 6ESSCINICC and
relatıon and the latter completed hıs lectures the Sentences 1326

DOst quem of 1325 1326 But 1326 15 NOT the
nie quem Ihe reference Durand N bıshop of Le Puy 15 Oun

only the of the Leıipz1ıg ManusCcrT1pt of the quodlıbet later
hand that also describes James of Vıterbo N "doctor inventivus  „m15 If
later of the Le1ipz1ıg manuscr1ıpt remembered Durand for h1s e1g

AS bıshop of Le Puy rather than h1s last YCaIS 4S bıshop of Meaux 1t
has earıng the Lerminus nlte qQUEM of ames u  1  — Nor 15 1L

the Casc that those whose cıted the ul  1  © need have
been present at che dısputatıon f the u  1  ©! Was determined al Parıs ıf
MUuSt ate around 1332 Only regent masters COu determine such d1s-
putatıons at studıum generale and James Was still achelor at the
general chapter al Parıs 3729 but Was doctor of eology Dy the ıme
of the eneral chapter al Venice 1332

What 15 Certain 15 that al the ume Jacques de Pamıiers his
quodlıbetic Michael de Massa had COME hıs attention
And ap: from the ap  TC ate of Pamıers TESCNCY, the only SCCUTC

Anlte QUEM for h1is ul  X  © 15 that provıde Dy ONSUS argas
of Toledo of Pamıiers Ouaestiones quodlibetales el ordinarıiae
the former uperM Sententiarum at Parıs 1 344- 517

Trapp other of evıdence for the 3725 ate 15 MOTre Ssub-

Ibıd al "Ad dem arguunt quıdam alıı Rand eTOldus (OQdonis” The date for
Odonıiıs Sentences COMMENLATYy h1s earlıest known Oork the. colophon
Madrıd, ıbl Nac., Ms. lat. 635, 203v James of Pamıers apparently also refers
OmaAas de Fabılano "quıdam doctor NnOSIr ordınıs" Augustinian eolo2y,
174), and Fabıiano was fulfiıllıng his ONC- [WO-- term regent when, May 1328,
he addressed Dy John y €}| (Chartularıum (/nıversitatis Parısiensis, edıted by
(’HATELAIN and NIFL. (hereafter Cıted CUP) vol 11 (Parıs 310

15 Ibıd al "ds and and des anr! IOMINUS Durandus CDISCODUS
Anıcıiensıs de ordıne predicatorum el aCODus de 1terD10 doctor INnveNLIVUS See Le1ipz1g,
Unıy ıbl 529 ere WEIC al east [WO Augustinıan theologıans Dy the amıc

of James of Vıterbo The reference undoubtedly the famous SUCCESSOT of 11es of
ome the end of the. thirteenth NOL the achelor of theology who read the.
Sentences 1328 I1

16 ] RAPP 5 VOIN Pamıers Lexikon für Theologie und Kırche (1960) col 835
SCC 1so Antıquiores QUAaE extianl definitiones capiıtulorum generalıum Ordinis Analecta
Augustiniana 8 ] and 108 Orme: achelors COU. determıne uodlıbetic
dısputations al esser studıum of the order but ıf that the context of Pamıiers
Quodlıbet IL would still dated closer 1330

KURZINGER, Alfonsus Vargas Toletanus und theologische Einleitungslehre,
Beıträge Geschichte der Phılosophıe und Theologıe des Mittelalters, AAIIL, <
(Münster 1.W., 8A-
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stantıve but also INOTC complicated. OWAII! the beginning of question
three of dıstınction e1g the problem of dıvıne attrıbutes, Michael
introduces 1ın SUCCESSION the Op1n10Ns of Henry of ent; IThomas Aquinas,
A  Our father general” (meanıng the pr10T7 eneral of the Augustinian order al
that tıme), OllOowe: by Godfrey of Fontaıines. ese C1tat10ns, all of1
mention specifically (although NOL Ways correctly) the tıtle and question
of each author’s work eing cıted, indıcated in the margın of Bologna,
Univ. Z214 1 30ra, In the Samlnlıc SC hand N no H n, no T u’ Ho G 'l,
and 'O.Goth , respect1vely. ree columns later Michael refers "magıs-
ter Alexander, meanıng Alexander of Elpidıio, wh 1s frequently cıted
in iıchael ar y book N magıster Alexande Caslıon-
ally "frater Alexande The margınal reference no G „‚ opposıte the
textual identificatiıon of ' certaın venerable doctor, namely OUT father
general in h1is TSst Quodlıbet, 2" COuU stand for - Op1n10 Generalıs, ” but
1t COUuU also stand for the TSst Namne of the authority cıted, d 1n CVOIY
other Cadsc ın the margıns of thıs manuscr1pt, CXCEDL for SCotus, who 15
cıted Dy last Name OT N Johannes Scotus!® If Alexander Was the Pr10T
general iın question, it 15 surpriısıng that the margın abbrevlation, ; 10
Massa 1imself created, Was nOTL uo A A 0)8 "O.Alex, Just An Was one later
when A  op mgr1 lex  „ 1n the margın identihes .  [0)9) alter1ıus doctor” In the
CX Consequently, the question needs De explore whether the general
eferred Dy assa Was Alexander of Elpidio O E poss1ıbly, ıllıam of
Cremona (1 "Olpin10 Gluillelm1]), who became the Augustin1an general
iımmediately after Alexander ın 3726 and remaıned untıl h1s Cal in
132472

The pOos1ıtı1on of Alexander (de Marchıia) of E1Ip1d10 the dıvıne
attrıbutes Was cıted and discussed Dy al least [W! authors ap from
Michael de Massa. As esSCT1DE: by (jerard of S1ıena and Ihomas of
Strasbourg, Alexander agree: wıth Henry of en that the dıistiınction of
attrıbutes in God Was distinction of ICasSONMN nad intra  n that dıd NOL entaıl
an Y comparıson In the created order, nad extra  LA Alexander modihed
enTYy’'S posıtıion Dy insıstıng that the distiınction of attrıbutes nad intra”
Was nOTL ase an Y internal Comparıson (JI negotlatıve aCcCTl but Dy

13 should be noted that the scrıbe NOL sımply transferring the margin hat he
read in the I(6Xt. As wıth INa Yy fourteenth-century Sentences commentarıes, these margınal
NOLES In Michael de Massa’s COomMmMentary en ıdentify authors (usually INOTC

CONLeMpOTarYy authors who NOL eferred In the text by Nam! (e.g., "qui lam.” är 71R M
"quıdam alıus doctor”).
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sımple intuition*?. erar‘ of S1ena the further
informatiıon that Alexander ’s pos1ti1on Was DutL forward in the second
question of nN1S TSst Quodlibet””.

In addıtiıon Michael de Massa’s reference the position of the
Augustinıan general the dıvıne attrıbutes, Miıchael also refers three
columns later the posıtion of exander of Elp1dio the Samlle 1Ssue
4S ıf the posıtion of Alexander 1$ eing introduced for the TSst time. Hıs
descrıption of Alexander’s pos1ıtion al thıs point coincıdes wıth the position
attrıbuted Alexander Dy erar!‘ of S1ena and Ihomas of Strasbourg“‘.
When that posıtıon 15 Compared the pos1ition of the Augustinıan general
e€sCT1DE! earlıer Dy Massa, the pOs1t10Ns simılar but NnOTL identical. Ihe
gener:  S posı1t1on, N .S670E Dy Massa, does reject an Yy internal
comparatıve rat10Cc1ınatlon and does employ the distinctive nAl  andrıne?”"
phrase AB  per sımplicem intultum , but ın place of dıstınction "secundum
ratiıonem, assa attrıbutes the Augustini1an general dıstınction
"aCcCtualıter ©1 completive” language that 0€Ss NOT aAaDDCAI ın an Yy of the
three descr1iptions of Alexander’s posı1t1on, but 1C Massa dıd appIy in

19 OFr SIENA, In prımum Sententiarum, dıst. Z Z 1CagO, Univ. ıb
Ms A fol eo sıt 1US odus dıcendiı quem ponıt magıster Alexander: |marg
Opin10 magıstrı Alexandrı de archıa| SUO quodlıbet, 8 dıcens quod diıstincho
ttrıbutorum Ssumiıtur DCI intellectum dıyınum ad intra, NONMN quod DCI actum negotlatıvum,
SIıCut probat praefata OP1IN10, sed DCI sımplicem intulıtum. alıs SUNCHO ratlonıs in
essentıa dıyına est Pr107 dıstınctione realı In creaturı1s; CT RO diıstıncti0 TUum In
essentlia dıyına NOMN sumıiıtur creaturıs; DCI CONSCYUCHS aD ntra. Ergo DCI
sımplıcem intuıtum 1lam dıstınchonem educıt sıne mMnı comparatıone ad
xtra.  A STRASBOURG, C’ommentarıa In HIT Libros Sententiarum, 1, 6,
(Venice, 1564), "Diıcıt CIRO lle OCIOr marg exander Oordınıs Augustini],
quod rat1ones attrıbutales SUnNnt potentia dıstinguıbiles In essentia dıvına, DCT hoc dıffert
ab allıs de formalıtatıbus, quı dicunt, quod sınt aCcCtu formalıter i1stınctae. Per hNOC autem,
quod 1C1!| intellectum dıvinum dıstınguere ab intra, dıffert ab 18. quı pOoNunt talem
dıstınctionem fıerı solum In ordıne ad Creatiuras. Et tert10, quod Uhıs dıstiıncHo0o f1at
DCI sımplıcem intuıtum, el NON CI intellectum COMparanie dıyınam essentiam sub ratıone
UN1IUS attrıbuti ad se1psam Ssub ratıone alter1us attrıbutı quıa 1DSO, quod potentialıter
SUNL in dıyına essentia quanium ad 1stam dıstınchonem ration1s DCI sımplıcem intu1tum
intellectus perfecte essentiam Cognoscent1s, talıs 1SUNCUHO educıtur in el DCI hOoc
dıffert ab ıllıs, ratiıones addux1ı proxime an  N istum.”

hıs informatıon 15 contaıned in the Chıcago manuscrı1ıpt (see DreV1IOUS nOtLe), In
adua, ıbl Unıv., 2229, and probably In other manuscr1pts of erar‘ ell

MICHAEL MASSA, In prımum Sententiarum, S, (Bologna, Unıv. 2214,
130vb): lıa OP1IN10 alterıus doctorı1s marg OP<1N10> mag<1sbDrI1 Alex<andrı>
QJuaC 1C1!| quod attrıbuta dıyına dıstınguuntur secundum ratıonem absque mnı habıtudıne
ad eXUa, ei hoc DCI dıyınum intellectum NONMN quıdem collatıonum ve]l negotiorum, sed
attıngentem sımplıcı intultu essentiam dıyınam.“
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h1s descr1ptions of the pOS1t10NS of Henry of en and Godfrey of
Fontaines“.

On the basıs of these9 1t 15 dıfficult determıne whether
these C1tat1ons ın Miıchael the opınıon of the Augustinıian general and
Alexander represent ON and the Samlle DECISON [W  ®) dıfferent authors. The

of the phrase A  per sımplicem intu1ıtum ” in both (079 NOT
solve the problem, S$1InCe 1ıllıam of Cremona, wrıting after exander,
m1g ell have adopted that of Alexander’s Yet the atter
Can be brought solution. In 1932 Vıctorin Doucet esCTIT1DE
Naples manuscr1ıpt 1 Naz VIN.C.6) that contaıned, IM other
works, the three questi1ons from d AaNONYMOUS u  1  v (If. /ra-
1Orb) 16 [W  ®) YVYCAars later, he identihed 4S belonging Alexander of
Elp1idi0 the basıs of the cıtatiıon in eTar! of S1ena mentioned above“*

[bıd., 13Ora: A: OP1IN10 cCulusdam venerabılıs T1S, scılıcet patrıs nostrı
generalıs, (QUA! 1pse ponıt prımo SUO quodlıbeto, FA ubı IpS1 dıicıt quod attrıbuta dıvına
dıstuınguuntur actualıter completive, fiunt completive plura DCI intellıgendi
dıyınum absque OMnı collatıone In composıta ad intra ve] ad eXLa, sed DCT sımplıcem
intul1tum intellectus dıvıinı. “ Compare thıs wıth Massa’s descr1ption of Henry of Ghent’s
pDOSs1ıt0N, 130Ora: "quod attrıbuta dıyına dıstınguantur NON quıdem actualıter ef completiıve
an  s CUIUSCUMquUE iıntellectus, sed actualıter el completıve dıstınguantur DCI

intellectus dıvinı, NONMN quıdem sımplıcem intultive Pr1USs quıdem
realem dıstınctionem dıyinarum AIu: ad intraTHE QUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  199  his descriptions of the positions of Henry of Ghent and Godfrey of  Fontaines?,  On the basis of these passages, it is difficult to determine whether  these citations in Michael to the opinion of the Augustinian general and to  Alexander represent one and the same person or two different authors. The  presence of the phrase "per simplicem intuitum' in both passages does not  solve the problem, since William of Cremona, writing after Alexander,  might well have adopted that part of Alexander’s argument. Yet the matter  can be brought nearer to a solution. In 1932 Victorin Doucet described a  Naples manuscript (Bibl. Naz. VIM.C.6) that contained, among other  works, the first three questions from an anonymous Quodlibet (ff. 7ra-  10rb) which, two years later, he identified as belonging to Alexander of S.  Elpidio on the basis of the citation in Gerard of Siena mentioned above*,  * d £ 130 °  opinio cuiusdam venerabilis doctoris, scilicet patris nostri  generalis, quam ipse ponit primo suo quodlibeto, q. 2, ubi ipsi dicit quod attributa divina  distinguuntur actualiter et completive, et fiunt completive plura per actum intelligendi  divinum absque omni collatione in composita ad intra vel ad extra, sed per simplicem  intuitum intellectus divini.” Compare this with Massa’s description of Henry of Ghent’s  position, f. 130ra: "quod attributa divina distinguantur non quidem actualiter et completive  ante omnem actum cuiluscumque intellectus, sed actualiter et completive distinguantur per  actum intellectus divini, non quidem actum simplicem intuitive transeuntem prius quidem  super realem distinctionem divinarum personarum ad intra ....” and Massa’s description of  Godfrey of Fontaines’s position, f. 130ra: "quod attributa divina distinguuntur actualiter et  completive ....” How this is achieved differs between Henry and Godfrey. For a discussion  of the last two authors’ positions on the divine attributes, see J. F. WIPPEL, The  Metaphysical Thought of Godfrey of Fontaines (Washington, 1981), pp. 115-123.  23 V, DOUCET, in his review of Glorieux’s Repertoire des Maitres en Theologie de  Paris, in Archivum Franciscanum Historicum, 27 (1934), 587: "Le Quodlibet est cit& par  Gerard de Sienne, I Sent.: Est alius modus dicendi quem ponit magister Alexander [en  marge: opinio mag. Alexandri de Marchia] 1° suo quodlibet, q. 2, dicens quod distinctio  attributorum sumitur per intellectum divinum ad intra, non quod per actum negotiativum  ... Sed per simplicem intuitum (Padoue Univ. 2229, f. 44a). Or cette citation correspond  exactement et pour tous les points, au Quodlibet anonyme de MS. de Naples, Nat. VII. C.  6 (f. 7a-10b), que nous avons decrit dans 1I’AFH XXV, 1932, 520. Il n’y a pas de doute,  nous avons la un des quodlibets d’Alexandre de Sant’Elpidio." P. GLORIEUX, La  litt&rature quodlibetique, vol. II (Paris, 1935), 302.  Question 2: "Utrum distinctio  attributorum in essentia divina sumatur per comparationem ad extra vel ad intra.” Only  the first three-and-a-half questions of this anonymous Quodlibet appear in the manuscript  (ff. 7ra-1O0rb), but there is a list in the prologue of all fifteen questions. In the first  question the author refers to his third quodlibet, which means that his regency lasted at  least two years (i.e., two quodlibets per year). Glorieux refers to the numbering of the  questions as a "particularit&" which, added to some other "formules de style,” initially  suggested to him the authorship of Henry of Friemar, OESA or some other Austin Friar.  The contents of the full manuscript are described in V. DOUCET, De Cod. Neapolitano.  VII-C. 6,in AFH 25 (1932), 518-24.and Massa’s description of

Godfrey of Fontaines’s pOosıtion, 1 30OÖra: quod attrıbuta divına dıstınguuntur actualıter el
completiveTHE QUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  199  his descriptions of the positions of Henry of Ghent and Godfrey of  Fontaines?,  On the basis of these passages, it is difficult to determine whether  these citations in Michael to the opinion of the Augustinian general and to  Alexander represent one and the same person or two different authors. The  presence of the phrase "per simplicem intuitum' in both passages does not  solve the problem, since William of Cremona, writing after Alexander,  might well have adopted that part of Alexander’s argument. Yet the matter  can be brought nearer to a solution. In 1932 Victorin Doucet described a  Naples manuscript (Bibl. Naz. VIM.C.6) that contained, among other  works, the first three questions from an anonymous Quodlibet (ff. 7ra-  10rb) which, two years later, he identified as belonging to Alexander of S.  Elpidio on the basis of the citation in Gerard of Siena mentioned above*,  * d £ 130 °  opinio cuiusdam venerabilis doctoris, scilicet patris nostri  generalis, quam ipse ponit primo suo quodlibeto, q. 2, ubi ipsi dicit quod attributa divina  distinguuntur actualiter et completive, et fiunt completive plura per actum intelligendi  divinum absque omni collatione in composita ad intra vel ad extra, sed per simplicem  intuitum intellectus divini.” Compare this with Massa’s description of Henry of Ghent’s  position, f. 130ra: "quod attributa divina distinguantur non quidem actualiter et completive  ante omnem actum cuiluscumque intellectus, sed actualiter et completive distinguantur per  actum intellectus divini, non quidem actum simplicem intuitive transeuntem prius quidem  super realem distinctionem divinarum personarum ad intra ....” and Massa’s description of  Godfrey of Fontaines’s position, f. 130ra: "quod attributa divina distinguuntur actualiter et  completive ....” How this is achieved differs between Henry and Godfrey. For a discussion  of the last two authors’ positions on the divine attributes, see J. F. WIPPEL, The  Metaphysical Thought of Godfrey of Fontaines (Washington, 1981), pp. 115-123.  23 V, DOUCET, in his review of Glorieux’s Repertoire des Maitres en Theologie de  Paris, in Archivum Franciscanum Historicum, 27 (1934), 587: "Le Quodlibet est cit& par  Gerard de Sienne, I Sent.: Est alius modus dicendi quem ponit magister Alexander [en  marge: opinio mag. Alexandri de Marchia] 1° suo quodlibet, q. 2, dicens quod distinctio  attributorum sumitur per intellectum divinum ad intra, non quod per actum negotiativum  ... Sed per simplicem intuitum (Padoue Univ. 2229, f. 44a). Or cette citation correspond  exactement et pour tous les points, au Quodlibet anonyme de MS. de Naples, Nat. VII. C.  6 (f. 7a-10b), que nous avons decrit dans 1I’AFH XXV, 1932, 520. Il n’y a pas de doute,  nous avons la un des quodlibets d’Alexandre de Sant’Elpidio." P. GLORIEUX, La  litt&rature quodlibetique, vol. II (Paris, 1935), 302.  Question 2: "Utrum distinctio  attributorum in essentia divina sumatur per comparationem ad extra vel ad intra.” Only  the first three-and-a-half questions of this anonymous Quodlibet appear in the manuscript  (ff. 7ra-1O0rb), but there is a list in the prologue of all fifteen questions. In the first  question the author refers to his third quodlibet, which means that his regency lasted at  least two years (i.e., two quodlibets per year). Glorieux refers to the numbering of the  questions as a "particularit&" which, added to some other "formules de style,” initially  suggested to him the authorship of Henry of Friemar, OESA or some other Austin Friar.  The contents of the full manuscript are described in V. DOUCET, De Cod. Neapolitano.  VII-C. 6,in AFH 25 (1932), 518-24.How thıs 15 achieved dıffers ween Henry and Godirey For dıscussıon
of the last [WO authors’ DOSIUONS the dıvıne attrıbutes,
Metaphysical Thought of Godfrey of Fontaines (Washıngton, 1151423

In n1Is TeVIEW of Glorieux’s Repertoire des Maitres Theologie de
Parıs, in Archivum Francıscanum Hıstorıcum, (1934) 58 / O Quodlibet est C1te
erar‘ de. Sıenne, Sent. Est 1US MOdus dicendı QUEM ponLı magıster Alexander en
INa OpINLO Alexandrı de Marchia|] IO quodlıbet, AA dicens quod distinctio
attrıbhutorum Sumıtur DEr intellectum dıyınum AaAd Intra, non quod DeET negotiatıvyumTHE QUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  199  his descriptions of the positions of Henry of Ghent and Godfrey of  Fontaines?,  On the basis of these passages, it is difficult to determine whether  these citations in Michael to the opinion of the Augustinian general and to  Alexander represent one and the same person or two different authors. The  presence of the phrase "per simplicem intuitum' in both passages does not  solve the problem, since William of Cremona, writing after Alexander,  might well have adopted that part of Alexander’s argument. Yet the matter  can be brought nearer to a solution. In 1932 Victorin Doucet described a  Naples manuscript (Bibl. Naz. VIM.C.6) that contained, among other  works, the first three questions from an anonymous Quodlibet (ff. 7ra-  10rb) which, two years later, he identified as belonging to Alexander of S.  Elpidio on the basis of the citation in Gerard of Siena mentioned above*,  * d £ 130 °  opinio cuiusdam venerabilis doctoris, scilicet patris nostri  generalis, quam ipse ponit primo suo quodlibeto, q. 2, ubi ipsi dicit quod attributa divina  distinguuntur actualiter et completive, et fiunt completive plura per actum intelligendi  divinum absque omni collatione in composita ad intra vel ad extra, sed per simplicem  intuitum intellectus divini.” Compare this with Massa’s description of Henry of Ghent’s  position, f. 130ra: "quod attributa divina distinguantur non quidem actualiter et completive  ante omnem actum cuiluscumque intellectus, sed actualiter et completive distinguantur per  actum intellectus divini, non quidem actum simplicem intuitive transeuntem prius quidem  super realem distinctionem divinarum personarum ad intra ....” and Massa’s description of  Godfrey of Fontaines’s position, f. 130ra: "quod attributa divina distinguuntur actualiter et  completive ....” How this is achieved differs between Henry and Godfrey. For a discussion  of the last two authors’ positions on the divine attributes, see J. F. WIPPEL, The  Metaphysical Thought of Godfrey of Fontaines (Washington, 1981), pp. 115-123.  23 V, DOUCET, in his review of Glorieux’s Repertoire des Maitres en Theologie de  Paris, in Archivum Franciscanum Historicum, 27 (1934), 587: "Le Quodlibet est cit& par  Gerard de Sienne, I Sent.: Est alius modus dicendi quem ponit magister Alexander [en  marge: opinio mag. Alexandri de Marchia] 1° suo quodlibet, q. 2, dicens quod distinctio  attributorum sumitur per intellectum divinum ad intra, non quod per actum negotiativum  ... Sed per simplicem intuitum (Padoue Univ. 2229, f. 44a). Or cette citation correspond  exactement et pour tous les points, au Quodlibet anonyme de MS. de Naples, Nat. VII. C.  6 (f. 7a-10b), que nous avons decrit dans 1I’AFH XXV, 1932, 520. Il n’y a pas de doute,  nous avons la un des quodlibets d’Alexandre de Sant’Elpidio." P. GLORIEUX, La  litt&rature quodlibetique, vol. II (Paris, 1935), 302.  Question 2: "Utrum distinctio  attributorum in essentia divina sumatur per comparationem ad extra vel ad intra.” Only  the first three-and-a-half questions of this anonymous Quodlibet appear in the manuscript  (ff. 7ra-1O0rb), but there is a list in the prologue of all fifteen questions. In the first  question the author refers to his third quodlibet, which means that his regency lasted at  least two years (i.e., two quodlibets per year). Glorieux refers to the numbering of the  questions as a "particularit&" which, added to some other "formules de style,” initially  suggested to him the authorship of Henry of Friemar, OESA or some other Austin Friar.  The contents of the full manuscript are described in V. DOUCET, De Cod. Neapolitano.  VII-C. 6,in AFH 25 (1932), 518-24.sed DEr sımplicem intuLtum adoue Unıv. 2229, 44a) Or Ceite Cıtation COITTeSPON
exacCciementT ei DOUT [OUS les DO1N! Quodlıbet aNONYME de de Naples, Nat. VII

(f. 7a-10b), u OUus de dans L’ AF AAV, 1932, 520 Nn y de oute,
OUuSs la des quodlıbets d’Alexandre de Sant’Elpidio." GLORIEUX, La
lıtterature quodlibetique, vol {{ (Parıs, 302 uestion "Utrum dıstincto
ttrıbutorum In essentia dıvına Sumaliur DCI cComparatıonem ad exira vel ad intra.”" Only
the first three-and-a-hal questi1ons of thıs Quodlıbet in the manuscrIıpt
(If. /ra-10Orb), Dut ere 1s 1st In the prologue of all fiıfteen questons. In the first
question the author refers h1s ırd quodlıbet, 1C INCalNls that his ICBCHNCY ası al
east [WO yYCars (LE, [WO qu  ı1be PCT year) Glorieux refers the numberıng of the
questions A "particularıte” whıiıch, SOMMNC other "formules de style,  ” inıtlally
suggeste hım the authorshıp of Henry of Friemar, ESA SOMMC er Austın Frıar.
The of the full manuscrı1pt described ın De Cod Neapolitano.
VII 6, in Z (1932)



Now that have three descriptions of Alexander’s posıtion and SUppOTT-
ing argumentatıon N ell AaSs Massa’s description of the position of the
Augustinıan general, the Naples manuscrI1pt needs be rechecked.
Wıllıam of (Cremona also authored several qu  3  ets Iwo quest10ns from
h1is 1T quodlıbet in that Samlle Naples manuscript, and the FSt
question of the quodlıbets attrıbuted exander Dy Doucet refers
question in 1ts author’s hırd quodlibet“. In the form ın W have 1t,
the latter IC.XT Wäas edıted and probably reorganızed after later quodlıbets
WEIC completed. In 1g of that, 1t 1S NnOL imposs1ible that [W!  S authors,
closely related iın time, place, and rel1g210us order, m1g AaITaN SC theır
questi1ons in sım1lar opıcal

ere 1$ ON other plece of evıdence, however, noted but nNnOTL ut1-
1Ze' DYy Trapp, that O€s SUppPOTT early ate for the vers1ion of Massa’s
aTY boo contaiıned In Bologna, Univ. 2212 oughout that
manuscrı1pt Aquinas 15 eferred N irater Thomas, ”Sanctus
Thomas, suggesting ate of Composition before (Or aft least NOTL long
after) Thomas’ canon1zatıon ın July The other Bolognese INanlu-

scr1pt of Massa’s In prımum sententiarum, olleg10 dı Spagna Ms 4 9
changes almost all these references "Ssanctus IThomas Such change
m1g SCCII natural for an Y scr1be Copyıng texti after 1324, but N Was

noted above, Uniuv. 2214 itself Wäas copled Dy the Samıe scr1ıbe ASs Vat. lat.
1087, IC refers Aquınas dAS "sanctus IThomas Assuming that these
last [W:  e) manuscr1pts WETIC copled after 1324, probably after the ea of
Massa, 1t 1S surprisıng that the scr1be remaıned al his exemplar of
book in thıs regar! and dıd NOTL COTTECI Thomas tiıtle Indeed, the change
from 'frater Thomas "Ssanctus Thomas ın the Bolognese INanlu-

sCT1pts MaYy NOTL be result of scr1bal cCorrection but the result of later
redaction. The ICXT of the olleg10 dı Spagna manuscrı1ıpt dıffers al
number of po1inNts Irom that Oun iın Univ. 2718 and also has NOTL
OUuUnNn! In the latter manuscript“®. But WEIC those changes introduced when
Massa revised h1s {e XI after eadıng the Sentences al arls, CI does the IX T

% Naples, Bıbl Naz., ur 72vb-73va: C£. GLORIEUX, liıtterature
quodlibetique IL, 116 Ihe questions 18 S1X and SCVECII 1n SCQUCNICE in thıs
Quodlıbet, but in ITE VEISC order In the manuscrI1pt, whiıich indıcates they WEIC known Dy
numbers. IMay also that the. [WO quest1ons from "magıster Guiullelmus” in the Naples
manuscr1pt, {f. 1Ova-14rb, that ollows ımmediately UDO! the. quodlıbetic
questions, also Dy Wıllıam of T1emoOona.

The fact tha:. In Unıv. 2214 SCOtuSs 18 cıted "Johannes SCOtusS” also
early

%® Compare, fr example, Bologna Unıv. 2214, 4A7lr and Bologna, Colleg1ı0 dı
Spagna 40, 38v; Unıv., 50r-5S0v, and S5Spagna, V-  ” Unıv., 55v-5S5v, and
pagna, 521r-52v
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oun ın Univ. 7714 represent pre-Parısıan version?
Tapp Was ultımately cConvınced that 1325-26 Was the ate for

Massa’s Parısıan baccalaureate, but aft Varı0us pOolINts ın hıs 956 artıcle he
also eferred Massa’s ar Yy the Sentences N lectura lecto-
F1S, serles of lectures 0)8 questions wrıtten urıng the per10d of the
lectorate, that 18 the per10 between the five VYCars inıtlal study in eology
and the point al 1C ıf ONEC WeIiIC fortunate, ON W das chosen
Parıs 4S sententiarius?!. urıng these 4S lector, A COu last
ell VCI decade, ON taught 1ın the Varı0us Studia of the provınce.
Gregory of Rımin1i1, for example, after h1s YCaI>S of inıtlal study at Parıs,
ectured for twelve VCAars in VarlOous sStudia in northern aly (specıfically
Bologna, adua, and Perugıla) before eing appointed read the Sentences
at Paris  28 imi1larly, the perT10: of lectorate and baccalaureate for
Dıonysius de Multina Was fourteen YCaI>s inclusive.””

The Sentences of Peter Lombard Wäas OMNC of the maJor
IC lectures WOUu be needed ın the provıncıal Studla, and eCctors
Oou that task Ouft of currıcular need d ell 4S preparatıon for
their time aSs sententiarıu4s In studıum generale. Ihıs Was NnOTL peculıar-
1ty of the Augustinıan educatıonal SySteEmM. It became COMMON ın the four-
teenth for prospective bachelors read the Sentences al lesser
studiıum of the order before advancıng the eve of acnhnelor al Parıs
Pre-universıty lectures the Sentences have urvıved for Peter Aureol,
alter Chatton, dam odeham, and the Augustinıan John of Burgos”.

It has commonly been assumed that pre-university lectures the
Sentences WEIC wrıtten wıthın IW  ®) OT three VCAars of becoming un1ıversity

27 YPMA, La formation des professeurs chez les ermutes de Saıint Augustin de 1256
1354 (Parıs, 42-45

I, D (#1097) For re-examınatıon of these bıographical etaıls,
MARCOLINO, "Eınleitung,” In ARIMINENSIS OKESA Lectura Super Primum el
Secundum Sententiarum, [ RAPP and ARCOLINO, (Berlın,
X1-XVIL.

29 1, #952 x  quı In Parısıiensi Qual In alııs tudıls generalıbus
quatuordecım annıs egerat el Sententias In dıicto studı0 Parısiensiı compleveratTHEQUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  201  found in Univ. 2214 represent a pre-Parisian version?  Trapp was ultimately convinced that 1325-26 was the date for  Massa’s Parisian baccalaureate, but at various points in his 1956 article he  also referred to Massa’s commentary on the Sentences as a lectura lecto-  ris, a series of lectures or questions written during the period of the  lectorate, that is the period between the five years initial study in theology  and the point at which, if one were fortunate, one was chosen to return to  Paris as sententiarius”. During these years as lector, which could last  well over a decade, one taught in the various studia of the province.  Gregory of Rimini, for example, after his years of initial study at Paris,  lectured for twelve years in various sfudia in northern Italy (specifically  Bologna, Padua, and Perugia) before being appointed to read the Sentences  at Paris”. Similarly, the period of lectorate and baccalaureate for  Dionysius de Mutina was fourteen years inclusive.”  The Sentences of Peter Lombard was one of the major texts on  which lectures would be needed in the provincial studia, and lectors no  doubt fulfilled that task out of curricular need as well as preparation for  their time as sententiarius in a studium generale. This was not a peculiar-  ity of the Augustinian educational system. It became common in the four-  teenth century for prospective bachelors to read the Sentences at a lesser  studium of the order before advancing to the level of bachelor at Paris.  Pre-university lectures on the Sentences have survived for Peter Aureol,  Walter Chatton, Adam Wodeham, and the Augustinian John of Burgos®.  It has commonly been assumed that pre-university lectures on the  Sentences were written within two or three years of becoming a university  ” E. YPMA, La formation des professeurs chez les ermites de Saint Augustin de 1256  ä 1354 (Paris, 1956), pp. 42-45.  %® CUP II, 557 (#1097). For a re-examination of these biographical details, see V.  MARCOLINO, "Einleitung,” in GREGORIUS ARIMINENSIS OESA Lectura Super Primum et  Secundum Sententiarum, ed. A. D. TRAPP and V. MARCOLINO, Bd. 1 (Berlin, 1981), pp.  Xi-XVil.  ” CUP I, 404, #952: "qui tam in Parisiensi quam in aliis studiis generalibus  quatuordecim annis legerat et Sententias in dicto studio Parisiensi compleverat ...."  * K. H. TACHAU, French Theology in the mid-fourteenth century, in Archives  d’histoire doctrinale et litt&raire du moyen äge 51 (1984), 41-80, at 55-59. John of  Burgos read the Sentences at Amiens five years before he revised them for presentation at  Paris as sententiarius. James of Pamiers’s citation of Massa’s opinions does not change  this picture, since Pamier’s Quodlibet, as we have seen, could date to the mid-to-late  1330s, after Massa’s baccalaureate. Moreover, citing another scholar before the latter’s  baccalaureate, while unusual, is not unheard of. Walter Chatton cited and discussed the  opinions of one of his own precocious theological students, namely Adam Wodeham,  some eight or ten years before Wodeham became sententiarius at Oxford; see G. GAL,  introduction to Ockham, Summa logicae, 53*-54*,JT ACHAU, French I’heology In the mid-fourteenth Cenltury, In Archives
d'’ histoire doctrinale el litteraire du MO YEN age 51 (1984) 41-80, al 55-59 John of
Burgos read the Sentences al Amıiens five YCaIrs before he. revised them for presentation al
Parıs sententLiarıus. ames of Pamıiers’s Cıtatıon of Massa’s OPIN10NS does NOL change
thıs pıcture, SINCE Pamıier’s Quodlıbet, have SCCHL, could the mıd-to-late
S: after Massa’s baccalaureate Moreover, cıung another scholar before the latter
baccalaureate, ıle unusual, 18 NOL unheard of. Walter Chatton Cıted and discussed the
OPIN10NS of ON of hıs OW PreCOCIOUS theologıcal tudents, namely Adam Wodeham,
SOME e1g ten yYCars ore. W odeham became sententLiarıus al Oxford: GAL,
introduction ckham, S umma log1iCae, n N_ SAR
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sententiarıus. But th1ıs impress1ion 1$ derıved from the fact that all
bachelors usually the yYCar eIOre theır Hirst sentential ecture In
preparatıon for that task, and SOINC of the pre-unıversity ectures cıted
above, mMOSstT of them Francıscan, Can be placed ın the VCAars immediately
preceding the OIT1IC12. un1ivers1ıty lectures But other mendicant order had
4S long per10d of pre-baccalaureate teachıng 4S the Augustinlans, and the
examınatıon and appomntment of eCtOrs wıthın the Augustinian order CICG-

dentialed them ecture anı y of the required of the theologıica.
ST Ihus, 1f the text of Bologna, Univ. 27214 1$ ectura lectoris, 4S

Trapp suspected, then the reference the opınıon of the Pr10T general
dıvıne attrıhbutes 1$ Just 4S much of the pre-un1vers1ity lectures d

eferring Aquınas dS "frater Thomas And iın 1g of the fact that the
lectorate credentialed ONC ecture anı y of the requıred there 18

WaY of determinıng al what poıint ın the lectorate ONeE m1g egın
COMPDOSC lectures the Sentences.

ere 18 CaS Y WaYy determıne whether the version of Massa’s
In prımum sententiarum belongs h1s baccalaureate 0)8 h1is pre-bacca-
laureate VCAars Aas lector, and ıf the latter, when urıng h1s lectorate they
m1g have been wriıtten. Yet the fact that Michael de Massa dıed al arls

al least111e relatıvely and ST1 achelor of theology”
twelve VCars after the IGX of h1s ar Y book in Univ. 29214

inclined VICW that teExXt N pre-Parısıan, pre-baccalaureate version
of the aTYy he later SaVC AS sententiarıus at the (irands Augustins
CONvent 1ın Parıs 'Ihat latter need NnOTL have OCCcurred before he WasSs

appoıinted definitor for hıs proviınce at the Venice chapter iın 1342 Gregory
Oof Rımin1, ıle lector al the CONvent of Bologna iın 133% Was appoıted
definitor fOor that province at the General Chapter ın Sıena, four
before he became sententiarıus al Paris  32 In short, Massa’’s readıng of the
Sentences al Parıs mMust have OCCurred after that of eTal! of S1ena,
1323 and before Massa’s ea In 1337 but NONC of the evidence de-
ser1bed above requıres us ate h1s Parısıan ectura at an Yy partıcular
pomint wıthın that

Tapp Was incliıned date Massa’s baccalaureate early, 1ın 1325-26,
and explaın h1ıs aılure advance the doctorate grounds of h1s
eing blocked delayed fOr ideological ITCcasONS, namely that h1s sSuppose
adherence the .  ultra-Aegıdıan  M placed hım Outft of favor urıng the

4] Bibliographia Augustiniana IL, 191 "decessıt Parısiuls dıe maı annO 133
CUMM adhuc Baccalaureus er in tlorıda sepultusque funt In NOsSLra ecclesıa, e1 In
1US sepulchro subsıgnata volumına edıta202  W.J. COURTENAY  sententiarius. But this impression is derived from the fact that all  bachelors usually spent the year before their first sentential lecture in  preparation for that task, and some of the pre-university lectures cited  above, most of them Franciscan, can be placed in the years immediately  preceding the official university lectures. But no other mendicant order had  as long a period of pre-baccalaureate teaching as the Augustinians, and the  examination and appointment of lectors within the Augustinian order cre-  dentialed them to lecture on any of the required texts of the theological  program. Thus, if the text of Bologna, Univ. 2214 is a lectura lectoris, as  Trapp suspected, then the reference to the opinion of the prior general on  divine attributes is just as much a part of the pre-university lectures as  referring to Aquinas as "frater Thomas". And in light of the fact that the  lectorate credentialed one to lecture on any of the required texts, there is  no way of determining at what point in the lectorate one might begin to  compose lectures on the Sentences.  There is no easy way to determine whether the version of Massa’s  In primum sententiarum belongs to his baccalaureate or to his pre-bacca-  laureate years as lector, and if the latter, when during his lectorate they  might have been written. Yet the fact that Michael de Massa died at Paris  at least  while relatively young and still a bachelor of theology“”'  twelve years after the text of his commentary on book I in Univ. 2214 —  I am inclined to view that text as a pre-Parisian, pre-baccalaureate version  of the commentary he later gave as sententiarius at the Grands Augustins  convent in Paris. That latter event need not have occurred before he was  appointed definitor for his province at the Venice chapter in 1332. Gregory  of Rimini, while lector at the convent of Bologna in 1338 was appointed  definitor for that province at the General Chapter in Siena, four years  before he became sententiarius at Paris®. In short, Massa’s reading of the  Sentences at Paris must have occurred after that of Gerard of Siena, c.  1323, and before Massa’s death in 1337, but none of the evidence de-  scribed above requires us to date his Parisian lectura at any particular  point within that range.  Trapp was inclined to date Massa’s baccalaureate early, in 1325-26,  and to explain his failure to advance to the doctorate on grounds of his  being blocked or delayed for ideological reasons, namely that his supposed  adherence to the "ultra-Aegidians" placed him out of favor during the  3 PERINI, Bibliographia Augustiniana IL, 191: "decessit Parisiis die 10 mai anno 1337,  cum adhuc esset Baccalaureus et in florida aetate, sepultusque fuit in nostra ecclesia, et in  eius sepulchro subsignata volumina a se edita ...."  2 MARCOLINO, "Einleitung," xii.MARCOLINO, "Eınleitung, ” ‚6J
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generalshıp of Wıllıam of Cremona’®. But 1f ON dates hıs baccalaureate
later, iın the late OT early S7 then what AaDDCAaISs be elay In
promotion the magı1ısterıum becomes INOTC understandable Parısıan StTat-
ufes ın the and requıred mınımum S1X-year perT10| between
eadıng the Sentences and promotıon the magıster1um, urıng C
time the Orme achelor WasSs expected be ın residence aft Parıs and
partıcıpate ın disputations”. Since there 15 evidence that Massa sought
OT obtaıned papa. exemption from thıs rule (18.. promotion gratia), An

Man Yy others dıd urıng the pontificate of John AXAAXII, MAaY A4aSSUMmMe that
the rule apphed hım The normal walting peTI1O: IMNaYy have been delayed
CVCH INOITIC Dy papa. intervention in the PITOCCSS of appoıntments read the
Sentences and promotıion the magısterıum at Parıs Since only ONEe

achelor in rel1g10us Order COu read the Sentences iın anı y ON academıiıc
VCAT, and S1ince promotion the magısterıum by anı y entaıled
oblıgatıon of TESCNCY (at least for the better 9} of academiıc year) and
residency (part of 1C COUu be as magister Anon regens), CVOCTY
papa insertion into the of candıdates estabDblıshe: Dy the general
chapter of the Oorder elay In the advancement of OÖIMNCOMNC else.
Despite the of the Augustinian order CMNSUTC that promotions
DEr litteram DEr hullam dıd NOTL disadvantage those eekıng promotion
r120F0Se, these intervent1Oons probably dıd delays. The records of the
Augustinıian eneral chapters urıng the later YCaIs of John’s pontificate
attest the tensions caused Dy papa. interventlon. And 1t Was probably
cCcommodate the needs of candıdates in the rel1g10us orders that urıng
the Q} per10d John attempted bend Parısıan practice Dy DICSSUT-
ıng the chancellor OW desıgnated mendicants read the Sentences
urıng the SUTMNIMMECT vacatıon, beginnıng d SC()OIMN d the ON eadıng uring
the academıc yYCal COUu be persuaded "complete” HIS lectures.

Neıther the S$1X-year rule 1910)8 the interposing of other candıdates Can

explaın elay of INOTC than twelve YCaIs between the Dbaccalaureate and

I1 RAPP, Augustinian Theology,
In A  DD of 13238 requesung promotıion gratia of Pıerre Ooger ater Clement

VI), John XII eferred the SIX-yeCar rule, I, BEZ: #8272 on obstantıbus quod
LeEMPOTS lecture SUC ıbrı ntentiarum SCX aNNOTuUumM spatıum mınıme Sıt elapsum, DCT
YJUOTUM spatıum de CcCOoONsuetudıne SCH StatuLo ejusdem studıl debent, dıcıtur, acalarıı
CXDECCLare, Dr1usquam ad magısterıum In dıcta scıentia presententur And In sımılar

In 1 344 from Clement VI behalf of of St Denıs, IL,
#1093) "necnon lıbros ententiarum laudabılıter, jJam Sıt in SsecCundo MNO inclusıve
DOSL eandem ecturamTI-IEQUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  203  generalship of William of Cremona”. But if one dates his baccalaureate  later, in the late 1320s or early 1330s, then what appears to be a delay in  promotion to the magisterium becomes more understandable. Parisian stat-  utes in the 1320s and 1330s required a minimum six-year period between  reading the Sentences and promotion to the magisterium, during which  time the formed bachelor was expected to be in residence at Paris and to  participate in disputations*. Since there is no evidence that Massa sought  or obtained a papal exemption from this rule (i.e., promotion ex gratia), as  many others did during the pontificate of John XXII, we may assume that  the rule applied to him. The normal waiting period may have been delayed  even more by papal intervention in the process of appointments to read the  Sentences and promotion to the magisterium at Paris. Since only one  bachelor in a religious order could read the Sentences in any one academic  year, and since promotion to the magisterium by any means entailed an  obligation of regency (at least for the better part of an academic year) and  residency (part of which could be fulfilled as magister non regens), every  papal insertion into the sequence of candidates established by the general  cChapter of the order meant a delay in the advancement of someone else.  Despite the attempts of the Augustinian order to ensure that promotions  per litteram or per bullam did not disadvantage those seeking promotion  rigorose, these interventions probably did cause delays. The records of the  Augustinian general chapters during the later years of John’s pontificate  attest to the tensions caused by papal intervention. And it was probably to  accommodate the needs of candidates in the religious orders that during  the 1332-1334 period John attempted to bend Parisian practice by pressur-  ing the chancellor to allow designated mendicants to read the Sentences  during the summer vacation, beginning as soon as the one reading during  the academic year could be persuaded to "complete" his lectures.  Neither the six-year rule nor the interposing of other candidates can  explain a delay of more than twelve years between the baccalaureate and  3 TRAPP, Augustinian Theology, 170-73.  % In a letter of 1323 requesting promotion ex gratia of Pierre Roger (later Clement  VI), John XXII referred to the six-year rule, CUP II, 272, #822: "Non obstantibus quod a  tempore lecture sue libri Sententiarum sex annorum spatium minime sit elapsum, per  quorum spatium de consuetudine seu statuto ejusdem studii debent, ut dicitur, bacalarıi  expectare, priusquam ad magisterium in dicta scientia presententur ....” And in a similar  letter in 1344 from Clement VI on behalf of Bertaud of St. Denis, CUP II, 551-52,  #1093): "necnon libros Sententiarum laudabiliter, cum jam sit in secundo anno inclusive  post eandem lecturam .... Non obstantibus quod a tempore lecture sue libri Sententiarum  sex annorum spacium minime sit elapsum, per quorum spatium de consuetudine seu  statuto ejusdem studii debent, ut dicitur, bacalarıi expectare, priusquam ad magisterium in  dicta scientia presententur ...."Non obstantıbus quod I[CeMDOTEC lecture SUC ıbrı Sententiarum
SCX ANNOTUM spacıum mınıme S1it elapsum, DCI O] spatıum de cOonsuetudıne SCH

ejusdem studı1 nt, ul dıcıtur, bacalarıı CXDpeClare, priusquam ad magısterıum in
dıcta scıentia |9)TI-IEQUAESTIONES IN SENTENTIAS OF MICHAEL DE MASSA  203  generalship of William of Cremona”. But if one dates his baccalaureate  later, in the late 1320s or early 1330s, then what appears to be a delay in  promotion to the magisterium becomes more understandable. Parisian stat-  utes in the 1320s and 1330s required a minimum six-year period between  reading the Sentences and promotion to the magisterium, during which  time the formed bachelor was expected to be in residence at Paris and to  participate in disputations*. Since there is no evidence that Massa sought  or obtained a papal exemption from this rule (i.e., promotion ex gratia), as  many others did during the pontificate of John XXII, we may assume that  the rule applied to him. The normal waiting period may have been delayed  even more by papal intervention in the process of appointments to read the  Sentences and promotion to the magisterium at Paris. Since only one  bachelor in a religious order could read the Sentences in any one academic  year, and since promotion to the magisterium by any means entailed an  obligation of regency (at least for the better part of an academic year) and  residency (part of which could be fulfilled as magister non regens), every  papal insertion into the sequence of candidates established by the general  cChapter of the order meant a delay in the advancement of someone else.  Despite the attempts of the Augustinian order to ensure that promotions  per litteram or per bullam did not disadvantage those seeking promotion  rigorose, these interventions probably did cause delays. The records of the  Augustinian general chapters during the later years of John’s pontificate  attest to the tensions caused by papal intervention. And it was probably to  accommodate the needs of candidates in the religious orders that during  the 1332-1334 period John attempted to bend Parisian practice by pressur-  ing the chancellor to allow designated mendicants to read the Sentences  during the summer vacation, beginning as soon as the one reading during  the academic year could be persuaded to "complete" his lectures.  Neither the six-year rule nor the interposing of other candidates can  explain a delay of more than twelve years between the baccalaureate and  3 TRAPP, Augustinian Theology, 170-73.  % In a letter of 1323 requesting promotion ex gratia of Pierre Roger (later Clement  VI), John XXII referred to the six-year rule, CUP II, 272, #822: "Non obstantibus quod a  tempore lecture sue libri Sententiarum sex annorum spatium minime sit elapsum, per  quorum spatium de consuetudine seu statuto ejusdem studii debent, ut dicitur, bacalarıi  expectare, priusquam ad magisterium in dicta scientia presententur ....” And in a similar  letter in 1344 from Clement VI on behalf of Bertaud of St. Denis, CUP II, 551-52,  #1093): "necnon libros Sententiarum laudabiliter, cum jam sit in secundo anno inclusive  post eandem lecturam .... Non obstantibus quod a tempore lecture sue libri Sententiarum  sex annorum spacium minime sit elapsum, per quorum spatium de consuetudine seu  statuto ejusdem studii debent, ut dicitur, bacalarıi expectare, priusquam ad magisterium in  dicta scientia presententur ...."



204

Massa’s N achelor at the time of hıs ea We probably
lookıng, therefore, al textual Jegacy that includes pre-Parısıan Lectura
lectorıs (c 3724 Sqg.), Parısıan Lectura haccalaurıl (C 1332 ın 1g of
hıs academıc rank and place of residence al the time of hıs ea 1ın
and poss1bly questi1ons that derıve from later SUOUICEC rev1is1ıon (C 333
57) It 1S thiıs last problem that NO turn

CONTENT VAT. LAT. 087

Unlıke Massa’s In prımum sententiarum, h1s ar Y book
of the Sentences iın Vat lat 1087 contaıns quest1ons derıved from

dıfferent academiı1c OCCAas10ons ÖT per1 in the dıtorıial PTOCC5SS. Portions of
that manuscrI1pt referred h1ıs Lectura Ordinarıa 0)8 Opus ordına-
L1IU. ıle other sect1o0ns desiıgnated d addıtiones and, for [W:  ®)

quest1ons, quaestiones extraordinariae®. Tapp discussed these dıifferent
tEeXT unıts at SOMNNC ljength, believing that Massa intentionally constructed h1s
quest1ons the Sentences, CVECIMN the pre-Parısıan vers10n, A dıstinct IX

un1ıts. rapp viewed the term ODUS ordinarıum ds Massa’s title for his
Lectura lectorIis, cComposed before he became acheloOor al Parıs urıng

35 The lectura Oordinarıa AI only NCC in Vat. lat. 1087, 25va (“"quia de
talı entitate fuınt quaestio proposito In ectura ordınarıa secundum sententiarum
quaestione quıinta In unıverso ) and refers 34ra, 1C. although the first
question In that sect10n, 1S the fifth questi1on of OSse esignat' ODUS ordinarıum, the
fiırst four appearıng {f. Tra-1/vb The term ODUS ordinarıum AaDDCAIS 52rb ("Sed
antecedens fuıt probatum in ]% ordinarıo CIrca PrTINCIDIUM secundı sententiarum
quaestione Ila: Utrum eus possıt alıquıid de OVO creare ); 53va ere in tertia
dıfficultate princıpalıs quaestion1s D secundum sententiarum in ordinarı0");
61lrb (”exposıtum funt 1rca princıp1um prımae quaestion1s D SeCUNdO sententiarum In
ODEIC ordinarıo”); 68va (“et 1istam dıffiıcultatem 'aC! ın ODETE ordınarıo In materıa de
angelıs" secti1on that goL added); 01vb (“multiplicıter probavı quaestione
prıma dıfficultate secunda in UDCIC ordinarıo SUDCI secundo TO sententiarum ” ); Y4vb
(..DEC tamen dıfficultatem stam intendo pertraclare UnNc ad MAaCSCHS, sed pertractabo in
materı1a de angelıs In ODCIC ordinarıo SUDCI secundum 1brum sententharum agaın, In
the future Nnse All ese Cross-references, includıng the reference the ectura
ordinarıa, OUN! In the addıtiones, NOL In the ODUS ordiınarıum

The addıtiones dl in Vat. lat. 1087, 51vb A CrOss-referencCe from
secti1on of the ODUS ordınarıum question ın the addıtiones: x  INn addıtionıbus, quaesti0-

prima: Utrum creatio CHO sıt alıquıs absolutus IintrnseCus Ips1 Deo” But that
tiıtle also internally wıthın the addıtiones; Olrb: A  quıa tamen de 1sta materıa
tractavı materı1a S1' el dıffuse super1us In quaestione in 1U 0N1DUS Utrum videlicet
Deus pOossıt facere creaturam QuUaC ure!l PCT UNICUmM instans tantum ;  x Item
per1us in PTINCIPIO addıtıonum In materı1a de creatione INn quaestione lla: trum204  W.J. COURTENAY  Massa’s status as bachelor at the time of his death. We are probably  looking, therefore, at a textual legacy that includes a pre-Parisian Lectura  lectoris (c. 1324 sqgq.), a Parisian Lectura baccalaurii (c. 1332 in light of  his academic rank and place of residence at the time of his death in 1337),  and possibly questions that derive from a later source or revision (c. 1333-  37). It is to this last problem that I now turn.  THE CONTENT OF VAT. LAT. 1087  Unlike Massa’s In primum sententiarum, his commentary on book  II of the Sentences in Vat. lat. 1087 contains questions derived from  different academic occasions or periods in the editorial process. Portions of  that manuscript are referred to as his Lectura ordinaria or Opus ordina-  rıum  k 35  ‚ while other sections are designated as additiones and, for two  questions, quaestiones extraordinariae*. Trapp discussed these different  text units at some length, believing that Massa intentionally constructed his  questions on the Sentences, even the pre-Parisian version, as distinct text  units. Trapp viewed the term opus ordinarium as Massa’s title for his  Lectura lectoris, composed before he became a bachelor at Paris. During  3 The term lectura ordinaria appears only once in Vat. lat. 1087, f. 25va ("quia de  tali entitate fuit quaestio a proposito in lectura ordinaria super secundum sententiarum  quaestione quinta in universo”) and refers to q. 5 on f. 34ra, which, although the first  question in that section, is the fifth question of those designated as opus ordinarium, the  first four appearing on ff. 1ra-17vb. The term opus ordinarium appears on f. 52rb ("Sed  antecedens fuit probatum in opere ordinario circa principium secundi sententiarum  quaestione illa: Utrum Deus possit aliquid de novo creare”); f. 53va ("quaere eas in tertia  difficultate principalis quaestionis super secundum sententiarum in opere ordinario"); f.  61rb ("expositum fuit circa principium primae quaestionis super secundo sententiarum in  opere ordinario"); f. 68va ("et istam difficultatem tractabo in opere ordinario in materia de  angelis” — a section that never got added); f. 91vb ("multipliciter probavi quaestione  prima difficultate secunda in opere ordinario super secundo libro sententiarum"); f. 94vb  ("nec tamen difficultatem istam intendo pertractare nunc ad praesens, sed pertractabo in  materia de angelis in opere ordinario super secundum librum sententiarum" — again, in  the future tense). All these cross-references, including the reference to the lectura  ordinaria, are found in the additiones, not in the opus ordinarium itself.  3% The term additiones appears in Vat. lat. 1087, f. 5S1vb as a cross-reference from a  section of the opus ordinarium to a question in the additiones: "in additionibus, quaestio-  ne prima: Utrum creatio actio sit actus aliquis absolutus intrinsecus ipsi Deo". But that  title also occurs internally within the additiones; e.g. f. 91rb: "quia tamen de ista materia  tractavi a materia [sic] et diffuse superius in quaestione 9 in additionibus: Utrum videlicet  Deus possit facere creaturam quae duret per unicum instans tantum”; f. 131vb: "Item su-  "  perius in principio additionum in materia de creatione in quaestione illa: Utrum ....  Within the sequence of additional questions, the two on duration are called quaestiones  extraordinariae.Wıthın the of addıtional questions, the [WO duratıon called quaestiones
extraordinarıae.



THE QUAESTIONES SENTENTIAS ICHAELL 205

the VCar before hıis YCar bıiennı1um N Parısian Sententarıus, and
probably continuing 1ıle he read at Parıs, Massa supposedly
ser1es of 11C quest1ons that became his addıtiones. ccording Tapp,
the phrases sexternı extraordinarıl and quaestiones extraordinarıiae
sımply other EXpress1i0ns for these addıitiones. Ihe implication of thıs VIEW
1s that all text unıts WOU. have been produced eıther eIOre Massa
became achelor of eology urıng his YCar OT VCAaIrS N sSententarıus.

0)81% pO1Nt, however, Trapp suggested that SOMEC of the addıtional
quest1ons m1g derıve from quaestiones disputatae?'.

Another VIEW 18, however, possıble. Nowhere 0€6Ss Massa usec the
phrase Lectura lectori1s. He does uUsec the eXpress10ns Lectura ordinarıia and
ODUS ordinarium. In 1g of the fact that In un1ıversıity Oordinatio Wäas
the T applıed the version of work revised and edıted for publiıca-
t10n, ıt 18 unlıkely that Massa WOUuU IN such eXpression refer DIC-
baccalaureate questi1ons the Sentences. It 15 INOTC lıkely that Massa

Dy that title eıther hıs TIst revised version of h1s sentential
questi1ons from h1s Parısıan baccalaureate, al least the "offic1i1al” vers1o0n
presented as sententiarıus It 1$ important nNOote ın this regarı that Massa

refers h1s ar y book d hIs OD ordinarium. Only
substantıal portion of h1is questions DOO 11{ eferred ın that
anneT. And that portion dates after :326; SIince exander of Elp1d10 15
eferred 4S "reverendus magıster bonae memorTIlae ||38.

the Same time, both Massa’s Commentarıes books and 11
refer [E XT1 unıts SCDaTaALE from the maın body of those works. In the Casec
of book L, these addıtional IC unıts eferred N sextern]
extraordinaril, presumably meanıng quıres contaınıng ONEC INOIC
questi1ons that WEeIC NOTL of the orıgınal text  39 One of these references
1$ 102 question the Irınıty that Was probably have been

of boo The ther 1S reference questi1ons motion that MAaYy be
referring materıal eventually nclude': in book II

TIhe quaestiones extraordinariae that SUrVive aATC OUuUnNn! only 1n
book I, belong together wıth the additiones, and IMaVY ell be
chronologically the last questi1ons wrıtten, N the Namne Whether

I RAPP, Massa, 111
Vat. lat. 1087 07vyb (at the beginning of queétions that belong the OD

ordinarium). exander dıed in 1326
39 Bologna, Unıv. 2214, Ta "De alııs CIO trıbus quaestionıbus mot1is 1rca 1stam

distinctionem requıre In SsexXternıs extraordıinarılis in quıbus succıncte teug1
dıfficultatum." [Ibıd., 210vb and Bologna, Colleg1i0 dı Spagna 4  '9 73vb "De ma
quaestione, scılıcet verbum in dıvyıinıs dicatur notionalıter, dıcetur In SECXIErNO
extraordınarıo, ubı quod dıcıtur notionalıter."
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NOL these later quest1ons derıve from dıfferent academiıc CONTEXT, such
4S questi1ons Arıstotle’s Physics, they WEeEeIC wrıtten after the inıtıal
questl1ons book I1 of the Sentences”. oug iın the form ın 1
they Survıve they WEIC esigne redesigned 4A5 ona quest1ons
the Sentences, 1t 15 unclear whether theıir fusıon 1IntOo ON volume Wäas

Massa’s plan Was assembly that took place after h1s ea All SS-

references the Aaddıtiones that specıfy Ocatıon wiıthın the Same

volume, N indicated by Super1Us, internal the addıtiones and do NnOT

indıcate whether the Aaddıtiones WE be Oun ın wıth the ODUS
ordinarıum. In fact, al ONC point in the Aaddıtiones ( Vat. lat. 1087, V
those quest1ons esCT1DE! AS separate work: "”S1Cut dıctum fuıt
super1us, quaestione el quaestione 1St1us operI1s iın PTINC1P10,
presumably distinguısh it {rom hıs ODUS ordinarıum. cshould also be
noted that the first ZTOUD of addıtional quest1ons (If. 17v-34v) has MAanYy
internal references itself N eıng 1n eren Darts of ON "sextern . But
al the time the addıtional questi1ons WEIC eing el the OD ordinarıum
Was a1sSO undergoing rev1s10n, nOL all of IC OUunN! 1ts WaY into the
Vatıcan manuscrı1pt. Iwıce Massa referred h1ıs quest1ons angels (ın
the future tense!) that WEIC have been of the ODUS ordinarıum.

The questi1ons that Ooncentrat! 1SSUES ın physıcs, prıimarıly
quest1ons motion and time, belong the addıtiones and WEeIC

wrıtten after the sententlial questi1ons book It 15 ın these questi1ons
that find the references the ()ecamistae and Ockhamist physıics
TIhe inclusıon fusıon of these questions wıthın the body of Massa’s In
secundum sententiarum, 1C have been incomplete PTOCCSS
al the time of h1s ea and Was left, Tapp suggested, later scr1be
(JI editor, makes ıt lıkely that these later quest1ons belong the last
of Massa’s ıte Datıng both the editorlial PTOCCSS d ell 4A5 Massa’s
quest1ons In 1ELONLDUS the elps explaın Why, ap from the
undatable reference Massa Dy James of Pamıers, Massa’s In prımum
sententiarum 1$ nNnOL cıted Dy other authors until Gregory of Rımin1 dıd
ın 1342, and why Massa’s In secundum sententiarum, in state of rev1sıon

Wäas NOL unusual for mendicants INn the per10d between the lectures the
Sentences and promotıon the doctorate ecture. stotle. am ’ s questions
Aristotle’s Physıics ong thıs per10d In hıs CaICcClI, do those of Hugolıno of ÖOrvıeto:
Cf. Der Physikkommentar Hugolins Von Orvieto ESA (Berlın,
ere other 111StanCEes of fourteenth-century authors, for example Walter Chatton,
Incorporatıng nNto theır Sentences commentarıes questions derıved from dısputatiıons; cf.

ROWN, alter Chatton’ s 'Lectura‘ and Wılliam of Ockham s Quaestiones In
Libros Physıcorum Aristotelis’ , In ESSays Honoring Allan Wolter, ed. FRANK
and (St. Bonaventure, al



HE QUAESTIO. SENTENTIAS ICHALL 207

at the time of hıs ea WasSs cC1ıted Dy AaNyONC. It also explaıns why
the Content of Massa’s In secundum sententiarum, especılally the sect1ons
entitled by Massa iımself ASs the additiones, reflect COntroverslies that,
according all other evıdence, became COMNCEIN al Parıs In the m1d-to-
ate Michael de Massa IMaYy ST1 be the earhest evıidence of those
CONCETNS, but that evidence AapPCATsS be much closer the events of
1339-41 than previously hought

Madıson, Wısconsın ıllıam OURTENAY


