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Symeon of Durhamt!s reputation as a historian, at a peak in
1882-5, when Thomas Arnold produced for the Rolls Series a

two-volume edition of the Opera Omnia, rests in particular on
his supposed authorship of the early twelfth-century Historia

Dunelmensis Ecclesiae and Historia Regum. Symeont!s responsibility
for the works is not certain, as he is credited only in late

twelfth-century rubrics which should be regarded as additions
not intended by the main scribes. The manuscripts containing

these rubrics, CUL Ff.1.27 and CCCC 139, originated, at least

in part, in Durham and not in Sawley, as usually thought. The
traditional assumption that CUL Ff.1.27 shared a common origin
with CCCC 66 must moreover now be abandoned. Liége University

Library MS 369 C should also be seen as a product of Durham
rather than Kirkstall, and can be dated 1124 x 1128 rather than
late twelfth or early thirteenth century. The annals it contains

thus, contrary to conventional opinion, predate the text of

the Historia Regum found in CCCC 139. Other evidence supports
the conclusion that in the twelfth century the Durham community
supplied several neighbouring houses, notably Fountains, with
manuscripts and'éxemplars.
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Preface
Episcopal dates are taken from John le Neve, Fasti Ecclesiae

Anglicanae, corrected and continued by T.D. Hardy, 3 vols (Oxford

1854).  Where possible, for example for Durham and Canterbury, I

have used John le Neve, Fasti Ecclesiae Anglicanae 1066-1300,

II, Monastic Cathedrals (Northern and Southern Provinces), compiled
by D.E. Greenway (London 1971). Dates of abbots and priors

are taken from David Knowles, C.N.L. Brooke and VL.London,_Ihg}
Heads of Religious Houses: England and Wales 940-12]6 (Cambridge

1972).

For the soke of convenience, the reproductions from CUL Ff.1.27
and Ligbe University Library 369C have been made to A4 size, though
regrettabiy this produces some falsification.

My thanks are due to the librarians of the institutions whose

manuscripts I consulted, especially to Dr R.I. Page, librarian of

Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, for kindly depositing Corpus 66
1n Cambridge University Library for comparison with CUL Ff.1.27.
For help oﬁ specific points I am gratefﬁl to Mr Malcolm Bodker,
Professor G.W.S. Barrow, Dr Martin Brett, Professor R.B. Dobson ,
Dr A.I. Doyle, Dr V.I.J. Flint, Miss Meryl Fosterﬁ, Professor Denys
Hay, Mr Alan Hood, Dr N.R. Ker, Professor H;S. Offler, Mr Alan
Piper and ‘-Dr Victoria Tudor. These debts are acknowledged
individuoll)} where appropriate. Above all T must thank- Mr Derek

Boker for his invaluable supervision, encouragement and advice.
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Abbreviations

: Archoé"blogia+Aeliana (Newcastle-upon-Tyne 1822-

AA

AB : Analecta Bollandiana (Brussels 1882- )

Arnold : Symeonis Monachi Opera Omnia, ed Thomas
Arnold, 2 vols RS 75 (London 1882-5)

Asser : Asser's Life of King Alfred, together with the
Annals of St Neots erroneously ascribed to Asser, ed

W.H. Stevenson. New impression with article on recent
work on Asser's Life of Alfred by Dorothy Whitelock

(Oxford 1959)

Boker, *MS 139® : Derek Baker, 'Scissors and paste:
Corpus Christi, Cambridge, MS 139 again; SCH 11 (1975)
pp 83-123 ‘

Blair : P.H. Blair, 'Some Observations on the "Historia

Regum" attributed to Symeon of Durham®, in Celt and
Saxon, ed N.K. Chadwick (Cambridge 1963) pp 63-118

BL : British Library

Boase : T.S.R. Boase, English Art 1100-1216 (2 ed Oxford
1968)

CCCC : Corpus Christi College, Cambridge .

CCCO : Corpus Christi College, Oxford

CUL : Cambridge'UniQersity Library

Dodwell : C.R. Dodwell, The Canterbury School of
Il1lumination 1066-1200 (Cambridge 1954)

.DPSAh ¢ De Primo Saxonum Adventu

DUJ : Durham University Journal (Durham 1876- )

Dumville : D.N. Dumville, *The Corpus Christi "Nennius""
Bulletin of the Board of Celtic Studies 25 (1972-4)

~pp 369-80

EHR : English Historical Review (London.1886- )

EYC : Early Yorkshire Charters, ed W. Farrer aond C.T.
Clay, 12 vols (Edinburgh and Waokefield 1914-65)

-

Gransden : Antonia'Grcnsden, Historical Writing in
England c. 550-c. 1307 (London 1974)

)

é




Hordy : T.D. Hardy, Descriptive Catalogue of Materials

Relatina to the History of Great Britain and Ireland,
3 vols RS 26 (1862-71)

. Historians of the Church of York and its

HCY
Archbishops, 3 vols RS 71 (1879-94)

HDE : Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae, atﬁgibuted to
Symeon of Durham

Hinde : J.H. Hinde, Symeonis Dunelmensis Opera et
Collectanea I, SS 51 (1867)

HR : ‘'Historia Regum', attributed to Symeon of Durham
HRH : David Knowles, C.N.L. Brooke and V. London, The

Heads of Religious Houses: England and Wales 940-1216
(Cambridge 1972)

James, Corpus : M.R; James, A descriptive catalogue of the

manuscripts in the library ©f Corpus Christi College, Cambridge,

2 vols (Cambridge 1912)

JEH : Journal of Ecclesiastical History (London 1950- )

Kauffmann : C.M. Kauffmann, Romanesque Manuscripts
1066-1190 (London 1975)

Ker, Catalogue : N.R. Ker, Catalogue of Manuscripts
containing Anglo-Saxon (Oxford 1957)

Ker, English I"ianuscrigts : N.R. Ker, English Manuscripts
in the Century after the Norman Conquest (Oxford 1960)

Ker, Medieval Libraries : N.R; Ker, Medieval Libraries
of Great Britain (2 ed London 1964)

- Knowles, MO : David Knowles, The Monastic Order in

England (2 ed Cambridge 1963)

Life of Ailred : Walter Daniel, Life of Ailred, Abbot

of Rievaulx, ed F.M. Powicke (London 1950)

MA : Medium Aevum (Oxford 1932- )

Monumenta Germaniace Historica (Berlin, Hanover 1826- )

MGH

Mynors : R.A.B. Mynors, Durham Cathedral Manuscripts
(Durham 1939) -

ns °: new seriles




Offler, Charters : H.S. Offler, Durhom Episcopal Charters
1071-1152 , S5 179 (1868)

Offler, 'Historia Regum® : H;S; Offler 'Hexham and the
Historia Regum®, TAASDN ns 2 (1970) pp 51-62

.- L
Offler, Medieval Historians : H.S. Offler, 'Medieval
Historians of Durham (Durham 1958)

series Latina, ed

PL : Patrologiae cursus completus

J.P. Migne, 221 vols (Paris 1844-64)

Raine, Hexham : The Priory of Hexham I, ed J. Raine,
SS 44 (1864) |

Roger of Hovedon : Chronica Magistri Rogeri de Hovedene,
ed W. Stubbs, 4 vols RS 51 (1868)

RS : Rolls Series. Rerum Brittanicarum Medii Aevi

Scriptores, 99 vols (London 1858-1911)

Scammell - : G.V. Scammell, Hugh du Puiset (Cambridge 1956)

SCH : Studies in Church History (London 1964- )

Scrip. Tres : Historice Dunelmensis Scriptores Tres,
ed J. Raine, SS 9 (1839)

SHR : Scottish Historical Review (Edinbﬁrgh/Glosgow 1904~ )

SS

Surtees Society (Durham 1835- )

TAASDN : Transactions of the Architectui'al and Archaeol-

ogical Society of Durham and Northumberland (Gateshead
1928- ) |

TCWAAS : Transactions of the Cuml;érlcnd and Nestmofland
Antiquarian and Archaeological Society (Kendall 1874< )

Todd and Offler : J.M. Todd and H.S. Offler, 'A medieval
chronicle from Scotland®, SHR 47 (1968) pp 151-9

TRHS : Transactions of the Royal Historical Societ
~ (London 1838- )

Twysden : Roger Twysden, Historiae Anglicanae Scriptores
Decem (London 1652) . ‘
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Part 1

Introduction: Symeon himselt

Symeoni monacho venerabili, servo Dei, et sanctissimi
presulis Cuthberti Dunelmensis ecclesie precentori, S(igarus)
presbyter indignus, in Christo salutem. Domne frater,
visionem adolescentis Orm, quam nuper eductus de corpore
vidit et, post dies XIII reductus et, sicut dicebat, ab
angelo iussus, mihi soli innotuit, ut pecieratis, iam nunc
per domnum Aldredum fratrem vestrum vobis transmitto,
veniam postulans tarditatis quam mihi tum artis gramatice
ignorantia, tum ingenii contulit hebitudo.]
In these humble terms the Yorkshire village priest Sigar addressed
Symeon of Durhomtsoon after 1125, Sigar was seeking Symeon's
approval of the account he had written of a vision experienced
by Orm, a young parishioner. The Vision of Orm survives only in
a late twelfth-ceﬁtugy manuscript (Oxford, Bbdleian Librory

Fairfax 17),2 but its text represents the earliest extant ack-

nowledgement of Symeon os:a literary figure. Two other late
twelfth-century manuébripts, CUL Ff.1.27 and CCCC 139, which

credit him with outhorship of, reépectively, the Historia.Dun-

elmensis Ecclesice and Historia Regum, are chiefly respdnsible for
Symeon's lasting reputation as a historian. Before examining
these manuscripts and these major works, to which the study which

]'The Vision of Orm*, ed H. Farmer, AB 75 (1957) pp 72-82, at p 76.

2There was once another copy in BL Add 38817. Sece below p Z3.




follows is largely devoted, it is necessary to consider the total

alleged output of Symeon as a historian.

In the sixteenth century, Bale included the following entry

in his Index:

Simeon monachus Dunelmensis, scripsit ad Hugdnem decanum
Eboracensem, De archiepiscopis Eboraci,

De obsidione Dunelmi,

Passiones Ethelberti et Ethelredi,

Atque alia nonnulla.

Historia suavis memorie Simeonis monachi et precentoris Dunel-
mi de regibus Anglorum et Dacorum, et creberrimis bellis,
rapinis et incendijs eorum post obitum venerabilis Bede
presbyteri fere vsque ad obitum regis primi Henrici, fili}
Guilhelmi Nothi qui Angliam acquisivit - id est cccc.xx1x
annorum et quatuor mensium,

Extendit historia vsque ad A.D. 1130.
Epistolas ad Elmerum,

Simeonis Dunelmensis historia de regibus Anglorum,

1

Abreviagtiones Guilhelmi Malmesburiensis.

Apart from the Epistolas ad Elmerum, which have not survived,

Bale's list seems to have been derived entirely from knowledge of
CCCC MS 139. The letter to dean Hugh on the archbishops of York

appears in this manuscript (fols 50v;52r) and the author names him-

self in the text: ego Symeon, servorum S. Cuthberti servulus (Arnold I
p 226). The De obsidione Dunelmi also occurs in CCCC 139 (fols .

w

52r-53v) but it is not attributed to Symeon, and there seems no

1

John Bale, Index Britannioe Scriptorum, ed R;L. Poole and M. Bate-
son, in Anecdota Oxoniensia (1902) p 408.
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basis for Bale's assertion. The Abreviationes Guilhelmi Mal-
mesburiensis to which Bale referred may be the extracts from the
Gesta Regum of William of Malmesbury which appear in CCCC 139 fols
160°-163". The other references in Bale's list all seem to be to
the Historia Regum contained in CCCC 139, th;ugh it ends in 1129, not
A.D. l130,whigh may possibly suggest that Bale's source was a

manuscript close to 139 rather than 139 itself. The Passiones

Ethelberti et Ethelredi form part of this miscellaneous body of mat-

eriol,2 and it is interesting that Bale saw them as forming a dis-
tinct section.3 His reference to the Historia suauls memorie

Simeonis monachi ... was probably a transcription of the rubric in

CCCC 139 fol 53v,4 and historia de regibus Anglorum was probably

Bale's title for the Historia Regum.

Bale did not mention the Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae,
"but in the seventeenth century Twysden printed this work from CUL
MS Ff.1.27, and followed the manuscript in attributing it to Symeon.
The Historia Regum he also attributed to Symeon .5 Included

in this first printed edition of works attributed to Symeon was a

preface by Selden, expressing doubts about Symeon's authorship

ISee Arnold I pp 215-20, and a study of the piece in SHR 55

(1976) pp 1-19.

2Arnpld IT pp 3-13.

3See Blair pp 78-82; below pp 7/0-2Z,
4See below p /079,
5

Twysden cols 1-68, 85-256.




of the Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae and suggesting that it had
been written by Turgot, prior of Durham from 1087 to 1109.1
In the eighteenth century, Rud took issue with Selden,
made the point that CUL Ff. 1. 2/ included the earliest reference
to an author, and reinstated Symeon as author of the Historia
Dunelmensis Ecclesice. In particular, Rud pointed out that
the work could not have been written by prior Turgot, since the
author claims that it was written at the suggestion of his
superiors - majorua auctoritate jussus (Arnold I p3);2*
In the nineteenth century, little doubt was left that Sy-

meon had been a copious writer. One volume was issved by the

Surtees Society, another was planned, and two Rolls Series volumes

3

commemorated Symeon's name and reputation. Other works included

in these editions were not credited to Symeon by the editors, but

confusion has occasionally arisen. Talbot implied that Symeon

had written the De Miraculis et Translationibus of St Cuthbert,

and Page referred to 'Symeon of Durham's Libellus de primo_Saxonum

4

vel Normannorum adventu! There 1is nothing to suggest that

Symeon wrote either piece, beyond the fact that they appear in the

]Ibid pp I-XXVI,

2Thomas Rud, Disquisitio de vero auctore hujus Historiae Dunel-

mensis Ecclesice, in T. Bedford, Symeonis Monachi Dunhelmensis
Libellus (London 1732) pp i-xxxv, :

3Sxmeonis Dunelmensis Opera et Collectanea I, ed J.H. Hinde, SS

51 (1867); Symeonis Monachi Opera Omnig, ed T. Arnold, 2 vols RS

. 5

75 (1882-5).

4C.H.. Talbot in Sacris Erudiri 11 (1960) p 269: R.I. Page in
Nottingham Medieval Studies 9 (1965) p 75 n 19; this piece is

usually known as the De Primo Saxonum Adventu,

[ Z




Rolls Series editions. Gransden discussed the account of the 1104
translation of St Cuthbert found in Arnold I pp 247-61 and noted
1

that *this work has been attributed to Symeon®. There is no

manuscript authority for this statement, and Gransden referred to
Hinde and to Arnold.2 But though both editors male tentative
suggestions in favour of Symeon, who was present in 1104, it seems
unlikely that he composed an account of the translation. Reginald

of Durham's statement has generally been ignored, that none of

those who witnessed the translation committed the experience to

writing. Immediately after his description of Symeon}s reaction to

seeing the body of Cuthbert, Reginald noted that

Qui suis quditoribus Dei magnalia retulere, et quaedam etiam
eis secreta planius detexere: quae omnia tamen noluere
scriptls inserere. Nos vero ea describere dignum duximus,
dulce habentes nosse perfectius ea quae non vidimus; ac
posterSs ea nota facere quae quibusdam incerta fore cognos-
cimus.

As Powicke suggested, Maurice of Durham is a likely author

4

of the account of 1164.

At various times, therefore, Symeon has been credited with writing

-

the followiﬁg works:
(1) Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae (ﬂQE),printed in

Arnold I pp 3-135

1Gronsdent p 116.

2Hindé"b xlv; Arnold I pp xii-xiii, xxxi-xxxii and n 1.
3Re-inaldi Monachi Dunelmensis Libellus de admirandis Beati
Cuthberti virtutibus , ed J. Raine, SS 1 (1835) p 84.

4

F;M; Powicke, "Maurice of Rievaulx?, EHR 36 (1921) pp 17-29,
at p 20.

/3



(2) Historia Regum (HR), printed in Arnold II pp 3-283
(3) letter to dean Hugh of York on the archbishops of

York, printed in Arnold I pp 222-8

(4) the tract De obsessione Dunelmi, printed in Arnold I

pp 215-20

(6) letters to Elmer, which have not survived. Arnold
suggested that Symeon}s correspondent was }probably the prior of

Christ Church of that name, who, according to Gervase of Ccnterbuf},

died in 1137,

(6) De Miraculis et Translationibus of St Cuthbert, includ-b
ing the account of the translation of 1104, printed in Arnold I
pp 229-61.

(7) De Primo Saxonum Adventu, printed in Arnold II pp 365-84. .
As already suggested, there is no reliable evidence that Symeoﬁ was
responsible for numbers (4), (5), (6) and (7) in this list. There
is , however, twelft?rcentury manuscript evidence that he w?ote
numbers (1), (2) and (3). The letter to dean Hughﬂcan pfobobly be
attributed to him without hesitation, since the reference to the
author - ego Symeon - occurs in the body of the text csgell as
in the rubric in CCCC 139 fol 50Y. The nature of the evidence for
his involvement in the HDE and HR is not, however, so trustworthy.
The HDE is anonymous in the two earliest Sufciving copies, Durham
Ubhiversity Library Bishop Cosin's Library MS V. ii. 6 and BL
Cotton MS Faustina A.v. and in the fourth surviving copy, -Durham

]Arnold I p xv.




Dean and Chapter Library MS A.IV. 36. The third copy, the late
twelfth-century CUL Ff.1.2/, is the first to ascribe the work to
Symeon; CCCC 139, in rubrics which are verbally very similar to

- those in Ff.1.27, credits Symeon with the }Historio Régum}. No
other manuscripts such as Bibliotheque Nationale, Paris, nouv. acq
lat. 692 or BL Cotton Caligula A.viii, which contain texts related
to the Historia Regum as it is found in CCCC 139, mention an author.
These rubrics in Ff.1.2/ and 13?2 have been the cause of some con-
troversy, and are examined 1in detaii below. It is generally held
that the two manuscripts in which they occur were written at the

Cistercian abbey of Sawley in Yorkshire and that the rubrics in

/S~

both manuscripts are all in the same hand. These are conclusions I

do not support, though I agree that the rubrics show signs of a common

composition. It seems to me that the rubrics all represent

additions not necessarily intended by the scribes of the texts of

which the rubrics mark the beginnin™ys and ends«‘I One rubricator

may possibly have been influenced by the othéf, but whether Symeon
wrote the HDE and/or HR is very much open to question. Hinde
pointed out some internal inconsistencies which make it difficult
to see Symeon as author of both works.  For exomble, both include

desériptions of the ceremony in 1093, when the foundations of the

new cathedral were laid; but whereas the HR notes the participation

1See Blair pp 74-6 and below pp 60-3, (07— 15~
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of Malcolm III of Scotland, the HDE omits all mention of the king.]

On balance, there are more grounds for supposing Symeon to have
written the HDE than the HR. CUL Ff.1.27 was, I argue below,
written in Durham and given to cn;ther, probablyporthern house,
perhaps Sawley, and it seems possible that it was considered
desirable to identify the author outside but not inside Durham.

In addition, as Offler pointed out, Symeon is mentioned in another
manuscript, Holkham Hall 468 fol 3 (thirteenth-century), and his
name may have been erased from the heading in York Cathedral MS
XVI.I.'12 fol 99 (fourteenth-century).2 Both these volumes,
however, are too late to be of great value as evidence in favour of
Symeon.

But though it will never be known for sure whether Symeon
wrote the HDE or the HR, there is firm evidence that he was a
literary figure and a man of some standing. The letter of Sigar
1s important here,'both because it was sent for Symeon to form a

i

literary judgement of the author's work, and because, like CUL

Ff.1.27 and CCCC 139, it addressed him as ’precentori, which, as
3

Knowles suggested, may be tcken almost as a synonym for *scholar®.

It may have been simply a courtesy title. Certainly there 1s no

evidence from Durham itself that he held the position. Perhaps

]Arﬁold I p 129, II p 220; Hinde ‘pp xxvi-xxx.

20ffler, Medieval Historians p 20 n 8.

3Know1es, MO p428.

el
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significantly, Reginald of Durham's account of the 1104 trans-
lation of St Cuthbert noted the status of every participant

except Symeon:

Quorum haec nomina sunt. Turgotus Prior, Alduinus Sub-
prior, Leofwinus, Wikingus, Godwinus et Osbgrnus Sacristae,
Henricus et Willielmus cognomento Havegrim, utrique Arch-
idiaconi, et Algarus postea Prior, ac Symeon.]

Writing late in the twelfth century, Reginald confirmed Symeon's

2

standing among his contemporaries, = and gave the only glimpse
there is of him in action. With a candle in his hand and tears
in his eyes, Symeon was apparently overcome by the occasion:

Corpore sancto tapetiis et palliis superposito, Symeon,

qui cereum cum ca?delobro tenvit, fluentibus lacrimis X

sanctus 1llis pedibus oscula satis dulcia semper impressit.
Nothing else positive is known about Symeon, though, on the basis
of the assumption that he wrote the HDE and the HR, Hinde and
Arnold felt able to make some more deductions. In particular,
Arnold, followed by.Knowles, was convinced that Symeon had been

one of the monks at Jarrow resettled in Durham in 1083 by

bishop William of St*Carilef{4 The idea originated with Rud,

who concluded that Fuit ergo Symeon inter Monachos Gyrwenses,

priusquam Dunelmi traducti sunf? Rud quofed from the HR the

»

passage in which the Durham monks stated their claim to the church

»

1

Reginaldi Monachi Dunelmensis Libellus de admirandis Beagti
Cuthberti virtutibus, ed J. Raine, SS 1 (1835) p 84.

2

Symeon was also considered important enough to have his obit
recorded in the twelfth-century Durham Cathedral Library MS
B.IV.24; see Liber Vitae Ecclesiae Dunelmensis, SS 13 (1841) p 146.

3Reginald p 84.

4

Arnold I pp x-xi; Knowles, MO p 167.



of Tynemouth:

Wlmarum quoque, nostrae congregationis monachum, aliosque
per vices fratres, qui ibidem officia divina peragerent,
illuc de Qy%@ transmissos meminimus ... postremo, cum
Albrius honorem comitatus suscepisset, ipse quoque nobis 1n
Dunelmum translatis eundem locum donavit. ~ ]

Even conceding Symeon's authorship of the HR, it is, however,
probably a mistake to think that whenever he used the first person
plural he was speaking personally. It is at least as likely
that in this case the memories were those of a community stressing-
links with its immediate past. The same explanation might apply
to the following, from which Hinde and Arnold both deduced that
Symeon had heard the choir at Durham in bishop Walcher's time:
Unde tota nepotum suorum successio magis secundum instituta
monachorum quam clericorum consvetudinem can"endi horas,
usque ad tempus Walcheri episcopi, paterna traditione ob-

servavit, sicut eos canentes saepe audivimuo, et usque hodie
nonnullos de illa progenie narrantes audire solemus.

2

Hinde suggested that Symeon was resident in Durham before the
community moved from Jorrow, Arnold that since Jarrow is only

fifteen or sixteen miles away, Symeon could often have travelled
to Durham to hear the music.ai Again, it cannot be tcken as
certain that Symeon, even if author of the HDE, was speaking

personally. It may, however, be valid to see a connection between

this interest in the choir and Symeon's later conjectural position

IArnold II pp 260-1.

2

Ibid I

pp 57-8.

?Hinde p vii; Arnold I p X.



as precentor. The conviction that Symeon was at Jarrow led
Arnold to seek confirmation of this elsewhere in the HDE;
since he dwelt on the motives of those who resettled Jarrow,

'Symeon may probably be regarded as one of these fervent neo-

| \
phytes from the south',] and the following eulogy on Aldwin, who

came from Winchcombe to Jarrow and became first prior of Durham,
provoked the unlikely observation that 'It is surely the natural

inference from these words that Symeon himself was one of the

monks whom Aldwin brought up with him from the south':2

Cujus memoriam ut in suis orationibus monachi Dunhelmenses
indesinter agant, 1pse meritis suis omnino exigit, quem
praevium in ipsam provinciam ducem habuerunt, ubi exemplo 3
illius et magisterio habitantes Christo servire coeperunt.

This conclusion of Arnold®s really does seem something of a non-

sequitur, but he was not deterred by this, or by the knowledge
that Symeon's name, standing thirty-eighth in the list of monks

in the earliest manuscript of the HDE, Durham University Library

' r/v

Bishop Cosin's Library V.ii.6 fol 7°’", was not among those first

4

twenty-three monks who came to Durham from Jarrow. The exp-

lanation that occurred to him was that

during his stay at Jarrow, Symeon was, either from his own

! Arnold I p x1.

2

Ibid p 12/ n.

SIbid p 127.

*See SCH 12 (1975) p 57.




desire, or because Aldwin wished to test his vocation more
thoroughly, a "clericus inter monachos degens", as Turgot
(p. 111) had been before him, and that he was not regularly
professed till two or three years after the establishment

of the monastery at Durham, i.e. till 1085 or 1086. If

we suppose him to have been about twenty-five years old at
the time of his profession, his birth will fall towards the
year 1060; this is also Mr. Rud's opinion. 1

g ——

It is " not possible to prove that Symeon wds.not at Jarrow, but the

W™
evidence that he was seems, in short, extremely unreliacble, and
conjectures on his date of birth based on this premise must be

regarded with suspicion; likewise suggestions that Symeon "must

have been an old man by the time he finished the Historia Regqum,
2

and probably died about 1130°%. It must be stressed that the

dates of Symeon's birth and death are not known, and that the only
dates which can be established with certainty are 1104, when he

attended St Cuthbert's translation; 1104 x 9, when his name was

inscribed in Cosin's MS V.ii.6 fol 7v;3 and after 1125, when the

Yision of Orm was dedicated to him, and when, in all probability,
he was a man of some age and standing. Everything else is con-
jecture ‘though it is possible to fix .an approximate date for the
letter to dean Hugh on the archbishops of York. ' Clay noted that

Hugh occurred as dean in 1093, 1108, 1113-14, 1132 and on several

4

occasions in the period 1119-35. Symeon's letter can be placed

]

Arnold I p xii.
2

Ibid p xv

3See below pp 37—&.

4C..T. Clay, 'Notes on the Chronology of the Early Deo:s, of York?,

Yorkshire Archaeological Journal 34 (1939)pp 361-78; idem,

York Minster Fasti I, Yorkshire Archaeological Society Record
Series 123 (1958) p 1. Blair (p65) is probably wrong in referring

-~ to two dean Hughs.

il i il s, R
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only at some -date within these limits. The manuscripts of the
letter are of little help. The twelfth-century CCCC 139 fols
50° - 52 ends on archbishop Roger of Bishopsbridge (1154-81).
The fifteenth-century BL MS Cotton Titus A.xix ends on archbishop
Thurston (1119-40). The later manuscript certéinly seems to

represent an earlier text, but not necessarily the original one.

In all, twelve references to Symeon survive from the twelfth

century, Three of these -~ Cosin's MS Mii,6 fol7v, the Liber

Vitae fol 42]:.,'I and Durham Cathedral Library MS B.IV. 24 - record

his name only. He is mentioned in two literary works written
by others, Reginald of Durham's Libellus on St Cuthbert, and Sigar's

’

Vision of Orm. The other seven references come from two manus-
cripts discussed at length below, CUL Ff.1.27 and CCCC 139. | Thel
three references in Ff.1.27 all occur in rubrics to the HDE. In
CCCC 139, three rubrics mention Symeon, two of these at the beg-
inning aond end of the HR and one in the incipit to the letter to
dean Hugh. The remaining reference is in the letter itself,
where Symeon names himself as author. Since the rubrics in these
manuscripts should be treated with great caution, it is curious
that out of two bulky Rolls Series volumes bearing his name, only

one brief work can be ascribed to Symeon with apparent certainty.

More than their putative author, it ts the works themselves,

]Liber*Vitoe Dunelmensis, facsimile edn, SS 136 (1923).



L2

€S 1al
peciaq ly the HDE cnd HR and the twelf th cen tUI'y mcnuscripts -WhiCh
——— — 4

no ' :
w require attention and reconsideration



/3

Part 2

Manuscripts

Introduction: the problems of ascertaining structure, date and

origin
\
Caution must be the keynote of any attempt to analyse the

structure, date or origin of a medieval manuscript, since doubts

and uncertoiny%ies abound in all of these oreos.1 Though

much of what follows may seem truistic, it would be well to
assert the principles on which the monuscript descriptions which
follow are based.

Structure

It is difficult to know with certainty whether existing manu-

scripts are complete. BL Add 38817, a twelfth-century copy of

Bede's Historia Ecclesiastica, has every appearance of being
complete between fols 5 and 92. Fol 92 is the last of the gath-

ering, it has been left blank, and its verso shows signs of wear.

Yet, a list of contents in a twelfth-century hand on fol 4" noted

several pieces after the Bede which are not now in the volume but

which must have appeared after fol 92, since the writer showed

concern that the contents be listed in the correct order.2

Clearly BL Add 38817 had a brief, separate existence before being

]Geherol problems are indicated in L.M.J. Delaissé, James Marrow,
John de Wit, Illuminated Manuscripts. The James A. de Roth-
~schild Collection at Waddesdon Manor (published for the National

Trust by Office du Livre, Fribourg, Switzerland, 1977) pp 13-20,

2

In front of the last two items the scribe has written b and q,
to indicate the order in which the pieces appear.



joined later in the century to other, roughly contemporary gath-

erings from which it is now detached. Though few manuscripts
have such a helpful list of contents, many twelfth-century books

should probably be regarded as, or at least be suspected of being,

\
composite, not only those books broken up and unsympathetically

bound in unconnected sections by Sir Robert Cotton, a ‘vicious

habit' deplored by M.R. James.] The view that the gathering or

collection of gatherings should be regarded as the basic unit
has long been a commonplace of manuscript studies,2 but is not
always borne scrupulously in mind. A reassertion of this priﬁ-
ciple has been cpbiied to CCCQ 139,‘0 key moauscript;in any dis-
3

cussion of Symeon of Durham. One hindrance can be the state of
modern binding, occasionally too tight tsﬁ‘allow satisfactory

conclusions on where gatherings separate or where leaves have been
inserted or removed. This is evident in the controversy between

A.0. Anderson and Denholm-Young over the former's edition of the

Chronicle of Melrose (BL Cotton Faustina B.ix), where the only

final conclusion is that the rebinding of the 1930s has ended, at

y

M.R. James, The Wanderings and Homes of Manuscrlgts (London 1919)
p 82.

25ee G.S. Ivy, 'The Bibliography of the Manuscrlpt Book®, 1in
The English Library before 1700, ed F. Wormald and C. E. Wright
London 1958, pp 32-65, at pp 5]-5 C.E. Wright, ‘The Eliz-
~abethan Society of Antiquaries and the Formation of the Cotton-

ian Library', ibid pp 176-212, at pp 204-5.

q

Baker, IMS 139",




least for the lifetime of the binding, the possibility of agree-

ment on such a basic question as the number of gatherings in the

1

manuscript.

Origin
)

Several of the manuscripts discussed below ore‘aésumed to have been
written at the house whose ex libris they bear. Ker, who has made the

origins of manuscripts a study particularly his own, has warned of this

2

trap. Galbraith, however, felt that at times Ker was

in danger not so much of confusing as identifying the mon-
astic library with its scriptorium... the writing ‘traditions®
of particular scriptoria are extremely problematical in an
age when society was organised more on horizontal lines
of occupation, than on perpendicular lines of nationalism.
Professional scribes moved about very freely in twelfth-
century Europe.

However inadvertently, Ker's indispensable guide to medieval
libraries has helped to perpetuate false assumptions about the
origins of some important mcnuécripts discussed below such as
CCCC 66 and 139, CUL:Ff.l.27 and Li;ge Universify Library 369 C.
Ker noted that mcrkiﬁg a book with an ex libris was a prﬁctice

common only in the late twelfth and thirteenth centuries, and then

4

Thus an ex libris later

M

only in Cistercian and Augustinian houses.

MA 5 (1936) pp 129-31, and 6 (1937) pp 72-6.

> .

Ker, Medieval Libraries p xx.

3V.H. Galbraith, MA 30 ( 1961) p 112. Linda Brownrigg, °Manu-
scripts containing English decoration 871-1066, catalogued and
illustrated: a review®, Anglo-Saxon England 7, ed Peter Clemoes
(Cambridge 1978) pp 239-66, at p 261 is not correct in claiming
that *'In the twelfth century the provenance of a manuscript 1s a
fairly relioble indication of where it was written®.

4

Ker, Medieval Libraries p xvi.
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than the date of the manuscript might indicate that it was only

at this date that the volume came into the possession of the house
named. This clearly so in the case of, for example, CCCO 81, a
twelfth-century volume with the fourteénth-century‘ex libris of the

Augustinian friars at York, or Edinburgh University Library 101,

a twelfth-century copy of Gregory the Great's de miraculis sanc-

torum, which bears the fifteenth-century ex libris of Sweetheart,

the Cistercian house in Kirkcudbrightshire. The manuscript was

obviously written elsewhere, as Sweetheart was not founded till

1273.]

Alternatively, where, unlike Sweetheart, the date of the
house allows a late ex libris might still have been added to a
book which never moved from its place of origin. No certainty

is possible in the case of manuscripts with late ex libris such

as Trinity College Dublin 45 (Bylond), Trinity College Dublin

226 (Kelso), Corpus Christi College Oxford 224 (St Mary's York),

St John's College Cambridge 46‘or Jesus Collége Cambridge 38

(both Hexham); and many twelfth-century manuscripts like Jesus

College Cambridge 14 and 23, probably written in Durham, had the
2

ex libris added only much later. Doubt is next to being re-

moved only when an ex libris was written by the scribe of the

1C.R. Borland, AhDescfi-tive Catalogue of.the Western Medieval
Manuscripts in Edinburgh University Library (Edinburgh 1916)

. pp 159-60; I.B. Cowan and D. E. Easson, Medieval Religious
Houses: Scotland (2 ed London 1976) p 72.

2

on fol 1"may suggest a different origin.

In Jesus 23, however, traces of erasure under‘the ex libris



rest of the manuscript or section. In this way it can be said

CUL Gg 3.33, Trinity College Cambridge 1076,
that, CUL Kk.4.15 and Bodleian Library Oxford Laud misc 216 were

A

written at  respectively, Roche, Byland, Louth Park and Kirk-
stall, though the formal possibility remains that they were i
commissioned elsewhere.

Nor can ‘origin often be ascertained by reference solely to
artistic considerations, especially not by reference to the plain-
er initials which, with varying degrees of ornamentation, appear
in most twelfth-century manuscripts, often alongside inhabited
or historiated initials. Alexander's essay seems only a start’

]

to the work which remains to be done on these initials. Al ex-

ander has suggested forobesquef as a general term, but there are

as yet no standardised terms to describe the component motifs

2

used in the ornamentation. Mynors attempted to describe the

.

initials of this sort found in Durham manuscripts. Some char-

acteristics he insisted were perhaps not to be regarded, in the

1J.J.G.Alexander, 'Scribes as artists: the arabesque initial in
twelfth-century English manuscripts®, in Medieval Scribes, Manu-
scripts and Libraries.’ Essays presented to N.R. Ker, ed M.B.
Parkes and Andrew G. Watson (London 1978) pp 87-116.
nique employed by Sonia Patterson, ‘Comparison of Minor Initial

Decoration: a Possible Method of showing the Place of Origin of
Thirteenth-Century Manuscripts®, The Librarz*fifth series 27 (1972)
pp 23-30 may also have application to earlier manuscripts.

2L;h.'Valentine, Ornament in Medieval Monuscripts (London)1965),
a glossary of terms, is little help.

erary hands -from Chaucer to Dryden (London 1977) p 8 discusses the

absence of generally accepted terms in many aspects of palaeography.

{

The tech- .

Anthony G. Petti, English lit-
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]

present state of knowledge, as exclusive to Durham. Mynors®

suspicion that the characteristics of most non-inhabited Durham
initials can also be found in books from other houses seems well
confirmed. For example, 'clove-curl' ornament appears not only

A
in Durham initials but also in, among many others, CUL Gg.3.33

(from Roche) and CUL Kk.4.15 (Louth Park).2 A form of capital 1
which Mynors thought exclusive to Durham, found in BL Harley
4124, CUL Ff.1.27 and BL Cotton Caligula A.viii, also appears in,

for example, Emmanuel College Cambridge 17, from the Premonst-

3

ratensian house of Barlings in Lincolnshire.  Alexander has noted

that Temple had found the fsplit-petalf motif in manuscripts
throughout northern England.4 It is possible that the northern
houses learned some techniques from Durham, though Durham itself

5

was artistically not a great innovative centre. But proof 1is
lacking, and it appears simpler to concludestﬁot a basic voeob-
ulary of ornamentation was available in most scriptoria. The

initials of some manﬁscripts from nofthern Cistercian hqpses, on

the other hand, are so plain as to prompt the assumption that they

1

D. Talbot Rice, English Art 8/1-1100 (Oxford 1952) p 223 agreed
with this. As Mynors pointed out (p 7), the ‘'frilled-curl’
initial is found in its fullest development in the smaller in-

itials of the Winchester Bible.

2Nynoré. p 8

See below p /49,

4

Alexander; ‘arabesque initial ' p 106

See the comments of Kauffmann pp 12, 121



were written at the houses whose ex libris they carry, particularly
those written after 1152 and the Cistercian decree that initials

should be plain and of one colour.] Jesus College Cambridge

34, Bibliotheque Nationale Paris fonds latin 15157 and Archbishop
Marsh®s Library, Dublin, X.4.5.17 (early thirteen}h-century),

all from Rievaulx, and Emmanuel College Cambridge 86, from Holme
Cultram, conform to this eXpectdtion that a Cistercian book should
be unadorned. The first leaf of Bodleian Library Oxford Laud
misc 310, from Fountains, shows, however, that the prohibition
against multi-coloured initials was not obeyed. with uniformity,2

and several late twelfth-century books of considerable accomplish-

ment are known to have been owned by northern Cistercian houses.

Most notable is CCCC 66, though this was probably not written at

: : : : . O |
Sawley, or indeed in any Cistercian scriptorium. CCCC 66,

CUL Dd.7.16, which may have come from Kirksteod,4 and BL Royal

8.D.xxii (from Rievaulx) all employ gilding, which Boase implied
| 5

was not found in Cistercian books after 1152, and some silver is

used in BL Harley 3038, from Buildwas (Shropshire).6

1Bocse p 154, ZSeg;Aiexcdder, ‘arabesque initial® pl 12b.

35ee below ppi4-—3.4Ker, Medieval Libraries p 107 5Boc::se p 155,

6See C.R. Cheney ®English Cistercian Libraries: The First Century’
in Medieval Texts and Studies (Oxford 1973) pp 328-45, at p 331.
Dodwell commented that some Citeaux and Clairvaux manuscripts from
the period are *very beautiful in appearance® and that Troyes Bib.
Mun. 458, one of the most lavishly decorated, traditionally belonged
to St Bernard himself. Dodwell (p109n6) listed illuminated

Cistercian manuscripts in the BL; see below p §7 ~ 2.
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Dating
]

Likewise, artwork can seldom be dated with precision,
especially as it is not always certain how soon after the scribe

the artist got to work, or even if the place of illumination was

\
always necessarily the same as the place of writing. Generally,

it seems safer to apply date of hand to artwork, rather than

vice versa. The problem lies in assessing dates of hands with

confidence. As Ker has pointed out, certain documents, such as

mortuary rolls or ‘annals and chronicles which look as if they

®

have been written in one hand and at one time up to a certain date

2
and then from year to year or at short intervals' can be dated

with some precision. Manuscripts like Durham University Library
Cosin's V.ii.6 or Ligge University Library 369 C, which can be
dated by reference to episcopal lists written in one hand down to

a certain name and continuved in a series of near-contemporary hands,
form, I believe, éimilo; palaeographical anchors around which
comparisons can be made. The great problem is that such comp-
arisons are inevitably subjective, and cannot always take into
account questions like the age of the scribe and whether an

old man might be using the forms of his youth. Knowles con-

tended that when

numbers dwindled, or when, as in the later twelfth century,
administrative duties absorbed so much of the energies of

1See Dodwell's warning; in MA 41 (1972) p 138.

2Ker, English Manuscripts p 21.
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the monks, the task of copying books no doubt fell solely
upon the young monks and a few incapable or not desirous]
of other employment.

If so, many scribes must have had an extremely long working
life, a situation with clear implications for the dating of
their work. Identifying changes of hand is also essentially

subjective, and it is not always possible to decide where one

2

scribe might be writing in different ways,” with different

pens, under different pressures from heat, cold, light, or

3

at different times.

Conclusion

Indiscriminate cross-reference among hand, artwork, ex libris,

rubrics and contents must be avoided. Ideally, as increasingly

4

is recognised, more collaboration is needed among experts
in particulor areas of manuscript study, in order that different

types of data might be assessed less indépendently than is

vsual now.

1Knowles,.ﬂgp 519.

2For a ninth-century example of a scribe using different styles

on the one leaf, see John Williams, Early Spanish Manuscript

Illumination (London 1977) pp 42-3.
3Chronicle of Melrose facsimile edn, ed A;O; and M.0. Anderson
(London 1936) p xxvi; Pavel Spunar *Palaeographical Difficulties
in Defining an Individual Script®, Litterae textuales, Miniatures
Scripts Collection: Essays presented to G.I, Lieftinck 4, ed

J.P. Gumbert and M.J.M. De Haan (Amsterdam 1976) pp 62-8.
. | |

Linda L. Brownrigg, 'Manuscripts containing English decoration
871-1066, catalogued and illustrated : a review; Anglo-Saxon
Englond 7, ed Peter Clemoes (Cambridge 1978) pp 239-66, at p 243.



Manuscripts described

Historia Dunelmensis Ecclesiae

1. Durham University Library Bishop Cosin's Library V. ii. 6.

British Library Cotton Faustina A. v.

3. Cambridge University Library Ff.1.27, and Corpus Christi
College, Cambridge, 66.

4, Durham Dean and Chapter Library A.1IV.36.

'Historia Regum® and ‘'De Primo Saxonum Adventu®

1. Corpus Christi College, Cambridge, 139.

2. Paris, Bibliothéque Nationale, nouv. acq. lat. 692.
3. Lidge University Library 369 C.

4. British Library Cotton Caligula A. viii,

5. B;itish Library Cotton Domitian viii.

6. Oxford, Magdalen College 53.

/. Durham Deon‘dnd Chapter Library B.II.35.

Procedure

The abbreviation used

Each manuscript is discussed individually,
is given in brackets after each heading. Description, collation
and list of contents are followed by a note of secondary ref-

erences to the manuscript, and discussion of dating, provenance

and structure. Interrelationships between manuscripts are noted

briefly here, but in some cases are discussed later at more

length. Measurements given include binding.



Durham University Library, Bishop Cosin's Library V.1i.6 (Cosin's 1
Cosin's is the earliest manuscript of the HDE. It has

long been a subject of controversy, and by some is regarded, at

least in part, as an autograph manuscript.

Description and collation
113 fols; 295 x 182 mm; single columns.

The first gathering (fols 1-4) is unruled, and has 23 and 25
lines. Gatherings 2-12 are, respectively, of 6 (fols 5-10),
10 (fols 11-20), 10 (fols 21-30), 8 (fols 31-38), 8 (fols 39-46),
10 (fols 47-56), 10 (fols 57-66), 8 (fols 67-74), 8 (fols 75-82),
4 (fols 83-86), 4 (fols 87, 98-100), have 26 lines, and are ruled
with a hard point. Gathering 13 (fols 88-97) 'is a sixteenth-
century insertion. Gatherings 14 (fols 101-108) and 15 (fols
109-113) also have 26 lines, but are ruled with a plummet. Fol
109 is a sixteenth-century replacement for‘a leaf ﬁoﬁ lost.

Cosin's has no surviving gathering numbers or catchwords.

Contents

fols i-viii, Thomas Rud, Disquisitio de vero auctore hujus

Historiae Dunelmensis Ecclesiae, printed 1in Bedfﬁrd, Symeonis

Monachi Dunhelmensis Libellus (London 1732) pp i-xxxv. This
was written on paper and added in the eighteenth century.

1. fols ]v;4v' preface to HDE, from Regnante apud to restituit,

pfinted in Arnold I pp 7-11.

1I am grateful to Dr A.I. Doyle of Durham University Library

for discussing this with me.
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2. ftol 5#/”, description of Lindisfarne, added in a sixteenth-

century hand.

3. fols 6r-8v, lists of bishops and monks of Durham, with

prefaces, printed in Arnold I pp 3-6. Fols 9°-10"have been

left blank.

4. fols‘11r-98r,‘ﬂQ§, from Gloriosi quondam to annus agebatur,
printed in Arnold I pp 1/-135.

5. fols 88r-98r,the De iniusta vexacione Willelmi episcopi primi,

a sixteenth-century addition; printed in Arnold I pp 170-95,

discussed by H.S. Offler in EHR 66 (1951) pp 321-41.
6. fols 98102, continuation to HDE on bishop Ranulf Flam-

bard, from Tribus de hinc to confirmavit ieéfitutb, printed 1in

Arnold I pp 135-41.

/. fols 102r-113r, further continuation to HDE, including
further note on Flambard®s death, and accounts of the episcopate
of Geoffrey Rufus, the intrusion of Williaom Cumin, and the con-

secration ofbishop'willidm of Ste Bdfbe; from Obiit to susceptus

est; printed in Arnold I pp 141-60.

Secondary references
Catalogi Veteres Librorum Dunelmi, SS 7 (1838) pp 124, 147-50.

Thomas Rud, Disquisitio de vero auctore hujus Historiae Dun-

elmensis Ecclesiae, in Thomas Bedford, Symeonis Monachi Dunhel-

mensis Libellus (London 1732) pp i-xxxv.

"Arnold I p xv.

Mynors pp 60""1 ®



J. Conway Davies, *Bishop Cosin®s Manuscripts, The Durham Phil-
o biblon § (Durham 1949-55) pp 10-16 at pp 10-12,

Ker, English Manuscripts, pp 24-5, pl 8b

Gransden p 116.

Hands and dating
1

Rud thought Cosin®s may have been written under Symeon®s direction.
Arnold called *probably the authentic and original text of
2 3

the work®. J. Conway Davies. was more cautious, but Gransden

4

declared it a ®partly autograph® manuscript.

Though no final proof seems possible on the question of
whether Cosin®s is the original manuscript of the HDE, or stands
at some remove from the original, closer dating boundaries can

. T oV r I . .
be suggested for the first hand (fols 6 -7, 117-98"), in which
the bulk of the volume is written,.than Ker and Mynors indicated.

Ker dated Cosin®s to the episcopate of Ranulf Flambard (1099-

1128),5 Mynors more cauvtiously to 1109-1133, toking account of .

the five years between the death of Flambard and the consecration

of bishop Geoffrey Rufus.6 Both were presumably influenced by

]Rud P Xe.

5
Arnold I p xv.
3

The Durham Philobiblon 1 (Durham 1949-55) p 12.

4Grdnsden; p 116.

5Ker, English Manuscripts pp 24-5

-6Mynors pp 60-1. . In DUJ 44 (1951-2) p 24 n 13 J. Conway Davies
" dated it "between 1110 and 1120%, though he did not give any
reasons.
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the fact that on fol 6° the list of Durham bishops goes down in
the original hand to Rannulfus, and that on fol 6" Rannul fum was

probably the name of the bishop erased before the phrase qui

in presenti est.J However, a study of the lists of monks in the

r/v .t/v

house on fols 7 % - shows that the original list, in this

same first hand can probably be dated within the same limits

as the work itself, between August 24, 1104, the translation of

St Cuthbert,2 and August 1, 1109, the consecration of prior Turgot

as bishop of St Andrews...'3 Turgotus, prior 108/7-1109, 1is

written in the original hand on fol 7 in majuscule, while his

successors Algarus (1109-21138) and Rogerius (?1]38-]]49)]]opp—

ear on fol 7' in miniscule. Clearly it was normal practice to
distinguish the name of the incumbent by inscribing it in capital
letters, since priors Laurentius (2.1]49—1154) and Absalon

(1154-1158) are also written in majuscule, in different hands

and more than probably during their times as prior.

]Arnold I p3. Rannulfum is added to the margin 1in an eighteehth

century hand probably that of Thomas Rud. In the list on fol 6V
Willelmus (Carilef) is written in majuscule. See below pp }7e-4.

2

“3_l'_|5_|:i_ p 43. Here and below I follow the dates in this book, and

take episcopal successions to date from consecration rather than

election. See Janet Cooper, The Last Four Anglo-Saxon Arch-

pishops of York, Borthwick Paper no 38 (York 1970) p 24. The

possibility remains, however, that the terminus ad quem of the
- work , and of the first hand in Cosin's, should be 1106/7, the

date of Turgot's nomination as bishop of St. Andrews.

Referred to in HDE (Arnold I pp 34-5).
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In this list of monks the original hand ends at Edmundus

(no 73), and here I agree with Arnold rather than J. Conway
| 1

Davies on where the original hand ends. But Arnold was wrong

in believing that the remaining names are all in a second hand,

\
and Craster equally so in coming to the conclusion that the

next fifteen names, from Aelfredus to Leviat...s, were also 1in

2

the first hand. In fact, after Edmundus a nymber of different

hands can be seen on fol 7v. Ael fredus and Normannus are written

in a different hand; the alternation of red and biue for the

capitals has been abandoned, and red of a different shade has been

used for both AE and N.

In previous and subsequent names,” the
final s has been detached, but not so in either case here, and the
suffix of Normannus has been written using the normal terminal

abbreviation. After these two names, the colouring of the capitals

changes to the alternate red and green which is used throughout
: v
to the end of the.lists on fol 8. 3 The next eleven names are

less easy to assess for changes of hand, since, though there are

changes, the scribes are very close contemporaries. Thurstinus

and Aidanus both begin with green capitals, which may mean

that they were written separately, or may simply indicate a wish

]Arnold I p 6 and J. Conway Davies in Tht Durham Philobiblon ]

2HJH.E. Craster, 'Additional Note on Laurence of Durhom®, SHR 23
(1926) pp 40-1.

3

This fact that the same shades of colour are used from this point
may suggest that the capital letters were coloured only after all
the names were written, up to fol 8v, but as these shades are stan-
dard ones employed throughout the twelfth century in English manu-

scripts it is more probable that colouring followed fairly closely

on writing.
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to balance the two red capitals acbove. Certainly, it is far from
easy to distinguish Thurstinus and Aidanus from the following six

names, between Benedictus and Thomas, though there may be a change

of hand between the two groupings. The following two names,

Thomas
A second /

Edwinus and Lambertus, seem to be in a different hand.

at no 86, is,I think, in another hand, though it is difficult to be

Fulco and Leviat...s are without doubt, however, in a

different hand. Turoldus, Ricardus, Arnulfus, Ald...s] and

certaln.

Laurentius have been added together, very probably between c 1149

and 1154, when Laurence was prior. After Laurentius are four

capital letters, G, Y, D and M, the other letters of the names

having been erased. The capitals correspond to the first four

names on fol 8r,Hi1lelmus (assuming that Guillelmus originally

2

appeared on fol 7v), Ysaac, David and Mauricius. After the four

4

capital letters, the last name on fol 7" is Absalon, prior 1154-8,

-

whose name is written in majuscule in another new hand.

1

This appears as Aldredus in the similar but not identical list
in the Durham Liber Vitae, SS 136 (1923) fol 42v. 1In Cosin's
there are traces of erasure, after Ald. This was probably the

monk mentioned in the Vision of Orm; see AB 75 (1957) pp 72-82,
at p 76. - ‘

21 ch grateful to Dr Doyle for pointing this out to me.
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Every name on fol 8/ is in the one, later twelfth-century

hand, including Iacob (no 154),,‘| an interlineation not noted by
Arnold. It is interesting that at the foot of the first column of
fol 8" Rodbertus appears twice, but abbreviated in two different
ways. This was perhaps an attempt to emphasise that two men

of the same name did in fact enter the house at about the same
time, and that the repetition was not a scribal error.

From the frequent changes of hand on fol 7" it is clear that
for a time after 1104 x 9 the names of new recruits were entered
soon or fairly soon after arrival. The practice seems to have
been discontinued after 1154-8, when Absalon was prior, though
the concern with seniority remained, as can be seen from the care-
ful lettering ¢, d, e, a, b, f above the names of Ricardus,

Osmundus, Gilebertus, Gregorius, Petrus and Absalon on fol 8v,

-

in a hand perhaps identical, or at least very nearly contemporary,
with that which wrote the names. The same hand has added a
green cross above Iohannesl(no 196). Dr Doyle has kindly

informed me. that Offler believes this to be the archdeacon whose

dates he has established as c 1155-74.2 It 1s possible that at

1

After 150, the numbering of the monks is one less than it should
be. The numbers were added in the eighteenth century, probably
by Thomas Rud, since they are in the same hand as the autograph
copy of Rud's dissertation on the true author of the HDE, which
attributes the work to Symeon and which is bound in at the beg-
inning of the manuscript. It should be noted that Rud's number-
proceeds by tens, except for the 38 written opposite Symeon.

ZEHR 73 (1958) pp96-7.




this time archdeacon John was seen as being of higher standing
than the prior, since the names of priors Thomas (?1161/2-3) and

German (1163-89) are written in minuscule, like the other names

in the list.]

A
The main hand found on fols 6r-98r 1s the earliest in the

manuscript. The first gathering (fols 1-4), which contains what

Arnold called the ‘epitome' of the HDE,2 and which is distinct 1in

appearance from what follows, is,in my opinion, in a hand of a

decade or two later than the hand used on fols 6r-98r, and should
3

be regarded as the second main hand.

The third main hand, on the episcopate of Ranulf Flambard, is

4

on fols 98V;102r, and as Mynors and Offler note, was probably

added not long after Flambard®s death in 1128..

The fourth main hand is on fols 102r-113r, and includes a

further note on Flambard's death, and accounts of the episcopate of
Geoffrey Rufus, the intrusion of William Cumin and the consecration
of bishop William of Ste Barbe. The material may have beeﬁ
composed before Ste Borbeis death in 11562, though it is quite
likely that the history of Geoffrey Rufus®s episcopacy was composed

earlier than this; but Mynors® date of ‘probably not long after

]It may be noted that Thomas, 1t identified with the monk at no
190, professed later than German (no 179) yet became prior earlier.

2Arnold I pp 7-11.

3

The date of c;mposition of this section may, however, be earlier:
than 1104; see below pp/)72-S5"

4Mynors pp 60-1; Offler, Medieval Historians p 22 n 30.
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1144* , for this fourth main hand seems on palaeographical grounds
roughly fifty years too early.

Initials

-

The date 1104 x 9 which can be attributed to fo%s 6°-98" is of

importance in discussion of the fine inhabited acanthus initials
on fols 6°, 7%, 117 and 77" and which Mynors rightly compared to
those in BL Cotton Faustina A.vV. fols 25" and 87" and in Oxford,

University College 165 fol 9r, both Durham books from the first

half of the twelfth century.2

On fols 98" and 102" less skilful coloured initials introduce
the sections on bishops Ranulf Flambard and Geoffrey Rufus.
Though there is no verbal division of the work into books and

chapters (except what was added in the eighteenth century), small

coloured capitals mark the same divisions as in CUL Ff.1.27.

Relationships

Cosin's 1s the on1§ manuscript of the HDE to contain the lists of
monks in the house. Durham Dean and Chapter Library A.IV.36 is

|
the only other twelfth-century manuscript of the HDE to contain

the list of bishops.

The material on Flambard, Rufus, Cumin and Ste Barbe appears in a

]

Mynors pp 60-1. J. Conway Davies echoed Mynors; see The Durham
Philobiblon I (1949-55) p 11.

2On Oxford, University College, MS 165 see Kauffmann pp 66-7,

Malcolm Baker, °Medieval Illustrations of Bede'’s Life of St Cuth-
bert!, Journal of the Warburg and Courtauld Institutes 41 (1978).

and below pp F2-3, Z57.
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different version in CUL Ff.1.2/. It is arqued below that the

accounts of Cumin and Ste Barbe in Cosin®s may be later recensions

of the versions 1n Ff.1.27.]

The ‘'epitome® to the HDE on fols 1-4 does TOt appear in Cotton

Faustina A.v, but does appear in Ff.1.27 and A.IV.36. As argued

below, all these manuscripts were written in Durham. It may be
suggested that Cosin's fols 1-4 were added to the manuscript
sometime between the production of Faustinag in 1104 x 9 and Ff.1.27
late in the twelfth-century. Since the 1421 catalogue of Durham

books lists the second folio of Cosin's gs et quam maxime (fol

2 .. .
12°),“ it might be thought that fols 1-4 (and also fols 5-10) were

added later than 1421.  There is, however, a fourteenth-century

title on fol lr, Libellus de exordio et processu dunelmensis

ecclesie, and the more likely explanation of why the fifteenth
: r

century cataloguer listed fol 12" as the second folio of the

manuscript is probably simply that -he regarded the prefaces and

lists of bishops and monks as extraneous to the main work. It

has been suggested that the main hand of Cosin's (fols 6r-98r)

and the main hand of University College Oxford 165 are the work of
3

-some scribe. . So far as it is possible to be certain on such
] , T,
See below pps5E8-9.
2botologiV’eteres Librorum Dunelmi, SS 7 (1838) p 124.
9 .

El2bieta Temple, ‘A Note on the University College of St. Cuth-
bert®, Bodleian Library Record 9 (1973-8) pp 320-2, at p 320.



matters, this proposal seems to me to be correct.

Erasures and text

There are a number of erasures in Cosin's, some more enigmatic

v :
than others. On fol 1 appear the traces of an erased rubric
\

of two lines above what 1is now the first line. It seems reasonable
to suppose that this rubric may have mentioned an author, but

the lines are unfortunately resistant to ultra-violet light.

Some erasures, on fols 45v; 72v, 79" and 8]r, can be supplied

2

by BL Cotton Faustina A,..v..‘I Other erasures, on fols 6r, 35r'3'

r4 v5

v
32 -40 , 63 , had been made before Faustina was written.

Conclusion

Cosin's fols 6 -98° were written in Durham between 1104 and 1109.
fols 1'-4  were written a decade or two later; fols 98'-102"
were written soon dfter 1128; fols 102" -113" were written very
late in the twelfth century.

] See Arnold I pp 70, 111, 122, 124;

A.H. Thompson, DUJ 36 (1943-4) p 33.

Offler, Charters pp 4-6;

2 Between inveniant and itaque, not noted in Arnold I p 3.

] Ibid pp 53-4.

4

Arnold (ibid p 61) noted that this is an erasure of one or two
lines. In fact, from nam in domo to sufficiant has been written
in a different but almost Contemporary .hond over an erasuvre, |
om grateful to Dr Doyle for pointing this out to me.

5‘Arnold (ibid p 97) printed auferrent as one word, and so it
appears in Faustina; but in Cosin's there has been a small erasure

between au and ferrent. Perhaps the scribe in Cosin's origin-
ally wrote autem ferrent. |




BL Cotton Faustina A.v (Faustina)

Faustina is the manuscript second in date of the HDE. It was
once joined to Trinity College, Dublin, MS 114,] which 1is, how-

ever, a fourteenth-century book having no organic connection with

the twelfth-century sections of Faustina. :

Description and collation
110 fols, of which fols 1-24, 103-110 are in hands of the

fourteenth to sixteenth centuries, and fols 99-102 are in a hand
of the first half of the twelfth century. These fols constitute

sections separate and distinct from fols 25-98 (HDE), and are

ignored in the discussion which follows.

240 x 177 mm;

rebound 1950 s:

Single columns, 26 lines, ruled with a hard point;

four gatherings of}lO from fols 25-64; two of 12 from fols 65-88
another gathering of 10 from 89-98
There are no surviving gathering numbers or catchwords.
Contents

fols 25r—97r,lﬂ25'from Gloriosi quondam to annus agebatur, as 1in
Cosin'S fols 1lr—98r, and as printed in Arnold I pp 17-135.  The

]Ker, Medieval Libraries p 88; T;K; Abboft; Cctologbe of the

Manuscripts in the Library of Trinity College, Dublin (Dublin
and London 1900) p 14. |
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rubric reads: Incipit libellus de exordio atque procursu 1stius

hoc est dunelmensis ecclesiae. Fols 97 <98 were originally

left blank.

Secondary references \

A Catalogue of the manuscripts in the Cottonian Library, ed
J. Planta (London 1801) p 603.

Arnold I pp xvi, 70, 92, 111, 122,.

Ker, Medieval Libraries p 88.
Offler, Charters pp 4-6.

Hands, dating and relatidnshigs

Fols 25°-97° are in a hand very similar to Cosin's and the acanthus
initials on fols 25  and 87" are rougher, more muted versions

: _ r r ,.r v
of the type found in Cosin's fols 67, 7,117, and 77! and
correspond to the same letters as Cosin's fols 11° and 77" .

Faustina has retained several passages later erased from

1

Cosin's , including, crucially for the dating, the following on
fol 83 : .

Ipse est qui 1n locum magistri videlicet Aldwini
succedens, hodie in hac, id est Dunhelmi ecclesiq
dudum sibi traditum a Willelmo episcopo prioratum
tenet.

Vi

Referring to prior Turgot of Durham, this passcge was thus writ-
ten between the last event mentioned in the work - the trans-

lation of St Cuthbert in 1104 - and the departure of Turgot

]See Arnold I pp 70, 111, 122, 124; Offler, Charters pp 4-6

2Arnold I p 111; Cosin’'s fol 72",
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from Durham in 1109 to become bishop of St Andrews. Cosin's
can also be dated between 1104 and 1109, but in Faustina fols

48", 52" and 90" gaps produced by erasure do not appear, thus
]

indicating that Faustina was copied a little lgter than Cosin’'s.

Faustina lacks the material contained in the first two

gatherings of Cosin's, the preface beginning Regnante apud

and the lists of bishops and monksz.

In Faustina there is no verbal division of the work into
books and chapters, though coloured capitals mark the same
divisions as in CUL Ff.1.27.

Provenance
On the basis of contents, hand and initials, it is clear that
Faustina A.v was written in Durham.

Faustina bears a variety of ownership marks from the Cis-
tercian abbey of Foun;oips in Yorkshire, including, in late
medieval hchs, the name of the abbey on fol 25% and tﬁe pressmark
on. fol 98". Onrfolv25r a late twelfth or early thi;teenth-
century hand inscribed Liber Sancte Marie de Fontibus, the usual

form of ex libris for the period found in other Fountains manu-

scripts such as BL Arundel 217 fol 1_v and in many other Cister-

TArnold I pp 53-4, 61, 123; Cosin's foll 35%, 407, 80".
2Arnold I pp 3-11.
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cian volumes including CCCC 66 and 139 and Liege University
Library 369 C. On fol 97" appears a fourteenth-century note:

Liber sancte marie de fontibus ex dono Willelmi de Coutton

vondam monachi de fontibus. On fol 98v the ex libris of the
gqvonhdam monachl de iontibus Az LY L)

donor has been partially erased but is still legible under
vltra-violet light: hic est liber Willelmi de Coutton. Arnold
took the note on fol 97" to mean that Faustina had been given to
Fountains. by William de Coutton, prior of Durham from 1321 to
1340/1‘..'l It 1s not certain whether this identification can be

sustained. There appears to be no further evidence that Cout-

ton made the unusual move from white monk to head of a house of
black monks. He was a close ally of prior Richard de Hoton in
the struggle with bishop Antony Bek and was imprisoned briefly

2
with Hoton in 1300. The author of the Gesta Dunelmensia

. . . . . .3
knew him at this time as the procurator prioris et capituli,
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