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Lyra Viol Ecclesiastica: 
A Neglected Manuscript Source in 
Archbishop Marsh’s Library, Dublin 

 
JOHN CUNNINGHAM 

 
Founded in 1701, Archbishop Narcissus Marsh’s Library was the first public 
library in Ireland. Located just behind St Patrick’s Cathedral, Dublin, today the 
library houses over 25,000 items, including over 100 music manuscripts and 
printed books. Over the last few decades several specialists in seventeenth-
century English music have researched parts of the collection;1 Richard 
Charteris’s published catalogue of the music items will be familiar to many 
readers.2 The main interest among these musicologists has been in the consort 
music sources, and several important manuscripts in Marsh’s Library remain 
unexplored. One such source is found among the fascicles of a large 
guardbook, shelved at Z3.4.13. The volume mostly contains miscellaneous 
consort music (scores and parts) by early seventeenth-century English 
composers such as William Lawes, Simon Ives, John Coprario, and 
Christopher Simpson. Some of the Z3.4.13 fascicles have been discussed in 
print;3 however, one important fascicle, a manuscript containing lyra viol 
ensemble music, remains relatively unexplored, despite being one of few such 
sources to have survived.  

The lyra viol repertoire is substantial and varied, as even a cursory glance 
through the VdGS Index will demonstrate.4 A popular solo instrument 
throughout much of the seventeenth century, the lyra viol was also used for 
song accompaniment, and in consort with other lyras or with other 
instruments.5 There are over 75 surviving manuscript sources containing lyra 

                                                 
* I am grateful to Dr Muriel McCarthy, Keeper of Marsh’s Library, and the staff of Marsh’s 

Library, for their hospitality during several visits and for permission to reproduce images from 
the collection. 

1 R. Charteris, ‘Consort Music Manuscripts in Archbishop Marsh’s Library, Dublin’, Royal 
Musical Association Research Chronicle [RMARC], 13 (1976), 27-63; R. Charteris, ‘Music 
Manuscripts and Books Missing from Archbishop Marsh’s Library, Dublin’, Music & Letters, 61 
(1980), 310-317; J. Irving, ‘Two Consort Manuscripts from Oxford and Dublin: Their Copying 
and a Possible Redating’, The Consort, 43 (1987), 41-49; R. Charteris, ‘New Information about 
some of the Consort Music Manuscripts in Archbishop Marsh’s Library, Dublin’, The Consort, 
43 (1987), 38-39; R. Thompson, ‘A Further Look at the Consort Music Manuscripts in 
Archbishop Marsh’s Library, Dublin’, Chelys, 24 (1995), 3-18. 

2 R. Charteris (compiler), Music in Marsh’s Library, Dublin (Clifden, 1982). 
3 For an excellent overview of the sources, and a detailed exegesis of several sections of 

Z3.4.13, see Thompson, ‘A Further Look’, op. cit.; the George Jeffreys autograph fascicle has 
been discussed in J. Wainwright, Musical Patronage in Seventeenth-Century England: Christopher, First 
Baron Hatton (1605-1670) (Aldershot, 1997), 151-152 and 422. 

4 The Viola da Gamba Society of Great Britain: Thematic Index of Music for Viols, comp. G. Dodd, 
rev. A. Ashbee (n.p., on-line edition 2008; updated 2009): 
<http://www.vdgs.org.uk/publications-ThematicIndex.html> 
5 For a succinct introduction to the lyra viol, see J. Jenkins, The Lyra Viol Consorts, ed. F. 

Traficante, Recent Researches in the Music of the Baroque Era [RRMBE], 67-68 (Madison, 
WI, 1992). 
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viol music, the vast majority of which are English in origin.6 In addition, 18 
books containing lyra viol music were printed in England in the seventeenth 
century.7 Ten were printed between 1601 and 1615, the rest were printed 
between 1651 and 1682. Most of the surviving sources contain solo music. 
After Alfonso Ferrabosco’s Lessons for 1. 2. and 3. Viols (London, 1609) no lyra 
viol trios were printed in England. No duets were printed after William 
Corkine’s The Second Book of Ayres (London, 1612); after Robert Taylor’s Sacred 
Hymns (London, 1615) no lyra viol music was printed in England until John 
Playford’s A Musicall Banquet (London, 1651). Thus, from the second decade of 
the century lyra viol music was disseminated through manuscripts, many of 
which have not survived or, in the case of ensemble sources, survive 
incomplete.8 Of the surviving manuscripts, only a dozen or so contain 
ensemble music, and most of these lack at least one partbook. The 
interrelationships (and lack thereof) between the sources confirm that many 
more have not survived, a fact frustratingly reinforced by references to lost 
manuscripts in several auction catalogues from the late seventeenth and early 
eighteenth centuries.9 

An important feature of the ensemble lyra viol repertoire is the essentially 
egalitarian relationship between the parts. In other words, the constituent parts 
of duets and trios are usually relatively complete harmonically and rhythmically, 
and are often capable of being performed as solos. This point is aptly 
demonstrated in the preface to Thomas Ford’s Musicke of Sundrie Kindes 
(London, 1607), where Ford describes his duets as ‘Pavens, Galiardes, 
Almaines, Toies, Jigges, Thumpes and such like to two Basse-viols, the Liera-
way, so made as the greatest number may serve to play alone’.10 A consequence 
of this feature of the repertoire is that many constituent parts of lyra viol duets 
and trios were also disseminated (and survive unidentified) as solos.  

                                                 
6 See F. Traficante, ‘Music for Lyra Viol: Manuscript Sources’, Chelys, 8 (1978–79), 4-22. 

Although in need of updating, Traficante’s list is the most complete currently available; see also 
A. Otterstedt, Die Englische Lyra-Viol: Instrument und Technik (Kassel, 1989), 250-267 (largely 
derived from Traficante’s lists).  

7 Listed in F. Traficante, ‘Music for the Lyra Viol: The Printed Sources’, Lute Society Journal, 
8 (1966), 7–24; reprinted in Journal of the Viola da Gamba Society of America [JVdGSA], 5 (1968), 
16–33. 

8 Throughout this article ‘lyra viol ensemble’ refers to consorts of lyras (i.e. duets and trios), 
rather than ensembles which include a lyra viol (i.e. lyra consort).  

9 See H. Playford, ‘A Curious COLLECTION of Musick-Books, Both VOCAL and 
INSTRUMENTAL’ (London, 1690) (GB-Lbl, Harl. 5936/nos. 419-420); ‘Britton Catalogue’, 
reproduced in J. Hawkins, A General History of the Science and Practice of Music, 2 vols (1776; repr. 
1877 and 1969), ii. 792-793; R. Andrewes, ‘Hidden Treasure in Gloucester?’, VdGS Bulletin, 28 
(January, 1968), 13-14. For Playford catalogues, see W. C. Smith, ‘Playford: Some Hitherto 
Unnoticed Catalogues of Early Music’, The Musical Times, 67 (1926), 636-639, 701-704; L. Coral, 
‘A John Playford Advertisement’, Royal Musical Association Research Chronicle, 5 (1965), 1-12; and 
R. Thompson, ‘Manuscript Music in Purcell’s London’, Early Music, 23 (1995), 605-618. A 
fairly comprehensive appendix containing a list of references to the lyra viol in English sources 
1593-1749 (including sale catalogues) can be found in F. Traficante, ‘Lyra Viol Music? A 
Semantic Puzzle’, in John Jenkins and his Time: Studies in English Consort Music, ed. A. Ashbee and 
P. Holman (Oxford, 1996), 335-351. 

10 The lyra viol duets are edited in Thomas Ford: Lyra Viol Duets, ed. O. Timofeyev, RRMBE, 
90 (Madison, WI, 1998), which also includes a facsimile of the title page.  
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It is clear that our understanding of ensemble lyra viol music is greatly 
hampered by the poor survival rate of the sources. Historical accident has 
undoubtedly played its part; however, the poor survival of sources may also be 
explained by the close relationship between the solo and ensemble repertories. 
I have argued elsewhere that the lack of sources may be in part an indication 
that much of the repertoire was improvised or arranged from solo pieces, used 
as the basis for extemporized or informally composed contrepartie settings.11 
(The term contrepartie is generally used to describe a second lute part added to a 
pre-existing solo lute piece; most French baroque lute duets were composed in 
this manner.12) Examples of contreparties are found in several genres of English 
music from the first quarter or so of the seventeenth century.13 There are 
several potential examples of contreparties in Ferrabosco’s Lessons, perhaps the 
most important early printed collection of lyra viol music. As we shall also see 
throughout this paper, the evidence suggests that contreparties—composed and 
improvised—played a significant role in the development of the ensemble lyra 
viol repertoire.  

The main difficulty with the few surviving ensemble sources is that they are 
generally incomplete, lacking at least one partbook; this naturally limits the 
information we can glean from them, and fosters a correlative lack of interest 
among musicologists. One such manuscript is found among the various 
sections of Z3.4.13 in Marsh’s Library. As noted, Z3.4.13 is a large guardbook; 
it comprises several miscellaneous leaves and eight distinct manuscript 
fascicles: Table 1. 

Section  Folios Description  

Miscellaneous 
leaves  

1-4v Miscellaneous leaves containing consort music parts 

Fascicle 1 5-6v Miscellaneous keyboard scores 
Fascicle 2 7-12v Organ part (score): Simon Ives, four-part fantasias 
Fascicle 3 13-32v Ensemble lyra viol [one part only] 
Fascicle 4 33-47 Continuo parts: four-part pieces by Ives, Jenkins, 

Ward, Ferrabosco II 
Fascicle 5 47v-59v Three-part scores: George Jeffreys, fantasias 
Fascicle 6 60-64 Bass parts: Christopher Simpson’s ‘Seasons’  
Fascicle 7 64v-71v Continuo parts: Christopher Simpson’s ‘Seasons’ 
Fascicle 8 72-101v Organ part (score): Coprario, five-part fantasias 

 

Table 1. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13: outline of the complete guardbook14 

Referring to the rather random selection of unrelated music in the guardbook, 
Richard Charteris described it as ‘a testament, on the one hand to the skill of 

                                                 
11 See J. Cunningham, ‘“Let Them be Lusty, Smart-Speaking Viols”: William Lawes and the 

Lyra Viol Trio’, JVdGSA, 43 (2006), 32-68.  
12 See D. Buch, ‘On the Authorship of William Lawes’s Suite for Two Lutes’, Journal of the Lute 

Society of America, 16 (1983), 12-14. 
13 Cunningham, ‘Lawes and the Lyra Viol Trio’, op. cit., 38-40. 
14 For an inventory of the entire guardbook, see Charteris, Music in Marsh’s Library, op. cit., 

112-118.  
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the binder, and on the other hand to his lack of knowledge about music’.15 The 
repertoire preserved in Z3.4.13 as a whole is likely to be representative of the 
kind of music performed at Narcissus Marsh’s weekly music meetings, which 
he held in Oxford between 1666 and 1678 (see below). If so, it is intriguing to 
imagine lyra viol ensemble music also being performed at such meetings. 

The volume was bound in its present form sometime before 1889,16 
presumably with the intention of preserving any unbound miscellaneous music 
manuscripts that could not be readily identified (and that lacked one or more 
parts). The lyra viol fascicle (the focus of this article) is a large oblong folio 
manuscript, measuring c286 x 217mm. The watermark is the Norman ‘Grapes’ 
type often found in music manuscripts from the first quarter or so of the 
seventeenth century.17 The pages are uniformly ruled with a six-line, three-stave 
rastrum: there are six staves per page, with ruled margins on both sides.18 It is 
unclear whether one or two companion partbooks are lacking,19 and relatively 
few concordances are known to supplement the lost parts. The identity of the 
copyist is also unknown. However, before exploring the complexities of the 
lyra viol fascicle in more detail, we should perhaps first consider how Marsh 
obtained such a manuscript. (Although the shelf number Z3.4.13 applies to the 
guardbook as a whole, in the following discussion it will be used to refer 
specifically to the lyra viol fascicle.)  

Narcissus Marsh (1638-1713) was born in Wiltshire, the youngest of five 
children.20 From the age of 16 he was educated at Oxford University. He 
received his Bachelor’s degree from Magdalen College in 1658, and in the same 
year was elected to a Wiltshire fellowship in Exeter College. He took his M.A. 
in 1660, his Bachelor of Divinity in 1667, and his Doctorate of Divinity in 
1671. According to his diary, kept between the years 1690 and 1696, Marsh 
became interested in music during his time at Oxford. Referring to the year 
1664 Marsh wrote ‘I had before this betaken myself to the practice of musick, 
especially of the Bass Viol, & after the fire of London [1666], I constantly kept 
a weekly consort (of Instrumental musick & sometimes vocal) in my chamber 
on Wednesday in the afternoon, & then on Thursday, as long as I lived in 
Oxford’.21 Marsh left Oxford in late 1678 to take up his appointment as 
provost of Trinity College, Dublin, indicating that his music meetings lasted 
for about 12 years, although Anthony Wood noted that Marsh held regular 
meetings at Exeter College from 1658. Whatever the case, Marsh’s ‘weekly 

                                                 
15 Charteris, ‘Consort Music Manuscripts’, op. cit., 31. 
16 Ibid., 31.  
17 For further information on this watermark (and illustrations), see A. Ashbee, R. 

Thompson and J. Wainwright (compilers), The Viola da Gamba Society Index of Manuscripts 
Containing Consort Music [IMCCM], vol. 1 (Aldershot, 2001), 284-285; R. Thompson, ‘Paper in 
English Music Manuscripts: 1620-1645’, in William Lawes (1602-1645): Essays on his Life, Times 
and Work, ed. A. Ashbee (Aldershot, 1998), 143-154.  

18 Following the measurement system in IMCCM, the rastral measurements are 
15(17)14(17.5)14.5(17).  

19 The VdGS Index describes it as a one partbook of an original set of two: see below.  
20 For a detailed biographical account, see M. McCarthy, ‘Marsh, Narcissus (1638-1713)’, 

ODNB (accessed 28 October 2009).  
21 Scholar Bishop: The Recollections and Diary of Narcissus Marsh, 1638-1696, ed. R. Gillespie 

(Cork, 2003), 20. Marsh’s diary begins 20 December 1690 and ends 8 December 1696. See also 
Charteris, ‘Consort Music Manuscripts’, op. cit., especially 35.  
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music meeting was the main such gathering at the University from 1666, and 
the only one after 1670’.22 There were several such music meetings in Oxford, 
where professional musicians and university graduates gathered regularly to 
play chamber music. These music meetings appear to have begun on a regular 
basis around 1642, when the court was disbanded because of the Civil War 
leaving many musicians without a regular source of income. The meetings were 
essentially a way for professional musicians to generate extra income, and seem 
to have continued with occasional interruptions throughout the rest of the 
century. The best-documented meetings were those held by the organist 
William Ellis in the 1650s, attended by Anthony Wood. By the time Wood 
became involved in 1656, Ellis was holding his meetings at his house in Broad 
Street, on the site of what is now the New Bodleian Library, first on Thursdays 
then on Tuesdays. Members of the public were charged 6d a time for the 
privilege of playing with professional musicians.23 Unlike Ellis’s meetings, we 
have no records of the musicians who attended Marsh’s meetings. Although 
Wood did note that ‘some of the company’ that attended the Ellis meetings 
also attended those held by Marsh.24  

Marsh’s interest in the bass viol roughly coincided with the first Playford 
publications of lyra viol music in the early 1650s. Indeed, according to Richard 
Charteris’s published inventory of music manuscripts and prints now missing 
from Marsh’s Library, Marsh owned a copy of the 1661 (second) edition of 
Musicks Recreation on the Viol, Lyra-way.25 Although this copy is lost, Marsh’s own 
lyra viol manuscript containing a similar repertory has survived. The 
manuscript, Z3.5.13, is dated 1666 and contains 60 pieces for solo lyra viol 
copied by Marsh and an unidentified scribe.26 Marsh was clearly also aware of 
lyra viol ensemble music; the same list of missing items includes references to 
lyra consorts by Christopher Simpson and John Jenkins.27 We do not know 
when Marsh acquired the lyra viol manuscript now bound in Z3.4.13, however, 
it seems likely that by that time it had become separated from any companion 
partbooks. If this were true, notwithstanding Marsh’s familiarity with the lyra 
viol as both a solo and ensemble instrument, we should not necessarily assume 
that he knew that Z3.4.13 actually contained music for two or possibly three 
lyra viols. Marsh may even have acquired it presuming its contents to be solos. 
There are no indications in the manuscript about the number of partbooks the 

                                                 
22 Charteris, ‘Consort Music Manuscripts’, op. cit., 35; see also B. Bellingham, ‘The musical 

circle of Anthony Wood in Oxford during the Commonwealth and Restoration’, JVdGSA, 19 
(1982), 6-70.  

23 See P. Gouk, ‘Performance Practice: Music, Medicine and Natural Philosophy in 
Interregnum Oxford’, The British Journal for the History of Science, 29/3 (1996), 257-288, especially 
277.  

24 See also P. Gouk, ‘Music’, in The History of the University of Oxford, Vol. VI: Seventeenth-
Century Oxford, ed. N. Tyacke (Oxford, 1997), 621-640.  

25 See Charteris, ‘Music Manuscripts and Books Missing from Marsh’s Library’, op. cit.. 
The volume was apparently shelved with William Lawes’s ‘Musick in 4 parts’ [the Royall 
Consort?] as they shared the same shelf number; see also Charteris, Music in Marsh’s Library, op. 
cit., 127-133.  

26 Facsimile edition: Narcissus Marsh’s Lyra Viol Book: MS Z3.5.13, ed. R. Rastall, Musical 
Sources, 10 (Clarabricken, 1978).  

27 Christopher Simpson ‘his Lyra Consort in 3 parts’; John Jenkins, ‘Ejusdem Lyra 
Consort’; see Charteris, ‘Music Manuscripts and Books Missing from Marsh’s Library’, op. cit. 
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set originally contained,28 and few pieces contain telltale silences usually 
indicating a missing part; only four pieces begin with rests, and most of the 
pieces work reasonably well as solos with little or no adaptation. Indeed, as we 
shall see, several of the pieces in Z3.4.13 were disseminated as solos and are 
found in solo lyra viol manuscripts with few substantial variants.  

Modern assessment of Z3.4.13 is hampered by the way in which it was bound 
into the guardbook; the late nineteenth-century binding does not preserve the 
lyra viol fascicle in its original order. The situation is further confused by the 
presence of two original numbering systems within the manuscript, in addition 
to the modern foliation of the entire guardbook added by Richard Andrewes in 
1968. Both numbering systems were written by the same person, which 
appears to be the copyist of the tablature. First, there are page numbers at the 
top centre of most of the pages: Figure 1. For some of the manuscript this 
pagination also serves as piece numbers, as only one piece (regardless of 
length) was copied per page. The second group of numbers relate to pieces: 
Figure 2. However, as we can see from Table 2, neither numerical sequence is 
complete. There are no page numbers on modern ff. 20-20v and 22-22v, nor 
are there are piece numbers for ff. 21-32v. The two pieces on the single leaf ff. 
22-22v contain neither page nor piece numbers. 

 

 

Fig. 1. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 29. With the permission of the Governors and 
Guardians of Marsh’s Library 

 
 
 

                                                 
28 This information could, of course, have been contained on a now lost flyleaf etc.  
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Table 2. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, ff. 13-32v: Inventory (current order) 

© = concordance(s) known  +(+) = additional part(s) known 

               Modern 
Title                                              Attribution   Folio(s)           No.      Page   Tuning  VdGS1 
Coranto By: S: I:    Ives        13  1 47 fhfhf  111/142  © ++ 
[Ayre]      [Ives]        13  2 [47] fhfhf  112/141   © ++ 
A Maske By S: I:        Ives        13v  4 48 fhfhf  113  
[Alman]    [Ives?]        13v  5 [48]  fhfhf  114  
[Alman] By: S: I:        Ives        13v-14  6 [48]  fhfhf  115  
[Mris Mary Brownes Choyce] By S: I: Ives        14  7 49 fhfhf  116/Gregorie 49 © + 
[Ayre] By S: I:          Ives       14v  8 50 fhfhf  117  
[Mrs Colliers Choice] By S: I:  Ives        14v  9 [50] fhfhf  143   © + 
An Ayre By S: I:         Ives        14v-15  10 [50] fhfhf  118/144   +  
See the Buildings By: S: I:   Ives        15  11 51 fhfhf  119   © ++ 
[Alman] By: S: I:        Ives        15  12 [51] fhfhf  120  
[Alman] By S: I:   Ives        15v  13 52 fhfhf  121  
[Ayre] By: T: G:           Gregorie  15v  14 [52] fhfhf  52/Ives 148  © ++ 
[All ye forsaken lovers] By: S: I: Ives        15v-16  15 [52] fhfhf  150   © + 
[Alman] By: S: I:   Ives        16  16 53 fhfhf  122  
[Alman] By: S: I:   Ives        16  17 [53] fhfhf  123  
Alman By R: Jo:            [Robert Johnson?,   

                     arr. Gregorie]     16v  18 54 fhfhf  9   ©  
Mr Jo: Wards Tune for 2 viols By: S: I:    

                John Ward, arr. Ives    16v  19 [54] fhfhf  124   ©  
[The Fancy] By: S: I:   Ives        17  20 55 fhfhf  125   ©  
[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        17  21 [55] fhfhf  131/Gregorie 11 © + 
[Alman] By: S: I:   Ives        17  22 [55] fhfhf  126  

                                                 
1 VdGS nos. refer to the person listed under ‘Attribution’; where two nos. are given this indicates a second part listed in the VdGS Index under a different number. For details of 
concordances, see VdGS Index.  
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[Ayre] By: T: G:    Gregorie        17v  23 56 fhfhf  55/Ives 147  © +  
Coranto By S: I:    Ives        17v  24 [56] fhfhf  127   ©  
Coranto: By: T: G:    Gregorie 18  25 57 fhfhf  56  
[Ayre]     [Gregorie?]     18  26 [57] fhfhf  57  
[Ayre] By: T: G:    Gregorie        18v  27 58 fhfhf  58  
[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        18v  28 [58] fhfhf  128   ©  
[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        18v  29 [58] fhfhf  132/Gregorie 10 © +  
Williams his Maske By: Tho: G:  Gregorie         19  30 59 fhfhf  59   ©  
A Humor by: S: I:   Ives         19v  31 60 fhfhf  129   © + 
[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        20  32  fhfhf  130/146   +  
An Ayre By: T: G:   Gregorie       20v  33  fhfhf  35   ©  
An Ayre By: T: G:   Gregorie        20v  34  fhfhf  48   © + 
[Ayre; fragment]     [Gregorie?]    20v  35  [fhfhf]  --- 
[Coranto]      [Anon.]         21   46 ffhfh  9101  
Mrs Anne Forrists Choice / S: I:  Ives        21  3 [46] fhfhf  145     + 
[Saraband]    [Anon.]          21v   45 ffhfh  9102 
Coranto By: W: L:    Lawes        22    fhfhf  541  
Allman By: S: I:    Ives         22v    fhfhf  149/Gregorie 34 © +++  
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          23   44 ffhfh  9103 
[Galliard]    [Anon.]          23v   43 ffhfh  9166   © + 
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          24   42 ffhfh  9104 
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          24v   41 ffhfh  9105 
[Alman]                [Ferrabosco] 25   1 fefhf  115   © +  
[Alman]    [Anon.]          25v   2 fefhf  8221  
[Galliard]           [Ferrabosco] 26   3 fefhf  117   © + 
[Galliard]    [Anon.]          26v   4 fefhf  8222   
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          27   5 fefhf  8223  
[Alman]                       [Ferrabosco] 27v   6 fefhf  118   © + 
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          28   7 fefhf  8224  
[Alman]    [Anon.]           28v   8 fefhf  8225  
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[Galliard]    [Anon.]         29   9 fefhf  8226  
[Alman]    [Anon.]          29v   10 fefhf  8227  
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          30   11 fefhf  8228  
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          30v   12 fefhf  8229  
[Alman]    [Anon.]          31   13 fefhf  8230  

[Unused page]                       31v   14  
    [Unused page]                 32   15  
    [Unused page]               32v   16  
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Fig. 2. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 23. With the permission of the Governors and 
Guardians of Marsh’s Library  

 
 
 

 

The obvious conclusion to be drawn is that the copyist paginated most of the 
manuscript before much, if any, of the music was copied. The leaf with neither 
page nor piece numbers was presumably a late addition and should be 
appended after p. 60 (modern f. 19v); the continuation of piece no. 31 from p. 
60 onto the next unnumbered page (f. 20) shows that the copyist did not 
paginate after 60, although there were at least two further leaves in the 
manuscript. By rearranging the manuscript according to these numbering 
systems we can now see its original order: Table 3. The rather confused present 
order of the manuscript even led Richard Charteris to conclude that the first 
folio was missing,29 whereas it was simply misplaced within the modern 
binding. However, rather than demonstrating the binder’s ‘lack of knowledge 
about music’, the manuscript was bound within the guardbook in a logical 
order: first the large section of numbered pieces (nos 1-35), then the section 
with page numbers, and finally the unused pages. 

 

 

 

                                                 
29 Charteris, Music in Marsh’s Library, op. cit., 113.  
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Table 3. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, ff. 13-32v: Inventory (original order) 

© = concordance(s) known  +(+) = additional part(s) known  

                Modern 
Title                                       Attribution    Folio(s)         No.      Page    Tuning      VdGS1   
[Alman]                [Ferrabosco] 25   1 fefhf  115   © +  
[Alman]    [Anon.]          25v   2 fefhf  8221  
[Galliard]           [Ferrabosco] 26   3 fefhf  117   © + 
[Galliard]    [Anon.]          26v   4 fefhf  8222    
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          27   5 fefhf  8223  
[Alman]                       [Ferrabosco] 27v   6 fefhf  118   © + 
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          28   7 fefhf  8224  
[Alman]    [Anon.]           28v   8 fefhf  8225  
[Galliard]    [Anon.]         29   9 fefhf  8226  
[Alman]    [Anon.]          29v   10 fefhf  8227  
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          30   11 fefhf  8228  
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          30v   12 fefhf  8229  
[Alman]    [Anon.]          31   13 fefhf  8230  

[Unused page]                       31v   14  
    [Unused page]                 32   15  
    [Unused page]               32v   16  

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          24v   41 ffhfh  9105 
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          24   42 ffhfh  9104 
[Galliard]    [Anon.]          23v   43 ffhfh  9166   © + 
[Pavan]     [Anon.]          23   44 ffhfh  9103 
[Saraband]    [Anon.]          21v   45 ffhfh  9102 
[Coranto]      [Anon.]         21   46 ffhfh  9101  

                                                 
1 VdGS nos. refer to the person listed under ‘Attribution’; where two nos. are given this indicates a second part listed in the VdGS Index under a different number. For details of 
concordances, see VdGS Index.  
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Mrs Anne Forrists Choice / S: I:  Ives        21  3 [46] fhfhf  145     + 
Coranto By: S: I:    Ives        13  1 47 fhfhf  111/142  © ++ 
[Ayre]      [Ives]        13  2 [47] fhfhf  112/141   © ++ 
A Maske By S: I:        Ives        13v  4 48 fhfhf  113  
[Alman]    [Ives?]        13v  5 [48]  fhfhf  114  
[Alman] By: S: I:        Ives        13v-14  6 [48]  fhfhf  115  
[Mris Mary Brownes Choyce] By S: I: Ives        14  7 49 fhfhf  116/Gregorie 49 © + 
[Ayre] By S: I:          Ives       14v  8 50 fhfhf  117  
[Mrs Colliers Choice] By S: I:  Ives        14v  9 [50] fhfhf  143   © ++ 
An Ayre By S: I:         Ives        14v-15  10 [50] fhfhf  118/144   +  
See the Buildings By: S: I:   Ives        15  11 51 fhfhf  119   © ++ 
[Alman] By: S: I:        Ives        15  12 [51] fhfhf  120  
[Alman] By S: I:   Ives        15v  13 52 fhfhf  121  
[Ayre] By: T: G:           Gregorie  15v  14 [52] fhfhf  52/Ives 148  © + 
[All ye forsaken lovers] By: S: I: Ives        15v-16  15 [52] fhfhf  150   © + 
[Alman] By: S: I:   Ives        16  16 53 fhfhf  122  
[Alman] By: S: I:   Ives        16  17 [53] fhfhf  123  
Alman By R: Jo:            [Robert Johnson?,   

                     arr. Gregorie]     16v  18 54 fhfhf  9   ©  
Mr Jo: Wards Tune for 2 viols By: S: I:    

                John Ward, arr. Ives    16v  19 [54] fhfhf  124   ©  
[The Fancy] By: S: I:   Ives        17  20 55 fhfhf  125   ©  
[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        17  21 [55] fhfhf  131/Gregorie 11 © + 
[Alman] By: S: I:   Ives        17  22 [55] fhfhf  126  
[Ayre] By: T: G:    Gregorie        17v  23 56 fhfhf  55/Ives 147  © +  
Coranto By S: I:    Ives        17v  24 [56] fhfhf  127   ©  
Coranto: By: T: G:    Gregorie 18  25 57 fhfhf  56  
[Ayre]     [Gregorie?]     18  26 [57] fhfhf  57  
[Ayre] By: T: G:    Gregorie        18v  27 58 fhfhf  58  
[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        18v  28 [58] fhfhf  128   ©  
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[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        18v  29 [58] fhfhf  132/Gregorie 10 © +  
Williams his Maske By: Tho: G:  Gregorie         19  30 59 fhfhf  59   ©  
A Humor by: S: I:   Ives         19v  31 60 fhfhf  129   © + 
[Ayre] By: S: I:    Ives        20  32  fhfhf  130/146   +  
An Ayre By: T: G:   Gregorie       20v  33  fhfhf  35   ©  
An Ayre By: T: G:   Gregorie        20v  34  fhfhf  48   © + 
[Ayre; fragment]     [Gregorie?]    20v  35  [fhfhf]  --- 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Coranto By: W: L:    Lawes        22    fhfhf  541  
Allman By: S: I:    Ives         22v    fhfhf  149/Gregorie 34 © +++  
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The first folio of the manuscript in its present order (f. 13) is quite badly 
damaged, with much of the ink on the top half of the page obscured (Figure 3). 
This suggests that the manuscript spent some time in contact with a floor or 
some such before being bound into the guardbook. The stave lines on the last 
leaf (f. 32v) are also quite faded—there is no music entered—and has the same 
kind of damage as on the first leaf (f. 13): whatever the cause, this strongly 
suggests that these were the two outer pages of the manuscript for some time. 
Both of the current outer leaves also have a portion of the top right-hand 
corner torn away; the dimensions of the torn portions are similar but not 
identical. The implication is that Z3.4.13 was unbound by at least the late 
nineteenth century, which also explains why several of the pages—modern ff. 
21-24—were bound the wrong way around (i.e. verso to recto; each has an 
even page number on the verso side). With the exception of f. 21,30 the outer 
edges of these pages are cut quite close to the ruled margin (see Figure 4, and 
Figure 2, above); this indicates that they were cut out from another binding, 
and re-bound in this way because of the wider margin on the outer edge. 

 

Fig. 3. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 13. With the permission of the Governors and 
Guardians of Marsh’s Library 

From the original ordering of Z3.4.13 given in Table 3 we can see that the 
manuscript was organized by tuning, a common feature of many lyra viol 
sources (although none are identified in the manuscript).31 Only three tunings 

                                                 
30 Folio 21 is also the wrong way around, but the right-side was not cut out: only about two 

inches at the top of the right-side are torn; however, one can still see the crease of the old 
binding on the outer edge of the page. 

31 In some lyra viol sources the tunings are indicated by a table of pitches, an intervallic 
shorthand (e.g. fefhf ) or by a reference to the tuning name (e.g. ‘harp way flat’ etc.).  
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are used, the same three needed for Ferrabosco’s Lessons. The first section is in 
fefhf, commonly as ‘lyra way’ or ‘Alfonso his first way’. The second section is in 
ffhfh, generally known as ‘Alfonso way’. The final section is in fhfhf or ‘eights’ 
tuning. The tunings and the style of the pieces suggest that the much of the 
music dates to before c1625.32  

 

Fig. 4. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 22v. With the permission of the Governors and 
Guardians of Marsh’s Library 

Z3.4.13 was copied by a single scribe in at least two distinct phases.33 The first 
phase comprises the first two tuning sequences (fefhf and ffhfh), in which the 
copyist provided neither titles nor composer attributions. Three of the pieces 
in the first tuning are also found Ferrabosco’s Lessons (see Appendix, nos. 1-3); 
each contains minor variants from the printed versions (e.g. note(s) omitted 
from a multiple stop; notes played on a stopped string rather than an open 
one; minor rhythmic variants). The variants suggest that the printed edition 
was not the copy source, although it was certainly closely related to the print. 
The remaining ten pieces of the first tuning sequence are unique to Z3.4.13.34 
The six pieces in the second tuning (ffhfh) also appear to have been copied 
around the same time as the first. These pieces are stylistically similar to those 
in the first tuning section (fefhf), and all are unique to the manuscript. As can be 
seen from Figures 1-2, the hand in these two sections is careful but fluent: each 
piece is finished with a distinctive terminal barline after a repeat sign, usually 
incorporating a fermata over the double barline or final rhythm sign.  

The second copying phase comprises the third tuning section (fhfhf). This is the 
largest section of the manuscript, containing 37 pieces, one of which is 
unfinished (Example 1). With the exception of a corant by William Lawes and 

                                                 
32 For lyra viol tunings, see F. Traficante, ‘Lyra Viol Tunings: “All Ways have been Tryed to 

do It”’, Acta Musicologia, 42 (1970), 196-204.  
33 These phases denote overall periods of copying activity; there are, for example, several 

variations in the ink within these phases.  
34 None of the pieces in the first tuning section are given a time signature.  
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an alman by Simon Ives (ff. 22-22v), the pieces are numbered continuously 1-
35; the unfinished ayre is no. 35 of this sequence.  

 

Ex. 1. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 20v, no. 35: Anon., [Ayre] (fragment) 

The fhfhf section appears to have been copied some time after the first two 
tuning sections and with less attention to presentation. For example, in the 
previous two tunings only one piece was copied per page, but in this third 
tuning almost every page is filled with two or three pieces (Figure 5). 
Furthermore, the ink variations in the third tuning section suggest that it was 
copied in instalments. The sequence begins on p. 47 (modern f. 13), with nos. 
1 and 2. However, the verso side of the leaf contains only nos 4, 5 and 6. No. 3 
is actually the piece titled ‘Mrs Anne Forrists Choice’ (modern f. 21). As noted 
(but unexplained) by Charteris, this (duple-time) piece is prefaced by the 
number ‘3’. The meaning is obvious, however, when the manuscript is 
presented in its original order. The copyist clearly forgot to add the piece, so 
did the logical thing and appended it to the end of the previous page (i.e. p. 46; 
Figure 6). This is of some note, as it suggests that the copyist had a clear order 
in mind when compiling the manuscript.  

 

Fig. 5. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 18v. With the permission of the Governors and 
Guardians of Marsh’s Library  
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Fig. 6. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 21. With the permission of the Governors and 
Guardians of Marsh’s Library  

32 of the 56 pieces in Z3.4.13 are unique; 23 pieces carry no composer 
attributions in the manuscript, and many of these are unknown in other 
sources: this situation is paralleled in many ensemble lyra viol sources.35 There 
is a single piece attributed to William Lawes (‘W: L:’), and another to ‘R: Jo:’ 
(see below), and 24 are attributed to Simon Ives (‘S: I:’). Seven pieces are 
attributed to ‘T: G:’. This is presumably Thomas Gregorie, the only known lyra 
viol composer at this time fitting these initials. We know little about Gregorie. 
No connections have been established between him and the members of the 
Gregorie family that worked in the Royal Music at the English court during the 
seventeenth century.36 Gregorie seems to have been active in the first half of 
the century and composed/arranged much lyra viol music; almost 90 pieces 
have been attributed to him in the VdGS Index, most of which are duets that 
now lack one part. A significant problem with Gregorie is, however, that few 
of the pieces attributed to him are uncontested in one way or another, and 
many are attributed to him by their position in a manuscript. One suspects that 
he was more an arranger than a composer; as we shall see, however, this 
distinction is often a difficult one to maintain or even identify in the lyra viol 
repertoire.  

                                                 
35 For example, four of the five manuscript sources of lyra viol trios (US-CAh, MS Mus. 70; 

GB-HAdolmetsch, MS II.B.3; GB-Ob, MSS Mus. Sch. D.245-247; GB-Och, Mus. 531-532) 
contain a high number of unattributed pieces; all pieces in the fifth source, GB-Och, Mus. 725-
727, are attributed. There are also remarkably few concordances between these five 
manuscripts. See also Cunningham, ‘Lawes and the Lyra Viol Trio’, op. cit.. 

36 See A. Ashbee and D. Lasocki, assisted by P. Holman and F. Kisby, A Biographical 
Dictionary of English Court Musicians, 1485-1714 (Aldershot, 1998), i. 521-525; F. Traficante, 
‘Gregorie, Thomas’, GMO (accessed 6 December 2009).  



 18 

The pieces in the first two tuning sections are stylistically similar to the three 
pieces from Ferrabosco’s Lessons (1609) found in the first tuning sequence. 
However, perhaps the most interesting piece is the opening alman (f. 25; 
Ferrabosco VdGS 115). This piece is also found as a duet in another set of 
partbooks copied by John Merro, GB-Ob, MSS Mus. Sch. D.245-247.37 Merro 
and our copyist must have taken the piece from sources closely related to the 
printed edition; all three versions are similar, but with the usual minor variants. 
The piece is also found in another set of lyra viol partbooks: GB-Och, Mus. 
531-532, two partbooks from an original set of three containing lyra viol 
trios.38 As can be seen from the Example 2a-c, the first strain of the 531-532 
version is largely the same as the printed version, although the chordal texture 
is distributed evenly (in solo lines) between the voices, resulting in fewer 
chords. Indeed, much of the missing third part of the first strain can be 
reconstructed from the printed version.  

Ex. 2a-c. Alfonso Ferrabosco, [Alman] (VdGS 115): Strain 1 variants 

 

Ex. 2a. Lyra viols 1-2: Alfonso Ferrabosco, Lessons for 1. 2. and 3. Viols (London, 
1609), no. 26; GB-Ob, MSS Mus. Sch. D.245-246 (John Merro partbooks), p. 23; 

Concordance for lyra viol 2: IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 25 

 

Ex. 2b. Strain 1: GB-Och, Mus. 531-532, no. 19 

                                                 
37 For inventory and analysis, see IMCCM, vol. 1, 139-166.  
38 For 531-2 (including inventory, facsimiles, and transcriptions), see J. Cunningham, 

‘Music for the Privy Chamber: Studies in the Consort Music of William Lawes (1602-45)’, 
Ph.D. thesis (University of Leeds, 2007), i. 136-143, ii. 368-384.  
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Ex. 2c. Editorial reconstruction of Strain 1 for three lyra viols 

From this, it seems that Ferrabosco’s alman existed as a lyra viol duet and trio. 
However, the second and third strains of the 531-532 version are significantly 
different to the duet version.39 The second strain of 531 again begins with a 
scaled-down version of one of the duet parts, but after the first two bars 
quickly turns into a different piece (both versions are given in full in the 
Appendix, nos. 1b and 1b, below). The 531-532 version is stylistically typical of 
Ferrabosco and retains the overall character of the alman. However, this 
version is less adventurous harmonically, generally avoiding the extended 
excursions to flat keys; the overall harmonic scheme is significantly altered 
between the two versions. Although it is impossible to say with certainty which 
version came first, one suspects that the 531-532 version predates the printed 
version. This may indicate that the piece originated as a lyra viol trio (if this 
was not itself an arrangement) and that Ferrabosco (re-)arranged it as a duet 
for publication in 1609. The 531-532 version certainly seems musically less 
mature than the published version; even allowing for the missing third part, the 
last two strains are quite homophonic which is rare in Ferrabosco’s music 
(adding to the suggestion that it may be an early work). 

The six pieces in the second tuning also seem to date to around the first 
decade of the century; no concordances have been identified, and they are of 
no particular interest in the current context. The third tuning section is 
dominated by music attributed to Ives and Gregorie. Of the 42 complete 
pieces in this section, 24 are attributed to ‘S: I:’ and 7 to ‘T: G:’: several more 
can reasonably be attributed to either man ‘by position’. This section seems to 
have been copied in the early to mid 1630s, although some of the music is 
much older (e.g. several pieces are associated with court masques from the first 
quarter of the century). The pieces in this section also demonstrate several— 

                                                 
39 A point not noted in the VdGS Index.  
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often related—issues that one comes across in the lyra viol repertoire generally: 
(1) cross-attributions, especially where two parts of a duet survive in two 
separate sources: this occurs in several instances with Ives and Gregorie; (2) 
the interrelationship between the solo and ensemble repertoires, and the 
significance of contreparties in the development of the ensemble repertoire; (3) 
the number of arrangements (especially of popular tunes and masque dances), 
where the distinction between arranger and composer is blurred. 

The untitled air by Simon Ives on folio 18v (no. 29) is an arrangement of a 
piece found in four- and five-part consort versions in two important 
collections of consort music published in Hamburg by two expatriate English 
composers. The five-part setting is found in William Brade’s Newe ausserlesene 
liebliche Branden (1617), the four-part setting in Thomas Simpson’s Taffel-Consort 
(1621).40 Like many of the pieces in these publications, this dance may have 
originally been composed for an English masque.41 Andrew Sabol suggested 
that it was performed in George Chapman’s Memorable Masque of the Middle 
Temple (1613); however, there is little, if any, evidence to support attribution to 
this masque in particular.42 The Z3.4.13 version is unique, and apparently one 
part of a duet. It is one of several pieces from Z3.4.13 to be given a dual 
attribution in the VdGS Index: Ives 132, Gregorie 10. The ‘other part’ of the 
duet is found in four lyra viol sources, three of which are manuscripts of solo 
music; three of these sources carry attributions to ‘Tho: Gregorye or ‘T.G.’.43 
The implication seems to be that Gregorie arranged the piece for solo lyra viol, 
a version that was disseminated quite widely. It was common for masque 
dances to be arranged in this fashion for amateur consumption on solo 
instruments such as the lyra viol, lute or keyboard. However, the attribution in 
Z3.4.13 implies that this additional part was composed/arranged by Simon 
Ives, presumably a contrepartie to the popular solo setting.44 The four-part and 
lyra viol duet versions are given in Examples 3a-b. 

                                                 
40 W. Brade, Newe ausserlesene liebliche Branden (Hamburg, 1617), ed. B. Thomas, 3 vols. 

(London, 1974); T. Simpson, Taffel-Consort (Hamburg, 1621), ed. B. Thomas, 3 vols. (London, 
1988).  

41 We know that masque tunes were composed and disseminated in treble-bass format; the 
inner parts of these consort arrangements were presumably made by Brade and Simpson. See 
P. Holman, Four and Twenty Fiddlers: The Violin at the English Court 1540-1690 (Oxford, 2/1995), 
179-196.  

42 A. Sabol, Four Hundred Songs and Dances from the Stuart Masque (Providence, RI, 1978), 602. 
Sabol based his identification on the presence of the piece in a 2-part version in GB-Lbl, Add. 
MS 10444, where it is titled ‘The Second of the Temple’ (titled ‘Der Irlender Tanz’ in Brade’s 
collection). Taffel-Consort, no. 44—a ‘Ballet’—is also found in 10444 titled ‘The third of the 
Temple’; it is also found in Brade’s collection titled ‘Auffzug zu Grienwitsch’). Sabol attributes 
the composition of both pieces to Robert Johnson. Johnson was paid (a substantial) £45 ‘for 
Musicke and songes’ and Thomas Ford was paid £5 ‘for setting songes used at the Maske’. The 
masque was performed as part of the festivities at the wedding of Princess Elizabeth and the 
Count Palatine in 1613. See P. Walls, Music in the English Courtly Masque 1604-1640 (Oxford, 
1996), 38.  

43 GB-CHEr, MS DLT/B 31 (Peter Leycester’s A Booke of Lessons for the Lyro=Viole; solo), f. 
90: ‘Tho: Gregorye’; GB-Lam, MS 600 (the John Browne Bandora and Lyra Viol Book; solo), 
f. 41: ‘T. G.’; GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.221 (incomplete duet), no. 10: ‘T: G:’; GB-Ob, MS 
Mus. Sch. D.247 (of D.245-247, the Merro partbooks; solo), f. 34v: untitled and unattributed.  

44 D.221 is the sole surviving partbook of what appears to be a set of two, containing lyra 
viol duets by Thomas Gregorie (‘T. G’), John Jenkins and anonymous, see also below. Of 
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Ex. 3a. Anon., ‘Mascarada’: Thomas Simpson, Taffel-Consort (Hamburg, 1621), no. 
32;45 for ease of comparison it has been transposed down a 4th 

 

Ex. 3b. Arrangement of the ‘Mascarada’ for two lyra viols; Lyra viol 1: IRL-Dm, MS 
Z3.4.13, f. 18v, no. 29 (‘By: S: I:’); Lyra viol 2: GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.221, no. 10 
(‘T: G:’); both sources lack the final tripla strain (typical of many masque dances). Cf. lyra 

viol 2 and the Cantus of the consort version. Lyra viol 1 appears to be a contrepartie 

Similar arrangements of pieces known in consort versions are often found in 
the lyra viol repertoire,46 and many more may yet be identified; there are at least 

                                                                                                                            

course, we have no way of knowing whether the Z3.4.13 part is the same as that contained in 
the now lost companion book to D.221. 

45 First and second time bars are not indicted in the print. Tenor originally notated in C2 
clef; the continuo figures are omitted here.  
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five such arrangements in Z3.4.13. Another example—again with a probable 
masque connection—can be found on f. 17 (Example 4). The piece carries no 
title in Z3.4.13, though the four-part consort version—also by Ives—is known 
as ‘The Fancy’. It has been argued that this title may indicate a connection with 
the elaborate Inns of Court masque The Triumph of Peace (1633), for which Ives 
composed some of the music with William Lawes.47 ‘The Fancy’ may be the 
music for the first antimasque, of Fancy, Opinion, Confidence, Novelty, 
Admiration, Jollity, and Laughter. The tune was evidently popular, and is found 
in arrangements for keyboard, lute and baryton.48  

 

Ex. 4. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 17, no. 20: Simon Ives, [The Fancy] 

Another masque tune arrangement in Z3.4.13 highlights the issue of 
attribution. ‘Williams his Maske’ is attributed to ‘Tho: G:’ in Z3.4.13, f. 19. The 
piece is an arrangement of an untitled (and unattributed) masque dance 
published in a setting for five-part consort in John Adson’s Courtly Masquing 
Ayres (1621): Example 5a-b.49 Again, the tune was clearly popular. The treble 
and bass parts of the are found in GB-Lbl, Add. MS 10444, titled ‘Williams his 
Love’; a keyboard arrangement in US-NYp, Drexel MS 5612, p. 159 also 
carries the same title. Two concordances are known for the lyra viol 
arrangement in Z3.4.13: both versions contain minor variants, and were 
disseminated as solo pieces. There is an unattributed and untitled concordance 
in one of John Merro’s partbooks, D.247, f. 34; another in GB-Mp, MS BRm 
832 Vu 51, p. 80 titled ‘A Maske’ (also unattributed). The Z3.4.13 version is ‘by 
Tho: G:’, suggesting that Gregorie was the arranger. This fits with the wording 
of the Z3.4.13 attribution to Ives, where we know he was arranging rather than 
composing (see below).  
 
 
 

                                                                                                                            
46 For example, in Lessons there are nine pieces also found in four- and five-part consort 

versions; although we cannot be certain of which version came first, Christopher Field has 
convincingly argued that the lyra viol versions postdate the consort versions: ‘The Composer’s 
Workshop: Revisions in the Consort Music of Alfonso Ferrabosco the Younger’, Chelys, 27 
(1999), 1-39. See also A. Ferrabosco (the Younger), Consort Music of Five and Six Parts, ed. 
C.D.S. Field and D. Pinto, Musica Britannica, 81 (London, 2003). 

47 See S. Ives, The Four-Part Dances (GB-Lbl, Add. MSS 18940-18944), ed. P. Holman and J. 
Cunningham (Launton, 2008); the consort version is no. 22. For The Triumph of Peace, see Walls, 
Music in the English Courtly Masque, op. cit., 159-205. 

48 See Ives, Four-Part Dances, op. cit.  
49 J. Adson, Courtly Masquing Ayres (1621), 3 vols. ed. P. Walls (London, 1977). I am grateful 

to Richard Carter for bringing the concordance to my attention.  
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Ex. 5a. J. Adson, Courtly Masquing Ayres (London, 1621), no. 13: [Williams, his 
masque]; for ease of comparison it has been transposed down a 4th 

 

Ex. 5b. IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.14, f. 19: ‘Williams his Maske By: Tho: G:’ 



 24 

A similar kind of arrangement can be found on f. 16v where there is an 
arrangement by Ives of a bass viol duet by John Ward, titled ‘Mr Jo: Wards 
Tune for 2 viols By: S: I:’ (Z3.4.13, f. 16v). Another version of this piece also 
circulated as a solo, and was arranged by Ives in a four-part consort setting: 
Example 6a-c.50 As we can see from Example 6a-b, the lyra viol setting is 
similar to the Altus part of the four-part version, except that the four-part 
version has an extra bar. In contrast to the previous examples where the 
consort version is likely to have come first, the lyra viol version of Ward’s tune 
seems to have preceded the consort version: the extra bar in the consort 
setting was added to the Cantus part in order to allow for the imitative dialogue 
between the two upper parts.  

 

 
 

 
 

 

Ex. 6a. John Ward, arr. Simon Ives, [Ayre] (VdGS 18): four-part consort version (GB-
Lbl, Add. MSS 18940-18944) 

                                                 
50 See also Ives, Four-Part Dances, op. cit., no. 18. 



 25 

 

Ex. 6b. John Ward, arr. Simon Ives, Ayre (VdGS 124 / 18): lyra viol arrangement from 
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.14, f. 16v: ‘Mr Jo: Wards Tune for 2 viols By: S: I:’); for ease of 
comparison, top string taken as c′ (cf. the Altus part of the four-part version; lyra viol 

arrangement omits the first (silent) bar) 

 

Ex. 6c. John Ward, arr. Simon Ives, ‘Ayre’ (VdGS 124/18): solo lyra viol version (GB-
Ob, MS Mus. Sch. F.575, f. 87 (inv): ‘Almaine by Sy: Ive’); lacks tripla strain; defhf; 

for ease of comparison, top string taken as g′ (ornament signs omitted)  

The untitled ayre ‘By S: I:’ on f. 14 of Z3.4.13 also carries a dual attribution in 
the VdGS Index: Ives 116, Gregorie 49 (see Appendix, no. 8).51 The Z3.4.13 
version is also found (unattributed and untitled) as a solo piece in D.247, f. 30; 
the two versions are closely related, but include enough minor variants to 
indicate separate lines of transmission. The Gregorie attribution arises from a 
second part in D.221, no. 93. It is unattributed, but assigned to Gregorie from 
its position in the manuscript. D.221 is an important source of additional parts 
to several of the Z3.4.13 pieces. The manuscript is in two sections. A later 
section (c1650?) comprises over 70 pieces by Jenkins for ‘Lyra with a Continual 
Basse’. An earlier section contains 95 pieces: 70 are attributed to Gregorie and 
25 to Jenkins; most of the pieces in D.221 are not ascribed, with most 
attributions implied by position or by concordances. A note on the flyleaf 
indicates that the section is written ‘For 2 Basse vialls’; however, Andrew 
Ashbee has noted that another part may not be needed to complete all of the 

                                                 
51 Another masque-related tune from Z3.4.13 carries a cross-attribution: Ives 131, and 

Gregorie 11. This is another example of a piece that circulated as a solo and as a duet. It is 
found as an unattributed solo piece in US-LAuc, M 286 M4 L992 (the Mansell lyra viol book), 
f. 31 (anon.), where it is titled ‘Rice Davies Maske’. The same part but evidently one of two is 
found in D.221, no. 11, where it is attributed to ‘T. G’. The piece also appears as a duet in the 
Merro partbooks, where it is again unattributed: D.245, p. 151, and also at D.247, f. 32v; the 
second part is in D.246, p. 176. It is this second part that is found attributed to Ives in Z3.4.13, 
perhaps suggesting that Ives added a contrepartie to Gregorie’s original arrangement. See 
Appendix, no. 13. 
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pieces.52 But this explanation hardly covers all lyra viol ‘solo’ that also appear to 
have functioned as a constituent part of an ensemble. Rather, it suggests that 
such pieces circulated as solos that sometimes acquired a contrepartie; in this case 
the Z3.4.13/D.247 piece is the ‘solo’, the companion part in D.221 the 
contrepartie. In this instance (and several others) we should perhaps not rush to 
attribute the D.221 part to Gregorie simply by its position in the manuscript.  

The Z3.4.13 cross-attributions are not limited to Ives and Gregorie. The alman 
attributed to ‘R. Jo.’ (f. 16v) also clearly circulated as a solo; it is also found 
(unattributed) in the Merro partbooks, D.247, f. 33. Another concordance is 
found in D.221, where it is attributed to ‘T. G.’. It is of course possible that 
neither of the two ensemble manuscripts—Z3.4.13 and D.221—carried a 
second part, although in the context of the other solo/duets this seems 
unlikely. The conflicting attributions suggest that this is an arrangement made 
by Gregorie of a piece, possibly another masque tune, composed by Robert 
Johnson (c1583-1633; the most likely candidate for ‘R: Jo:’): it is at Gregorie 9 
in the VdGS Index. Unlike Gregorie, the court lutenist Robert Johnson does 
not appear to have been a substantial contributor to the lyra viol: only four 
other pieces for the instrument are attributed to him.53  

A more complex instance of cross-attribution is found on f. 15v, with another 
untitled ayre, this time ‘By T: G:’ (Appendix, no. 12). Concordances for the 
Z3.4.13 version appear in five solo lyra viol sources. In three of these it is 
attributed to Gregorie: GB-Lam, MS 600 (the John Browne Bandora and Lyra 
Viol Book), f. 41;54 US-LAuc, M 286 M4 L992 (the Mansell lyra viol book), f. 
25v;55 and in GB-CHEr, MS DLT/B 31 (Peter Leycester’s A Booke of Lessons for 
the Lyro=Viole), f. 90.56 It is also found in GB-Mp, MS BRm 832 Vu 51 (the 
Manchester lyra viol book), p. 77, attributed to [Richard] ‘Sumarte’, and in 
Playford’s Musicks Recreation on the Viol, Lyra-way (London, 1669), attributed to 
Thomas Bates. The Merro partbooks have the piece as both a solo and as a 
duet.57 Concordances for the Z3.4.13 version are found at p. 56 of D.245 and 
at p. 178 of D.246. A second part is in D.245, p. 153: an alternative version of 
which is given at D.246, p. 56; all are unattributed. The logical explanation is 
that the version found in Z3.4.13 et al. was composed/arranged by Gregorie 
and disseminated widely as a solo piece; the sources to contain the Gregorie 
attribution are much earlier than those with Sumarte or Bates. Whether the 
second part in the Merro partbooks was also by Gregorie is impossible to tell.  

                                                 
52 A. Ashbee, The Harmonious Musick of John Jenkins, vol. 2: Suites, Airs and Vocal Music 

(forthcoming), 218. I am grateful to Dr Ashbee for allowing me access to his book ahead of 
publication. 

53 Robert Jones (fl 1597-1615), who published five collections of lutesongs, is perhaps 
another (though less likely) possibility; again, he is not known as a significant lyra viol 
composer. 

54 For inventory and analysis, see IMCCM, vol. 2, 125-130. 
55 For a detailed discussion of the manuscript (including facsimiles and transcriptions), see 

F. Traficante, ‘The Mansell Lyra Viol Tablature’, Ph.D. dissertation (University of Pittsburgh, 
1965).  

56 For a detailed discussion of the manuscript, see R. Carter, ‘Peter Leycester and “A Booke 
of Lessons for the Lyro=Viole to play alone in severall Tunings”’, The Viol, 2 (2006), 8-15, and 
‘Postscript’, The Viol, 3 (2006), 9; see also H. Abbey, ‘Sir Peter Leycester’s Book on Music’, 
JVdGSA, 21 (1984), 28-44. 

57 There are several such duplicate entries in the Merro partbooks. 
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These few cross-attributions demonstrate the sometimes complex web of 
attribution in the lyra viol repertoire. Such issues are perhaps inevitable, as 
much of the repertoire was based on arrangement of songs, popular tunes, and 
consort pieces; we can presume this to be true even where we cannot identify 
an ‘original’ source. This also brings into question our rather modern 
distinctions between composer and arranger. For example, the title page of 
Courtly Masquing Ayres (1621) states that the ayres were ‘Composed to 5. and 6. 
Parts, for Violins, Consorts, and Cornets, BY IOHN ADSON’; this of course 
means that Adson was—in the modern sense—arranging the ayres by the 
addition of three or four inner parts to the two-part, (treble-bass) ‘originals’: 
the same is true of Brade and Simpson.58 A distinction between composer and 
arranger was rarely maintained by contemporary copyists. This assumes, of 
course, Fthat Findividual Fcopyists Fknew Fwhether Fa Fpiece Fwas Ffreshly Fcomposed 
or arranged; however, in at least one instance in Z3.4.13, cited above, the 
copyist clearly knew the distinction but did not significantly alter his approach 
to ascription. From the information available, we must conclude that 
arrangement was understood as another aspect of composition. 

From Z3.4.13 a clearer picture of Thomas Gregorie the arranger begins to 
appear; the manuscript also throws significant light on Simon Ives’s lyra viol 
music, as it is of particular importance in recovering several of his trios. The 
VdGS Index lists 25 trios composed—or arranged—by Ives. Unfortunately 
none have survived complete.59 As mentioned earlier, a significant problem is 
that many constituent parts of lyra viol duets and trios survive unidentified as 
solo pieces (a fact clearly demonstrated by several concordances of Z3.4.13). 
However, by comparing strain lengths and cadential formulae it is sometimes 
possible to identify otherwise unknown ensemble parts; the Ives pieces in 
Z3.4.13 are an excellent example of this technique.  

In another important lyra viol manuscript, GB-Och, Mus. 725-727—a set of 
three partbooks—there is a sequence of ten pieces by Ives.60 The Ives pieces 
are, however, found in only one of the partbooks, 727. The first piece is 
headed ‘Mris Mary Brownes Choyce by Sy: Iue · for 3 lyros; the other parts ar in 
the 2 violl bookes’ (f. 23v (inv.)). The other partbooks to which the note refers 
are lost. It is unlikely to refer to 725 and 726, as the sentence implies that that 
the parts were already copied; 725-726 do not include the other parts nor is 
there any evidence that any pages were removed. The ten Ives pieces are 
numbered 2, 4, 7, 8, 10, 12, 16, 32, 36 and 37, indicating that the copyist took a 
selection from a larger collection containing at least 37 pieces; the titles of 
many of the pieces suggest masque origins. Fortunately, six of the trios can be 
fully reconstructed from other sources, and one other part has been identified 

                                                 
58 ‘Originals’ in the sense that masque dances were composed in two-part versions; see 

Holman, Four and Twenty Fiddlers, op. cit.,186-196.  
59 The Ives trios survive in two main sources, GB-HAdolmetsch, MS II.B.3 and GB-Och, 

Mus. 725-727.  
60 In addition, the manuscript contains eight complete trios, six by William Lawes [see W. 

Lawes, Lessons for Three Lyra Viols, ed. R. Carter and J. Valencia (Kritzendorf, 2006)] and two by 
Robert Taylor [see R. Taylor, Two Almaines for Three Lyra-Viols, ed. R. Carter and J. Valencia 
(Kritzendorf, 2009)]. For 725-727, see Cunningham, ‘Music for the Privy Chamber’, op. cit., i. 
146-155, ii. 406-431; Cunningham, ‘Lawes and the Lyra Viol Trio’, op. cit., 44-47.  
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for the remaining pieces.61 The concordant parts are found in two main 
sources: Z3.4.13 and the Merro partbooks mentioned earlier, D.245-247. (It is 
worth noting that a second part for all ten Christ Church pieces is found in 
Z3.4.13. However, the numeration does not correspond between the two 
manuscripts, and there are several variants indicating that the two manuscripts 
are not directly related.) As we saw with Ferrabosco Alman (VdGS 115) at the 
start of Z3.4.13, the fact that these pieces have concordances with trios does 
not necessarily imply that Z3.4.13 originally contained trios; rather, it reinforces 
the contrepartie idea that much of the lyra viol ensemble repertoire was expanded 
through extemporization and arrangement. One suspects that the ten pieces in 
727 were written as contreparties to an existing set of lyra viol duets copied into a 
now lost set of (two) partbooks: all are transcribed in the Appendix (see also 
Example 7b).  

The last Ives piece in 727, ‘All you for saken Louers’, is especially interesting. It 
is an arrangement of a song of the same title attributed to Alfonso Ferrabosco 
in two manuscripts.62 The same music was used by Ferrabosco for his setting 
of Ben Jonson’s poem ‘The Hourglass’, first printed in The Underwood (1641), 
which begins with the line ‘Do but consider this small dust’.63 Edward 
Doughtie convincingly argued that the music is much better suited to Jonson’s 
text, suggesting that it is likely to be the original setting with ‘All you forsaken 
lovers’ being the contrafactum.64 This is yet another piece with a dual 
attribution in the VdGS Index: Ives 150, Gregorie 36. The lyra viol arrangement 
in Z3.4.13 has concordances in three other sources, all unattributed and each 
with only minor variations: GB-Lam, MS 600, f. 38v (solo); US-LAuc, MS 
M286 M46992, f. 29v (solo); GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.221, no. 80. The 727 
part was clearly intended as a contrepartie to this popular tune (Example 6a-b). 
Once again, we cannot know whether the 727 part is the same as that in the 
lost companion book to D.221; nor can the attribution to Gregorie from its 
position in the manuscript be anything more than tentative. The version in 600 
is one of a sequence of seven pieces. Peter Holman has convincingly suggested 
that these pieces have strong connections to the masques staged for Princess 
Elizabeth’s wedding in 1613, and that the arrangements may have been made 
for Browne by the court musician Robert Taylor.65 It is worth noting that the 
sequence to which Holman refers is immediately followed by a sequence of 
five pieces attributed to ‘T.G.’ (ff. 41-41v). One of the pieces is the 
arrangement of the Brade/Simpson piece mentioned earlier, another piece with 
masque pedigree; the sequence also includes the remarkably popular tune ‘See 

                                                 
61 These concordances were identified by Peter Holman, who brought them to my 

attention.  
62 GB-Cfm, MS Mu.MS 782 (formerly MS.52.D), f. 111v [compiled c1620 and known as 

‘The John Bull MS’]; and GB-Lbl, Add. MS 10337, f. 47 [compiled c1656]. The author of the 
poetic text is unknown.  

63 Carlisle, Cathedral Library, MSS Box B1, no. 8, attributed to ‘Alf. Ferabosco’; only the 
altus and bassus of an original three-voice setting survives.  

64 E. Doughtie, ‘Ferrabosco and Jonson’s “The Houre-glasse”’, Renaissance Quarterly, 22/2 
(1969), 148-50; J. Cunningham, ‘Ben Jonson and Music’, The Cambridge Edition of the Works of 
Ben Jonson, ed. D. Bevington, M. Butler, I. Donaldson (Cambridge, forthcoming). 

65 A. Ashbee, R. Thompson and J. Wainwright (compilers), IMCCM, vol. 2 (Aldershot, 
2008), 128.  
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the buildings’ (also found in Z3.4.13, attributed to Ives; see Appendix, nos. 
11a-b).66  

 

 

 

 

Ex. 7a. Alfonso Ferrabosco, ‘All You Forsaken Lovers’: 
GB-Lbl, Add. MS 10337, f. 47 

 

Ex. 7b. Alfonso Ferrabosco, ‘All You Forsaken Lovers’, arr. Simon Ives. Lyra viol 1: 
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.14, f. 15v-16, no. 15 (‘By: S: I:’); Lyra viol 2: GB-Och, Mus. 727, 

f. 20 (inv.), no. 37 (‘All you for saken Louers. S:I:’). Lyra viol 2 is a contrepartie 

                                                 
66 For a detailed discussion of this song, see F. Traficante, ‘Procrustean Pairing of 

Sentiment and Tune: A Seventeenth-Century English Strophic Song’, in Essays in Musicology: A 
Tribute to Alvin Johnson, ed. L. Lockwood and E. Roesner (Philadelphia, 1990), 177-191. 
Another masque tune arrangement is found on folio 17v of Z3.4.13, the ‘Tom of Bedlam’ 
tune, popular in various seventeenth-century settings; the same tune was set by Ives in 727 as 
‘The Man in the Moon’, a popular ballad associated with the Gray’s Inn Masque (1613), the 
music for which is presumed to have been composed by Coprario (The piece is also found in 
staff notation in Nicholas Le Strange’s partbooks, GB-Lbl, Add. MS 10444, no. 99, and 
arranged for solo lute in GB-Lbl, Add. MS 38539 (Sturt lute book), f. 29v. This lyra viol 
arrangement also circulated as a solo piece: a concordance for the Z3.4.13 version is found in 
US-LAuc, M 286 M4 L992 (the Mansell lyra viol book), f. 26: ‘Tom of Bedlam’ ‘Mr Thomas 
Gregories Eights’. The evidence suggests that Gregorie arranged the tune for lyra viol.  
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This brief discussion of these concordances demonstrate the complex nexus 
and interrelationships between various aspects of solo and ensemble lyra viol 
repertoires (and between the duet and trio repertoires), and the significant role 
played by contreparties. As we have seen throughout this paper, masque tunes 
were especially popular fodder for the lyra viol arrangers. The appearance of so 
many of these ensemble parts in solo manuscripts can hardly be coincidence; 
one suspects that a main reason is an overlap between the amateur and 
professional repertoires. There are rarely signs that the contreparties are any more 
difficult to play than the ‘original’ part, dismissing the idea that the amateur 
would play the ‘simple’ tune embellished by a virtuoso professional. Of course, 
this implies that these pieces were played as written, without ornaments, which 
is a separate matter; however, it is true that we find much fewer ornament 
signs in ensemble pieces than in solos. The answer seems to be not so much 
that ‘amateur=simple and professional=complex’, but rather that the main 
difficulty lay in the execution of a lyra viol ensemble, an ensemble that had the 
amateur at its heart. It made perfect sense for tunes to be arranged to fulfil 
multiple functions: one the one hand, the solo amateur; on the other, the 
potential ensemble of amateur and professional(s). This is not to argue that 
ensemble lyra viol music was performed exclusively by professionals or by a 
mixture of amateur and professional. For example, John Merro was an amateur 
player, yet his partbooks (D.245-247) are one of the most important sources of 
complete lyra viol duets and trios. We should, however, bear in mind the 
difficulties involved in keeping any ensemble of viols in tune. This (and a lack 
of sufficient viols) must have limited the appeal of duets and trios among 
amateurs, and added to the difficulties of performing ensemble pieces— 
difficulties potentially alleviated (at least to some degree) by the participation of 
professional players.67  

*** 

By way of closing we should perhaps examine the role of the Z3.4.13 copyist. 
Although his identity is unknown, we can assume that he was closely 
connected to London music circles of the 1630s; he clearly had access to a 
substantial amount—and variety—of lyra viol ensemble music. The lack of 
attributions in the first tuning sections (including the three pieces by 
Ferrabosco) could indicate that he knew the repertoire intimately, although it 
could equally indicate the opposite. Whatever the case, our copyist was 
evidently on close terms with Simon Ives, Thomas Gregorie, William Lawes 
and Robert Johnson, each of whom he identified by initials only. It is, 
however, the music of Ives that dominates the manuscript, which may suggest 
a close connection between copyist and composer.  

Ives was born in Ware in Hertfordshire in 1600. At the age of eight he seems 
to have been received into the service of the Cecil family at nearby Hatfield 

                                                 
67 This brings to mind Anthony Wood’s comment on his list of students and fellows who 

attended Ellis’s music meetings, ‘These did frequent the weekly meetings; and by the help of 
publick masters of musick, who were mixed with them, they were much improv’d’: quoted in 
Bellingham, ‘The musical circle of Anthony Wood’, op. cit., 40.  
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House to learn music from the court musician Innocent Lanier.68 Little is 
known of Ives in the years that follow, but it is possible that he returned to his 
home town and was employed by the Fanshawe family at Ware Park, perhaps 
as a pupil of John Ward who worked there between about 1607 and 1616. He 
rose to prominence in 1633 when he was commissioned, with William Lawes, 
to compose some of the music for the Inns of Court masque The Triumph of 
Peace, performed in February 1633/4. He became a member of the London 
Waits in 1637 and was also associated with the musical establishment of St 
Paul’s Cathedral. In addition to his consort music, Ives was a significant 
contributor to the lyra viol repertoire; over 90 pieces for one, two and three 
lyras have been attributed to him in the VdGS Index. Ives was evidently well 
known to our copyist, who may well have acquired much his music from him; 
indeed, it is perhaps significant that John Ward is the only composer in Z3.4.13 
to have his name spelt out in full and to be prefaced by the honorific title of 
‘Mr’. It is tempting to suggest Ives himself as the copyist; comparison of the 
handwriting in Z3.4.13 with Ives’s signature in the Longleat papers relating to 
The Triumph of Peace reveals some interesting similarities, but not enough to 
advance a convincing argument.69  

Although the identity of our copyist remains unknown, a preliminary 
investigation suggests that he may also have been responsible for copying 
sections of another lyra viol trio manuscript; however, again only one partbook 
survives. The manuscript is Mus. 70 from the Houghton Library in Harvard 
University, which also contains 18 pieces copied by William Lawes.70 At the 
start of the manuscript there is a series of eight unattributed pieces, which I 
provisionally suggest were copied by the Z3.4.13 copyist. The manuscript is 
bound in reversed calfskin and the covers bear the arms of Charles I; this 
binding incorporates an original vellum binding. It seems likely that our copyist 
originally owned the vellum-bound manuscript, which was later acquired—
probably in the early 1630s—by Lawes who had it bound by the royal 
stationer. The anonymous Mus. 70 pieces are ‘tentatively’ attributed to Lawes 
in the VdGS Index, although there is little reason for doing so beyond their 
physical proximity to the holograph pieces. Of course, identification of a 
copyist’s hand in tablature can be especially hazardous, given the largely 
conventional aspects of the notation; in this instance it is exasperated by the 
small sample of handwriting in Mus. 70 and Z3.4.13.  

Although incomplete, the lyra viol portion of Z3.4.13 offers further evidence 
of the important part played by arrangement techniques in the development of 
                                                 

68 See also R. Charteris, ‘Jacobean Musicians at Hatfield House, 1605–1613’, RMARC, 12 
(1974), 115–136; L. Hulse, ‘The Musical Patronage of Robert Cecil, First Earl of Salisbury 
(1563-1612)’, Journal of the Royal Musical Association, 116 (1991), 24-40.  

69 The comparative samples are too few for such an argument; also, the ‘S’ of Ives’s 
forename is quite distinctive in the Longleat papers and not replicated in Z3.4.13, although a 
simpler version of the signature is found in Ives’s last will and testament from 1661 (GB-Lpro, 
Prob/11/308; available at <http://www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/documentsonline/>). Ives’s 
signature from the Longleat papers is reproduced in M. Lefkowitz, ‘The Longleat Papers of 
Bulstrode Whitelocke: New Light on Shirley’s “Triumph of Peace”’, Journal of the American 
Musicological Society, 18 (1965), 42-60, Plate I.  

70 For Mus. 70, see Cunningham, ‘Lawes and the Lyra Viol Trio’, op. cit.; J. Cunningham, 
The Consort Music of William Lawes, 1602-1645, Music in Britain, 1600-1900, 5 (Woodbridge, 
forthcoming).  
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the lyra viol ensemble repertoire. At least ten of the pieces in the manuscript 
also circulated as, or form a second part to, solo lyra viol pieces, reinforcing the 
suggestion that the ensemble repertoire was expanded and developed by 
contrepartie-type arrangements. Z3.4.13 unfortunately sheds little light on the 
performance of lyra viol ensemble music in Restoration Oxford. Like many of 
the music manuscripts in Marsh’s collection, Z3.4.13 appears to have been 
copied no later than the middle of the century. The third tuning section (the 
second copying phase) is likely to have been compiled in the early to mid 
1630s. The first two tuning sections (the first copying phase) are likely to have 
been copied some time earlier, although one is reluctant to give a terminus post 
quem any earlier than c1625. Despite the concordances of several pieces with 
lyra viol trios, the majority of concordances for Z3.4.13 suggest that the 
manuscript originally contained duets. Marsh probably acquired the manuscript 
in the 1660s when he began to play the bass viol. Even by this time, Z3.4.13 
may have been separated from any companion partbooks. However, given the 
retrospective repertoire presumably performed at Marsh’s music meeting, lyra 
viol duets are certainly not out of the question.71 Although the lyra viol 
continued to be popular as a solo instrument until towards the end of the 
seventeenth century, lyra viol ensembles appear to have declined in popularity 
after the around the middle of the century. One wonders whether the trouble-
filled years of the Interregnum contributed to a social breakdown in the 
suggested amateur/professional nexus at the heart of the lyra viol repertoire; it 
is perhaps no coincidence that after c1650 we find the repertoire dominated by 
solo music of the kind published by Playford, a representation perhaps of a 
fissure between amateur and professional.  

The incompleteness of Z3.4.13 is unfortunately typical of most lyra viol 
ensemble sources, leaving us today with a frustratingly partial glimpse. It is a 
glimpse that does, however, contribute to our understanding of Ives, Gregorie 
and the process of lyra viol ‘composition/arrangement’. In such light it is 
tempting to consider Anthony Wood’s recollection of Ives: he was ‘excellent at 
the Lyra-Viol, and improved it by excellent inventions’.72 Wood was perhaps 
referring here to Ives’s many arrangements, whether contrepartie settings or 
settings of consort pieces etc. If so, it is perhaps only fair to say the same of 
the little known Thomas Gregorie.  

 
 
 

                                                 
71 Anthony Wood mentioned one lyra viol player who attended William Ellis’s music 

meetings, a former student of John Jenkins by the name of Joseph Proctor; he died in 1656, so 
could not have attended Marsh’s meetings. See Bellingham, ‘The musical circle of Anthony 
Wood’, op. cit., 34-35.  

72 GB-Ob, MS Wood D19(4); quoted in P. Holman, ‘Ives, Simon’, GMO (accessed 8 
December 2009).  
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APPENDIX 

 
Transcriptions of Z3.4.13 pieces for which an additional part or parts can be established 

from other sources 

 
1a. Ferrabosco, [Alman] (VdGS 115): Version 1 [fefhf]  
1b. Ferrabosco, [Alman] (VdGS 115): Version 2 [fefhf]  
2. Ferrabosco, [Galliard] (VdGS 117) [fefhf]  
3. Ferrabosco, [Alman] (VdGS 118) [fefhf]                
4. Anon., [Galliard] (VdGS 9166) [ffhfh]  
5. Ives, ‘Mrs Anne Forrists Choice’ (VdGS 145) [fhfhf]  
6. Ives, ‘Coranto’ (VdGS 111 / 142) [fhfhf]     
7. Ives, [Mris Mary Brownes Choyce] (VdGS 112 / 141) [fhfhf]  
8. Ives, [Ayre] (VdGS 116) / Gregorie (VdGS 49) [fhfhf] 
9. Ives, [Mris Colliers Choyce] (VdGS 143) [fhfhf]  
10. Ives, ‘Ayre’ (VdGS 118 / 144) [fhfhf] 
11a. Ives, ‘See the Buildings’ (VdGS 119): Staff notation version   
11b. Ives, ‘See the Buildings’ (VdGS 119) [fhfhf]  
12. Gregorie, [Ayre] (VdGS 52) / Ives, [Sir Will Owens Choyce] (VdGS 148) 

[fhfhf] 
13. Gregorie, [Ayre] (VdGS 11) [fhfhf]   
14. Gregorie, [The man in ye moone] (VdGS 55) / Ives (VdGS 147) [fhfhf] 
15a. Ives, [Humour] (VdGS 129) [fhfhf] 
15b. Ives, [Humour] (VdGS 129) [fhfhf] 
16. Ives, [Ayre] (VdGS 130 / 146) [fhfhf]  
17. Gregorie, ‘Ayre’ (VdGS 48) [fhfhf] 
18. Ives, ‘Allman’ (VdGS 149) / Gregorie (VdGS 34) [fhfhf] 
 
 
In each of the transcriptions Z3.4.13 has been used as a copy-text (even where 
a more authoritative source is available, e.g. Ferrabosco’s Lessons), unless 
otherwise stated; where the other part(s) exist in more than one source the best 
available was chosen: copy-text is indicated by ♣. Only significant variants 
between sources have been noted. Minor errors have been corrected without 
comment. Ornament signs have been reproduced as closely as possible; the 
sign # usually representing a ‘shake’ has been represented by * to avoid 
confusion with a sharp sign. Where available, titles of pieces and ascriptions are 
given in italics after the source; where the source only is given, it indicates that 
the piece is untitled and unattributed. Titles are taken from Z3.4.13 (as given in 
Tables 2-3). Repeat marks have been editorially supplied in many cases.  
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1a. Ferrabosco, [Alman] (VdGS 115): Version 1 [fefhf] 

 
SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
♣A. Ferrabosco, Lessons for 1. 2. and 3. Viols, p. 26: ALmaine  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 23: These be Leero sett for tow [sic] Base Violls 

• Lyra viol 2:  
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 25  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 23: These bee Leero sett for 2 Bass violls 
Notes: The readings in D.245-246 and Lessons are almost identical; some 
minor variants in Z3.4.13. 



 35 

1b. Ferrabosco, [Alman] (VdGS 115): Version 2 [fefhf] 
 

 
 
SOURCE:  

• Lyra viols 1 and 2:  
GB-Och, Mus. 531-532, no. 19  
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2. Ferrabosco, [Galliard] (VdGS 117) [fefhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 26  
A. Ferrabosco, Lessons for 1. 2. and 3. Viols, p. 27: GAlliard  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 24  

• Lyra viol 2:  
♣ A. Ferrabosco, Lessons for 1. 2. and 3. Viols, p. 27: GAlliard  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 24 
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3. Ferrabosco, [Alman] (VdGS 118) [fefhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
♣ A. Ferrabosco, Lessons for 1. 2. and 3. Viols, p. 28: ALmaine 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 25  

• Lyra viol 2:  
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 27v 
A. Ferrabosco, Lessons for 1. 2. and 3. Viols, p. 28: ALmaine 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 25: Alman A. F.  
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4. Anon., [Galliard] (VdGS 9166) [ffhfh] 
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SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 23v  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 47  

• Lyra viol 2:  
♣GB-Lbl, Add. MS 17795, f. 42v  
(♣)GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 47  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 47   
 
Notes: All sources give the same reading; however, bb. 39-59 of lyra viol 2 are 
taken from D.245: from this point D.246 and 17795 have the lyra viol 1 part. 
This kind of variant is not unusual in lyra viol ensemble sources.  
 
 
 
5. Ives, ‘Mrs Anne Forrists Choice’ (VdGS 145) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 21v (inv.), no. 10: Mris Anne fforests Choyce S: I: 

• Lyra viol 2:  
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 21, no. 3: Mrs Anne Forrists Choice: / S: I: 
 
Notes: The symbols in bb. 1-2 of 727 are not reproduced here.  
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6. Ives, ‘Coranto’ (VdGS 111 / 142) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 22v (inv.), no. 4: Coranto: S: I: 

• Lyra viol 2:  
♣GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 50: Symon Iuy 
IRL-Dm, Z3.4.13, f. 13, no. 1: Coranto By: S: I: 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 180: Coranto  

• Lyra viol 3:  
♣GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 154: Coranto 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 58: Symon Iuy 
 
Notes: Z3.4.13, f. 13 has been quite badly damaged; most of this piece is 
impossible to make out (see Fig. 3, above). Thus, D.245 has been chosen as the 
copy-text for lyra viol 2. There is another copy of this part in D.246: there are 
minor variants between the D.245 and D.246 versions.  
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7. Ives, [Mris Mary Brownes Choyce] (VdGS 112 / 141) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 22v (inv.), no. 2: Mris Mary Brownes Choyce by Sy: Ive for 3 
lyros the other parts ar in the 2 violl bookes 

• Lyra viol 2:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 155: An Ayre by Sy Iue 

• Lyra viol 3:  
♣IRL-Dm, Z3.4.13, f. 13, no. 2 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 179: An Ayre 
GB-Cu, Add. MS 9284, f. 2v, no. 3: not consulted 
 
Notes: Z3.4.13, f. 13 has been quite badly damaged and some passages of this 
piece are difficult to make out; where this is the case, D.246 has been preferred 
with those passages/notes given in small font. D.246 and Z3.4.13 agree closely. 
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8. Ives, [Ayre] (VdGS 116) / Gregorie (VdGS 49) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
♣IRL-Dm, Z3.4.13, f. 14, no. 7: By S: I:    
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.247, f. 30  

• Lyra viol 2:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.221, no. 93, pp. 78-79  
 
Notes: D.247 has lyra viol 1, bars 1-22 and lyra viol 2, bars 23-39; D.247 
agrees closely with the corresponding parts in Z3.4.13 and D.221.  
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9. Ives, [Mris Colliers Choyce] (VdGS 143) [fhfhf]  

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 14v, no. 9: By: S: I 
GB-Cu, Add. MS 9284, f. 2v, no. 4: not consulted 

• Lyra viol 2:  
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 22 (inv.), no. 7: Mris Colliers Choyce: S: I: 

• Lyra viol 3:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 215: Sy Ives 
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10. Ives, ‘Ayre’ (VdGS 118 / 144) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1: 
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 14v, no. 10: An Ayre By: S: I 

• Lyra viol 2: 
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 22 (inv.), no. 8: The Choyce. S: I: 
 
Notes: The Z3.4.13 part is mostly compiled from the two treble parts of the 
consort version (also titled ‘The Choyce’ (Ives VdGS 2; GB-Lbl, Add. MSS 
18940-18941, f. 28v: The Choyce / Mr S. Ives): see Ives, Four-Part Dances, no. 2.  
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11a. Ives, ‘See the Buildings’ (VdGS 119): Staff notation version 

 

SOURCE:  

• Treble and bass: 
C. Simpson, A Compendium of Practical Musick (London, 1678), p. 183: 
LESSONS by Sundry Authors for the Treble, Bass-Viol, and Harp. 
 

11b. Ives, ‘See the Buildings’ (VdGS 119) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 15, no. 11: See the Buildings By: S: I: 

• Lyra viol 2:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 154: See the Buildings  

• Lyra viol 3:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 178: See ye buildings 
 

Notes: For other sources, see VdGS Thematic Index. 
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12. Gregorie, [Ayre] (VdGS 52) / Ives, [Sir Will Owens Choyce] (VdGS 
148) [fhfhf] 

 
 

 
 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1: 
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 21 (inv.), no. 32: Sir Will Owens Choyce. S: I: 

• Lyra viol 2: 
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 15v, no. 14: By: T: G: 
GB-CHEr, MS DLT/B 31, f. 90: Almayne per Tho: Gregorye./ 
GB-Lam, MS 600, f. 41: Ayre T. G. 
GB-Mp, MS BRm 832 Vu 51, p. 77: Alman / Mr. Sumarte 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 56  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 178  
US-LAuc, M 286 M4 L992, f. 25v: Mr Thomas Gregories Eights 
J. Playford, Musicks Recreation on the Viol, Lyra-way (London, 1669), no. 134: 
AYr. / Mr. Thomas Bates.; fdefh 

• Lyra viol 3: 
♣GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 179 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 56: Almaine 

• Lyra viol 4:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 153 
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Notes: Although there are several minor and notable variants, the sources for 
lyra viol 2 agree closely with the reading given in Z3.4.13; only M4 L992 and 
DLT/B 31 also give the semiquaver figuration in b. 5; there are several minor 
variants between the D.245 and D.246 versions of lyra viol 2. There are several 
variants in strain 2 of the D.246 versions of lyra viol 3. The VdGS Index lists 
lyra viols 2 and 3 as a duet, with lyra viol 4 listed as an alternative to lyra viol 3; 
there are a number of potentially significant similarities between lyra viol 4 and 
lyra viol 1.  
 

 

 

 

 

 
13. Ives, [Ayre] (VdGS 131) / Gregorie, [Ayre] (VdGS 11) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1: 
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 17, no. 21: By: S: I: 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 176  

• Lyra viol 2: 
♣GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.221, no. 11: T: G  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 151  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.247, f. 32v  
US-LAuc, M 286 M4 L992, f. 31: Rice Davies Maske  
 
Notes: There are several significant variants between the two versions of lyra 
viol 1; all sources of lyra viol 2 agree closely.  
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14. Gregorie, [The man in ye moone] (VdGS 55) / Ives (VdGS 147) [fhfhf]  

 

SOURCES: 

• Lyra viol 1: 
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 21 (inv.), no. 16: The man in ye moone S: I: 

• Lyra viol 2:  
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 17v, no. 23: By: T: G:  
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15a. Ives, [Humour] (VdGS 129) [fhfhf]  

 

SOURCE:  

• Lyra viol (1 and 2): 
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 19v, no. 31  
 
Notes: Z3.4.13 contains both parts of the D.245-246 version (Appendix 15b), 
laid out one after the other, with no indication: to facilitate ease of comparison, 
the strains are editorially labelled A, B, C, D (and the parts 1 and 2).  
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15b. Ives, [Humour] (VdGS 129) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, pp. 179-180: Humors Iue  

• Lyra viol 2:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, pp. 154-155 
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16. Ives, [Ayre] (VdGS 130 / 146) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1: 
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 21v (inv.), no. 12: S: I: 

• Lyra viol 2:  
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 20, no. 32: By: S: I  
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17. Gregorie, ‘Ayre’ (VdGS 48) [fhfhf] 

 

SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1: 
♣IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 20v, no. 34: An Ayre By: T: G: 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.221, no. 92  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 153  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 177  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.247, f. 34v  
US-LAuc, M 286 M4 L992, f. 29  

• Lyra viol 2: 
♣GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.246, p. 177  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.245, p. 152 
 
Notes: All sources of lyra viol 1 agree closely; D.221 and the D.245-247 
versions all contain the same variant (bb. 7-8), not found in Z3.4.13 or M 286.  
There are several minor variants between the different sources of lyra viol 2. 
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18. Ives, ‘Allman’ (VdGS 34 / 149) [fhfhf] 
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SOURCES:  

• Lyra viol 1:  
IRL-Dm, MS Z3.4.13, f. 22v: Allman By: S: I:  

• Lyra viol 2:  
GB-Och, Mus. 727, f. 20v (inv.), no. 36: S: I: 

• Lyra viol 3:  
♣GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.247, f. 30v   
GB-CHEr, MS DLT/B 31, f. 93: Almayne Tho: Gregorye 
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.221, no. 78 

• Lyra viol 4:  
GB-Ob, MS Mus. Sch. D.247, f. 44 
 

Notes: This is not intended as a lyra viol quartet, simply to demonstrate all available 
parts. Although the four parts fit together reasonably well for much of the piece, it is 
perhaps best to think of them as two sets of duets (Z3.4.13 and 727; D.247) on the 
same tune. A convincing trio could be constructed from three of the parts. The 
sources of lyra viol 3 agree closely, although there are several notable variants between 
the three sources. The VdGS Index lists Z3.4.13 as a concordance for lyra viol 3 of this 
transcription; the incipits are similar, but they are clearly different parts.  
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Clamor Heinrich Abel’s
Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen, 1677:
A Lost Source of Lyra Consort Music

RICHARD CARTER

Introduction
Clamor Heinrich Abel (c1634-1696) was born in Hünnefeld near Osnabrück in
Lower Saxony into a family of musicians, painters and landscape gardeners. He
was an organist and viol player, serving at the courts in Celle and Hanover, and
later as a town musician in Bremen. Abel’s previously accepted line of descent
from Grandfather Heinrich Othmar (c1580-after 1630) and father Ernst
(c1610-1680)1 has been challenged by recent scholarship, but as yet a
completely reliable picture of the names, dates and family relationships
between members of the Abel dynasty in the seventeenth century has not
emerged. Oliver Rosteck2 suggests that Heinrich Othmar Abel (no date of
birth or death given, but still active in 1662) and Ernst Abel ‘the elder’ (a
Hanover court musician from 1636) were brothers and that Clamor Heinrich
was the son of the former, whilst Ernst Abel ‘the younger’ (otherwise Ernst
Othmar Abel, d 1679) was the son of the latter. With Clamor Heinrich’s
descendants we are on rather firmer ground: Christian Ferdinand (c1683-1737),
viol player and violinist at Anhalt-Cöthen in the time of J.S. Bach, was the
youngest of his nine children, and his grandson Karl Friedrich (1723-1787), the
best known and most studied of the dynasty, needs little introduction here.

The main surviving music by C.H. Abel is his substantial collection Musicalische
Blumen, which was printed in Frankfurt am Main in three volumes dated 1674,
1676 and 16773. The 1674 and 1676 prints, Erstlinge Musicalischer Blumen, contain
suites for a four-part instrumental ensemble with harpsichord continuo, they
have survived more or less complete4. The third, Dritter Theil Musicalischer
Blumen, contains suites for violin and harpsichord continuo, and for scordatura
viol (‘verstimbte Violadagamba’), violin and harpsichord continuo. Copies of
the violin and harpsichord partbooks are in the Musiksammlung of the
Österreichische Nationalbibliothek in Vienna5, no copy of the viol partbook is
known to survive.

1 See, for example, W. Knape, Karl Friedrich Abel, Leben und Werk eines frühklassischen
Komponisten (Schünemann Universitätsverlag: Bremen, 1973), 15ff.; Id., ‘Abel’, MGG2,
Personenteil 1, 31; Id. et al., ‘Abel’, GMO (accessed 20 November 2009); V. Greuel, ‘Clamor
Heinrich Abel und das Bremer Musikleben im 17. Jahrhundert’, Viola da gamba – Mitteilungen
(Newsletter of the Viola da gamba Gesellschaft D/CH/A), No. 21 (1996, Vol. 1), 4-8.

2 O. Rosteck, Bremische Musikgeschichte von der Reformation bis zur Mitte des 18. Jahrhunderts ,
Ph.D. dissertation, Universität Münster (Eres-Verlag: Lilienthal/Bremen, 1999), 68ff. & 76ff.

3 These are the dates on the title pages, the dedications of the second and third volumes are
dated respectively 27 August 1675, and 7 August 1676, that of volume one is undated.

4 The partbooks are held in the Ratsbibliothek in Kamenz, near Dresden.
5 Shelfmark SA.76.A.7 Mus 31 1.2. I wish to thank the staff in the reading room for their

friendly and patient assistance, thanks also to Marc Strümper for supplying additional material.
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With the exception of the Sonata Battaglia from the 1676 collection, C.H.
Abel’s music has aroused relatively little interest until recently.6 The four-part
suites have been discussed in the context of the Hanover court orchestra by
Erik Albertyn7 and in the German courtly consort repertory by Michael
Robertson.8

The main purpose of this article is to examine and set in context Abel’s Dritter
Theil Musicalischer Blumen, the third volume in the series, and in particular, to see
what information about the missing viol part can be gleaned both from the
surviving partbooks and from other contemporary sources. But before moving
on to consider the 1677 print it is worth briefly touching on some aspects of
the four-part pieces, which have not always been reported fully or accurately.

Erstlinge Musicalischer Blumen
The 1674 set consists of 52 pieces which are grouped into suites—a slow
preludium leads to a contrapuntal sonatina with imitative entries, these are
followed by a sequence of dance movements, usually allemanda, corrante,
sarabanda and giqve. The 59 pieces in the 1676 set follow much the same
pattern, except that here there are no sonatinas (despite them being advertised
on the title page), and the set ends with a suite of more varied dance types,
including gavotte and ballet, headed by the Sonata Battaglia. The last page of
the second partbook is missing, and thus the last four pieces are incomplete.

The 1674 and 1676 prints are both titled Erstlinge Musicalischer Blumen (The First
Fruits of Musical Flowers), the 1677 print Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen (The
Third Book of Musical Flowers). It seems that Abel did indeed intend to call
the second set Ander or Zweiter Theil Musicalischer Blumen, as one might have
expected,9 since he wrote in the dedication to the Dritter Theil:

… hat mich bewogen, so wohl hiebevor eine und andere
Musicalische Blumen, als auch anjetzo dieses gegenwertige geringe
Wercklein … außzufertigen und in offenen Truck [sic]
herzugeben.
… has moved me to prepare and offer publicly in print … not
only the previous first and second Musical Flowers, but now also
this comparatively feeble little effort.

6 Searching the internet for ‘Clamor Heinrich Abel’ now produces far more ‘hits’ than five
years ago, although many duplicate the same incomplete and not entirely accurate information.
There is an audio file of the Sonata Battaglia to be heard at <http://gauss.suub.uni-bremen.de
/html/mm/bremen/z_1666m.htm> (accessed 2 November 2009).

7 E. Albertyn, ‘The Hanover orchestral repertory, 1672–1714: significant source
discoveries’, Early Music Aug. 2005. Albertyn misleadingly writes that Erstlinge Musicalischer
Blumen consists of three sets of suites for four instruments and continuo (the article ‘Clamor
Heinrich Abel’ in GMO (accessed 28 October 2009) also perpetuates this misconception), and
rather vaguely gives the impression that two partbooks are missing from the 1677 Dritter Theil.

8 M. Robertson, ‘The court suite revisited’, Early Music, Feb. 2006, and The Courtly Consort
Suite in German-Speaking Europe, 1650-1706 (Ashgate, 2009) 95, 114-116.

9 Ernst Meyer used the form Zweiter Theil musicalischer Blumen, see E.H. Meyer, Die
mehrstimmige Spielmusik des 17. Jahrhunderts in Nord- und Mitteleuropa (Bärenreiter-Verlag: Kassel,
1934), 176.
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It presumably went wrong because of a change of printer: although all three
volumes were published by the Hanover bookseller Thomas Heinrich
Hauenstein, the first volume was printed by Balthasar Christoph Wust and the
remaining two by Johann Görlin (both printers were in Frankfurt am Main).
For volume two, Görlin appears to have simply copied the text (although not
the layout) of the title page from Wust’s for volume one (if this supposition is
correct, it also explains why the non-existent sonatinas are listed), but matters
were corrected in time for the third volume.

A further curiosity on the title page of the 1674 set is that the date is given in
the form of a Latin chronogram: RIDet AbeL tetros MorsVs VIrVsqVe CaInI.
The date may be easily enough deduced by rearranging the capitalized letters
thus: MDCLVVVVIIII (R and A are of course discarded), but to adequately
translate the text, and to investigate what events might lie behind it, are beyond
the scope of the present article.10

Four partbooks survive from each of the 1674 and 1676 prints, but the title
page rubrics ‘mit vier Instrumenten und Basso continuo’ (1674) and ‘mit vier
Instrumenten sampt Basso continuo’ (1676)11 lead one to expect five, as with
other similar publications of the time. In fact there is evidence that this was the
case. The four surviving partbooks from the 1674 set are named on their
respective title pages as ‘Pars Prima’, ‘Pars Secunda’, ‘Pars Tertia’ and
‘Cembalo’.12 The parts in the 1676 set have the same names, but only one title
page seems to survive—that of Pars Secunda. Fortunately, unlike the 1674 set,
the names are given again just before the first piece, and in addition are
repeated as a running ‘footer’ at the bottom left of the recto of most leaves
(written as Pars I., Pars II., Pars III., and CEMBALO). But the final page of each
partbook is, in this respect, slightly different—Pars Prima has ‘PARS’ at the
bottom right; Pars Secunda lacks this page, as explained above; Pars Tertia has
‘PARS IV.’, also bottom right; Cembalo has ‘FINIS’, grandly placed in the
centre, with a decorative woodcut below. This suggests that the printer worked
from a manuscript containing all the parts copied in sequence (and including a
now missing Pars Quarta), with a text direct before each new part, which the
compositor dutifully included.

There is conclusive evidence from a curious feature of the 1674 continuo part:
the 1676 ‘Cembalo’ part is figured throughout, and includes basso seguente
passages in treble, soprano or alto clef, usually where the parts enter in
sequence from the top down; the surviving 1674 part is, however, mostly
unfigured, with rests at such points—only one leaf, pages 7 and 8, has figures

10 I am indebted to Robin Adams for providing what he describes as ‘the first meaning of
the words’ (i.e. not yet with the status of a translation): ‘Abel laughs off the foul bitings and
slobber of Cain’, which suggests a local rivalry or jealousy, couched in what appears to be quite
unpleasantly strong language.

11 Both translate as ‘with four instruments and basso continuo’.
12 Music prints in more than one volume at this time generally used the German

designations ‘Erster Theil’ etc. for the successive volumes, the Latin terms ‘Pars Prima’ etc.
here refer to the instrumental partbooks; Abel was not entirely consistent, but I will maintain
this useful distinction. I believe the confusing notion that the printed volumes were also named
‘Pars Prima’ and ‘Pars Secunda’ has arisen because of this title page problem, associated with
the change of printer, and also because the only title page which appears to have survived from
the 1676 set (that is, the only one on the microfilm) is, by chance, that of ‘Pars Secunda’.
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and seguente passages notated in the higher clefs. This must be a composite
part, mainly ‘Pars Quarta’, the fourth instrument, but bound together with the
title page and a single leaf from the harpsichord part.13 Although direct
comparison of individual pieces is not possible, there is no sign that the figured
continuo part is a simplification of Pars Quarta, so although the figuring is
largely lost, the music is nevertheless complete.

The nature of the music leaves no doubt that stringed instruments were
intended; the clefs and ranges of the four parts are G2 (g – e'''), C1 (g – a''), C3
(d – e'') and F4 (C – e'). At first sight the clefs suggest a violin band with two
violas,14 but the range of Pars Secunda merits a closer look: a'' is a higher upper
limit than generally expected for viola parts at the time15, especially as this
upper note, one octave above the open string, is called for more often than
Pars Prima is taken up to e''', the equivalent note on the violin.16 In these
higher passages Pars Secunda sometimes crosses with Pars Prima. It cannot be
ruled out that Abel’s choice of soprano clef throughout the part, including the
passages which go up to a'',17 was made precisely in order to indicate that it is
not a violin part, but the evidence is at best ambiguous. The pell-mell ending of
the Sonata Battaglia (Example 1) certainly suggests violins on both upper parts
and it is likely that this is an example of what one might term the ‘string
quartet’ layout—with two unequal violin parts—as opposed to the ‘trio sonata’
layout with equal treble parts.18

In the dedication in the 1674 print Abel writes:

… Ich habe diese wenige Musicalische Blumen zusammen gelesen
von der Arbeit vieler Jahren, …
… I have compiled these few Musical Flowers from many years’
work, …

This may simply be a conventional formula, but it hints at possible
heterogeneous origins for the music—for example that sonatinas and giques
were added to existing prelude-allemanda-corrante-sarabanda sets. It is
noteworthy that the extremes of range and more adventurous writing for the
middle parts are found mostly in the sonatinas and giques, where a lively
contrapuntal equality of parts is the order of the day; in the preludes and

13 My first encounter with Abel’s Erstlinge Musicalischer Blumen (1674 & 1676) was a set of
badly collated loose photocopies, subsequently organized and bound with the help of digital
images of the microfilms provided by Jochen Thesmann of the Stadtarchiv in Hamm, to
whom I also owe thanks for sending me his complete transcription of the music. I must also
thank Michael Robertson for some helpful additional clarification: there are however
outstanding issues, such as this apparently composite bass/harpsichord partbook, which can
only be resolved by examining the original partbooks.

14 Albertyn, op. cit., argues for this interpretation.
15 The upper limit for the Renaissance or Baroque viola in extended first position is

nowadays usually considered to be f '', see J. Tarling, Baroque String Playing for Ingenious Learners
(Corda Music, 2000), 228; however J. J. Prinner (see below) implies g''.

16 In total, e''' is called for just five times in Pars I, a'' comes nine times in Pars II, most
instances are in the 1674 volume.

17 Pars III and Cembalo conspicuously avoid extra leger lines by briefly switching clefs, in
one instance for only one note, to C1 & C3 respectively, in occasional higher passages.

18 See Robertson, The Courtly Consort Suite, 177 & 231, for further examples of this situation
in German courtly suites.
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remaining dance movements the important material is generally confined to
treble and bass, the middle parts are often relatively dull parties de remplissage.

Ex. 1: C.H. Abel, the ending of 51. Sonata Battaglia,
Erstlinge Musicalischer Blumen, 1676.

Given that a good number of Abel’s potential customers would have, of
necessity, played one to a part, the ‘orchestral’ context is not the only one to
consider,19 and string ensembles in German speaking lands by no means
confined themselves to instruments of the violin family at this time. The
Austrian composer and theorist Johann Jacob Prinner, in his manuscript
Musicalischer Schlissl, 1677, listed the bowed strings in use at the time, giving
tunings and indicating an upper limit to the range.20 As 8ft bass instruments he
describes the ‘Basso di viola’, tuned g-d-A-F-C-GG, (today’s G-violone) which
he says may be played beyond the last fret (sounding d') as high as the
fingerboard allows, and the ‘Viola da Gamba’, tuned d'-a-e-c-G-D. The latter,
with a stated upper limit of a'', can also cover the middle parts, indeed, the
absence of low C would seem to rule it out for Abel’s Pars Quarta.21 In
addition, in the Viennese court suites by Alessandro Poglietti the tenor parts
are marked ‘Gamba’.22 Prinner does not mention the bass violin or violoncello,
which was, however, recommended by Georg Muffat, alongside the viol.23

19 For the sizes of late seventeenth-century German Kapelle, see J. Spitzer and N. Zaslaw,
The Birth of the Orchestra, History of an Institution, 1650-1815 (OUP, 2004) 213ff., and Robertson,
The Courtly Consort Suite, 16ff.

20 J.J. Prinner, Musikalischer Schlissl (autograph, 1677), Washington, Library of Congress,
82ff.

21 Tuning the bottom string down does not seem to have been German practice, Prinner
certainly does not mention it; see also the discussion of Buxtehude and Reincken below.

22 Robertson, The Courtly Consort Suite, 214.
23 G. Muffat, Foreword to Armonico tributo (Salzburg, 1682): ‘… Violoncino ò Viola di

Gamba per fondamento’; Foreword to Florilegium II (Passau, 1698): ‘die kleine Bass-Geigen, so
die Welschen Violoncino die Teutschen den Französischen Bass nennen’ (the small bass violin
which the Italians call the Violoncino and the Germans the French Bass); Foreword to
Auserlesene Instrumental-Musik (Passau, 1701): ‘Diser Baß aber/ wird auff einem frantzösischen
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Muffat’s listing of the viol as an alternative for the Italianate sonatas in
Armonico tributo is surely a concession to contemporary practice in German
speaking lands, and his repeated recommendations to use the violoncello in
preference to the violone—and the constant need he felt to explain what it
was—indicate that the latter generally remained the favoured 8ft bass
instrument in at least some parts of Germany, even at the start of the
eighteenth century. For the tenor and alto registers Prinner further lists the
‘Viola da Braccio’, with the normal tuning a'-d'-g-c, and a range of up to g'', and
the ‘Violetta’, or ‘Violettl’, described as a small viol with the tuning g'-d'-a-f-c-G,
and a range of up to c'''.24 This striking difference in upper limit presumably
reflects the relative ease of position shifting on the da gamba instruments. All
sources agree on the violin as the standard treble instrument, there is no
mention of the treble viol.

According to Georg Fischer the Hanover Hofkapelle in 1667-1668 under
Kapellmeister Antonio Sartorio consisted of seven singers (six Italian), seven
instrumentalists, and one instrument maker. There were two organists, a
lutenist and four players of bowed strings: ‘… Abel, Strunk, Violist Recaldini,
Bassviolist Stefel …’. In 1678-1679 under Kapellmeister Vicenzo de Grandis
the list is a little longer but gives less detail; in addition to eight Italian singers
and an organ builder there were ‘ … Abel, Strunk, Recaldini, Morselli,
Brothage, zwei Organisten Trento und Coberg (gleichzeitig Violist) …’.25

Clearly a degree of caution is necessary when drawing specific conclusions
from information taken from such a variety of sources, but there can be little
doubt that one to a part performance with a mixed instrumentation of violin(s)
and viols, as proposed by Veronika Greuel,26 also reflects contemporary
practice.

Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen
The two surviving partbooks of Abel’s third volume are, uniformly with those
of the Erstlinge Musicalischer Blumen, in upright quarto format, measuring
approximately 317 by 202 mm. They are in reasonably good condition, and,
despite considerable discolouring are perfectly legible, with no serious
problems of show through (the last gathering in the harpsichord partbook is a
different paper type, which has not discoloured at all). The music is set in
moveable type with diamond noteheads on staves measuring approximately 11
mm, the number of systems per page varies between a spacious nine and a
rather cramped thirteen. ‘Violino’ is notated in G2 clef throughout, ‘Cembalo’
basically in F4, with occasional excursions into C3 for higher passages, and into
G2 or C3 for basso seguente passages. There are enough barlines printed to
suggest that these were intended to be regular, indeed there are many instances

Bassetl besser als auff einem diser Orthen gebräuchigen Violone außkommen/ …’ (this bass
part will work better on a small French bass than on the violone commonly used in these parts,
…).

24 Prinner, op. cit., 92, further remarks that players should be able to read in at least four
clefs—G2, C1, C3 & C4—plus F4 when taking over the bass part in emergency.

25 G. Fischer, Musik in Hannover (Verlag der Hahn’schen Buchhandlung: Hanover and
Leipzig, 1903), 4. [Note: ‘Gleichzeitig’ here means ‘also’; ‘Violist’ may simply mean ‘string
player’ in a non-specific way—and Fischer may also have modernised the spelling.]

26 Greuel, op. cit., 8.
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of notes tied across where an absent barline should be. The standard of
accuracy is fairly good, and the errors—including missing and extra notes—are
mostly easy enough to correct, especially given the presence of the figured
bass; in many movements the divisions for the violin provide a useful cross
check. There is no beaming, the printer evidently had no type for
demisemiquavers, nor was he adequately equipped to notate chords, all of
which contributes to a quite old-fashioned appearance.

The title page reads as follows (text originally in Gothic is here given in italic):

CLAMOR-HEINRICI Abels/ | Hoch-Fürstl. Braunschw. Lüneburg.
Cammer-| MUSICI |Dritter Theil | Musicalischer Blumen/ |Bestehend
in |Allemanden, Correnten, Sarabanden, und Giquen, |nebenst ihren
Variationen. |Theils |Mit einer Violin, theils mit einer verstimbten
Violadagamba |und Violin, mit ihrem Basso pro | Clavicimbalo* |
[VIOLINO/CEMBALO] |Franckfurt am Mayn/ |In Verlegung
Thomae Heinrich Hauensteins/ |Buch-Händlers in Hannover: |Gedruckt
bey Johann Görlin/ Im Jahr |MDCLXXVII.

[* in the CEMBALO part this is changed to Clavicembalo]

The Third Book of Musical Flowers by CLAMOR-HEINRICUS
Abel, Chamber MUSICIAN to the ducal court of Brunswick &
Lüneburg. Consisting of Almains, Corantos, Sarabands, and Jigs,
alongside their Divisions. Some with a Violin, some with a
scordatura Viola da gamba and Violin, with their bass for
harpsichord [VIOLINO/CEMBALO] Frankfurt am Main,
Published by Thomas Heinrich Hauenstein, Bookseller in
Hanover: Printed by Johann Görlin, in the year MDCLXXVII.

The violin partbook contains 11 introductory text pages (all rather attractively
numbered (0)), beginning directly on the inside of the cover, and 52 pages of
music; the harpsichord book has just 29 music pages numbered [3]-[31], the
inside of the cover is blank. The text pages run thus: the first two openings
contain a list of dedicatees, firstly court and town officials, mostly from
Hanover, eight per page, and numbered 1 to 16 in order of rank; on the third
page there are eight musicians, and on the fourth, ten merchants and
businessmen from Hamburg, Hanover and Minden, including Abel’s publisher
Thomas Heinrich Hauenstein (who suffers the indignity of a printing error in
his name—Tohmas). The musicians and merchants are not numbered. Abel
rounds off with:

Meinen allerseits Hochzuehrenden Herrn und Gönnern/ auch
Brüdern/ Schwägern/ Vettern/ Gefattern27 und liebwerten
Freunden.
To my altogether highly esteemed gentlemen and benefactors, also
brothers, brothers-in-law, cousins, relatives and dear friends.

A full consideration of the significance of this apparently carefully ordered list
is beyond the scope of this article, but it is striking that space appears to have
been left to add further names, giving it, superficially at least, something of the

27 This more or less obsolete term can mean either godfather or more generally, relatives of
an older generation.
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appearance of a subscription list (notwithstanding the numbering, only the first
page is more than half full). Michael Robertson suggests that Abel was hoping
by this detailed personal dedication to obtain a post as a town musician in
Bremen, reinforcing his blanket dedication of the 1676 set to the entire
administrative officialdom of that town,28 but in fact the only named dedicatee
in Bremen is the musician Ernst Abel, who was Ratsmusikmeister there at the
time.29 Ernst Abel died at the end of 1679, and the vacant post was filled first
by Hector Adrian Janssen and then by his son Thomas Janssen, before C.H.
Abel’s eventual appointment as Obermusicus in 1694, only two years before his
death.30 Abel vanishes from the Hanover court records after 1685, but he
nevertheless had to be formally released from his duties there before taking up
the post in Bremen nine years later—his only known activity during this period
was the publishing of his Drey Opera musica in Brunswick in 1687 (see below).
He was clearly regarded as a good catch by the Bremen authorities and was not
only well looked after financially but was also, as a renowned string player,
excused Turmbläserdienst—this evidently involved fire watch duty as well as
regular performances of wind music from the church tower.31 The whole
episode remains somewhat enigmatic.

Among the other musicians on Abel’s list are Johann Georg Gumprecht,32

Cantor in Hanover, Andreas Kniller (or Kneller, 1649-1724), the composer
and organist whose elder brother Gottfried became well known as Sir Godfrey
Kneller, portrait painter at the English court, and, not surprisingly, Abel’s
colleague Nicolaus Adam Strungk (1640-1700). Strungk, a notable opera
composer and a violinist of some repute, was Konzertmeister at the Hanover
court at this time—he and Abel had already worked together at the court in
Celle before moving at the same time to Hanover in 1664.33 It seems
reasonable to assume that Abel had composed the suites in the Dritter Theil for
himself and Strungk to play, but it is not clear to what extent the violin writing
was shaped by Strungk’s playing, which is reported to have featured much
double stopping and scordatura.34

The dedication itself spreads over a lengthy and discursive four pages; Abel,
despite the foregoing list of dedicatees, addresses himself here—albeit

28 Robertson, The Courtly Consort Suite, 115.
29 This is Ernst Othmar Abel, see Rosteck, op cit., 68. The way the dedication is framed

certainly reinforces the contention that this Ernst Abel was not Clamor Heinrich’s father.
Rosteck (p. 76), however, conflates the dedications of the 1676 and 1677 volumes, and thus
implies a much stronger Bremen link for the 1677 dedication.

30 Ibid., 73ff.
31 Ibid., 77ff.
32 Not the lutenist Johann Gumprecht.
33 Rosteck, op. cit., 77.
34 M. Maul, ‘Strungk, Nikolaus Adam’, MGG2, Personenteil 16, 211; D. Härtwig, ‘Strungk,

Nicolaus Adam’, GMO (accessed 23 November 2009). Strungk’s contemporaries regarded him
primarily as a virtuoso violinist and harpsichordist; J.G. Walther (Musicalisches Lexicon (Leipzig,
1732), 582) was the first to relate Arcangelo Corelli’s reported comment after hearing Strungk
play the violin in Rome: ‘Herr, ich werde hier der Ertz-Engel genennet, ihr aber möget wol der
Ertz-Teuffel darauf heissen!’ (Sir, if I am known here as the Archangel, then you must be the
Arch-devil!). Only one virtuoso piece by Strungk survives by which to judge this appraisal, and
more recently his violin playing has tended to be played down in favour of his contribution to
the development of German opera.
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indirectly—to Herzog Johann Friedrich, and extols the advantages and benefits
of living and working within a peaceful regime under which the Arts can
flourish, contrasting this with the privations necessarily suffered under the rule
of a bloodthirsty, warmongering Duke; his duty as a musician is to publish the
fruits of his labours.

After three laudatory verses—two are signed only with initials,35 the third is
from Cantor Gumprecht—comes an important Notice:

Anmerckung

Weil wegen schleuniger Außfertigung dieses Werckleins dem Drucker nicht
also fort zu allen Allemanden und Correnten, in den Stücken Violino
solo, die Sarabanden und Giquen haben können zugeschicket werden /
als sind dieselbige nachgesendet / und in der Violino und Basso pro
Cembalo hineingedrucket worden / woselbst sie in ihrer Ordnung (doch ohne
Ziefer) zufinden. Da ich auch vernehmen werde / daß diese meine geringe
Arbeit einige Liebhabers angetroffen / so werde ich denenselbigen Ehestens
noch mit einigen Sachen / Viola da Gamba solo, verstimt / benebenst dem
Basso Continuo, doch daß sie auch ohne denselbigen können gespielet
werden / an die Hand gehen / darauff dann auch bald / wenn Gott Leben
und Gesundheit gönnet / einige Kirchen Sachen Vocaliter und
Instrumentaliter folgen könten.

C. H. A.

Notice

Due to the hasty preparation of this little work it was not possible
to send the Sarabands and Jigs [belonging] to all the Almains and
Corantos in the solo violin pieces, to the printer immediately;
these were sent on later, and may be found printed in the violin
and harpsichord continuo partbooks in the correct order (but not
numbered). If I sense that my feeble efforts are welcomed by a
few lovers of music then I will as soon as possible get on with
some things for solo viola da gamba, scordatura, with basso
continuo, which nevertheless may be played without the latter;
then soon after that, if God, Life and Health permit, some sacred
things, vocal and instrumental, could follow.

In fact, as can be seen from the inventory (appended to this article), the
continuo part to one saraband (seq. (23)) missed the boat completely.36 But the
main interest here is the information about the missing viol part. The first
point to note is that it is not this scordatura viol part which is optional, as has

35 One in Latin, signed J. S. SS. Th. D., the other in German, signed S. H. C. I. O.
36 There is no suggestion from the violin part that this movement is intended to be

unaccompanied. The layout of the harpsichord part corroborates the Anmerckung , settling
down to a regular pattern after the first two suites—the numbered allemanda and corrente are
on a verso, the subsequently inserted and unnumbered sarabanda and gique on the following
recto (thus each suite neatly occupies a single opening); the layout of the violin part is more
difficult to reconcile with Abel’s explanation, as allemandas often begin part way down a page,
following the ending of an unnumbered gique. The typesetting of the violin part must have
begun only after receipt of the missing movements, the numbering nevertheless had to match
the work already completed on the harpsichord part. Yet the printer must have known that
there were extra movements to insert, since the pagination is correct in the continuo partbook.
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been asserted,37 but the continuo part of the advertised forthcoming
publication (which seems never to have been printed, nor indeed the ‘sacred
things’ also mentioned38). Secondly, Abel’s explanation of the numbering
problem provides further confirmation of which pieces are for solo violin only
and which also for viol.

The collection has an organised layout: eight suites for violin and harpsichord
(up to 22. Gique) and seven for viol, violin and harpsichord (starting with 24.
Ballet) flank the stand-alone 23. Lamento, also for viol, violin and harpsichord,
as indicated by the rubric ‘& sequent. à2.’ in the continuo partbook at this
point. For the final suite, nos 48-51, the violin is also in a scordatura tuning,
see Example 6.

The suites for violin solo all present the same sequence of movements, and the
allemandas, courantes, and sarabandas are provided with busy divisions, with
the exception of 19. Allemanda—this is quite a dramatic piece, with the closing
bars marked ‘adagio’, Abel perhaps felt that a division was inappropriate. The
giques which close each suite are contrapuntal, allowing the harpsichord to
break free of its otherwise often humble continuo function, even, in the first
strain of seq. (16), to take a leading role (see Examples 2 & 3). Here the
participation of an additional bowed stringed continuo instrument would be
most effective, but Abel’s title page and other remarks suggest that this was not
part of his thinking. The writing for the solo violin contrasts with that for Pars
Prima in the consort suites, in that greater use is made of both extremes of
range, including excursions up to f#''' (the one notated g''', in the division to 16.
Courante, seems to be a misprint), wide leaps and broken arpeggios, but the
suites make only relatively modest demands on virtuosity compared to the
works of contemporary Austro-German violinist-composers such as Biber,
Schmelzer, Walther or Westhoff. There are some extended slurs, including up
to 12 semiquavers together in the Variatio to 15. Allemanda, but multiple stops
are used very sparingly, and there is just one fleeting moment of genuine two-
part writing (in 19. Allemanda). Only one ornament sign is used, which
resembles a modern double staccato; it appears only in the second strain of 47.
Gique, and only ever above quavers; its meaning is not absolutely clear.39 It is
possible that Abel was hampered by limitations of the moveable type

37 Albertyn, op. cit.. I too must own up to having similarly misinterpreted Abel’s
Anmerckung, in information I supplied a few years ago for the VdGS Thematic Index (The Viola
da Gamba Society of Great Britain Thematic Index of Music for Viols, comp. G. Dodd, rev. A. Ashbee,
available on the Society’s homepage at <http://www.vdgs.org.uk/publications-Thematic
Index.html>

38 The only other known publication by Abel, now lost, is Drey Opera musica, deren der erste und
ander Theil in sich enthält, Overturen nach französ. Art, Alemanden, Cour., Sarab. u. Giquen m. 4 Instr. u.
Clavicimb. … Im dritten Theil befinden sich Sonaten, Arien nebenst ihren Variationen, Lamanten,
Alemand., Cour., Sarab. u. Giquen, wie auch ein Kriegsexercitium der Infanterie, alles auf neue und besondere
Art, m. 2. 3. 4. & 5. Instr. und B.c. pro Cembalo (Brunswick, 1687). It is hard to disagree with
Ernst Meyer’s suggestion (Meyer, op. cit., 176) that this was simply a reissue of the Musicalische
Blumen, but the presence of three and five-part works indicates at least some degree of
reworking (perhaps of the Dritter Theil only?), possibly to accommodate the prevailing fashion
for the French style, or similar to Muffat’s reworking of his own Armonico tributo in Auserlesene
Instrumental-Musik of 1701. But see also Robertson, The Courtly Consort Suite, 115.

39 Judy Tarling suggests either ‘shiver’ bowing or two semiquavers (private communication).



65

technology, the printer certainly had serious difficulties with the vertical
alignment of the few chords which are present.

Ex. 2: C.H. Abel, the opening of 15. Allemanda,
Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen.40

Ex. 3: C.H. Abel, part of 8. Gique, Dritter Theil Musicalisher Blumen.

40 The divisions are for convenience here notated under the plain version. The original
notation—plain version AB, followed by the division A'B', sometimes with a page turn
between—makes it clear that an AABBA'A'B'B' performance was expected.
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23. Lamento is by far the longest single movement, with two repeated sections
55 and 58 bars in length; ‘battle’ works of this period often end with a lament,
it is tempting to cast this as a pendant to the Sonata Battaglia, the only other
piece of similar length and substance in the Musicalische Blumen, but the
differences of instrumentation and key make this unlikely, certainly paired
performance is not an option. It is the first piece to introduce the ‘verstimbte
Viola da gamba’—Abel’s own instrument—and as if to underline the
importance of the moment it clearly began with a statement of the opening
motiv from the viol which is then taken up by the violin (see Example 4).

Ex. 4: C.H. Abel, the opening of 23. Lamento, Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen.

The suites which follow have the same sequence of movements as those for
violin solo, except that the first two begin with a ballet rather than an
allemande. These ballets are lively common time pieces with a simpler structure
than most of the allemandas, they rather recall the English masque dances
brought to Germany by William Brade and Thomas Simpson early in the
seventeenth century. The writing for the violin is predictably more restrained
than in the solo works, and in many places space is clearly left for the viol to
come forward. This varies considerably between movements, 23. Lamento
stands at one extreme, and contrasts sharply with the ballets, nos 24 & 28, both
of which function perfectly well with just the surviving melody and bass. Here
one imagines the viol providing a filling much like Pars Secunda and Pars
Tertia in the consort suites. Elsewhere rests in the violin and harpsichord
continuo point to imitative entries, and in occasional basso seguente passages
short snatches of the viol part are tantalisingly revealed (Example 5).

Ex. 5: C.H. Abel, the opening of 27. Gique, Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen.
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There are far fewer movements with divisions, and here, unlike in the solo
violin section, these are flagged up by rubrics at the end of the piece, at least in
two cases. Thus in 25. Courante the harpsichord is marked at the end ‘Variatio
à capite’ to indicate that the violin has a division; in 34. Sarabanda both violin
and harpsichord have the indication ‘à capite’, suggesting that the viol has a
division. The structure of this movement is in fact rather more complicated:
for the second strain only, the violin has a written out repeat, marked ‘piano’,
whilst the harpsichord has a division; it is not immediately clear how a division
for the viol might have fitted into this scheme. The division to 45. Courante
for the violin is not indicated by a rubric in the continuo part, so the possibility
of further divisions for the viol cannot be ruled out.

Ex. 6: C.H. Abel, the first strain of 49. Courante,
from Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen.

Throughout the collection Abel’s writing is varied and imaginative—far more
so than the apparently rigid organization of the suites might suggest. Nowhere
does he make use of the technique of basing a sequence of dance movements
on the same musical material, and if some pieces do not sustain their promise,
there are others in which he is bursting with ideas. The sarabandas show the
most uniformity, with one exception they have regular strains of eight bars
composed of two four bar phrases; only no. 42 breaks the pattern with strains
of ten bars. The more unusual structure of no. 34 has already been described,
and in four other sarabandas (no. 3, seq. (15), seq. (27) and no. 21) the violin
part of the second strain is an inversion of the first. In no. 21 attention is
drawn to this by marking the second strain ‘contra’; in seq. (15) Abel succeeds
in also inverting the continuo for nearly two bars as well (Example 7), whereas
in no. 3 the inversion of the violin part lasts only four bars. Within the suites,
the sarabandas function as a point of repose between the more abstract
allemandes and courantes and the lively and often unpredictable counterpoint
of the giques. Most giques have a C12/8 time signature, they tend to have both
strains the same length, even if that length is often irregular (seven or eleven
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bars is typical). Sometimes Abel follows the ‘standard’ gigue pattern of
beginning the second strain with an inversion of the opening of the first, but
equally frequently the two strains use quite unrelated material (see Example 3).
Just two giques, both in the section for viol, violin and continuo (nos 39 and
51), have a C3 time signature and bars of three crotchets, and are composed in
a more flowing idiom.

Ex. 7: C.H. Abel, seq. (15) Sarabanda, Dritter Theil Musicalischer Blumen.

Style
The obvious first place to look when considering how Clamor Heinrich Abel
might have written for the viol in these suites is his one complete work for
violin, bass viol and continuo. This is the Sonata sopra CucCuc which survives
in three manuscript sources.41 It is an accomplished and witty piece which
makes similar technical demands on both violin and viol. As may be seen from
Example 8, the viol part is mostly an independent voice on an equal footing
with the violin, but occasionally drops down to join the continuo (thereby
reducing the likelihood of the successful participation of a further bowed bass
instrument). This repertoire typically acknowledges the viol’s chordal and
polyphonic capabilities without exploiting them to any great extent.

Abel’s Sonata sopra CucCuc belongs to a variety of trio sonata cultivated in
German speaking lands, especially in the North, which substitutes a viol for the
second violin.42 There are printed examples by Philipp Friedrich Buchner
(1614-1669),43 Dietrich Becker (1623-1679),44 Johann Philipp Krieger (1649-

41 London, British Library, Add.MS.31423 (anon.), Haslemere Dolmetsch Library, II.c.25
(‘Clamor Hen Abell’), and Durham Cathedral Library, MS D2, (‘Abell’). These mss show
considerable overlap of contents, including works by Jenkins, Butler and Schmelzer.

42 See, for example, the discussion in C. Hogwood, The Trio Sonata, BBC Music Guide (BBC
Publications, 1979), 55ff.

43 Ph.Fr. Buchner, Plectrum musicum, Op. 4 (Frankfurt am Main, 1662), a collection of 24
sonatas for a variety of instruments, including violin and viol.

44 D. Becker, Erster Theil zwey-stimmiger Sonaten und Suiten, nebest einem gedoppelten basso continuo
(Hamburg, 1674), facs. online at <http://www.kb.dk/da/nb/samling/ma/digmus/pre1700_
indices/becker.html>, mainly for two violins, one sonata-suite (ed. L. & G. von Zadow,
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1725),45 Philipp Heinrich Erlebach (1657-1714),46 and Dieterich Buxtehude
(c1637-1707).47 Of these, Buxtehude, Becker and Erlebach made use of the
suite form in their trio sonatas.

Ex. 8: C.H. Abel, the opening of Sonata sopra CucCuc.

An early version of Buxtehude’s Sonata Op. 1 no. 4 in Bb survives in
manuscript,48 in which the sonata is followed by an A-C-S-G suite. In this
suite, however—in contrast to the sonata, in which there is a great deal of
genuine three-part writing—the viol doubles the continuo throughout, with
only occasional and modest elaboration, and Buxtehude chose not to include
any dance suites in the published sets.

Becker is perhaps of greater relevance here, he was an organist and violinist
and seems to have narrowly missed officially being a colleague of Clamor
Heinrich Abel at the court in Celle, where he held a post from 1656 to 1662,
just prior to Abel’s appointment, after which he spent the rest of his life living

Edition Güntersberg G064: Heidelberg, 2005) is for violin and viol. A second volume, Ander
Theil zwey-stimmiger Sonaten und Suiten (Hamburg, 1679), is apparently lost, although Eitner’s
Quellen-Lexikon (Graz, 1959) listed a Bc partbook in the Stadtbibliothek, Hamburg.

45 J.Ph. Krieger, 12 Suonate a doi, violino e viola da gamba, Op. 2 (Nuremberg, 1693).
46 Ph.H. Erlebach, VI Sonate à violino e viola da gamba (Nuremberg, 1694), ed. L. & G. von

Zadow (Edition Güntersberg G051-056: Heidelberg, 2004).
47 D. Buxtehude, VII Suonate à due, Violino & Violadagamba con Cembalo , Op. 1 (Lübeck,

?1694), VII Suonate …, Op. 2 (Lübeck, 1696).
48 BuxWV 273, see DDT, xi, ed. C. Stiehl, rev. H.J. Moser (1903, 2/1957); and Dieterich

Buxtehude: The Collected Works, xvi, ed. K.J. Snyder, C. Wolff et al. (New York, 1987- ). I wish to
thank Jochen Thesmann for bringing this to my attention.
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and working in Hamburg.49 In 1668 Becker published a collection of consort
sonatas and suites for three to five instruments,50 in which two four-part
sonata-suite sequences (nos. 5-9 and 10-14) show particular similarities with
Abel’s Erstlinge Musicalischer Blumen—Becker’s multi-sectional sonatas are more
ambitious than Abel’s preludes and sonatinas, on the other hand the dance
movements in the subsequent A-C-S-G suites are somewhat slighter. He is
generally credited with being not only the first composer to publish consort
works in the A-C-S-G sequence, but also, in his 1674 Sonaten und Suiten, the
first to use the term ‘suite’ to describe it. In Becker’s trio sonata collection a
suite of dance movements is appended to every sonata—in most cases an A-C-
S-G sequence. As may be seen from Example 9, the viol has a good deal of
independent material, as well as intermittently doubling the continuo.

Ex. 9: Dietrich Becker, part of XLIII. Courant,
Erster Theil zwey-stimmiger Sonaten und Suiten (Hamburg, 1674).

Erlebach’s trio sonatas—in which a sequence of dance movements either
follows, or is incorporated within, a multi-sectional sonata—were, on the other
hand, published with the second part either for viol or for a second violin
(‘Violino Secondo se piace, in luogo della Viola da Gamba’). In order to ensure
that the viol part is suitable for octave transposition for violin it is completely
independent of the continuo throughout, and only ever descends below G for
occasional full chords of D major; all the chords have in any case to be
rewritten for the violin. Two of Erlebach’s sonatas are written for scordatura
violin, Sonata terza in A calls for e''-a'-e'-a, as does Abel for the same key—
interestingly the transposed version of the viol part for the second violin is also
in this same scordatura, but Erlebach nowhere asks for a retuning of the viol
(see Example 10).

49 U. Grapenthin, ‘Becker, Dietrich’, GMO (accessed 27 November 2009); C. Defaut,
‘Becker, Dietrich’, MGG2, Personenteil 2, 618.

50 D. Becker, Musicalische Frülings-Früchte in drei- vier- und fünff-stimmiger Instrumental-Harmonia
nebenst dem Basso Continuo (Hamburg, 1668), repr. as Musikalische Lendt-Vruchten bestaende in dry,
vier, vyf Instrumentale-Hermoniale stemmen beneffens den bassus continuus (Antwerp, 1673). Modern
sources show considerable disagreement on the orthography of Becker’s titles.
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Ex. 10: Ph.H. Erlebach, the first strain of the Courante,
Sonata terza, VI. Sonate (Nuremberg, 1694).

A decade after Abel’s Dritter Theil, in 1688, the coupling of sonata and A-C-S-
G suite is encountered in Johann Adam Reincken’s Hortus Musicus.51 Although
basically trio sonatas for two violins these works are in something of a hybrid
form: the viol for the most part doubles or elaborates the continuo line,52

especially at fugal entries the continuo is a simplification of the viol part;
however, the viol sometimes has an independent tenor line in a true four-part
texture—this is most often found in the slow section of a sonata, but occurs
almost throughout the sixth sonata and suite, in the gique the viol and
continuo even have separate fugal entries. The sonatas all feature florid solo
sections, as found in the early seventeenth-century Italian trio sonata repertoire
and later in Buxtehude’s trio sonatas for violin and viol; here the virtuosic
honours are shared between the first violin and the viol, the second violin
taking no part (in each sonata the viol repeats the violin solo exactly, an octave
lower). Reincken (1643-1722), renowned as an organist on a par with his friend
and colleague Buxtehude, almost certainly crossed paths with Abel—he studied
with Heinrich Scheidemann in Hamburg, later returning as Scheidemann’s
assistant and in due course, successor, as organist at the Catharinenkirche. He
married Scheidemann’s youngest daughter, and their daughter Margarthe-Maria

51 J.A. Reincken, Hortus Musicus, recentibus aliquot flosculis, Sonaten, Allemanden, Couranten,
Sar[a]banden et Giquen, cum 2. Violine, Viola et Basso continuo, (Hamburg [1688]); ed. J.C.M. van
Riemsdijk (Maatschappij tot bevordering der Toonkunst Vereeninging voor Nederlands
Musiekgeschiedenis XIII: Amsterdam, 1886); ed. Thierry Mathis (Edition Walhall: Magdeburg).

52 This includes occasional descents to low C ; whether Reincken expected the player to
retune or to use a seven-string bass, or whether this is simply careless, is not clear. Buxtehude
always ensures that the viol part never descends below D, even in passages where it is doubling
and the continuo has a low C.
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became the wife of Andreas Kneller (or Kniller, mentioned above as one of
the dedicatees of Abel’s Dritter Theil ).53

But despite the similarities in overall form, Reincken’s music is in many ways
quite different from Abel’s. His disciplined counterpoint and rigorous
approach to fugue (which appears to have especially attracted the interest of
J.S. Bach54) contrast especially with Abel’s more relaxed and flexible manner—
one gets the impression that Abel was happy if his counterpoint worked well,
but just as happily found another way forward if it did not. On the other hand,
Abel generally stays closer to the original dance forms in the suites—if the
movements were untitled there would be no problem identifying them—
whereas some of Reincken’s have rhythmical eccentricities which serve to
considerably undermine the dance’s character, especially in the sarabands.55

Thus the published trio sonatas of both Becker and Erlebach offer plausible
templates of quite different character for realising Abel’s missing viol part;
Becker’s use of the viol is perhaps more typical, alternating between an
independent middle voice and doubling or elaborating the continuo, but
Erlebach’s fully independent and rather more challenging writing, entirely in
the alto and tenor registers, is an attractive alternative.

Stylistically, Abel is very much in the mainstream of the North German trio
sonata tradition, including the use of scordatura violin, but his exceptional use
of a scordatura viol is evidence of at least an indirect English influence. English
violinists, viol players and composers, and the English style had of course long
been a fact of musical life in the North German courts and free cities,
especially in the first half of the seventeenth century, and in turn, German
musicians were active in England. In the context of Clamor Heinrich Abel’s
works Dietrich Steffkens (d 1673) and August Kühnel (see below) are perhaps
of especial relevance. Steffkens was of German origin, but after a period of
service at the Danish court appears to have made London his adoptive home.
Between 1628 and 1642 he served at the English court, and returned promptly
in 1660 after the Restoration. During the Civil Wars and Interregnum he held
posts at the Brandenburg court, in The Hague, and, after 1652, in Hamburg.
He was highly regarded by Constantijn Huyghens and according to Roger
North, enjoyed a particularly close friendship with Jenkins.56 Thus he was an
important presence in North Germany at the time Abel was growing up and
learning his trade. Example 11 shows how the lyra viol style had moved away
from the dense polyphonic writing of Alfonso Ferrabosco the younger,
William Corkine and Joseph Sherlie to an open stile brisé texture with much use
of broken chords to sketch in the bass or produce an illusion of two part
writing, with chords held in reserve to build up tension at the approach to a

53 U. Grapenthin, ‘Reincken, Johann Adam’, GMO (accessed 3 December 2009); Id.,
‘Reincken, Johann Adam’, MGG2 , Personenteil 13, 1506.

54 BWV 965 and 966 are arrangements for harpsichord of movements culled from Hortus
Musicus.

55 This assessment is based on van Riemsdijk’s 1886 transcription, which appears to have
gone to some trouble to preserve inconsistencies and irregularities in the notation.

56 See C.D.S. Field, ‘Steffkin, Theodore’, GMO, and Y. Wasserloos, ‘Steffkins, Dietrich’,
MGG2, Personenteil 15, 1373. In the Ebenthal Tablature A-EBgoëss MS (B) the composer
signed himself ‘D. Stöeffken’.
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cadence. Abel’s writing for solo violin echoes many of these features, including
the irregular length phrases and strains, and a tendency only finally to come to
rest at a double bar.

Ex. 11: Dietrich Steffkens, the first strain of the Almaine VdGS 75,
Narcissus Marsh’s Lyra Viol Book, IRL-Dm MS Z.3.5.13, f.15v.

The English music for lyra consort should also be considered here, especially
that which found its way to the continent. The lyra consorts which survive
complete—substantial quantities by John Jenkins57 and Christopher Simpson,58

with one set each by George Hudson59 and George Loosemore60—actually
form a quite heterogeneous group, regarding both the instrumentation—the
presence, or not, of a continuo instrument and/or bass viol—and the role
played by the lyra viol within the ensemble. Simpson is without doubt
technically the most demanding, frequently the lyra viol is simultaneously
doubling the bass, filling in harmony and providing a second melodic line; full
chords abound, many of them awkward because of the frequent modulation.
Jenkins tends towards a more open texture, the lyra viol part is typically more
melodic, with fewer chords. Where Simpson provides a figured continuo part
for an unspecified instrument, Jenkins calls explicitly for harpsichord and
provides a written out part. In the matter of instrumentation George Hudson’s
set is the closest to Abel— significantly, the chordal instrument, theorbo rather

57 Main sources: Oxford, Bodleian Library MS.Mus.Sch.C.84, 85 & 88, for violin/treble, lyra
viol, bass (viol) and harpsichord, and Durham, Cathedral Library MS M.179-80, for treble, lyra
viol and bass. All complete works ed. F. Traficante (A-R Editions, Recent Researches in the
Music of the Baroque Era, B67-68: Middleton, 1992).

58 Main source: Oxford, Bodleian Library MSS.Mus.Sch.E.430, ‘M r Sympson’s Little
Consort’ for treble, lyra viol, bass viol and bassus continuus; ed. I. Stoltzfus (PRB Productions
VC043: Albany, 2003).

59 Uppsala, University Library IMhs4:3, ‘for the Lyro Violle-Treble Viollin and Theorba’; ed.
I.H. Stoltzfus (Dove House Editions, Viola da gamba series no. 35, 1981).

60 Brussels, Royal Conservatory Library MS Litt XY 24, 910; violin, lyra viol & bass viol.
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than harpsichord,61 is not supported throughout by a bass viol, but is
occasionally doubled by the lyra viol. Since the set survives only in the Düben
Collection it may be that the instrumentation was adapted to continental
practice.

Ex. 12: George Hudson, Courant I for lyra consort, from S-Uu IMhs 4:3.

Our knowledge of the use of the lyra viol on the continent in the second half
of the seventeenth century remains patchy; although sources continue to come
to light there is still much research to be done to examine them and place them
in proper context.62 But what there is indicates that the use of tablature and the
lyra viol was widespread, no doubt fostered by the activities of William Young
in Innsbruck, Walter Rowe in Berlin, and John Price in Stuttgart, Dresden and
Vienna. The same duality as in English sources is observable—on the one
hand, simple pieces notated in tablature for teaching purposes, and on the
other, original compositions, usually of a more challenging nature, which
exploit the advantages of tablature for notating chordal music and make
effective use of scordatura.

The large collection of tablature manuscripts in Kassel, D-Kl 4°Mss.Mus.
108.2-7,63 consists mostly the former, much of it French, with tablature or staff

61 According to Ila Stoltzfus in the introduction to her edition there is also a keyboard part
in German tablature, which consists of the bass and treble parts, similar to Jenkins’s
harpsichord parts; she casts doubt on whether it was intended to be played from.

62 See A. Otterstedt, Die Englische Lyra-Viol, Instrument und Technik, Ph.D. dissertation,
Technische Universität Berlin (Bärenreiter Hochschulschriften: Kassel, 1989); Id., ‘Die Lyra
Viol auf dem Continent und ihre Verwandten’, in Viola da gamba und Viola da braccio, Symposium
im Rahmen der 27. Tage Alter Musik in Herne 2002, ed. C. Ahrens & G. Klinke, pub. Stadt Herne
(Musikverlag Katzbichler: Munich – Salzburg, 2006), 139-155.

63 Inventories in C. Gottwald, ‘Musica Manuscripta’, vol. 6 of Die Handschriften der
Gesamthochschulbibliothek Kassel, Landesbibliothek & Murhardsche Bibliothek der Stadt Kassel , ed. H.-J.
Kahlfuss, (Harrassowitz Verlag: Wiesbaden, 1997), 624-661. Gottwald makes a considerable
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notation bass parts.64 These pieces are, with a few exceptions, in normal
consort tuning. Scattered amongst these manuscripts, however, and especially
in volumes 5 and 7, there is ‘true’ lyra viol music. There are anonymously
copied works by English composers (those identifiable from concordances
include John Jenkins, William Drew, Simon Ives, Christopher Simpson and
George Hudson), and, significantly, works by German composers. The
Ebenthal tablatures,65 copied in the 1660s for the Goëss family of Schloss
Ebenthal in Carinthia, Austria, contain much English music (including Jenkins,
Charles Coleman, William Lawes and—not surprisingly—William Young), but
also works by Nicolas Hotman and various German composers. Ambrosius
Scherle, Christian Herwich, Daniel Eberlin, Willem Deutekom and Gottfried
Tielke may not be household names, but their presence is indicative of a degree
of activity of which the surviving manuscript and printed sources surely
represent just the tip of the iceberg. Tablature was regarded as a perfectly
normal alternative to staff notation; composition in other tunings, whilst not
playing such a dominant role as in English solo viol music, was nevertheless
unexceptional.

This is exemplified by the one German composer better known to viol players
today whose music appears in the Kassel tablatures: August Kühnel (1645-after
1699) reportedly studied in France as a young man, he also travelled to
England in 1682 ‘weil die Viol d’gamba auß Engellandt her kombt’ (‘because
the viol came here out of England’); in 1685 the London Gazette reported
performances on the viol and ‘Barritone’ by ‘Mr August Keenel’, and he must
then have made the acquaintance of Christian and Frederick Steffkens, sons of
Dietrich, who were both viol players.66 In D-Kl 4°Ms.Mus.108.6, ff.8v-27,
there is a sequence of seventeen pieces (VdGS 62-70 and 72-81), most of
which are grouped into suites, with both solo and bass parts in tablature (ffeff).
Some of these are also copied into D-Kl 4°Ms.Mus.108.7, along with the
Prelude VdGS 61, this time with the bass in staff notation and figured; some
subsequently appeared in Kühnel’s published set of Sonatas.67 One, the
Allemand VdGS 72, is a self contained solo piece without bass (Example 13),
which shows a clear influence from the French school of Hotman and
Dubuisson (who frequently notated in tablature but never used scordatura), as
well as having an obvious kinship with the Steffkens Almaine shown above
(Example 11). But more significant is the ‘Suite Aug: Kühnel’ in Harp way
sharp tuning on ff.1v-2v of 108.6, apparently for two lyra viols. There are just
two movements, Allemand and Ballett; the Allemand has a ‘Contra partie’, also

number of highly speculative attributions, many of which are contradicted by concordances
already known to the VdGS Thematic Index. The mss are all tentatively dated 1680 or later.

64 Vol. 4 contains mostly staff notation bass parts to vol. 3; no parallel bass book for vol. 2
has survived, but the repertoire is very similar to vol. 3, and needs a bass. Vols 5 and 7 contain
mostly solo pieces without bass, whereas vol. 6 has tablature bass parts alongside the solo part.

65 See G. Dodd, ‘Matters Arising from Examination of Lyra-Viol Manuscripts’, Chelys, 9
(1980), 23-27; D.A. Smith, ‘The Ebenthal Lute and Viol Tablatures’, Early Music, Oct. 1982,
462-7; and T. Crawford, General Introduction (dated 1993) to the facsimile editions of A-
EBgoëss MSS (A) & (B), ed. A. Reyerman (Tree Edition, 1997).

66 E. Noack, ‘Kühnel, August’, GMO (accessed 20 December 2009); H. Itoh, ‘Kühnel,
August’, MGG2, Personenteil 10, 834.

67 A. Kühnel, Sonate ô Partite ad una ô due Viole da Gamba con il Basso Continuo (Kassel, 1698),
facsimile ed. M.-F. Bloch (Edition Fuzeau: Courlay, 1998).
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in Harp way sharp (Example 14), but the page facing the Ballett is blank, which
suggests that copying was broken off.68 The VdGS Thematic Index also lists two
pieces by Kühnel in S-[K1] MS 21.068, in the tuning efdef, and there must have
been more; but by the end of the 1690s, when his Sonatas went into print, the
use of tablature and altered tunings for the bass viol was passing into history,
and he published conventionally in staff notation with figured bass.

Ex. 13: August Kühnel, the first strain of the Allemand for solo viol,
VdGS 72, D-Kl 4°Ms.Mus.108.6, f.18v.

Ex. 14: August Kühnel, part of the Allemand for two viols,
VdGS 84, D-Kl 4°Ms.Mus. 108.6, ff.1v-2.

68 The Kühnel pieces appear to be all in the same hand, and are individually ascribed to
‘AK’; the copyist seems to have left space after the ‘Ballett’ for further movements before
commencing the ffeff pieces on f.8v. In some of this space, on ff.3v-6, there are anonymous
pieces in a different hand.
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One final example: the so-called Wolfenbüttel Partiturbuch,69 a substantial
scorebook presented by Jacob Ludwig to August, Herzog of Braunschweig-
Lüneburg, and his wife Sophie Elisabeth in 1662, contains 113 works for
various combinations of up to eight instruments with continuo. There is music
by Antonio Bertali, Johann Heinrich Schmelzer, Johann Jacob Froberger,
Christian Herwich, David Pohle, Johann Michael Nicolai, and others, more or
less well known. Sitting slightly incongruously amongst the two-part works is a
three movement suite, 26. Allemand, 27. Courant and 28. Sarabande, for violin
and lyra viol (‘Viola da gamba Verstimbt’) without continuo, the viol is notated
in tablature, in the tuning High harp way sharp (no indication of the tuning is
given). The pieces are anonymous, but are undoubtedly of English origin. Only
the sarabande has divisions, but here the two instruments take turns, as can be
seen in Example 15. There is also one piece for scordatura violin, viol and
continuo in the scorebook, an ‘Aria’ by Andreas Uswalt (1634-1656), and
interestingly, in the index the copyist felt the need to point out that only the
violin uses scordatura, writing ‘Violino Verstimbt è Viola di Gamba natural’.

Ex. 15: the division to the first strain of 28. Sarabande
‘a2 Violino et Viola da Gamba Verstimbt’ (Incerti),

Wolfenbüttel Partiturbuch, 1662, pp. 32-33.

Notation and Tuning
Of the two possibilities for notating the viol part—tablature and ‘handgrip’—
tablature seems without doubt to be the most likely to have been used, but it is
worth stopping to consider why this should be. Handgrip notation is the usual
method for notating scordatura violin, as seen in Examples 6 and 10.70 The

69 Partiturbuch Voll Sonaten, Canzonen, Arien, Allemand:, Cour:, Sarab:, Chiquen, etc mitt 1. 2. 3. 4.
5. 6. 7. 8. Instrumenten …Anno 1662, Herzog August Bibliothek, Wolfenbüttel, Cod.Guelf. 34.7
Aug 2°; facs. online at <http://diglib.hab.de/wdb.php?dir=mss/34-7-aug-2f> (accessed 30
November 2009), my thanks to Peter Holman for alerting me to this.

70 The music is written on a normal five line staff, to be read as if the instrument were tuned
normally. The notated pitches are transposed as necessary to take account of the scordatura,
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only instance of its use for the viol of which I am aware—two works by
Gottfried Finger71—shows just how impractical it is for this instrument.
Tablature is an ideal system for the chromatically fingered fretted instruments
for which it was developed, and allows complete freedom of choice of tuning;
handgrip, on the other hand, has decided disadvantages, the most serious of
which is that it may only be used for tunings in which the intervals between
adjacent strings are the same as, or narrower than the normal tuning; if the
interval is wider the pitch(es) immediately below the upper open string cannot
be unambiguously notated. A related problem is that in higher lying passages
the player must divine whether everything is to be played up and down the top
string or whether the intention is to remain in a higher position and play across
the strings—this is, of course, no problem to notate clearly in tablature. On the
other hand, for the violin, fingered diatonically and with no frets, tablature is
not idiomatic, indeed it is arguably counterintuitive, and the disadvantages of
handgrip are less acutely felt—adjacent strings are never tuned wider apart than
the normal fifth, for example.72 Nevertheless the problem of notating cross-
string passages in higher positions remains.

Related to this is the question of format, as printing tablature in moveable type
requires a good deal more space than staff notation. The format of the
surviving parts of Abel’s Dritter Theil is large enough to have also been suitable
for a viol part in tablature, but it is nevertheless possible that a different, larger
format was used. Peter Holman, in discussing the question of partbooks in
mixed format,73 offers a plausible scenario of separation in library storage, and
possible eventual loss of one book which does not match the others in a set.

There is less variety of key in the pieces for viol and violin than in those for
violin solo, which reduces the number of tunings needed for the viol. Obvious
contenders for the pieces in G minor and D major are Harp way flat, edfhf (d'-bb
-g-d-G-D), and High harp way sharp, fdefh (d'-a-f#-d-A-D); the use of the Harp
way tunings was widespread and they are found in many sources, both English
and continental. Surveying the lyra viol repertoire in general, Harp way sharp
and flat seem to have been the most favoured tunings at this time; however, if
the surviving music may be taken as representative, the High harp way tunings
were preferred by some of the specialist composers, in particular Jenkins74 and
Steffkens75. For the remaining suites, in Bb major and A major, the tuning used
by Finger, efdef (known in English sources variously as The French Sette,
Banaster’s way or Common way sharp), is a likely choice: depending on the

on the basic assumption that, except for higher notes on the first string, only first position is
used and that open strings are played wherever possible. Note that in the examples above,
Abel and Erlebach tackle the necessary adjustment of the key signature slightly differently.

71 In Oxford, Bodleian Library, Mus.Sch.D.228 and D.249: modern edition Gottfried Finger,
The Music for Solo Viol, ed. R. Rawson and P. Wagner (Fretwork Editions FE28, 2009).

72 The ‘interlocking octaves’ tuning of Biber’s Mystery Sonata XI, The Resurrection, d''-d'-g' -g ,
might seem to be an exception to this, but even here a complete scale can be unambiguously
notated in first position.

73 P. Holman, Dowland: Lachrimae (1604) (Cambridge University Press, 1999), 9.
74 Of 107 surviving solo works for lyra viol, 45 are in High harp way, only 25 in Harp way.
75 The overwhelming majority of Steffkens’s surviving works for lyra viol are in High harp

way, and in the Ebenthal Tablatures a sequence of pieces by Jenkins and Steffkens in High
harp way sharp are annotated ‘Ce que sont ton de Stefken’ (A-EBgoëss MS (A), f.15).
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tuning of the top string it yields d'-bb-f-d-Bb-F or c#'-a-e-c#-A-E; Finger’s sonatas
show us that both versions were in use.

There is another pair of tunings perhaps also worth considering which,
although relatively uncommon, appear rather more often in continental than in
English sources; these are fedef (d'-a-f-d-Bb-F), which is a cunning mixture of
High harp way flat and the French Sette, and feded (d'-a-f-d-Bb-G). Surviving
pieces in fedef are generally in Bb, but there are also some in G minor; for feded
the situation is reversed,76 furthermore, some pieces survive notated in both
tunings.77 The choice of such tunings, featuring mixed interlocking triads, is
partly governed by the desire to enhance particular keys for intermediate
cadences: for example, in fedef, a piece in Bb turning to D minor, or in feded, a G
minor piece going to Bb, but they also, by virtue of a degree of tonal ambiguity,
offer greater flexibility. Here the evidence from Abel’s suites is not such as to
immediately lead to definitive conclusions: in the first G minor suite (nos 24-
27) the first strains of the ballet, courante and sarabanda end in Bb, the gique in
D minor; in the second and third G minor suites (nos 28-35) all first strains
end in D major except for 29. Courante and 34. Sarabanda, which end in Bb. In
the Bb major suite (nos 36-39) the first strains of the allemanda and courante
end in F, the sarabanda in D major and the gique in Bb. The remainder of the
collection shows greater uniformity, in the D major suites first strains end
either in A or D major, and in the A major suite, with scordatura violin, all the
first strains cadence in E major.

Arguing on this basis, in the G minor suites feded could be used to some
advantage in nos 24-27, but Harp way flat suits nos 28-35 better. The flexibility
of fedef might be preferable to the French Sette for nos 36-39 in Bb (especially
for the availability of an easy and resonant D major chord); there is no reason
not to prefer High harp way sharp for the D major suites, and the French Sette
for the A major.

The lyra consort works of Jenkins, Simpson, Hudson, and Loosemore which
survive complete use Harp way and High harp way tunings almost exclusively,
with the pieces in the expected keys of G and D, major and minor. Only
Jenkins calls for a ‘mixed’ tuning, dehfh (d'-b-g-c-G-C), which he uses for sets in C
major and, a little surprisingly, A minor. But this A minor set is atypical,
Jenkins uses the lyra viol mainly as a single line alto voice, with long passages
only on the top string and almost no chords; thus there is neither discernable
benefit nor any particular disadvantage from the retuning. There exist
incomplete lyra consorts by Jenkins in which he uses the suitably resonant
tunings ffdef (d'-a-e-c#-A-E) for A major and ffedf (d'-a-e-c-A-E) for A minor. The
tuning ffdef thus also comes under consideration for Abel’s A major suite.

76 See the VdGS Thematic Index, especially under William Drew, George Hudson, John
Jenkins, Dietrich Steffkens, and the anonymous tablature pages. These tunings feature strongly
in the Kassel tablature book D-Kl 4°Ms.Mus.108.7 (c1680), and also in the Ebenthal tablature
book A-EBgoëss MS (A) (1664).

77 For example, Jenkins VdGS 483 (in Bb, but making no use of the sixth string) and VdGS
484 (in G minor). Although it does occur, it is uncommon for lyra viol music to be in the key
of a stopped note—it rather defeats the point of the retuning—and it may well be that the G
minor pieces were all originally conceived in feded, but were rewritten by copyists perhaps
unwilling to countenance tuning the sixth string so high.


